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ON THE TRANSPOSITION ANTI-INVOLUTION IN
REAL CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS III:
THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF THE TRANSPOSITION
SCALAR PRODUCT ON SPINOR SPACES

RAFAL ABLAMOWICZ AND BERTFRIED FAUSER

ABSTRACT. A signature e = (p,q) dependent transposition anti-involution 7.~ of real
Clifford algebras C¢, , for non-degenerate quadratic forms was introduced in [I]. In [2]
we showed that, depending on the value of (p — ¢) mod 8, the map 7.~ gives rise to trans-
position, complex Hermitian, or quaternionic Hermitian conjugation of representation
matrices in spinor representation. The resulting scalar product is in general different from
the two known standard scalar products [12]. We provide a full signature (p, ¢) dependent
classification of the invariance groups G, , of this product for p +¢ < 9. The map 7.
is identified as the “star” map known [I4] from the theory of (twisted) group algebras,
where the Clifford algebra Cf,, , is seen as a twisted group ring R*[(Z2)"], n = p+ q. We
discuss and list important subgroups of stabilizer groups G, 4(f) and their transversals in
relation to generators of spinor spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article concludes the developments of [1, 2]. Hence, all notation and definitions
are the same. Recall that in addition to reversion, grade involution and conjugation, any
universal real Clifford algebra C/¢(V, Q) of a non-degenerate quadratic real vector space
possesses a transposition anti-involution 7. as a unique extension of a certain orthogonal
map t. : V — V?. Using the identification V" 22 V*, the orthogonal map t. was shown to
be a symmetric non-degenerate correlation on V. For the properties of t. see [I].

Let CY,, be a simple Clifford algebra (p — ¢ # 1 mod 4) and let S = C/,,f be a left
spinor ideal generated by a primitive idempotent f. Asusual, welet K = fC?, ,f. Then, T,
allows one to define [2, Prop. 3] a K-valued transposition spinor scalar product S x S — K
a

Vipe S, MAeK, st (¥,0)— T W)=\ = FA. (1)
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'Recall that elements A of K = fCly qf commute with f because A = fuf for some v € Cl, . The
notion 3! stands for ‘there exists a unique’.
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The group G5, was defined in [2] as the invariance group of this transposition scalar
product:

Gra=19€ Clyq| T (9)g = 1}. (2)

In particular, the product is invariant under two of its subgroups: Salingaros’ [17, [18] [19]
finite vee group Gy, < G , and the stabilizer group G, ,(f) <Gy 4 of a primitive idempotent
f under the conjugate action of G, on C¥,,. Since the stabilizer group G, ,(f) plays an
important role in constructing and understanding spinor representation of Clifford algebras,
we classified these groups in [2].

In this article, in Section [ we discuss important subgroups of G, ,(f) which are related
to the idempotent f and to the division ring K. Furthermore, we show how transversals
of these subgroups in the vee group G, , are in fact generators of the (left) spinor spaces
Sk viewed as real vector spaces or as right modules over K.

Then, in Section [3, we undertake a systematic study of the transposition scalar product
1. (¢)¢ and its automorphism group G5, for all signatures (p, q), p+¢ < 9, in simple and
semisimple Clifford algebras.

In Section [ we conclude that our transposition anti-involution 7;” of C?, , is related to
a certain anti-involution * : R*[(Z3)"] — R*[(Z3)"] when we identify the Clifford algebra
Cl, , with a twisted group ring R*[(Z2)"] of an abelian group (Zg)" = Zg X - - - X Zay, n times
where n = p + ¢, in the sense of [0].

Finally, in Section B, we summarize the results obtained in all three papers and provide
some ideas how they can be extended and generalized.

2. SUBGROUPS OF THE STABILIZER GROUP

Let C¢, , be a real universal Clifford algebra with Grassmann basis B sorted by the ad-
missible order InvLex [1]. We begin by recalling the definition of Salingaros’ vee group [17].

Definition 1. A vee group G, , is defined as the set G, , = {£m | m € B} in CY, , together
with the Clifford product as the group binary operation.

This finite group is of order |G, o] = 2'*7*¢ and its commutator subgroup G, , = {+1}.

We know that any polynomial f in C?, , expressible as a product of idempotents 3(1+e; )
namely

1 1 1
where e; ,...,€;, k=q— 1, E are commuting basis monomials in B with square 1, is a

primitive idempotent in C?, ] Furthermore, C?, , has a complete set of 2% such primitive
mutually annihilating idempotents which add up to the identity 1. Moreover, the basis

2Here, r; is Radon-Hurwitz number defined by recursion as 7,15 = 7; + 4 and these initial values:
To ZO,Tl = 1,7‘2 =73 :2,7‘4 =T =Te =177 =3 [8, 12].

3In the following, for f we can pick any of the 2* primitive idempotents. In examples, our default choice
for f will always be the one in which all signs in the factorization [B]) are plus.
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monomials which define f generate a group (e; ,...,e; ) = (Zs)*, see [2] and references
therein.

With any primitive idempotent f we associate three groups:
(i) The stabilizer G, ,(f) of f defined as

Gpg(f) ={m e Gy, | mfm_l = [} <Gpy (4)

The stabilizer G, ;( f) is a normal subgroup of G,, ;. These groups were classified, depending
on the signature (p, ¢q), in [2]. In particular, recall that

1Pt p— g # 1 mod 4;
G =9 Sipir. ~ (5)

2°7PTTa—r - p — g =1 mod 4.
(ii) A new abelian idempotent group T, ,(f) of f, a subgroup of G, ,(f), generated by the
commuting basis monomials e; ,...,e; , and their negatives, which appear in the factor-

ization ([B]) of f.
(iii) A field group K, ,(f) of f, a subgroup of G, ,(f), related to the (skew double) field
K= fCl,,.f.

Definition 2. Let f be a primitive idempotent in C/,, defined as in ([B). Then, the
idempotent group T, ,(f) of f is defined as

Tpa(f) = (£L, €50 €5,) < Gpg(f), (6)
where k = q — 1.
Thus, immediately from this definition we obtain the following

Lemma 1. T, ,(f) has the following structure:

Tpalf) = Glyx (eiysve,) =G X (Zo)" and [T (f)] = 27 (7)
where k = q —r4_p.
Proof. This is straightforward since G, and (e; , ..., e; ) are normal subgroups of T}, ,(f)
with trivial intersection, T},q(f) = (e;,,...,€;, )G, . and k = ¢ —r,_p, as in (3. &

Our third group, the field group K, ,(f), is related to the division ring K = fC¥,,f.
Recall that for simple Clifford algebras, left spinor ideals S = C¥, ,f are right K-modules
where K ~ R, (respectively, K ~ C, or K ~ H,) when p — ¢ = 0,1,2 mod 8 (respectively,
p—q=3,7mod 8, or p—q=4,56mod 8) [2].

Definition 3. Let f be a primitive idempotent in C?,, defined as in ([B]) and let K =
fCl,.f. Let K be a set of Grassmann monomials in B which span K as a real algebra,
that is, K = spang{m | m € K}. Then, the field group of f is defined as

Ky o(f) = (£, m|m e K) < Gpy(f). (8)
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Therefore, immediately from the definition, we get that

2, p—q=20,1,2mod §;
Ky o(f)] = {4 p—q=3TmodS8; (9)
8 p—q=4,56modS8.

Before we state our main theorem which summarizes relations between the groups G, 4,
Gpq(f), Tpq(f), Kpe(f), and Gy, , we recall the definition of a (left) transversal [16] Sect.
5.6].

Definition 4. Let K be a subgroup of a group G. A transversal ¢ of K in G is a subset
of G consisting of exactly one element ¢(bK) from every (left) coset bK', and with ¢(K) = 1.

A transversal of a normal subgroup K <1 G is the same as the image of a lifting function
(: @ — G in the eztension of K by @ [16], Sect. 10.2] (using Rotman’s notation ¢ for the
lifting too).

Theorem 1 (Main Theorem). Let f be a primitive idempotent in a simple or semisimple
Clifford algebra Cly, 4 and let Gy, q, Gpo(f), Tpo(f), Kpo(f), and G, be the groups defined
above. Furthermore, let S = Cl, .f and K = fC¢, ,f.

(i) Elements of T, ,(f) and K, ,(f) commute.

(i) Tpq(f) N Kpq(f) = G o = {£1].
(i) Gpo(f) = Tpo([)Kpo(f) = K, q( VT4 (f)-
(iv) Iqu( ) = T (H)Epo(f)l = 31T, (f)IIK q(f)l-
(V) Gpq(f)< Gp,qf Tp,q(f) <AGpq, and Kp,q(f) Gpq- In particular, Tpo(f) and K, 4(f)

are normal subgroups of G, 4(f).
(vi) We have:

v

Gpa( )/ Kpa(f) = Th0(f)/ G, ba (10)
Gpa(f)/Tpa(f) = Kpo(f)/ Gy (11)

(vii) We have:
(Cra(£)/ G/ (Tpa(1)]Gy) = Grg(f)/Tpa(f) = Kpo(f)/{£1} (12)

and the transversal of T, ,(f) in Gpq(f) spans K over R modulo f.
(viil) The transversal of Gp4(f) in G, 4 spans S over K modulo f.

(i) We have (Gyg(f)/Tpa(f)) < (Gpa/Tpa(f)) and
(Gl Toa D)/ Coal D) Ty ) = G/ G ) (13)

and the transversal of T, ,(f) in G, , spans S over R modulo f.
(x) The stabilizer G, ,(f) can be viewed as

ﬂ Ca,,(r) = Ca, . (Tpq(f)) (14)
2€Tp,q(f)

where Cg, () is the centralizer of x in Gy, 4 and Cg, (T,4(f)) is the centralizer of

Tp,q(f) in Gy
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Proof. All of the following statements have been verified additionally by explicit computa-
tions in CLIFFORD for all signatures (p, q), with p 4+ ¢ < 9.

(1)

(i)

(i)

(iv)
(v)

(vi)
(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

Let m € K, ,(f) where K,,(f) is defined in (§). To show that m commutes
with every element in the group 7, ,(f) defined in ([@)), it is enough to show that
me;, = e; m for every e; € T where T = {e;,...,e; } is the set of k = ¢ — 1y
basis monomials which define any primitive idempotent f as in ([B]). Suppose, to
the contrary, that there exists e € T which does not commute with m. Thus, e,
and m anti-commute, or e; m = —me; . Let leL =1(1=+ e; ). Without any loss
of generality, let us assume that P;" is a factor of f so that f = fP" = P f. On
the other hand, mf = fm since m € K, ,(f) C K and all elements of K commute
with f. Thus, fm = fP'm = fmP; = m(fP;) = 0 since P;"P; = P P;* =0,
or, since m is invertible, f = 0 which is false. Therefore, m commutes with every
element of T}, ,(f) which is generated by the elements of 7 and £1.

Obviously, {£1} C T,,(f) N K,,(f). Let m € T, ,(f) N K,,(f). Then, m?* = 1
since every element of T, ,(f), except the identity, is of order 2. Thus, since also
m € K, ,(f), we conclude that m = £1, or, T, ,(f) N K, ,(f) C {£1}.

Obviously, T}, 4(f), Kpq(f) < G, 4(f) because elements of T, ,(f) and K, ,(f) com-
mute with f, hence, they stabilize f. Therefore, we have T}, ,(f) K, ,(f) =

K, (f)T,4(f) < Gpq(f) where the equality comes from (i). To show that

T H)K,o(f) = Gpq(f), we use the following order argument: By the Product

p,q
Formula [I6, Prop. 2.73], we have that

_ T (D5 ()]
Tp.a(f) 0 K o(£)]

thanks to Lemma [T} part (ii) of this Theorem; and the formula for |G, ,(f)| given
in ([{).

This follows from (ii), (iii), and the Product Formula [16, Prop. 2.73].

The fact that G, ,(f) <G, , was proven in [2]. Then, T, ,(f) <G, , and K, ,(f)<G,,
has been verified with CLIFFORD in Clifford algebras C¥¢, , for p+ ¢ < 9. Of course,
when K, ,(f) = {£1} then T, ,(f) = G, 4(f) < Gpq and K, ,(f) is trivially normal
in G, ,. The rest follows immediately from (i) and (iii).

This follows from (iii), (v), and the Second Isomorphism Theorem [16, Thm. 2.74].
The first isomorphism in (I follows from the fact that G}, , <1 G4 and the Third
Isomorphism Theorem [16, Thm. 2.75]. The second isomorphism in (Il follows
from (ii), (iii), and the Second Isomorphism Theorem [16], Thm. 2.74]. The fact
that the transversal of T, ,(f) in G, ,(f) spans K over R modulo f has been verified
with CLIFFORD in Clifford algebras CY,, for p 4+ ¢ <9.

The fact that the transversal of G, ,(f) in G, , spans S over K modulo f has been
verified with CLIFFORD in Clifford algebras C¥, , for p +¢q < 9.

The isomorphism in (I3) follows from (iii) and the Third Isomorphism Theorem.
The remaining statement has been verified with CLIFFORD in Clifford algebras C¥,, ,
for p+q¢ <9.

T () ()] = 2" Ky (/) = |Gpa(f)] (15)
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(x) This follows from basic group theory and definitions of centralizers.

H

Corollary 1. We have two normal series in G, 4:
Gpq 2 Gpg(f) 2 Thu(f) 2 Gy g = {1}, (16)
Gpq = Gpglf) = Kpo(f) 2 G g = {1} (17)

Recall that in CLIFFORD information about each Clifford algebra C¥,, for p + ¢ < 9 is
stored in a built-in data file. This information can be retrieved in the form of a seven-
element list with a command clidata([p,q]). For example, for C/;, we find:

1 1
data = [complex, 2, simple, §Id + e [Id, eq, e3, ea3], [1d, eq3], [Id, €3]] (18)

where Id denotes the identity element of the algebra. In particular, from the above we find
that: (i) Cls is a simple algebra isomorphic to Mat(2, C); (data[1], data[2], data[3]) (ii)
Expression %Id + %el (datal4]) is a primitive idempotent f which may be used to generate
a spinor ideal S = Clsf; (iii) The fifth entry data[5] provides, modulo f, a real basis for
S, that is, S = spang{f,esf, esf, exsf}; (iv) The sixth entry datal6] provides, modulo f,
a real basis for K = fCl;of = C, that is, K = spang{ f, es3f}; and, (v) The seventh entry
data[7] provides, modulo f, a basis for S over K, that is, S = spang{f,esf }B
Thus, based on the above theorem, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 2. Let data be the list of data returned by the procedure clidata ¢n CLIFFORD.
Then, datals| is a transversal of T, ,(f) in G,,; datal6] is a transversal of T,,(f) in
Gpq(f); and data[7] is a transversal of Gy 4(f) in G, 4. Therefore, |datals]| =

|datal[6]||data[7]|. This is equivalent to |T§§,&) | = | gi;;;g;:; | |nggf) .

Proof. From Thm. [l part (ix) we find that data[5] is a transversal of T, ,(f) in G,;
from part (vii) we find that data[6] is a transversal of T, ,(f) in G, ,(f); and from part
(vili) we find that data[7] is a transversal of G,,(f) in G,, Therefore, the relation
|data[5]| = |datal6]||data[7]| follows from (I3)) and Lagrange’s Theorem. ]

Remark. Before we proceed, we summarize first some definitions cf. [12], Sect. 17.2]:

o Gy ={9€Cly,| T (9)g =1} — ‘Signed vee group’ G; , defined in (2).

o G,,={m € B|tm} - Salingaros’ vee group.

e Lip(p,q) = {s € Cl,, | Vx € R sx5~' € RP} — Lipschitz group.

e Pin(p,q) = {s € Lip(p, q) | s§ = £1} < Lip(p, ¢) — Pin group.

e Spin(p, q) = Pin(p, q) N C¢; , < Pin(p, q) < Lip(p, q) — Spin group.

e Spin_(p,q) = {s € Spin(p,q) | s5 = 1} — for p # 0 and ¢ # 0, orthochronous

isometries.

Now we collect a few facts relating the above defined groups to the groups commonly used.
These facts are easy to prove and some are known:

o Gpg < G because Ym € G g we have T.(m) = m™" or T, (m)m = 1.

4See [3, ] how to use CLIFFORD.
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o Vm € G, we have T."(m)m = 1 where T,” = t. o ~. Thus, ~ =T ot. (for t. see [
Disp. (21)] and so Vm € G, , we have mm = m1. (t.(m)) = £1. Therefore,

Gp.q < Pin(p,q) < Lip(p,q),
thus G, is a discrete subgroup of Pin(p, ¢). Together with G, , < G

Gpq < Pin(p,q) NG .

€

pqr We get

Thus, the above connects G, 4, Pin(p,q) and G5, .
We illustrate the above Thm. [Il with the following three examples.
Example 1. We consider C¢;; = Mat(2,R). In CLIFFORD, we find the following data for

Cgl,l :
, 1 1
data = [real, 2, simple, §Id + €12, [1d, eq], [Id], [Id, e4]]. (19)
Let f = 3(1 + ej2). Then, the groups are as follows:
Gl,l = {:l:l, :tel, :l:eg, :l:elg}, (20)
Gia(f) = {=£1, £ew}, (21)
Tia(f) = {£1, e}, (22)
Kia(f) = {+£1}. (23)
Thus, from 20), 210), (22) the quotient groups and their transversald] are:
G1/Gri(f) = {G1a(f),e:Gra(N)} 5 {1, e1} = datal7], (24)
Gia(H)/Tia(f) = {Ta(f)} = {1} = data[s], (25)
G1a/Tia(f) = {Tia(f), e Tua(£)} 5 {1, er} = datals]. (26)
Example 2. We consider C?¢; 5 = Mat(2,C). In CLIFFORD, we find the following data for
Cgl’gl
. 1 1
data = [complex, 2, simple, §Id + 5613, [Id, eq, €2, €12], [Id, €], [Id, €4]]. (27)
Let f = %(1 + e13). Then, the groups are as follows:
G = {1, +e;, *ey, Tes, Tein, Tei3, Teos, es}, (28)
Gra(f) = {£]1, Tey, teys, Teias}, (29)
Tio(f) = {1, eis}, (30)
Kl,2(f) = {j:]_, j:eg}. (31)

®Note that transversal sets, which just provide coset representatives, are not unique: For the given (left)
coset aK of K, a normal subgroup of G, we may assign £(aK) = a or £(aK) = b as long as aK = bK or,
equivalently, ab~! € K.
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Thus, the quotient groups and their transversals are:

Gr2/Gra(f) = {Gia(f), e1Gia(f)} = {1,e} = datal[7], (32)

Gia(f)/Tia(f) = {Ti2(f), e2Tr2(f)} = {1,e5} = datale], (33)
Gl,z/Tl,z(f) = {T1,2(f), elT1,2(f)a e2T1,2(f), 612T1,2(f)} i
{1,e1,e9,€12} = data[5]. (34)

Example 3. We consider Cf; 3 = Mat(2,H). In CLIFFORD, we find the following data for
061732
. . 1 1
data = [quaternionic, 2, simple, §Id + e,
[Id7 €1, €2, €3, €12, €13, €23, 6123]a [Id> €2, €3, 623]a [Ida el]]- (35)
Let f = %(1 + e14). Then, the groups are as follows:
G4 = {£1, e, fey, tes, tey, Tein, e, Teyy, Teys,

teoy, Tegy, €123, T€124, €134, :l:e1234}, ( )

Gra(f) = {£1, Ley, Le3, teqy, ey, Te104, €134, T€1934 ], (37)
Ti4(f) = {1, teu}, (38)

Ky 4(f) = {£]1, Les, tes, Leqs}. (39)

Thus, the quotient groups and their transversals are:

Gra/Gra(f) = {Gra(f), e1Gra(f)} = {1,e} = datal7], (40)
GralF)/Tia(f) = {Tua(f), €T a(f), esTia(f), easTia(f)} =
{1,82,83,823} = data[G], (41)

Gra/T1a(f) = {T1a(f), eiTia(f), exT1a(f), e3T1a(f),
812T1,4(f), 813T1,4(f), 823T1,4(f), e123T1,4(f)} 4

{1,e1, e, €3, €12, €13, €93, €103} = datal5]|. (42)

The transversal of G, ,(f) in G, and the transversal of T, ,(f) in G, ,(f) are listed in
Tables 1-4 in [4, Appendix A]. The stabilizer groups G, ,(f) are listed in Tables 1-5 in [2]
Appendix A].

3. TRANSPOSITION SCALAR PRODUCT ON SPINOR SPACES

In [I2, Ch. 18], Lounesto discusses scalar products on S = Cf,,f for simple Clifford
algebras and on S = S @ S = Cl,qe, e = [+ f, for semisimple Clifford algebras. Recall
that f denotes the grade involution of f. It is well known that in each case the spinor
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representation is faithful. Following Lounesto, we let
K beeither K or K& K,
S beeither S or S&S

when CV, , is simple or semisimple, respectively. Then, in the simple algebras, the two
scalar products are

By (¥, ¢) = 511%5
SxS—=K _ 4
XK gl {5_<w,¢>=s2¢¢ )
whereas in the semisimple algebras they are
coa i oy L (Be(0,0), B (v, b)) = (5100, 51440,)
S xS =K, : _ - 44
*FK Whe)e {<5_<w,¢>,ﬁ_<wg,¢g>>=<S2w¢,smg¢g> (44

when ¢ = ¢ + 1y and b=¢+ Gg, U, 0 €5, Yy, 04 € S, and where @E,Jg (resp. ,1,)
denotes reversion (resp. Clifford conjugation) of 9,1, and sy, s, are special monomials
in the Clifford algebra basis which guarantee that the products slqﬂb, s9th, hence also
slﬁgggbg, S910,0,, belong to K = K The automorphism groups of 5, and S_ are defined in
the simple case as, respectively, G4 = {s € C/,, | s =1} and G_ = {s € C/,, | s5 = 1},
and as ?G_ and ?G, in the semisimple case. They are shown in [12, Tables 1 and 2, p.
236].

3.1. Simple Clifford algebras. In Example 3 in [2] it was shown that the transposition
scalar product in S = Cly, f is different from each of the two Lounesto’s products whereas
Example 4 showed that the transposition product in S = Cl3f coincided with 3. Fur-
thermore, it was remarked that 7.7(¢))¢ always equaled f, for Euclidean signatures (p,0)
and S_ for anti-Euclidean signatures (0, ¢). We formalize this in the following.

Proposition 1. Let ¢,¢ € S = Cl,,f and (¢¥,¢) — T.(¥)p = A\f, A € K, be the
transposition scalar product. Let By and [_ be the scalar products on S shown in (43).
Then, there exist monomials sy, o in the transversal £ of G ,(f) in G, , such that

Bi(¥, ) = s19¢, Vb, ¢ € Clyof,

7 4
B_(1h, ) = say, Vi, ¢ € Cl o f- (45)

T (¥)o = {

Proof. In [1, Cor. 1] it was shown that 7. reduces to reversion (resp. conjugation) anti-
involution in C¥,( for the Euclidean signature (p, 0) (resp. for the anti-Euclidean signature

(0,9)). O

6In simple Clifford algebras, the monomials s; and s, also satisfy: (i) f=s fsytand (i) f = safsy
The identity (i) (resp. (ii)) is also valid in the semisimple algebras provided 84 # 0 (resp. S— £ 0).
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Table 1 (Part 1): Automorphism group G, , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras (¢, , = Mat(2*, R)
k=q—r4—p,p—q#1mod4,p—qg=0,1,2mod 8

(p,q) | (0,0) | (1,1) | (2,0) | (2,2) | B, 1) | (3,3) | (0,6)

Gpg | O(1) | OQ2) |[OQ2)]| OM) | O@) | O@®) [|[O®)

Table 1 (Part 2): Automorphism group Gj , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras C/, , = Mat(2*, R)
k=q—7r4—p,p—q#1mod4,p—qg=0,1,2mod 8
Pg) | (42) | 63 | (1L7) | (0,8 | (44) | (80)
Gpq | O@B) | O(16) | O(16) 0(16) 0(16) ||O(16)

Let u € Cl, , and let [u] be a matrix of v in the spinor representation 7g of Cf,, , realized
in the spinor (C?,, ,, K)-bimodule ¢Sk = C¥, ,fK. Then, by [2, Prop. 5],
[u]' ifp—q=0,1,2mod 8;
Tow] = Q" ifp—g=37Tmod8; (46)
[ul*  ifp—q=4,56mod8§;

where 7', T, and I denote, respectively, transposition, complex Hermitian conjugation, and
quaternionic Hermitian conjugation. Thus, we immediately have:

Proposition 2. Let G, C Cl, , where Cl, 4 is a simple Clifford algebra. Then, G is:
The orthogonal group O(N) when K = R; the complex unitary group U(N) when K = C;
or, the compact symplectic group Sp(N) = Ug(N) when K = HI[1 That is,

O(N) ifp—q=0,1,2mod §;

UN) ifp—q=3,7modS§; (47)
Sp(N) ifp—q=4,56mod8;

e __
Gp,q -

where N =28 and k =q —r,_,.

Proof. The isomorphism CY,, = Mat (N, K), where K = fC¢, ,f for a primitive idempo-

tent f, implies that for every u € G; , the matrix [T."(u)u] = [T (u)|[u] = 1. Then, (40)

implies that [u][u] = 1, [u]'[u] = 1, or [u]*[u] = 1 depending on the value of p—¢ mod 8. []
The scalar product T.7(1))¢ was computed with CLIFFORD for all signatures (p, q), p+¢q <

9. Observe that as expected, in Euclidean (resp. anti-Euclidean) signatures (p,0) (resp.

"See Fulton and Harris [7] for a definition of the quaternionic unitary group Ugx(N). In our notation we
follow loc. cit. page 100, ‘Remark on Notations’.
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Table 2 (Part 1): Automorphism group G, , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras (¢, , = Mat(2*, C)
k=q—r4—p,p—q#1mod4,p—q=3,7mod38

(P, q) [ (0,1) 1 (1,2) | 3,0) | (2,3)] (0,5) |(4,1)]|(1,6)]| (7,0)
Gpg | UMW) | UQ) [|UQ)|UM@) [[[UW)|||UM@) | U®)||U®)

Table 2 (Part 2): Automorphism group Gj , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras (¢, , = Mat (2", C)
k=q—rq—p,p—q#1mod4, p—q=3,7mod8

P, 9) [ (5,2) | 3,4) | (4,5) | (63) | (27) | (0,9) | (81)

Gpq |U®) | U®) |U16) | U16) |U16) |||U16)]||| U(16)

Table 3 (Part 1): Automorphism group Gj , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras (¢, , = Mat(2*, H)
k=q—7r4—p,p—q#1mod4,p—qg=4,56mod8

(,a) | (0,2) 0,4) | (4,0) | (1,3) | (2,4) | (6,0)

Gra | |[SPO]||[Sp@]| | [SP@)]] Sp(2) | Sp(4) ||Sp(4)

Table 3 (Part 2): Automorphism group G, , of T.7(¢)¢
in simple Clifford algebras (¢, , = Mat(2*, H)
k=q—r4—p,p—q#1mod4,p—q=4,506mod8
(pg) | (1,5) | (5,1) | (6,2) | (7.1) | (2,6) | (3,5)
Gpq | Sp(4) | Sp(4) | Sp(8) | Sp(8) | Sp(8) | Sp(8)

(0,9)) the group G, (resp. Gj,) coincides with the corresponding automorphism group
of the scalar product g (resp. [B-) listed in [12, Table 1, p. 236] (resp. [12, Table 2, p.
236]. This is indicated by a single (resp. double) box around the group symbol in Tables 4

and 5. For example, for the Euclidean signatures (5,0), we show G5, as 2Sp(2) | whereas

for the anti-Euclidean signatures (0, 7), we show G§; as [|*O(8) ||

For simple Clifford algebras, the automorphism groups G, , are displayed in Tables 1, 2,
and 3 (for semisimple algebras, see Tables 4 and 5). In each case the form is positive
definite and non-degenerate. Also, unlike in the case of the forms F, and (_, there is
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no need for the extra monomial factor like s, so in ([@3) (and ([@4)) to guarantee that the
product 7.7(1))¢ belongs to K since this is always the case [I, 2]. Recall that the only
role of the monomials s; and s, is to permute entries of spinors @bgb and ¢ to assure
that 5. (¢, ¢) and S_(1, ¢) belong to the (skew) field K. That is, more precisely, that
By(¥,¢) and B_(¢, ¢) have the form A\f = fA for some A in K. The idempotent f in
the spinor basis in S corresponds uniquely to the identity coset G, ,(f) in the quotient
group Gy ,/Gp4(f). Based on |2, Prop. 2] we know that since the vee group G, , permutes
entries of any spinor ¥, the monomials s; and sy belong to the transversal of the stabilizer
Gpolf) <4 Gpy 2 Cor. 2]H

One more difference between the scalar products f; and [_, and the transposition
product T.7(1))¢ is that in some signatures one of the former products may be identically
zero whereas the transposition product is never identically zero. The signatures (p,q) in
which one of the products 4 or S_ is identically zero can be easily found in [12] Tables 1
and 2, p. 236] as the automorphism group of the product is then a general linear group.

We summarize our findings. Let 7.7(1))¢ be the scalar product on the right K-linear
spinor space S in a simple Clifford algebra CV, ,.

e In the real case (p — ¢ = 0,1,2mod 8) when dimgS = N, the scalar product
(modulo f) is just the symmetric non-degenerate and positive definite form

1Y) =T () = Y1¢1 + ... + Ynodn. (48)

e In the complex case (p — g = 4,5,6 mod 8) when dim ¢S = N, the scalar product
(modulo f) is just the standard (complex) Hermitian non-degenerate and positive
definite form

T ()¢ = T(9) = 161 + ... + Yyow (49)

where T, (¢)1) denotes “complex” conjugation in K.

e In the quaternionic case (p—q = 3,7 mod 8) when dimyS = N, the scalar product
(modulo f) is just the standard (quaternionic) Hermitian (or, “symplectic scalar
product”) which is also non-degenerate and positive definite

T ()¢ = T(9) = 161 + ... + Yyow (50)

where T (¢)y) denotes “quaternionic” conjugation in K.

Here we give a few low-dimensional examples of the transposition scalar product 7. (1)) .

Example 4. Consider Cls » = Mat(4, R) with f = i(1+913>(1+e24). Then, K = fClyof =
spang{1} = R and a transversal of the stabilizer Gos(f) <Gag2is M = {1,e1,€,€12}. Let

8In [12, Page 233], Lounesto states correctly that “the element s can be chosen from the standard basis
of C¢, 4.” In fact, one can restrict the search for s to the transversal of the stabilizer G, 4(f) in Gp,q which
has a much smaller size 2¢~"s—» compared to the size 2PT¢ of the Clifford basis.

9An R-bilinear form K : V xV — K on a real, complex, or quaternionic vector space V' is non-degenerate
if whenever K (v,w) = 0, Vv then w = 0. The form is positive definite if K (v,v) > 0 for v # 0 [1].
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Y, € S =Cly,f. Hence,

Y =1Y1f +ee1f + zeaf + se1af, (51)
¢ =¢1f + paerf + dzexf + daer1af, (52)
where ¢;, ¢; € R, i =1,... 4. It is then easy to check that the form
T(Y)p = (V191 + Yoo + V303 + Vaga) f (53)
is invariant under O(4). Of course, in spinor representation, we have
U1 Yo Y3 Yy ¢ 0 0 0
- |10 0 0 O g2 0 0 0
0 0 0 O o4 0 0 0

Notice that the scalar products g, and f_ modulo f are:

Bi(¥,¢) = s19¢ = (V32 — Va3 + ¢4¢1 V14) f
-1

0
=tr([tr Y2 3 ) 8 (1) _(1] 8 )f (55)
10 0 O

B (1, 8) = satbp = (Vs + thagps — h1g — Y3h2) f
0 00 —1| |¢

—ufe eow vl g o o |ZDS (56)
1 00 0| e

Each product is invariant under Sp(4,R). (cf. [I2, Tables 1 and 2, p. 236]) The monomials
S1 = S = eq9 belong to M [ For example, the monomial s; permutes entries in the first
column as seen below for (5, :

0 00O -A 000

~ 0000 ~ 0O 0 0 O

(Y] = 000 0 whereas [s19¢] = 0 00 0 (57)
A0 0O 0O 00O

where \ = op3 — V3o + 104 — 4Py € R. A similar role is played by the monomial sy
in 5_.

The above example shows that, in general, 1) and 1, do not belong to the dual S* of the
spinor space S. On the other hand, 7.7(v)) always belongs to S* for every ¢ € S [1], 2]. We
have classified all automorphism groups of the transposition scalar product for real simple
Clifford algebras. The results are summarized in Table 1.

0The choice of each of the monomials s; and s, is of course not unique. In general, there are 2PT4/N
such choices modulo the commutator subgroup {1} of G, .
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Example 5. Consider Cl; 5 = Mat(2,C) with f = %(1 + e3). Then, K = fClof =
spang{1,e2} = C and a transversal of the stabilizer G12(f) < G122 is M = {1,e;}. Let
Y, € S = Clof. Recalling that the left minimal ideal S is a right K-module, we write
“complex” coefficients on the right:

Y= fipr + e fiy = f(Y11 + Vi2es) + e f(1ha1 + Pazes), (58)
¢ = for+eifor= f(P11 + dr2e2) + €1 f(da1 + Ppnes), (59)
where V5, ¢i; € R, ¥, ¢; € K, 1,5 = 1,2. It is then easy to check that

T () = V101 + oty = (11611 + Yaaag + Ya1da1 + Yr1agra) [+

(Vo122 — V221 + 1112 — Y111 )eaf. (60)
Thus, 7.7(¢))¢ is invariant under the complex unitary group U(2). Then,

Bi(¥,9) = Sﬂz¢ = (V11021 + V2ad12 + Vo101 + V12022) [+
(V21012 — V2011 + Y1122 — Yr12dar1)es f

- @oe+Tons =uim B[} o] [ o

where s; = e; € M and 1,, v, denotes complex conjugation. Since the matrix is similar to
a diagonal matrix diag(1, —1), the automorphism group of this form is the complex unitary
group U(1,1). Then,
B (w, ¢) = 521Z¢ = (¢11¢21 + o012 — Y1 P11 — 1P12¢22)f+
(=to1d12 — Vo1 + V11022 + Y1adar e f

SR AT (S | R VA )

where so = e; € M. Thus, S_ is invariant under Sp(2, C). See also [12, Tables 1 and 2, p.
236] [

We have classified all automorphism groups of the transposition scalar product for com-
plex simple Clifford algebras. The results are summarized in Table 2. In our next example
we consider a quaternionic simple Clifford algebra.

Example 6. Consider Cf; 5 = Mat(2,H) with f = %(1 + eyy). Then, K = fCl 3f =
spang{1, e, es, e} = H and a transversal of the stabilizer G13(f) < G13is M = {1,e;}.
Let ¥,9 € S = Cl; 3f. Hence,

Y= fi1+efyy and ¢ = for+efoo (63)

where
i = VY + Yises + Yizez + Yisers € K, (64)
Gi = dir + Pin€2 + Qize3 + Piger3 € K (65)

HFor the definitions of U(1,1) and Sp(2,C), see [12, Ch. 18].
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for ¢, ¢0;; € R, 1=1,2;j=1,...,4. Then we get:

2 4
T (1, 6) = (V161 + o) f = O whiig) f+

i=1 j=1
(Y1012) — Ypusdra) + Y21z — Yiazdoa))ea f+
(Vu1d13) + Ypodia) + Vp1das) + Yadog))esf+
(Vn1014) — Ypzdig) + Y d2a) — Vaaag))e2s f, (66)

which is invariant under Ug(2) = Sp(2). Here, 9,1, denotes quaternionic conjugation
The other two scalar products are as follows:

By(, ¢) = s10¢ = (Va1¢21) + Y2da2) + Yasdaz) + Paadaa)) f+
(Vr1¢2) — Yt — Yusdaa) + Ypagag )eaf+
(V11023 + Ypadoa) — Ypsday — Ypadaz)esf+
(Vn11024) — V2o + Ypsdaz) + Yp1oug))e2s f

- @+ Tos =uim B[} o] [ e

where s; = e; € M. Since the matrix is similar to a diagonal matrix diag(1l,—1), the
automorphism group of this form is the quaternionic unitary group U; ;H. Then,

B_(¥, ) = s210¢ = (Yp1dar) — Yotz — Ysdas) + Pradeq) f+
(Yn1¢29) + Ypadar + Ypsdeq) + Ypades)eaf+
(V1023 — Ypuadag + Ysdar — Yadag)esf+
(Va1¢2a) + Ya2023) — V(a3022) — VaaPar))€2sf

= (¥ig: — i) f = tr([vi ¥5] {_01 (ﬂ {ﬁj)f (68)

where so = €1 € M and 97,15 denotes an anti-involution on K = H which sends 1;; +
Vigey + Pizes + g€ > i1 + Vigey + Yizes — Vg3, In [12, Tables 1 and 2, p. 236] we
find that §, and §_ scalar products are invariant under Sp(2, 2)

Remark. If we define quaternions as pairs of complex numbers H = C®Cj via the Cayley-
Dickson doubling process [12 Sect. 23.2] where C = R @ Ri, that is, write quaternions
as ¢ = z+ wj or as ¢ = (z,w) where z,w € C, then the star anti-involution in (G8])
is an R-linear map of H sending z + wj — z 4+ wj or (z,w) — (z,w) where w is the
complex conjugate of w. Observe that the R-linear map of H sending z + wj — zZ — wj or
(z,w) +— (Z, —w) is the quaternionic conjugation of H.

We have classified all automorphism groups of the transposition scalar product for
quaternionic simple Clifford algebras. The results are summarized in Table 3.

12T shorten display, we set Y1di2) = Y11¢12 — Y12é11 and P1da1) = Y11P21 + P21011, ete.
138p(2,2) = U(2,2) N Sp(4,C) and Sp(2,2)/{:|:1} >~ SO, (4,1).
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3.2. Semisimple Clifford algebras. Faithful spinor representation of a semisimple Clif-
ford algebra Cf,, (p — ¢ = 1 mod 4) is realized in a left ideal S = S ® S = C¥,, e Where
e=f+ f for any primitive idempotent f. Recall that ~ denotes grade involution. We refer
to [12, pp. 232-236] for some of the concepts. In particular, S = CV pqf and S =0Cl,,f.
Thus, every spinor ¢ € S has unique components 1) € S and Py € S. We refer to the
elements ) € S as “spinors” whereas to its components 1) € S and )y € S we refer as
“l-spmors

For the semisimple Clifford algebras C?,, ,, we will view spinors pelS=S5 @ S as ordered
pairs (¢ hy) € S X S when ¢ = ¢ + 4. Likewise, we will view elements A in the double
fields K = K&K as ordered pairs (A, \,) € KxK when A = A+),. As before, K = fCl, ,f
while K = fCl,,f. Recall that K = ?R = YRR or K2 &

p—qg=1mod8, or p—qg=>5mod8.
In this section we classify automorphism groups of the transposition scalar product

Sx =K, (9.9) = L°(,6) = (Ir(¥)e, I (1,)e,) €K (69)

When@E:@D—l—wQ andgzvS:ngngzSg.
Proposition 3. Let G, , C Cl, , where Cl,, , is a semisimple Clifford algebra. Then, G,
is: The double orthogonal group *O(N) 9 O(N) x O(N) when K = 2R or the double
compact symplectic group >Sp(N) 1 Sp(N) x Sp(N) when K = 2109 That is,

. _{2O(N):O(N)><O(N) when p — ¢ =1 mod 8&;

P4 2Sp(N) = Sp(N) x Sp(N) when p—q = 5mod §;
where N =28 and k = q —r,_,.

Proof. This result follows directly when we recall that C¢,, = *Mat(N,R) or C¢,, =
Mat(N,H) in the semisimple case depending whether p—¢ = 1 mod 8 or p—¢ = 5 mod 8,
respectively. Then, apply Proposition [2 to each non universal component of C¢, , while
remembering to reduce N by a factor of 2. ]

H & H when, respectively,

(70)

The automorphism groups G, , for semisimple Clifford algebras C?,,, for p + ¢ < 9 are
shown in Tables 4 and 5. All results in these tables, like in Tables 1, 2, and 3, have been
verified with CLIFFORD.

We show two examples.

Example 7. Consider Cly; = *Mat(2,R) with f = 1(1 + e1)(1 + e3) and f= 11—
e1)(1+ eys). Then, a transversal of the stabilizer Go1(f) = Go1(f) <Gy is M = {1,e,}.
Let ¥,¢ € S = Cly, f and 4, ¢, € S = Cly 1 f. Hence,
Y =vuf+ynerf, ¢ = ouf + ¢neaf, (71)
b =Vuf+vuesf, &g =0onf+ dnesf (72)

MRecall that Sp(N) = Ug(N) where Ug(N) is the quaternionic unitary group [7].
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Table 4: Automorphism group Gj , of T (Y)¢
in semisimple Clifford algebras (¥, , = 2Mat(2"~1 R)
k=q—7r¢—p,p—q=1mod 4, p—qg=1mod8
(p,g)| (1L,0) [(21)]B,2)) (0,7) | (43) ] (1,8) | (54 | (9,0)
Ge ., [120(1) | 20(2)] 20(4)[|[20(8)|]| 20(8)] 20(16) | 20(16) | | 20(16)

p,q

Table 5: Automorphism group G, , of 1.7(¢)¢
in semisimple Clifford algebras C/,, = 2Mat (2! H)
k=q—1r4—p, p—q=>5mod4, p—q=mod8
g | (0,3 | (L4 | (5,0) | (2,5) | (6,1) | (3,6) | (7,2)

Goq [117Sp) ||| 2Sp(2) ||2Sp(2) || 2Sp(4) | 2Sp(4) | 2Sp(8) | 2Sp(8)

where ¥;1, 0,1 € R, 1 =1, 2/ 1t is then easy to see that the transposition scalar product
on S:

T ()¢ = (Yo + Yada) f (73)
is invariant under O(2). Likewise, the transposition scalar product on S
T () by = (r1om + Ydon) f (74)
is also invariant under O(2). Thus, on S =S @ S, we get
T () = (1 ()0, T (1) dg) = (Yudu + dndn) ([, f) € K (75)

where K = 2R and G5, = 20(2). Of course, in the faithful spinor representation in
S =SS over the double field 2R, we have

o) = | Y] ana g () 00

)
(0,0) (0,0) (¢21, d21) ( )} (76)

Y

which gives the same result in matrix form:
= |5 0o ()

5By a small abuse of notation, we write the same numerical components for ¢ and g, also for ¢
and ¢4, although in general they may be different. In order to identify the automorphism groups what
matters is really the form of the polynomial in the numerical components but not the actual components.
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where \j = A = 11011 + ¥21021 € R. For a comparison, notice that the scalar products
B+ and f_ on S are

B+(, ) = (0,0), (78)
5—(@57 QE) = (Y1162 — Ya1011)(f, f) (79)
and their automorphism groups are, respectively, ?GL(2,R) and 2Sp(2, R)E
Example 8. Consider Cf; 4 = 2Mat(2, H) with f = 1(1 + eqs4)(1 + e15) and f = 1(1 -

€231)(1+e;5). Then, a transversal of the stabilizer Gy 4(f) = G1,4(f) Gy is M ={1,e}.
Let ¥, ¢ € S = Cly4f and ¢y, ¢y € S = Cly4f. Let’s assign, modulo f, quaternionic

components to %—spinors as follows:

i = Y11 + Yio€y + Yizes + Yiueas, @ 1= P11 + Pia€s + Pr13es + Praess,
for ¢ = 1,2. Thus,

Y= fir + e fi, o= fo1+e1fpa, (80)
by = fr +eifts, b= for+eifon (81)

Then, modulo f, we find the transposition scalar product on S
T ()¢ = (V161 + Pag2) f (82)

where 1; denotes “quaternionic” conjugation. It is easy to see that this product is invariant
under Sp(2) = Ug(2). Furthermore, modulo f, we find the transposition scalar product

on S
T (thg)bg = (V161 + Vatha) f (83)
hence it is also invariant under Sp(2). Therefore, on S = S @ S, we get
T ()6 = (T ()6, T (g)6g) = (6161 + Gt (f, f) e K=*H (84)

and G§ , = *Sp(2). We can also verify this result using the faithful spinor representation
in $=S5@ S over the double (skew) field 2H:

~( I\ — (@17@1) (Em@z) 11 (¢1>¢1) (0’0
W= 1 0.0) <0,0>] and W‘l(asz,@) (0.0

which gives the same result in matrix form:

(86)

161 |12 Table 1, page 236], Lounesto shows for short only GL(2, R) whereas in [12, Table 2, page 236],
he also shows 2Sp(2,R). Thus, our definition of the symplectic group Sp(INV,R) is the same as his.
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where A, = A = 90, ¢1 + 1,09 € H. We again compare this product with 3, and 8_ on S
which are:

B (4, ) = (Y162 + a1 (. ), (87)
B-(4,6) = (0,0), (88)
and their automorphism groups are, respectively, *U; ;H = Uy ;H x U; ;H and *GL(2, ]HI)

4. CLIFFORD ALGEBRA AS A TWISTED GROUP RING

For any group G, its commutator subgroup G’ is a normal subgroup of G, and the
quotient group G/G’ is abelian. [I6, Prop. 5.57] Hence, since the vee group G, , is not
abelian (for n = p 4+ ¢ > 2) of order 2 - 2% and its commutator subgroup G, = {£1},
the abelian quotient group is just

Gpg/G;)’q = (Z2)n = ZQ X X Zg with n = P+q.

Thus, we can view the universal Clifford algebra C¥?, , of a non-degenerate quadratic form
of signature (p, q) as a twisted group ring C¢,, = R'[(Z3)"] over the abelian group (Zy)"
Let ey, ..., e, be generators for n isomorphic copies of Z,, that is,

Ly = (e1) = (eg) = -+ = (ey)

where the cyclic groups (e;) = {ej*}, a; = 0,1, i = 1,...,n, are written multiplicatively
Then, the twisted group ring R*[(Z2)™] [14, Sect. 2] is an associative R-algebra with basis
{Z | x € (Z2)"} and multiplication defined distributively for all x,y € (Zy)™ as

ry =(z,y)7y,  (r,y) € R" =R\ {0}

Due to the required associativity of the algebra (zy) z = & (y z) for any z,y, z € (Z3)", the
function v : (Z2)" X (Z2)™ — R* must satisfy the relation

Yz, y)v(vy, 2) = (Y, 2)v(x,y2),  Vz,y,2 € (Z)"

which implies that 7 is a 2-cocycle. Furthermore, it is shown [14, Lemma 2.1] that a general
twisted group ring K*[G] has an identity (1,1)"'1 and that the elements 7 € K'[G] are
all units. The inverse of 7 is:

Tt =z, a7 )y (L) e T =y (e )y (1, 1) e

"The group Up,¢H is defined in [7, Page 99] as the group of automorphisms of a Hermitian form of
signature (p,q) on a quaternionic vector space V' of dimension p + ¢ thus having the standard expression
S viw — f:gﬂ v;w;. In [12] Table 1, page 236] we find 2Sp(2,2) and in [12, Table 2, page 236] we
find GL(2,H), respectively.

8For a general theory of group rings see [14].

19We could simplify notation by identifying an ordered n-tuple (eS',e52,...,e%) from (Zy)" with a

monomial ef'eq? - -- el in RY[(Za)™].
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One can easily show that the formula (xy)™' = y~lz7! Vz,y € G, carries over to
(zy)~t =y~ 'z7', vz, g € K'[G]:
@) (G~ ) =gy ) =ay(1L, 1) e =32y (1, 1)
=71, )7 (1L, 1) T T =41, 1) 7 y(1,1) 711
=1

)T (L) Ty (L DT =9(1,1) 7' (89)
In [I4, Page 5], one finds this definition of a map * : K[G] — K[G] in a general group

ring K[G]: )
(Z axx> = Z axat_l

where the summation is over € G. It follows easily that, for any «, 5 € K[G], we have:
(i) (a4 B)* = a* + g%, (i) (af)* = f*a*, (ili) o™ = «, (iv) 1* =1 for the unity. Hence, *
is an anti-involution of the group ring.

Notice that a similar map can be defined in any twisted group ring * : K'[G] — K'[G]

1
namely <Z axf) * _ Z a,xi.—l‘

Furthermore, this map is an anti-involution of K*[G] as it satisfies the same four properties
(i)-(iv). In particular, property (ii) follows from the identity (zy)~' = y~'z~! shown above.

We recall from [2| Lemma 1] some properties of the transposition anti-involution 7.7,
and, in particular, its action 7. (m) = m~! on a monomial m in the Grassmann basis B
which is, as we see now, identical to the action *(m) = m~! on every m € B. We formulate
our concluding result.

Theorem 2. The anti-involution T, on the Clifford algebra C¢, , is the anti-involution *
of Cl, , viewed as the twisted group ring R'[(Zs)"].

For a Hopf algebraic discussion of Clifford algebras as twisted group algebras, see [6, 13]
and references therein.

Remark. Following [12, Chapt. 21|, consider n-tuples a = ajas...a, of binary digits
a; = 0,1, with addition a & b = ¢ defined by term wise addition modulo 2. This is the
natural component wise product group structure on (Zs)™. Thus, with this operation, the
set of n-tuples is a group and the group characters are Walsh functions

wylh) = ()T
As group characters, the Walsh functions satisfy wi(a @ b) = wi(a)wi(b). For any binary
n-tuple a = aqas .. .a,, let’s adopt notation

def
eo e i

,€9m) € (Zy)™. Then, Lounesto shows how one can define the
Clifford product in the algebra C?, , on the “basis monomials” (later extended by linearity
and associativity to all algebra elements) with the help of Walsh functions, namely,

eaey 2 (1)1 %%, (h(b)) eaan (90)

for any element (e}*,e5?, ..., e
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where h, the inverse of the so called Gray code, is defined as

h(a); = Zaj mod 2.
j=1

Thus, we have a close connection between viewing Clifford algebra C¥,, , as a twisted group
ring R*[(Z2)"] and as a real associative algebra with the monomial basis {e,} for all binary
n-tuples a and multiplication defined with the help of the Walsh function and inverse Gray
code as in (@0). In particular, one should be able to express the twisting 2-cocycle v needed
to define the product in Rf[(Z3)"] (see [6 13]) in terms of the Walsh functions and the
Gray code.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We summarize and conclude our work on the transposition involution in real Clifford
algebras, including the developments of [1], 2]. The present set of three papers develops in a
concise and explicit manner all important aspects of the transposition map, which we have
lifted from the matrix representations to an abstract map in real Clifford algebras. We did
this in an exhaustive manner for all signatures € = (p, q) for p + ¢ < 9 well aware of the
fact that with mod 8 periodicity of real Clifford algebras, we have a complete treatment for
any signature. Our goal was to explicitly verify all our claims with CLIFFORD [5]. This has
revealed some corrections necessary to results already published in the literature. We also
want to mention that despite an extensive search, we were unable to find our transposition
map in the literature, contrary to the immediate feeling that this map ‘should already have
been known’. However, see its relation to the “*-map’ in the twisted group rings given in
Theorem 2. Of course, the transposition map for Euclidean and anti-Euclidean signatures
coincides with, respectively, the reversion and the conjugation anti-involutions of C?,, , used
in the standard constructions of Spin and Pin groups, but for non-definite signatures it
differs.

The first paper [I] is concerned with a general setup of the transposition map. This
includes a careful choice of sorted bases, with an admissible order, allowing for further
generalizations. Our starting point was to find the abstract map in abstract real Clifford
algebras induced by the linear algebra map of transposition in the left (right) regular matrix
representations of the real Clifford algebras. We do not reiterate the points given in the
conclusions of [I] but we focus here on the general outline of our work.

The transposition map explains the block structure (grading) of the regular representa-
tion matrices. Moreover, we exhibited an explicit decomposition of the transposition map
with respect to the graded decomposition of the Clifford algebras C¢,, = C?, & Cl, for
arbitrary signatures. This fact, depending on the symmetry of the employed non singular
polar bilinear form B, ,, emerges from the decomposition of the related quadratic form
Qpq = Q0 L Qf, into a positive and a negative definite form. On the technical side we
have extended the duality result of Lounesto

(udp v, w) = (v, u A v) (91)
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relating the contraction and the Grassmann wedge product, to the general Clifford case
(u, vw) = (vu, v) provided det Q,, # 0. (92)

Choosing a sorted basis B which diagonalizes (), 4, we have considered two canonical iso-
morphisms V' — V* identifying the vector space V with its dual V*. These maps are
given by: (i) the dual basis B* defined as e}(e;) = &;; and (ii) the reciprocal basis B’

b _

defined as e} = ? This leads to the universal dual (or reciprocal) Clifford algebra CC;.

The isomorphism Zb : V' — V* depends on the quadratic form @), , or, equivalently, on its
symmetric polar bilinear form B, ,. The consequences are somewhat straightforward and
we gave a few explicit examples.

In general, the regular representation is reducible. Thus, it is much more interesting to
explore how the transposition map is related to the irreducible spinor representations. This
is done in [2]. Algebraic spinor spaces S, seen as left Cf-modules, are minimal left ideals.
These ideals can be generated by a primitive idempotent f such that S(f) = Cl,,f. As
real Clifford algebras are simple or are direct sums of two simple subalgebras, such spinor
ideals are right modules over K which is either a (skew) field or a double (skew) field. The
spinor ideal S(f)k is hence a left C¢ and right K-module. The abstract transposition
map factors into a transposition map on the left action by C¢ and an (anti) involution
on K. It was shown, for simple and semisimple algebras, that this involution, depending
on the signature mod 8, amounts to the identity on R, complex conjugation on C, and
quaternionic conjugation on H. An important role in these constructions is played by
the vee group G, , and the stabilizer group G, ,(f) of the primitive idempotent element
f generating the spinor space S(f). We have explicitly constructed left transversals of
cosets which provide bases for the spinor spaces. A full classification of the stabilizer
groups G, ,(f) was given in [2] for all signatures p + ¢ = n <9, which is complete when
taken mod 8 in both simple and semisimple algebras. These stabilizer groups do play an
important role in quantum computing too. The latter, however, usually employs only
complex Clifford algebras which posses a much simpler mod 2 structure.

We showed that the transposition map allows one to form a new transposition scalar
product on spinor spaces which we have studied in the present paper. Only in the Eu-
clidean and anti-Euclidean cases, this scalar product is identical to the two known spinor
scalar products, see for example [12], and it is different in all other signatures. The present
paper provides a complete classification of the invariance groups Gy , of the transposition
scalar product. We also gave a detailed exposition on 7}, ,(f), the idempotent group 7}, ,(f)
of f, and the field group K, ,(f) of f, as normal subgroups in the stabilizer group G, ,(f)
of the primitive idempotent f, and on their coset spaces G 4/T}.4(f), Gpo(f)/Tpq(f), and
Gp.q/Gp.qa(f). These subgroups allow to construct very effectively non-canonical transver-
sals and hence basis elements of the spinor spaces and the (skew double) field underlying
the spinor space. This leads to a description of the situation tabulated for p+¢=n <9
which is complete and sufficient due to the mod 8 periodicity. A further aspect which we
have emphasized is the fact that the Clifford algebras can be seen as twisted group rings
R*[(Z2)™]. In particular, we have observed that our transposition is then mapped to the ‘star
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map’ in such rings [14]. This observation relates our work to recent approaches to Clifford
algebras using Hopf algebraic methods applied to the twisted group ring R*[(Zz)"] [6, 13].
In particular, the ‘star’ map of a twisted group ring is actually the antipode map.

Let 8 be an automorphism of K. The right module Sx can be given a new module
structure S by -\ = ¢5(A). Similarly we can twist the left action of C? seen as the matrix
algebra over K. As an example, the complex left module ¢ M can receive an antilinear
complex vector space structure ¢.M, such that z - m = Zm. Seen as representations, these
modules are in general not isomorphic.

As a final remark, observe that the transposition anti-involution connects left and right
spinor modules (7. : xSk — k.S.c¢) or, equivalently, regular left and right representations,
and it implements an isomorphism between the left and the right modules. Such a map
introduces a Frobenius algebra structure [11], in general twisted (or of the second kind),
on the Clifford algebra and its respective representations. This is expected due to the
fact that Clifford algebras can be seen as twisted group rings. Our work on the stabilizer
and invariance groups shows that only in the case when K = R this identification is
straightforward. In all other cases, the left and the right modules have different actions of
the base field K due to the action of the transposition involution on the base field, which
induces the twisting in the sense of the twisted Frobenius structures [11, Ch. 7.1]. The
clarifications brought forward in this set of three articles will help to investigate this fact.
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