arXiv:cond-mat/0401015v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 2 Jan 2004

A primordial theory

George Sparling and Philip Tillman
Laboratory of Axiomatics
Department of Mathematics
University of Pittsburgh
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, USA

Abstract

We review the twistor approach to the Zhang-Hu theory of the
four-dimensional Quantum Hall effect. We point out the key role
played by the group Spin (4;4), as the symmetry group OE the
boundary. It is argued that this group, which ignores the 1
used in relativity and quantum mechanics, is the focal point of
a primordial theory, one where the Cartan concept of triality is
paramount, from which the standard theories emerge via a series
of phase transitions of the Zhang-Hu fluid. An important role
will be played by the Jordan cross-product algebras, particularly
the exceptional Jordan algebra associated to the split octaves and
by the associated Freudenthal phase space. The geometry and
Hamiltonian theory of these spaces is examined in detail. A pos-
sible link to the theory of massive particles is outlined.
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Introduction

The theory of Zhang and Hu

The discovery of the theory of the Quantum Hall Effect in falimensions by
Shou-Cheng Zhang and Jiang-Ping Hu has dramatically dlteeslandscape of
modern physicsi[1]-[20]. Their key result is that a fermmaiu (2) gauge fluid
in four dimensions produces edge states, at the threeespbandary of the fluid,
which behave as relativistic massless particles of any drtkkcities. The im-
plication is that the physics of our universe may be govebesuch a fluid.

On studying the work of Zhang and Hu, the first author realited their for-
mulas were strongly reminiscent of basic formulas of twish@ory. Indeed he
was able to reformulate the theory entirely in twistor spaceomplex projective
three-space [14,28,:24]. This manifold, of six real dimensi is naturally a two-
sphere bundle over the four-sphere employed by Zhang andiidthe twistor
space, there is no gauge field and the fermions are singleaunpentities, con-
stituting an ordinary fermionic fluid. It was shown that theundary of the fluid in
the twistor space is the standa® hyperquadric of twistor theory: a manifold of
five real dimensions, of topology the product of a three-spla@d a two-sphere;
it carries a Levi form of signature+ ; ).

The hyperquadric is precisely the space whose space oiontamplex projec-
tive lines (each of topology a two-sphere) constitutes a faameter set, which
is naturally a compactified real Minkowski spacetime. A ¢éhparameter subset
of these lines corresponding to a spacelike hypersurfdiegds the hyperquadric,
giving rise to the three-sphere boundary of the Zhang-HartheThen the edge
states correspond in twistor theory ¢® sheaf cohomology classes: these in
turn represent solutions of the zero-rest mass field equatishose helicitys is
governed by the homogeneity degreef the functions representing the sheaf sec-
tions, according to the formula= 2 @ + 2). Of particular interest is the sheaf
cohomology appropriate to infinitesimal deformations & ¢ -structure: these
correspond to helicity minus two, or to gravity. Thus thedamental edge-states
corresponding to deformations of the edge are associatidgravity. In this
sense, it was argued that the Zhang-Hu theory is in essetioeory of gravity.



Philosophical and experimental issues

To extend the Zhang-Hu theory, one would like to see it gdizexhaway from a
conformally flat background. As indicated by the first auttwore way to do this
seems to be to develop the fermionic fluid in the context ofearie hypersurface
twistor spaces, since these possess analogues of the gsahldo hypersurface,
which can serve as the boundary. These spaces (which as emtdasform a
manifold of ten real dimensions) have figured in the first adshproposal for

linking superstring theory and twistor theory [25]-[27]. dificulty arises with

a potential loss of analyticity, which can squeeze the flawlards the bounding
hypersurface. However Zhang has indicated privately thah segions of non-
analyticity could be modeled by global structures in thedfliduch as vortices.
Assuming that such problems have been overcome, we areitefsame fasci-

nating and tantalizing philosophical issues:

The fermionic fluid is responsible for structure at the baangdbut is not it-
self at the boundary. Spacetimases at the boundary, but is not the bound-
ary, instead being obtained by a projection from the boundar

It is probably not legitimate to think of the fermionic fluig @n any way
directly relativistic: relativity arises from excitatisron the boundary that
behave as massless patrticles.

In particular if the boundary disappeared either in the paduture, so
would spacetime.

In a dynamical situation, it is possible that different flueljions could
merge or separate (analogous to the result of changing oéldotric or

magnetic fields in the two-dimensional Quantum Hall Effedihis would

mean the merging or separation of "different universes”.

The theory tells us that we are in a situation like that in tllad” [28]: by our
nature, we are creatures associated with the boundary anbaable at the mo-
ment to experience the fermionic fluid directly. But this doaise an important
experimental question:

Can we invent some experiment which will reveal the existesfche fluid
to us? Or in other words, is the twistor space in fact as "raal$pacetime
itself?



There are several possible areas susceptible to expertiregngpring to mind,
where the fluid may make its influence felt:

The problem of non-local entanglement in quantum mechanics
The problem of the origin and nature of mass.

The problem of subtle asymmetries that exist, or may exisaiare: viola-
tion of CP, T, or evencp T ; the arrow of time; the apparently large excess
of matter over anti-matter; the rather low density of magnaonopoles.

A useful warm-up exercise would be to return to the genesithefZhang-Hu
theory, the two-dimensional Quantum Hall Effect. Here waldeith a physi-
cally realizable fermionic fluid made of electrons. As shdwrMike Stone, the
boundary theory is a two-dimensional relativistic strihgdry [15]. Suppose we
imagine ourselves to be entities governed by the boundaysigsgt could we con-
duct some experiment that would convince us of the realith@fermionic fluid?

Another question relevant particularly to the picture imveud spacetime is:
Is the fluid (or its boundary) in some sensgomological?

To illustrate, consider the prototype of topological idéagphysics: the Dirac
string [29,:30]. If, following Dirac, we try to construct ae®r potential for the
field of a magnetic monopole, then we are doomed to failurksssnwve are pre-
pared to allow for a string singularity stretching from themopole to infinity (or
to some other oppositely charged monopole). But the rolntly the string is
up to us to choose: any two strings in the same homotopy abasg as equivalent.

A similar (related) situation has occurred before in twigteory, where a com-
plex space bifurcates, being non-Hausdorff at the bifizoai3l, 32]. But the

precise place of bifurcation is movable, by appropriatdyditacontinuation. The
model here is a bleb on a car tire. This can be pushed down bet eatirely

eliminated. So here it seems necessary to require the bpuofithe fluid to be

analogous to the Dirac string. Regarded one way it would thiggpseudo-Kahler
structure for one null cone in spacetime. Regarded anothgritmvould give

the null structure for another point, etc. Then, in some agetie fluid boundary
would be observer dependent. The current work by physiciste area of mem-
branes seems to be connected here: the membranes seemkerbit¢aally, yet

they have a strong cohomological flavour, usually depenaimipe non-vanishing
of some homotopy class for a stable "existence”.
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The present work: the problem of P—

In the present work, we take as point of departure a detallefwistor approach
to the Zhang-Hu theory. This is nature of the group that arggerning the basic
structure of the fluid boundary. TleR hyperquadric of the theory can be given
by the equatiorz. z = 0, wherez is a vector inC * and we are using abstract
indices. The conjugatiomn ! 2z is of type ;2), so that thecomplex linear
invariance group of the hyperquadric is the sixteen-dinwera real Lie group
U (2;2), which in turn maps canonically to the conformal group of pawtified
Minkowski space-time. It emerges that the natural way tbéentown amd analyze
theCr structure, is in terms of an ensemble of vector fields:

E =z'@ ; E =2,Q,; E =2 Q@ ZQ@Q:

Here@ = @ZL ande = @% and brackets around tensor indices represent idem-
potent skew-symmetrization over those indices. It is easgheck that each of
these operators kills the defining equation of ¢tre hypersurface, so is tangent.
Then the anti-hermitian operatats generate the expected;2) symmetry of

the hyperquadric. However tliR structure itself is directly expressed by the op-

eratorE  : the tangential Cauchy-Riemann equations on a fundatiare just the
equationg £ = 0. Abstractly, the operat@@ has together with its conjugate

12 real components and it is easy to see that, E  andE together generate
the twenty-eight dimensional real Lie algebra Sgi%), which is the group of
all real linear transformations of twistor space, preserving theehguadric. At
this point, we recall remarks of Sir Roger Penrose to theceffeat the complex
numberi= 1 occurs naturally in fundamental physics in two plages [21]:

In quantum mechanics: where, given the Hamiltoriarthe state vector
evolves intimetby ! e®t . Also we need to be able to takemplex
linear combinations of states: is defined for any state.

In the theory of spacetime, where the space of rays of thecoak through
a point inherits from the space-time conformal structuratral complex
structure ¢nly in four dimensions). This fact is exploited in relativityamp
ticularly through the formalism of Ted Newman and Penro24.[2

A common thread to these two occurrencegcﬁ is the spinor, which can be
used naturally to represent the state of a spinning pauioteto understand the
gegm_etry of a null vector. Penrose has made the point theg tiveo occurrences
of 1 are in some sense the same and that this fact requires etiptana
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Thus one might expect that in a theory combining quantum @ar@ck and grav-
ity, complex numbers would be important. The multiplicataf a twistor byiis
deeply related to both ideas, since, on the one hand, thtigseexpressed using
geometrical spinors and on the other habd, if the quantutesstd particles are
represented by functions of twistors, then multiplying tivestor by 1, will multi-
ply the state by”, wheren is the (integral) homogeneity of the twistor function.
However, if we now contemplate the boundary structure ofah@ng-Hu theory,
we are led to an alternative working hypothesis:

The reason why the two occurrences off are the "same” is that the T
arises in both areas, simultaneously, in a transition frasimgle theory.

This theory would not be a theory of quantum gravity per sstdad quan-
tum mechanics and gravity would emerge from it.

While we would expect the theory to be geometrical in the slidense, it
would not be formulated in any kind of standard spacetimguage, in any
dimension. Probably non-commutative geometry would beontgmt.

Given that a fermionic fluid lies at the heart of spacetime,expect that
one theory passes to another via a phase transition, ahhaudpe end of
this work (inspired by the work of Murat Gunaydin, Kilian Kosell and
Hermann Nicolai[34]-[36]), we will lay out a possible sesief transitions.

Presumably the last transition involves the steppfrom an @pi)-model to
au (2;2) model and it is exactly at that point that 1 emerges, together
with the concepts and theories of quantum mechanics ane-<jpae.

We term such a theoryaimordial theory. By the last remark, it behooves us to
take the group Spid@;4) seriously and that is what we do in the present work. At
the time of our becoming aware of the work of Zhang and Hu, weevadready
heavily involved in the investigation of structures rethte octaves, inspired par-
ticularly by the work of John Baez, Tevian Dray and Corinnendigue {37 38].
With the relation between Spin;4) andU (2;2) also in mind, we had adopted
an approach that was neutral with respect to signature vgasiteasy to settle on
the split signature case. Of critical importance to us isdlee ofzriality[83]: we
would expect the Spif;4) phase to be triality invariant, with no clear distinction
between geometry (points ) and particles (spinors). Thuslevelop the theory
in a completely triality invariant way. In the spirit of Bag¢&ho explained the
octavic theory very beautifully), we focus on the real tweséven dimensional
Jordan algebra naturally associated to the split octavls [4
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We analyze from the points of view of geometry: the split agak of the Mo-
ufang octavic plane; and of particle theory: Hamiltoniaadty, Lagrange sub-
manifolds and group theory. Our strategy is close to thatarf-commutative
geometry: roughly we think of a whole Jordan algebra elerasnmepresenting a
point. Some technical remarks: we take as the relevanttatescfor the Jordan
algebra the cross-product and the determinant. We do net s for the trace
as such. In particular we regard the cross-product J° of elementsy and J°
of the Jordan algebra, as taking values in the dual Jorda&big Thus although,
for completeness, we do give a formula for ( J), we do not use it later
in the work. We are careful to maintain a distinction betwé#es space and its
dual throughout. The necessity for doing this becomes atesction ten below,
where we see that the cross-product is chiral in nature artdrss chiralities.

In sections one and two below, we recall the theory of spifr® ®;n)
for the three cases relevant to usz 3, 4 and5. The emphasis here is on
explicit computations to back up the more abstract formgiesn later.

In section three, we write down our triality axioms. One ddawte that
these are not confined in principle to any particular dimamsindeed they
might be very interesting in infinite dimension.

In section four, we introduce the Jordan algebra, define theseproduct
and determinant and develop their basic properties.

In section five we study and solve in general the equationJ = 0 and
contrast our approach with that of Baez.

In section six, we discuss the geometrical ideas behinddrdad algebra.
Briefly the idea is that a "point” should be a non-zero soluixd the equa-
tionJ J = 0. It emerges that a nice way to parametrize the solutions
is by the formula2g = K K, wheredet® ) = 0. It is interesting to
note that the projective space of solutions of the equationJg = 0 is
sixteen dimensional (the Moufang projective plane, in ttiawc case) and
that the spaceet K ) = 0is twenty-six dimensional, which, using the map
K ! J= 2K K, we prove projects surjectively to the projective solu-
tion space, generically with a ten dimensional fibre: we stit@t this fibre
may be identified with the complement of the null cone in a fiaice of ten
dimensions, with a metric of signatui®;5) (in the octavic case the corre-
sponding signature would bg;9)).



The numbersl0, 16 and 26 are three of the most important numbers in
modern string theory, surely not an accident. However entlie Mo-
ufang plane, we do not have just the geometry of points aresbisince

it is possible to have linearly independent solutiansy? of the equation

Jg J=J° J°= 0 J%= 0. We call such solutions "fat points” and
their duals "fat lines”. Although for reasons of space amdetive do not
discuss the details here, these generalized points haverzg”theoretic”
interpretation as the image of a suitable curve in the spac& ) = 0,
underthemax ! K K.

In section seven we analyze completely the solvability efXbrdan algebra
equationk K = 2J, givend. It emerges that the only non-trivial case is
the casethat J = 0.

In section eight, we give the full details of the solutionloé tJordan algebra
equationk K = 2J, givend, suchthatt J = 0, keeping track of the
degrees of freedom in the solution.

In section nine, we extend our horizons beyond the Jordagbedgto the
phase space of Hans Freudenthal, which can be regarded agraeraed
cotangent bundle over the Jordan algebra, augmented watbxtra dimen-
sions introduced by Freudenthal, making 56 dimensiond {i88]. We an-
alyze the Hamiltonian geometry and give quadratic Hamios that gen-
erate the groupm,, the symmetry group of the Freudenthal space. We find
a beautiful Lagrangian submanifold on which all our Hanmilems van-
ish (including the quartic Hamiltonian invariant of Freatlgal). Following
Gunaydin, Koepsell and Nicolai [34]-[36], we believe tHa¢s$e results can
be extended t@;, by adding two more dimensions, but we have not yet
analyzed this problem.

In section ten, we develop the Jordan algebra from the pdintewv of
spinors foro (5;5). To do this requires explicitly breaking the triality struc
ture and this breakdown seems to be a natural avenue for itmenglial
theory to lose its triality invariance.

In section eleven, we show how to write the triality openasi@irectly in
terms of twistors. Here again the formulas by themselvesatréwvariant,
even though the underlying structure is.



In section twelve we rewrite the formulas of section eleveate succinctly,
using the structure that devolves from section ten by bregkbmo (5;5)
downtoo (2;4) 0O (3;1),wherethed (3;1) acts as an "internal symmetry
group”. In both sections eleven and twelve, we can see nsiatfens of
the twistor complex structure: in section eleven, in thetiplitation by the
complex numbek. In section twelve, in the multiplication by the Lorentz
vectorx®. We also discuss the representation of the conformal arstat

In section thirteen we present the proposed pattern of syrgreeaking.

Although we have been concentrating on the relation of teakking of symmetry
to present quantum theory and spacetime structure, thereiadditional payoff
that might emerge. This concerns the development of theeqatroé mass. Build-
ing on early work in twistor theory by the first author, Lanedghston, and Zoltan
Perjes {40 41], the first author conducted a deep study afahére of the break-
ing of conformal invariance. This led first to a direct constion, in the style
of Eugene Wigneri[45], for the discrete series (and its banyldfor the group
SU (2;2), and second to the realization that these representatiereslvound to-
gether in a single representation®f(2; 6) acting as a kind of internal symmetry
group [42]. Following the development outlined here it isunal to ask how this
work fits in. The conjecture is that the symmetry breakindgieggdo the represen-
tation of one of our groups will lead to the structure of masgiarticles found by
the first author. A candidate is the unitary representatiaz; tound by Gunaydin,
Nicolai and KoepsellT36]. However it is not yet clear if theabmposition of their
representation, with respectsa (2;2), involves only positive energy representa-
tions; probably not, since at ttsaJ (2;1) level, as discussed by Gunaydin, Nicolai
and Koepsell, representations not belonging to the diss®ties o5U (2;1) oc-
cur. So itis more likely that some, subrepresentation of their representation is
the relevant one, probably one with a minimal value for theudenthal quartic
invariant. However if we proceed on the assumption that atestevel only the
relevantsu (2;2) representations do occur, we are led to ask whafdiheula for
the energy momentum operator of the massive particlesyee ilork at the level
of a single Jordan algebra, rather than at the level of thedemethal phase space,
there seems to be only one reasonable candidate (in thedgagfitwistor theory,
this is the two twistor level: the correspondia@ (2;2) representations all lie at
the boundary of the discrete series; for the generic dis@®ties representation,
at least three twistors are needed). The relevant formujaven and discussed
at the end of section twelve. We emphasize however that tdegpiattractive
appearance, we do not presently have a clear-cut ratiooalled formula.
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1 Spinors for O q;n)

We work with vector spaces over the reals, of finite dimensimbess otherwise
specified. Ifv is any vector space, we denote hythe identity endomorphism of
V. We denote the dual spacewfby v and we identifyv and v ) . Suppose
thatv is a real vector space, of positive dimension equipped with a symmetric
bilinear form g of type n;n). The symmetry group of is isomorphic to the
pseudo-orthogonal group (n;n). The spin representatianof the Clifford alge-
bra of (v ;g) has dimensio™ over the reals. The spageacts ons, such that?
acts agy (z; z) times the identity operator, foramy2 v. If fe; :1 1 2ngisan
orthonormal frame fov, such that ;;e;) = 1for1 i nandge;e)= 1
forn < i  2n, then there exists a basis far, such thate; is symmetric for

1 i nandskewfom < i 2n. Put = ee ::ite,, = €:1€,42 :::€
and = . Then we have the relations:
T _ ( l)%n(n 1) ; T _ ( l)%n(rwl) ; T _ ;

2= (DT VL = (DN 2o I

= ( 1)11 — ( l)%l’l(n 1) ; — ( 1)1’1 = ; _ ( 1)1'1 _ ( 1)%n(n+l)

Foreach spinor,put °= ( )Tand °= ( )'. Thenthemappings ! °
and ! °give canonical maps from the spin spacw its duals . These maps
are related by the formula® = ( 1):*®*1 ©°  The dual pairings( ; ) =
® and(; ) = ° ,definedforany spinorsand are:

Both non-degenerate symmetric in the case 0 mod 4.

Non-degenerate symmetric far ; ) and symplectic for( ; ) in the
casen = 1 mod4.

Both symplectic in the case= 2 mod 4.

Non-degenerate symmetric far ; ) and symplectic for( ; ) in the
casen = 3modA4.

Multiplication by is a canonical linear operator on the spin space. The haif-sp
spacess are the two eigenspaces of with the identity operator ors .
Each ofs* ands has dimensior” ! over the reals. Multiplication by 2 v
mapss tos



Forn even, the spaces ands are mutually orthogonal with respect to
both the pairings( ; ) and ( ; ) and the restrictions of these pairings
to s* ands coincide up to a sign, giving each a metric structure when
n = 0mod4 and a symplectic structure when= 2 mod 4.

For n odd, the restrictions of the pairings; ) and ( ; ) to the sub-
spaces* ands vanish identically. Also each of these pairings sets up a
natural duality betweea*® ands and the induced dualities coincide up to
a sign.

Associated to the spin representationvoére two real trilinear forms( ;z; )
and ( ;z; ) , defined as follows, for any spinorsand and for any vectoe:

(Gz; ) = (jz ) = ( L)@@ D a0y,

(5z; ) = (5z) = (1)@ V(g )
These two trilinear forms carry the same information.

In the casess = 0 andn = 2 mod 4, each trilinear form vanishes if
and belong to the same half-spin space, so may be consideredoasa f
ons*® Vv s . Then the two trilinear forms agree up to a sign, so it
suffices to focus on one only. Usually we use the form thatmsragtric in

its spinor arguments: so the forin;z ) inthe casen = 0 mod4 and the
form ( ;z ) inthe casen = 2mod4.

In the casesa = 1andn = 3mod4, each trilinear form vanishes if and
belong to distinct half-spin spaces, so the informatiormtrilinear form
reduces to that in the restrictions of the form to the spaces v s*
ands v s . Againitsuffices to focus on one trilinear form only. The
trilinear forms are both symmetric in their spinor argunsghh = 1 mod
4 and skew in their spinor argumentsif= 3 mod 4.

Themaps ! %and ! © extend naturally to anti-automorphisms of the
Clifford algebra, suchthagz )° = °z° and@ )° = ©°z° ,foranyvector

z and any spinors and . Thenwe have’ = ( 1)* 'zandz’ = ( 1)z, for
any vectorz.
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2 Spinors for O (n;n): the casesn = 3, 4and 5

We first recall the algebra of quaternioms, For any quaternior, gdenotes its
guaternion conjugate. Thenis real iff g = g whereasgis pure imaginary iff
g= g We repeatedly use the facts th@t= cgis real (positive ifqg € 0: we
put = ~ gg), thatg commutes under multiplication by any real and that the
following identities hold, for all quaternion pairsg; r):

3= @) =7% g rg=gr Tq:
To analyze the® n;n) spinors for the cases = 3, 4 and 5, we will use quater-
nions to build the spinor spacesand the vector space.

ForoO (3;3), the spin space is H?, all quaternion pairs. The vector space
V is then the collection of all pairgx;y) 2 H? with x andy imaginary,
with the metrici;y)¥ = yv*  x°. Each half-spin spacge isanH.

For O (4;4), the spin space is H*, all quaternion quartets. The vector
spacev comprises all quartetss;v;x;y) 2 R? H 2 with x andy imagi-
nary, with the metricju;v;x;y)¥ = uv+ x> vy Eachs isanH?.

Foro (5;5), the spin space is H8, all quaternion octets. The vector space
v comprises all sextuples;t;u;v;x;y) 2 R*  H 2 with x andy imaginary,
with the metrici(s;tjusvix;y) = st uv x?+ y% Eachs isanH ‘.
We now consider the details of each case.

Spinors foro (3;3) may be given as the spagé, all pairs of quaternions:
(a;0). For a given quaternion paik;y), consider the endomorphisms _ |
ofH and ., of H?, defined as follows:

+

+ P = . — .
@)= ay+ xa; x;y) vix*

) @) =ax vya;

x;y)

+

wy) @0 = (x  yojay+ xa) = (., 0; 2
Herea andbare arbitrary quaternions. Then we have the relation:
2 @D = 6X  yY) @b+ Fax yax;®by xi):

In particular, ifx andy are bothimaginary quaternions, as we shall assume
henceforth, we have the desired spin representation fG§ 3):

* = + = 2 2 .
&iy) Gay) ) &Gy) Vg X )y ¢

%xm: ®X yVIhz= ¢ x)Lie;
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The transpose of = @;b)is T = @b),with2 T = Fc+ Ga+ bd+ dy

where = (c;d). The invariant structure operators may be taken as follows:
w0 G0 wo and = o o5 exand = . We have:
@b = ( ba); @b= a); @b=( ab:

The canonical dual of = @;b)is °= ( )T = (ya). The canonical
dual pairing is2 ° = ad+ da+ bc+ @ The half-spin spaces are the
eigenstates of so are the spinors of the forma; 0) or (0;b). The associated
real trilinear form is:

2%y = 2d;0):lx  ybjay + xa)
= dx dyb xbd+byd+ GBy+ oxa vyac axc
= dx bdy xbd+ ydo+ cay+ acx yac xca

- ®;y):0d db+ ca achd db+ ac @):
The norm squared of the vect@@d db+ @a ac;kd db+ ac @) is:

d do+ ca ac)’+ bd db+ ac @)
= (@d dia 3o @@ ac)kd db
@ bd)c @) @ @) @b bd)
= Idéa+ bdac+ dica  ddac cabd+ add+ cado  aodb
dbec+ bdac+ dbca bd@ acdb+ @Adb+ add  dadd
= 2( aocdb abde+ ade+ add+ dba+ dda odE  kd@)

If any one of the four component half-spinors vanishes, tbisn vanishes
and the vector is null.
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Using the operatorg,, we now construct the spin representationdo#; 4):
the new operator,, ., IS given by the matrix:

0 0 u X3y
= 0 0 ;ry v - ‘ 0 J;V;X;ry
e v xy 0 0 S 0
iy U 0 0

Hereu andv are real numbers andandy are imaginary quaternions. Then
uwmy Acts on a spinor of the forne;b;c;d) 2 H 4, written as a column
vector. Explicitly we have:

+ c| _ uc+ dx ya . a va bx+ yl_a .
sy g ‘vd+ cy+ xc|’ UVEN | b ub ay xal’
a uc+ dx  yd
b| | vd+ cy+ xC
WENL ol | va x4+ yb
d ub ay xa

It is easily checked that the operators, ... and ., obey the required
relations:

+ +

_ _ 2
UV UV VIR UVRGY v+ x

2

v ) Tyt

2 2
vI)Ig2; awy = uv+ x

The operators, and can be constructed as follows:

1;1;0;0 0;0;0;1 0;0;0;3 O;O;O;k; = 1;1;0;0 0;0;4;,0 0;0;3;0 O;O;k;O; =
a b a b a a
b| | a b| |3 b| | b
c dal’ c da|’ c c
d [e d c d d

The transpose of = (@;b;c;d)is T = @;b;¢;d). The dual pairing of
with = (e;f;g;h) 2 H *is given by:

2T =3e+Dbf+ g+ dh+ ea+ fb+ ge+ hd:
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Weput °= ( )T = (g;a;d;c), giving the canonical dual pairing:
2% =le+ af + dg+ ch+ hc+ gd+ fa+ &b:
Then the symmetric trilinear form is given by the following:

1 _ _ _  _ _
O iy = ket b+ et D)+ viad+ dat ad+ dA) + x@@ Fct bd db)

+y@e da+kbd do+ @ @&+bd doy+ @ ac+kd dox)

° = Q@d+ da);2(c+ d);jca ac+ bd doj@a ac+ db bd):
The norm squared of this latter vector is calculated asvialo
H(° )f=4@d+ d@) ct+ D)+ @@ ac+bd do)’ (@ ac+db bd)’
= 4(@d+ da)fct D+ @ aokbd do+ kd db)a aEo
@ ad)(d kd) @b kd)(@ ac)= 2aU + 2U03;
U = 2dbc+ 2dd die+ bde+ adb  dd
= 2ddo+ dic+ bde+ adb  ad
= 2(dc+ ad)b+ b+ bd)e c(do+ bd) = 2b(cd+ do);
(% )= 4@b+ ba) @+ do):

In particular if any of the quantities, b, cor d vanishes, then the vector
° isnull
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We may now reformulate: introduce spinors2 s* and 2 s and
the vector 2 v as follows:

2S5 ; = (;v;x;y)2 V:

Hereu andv are real numbers, whereash ¢, d, x andy are quaternions,
with x andy pure imaginary. Each of space is given a natusal) metric:

2= : = 2ab+ 255; 2= : = 2add+ 2?:1'c; ‘= . = uv+ ¥ y2:
Then we introduce three products and a triple product:
vV S ! s%;

uc+ dx vyd
vd+ ¢y + xC

14

N
8
sJ)l
Q
&
g

(;)! = Q@d+ da); 2kc+ d); ca ac+

(st B al _|va x+yb|,
! UVEN | T ub ay xal|’
s* v s ! R;

(7 7" ( )= )=
1 _ _ - _ _ _
5(u(bc+ b+ Ic+ D)+ ved+ da+ ad+ da)+ xca ac+ bd db)

+ty@e dca+kd do+ @@ cGa+kd doy+ @ ac+bd dox):

15



We alsowrite = , = and = . Thenbydirectcalculation,
we may verify the following relations:

By the last formula, it is legitimate to regard the trilindarm as being
symmetric under permutation of its arguments. Also by theetihe last
formula arrives, we see that we have constructed a comylsyehmetric

structure. However the formulas themselves are not mdlyifggmmetric:

indeedv is on an apparently different footing frosx . Note that we may
select three elements of these spacgg,v, 2 s , each of unit length,
that together behave as an identity operator:

o= (1;1;0;0); . = ‘

N =N =

NN [

Using these identitites, all three multiplication rulesyn@ shown to be
equivalent. We may make eachwfinds into algebras by the multiplica-
tionrules: °= (4, )( 9 = (o) Hand %= (o )(+ 9,
defined for any elementsand °of v, and °ofs* and and °ofs .
Then , and are the identities fov, S , respectively. Also multiplica-
tion by, for example, gives an isomorphism of the algebra with thes
algebra and vice-versa. Each such algebra is then isonudiptiie algebra
of the split octaves.

16



Finally we move to the case of (5;5). We use the operatorg, .. con-
structed for theo (4;4) case to produce the required operatQy,, vy
defined for (s;t;u;v) 2 R * and forx andy pure imaginary quaternions:

0 0 s Sy
StMNRy i +O u%p('y ;
uvixy
uvixy O O
Explicitly, we have:
a se+ ug+ hx vh
b sf + vh+ gy + xg
c tg+ ve fx + y%
d| _ |th+uf e xe|
stavxEiy| o ta  uc ax+ ya .
£ tb vd T xc
g sc va+bx yb
h sd ub+ ay+ xa

Here the spinora;b;c;d;e; £;9;h) 2 H 8. Itis straightforward to verify the
required relation:

2 = (st uv x4+ yz)l':

SiE VXY

We have for the operators and

= 1;1;0;0;0;0 0;0; 1;1;0;0 0;0;0;0;4;,0 0;0;0;0;3;,0 0;0;0;0:k;0

1;1;0;0;0;0 0;0;1;1;0;0 0;0;0;0;0;4 0;0;0;0;0;5 0;0;0;0;0;k

Explicitly, we have:

a f a f a a
b e b e b b
C E C E C C
al _ |g|. al | g, a| | 4
el  |bl’ e| b |’ e| e
f a f a f f
g d g d g g
h c h e h h

17



The transpose of = (@;bjcid;e;f;g;h) (written as a column vector) is
the row T = @;b;¢;d;€;£;9;h), with the dual pairing T for =
(Jik; L;m ;n;p;q;r), given by the formula:

2 T =3j+ bk+cl+ dm + en+ fp+ gg+ hr

+Th+ g+ pf + ne+ md+ lc+ kb+ Ja:
Then the invariant scalar product = ( )™ is given as follows:

2% = fy+ ek+ hl+ gm + m+ ap+ dg+ cr
+TCc+ gd+ pa+ nb+ mg+ h+ ke+ If:

In particular, we have: ° = af+ bet ch+ dg+ gd+ hct &b+ f£a. Then for
the triple product ° ..., ~, ,»We have the expresssion:

Os;t,'Ll,'V;?UY = 2s(d+ ef + fé+ af:)-i' 2t @b+ gh+ﬂ§+ ?ﬁ.)

+2u(fg bc S+ gf)+ 2vieh ad da+ he)
+x@c G bd+ do &g+ Ge+ fh hf)
+y(@ ac+do bd gé+ &g+ fh hf)
+@c G bd+do &g+ Ge+ fh hf)x
+(@ ac+do bd gé+ &5+ fh hf)y:
= iguivixiy)i(°);

= Q@b+ gh+ hg+ |); 2(d+ ef + fe+ do);
2€h ad da+ he); 2(g bc o+ gf);
ac+ @a+bd db+ & Ge fh+ hf;

@ ac+db bd ge+ &G+ fh hf):

18



Again it pays to reformulate, using the spinor and vectorcepaand the
product rules ofo 4;4), discussed above. The spin space is written as
S=5s" s S* s and the elements of the vector space as triples
(s;t; ), where(s;t) 2 R?and = (u;v;x;y) 2 V, the eight dimensional

O (4;4) vector space. In this language, thgs; 5) spin representation is:

0O 0 s
o o t
|t 0 0

s 0 O

Acting on a typical element = ( ; ; ; )ofs,with and insS and
and ins ,we have:

sit;

+

In this language it is easily checked that we have the redudentity:

2
sty

= (st HIg:

Next, using the natural inner products®f, we have a simple duality for-

mula: putting = ( ; ; ; )2 S,wehave2? = : + : + :+
Specializing to the case= , we get the formula:
= 4

Using these formulas, we get:

2 % = it )+ s + )+ (s )+ it + )

=2(° )isit )i



In particular we have:

So for the norm squared of’ , we have:

3% = (%4 P+ | f

:22+22+2( ):( )

= (%)% + 22 (2P 2P (P ) ()
For the dot product betweerf and ° , we have:
20° )% )=+ O+ )+ D+ )
( HE )
= O’
=2(°% ) )= %+ () P ) P P

Of particular importance for the following is the speciasedhat is chiral:

either = = 0,or = = 0.Inthecasethat= = 0, we have:
=% 5 )
In the case that = = 0, we have:

So, inthe chiral case, the vecto?  is null and orthogonal to .

20
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3 Triality axioms

Consider a vector space, defined over a field of zero characteristic and
equipped with the following structure:

A gradilgg by a three element s&t

Sov = .V wherev,isasubspace of for eachi2 s and for distinct
iandjin s, we havev; \ v; = £0g.

A symmetric non-degenerate bilinear foomv = v ! F.

A totally symmetric trilinear fornrm :v. v v ! F.

Denote by the multiplication map fromv v ! Vv given by the formula:
gx; W;w)) = m (v;w;x), valid forany (v;w;x) 2 v. v v. We call this
structure a triality provided that the following relationsid:

For distinctiand jin s, ; andVv; are orthogonal with respect tg this
entails, in particular, that the restriction @fo eachv; be non-degenerate.

is a graded multiplication: it 2 v, andw 2 V3, then ;w) 2 Vi,
wherei, jandk are distinct elements af.

The restriction of to v is trivial: for eachiin s and for eachv 2 v;,
t;v) = 0.

For each distinctandjin s and for eachr 2 v andw 2 v, we have the
relation

v; ;w))= gv;viw:

We abbreviate by writing?, vaw, vw and &w x) for g (v;v), gtv;w), v;w)and
m (;w;x), respectively, for anyw;w;x) 2 v.. v V. Inthe following , °

® ::: are generic elementsin, , ° ©::: are generic elements in; and
, % ©::: are generic elements in, wherei, jandk are the three distinct

elements of (in any order). Then we have the relations:

()= 25 (°H)+ % ry=2(:9%;

()0 )= 22 9= 2% "9 ( %) 9=2(:9( :9;
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4 The Jordan algebra associated to a triality

We next introduce the vectorspate= v F F F. Atypical element of
J is written as a three by three symmetric matrix:

Herea, bandcare inF and , and liein vy, vyandvy, wheres = f£i; j;ka.
The "matrix product’gJ° of two such elements and J° makes sense (although
it is not in general symmetric, so it need not liedr):

a a® o 0 aa’+ % 9 a2 %1 + O 504 & 4
JJ%= b Oy 9= p%a + o 1P+ % 0 po4 P 4
cl| © ° <& c%+a + o <%+ 0 P+ o0+

Then the Jordan product 3 & = £ (@J°+ J%), which is symmetric and
lies in the spacer . Note that the structure of this product is invariant under a
permutation of the elements sfaccompanied by a corresponding permutation of
the triple fa;b; og. In particular we have the Jordan square:

a’+ %+ 2 (@+b + c+a) +
J?=J J=|@+b + B+ 2+ 2 (+o0o +
c+a) + b+ c) + ¢+ 2+ 7

The trace of the Jordan product givesa non-degenerate metric, denotednd
also written as a dot product:

G (J;JO) = JJ°%= tr(JJO)= trJ JO) —aa’+ 1B+ L+2 %+ 2 % 2 :0;

CGUd)=JT=tr@) =%+ +F+2 2+2 24+ 2 2,

The determinant and adjoint matrix of det (7) and adJ) respectively, have the
natural definitions:

det@)=abe a? b? c?+2( );

e 2 c b
adQ) = c 2 a
b a ab ?

Note that twice the trace of the adjoint givesanother non-degenerate metric,
denotedd : H (J;J) = 2tr@d(J)) = 2bc+ 2ca+ 2ab 2 ¢ 2 ¢ 2 2
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We then have the following key properties (wheres the three by three identity
matrix):

GH;H)+ G (J;0)= r@d))*:
JadyJ) = ad@)J = %J adJ) = detJ)I;

JadJ) = 3det(J);

ad@dJ)) = det(J)J:

The first and second identities are proved directly. Theltigientity follows from
the second by taking the trace. For the fourth identity, gisire symmetry the
structure under the cyclic permutation of the elements ot suffices to check
the relation for one diagonal and one off-diagonal entry. dveose the11) and
(12) matrix elements:

ad@d@))1; = ad@)pad@)s;  add)i,
= @c Heb ) @ Y
=a@xc b? c? a+2( N+ *?% ()
= adet(J) = J;;detJ):

ad@d@U))h, = ad@);;adJ)s,;  adJ),ad@)s;

= 2( ) b 2 a? +ac c? = detT)= J,detd):



The matrix adJ) is a homogeneous quadratic in the elements, o there exists
a unigue bilinear commutative product, denoted J° called the cross-product,
suchthatt J= 2ad(J). Specifically we have:

P+ &P 2 0 °+ 0 0 & °+ 0 p0 Y
J J°= 0y 0 0 & c+ad 2 :° 0 0 g0 Z
0+ 0 b 0 bO 0+ 0 a 0 a.0 ab0+ baO 2 :0

Similarly, the quantitydet (J) is @ homogeneous cubic in the elementsTpso
there exists a unique totally symmetric trilinear form, ded (J;7%3%), such
that (J;J;7) = 6det(J). Specifically we have:

(J;JO;J(D) = b2+ 2%+ @B+ ad’+ AP+ 0P 28 % @
2a% 0 23° @, 20 %0 o 0 o O 2¢ % @ 28 @, 2P .0

+20 2O+ 2( D420 2042 "D+ 2 "4 2 OO0,
We notice, by direct calculation, the following importastation:
G;3%3% = @ J90%
In the language of the cross product, the relatio@d@)) = det(J)J now reads:
3g J) @ J)= 4(;3;J)J:
Fully polarizing this identity and then specializing gibe following relations:
g K) €& M)+Jd M) K L)+Jd L) ™ K)

=JK;L,M)+ K G L;M)+ LJ;M;K)+ M (J;K;L):

2J0 K) g L)y+ g J) K L)=2JJ0;K;L)+ K (J;0;L)+ L(J;J;K):

20 K) @ K)+ J 0J) K K)=2JJ;K;K)+ 2K K;J;J):

30 J) T K)=3JU;JK)+ K (J3;7;J):

Dotting the last two of these relations with K andkK K, respectively, gives
the relations:

4det K)+ 4detJ)det® )= J;K;K)J;J;K ):
g J;J KK K)= 12detJ)det® )+ J;J;K)J;K ;K ):

det(d J)= 8det(d)?:
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Finally we obtain a trickier trilinear identity:
J (@ JN+twrd)JI JT+tr@ J)J+ Qdetd) tr@)trd J))I= 0:

One way to derive this identity is to specialize the iderfialy 0 J) @ K)
to the case that = I, using the fact (easily verified) that I) J = J
trd)I. Alternatively, by the symmetry of, it suffices to check this identity for
one diagonal and one off-diagonal entry: we choose thé and (12) matrix
elements. Thel2) entry of the left-hand side is:

T @ IOt trd)J J)pt+ tr@ J)Je
=J3W0 T3t Iz @@ Tz J33(T Tz Ji2 T Tzt 2trd) ( cH)+tr@d J)
=2 ( b)+2 ( a) 2c( c) 2 @ “)+2@+btol c)+tr@ J)

= (°+27%+27% 2ab 2c;a 2+ tr@ J))= 0:
The (11) entry of the left-hand side is:
0 @ INu+tr@) @ Ju+trd J)J+ 2detd) trd)trd J)

= J22 (J J)33+ J33 (J J)22 2J23:(J J)23+ 'tr(J) (2m 2 2) GD‘|‘ C)'tr(J J)+ 2det(J)

2b@b %)+ 2clca ) 4 « a )+ @tbto e 2 %) ©rotrd J)+ 2detd)

= 2af + 2acf + 2c+ 2¢fb 2b 2 2c %+ 2abc  4( )+ 2a 2
20+ c) @b+ bc+ ca 2 2y + 2det (@)

=2@ %+b?+c? ac 2( )+ det(J)) = O:

This completes the proof of the identity. Polarizing thenitky and specializing
appropriately gives the following relations:

0=J K L)+K @ J+L J K)
+tr@)K L+ trK)L J+tr@)J K +tr® L)J+tr@ J)K +trd K)L
+ (07K ;L) twl)wrK L) wk)tr@ J) tw)trd K)I:
0=2J J K)*K (@ J)+2trd)J K+trK)J J+2tr@ K)J+trd J)K

+ (J;3;K) 2tr@)trd K) t®)trd@ J))I:
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5 TheconditionJd J=0

Consider the equatiom J = 0. Written out, this equation gives the following
six conditions:

2=bc; 2=ca; 2=ab; =a ; =Db ; =cC :

Clearly 5 = 0 solves this equation, so henceforth we assumexh@t 0. After
using the symmetry o, we may reduce to the analysis of two cases: first that
a=b=c= 0and % 0andsecondthais 0.

In the following we repeatedly use the fact that for a givem-aero null vec-

tor ,the equation = 0 has the general solution= , for some . Indeed

we have = "~ , where ~ is any vector normalized againstby the relation

2 = 1. Then is determined uniquely up to a transformation of the form
'+ % where Cis arbitrary. Further it is the dimension of7, the vector

space formed by the solutionsof the equation = 0, for a given non-zero null

vector has dimensiory. More generally the space of solutions of the equation
= 0is either (i) 0-dimensional when? € 0, (ii) 3-dimensional when? = 0

and 6 0, or (iii) n-dimensional when = 0. Note that case€ii) cannot occur

in the octavic case. For us= 8.

In the first case, witlh = b= c= 0and € 0, the equations become:

a=b=c=0= ?= 2= ?2=7; = 0; = 0; = 0; 6 0:

Then all equations are satisfied identically except for tnegaion0 =

which, since # = 0, gives the equatio® = 2( ~~) , so we have the
additional scalar constraint: ~~) = 0. The freedom in the solution, given
is~! ~+ %and~! ~+ % where “and °are arbitrary. The

number of degrees of freedom in the solution is represented b1 for the
null vector , 2 each for~and ~ less one for the scalar constraint, giving
2n 2 degrees of freedom. Projectively the freedom herenis 3. For

n = 8thisis a thirteen dimensional manifold.

26



In the second case, withé 0, we need:
2 2
2

c= —; a= —; = —; = @; =a ; =c:
b b b

These equations may be regarded as specifyjng@nd , given , andb
and then all the equations are satisfieds determined completely, with
and andb$ 0being arbitrary (givingn projective degrees of freedom):

ol o
o

J= b ;0 J%=Z(%+ 2+ 1)J:

1
2 b
b b
Thus the structure of the projective space ofalsuch thaty g = 0, where
Jis non-zero andr  JCiff J = tJ°with ta non-zero real number, is that it is
covered by six sets:

For eachi 2 S, a spacec;, an appropriate permutation of the projective
space of all tripleg ~; ; ~),with ( ~~)= 0and 6 0.

Foreachi2 s, U, the linear span of; andv, in v, wheres = f£i; j;kg.

Note thatc, = C; [ C; [ Cy is a closed set, of projective dimensian 3
and disjoint from the union of the three open séts : i 2 Sg, which each
have projective dimensiomn. In the octavic case, is empty. Then the space is
the Moufang octavic projective plane. The three spacdben form three affine
spaces of typ& ', which together patch the plane.

In the octavic case, Baez describes each solution of thetiequa J = 0,
up to a non-zero real scale factor, as an outer product, lasvio[37]:

L I N

Here the three equations ) = 2 ,( ) = 2 and( ) = 2
must all hold. If at least one of the three vectors or vanish these conditions
hold automatically. On the other hand, if each of the threstors is non-zero,
then these conditions amount to the requirement thiag a non-zero multiple of

. However, in the case of split octaves, it can be shown thaahmon-zero
solutions of the equation  J = 0 can be parametrized as an outer product in
this way. A seemingly better approach (valid in both the wictand split octavic
cases) is to writg in the formk K, wheredet® ) = 0.
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6 The projective geometry of the Jordan algebra:
Points, lines, ’fat points”’ and ’fat lines”’

In the octavic case, associated to the Jordan algebra isjecfive geometry,
called the (real) Moufang plane. The geometry consist ohfsoand lines, to-
gether with an incidence relation:

A point is an equivalence class under scaling by non-zeils cé&lements
J € 0of the Jordan algebra, suchthmt J= 0

A line is an equivalence class under scaling by non-zera reflatlements
K 6 0ofthe dual Jordan algebra, suchthat K = 0

The pointJ is incident on the linx iff 3= M K, forsomeM in the
dual algebrasuchthat M = 0iff K = . J,for someL in the algebra,
such that. 1. = 0. Intuitively, we think ofJg as the (unique) intersection
of the linesM andk , whereax is the (unique) line though andL.

Note that when the point is on the linek , the relationdX = 0 holds (since
JK = J: J)= @ J)L = 0), but the converse igor true (despite a
statement to that effect in Freudenthal, transmitted inzBa&he condition that
JX should vanish is just one real condition and is not enougliv@the desired
incidence.

The structure of the Moufang plane depends crucially on thetipity proper-
ties of the octavic norm-squared, so does not go througkereitithe case of the
split-octaves or in the case of the complexified octavedeftswe are led to in-
troduce a new kind of geometric object called a "fat pointiggther with its dual,
the "fat line”).

A point is an equivalence class under scaling by non-zeils cé&lements
J € 0of the Jordan algebra, such thmt J = 0.

A line is an equivalence class under scaling by non-zera reflatlements
K 6 0of the dual Jordan algebra, suchthat K = 0.

The pointJ is incident on the linx iff 3= M K, forsomeM in the
dual algebrasuchthat k = 0iff K = . J, for someL in the algebra,
suchthat. 1 = 0. Intuitively we think of J as the (unique) intersection
of the linesM andk , whereax is the (unique) line though andL.
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A "fat point” is a pair (J;%) in the Jordan algebra, such thatand g° are
linearly independentandyet g=J J°= g% J°%= 0.

Afatline” is a pair K ;K% in the dual Jordan algebra, such thaindx °
are linearly independentandyet K =K K%°=K? K°=0.

Note thatin all cases,if J= J° J°= 0oandifwe putk = g J°then by
our Jordan identities, we always hawe K = 0.

In the octavic case, iff J = J° J%°= 0andJg andJ’are linearly inde-
pendent, then the cross-product J°is never zero so the "fat points” are never
needed. Here, we regard distinct poiatand J°as defining a line in the case that
J J%6 0and a fat point in the case that J%= 0.

There is then a seemingly natural generalization: a gemedapoint can be con-
sidered to be a polynomial x) in some real variables, such that x) J &)=

0, with a dual idea for a generalized line. A particularly neample is the
guadratic pointy (s;t) = s?°J + 2stJ%°+ 3% wheres andtare free real parame-
ters. Then the conditiodi (s;t) J (s;t) = 0, valid for all sandt, amounts to the
five conditions on the coefficients: 7= 0,0 J°= 0,0 J% 23° J%= 0,

g% J%= oandJ® J%= 0. Note that the "fat point” can be regarded as a
special case of the quadratic point, where eithfer 0, or 7®= 0.

For an ordinary point it is natural to seek a parametrizabbthe formJ =

K K, wheredet® ) = 0. More generally for a generalized point, we can
seek an analogous formula: x) = K x) K (x), wherek (x) is a curve ly-
ing in the manifolddet® ) = 0. Here we are always exploiting the relation
® K) K K)= 8det®)K whichforcess J=0,ford=K K,
wheneverdet® ) = 0. So for example in the case of the quadratic point, we
would look for an expressioa (s;t) = K (s;t) K (s;t), wherek (s;t) is lin-
ear ins andt. Written out, the equationsare= K K, J°= K K %and
J%=K° K 9 wherek (s;t) = sk + tK % Further generalizations can be contem-
plated, allowing, for example, rational or analytic curve&) and parametriza-
tionsJ x) = K x) K (x),withK (x) also rational or analytic, respectively.
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7 The solvability of equationK K =J

Consider the equation K = J, wheredJ is given and we wish to fina . If
we take the cross-product of this equation with itself, wetlge equation:

J J= (K K) K K)= 8detK )K :
Also we have the formula:
det(J) = det® K )= 8detK )*:

So the problem splits into three:

First we assume thatet (J) < 0. Then the last equation shows that there
are no solutions fok .

Second we assume thatt(J) > 0. Then the last equation shows that
det® ) 6 0. By replacingk by K (thus changing the sign of the deter-
minant ofk ), if necessary, we may assume that K ) > 0. Then we have
the solution:

1
K=p—J J):
8det(J)

Thus in the caséet (J) > 0there are exactly two solutions far:

K = pli(J J):
8det ()

More generally, in the case thatt (J) 6 0, then the formula:

1
8 det()

is the general solution of the equatien K = J, where is the sign
of det (7). It is easily checked that this formula far does solve the given
equation, as required.

It remains to treat the case thatt () = 0. Sincedet(J) = 8det )?, we
need alsadet ® ) = 0. Note that conversely, & K = Janddet® ) = 0,
thendet ) = 0. Further, once we havéet® ) = 0, we also haves J =
8det® )K = 0, so there are no solutions, unless J = 0. Alsoif g J = 0,

then it follows thatdet (J) = 0.
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So we are reduced to studying the following problem: seélve Kk = J, forK
given J, whereJ obeys the equation  J = 0. We prove solvability for this
case, as follows. Clearly if = 0, then a solution i¥x = 0, SO we can assume
thatg € 0. First recall the identity obeyed by the cross-productypdbearlier:

g L) @ L)= :—2L((J J) @ L)+ JIE;L;J)+ L(J;J;L):

Specializing this relation to the case tllat J = 0 gives the equation:
g L) @ L)=JG;L;J):

Now put. = p P, forsomep. Thenl. 1 = 8det® )P and L;L;J) =

L. L)3J = 8detP)PiJ. Soputtingk = sJ @ P), for some scalas,
we have:k K = (8s’det@® )P iJ)J. If we can always choose such that
det® )P :J > 0, then we can chooseso thatk K = J and we are done. So,
for example, iftr () > 0, we may takee = I and we are done. More generally,
if J has at least one non-zero diagonal element, then it is edsydta diagonal
P which works.

So the only undecided case is the case that each diagonaloértris zero (and

therefore at least one non-diagonal entry is non-zero)nTinel a Jordan matrix
0 also with all its diagonal entries zero, such thatr > 0. We can do this even
with just one appropriately chosen non-zero off-diagomaityefor 9 . Then put

P (t) = tI+ Q. Then we have the characteristic polynomial formula:

ji‘; t3detP @)P ©:T)= QT > 0:

The point here is that only the term in the characteristic polynomial survives in
the limit. So for large enough positive reawe havedet® ) @ (t):J) > 0and
we are done.

Summarizing we have proved that the equation K = J is solvable fork
givenJ whendet (J) > 0 (with exactly two solutions) and when J = 0and
is otherwise not solvable; also the equatiBn K = J, is solvable fork and
the scalat, except in the case thaet(J) = 0andg J 6 0.
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8 Solving the equationK K =2Jwithd J=0

We wish to solve explicitly the equatiok K = 2J, whereJ is given and
J J = 0, keeping track of the number of degrees of freedom in thetisoluin
each case. We may use the permutation symmetry of the Jogibrato reduce

to two cases: first wherg has its middle diagonal entry non-zero and second
when all three diagonal entries are zero.

We first assume that has at least one non-zero diagonal element. After an
appropriate permutation we may writek andzK K as follows:

S S
J = s
2
s s
a
K = b
c
e 2 c b
1 2
EK K = C ac a
b a ab 2

Heresis a non-zero real number. Ifna&v K = 2J,andd J = 0, we
have the auxiliary relation:

0=4J J= K K) K K)= 8detK)XK:
Hencedet K ) = 0, giving the equation:
2( )=a’+b’+c? akc

We need to solve the following equations:

= s@ ?%); s=ac ;i f=sbc %)



By direct computation, using the determinant formula for ) and the
relationac 2 = s, we see that three of these equations are identically
satisfied:

2= c )= *?% 2¢( )+ *=skc )
2= ( a )2= 2 2 2a( )+a2 2_ s(ab 2),
= ( c )( a )= 2( ) 2 a? c? +ac = s(

This reduces the problem to that of finding the solutions efauations:

s=ac ?%; 2¢ )=a ?+b?+c? ab;

= a ; = c

To find the general solution to these equations, we constrdicst. Multi-

plying the equation = a on both sides by gives:
= a)=*? a
= 2 a( +c )= s a :

Sinces ¢ 0, we may solve this equation for.
1
= —( +a):
S

Similarly, we obtain a formula for:

(s ac) = 2 = 2 c +c
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Finally, we use the determinant condition to deternine

0= 2( J)+a?+b?+c? ax

2 5 1
= — i +bs)talbc — ) bs+c@b -
S s
c a 2
= -2 -2 Z( ) 2o(* a0 bs;
s S S
l 2 2
b= —( "+ 2( )+ a“):
S

Summarizing the general solution is given by the formulas:

= —( +c);
S
= — +a );
1 2 2
b= —( "+ 2( )+ a“):
S

Here , aandcare subject only to the condition:
2 ac= S:

So there are + 1 degrees of freedom in the solution.
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Henceforth we may assume that the diagonal elementsaoé all zero. If
J = 0, then section five above shows how to obtain and parameftiteea
solutionsk , such thak K = 2J = 0, so henceforth we assume that
J € 0. We first solve fork under the additional assumption thathas a
non-zero diagonal entry, which we may take todeBy the permutation
symmetry, the one remaining case is the case that all dihgatrées ofk

are zero. Withc 6 0, the matrix equation to be solved is as follows:

0 joe) 2 c b
J= 0 = c ac 2 a
0 b a ab ?

The conditionT  J = 0 gives the following relations amongst and

We list the equations to be solved as follows:

2( )y=a ?+b?+c? abc;

= C ’ = a H = b
Ifalso =o0,then =X ,s0 = ¢ ) a =3 (? ao=0and
= (¢ ) b =2 (% ko= 0,50J= 0, acontradiction. So there
are no solutions of this type if = 0. So we take 6 0. Then we have:
= | c)= * ¢ = ac c(+a)= c:
Since 6 0, the general solution of the equation = ¢ has the form:
where2 :~ = cand~ is arbitrary. Then the equatioh = ac gives the
formula: 2 :~= a. Similarly we find:
= > ¢ =c )= c;
= ~ % 2 :°= ¢ 2 +~=b



Finally is givenintermsof and by the formula:

1
= — ):
C

Then it may be checked that all the required equations aisfisdt We
count the degrees of freedom in this solution as follows. Wrpthere
are 4n for the quantities~, ~, ~ and ° but their variations (represented
by the operator ), giving the same solution, are subject to the variety of
constraints:

Choose ~ and ‘first, subject to only their two scalar constraints, giving
2n 2 degrees of freedom. Then the solutions of the last two egpsti
for ~and ~ automatically obey their scalar constraints, so they give a
additional2 ) = n degrees of freedom. So the degrees of freedom in the
required solutionamountttn (@2n 2)+ n)=n+ 2.

The remaining case is the case that b= c= 0. The conditions on the
elements off are still 2= 2= 2= 0; = 0; = 0; = 0.
The equatiork K = 2J now amounts to the following system:

= i = 3 = i ( )=0:

Using the permutation symmetry, singes 0, we may assume that € 0,
so each of and must be non-zero also. Then, since = 0, we have

= 0% where2 : %= 1. Also, since = and = 0, we have
°= 0 forsome ° suchthat®: = 0(inorderthat 2 = 0). Then
we have further:
— _ O 4+ 2(%9 .02 0.
For tan arbitrary real number, the equatich = + 2t hasthe general
solution °= °+ 2t %+ ~ ,where2 :°= 1and~is arbitrary. Then
wehave(°° )= tso = % +2(°%) | asrequired. Finally we
need to obey the equations = 0 and = 0. So = ¢ where

2 :9=1, :%=o0and2( ° 9= 1.
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Then we have:

0= “+2t %+ v = %+2e( 9 %+
= O+ 2t 0+ @ ; CO= ~ 2t0 O,
_ 04 0_ 0 ( %+2t % (@)

U.:2(t( 0)2 ( OO)+ :(D):

Summarizing, we have, for some vector$ °and scalan, the general
solution:

Back substituting, we find that these formulas give soliofthe required
equations iff : °= :%= 0and2( ° 9% = 1. In particularu is an
arbitrary real number. Whenand are non-zero, there aga 2 degrees
of freedom in the choice of the quantitie§ °andu, but changing °and

°by multiples of with an appropriate changein gives the same solution
for ( ; ; ), sothe number of degrees of freedom in the solution ; )
is2n 2 2@G)=n 2 Ifexactlyoneof and vanish,thenwe add one
degree of freedom, for atotal @f 1 andifboth = = 0, then we add
two degrees of freedom, giving a totalof
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9 The Freudenthal symplectic form

The set of pairgJ;K ) with J in the Jordan algebra amd in its dual has a natural
symplectic two-form:!, = dJdK . If H is any function of the painJ;x ), the
associated Hamiltonian vector fieldiS’= H ; ®8x Hx ®5, where the subscripts
for H denote partial derivatives.  is another such function, then we have the
Poisson bracketfH ;M g= H°M ) = HyjMyx Hx M; = M ;Hqg Nat-
urally associated to the symplectic form are the Lagrangrmbeddings2sJ =

K K and2tk = J J. Heresandtare non-zero constants. These are easily
seen to be Lagrangian by evaluating the two-farpdirectly. Over the open set
det® ) 6 0, these two embeddings coincide provided that we hisy&k ) = st
anddet (J) = st?. We may then introduce the following naturally defined scala
Hamiltonians, with their associated Hamiltonian vectoidfe

Ho=JK; HJ=K @ JL;;

1
H;=detJ); H?= E(J J) Rk ;

1
H,=det®); HJ= S & K)f;

Hy= (J J):K K); HI=2K K):J @) 2@ J):K @y):

We obtain the following formulas for their Poisson brackefisowing that the
Hamiltonians form a closed algebra under the Poisson bracke

1
fHo;H19= 3H:; fHo;H,g= 3H,; fHo;H3g= 0; fH.;H,g= ZH3;

fH;Hsg= (0 J) ( J)K = 8det(J)IX = 8HH;;

fH,;H3g= (K K) ® K))J= 8detK)IJK = B8HH;:

We may also introduce the following quadratic Hamiltoniadepending on arbi-
trary constanta ands :

Ja=A:J J); J=2@ J);
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Eap =

J= 2B K)fy;

@ J):B K)j Ejz=B K)@ 6&) @& J):6 @):

Then we have the following Poisson brackets, valid for aabjt constan®, B,

C andD:

fHo;dag= 2Jn; fHo;Kgg= 2Kg; fHo;Eazg= 0;

fIa;Jcg=0; fKgz;Kpg= 0;

fIaiKgg= 4Ea5;

fIaiEcpg=2(@ J) € J)D

C) g JIND+2@;C;I)JID + @;J;J)CD + C;J;J)AD ;

= J@ c)yp coa anc)T 2@;C;J)(JdD):

At this point we see that the quadratic algebra does not cliesty (although, of
course, the algebra afl quadratic Hamiltonians does close). The present algebra
is somewhat rigid, in that the Lagrangian embeddings arescale invariant: the
scales ofg andk are tied together. The remedy is to pass to a larger space,
invented by Freudenthal, with two extra real dimensionsptied and , making

56 real dimensions in all, equipped with the symplectic form:

!'=dJdK +d d :

Associated to any smooth functioasandM of the variablesyJ;k ; ; ) are the
Hamiltonian vector field and Poisson bracket:

H°=H,® Hx®Q,+H Q@ H @ ;
fHiMg=HM =H,;Mx HxM,;+H M H M
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Again we have natural Lagrangian manifolds, given by thitahg compatible
system of equations:

2J=K K; 2K=J J; det@)= ?%; det®)= 2:

Generalizing our previous Hamiltonians, we introduce tieting four scalar
Hamiltonians, together with their associated Hamiltoniactor fields:

Ho=JK 3 ; HJ=K® J® 3(e Q);

2 0 1

H, = det(J) j BI= S0 D& (@ 2@
2 0 1

H2=detCK) H HZZ E(K K):@J (2@ @),

Hy= @ J):K K) 12 % %

Hi=2K K):(J @) 20 J):K @) 24 (@ Q@ ):
The Freudenthal quartic invariamt, in this language is the function on the phase

spaceF = (K 2 J):K K)+ 4 det@d)+ 4 det®). ltmay
be expressed in terms of our Hamiltonians by the formula:

F= H;+H:+2 Ho+4 Hi+ 4 Hy:

In particular the Freudenthal invariant vanishes whenéwverHamiltoniansd ,
H 1, H, andH ; simultaneously vanish. The Poisson brackets are now as\sil

1
fHo;H19= 3H1; fHo;H2g= 3Hz; fHo;H3g= 0; fHi;H2g= ZHB;
fH ,;H3g= 8det(@)IJK 24 ¢ °3
=8HH,+ 8 “Ho+ 24 H;

fH,;H3g= 8det® )JK +24 23
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= 8HOH2 82 HO 24 Hz;

As before, we may introduce the following quadratic Hanmigms, depending on
arbitrary constanta ands :

Jy=A:0 J 2K); =20 J)R +2AKE@ +2 AfRy;

Kg=B:K K 2J); K 2B K)Q; 2B:J@ 2 B R ;

Eaz =@ J):® K) AXBJJ AB;

Exs=0B K):@ &) @ J):B @)+BJAL AXBL ASB(Q Q):

Notice that even when and are both zero, the Hamiltoniam, ; does not
coincide with our earlier version. Then by direct computatiusing the various
Jordan algebra identities proved above, we have the faligWwioisson brackets,
valid for arbitrary constar&, B, C andp :

fInidcg= 0; fKgiKpg= 0;
fIaiKgg= 4Ea 5
fIaiEcpgd= J@ c)p pca pac)
fKeiEcpd=K (e p)yc cos c=sDd)

fEaziEco9=E@; @ p) c cos csp) E(@ c)p pca pac; B):

Remarkably for the Freudenthal symplectic form, this atgefoses, giving a Lie
algebra, in sharp contrast to the corresponding algebréthéosymplectic form
dJ K . For the case of either the octaves or the split octaves, ithalgebra has
dimensioni33 and is a non-compact real form of the complex Lie algebralhe
subalgebra generated by the ; Hamiltonians has dimensiore and is the di-
rect sum of the one dimensional grading algebra generatétetiyamiltoniart
and a 78 dimensional algebra, which is a non-compact real @drthe complex
Lie algebrae,. For the case of the complex octaves, the correspondingpralge
are the complex Lie algebras and (the sum of a one-dimensional complex alge-
bra and)e; themselves. Finally note that on the Lagrangian submahitdl the
Hamitonians vanish, including the Freudenthal quartiairant. Also note that
the calculations here apply to any Jordan algebra of the thy¢hree matrix type:
so for example in the case that we use the algebra of real stnoitineee by three
matrices, the Lie algebra we obtain is the algebrg; 4).
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10 The Jordan algebra in the O (5;5) formalism

Using O (5;5) spinors and vectors, the Jordan matrix may be represented by
scalar, a vector and a chiral spinor:

a
J= b D X ) = bcai )i ‘):
C
Then we have ° = (% % )and2 X =2x:° =c?+a?
2( ). Alsox?= ac 2. So, for the Jordan determinant we have:

det@)=mx?* 2 %

The information in the Jordan cross product J  Jis identical to the infor-
mation in the following map:
J=Ex; )! (x%° X ;X ):

We may check this by writing out the map explicitly:

©ica; )i )! (? ac(? be 2 la; b );=

2| ¢C

p

We see that all the terms of the Jordan product occur, alb#itshghtly different
coefficients. Also note that in this description, the imags in the dual space,
sincex has the opposite chirality to that of We may work with both chirali-
tites at once, by simply dropping the condition thabe chiral and retaining the
same formula for the map, which also makes sense in any diorenkhen if we
iterate the map we find the formula:

J=oiXx; ) ! (X% 7 XX )! @Y )

c= (° XY= (° ¥ bx® 2% )

= (° X):x = (% :2x x ) bgY = x(° )i ) det©)
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So we have after two iterations:
J! det@d (% 05X (0 ) )
Next, computingdet (J J), we get:

detd J)= x?2(° )y 2% (° X ): X

= X2(° ¥ ©rxH*+ax?® X 2 % (° )ex X )

= (det@)*+X7(°% ):

Summarizing, we have:

J= ;X ; ); det@)=mx* 2% ;

J J= ( le O_ @ilx );
det(J J)= (@et@)’+X*(° )
g J) @ J)= det@JI  ((° 0 (% ) N:

In ten dimensions, we say thatis chiral iff is chiral. Specializing to thehiral
case, in ten dimensions, the vector is null and orthogonal to . Then the
basic formulas become:

J= ;X ; ); det@)=mx* 2% ;

det(d J)= (det@))?;
g J) T J)= detd)J:
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Next, polarizing the formulafor J and puttingk = (Y ; ), we have:
27 K= (2X¥;2° B K;X +Y ):
In particular, we have:

27 @ I=(2% +2x%EF+2 % +x)x b % ;x* + (° ) X

= b@ IN+XT+ (2% ;2°°%;0°% H)y: e

Now put also. = @;z;!). Then polarizing the determinant gives a trilinear
form (J;K ;L), such thatJ;J;J) = 3detJ):

JGRK;L)=WZ +ZzX +dXy 2 %1 2% 2 % 1'; (3;3;J3)= 3det@):
We may write the triple product as:k L), where, ifJ; = ;X ,; ;1) and

)
J; = ;X ,; 2),wehavethe dotproduct; 7, = bl 2X:X, 4 ¢
Then we have:

2

J:d J)=3x?* 6 %X = 3det@);
g J):g J)= x* 2(° X )P 4(%x )

= x* 4x? % 2(° Y 2bdet(d):

In the chiral case, we have:

1 2 1 4 2 2 2
ST P+ ITE 90 TN = (K Ddee@) E + 2X 7)) 9det (7))

v 6 2 2_r, 4 3 ? 2,
=X+ 2X “det(d))+ b=2X "+ b det(J) 2det(J) :
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11 The split octaves and twistors

We consider henceforth the case tkrais twenty-four dimensional, so that each

Vv, is eight dimensional and we require that the metric of eadte of neutral sig-

nature, so that each; has the symmetry group 4;4). The groupo (4;4) con-

tains the groups 2;2), which acts naturally by complex linear transformations

on a four complex dimensional vector space, called twigtacs,T , preserving

a pseudo-hermitian form of signatug;2). Using abstract indices, a twistar

may be represented @s , its conjugate by, and its (indefinite) norm squared

by z z . This conjugation extends naturally to the tensor algeasasciated to

T . Fix an alternating volume form far , , hormalized against its conjugate
by the formula = 24,

Our three vector spaces are now as follows:

%=To= f&X ):x2C;X = X =1 X 2 2(@)g

We give the space, the norm squared functiotk + ;X X . ltiseasily
verified that this norm has signature; 4). Note thatv, is naturally a real
vector space, but has no natural action of the complex nwsrdoeit, even

thoughv, is defined using complex numbers.
Vi = T, equipped with its standard pseudo-hermitian form.
vV, = T, equipped with its standard pseudo-hermitian form.

To distinguish the two twistor spaces involved, we will denthem byT , with
T, for v, andT for v ;. The three real bilinear multiplications are now as
follows:

Givenz 2 T, and (x;X )2 Ty, their product@; ;X )) = (x;X );Z)

inT is:

Z;x;X)) =xZ2 +X 2
Giveny 2 T and x;X ) 2 V,,theirproduct(y; x;X )) = (&;X );Y)
inT, is:

Y; x;X)) =XY X Y
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Givenz 2 T, andy 2 T ,theirproductz;y)= (Y;Z)IinVv, is:
@;Y)= @ 2 ;2vtz 1+ Y 7 ):
Here, and in the following, we use square brackets arounsbtandices

to indicate idempotent skew-symmetrization: so for exanpl! z ! =
Y 2 Z Y .

We verify by direct calculation that these products are npreserving:

First the quantity@z ; z;Y)):

@;@;Y)= @;(Y Z ;2y'z '+ Y 7))
=Y 7Z 2z +@ylzl+ Y 7 )Z
=Y 272 +Y 272 ZYZ =@ 2Z)Y

Next the quantity@ ; (z ; x;X ))):

@;@;6X))= (@ ;xZ2 +X 7 )

= (xZ +X 2 )z ;2&xz' x'tz)yzl+ ®Z + X 7

= xZ Z ; 22 X Lz 1+

= xz Z ; 2z %X lzl+3xl z1z)

= (2 72 )KX):
Next the quantity(y; (v;z)):
W;(v;2)= ;¢ 2 ;2vz '+ Y z))
=7 Y Y eylz 1+ Y 7)Y
=Z2YY YZY +ZYY =(Y)Z



Next the quantity(y; (Y; ;X ))):

Y;(; X)) = (Y ;XY X Y )
=¥ kY X Y vty ! x 'y )+ Y (xY
=(><Y?;2fo1?+§? X Y

= xY Y ; 2vlxly +3xt yly)

= (¥ Y )6;X):

Next the quantity((x;X ); (x;X );Z)):

(XX );((%;X);2))= (%;X );xZ2 +X 72 )

Finally the quantity((x;X ); (x;X );Y)):

(X ); (X );Y)) = (X )XY X Y )
= x XY X Y )+X &Y X Y)

=xxY +X X Y



The corresponding triple product is as follows:
1 - _
((x;X);Y;Z)ZE(xZY +XY Z +X Y Z +X Y Z ):

Returning to the Jordan algebra, the elementsf the algebra may be written
J = @;bjciZ; x;X);Y), with a, bandcreal numbers. Then the Jordan cross
product is:

1
JJ=2(chZ;cax§ZXX;abYY;

XY X Y ; ¥z bx; 2vlz l+ YZ WX ); xXZ +X Z ):

Finally the Jordan triple product is:

_ 1 _
J;J;J) = 6@bc  aZ z b(x§+ZX X ) XY

+xZ Y +XY Z +X Y Z +X Y Z):
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12 The internal SL 2;C ) symmetry;
Planck’s vector, angular momentum and mass

In the previous section, the split octave Jordan algebracaastructed using or-
dinary twistor spaces for two of the triple of vector spadaspection of the for-
mulas reveals a slightly subtle parallelism between thethaywo twistor spaces
enter the various expressions. It emerges that the twodmsgtaces assemble
naturally into a complex two-component spinor, with. 2;C ) structure group.
ThisSL (2;C ) actsindependently of theSU (2;2) group acting on the twistors, so
it will be called an internal symmetry group, tB& (2;2) group being external.
Relative to a primed spinor basis*’; °), normalized so that,. >’ = 1,
where indices are raised and lowered using the alterngtingissymplectic form
aos0and its conjugate, 5 , introduce the combination of the twistars andy

z®'=z 2 Y o
Also define areal Lorentz four-vector x? in the internal symmetry space by:
a A Al A A A AC,

0 0 _
X = ao o C +XAOA+XO

The Lorentzian length squared of the four vectdiis x*x, = 2@c xx). Then
the twenty-seven parts of a Jordan algebra element are gedtless follows:

J= x%;z7 ®° 0;X ):
The Jordan cross product is now:

1 1 _ _
I J=20¥s X X 4+ 2270 X 70+ Bz B

X 7 ¢’z - 72°7 4):
co 2 A

Note that the cross product takes values in the dual spadeeafdardan algebra:
it has an extra chirality, not visible before. A general dementk may be
represented as:

K= @y5Y ";Y ):

Then the dual pairing is:

_ 1
JK =bc+ %%y, YPZ g +2Z22Y5go 5x Y
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The triple product is now:

(J;3;J)= J:d J)

0

1 - e —
= 3p&'xa X X J+2x%,2 27 +X 7 Zc+ X ZC 2o

Consider the action of the group@;2) on the Jordan algebra. Representing the
Lie algebra by an anti-hermitian system of vector fiekls, we have:

E =22@,0 Z @, +2X @ 2X @

If we think of these operators as obtained from Hamiltonjanen their twistor
part is the real part of the quantiy » 'Y o, so is defined at the level of the
Freudenthal phase space, where the system is part of thelelesef Hamilto-
nians given in section nine above. However, when we passetd.digrangian
submanifold, thus eliminating the twistors# , we still have the vector fields
representing the symmetry action, but we have lost the ssetiplstructure (by
definition of Lagrangian) and also the Hamiltonians, sir@ytall vanish on the
Lagrangian manifold. We would like to recover some kind ofthléonian struc-
ture. A possible clue comes from the twistor quantizatiopanticles, which has
each twistor canonically conjugate to its conjugate duatw. So here we expect

thatz »“andz" should be canonically conjugate. This entails a new syntiplec

form of the formidz » °dz”. However this is impossible, unless we dispose of
the free spinor indices “anda on this form. With the ingredients available, there
seems to be only one reasonable way to do this, giving thdawo:

| = xpp002 2'dZ" :
Using this form, we are able to write the canonical commatatéelations foz »°
as follows:

0 —A , 0 0 0
;72 1= x* ; B*;zB1=o0:

From this point of view,Planck’s constant is part of the four-vectok?, which

we call Planck’s vector: it is actually the Lorentz length of this vector! Thus
also from this viewpoint, the symmetry breaking procedutssnbe such that®,
originally dynamical, becomesxed at a constant value. In other words Planck’s
vector is arvrder parameter. This raises the question whether other phases might
be allowed where Planck’s vector is spacelike or null.
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At this level the twistor part of the Hamiltonians for the émmal algebra is

0—A

E = 2 * 7 xaao Thisagrees with the standard formula for a two twistoripart
cle, when a basis for the internal spin space is chosen sa thiatproportional to
the sum of the outer products of two twistors:z +w W [48]. The question
as to why one should use the plus sign in the middle of ther lttewula has both-
ered twistor theorists for a long time. In this scenario,ahewer is deep indeed!

Finally we contemplate the further reduction to the Poiacapup to describe par-
ticles of a fixed mass. Actually, we can consider, more géiyethe reduction to
any of the three ten-dimensional subgroups of(2;2), relevant for conformally
flat cosmologies: de Sitter (Spin(1,4)), Anti-de Sitter i(%p,3)) and Poincare

(the semi-direct product &f1. 2;C ) with the translations). Each is the invariance

group of a skew two-index tensor in twistor spate, suchthatt = = I

The three groups then arise according to the sign of theiavialr I : positive
for Spin(1;4), negative for Spirg; 3) and zero for the Poincare group {24]. Corre-
sponding to these groups is the associated energy momeainsorfrepresenting
the Lie algebra of the group, a symmetric two-index twigtor given by the for-
mulaa = 21 ( E | and obeying the reality conditiom I =2 I (so

it has ten real independent components, in general, asregjuHere, in view of
the interpretation of the four-vectef just given, it is irresistible to identify

with X, giving the following proposal for the energy-momentumsien

— 0—A
A =2X (Z %72 xaao:

Note that this formula uses the complete projective infdiomain an element
J of the Jordan algebra: only the parametas missing, which can be scaled
out (or possibly fixed by a natural condition suchaag J) = 0). It is perhaps
this formula which epitomizes the theme of this work: in timterpretation, the
projective Jordan algebra elements represent all possiasive (and massless)
energy-momentum tensors, for all possible worlds with aglye of the cosmo-
logical constant and with any value of Planck’s vector; heeetwistors (taking
up sixteen dimensions) represent the particle conceptenather ten dimensions
the geometry and quantum mechanics. So the symmetry bgepkiicedure, in
passing from the triality invariant Jordan algebra levehilevel of geometry and
guantum mechanics, presumably first fixes the ten-dimeak®pin(; 5) vector
X ;x%), then splits it into its two constituents, at this point gigirise to the
structure around us and allowing for the idea of massivagh@st The question
of which is the correct group is a matter for experiment!
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13 The proposed symmetry breaking scenario

We discuss a series of possible transitions, taking us franetvel of a real form

of Eg down to the groug U (2;2) and to the Poincare group. We would expect that
each transition is driven by a phase transformation in aecaatent of the Zhang-
Hu quantum fluid. We should note that something like this aderhas occurred
to others beforehand, but here the physics involved is ampigrdifferent [43].

The E level: the Gunaydin-Koepsell-Nicolai theory

We begin by envisaging a theory at the level of the non-comneadt form
of the complex Lie grougs, used particularly in the work of Gunaydin,
Koepsell and Nicolai. At this level there would be no traali@l spacetime
geometry and no quantum mechanics of the usual kind. The bpace
of the theory would be the 57-dimensional Heisenberg algédlmmed by
the elements of negative grade in the algebragcds given by Gunaydin.
Note that in their Heisenberg algebra, the operator thahtmigrmally cor-
respond to Planck’s constant in the Heisenberg approacbhdotgm me-
chanics, is indeed an operator and has no distinguished-gajae. Indeed
this operator is actually part of a natueal (2;R ) structure and at this level
we would expect that 1. (2;R ) structure to replace quantum mechanics.

The E level: the Freudenthal phase-space dominates

At this level we would separate out tBg-dimensional space intos + 1
decomposition. Then the Freudenthal symplectic structonees into play.
This is the level of the Hamiltonian theory of section nindneE; algebra
arises naturally as shown in the that section. The gmum turn is just
the group of automorphisms of the Freudenthal symplectcepequipped
with the triple product. Here, however, the two Jordan alge&mmponents
of the Freudenthal phase space have not yet separated out.

The E level: the Jordan algebra emerges

To go to the next level, we have a definite proposal, based @mwtrk
section nine: the theory focusses down to the Lagrangiamaalfold of
the Freudenthal space, losing half its degrees of freeddheiprocess. Itis
noteworthy in this respect that all the various Hamiltosidescribed there
vanish on the Lagrangian submanifold. Included here is tieaidenthal
guartic form, which plays a big role in th& theory of Gunaydin, Koepsell
and Nicolai; an attractive possibility is that at the highesfels, the fluid is
a gas, which condenses at this level.

52



The Spin (5;5) level: triality breaks down

Until this point the idea of a spinor has not yet crystalliZellly: in order
to do so, we must break the triality invariance of the Jordgelaa, and
now we can allow for the emergence of both spinors and gegmene-
sumably only at this stage do ideas like supersymmetry beaabevant,
since they seem to require a spinorial formulation. Wheis broken down

to Spin(s;5), the twenty-seven dimensions of the Jordan algebra are bro-

ken into a scalar, a ten-dimensional vector and a sixteermsional chiral
spinor for Spins; 5).

The Spin (4;4) level: the emergence of twistor theory
At the level of Sping4;4), individual twistors exist, but they have no natural
complex structure. Here the edge in twistor space, usedéy tiang-Hu
theory can be defined for the first time.

The SU (2;2) level
Now the twistors acquire their traditional complex struetand traditional
four dimensional spacetime can exist.

The Poincare level
The last step is presumably the breaking of conformal iavene, allowing
for traditional massive particles to exist. See sectioriievabove for more
details on this step.
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