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Abstract
It is shown how the vector space V8,8 arises from the Clifford algebra Cl(1, 3) of spacetime. The
latter algebra describes fundamental objects such as strings and branes in terms of their r-volume degrees
of freedom, xµ1 µ2 ...µr ≡ xM , r = 0, 1, 2, 3, that generalize the concept of center of mass. Taking into
account that there are sixteen xM , M = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16, and in general 16 × 15/2 = 120 rotations of the form
x0M = RM N xN , we can consider xM as components of a vector X = xM qM , where qM are generators of
the Clifford algebra Cl(8, 8). The vector space V8,8 has enough room for the unification of the fundamental
particles and forces of the standard model. The rotations in V8,8 ⊗ C contain the grand unification group
SO(10) as a subgroup, and also the Lorentz group SO(1, 3). It is shown how the Coleman-Mandula no go
theorem can be avoided. Spinors in V8,8 ⊗ C are constructed in terms of the wedge products of the basis
vectors rewritten in the Witt basis. They satisfy the massless Dirac equation in M8,8 with the internal
part of the Dirac operator giving the non vanishing masses in four dimensions.
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Introduction

Unification of fundamental interactions is still an unfinished project in theoretical physics.
Among many attempts string theory has for long time been a very promising avenue.
Strings are extended objects that upon quantization “miraculously” give rise to gauge
fields. Namely, the quantum excitations of a string contain Yang-Mills fields or gravity,
depending on whether the string is open or closed. In other words, the interaction fields
are associated with a string’s (quantum) configurations.
Another possible approach to the unification employs the idea that the arena for physics
is not spacetime, but the configuration space of matter [1–4]. A matter configuration can
be modeled as a multiparticle system represented as a point in configuration space C, whose
dimension equals the number of particles multiplied by the dimension of spacetime M1,3 .
In such scenario, spacetime is a subspace of configuration space, associated with a chosen
single particle. One can then proceed à la Kaluza-Klein and obtain 4D gravity and gauge
fields from the higher dimensional gravity in C [2].
This, among others, also brings an insight why a string configuration contains gauge
interaction fields. In string theory gauge fields occur at the quantum level, but according
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to the postulated general relativity [1–4] in configuration space, they occur already at the
classical level for any matter configuration and therefore also for a string.
A string as an extended object has infinite dimensions and can be represented as a
point in an infinite dimensional configuration space C. Choosing a point P on the string,
e.g., its center of mass, or one of its ends, it should then in principle be possible to perform
a Kaluza-Klein reduction from C to M1,3 , association with P , and so obtain 4D gravity
and gauge fields.
In the latter description we assumed that the string is embedded in 4-dimensional spacetime. This is possible at the classical level, while in the quantized theory one encounters
inconsistencies which disappear in 26 dimensions. A peculiar feature of a string is that
though extended, it is still singular, because it is infinitely thin. This indicates that a
string is an idealized description of an actual physical object. Exact strings, as well as
exact point particles, do not exist in nature. Physical objects are not exactly point-like
nor exactly string-like. They have thickness. In Refs. [1, 5–13] it was explained how a
physical object can be described not only in terms of its center of mass coordinates, i.e.,
the coordinates of a point, but can also be sampled in more detail by means of oriented
lengths, areas, volumes and 4-volumes, in general, r-volumes, r = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, also called
r-areas. Convenient mathematical objects that describe r-volumes are Clifford numbers,
the elements of a Clifford algebra, in our case the Clifford algebra Cl(1, 3) of spacetime.
An extended objects can thus be described by 24 = 16 degrees of freedom. By starting
with spacetime and considering the Clifford algebra over it we thus gain a lot of new room
for description of particles and the interactions between them. Namely, a Cl(1, 3) can be
considered as a tangent space at a given point of a 16-dimensional manifold, called Clifford
space C which, in general, can be curved. Employing the Kaluza-Klein recipe, we thus
obtain the unification of interactions in Clifford space [9, 10].
Once we have a Clifford space C, we can consider it as a manifold of “its own” [14]
and forget that we have arrived at it via Clifford algebra Cl(1, 3). Thus we just have a
16-dimensional manifold M8,8 , such that the tangent space at any of its points is a vector
space V8,8 . By considering the rotations in V8,8 we thus have the orthogonal group SO(8, 8)
whose subgroups are SO(6, 4) and SO(2, 4). The group Spin(6,4), the cover group of
SO(6, 4), is isomorphic to the Pati-Salam [15, 16] grand unification group SU (4) × SU (4).
If we consider complex valued spinors generated by basis vectors of the vector space V6,4 ,
then we can equivalently consider complex valued spinors generated by, e.g., the vectors
of V0,10 that we denote V10 . The group SO(10) of rotations in V10 is considered, besides
SU (4) × SU (4) and SU (5), in grand unification of particles and forces (see the instructive
review by Baez [16]). Concerning the group SO(2, 4), it is related to the Stueckelberg
theory [17–20] with evolution parameter and to the two times physics considered by Bars
[21]. It contains the Lorentz group SO(1, 3) as a subgroup. In this paper we consider the
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spinors of only one minimal left ideal of Cl(8, 8) and show that such a setup incorporates
grand unified theories. Consideration of the full Cl(8, 8) or its subgroup Cl(8) brings a lot
of additional possibilities concerning the unification [22–29].
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From the distances in spacetime to Clifford space:
How a 16D space is “embedded” in a 4D space

Spacetime consists of point events. The squared distance between two infinitesimally close
events is
ds2 = ηµν dxµ dxν ,
µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3,
(1)
There are two possible ways of taking the square root of the quadratic form (1):
√
p
ds2 = ds = ηµν dxµ dxν ,
(i)

(2)

where ds is the infinitesimal scalar distance;
√
ds2 = dx = dxµ γµ ,
(ii)

(3)

Here dx is the infinitesimal vector that joints the point with the coordinates xµ and xµ +dxµ ,
while γµ are basis vectors satisfying
1
γµ · γµ ≡ (γµ γν + γν γµ ) = ηµν .
2

(4)

The latter relation defines the generators γµ of the Clifford algebra Cl(1,3) of spacetime
M1,3 .
The vector (3) is an oriented line element. By wedge products of vectors we can form
oriented areas, volumes and 4-volumes:
1
dx ∧ dx0 = dxµν γµ ∧ γν ,
2

(5)

1 µνρ
dx γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ,
(6)
3!
1
dx ∧ dx0 ∧ dx00 ∧ dx00 = dxµνρσ γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ∧ γσ ,
(7)
4!
where dxµν , dxµνρ and dxµνρσ are the antisymmetrized products of the vector components
dxµ , dx0µ , dx00µ , dx000µ , namely,
dx ∧ dx0 ∧ dx00 =

dxµν = dxµ dx0ν − dx0µ dxν ,

(8)

dxµνρ = dxµ dx0ν dx00ρ +dx0µ dx00ν dxρ +dx00µ dxν dx0ρ −dxµ dx00ν dx00ρ −dx00µ dx0ν dxρ −dx0µ dxν dx00ρ ,
(9)
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and the analogous expression for dxµνρσ .
The wedge product denotes the antisymmetrized product of vectors. For the basis
vectors we have:
1
(10)
γµ ∧ γν ≡ (γµ γν − γν γµ ) ,
2
1
(11)
γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ≡ (γµ γν γρ + γν γρ γµ + γρ γµ γν − γµ γρ γν − γρ γν γµ − γν γµ γρ ) ,
3!
and analogous for γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ∧ γσ .
In a manifold there are infinitely many ways of connecting its point into submanifolds,
for instance, into surfaces of a lesser dimensionality. In particular, the submanifolds can
be associated with physical objects in spacetime. For instance, a set of points can lie on
a closed string. Another possibility is the set of points lying on an open membrane whose
boundary is a closed loop. An infinitesimal oriented area of that membrane (Fig. 1) is the
wedge product of two tangent vectors dΣ = dξ1 ∧ dξ2 . Expanding dξ1 and dξ2 in terms of
the tangent basis vectors ea , a = 1, 2, on the membrane, we have
1
dΣ = dξ1 ∧ dξ2 = dξ1a dξ2b ea ∧ eb = dξ ab ea ∧ eb ,
2

(12)

where dξ ab = dξ1a dξ2b − dξ2a dξ1b . Recalling now that using the membrane’s embedding
functions X µ (ξ a ), we have
dxµ = ∂a X µ dξ a ,
(13)
where ∂a ≡ ∂/∂ξ a . Multiplying the right and the left side of Eq. (13) with γµ , we obtain
dx = dxµ γµ = ∂a X µ dξ a γµ = dξ a ea = dξ,

(14)

from which we have the the following relation between the spacetime basis vectors γµ and
the brane’s basis vectors ea :
ea = ∂a X µ γµ .
(15)
Inserting (15) into Eq. (12) and integrating the infinitesimal oriented surface elements dΣ
over the membrane, we obtain [8]
Z
Z
1
1
dΣ =
dξ ab (∂a X µ ∂b X ν − ∂a X ν ∂b X µ ) γµ ∧ γν = xµν γµ ∧ γν ,
(16)
4 Σ
2
Σ
where
x

µν

1
=
2

Z

dξ ab (∂a X µ ∂b X ν − ∂a X ν ∂b X µ ) .

(17)

Σ

By the Stokes theorem, Eq. (17) becomes


Z
ν
µ
1
µν
µ ∂X
ν ∂X
x =
ds X
−X
,
2 B
∂s
∂s
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(18)

where X µ (s) are the embedding functions of the boundary loop B, s being a parameter
along the loop.
The quantity xµν denotes the effective oriented area of the surface Σ bounded by the
loop B. From the relation (18) we see that X µν depends only on the boundary B and is
independent on the shape of Σ. Eqs. (17) and (18) tell us that we have a mapping
X µ (ξ a ) −→ xµν ,

(19)

X µ (s) −→ xµν ,

(20)

or equivalently,
from an infinite dimensional object, namely a surface Σ, described by X µ (ξ a ), or its boundary B, described by X µ (s), into the finite dimensional object xµν .

Figure 1: An aread element dΣ on a surface with the boundary B.
Such arrangement can describe two physically distinct objects [30]:
(i) A loop B can be a closed instantonic string. Then xµν are the bivector coordinates
associated with the closed instantonic string.
(ii) A surface Σ can correspond to an open instantonic 2-brane whose boundary is B.
Then xµν are bivector coordinates associated with the open instantonic 2-brane.
Analogous holds for objects of arbitrary dimension. The corresponding multivector
(r-vector) coordinates are then
Z
1
µ1 µ2 ...µr
x
=
dξ a1 a2 ...ar ∂a1 X [µ1 ∂a1 X µ2 ...∂ar X µr ]
r!
Z
1
=
dsa1 a2 ...ar−1 X [µ1 ∂a1 X µ2 ...∂ar−1 X µr ]
(21)
r!
Here dξ a1 a2 ...ar ≡ dξ [a1 dξ a2 ...dξ ar ] and dsa1 a2 ...ar ≡ ds[a1 dsa2 ...dsar ] are, respectively, the
infinitesimal elements of an r-dimensional surface and of its (r − 1)-dimensional boundary.
The parameters (coordinates) denoting the points in those manifolds are ξ a , a = 1, 2, ..., r,
and sa , a = 1, 2, ..., r − 1, while ∂a ≡ ∂/∂ξ a and ∂a ≡ ∂/∂sa are the derivatives with respect
to those parameters. The bracket ‘[ ]’ denotes antisymmetrization of the expression.
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The functions X µ (ξ a ), a = 1, 2, ..., r, can describe an r-dimensional surface, shortly rsurface, bounded by an (r −1)-dimensional surface. Equation (21) determines the mapping
from an infinite dimensional object, namely an r-surface, X µ (ξ a ), a = 1, 2, ..., r, or its
boundary, X µ (sa ), a = 1, 2, ..., r − 1, into the finite dimensional object xµ1 ,µ2 ,...,µr .
The quantity xµ1 ,µ2 ,...,µr can thus describe [30, 31] two distinct types of physical objects
in spacetime1
a) an open instantonic r-brane;
b) a closed instantonic (r − 1)-brane.
The mapping is many–to–one, so that xµ1 ,µ2 ,...,µr is associated with a class of those physical
objects, whose representative is an oppen instantonic r-brane or, alternatively, a closed
instantonic (r − 1)-brane.
Distinction between those two types of objects can be formally made by means of a
scalar parameter σ which in the case of an open string is proportional to its length, in the
case of an open membrane (2-brane) to its scalar area, and, in general, the scalar r-volume
(r-area) of an open r-brane. For a closed (r − 1)-brane the scalar parameter σ vanishes.
For instance, in the case of a closed string there is no “material” embraced by the string,
therefore the scalar area σ associated with such string is zero2 . This is not so so for an
open membrane and, in general, for an open r-brane. Then
1
σ=
Ar

Z

1

2

dξ dξ ...dξ

r



∂X µ ∂X ν
ηµν
det a
∂ξ ∂ξ b

1/2
,

a, b, 1, 2, ..., r,

is different from zero. The quantity Ar , r = 1, 2, 3, 4, is defined as [30]
√
X = xµ1 µ2 ...µr γµ1 ∧ γµ2 ... ∧ γµr ,
Ar = X ‡ ∗ X ,

(22)

(23)

√
is the scalar square root of the expression. Here we have generalized the case
where
considered in Eqs. (1) and (2). The symbol ‡ denotes reverions, i.e., the operation that
reverses the order of vectors in an expression, e.g., (γµ γν )‡ = γν γµ ; the star ∗ denotes the
scalar product of two multivectors, defined as A ∗ B = hABi0 , where h i0 denotes the
scalar part of the expression.
For an open string the multivector grade is r = 1 and the formula (21) gives
X µ = X2µ − X1µ ,
1

(24)

The objects considered here are point “particles” (events), strings, membranes, in general, branes, in
spacetime. Usually those names refer to the objects in space (that is, in a three dimensional subspace of
spacetime) that in spacetime sweep a worlsline, a worldsheet, a worlvolume, etc.. An r-brane considered
here does not sweep an (r + 1)-dimensional worldsheet, therefore we call it instantonic r-brane. Once this
nomenclature is clear, we can omit “instantonic”.
2
Recall that the corresponding 2-vector (oriented) area of a closed string is different from zero and
given by the bivector X µν γ ∧ γν .
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where X1µ and X2µ are the coordinates of the string’s ends. Equation (24) is the result of
the integration of the oriented line elements (3), i.e, the infinitesimal vectors, along the
string.The result of such integration is a finite vector X µ γµ , whose components are given
in Eq. (24).
The scalar associated with an open string is determined by Eq. (22) for r = 1:
1/2

Z
1
∂X µ ∂X ν
ηµν
,
(25)
σ=
dξ
A1
∂ξ ∂ξ
where

q
q
p
µ
2
µ
ν
(26)
A1 = (X γµ ) = X X ηµν ≡ (X2µ − X1µ )(X2ν − X1ν )ηµν ,
 µ ν
1/2
R
∂X ∂X
which, in general, is differrent from the string length dξ ∂ξ ∂ξ ηµν
. This scalar σ is
obtained if we integrate the infinitesimal scalar distances (line elements) along the string.
Let us now take into account that a string is an idealization and that the actual object
is not a string but a thick string. Then also the 2-vector, 3-vector and 4-vector coordinates
X µν , X µνρ , can be different from zero.
The multivector coordinates X µ1 ,µ2 ,...,µr , r = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, describing an extended object
in spacetime, are components of a Clifford number
1
1
1
X = σ1 + xµ γµ + xµν γµ ∧ γν + xµνρ γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ + xµνρσ γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ∧ γσ
2
3!
4!
=

4
X

xµ1 µ2 ...µr γµ1 µ2 ...µr ≡

X

xM γM ≡ xM γM (Einstein’s summation convention). (27)

r=0

Here γµ1 µ2 ...µr ≡ γµ1 ∧ γµ2 ∧ ... ∧ γµr |µ1 <µ2 <...<µr , therefore the factor 1/r! does not take
place in the expansion of X in terms of γµ1 µ2 ...µr . In the last step we have condensed the
notation even more by introducing γM ≡ γµ1 µ2 ...µr and xM ≡ xµ1 µ2 ...µr |µ1 <µ2 <...<µr .
The Clifford number X, the so called polyvector, is the sum of multivectors of the grades
from r = 0 to r = 4. It denotes position in the 16-dimensional Clifford space C, a manifold
that has at any of its points the Clifford algebra Cl(4), more precisely, Cl(1, 3), as the
tangent space.
The objects described by xµ1 µ2 ...µr are “instantonic” in the sense that they occupy a
finite region of spacetime, so that they are localized not only in 3-space but also in time.
They are not infinitely extended along a time-like direction as in the case of a particle’s
worldline or a string’s worldsheet.
When we talk about a “particle” we usually have in mind an object that looks like a
point in 3-space, and as a line in 4D spacetime M4 . Similarly, by “string” we usually mean
anobject whose spatial form is a string, while it is a 2-dimensional sheet in M4 .
In this work we consider the concept of instantonic string, instantonic membrane, and,
in general, an instantonic r-brane, r = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 which generalize the concept of event in
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spacetime. The configuration spaces of those objects, described by the embedding functions
X µ (ξ a ), a = 1, 2, 3, 4, are infinite dimensional. The description of r-branes in terms of the
multivector coordinates X µ1 ,µ2 ,...,µr , r = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, is achieved by the mapping
X µ (ξ a ) −→ xµ1 µ2 ...µr ,

µ = 0, 1, 2, 3; a = 1, 2, ..., n;

n = 1, 2, 3, 4,

(28)

according to Eqs. (21), (22). The cases n = 1, 2, 3, 4 denote, respectively, an instantonic
string, instantonic membrane, instantonic 3-brane and instantonic 4-brane. The latter
object fils a 4-dimensional region of spacetime; it is like a spacetime filling brane that not
fills all but only a portion of spacetime.
The description of an instantonic object by a polyvector X, as defined in Eq. (27),
comprises the usual p-branes, p = 1, 2, 3, as limiting cases in which their time-like extension
goes to infinity.
A polyvector X = xM γM , M = 1, 2, ..., 16, thus encodes a configuration of an extended
object, not in all its infinite detail, but in terms of the oriented r-areas associated with the
object

3

Clifford space as the arena for physics

The dynamics of the objects described by polyvectors has been investigated in Refs. [13,31],
where the concept of relativity in Clifford space (C-space) was developed [1, 5, 10, 11, 13]
and pointed out how it leads to the unification of particles and forces [9, 10, 32]. This is
possible because the arena for physics is taken to be the 16-dimensional Clifford space C.
The points of C correspond to the instantonic extended objects in 4D spacetime modeled
by the polyvector coordinates xµ1 µ2 ...µr ≡ xM .
Taking the differential of the polyvector (27),
dX = dxM γM ,

(29)

the quadratic form in Clifford space is,
dS 2 = dX ‡ ∗ dX = dxM dxN ηM N ,

(30)

‡
‡
ηM N = γM
∗ γN = hγM
γN i0 .

(31)

where the metric is
With such a definition of the metric, the signature is (8, 8), so that the explicit form of the
expression (30) is
dS 2 = dσ 2 + (dx0 )2 − (dx1 )2 − (dx2 )2 − (dx3 )2
−(dx01 )2 − (dx02 )2 − (dx03 )2 + (dx12 )2 + (dx13 )2 + (dx23 )2
−(dx̃0 )2 + (dx̃1 )2 + (dx̃2 )2 + (dx̃3 )2 − dσ̃ 2 ,
8

(32)

which comes after rewriting the polyvector (27) according to
1
X = σ1 + xµ γµ + xµν + x̃µ γ5 γµ + σ̃γ5 ,
2
where

1 µ
 νρσ xνρσ ,
3!
γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ = µνρ σ γ5 γσ ,

1
µνρσ xµνρσ ,
4!
γµ ∧ γν ∧ γρ ∧ γσ = µνρσ γ5 .

x̃µ =

σ̃ =

(33)

(34)
(35)

A worldline in C, described by the equation xM = X M (τ ), represents the evolution of
a ‘thick’ particle in spacetime (Fig. 2). Thick particle can be an aggregate of p-branes for
various p = 0, 1, 2, . . . . But such interpretation is not obligatory. Thick particle may be a
conglomerate of whatever extended objects that can be sampled by polyvector coordinates
X M ≡ X µ1 µ2 ...µr , r = 0, 1, 2, 3. The action for such a system is
Z
I = κ dτ (ηM N Ẋ M Ẋ N )1/2 ,
(36)
where κ is a constant having the role of mass in C. This is just like the point particle action,
only that the “point particle” is now in 16-dimensional Clifford space C. The equation of
motion
d2 X M
= 0
(37)
Ẍ M ≡
dτ 2
describes a flat worldline in C, which corresponds to a tensionless brane in M4 . For the
branes with tension one has to introduce curved Clifford space in which instead of the flat
space metric ηM N we take a curved metric gM N . Then Eq. (37) generalizes to the equation
of a geodesic in C. For a particular choice of metrc [31] one obtains the description of the
Dirac-Nambu-Goto brane sampled the coordinates X M ≡ X µ1 µ2 ...µr .

Figure 2: A worldline in Clifford space C corresponds to a thick worldline in spacetime M4 (up). A
wordlsheet in C corresponds to a thick worldsheet in M4 (down).
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A world sheet in C, described by the equation xM = X M (τ, σ), represents the evolution
of a ‘thick’ string in spacetime M4 (Fig. 2). Thick string can be an aggregate p-branes for
various p = 0, 1, 2, . . . . But such interpretation is not obligatory. Thick string may be a
conglomerate of whatever extended objects that can be sampled by polyvector coordinates
X M ≡ X µ1 µ2 ...µr . The action for a C-space string in conformal gauge is
Z
κ
dτ dσ (Ẋ M Ẋ N − X 0M X 0N ) ηM N
(38)
I=
2
The space in which such string lives is Clifford space. Its dimension is 16, and signature
(8, 8). In Ref. [33] it was shown that upon quantization there are no central terms in the
Virasoro algebra, if the space in which the string lives has signature (8, 8), provided that the
definition of vacuum as considered in Refs. [34–38] is used. According to Refs. [38,39], such
vacuum definition gives the correct quantization of the harmonic oscillator in a pseudoEuclidean space, because it gives the correct classical limit.

4

Promoting the Clifford algebra Cl(1, 3) to a vector
space V8,8

Clifford algebra is a vector space. In particular, Cl(1, 3) is a 16D vector space with signature
(8, 8). Let us denote it V8,8 . We will now adopt the view of Ref. [14] and consider V8,8 as
a vector space spanned by the basis vectors qM that satisfy
qM · qN =

1
(qM qN + qN qM ) = ηM N ,
2

M, N = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16,

(39)

where, as before, ηM N = diag(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1, −1), i.e., the
metric with signature (r, s) = (8, 8). Therefore, if, instead of the basis γM ≡ γµ1 µ2 ...µr of
the Clifford algebra Cl(1, 3), we take the generators qM of Cl(8, 8), satisfying Eq. (39), we
obtain the same quadratic form (32).
The V8,8 is a tangent space to the 16-dimensional manifold M8,8 . In general one has
to distinguish between the coordinate frame field and the orthonormal frame field. Let us
denote with qM the coordinate basis vectors and with qA , A = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16, the orthonormal
basis vectors. Here for simplicity we use the same symbol q and distinguish those two
different sorts of objects by the indices M and A.
A possible local decomposition of M8,8 is
M8,8 = M1,1 +̇ M1,3 +̇ M6,4

(40)

The subspace M1,3 is the Minkowski spacetime. The subspace M1,1 together with M1.3
forms the six-dimensional space M2,4 . Good features of M2,4 :
a) It is the arena for 2T physics (Bars [21]).
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b) It enables the Stueckelberg theory [1, 17–20].
c) It is the arena for the conformal group.
The subspace M6,4 has the role of the internal space that brings into the game the
additional interactions, besides the gravity in 4D spacetime. A good feature of M6,4 is that
it serves as the arena for the SO(10) grand unification.
In this scheme the overall arena for physics is M8,8 . A point in M8,8 has coordinates X M ,
M = 1, 2, ..., 16. The group SO(8,8) acting within a tangent space V8,8 of M8,8 contains:
SO(8, 8) ⊃ SO(2, 4) × SO(6, 4),

(41)

SO(2, 4) ⊃ SO(1, 3) × SO(1, 1)

(42)

where
Here SO(1, 3) is the Lorentz group which together with SO(1, 1) is a subset of the conformal
group SO(2, 4).
For the second factor in Eq. (42) we have
SO(6, 4) ⊃ SO(6) × SO(4) ← SU (4) × SU (2) × SU (2),

(43)

which gives the Pati-Salam unified model [15, 16]. We have thus arrived at the framework
which enables the unification of the Lorentz group with the Pati-Salam group, a descent
of which is the Standard model gauge group SU (3) × SU (2) × U (1).
What about the Coleman-Mandula theorem [40]? Its starting assumption is the unitarity of the S-matrix in M1,3 , which holds for a wave function that depends on position
in spacetime. As a consequence, no mixing of spacetime and internal symmetries is possible within such a setup. This is not true for a theory whose starting point is a higher
dimensional space, such as, e.g., the Clifford space or the space of the Kaluza-Klein theory,
or the space M8,8 considered here, in which the wave function is a function of all N > 4
coordinates, and thus unitarity holds in the higher dimensional space. Then, fundamentally, there is no distinction between external and internal symmetries, and therefore they
can mix among themselves. Only after a symmetry breaking, eg., in Kaluza-Klein theories due to isometries along the internal dimensions or a compactification of small extra
dimensions, a wave function is effectively a function of spacetime coordinates only. Then,
of course, for such effective theory in four dimensions one gets that the spacetime and
internal symmetries do not mix. However, for an underlying more fundemental theory
in a higher dimensional space, the Coleman-Mandula theorem is not applicable. To sum
up, the spacetime and the internal symmetries can only not mix after a symmetry breaking which sets apart the 4D spacetime and a higher dimensional ”internal” space. That
there is a loophole in the Coleman-Mandula theorem was shown in Ref. [23] by a different
argumentation, namely, that before symmetry breaking, there is no metric and thus no
S-matrix.
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Vector fields in M8,8
Upon the (first) quantization of the classical system described by the action (36) we
obtain the Klein-Gordon equation in M8,8 :
(∂ M ∂M − κ2 )Φ(X M ) = 0 ,

M = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16,

(44)

where X M denotes coordinates of position in M8,8 , and ∂M ≡ ∂/∂xM . The latter equation
comes from the classical momentum constraint PM P M −κ2 = 0 which becomes the operator
equation acting on a state Φ.
For a state we take a vector field in M8,8 ,
Φ = φA qA ,

qA · qB = ηAB ,

A, B = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16.

(45)

If the components φA are complex valued, then we can choose a new basis vectors q 0A such
that the same vector field Φ can be expanded in terms of those new basis vectors according
to
0
Φ = φ0A qA0 ,
qA0 · qB0 = ηAB
,
A, B = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16,
(46)
0
differs from the signature of the old metric ηAB .
where the signature of the new metric ηAB
The new signature, (r, s), can be arbitrary. In particular it can be r = 2, s = 14, which
corresponds to
V2,14 = V2,4 +̇V0,10 .
(47)

Instead of the basis of the original vector space V8,8 we can thus take the basis of the space
V2,14 that can be split into the space V2,4 and V0,10 . Over the latter vector space we can
construct the spinors of the SO(10) grand unification.
Spinor fields in M8,8
We have considered complex vector fields in the manifold M8,8 . Let us now consider
complex spinor fields in M8,8 . At any of its points the tangent space is V8,8 . Its basis vector
qA , A = 1, 2, 3, ..., 16, can be split into the time-like and space-like part according to
qA = (qa , q̃a ) ,
a = 1, 2, 3, ..., 8
†
q a = qa ,
qa · qb = δab
q̃a† = −q̃a ,
q̃a · q̃b = −δab

(48)

An alternative basis is the Witt basis:
χa =
χ†a =

1
2
1
2

(qa + q̃a )
(qa − q̃a )

(49)

Writing q̃a = iq̄a we have
qA = (qa , i q̄a ) ,
qa† = qa ,
q̄a† = q̄a ,

a = 1, 2, 3, ..., 8
qa · qb = δab
q̄a · q̄b = δab
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(50)

The Witt basis then reads
χa =
χ†a =

1
2
1
2

(qa + i q̄a )
(qa − i q̄a )

(51)

It satisfies the fermionic anticommutation relations
{χa , χ†b } = δab ,

{χa , χb } = {χ†a , χ†b } = 0.

(52)

Spinors are given in terms of the creation operators χ†a acting on the vacuum [41–48]
Ω=

8
Y

χa

(53)

a=1

A generic spinor field in M8,8 is:

Ψ = ψ 0 1 + ψ a1 χ†a1 + ψ a1 a2 χ†a1 χ†a2 + ...ψ a1 a2 ...a8 χ†a1 χ†a2 ...χ†a8 Ω ≡ ψ Ã ξÃ ,

(54)

which is a superposition of spinor components ψ Ã and basis spinors ξÃ . We assume that
it depends on position in M8,8 and satisfies the generalized Dirac equation [9, 10, 49]:

iγ M ∂M + κ Ψ = 0,

(55)

where κ is the mass in sixteen dimensions. This is analogous to the usual procedure where
spinors are assumed to satisfy the Dirac equation in M1,3 .
In general, the components ψ a1 a2 ...ar , r = 0, 1, 2, ..., 8, are complex. Therefore the same
spinor can be generated in terms of the basis vectors qA of any signature p, q. For instance,
instead of constructing spinors over
V8,8 ⊗ C
(56)
we can construct them over
(V2,4 +̇ V0,10 ) ⊗ C.

(57)

In the subspace V2,4 live the spinors of Minkowski space, whilst in V0,10 live the spinors of
SO(10) grand unification.
Spinors in M8,8 are functions of position X M in M8,8 . They have values (as members
of minimal ideals) in the complexified Cl(8, 8) which can be written as
Cl(8, 8) ⊗ C = Cl(2, 14) ⊗ C
= (Cl(2, 4) ⊗ Cl(10)) ⊗ C = Cl(16) ⊗ C

(58)

Crucial here are the two subalgebras:
(i) In Cl(2, 4) are contained the spinors of Minkowski space, as a part of a larger theory
which can be, as mentioned before, the 2T physics by Bars, the Stueckelberg theory, or
conformal theory.
(ii) In Cl(10) have values the spinors of SO(10) grand unification.
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In the following, instead of considering the full theory in M8,8 , we will confine us here to
the theory in the subspace M7,7 = M1,3 +̇M6,4 and so neglect the piece M1,1 which together
with spacetime forms M2,4 .
A spinor field in M7,7 can be writen as
Ψ = ψ Ã ξÃ ≡ ψ αi ξαi ,

α = 1, 2, 3, 4, i = 1, 2, ..., 32,

(59)

where ξÃ , Ã = 1, 2, 3, ..., 128 are the basis spinors3 in M7,7 and ψ Ã the spinor components.
If the manifold M7,7 is flat, then ξÃ can be written as the product ξÃ = ξα ηi of the basis
spinors ξα in M1,3 and the basis spinors ηi in the internal space M6,4 .
The spinor Ψ depends on position in M8,8 and hence also on position in the subspace
M7,7 . From now on, xM will denote coordinates in M7,7 , and the index M will take values
1, 2, 3, ..., 14. By splitting the coordinates into those of spacetime M1,3 , and those of the
internal space, we have
Ψ = Ψ(X M ) ,

X M = (xµ , xM̄ ) ,

µ = 0, 1, 2, 3; M̄ = 5, 6, ..., 14

(60)

Considering the Dirac equation we find
(iγ M ∂M + κ)Ψ = i(γ µ ∂µ + γ M̄ ∂M̄ + κ)Ψ = 0

(61)

If the higher dimensional mass κ is zero, then the Dirac equation becomes
γ M ∂M Ψ = γ µ ∂µ Ψ + γ M̄ ∂M̄ Ψ = 0

(62)

For the higher dimensional spinor field Ψ we can take the ansatz
Ψ(xµ , xM̄ ) = Ψ(4) (xµ ) exp [−ipM̄ xM̄ ] U(10) ,

(63)

which is the product of a spinor field in M1,3 and a spinor field in M0,10 . This is a simplified
model in which the spinor field in the ten dimensional internal space is just a plane wave
spinor. With such ansatz the Dirac equation (62) becomes
γ µ ∂µ Ψ(4) U (10) + Ψ(4) (−i)γ M̄ pM̄ U(10) = 0

(64)

γ M̄ pM̄ U(10) = m U(10)

(65)

iγ µ ∂µ Ψ(4) U(10) + m Ψ(4) U(10) = 0

(66)

Using the relation
we obtain
which is the massive Dirac equation in four dimensions.
3

We now use for the basis spinors and the spinor components in M7,7 the same symbols as we did in
Eq. (54) for those in M8,8 .
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A more general ansatz is
Ψ(xµ , xM̄ ) = Ψ(4) (xµ )Ψ(10) (xM̄ )

(67)

which is not constrained to plane waves. Then from Eqs. (62) and (67) we obtain
iγ M̄ ∂M̄ Ψ(10) = m Ψ(10) ,

(68)

iγ µ ∂µ Ψ(4) Ψ(10) + m Ψ(4) Ψ(10) = 0.

(69)

and
According to Eq. (68), the internal states are eigenstates of the operator iγ M̄ ∂M̄ with m
being an eigenvalue. The mass term in the 4D Dirac equation (69) thus comes from the
internal space. This is a well know feature of Kaluza-Klein theories which work in curved
higher dimensional manifolds. Therefore, in the following we will assume that M7,7 is
curved and such that M7,7 = M1,3 +̇M6,4 still holds locally.
The operator iγ M̄ ∂M̄ is responsible for generations. When acting on the spinor field
Ψ(10) = ψ i ηi it consists of two parts:


(70)
γ M̄ ∂M̄ Ψ(10) = γ M̄ ∂M̄ ψ i + γ M̄ ΓM̄i j ψ j ηi ≡ DM̄ ψ i ηi .
The first part is the “orbital” contribution, while the second part comes from the action
of the derivative4 ∂M̄ on the basis spinors ηi of the internal space
∂M̄ ηi = ΓM̄j i ηj .

(71)

We see that the second part in Eq. (70) is the contribution due to Yukawa coupling, where
the spin connection in the “internal” space, ΓM̄j i , has the role of Higgs fields.
The eigenvalue equation (68) in the internal space yields the possible values of the
particle mass m. According to Eq. (70), mass does not arise from the Higgs field only, but
also from the orbital momentum γ M̄ ∂M̄ ψ i . Namely, if we multiply Eq. (70) from the left
†
by −iγ N̄ ∂N̄ and then also by η j , we obtain, after taking the scalar part and renaming the
indices, the following equation [4]:
j
g M̄ N̄ DM̄ DN̄ ψ i + (σM̄ N̄ )i j RM̄
ψ k = m2 ψ i ,
N̄ k

(72)



i
i
j
g M̄ N̄ DM̄ DN̄ ψ i = g M̄ N̄ ∂M̄ DN̄ ψ i − ΓK̄
D
ψ
+
Γ
∂
ψ
.
M̄ N̄ K̄
M̄ j N̄

(73)

where

4

In ref. [10] it was explained that the same symbol ∂M can be used for the derivative operator acting on
different kinds of objects. For instance, if acting on a scalar field, then it behaves as partial derivative, if
acting on a basis vector it gives the connection, and if acting on a basis spinor it give the spin connection.
Usage of the same symbol for the derivative in all such cases much simplifies the calculations.

15

and
g

M̄ N̄

i

∂M̄ DN̄ ψ = g

M̄ N̄



i

∂M̄ ∂N̄ ψ +

ΓiN̄ j ψ j



.

(74)

i
the curvature tensor expressed
Here (σM̄ N̄ )i j = 21 ([γM̄ , γN̄ ]i j is the spin tensor and RM̄
N̄ k
i
M̄ N̄
in term of the spin connection. The term g ∂M̄ ∂N̄ ψ , written in terms of the spherical
coordinates in the internal space, becomes an expression that contains the “orbital” momentum operator acting on the internal state ψ i . In this setup the number of generations
is given by the number of eigenstates and eigenvalues determined by the equation (68).
Moreover, the fact that masses are not determined by Higgs fields only, but also by the
orbital momentum in the internal space should be taken into account and recalculate, e.g.,
the proton life time.
In general, in Eq. (62), the derivative ∂M , acting on the basis spinors ξÃ , gives
the connection ΓMÃB̃ that includes the ordinary spin connection, a Yang-Mills field and
a multiplet of Higgs fields. All those fields are contained in the covariant derivative
∂M Ψ = (∂M ψ Ã + ΓMÃB̃ ψ B̃ )ξÃ . A first step in this direction was proposed in Ref. [10],
where the internal piece of the connection was not yet recognized as a Higgs multiplet.
That the covariant Dirac derivative contains all those fields, including the Higgs multiplet, was observed in Ref. [23], but without using the concept of geometric spinors defined
according to Eq. (59).

5

Conclusion

Fundamental objects such as strings and branes can be described in terms of their spacetime
volume degrees of freedom represented by Clifford numbers belonging to Cl(1, 3). The
latter algebra is considered as a tangent space of a 16-dimensional manifold, called Clifford
space. Clifford algebra as a vector space can be considered as being spanned over 16 basis
vectors that are generatore of Cl(8, 8) or its complexified version. We thus have a 16dimensional vector space V8,8 that have enough room for the unification of fundamental
particles and interactions including gravity. Spinors are members of left ideals of Cl(8, 8).
They satisfy the Dirac equation in sixteen dimensions. The extra dimensions give rise
not only to the presence of the first generation particles of the SO(10) grand unification,
but also to different generations. Namely, the effective mass in four dimensions is due
to the presence of extra dimensions, a known feature of Kaluza-Klein theories. But in
those theories there is also a problem of how to reconcile the chiral properties of spinors in
higher dimensions with the observed parity non conservation in four dimensions. Within
the framework considered here, such problem does not exist. Namely, considering the
concept of Clifford space whose tangent space at any of its points is a Clifford algebra,
with its members being spinors, automatically leads [12, 45, 49] to mirror particles [50–56]
that are coupled to mirror gauge fields and are unobservable by means of ordinary gauge
16

fields. Therefore, as extensively investigated in Refs. [12, 49, 56–68], they are candidates
for dark matter.
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