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Abstract. This paper presents a groundbreaking advancement in the theory of opera-
tors defined on octonionic Hilbert spaces, successfully resolving a fundamental challenge
that has persisted for over six decades. Due to the intrinsic non-associative nature of
octonions, conventional linear operator theory encounters profound structural difficulties.
We make use of an original conceptual framework termed “para-linearity”, an innovative
generalization of linearity that naturally accommodates the octonionic algebraic struc-
ture.

Within this newly established paradigm, we systematically develop an appropriate
algebraic setting by defining a carefully designed operator algebra and an adjoint operation
which, together, recapture essential analytic properties previously inaccessible in this
context. We identify a geometric structure—the “slice cone”—as the fundamental object
encoding spectral properties typically derived through sesquilinear forms.

We obtain a rigorous characterization of self-adjointness which indicates how to in-
troduce a new notion of strong eigenvalues. For every compact, para-linear, self-adjoint
operator with strong eigenvalues, we can establish the spectral decomposition theorem
and functional calculi.
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1. Introduction

The octonion algebra O, as the largest normed division algebra, occupies a singular
position at the crossroad of algebra, geometry, and theoretical physics. Its non-associative
structure underpins very important phenomena across diverse domains: geometric analysis,
quantum mechanics, and mathematical physics [8, 29, 2, 4, 6, 16, 17]. Despite this ubiquity,
a coherent spectral theory for operators on octonionic Hilbert spaces has remained an open
problem since 1964, when Goldstine and Horwitz’s published their pioneering work [20], due
to the fundamental incompatibility of associative functional-analytic tools with octonionic
non-associativity.

1.1. Motivations from Physics: Algebraic formulations of quantum theory are funda-
mentally rooted in C∗-algebras and their representations, see e.g. [32]. Standard quantum
mechanics assumes a complex Hilbert space, whose algebraic structure reflects specific
physical symmetries. To address questions beyond the Standard Model—such as quan-
tum gravity or true unification—physicists increasingly explore broader normed division
algebras. The octonions O naturally arise:

“Since the heart of quantum theory is a C∗-algebra and its representations,
it is natural to ask what new physics might be hidden in other normed
division algebras. The octonions, being the largest and most exceptional,
may encode symmetries lying beyond the Standard Model” [32].

Physically, non-associativity mirrors the non-locality expected in quantum gravity, while
O’s exceptional symmetries (Aut(O) = G2 ⊂ SO(7)) may be a natural framework for
Grand Unified Theories. Key manifestations include:

• 10D superstring backgrounds: Spacetime factorizes as R
1,3 × O, with octonionic

directions describing six compactified dimensions [16].
• Exceptional Lie algebras: E8 is constructed from the Jordan algebra J3(O), sug-
gesting O as the natural arena for maximal unified gauge symmetries [4].

• Standard Model extensions: Octonionic structures accommodate exactly 72 fermion
states—matching the three generations of the Standard Model [17].

1.2. Mathematical Obstacles: Extending quantummechanics to octonionic Hilbert spaces
faces three core obstructions:

(1) Spectral theory: The lack of associativity prevents projection-valued measures, ob-
structing the spectral theorem.

(2) Probability interpretation: Gleason’s theorem fails as non-associativity undermines
additive probability measures on the projection lattice.
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(3) Canonical commutation relations: Operator ordering ambiguities render consistent
formulations of the classical commutation relation [x, p] = i~ between the position
operator x and the momentum operator p highly nontrivial.

Subsequent workarounds—Jordan algebras [5], twisted tensor models [15], geometric en-
tanglement [21]—either restricted to associative subalgebras or embedded O into larger
structures. A unified spectral framework remained open.

1.3. Para-Linearity: A Geometric Resolution. We resolve these challenges through
para-linearity, a geometrically motivated non-associative analog of linearity. In the theory
of octonionic Hilbert spaces, para-linear rather than octonionic-linear operators are the
natural objects, as demonstrated by the octonionic Riesz representation theorem [22]. For
a map T : H1 → H2 between O-modules, this is characterized by:

(1.1) Re (T (x)p− T (xp)) = 0, ∀x ∈ H1, p ∈ O.

This condition preserves the geometric essence of linearity while respecting octonionic
non-associativity. Here Re denotes the real part in an O-module [25]. This condition
retains the geometric core of linearity while accommodating octonionic non-associativity.
Notably, when the octonion algebra O is replaced by the quaternion algebra H, para-
linearity reduces to standard quaternionic linearity [22]. Within this framework, we recover
several cornerstone results:

• Riesz representation theorem [22],
• Parseval theorem [23],
• Hahn-Banach theorem [26].

The concept of para-linearity also finds applications in octonionic function theory, as
demonstrated in works such as [11, 28, 30, 31].

1.4. Principal Contributions. Within this framework, in this paper we establish the
first complete spectral theory for self-adjoint operators in octonionic Hilbert spaces. Our
main results are:

(1) Involutive operator algebra. The space BRO(H) of bounded para-linear operators
on an octonionic bimodule H is an octonionic involutive Banach algebra with re-
spect to the regular composition ⊚ defined in Definition 3.1. The involution is
given by the corrected adjoint T 7→ T ∗, characterized by

〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈Tx, y〉 + [y, T, x],

for all x, y ∈ H. These properties are established in Theorems 5.6, 5.7, and 5.9.
(2) Geometric self-adjointness: A para-linear operator T is self-adjoint if and only

if 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R for all x in the slice cone C(H) :=
⋃

J∈S(ReH + J ReH), where
S = {J ∈ ImO : |J | = 1} (Theorem 7.6). This is established via a sharp octonionic
polarization identity (Theorem 6.2).
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(3) Spectral decomposition: Every compact self-adjoint para-linear operator with stan-
dard strong eigenvalues admits a complete spectral decomposition:

(1.2) T =
∞
∑

k=1

λkPzk ,

where λk ∈ R, zk ∈ C(H) are eigenvectors, and Pzk(x) = zk〈zk, x〉 are para-linear
projections (Theorem 10.2). Eigenvalues are real (Corollary 8.4), and eigenvectors
are orthogonal with Bp(zi, zj) = 0 (Theorem 8.7).

(4) Functional calculus: For real-analytic functions f , we define decomposition-independent
functional calculi:

Φ(f) =
∑

k

Pzk ⊙ f(λk), Ψ(f) =
∑

k

f(λk)⊙ Pzk ,

satisfying Φ(qk) = T⊚k, ReΦ(fg) = Re(Φ(f)⊚ Φ(g)) for f ∈ ReR, and ‖Φ(f)‖ ≤
8‖f‖∞ (Theorems 11.2, 11.3).

1.5. Impact and Applications. This work transforms non-associativity from an obstruc-
tion into a structured feature:

• It resolves problems open since Goldstine–Horwitz (1964) and provides foundations
for non-associative functional analysis.

• The slice cone C(H) offers a universal geometric domain for spectral analysis across
non-associative settings.

• Applications includeG2-manifold analysis, string compactifications, and non-associative
quantum mechanics.

In summary, para-linearity establishes the definitive operator theory for octonionic Hilbert
spaces, enabling spectral analysis where associative methods fail and opening pathways in
non-associative functional analysis.

2. Algebraic Foundations of Para-Linear Operators

This section establishes the algebraic framework for para-linear operators in octonionic
Hilbert spaces. We begin by recalling essential properties of the octonion algebra, then
define module structures and para-linearity, and finally Hilbert O-bimodules and the Riesz
representation theorem.

2.1. Octonionic algebra. The octonions O form an 8-dimensional normed division alge-
bra over R with basis {e0 = 1, e1, . . . , e7} satisfying the following
Fano Plane Multiplication: Basis elements multiply via cyclic rules encoded in the
Fano plane:

eiej = ǫijkek − δij , i, j, k ≥ 1,

where ǫijk = 1 for oriented triples (123), (145), (176), (246), (257), (347), (365).
Fig.1 Fano mnemonic graph
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Key properties include:

(1) Conjugation and Norm: For x = x0 +
∑7

i=1 xiei,

x := x0 −
7
∑

i=1

xiei, |x| :=
√
xx.

(2) Non-Associative Structure: The associator [x, y, z] := (xy)z − x(yz) is fully anti-
symmetric. The commutator [x, y] = xy − yx measures non-commutativity.

(3) Moufang Identities: For all x, y, z ∈ O:

(xyx)z = x(y(xz)), z(xyx) = ((zx)y)x, x(yz)x = (xy)(zx).

(4) Five-Terms Identity: For all x, y, z, w ∈ O:

(2.1) x[y, z, w] + [x, y, z]w = [xy, z, w] − [x, yz, w] + [x, y, zw].

2.2. Octonionic Module Theory. We now define a module structure compatible with
octonionic non-associativity.

Definition 2.1. An R-vector space M is a right O-module if it is equipped with a right
scalar multiplication satisfying the alternativity of right associators:

[x, p, q] := (xp)q − x(pq) = −[x, q, p], ∀x ∈ M, p, q ∈ O.

Similar definition for a left O-module.

Definition 2.2. A right O-module M is an O-bimodule if there is a left multiplication
satisfying

[p, q, x] = [q, x, p] = [x, p, q] = −[q, p, x], ∀p, q ∈ O, x ∈ M.

Here the left associators and middle associators are defined canonically.

The regular bimodule RegO, which as a set is just the O, and scalar multiplications
wherein are just defined by the product in O, is the unique irreducible O-bimodule [33].
This enables the definition of the real part of an O-bimodule [25]:

Proposition 2.3 (Real Part Operator). For an O-bimodule M , the real part ReM is
defined as

ReM := {m ∈ M : [p, q,m] = 0, ∀p, q ∈ O}.
The projection Re : M → ReM satisfies:
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(1) ReM = Z (M) := {m ∈ M : pm = mp, ∀p ∈ O}.
(2) M ∼= ReM ⊗R O as O-bimodules.
(3) Re is given explicitly by

(2.2) Rem =
5

12
m− 1

12

7
∑

i=1

eimei, ∀m ∈ M.

2.3. Para-Linear Maps. Para-linearity generalizes linearity to the non-associative setting
by constraining the associator’s real part. The notion of para-linearity is first introduced
in [22] and then extended into a more general setting in [25].

Definition 2.4 (Right Para-Linear Map). Let M be a right O-module and M ′ an O-
bimodule. A map f ∈ HomR(M,M ′) is right para-linear if

ReBp(f, x) = 0, ∀p ∈ O, x ∈ M,

where the second right associator Bp is defined by

Bp(f, x) := f(x)p− f(xp),

and Re : M ′ → ReM ′ is the real part operator. The set of right para-linear maps is denoted
by HomRO(M,M ′). Left para-linearity is defined analogously.

For next result we refer to Theorem 3.10 in [25].

Theorem 2.5 (Characterization of para-linearity). Let M be a right O-module and M ′

an O-bimodule. For f ∈ HomR(M,M ′), let its unique decomposition with respect to the
standard basis {1, e1, . . . , e7} of O be

f(x) = fR(x) +
7
∑

i=1

fi(x) ei,

where fR(x), fi(x) ∈ ReM ′ for all x ∈ M and i = 1, . . . , 7. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) f ∈ HomRO(M,M ′), i.e., f is right para-linear.
(2) For each i = 1, . . . , 7 and all x ∈ M ,

fi(x) = − fR(xei).

(3) For all p ∈ O and x ∈ M ,

Bp(f, x) =

7
∑

i=1

fR
(

[x, p, ei]
)

ei.

Lemma 2.6 (Uniqueness Lemma [25]). Let M be a right O-module, M ′ be an O-bimodule
and let f ∈ HomRO(M,M ′). Then:

(1) fR = 0 if and only if f = 0.
(2) If M is an O-bimodule, then f |ReM = 0 if and only if f = 0.
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Theorem 2.7 (O-Bimodule Structure [25]). Let M,M ′ be two O-bimodules. The space
HomRO(M,M ′) is an O-bimodule under the left and the right multiplication by a scalar
defined by:

(p⊙ f)(x) := pf(x) +Bp(f, x), (f ⊙ p)(x) := f(px)−Bp(f, x).

2.4. Hilbert O-Bimodules. We now introduce Hilbert structures compatible with para-
linearity. For more details see [22, 23].

Definition 2.8 (Pre-Hilbert Right O-Module [22]). A right O-module H is a pre-Hilbert
right O-module if equipped with an R-bilinear map 〈·, ·〉 : H × H → O (a right O-inner
product) satisfying:

(1) (Para-linearity) For each u ∈ H, the map 〈u, ·〉 is right O-para-linear.

(2) (O-Hermiticity) 〈u, v〉 = 〈v, u〉 for all u, v ∈ H.
(3) (Positivity) 〈u, u〉 ∈ R

+ and 〈u, u〉 = 0 if and only if u = 0.

The norm is ‖u‖ =
√

〈u, u〉. Completeness with respect to this norm defines a Hilbert right
O-module. An O-bimodule with a right O-inner product is a pre-Hilbert O-bimodule.

For u, v ∈ H and p ∈ O, the second (right) associator is defined by

(2.3) Bp(u, v) := Bp(〈u, ·〉, v) = 〈u, v〉 p − 〈u, vp〉.
This notation differs from that in [22, 23] in order to avoid confusion with the composition
associator (see Definition 3.2). In particular, one has Bp(u, u) = 0 for all u ∈ H and
p ∈ O (see (2.5)), which shows that one axiom in the definition of Hilbert spaces given by
Goldstine–Horwitz in 1964 is redundant [20].

We set

〈x, y〉R := Re〈x, y〉.
Reasoning as in [22] one may prove:

Lemma 2.9 (Inner Product Identities). Let H be a pre-Hilbert right O-module. For u, v ∈
H, p, q ∈ O we have:

(1) Bp(u, v) =
∑7

i=1 ei〈u, [v, ei, p]〉R and

〈[u, p, q], v〉R = −〈u, [v, p, q]〉R(2.4)

Bp(u, v) = −Bp(v, u).(2.5)

(2) 〈up, v〉R = 〈u, vp〉R.
(3) 〈up, v〉 = p〈u, v〉 −Bp(u, v) and 〈u, vp〉 = 〈u, v〉p −Bp(u, v).
(4) If u ∈ ReH or v ∈ ReH, then Bp(u, v) = 0.

Theorem 2.10 (Riesz Representation Theorem [22]). Let H be a Hilbert right O-module.
For every bounded right para-linear functional f : H → O, there exists a unique z ∈ H
such that

f(x) = 〈x, z〉, ∀x ∈ H.



8 QINGHAI HUO, GUANGBIN REN, AND IRENE SABADINI

Theorem 2.11 (Tensor Decomposition [23]). Let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule. Then

H ∼= ReH ⊗R O,

with the natural Hilbert O-bimodule structure. Explicitly:

(1) For u, v ∈ ReH, 〈u, v〉 ∈ R.

(2) For x =
∑7

i=0 eixi, y =
∑7

j=0 ejyj with xi, yj ∈ ReH,

〈x, y〉 =
7
∑

i,j=0

〈xi, yj〉eiej.

2.5. Properties of Left Multiplications and Real Part. So far we have established
properties of the right multiplication by an octonion, however in the sequel we shall make
use of properties of the left multiplications which are studied in the next results.

Lemma 2.12 (Adjoint of Left Multiplication). Let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule. For all
u, v ∈ H and p ∈ O the following properties hold:

(1) Real symmetry: 〈u, pv〉R = 〈pu, v〉R
(2) Full correction: 〈u, pv〉 = 〈pu, v〉+Bp(u, v).

Proof. Decompose u =
∑

i uiei, v =
∑

j vjej with ui, vj ∈ ReH.

Point (1): Using Lemma 2.9, we have

〈u, pv〉R =
∑

i,j

〈ui, vj〉Re (ei(pej)) .

Using Re(ei pej) = Re((pei)ej) and reality of 〈ui, vj〉 by Theorem 2.11:

〈u, pv〉R =
∑

i,j

〈ui, vj〉Re (peiej) = 〈pu, v〉R.

Point (2): From (1), 〈u, pv〉 − 〈pu, v〉 is purely imaginary. Express:

〈u, pv〉 − 〈pu, v〉 =
7
∑

k=1

λkek, λk ∈ R.

The coefficients satisfy:

−λk = Re ((〈u, pv〉 − 〈pu, v〉) ek) = 〈u, [p, v, ek]〉R = −〈u, [v, ek, p]〉R,
by associator antisymmetry. Thus λk = 〈u, [v, ek , p]〉R, yielding the result. �

Lemma 2.13 (Real Part Operator Properties). The operator Re satisfies

(1) Self-adjointness: 〈Re x, y〉R = 〈x,Re y〉R for all x, y ∈ H;
(2) Determination: x = 0 if and only if 〈x, y〉 = 0 for all y ∈ ReH.

Proof. (1): Using equality (2.2) Lemma 2.9(2) and Lemma 2.12(1):

〈Re x, y〉R =
5

12
〈x, y〉R − 1

12

7
∑

i=1

〈eixei, y〉R =
5

12
〈x, y〉R − 1

12

7
∑

i=1

〈x, eiyei〉R = 〈x,Re y〉R.
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(2): If 〈x, y〉 = 0 for all y ∈ ReH, decompose arbitrary u ∈ H as u =
∑7

i=0 eiui with
ui ∈ ReH. Then:

〈u, x〉 =
7
∑

i=0

ei〈ui, x〉 = 0,

so x = 0. The converse is immediate. �

This algebraic framework provides the foundation for the operator theory developed in
the subsequent sections.

3. Regular Composition: Resolving Non-Associative Obstructions

This section introduces the regular composition ⊚ to overcome the failure of the classi-
cal composition of operators while working in octonionic Hilbert spaces. Moreover, non-
associativity prevents a standard definition of adjoint, as 〈T ·, ·〉 may not be para-linear.
The regular composition provides an associative-like product compatible with octonionic
structures.

Let H1,H2 be Hilbert O-bimodules and T : H1 → H2 be a bounded real-linear opera-
tor. The map φT,y(x) := 〈Tx, y〉 denoted, for short, φy(x) is not necessarily para-linear.
Consequently, there may be no z ∈ H1 satisfying

〈Tx, y〉 = 〈x, z〉 ∀ x ∈ H1,

thus making the classical adjoint definition T ∗y = z invalid.
Indeed, for p ∈ O, non-associativity implies in general that

Reφy(xp) = Re 〈T (xp), y〉 6= Re 〈Tx · p, y〉 = Re 〈Tx, y〉p = Reφy(x)p,

since T is not O-linear. That is, φy fails to be right para-linear. Counterexamples exist for
left multiplication operators Lq with q /∈ R.

To generalize the concept of adjoint operators in octonionic Hilbert spaces, we have to
introduce the notion of regular composition.

Definition 3.1 (Regular Composition). Let M,M ′ be right O-modules and M ′′ be an O-
bimodule and let f : M ′ → M ′′ para-linear and g : M → M ′ real-linear. The regular
composition f ⊚ g : M → M ′′ is the unique para-linear map (determined by Lemma 2.6)
satisfying:

(3.1) Re
(

(f ⊚ g)(x)
)

= Re
(

f(g(x))
)

, ∀x ∈ M.

Equivalently (by Theorem 2.5):

(f ⊚ g)(x) =
7
∑

i=0

eiRe
(

f(g(xei))
)

.

Definition 3.2 ( Composition Associator). The associator for regular composition is de-
fined by:

[f, g, x]⊚ := (f ⊚ g)(x) − f(g(x)).

If there are no confusions, we shall omit the subscript ⊚.
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Lemma 3.3 (Composition associator formula). Let M be a right O-module and M ′ an O-
bimodule. Fix the standard basis {e0, e1, . . . , e7} of O with e0 = 1. For g ∈ HomR(M,M ′)
and f ∈ HomR(M

′,M ′), the composition associator [f, g, x] (see Definition 3.2) satisfies,
for every x ∈ M ,

[f, g, x] =
7
∑

i=0

ei Re
(

f(Bei(g, x))
)

.

Proof. From Definition 3.1 and Theorem 2.5,

(f ⊚ g)(x) =

7
∑

i=0

ei Re
(

(f ⊚ g)(xei)
)

f(g(x)) =

7
∑

i=0

ei Re
(

f(g(x)ei)
)

.

Thus:

[f, g, x] =

7
∑

i=0

ei Re
(

f
(

g(xei)
)

− f
(

g(x)ei
)

)

=

7
∑

i=0

eiRe
(

f(Bei(g, x))
)

.

�

When the associator vanishes, the regular composition is just the ordinary composition.

Remark 3.4. The space BRO(H) is closed under ⊚; this fact is the algebraic foundation
for Section 5.

We remark that the definition of regular composition of para-linear mappings has first
been given in [25]. The definition in [25] only requires the mappings to be real linear.
Nevertheless Definition 3.1 is a more straightforward way to understand the notion of
regular composition in the case that the map f is para-linear. The above lemma shows that
these two definitions coincide when the map f is para-linear. As a consequence, the results
derived in [25] can be directly applicable in this case.

We point out that the symbol of associators defined in Definition 3.2 is different from
that in [25] for right para-linear mappings. We change the symbol to preserve the order so
that in form we have

[a, b, c] = (ab)c− a(bc)

for the notation of associators.

Lemma 3.5 (Vanishing of Composition Associator). Let all the modules in Definition
3.1 be O-bimodules and let f, g be para-linear maps. The associator [f, g, x] = 0 and
(f ⊚ g)(x) = f(g(x)) under any of the following conditions:

(1) g is O-linear, i.e., g(xp) = g(x)p for any p ∈ O;
(2) x ∈ ReM ;
(3) f is O-linear.
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Proof. In case (1) holds, Bp(g, x) = 0, so Lemma 3.3 gives [f, g, x] = 0. Case (2) follows
from part (3) of Theorem 2.5. Finally, if f is O-linear, then by Remark 3.2 in [24], one has

f(px) = pf(x), f(xp) = f(x)p

for all p ∈ O. In view of identity (2.2) f commutes with the real part operator Re and
hence

Re f(Bei(g, x)) = f(ReBei(g, x)) = 0.

It follows from Lemma 3.3 that [f, g, x] = 0 and this concludes the proof. �

We now collect some properties of the left multiplication operators in an O-bimodule M

Lp : M → M

x 7→ px.

It is easy to check that Lp is a right para-linear operator. With arguments similar to those
in [25, Lemmas 3.31 and 3.32], one can prove the properties in the following lemma in
which we use the notation ⊙ defined in (5.2).

Lemma 3.6 ([25]). For all p ∈ O, x ∈ M and f ∈ HomRO(M,M), we have

[Lp, f, x] = Bp(f, x);(3.2)

Lp ⊚ f = p⊙ f ;(3.3)

[f, Lp, x] = −Bp(f, x);(3.4)

f ⊚ Lp = p⊙ f.(3.5)

4. Adjoint Operators via Regular Composition

This section resolves the central challenge of defining adjoint operators in octonionic
Hilbert spaces. As we already pointed out, the traditional approaches fail due to the fact
that non-associativity prevents 〈T ·, ·〉 from being para-linear. We overcome this through
the regular composition ⊚ and then establishing the properties of the adjoint.

4.1. Adjoint Operator Definition. In this subsection, let H1,H2 be Hilbert O-
bimodules and T ∈ BR(H1,H2) be a real linear operator.

For y ∈ H2, define the para-linear functional

fy(x) := (〈·, y〉 ⊚ T )(x)

where, for simplicity, in the notation we omit the dependence on T . By the Riesz Repre-
sentation Theorem (Theorem 2.10), there exists a unique ŷ ∈ H1 such that fy(x) = 〈x, ŷ〉.
Definition 4.1 (Adjoint Operator). The adjoint of T is T ∗ : H2 → H1 mapping y 7→ ŷ,
characterized by

(4.1) 〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈Tx, y〉+ [y, T, x],

where the triple associator is

(4.2) [y, T, x] := [〈·, y〉, T, x] =
7
∑

i=1

ei 〈y,Bei(T, x)〉R .
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Remark 4.2. From (4.1) and (4.2), it can be seen that the adjoint T ∗ coincides with the
real adjoint T ∗R (namely the adjoint of T in the real Hilbert space (H, 〈·, ·〉R)) under 〈·, ·〉R:

〈x, T ∗y〉R = 〈Tx, y〉R, ∀x ∈ H1, y ∈ H2.

Thus

(1) (S + T )∗ = S∗ + T ∗;
(2) T ∗∗ = T ;
(3) ‖T ∗‖ = ‖T‖.
In view of the definition of the associator (4.2), we offer a reformulation of Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 4.3 (Vanishing Associator). If T ∈ BRO(H1,H2), then [y, T, x] = 0 when:

(1) T is O-linear;
(2) x ∈ ReH1;
(3) y ∈ ReH2.

4.2. Core Properties. To further understand the nature of the adjoint operator T ∗, it is
crucial to understand the relation between the associators related to T and T ∗.

Lemma 4.4 (Associator Symmetry). Let H1, H2 be two Hilbert O-bimodules and T ∈
BR(H1,H2). For any x ∈ H1, y ∈ H2 and any p ∈ O, the following relations hold:

[y, T, x] = [x, T ∗, y];(4.3)

〈y,Bp(T, x)〉R = 〈x,Bp(T
∗, y)〉

R
.(4.4)

Proof. We first prove (4.3). Using (4.1), (4.2), and Remark 4.2, for all x, y ∈ H we compute

[y, T, x] = 〈x, T ∗y〉 − 〈Tx, y〉
= 〈x, T ∗y〉 − 〈T ∗∗x, y〉
= −〈y, T ∗∗x〉 − 〈T ∗y, x〉
= − [x, T ∗, y]

= [x, T ∗, y],

where in the last step we use that associators have vanishing real part, hence −[x, T ∗, y] =
[x, T ∗, y]. The second equality relies on the boundedness of T , which ensures that the
double adjoint T ∗∗ coincides with T .

We next prove (4.4). By synthesizing (4.3) and (4.2), we obtain

7
∑

i=1

ei 〈y,Bei(T, x)〉R =
7
∑

i=1

ei 〈x,Bei(T
∗, y)〉

R
.

This leads us to conclude

〈y,Bei(T, x)〉R = 〈x,Bei(T
∗, y)〉

R

for every i = 1, . . . , 7. As a result, we get (4.4). �

As an immediate consequence, we show that T ∗ is also para-linear when T is para-linear.
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Theorem 4.5 (Para-Linearity of Adjoint). If T ∈ BRO(H1,H2) is a right para-linear
operator, then T ∗ ∈ BRO(H2,H1) is also right para-linear.

Proof. By assumption, T ∗ is a bounded real linear operator. It suffices to show that T ∗ is
para-linear. Fix arbitrarily y ∈ H2 and p ∈ O. For any x ∈ H1, we employ both Lemma
2.13 and relation (4.4) to get

〈x,ReBp(T
∗, y)〉

R
= 〈Re x,Bp(T

∗, y)〉
R
= 〈Bp(T

∗,Re x), y〉
R
= 0.

This forces that ReBp(T
∗, y) = 0, i.e., T ∗ is a para-linear operator as desired. �

5. The Involutive Banach Algebra of Para-Linear Operators

This section establishes that bounded para-linear operators on a Hilbert O-bimodule H
form an octonionic involutive Banach algebra under regular composition and the adjoint
operation, overcoming the issues due to non-associativity.

5.1. Banach O-Bimodule Structure. Let H1, H2 be two Hilbert O-bimodules and T ∈
BRO(H1,H2). The left and right scalar multiplication is defined by (see Theorem 2.7)

(T ⊙ r)(x) : = T (rx)−Br(T, x);(5.1)

(r ⊙ T )(x) : = rT (x) +Br(T, x)(5.2)

for any x ∈ H1 and r ∈ O. As proved in [25, Theorem 3.22], BRO(H1,H2) is an O-
bimodule with respect to the octonionic scalar multiplications (5.1) and (5.2). The real part
of BRO(H1,H2) is exactly the set of all bounded octonionic linear operators BO(H1,H2)
([25, Theorem 3.23]), i.e.,

ReBRO(H1,H2) = BO(H1,H2).(5.3)

We shall prove that BRO(H1,H2) is a Banach O-bimodule. To this end, we follow
Lemma 5.1 in [22], and we further generalize the Moufang identity for para-linear opera-
tors. Reasoning as for the following identities for associators, obtained in [25, Propositions
3.6,3.15,3.19] in the case of left para-linear operators:

Ar(x, T ) = −Ar(x, T ), Ar(rx, T ) = rAr(x, T ) = Ar(x, T )r, rAr(x, T ) = Ar(xr, T ),

where T is a left para-linear map, r is an arbitrary octonion, Ar(x, T ) := T (rx)− rT (x)
is the second left associator, one can establish the following identities for the second
right associators:

Br(T, x) = −Br(T, x),(5.4)

Br(T, xr) = Br(T, x)r = rBr(T, x),(5.5)

Br(T, x)r = Br(T, rx).(5.6)

Lemma 5.1. Let H1, H2 be two Hilbert O-bimodules and T ∈ BRO(H1,H2). Then for
any octonion r 6= 0, we have

(r ⊙ T )(x) = rT (xr−1)r;(5.7)

(T ⊙ r)(x) = T (rxr)r−1(5.8)
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for all x ∈ H.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume |r| = 1 and hence r−1 = r. Let x ∈ H1.
It follows from identities (5.4) and (5.5) that

r−1(r ⊙ T )(x) = r−1(r(Tx) +Br(T, x))

= Tx+ rBr(T, x)

= Tx− rBr(T, x)

= Tx−Br(T, xr)

= Tx+Br(T, xr)

= T (xr−1)r.

This implies (5.7).
We conclude from identities (5.4) and (5.6) that

(T ⊙ r)(x) = T (rx)−Br(T, x)

= T (rx) +Br(T, r(rx))

= T (rx) +Br(T, (rx))r

= T (rx)−Br(T, (rx))r

= T (rx)− (T (rx)r)r + T (rxr)r

= T (rxr)r−1.

This proves (5.8). �

Theorem 5.2. Let H1,H2 be Hilbert O-bimodules and let {Tn}n∈N ⊂ BRO(H1,H2) be
right para-linear operators such that Tn → T in operator norm. Then T is right para-
linear, i.e.

Re Bp(T, x) = 0 ∀x ∈ H1, ∀ p ∈ O,

where Bp(T, x) := T (xp)− T (x) p is the second (right) associator.

Proof. Fix x ∈ H1 and p ∈ O. Since Tn → T in operator norm and the real-part projection
Re : H2 → ReH2 is a bounded real-linear map by (2.2), we have

Re Bp(T, x) = Re
(

T (xp)− T (x) p
)

= Re
(

(T − Tn)(xp)
)

+Re
(

Tn(xp)− Tn(x) p
)

+Re
(

(Tn − T )(x) p
)

.

Because each Tn is para-linear, Re
(

Tn(xp)−Tn(x) p
)

= Re Bp(Tn, x) = 0. For the remain-
ing two terms, using the boundedness of Re, we obtain
∥

∥Re
(

(T−Tn)(xp)
)∥

∥ ≤ C ‖T−Tn‖ ‖xp‖ and
∥

∥Re
(

(Tn−T )(x) p
)∥

∥ ≤ C ′ ‖Tn−T‖ ‖x‖ |p|.
Hence both terms tend to 0 as n → ∞. Therefore Re Bp(T, x) = 0 for all x and p, i.e. T
is right para-linear. �

Theorem 5.3. Let H1, H2 be two Hilbert O-bimodules. Then, endowed with the octonionic
scalar multiplications (5.1) and (5.2) and the usual operator norm, BRO(H1,H2) is a
Banach O-bimodule.
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Proof. The completeness of BRO(H1,H2) follows from Theorem 5.2. It suffices to prove

‖r ⊙ T‖ = |r|‖T‖ = ‖T ⊙ r‖
for any T ∈ BRO(H1,H2) and any r ∈ O. Without loss of generality we can assume r 6= 0.
By identity (5.8), we have

‖T ⊙ r‖ = sup
‖x‖61

‖(T ⊙ r)(x)‖(5.9)

= sup
‖x‖61

‖T (rxr)r−1‖

6 |r−1| ‖T‖ ‖rxr‖
= |r|‖T‖.

Since r and T are arbitrarily fixed, we can replace r with r−1 and T with T ⊙ r to get

‖(T ⊙ r)⊙ r−1‖ 6 |r−1|‖T ⊙ r‖.
Utilizing (5.9) again, we get

‖T‖ = ‖(T ⊙ r)⊙ r−1‖ 6 |r−1|‖T ⊙ r‖ 6 |r−1||r|‖T‖ = ‖T‖.
This forces

‖T ⊙ r‖ = |r|‖T‖
as desired. The proof of equality |r|‖T‖ = ‖r ⊙ T‖ is similar. �

5.2. O-Algebra Structure.

Definition 5.4. An O-bimodule U with multiplication U × U → U is an O-algebra if:

(1) The multiplication is para-bilinear, i.e., the left (right) multiplication operator is
right (left) para-linear;

(2) There exists an element e ∈ ReU , called the unit of U , such that

(pe)x = px, x(pe) = xp

for all x ∈ U and p ∈ O.

Remark 5.5. There is an algebraic embedding of O into an O-algebra U :
O →֒ U ,
p 7→ pe.

Indeed, since e ∈ ReU , we have (pq)e = p(qe) for any p, q ∈ O. Then by part (2) of
Definition 5.4, we obtain (pq)e = (pe)(qe) as desired.

Our next goal is to prove that (BRO(H),⊚) is an O-algebra. To show this, we recall
the notation introduced in [25]

[f, g, h] := (f ⊚ g)⊚ h− f ⊚ (g ⊚ h)(5.10)

for para-linear mappings f, g, h. By [25, Lemma 3.30], we have

Re [f, g, h] = 0.(5.11)
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Note that the real part operator Re here is defined for a para-linear map, and (Re f)(x) 6=
Re (f(x)). In fact, Re f is an octonionic linear map and by (2.2),

Re f =
5

12
f − 1

12

7
∑

i=1

ei ⊙ f ⊙ ei.

We now prove the following interesting result:

Theorem 5.6. The space BRO(H), endowed with the regular composition ⊚ from Defini-
tion 3.1, is an O-algebra.

Proof. For any T ∈ BRO(H), we first prove that the right algebraic multiplication

LT : BRO(H) → BRO(H), S 7→ T ⊚ S

is right para-linear. By definition, we obtain

Bp(LT , S) = LT (S)⊙ p− LT (S ⊙ p)

= (T ⊚ S)⊙ p− T ⊚ (S ⊙ p).

In view of Lemma 3.6, we conclude

Bp(LT , S) = (T ⊚ S)⊚ Lp − T ⊚ (S ⊚ Lp)

= [T, S, Lp].

It follows from (5.11) that

ReBp(LT , S) = 0.

Hence LT is right para-linear as desired. The fact that the right algebraic multiplication

RT : BRO(H) → BRO(H), S 7→ S ⊚ T

is left para-linear can be proved in a similar manner.
We next show that the identity operator I ∈ BO(H) = ReBRO(H) satisfy axiom (2) in

Definition 5.4. In view of Lemma 3.6, we have

(p⊙ I)⊚ T = Lp ⊚ T = p⊙ T

and similarly,

T ⊚ (p⊙ I) = T ⊚ Lp = T ⊙ p.

This proves that (BRO(H),⊚) is an O-algebra. �

Under a modified norm, BRO(H) is an octonionic Banach algebra.

Theorem 5.7. For S, T ∈ BRO(H):

(1) ‖S ⊚ T‖ 6 8‖S‖‖T‖
(2) Under ‖T‖′ := 8‖T‖, BRO(H) is an octonionic Banach algebra.
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Proof. Let x =
∑7

i=0 eixi with xi ∈ ReH. Then

‖(S ⊚ T )x‖ =
∥

∥

∥

7
∑

i=0

S(Txi) ei

∥

∥

∥ ≤
7
∑

i=0

‖S(Txi)‖ ≤ ‖S‖ ‖T‖
7
∑

i=0

‖xi‖.

By (2.2) the real-part projection is contractive, hence ‖xi‖ ≤ ‖x‖ for each i, and therefore

‖(S ⊚ T )x‖ 6 8 ‖S‖ ‖T‖ ‖x‖.
It follows that ‖S ⊚ T‖ 6 8 ‖S‖ ‖T‖. In particular, for the rescaled operator norm ‖ · ‖′
(so that ‖S ⊚ T‖′ 6 ‖S‖′ ‖T‖′), the multiplication is submultiplicative. The claim then
follows from Theorems 5.3 and 5.6. �

5.3. Involution and O-Involutive Algebra.

Definition 5.8. An O-algebra U is involutive if it can be equipped with a conjugate O-linear
map ∗ : U → U satisfying:

(1) (rx)∗ = x∗r, (xr)∗ = rx∗

(2) x∗∗ = x
(3) (xy)∗ = y∗x∗

for all x, y ∈ U and any r ∈ O.

Theorem 5.9. (BRO(H),⊚, ∗) is an O-involutive algebra.

Proof. We first prove that for any r ∈ O,

(r ⊙ T )∗ = T ∗ ⊙ r.

By definition, for all x, y ∈ H,

Re 〈x, (r ⊙ T )∗y〉 = 〈(r ⊙ T )x, y〉R = 〈rT (x) +Br(T, x), y〉R.
On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.12 that

Re 〈x, (T ∗ ⊙ r)y〉 = Re 〈x, T ∗(ry)−Br(T
∗, y)〉

= 〈Tx, ry〉
R
+ 〈x,Br(T

∗, y)〉
R

= 〈rTx, y〉
R
+ 〈x,Br(T

∗, y)〉
R
.

We conclude from identity (4.4) that

Re
(

〈x, (r ⊙ T )∗y〉 − 〈x, (T ∗ ⊙ r)y〉
)

= 〈Br(T, x), y〉R − 〈x,Br(T
∗, y)〉

R
= 0.

Thus we obtain (r⊙T )∗ = T ∗⊙r. By the same method, we can also prove (T⊙r)∗ = r⊙T ∗.
Next, we prove the involution applied to composition. For any S, T ∈ BRO(H), by

definition, we have

〈x, (T ⊚ S)∗y〉 = 〈(T ⊚ S)x, y〉+ [y, T ⊚ S, x]

= 〈T (Sx), y〉+ 〈[T, S, x], y〉 + [y, T ⊚ S, x].

Similarly,

〈x, (S∗ ⊚ T ∗)y〉 = 〈T (Sx), y〉+ 〈x, [S∗, T ∗, y]〉+ [y, T, Sx] + [T ∗y, S, x].
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Applying Lemmas 3.5 and 4.3, we conclude that the difference of the two expressions
vanishes for all x, y ∈ ReH:

〈x, (S∗
⊚ T ∗)y〉 − 〈x, (T ⊚ S)∗y〉

= [y, T, Sx] + [T ∗y, S, x] + 〈x, [S∗, T ∗, y]〉 −
(

〈[T, S, x], y〉 + [y, T ⊚ S, x]
)

= 0.

By using the second assertion of Lemma 2.13, we can infer that

(S∗
⊚ T ∗)y = (T ⊚ S)∗y

for all y ∈ ReH. Note that (S∗ ⊚ T ∗) is para-linear and (T ⊚ S)∗ is also para-linear by
Theorem 4.5. Then it follows from Lemma 2.6 that S∗ ⊚ T ∗ = (T ⊚ S)∗. This completes
the proof. �

As a corollary, we obtain a general relation of associators.

Corollary 5.10 (Associator-Adjoint Duality). For S, T ∈ BRO(H) and x, y ∈ H:

(5.12) 〈[S, T, x], y〉R = 〈x, [T ∗, S∗, y]〉R
Proof. From Theorem 5.9 we deduce the following chain of equalities:

〈[S, T, x], y〉R = 〈(S ⊚ T − S ◦ T )(x), y〉R = 〈x, (S ⊚ T − S ◦ T )∗y〉R = 〈x, [T ∗, S∗, y]〉R,
which prove the assertion. �

Remark 5.11. So far, we introduced various types of associators and we deduced some
relations among which (5.12) is the most general one. In fact, from (5.12), we can derive
both (4.4) and (2.4).

Let S = Lp, where p ∈ O. For any T ∈ BRO(H), x, y ∈ H it is evident from (5.12)
that

〈[Lp, T, x], y〉R =
〈

x, [T ∗, L∗
p, y]

〉

R
.(5.13)

Combining with Lemma 3.6, we obtain that

〈Bp(T, x), y〉R = 〈x,−Bp(T
∗, y)〉

R
= 〈x,Bp(T

∗, y)〉
R
,

namely (4.4). Letting T = Lq for any q ∈ O in (4.4), we deduce

〈[x, p, q], y〉
R
= 〈[q, x, p], y〉

R
= 〈Bp(x,Lq), y〉R = 〈x,Bp(y, Lq)〉R = −〈x, [y, p, q]〉

R
.

This establishes (2.4).

6. Octonionic Polarization Identity and the Slice Cone

This section establishes an octonionic analog of the polarization identity, a cornerstone of
spectral theory in associative settings. The non-associative nature of octonions necessitates
restricting quadratic forms to geometrically significant subsets—the slice cones—to allow
well-defined sesquilinear forms. We define these structures and derive the polarization
identity, which underpins our characterization of self-adjoint operators (Theorem 6.2).
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6.1. Slice Decomposition and Sesquilinear Forms. Let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule
and T be a right para-linear operator on H. Let us set φT (x, y) := 〈Tx, y〉 and let us
denote, for short:

φ(x, y) := 〈Tx, y〉
for any x, y ∈ H. Let Q(x) := 〈Tx, x〉. We aim to express φ in terms of Q.

Firstly, we point out that φ is determined by its value on ReH ×ReH. Indeed, for any
x, y ∈ H, we have the decompositions

x =

7
∑

i=0

xiei, y =

7
∑

i=0

yiei

with xi, yi ∈ ReH for i = 0, . . . , 7. It follows that

φ(x, y) = φ





7
∑

i=0

xiei,
7
∑

j=0

yjej



(6.1)

=

7
∑

i,j=0

(

eiφ(xi, yj)
)

ej .

Thus, φ is uniquely specified by its values φ(xi, yj) for xi, yj ∈ ReH.
The key insight is that the quadratic form Q(x) on the slice cone determines φ. This

notion is adapted from slice analysis [19].

Definition 6.1 (Slice Cone). The slice cone of H is the set

C(H) :=
⋃

J∈S

(ReH + J ReH) ,

where S = {J ∈ ImO : |J | = 1} is the sphere of unit imaginary octonions. Elements
z = u+ Jv ∈ C(H) with u, v ∈ ReH are called slice paravectors.

6.2. Octonionic Polarization Identity. To express φ(x, y) for x, y ∈ ReH in terms of
Q, let us define the auxiliary function:

m(x, y) :=
1

2
(Q(x+ y)−Q(x− y)) = 〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉.

For i, j = 1, . . . , 7 and x, y ∈ ReH, define:

Aij(x, y) := m(x, y) + eim(x, yei) +m(x, yej)ej ,

Bij(x, y) := [eim(x, y(eiej))] ej ,

Cij(x, y) := ei [m(x, y(eiej))ej ] .

The polarization identity is then given by
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Theorem 6.2 (Octonionic Polarization Identity). For x, y ∈ ReH,

(6.2) 〈Tx, y〉 = 1

56

7
∑

i,j=1
i 6=j

(2Aij +Bij + Cij)(x, y) −
1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(x, y)−
1

2
m(x, y).

Proof. For simplicity, we denote Aij(x, y) = Aij and similar notations for Bij, Cij . Recall
that x, y ∈ ReH. With Lemma 2.9 in mind, for all i, j = 1 . . . , 7, we have

Aij = m(x, y) + eim(x, yei) +m(x, yej)ej(6.3)

= 〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉+ ei(〈Tx, yei〉+ 〈T (yei), x〉) + (〈Tx, yej〉+ 〈T (yej), x〉)ej
= 〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉+ ei(〈Tx, y〉 ei + ei 〈Ty, x〉) + (〈Tx, y〉 ej + ej 〈Ty, x〉)ej
= 〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉+ ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei − 〈Ty, x〉+ 〈Tx, y〉+ ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej
= 2 〈Tx, y〉+ ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei + ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej .

We next compute Bij for i 6= j. By direct calculations, we have

Bij = [eim(x, y(eiej))]ej(6.4)

=
[

ei

(〈

Tx, y(eiej)
〉

+
〈

T (y(eiej)), x
〉)]

ej

=
(

ei
[

〈Tx, y〉 (eiej)
]

+ ei
[

(eiej) 〈Ty, x〉
]

)

ej .

It follows from i 6= j that

eiej = −eiej .

We conclude from the Moufang identity

x(a(xy)) = (xax)y

that the first term
(

ei
[

〈Tx, y〉 (eiej)
]

)

ej is

(

ei
[

〈Tx, y〉 (eiej)
]

)

ej =
(

− ei
[

〈Tx, y〉 (eiej)
]

)

ej(6.5)

=
(

−
[

ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei
]

ej

)

ej

= ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei.
Similarly, we conclude from the Moufang identity

y(xax) = ((yx)a)x

that the second term
(

ei
[

(eiej) 〈Ty, x〉
]

)

ej becomes

(

ei
[

(eiej) 〈Ty, x〉
]

)

ej = ei

(

[

(eiej) 〈Ty, x〉
]

ej

)

+ [ei, (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉 , ej ](6.6)

= ei

(

ei
[

ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej
]

)

− [ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉]
= −ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej − [ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉].
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Substituting (6.5) and (6.6) into (6.4), we obtain for i 6= j,

Bij = ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei − ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej − [ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉].(6.7)

Similarly, for i 6= j, we have

Cij = ei[m(x, y(eiej))ej ](6.8)

= ei

(

(
〈

Tx, y(eiej)
〉

+
〈

T (y(eiej)), x
〉

)ej

)

= ei

(

(〈Tx, y〉 (eiej) + (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉)ej
)

= −ei

(

(

〈Tx, y〉 (eiej)
)

ej

)

+ ei

(

(

(eiej) 〈Ty, x〉
)

ej

)

= −ei

(

〈Tx, y〉
(

(eiej)ej
)

+ [〈Tx, y〉 , eiej , ej ]
)

+ ei

(

ei(ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej)
)

= ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei − ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej − ei[〈Tx, y〉 , eiej , ej ].
By the Five-Terms identity (2.1), we have

[ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Tx, y〉](6.9)

= ei[ej , eiej , 〈Tx, y〉] + [ei, ej , eiej ] 〈Tx, y〉 − [eiej , eiej , 〈Tx, y〉] + [ei, ej(eiej), 〈Tx, y〉]
= ei[ej , eiej , 〈Tx, y〉]
= −ei[〈Tx, y〉 , eiej, ej ]

Substituting (6.9) into (6.8), we obtain

(6.10) Cij = ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei − ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej + [ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Tx, y〉].
We next compute

∑

Aij ,
∑

i 6=j(Aij + Bij) and
∑

i 6=j(Aij + Cij) for x, y ∈ ReH. We
denote

α := 〈Tx, y〉 , β := 〈Ty, x〉
for simplicity. By identity (2.3), it is easy to obtain

12Re x− 5x =
7
∑

i=1

eixei.

It follows that
7
∑

i,j=1

Aij = 98 〈Tx, y〉+
7
∑

i,j=1

ei 〈Tx, y〉 ei +
7
∑

i,j=1

ej 〈Ty, x〉 ej(6.11)

= 98 〈Tx, y〉+ 7(12Re 〈Tx, y〉 − 5 〈Tx, y〉)− 7(12Re 〈Ty, x〉 − 5 〈Ty, x〉)
= 63 〈Tx, y〉+ 35 〈Ty, x〉+ 84(Re 〈Tx, y〉 − Re 〈Ty, x〉)
= 63α + 35β + 84(Reα− Re β).

Recall the identity (identity (3.4) in [24]):

Im p = − 1

48

7
∑

i,j=1

[ei, ej , (eiej)p](6.12)
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for any p ∈ O. It follows that

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij +Bij) =
7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

2 〈Tx, y〉 −
7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

[ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉](6.13)

= 84 〈Tx, y〉 −
7
∑

i,j=1

[ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Ty, x〉]

= 84 〈Tx, y〉+ 48Im 〈Ty, x〉
= 84α+ 48Im β

and

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij + Cij) =

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

2 〈Tx, y〉+
7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

[ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Tx, y〉](6.14)

= 84 〈Tx, y〉+
7
∑

i,j=1

[ei, ej , (eiej) 〈Tx, y〉]

= 84 〈Tx, y〉 − 48Im 〈Tx, y〉
= 84α− 48Im α.

Hence

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij −
84

48

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij +Bij)−
84

48

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij + Cij)(6.15)

= 63α + 35β + 84(Reα− Reβ)− 84

48
· 84α− 84Im β − 84

48
· 84α + 84Im α

= −147α − 49β.

Combining this with

m(x, y) = 〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉 = α+ β,(6.16)

we have
7
∑

i,j=1

Aij −
84

48

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij +Bij)−
84

48

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(Aij + Cij) + 49m(x, y) = −98α.(6.17)

Solving for α gives (6.2). �

Example 6.3 (Identity Operator). For T = I and x, y ∈ ReH, let α = 〈x, y〉 ∈ R. Then:

• m(x, y) = 2α
• Aij = 2α (since m(x, yei) = 0 by Lemma 2.9)
• Bij = Cij = 0 (by associator antisymmetry).
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Substituting in (6.2) we obtain:

〈Ix, y〉 = 1

56

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

4α − 1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

2α − α =
168α

56
− 98α

98
− α = α,

confirming Theorem 6.2 for the identity operator.

Remark 6.4. The quaternionic case admits a significantly simpler polarization identity
due to associativity [34]. For a quaternionic Hilbert space (considered in the left-module
setting) and operators acting on it, the polarization identity reduces to:

〈Tx, y〉 = 1

2
(m(x, y) + e1m(x, e1y) +m(x, e2y)e2 + e1m(x, e3y)e2) ,

where {1, e1, e2, e3} is a standard basis for the quaternions H with e1e2 = e3. In contrast,
the octonionic version (Theorem 6.2) requires:

• Summation over all index pairs (i, j),
• Correction terms Bij and Cij ,
• Additional coefficients accounting for non-associative deviations.

This structural complexity reflects the fundamental role of non-associativity in octonionic
functional analysis, necessitating more intricate formulas to recover sesquilinear forms from
quadratic restrictions.

6.3. General Sesquilinear Reconstruction. For arbitrary elements x, y ∈ H, we use
the real decomposition

x =
7
∑

i=0

eixi, y =
7
∑

j=0

ejyj (xi, yj ∈ ReH)

and the component-wise polarization identity (Theorem 6.2) to reconstruct the full sesquilin-
ear form. Substituting into the expansion (6.1) yields:

Corollary 6.5 (General Polarization Identity). Let H be an Hilbert O-bimodule and let T
be a right para-linear operator. The sesquilinear form 〈Tx, y〉 is completely determined by
the quadratic form on the slice cone, i.e.:

(1) For general x =
∑7

i=0 eixi, y =
∑7

j=0 ejyj (xi, yj ∈ ReH):

〈Tx, y〉 =

7
∑

ℓ,k=0

eℓ









1

56

7
∑

i,j=1
i 6=j

(

2Aij(xℓ, yk) +Bij(xℓ, yk) +Cij(xℓ, yk)
)

− 1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(xℓ, yk)−
1

2
m(xℓ, yk)









ek.

(2) If 〈Tx, x〉 = 0 for all x ∈ C(H), then T = 0
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This foundational result establishes C(H) as the definitive geometric domain for spectral
analysis in octonionic Hilbert spaces. The restriction of the quadratic form to the slice cone
completely determines para-linear operators, a property that underpins our characteriza-
tion of self-adjointness (Theorem 7.6) and spectral decomposition (Theorem 10.2).

7. Para-Linear Self-Adjoint Operators

Building on the algebraic and geometric foundations developed in the previous sections,
this section turns to a central object in operator theory, namely para-linear self-adjoint
operators. In classical Hilbert spaces, self-adjointness plays a pivotal role in spectral the-
ory, but its extension to octonionic settings has long been obstructed by non-associativity.
Within the framework of para-linearity and the slice cone geometry, we introduce and rig-
orously characterize self-adjoint para-linear operators. By using the octonionic polarization
identity, we establish that self-adjointness corresponds precisely to real-valued quadratic
forms on the slice cone. This geometric criterion forms the cornerstone for the spectral
decomposition results that follows.

Throughout this section, let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule equipped with an O-inner
product 〈·, ·〉.
Definition 7.1. A para-linear operator T : H → H is self-adjoint if T = T ∗, where T ∗ is
the adjoint defined in (4.1).

Remark 7.2. The self-adjointness condition T = T ∗ coincides with the real-linear adjoint
since T ∗ = T ∗R when viewed in the real Hilbert space (H, 〈·, ·〉R).

We first characterize self-adjointness for O-linear operators, where associativity simplifies
the analysis:

Lemma 7.3. Let T : H → H be (right) O-linear, i.e., T (xp) = (Tx)p for all x ∈ H and
p ∈ O. The following are equivalent:

(a) T is self-adjoint,
(b) 〈Tx, y〉 = 〈x, Ty〉 for all x, y ∈ H,
(c) 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R for all x ∈ H.

Proof. Since T is O-linear, it follows from (4.2) that [y, T, x] = 0 for all x, y ∈ H. Thus
〈Tx, y〉 = 〈x, T ∗y〉. The equivalence (a)⇔(b) and (b)⇒(c) follow classically. For (c)⇒(b),
see the sufficient part of the proof of Theorem 7.6 below which is independent from Lemma
7.3. �

For general para-linear operators, the characterization requires careful handling of non-
associativity.

Lemma 7.4. Let T be para-linear and self-adjoint. The following are equivalent:

(a) 〈Tx, y〉 = 〈x, Ty〉 for all x, y ∈ H;
(b) 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R for all x ∈ H;
(c) T is O-linear.
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Proof. (c)⇒(a) follows from Lemma 7.3, and (a)⇒(b) is immediate. We prove (b)⇒(c).
Since T is self-adjoint,

〈Tx, x〉 = 〈x, T ∗x〉+ [x, T, x] = 〈x, Tx〉+ [x, T, x].

Condition (b) implies Im (〈Tx, x〉) = 0, so [x, T, x] = 0. For arbitrary x, y ∈ H, the
identity [x+ y, T, x+ y] = 0 yields

[y, T, x] = −[x, T, y] = −[y, T ∗, x] = −[y, T, x],

where we used Lemma 4.4. Thus [y, T, x] = 0 for all x, y ∈ H. By (4.2), 〈Bej (T, x), y〉R = 0
for all j and y, so Bej(T, x) = 0. Hence T is O-linear. �

Remark 7.5. A consequence of the previous result is that if a para-linear, self-adjoint T
is not O-linear, there exists x ∈ H such that 〈Tx, x〉 /∈ R.

The central result of this section provides a characterization of self-adjointness through
the slice cone C(H) :=

⋃

J∈S(ReH + J ReH).

Theorem 7.6. A para-linear operator T : H → H is self-adjoint if and only if 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R

for all x ∈ C(H).

To prove this result, we need to establish the following lemma at first.

Lemma 7.7. Let T be a para-linear operator on H. Let us set

Q(x) := 〈Tx, x〉 , 2m(x, y) := Q(x+ y)−Q(x− y).

Then for all x, y ∈ ReH and all J ∈ S, we have

m(x, yJ) +m(y, xJ) = [m(x, y), J ].(7.1)

Proof. Note that x, y ∈ ReH. In view of Lemma 2.9, we have

m(x, yJ) +m(y, xJ) = 〈Tx, yJ〉+ 〈T (yJ), x〉+ 〈Ty, xJ〉+ 〈T (xJ), y〉
= (〈Tx, y〉+ 〈Ty, x〉)J + J(〈Ty, x〉+ 〈Tx, y〉)
= [m(x, y), J ].

�

Proof of Theorem 7.6. We first prove the sufficiency. Assume that T is self-adjoint. Then
for all x ∈ ReH, we have

〈Tx, x〉 = 〈x, T ∗x〉 = 〈x, Tx〉 = 〈Tx, x〉
and hence 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R. For any z = x + yJ ∈ C(H) with x, y ∈ ReH and J ∈ S, we
conclude from Lemma 2.9 that

〈Tz, z〉 = 〈Tx, x〉+ 〈T (yJ), x〉+ 〈Tx, yJ〉+ 〈T (yJ), yJ〉
= 〈Tx, x〉+ |J |2 〈Ty, y〉+ 2Re (〈Tx, y〉J) ∈ R.

Next we prove the necessity. Fix x, y ∈ ReH arbitrarily. Let

Aij = m(x, y) + eim(x, yei) +m(x, yej)ej ,
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and
Bij = [eim(x, y(eiej))]ej , Cij = ei[m(x, y(eiej))ej ]

as usual. Since 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R for all x ∈ C(H), it follows that

2m(x, yei) := Q(x+ yei)−Q(x− yei) ∈ R

for i = 0, . . . , 7. Hence

Bij(x, y) = Cij(x, y).(7.2)

Noticing that x, y ∈ ReH, it follows that 〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈Tx, y〉 . In view of Theorem 6.2,
we conclude from (7.2) that

〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈Tx, y〉 = 1

56

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(2Aij + 2Bij)(x, y)−
1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(x, y)−
1

2
m(x, y).(7.3)

We now show that
〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈x, Ty〉 .

To this end, we compute Aij(y, x). Since m(x, yei) ∈ R for each i = 0, . . . , 7, it follows
from (7.1) that

Aij(y, x) = m(y, x)− eim(y, xei)− ejm(y, xej)

= m(y, x) + eim(x, yei) + ejm(x, yej).

Noticing that
m(x, y) = m(y, x),

we conclude that

Aij(y, x) = m(x, y) + eim(x, yei) + ejm(x, yej) = Aij(x, y).(7.4)

Similarly, we also have

Bij(y, x) = Bij(x, y).(7.5)

Utilizing (7.4) and (7.5), we conclude from Theorem 6.2 again that

〈x, Ty〉 = 〈Ty, x〉

=
1

56

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

2Aij(y, x) + 2Bij(y, x) −
1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(y, x) −
1

2
m(y, x)

=
1

56

7
∑

i,j=1,

i6=j

(2Aij + 2Bij)(x, y)−
1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(x, y)−
1

2
m(x, y).

Combing this with (7.3), we obtain that

〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈x, Ty〉
for arbitrarily fixed x, y ∈ ReH. This yields Ty = T ∗y for arbitrarily fixed y ∈ ReH. Note
that T ∗ is also para-linear by Theorem 4.5. Thus we get from Lemma 2.6 that T = T ∗. �
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Remark 7.8. Theorem 7.6 holds analogously for quaternionic Hilbert bimodules, empha-
sizing the universality of the slice cone characterization.

8. Strong Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors

The non-associativity of octonions entails a refined approach to spectral theory, par-
ticularly regarding the eigenvalue problem. The classical eigenvalue equation Tz = λz
fails to maintain coherence within the framework of para-linear operators, since the left
multiplication by λ does not align with right para-linearity. Thus, we focus on slice paravec-
tors, elements contained entirely within a single complex slice, and introduce the spectral
parameter acting on the right. This naturally motivates the concept of a strong eigenpair.

In this section, H denotes a Hilbert O-bimodule, while C(H) denotes the slice cone.

8.1. Definition and Fundamental Properties.

Definition 8.1 (Strong eigenpair). Let T ∈ BRO(H). A nonzero slice paravector z ∈
C(H) is called a strong eigenvector associated to a strong eigenvalue λ ∈ O if

Tz = zλ.

Remark 8.2. The choice Tz = zλ is consistent with right para-linearity, preserving slice
coherence. Restricting z to C(H) ensures compatibility with the octonionic geometric struc-
ture, thus establishing a meaningful spectral theory.

In this paper we have been considering the notion of right para-linearity. Although the
notions of left and right para-linearity are different, but somewhat equivalent from a math-
ematical point of view, for physical applications the side on which linearity (and so para-
linearity) is considered is crucial. This is relevant in quaternionic quantum mechanics, see
the well-known Adler’s book [1], in which it is shown that right linearity and right eigen-
values are the relevant concepts while the left versions seem less useful. This is the ground
for our choice of the side of para-linearity.

We note that quaternionic spectral theory is well established since the definition of the
S-spectrum in 2006 (see the Introduction of [10] for some historical remarks). Since then,
there has been an extensive development of the theory, including new functional calculi
and spectral decompositions tailored specifically to quaternionic linear operators, see e.g.
[13, 12, 18, 3, 7], the books [14, 10, 9] and the references therein. This theory makes use of
the appropriate notion of spectrum for quaternionic operators and allows an associative-
based spectral decomposition approach.

Example 8.3. Consider the octonionic Hermitian matrix

M =

(

t p
p s

)

, t, s ∈ R, p ∈ O \ {0}.

Selecting J ∈ S such that p ∈ CJ , the restriction of M to C
2
J ⊂ C(H) with H = O

2

yields a classical complex Hermitian operator, whose eigenvalues are strong eigenvalues,
each admitting strong eigenvectors within C

2
J .
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8.2. Reality of Strong Eigenvalues for Self-adjoint Operators. Theorem 8.6 shows
that self-adjoint operators are characterized by the fact that the quadratic form 〈Tx, x〉 is
real-valued, for all x ∈ C(H). The following result is an immediate consequence:

Corollary 8.4. Let T ∈ BRO(H) and T = T ∗ and suppose Tz = zλ, where z 6= 0 is a
strong eigenvector. Then λ ∈ R.

Proof. By Theorem 7.6, 〈Tz, z〉 ∈ R. Using self-adjointness and Lemma 2.9(3), we get

〈Tz, z〉 = 〈zλ, z〉 = λ〈z, z〉.
Since 〈z, z〉 > 0, it follows that λ ∈ R, so λ ∈ R. �

8.3. Orthogonality and Weak Associative Bases. The properties of para-linear pro-
jections necessitate a refined notion of orthogonality to ensure that spectral decompositions
behave as in the classical case within slices.

We begin with the notion of weak associative orthogonality [23].

Definition 8.5. A family {xα}α∈Λ ⊂ H is said to be:

• orthonormal if 〈xα, xβ〉 = δαβ ;
• weak associative orthonormal if it is orthonormal and satisfies Bp(xα, xβ) = 0
for all p ∈ O;

• a weak associative orthonormal basis if it is maximal with respect to these
properties.

This formulation ensures the validity of Parseval’s identity, as in the classical Hilbert
space theory.

Theorem 8.6 (Parseval Identity [23, Thm. 5.7]). Let {xα} be a weak associative orthonor-
mal basis of H. For every x ∈ H,

x =
∑

α

xα〈xα, x〉, ‖x‖2 =
∑

α

|〈xα, x〉|2.

Moreover, eigenvectors corresponding to distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal and weakly
associative, in fact we have the following:

Theorem 8.7 (Orthogonality of distinct eigenvectors). Suppose T ∈ BRO(H), T = T ∗

and Tzk = zkλk for zk ∈ C(H) \ {0}, with distinct eigenvalues λ1 6= λ2. Then:

(1) [z2, T, z1] = 0;
(2) 〈z1, z2〉 = 0;
(3) {z1, z2} is weak associative orthonormal.

Proof. Write zk = xk + Jkyk for xk, yk ∈ ReH and Jk ∈ S (k = 1, 2). By Corollary 8.4, we
know that λk ∈ R.
Let us prove point (1). From (4.1) and self-adjointness of T we have

(8.1) (λ1 − λ2)〈z1, z2〉 = 〈Tz1, z2〉 − 〈z1, T z2〉 = −[z2, T, z1].
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By Lemma 4.3 and (4.2) we deduce

(8.2) [z2, T, z1] =
7
∑

i=1

ei〈z2, Bei(T, J1y1)〉R =
7
∑

i=1

ei Re
(

〈Ty1, y2〉[ei, J2, J1]
)

.

• Case J1 = ±J2: The associator [ei, J2, J1] vanishes by antisymmetry, so the right-
hand side is 0.

• Case J1 6= ±J2: Define J ′
2 := J2 − c J1 with c = 〈J2, J1〉R. Then J1 ⊥R J ′

2, where
⊥R denotes orthogonality in the Euclidean space O ∼= R

8. In particular,

[ei, J2, J1] = [ei, J
′
2, J1] (i = 0, . . . , 7).

By a suitable scaling and change of basis, we may assume without loss of generality
that

J1 = e1, J ′
2 = e2.

Let He1,e2 be the quaternionic subalgebra generated by e1 and e2, and let H
⊥R

e1,e2

denote its Euclidean orthogonal complement in O. A direct computation shows
that, for any z1, z2 ∈ H,

[z2, T, z1] =

7
∑

i=1

ei Re
(

〈Ty1, y2〉 [ei, e2, e1]
)

∈ H
⊥R

e1,e2
,

where [·, ·, ·] is the associator on O. On the other hand, by direct calculations we
deduce

(λ1 − λ2) 〈z1, z2〉 ∈ He1,e2 ,

and hence (8.1) forces

[z2, T, z1] ∈ He1,e2 ∩H
⊥R

e1,e2
= {0}.

Therefore [z2, T, z1] = 0.

Let us prove point (2). Point (1) and (8.1) imply 〈z1, z2〉 = 0.

Let us prove point (3). To show Bp(z1, z2) = 0 for all p ∈ O:

Bp(z1, z2) = 〈J1y1, J2y2〉p− 〈J1y1, (J2y2)p〉 = [J1, J2, p]〈y1, y2〉.
• Case J1 = ±J2: The associator vanishes identically.
• Case J1 6= ±J2: Expand 〈z1, z2〉 = 0:

〈x1, x2〉+ J1〈y1, x2〉+ 〈x1, y2〉J2 + J1J2〈y1, y2〉 = 0.

Since {1, J1, J2, J1J2} is linearly independent in the real vector space O, it follows
that 〈y1, y2〉 = 0. Thus Bp(z1, z2) = 0.

This completes the proof. �

The framework of strong eigenpairs isolates the slice-compatible part of the spectrum
and underpins a rigorous spectral decomposition. The following key facts will be used (note
that items (1)–(2) have already been established):

(1) Strong eigenvalues of self-adjoint para-linear operators are real.
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(2) Strong eigenvectors associated with distinct eigenvalues form orthogonal, weakly
associative systems.

(3) For z ∈ C(H), the slice projections Pz : x 7→ z〈z, x〉 are para-linear, self-adjoint,
and idempotent, enabling spectral diagonalization (see Section 9).

9. Projection Operators in Octonionic Hilbert Spaces

This section develops the theory of projection operators associated with slice paravectors
in octonionic Hilbert spaces. These operators are fundamental for the spectral decomposi-
tion of para-linear self-adjoint operators that will be established in Section 10.

9.1. Slice Projection Operators. Let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule. For any slice par-
avector z ∈ C(H), we define the associated slice projection operator Pz : H → H by

Pz(x) := z〈z, x〉, x ∈ H.

The requirement z ∈ C(H) is essential for the following fundamental properties.

Theorem 9.1 (Properties of Slice Projections). For any z ∈ C(H) with ‖z‖ = 1, the
operator Pz satisfies:

(1) Para-linearity: Pz ∈ BRO(H),
(2) Self-adjointness: P ∗

z = Pz,
(3) Idempotence: Pz ⊚ Pz = Pz,
(4) Range and kernel: kerPz = z⊥ and RanPz = zO.

Proof. Write z = u+ Jv with u, v ∈ ReH and J ∈ S.

(1) Para-linearity : For p ∈ O and x ∈ H, consider the second associator

Bp(Pz, x) = Pz(x)p − Pz(xp) = (z〈z, x〉)p − z〈z, xp〉.
Using the real part operator and Lemma 2.9(3), we deduce

ReBp(Pz , x) = Re ([z, 〈z, x〉, p] + zBp(z, x)) = Re(zBp(z, x)).

For z = u+ Jv ∈ C(H) with u, v ∈ ReH, we compute from (2.5) and Lemma 2.9(4) that:

Bp(z, x) = Bp(u+ Jv, x)

= Bp(Jv, x)

= −Bp(x, Jv).

Then:

Re(zBp(z, x)) = −Re((u+ Jv)Bp(x, Jv))

= −Re(uBp(x, Jv)) − Re(JvBp(x, Jv))

= −vRe(JBp(x, Jv)).

Now, using identity (5.5) we get:

−vRe(JBp(x, Jv)) = −vRe(JBp(〈x, ·〉, vJ)) = 0
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This completes the proof that ReBp(Pz, x) = 0. Thus Pz is para-linear.

(2) Self-adjointness: By Theorem 4.5, P ∗
z is para-linear. For x, y ∈ H, it follows from

Lemma 2.9 that

〈Pz(x), y〉R = Re
(

〈z, x〉〈z, y〉
)

= Re
(

〈z, y〉〈z, x〉
)

= 〈Pz(y), x〉R.

In view of Remark 4.2, we have P ∗
z = Pz.

(3) Idempotence: By (2.5) and ‖z‖ = 1:

Pz ⊚ Pz(x) = z〈z, z〈z, x〉〉 = z (〈z, z〉〈z, x〉) = z〈z, x〉 = Pz(x).

(4) Range and kernel : Immediate from the definition and 〈z, z〉 = 1. �

Remark 9.2. The slice condition z ∈ C(H) is necessary for para-linearity. For counterex-
amples such as z = (e1, e2) ∈ O

2 \C(O2), the map x 7→ z〈z, x〉 fails to be para-linear.

9.2. Interplay with Spectral Theory. Projection operators commute with para-linear
operators when restricted to eigenspaces, as proved in the next result.

Theorem 9.3 (Eigenprojection Commutation). Let T ∈ BRO(H) be para-linear and self-
adjoint, and z ∈ C(H) a strong eigenvector with real eigenvalue λ (Corollary 8.4). Then

T ⊚ Pz = Pz ⊙ λ.

Proof. For x ∈ ReH:

(T ⊚ Pz)(x) = T (Pz(x)) = T (z〈z, x〉).
Noting that λ ∈ R and Tz = zλ, it follows that

T (z〈z, x〉) = (Tz)〈z, x〉 −B〈z,x〉(T, z) = λz〈z, x〉 −B〈z,x〉(T, z).

Since z = u + Jv with u, v ∈ ReH, by part (3) of Theorem 2.5 and part (1) of Theorem
2.11, we have

B〈z,x〉(T, z) =
7
∑

i=1

eiReT ([z, 〈z, x〉 , ei])

=
7
∑

i=1

eiReT ([a+ Jb, 〈a+ Jb, x〉 , ei])

=
7
∑

i=1

〈b, x〉 eiReT (b[J, J, ei])

= 0.

The result follows by para-linearity and agreement on ReH. �

The commutation relation proved above is pivotal for the spectral decomposition in
Section 10, where self-adjoint operators are diagonalized via slice projections.
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10. Spectral Decomposition of Compact Self-Adjoint Operators

This section establishes the spectral decomposition for compact self-adjoint para-linear
operators on octonionic Hilbert spaces, resolving another fundamental challenge in non-
associative functional analysis. The absence of associativity necessitates a geometrically
constrained spectral theory, culminating in a Hilbert-Schmidt-type theorem that general-
izes classical results, while respecting the octonionic structure.

10.1. Strong Eigenvalues and Standard Spectral Data. Let H be a Hilbert O-
bimodule and T ∈ BRO(H) be a compact self-adjoint para-linear operator. For simplicity,
we confine ourselves to the point spectrum case. The spectrum σ(T ) consists of λ ∈ O

where the eigenspace

Eλ(T ) := {x ∈ H : Tx = xλ}
is non-trivial. To ensure spectral significance, we restrict to strong eigenvalues compatible
with slice geometry.

By Corollary 8.4, strong eigenvalues are real. For the spectral decomposition, we require:

Definition 10.1 (Standard Strong Eigenvalue). A strong eigenvalue λ ∈ σ(T ) is called a
standard strong eigenvalue if there exists an orthonormal system {zi}i∈Λ ⊂ C(H) of
strong eigenvectors such that

(1) Tzi = ziλ for all i ∈ Λ;

(2) Eλ(T ) ⊂ spanO{zi}i∈Λ :=

{

N
∑

k=1

zikpk : N ∈ N, ik ∈ Λ, pk ∈ O

}

.

This ensures that eigenspaces are generated by slice-orthogonal systems in C(H).

10.2. Main Spectral Theorem. The following represents a fundamental result in octo-
nionic spectral theory:

Theorem 10.2 (Hilbert-Schmidt Theorem). Let T ∈ BRO(H) be compact, self-adjoint,
and para-linear with all eigenvalues standard strong. Then there exists a weak associative
orthonormal basis {zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ such that:

(1) Tzi = λizi with λi ∈ R \ {0} for i ∈ N , where N is finite or countable. If N
infinite, limi→∞ λi = 0;

(2) Tzα = 0 for α ∈ Λ;
(3) For any x ∈ H,

Tx =
∑

i∈N

λiPzix

with norm convergence, where Pzi(x) = zi〈zi, x〉 is the para-linear projection.

Proof. Since each eigenvalue of T is a standard strong eigenvalue and T is an R-linear
compact operator, its real spectrum σR(T ) coincides with σ(T ). By classical theory for
real linear compact operators, σ(T ) is at most countable with 0 as the only possible accu-
mulation point. Thus, N is at most countable and limi→∞ λi = 0.
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By Definition 10.1, for each λ ∈ σ(T ), there exists an orthonormal system {zi}i∈Π of
strong eigenvectors such that

Eλ(T ) ⊂ spanO{zi}i∈Λ.

For any zi, zj with i 6= j ∈ Λ, if there exists J ∈ S such that zi, zj ∈ CJ(H), then

Bp(zi, zj) = [p, J̄ , J ] 〈yi, yj〉 = 0,

where yi = Re (ziJ̄) and yj is defined similarly.
Now suppose zi ∈ CI(H), zj ∈ CJ(H) with I 6= ±J . From 〈zi, zj〉 = 0 and Theorem

8.7(3), we obtain Bp(zi, zj) = 0. By Theorem 8.7, the set {zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ forms a weak
associative orthonormal set.

Viewing T as a real linear compact operator, we have

H =
⊕

i∈N

Eλi
(T )⊕ kerT ⊂ spanO ({zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ) ⊂ H.

Thus, {zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ is a weak associative orthonormal basis for H.
Next, we show that Tx =

∑

i∈N λiPzi(x) for all x ∈ H. Since limi→∞ λi = 0, for any
ǫ > 0, there exists N ∈ N such that |λi| 6 ǫ for i > N . By the Parseval Theorem (Theorem
8.6),

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

i∈N

λiPzi(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

i∈N

λizi 〈zi, x〉
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
N
∑

i=1

|λi 〈zi, x〉 |2 +
∞
∑

i=N+1

|λi 〈zi, x〉 |2

6

N
∑

i=1

|λi 〈zi, x〉 |2 + ǫ2‖x‖2.

This proves norm convergence, so the operator Px =
∑

i∈N λiPzi(x) is para-linear. To
show T = P , by Lemma 2.6(2), it suffices to verify Tx = Px for x ∈ ReH. The Parseval
Theorem gives

x =
∑

i∈N

Pzi(x) +
∑

α∈Λ

Pzα(x).
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Since x ∈ ReH and T is para-linear and continuous, Lemma 9.3 yields

Tx = T

(

∑

i∈N

Pzi(x) +
∑

α∈Λ

Pzα(x)

)

=
∑

i∈N

(T ⊚ Pzi)(x) +
∑

α∈Λ

(T ⊚ Pzα)(x)

=
∑

i∈N

(Pzi ⊙ λi)(x)

=
∑

i∈N

λiPzi(x).

The last equality holds because T ⊚ Pzα = 0 for zα ∈ ker T . This completes the proof. �

Remark 10.3. If T can be decomposed into a sum of projections

T =
∑

i

λiPzi

with 〈zi, zj〉 = δij , then by the requirement of para-linearity, we must have zi ∈ C(H) and

Tzi = λizi.

This implies each λi is a standard eigenvalue of T . That is, to decompose a para-linear
operator T into a sum of projections, it is natural to require the eigenvalues to be standard
strong.

10.3. Finite Rank Operators. The finite rank case admits a particularly elegant decom-
position.

Definition 10.4 (Finite Rank Operator). T ∈ BRO(H) has rank n if RanT is an O-
submodule and

dimO(Ran T ) := dimRRe(Ran T ) = n.

Theorem 10.5 (Finite Rank Spectral Decomposition). Let the self-adjoint, para-linear T
have rank n, with n pairwise orthogonal strong eigenvectors {zk}nk=1 ⊂ C(H) and eigenval-
ues λk ∈ R. Then

T =
n
∑

k=1

λkPzk .

Proof. By Theorem 10.2, {zk} is weak associative orthonormal. Let M = RanT . If there
exists w ∈ M with ‖w‖ = 1 and 〈w, zk〉 = 0 for any k, then

S = {w} ∪ {zkei : 1 6 k 6 n, 0 6 i 6 7}
is orthonormal in (M, 〈·, ·〉R). But |S| = 1+ 8n > dimRM = 8n, contradiction. Thus {zk}
O-spans M , and decomposition follows from Theorem 10.2. �

Corollary 10.6. If T has rank n, is self-adjoint and para-linear, and has n distinct strong
eigenvalues, then T =

∑n
k=1 λkPzk .



OCTONIONIC SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS 35

10.4. Geometric Interpretation. The spectral decomposition reveals how octonionic
non-associativity shapes diagonalization:

• Slice-Constrained Eigenvectors: Eigenvectors in C(H) ensure para-linearity of
projections Pz (Theorem 9.1).

• Weak Associativity: Weak associative orthogonality Bp(zi, zj) = 0 enables con-
vergent projection sums and

(10.1) PzjPzi = δijPzi ∀ i, j.

• Real Spectrum: Strong eigenvalues λi ∈ R reflect self-adjointness (Corollary 8.4).

This framework transforms non-associativity from an obstruction into a structured feature,
enabling rigorous spectral analysis in octonionic Hilbert spaces.

11. Functional Calculus for Compact Self-Adjoint Operators

This section develops a functional calculus for compact, self-adjoint, para-linear oper-
ators with standard strong eigenvalues on octonionic Hilbert spaces. The non-associative
nature of O requires a specific approach, where the real part of operators and functions
plays a central role. We establish left and right functional calculi Φ and Ψ, prove some
core properties, and demonstrate independence from spectral decompositions.

11.1. Preliminaries and Function Space. Let H be a Hilbert O-bimodule and T ∈
BRO(H) a compact self-adjoint para-linear operator whose eigenvalues are standard strong
eigenvalues (Definition 10.1). By Theorem 10.2, there is a weak associative orthonormal
basis consisting of strong eigenvectors {zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ such that

Tzi = λizi, i ∈ N Tzα = 0, α ∈ Λ,

and T admits a spectral decomposition:

T =
∞
∑

i=1

λiPzi .

The spectrum σ(T ) = {λi} ∪ {0} is a compact subset of R.
Define R as the algebra of O-valued functions f on σ(T ) such that

sup
q∈σ(T )

|f(q)| < +∞.

Equip R with:

• Octonionic multiplication:

(pf)(q) := pf(q), (fp)(q) := f(q)p, p ∈ O.

• Product: For g ∈ R,

(fg)(q) := f(q)g(q).

• Involution:

f∗(q) := f(q).
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• Norm:

‖f‖ := sup
q∈σ(T )

|f(q)|.

Then R is an O-involutive Banach algebra. The real part ReR consists of real-valued
functions.

11.2. Right and Left Functional Calculi. The non-associativity of O necessitates dis-
tinct left and right functional calculi, defined via the spectral decomposition. Note that
{zi}i∈N ∪ {zα}α∈Λ is a weak associative orthonormal basis. This enables us to define

P0 :=
∑

α∈Λ

Pzα .

Definition 11.1 (Functional Calculi). The right functional calculus Φ : R → BRO(H) is
defined by

Φ(f)(x) := (P0 ⊙ f(0))(x) +
∞
∑

i=1

(Pzi ⊙ f(λi))(x),

where ⊙ is the octonionic scalar multiplication for operators (see Theorem 2.7). The series
converge uniformly in norm by Parseval’s Theorem (Theorem 8.6). For simplicity, we can
write

Φ(f) =
∑

i∈N∪Λ

Pzi ⊙ f(λi).

The left functional calculus Ψ : R → BRO(H) is defined by

Ψ(f)(x) := (f(0)⊙ P0)(x) +

∞
∑

i=1

(f(λi)⊙ Pzi)(x).

11.3. Key Properties. The functional calculi satisfy the following properties, generalizing
the spectral theorem to octonionic spaces.

Theorem 11.2 (Properties of the functional calculi). The map Φ satisfies:

(1) Power Preservation: For all k ∈ N,

Φ(qk) = T⊚k,

where T⊚k is the unique para-linear operator satisfying T⊚k(x) = T k(x) for x ∈
ReH.

(2) Right Para-Linearity: For f, g ∈ R, p ∈ O,

Φ(f + g) = Φ(f) + Φ(g), Re (Φ(f)⊙ p− Φ(fp)) = 0.

(3) Real-part Multiplicative Property: For f ∈ ReR, g ∈ R,

ReΦ(fg) = Re (Φ(f)⊚ Φ(g)) .

Note that here Re represents the real part operator on BRO(H).
(4) Involution:

Φ(f∗) = Ψ(f)∗.
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(5) Norm Bounds:

‖Φ(f)‖ 6 ‖f‖ for f ∈ ReR;

‖Φ(f)‖ 6 8‖f‖ for f ∈ R.

Analogous results hold for Ψ.

Proof. (1) Proceed by induction. For k = 0, 1, Φ(1) = Id by Theorem 8.6, and Φ(q) = T
by Theorem 10.2. Assume Φ(qk) = T⊚k for some k > 1. For x ∈ ReH, by the definition
of T⊚k and the induction hypothesis,

T⊚(k+1)(x) = T (T k(x)) = T (T⊚k(x)) = T
(

Φ(qk)(x)
)

= T

(

∞
∑

i=1

λk
i Pzi(x)

)

.

In view of (10.1), we have

T

(

∑

i

λk
i Pzi(x)

)

=
∑

i

λk
i T (Pzi(x)) =

∑

i

λk
i (T ⊚Pzi)(x) =

∑

i

λk+1
i Pzi(x) = Φ(qk+1)(x),

where we used Theorem 9.3 to deduce T ⊚ Pzi = λiPzi . Since both sides are para-linear
and agree on ReH, they are equal by Lemma 2.6(2).

(2) Additivity is immediate from linearity of the series. For scalar homogeneity,

Φ(fp) = P0 ⊙ (f(0)p) +
∑

i

Pzi ⊙ (f(λi)p)

= (P0 ⊙ f(0))⊙ p− [P0, f(0), p]BRO(H) +
∑

i

(Pzi ⊙ f(λi))⊙ p− [Pzi , f(λi), p]BRO(H)

= Φ(f)⊙ p− [P0, f(0), p]BRO(H) −
∑

i

[Pzi , f(λi), p]BRO(H) .

Thus by the continuity of the real part operator on BRO(H),

Re (Φ(f)⊙ p− Φ(fp)) =
∑

i

Re [Pzi , f(λi), p]BRO(H) = 0.

Here we use the fact that BRO(H) is an O-bimodule (Theorem 2.7) which yields the real
part of the associators vanish.

(3) Let f ∈ ReR and g ∈ R. Then f(λi) ∈ R for all i. Assume first that f(0) = g(0) = 0.
Using Lemma 3.6 and the associator identity (5.11), we obtain

Re
(

Φ(f)⊚ Φ(g)
)

= Re





∑

i,j

f(λi)
(

Pzi ⊚
(

Pzj ⊙ g(λj)
)

)





=
∑

i,j

f(λi) Re
(

Pzi ⊚
(

Pzj ⊚ Lg(λj)

)

)

=
∑

i,j

f(λi) Re
(

(

Pzi ⊚ Pzj

)

⊚ Lg(λj)

)

.
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Applying (10.1) and Lemma 3.6 yields

Re
(

Φ(f)⊚Φ(g)
)

=
∑

i

f(λi) Re
(

Pzi ⊚ Lg(λi)

)

= Re

(

∑

i

Pzi ⊙
(

f(λi)g(λi)
)

)

= Re Φ(fg).

For general f, g, write f = a+ f1 and g = b+ g1 with a ∈ R, b ∈ O, and f1(0) = g1(0) = 0.
Using the right para-linearity of Φ (Theorem 11.2 (2)) and the equality Φ(p) = Id ⊙ p for
p ∈ O, we reduce to the previous case and conclude

Re Φ(fg) = Re
(

Φ(f)⊚Φ(g)
)

.

(4) By Theorem 5.9 and λi ∈ R, we deduce

Φ(f∗) = P0 ⊙ f(0) +
∑

i

Pzi ⊙ f(λi) = (f(0)⊙ P0)
∗ +

∑

i

(f(λi)⊙ Pzi)
∗ = Ψ(f)∗.

(5) For f ∈ ReR, Parseval’s Theorem (Theorem 8.6) gives

‖Φ(f)(x)‖2 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

α∈Λ

zα〈zα, x〉f(0) +
∑

i∈N

zi〈zi, x〉f(λi)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
∑

α∈Λ

|〈zα, x〉|2|f(0)|2 +
∑

i∈N

|〈zi, x〉|2|f(λi)|2

6 ‖f‖2‖x‖2.
Thus ‖Φ(f)‖ 6 ‖f‖.

For general f , decompose f =
∑7

k=0 f(k)ek with f(k) ∈ ReR. By Theorem 5.3,

‖Φ(f)‖ 6

7
∑

k=0

‖Φ(f(k))⊙ ek‖ 6

7
∑

k=0

|ek| ‖Φ(f(k))‖ 6 8‖f‖.

�

11.4. Independence of Spectral Decomposition. The functional calculus is indepen-
dent of the choice of spectral decomposition.

Theorem 11.3. Φ(f) is independent of the orthonormal basis {zi} in the spectral decom-
position of T .

Proof. For f ∈ ReR, approximate uniformly by polynomials fn(q) =
∑n

k=0 q
kak with

ak ∈ R. By Theorem 11.2(1), Φ(fn) =
∑n

k=0 akT
⊚k depends only on T , not the basis.

Since Φ is continuous (‖Φ(f)− Φ(g)‖ 6 8‖f − g‖),
Φ(f) = lim

n→∞
Φ(fn)

is independent of the basis.
For general f ∈ R, decompose f =

∑7
k=0 f(k)ek with f(k) ∈ ReR. By right para-linearity,

Φ(f) =

7
∑

k=0

Φ(f(k))⊙ ek,
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and each Φ(f(k)) is independent of the basis. �

11.5. Remark. The functional calculi Φ and Ψ exhibit intrinsic non-associative features,
in particular:

• Homomorphism limitation: Multiplicativity holds only for the real part (The-
orem 11.2(3));

• Left-right distinction: Φ 6= Ψ but Φ(f∗) = Ψ(f)∗ (Theorem 11.2(4));
• Norm deviation: The factor 8 in ‖Φ(f)‖ quantifies octonionic non-associativity.

This framework provides a consistent spectral-based functional calculus, laying foundations
for extensions to broader operator classes in non-associative functional analysis.

12. Concluding Remarks

In this section we summarize the main contributions of this paper. This work re-
solves fundamental challenges in non-associative functional analysis by establishing the
first complete spectral theory for self-adjoint operators on octonionic Hilbert spaces, a
problem which has been open since Goldstine and Horwitz’s foundational 1964 work. The
core difficulty stemmed from the incompatibility of associative operator theory with non-
associativity of octonions, which obstructed spectral decomposition, adjoint operators, and
a consistent definition of a functional calculus. Our approach is based on para-linearity,
a geometrically motivated algebraic framework that respects octonionic structure while
enabling robust operator theory. The principal contributions are:

Key Innovations.

(1) Para-linear formalism. We introduce para-linearity (Definition 2.4) as the definitive
non-associative analog of linearity, characterized by the vanishing real part of the sec-
ond associator:

Re(Bp(T, x)) = 0, Bp(T, x) := T (x)p − T (xp).

This recovers the essential analytic results, among which Riesz representation (Theorem
2.10), Parseval’s theorem (Theorem 8.6), and Hahn-Banach extension Theorem (see
[26]).

(2) Involutive operator algebra. We construct the first octonionic involutive Banach alge-
bra BRO(H) of bounded para-linear operators (Theorems 5.7 and 5.9) via the following
tools:

• Regular composition ⊚ (Definition 3.1), defined by

Re((f ⊚ g)(x)) = Re(f(g(x))),

which resolves associativity failures.
• A corrected adjoint T ∗ (Definition 4.1) satisfying

〈x, T ∗y〉 = 〈Tx, y〉+ [x, y, T ],

where the associator [x, y, T ] quantifies non-associative deviation.
The algebra has norm ‖T‖′ = 8‖T‖ and scalar multiplications p⊙T , T ⊙ p compatible
with octonionic bimodule structure.
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(3) Geometric spectral theory. We prove an octonionic polarization identity (Theorem
6.2):

〈Tx, y〉 = 1

56

7
∑

i,j=1
i 6=j

(2Aij +Bij + Cij)(x, y)−
1

98

7
∑

i,j=1

Aij(x, y)−
1

2
m(x, y)

for x, y ∈ ReH, demonstrating that sesquilinear forms are determined by quadratic
forms restricted to the slice cone:

C(H) =
⋃

J∈S

(ReH + J ReH), S = {J ∈ ImO : |J | = 1}.

This yields a geometric characterization of self-adjointness (Theorem 7.6): T = T ∗ if
and only if 〈Tx, x〉 ∈ R for all x ∈ C(H).

(4) Spectral decomposition. For compact, self-adjoint, para-linear operators with standard
strong eigenvalues (Definition 10.1), we establish a spectral theorem (Theorem 10.2):

T =
∑

i∈N

λiPzi , Pzi(x) = zi〈zi, x〉,

where λi ∈ R are eigenvalues, {zi} ⊂ C(H) are orthonormal strong eigenvectors, and
convergence is norm-topological. Eigenvectors exhibit weak associativity : Bp(zi, zj) =
0 for all p ∈ O (Theorem 8.7).

(5) Functional calculus. We develop left and right functional calculi Ψ, Φ (Theorem 11.2)
for octonion-valued functions f ∈ R:

Φ(f) =
∑

i∈N∪Λ

Pzi ⊙ f(λi), Ψ(f) =
∑

i∈N∪Λ

f(λi)⊙ Pzi ,

satisfying
• Power preservation: Φ(qk) = T⊚k.
• Para-linearity: ReΦ(fp)− Φ(f)⊙ p = 0.
• Real-multiplicativity: ReΦ(fg) = Re(Φ(f)⊚ Φ(g)) for f ∈ ReR.
• Norm bound: ‖Φ(f)‖ 6 8‖f‖∞.

The calculi are decomposition-independent (Theorem 11.3).

In the forthcoming article [27], we will apply our para-linear operator framework to
the spectral theory of the Albert algebra, the 27-dimensional exceptional simple Jordan
algebra, opening new avenues in exceptional geometry, representation theory, and Jordan-
based approaches to quantum physics.
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