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Abstract

Principal angles are used to define an angle bivector of subspaces,
which fully describes their relative inclination. Its exponential is related
to the Clifford geometric product of blades, gives rotors connecting sub-
spaces via minimal geodesics in Grassmannians, and decomposes giving
Pliicker coordinates, projection factors and angles with various subspaces.
This leads to new geometric interpretations for this product and its prop-
erties, and to formulas relating other blade products (scalar, inner, outer,
etc., including those of Grassmann algebra) to angles between subspaces.
Contractions are linked to an asymmetric angle, while commutators and
anticommutators involve hyperbolic functions of the angle bivector, shed-
ding new light on their properties.
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1 Introduction

Much of the usefulness of dot and cross products of vectors comes from the
formulas relating them to angles. Clifford geometric algebra has similar results
for the scalar product and contraction of blades [6], but the relation between
other products and angles has been mostly ignored. An exception is Hitzer’s
formula [19] relating the Clifford geometric product of blades to principal angles
[23, B3], but it is too complex to really help us understand the product, and its
main purpose was to compute the angles.

A difficulty in relating blade products to angles is that blades can represent
high dimensional subspaces, for which there are various angle concepts. Measur-
ing the separation of subspaces is useful in geometry, linear algebra, functional
analysis, statistics, computer vision, data mining, etc., but a full description of
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their relative inclination requires a list of principal angles, which can be cum-
bersome. So, depending on the purpose, one usually takes the smallest, largest,
or some function of principal angles describing whatever relation between the
subspaces is most relevant [3| 8, [36]. This can lead to misunderstandings, as dis-
tinct concepts are often called the angle between subspaces, despite each having
its own properties and limitations.

The geometric algebra literature has some (not fully equivalent) definitions
for the angle between blades or subspaces [6] [I8] [19], but it does not seem to
be well understood, being usually described only in simple cases, by comparison
with usual angles in R? (sometimes erroneously, as we show). This angle is
similar to the angles introduced in |10} 13} 22} [35] and which measure separation
of subspaces in terms of how volumes contract when orthogonally projected
between them (so, projection factors [29]).

These angles have been unified and generalized into an asymmetric angle
of subspaces [28|, which has better properties. Its unusual asymmetry for sub-
spaces of distinct dimensions turns out to be an advantage, making its use more
efficient and leading to more general results. This angle has been linked to the
Grassmann algebra and the geometry of Grassmannians, and here we show it is
also deeply connected with the Clifford algebra.

Instead of a scalar angle, Hawidi [I4] proposed an angle operator carrying all
data about the relative inclination of subspaces, but it was never widely adopted.
Fortunately, geometric algebra has a better way to store such information: de-
scribing relative inclination is akin to telling how to rotate one subspace into
another, which calls for the use of rotors and bivectors.

Using principal angles and vectors, we define angle bivectors whose exponen-
tials give rotors connecting subspaces through minimal geodesics in Grassman-
nians. When properly decomposed, such exponentials give angles and projection
factors for various subspaces, and also Pliicker coordinates. Hitzer’s formula is
turned into a simple relation between the Clifford product of blades and the
exponential of the angle bivector.

Clifford algebra gives strong results with such ease that the geometry be-
hind them can be missed just as easily. Our results provide new geometric
interpretations for the Clifford product and some of its well known algebraic
properties. For example, Pliicker coordinates stored in the product allow the
invertibility of non-null blades, the relation |AB|| = ||A||||B]| for blades is linked
to a Pythagorean theorem for volumes [29], and the dualities [6] (AB)* = AB*,
(AANB)* = A|B* and (A|B)* = AN B* reflect a symmetry in the exponentials
of angle bivectors.

The formula relating the Clifford product to the angle bivector yields oth-
ers for the various geometric algebra products of blades: Lounesto’s asymmetric
contractions [25] are linked to the asymmetric angle, the outer product to a com-
plementary angle, and the scalar product, Hestenes inner product and Dorst’s
dot product [5] to symmetrized angles. Blade commutators and anticommu-
tators are related to hyperbolic functions of the angle bivector. We also give
formulas for Grassmann algebra products, which are used in [28] to obtain for-
mulas for computing asymmetric angles and identities that lead to properties of



projection factors [29].

The symmetrized angle related to Hestenes inner product has worse prop-
erties than the asymmetric one, and this supports Dorst’s case for the use of
contractions instead of that product. Their asymmetry is directly linked to that
of asymmetric angles, and in both cases it leads to better results with simpler
proofs.

reviews some concepts and results. introduces the angle
bivector and studies its exponential. relates the Clifford product to
the angle bivector, and interprets geometrically some of its properties.
relates other geometric algebra products to angles. does the same
for Grassmann algebra products, and requires only [Section 2| [Appendix B|
develops some properties of hyperbolic functions of multivectors.

2 Preliminaries

In this articleﬂ X is a n-dimensional Euclidean space. A p-subspace is a sub-
space of dimension p. For a multivector M € A X, (M), € A’ X denotes its
component of grade p.

A p-blade (p = 1,2,...) is a simple multivector B = v; A --- Av, € AP X,
with vy,...,v, € X. Its reversion is B = vp A ANy = (—1)10(107”37 which
extends linearly to an involution of A X. If B # 0, its p-subspace is [B] =
span(vi,...,vp), and A”[B] = span(B). A scalar B € /\0 X is a 0-blade, with
[B] = {0}. Note that B =0 is a p-blade for all p, and [0] = {0}.

For M,N € A X, the scalar product [I8] M « N = (MN) is related to
the Grassmann algebra inner product b M« N = (M, N), and the norm is
M| = VM % M. For B = v A+ Auy, |B| = VBB = \/det(v; - v;) gived]
the p-dimensional volume of the parallelotope spanned by vy, ..., vp.

For subspaces V,W C X, Py : X — W and PV‘{} : V. — W are orthogonal
projections. We also write Pp for Pigj, and extend P = Py to an orthogonal
projection P : AX — AW, with P(v1 A--- Avp) = Puy A+ A Pu,,.

A little more geometric algebra notation, for those who are mainly inter-
ested in for vectors v, w € X, the (dot) product v - w equals the
Grassmann algebra inner product (v,w), and the Clifford geometric product
(indicated by juxtaposed elements, with no product symbol between them) is
vw=v-w+vAw. When vy,..., v, € X are orthogonal, the geometric product
v1Vs - - - Vg equals the exterior product vy A vy A -+ A vg.

IExcept for which includes complex spaces. Any changes needed for the
complex case are indicated in footnotes (only in .

2In the complex case, the M on the left is also conjugated, but as the same happens
wherever we use this product, one can simply always replace M * N with (M, N).

3For complex blades, || B||? gives the 2p-dimensional volume of the parallelotope spanned
by v1,iv1,...,vp,ivp.




Figure 1: Principal angles and vectors for planes V, W C R3.

2.1 Principal Angles and Vectors

In high dimensions, no single scalar angle can fully describe the relative incli-
nation of subspaces. This requires a list of principal angles [1I, 9, 10}, 1T, [35],
also called canonical or Jordan angles. These angles were introduced in 1875 by
Jordan [23], and have important applications in statistics (in Hotelling’s theory
of canonical correlations [21]), numerical analysis and other areas.

Definition 2.1. Let VW C X be nonzero subspaces, p = dimV, ¢ = dim W
and m = min{p,q}. Their principal angles are 0 < 6; < --- < 0, < T,
and orthonormal bases By = (e1,...,e,) and Bw = (f1,..., fy) are associated
principal bases, formed by principal vectors, if, for all 1 <i<pand 1 <j <g,

€; - fj = 51’]’ COSs 9, (1)

We also say that Sy is a principal basis of W w.r.t. V. Note that

ficos; ifi<m,
Pye; = 2
we {0 if i > m. @)

Principal bases and angles can be obtained via a singular value decomposi-
tion, in a method introduced by Bjorck and Golub [2] (see also [7, @, [I1]). The
e;’s and f;’s are orthonormal eigenvectors of P‘I}V PV‘{, and PVY,P“}V , respectively,
and the cos6;’s are the square roots of the eigenvalues of P}Y PY,, if p < ¢, or
PY, P} otherwise (Fig. .

A recursive characterization of principal angles is that, for 1 < i < m,
0; = min{6, ,, : v € V\{0},w € W\{0},v-e; =w- f; =0Vj < i}, where 6, ,, is
the angl(ﬂ between v and w, and unit vectors e; € V and f; € W are chosen so
that holds for all j <i. A geometric interpretation is that the unit sphere

4In complex spaces there are different concepts of angle between vectors [33]. For the
present characterization, Euclidean or Hermitian angles give the same result [9].



of V projects orthogonally to an ellipsoid in W and, for i < m, e; projects onto
a semi-axis of length cos6; along f; (Fig. [I]).

Note that the number of null principal angles, for which e; =
dim(V N W). Also, V. L W if, and only if, all principal angles are 7.

Principal angles are uniquely determined, but principal bases are not. If 6;
is not repeated then e; and f; are determined up to a sign, but if some 6;’s
are equal then orthogonal transformations of the corresponding eigenspaces in
V and W yield new principal bases. For i < m with 6; # 5, a choice of e;
determines f; = Pwe;/||Pwe;l|. Any e;’s or f;’s with ¢ > m can be chosen
freely to complete an orthonormal basis.

fi, equals

2.2 Partial Orthogonality

Let V,W C X be subspaces. As usual, we write V 1L W ifv-w=0forallv eV
and w € W, and W is the orthogonal complement of W. We will also need a
weaker concept of orthogonality [28].

Definition 2.2. V is partially orthogonal to W (we write V' L W) if there is a
nonzero v € V such that v-w =0 for all w € W.

Proposition 2.3. For any subspaces V,W C X:
i) VAW & dimV >dimW or a principal angle of V- and W is §
i) VAW & dimV > dim Py (V).

i) If dmV =dimW then V LW W L V.

Proof. (@) When dim V' < dim W, the largest principal angle equals the largest
angle between a nonzerov € V and W. Immediate. Follows from@ U

Note that L is not a symmetric relation when dim V' # dim W: any plane is
partially orthogonal to a line, but the converse is not true.

Definition 2.4. Let A, B € A X be blades.
i) If [A] L [B] we say A is partially orthogonal to B, and write A L B.
ii) If [A] L [B] we say A and B are completely orthogonal.
Orthogonality in the sense of A B = 0 is weaker than (i), and for nonzero
blades of same grade it equals ({ . (see [Proposition 2.7| W below

2.3 Principal Decomposition and Relative Orientation

Let A € A" X and B € A? X be nonzero blades, and 84 = (ey,...,e,) and
Be = (f1,..., fy) be associated principal bases of [A] and [B].



Definition 2.5. A principal decomposition of A and B is

A= €A||AH61€2 ©€p,

3
B=calBlfsfa- - fo ®)

where €4,eg = £1. We also deﬁneﬂ €4,B = €4€p, which we call relative orien-
tation of A and B (w.r.t. 84 and 8p).

Lemma 2.6. If p=q then Ax B = ea p||A||B| [T5_, cos6;.

Proof. Follows from and . O

Proposition 2.7. For nonzero blades of same grade A,B € A’ X we have
ALB&s AxB=0.

Proof. Follows from |[Lemma 2.6| and [Proposition 2.3}l O

If AxB # 0 then eq p = Mf‘:—gl is uniquely determined by the orientations
of A and B, being such that e4 pPpA has the same orientation as B (i.e.,
€aPpA = ¢B for some ¢ > 0). If Ax B = 0 (distinct grades, or partially
orthogonal blades), the orientations of A and B can not really be compared,
and €4, p becomes less meaningful, depending on the choice of principal bases,
but in a way that makes it useful to track orientation changes in them.

2.4 Asymmetric Angle of Subspaces

The asymmetric angleﬂ [28] of subspaces V,W C X measures their separation
in terms of a projection factor my,w [29], describing how volumes in V' contract
when orthogonally projected on W.

Definition 2.8. Letﬂ p =dimV, S C V be a p-dimensional parallelotope,

and vol, be the p-dimensional volume. The projection factor of V on W is
__ vol, Py (S)

VW = vol, S °

Definition 2.9. The asymmetric angle ©Oyw € [0, 5] of V' with W is giverﬁ

by COS @V,W =Ty,w-.

In simple cases having a clear and unique concept of the angle between the
subspaces, Oy coincides with it (e.g., when V is a line, or V and W are
hyperplanes). This angle has many useful properties [28], of which we mention
just a few.

5In complex spaces €4 and ep are phase factors e’?, and we define €A,B = €A €B-

SPreviously [28,29)] called Grassmann angle, for its links with Grassmann algebra, but this
has given the false idea that it is a multivector. Since what sets this angle apart from similar
ones is its asymmetry, the new name is more adequate.

“In complex spaces let p = dim Vi = 2dim V, where Vj is the underlying real space.

8In complex spaces we define cos? Ov,w = my,w, to match the relation between blade norm
and volume . This preserves properties of the angle, but changes its interpretation,
as it is not the angle of the underlying real subspaces [28]. Alternative (but less intuitive)

definitions for real and complex spaces are [Proposition 2.10J4 [¢¢] or E



Proposition 2.10. Given subspaces V,W C X with principal angles 01, ..., 0.,
where m = min{p, ¢} for p=dimV and g = dim W, let A, B € A\ X be nonzero
blades such that [A] =V and [B] = W. Then:

. PsA
i) cosOyw = w,

i) Ov,w = Ov, py, (V)
iii) Oy is the angld’] in A\ X between A*V and A" W.

iv) If dim V = dim W then cos Ovw = 17T, and Ovw = Ow,v.

v) If p > q then Oy,w = T, otherwise

cos Oy = H cos ;. (4)

=1

’Ui) @V,WZO s Vaew.
Uii) @V,W:% s VAW.

Proof. (@) Follows from the relation between blade norm and volume. Fol-
lows from@ A’V = span(A) and, by [{ ©y w is the angle between A and
its projection on A W. In this case A" W = span(B) and so, by Ov,w
is the smallest angle between A and +B. (4f) Follows from [1 since PgA = 0 if
p > q, otherwise |PgAl| = ||A| [T" cos;, by () and (3). Follows from@
Follows from E and O

As its name indicates, Oy, is asymmetric: in general, Oy w # Ow v if
dim V' # dim W. This feature sets it apart from similar angles which also mea-
sure volume contraction, but in projections from the smaller subspace to the
larger one (e.g., those in [10] I3} 22 B5] and in . This asymmetry
may seem odd, but it reflects the lack of symmetry between subspaces of dis-
tinct dimensions. A way to understand it is to note that, as|Proposition 2.10vq
indicates, ©y,y measures, in a sense, how far V' is from being contained in W.
If dim V' > dim W, no rotation of V' will bring this any closer to happening, and
as V will always have a nonzero vector orthogonal to W, ©y w will never be
less than 7, by [Proposition 2.10uid On the other hand, W can be rotated into
V, and O,y can assume any value in [0, 7.

The asymmetry turns out to be useful, leading to more general results with
simpler proofs, as the angle ‘keeps track’ of special cases depending on which
subspace is larger. For example, if we had defined the angle in a symmetric
way (projecting from the smaller subspace to the larger one, as in [6], or using
without the exception for p > ¢, as in [19]), the results in [Proposition 2.10]
would require extra conditions.

9The usual angle between a line L and a subspace U, defined (even in complex spaces [33])

as that between a nonzero v € L and its projection on U (or 5 if Pyv = 0).



Like other angles between high-dimensional subspaces, Oy, captures some
properties of their relative inclination, but misses other information, and it is
important to note its peculiarities. Given two pairs of subspaces (V, W) and
(V',W'), even if all dimensions are the same and Oy, = Oy’ - there may
be no orthogonal transformation of X matching the pairs (this requires both to
have the same list of principal angles [10]). And if dimV > 1 then Oy w tends
to be larger than any (usual) angle between a line of V' and W.

2.4.1 Related Angles
Other angles related to Oy, are useful at times.

Definition 2.11. The maz- and min-symmetrized angles are given, respec-
tively, by @V,W = max{@v,w, GW,V} and @V,W = min{@v,w, ®W,V}-

Symmetrizing with min corresponds to projecting from the smaller subspace
to the larger one, and leads to worse properties: év,w does not satisfy a triangle
inequality, while (:)V,W gives a metric on the full Grassmannian of all subspaces
of X [28]. On the other hand, we always have (:)V7W = 7 for different dimensions,
which is less helpful. The asymmetric Oy - strikes a good balance between
nice properties and useful information, giving the Fubini-Study metric on the
Grassmannian of subspaces of a given dimension, and an asymmetric metric on
the full Grassmannian [28].

Definition 2.12. The complementary angle is @JV_',W = Oy we.

The term ‘complementary’ refers to the orthogonal complement W+, and
this should not be confused with the usual complement of an angle. When V is
a line we do have @‘L,’W = 5 —Ov,w, but, in general, the relation between these
two angles is complicated [28]. Assuming for simplicity that V, W and W+
have the same dimension p > 1, this can be understood by noting that, in the
Pliicker embedding of the Grassmannian of p-subspaces, these angles measure
geodesic distances in the ambient space [28], so if V' is not in the geodesic from
W to W+ then Ow,v + ®V7wL > ®W7wi = %

The following result was proven in [28] by showing (among other things) that
each 0; # 0 gives a principal angle § — 60; of V' and W+, while a 6; = 0 implies
V L WL. We now give a simpler proof using (whose proof, in
uses only [Proposition 2.1} so there is no circularity).

Proposition 2.13. Given subspaces V,W C X with principal angles 01, ... ,0,,,
where m = min{dim V, dim W}, we have

cos Oy = Hsin@i. (5)

i=1
Proof. Let A=ej A---Nepand B = fi A--- A fy for principal bases (e1, ..., ep)
and (fi,...,fq) of V and W, and assume, without loss of generality, p < g.
gives cos Oy, = ||[A A B[, and with we obtain ||[A A B =
er Al Tlep A fpllll fpall -+ [ foll = sinby - - - sin 6. O




Proposition 2.14. Let VW C X be subspaces.
i) @ﬁwzo &S VLW,

it) Oy =5 & VW #{0}.

iii) Oy w = Oy -

Proof. @)By [, Oty =0 0; =% foralli. (i) By (), Oy =% < 0; =0
for some i. Follows from , as principal angles do not depend on the order

of V and W. We can also obtain it directly from O

Note that holds regardless of the dimensions of V' and W, unlike
and @ﬁw is always symmetric. A way to understand this is to
note that dimV > dim W+ < dimW > dim V+. What is surprising is that
[Proposition 2.14J4 [z] and depend on the asymmetry of ©y -, without which
these results would not even hold for two planes in R3.

2.4.2 Oriented Angles

It is also convenient to define an angle that takes the orientation of subspaces
into account. Let V and W be oriented by blades A, B € A X, respectively,
with relative orientation €4 p (w.r.t. given principal bases of V and W).

Definition 2.15. The oriented asymmetric anglﬂ O4.p €[0,7] of V with W
is given by cos© 4 p = €4,pcos Oy .

We have ©4 p = Oy if Ax B > 0,04 p=7—0Oyw if Ax B < 0, and if
A% B =0 it depends on the principal bases (which will be useful).

We call ©4 p an ‘oriented angle’ for short, as the ‘oriented’ refers to the
subspaces. To be clear about our notation: any ©y -, with subspaces as sub-
scripts, is a non-oriented angle, while any © 4 p, with blades as subscripts, is
the oriented angle of the subspaces [A] and [B], oriented by these blades. Such
© 4,5 should not be confused with the usual angle between A and B in A X
(though they do coincide when grades are equal). For the non-oriented angle of
[A] and [B] we write ©4),(5. The same convention will apply to non-oriented
and oriented versions of other concepts.

Definition 2.16. m4 p = €4 pmy,w is an oriented projection factor, and ori-
ented maz-symmetrized and complementary angles © 4 g, @jB € [0, 7] are given

by cos©4.p = €4,p cos Oy, and cos @j’B = €4,B COS @‘L/’W.

Note that in general (:)A7B # max{04 p,0Op 4}, and for distinct grades
©a,p = 7. Also, @j’ p encodes information about the relative orientation of V'

and W, not V and W+ (this will be important in [Proposition 5.4)).

10Tn complex spaces, it is a complex-valued angle © A,B € C. Complex-valued angles be-
tween complex vectors have been considered, for example, in [33].




2.4.3 Geometric Algebra Angles

The geometric algebra literature has different definitions for the angle between
blades or subspaces, all closely related to our angles. )
Hestenes [I8] defines an angle between multivectors by cos ¢ = Hf\rﬁ' He
says it has a simple geometric interpretation for same grade blades, but only
describes it for intersecting planes, as a dihedral angle. For same grade blades
it equals © 4, and for distinct grades it is always 7 (even for a line contained

in a plane), so that it corresponds to 6 AB-

Dorst et al. [6] use Hestenes definition for same grade blades, and if A has
a lower grade than B they take the angle with its projection on B, which is the
same as Op4],(g]- They erroneously see it as a dihedral angle: if, after taking out
common factors, there is at most one vector left in each blade, it is the angle
between these vectors, otherwise “no single scalar angle can be defined geomet-
rically, and this geometric nonexistence is reflected in the algebraic answer of
0 for the scalar product” [6, p. 70]. This is incorrect: if (ej,es,es,eq) is the
canonical basis of R*, A = (e; +e2) A (e3+e4) and B = e; Aez have no common
factors (as AA B #0) but A« B # 0.

Hitzer [19] defines the angle for subspaces of same dimension as in (), but
uses it for different dimensions as well, without the exception for p > ¢, so it
corresponds to the min-symmetrized angle (L)Vyw. He is silent on its geometric
interpretation, and recovers Hestenes formula for equal dimensions.

In a survey of the theory [27], the angle is defined in terms of a ratio of

volumes, by cos ¢ = ”ﬁiﬁ“ , which would make it equal to ©4) (5. But it is not

clear if the case of A having larger grade is admitted.

3 Angle Bivector of Subspaces

As seen, the asymmetric angle has many useful properties, but it does not fully
describe the relative inclination of subspaces (no single scalar angle can do this).
Alternatively, an angle bivector can conveniently store all data about the relative
inclination of two subspaces of same dimension. In we consider the
case of distinct dimensions.

Let V;W C X be p-subspaces, having associated principal bases Sy =
(e1,...,ep) and Bw = (f1,..., fp), and principal angles 6 < --- < §,. Also, let
d=dim(VNW), E=ejez---ep and F = fifo--- fp.

Definition 3.1. For 1 < i < p, span(e;, f;) is a principal plane, with principal
bivector I; (oriented from V to W) given by

7 0 if 1 <d,
i = eiNfi e
et if ¢ > d.

For d < i <p, e = I;f; and fi- = e;I; are orthoprincipal vectors.

10



Figure 2: Principal vectors, bivectors and planes, and orthoprincipal vectors,
for planes V, W C R3.

The term ‘plane’ is used broadly, as it degenerates to a line if i < d. For
d<i<p, ef- is the normalized component of e; orthogonal to W, and likewise
for fi- (see Fig. [2). Note that I; = ;- f; = e; f;* anti-commutes with e; and f;,
and for j # ¢ it commutes with e;, f; and I}, since principal planes are mutually
orthogonal.

Definition 3.2. &y = Zle 0;1; is an angle bivector from V to W.

Note that &’V,W = —®yy is an angle bivector from W to V. Also, ®v,w
may depend on the choice of principal bases. In we interpret this
non-uniqueness in terms of the geometry of the Grassmannians.

Proposition 3.3. @y is uniquely defined < 0, # 7.

Proof. Switching signs of both e; and f; does not affect I;. If 6, = 7 we can keep
ep and replace f, with — f,, so now I, switches sign. If 6, # 5 but some ;s are
repeated, the choice of principal bases can affect their I;’s, but does not change
@y, . To prove it, let 6; = 6 # 7 for all 4, for simplicity. An orthogonal change
of principal basis €} = > ; ¢ijej in 'V must be accompanied by a corresponding
change f/ = Zj ¢;ijfj in W, so the bases remain associated (e} - fJ/» = ;5 cosb).

A calculation shows », 017 = >, 01; for the new I} = 3.\ cijci SIN O

sin 6

With more than one ¢; = 7, we can obtain a continuous family of ®y s
via independent orthogonal transformations of V N\ W=+ and W N V.
In we analyze the exponentials of angle bivectors in detail. For

now, we show that they give rotors connecting the subspaces.

Proposition 3.4. F = e"3Fet = Ee® = e ®E, where ® = Oy w.
Proof. Commutativity and f; = e 1:%i/2 ¢; e!i%/2 give the first equality. And
since e; anti-commutes with I; we have e=1i%/2 ¢, = ¢, eli%1/2 O

11



The operation E — e 2®v.W Ec2®v.w takes V = [E] onto W = [F] via
independent rotations, by principal angles along principal planes, each produced
by a plane rotor e/i%/2. The simpler process E — Ee®v:" also takes V to W,
but while e*%‘b‘ﬂweie%‘b"vw = fi, in general e;e®'W £ f;. So, while the first
operation takes each vector of V' to another in W, the second one relates the
whole subspaces, without mapping individual vectors.

Since E and F are unit p-blades in V' and W, [Proposition 3.4]implies e®v-w

(but not e%‘b"vw) is uniquely defined up to a sign, even when ®y y is not unique.
Ezample 3.5. Let {e1,eq,e3, fo, f3} be an orthonormal set, £ = ejezez, F =
e1fafs, V. = [E] and W = [F]. With the associated principal bases fy =
(e1,e2,e3) and By = (e, f2, f3) we obtain Oy = F(eafz + esfs), e?VW =
esfoesfs and e2 VW = (14 eafa + esfs + eafoesfs)/2. Calculations confirm

Proposition 3.4| and show that 67%®V’W626%¢‘V’W = f but e2e®VW = foesfs %
f2. Note that the angle bivector ignores e; € VN W.

If f5 = (f2+ f3)/V2 and f4 = (f2 — f3)/V2 then By, = (e1, f5, f4) is
another principal basis of W associated with 8y. With it, we now find <I>’V’W =
Sleafy +esfs) # Pvw, evw = eafyesfy = —e®v" and e2®vw = (I1+eaf) +
esfh + eafhesfs))2 # £ez®vw . Also, e 2w e v = f% and likewise for
es, so E is rotated to F' = ey f§fi = —F.

3.1 Oriented Angle Bivector

Let V and W be oriented by nonzero blades A, B € A" X, respectively, with
relative orientation €4 p (w.r.t. Sy and Bw).

Definition 3.6. The oriented principal angles and bivectors of V and W are
0? = #; and If = I; for i < p and also for ¢ = p if e4 p = 1, otherwise

0. =m — 0, and I} = —I,. The oriented angle bivector from V to W is
P .
P f =1
Tap= 6L =q VY T (©)
=1 CI)V7W — ’/TIp if €A,B = —1.

Again, we use ®y y for the non-oriented angle, ® 4 g for the oriented one.
Note that 0 < <.-- <6 | <Zand 6 , <O <m—6} .

Proposition 3.7. ®4 p is uniquely defined < 0;,1 + 0; .

Proof. 9;{_1 + 9;‘ =n&bp1=0,=75,0r0,1=0,#7%5 and eap = —1.
Swapping fp—1 and f, in the first case, or (ep—1, fp—1) and (e, fp) in the second
one, changes ®4 p.

If 0,1 # 0, = 3, replacing f, with —f, as in does not
change Iz‘f = €a,plp, as both I, and €4 p switch signs. If 6, # 5 then @y is
uniquely defined, and so is I, if 6,1 # 6, as well. O

Proposition 3.8. ¢®4.5 = eA,Be{)“W.

Proof. Follows from @ U

12



2 2
2 2

Proposition 3.9. If ||A|| = ||B]| = 1 then B = ez Ae

where ® = ® 4 p.

Proof. By , A = €4F and B = egF, so the result follows from
ftions 3.4 and [3.8] and also €2®4.5 = —[,e3®vw if €4 5 = —1. O

= Ae® = %4,

Now V is rotated onto W matching orientations, and e*4.2 (but not ez ®4.5)
is uniquely determined by A and B. In we show this is not valid in
case of different dimensions.

Ezample 3.10. In[Example 3.5] let V and W be oriented by E and F. Using Sy
and Bw we find eg p =1 and g p = Py w. As F' = —F, with B8], we have
€pp = —1and @ p = F(e2fs — e3f3), which does not equal @y y nor @, .
Still, ePer = —eafhesfy = ePEF | so that, either way, V is taken to W with
the correct orientation. However, e2®n,r #+ e2PE.F , since vector-wise we have
distinct rotations: (ey, ea,e3) is taken by the first rotor to (e, f3, —f5), and by
the second one to (e1, fa, f3).

3.2 Minimal Geodesics in the Grassmannians

Let G,(X) (resp. G;f(X)) be the Grassmannian of non-oriented (resp. ori-
ented) p-subspaces of X, identified with its Pliicker embedding in the projective
space P(A” X) (resp. unit sphere S(A” X)). We relate @y, and ® 4 p to the
geometry of these manifolds, using results from [24].

The curve given by F(t) = e 2®vW Ee3®viw = f1(t) A --- A f,(t), where
t € [0,1] and f;(t) = cos(tb;)e; + sin(th;) f;i-, is a minimal geodesic in G,(X)
connecting V to W, and [|[®y,w| = (37, 92-2)% gives the arc-length distance
between them. Note that this is the distance along geodesics inside G,,(X), while
the Fubini-Study distance given by Oy, measures geodesics in the ambient
space P(A\? X).

A minimal geodesic in G;‘(X ) connecting unit p-blades A and B is given
by B(t) = e 2248 Ae3®a8 = f1(t) A--- A f,(t), with t € [0,1], fi(t) as before
for i < p and f,(t) = cos(t0p)ep + €a,psin(thy)f;-. Its length ||®4 p|| equals
||(I’V,WH if €AB = 1, otherwise H(I)A,BHZ = Hq)VJ/V”Q + 7T(7T — 291,)

The minimal geodesic is unique unless 6, = 7 in the non-oriented case, or
9;_1 + 01‘," = g in the oriented one, precisely the cases in which ®y y or ®4 p
depend on the choice of principal bases. In fact, we have:

Proposition 3.11. There is a one-to-one correspondence between angle bivec-

tors @y (resp. P4 p) and minimal geodesics connecting the subspaces in
Gp(X) (resp. GF(X)).

Proof. Any ®vw determines a minimal geodesic in Gp,(X) given by F(t) as
above. An angle bivector of V with its middle point U = F (%) is given by
dyy = Py,w/2, and the principal angles of V and U are at most 7. By
Proposition 3.3} ®y, is uniquely defined, so if <I>’V’W gives the same geodesic

then q)V,W = 2(I)V,U = (I)V,W-
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And given a minimal geodesic y from V to W, the minimal geodesic from V'
to its middle point U is unique. So, given an angle bivector ®y s, the geodesic
it determines must coincide with the first half of . Thus ®v,y = 2®y y is an
angle bivector determining ~.

The proof for the oriented case is similar, using O
3.3 Exponentials of Angle Bivectors

Exponentials of angle bivectors decompose into rotors of principal planes, or in
terms of principal angles, asymmetric angles, or projection factors, as follows.
In we show how to obtain these decompositions explicitly.

Definition 3.12. For 1 < i < p, R; = e;f; = eli% = cos; + I;sin6; is a
principal Totor.

Proposition 3.13. eV = R Ry - -- R,.
Proof. As the I;’s commute, e®v-w = [7_, eli%. O
Proposition 3.14. Let ¢; = cos; and s; = sinf;. Then

eV = ciey- - Cp
+s1ca--cply +cersacz-eply o e epo18plp

+ §182C3 - - Cpfllg + §1C283 * Cplllg + o4 cre Sp—lsplp—llp

+cl$2...8pl2...lp+...+81...5p_1cpll...lp_1
+osyspc e splily -,

Proof. e®vw = Hzi):l R; = Hle(cz' + sil;). L

This expression appears in Hitzer’s geometric product formula [T9], and this
is understandable since [Proposition 3.4 gives e®v\W = EF. We can simplify it
using the asymmetric angles and some multi-index notation.

Definition 3.15. Given a,b,k € IN with a < band 1 < k < b—a+ 1, let
I8P = {0} and 2% = {(i1,...,ir) € N : @ < iy < --- < i, < b}. Also, let
Zob = bzatt IZ’b. When a = 1 we omit it and write Z? and Z°.

Definition 3.16. Let [y =1 and [; = I;, --- I;, for i = (i1,...,i;) € Ty,
where d = dim(V N W). For any i € Z¥1P let F; = F and W; = [F}], where
F = fifs--- fp as before.

Lemma 3.17. For anyic Z9+17:
i) F} is the unit p-blade obtained from F by replacing fi with e} for eachi € i.

i) By ={fi:i¢i}U{el 14 €1i} is a principal basis of Wi associated to By .

14



ii1) The (unordered) principal angles of V' and Wi are ; for i ¢ i and 5 — 6;
foriei.
Proof. (@) As I; and f; commute if ¢ # j, and I;f; = ej, we have [F =
Ly Lifrfp=fr L fi- L fir - fp = fl"'ei"'ei'”fp-
By the previous item, (; is a basis of [Fj], obtained from Sy, by replacing, for
i € i, fi with e, which is in the same principal plane and makes with e; an
angle 3 —6;. Thus condition (1], with the appropriate substitutions, is satisfied
for By and f;. O

Theorem 3.18. ¢2v:W — Z cos Oy, I1 = Z Tv,w; 1.

iezd+1,p iczd+1,p

Proof. Follows from [Proposition 3.14} since cos ©v,w, = [[;¢; cos0; [ ];¢;sinb;
by |[Proposition 2.10]y and |[Lemma 3.1

With e®v:w decomposed like this, each component shows how volumes in V
contract when orthogonally projected on a Wj. In particular:

Proposition 3.19. (¢®vW)y = cosOvy = myw, and also |[{(ePVW)y,| =
cos @ﬁ,w =Ty wL-

Proof. In|Theorem 3.18} (e®v:w)q is given by i = 0, and Wy = W. If d # 0 then
(e?VW)y, = 0 and Oy, = 5 by [Proposition 2.14id If d = 0, Py . (V) = W;
fori=(1,...,p), and Oy, = Oy y+ by [Proposition 2.10fi O

The theorem can be adapted for oriented angles, once we orient Wj.

Definition 3.20. For i € Z¢t1P, we give W; the orientation of B; = ;B =
ep||BJ|Fi, and set €4 p, in terms of By and f;,

Proposition 3.21. e®aB — Z cosOu g I} = Z Ta,B; 1i-

iczd+1p ieTd+1lp

Proof. Follows from [Proposition 3.8 and [Theorem 3.18], as €4, B, = €4,B. O

3.4 Plicker Coordinates

It will be interesting to rewrite in a different form. This will
require some more notation.

Definition 3.22. Extend By to the orthonormal basis of Y = V + W given
by By = (fi,---s fas€girs farts--- ,ej,fp) = (Y1,.--,Y2p—a)- Its coordinate
blades are Cy = 1 and Cj = y;,y;, - - Yj, for j = (j1,...,Jjx) € I?’~4, forming
orthonormal bases Sky = (Cj)jezzpfd and Bpy = (Cj)jezze-a of /\kY and

AY. Each Y; = [C5] with j € I,zp_d is a coordinate k-subspace.

Coordinates of a blade A € /\k Yinpg AFY give homogeneous Plicker coor-
dinates of [A] w.r.t. By.
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Definition 3.23. Let 0 : AY — AY be given by 0(C) = CF ' =Cf,--- fi
for any C € \Y.

This map produces a permutation of S5y . Also, I; = €ifi1 ---eifik and
F; are elements of 8y, with I;y = o(F3).

Among all coordinate p-subspaces of By, the W;’s are those having either f;
or ei for each i, and the projection factor of V on any other vanishes. So we

can extend the sum in [Theorem 3.18 as follows.
Proposition 3.24. e?vW = Z cos Ovyy; 0(Cj) = Z vy, 0(Cj)-

jezgpfd jezzl)*d

Proof. Given i € TP we have F} = C; for some j € Igp_d, and so Wj =Y;
and I; = o(Cj). And given j € Igp*d, if Cj has either f; or e; foreach 1 <i <p
then forming i € Z¢*1P with the indices for which it has e;- we obtain Cj = F.
Otherwise e; L Yj for some ¢ and 7y,y; = 0. So the nonzero terms in the sums

above are the same as in [Theorem 3.18 O

By [Proposition 3.4I7 E = o YetvwW) = Zjel-gp—d cos Oyy; Cj, so the coef-
ficients in [Proposition 3.24] are Pliicker coordinates of V' w.r.t. 8y. They are
normalized, with

Z cos® Oy, = 1, (7)

jezzr—d

but also scrambled by o. To relate each coefficient in e®"W to the correct
coordinate blade or subspace, note that the only ones that do not vanish are
those from [Theorem 3.18 and I; corresponds to F via o~ *.

Though useful for theoretical purposes, Pliicker coordinates are computa-
tionally expensive if n = dim X is large [34, p.197]. It takes (") coordinates to
represent p-subspaces, but Pliicker relations reduce the dimension of their Grass-
mannian to p(n—p). When p is not close to 1 or n, blades become sparse among
multivectors, and this representation becomes quite inefficient. There are more
economical, even if less elegant, ways to locate a subspace (e.g., reduced simplex
representations can use as low as p(n—p)+1 coordinates [34, p.204]). The angle
bivector strikes a nice balance between economy and theoretical convenience.

3.5 Distinct Dimensions and Projective-Orthogonal De-
composition

Now we treat the case of different dimensions. Let A € A’ X and B € \?X
be nonzero blades, m = min{p,q}, By and Bw = (f1,...,f;) be associated
principal bases of V = [A] and W = [B], and e be as in (3).

Definition 3.25. A projective-orthogonal (PO) decomposition of B w.r.t. A is
B = BPBJ_, where Bp = EB”BHflfQ . ‘fm and BJ_ = fm+1fm+2 . -~fq (: 1if
p > q) are, respectively, projective and orthogonal subblades. We also decompose
W =Wp @ W, , where Wp = [Bp] and W, = [B,] are, respectively, projective
and orthogonal subspaces of W w.r.t. V.
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Note that B, is completely orthogonal to A and Bp, so B = Bp A B].
Also, Bw, = (f1,--., fm) is a principal basis of Wp associated to Sy, for which
€A,Bp = €4,B, and the principal angles of V' and Wp are the same as those of
V and W. If p < q then grade(Bp) = grade(A).

If p > qgthen Bp = B, By =1, Wp = W and W, = {0}. If p < ¢
and V L W, gives Wp = Py(V) and W, = W NV, and the blades are
unique up to signs, with Bp having the orientation of e4 pPpA. If p < ¢ and
V L W, both decompositions depend on the choice of Sy, with Wp 2 Py (V)
and W, CWNV+

Proposition 3.26. Oy w = Oyw,, @é,w = @ﬁWP, Oap = Oa,p, and
©4p = O%p, (for oriented angles w.r.t. By, Bw and Bw, ).

Proof. Follows from and . O
We extend [Definitions 3.2 and [3.6] to the case of distinct dimensions.
Definition 3.27. (I)V,W = (I)V,WP and (I)A,B = (I)A,Bp (W.I‘.t. ﬁv, BW and BWP)'

When p < ¢, the non-uniqueness of the decompositions can increase the
ambiguity of the angle bivectors. Not even e®4.2 is uniquely defined anymore,
as we can switch the orientation of Bp, and if V' L W we can swap f, with any
unit vector in W .

Still, our results readily adapt. For example, if p < ¢ and [|A| = ||B| =
1 then e~ 2%4.5 Ae3®an — Bp, and so V rotates onto Wp. And as B, is
completely orthogonal to all principal bivectors in ®p 4 = —® 4 p, we have

6_%¢B’ABPBJ_6%¢)B‘A = AB,, so that W rotates to V& W.

4 Clifford Geometric Product

We relate the geometric product of blades to the angle bivector, and interpret
geometrically some of its well known algebraic properties. We consider first

equal grades, leaving the general case for and for completeness we
define ® 4 p =0if A or B is 0.

Theorem 4.1. AB = ||A||||B||e®* 3 for same grade blades A,B € \* X.

Proof. For A, B # 0, [Proposition 3.9|gives ﬁ = ﬁeq’A’B. O

Note that AB = e4 g||A|||| B|| e®141151 carries the relative orientation of A
and B, which makes sense as ¢4 p is the sign of A% B = (AB)o (if A% B #0).
Still, this makes relating their orientations in AB = €; || A|||| B e*“12] less
immediate. In we discuss how this affects other products.

With [Proposition 5.21] we obtain

AB=A|IB| Y mambLi=eas Y. |PsAllBIL. (8)

iczd+1,p iczd+1,p
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The projections from A to the B;j’s make A and B seem to play very different
roles in the product. But A; = Al; satisfies w4 g, = 7B, 4,, as €; eiL = f;- il,
and so AB = ea 5 3, ||A|l[| Pa, B|| I; as well.

With AB decomposed in terms of products of principal bivectors oriented
from [A] to [B], as above, all coeflicients have the same sign €4 5. The only
effect of swapping A and B (of same grade) is to reorient principal planes, from
[B] to [A]. Applying a reversion to (§) we obtain BA = ea g >; | Ps,Alll|B| L,
so that components change sign depending on whether I; = +1; has an even or
odd number of I;’s. In we relate this to the commutator of blades.

Ezample 4.2. Let {f1, f2, 91,92} be orthonormal, e; = fl\‘/"%ql, ey = %%,

A =ejes and B = f1fo. Then 84 = (e1,e2) and S = (f1, f2) are associated
principal bases of [A] and [B], with I; = g¢;f; and e} = g;. As eap = 1,
all coefficients in AB = (2 + 61, + I + 31,1,)/5v/2 are positive. And since

IlA]l = ||B]| = 1, the coeflicients are, in order, projection factors of [A] on
[B] = [f1f2], let f2], [fiex] and [efes] = ([B]*)p (the projective subspace of
[B]* w.r.t. [A]).

In BA = (2461, + I, + 301 15)/5V2 = (2 — 61 — I + 31,15)/5V/2, terms
with a single principal bivector switch signs. Projection factors have the same
values as before, but now refer to projections from [B] to [A] = [e1ez], [fi-ea],
[exf5] and [ff3] = ([A]*)p, where fi- = 2z, i = f22202 and ([A])p is

the projective subspace of [A]* w.r.t. [B].

4.1 Pliicker Coordinates in the Geometric Product

Counsider [Proposition 3.24] with V' = [A] and W = [B]. As the coefficients
in that decomposition give Pliicker coordinates of V' w.r.t. By, and these are
homogeneous, the same holds for the coefficients in

AB =eap|AllBl D cosOvy; a(Cy). (9)

jezzr¢

Ezample 4.3. In [A] has Pliucker coordinates (2:6:1:3:0:0)
in the basis (f1fo,e1 fo, fies, eies, fier, foes) of /\2 Y obtained from 3. The
last coordinates vanish as A is partially orthogonal to any coordinate blade
having neither e;- nor f; for some i. With BA in terms of I;’s, we find the same
coordinates for [B] in the basis (ejea, fi-ea,e1fs, fi-for,e1fi, eafs) obtained
from {ey, ea, fi-, f5}-

Ezample 4.4. In Fig. [A] has normalized Pliicker coordinates (2 : § : 0)

5
w.r.t. (fif2, f192, f2g92), and B = fi fo. From this, the norms and orientations,
we obtain AB = —3 — 415, where Iy = g5 fo is one of the principal bivectors,

oriented from A to B. As the first principal plane is degenerate, its principal
bivector is I; = 0, so AB has no 4-vector (this is another way to look at the
usual result that [A]N[B] # {0} = AAB =0).

The lack of economy of Pliicker coordinates is reflected in the geometric
product of high grade blades in even larger spaces, which tends to produce
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Figure 3: Orthogonal projections of a blade A on coordinate planes of the
orthonormal basis (f1, fa2,¢92). Arcs show orientations, and the numbers inside
them are blade areas.

a large number of components, linked by many relations. It is an interesting
question whether this is a price to be paid for the algebraic simplicity of this
product: if a more economical operation could accomplish the same tasks, would
its algebra necessarily be more complicated?

4.2 Distinct Grades
We can adapt for blades of different grades using PO decompo-

sitions. In the following result, the same principal bases must be used for the
decomposition and to form ®4 p.

Proposition 4.5. Let A€ A\’ X and B € N\? X be blades.

i) If p < q then AB = || A||||B||e®4-2 B, where B, is an orthogonal subblade
of B w.r.t. A.

i) If p > q then AB = ||A||||B||6¢Av321j_, where A, is an orthogonal subblade
of A w.r.t. B.

Proof. (ﬂ) Follows from [Theorem 4.1| since AB = (fl Bp)B,, Bp has the same

grade as A, [|Bp| = ||B| and ®4.p, = P4 5. Similar, using AB =
A (Ap B) and also that A; commutes with 4.2 as it is completely orthog-
onal to all principal bivectors . O

As the orthogonal subblade is completely orthogonal to all components of
e®4.8  we actually have e®4.2 A B| and e®4.2 A A in these formulas. So, in the
geometric product of blades, the smaller one operates only with the projective
subblade of the larger blade, preserving the orthogonal subblade.

This result also shows that, while e®4.2 and B (or A, ) can depend on the
choice of principal bases, their product cannot.
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Ezample 4.6. Let {f1,..., f4, 91, g2} be orthonormal, e; = ?fl + %gl, es = go,
A =erez and B = fifafsfs. Then Iy = g1f1, o = gafo, Pap = Pa gy, =
Tl 4 I, e®4r = Y3, 4 11y and AB = (2 + L1) Lo f3f4. The common
factor Iy is due to 0 = 7 (as e L fo, projections of A on coordinate subspaces
having f, instead of e3 = go vanish), and the rest is B, = f3f;. The coefficients
are projection factors of [A] on [fi1g2f5f4] and [g192f3f4], and [A] has Pliicker
coordinates (0:1/3:0:1:0:0) in the basis (f1f2, f192, 91 f2, 9192, f191, f2g2) of
/\2[f1f291g2]. Signs in BA = (§ — 21)) 15 f3f4 are the result of reverting the
I;’s and B .

4.3 Principal Angles via Geometric Algebra

Hitzer’s method [I9] to find principal angles via geometric product can be used
to decompose e®V-" or AB in terms of I;’s, as follows.

Given subspaces V, W C X with dimV = p < ¢ = dim W, compute AB for
unit blades A € A’V and B € AW with e4 g = 1. The result is a (p+q)-blade
if, and only if, all principal angles are 7, in which case any orthonormal bases
are associated principal bases.

Assume otherwise, and let d = dim(VNW) and D = max{i : 6; # 5}, whose
values we might not know yet. Using [Proposition 3.13] with R; = 1 for ¢ < d,
R; = I; for i > D, and expanding the other R;’s as in [Proposition 3.14] we find
that the nonzero components of AB = e®45B are:

AB=Rgy1---Rplpiy---1,B1 (10a)
= (Cd+1 cCD (10b)
+ Sg+1Cd+2 - cplgy1 + -+ cqgr1---cp—15plp (10c)

+ ca+18d+2 - Splat2 - Ip+ -+ Sat1--sp-1¢play1- - Ip-1

+ 5441 splgyr-- 'ID) Ipyq---I,B).

So the lowest and highest non-vanishing grades are p+q—2D and p+ q—2d,
and this tells us which 6;’s are 0 or 5. From orthonormal bases of VNnwt
and W N V+ we get principal vectors epy1, .. .,ep and fpia,..., fy to form
ID-H""’IP and BL.

Also, the product of the non-zero components of second lowest grade (10c])
by the inverse of the lowest grade blade is a bivector. Decomposing it into
commuting blades we obtain tanfyy1l411 + -+ + tanfplp and find 6; and I;
ford <i<D.

With this we can write the decompositions. If desired, we can also obtain
principal vectors e; = f; for ¢ < d from an orthonormal basis of VN W, and for
d < i < D take unit vectors e; € V N [[;] and f; € W N [[;] with e; - f; > 0.
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4.4 The Hidden Geometry of Algebraic Properties

In this section, we use our results to reveal the rich geometry that lies behind
some simple and well known algebraic properties of the Clifford product.

4.4.1 Invertibility

The invertibility of non-null blades A € A” X and B € A? X can be seen as the
result of AB carrying all geometric data needed to, given one blade, recover the
other one. . .

If p = ¢ we can see in A = AB@ = H%%B = (€A7B% eié[Blle)B
how AB has all we need to change the orientation, norm and subspace (via
Proposition 3.4) of B into those of A. More precisely, the Pliicker coordi-
nates stored in AB = ), €; gl|All||Bl|7a,B, Ii allow us to locate [A] relative
to [B]. Each component has all information needed to, using B, find one of

A= ZjeIﬁp—d PCJ.A = Ziezdﬂ,p Pg, A:

(4l AlIBImA, k) (B/IBI2) = casl P, All 1 B/|IBI

= a8 Pp Al LiepF
= eal| P, Al Fy
— Py A.

If p < ¢, we obtain the same result with components of AB = (ABp)B,. If
p > ¢, each component of AB = (—1)?*~9 A | (ApB) multiplied by B~ gives
(PBiAP)AL-

In particular, inverting B means finding A such that AB = 1. This 1 may
seem to carry too little information, but it has all we need. The fact that it is a
scalar means AB has no orthogonal subblade, so p = ¢, and no I;’s, so [A] = [B]
as all other Pliicker coordinates vanish. Its norm implies ||A|| = 1/||B||, and its
sign shows €4 p = 1, so A has the orientation of B. Putting it all together we

find A = B/|B||?, as expected.

4.4.2 The Geometry of ||AB| = ||All/||B]|

The relation @D between the geometric product and the asymmetric angles is
more complicated than those we give in for other products. This is
understandable, since this product includes the others as its components, and
carries information about projections on various subspaces.

Surprisingly, this complexity is behind one of its simplest properties: for
blades, [|[AB| = ||A]|||B]l- The algebraic proof is deceivingly easy, but not
very illuminating, and does not explain what makes this product special in this
respect, while others are submultiplicative.

A geometric proof can use @[) and to obtain, for same grade blades,
|AB|]? = HA||2||B||QZJ. cos? Ovy; = [|A[]?||B||>. And if B, for example, has
larger grade, using a PO decomposition, and since B, is completely orthogonal
to A and Bp, we also find ||AB| = [ABp || B.| = [A||Bp = |A]|B].
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To show what is behind this, we note that is in fact a general iden-
tity for asymmetric angles with coordinate p-subspaces of orthogonal bases
[28], that leads to a generalized Pythagorean theorem [29] stating that pro-
jections on all such subspaces preserve the total squared Volumeizl, ie., || 4] =
> | Py, A|[%. Writing (9) as AB = ea,Bl| Bl 225 |1 Py; Al o(Cj), we again find
JABI2 = |IBI X5 Py, AlI2 = | AI2) B

So, while the products in are submultiplicative for blades because they
involve projections on single subspaces, which shrink volumes and thus reduce
norms, the geometric product preserves norms precisely because it involves pro-
jections on all coordinate p-subspaces Yj.

4.4.3 Duality

The relatiorﬂ (AB)* = AB*, where * denotes the dual obtained via product
with J~! for a given unit pseudoscalar J, is algebraically trivial, a mere conse-
quence of the associativity of the geometric product. But it expresses a duality
between AB and AB* which, as we show, is linked to another one between
e®v:w and e‘b‘ﬁWL, reflecting a symmetry that swaps sines and cosines in the
components of [Proposition 3.14}

Let A € A"X and B € A?X be unit blades, V = [A] and W = [B],
with associated principal bases 8y = (e1,...,e,) and Bw = (f1,..., fy), and
principal angles 01, ... ,0,, for m = min{p, ¢}, and let e;-, I;, R; be as before.

We consider first a case with p = ¢ and V. NW = {0}, and take duals w.r.t.
J =11 I, (for which [J] = V@& W). Completing (ef, ..., ey ) to a principal
basis of W+ w.r.t. V, we obtain ®y 0 =30 (5 — 6;)I; and principal rotors
Rf = eief- = R;I; = sin6; + I; cos 6.

Proposition 4.7. Under the above conditions we have (e®V:W)* = ePvwt and
(eq:'A,B)* — ¢®a,B*

Proof. |Proposition 3.13| gives (e?vw)* = R;- ~-Rpfp~-f1 = Ri- --Rj; =
ePviwt  And using we find B* = er1f2~~~pr~p~~I~1 = eBef‘-ue;‘, SO
€4~ = €a,p and [B*] is the projective subspace of WL w.rt. V. Thus the

second identity follows from the first one and O

shows, at least under the above conditions, that this duality of
exponentials lies behind (AB)* = AB*. Even better, expanding principal rotors
as in |Proposition 3.14] we observe a component-wise duality,

(eq)V,W)* = (Cl ...Cp)* + (SlCQ"'Cle)* 4+ 4 (51 ...Spll ...Ip)*

r r r r ]
:cl...cp]l...Ip+SlC2...cp12...Ip+...+Sl...sp:e V,Wl’

so each component of grade k£ in AB is dual to one of grade 2p — k in AB*,
generalizing the dualities [6l p.82] (A A B)* = A|B* and (A]B)* = AA B*
between outer product and contractioﬂ (or Hestenes inner product [I8], p. 23]).

11n complex spaces, the (non-squared) volume is the sum of volumes of projections [29].
12We adopt the convention that * takes precedence over the product, so AB* means A(B*).

13See [Definition 5.1
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In the general case (p # q, VNW # {0}, duals w.r.t. the whole space), the du-
ality between exponentials becomes more complicated, but it still has the same
kind of symmetry, even if the corresponding grades are different. Taking duals
in wrt. J = fi falayr - Ipfpr1 -+ fy (for which [J] =V + W) we
find (AB)* = (Rap1- - Rplpiar - Tpfpr1--- f)" = Ré T Ri+1fd -+ f1, and
likewise for AB*. So, except for the extra blades shifting the grade correspon-
dence, the duality between AB and AB* is again due to R;’s turning into R;’s.
Taking duals w.r.t. the whole space, another grade shift makes each component
of grade k in AB dual to one of grade n — k in AB*, where n = dim X.

5 Other Geometric Algebra Products

Let A € A’ X and B € A\? X be blades. As is known, AB can have nonzero
components of grades |¢ — p|,|¢ — p| + 2,...,p + g, with the first and last ones
(and also some of the vanishing ones) giving useful component subproductﬂ
Most of these products are well known, and we have already been using some,
but we provide here a definition for easy reference (for general multivectors,
they are extended linearly):

Definition 5.1. The scalar product A x B, left and right contmctions{ﬁ A|B
and A|B, (fat) dot product A e B, and outer product A A\ B are, respectively,
the components of grades 0, ¢ — p, p — ¢, |¢ — p| and p + g of AB (a negative
grade means the component is 0). Hestenes inner product A - B is the |q — p|
component if p, ¢ # 0, vanishing otherwis@

Contractions and fat dot product, introduced by Lounesto [25] and Dorst
[5], are less known alternatives to Hestenes inner product. These products are
related by

if p < if
Aep=MBip=a 4 p_)AeB iPaF0, (11)
A|B ifp > q, 0 otherwise.

Left and right contractions are related by A|B = (B|A)~, and using a PO
decomposition we obtain A|B = (A x Bp)B,. When grades are distinct, they
are asymmetric (in general, A|B # B|A and A|B # B|A), with A|B = 0 if
p>gq,and A|B=01ifp <q.

As noted by Lounesto [26] p.291], contractions have better properties than
A-B (or AeB). Dorst [4,[5] also advocates for their use, arguing that identities
involving A - B often depend on grade conditionals, which tend to accumulate as

14The geometric product can be defined axiomatically and the other products obtained as
its components |5} 18] 20], or it can be defined using Grassmann algebra products, taken as
more fundamental ones [6, [12]. The different approaches are discussed in [26].

15These are Dorst’s symbols [5]. Lounesto [25] uses J and v, which we will reserve for a
slightly different contraction in [Section 5.1.1| and [Appendix A}

16This is the definition from [I8]. In later works [17], HHestenes removes the exceptionality
of the scalar case, so that A- B = A e B for all p,q > 0.
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they are combined, while with contractions “known results are simultaneously
generalized and more simply expressible, without conditional exceptions” [4]
p. 136], since their asymmetry allows them to ‘switch off” automatically when
conditions fail to hold.

In[Section 5.1 we relate these subproducts to our angles. [Section 5.2]discusses

other products: the usual commutator and an anticommutator.

5.1 Component Subproducts

There is a reason why only certain components of the geometric product give
interesting subproducts. If p = ¢, rewriting as

AB=e; 5| AlBl > cosOuy s, (12)

ieZa+1.p

we see how the components of grades 0,2,4,...,2p (in fact, at most 2(p — d),
where d = dim([4] N [B])) are formed. We can also understand why (AB)g
and (AB)a, are the most relevant ones, giving the products of
they describe projections on [B] and [B]*, while other components involve less
important subspaces. If p # ¢, the orthogonal subblade increases grades by
lg — p|, so now (AB)|,—p| and (AB),, are most relevant.

Identifying the appropriate components in , we obtain formulas relating
the subproducts to our various angles.

Theorem 5.2. For any blades A,B € \ X,

|A % B| = [|A]||| B]| cos © (41,5, (13a)
| A] Bl = [|All[| B| cos ©ay, B (13b)
IALBI = [|A[l[| Bl cos Oy}, (13¢)
|4 e Bl = | A]ll|Bl| cos Oy, 5, (13d)
|A- Bl = [|A|l[|B]| cos Oa1,15) (A, B non-scalars), (13e)
|A A BJ = A Bl cos O 1oy (136)

Proof. Let p = grade(A) and g = grade(B). If p = ¢, the first 5 products are the
i = 0 component in , with angle G)[A],[B] = @[BHA] = @[A],[B] = @[A],[B]a
by [Proposition 2.10}itt If, moreover, d=0, then A A B is the i = (1,...,p)
component, for which @[AHBi] = @[A],[B]L, otherwise AA B = 0 and @[AL[B}L =
5, by |Proposition 2.14}i

If p # q then Ax* B = 0 and é[A]y[B] = 3, 80 holds. Using a PO
decomposition of the larger blade, the unit orthogonal subblade increases grades
but preserves norms. So if p < g we have ||(AB),1+4—p| = [[(ABp),|, and taking

r =0 and r = 2p we find, using [Proposition 3.26} that (13b]) and (13f) remain

valid. Also, in this case both sides of (13c|) vanish. The case p > ¢ is similar,

and (13d) and (T3¢ follow from (LI). O
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The geometric algebra literature has analogous results for the angles of
Hestenes angle definition is similar to (I3a)). Hitzer also gives it, and
a result like but with the product of sines of principal angles, which is not
interpreted in terms of a single angle. Dorst’s description of contraction norm
for p < ¢ corresponds to .

Dorst’s contention against A e B and A - B is supported by and ,
as the min-symmetrized angle has worse properties. Contractions, on the other
hand, are related to the asymmetric angle, and their asymmetries perfectly
match each other, with both sides of and vanishing as appropriate.
Dorst’s defense of them agrees with our experience in using this angle: its
asymmetry allows simpler proofs and more general statements, in which special
cases are handled automatically, without us having to keep track of grades or
dimensions. For example, with the (symmetric) Hestenes inner product even
the following simple result would be hindered by grade conditionals, requiring
0 < grade(A) < grade(B).

Corollary 5.3. For any blades A,B € NX, ||[A|B| = ||PsAl|llB]. Also,
AIB=0< ALl B.

The symmetry of O is reflected in 7 which, ironically, depends on the
asymmetry of ©. For example, AA B =0 for any A, B € /\2 R?, but O4),(B]+
could assume any value if it were the usual (symmetric) angle between a plane
[A] and a line [B]*. Without asymmetry, would need the hypothesis
[A] N [B] = {0}, as in analogous results relating volumes of parallelotopes [I]
and matrix volumes [31] to products of sines of principal angles.

For v,w € X, gives the usual v Aw| = ||[v||||w|| sin b, ., as (5] reduces
to a single sine. We could put the formula for ||A A BJ| in this familiar form
using the sine of an angle Oy, = § — @ﬁw, which however does not have a
nice interpretation in A X as GJ\;,W does [28].

For simplicity, presented just the product norms. Now we give
more detailed formulas, with oriented angles. We omit A-Band Ae B, which
can be obtained from the contractions via .

Proposition 5.4. Let A€ A\’ X and B € N\ X be nonzero blades, (e1,...,e,)
and (f1,...,fq) be associated principal bases of [A] and [B], with orthoprin-
cipal vectors egl;rl,...,eﬂ,; and fj;l,..., L where d = dim([A] N [B]) and
m = min{p,q}, and A, and B, be the corresponding orthogonal subblades.
If d # 0 let J = 0, otherwise let J = efe§-~-~ej;f1f2-~-fq if p < q, and
J=eiex--epfi-fo - f- if p>q. Then

AxB=|Al||B| cosOa.p, (14a)
A|B = ||A|||B||cos©4.5 B, (14b)
A|B = ||A|||B|| cos©p.a A, (14c)

ANB = ||Al|||B||cos © 5 J. (14d)

Proof. (14a)) Follows from (13a)), [Definition 2.16|and the relation between €4 p
and A*B 1' AJB = (A*BP)BL, and éA,BP = ®A,BP = @A,B, by
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[Proposition 3.26l (14c) Similar. (14d) Assume d = 0, otherwise both sides
vanish. For p < ¢, (12)) gives AN B = € | A||| B]| cos @[LA]’[B] Ii---I,B;. The

reordering of e}’s from I; = ei f; cancels the reversion in e ip> and we use

The case p > q is similar. O

Note that both definitions of J give the same result when p = ¢q. If d =0
then [J] = [A] @ [B]. For d # 0 we defined J = 0 for simplicity, but, since
@jB = 5 anyway (by |Proposition 2.14|z'7D, one might as well use some J for
which [J] = [4] + [B]. I p # ¢ then ©4 p and Op 4 depend on the choice of

principal bases, but in a way that offsets changes in B, and A .

5.1.1 Products and Reversions

As noted after the geometric product AB involves the relative
orientation of A and B. The same holds for its component subproducts, and this
makes interpreting the resulting orientations less immediate, even unfeasible if
grade(A) is unknown. To compensate and obtain more geometrically meaningful
orientations, these products are often combined with a reversion. For example,
the Grassmann algebra inner product is (4, B) = A % B, the norm is || A|| =
(Ax A)z, and a slightly different contraction given by ALB = A|B (used in
[32] and in [Appendix A)) has its orientation directly related to those of A and
B (Corollary A.7). This is another geometric price to be paid for algebraic
simplicity. A product given by Ao B = AB would involve e A,p directly, but
would not be associative, making inverses less useful.

The outer product is the only subproduct inheriting the associativity of
AB, and the only one whose orientation with a reversion (A A B) seems less
natural. The proof of shows why A A B reflects the orientations of A and
B directly: the reversion in € ; 5 disappears as we reorder the ef-’s to match the
usual convention of having first the vectors of A (or their components orthogonal
to B) then those of B, ordered according to the orientation of each blade.

But this begs the question of the reason for such convention. Of course, it
is appropriate that the orientations of the geometric object formed by joining
A and B and of the algebraic element A A B used to represent it match each
other. But, geometrically, orienting by A A B = AA B (first the vectors of A in
reverse order, then those of B) would have been fine. Again, the answer lies in
algebraic simplicity: A A B would have been a worse product, having neither
associativity nor alternativity.

5.2 Commutator and Anticommutator

Let M,N € A X. The commutator M x N = (MN — NM)/2 is mainly used
with M or N being a bivector, as in this case it preserves grades, and ( /\2 X, X)
is a Lie algebra [18]. But the whole (A X, x) is also a Lie algebra, and, as we
show, the commutator of blades has nice properties for all grades, suggesting
that this product may be more interesting than usually recognized.
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The anticommutator M ® N = (MN + NM)/2 turns the Clifford algebra
into a special Jordan algebra [30]. It does not seem to have attracted the
attention of geometric algebraists, which is strange, given that Clifford algebras
are often built from generators satisfying some anticommutation relation (e.g.,
for the Dirac algebra [15] we have v,7, + 7Y, = 2., which is reduced to

Yo 8y = nul’)'
These products are linked by the following identities.

Proposition 5.5. Let M, N € A X.
i) MEN+Mx N=DMN.
ii)) MERN—M x N=NM.
i) |M & N|32+ | M x N||? = IMNIZHINME
Proof. (MN + NM) = (MN + NM) + (MN — NM)  (MN — NM) =
2(MN) % (MN) +2(NM) % (NM). m

The trivial identity @) becomes more interesting for blades A and B, in
which case the components of AB are distributed between A X B and A x B
according to their grades. This can be proven algebraically, analyzing the signs
of  ARB)=ARB=4AxBand (Ax B)” = —Ax B=TFA x B. We give

a more geometric argument, which will be useful later.

Proposition 5.6. Given blades A € N\ X and B € \? X, with p < q, and a
PO decomposition of B w.r.t. A, we have

(AXx Bp) AByL = > (AB)q_prar+2 if p(qg—1) is even,
AxB= k=0
(AR Bp)AB; = Y (AB)y—ptar  if p(g—1) is odd,

=
I
=

and likewise for the anticommutator, with the conditions swapped.

Proof. As seen in if p = g the only difference between AB and BA
is that components with an odd number of I;’s switch signs. Therefore A X
B = (—1)p(p’;1) (AB — BA)/2 has the components of grades 4k + 2 (k € IN)
of AB, while A ® B has those of grades 4k. And when p < ¢ we have 2A x
B = ABpB, — BpB| A = (ABp — (-1)P4"P)BpA) B, and likewise for the
anticommutator. O

Example 5.7. In AR?, for M = i and N = 1 +ij we have M ® N = i and
M x N = j, which decompose M N = i + j, but not by grades. This shows it is
not enough that one of the multivectors be a blade.

Proposition 5.8. Let A, B € A\ X be blades.
i) (AR B) x (Ax B)=0.
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ii) (AR B) % (A x B) =0.
i) (AX B)? — (A x B)? = A?B2.

iv) For unit blades of same grade, (AR B)? — (A x B)? = 1.
v) |Ag B|* +[|A x B|* = | A BI1*.

Proof. (i) (AB+BA)(AB—BA)—(AB—BA)(AB+BA) = 2BAAB—2ABBA =
0, since for blades A% and B? are scalars. By [Proposition 5.6, A ® B and
A x B have no common grades. (AB+ BA)? — (AB — BA)? =2ABBA +

9BAAB = 4A%B?. (i) For unit p-blades, A% = B2 = (—1)* . i) Follows
from [Proposition 5.5 O

Ezample 5.9. Let M = N =1+i € AR? Then MN = NM = M & N =
2+ 2i and M x N = 0. One can check that, while [Proposition 5.5 holds,
[Proposition 5.8 does not (as these are not blades).

These products are related to hyperbolic functions (see |[Appendix BJ) of the

angle bivector.

Theorem 5.10. For blades A, B € \* X we have A® B = || A||||B| cosh® 4 5
and A x B = || A||||B||sinh ® 4 5.

Proof. As grades are equal, [Theorem 4.1] gives A® B = (AB + BA)/2 =
| AJ|||B||(e®42 + e~®4.5)/2 and likewise for A x B. O

These formulas may give the impression that these products are not submul-
tiplicative for blades, which is false, by [Proposition 5.5 What happens is that,
as the I;’s in ® 4 p square to —1, these hyperbolic functions expand in terms of
trigonometric functions of the 6;’s. Indeed, for V = [A] and W = [B] we have
cosh®4 g = €4 pcosh®y yy (likewise for sinh), and cosh @y (resp. sinh) is
given by the terms in [Proposition 3.14| with an even (resp. odd) number of I;’s,
so that || cosh® 4 p||? + || sinh @ 4 5[|? = ||e®4:%]|2 = 1 (as in|[Proposition B.3vi).

Ezxample 5.11. Let ¢; = cosf;, s; = sinf;, and p = dimV = dimW. If p = 2
then cosh @y = cica + s152011> and sinh @y = sicoly + 15205, If p =3
then cosh (I)V,W = c1¢9¢3+ 8189311 I+ 819831115+ ¢189831513 and sinh q)V,W =
81620311 + 015263[2 + 01625313 + 515283[1]213.

With [Theorem 5.10, we can see that many properties presented here re-
flect others of hyperbolic functions given in For example,
corresponds directly to If grades are distinct, the orthogonal

subblade can demand some extra effort from us to see the correspondence, but
it exists. For example, consider [Proposition 5.8i1 with grade(4) = p < ¢ =
grade(B). Using a PO decomposition and [Proposition 5.6} and since B, com-
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mutes with the even multivectors A ® Bp and A x Bp, we have

(AR B)? — (A x B)?

(-1)“YP[(Aw Bp)? — (A x Bp)?| B

= (=1)l=P)?|| A||2|| Bp||*(cosh? ® 4 p — sinh® ® 4 ) B?
— (_1)(11717)17‘42312)33_

= A*(BpB,)* = A*B%

Proposition 5.12. Given blades A, B € \' X, let r be the number of principal

angles that are 5. Then cosh®4 p = 0 (resp. sinh) if, and only if, v is odd
(resp. even) and any other principal angle is 0.

Proof. 1f 61 < --- < 6, are the principal angles then ¢; = cosf; # 0 fori < p—r,
and s; =sinf; # 0 for ¢ > p—r. As cosh ® 4 p has components with all possible
products of an even number of s;’s, multiplied by ¢;’s of the other indices, if r
is even it has a component with ¢ -+ cp—rSp—rs1---5p # 0. So cosh®4 p =0
implies 7 is odd. But then it will have a component with ¢; -+ - cp—r_15p—r - - - 5p,
which must vanish, so 0,_, = 0. Conversely, if r is odd and 6,_, = 0, all
components will have some ¢; = 0 or some s; = 0. The proof for sinh ®4 p is
similar. O

Proposition 5.13. Blades A € N\’ X and B € \? X, with p < q, commute
(resp. anticommute) if, and only if, A= MA’ and B= MB'B" for completely
orthogonal blades M, A', B', B”, with grade(A’) = grade(B’) having the same
(resp. opposite) parity of p(q —1).

Proof. Follows from [Theorem 5.10| and [proposition 5.12|if p = ¢ (with B” = 1),
and also [Proposition 5.6|if p < ¢ (with B” = B} ). O

Example 5.14. In [Examples 3.5 and [3.10, the principal angles are (0,7, 5),
ERF =cosh®gp = eafresfs and E X F' = sinh®p p = 0. We also have
(ExRF)?=1and E? = F? = —1.

Ezample 5.15. In A ® B = —(2 + 3111)/5V2 has the terms
of AB = —AB that do not depend on the direction of the projections (from
[A] to [B] or vice-versa), and A x B = —(6I; 4+ I5)/5v/2 has those that do.
We have (A ® B)? = (13 + 121115)/50, (A x B)? = (=37 + 12I;15)/50 and
A? = B = —1. Also, ||[AR B|]? = %, |A x B||? = %, and ||A| = ||B]| = 1.
Finally, (A ® B)x(AxB) = 0, since the I;’s commute, and (A ® B)*(AxB) = 0,
as their components have no common grades.

Erample 5.16. Tn [Example 4.6 cosh @45 = 1T and sinh @45 = Lo, AR
B=(-AB+BA)/2= - Lo fsfsand Ax B = (~AB—BA)/2 = —L L f3 4.
We have p = 2 and ¢ = 4, so p(¢ — 1) is even, and B, = f3f;. Note that
AXR B = (e1e2 ® f1f3)B)L = —cosh®4 pB, has grade 6 = ¢ — p + 4, while
Ax B = (ejes X fife)BL = —sinh®4 pB, has grade 4 = g — p+ 2. Also, they
commute, (AR B)2 = -1, (Ax B)? =3, A>=—1and B> =1.

V3

With e; instead of A, we have ®., p = ®., s, = ¢l1, cosh®., p = 5> and

sinh®,, 5 = 1. Now p =1 and ¢ = 4, so p(g — 1) is odd, and B = fofsfa.
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We find that e; ® B = l.71]‘2f3f4 = (e1 x f1)BL = sinh®,, pB, has grade

5=¢qg—p+2, while ey x B = ff2f3f4 = (el ® f1)BL —COShq)elBBJ_ has

grade 3 = ¢ — p. They commute, (61 X B)? =1 and (e; x B)? = —3.
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A Blade products in Grassmann algebra

We present some results of in terms of Grassmann algebra, to make
them more accessible to researchers who might not be familiarized with Clifford
algebra. We provide direct proofs requiring (mostly) only

Here X can be a real or complex vector space, with inner product (,-)
(Hermitian product in the complex case, with conjugate-linearity in the first
argument). The complex case is important for applications, but requires some
adjustments in which are indicated in footnotes.

Formulas relating the inner product of same grade blades to some angle are
well known in the real case [I0, 22]. The following one also works in complex
spaces and for distinct grades.

Theorem A.1. (A, B) = ||A|||B| cos©4 5 for blades A,B € \ X.
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Proof. If grades are equal, follows from (as (A, B) = Ax B), (@) and
Definition 2.76l Otherwise both sides vanish. O

The exterior product satisfies a similar formula.

Theorem A.2. ||AA B| = ||A|| Bl COS@[LA]’[B] for blades A,B e A\ X.

Proof. Let PX = Pgi. Then |AA B| = ||(P+A) A B|| = |[PLA|||B||, and the
result follows from [Proposition 2.104 O

This result corresponds to , and our comments about that formula (after
also apply here.

Contraction or interior product by a vector is widely used in Geometry and
Physics, but as its generalization for multivectors is less known, we give a brief
description here. The following contraction is related to that of by
ALB = A|B. For more details, see [6] 32].

Definition A.3. The (left) contraction ALB of A€ \" X on B € \? X is the
unique element of A?"” X such that (C, AuB) = (AANC,B) forall C € AT " X.

If p = ¢ then ALB = (A, B), so the contraction generalizes the inner product
for distinct grades, but giving a (¢ — p)-vector instead of a scalar. For p # ¢
this product is asymmetric (in general, ALB # B_A), with Au.B =01if p > gq.
In the complex case it is conjugate-linear in A and linear in B.

Let A€ A" X and B € A\? X be nonzero blades, and B = Bp A B, be a PO
decompositiorﬂ of B w.r.t. A.

Proposition A.4. A.B = (A,Bp)B,.

Proof. As B, is completely orthogonal to A, for any C € A? " X we have
(ANC,Bp ANBy)=(A,Bp){C,B,)=(C,(A,Bp)B,). O

So ALB performs an inner product of A with a subblade of B where it
projects, leaving another subblade of B completely orthogonal to A.

Corollary A.5. B, = Bp.B/||B|?.
Theorem A.6. A.B = ||A||||B| cos©a,pBi.

Proof. Follows from [Theorem A.] and [Propositions 3.26] and [A4] if p < ¢,

otherwise © 4 p = 5 and both sides vanish. O

Corollary A.7. A.B = €4 || PA||B| B..

Corollary A.8. ALB=0< AL B.
oo oo 13
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B Hyperbolic Functions of Multivectors

Hyperbolic functions of multivectors are defined as usual, in terms of exponen-
tials or power series [16].

Definition B.1. For any M € A X, coshM = e > 5\241:; and

efoe_]W o M2k+1

sinh M = 5 kX_:O R

Though we only need the bivector case for we present properties
of these funcions in more generality, as the literature on them is rather scarce
(a few other properties, mostly for blades, can be found in [I6] p.77]).

Proposition B.2. Let M, N € \ X.
i) cosh M +sinh M = eM .,
ii) cosh M —sinh M = e=M,
iii) cosh(—M) = cosh M and sinh(—M) = —sinh M.
w) (cosh M)~ = cosh M and (sinh M)~ = sinh M.
v) If M x N =0 then cosh(M) x sinh(N) = 0.
vi) cosh? M — sinh® M = 1.

Proof. (@ - Immediate. If M x N = 0 then eMeN = eM+N_and so
cosh M sinh N = (eM+N — M=N 4 N=M _ o=M=N) /4 — sinh N cosh M.
cosh? M = (2™ + 2 4 ¢72M) /4 and sinh® M = (e*M — 2 4+ ¢72M) /4, O

Proposition B.3. Let H € A\ X be homogeneous of grade p, and r = p mod 4.

p(p—1)

i) (cosh H)~ = cosh H and (sinh H)~ = (—1)" =z sinh H.

i) coshH € @ A" X andsinhH ¢ @ A" X.
keN kEN

1) If r #£ 0 then cosh H % sinh H = 0.

—HI|2

|| cosh H||? 4 || sinh H||? = %,
) Ifr =0 then < | cosh H||? — | sinh H||? =1,
|[cosh H| > 1.

|| cosh H[? + || sinh H||* = [l ]2,
o) Ifr =1 then { |cosh H|2 — ||sinh H|]? = 1,
cosh H|| > 1 and ||le”|| = [le=H| > 1.
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|| cosh H||? + || sinh H||? =1,
vi) If r =2 or 3 then < | cosh H||? — ||sinh H|? = (ef)Z
| cosh H|| < 1, | sinh H|| < 1 and || || = 1.

Proof. (ﬁ) Follows from |Pr0position B.2|z'iz| and |it} as H = (fl)p(pT_l)H .
Follows from [ as components of cosh H are even, and those of sinh H have
the parity of p. (i]) By [ig these functions have no components of same grade
when r # 0. H = H, so 4]coshH|? = (e + e H)x (el + e H) =
[e®[ + 2 + [le~T||? and 4| sinh H|[> = [e”|> — 2 + [le 7| (i) Likewise,
but by and [Proposition B.2 we also have || cosh H||? + ||sinh H||? = ||ef||?,
which implies |[ef|| = |e=#]]. Now H = —H, so that 4| cosh H|> =
2+ (e2H 4 e=2H)y = 2 + 2(cosh(2H))¢ and 4| sinh H||? = 2 — 2(cosh(2H))o,
while [i{ and [Proposition B.2f] imply (cosh(2H))o = (e?!!)o. Finally, || =
el x el = (e"Hell)) = 1. O

Note that and [Proposition B.2restrict which grades e can include, and
when r # 0 its components are divided between cosh H and sinh H according
to their grades.
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