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Abstract

The property of triality only appears in one linear simple Lie algebra:
Dy, ak.a. s0(8,C). Though often explored in abstract, it is desirable to
have an explicit realization of the concept since there are no other linear
examples to gain intuition from. In this paper several convenient representa-
tions and bases are constructed in order to facilitate the exploration of the
three fold symmetry known as the triality of representations. In particular
the three 8 dimensional representations for the Euclidean and Lorentzian
real forms of s0(8,C) are constructed, and the maps between representa-
tions are given in each case, respectively. It is also seen explicitly how go C
s0(8,R) arises as the intersection of non-conjugate spin(7, R) sub-algebras,
and also as the stabilizer of the outer automorphism group Out(so(8,R)). It
is argued that spin(1,7) is in some sense the more natural stage for triality
to play out upon, and it is shown that triality can be seen to be simply the
multiplication of bases by third roots of unity, just as dualities are often the
application of second roots of unity upon Lie algebra bases. Once these are
understood a short discussion is had about obstacles to a theory of triality
which attempt to explain the three generations of matter via some form of
triality.
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1 The Triality Automorphism

Figure 1: The Dynkin diagram Dy of s0(8,C)

The Dynkin diagram for the the Lie algebra so(8), also known as Dy in the Dynkin classifica-
tion, is the most symmetric diagram for any complex Lie algebra with finite dimensional represen-
tations. The diagram shares the symmetries of an equilateral triangle in the plane, the symmetric
group S3. Since symmetries of an algebra’s Dynkin diagram correspond to outer automorphisms
of its representations [1], we find irreducible representations of s0(8) all fall in to one of two kinds:
either they are a singlet under the outer automorphism group, like the adjoint representation,
thought of as the middle point of the diagram, or they are one of a triplet of representations en-
joying a ménage & trois, mapped to one another via the outer automorphism group of the alge-
bra. Often the discussion of this fact is left here, as a mathematical curiosity, and explored only in
greater abstraction. While this is insightful,! it can leave a curious mathematician wondering how
they might actually see the triality at play: what does the performance of these automorphisms
actually look like? In what follows an explicit mapping between the three 8 dimensional represen-
tations of s0(8,R) is given, in order for the reader to have a more concrete understanding of this

symmetry between the representations.

2 Compact real form: so(8,R)

2.1 Building the Vector Representation
The defining representation of SO(8,R), is the 8 x 8 real orthogonal matrices R satisfying:
R™R =1§. (1)

It is easy to show using the standard techniques that the Lie algebra so(8,R) of this representa-

tion is identified with the 28 dimensional space of real anti-symmetric 8 x 8 matrices. A convenient

'Such as in this wonderful paper [4], wherein I first learned many of the stated facts
on display here.



basis for the algebra is given by matrices V;;, with 0 < ¢ < j < 7, with a 1 in the ith row and ;0
column, anti-symmetric, and zero everywhere else. This is a simple way to generate the 28 planes
of rotation in a Cartesian coordinate system for 8 dimensional space. A condensed formula for the

components of any generator of rotations in this basis is
8y = (Vig)ay, = a0} — 915 (2)

with § the Kronecker delta. Here V stands for the vector representation, as we will see there are
also two spinor representations? which act on an 8 dimensional real space as well. Finally we will
alter this simple basis of rotation generators as follows: flip Vi 5 — —Vi 5 and Vo — —Va4, all

else is left the same.

2.2 The Chiral Spinor Representations

To build bases of the spinor representations of Spin(8) we can start with a more familiar Clifford
algebra and build up to C/(8). First with the usual gamma matrices for spin(1,3) in the Dirac

basis,> we may build a completely imaginary* matrix basis g; for C/(7).

. _(mm 0
g1 =10, @MY3 =1 < 0 —’Y1’Y3> )
g2 =0, @73, g3 =10, @1, (3)

gs = —0y Ry, g5 =0z @572,
g6 = 102 @ Y0Y5, 97 = 0z @ Y270-

2For brevity a particular technicality is avoided by staying at the level of the alge-
bra. The group representations one finds by exponentiation of the spin algebras built in
the following section are technically speaking not spin reps. They are what are called
semi-spin representations. As a double cover, a spin group should have a 2 : 1 homo-
morphism to the corresponding special orthogonal group. In particular the center must
be double covered. For SO(2n) the center is Za, and the double covers of this group are
the Klein four group Zs X Z2, and the cyclic group of order four C4. When 2nmod 4 = 2,
the center Cs. When 2nmod 4 = 0 the center is the Klein group. The latter case causes
an obstruction for faithful spin irreps, because irreps of Abelian groups are faithful if
and only if the group is cyclic [2]. What this means is that while the group Spin(8) in
principle has a center with four elements, any irrep we find will be missing ‘half’ of the
center. One may think of this as modding out by the ‘other’ Z, instead of the usual one
done to acquire the orthogonal group. This means the only true spin reps are reducible
reps such as L @ R where the volume element w is central.

3These can be found in any quantum field theory text, see for example [3].

4Should one wish, one finds a totally real Clifford algebra by dividing each of these
by an 4, at the cost of making the default signature totally negative: C£(0,7).



With this basis, we can construct a new completely real basis I'), for C¥(8,0)

0 Hg . 0 9u
= = — <nu<
Iy <]I8 0> , Ty i <_gu 0> 1<pu<T. (4)

These satisfy the standard Euclidean Clifford algebra {I';,I';} = 26;; for 0 < 4,5 < 7, where {, } is
the anti-commutator. As usual,® the spin(8) algebra can be generated by second degree elements
of the Clifford algebra, and conveniently from the I'; above we can see the generators in this basis

will all be block diagonal
8, ®8r =Ly ® R}; =span{[\[';/2}, 0<i<j<T. (5)

By this notation I mean the blocks of this 28 dimensional basis of our spin(8) Lie algebra decom-
pose into: the upper 8 x 8 block L;; is the left handed spin representation, and the lower block
is the right handed spin representation R;j (the prime is here because we will soon alter the right
handed basis to play nicer with triality). Each obey identical commutation relations (the struc-
ture functions of the bases match). In this basis they are related via a reflection along the 0
axis, i.e. if one sends I'g — —T¢, then L <> R’. This implies that when 7,5 > 0 then L;; = jo
— indeed this must be true up to a change of basis as restricting to a seven dimensional subspace
should give generators of spin(7), for which there is no handedness. The factor of % is a matter
of convention but still important to keep things consistent with the previously written down vec-
tor representation. One can also define a (real) volume element w which is the product of the 8
gamma matrices, anti-commutes with all 8 gamma matrices, squares to the identity, and can be
used to define left and right projection operators. For yet unseen reasons of convenience, we will

employ the following change of basis to all the right handed generators:
R;; = PR;jPT, P = diag{-1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1}. (6)

Recall the indices are referring to a particular matrix generator, not the elements of a matrix.
It will also be of note later that the change of basis has det = —1, and so is not a member of
Spin(8). Finally, as above, we will use the basis for 8, and 8y given in Eqgs. (5, 6), but with the

same alteration as the vector case where we flip the default sign of L 5, Ri 5, Lag, and Rag.

S5For a great background and introduction to the relationship between Clifford alge-
bras and spin groups see [5].



2.3 Triality Explicitly

That there are three unique 8 dimensional representations of spin(8) is noteworthy in its own
right, but triality is more interesting than this. Playing around with these three ways of perform-
ing rotations on an 8 dimensional vector space one may notice each is a 28-dimensional vector
space of real, antisymmetric matrices. But the vector space of 8 x 8 anti-symmetric matrices is
precisely 28 dimensional — the generators of the 8y, 81, and 8y representations of spin(8) all
span precisely the same space. As such there must be a way to identify them with one another, i.e
it should be true any L;; can be written in terms of some linear combination of V;;’s, etc. What is

this map?

2.3.1 The Triality Map

For the representations to be distinct, the matrices cannot be merely a change of basis away from
one another, which one can verify explicitly is not the case. This means the automorphism must

act foremost at the level of the 28 dimensional vector space of the Lie algebra. In the bases given,
the triality map is as follows: collect the 28 basis elements into four ordered sets of seven. In par-

ticular define the sets (thought of as seven quartets being simultaneously acted on):

av = {Vor, Vo2, Vos, Vo, Vos, Vos, Vor }
by = {Vas, V7, Vaa, Vaz, Vag, Vir, Vas },
cv = {Vas, Vis, Vaz, Vis, Vi, Vau, Vi,
dy = {Vir, Vis, Vss, Vas, Var, Vas, Vaa},

and analogously for L and R. The following map on this 28 dimensional space is a Lie algebra

homomorphism which acts cyclically on the V, L, R representations:

i 11 1 1\ /a
sl 11 1 1 1[5

el =2l 1 1 -1 |e (8)
d/, -1 1 -1 1 d -

Let us call the matrix given (including the factor of %) H. If one applies this map to all seven sets
of four generators in the vector representation, they will find they recover precisely the genera-
tors of the left handed spinor representation. Applying it again sends the left handed spinor rep
to the right handed spinor rep defined above, and applying it a third time returns to the vector



rep. This is to say H? = I, which of course implies H?> = H~!. It is worth pointing out one can
unpack H if they so choose to be a 28 dimensional square matrix, this is merely a compact way of

writing this down. Let us also define another matrix K:

-1 0 0 0
0 1.0 0

K= 0 010 )
0 0 01

This matrix acting on the same set of generators as H, simply flips the @ entries in all the quar-
tets of bases. As noted above this may be understood to be a reflection through the 0** axis. This
action on 8y, or 8 will send one to the other (though in a slightly less satisfying way because of
the change of basis introduced for our 85 basis®). The action of K on the vector rep leaves us in
place, at least at the level of the representation, however it will still have the effect of essentially

Oth

performing a change of basis reflection along the axis here too.

We have two operations on the Lie algebra of spin(8,R) which are algebra homomorphisms,
and play relatively nicely with our chosen bases. The action of K, with K2 = 1, and the action
of H, where H3 = 1. At the level of representations H is a rotation of the Dynkin diagram by
27 /3 and K is a reflection which fixes the vector node. The only complication being that while
K certainly maps between representations, there is no nice way to have H and K simultaneously
map exactly between the same bases, and so applications of K must be followed up by a change
of basis P to return to the bases defined above. Inspection of how K and H interact reveal unex-
pectedly that K and H generate a representation of the permutation group S3, where the thing
being permuted of course is which 8-dimensional representation of spin(8) we are in.

Recall that this is a real symmetry of all three representations, even though this basis empha-
sizes the usual duality in the spinor representations. The fact that the algebra outer automor-
phisms form the group Ss means there is just as good a permutation swapping V and L while

leaving R alone — contained in the triality are three dualities.

2.4 Non-Conjugate of spin(7) Sub-Algebra’s of spin(8)

In the representations given, there are many ways one can restrict the 28 generators to some spin(7)

sub-algebra. Generally, removing rotations involving any one axis will have this effect, and think-

5Were we to remove this change of basis it will instead show up as needed in the
action of H, so it is left a problem of K where it is easiest to keep track of.



ing of the vector rep for example, one does not really consider different choices of axes being re-
moved as ‘different’ spin(7) sub-algebras, since one could simply rotate by some SO(8) transform
and change which chosen axis is being dropped. The question then arises if there exist ‘distinct’
spin(7) sub-algebra’s of spin(8), which cannot be merely mapped to one another under the ac-
tion of Spin(8). To a mathematician this is the question of how many conjugacy classes of spin(7)
there are inside of spin(8). The answer is that there are precisely 3 conjugacy classes of spin(7)
inside of spin(8), and this is related precisely to the triality: each of these conjugacy classes are
mapped to one another under the action of the triality automorphism.” In the course of investi-
gating this, instead of working in one representation and finding the non-conjugate spin(7) sub-
algebra’s thereof, it is easier to simultaneously hold our three spin(8) representations in mind, and
remove the same axis in each of them, rather than think of them as three sub-algebra’s of one rep-

resentation. The math of course is the same in either case.

With the above expounded the selection of a basis for any three non-conjugate spin(7) sub-
algebras is as simple as picking an axis to remove (an index to disallow) from our sets of rota-
tion generators related by the action of H: Vj;, L;;, and R;;. Once this choice is made one will
have three representations of spin(7): a vector representation and two spinor representations. As
spin(7) has only a single spinor representation these two sets of generators must be linearly re-
lated, however we know they are related by a reflection P, and so no Spin(8) transform could have
mapped these sub-algebras to one another. It is somewhat more obvious to see that there is no
way to map the restricted set of vector generators to either of the spinor cases, since the algebras
need no longer span an identical subspace of anti-symmetric matrices, and it is well known that
the spinor and vector representations of spin(7) are distinct irreps. We'll construct and utilize

these restrictions in the next section.

2.5 The Intersection of Non-Conjugate spin(7) Sub-Algebra’s: g,

The triality of spin(8) gives rise to three non-conjugate spin(7) sub-algebras. Of course one cannot
fit three spin(7) sub-algebras neatly inside spin(8), and so a natural question is how much these
three conjugacy classes ‘overlap’, that is to say what is the subspace of spin(8) which is ‘fixed’

under the outer automorphism group. This is given by the intersection of the distinct conjugacy

"Relating to footnote 4, Varadarjan [4] has a wonderful discussion of how one
can understand the three non-conjugate Spin(7) subgroups as essentially being non-
conjugate because they each inherit a different non-trivial element of the center from
the full Spin(8), and then going on to discuss how triality acts on the center of the
group via the outer automorphism group of the Klein group, which is also Ss.



classes. The answer to this is that the subspace spin(8) which is simultaneously in the span of

all three spin(7) sub-algebra’s, is 14 dimensional. This 14 dimensional sub-space is mapped to it-
self under triality, which means it must be closed under the Lie bracket.® Which semi-simple Lie
group is this, the subgroup of Spin(8) serving as the stabilizer of the outer automorphism group?

The answer is the exceptional Lie group Ga! Let us work this through in our bases.

2.5.1 Finding g in spin(8)

For our case let us remove the 0? axis, since we understand its effects particularly well. This re-
stricts all three of our sets of generators to have ¢5 > 0, and so we find three sets of 21 dimen-
sional spin(7) algebras. As noted at the start, from the construction of the Clifford algebra we
know that the restrictions of L and R to this particular choice of sub-algebra are related by ap-
plication of the change of basis P. This may seem ad hoc but one must remember the P is there
to play nice with triality, not merely to make the sub-algebras non-conjugate. As noted P is not
a member of Spin(8) and so these sub-algebras are non-conjugate. The sub-algebra coming from
the vector representation is also not conjugate to either of these, which is easy to see as discussed

above.

With these restricted bases from L, R, and V, next we need to find the intersection of these
sub-algebras. This is merely the question of, within the vector space of spin(8), what is the set of
vectors which are in the span of all three of these spin(7) subspaces? This is an algebra problem:
let a generic vector in one basis equal a generic vector in another, giving constraints on the coeffi-

cients. In particular we demand
Z aijVij = Z bijLij. (10)
0<i<j<7 0<i<j<7

This imposes the following restrictions on the coefficients:

b2 =1by7+ b5, b13=—bsg+bs7,
b4 = —by7+b3g, bi5=—bag+b37,
(11)

big=0bas —b34, bi7=0bas+b3s,

ba3 =bss +be7, ai;=0b;; Vi,j.

8For a less complicated analogous situation, consider the two conjugacy classes of
su(2) in su(3): the vector representation spanned by As, A7, A2 and the spinor represen-
tation spanned by A1, A2, Az. Their intersection is an s0(2).



For those counting along at home, this was 42 parameters, with 7 4+ 21 constraints, leaving us with
14 free dimensions. If one takes the remaining R basis, and takes an arbitrary 21 dimensional vec-
tor Eij bijR;j, and imposes the restrictions from Eqgs. (11), the will find they are restricted to

exactly the same subspace, and so can verify demanding any two of the intersection is as good

as demanding all three. We have found our 14 dimensional subspace fixed by the outer automor-

phism group! In the bases given, it is the following sub-algebra:

Notice that since we chose to remove the

resentation, entries must be null in that row and column. All things considered treating these

Oth

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 by7+bs6 bs7—bsg b3e—ba7 bag—bs7 bas—b3s bag+0b3s
0 —by7—bsp 0 bas + be,7 b2.4 ba5 —bag ba,7

0 bag—bs7 —bys—ber 0 b3 .4 b3 5 b3 6 b3 7

0 b7 —b3g —ba 4 —b3 4 0 bys bs6 by

0 b37—bog —ba 5 —b3 5 —bys 0 bs,6 bs,7

0 b34—bos bo 6 —b3g —bsg —bs6 0 be,7

0 —bg4—b3s —bo 7 —b3 7 —by7 —bs7 —bg 7 0

axis for this, and we must intersect the vector rep-

coefficients as 0’s and 1’s would serve for a relatively nice basis, however it would satisfy neither

normality or orthogonality. A more convenient orthonormal basis A; for this sub-algebra may be

given instead by (omitting the

Oth

row and column):

0 O 0 0 0 0 0
0 O 0 Og 0; —05 64
14 L]0 0 0 6; —b0s 64 65
A== |0 05 -0 0 05 6 6,
i—1 0 -6z 6 —63 0 —6 6
0 95 —94 —91 92 0 _93
0 -84, —65 —0; —61 05 0 (12)
0 —209 —2019 —2011 2010 —2014 —203
20 0 =208 —bi3 —0iu —012 O
1 2210 298 g 014 _9613 _6911 _9912
+—| 201 13 —bug 0 —0s 10 —0y
2v3 —2012 014 013 Os 0 -0y  —btho
2014 012 01 —bio O 0 —0s
2013 —01n  O2 B9 010 Os 0

Here 6; are 14 real variables (coefficients). What is appealing about this basis is that A; through

Ag form precisely a standard su(3) sub-algebra, so this limit is simply taken by ignoring the last

10



6 generators. The basis is also nice in two other aspects. Firstly that it splits into 7 generators
which are ‘like’ the first seven Gell-Mann matrices and 7 generators which are ‘like’ the eighth
Gell-Mann matrix \g.” Second, if one swaps the names of Ag and Ajg, making the su(3) sub-
algebra slightly less obvious, then its true that [A;, A;+7] = 0. One can verify in this orthonor-
mal basis that the Lie bracket is closed, and since (G5 is the only simple fourteen dimensional Lie

algebra, we must have found an instance of (the compact real form of) gs!

2.5.2 Finding su(3) in go

Descending even further to obtain the usual representation’s of SU(3), we can simply apply the

following special unitary transform to the 8 basis elements which form the su(3) sub-algebra:

V2.0 0 0 0 0 0
O 0 o0 0 0O 1 —i
1 0 0 0 — -1 0 0
UV=—]0 -1 -t 0 0 0 O (13)
V2 o 0 o0 0 0 —i 1
O 0 o 1 4+ 0 O
0 i 1 0 0 0 O
After application of this unitary, the real su(3) sub-algebra of go decomposes as:
0 0 0
UNUT=[0 XN 0 |, (14)
0 0 =\

which is precisely 1 @ 3 @ 3. It should be noted the physics convention is gained by slapping an i
on all A;.

3 Diagonalizing Triality and so(8, C)

An easier though less geometric way of finding G through its relationship to triality, is inspecting

the eigenvectors of the triality matrix H:

0 0 iv3

_ 11 R N ion/3\ _ L | =1 | _ion3\*
’1>3 - \/5 0 ’ ’1>8 - \/6 2 ) € > - \/6 1 - ‘6 > (15)
1 -1 1

9The word ‘like’ here should be read as ‘their spectra are analogous’.

11



The vectors are labeled by their eigenvalues under triality, and * is complex conjugation. The uni-

tary change of basis matrix defined by

U = (11)3 I [e2/2) |emi2m/2)), (16)

diagonalizes H = UDU' where D = diag{1,1, ei2n/3 g—i2m/3 }. Recall H, and hence U, act on

quartets of s0(8,R) generators, so this change of basis gives us complex combinations of our gen-

erators. This means we generically can only anticipate we find ourselves with a basis for so(8, C).
However once we have done this change of basis our 28 generators are then conveniently arranged
into a 14 dimensional sub-algebra which have a trivial orbit under the action of Out(so(8,C)), and
two sets of seven generators, which accrue the given eigenvalues of conjugate third roots of unity
under the operation of triality. Let us refer to the seven dimensional subspace with eigenvalue
e27/3 the ‘right handed’ subspace, and the seven dimensional subspace with eigenvalue e~i2m/3
the ‘left handed’ subspace.

The fourteen dimensional outer automorphism invariant sub-algebra is of course a basis for
go: not only does triality map the go sub-algebra to itself, from the eigenvalues of H we can see
it fixes each of those elements in place. Not only is the outer automorphism orbit of the go sub-
algebra closed, it is in fact trivial. This is also the origin of the 3,8 subscripts on the eigenvectors.
The eigenvalue 1 shows up with multiplicity of two and so the 1-eigenspace can be decomposed
orthogonally into 7 bases which ‘look like’” A3 and 7 which ‘look like’ Ag, which should be famil-
iar from earlier.'® The remaining 14 generators which are non-trivially affected by triality do not
form a closed sub-algebra. Since triality is an algebra homomorphism, this is easily seen by in-
specting the action of triality on the commutator: the commutator of any two vectors in the right
handed eigenspace can be seen to be in the left handed eigenspace and vice versa. Furthermore
the commutator of two vectors, one of each handed eigenspace, must have eigenvalue 1 under tri-

ality and so belong inside the go sub-algebra.

The given basis lifts the veil on triality perhaps as much as a good basis can, but this does not
refute its intrigue. We find here there are 28 generators of s0(8,C) and they may be indexed by
which third root of unity they are multiplied by under the triality automorphism: {1, ei2m/3 o—i2m/3 }

where the eigenspaces are 14,7, and 7 dimensional respectively. Another way to say this is that

197t is worth noting though there is still an su(3) sub-algebra, it is not as obvious
here. This is due to the fact that for any quartet upon which triality acts in the orig-
inal basis, the orthogonal eigen-decomposition of the 1 eigenspace can in principle be
different for each quartet, and would need to be done here for the standard su(3) com-
mutation relations to arise. For simplicity this is not done here.

12



the distinction between the three 8 dimensional representations is merely a particular phase ap-
plied to those two sets of 7 generators, making the automorphism far more similar to a negation
(second root of unity) being applied to a subset of generators, which is the structure of most Lie
algebra dualities. A final interesting thing to inspect is the action of K in this basis. Applying the
change of basis U we find:

1 0 0 O
0100

A S _

K'=UKU=|, o 01| (17)
0010

K’ unsurprisingly fixes the go sub-algebra, and appropriately, ‘swaps’ the two seven dimensional

eigenspaces, mirroring its behaviour upon the Dynkin diagram.

One might still wish consider this a basis of s0(8,R) sitting somehow skew in its complexifi-
cation, as real combinations of these bases will still preserve the standard bi-linear inner product
given by ¢ = Ig.'! However the analogy breaks beyond this as those Lie algebra bases outside the
g2 sub-algebra (the generators upon which triality acts non-trivially) are null in this basis: their
squares are traceless and the Killing form is not diagonal. Of these two sets of seven generators
spanning their ‘handed’ eigenspaces respectively, each basis will commute with precisely one from
the set with conjugate eigenvalue, and each of these basis elements is orthogonal to all other bases
aside from this ‘conjugate sibling’ which it commutes with, and so it seems this diagonalization
has naturally put us in a form where the handed bases take the form of raising and lowering op-
erators L, =+ iL,,, etc. As such we are certainly no longer strictly utilizing a basis of so0(8,R).

In fact the trace of the normalized Killing form, originally —28, here is now —14, which seems to

imply we are in a basis which may be more naturally considered to be the algebra of so(1,7).

4 Lorentzian case: spin(1,7,R) Triality

In the case of an 8 dimensional space-time with symmetry group so(1,7,R), one of course will
also find triality of representations. This section will be given in much greater brevity, as the dis-
cussion is not significantly different from the compact case. It should be noted most of the bases
constructed here can be made in a quicker ‘ad-hoc’ way by simply Wick rotating the right basis

elements in both ‘vector’ and ‘spinor’ spaces so the correct new metric signature is respected, but

171t is noteworthy that in this basis the vector generators only will also preserve the
standard Hermitian sesqui-linear product h = I 7

13



for completeness, a construction via Clifford algebras is still done for the spinor reps.'> We will

also reuse the symbols V, L, R for the representations.

4.1 Vector representation

As the 0 axis is taken to be time-like, the standard generators of a Minkowski spacetime can be
solved by simply demanding XTp = —nX forn = I; 7, and X an element of the Lie algebra.
One can also merely take the Euclidean ones given above, and remove the negative signs on any
elements in rotations involving the 0 axis, so they are symmetric instead of anti-symmetric, and
these then generate 7 boosts instead of rotations. For the purposes of exploring triality we will
do exactly this, making exactly the same modifications (negations) to this basis of generators as
the Euclidean case on Vi35 and Vag. Note that we have left the space of entirely anti-symmetric

matrices, and so there is no guarantee the triality map should still be as nice.

4.2 Spinor representations

Following from the basis for C¢(7,0) in Eq. (3), we may build a basis for the real Clifford algebra

Cg(l, l) as fOHOWS:

One can verify these satisfy the defining Clifford algebra relations: {I';,I';} = 27;;. This repre-
sentation is not manifestly chiral as in the compact case, and it is easy to compute the volume

element w = Hf I'; is a pseudo-scalar: w? = —1, implying the chiral spinor representations are
complex or quaternionic, and not real as in the compact case. To go to the chiral basis one em-

ploys the following unitary the change of basis

1 Ig —il
. oAt 8 8
I — AT; AT A= 7 <—i]18 Is > . (19)

Once in the chiral basis the spin(1,7,R) algebra is generated as always by the second degree ele-

ments of the Clifford algebra basis (reusing notation):

8., ®8p = Li; ® Rj; = span{l';[';/2}, 0<i<j<T. (20)

12While we are keeping pedantry in the footnotes, notice the center of the connected
component of SO(1,7) is trivial, and so in this case we do find spinor reps worthy of
being prefix-less, as the constructed Spin(1,7) reps have a center of Z..
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Taking the left and right pieces separately we will modify the bases in the following way:!'3
Lij = —ML;M', Ry = —M'R};M, M = diag{i,1,1,1,1,1,1,1}. (21)

Finally, flip the sign again on those generators with ij = {15,26}. Now it is true that the com-

mutation relations of our Lorentzian vector generators, and of our two spinor representations, are

respectively identical (i.e. our Lie algebra bases all have exactly the same structure constants),

so we are in a position to build an algebra homomorphism. It is worth noting that for our spinor

representations the generators of boosts are Hermitian, while rotations they are anti-Hermitian,

just as for the vectors we have that boost generators are symmetric while rotations are anti-symmetric.
In fact before we look at the triality, we can ask about spinor duality: are these spinor repre-

sentations quaternionic or complex? It is relatively straightforward from definitions to see in the

bases given that the spinor representations are exactly complex conjugates of one another:
Li; = Ri; Vi, j. (22)

As the vector representation constructed is manifestly real, in the Lorentzian case the analogue

for K is merely complex conjugation! No change of basis needed.

4.3 Triality map for spin(1,7)

Triality acts similarly in the Lorentzian case, upon the same setup for quartets of generators de-
fined in Eq. (7), only the names now refer to the generators of spin(1,7). Define a matrix 7" analo-

gous to H previously, as follows:

(23)

[\V]
|
-~
— = = S
—_
|
—_

T acting on these quartets will send V. — L — R — V,as 7% = I4. In this case T may seem
slightly upsetting, as it explicitly takes complex combinations of our generators, however it is of

course a necessity with the vector representation being strictly real. In some sense as long as it is

13The purpose of these modifications to the bases are not only to make the triality
map simple, but also to ensure the constructed bases are in agreement with the previous
constructions when considering identical sub-algebras, e.g. removing the 0 axis in both
cases.
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understood as a map between algebra basis elements and not an expression of vector addition, we
can claim not to have broken any rules, as it is not only an algebra homomorphism but also an
automorphism of the Killing form in each basis, so we have not ‘accidentally complexified’ as we

did in the spin(8,R) case. We will see this fact remains true even when we diagonalize T

All this to say there are some ways in which the Lorentzian case is more natural than the Fu-
clidean case. Here as in the Euclidean case our triality operator maps not only between represen-
tations but precisely between the exact constructed bases. Given complex conjugation also moves
our representations exactly along with our bases, we can see the generators 7' and * of our outer
automorphism group map us directly from representation to representation, and precisely from
specified basis to specified basis, and so there are no ugly leftover changes of basis to clean up af-
ter any outer automorphism. It is also quick to verify 72 = T* = T~!, and so T and complex

conjugation do in fact generate the outer automorphism group Ss of the Lie algebra.

4.4 Diagonalizing Triality: Lorentzian Case

Another way the Lorentzian case is ‘more natural’ for triality is in the diagonalization of the trial-
ity operator. T and H have the same eigenvalues, however unlike H, T is symmetric. The eigen-
vectors of T' are almost exactly those of H given in Eq. (15), except in the first component of
|ei2”/ 3 > and its conjugate, we will find we replace i — 1. Notice this means the eigenvectors of

T are real, this gives a change of basis B = (|1>3 11)g |ei2”/3> |e‘i2“/3>) which is not only unitary
but real-orthogonal (recall these refer to eigenvectors of 7' not H). This means when we construct
a new basis of generators for V', L, and R given by the action of B on the quartets of generators,
this rearrangement is strictly real: we never have to leave any of our algebras to make the diago-

nalization work, once again we do not ‘accidentally’ complexify.

In the bases where triality acts diagonally we find of course a very similar structure to the case
for diagonalizing H. An invariant fourteen dimensional compact sub-algebra of gs, and 14 ‘con-
jugate pairs’ of generators, which map to one another under complex conjugation, all of which
must have the same commutator structure specified previously based upon their triality eigenval-
ues. In all three representations the symmetric bi-linear Lorentzian inner product g = I; 7 is still
preserved. It is interesting that here we find a real vector representation where triality acts diag-
onally on the basis of generators, and so in some sense the transformations of spinors in 8 dimen-
sional spacetime are merely a phase (something like a Wick rotation) applied to our fourteen ‘null’

generators. In the spin(1,7,R) picture these generators can clearly be understood as linear com-
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binations of rotation (‘space-like’) and boost (‘time-like’) generators (vectors), raising questions

about the relationships between triality and twistors in RY7.

5 Final Comments and Remarks

In terms of the group and representation theory, s0(8) is very well understood, but as for applica-
tions many open questions still remain. Firstly, whether there is anything interesting in the afore-
mentioned possible triality of twistors in 1 + 7 dimensional spacetime. Secondly, whether triality
can be used to explain the three generations of matter: the duality of field theory solutions due

to C'PT invariance leads to a doubling of particle content in the standard model, namely anti-
matter. It has been considered well before myself, whether the three fold symmetry of s0(8) might
be able explain the three fold copies of matter we see in nature, the generations. One obstruction
to making this work in the ‘obvious’ way is finding outer automorphisms which act at the level

of the representation, and not merely on the algebra. For example in the Euclidean case K and

H both act on the algebra, and so the automorphism has no ‘intertwining’ action upon the rep-
resentation space (the fields). However in the Lorentzian case with 7" and *, complex conjugation
can be made to act not only upon the Lie algebra generators, but upon on the fields as well. Thus
the question becomes if there is there some way, some combination of automorphisms, in some
base field for our representation or some hyper-complex number system, where we can have a non-
linear intertwiner which cubes to the identity, yet its square remains a non-linear intertwiner as
well? For example a standard conjugate-linear operator cannot work, because when squared it be-
comes linear, and so this could not garner us three distinct representations. Perhaps if one can

realizes the triality as three dualities it could be feasible.

No novel research has been done in this work, it is foremost a pedagogical piece — it is the
very kind of paper I wish existed when I first set out to understand triality, to get my hands on
it, as it were, and see for myself what ‘performing the triality’ actually looks like. I hope new
students and experts alike can find some useful insights from what I have learned in my jaunt
through the subject, and if nothing else, be brought some convenience through the existence of

the constructions in the paper.
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