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Abstract. We compare the structures and methods in the theory of causal fermion
systems with approaches to fundamental physics based on division algebras, in par-
ticular the octonions. We find that octonions and, more generally, tensor products
of division algebras come up naturally to describe the symmetries of the vacuum
configuration of a causal fermion system. This is achieved by associating the real
and imaginary octonion basis elements with the neutrino and charged sectors of the
vacuum fermionic projector, respectively. Conversely, causal fermion systems pro-
vide octonionic theories with spacetime structures and dynamical equations via the
causal action principle. In this way, octonionic theories and causal fermion systems
complement each other.
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1. Introduction

This article is part of a series of papers comparing the structures and ideas of
different approaches to fundamental physics that was started with [42, 44] and will be
continued in [73, 46]. Each of these papers contains an introduction to the theories
under consideration including an overview of their accomplishments. These overviews
serve as a starting point for a reader familiar with one of the approaches to engage
with the other approach. The papers proceed with a detailed comparison of these two
theories. Ultimately, the goal is to motivate the community to establish an extensive
collection of such articles as a sort of “Rosetta stone” for approaches to fundamental
physics. The hope is that such a set of dictionaries facilitates the exchange of ideas
across approaches and thereby catalyzes progress in the foundations of physics. This
addresses a distinctly different goal from overview articles such as [80, 83, 28] or [6] that
try to cover the development across many approaches simultaneously. By focusing on
two sets of ideas at a time, a greater level of depth can be achieved and more specific
issues can be addressed.

The present article resulted from discussions of the authors with the wish of connect-
ing two different approaches to fundamental physics: The approach relating octonions
(or division algebras in general, although we restrict ourselves in the present articles
to octonions and use the term octonions and division algebras synonymously) with
fundamental physics on one side and causal fermion systems on the other. Our report
uncovers many surprising similarities and analogies, but also points to differences and
discusses open research questions. One of our key findings is that octonions (more
generally, tensor products of division algebras) come up naturally to describe sym-
metries or approximate symmetries of the vacuum configuration of a causal fermion
system. Likewise, the interactions of a causal fermion system can be described in terms
of algebras of endomorphisms acting on the octonions. In this way, the approaches
connecting division algebras, in particular octonions, to the standard model (see for ex-
ample [34, 59, 103, 82]) may give a more fundamental understanding for the structure
of the vacuum of the causal fermion system and for the form of possible interactions.
On the other hand, the theory of causal fermion systems may provide the octonionic
theories with additional structures needed for developing them into full physical the-
ories. In particular, causal fermion systems give rise to spacetime structures (like
causality and geometry) and equations describing the dynamics (via the causal action
principle). In this way, the octonionic theories and causal fermion systems comple-
ment each other. Moreover, there are interesting and inspiring connections between
the ideas underlying the approaches. Studying these connections further should, on
the one hand, provide a dynamical framework for division algebraic descriptions of the
standard model and, on the other hand, give restrictions for possible matter models
which can be realized as causal fermion systems.

Since the pioneering work of Güynadin and Gürsey in the 1970s describing the SU(3)
color symmetry of quarks using octonions, attempts using octonions, together with the
remaining three normed division algebras, to explain the structure, gauge groups, and
particle multiplets of the standard model have grown in popularity. The extensive
works of Dixon, culminated in the book [34], demonstrate how many of the math-
ematical features of the standard model, including its gauge symmetries to which a
single generation of fermions and leptons are subject, together with the correct multi-
plets into which they fall, are inherent in the 64 real dimensional composition algebra
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T = R ⊗ C ⊗ H ⊗ O. In a closely related approach, Furey focuses on the Clifford al-
gebras which are generated by linear operators acting on (tensor products of) division
algebras via composition. She describes the particle multiplets in terms of minimal
left ideals of these algebras and the gauge groups as the subgroups of the Clifford al-
gebra’s spin group that preserve the structure of these minimal left ideals [59, 62, 63].
Many other authors, not cited here, have contributed to these and related approaches.
Such division algebraic constructions offer a number of attractive features, most no-
tably a derivation of the standard model gauge groups from a minimal mathematical
framework, together with the correct chiral fermion representations.

The theory of causal fermion systems is a recent approach to fundamental physics
(see the basics in Section 3, the reviews [53, 40, 47], the textbooks [39, 52] or the
website [1]). In this approach, spacetime and all objects therein are described by a
measure ρ on a set F of linear operators on a Hilbert space (H, ⟨.|.⟩H). The physical
equations are formulated by means of the so-called causal action principle, a nonlinear
variational principle where an action S is minimized under variations of the measure ρ.
In different limiting cases, causal fermion systems give rise to the standard model of
particle physics and gravity on the level of classical field theory [39] as well as to
quantum field theory [50, 51, 27].

The connection between causal fermion systems and octonionic theories is estab-
lished by analyzing the symmetry properties of the causal fermion system describing
the Minkowski vacuum. In order to describe the Minkowski vacuum by a causal fermion
system, one needs to specify the configuration of the fermions. By doing this ad hoc
in a specific way, the causal action principle yields the gauge groups and couplings of
the standard model (for more details see Section 3.4). As we shall see, the vacuum
configuration can be described naturally using octonions. Likewise, the symmetries
are described by the associative multiplication algebras generated from the octonions.
Even more, the interaction as described by the causal action principle can be written
using automorphism groups of octonions and the exceptional Jordan algebra. In this
manner, one uncovers close connections between causal fermion systems and octonionic
theories. The main part of this paper is devoted to working out these connections in
detail (see Section 4 and Section 5.1). A related question is whether octonions pro-
vide a better and more systematic understanding for how the vacuum is to be chosen.
Here we explore the possibility that the chiral asymmetry is no longer built in from
the beginning, but instead arises dynamically by a chiral symmetry breaking effect
(Section 5.2). Analyzing these questions in more detail should also give new insight
into the rigidity of the particle model in the theory of causal fermion systems.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin by giving short but self-contained
reviews of octonionic theories (Section 2) and to causal fermion systems (Section 3).
In Section 4 we compare these approaches. Section 5 gives an outlook and spells out
several directions for future research. Moreover, as Majorana spinors are important
for certain aspects of octonionic theories, in Appendix A we explain how Majorana
spinors can be described by a causal fermion system.

2. Division Algebras and the Standard Model

2.1. Motivation. The standard model of particle physics is a gauge theory based
on the group SU(3) × SU(2) × U(1) with particle multiplets falling into irreducible
representations of these Lie groups. Despite its undeniable success, the standard model
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has some striking theoretical and conceptual puzzles that remain unanswered. For
example:

▶ What is the origin of the standard model gauge group, and why do the gauge
groups, as well as the spacetime symmetries appear as separate factors?

▶ Why do elementary fermions fall into the observed multiplets (irreducible repre-
sentations of the Lie groups), and not others?

▶ Why is SU(2) chiral and broken whereas SU(3) is non-chiral and exact?
▶ Why are there three generations of fermions?
▶ The theoretical origins of electroweak symmetry breaking and of CP violation are

unknown.

These, among other, unresolved puzzles provide a hint that the standard model likely
constitutes an approximation to a yet more fundamental theory.

Grand unified theories (GUTs) attempt to address some of these issues by unify-
ing the separate gauge groups into one larger group. A classic example involves the
packaging of SU(3), SU(2) and U(1) into SU(5). However, with an infinite number
of Lie groups at one’s disposal, how does one pick those relevant to particle physics?
Furthermore, having selected the groups of interest, how to choose from the infinitely
many multiplets and representations?

A more discerning approach is to instead search for a simple fundamental math-
ematical structure from which the symmetries of the standard model and the right
representations arise naturally. Nature only admits four normed division algebras
(over the field of real numbers): the real numbers R (1D), complex numbers C (2D),
the non-commutative quaternions H (4D), and finally the non-associative octonions O
(8D). These four algebras are extremely generative, and the existence of the four divi-
sion algebras gives rise to all (classical and exceptional) Lie groups. Additionally, all
Clifford and Jordan algebras correspond to matrix algebras over the division algebras.

The (hyper)complex division algebras also happen to be intimately related to the
three Lie gauge groups that appear in the standard model: The imaginary element
of C generates U(1) via exponentiation; those of H generate SU(2); whereas the auto-
morphism group of O, G2, has an SU(3) subgroup that is the stability group of a fixed
imaginary direction.

Not surprisingly therefore, a growing number of authors over the years have sought
to connect the normed division algebras, in particular the octonions, to the gauge
symmetries and particle multiplets of the standard model.

2.2. Historical Overview. The octonions first appeared in relation to quantum the-
ory in the classification of Jordan algebras by Jordan et. al. [74]. In this context,
the Jordan algebras represent algebras of observables, because unlike the usual ma-
trix product, the commutative but non-associative Jordan product of two Hermitian
operators is again Hermitian. In particular, the classification of Jordan algebras iden-
tified the single exceptional Jordan algebra J3(O), consisting of 3 × 3-matrices with
(off-diagonal) entries in O.

Not long after the discovery of quarks, Güynadin and Gürsey combined these earlier
ideas and utilized O to describe the SU(3) color symmetry of quarks [69]. Such an
octonion-based description of quarks is motivated by the observation that SU(3) cor-
responds to a subgroup of the octonion automorphism group G2 that leaves invariant
one of the octonion imaginary unit vectors.
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This early work relating O to quarks was extended upon by Dixon who demonstrated
that the division algebras C, H and O provide the algebraic underpinnings of modern
particle theory. Specifically, many of the mathematical features of the standard model,
including its gauge symmetries to which a single generation of fermions and leptons
are subject, together with the correct multiplets into which they fall, are inherent in
the 64 real dimensional composition algebra T = R⊗C⊗H⊗O, [29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34].

Conventionally, spinors are considered as column vectors with entries in R or C.
An example being Dirac spinors corresponding to wave functions in 4 × 1-column
vectors over C, acted upon by the Dirac algebra (a complex Clifford algebra). Dixon’s
underlying idea is to generalize this notion and consider tensor products of division
algebras (for example T defined above) themselves as spinors.

Such spinors are acted upon from the left or right by the algebra itself, with each
possible action corresponding to a linear map. The composition of all such adjoint
actions generate the associative multiplication algebra, a Clifford algebra, which acts
on the spinor space (corresponding to a tensor product of division algebras).

In such a construction therefore, the spinor space itself exhibits algebraic structure.
It is this nontrivial algebraic structure of the spinor components that provides the
algebraic source of the internal symmetries needed to replicate the structure of the
standard model. In particular, since T itself is not a division algebra, it admits a non-
trivial decomposition of its identity into mutually orthogonal primitive idempotents,
corresponding to projectors. These projectors simultaneously decompose the spinor
space into mutually orthogonal subspaces, as well as the associative multiplication
algebra into subalgebras whose actions preserve these subspaces.

For the case of the spinor T, the identity can be resolved into four orthogonal
projectors, each composed of other projectors associated with SU(2) isospin and SU(3)
color. The spinor T is then found to transform with respect to these Lie groups
as SU(2) doublets and SU(3) singlets and triplets. Additionally, the quantum numbers
associated with hypercharge, isospin and color can be mathematically assigned to the
invariant subspaces of T. That is, the gauge symmetries and multiplets of spinors
encountered in the standard model are both part of the same mathematical structure
arising from the spinor T, which then transforms as U(1)× SU(2)× SU(3), with each
invariant subspace corresponding to a Pauli spinor. Dirac spinors can subsequently be
produced by doubling the spinor space to T2, that is 2× 1-column vectors over T.

In the models of Güynadin and Gürsey [69] and Dixon [34], the bosons live in
the associative multiplication algebra, whereas the fermions reside in the spinors on
which this algebra acts. Furey instead describes both bosons and fermions within the
associative multiplication algebra by considering the minimal left ideals of the algebra
as the spinors [59, 60, 62, 63, 64]. The representation of spinors as minimal ideals of
Clifford algebras dates back to the 1930s [75, 91] and 1940s [89]. The fermions in such
a construction then correspond to the basis states of the minimal left ideals of the
associative multiplication algebra, constructed via a standard procedure based on a
Witt decomposition proposed by Ablamowicz [2], and the gauge symmetries are then
the unitary symmetries that preserve these ideals.

Since the predominant focus of the present paper is connecting causal fermion sys-
tems to the octonions, in what follows we shall disregard the factor of H in T. Instead,
we restrict attention to the C⊗O-component of the algebra T.
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2.3. The Normed Division Algebras. A division algebra is an algebra over a field
where division is always well-defined, except by zero. A normed division algebra has
the additional property that it is also a normed vector space, with the norm defined
in terms of a conjugate. A well-known result by Hurwitz [71] states that there exist
only four normed division algebras (over the field of real numbers): R, C, H, O, being
of dimensions one, two, four and eight, respectively. In going to higher-dimensional
algebras, successive algebraic properties are lost: R is self-conjugate, commutative
and associative, C is commutative and associative (but no longer self-conjugate), H
is associative but no longer commutative, and finally O is neither commutative nor
associative (but alternative).

The octonions O are the largest division algebra, of dimension eight. Its orthonormal
basis is comprised of the seven imaginary units e1, ..., e7 along with the unit 1 = e0. A
general octonion x may then be written as

x = x0 e0 + x1 e1 + ...+ x7 e7 with x0, ..., x7 ∈ R .

The octonionic conjugate x is defined as x = x0e0 − x1e1 − ...− x7e7. The norm of an
octonion x is subsequently defined by ||x||2 = xx = xx, and the inverse of x is given
by x−1 = x/||x||2.

There are many different multiplication tables for octonions, with different authors
using different multiplication rules. Here we will follow the multiplication table used
in [79], which is the multiplication table most naturally obtained via the Cayley-
Dickson process. That is the multiplication of e0, e1, e2, e3 generates H and the mul-
tiplication of e0, e1 generates C (and of course e0 generates R trivially). One way to
represent octonion multiplication is in terms of the Fano plane; see Figure 1.

Figure 1. The Fano plane, encoding the multiplicative structure of
our octonions, where a ≡ ea, a = 1, ..., 7. Note that each line is cyclic,
representing a quaternionic triple.

The Fano plane representing the multiplication of octonion basis elements can be
summarized as:

eiej =

 ej if i = 0
ei if j = 0

−δij + ϵijkek otherwise ,

where ϵijk is the completely antisymmetric tensor with value 1 when ijk = 123, 145,
176, 246, 257, 347 or 365.

Each projective line in the Fano plane corresponds (together with the identity e0)
to a quaternion (H) subalgebra; there are seven such subalgebras. All the imaginary
octonion units anti-commute under multiplication. Unlike for the smaller division



CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS AND OCTONIONS 7

algebras, the multiplication of elements not belonging to the same H subalgebra is
non-associative. For example,

e4(e7e6) = −e5 ̸= e5 = (e4e7)e6 .

Octonion multiplication however is alternative, meaning that

x(xy) = (xx)y and y(xx) = (yx)x for all x, y ∈ O .

By singling out one imaginary octonion basis element, an octonion can be written
as

x = (x0 + x4e4)e0 + (x1 − x5e4)e1 + (x2 − x6e4)e2 + (x3 − x7e4)e3 . (2.1)

This singling out of one of the imaginary basis elements of the octonions is equivalent
to choosing a privileged subalgebra of C⊗O, and induces a splitting of O as C⊕ C3.
Therefore, as vector spaces, the octonions O are therefore isomorphic to C4. this
splitting of O as C⊕C3 has been associated with the lepton-quark splitting [81]. The
space of internal states of a quark then corresponds to the three complex dimensional
space C3, whereas the internal space of a lepton is C.

The automorphism group of O is the 14-dimensional exceptional Lie group G2. This
exceptional group contains SU(3) as one of its maximal subgroups, corresponding to
the stabilizer subgroup of one of the octonion imaginary units or, equivalently, the
subgroup of Aut(O) that preserves the representation of O as the complex space C⊕C3.

On account of being a division algebra, the octonions do not contain any projectors.
One way to include projectors it to instead consider the complex octonions C ⊗ O1,
and this is one reason why in octonionic models it is inevitably the complex octonion
algebra C ⊗ O that is considered, and not just O. The algebra C ⊗ O is no longer a
division algebra (even though the separate factors are), but C⊗O remains alternative.
Two specific projectors can be introduced in C⊗O by singling out one of the octonion
basis elements, say e4. The the two mutually annihilating projectors are

ρ± =
1

2
(1± ie4) ,

satisfying the relations

ρ− + ρ+ = 1, ρ2− = ρ−, ρ2+ = ρ+, ρ−ρ+ = ρ+ρ− = 0 .

2.4. The Associative Multiplication Algebras of O. The non-associativity of O
means that the algebra is not representable as a matrix algebra (with the standard
matrix product). The algebra generated from the composition of left (and/or right)
actions of O on itself, however, is associative, since each such left (right) action corre-
sponds to a linear operator (endomorphism). Suppose that a, x are elements of some
algebra A, and define:

La[x] := ax, Ra[x] := xa, ∀a, x ∈ A .

It is clear that La and Ra denote linear operator corresponding to left and right mul-
tiplication of x ∈ A by a ∈ A, respectively. These maps send the element x ∈ A to
some other element y ∈ A, and thus La and Ra ∈ End(A). The mappings a 7→ La

1Another option is to consider the split octonions algebra, which is not a normed division algebra,
and does contain projectors. The split octonions differ from the octonions in that its quadratic form
has a split signature (4, 4) whereas the octonions quadratic form has a positive-definite signature (8, 0).
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and a 7→ Ra do not correspond to algebra homomorphisms. Instead, via composi-
tion each generates an associative algebra referred to as the associative multiplication
algebra.

Note in particular, that for a non-associative algebras such as O,

LaLb[x] = a(bx) ̸= Lab[x] = (ab)x,

RaRb[x] = (xb)a ̸= Rab[x] = x(ab), ∀a, b, x ∈ O.

We denoted by OL and OR, the left and right associative multiplication algebras of
octonions respectively, which we will henceforth refer to simple as the left (right)
multiplication algebra2 These linear maps preserve the quadratic relations ⟨x, y⟩ =
1
2(xy + yx), where x, y ∈ O

LxLy1 + LyLx1 = 2⟨x, y⟩1 = RxRy1 +RyRx1 .

Since La (Ra) correspond to linear operators, they can be represented as 8× 8 real
matrices acting on the vector space O written as a column vector.

Within OL, one finds the following identities [34, 59]:

Le1Le2Le3Le4Le5Le6x = Le7x,

...LebLeaLeaLec ....x = −...LebLec ....x,
...LeaLeb ...x = −...LebLea ...,

where a, b, c = 1, ..., 7.
The non-associativity of O means that OL (OR) contains genuinely new maps which

are not captured by O itself. For example, e3(e4(e6 + e2)) ̸= y(e6 + e2) for any y ∈ O.
There are a total of 64 distinct left-acting real linear maps from O to itself, and these
(due to the given identities above) provide a faithful representation of the real Clifford
algebra Cℓ(0, 6). Furthermore, any left (right) adjoint action can always be rewritten
as a right (left) adjoint action, so that OL = OR [34].

For the complex octonions, C ⊗ O, the left (right) multiplication algebra is like-
wise complexified and becomes the complex Clifford algebra Cℓ(6), having complex
dimension 64.

2.5. Connection to the Standard Model. In order to highlight the connection of
the octonions to the standard mode, we now provide an explicit example of how the
associative left multiplication algebra Cℓ(6) generated from the adjoint actions of C⊗O
can be used to represent one generation of standard model fermions with SU(3)×U(1)
unbroken gauge symmetries.

2.5.1. One Generation of Electrocolor States from C⊗O. Let Le1 , ..., Le6 be a generat-
ing basis (over C) for Cℓ(6) associated with the left associative multiplication algebra
of C⊗O, satisfying the relations L2

ei = −1 and LeiLej = −LejLei . Define a Witt basis
for Cℓ(6) as follows,

α†
1 :=

1

2
(Le1 + iLe5), α†

2 :=
1

2
(Le2 + iLe6), α†

3 :=
1

2
(Le3 + iLe7)

α1 :=
1

2
(−Le1 + iLe5), α2 :=

1

2
(−Le2 + iLe6), α3 :=

1

2
(−Le3 + iLe7) .

2We remark that the left multiplication algebra is also referred to as the octonionic chain algebra C⊗←−
O ; see for example [59].
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Here † corresponds to the composition of complex conjugation and octonion conjuga-
tion. This new basis satisfies the anti-commutation relations

{αi, αj}x = {α†
i , α

†
j}x = 0, {αi, α†

j}x = δijx, for all x ∈ C⊗O .

Both {αi} and {α†
i} correspond to bases for the maximally isotropic subspaces χ and χ†

respectively, because

{αi, αj} = 0 ∀αi, αj ∈ χ and {α†
i , α

†
j} = 0 ∀α†

i , α
†
j ∈ χ† .

Moreover, they generate the exterior algebras
∧
χ and

∧
χ† via the product of the

Clifford algebra.
From this Witt basis it is possible to construct two minimal left ideals of the alge-

bra Cℓ(6), following the procedure in [2] (see [59] for a detailed construction):

Cℓ(6)ωω† =
∧
χ†ωω†, Cℓ(6)ω†ω =

∧
χω†ω ,

where ω = α1α2α3 and ω† = α†
3α

†
2α

†
1 are nilpotents, but ωω† and ω†ω are primitive

idempotents. Each minimal ideal has complex dimension eight. Explicitly,

Su =νωω†+

drα†
1ωω

†+dgα†
2ωω

† + dbα†
3ωω

†+

urα†
3α

†
2ωω

†+ugα†
1α

†
3ωω

† + ubα†
2α

†
1ωω

†+

e+α†
3α

†
2α

†
1ωω

†

Sd =νω†ω+

drα1ω
†ω+dgα2ω

†ω + dbα3ω
†ω+

urα3α2ω
†ω+ugα1α3ω

†ω + ubα2α1ω
†ω+

e−α3α2α1ω
†ω

where the suggestively labelled coefficients are elements of C.
The subgroup of Spin(6) generated from the grade two elements of Cℓ(6) that

preserves the Witt basis, and hence the minimal left ideals, is the unitary symme-
try U(3) = SU(3) × U(1). The generators of this symmetry, written in terms of the
Witt basis elements, are:

Λ1 = −α†
2α1 − α†

1α2 Λ2 = iα†
2α1 − iα†

1α2 Λ3 = α†
2α2 − α†

1α1

Λ4 = −α†
1α3 − α†

3α1 Λ5 = −iα†
1α3 + iα†

3α1 Λ6 = −α†
3α2 − α†

2α3

Λ7 = iα†
3α2 − iα†

2α3 Λ8 = − 1√
3
(α†

1α1 + α†
2α2 − 2α†

3α3),

Q =
1

3
(α†

1α1 + α†
2α2 + α†

3α3).

The basis states of minimal ideals are then found to transform as 1 ⊕ 3 ⊕ 3 ⊕ 1 un-
der SU(3), which can therefore be associated with the color symmetry SU(3)C , justi-
fying the choice of coefficients. The U(1) generator Q (together with −Q∗), related to
the number operator Q = N/3, on the other hand, gives the correct electric charge for
each state. The ideal Su contains the isospin up states, whereas the Sd contains the
isospin down states.

Two minimal ideal of Cℓ(6) arising as the associative left multiplication algebra
of C ⊗ O therefore provides an elegant representation of one generation of standard
model electrocolor states. In this construction, the dimension of the minimal ideals
(eight) corresponds to the number of distinct particle states, whereas the gauge sym-
metries are obtained as the subgroup of Spin(6) that preserves the Witt basis (and
subsequently the minimal left ideals).
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3. Causal Fermion Systems

We now give a self-contained introduction to the basic structures of a causal fermion
system. We keep the explanations short, noting that detailed and elementary intro-
ductions to the physical and mathematical concepts can be found in the review pa-
pers [53, 47] and the comparison paper [44, Section 2.1]. We also refer the interested
reader to the textbooks [39, 52] and the website [1].

3.1. Causal Fermion Systems and the Reduced Causal Action Principle. We
begin with the general definition of a causal fermion system.

Definition 3.1. (causal fermion systems) Given a separable complex Hilbert space H
with scalar product ⟨.|.⟩H and a parameter n ∈ N (the “spin dimension”), we let F ⊂
L(H) be the set of all symmetric operators on H of finite rank, which (counting
multiplicities) have at most n positive and at most n negative eigenvalues. On F we
are given a positive measure ρ (defined on a σ-algebra of subsets of F). We refer
to (H,F, ρ) as a causal fermion system.

A causal fermion system describes a spacetime together with all structures and ob-
jects therein. In order to single out the physically admissible causal fermion systems,
one must formulate physical equations. To this end, we impose that the measure ρ
should be a minimizer of the causal action principle, which we now introduce. For
brevity of the presentation, we only consider the reduced causal action principle where
the so-called boundedness constraint has been incorporated by a Lagrange multiplier
term. This simplification is no loss of generality, because the resulting Euler-Lagrange
equations are the same as for the non-reduced action principle as introduced for ex-
ample in [39, Section §1.1.1].

For any x, y ∈ F, the product xy is an operator of rank at most 2n. However,
in general it is no longer a symmetric operator because (xy)∗ = yx, and this is dif-
ferent from xy unless x and y commute. As a consequence, the eigenvalues of the
operator xy are in general complex. We denote the rank of xy by k ≤ 2n. Counting
algebraic multiplicities, we choose λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
k ∈ C as all the non-zero eigenvalues and

set λxyk+1, . . . , λ
xy
2n = 0. Given a parameter κ > 0 (which will be kept fixed throughout

this paper), we introduce the κ-Lagrangian and the causal action by

κ-Lagrangian: L(x, y) = 1

4n

2n∑
i,j=1

(∣∣λxyi ∣∣− ∣∣λxyj ∣∣)2 + κ

( 2n∑
j=1

∣∣λxyj ∣∣)2

(3.1)

causal action: S(ρ) =
∫∫

F×F

L(x, y) dρ(x) dρ(y) . (3.2)

The reduced causal action principle is to minimize S by varying the measure ρ under
the following constraints,

volume constraint: ρ(F) = 1 (3.3)

trace constraint:

∫
F

tr(x) dρ(x) = 1 . (3.4)

This variational principle is mathematically well-posed if H is finite-dimensional. For
a review of the existence theory and the analysis of general properties of minimizing
measures we refer to [52, Chapter 12].
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3.2. Spacetime Structures. A causal fermion system describes a spacetime together
with all structures therein. The structures are the causal and metric structures, spinors
and interacting fields (for details see [39, Chapter 1]). All these spacetime structures
are inherent in the sense that they use information already encoded in the causal
fermion system. We now give a brief outline of the spacetime structures, with a focus
on those structures which will be needed later on.

Let ρ be a minimizing measure. Spacetime is defined as the support of this measure,

M := supp ρ ⊂ F ,

where on M we consider the topology induced by F (generated by the operator norm
on L(H)). Thus the spacetime points are symmetric linear operators on H. The
restriction of the measure ρ|M gives a volume measure on spacetime.

We begin with the following notion of causality:

Definition 3.2. (causal structure) For any x, y ∈ F, we again denote the non-
trivial eigenvalues of the operator product xy (again counting algebraic multiplicities)
by λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
2n. The points x and y are called spacelike separated if all the λxyj have

the same absolute value. They are said to be timelike separated if the λxyj are all real

and do not all have the same absolute value. In all other cases (i.e. if the λxyj are not

all real and do not all have the same absolute value), the points x and y are said to
be lightlike separated.

Restricting the causal structure of F to M , we get causal relations in spacetime.
The Lagrangian (3.1) is compatible with the above notion of causality in the follow-

ing sense. Suppose that two points x, y ∈M are spacelike separated. Then the eigen-
values λxyi all have the same absolute value. As a consequence, the Lagrangian (3.1)
vanishes. Thus pairs of points with spacelike separation do not enter the action. This
can be seen in analogy to the usual notion of causality where points with spacelike
separation cannot influence each other. This is the reason for the notion “causal” in
causal fermion system and causal action principle.

Next, a causal fermion system encodes spinorial wave functions. To this end, for
every spacetime point x ∈M we define the spin space Sx by Sx = x(H); it is a subspace
of H of dimension at most 2n. It is endowed with the spin inner product ≺.|.≻x defined
by

≺u|v≻x = −⟨u|xv⟩H (for all u, v ∈ Sx) . (3.5)

A wave function ψ is defined as a function which to every x ∈ M associates a vector
of the corresponding spin space,

ψ : M → H with ψ(x) ∈ Sx for all x ∈M .

It is an important observation that every vector u ∈ H of the Hilbert space gives rise
to a distinguished wave function. In order to obtain this wave function, denoted by ψu,
we simply project the vector u to the corresponding spin spaces,

ψu : M → H , ψu(x) = πxu ∈ Sx .

We refer to ψu as the physical wave function of u ∈ H. Another object which will be
important in what follows is the kernel of the fermionic projector defined by

P (x, y) = πx y|Sy : Sy → Sx , (3.6)

where πx : H → Sx is the orthogonal projection to the spin space Sx. The kernel
of the fermionic projector can be expressed in terms of the physical wave functions.
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Indeed, choosing an orthonormal basis (bi) of H (for details see [39, Chapter 1] or [52,
Section 5.6])

P (x, y)ϕ = −
∑
i

ψbi(x)≺ψbi(y)| ϕ≻y . (3.7)

The kernel of the fermionic projector plays a central role in the theory of causal
fermion systems for two reasons:

(i) The causal action principle can be formulated in terms of P (x, y). In order to see
this, we note that the trace in the trace constraint (3.4) can be written as tr(x) =
TrSx(P (x, x)). Moreover, the eigenvalues λxyj of the operator xy (which appear

in (3.1) and (3.2)) coincide with the eigenvalues of the so-called closed chainAxy :=
P (x, y)P (y, x) : Sx → Sx. Details can be found in [39, Section 1.1] and [52,
Section 5.6].

(ii) According to (3.6), the kernel of the fermionic projector P (x, y) is a mapping from
one space Sy to another spin space Sx. In this way, it gives relations between the
spacetime points. As will be explained in more detail in Section 3.6, these relations
give rise to geometric structures like connection and curvature.

Finally, additional structures like the metric and bosonic fields arise when describing
the dynamics of the causal fermion system, as will be outlined in the next sections.

3.3. Dynamical Equations in Spacetime. A minimizer of the causal action prin-
ciple satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange (EL) equations. For a suitable value of the
parameter s > 0, the function ℓ : F → R+

0 defined by

ℓ(x) :=

∫
M

Lκ(x, y) dρ(y)− s (3.8)

is minimal and vanishes on spacetime M := supp ρ,

ℓ|M ≡ inf
F
ℓ = 0 . (3.9)

Here the parameter s ≥ 0 in (3.8) is the Lagrange parameter corresponding to the
volume constraint. For the derivation and further details we refer to [54, Section 2]
or [52, Chapter 7].

The EL equations (3.9) describe the dynamics of the causal fermion systems. This
can be done abstractly on the linearized level by working with the so-called linearized
fields which satisfy the linearized field equations. Under general assumptions, the
Cauchy problem for the linearized field equations is well-posed [26], giving rise to a
causal propagation with finite propagation speed. Starting from the linearized dynam-
ics, the EL equations can be treated perturbatively [41].

The abstract “fields” in the linearized field equations can be associated in the con-
crete applications with classical or quantum fields in the usual sense. We proceed with
a brief outline of these constructions and the obtained results.

3.4. Connection to the Standard Model. In [39, Chapter 5] it is shown that in
a specific limiting case, referred to as the continuum limit, the causal action principle
gives rise to the interactions of the standard model and general relativity in terms of
an interaction of Dirac particles and anti-particles with classical bosonic fields (the
connection to bosonic quantum fields will be made in Section 3.5 below). The analysis
of the continuum limit is a systematic procedure for evaluating the EL equations for
causal fermion systems constructed in Minkowski space on the level of classical bosonic
fields coupled to second-quantized fermionic fields.
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The input is to prescribe the configuration of the fermions in the vacuum. To this
end, one needs to specify the kernel of the fermionic projector of the vacuum P (x, y)
as given abstractly by (3.6). In view of (3.7), we need to specify all the physical wave
functions. Choosing them as Dirac wave functions in Minkowski space, the kernel
of the fermionic projector P (x, y) becomes a spinorial bi-distribution in Minkowski
space. More specifically, in order to describe the vacuum, one chooses the physical
wave functions as all the negative energy solutions of the Dirac equation (the Dirac
sea; for the physical background see [52, Section 1.5] or [39, Chapter 1]). Describing
different types of particles by one Dirac sea each, we are led to building up the vacuum
of many Dirac seas. Indeed, as described in [39, Chapter 5], the vacuum is described
by the fermionic projector

P (x, y) = PN (x, y)⊕ PC(x, y) , (3.10)

where the charged component PC is formed as the direct sum of seven identical sectors,
each consisting of a sum of three Dirac seas,

PC(x, y) =
7⊕

a=1

3∑
β=1

P vac
mβ

(x, y) , (3.11)

where mβ are the masses of the fermions and P vac
m is the distribution

P vac
m (x, y) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(/k +m) δ(k2 −m2) Θ(−k0) e−ik(x−y) . (3.12)

We point out that, in view of the Dirac matrices, this distribution is a linear operator
on spinors, mapping a spinor at the spacetime point y to a spinor at x.

Likewise, for the neutrino sector PN we choose the ansatz of potentially massive
neutrinos

PN (x, y) = X
3∑

β=1

P vac
m̃β

(x, y) . (3.13)

The neutrino masses m̃β ≥ 0 will in general be different from the masses mβ in the

charged sectors3. At most two of the neutrino masses could be zero.
We next introduce an ultraviolet regularization on the length scale ε. The regular-

ized vacuum fermionic projector is denoted by P ε. We again use the formalism of
the continuum limit as developed in [38, Chapter 4] (see also [39, Section 3.5]). An
important physical input is that, in the neutrino sector, we work with a regularization
which breaks the chiral symmetry (for technical details see [39, §4.2.5]). We point out
that this breaking of the chiral symmetry is built in by hand. It is part of the physical
input needed to specify the causal fermion system of the vacuum.

Taking the so-regularized kernel of the vacuum fermionic projector as the starting
point, in the continuum limit analyzes one studies the EL equations of the causal action
principle for systems which are obtained from the vacuum by introducing an interaction
via classical bosonic potentials. Before giving an outline on how the continuum limit
analysis works, we briefly mention the results as derived in [39, Chapter 5]:

3In order to avoid confusion, we note that these masses should be considered as the “bare masses,”
i.e. the masses on the Planck energy. Due to the self-interaction, these masses are different from the
physical masses to be measured in experiments. In the ansatz (3.11), within each generation, the
quarks and the charged leptons have the same bare mass.
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▶ The gauge group U(1) × SU(2) × SU(3) of the standard model with the correct
couplings to the fermions. In more mathematical terms, the groups come with
the correct representations acting on direct sums of spinorial wave functions.

▶ Corresponding gauge fields and field equations. The SU(2) gauge fields are left-
handed and massive.

▶ The Einstein equations, up to possible higher order corrections in curvature (which
scale in powers of (δ2Riem), where δ ≳ ε is another regularization scale which can
be identified with the Planck length and Riem is the curvature tensor; for details
see [39, Theorems 4.9.3 and 5.4.4]).

▶ In order to get deterministic equations in the continuum limit, the number of
generations must be equal to three.

The first step in the continuum limit analysis is to write the kernel of the fermionic
projector (3.11) as a solution of a Dirac equation. This has the advantage that we can
then perturb the system simply by inserting bosonic potentials into the Dirac equation.
Clearly, the distribution in (3.12) is a bi-solution of the Dirac equation. However, a
sum as in (3.10) no longer satisfies the Dirac equation. The way out is to rewrite sums
by direct sums (for details see [38, Section 2.3] and [39, Section 3.4 and §4.2.6]): We
first introduce the auxiliary fermionic projector by

P aux = PNaux ⊕ PCaux , (3.14)

where

PNaux =
( 3⊕
β=1

P vac
m̃β

)
⊕ 0 and PCaux =

7⊕
a=1

3⊕
β=1

P vac
mβ

. (3.15)

Note that P aux is composed of 25 direct summands, four in the neutrino and 21 in
the charged sector. The fourth direct summand of PNaux has the purpose of describing
the right-handed high-energy states; this gives more flexibility when introducing the
interaction below. Moreover, we introduce the chiral asymmetry matrix X and the
mass matrix Y by

X = (11C3 ⊕ τreg χR)⊕
7⊕

a=1

11C3 (3.16)

mY = diag
(
m̃1, m̃2, m̃3, 0

)
⊕

7⊕
a=1

diag
(
m1,m2,m3

)
, (3.17)

where m is an arbitrary mass parameter. Here τreg ∈ (0, 1] is a dimensionless param-
eter which has the purpose of keeping track of the right-handed high-energy states.
Introducing P aux in this way has the advantage that it satisfies the Dirac equation

(i∂/x −mY )P aux(x, y) = 0 (3.18)

(in order to keep the presentation simple, we assume that even the regularized objects
satisfy the Dirac equation; a more general treatment dropping this assumption is given
in [39, Chapter 5]). In order to introduce the interaction, we can now insert a general
operator B into the Dirac equation,

(i∂/x +B−mY )P aux(x, y) = 0 . (3.19)

The causal perturbation theory (see [38, Section 2.2], [55] or [39, Section 2.1] de-
fines P aux in terms of a unique perturbation series. The light-cone expansion (see [38,
Section 2.5] and the references therein or [39, Section 2.2]) is a method for analyzing
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the singularities of P aux near the light cone. This gives a representation of P aux of the
form

P aux(x, y) =
∞∑

n=−1

∑
k

mpk(nested bounded line integrals)× T (n)(x, y)

+ P̃ le(x, y) + P̃ he(x, y) ,

(3.20)

where P̃ le(x, y) and P̃ he(x, y) are smooth to every order in perturbation theory. Like-

wise, the nested bounded line integrals in (3.20) are smooth. The factors T (n), however,
are singular on the light cone, and this singularity is regularized on the scale ε. The
auxiliary fermionic projector of the sea states P sea is obtained similar to (3.14) by
multiplication with the chiral asymmetry matrix. Finally, we introduce the regular-
ized kernel of the fermionic projector P (x, y) by forming the sectorial projection (see
also [38, Section 2.3] or [39, §5.2.1]) and by adding the contributions by the particle
wave functions‘ψk and the anti-particle wave functions ϕl,

(P )ab (x, y) =
∑
α,β

(P̃ aux)
(a,α)
(b,β) (x, y)−

1

2π

∑
k

ψak(x)ψ
b
k(y) +

1

2π

∑
l

ϕal (x)ϕ
b
l (y) , (3.21)

where a, b ∈ {1, . . . , 8} is the sector index, and the indices α and β run over the
corresponding generations (i.e., α ∈ {1, . . . 4} if a = 1 and α ∈ {1, 2, 3} if a = 2, . . . , 8).

With these tools at our disposal, the continuum limit analysis can be carried out
schematically as follows. The operator B in (3.19) can be formed of general bosonic
potentials (electromagnetic, Yang-Mills, gravitational, chiral or even scalar or pseudo-
scalar). A-priori, these bosonic potentials can be chosen arbitrarily; in particular, they
do not need to satisfy any field equations. Expressing the function ℓ introduced in (3.8)
in terms of the regularized kernel of the fermionic projector (using (3.21) and (3.20)),
the EL equations (3.9) become equations which involve the bosonic potentials in (3.19)
(which enter the nested bounded line integrals in (3.20)) as well as the fermionic wave
functions of the particles and anti-particles (which enter in (3.21)). Analyzing these
equations asymptotically for small ε, one finds that the equations are satisfied if and
only if the potentials in B have a specific structure and satisfy corresponding field
equations (like for example Maxwell’s equations). These field equations are classical
equations for the bosonic potentials which involve the Dirac currents of the particles
and anti-particles as source terms. Moreover, the bosonic potentials couple to the wave
functions via the Dirac equation (3.19). In this way, one obtains a coupled interaction
described by classical bosonic fields.

3.5. Connection to Quantum Field Theory. Going beyond the continuum limit,
the interaction described by the causal action principle can also be described by bosonic
and fermionic quantum fields. So far, these constructions have been carried out only
for causal fermion systems describing Minkowski space. More precisely, in [49, 50] it
was shown that an interacting causal fermion system at a given time can be described
by a quantum state ω, a positive linear functional on the ∗-algebra of observables A,
i.e.

ωt : A → C complex linear and ωt
(
A∗A

)
≥ 0 for all A ∈ A .

The observable algebra contains the usual physical observables like particle numbers,
densities, etc., and ωt(A) has the interpretation as the expectation value of this ob-
servable at time t (for a pure state, this expectation value can be written in the usual
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form <Ψ|A|Ψ> with a Fock vector |Ψ>). In [51] it was shown that this construction
allows for the description of general entangled states. The dynamics of this quantum
state is currently under investigation [27].

3.6. Connection to Quantum Geometry and Quantum Gravity. The kernel of
the fermionic projector (3.6) encodes geometric structures giving rise to a mathemati-
cally concise setting of a Lorentzian quantum geometry [43]. One important structure
is the spin connection Dx,y, being a unitary mapping (with respect to the spin inner
product (3.5)) between the spin spaces,

Dx,y : Sy → Sx unitary. (3.22)

A first idea for construction Dx,y is to take a polar decomposition of P (x, y). This idea
needs to be refined in order to also obtain a metric connection and to ensure that the
different connections are compatible. Here for brevity we omit the details and refer
to [43] or the review [40]. In general terms, it turns out that there is a canonical spin
connection (3.22), provided that the operators x and y satisfy certain conditions, which
are subsumed in the notion that the spacetime points be spin-connectable. CurvatureR
can be defined as the holonomy of the spin connection. Thus, in the simplest case, for
three points x, y, z ∈M which are mutually spin-connectable, one sets

R(x, y, z) = Dx,y Dy,z Dz,x : Sx → Sx .

In [43] it is also shown that these structures give back the setting of Lorentzian spin
geometry as used in General Relativity (GR).

As outlined in Section 3.3, the causal action principle describes the dynamics of our
quantum geometry. In this sense, causal fermion systems are a specific proposal for a
theory of quantum gravity. However, the connection to other approaches to quantum
gravity (like canonical quantum gravity [77] or loop quantum gravity [101]) has not
yet been worked out.

4. Comparison

In this section we will highlight and compare the mathematical structures and the
conceptional ideas behind causal fermion systems and octonionic approaches to funda-
mental physics, and we will demonstrate a first simple example of how octonions can
be integrated in causal fermion systems.

4.1. Foundations of the Approaches. We begin with a discussion of the basic ideas
and the mathematical structures of the theories.

4.1.1. Octonionic Approaches. Octonionic (division algebraic) approaches to the stan-
dard model remain an active research program, with different approaches considered
in the literature. The underlying goal of these approaches is to find the correct alge-
braic structures, often in the form of tensor products of the division algebras, from
which the gauge groups and particle content of the standard model may be derived,
as well as the Lorentz group for the gravitational sector. An example of how the left
associative multiplication algebra of the (complex) octonions may be used to represent
one generation of standard model fermions with unbroken SU(3) × U(1) symmetry
was given in 2.5.1. By further including the quaternion algebra H into this approach,
it is possible to describe also the chiral weak interaction and the Lorentz spacetime
symmetries [29, 34, 60, 62]
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Although such algebraic proposals provide an elegant derivation of the gauge sym-
metries and particle multiplets of the standard model, what is currently still lacking is
a description of spacetime in which these particles live, as well as a dynamical frame-
work. In the absence of a dynamical framework, these kinematic algebraic models
cannot be rigorously tested against experimental data. For a review of an ongoing
attempt to incorporate spacetime and dynamics see [99].

4.1.2. Causal Fermion Systems. Causal fermion systems are formulated on a set of
operators Freg on a Hilbert space. The measure ρ on Freg is the only “dynamical”
degree of freedom in the theory. However, the fact that the support of the measure
is typically restricted to a proper, lower dimensional subset of the operator manifold
together with the intrinsic causal structures allows for the measure to encode a plethora
of physical systems. In contrast to GR, for example, the operator manifold on which the
variational principle is formulated does not fix the topology of the spacetime described
by a minimizing measure.

To describe a classical spacetime in terms of a causal fermion system we need to
construct the fermionic projector P (x, y) which is a bi-distribution. In the coincidence
limit this gives rise to the so-called local correlation map F : M → F that allows us
to identify points in classical spacetime with operators in F. The fermionic projector
then allows us to calculate the causal action for a classical spacetime. An important
observation for the following discussion is the fact that for every point x, the spin
space Sx is a 2n dimensional vector space. Intuitively one can think of this vector
space as a fiber space attached to a point x in F that goes over to a fiber space of the
classical spacetime in the continuum limit.

4.1.3. Discussion. In the following we will provide a first example of how octonions
can be integrated in the mathematical structures of causal fermion systems and which
conceptual lessons we can draw from this with respect to octonion based approaches
and quantum gravity more generally.

In view of (3.10) and (3.11) the vacuum is formed of eight direct summands. In
order to get a connection to the octonions, we replace the direct sum (3.10) by the
octonion-valued ordinary sum

P (x, y) = PN (x, y) e0 +

7∑
i=1

PCi (x, y) ei . (4.1)

Here the index i at the factors PCi clarifies that these factors could be different, de-
scribing the charged leptons and the quarks of different colors and isospin. In the
vacuum, the index i can be left out because, as in (3.11), all these factors are identical.
We note that the octonionic symmetry is broken, because e0 is distinguished (as it
is multiplied by PN , which is different from the factors PC). We point out that the
descriptions (3.10) and (4.1) are equivalent, because the octonions simply serve as la-
bels for the components of the direct sum in (3.10). Therefore, the crucial question is
whether the formulation with octonions carries over and has benefits in the description
of interacting systems.

Before addressing this question in the next section, we point out that, with the above
construction, we implemented octonions into the causal fermion system of the vacuum.
Once this has been done, the interaction and the resulting dynamics are described by
the causal action principle. In this way, octonions should be helpful for getting a better
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understanding of and giving an explanation for the choice of the vacuum configuration
in causal fermion systems.

In interacting causal fermion systems obtained from an octonionic vacuum like (4.1)
(using the methods outlined in Sections 3.4 and 3.5), the octonionic structures are still
present in the local form of the causal fermion system. More precisely, the octonionic
structures describe the internal degrees of freedom contained in the fibers of vector bun-
dles (like the spin space Sx, linear operators thereon like the kernel of the fermionic
projector P (x, y) : Sy → Sx, etc.). Since octonionic theories by themselves do not
provide spacetime structures and dynamical equations, this is the best we can hope
for without imposing additional structures. It is interesting to note that in [95, 90]
it was proposed to use Adler’s trace dynamics [7] and Connes’ spectral action princi-
ple [24] in the octonionic setting. In an upcoming paper [46] we will show that the
causal action principle reduces to trace dynamics on the diagonal (i.e. if only local
contributions L(x, x) are considered). This further strengthens the above claim that
octonion based algebraic structures are suitable to describe physics locally, i.e. in fibers
of corresponding vector bundles.

4.2. Connection to the Gauge Group of the Standard Model. Obtaining the
gauge group of the standard model is a key objective for any fundamental physical
theory. Here we summarize the current status of this quest in both approaches and
discuss what we can learn from a comparison.

4.2.1. Octonionic Approaches. Algebraic approaches based on the octonions (or more
generally the division algebras) attempt to recover the standard model gauge groups
as those groups that preserve certain subspaces of the underlying algebraic structure.
These subspaces are identified by means of projectors, as discussed in 2.2.

Different constructions are possible. Dixon takes as the spinor space the algebra T =
R ⊗ C ⊗ H ⊗ O [34]. Such spinors are acted upon from the left or right by the
algebra itself, with these linear maps generating the associative multiplication algebra.
In this construction it is the nontrivial algebraic structure of the spinor space itself
that provides the algebraic source of the internal symmetries needed to replicate the
structure of the standard model. The projectors that may be identified within T
simultaneously decompose the spinor space into mutually orthogonal subspaces, as
well as the associative multiplication algebra into subalgebras whose actions preserve
these subspaces.

Furey’s approach is similar, but identifies the algebraic spinors are the minimal left
ideals of the left associative multiplication algebra of C⊗O (see 2.5.1) and C⊗H⊗O
[59, 62]. The dimensionality of these minimal left ideals then tells one the number
of distinct physical states, whereas the gauge symmetries are those symmetries that
preserve the minimal ideals.

4.2.2. Causal Fermion Systems. Assuming the fermionic projector P (x, y) in vacuum
to be given by expression (3.10) with eight direct summands, one can prove that
the Minkowski vacuum is a minimizer of the causal action principle in the limit
where ε ↘ 0. In this case P (x, y) satisfies the Dirac equation (3.18). If we perturb
the fermionic projector to satisfy the Dirac equation with a bosonic potential (3.19)
we find that this perturbation only corresponds to a minimizer of the causal action if
the vector potential B has the right transformation property under the gauge group
of the standard model.
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4.2.3. Discussion. We start the discussion in this section with the question how the
octonionic vacuum (4.1) can be perturbed. The auxiliary fermionic projector can be
defined again by replacing direct sums by sums and inserting the octonions as factors,
i.e.

P aux := PNaux e0 +

( 3⊕
β=1

P vac
mβ

)(
e1 + · · ·+ e7

)
.

Now the vacuum Dirac equation (3.18) holds if the matrix Y is represented by a
linear operator acting on the octonions. The interaction can again be described by
inserting an operator B into the Dirac equation (3.19). Now we observe that for
the equation (3.19) to be well defined, the operator B(x) involves operations on the
octonions. This leads us to choose the matrix elements of B as being composed of
elements of the algebra of endomorphisms acting on the octonions. This algebra is
the left associative multiplication algebra OL

∼= Cℓ(6). This algebra is associative.
Moreover, this algebra acts on the octonions by left multiplication, giving a mapping

OL ×O → O .

In summary, when integrating octonions in the construction of the fermionic projector
one is naturally lead to look for the standard model in the left associative multiplicative
algebra. This is one of the key insights in this paper as it provides a clear motivation
as for why one would consider this algebra instead of the octonions themselves. Fur-
thermore, integrating the octonions in the fermionic projector provides a clear road
map of how to get to the standard model. On the other hand, working with octonions
provides a clear motivation for the choice of the vacuum in causal fermion systems
which otherwise might appear arbitrary.

4.3. Describing the Three Generations in the Standard Model. We now ex-
plain and compare how the three generations of elementary particles (like e, µ and τ)
come up in the different approaches.

4.3.1. Octonionic Approaches. Although existing division algebraic approaches pro-
vide an elegant construction of the internal space of a single generation of leptons and
quarks, a comprehensive algebraic explanation for the existence of three generations
remains to be found4.

In [81] three generations of leptons are described in terms of the three H subalgebras
of O that contain a particular imaginary octonion unit.

Furey identifies three generations of color states directly from the 64 complex dimen-
sional algebra Cℓ(6) [58]. Constructing two representations of the Lie algebra su(3),
the remaining 48 degrees of freedom transform under the action of the SU(3) as three
generations of leptons and quarks. However, the inclusion of U(1)em via the number
operator, which works in the context of a one-generation model, fails to assign the
correct electric charges to states in this three-generation model. A generalized action
that leads to a generator that produces the correct electric charges for all states is
introduced in [61].

Dixon instead describes three generations in terms of the algebra T6 = C⊗H2⊗O3,
with a single generation being described by T2, a complexified (hyper) spinor in 1+9D

4It is worth noting that most GUTs likewise inherently correspond to single generation models,
lacking any theoretical basis for three generations, which ultimately has to be imposed by hand.
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spacetime [32]. The choice T6, as opposed to any other T2n appears rather arbitrary
however, although can be motivated from the Leech lattice.

One intriguing idea is that the triality automorphism of Spin(8), may be responsible
for the existence of three generations. Triality corresponds to an outer automorphism
of Spin(8) that permutes between the vectors and two spinor representations, all of
which are of dimension eight. It is known that there exist three conjugacy classes
of Spin(7) subgroups in Spin(8) which are permuted by triality [105]. Furthermore,
there exists a unique way to choose one Spin(7) subgroup from each conjugacy class
such that the common intersection of these subgroups is G2. This suggests it may be
possible to represent three generations of color states (since G2 contains SU(3) as one
of its maximal subgroups) in terms of Spin(8), with each generation corresponding to
a Spin(7) subgroup. Spin(8) corresponds to the spin group of Cℓ(8), whose bi-vectors
generate spin(8). One way to generate Cℓ(8) is to consider the left or right associative
multiplication algebra of a column vector of two octonions [92].

An alternative way to generate Cℓ(8) is to instead consider the left or right associa-
tive multiplication algebra generated from sedenions S, which may be generated from
the octonions5. It has recently been advocated that S, constitutes a natural mathe-
matical object which exhibits the required algebraic structure necessary to describe
three generations of color states [65, 67, 68]. In this construction, one generation of
leptons and quarks is represented in terms of two minimal left ideals of Cℓ(6) ⊂ Cℓ(8),
in what corresponds to a direct generalization of the octonionic construction in [59],
reviewed in Subsection 2.5.1. Subsequently the S3 automorphism of order three, which
is an automorphism of S but not of O can be used to generate two additional pairs of
minimal Cℓ(6) ideals to represent exactly two additional generations of color states.
Exactly how the S3 automorphisms of S are related to the S3 outer automorphisms
corresponding to triality remains to be worked out, as does a possible link between this
sedenionic construction and the three conjugacy classes of Spin(7) subgroups of Spin(8)
mentioned above.

Finally, numerous authors have encoded three generations within the exceptional
Jordan algebra J3(O) consisting of three by three matrices over O [35, 36, 102, 104,
20, 21]. In these models, the three octonions in J3(O) are related via triality. Each
octonion is associated with one generation via the three canonical J2(O) subalgebras
of J3(O). The automorphism group of J3(O) is the exceptional group F4. The standard
model gauge group emerges as the intersection of two subgroups of F4, the first being
the subgroup that preserves the representation of the octonions occurring in the ele-
ments of J3(O) as elements of C⊕C3, and the second being Spin(9), the automorphism
group of each J2(O) subgroup of J3(O).

4.3.2. Causal Fermion Systems. In the ansatz (3.10), (3.11) and (3.13) the three gen-
erations of elementary particles are built in ad hoc via the β-sum. At this stage, one
can just as well choose a different number of generations g ∈ N by summing instead
over β = 1, . . . , g. However, the analysis of the continuum limit reveals that one gets
field equations with a well-posed Cauchy problem if the number of generations is three.
In simple terms, in the case g < 3 the resulting equations are overdetermined (meaning

5Starting with R, the remaining three division algebras can be generated via what is called the
Cayley-Dickson process. This process does not terminate with O however, but continues indefinitely
to produce a series of 2n-dimensional algebras.
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that they do not admit non-trivial solutions), whereas in the case g > 3 they are under-
determined (meaning that, given initial data the solution is not unique). The details
of this analysis and a discussion of there results can be found in [39, Section 3.7].

4.3.3. Discussion. In order to make a connection between causal fermion systems and
octonionic approaches, it is preferable to write out the direct sum over the generation
index in (3.15) as a matrix,

3⊕
β=1

P sea
mβ

=

P sea
m1

0 0
0 P sea

m1
0

0 0 P sea
m3

 ,

giving a 3 × 3-matrix with octonionic entries. The form of the interaction poses con-
straints on the form of these matrices. The interesting connection with octonionic
theories is that specific algebras arising in this context, like the exceptional Jordan
algebra J3(O) in the approach [98, 97], give concrete proposals for how these con-
straints could look like. The hope is that studying the causal action principle for these
proposals will give a better understanding of why the gauge groups of the standard
model appear in nature and why the gauge fields couple to matter in the way observed
in experiments. This will be discussed in more detail in Section 5.1.

5. Outlook and Directions of Future Research

In this section, we given an outlook and explain directions of future research.

5.1. Connection with the Exceptional Lie Groups and Jordan Algebras. In
Section 4.3 we saw that describing the interactions of the standard model in the setting
of causal fermion systems naturally leads to the exceptional Jordan algebra. More-
over, it brings with it the exceptional Lie groups which have a direct connection with
the octonions. We now outline these connections, also pointing towards directions
of future research. There are five exceptional groups, labeled G2, F4, E6, E7 and E8.
The smallest of these five groups is the 14-dimensional G2 which is the automorphism
group of the octonions. The 52-dimensional Lie group F4 is the automorphism group
of the exceptional Jordan algebra which is the algebra of (3 × 3) Hermitian matrices
with octonionic entries. The next larger group E6 is 78-dimensional, and is the auto-
morphism group of the complexified Jordan algebra. The group E7 is 133-dimensional,
and the largest exceptional group E8 is 248-dimensional. The subgroups of these ex-
ceptional groups have striking similarities to the gauge groups of the standard model.
While it is true that these are rather large groups and exhibit very many subgroups
and branchings apart from the standard model, that fact alone does not take away
their potential significance. If we demand that the algebraic structure of the associ-
ated Lie algebras should also explain the values of the fundamental constants of the
standard model, that challenge is enough to rule out most branchings and we are con-
strained to find at least one branching which successfully explains the experimentally
observed data of the standard model. As one promising example consider starting
from the smallest exceptional group G2, which has a maximal subgroup SU(3). The
generators of the Clifford algebra Cℓ(6) constructed from octonionic chains exhibit
an SU(3)-symmetry which can be identified with SU(3)C of QCD because it correctly
describes one generation of standard model quarks and leptons. This could be any one
of the three known fermion generations, but G2 is not large enough to accommodate
all three generations. Consider however the next exceptional group F4 which admits
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a subgroup SU(3)× SU(3) [106]. We can associate the first SU(3) with three fermion
generations and the second SU(3) with SU(3)C as already done with G2. This is consis-
tent with the already mentioned observation that F4 is also the automorphism group
of 3 × 3 Hermitian matrices with octonionic entries. These matrices describe three
generations of standard model fermions and their characteristic equation (a cubic with
three distinct real roots) shows evidence for determining the fundamental constants of
the standard model [97].

The next larger group E6 admits the subgroup SU(3) × SU(3) × SU(3) and now,
the newly introduced SU(3) admits the branching SU(2) × U(1) which is identifiable
with the electroweak sector. Finally, the group E8 admits the subgroup SU(3) × E6,
and with E6 already able to account for the standard model in the above mentioned
branching, the newly introduced SU(3) here can be identified with an octonionic vector
space on which the standard model particle states are defined, and from which our 4D
spacetime is assumed to be emergent [88, 99].

These attractive properties of the exceptional Lie groups in connection to the octo-
nions encourage further investigation of their role in the unification of interactions.

5.2. Chiral Symmetry Breaking. As explained in Section 3.4, in the causal fermion
system description of the standard model, the chiral symmetry is broken by hand via
the ansatz (3.16). This procedure is not quite satisfying. Instead, within the context of
causal fermion systems, it would be desirable to explain the chiral symmetry breaking
from the interactions as described by the causal action principle. This should be
achieved in a manner consistent with octonionic theories where it has recently been
proposed that algebraic symmetry breaking on a physical system described by a tensor
product of division algebras can be induced via the identification of certain complex
structures within the (tensor product of) division algebras [62].

With regards to the causal action principle, we could generalize (3.16) or replace
it by an alternative ansatz which does not break the chiral symmetry ad hoc. Using
the methods introduced in [39], one can analyze the dynamics of the resulting systems
in the continuum limit. This procedure also opens the pathway to phenomenological
considerations that extend to both the standard model gauge interaction sectors and
the gravitational sector. We envisage three main scenarios, depending on whether the
chiral symmetry breaking happens in the gauge sectors related to the standard model,
or in the gravity sector, or in both these sectors.

(1) It is natural to connect the breakdown of the exact left-right symmetry to a
spontaneous violation of parity that is either instantiated as an asymmetric min-
imization of the potential, or can be traced back to a dynamical origin im-
plemented through the loop corrections to the potential. Senjanovic and Mo-
hapatra considered in [94], as an example of this mechanism, a theory with
gauge group SU(2)L×SU(2)R×U(1), unifying weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions, with extended Higgs sector defined by the multiplets ΦL and ΦR, re-
spectively in the representations (12 , 0, 1) and (12 , 0, 1). The multiplets fulfill the

relation Q = T 3
L+T

3
R+ 1

2Y , with Q electric charge, Y hypercharge and T 3
L,R third

component of the isospin for the SU(2)L, SU(2)R sector. This implies that

ΦL,R =

(
Φ†
L,R

Φ0
L,R

)
,
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where the left-right discrete symmetry is manifest. Taking then into account a
general potential for ΦL and ΦR that does not spoil renormalizability and gauge
invariance and is left-right symmetric, i.e.

V (ΦL,ΦR) = −µ2
(
Φ†
LΦL +Φ†

RΦR

)
+ λ1

[
(Φ†

LΦL)
2 + (Φ†

RΦR)
2
]

+ λ2(Φ
†
LΦL)(Φ

†
RΦR) ,

it was demonstrated, inspecting the equations for the minima, i.e. ∂V/∂Φ†
L = 0

and ∂V/∂Φ†
R = 0, the existence of asymmetric solutions. These correspond to a

range of values of the real parameters µ2, λ1,2 for which ⟨ΦL⟩ = 0 and ⟨ΦL⟩ =
uR ̸= 0, the value of uR being determined by the constraint −µ2 + 2λ1u

2
R = 0,

yielding

uR =

(
µ2

2λ1

) 1
2

.

The solutions with lowest energy that violate parity then corresponds to the pa-
rameter space µ2 > 0 and λ2 > 2λ1, providing a model with spontaneous par-
ity violation. This solution can be shown [94] to arise as a higher order effect,
following the perspective of Coleman and Weinberg [23]. This can be immedi-
ately recognized if one simply focuses on the U(1)L×SU(1)R gauge group, taking
into account only the two multiplets ϕL and ϕR, respectively in the representa-
tions (1, 0) and (0, 1). The effective potential in the one loop approximation was
therefore provided in [94], extending the results of [23], by the expression

V (ϕL, ϕR) = λ1
[
(ϕ⋆LϕL)

2 + (ϕ⋆RϕR)
2
]
+ λ2(ϕ

⋆
LϕL)(ϕ

⋆
RϕR)

+
3g4

64π2
(ϕ⋆LϕL)

2

[
ln
ϕ⋆LϕL
M2

− 25

6

]
+

3g4

64π2
(ϕ⋆RϕR)

2

[
ln
ϕ⋆RϕR
M2

− 25

6

]
+ O(λ21, λ1g

2, . . . ) ,

recovered in the Landau gauge and with λ1 ∼ g2. For normalized couplings within
the range λ2 > 3g2/64π2 the potential has the minima ⟨ϕL⟩ = 0 and ⟨ϕR⟩2 = vR ̸=
0, where vR fulfills the constraint

ln
v2R
M2

− 25

6
= −1

2
− 64π2

3g4
λ1 .

It is natural to extend the same mechanism considered in [94] to any sector of
the standard model, taking into account the mirror images of the chiral-symmetry
broken content of matter that is present in the Universe, as first suggested by Lee
and Yang in [78]. Mirror models [18, 19, 76, 56, 87, 86, 14, 13] have then been
proven to provide a rich phenomenology [9, 10, 11], including the possibility to
account for dark matter [72, 12]. A minimal realization of this scenario certainly
encodes the dark photon [70, 66, 22], a model yielding rich phenomenological
consequences in the multi-messenger perspective [3]. The model encodes the La-
grangian for the hidden sector

L = Dµs
†Dµs+ χ̄(ıγµDµ − µχ)χ− 1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν − ε

2
F ′
µνF

µν + V (s, χ) ,

where F ′
µν denotes the field-strength of the dark photon A′

µ, Fµν denotes the
field-strength of the photon Aµ, ε is a technically naturally small parameter that
introduces a mixing term among the two gauge sectors, Dµ = ∂µ + ıg′A′

µ is the
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covariant derivative with respect to the gauge photon, with g′ coupling constant
in the dark sector, s is a scalar singlet and χ denotes a Dirac fermion charged
under the dark U′(1), but transforming like a singlet under the standard model
gauge sector. An effective non renormalizable potential related to a not-unifying
theory can be claimed to be responsible for the spontaneous symmetry breaking
of the dark U′(1)-symmetry, e.g.

V (s, χ) = y′sχ̄χ+m2
ss

†s+
λs
4
(s†s)2 +

1

Λ2
(s†s)3 + · · ·

with y′ Yukawa coupling between the s and χ fields. Selecting the vacuum
state ⟨s⟩ = vs, with v2s = −4m2

s/λs, induces the spontaneous breakdown of the

U′(1)-symmetry, and then provide the mass m2
A′ = g′2v2s to the dark photon. The

dimension six operators are responsible for first order phase transitions, which in
turn leave an imprinting in the stochastic background of gravitational waves of
cosmological origin [3]. A dynamical mechanism of the type investigated in [94]
could be investigated as being responsible for the spontaneous symmetry breaking
that provides a mass to the dark photon.

Another phenomenologically relevant study-case is offered by the Majoron mo-
del. This introduces a U(1) global symmetry that account for the conservation
of the baryon-lepton number. The symmetry is then spontaneously broken by a
complex scalar field that is coupled to neutrinos and to the Higgs particle. This
mechanism then entails additional terms to the total Lagrangian that are beyond
the standard model, namely

LMajoron = fHL̄νR + hσν̄Rν
c
R + h.c.+ V (σ,H) ,

where σ denotes the complex scalar field

σ =
1√
2
(vB−L + ρ+ ıφ) ,

h and f are Yukawa matrices, and

V (σ,H) = V0(σ,H) + V1(σ) + V2(h, σ) . (5.1)

In (5.1), the renormalizable dimension four operators read

V0(σ,H) = λσ

(
|σ|2 −

v2B−L

2

)2

+ λH

(
|H|2 − v2

2

)2

+ λσH

(
|σ|2 −

v2B−L
2

)(
|H|2 − v2

2

)
,

the dimension five self-interaction operators for the complex scalar σ, suppressed
by the new physics energy scale Λ, are expressed by

V1(σ) =
λ1
Λ
σ5 +

λ2
Λ
σ⋆σ4 +

λ3
Λ
(σ⋆)2σ3 + h.c. ,

and finally dimension six operators that eventually realize first order phase tran-
sitions [4] acquire the form

V2(H,σ) = β1
(H†H)2σ

Λ
+ β2

(H†H)σ2σ⋆

Λ
+ β3

(H†H)σ3

Λ
+ h.c. .
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The Majoron corresponds to the pseudo-scalar field φ, a Nambu-Goldstone boson
that emerges due to the spontaneous breakdown of the U(1) symmetry.

The model can be naturally connected to neutrino mass-generation [5], while
accounting for a multiplicity of phenomenological instantiations. Due to the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking of the global U(1) symmetry, RH neutrinos acquire a
Majorana mass

M =
1√
2
hvB−L ,

while LH neutrinos acquire a Dirac mass

m =
1√
2
fv .

The model naturally implements a see-saw mechanism based upon the hierar-
chy M>>m; namely,

N = νR + νcR +
m

M
(νL + νcL) , ν = νL + νcL − m

M
(νR + νcR) ,

which finally providemN ≃M andmν ≃ m2/M , formN mass of the right-handed
neutrino N .

Gauging the dark photon with the Majoron also provides an interesting possi-
bility for phenomenology. This is in principle a scenario that enables to encode the
paradigm developed in [94], but the exact implementation of which will anyway
require a detailed study.

(2) Parity being violated at cosmological scales is a fascinating possibility that, when
proven real, would be ground-breaking as much as it was the discovery by Chien-
Shiung Wu of parity violation in the weak interactions, later theoretically ac-
counted for in the model developed by Lee and Yang in [78]. Theoretically, the
breakdown of the chiral symmetry induces in the gravitational field an imbalance
among the amplitudes of the chiral components of the phase-space variables. A
prototype of this unbalance is due to the inclusion in the action of gravity of a
Pontryagin term, which plays the role of the θ-sector in Yang-Mills theory, no-
tably in QCD. Within this latter, the effect cannot be classical, as the Pontryagin
term, topological, does not affect the equations of motion. Conversely, the θ-
term affects the vacuum of the quantum theory, modifying its topology. For the
gravitational field, instead, parity violation at the classical level can only be intro-
duced dynamically, coupling the gravitational Pontryagin term with a dynamical
(pseudo-)scalar field or a fermionic bilinear, i.e.

Sgravity = SEH +
α

4

∫
ϕRµνRρσϵ

µνρσ , (5.2)

having denoted with SEH the Einstein-Hilbert action, with ϵ the Levi-Civita sym-
bol, with ϕ either a scalar or a pseudo-scalar field, and with α a scale with inverse
dimension of mass. The inclusion of a pseudo-scalar field does not spoil the parity
symmetry of the theory. Nonetheless, when the pseudo-scalar field evolves, for
instance dynamically, towards its vacuum state, the chiral symmetry of gravity is
manifestly broken. Chiral symmetry is dynamically broken for a background (ho-
mogeneous) solution of ϕ on a Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
metric of the type ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)dx⃗2. Here, the non-vanishing components of
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the gravitational perturbations can be expressed in terms of the of the left/right-
circular polarization basis

h11 = − 1√
2
(hL + hR) , h22 =

1√
2
(hL + hR)

h12 = h21 =
i√
2
(hL − hR) ,

fulfill the equations

□̄hR = i16πGa

(
¨̄ϕ−H ˙̄ϕ

)
∂zḣR

□̄hL = −i16πGa
(
¨̄ϕ−H ˙̄ϕ

)
∂zḣL ,

having denoted with □̄ the D’Alembertian operator on the FLRW metric, with ϕ̄
the dynamical solution for ϕ consistent with the FLRW background, with dots
derivatives with respect to the time t, and introduced the Hubble parameter H =
ȧ/a. The dynamics of the scalar field can be thought to be generated at the
quantum level — the path integral for he scalar field will entail a kinematic term
for it. Alternatively, a free Lagrangian for ϕ can be added to (5.2), i.e.

Sϕfree =
∫
d4x

√
−g
(
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ+m2

ϕ ϕ
2
)
.

The Pontryagin term (improperly called in the literature “gravitational Chern-
Simons” term) can be recovered from the chiral anomaly, evaluated on a gravi-
ton condensate [93, 57] — the gravitons condensate arises from considering a
fixed background of the gravitational field strength, or in other words constant
eclectic and magnetic gravitational components. For this purpose, we may com-
bine ∂µJ

µ
5 = 2im ψ̄γ5ψ, which holds due to the equation of motion for Jµ5 =

ψ̄γ5γµψ, with the chiral anomaly calculated in a coherent state of gravitons |h⟩,
i.e.

⟨h|∂µJµ5 |h⟩ = − 1

384π2
RµνRρσϵ

µνρσ ,

hence obtaining

⟨h|ψ̄γ5ψ|h⟩ ≃ RµνRρσϵ
µνρσ .

The gravitational Chern-Simons term in (5.2), may then originate from a Yukawa
coupling term of the form

LYukawa = y ϕ ψ̄γ5ψ .

A dynamical solution for ϕ would then dynamically break the chiral symmetry of
the gravitational sector, with possible observational consequences [100, 25].

Let us consider now a step forward in this direction, assuming that the very
same gauge fields emerge as fermionic condensates. We may have two possibilities:
i) the fermionic fields that undergo condensation are the standard model ones,
and no extra matter degrees of freedom are requested; ii) extra fermionic fields
are requested, as a technicolor sector of the gauge interactions. The second option
opens the pathway to a plethora of possibilities, which we would entail eventually
a loss of falsifiability of the theory. Let us suppose then to work within the first
working assumption.



CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS AND OCTONIONS 27

To address condensation, we consider the mechanism proposed by Bjorken [17,
15, 16] to obtain gauge fields from the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio condensation mech-
anism [84, 85]. We may start from the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio Lagrangian density

LNJL = ψ̄ (i∂/−m)ψ +
G

2

(
ψ̄γµψ

)2
,

with G coupling constant of the self-interaction, and then write the generating
functional path integral

WNJL[J ] =

∫
Dψ̄Dψei

∫
d4x[LNJL−ψ̄γµψµ]

= N

∫
Dψ̄DψDAei

∫
d4x[LNJL−ψ̄γµψµ− 1

2G
(Aµ−Gψ̄γµψ)2] ,

where in the last step the integration over an auxiliary Gaussian factor was in-
troduced, yielding multiplication by a constant. One can immediately notice
that −iGgµν plays the role of the bare photon propagator ie20gµν/q

2.
At the Lagrangian density level, the auxiliary field A is still a Lagrangian multi-

plier. Nonetheless, at the path integral level, integration over the fermionic fields
will turn the auxiliary field A into a dynamical one. Indeed, one can immediately
find that

WNJL[J ] = N ′
∫

DAe−i
∫
d4x

[
A2

2G
−V (A−J)

]

= N ′
∫

DAe
−i

∫
d4x

[
(A+J)2

2G
−V (A)

]
,

with A2 = AµA
µ and where the one loop effective potential V (A) is obtained from

i

∫
d4xV (A) = ln det(i∂/+ /A(x)−m)− ln det(i∂/−m)

= Tr ln
1

i∂/−m
(i∂/+ /A(x)−m)

=

∫
d4x

[
Tr /A(x)SF (x, x)−

1

2
Tr

∫
d4y /A(x)SF (x, y) /A(y)SF (y, x) + . . .

]
,

where the trace Tr denotes summation over the spinorial indices. Expanding in
power series of A, keeping only quadratic and quartic terms, entail the contribu-
tions from the lowest orders or the vacuum polarization integral.∫

d4xV (2)(x) =
1

2

∫
d4q

(2π)4
Ãµ(q) Ãν(q)

(
qµqν − gµνq

2
)
Π(q2)

=
1

2

∫
d4q

(2π)4
Ãµ(q) Ãν(q)

(
qµqν − gµνq

2
) 1

e2(q)

≃ 1

4e2(0)

∫
d4xFµν(x)F

µν(x) ,

where Π(q2) is recovered from the vacuum polarization integral in quantum elec-
trodynamics

Π(q2) =
1

12π2
ln

Λ2

q2
, (5.3)
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where a momentum cut-off Λ has been introduced. This entails the running of
the coupling constant

1

e(q2)
=

1

12π2
ln

Λ2

q2
.

The effective action for the vector condensate due to quadratic term is finally
provided by the expression

S(2) =

∫
d4xL(2)(x) =

∫
d4x

[
1

4e2
FµνF

µν +
A2

2G

]
. (5.4)

It is relevant also to notice that, within this framework, condensation is a by-
product of a spontaneous breakdown of the Lorentz symmetry, as the condensation
value of Aµ survives when the current Jµ is set to zero. Quartic and higher terms
for V (A) will be also generated and shall be added to (5.4), potentially entailing
a potential in A for a spontaneous symmetry breaking.

We shall at this point comment on the fact that the spontaneous Lorentz sym-
metry breaking may leave potential non-covariant effects, as well as violations
of the gauge invariance. Not to be the ill-defined, the theory must be therefore
restricted to low energies. On the other hands, the low-energy limit will repre-
sent an equilibrium limit in a renormalization group flow perspective, with higher
order terms becoming relevant at higher energies. The energy reference scale for
these considerations would be dictated by the self-interaction coupling constant
of fermions, G. The running of this coupling constant induces the definition of
theories at the boundaries. The theory at equilibrium, in the infrared limit, can
be then formally extended up to high energies, but at the cost of considering the
loop corrections.

The relation between the regularization scheme in causal fermion systems and
in this condensation mechanism may solve sole of the problems of consistency of
this mechanism proposed by Bjorken. At the same time, one may extend the
argument so to account for both Yang-Mills fields and gravity — with the caveat
of evading the Weinberg-Witten theorem.

(3) We finally comment on another perspective, accounting for unification of gravity
with other forces. Ultimately, this perspective could be combined with the one
referring to condensation that we spelled out in the previous point.

For this purpose, we take into account the gravi-weak unification paradigm
proposed in [8]. This is an extended BF theory with GL(2,C)L × GL(2,C)R
symmetry group, which in spinorial indices A,B = 0, 1 reads

SGW =

∫
i

4πG

[
BAB ∧ FAB −BA′B′ ∧ FA′B′ +

λ

6G

(
BAB ∧BAB −BA′B′ ∧BA′B′

)
− 1

2
ΨABCD B

(AB ∧BCD) +
1

2
ΨA′B′C′D′ B(A′B′ ∧BC′D′) −ΨA′B′AB B

A′B′ ∧BAB
]

+
ig2

2

(
Ψ2
ABCD +Ψ2

A′B′C′D′ +Ψ2
ABC′D′

) (
BAB ∧BAB −BA′B′ ∧BA′B′

)
,

where primed and unprimed indices labelling variables in the two symmetry sec-
tors, namely GL(2,C)L and GL(2,C)R, are obtained from the Infeld–van der

Waerden map ea → eAA
′
= ea σAA

′
a , involving the the Infeld–van der Waerden
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symbols σAA
′

a ; each GL(2,C) connection Aab, with a, b = 1, . . . 4, rewrites accord-
ing to

Aab = AAA
′BB′

= ϵABA
A′B′

+ ϵA′B′AAB ,

and consequently for the field strength of each GL(2,C) connection Aab it holds

F ab = FAA
′BB′

= ϵABF
A′B′

+ ϵA′B′FAB ,

where FAB = dAAB + A C
A ∧ ACB denotes the field strength of AAB, and sim-

ilar expression follows for FA′B′ = dAA′B′ + A C′
A′ ∧ AC′B′ in terms of AA

′B′
;

BAB and BA′B′
are, in four dimensions, two-forms that are valued in the algebra

of GL(2,C)C, with indices

Bab = BAA′BB′
= ϵABB

A′B′
+ ϵA′B′BAB ;

the multiplets of scalar fields have been introduced, as Lagrangian multipliers,
which in the Lorentzian indices read Ψabcd, and in the spinorial indices decompose
into pure spin-2 fields, i.e. ΨABCD and ΨA′B′C′D′ , totally symmetric, and ΨABA′B′ ,
with mixed components and symmetric pairs of indices; the dimensionless cos-
mological constant λ = GΛ and dimensionless coupling constant g have been
introduced.

An explicit solution that breaks the left-right symmetry has been recovered
in [8], which simultaneously provides gravity on one side, and the electroweak
interactions on the other side provided with parity violation. Indeed, at the lowest
order of the symmetry breaking solution, one obtains

S(0) =

∫
i

4πG
ΣAB ∧ FAB +

λ

12πG2
e− e

4g2YM

FA
′B′

µν FA′B′ρσg
µρgνσ

−iΘFA′B′ ∧ FA′B′
+

9G2

(16π)2λ2e
(F(A′B′ ∧ FC′D′))

2 , (5.5)

with ΣAB = eAC′ ∧ eBC
′
, FAB = RAB field strength of the spin-connection, and Θ

and g2YM known functions of both λ and g2. The Yang-Mills sector is parity
violating, as suggested by the appearance of the Pontryagin term.

The inspection of the first order correction in g2 to (5.5) provides the existence
of terms such as

S(1) =

∫
ig2

4πG

[
bAB ∧ FAB +

λ

3G
bAB ∧ ΣAB

+
λg2

3G
bAB ∧ bAB +

λg2

3G
bA′B′ ∧ bA′B′

]
+ . . . ,

with bAB and bA
′B′

auxiliary fields determined by variation of S(1). The bAB,
in particular, are responsible for the emergence of parity violating effects also in
the gravitational sector: varying with respect to bAB provides the gravitational
Pontryagin density, which is not multiplied by other evolving fields.

This proposal for gravi-weak unification resonates strongly with the E8×E8 unifica-
tion proposed in [88]. In the latter work, spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking gives
rise to the electroweak sector SU(2)L × U(1)Y → U(1)em, and also to a ‘darkelectro-
grav’ sector SU(2)R × U(1)Y DEM → U(1)DEM . The broken SU(2)R symmetry has
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been proposed as the origin of general relativity, and the unbroken DEM (Dark Electro-
magnetism) symmetry has been suggested [45] to be the origin of Milgrom’s Modified
Newtonian Dynamics (MOND).

Appendix A. Description of Majorana Spinors in Causal Fermion
Systems

In some applications of octonions to the standard model, it is essential or helpful
to describe the neutrinos by Majorana spinors (see for example [96, 5]). In order to
facilitate the comparison of the different approaches, we here explain how Majorana
spinors can be described in the setting of causal fermion systems.

In the setting of causal fermion systems, one cannot work with two-component Weyl
spinors. The reason is that, in order to obtain the spinor bundle from a causal fermion
system, it is crucial that the isometry group of the spin spaces (with respect to the
spin inner product) contains the usual spin group (for details see for example [48]).
This condition is fulfilled for four-component Dirac spinors, where the isometry group
of the spin spaces is U(2, 2) ⊃ Spin(1, 3) (the physical significance of the corresponding
local U(2, 2)-transformations is explained in [37]). However, for two-component Weyl
spinors, the group SL(2,C) describing the Lorentz transformations cannot be realized
as the isometry group of a two-dimensional spin space (no matter how the signature
of the inner product on the spin space is).

With this in mind, in the setting of causal fermion systems it is most natural to
work with four-component Dirac spinors. But it is also possible to describe two-
component spinorial equations, as we now describe. In the massless case, the Dirac
equation decouples into two two-component equations describing the left- and right-
handed components. Setting for example the right-handed component to zero, one
gets a massless equation for Weyl spinors, which can be written as

χR
(
iγj∂j

)
χLΨ = 0 .

This method is used for the description of left-handed massless neutrinos in [38, 39]. In
the massive case, however, the left- and right-handed components are coupled. This is
why in [39] massive neutrinos have a left- and right-handed component, which together
form a four-component Dirac spinor (just as in the sectors describing the quarks and
the charged leptons). The right-handed components couple only to the gravitational
field and are sometimes referred to as sterile neutrinos.

Another method for reducing the number of spinorial degrees of freedom is to impose
that the wave functions satisfy a local symmetry, which must be compatible with the
Dirac equation. Implementing this method by imposing that in a specific spinorial
basis the wave functions be real-valued gives rise to Majorana spinors, as we now
explain. We work with the Dirac matrices in the Majorana representation

γ0 =

(
0 −σ2

−σ2 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 iσ3

iσ3 0

)
,

γ2 =

(
i 11C2 0
0 −i 11C2

)
, γ3 =

(
0 −iσ1

−iσ1 0

)
.

where σα with α = 1, 2, 3 are the three Pauli matrices. The spin inner product (with
respect to which the Dirac matrices are symmetric) takes the form

≺.|.≻ = ⟨ . , γ0 . ⟩C4 .
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The pseudo-scalar matrix becomes

γ5 =

(
0 i 11C2

−i 11C2 0

)
.

We now consider the Dirac operator with a mass m and pseudo-scalar mass n,(
iγj∂j + iγ5n−m

)
ψ = 0 . (A.1)

Choosing both masses to be real, one verifies directly that all the matrix entries on
the left are real. Therefore, the equation admits real-valued solutions, i.e.

ψ(x) ∈ R4 . (A.2)

Restricting attention to solutions of this form, the Dirac equation reduces to the Ma-
jorana equation. Clearly, the Majorana equation can be written equivalently in the
usual way as a two-component equation. But this is only a matter of convenience.
In the context of causal fermion system, it is preferable to describe Majorana spinors
by the four-component equation (A.1) under the constraints (A.2), because in this
way, we can retain the four-dimensional spin space endowed with an inner product of
signature (2, 2). The Lorentz transformations of the Majorana spinors are described
by the subgroup of U(2, 2) generated by the bilinear matrices (which, in the Majorana
representation, again have real-valued entries).

We finally note that the reality condition (A.2) greatly restricts the space of solu-
tions. In particular, it is impossible to build up Dirac sea configurations (in simple
terms because (A.2) rules out plane-wave solutions ∼ eiωt). But there are interesting
Lorentz invariant solutions, like the two-point distribution

pm(x, y) :=

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(/k + γ5n+m) δ

(
k2 − n2 −m2

)
e−ik(y−x) .

It is an open problem whether regularizing such distributions gives rise to minimizers
of the causal action principle which could replace the Dirac sea configurations in the
analysis of the causal action principle.
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[5] A. Adazzi, A. Marcianò, A.P. Morais, R. Pasechnik, R. Srivastava, and J.W.F. Valle, Gravita-
tional footprints of massive neutrinos and lepton number breaking, arXiv:1909.09740 [hep-ph],
Phys. Lett. B 807 (2020), 135577.

[6] A. Addazi, J. Alvarez-Muniz, R.A. Batista, G. Amelino-Camelia, V. Antonelli, M. Arzano,
M. Asorey, J.-L. Atteia, S. Bahamonde, F. Bajardi, et al., Quantum gravity phenomenology at
the dawn of the multi-messenger era—a review, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics (2022),
103948.

https://www.causal-fermion-system.com
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.03248
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.08346
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.09740


32 F. FINSTER, N.G. GRESNIGT, J.M. ISIDRO, A. MARCIANÒ, C.F. PAGANINI, AND T.P. SINGH
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