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Angular momentum is traditionally taught as a (pseudo)vector quantity, tied closely to the cross
product. This approach is familiar to experts but challenging for students, and full of subtleties.
Here, we present an alternative pedagogical approach: angular momentum is described using
bivectors, which can be visualized as “tiles” with area and orientation and whose components form
an antisymmetric matrix. Although bivectors have historically been studied in specialized contexts
like spacetime classification or geometric algebra, they are no more complicated to understand than
cross products. The bivector language provides a more fundamental definition for rotational physics,
and opens the door to understanding rotations in relativity and in extra dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rotational physics is full of pitfalls for learners and
experts alike. Novice students struggle with right-hand
rules and multiple definitions of the cross product, each
with non-intuitive features. More advanced students may
still stumble over the subtle trap of a left-handed coordi-
nate system or the unexpected behavior of pseudovectors
under coordinate reflections. And even experts may not
be able to describe angular momentum in relativity or in
a theory with extra dimensions of space, since the cross
product is unique to three dimensions.

All of these issues are resolved when we recognize that
angular momentum and angular velocity are fundamen-
tally bivector quantities. Bivectors can be visualized in
terms of oriented “tiles” whose areas represent their mag-
nitudes, as shown in Fig. 1. Because the tile directly shows
the plane and direction of rotation, right hand rules are
unnecessary. Coordinate reflections affect the oriented
tile in the natural way: there is no extra minus sign as
is required for cross products and no need to demand a
right-handed coordinate system. And in higher dimen-
sions where there is no concept of an axis of rotation, the
idea of a plane of rotation remains meaningful.

Although bivectors are unfamiliar to most physicists,
they do appear in the literature. For instance, they play
a role in the Petrov classification of spacetimes, [1, 2] and
they are an important component of geometric algebra.
[3, 4] In the context of geometric algebra, a text by Do-
ran and Lasenby provides a broad collection of bivector
applications.[5] Outside of geometric algebra, describing
rotational physics using bivectors (or 2-forms) has mostly
occurred in specialized work (general relativity with tor-
sion, for example [6]). Bivectors are, however, applicable
to a wide variety of physical systems: any equation in-
volving a pseudovector quantity, a cross product, or a
curl can be rewritten in bivector language. In addition to
rotational systems, bivectors can describe magnetic fields,
fluid vorticity, and more. In fact, the electromagnetic
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FIG. 1. Angular velocity & is fundamentally a bivector quan-
tity, represented as a tile whose attitude and orientation match
the object’s plane and direction of rotation and whose area
gives the magnitude. (The shape of the tile is unimportant.)
Here we see angular velocity bivectors for a clock’s second hand
and a merry-go-round, and the angular momentum bivector
(proportional to angular velocity) for a ball on a string. This
rightmost tile is constructed as the “wedge product” ¥ A p.

field tensor F),, is a (four-dimensional) bivector, though
it is rarely labeled as one.

Formally, bivectors are rank-2 antisymmetric tensors
(vectors are rank-1 tensors): they are closely related to
differential 2-forms (just as vectors are related to 1-forms).
But that mathematical description makes them sound
more complicated than they are: in practice, understand-
ing bivectors is no more complicated than understanding
cross products. Parts of the bivector story may provide
students a helpful bridge to familiar cross product results.
Thus, instructors who prefer the traditional treatment
may still find bivectors pedagogically useful.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section II we
motivate the reexamination of this fundamental topic and
comment on pedagogical advantages and challenges. In
Section III, we solve a conservation of angular momen-
tum problem using bivectors. In Section IV, we solve a
gyroscopic precession problem by adding bivectors geo-
metrically. In Section V we compute the linear velocity of
a point on the Earth’s surface by multiplying a vector and
a bivector. In Section VI we show how angular momen-
tum in relativity requires a bivector description, and we
state general conclusions in Section VII. In Appendix A
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we solve a conservation of angular momentum problem
in extra dimensions.

Additional appendices include advanced topics and
reference material. Appendix B presents the bivector
formalism for the inertia tensor, rotating frames, and
quantum commutation relations. Appendix C sketches
proofs of two claims in the main text. And Appendix D
provides details about products involving pseudovectors
and their bivector equivalents.

II. WHY TEACH BIVECTORS?

To experts with experience studying rotational physics,
the bivector description presented below may at first seem
unfamiliar and complicated. However, novice learners find
the traditional vector approach unfamiliar and compli-
cated as well. For instance, two thirds of second-semester
physics students tested on cross products answer fewer
than half the questions right, regardless of whether the
context is electromagnetism or pure math.[7] Cross prod-
ucts involving vectors pointing out of the plane of the
page or right-hand rules requiring awkward arm positions
are especially challenging.[8] (This reference also provides
a thorough literature review of educational research on
student experiences and difficulties with right-hand rules.)
Furthermore, even after studying rotational motion, the
majority of first-semester students still believe that a
particle’s angular velocity vector points in the plane of
motion. [9]

With these challenges in mind, the bivector formalism
offers some clear pedagogical advantages. Representing
angular quantities as oriented tiles immediately eliminates
the tendency to conflate the vector directions of linear
and angular velocity. This representation has a direct,
visible relationship to the system’s rotation, as opposed
to the traditional visualization of an axis of rotation
which is more abstract. Significantly de-emphasizing the
right hand rule removes a major stumbling block for new
learners and largely eliminates the need to worry about
whether the coordinate system is right handed.

Moreover, calculating a point particle’s bivector angular
momentum components as a wedge product (Section IIT)
is more intuitive than the cross product procedure. For
example, the expression xp, — yp, corresponds to the
¢4y component, with the index order matching the posi-
tive term (by contrast, the vector component L, requires
students to keep track of cyclic coordinate order). In
addition, the tile’s area gives a concrete physical meaning
to the magnitude formula.[10] The bivector form also gen-
eralizes in a straightforward way when studying relativity
(Section VI) or extra dimensions (Appendix A).

There are four main drawbacks to this approach: two
pedagogical, one practical, and one social. First, as Sec-
tion IV shows, bivector tile addition is more complicated
than tip-to-tail vector arrow addition. In our experience
it is hard to justify using the class time necessary to teach
this, especially at the introductory level. Second, unlike

a vector’s components which can be presented as a single
column of numbers, a bivector’s components are naturally
presented as a matrix. This can be daunting since many
students have little to no experience with matrices.

In practice, though, both of these difficulties can be
largely avoided at the introductory level. The vast ma-
jority of rotational and static equilibrium problems lie
in a single plane, so only one component of angular mo-
mentum or torque is nonzero. In such cases, angular
momentum (or torque) is a single signed quantity, and
the subtleties of addition in three dimensions don’t arise.
The bivector form even has the advantage that the compo-
nent subscript in (e.g.) {5, explicitly specifies the positive
direction of rotation in the plane. In those few cases (such
as precession) where it is essential to add bivectors in
different planes, it may be best to adopt a hybrid ap-
proach, where students learn the bivector language but
practice converting bivectors to pseudovectors and back
when adding them.

In one author’s preliminary experience, in order to re-
duce students’ tendency to treat angular quantities as
linear velocities or forces it is important for their first
encounters with rotations to be based on tiles instead
of vectors. The practical concern is that all common
textbooks and teaching resources use vectors to describe
rotational motion, so instructors must develop bivector
instructional resources themselves: entire replacements
for existing textbook chapters would be best. (A class
handout used by the first author includes a table compar-
ing the bivector and vector descriptions, an introduction
to the wedge product, and more. It is available on re-
quest, and soon as online material hosted by the American
Journal of Physics.)

Attempting to teach the vector and bivector languages
simultaneously comes across to students as repetitive and
confusing. The most effective approach we have found
so far always employs the wedge product (discussed in
Section III) as the first step in applying the right hand rule:
students seem to embrace this approach to cross products.
The instructor can decide how much to emphasize that
the tiles themselves are bivectors that make the vector
form and right hand rule unnecessary.

Probably the most significant concern with adopting the
bivector approach is a social one: we are obliged to teach
our students how to engage with the larger physics com-
munity and the existing literature, which almost always
use cross products and pseudovectors. We will address
this in full after establishing the bivector formalism. In
brief, this change in approach could never happen all at
once: there are natural ways for individual instructors to
gradually incorporate pieces of the bivector description
into their teaching, and this may even help students to
better understand the traditional approach.

A number of good pedagogical introductions to bivec-
tors already exist, but prior to this work they have all
been presented in the context of geometric algebra. Exam-
ples include articles by Vold,[11, 12] Hestenes’ Oerstead
lecture,[3] and the textbook by Doran and Lasenby.[5]
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(two visualizations)

FIG. 2. Top: Initial configuration: A wheel rotates slowly
clockwise as a falling stone <LS about to hit it. The wheel’s
initial angular momentum £y is reprisented by a small
tile. The stone’s angular momentum is ¢ = ¥ A p: the two
vectorﬁ.> define a parallelogram in the plane of the page, of
area | £| = h|p] = |F]|p]sin . There are two ways to visualize
its orientation: either by rotating the first vector toward the
second tail-to-tail, or by following the first vector tip-to-tail
with the second around the edges. Bottom: Final configuration:
The wheel rotates counterclockwise, as the stone falls aside
(at rest). The final angular momentum £ gna is represented by
a tile whose area is the difference of the two initial tile areas.

These sources had no reason to separate the fundamental
properties of bivectors from their specific role in geometric
algebra, so it is common to see bivectors discussed as if
they are only defined in that context, as for example in
some well-written online introductions.[13]

Although one aim of this work is to change that per-
ception and to advocate the value of bivectors within the
traditional vector-tensor approach to teaching physics, we
also invite geometric algebra teachers to introduce the
physical meaning of bivectors in this way before presenting
the full geometric product.

III. ANGULAR MOMENTUM AND THE
WEDGE PRODUCT

To illustrate the bivector formalism in a pedagogical
context, consider the angular momentum conservation
problem shown in Fig. 2. A frictionless wheel of diameter
1m and mass 3kg (essentially all at the rim) initially
rotates clockwise at 1.2rad/s. A 0.3kg stone falls straight
down and (inelastically) hits the wheel with speed 20 m/s
at a horizontal position 0.4 m left of center. To simplify the
math, we will assume that the stone comes momentarily
to rest before falling aside. What is the wheel’s angular
speed when the stone instantaneously comes to rest?

Fig. 2 illustrates the initial bivector angular momentum

of the wheel 7init as an oriented “tile” whose attitude
in space shows the plane of rotation, whose orientation
(clockwise or counterclockwise) within the plane specifies
the direction of rotation, and whose area represents the

bivector’s magnitude. (By definition, the shape of the tile
is unimportant,[14] and we will see that it can be useful
to change from one shape to another.)

Our calculation of the magnitude of ?mit proceeds in
very much the usual way. The moment of inertia of the
wheel is I = MR? = 0.75kgm?. The initial angular
velocity is clockwise in the zy-plane: we denote it as
Gimit = 1.2 rad/s [O], where the symbol indicates a
clockwise tile in the plane of the page just as ® indicates
a vector into the page. (These can be formally interpreted
as a “unit bivector” and a “unit vector.” Unit bivectors
in other planes will be illustrated in Fig. 3, but there are
no convenient text symbols for them.) The initial angular
momentum of the wheel is

< + 2
ginit = IUJinit = 09kgm /S . (1)

Modeling the falling stone as a point particle, its
(linear) momentum is 6kgm/s pointing down, and it
strikes the wheel at a location 0.5m from the axle at
an angle sinfl(%) ~ 53.1° from vertical. (Formally,
p=—6kgm/sg and ¥ = —0.4mz + 0.3my.) We find
the bivector angular momentum of the stone as the wedge
product (or exterior product) of position and momentum
(rather than the familiar cross product).

The wedge product is illustrated geometrically in two
different ways at the top right of Fig. 2: the vectors define
a parallelogram with a fixed attitude in space, and the
order of the vectors determines its orientation (counter-
clockwise) as described in the caption. The bivector’s
magnitude corresponds to the parallelogram’s area:

i d

Cstone = TN\ p'= |]|p]sin 6 [O] (2)
=h|p|[O]= 2.4kgm2/s ,

where 0 is the angle between the two vectors and h =
|7 sin @ = 0.4 m is the horizontal component of the posi-
tion. (This bivector area formula is the underlying reason
for the usual cross product magnitude.) Switching the
order of the vectors in the product reverses the orienta-
tion while leaving the area and attitude unchanged. We
interpret this as reversing the sign of the bivector, so the
wedge product is antisymmetric: gA 7= —7 A p.

Thus, the system’s total angular momentum is

7total = —0.9kgm?¥/s [O] + 2.4 kg m?¥/s
= 1.5kgm?/s , (3)

where the first term is negative in the counterclockwise
direction. When the stone is instantaneously at rest, this
is all carried by the wheel, so its final angular velocity is

<«
wﬁnal = gtotal/I =2 rad/s ‘
Along with this geometric definition, we can also write
the wedge product explicitly in components. One natural
way to do this is in terms of coordinate unit vectors: for
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FIG. 3. Top: Representations of coordinate unit bivectors
based on the three dimensional coordinate system shown.
Bottom: “Decorated” vectors representing the same three

bivector orientations together with their corresponding normal
(pseudo)vectors, related by the right hand rule.

our falling stone,

FAP=(-04mz+0.3mg) A (—6kgm/sg)
=24kgm?s 2 A —1.8kgm?/s g A g
=24kgm?s 2 Ay (4)

since § A § = 0 by antisymmetry. We can think of & A
7 as a “coordinate unit bivector” with the orientation
that rotates & toward y. This is counterclockwise in
the xy-plane (seen from above), matching our earlier
result. As shown in Fig. 3 (top row), these coordinate
unit bivectors (labeled with their coordinate edges) can
effectively represent bivector orientations on the page.

Using this notation, the full calculation is
< 2 ~ - 2 ~ N
Liotal = 0.9kgm?/s § AT+ 2.4kgm?/s T A G
= —09kgm?/s & A+ 24kgm?/s & A
= 15kgm¥siAng (5)

(where the wheel’s initial motion is in the orientation that
rotates § toward ).

A yd
We can also label components with subscripts: £iota1 =
lyoy & A G, with £, = 1.5kgm?/s. For any wedge product
<~

such as £ =7 A P,

bij =rip; —T5pi (6)

where the indices ¢ and j run over the coordinates x,y, 2.

(Note that this implies the shorthand r, = z, r, = ¥,
r, = z.) The components are antisymmetric: £;; = —¢;;.

Intuitively, the reason that Eq. (6) requires two terms
<«

on the right is that ¢ can receive contributions to (e.g.)
lyy (in the zy plane) in two ways: when 7 extends in
the x direction and p extends in the y direction, and also
(with the opposite orientation) when 7 extends in the y
direction and p’ extends in the x direction.

FIG. 4. The tile representing 7 is projected onto each of
the three coordinate planes. Comparing the orientation of
each projection to the plane’s orientation (shown here in cyclic
coordinate order), in this example we can see that £, and £,
are positive while £, is negative. (If we instead considered
the other orientation for the zz-plane, we would say £, was
positive.) Also shown is the normal vector L to the tile, which
is equivalent to the usual cross product: its direction relates

<>
to the orientation of ¢ by the right hand rule.

These components form an antisymmetric matrix:

PN 0 gzy gzz O ezy *gzx
C=|tye 0 0. =~tey 0 2.
Ez;v gzy 0 ezw _eyz 0
0 TPy — YDz ITP: — 2Dz
= | ypz — apy 0 yps — zpy (7)
2Pz — TP> 2Py — YPz 0
0 2.4kgm?/s 0
= | —2.4kgm?/s 0 0 :
0 0 0

where the values in the last line are specific to the stone
in our example. In the second matrix of the first line we
have used antisymmetry to write all of the components
in terms of the three independent ¢;; whose indices are
in cyclic order.

It is worth emphasizing that students who are unfa-
miliar with matrices can easily just work with individual
component equations exactly as one can with vectors; the
indices show exactly which components to multiply and
in what order.

The bivector components ¢;; have a geometric mean-
ing: they are the projections of the tile’s area onto each
corresponding coordinate plane, as in Fig. 4. The order
of indices specifies an orientation of the coordinate plane:
the one that rotates the first coordinate into the second.
Then the sign of each component indicates whether the
projected orientation matches that orientation. Because
the coordinate order is explicit, the component formulas
in Eq. (6) are valid whether or not the coordinate system
is right-handed.

Because the Pythagorean theorem applies to coordinate
plane area projections of a flat tile just as it does to
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FIG. 5. Left: The bivector tile ¥ A p’ together with the
cross product 7 X p. Right: The same vectors after reflection
y — —v, now labeled ¥’ and p”’. The bivector tile ¥’ A 5’ and
its orientation have reflected across the zz-plane in the natural
way. But the cross product 7' x p” is not simply the reflection
of ¥ x p' (shown lightly dashed): instead, its direction must
also be reversed to agree with the right hand rule. This is the
defining behavior of a pseudovector.

lengths,[15] the magnitude of a bivector is
< 1
,J

where the factor of % corrects for double counting when we
sum over all possible index pairs (in both orders). (This
is the “double dot product” of the bivector with itself:
see Eq. (D14).)

Although it is not a necessary part of studying bivectors,
Fig. 4 also illustrates that (in three dimensions) every
bivector tile has a unique normal vector whose “length”
equals the tile’s “area” and whose direction can be found
from a right hand rule by curling your fingers in the sense
of the tile’s orientation. This relationship provides us with
a particularly clear way of indicating bivector orientations
on the page: as shown in Fig. 3 (bottom row), the bivector
orientation can be drawn as a curved arrow around its
normal vector. (These “decorated” vectors are sometimes
used in engineering to represent torque.)

The components of this normal vector match specific
bivector components:

o Zyz Ypz — Zpy
L= 1|4l ]|=|20:— D2 . (9)

The first equality applies to any bivector with known com-
ponents. For bivectors constructed as a wedge product
7 A P, the second equality also applies and this can serve
as the definition of the cross product 7 x p. The bivec-
tor component labels in this definition provide helpful
reminders of the sometimes baffling cross product compo-
nent formulas. In this context, a right handed coordinate
system becomes necessary, but of all the right hand rules
in physics, this one may be the simplest to understand,
and it is explicitly connected to the intuitive rotation
direction of the bivector tile.

Formally, the quantity L constructed from a bivector
in this way is a pseudovector (or azial vector), as distin-
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FIG. 6. Gyroscopic precession. (a) shows the torque due to

gravity as a tile || 2 A #: the plane of rotation if there were

no initial angular momentum. (b) shows the initial angular
<>

momentum, | £init| 2 A . (c) shows the gyroscope precessing

in the horizontal plane: details are given in Sec. IV.

guished from normal (or polar) vectors. It behaves like a
vector under rotations, but under a reflection like y — —y
its overall direction reverses (in addition to the reflec-
tion) as shown in Fig. 5: (Lg, Ly, L.) — (—Lg, Ly, —L.).
This awkward behavior of pseudovectors becomes entirely
natural in bivector components, where the components
whose signs change are precisely the ones involving y:
(lyz, Loz boy) — (—Lyz,Lsz, —Lay). This corresponds to
reversing the signs of the y-row and y-column of 7 (fol-
lowing the standard tensor transformation law).

IV. PRECESSION AND BIVECTOR ADDITION

It is more complicated to apply the above methods in
a fully three dimensional context. As a specific example,
consider the situation illustrated in Fig. 6 of a gyroscope
disk with mass 0.2kg, and moment of inertia 0.001 kg m?,
and which rotates around its axis at 117 rad/s. It is
supported by a horizontal massless rod with its center
12 cm from the frictionless pivot. What is its precession
frequency?

As shown in the figure, the initial torque due to gravity
about the pivot point can be visualized as a tile oriented
with the natural plane of rotation if the gyroscope were
not spinning and dropped from rest: a bivector with
orientation Z A . In particular, since the force of gravity
is F = mg = —1.96 N Z acting at position 7= 0.12m Z,
the torque is ¥ = 7 A F =0.2352Nm 2 A &. Meanwhile,
the gyroscope’s initial)angular momentum tile matches
its plane of rotation: £, = I& = 0.117kgm?/s 2 A 4.

Torque is geﬁned as ¥ = d?/dt. We will use the
relationship d¢ = 7dt to see how t}g} gyroscgpe’s ang;)ﬂar

momentum changes from £iyis t0 £anal = Cinig + df in
time dt and will find the angle d¢ between the two planes.



FIG. 7. The four-step process for adding two tiles to represent the sum of bivectors @ and ?: 1. Line of intersection. 2. Reshape
to rectangles (& AW and U A W): areas and orientations are unchanged. 3. Shared edge cancels: overlap +w and — edges, so @
and ¥ are tip-to-tail. 4. Close the triangular prism: the new face is the result, (@ + ¥) A w. (If you imagine the tiles of step 3 as
soap bubbles, the +@ edge has now been removed and the bubble has snapped tight.) The simpler pseudovector approach to
bivector addition is shown in step 1 and step 4, dashed arrows represent the pseudovectors corresponding to each bivector tile.

It is possible to solve the problem purely algebraically,
but to actually understand what is going on we need to
understand bivector addition geometrically. The simplest
way to do this is to convert to traditional vector addition.
One can find each bivector tile’s pseudovector equivalent,
add those vectors tip-to-tail, and then convert the result
back to a tile. (The new tile is normal to the result of the
sum and has area equal to its magnitude; its orientation
is determined by the right hand rule.) This is illustrated
alongside the first and last steps in Fig. 7: the resulting
argument would be identical to traditional vector-based
discussions of precession.

If, however, we want to work exclusively in the bivector
language, there is also a natural geometric interpretation
of addition for bivector tiles themselves. If the tiles are
parallel, one can use the procedure described in Section II1I.
Otherwise, gle general process for adding arbitrary bivec-
tors @ and b as tiles is illustrated in Fig. 7, and proceeds
as follows:

1. Line of intersection: Let the tiles overlap, and
find the line where the two tiles intersect. Formally,
we can choose a vector @ along this line.

2. Reshape to rectangles: Reshape each tile into
a rectangle with the line of intersection () as one
edge. The other edges (denoted 4 and ¥) should
have appropriate length and directions to keep the
area and orientation the same. This is eqlgvalent to

choosing % and ¥ so that @ = @ A% and b = T A .

3. Shared edge cancels: Line up the two tiles so the
shared edges overlap with opposite orientation(the
two edges “cancel out”). If you follow the orien-
tation of each tile around its boundary, @ and v
should be tip-to-tail.

4. Close the triangular prism: Replace the “bent”
shape with a new flat tile that closes the triangu-
lar prism formed by the earlier rectangles. Alge-
braically, this is the sum AW+ AW = (€ +T) Ad.

(See Appendix C2 for a formal discussion of how to iden-
tify appropriate vectors , i, and ¥.) There’s no denying

FIG. 8. Analyzing gyroscopic precession from Fig. 6 as a
sum of orthogonal tiles. The torque is multiplied by a small
time dt, resulting in an area much smaller than the initial
ingular momentum. Adding the two requires reshaping the
£init tile: we can treat the shared vertical edge as Z, so the
length of each horizontal edge is the tile’s (Lnagnitude. The
resulting final angular momentum is then £gna = |7|dt 2 A
2+ |7init‘ EANG=2A (|7init‘ § + |7|dt ). Its orientation has
rotated horizontally by angle d¢ as the gyroscope’s plane of
rotati(ir)l precesses,ﬁcorresponding to the top edge’s rotation
from |£init‘ g to (| Einit‘ g+ |<7_'>|dt Ci')

it: this process of adding tiles is subtle, and for addition
it’s usually easier to just work in components or with the
pseudovector equivalents. But, it is still good to know
that there is a meaningful geometrical interpretation.

Once this tile addition process is understood, we ben-
efit by being able to directly visualize what it means
to “add” two different planes of rotation (without the
extra conceptual step of changing to the perspective of
axes of rotation and back). With this, we can solve our
precession problem. Fig. 8 shows the torque and an-
gular momentum tiles that were introduced in Fig. 6,
with the torque multiplied by a short time dt. In the
final step, the tiles have been reshaped to have the same
height (corresponding to the shared vector & discussed
earlier: we choose this to be ), so each bivector’s mag-
nitude is proportional to its tile’s leggth in the xy—gl}ane.
Thus, the angle d¢ = tan=1(|7|dt/| inis|) = |F|dt/| € init]
(where we have used the small angle approximation
since dt is very short), giving a precession frequency of

Ad
wp = % = 2| /| (1ni¢] ~ 2.0rad/s.



FIG. 9. Left: The vector 7 points from the center of the earth
to the city of Chicago’s position. The city’s instantaneous
linear velocity is ¢: parallel to the plane of the equator going
east. Right: The process for finding the (dot) product of
a vector 7 with a bivector &. First, project the vector into
the plane of the bivector, and then rotate it 90° in the tile’s
orientation direction. The resulting magnitude is |7] (] cos 6.
(This matches the formula for cross product magnitude, |& x
7 = |31 |7 sin(90° — 0).)

For a student who has become comfortable with adding
tiles, this explanation of precession may be conceptually
easier to grasp than the usual explanation based on axes
of rotation. It can often feel indirect and complicated
to translate the visible rotational motion and the torque
into vectors, then formally add those vectors, and finally
translate the result back to a new visible plane of rotation.
But the process of adding tiles is undeniably complicated
as well: we are trading one set of challenges for another.

V. RIGID ROTATIONS AND THE MATRIX
PRODUCT

Rigid body rotations allow us to demonstrate one more
core part of bivector math. Consider the following ques-
tion, illustrated in Fig. 9: The city of Chicago is located
42° north of the equator. Taking the Earth to be a sphere
of radius 6400 km, what is Chicago’s linear velocity rel-
ative to the center of the Earth? (This problem can of
course be solved using elementary methods, but we will
use it to illustrate the last essential bivector operation.)

Introductory discussions of rigid rotating objects gen-
erally include the relationship between the linear and
angular speeds of a point on the object: in bivector lan-
guage, || = r|&| for a point a distance r from the axis of
rotation. This is the magnitude part of a vector equation
traditionally written as a cross product: v = & x 7. Trans-
lating this equation into bivector language cannot result
in a wedge product because we start with a bivector and
end with a vector. In components, & is a square matrix,
while ¥ is a vector.

Instead, we express this relationship as a dot product
(matrix product) of the vector and the bivector to yield a
vector:

T=Gxi — T=7& . (10)

The order of terms is opposite that in the traditional cross

product equation, and order does matter because of the
antisymmetry of the bivector, - & = —& - 7.

The geometric interpretation of the product 7-& consists
of two steps, as shown in Fig. 9. First, project the vector
7 into the plane of the bivector. In our case, the result is a
vector of magnitude |7] cos § = 6400 km cos42° =~ 4756 km
pointing horizontally away from the Earth’s axis of rota-
tion. (The factor of cos € comes from the projection, ex-
actly as in the vector dot product.) Second, multiply that
vector by |&| and rotate the result 90° in the direction of
the bivector’s orientation (so the result is perpendicular to
7).[16] In our case, |[(J| = 2rrad/24h ~ 7.27 x 10~° rad/s.
Then the result has magnitude |7] = |7]|&] cosd =~
346 m/s, and the direction is due east.

In component language, we interpret - & as the matrix
product of a row vector and a square matrix. Because it is
more familiar to multiply a square matrix times a column
vector, we will often reverse the order with a minus sign:

7= —& - 7.[17] Then in general,
Uz 0 wmy Wez X
Uy | =—|wya 0 wy: y (11)
v, Wap Way O z

wmyy + Wrz2
= — | Wya® Fwy2 | =
Wez® + Wyl

_wxyy + Wez2
Wryl — Wyz2
—Waz® + Wy Y

For our particular case Earth’s rotation is in the & A
9 orientation; choosing the prime meridian as the +z
direction, Chicago‘s position is ¥~ (166, —4750, 4280) km,
since its longitude is 88° W. Thus

vy 0 7270 166
vy | =~ =727 0 0] [—-4750 | x 10 °km/s ,
v, 0 0 0 4280

with the result ¥ = (346,12,0) m/s: east from Chicago.
All of these results match the traditional cross product
answers.

VI. RELATIVISTIC ANGULAR MOMENTUM

In special relativity, vector quantities are understood as
the spatial parts of corresponding four-vectors in (3 4 1)
dimensions. Position, 7, is combined with time as X =
(ct,x,y, z), and momentum 7 is the spatial part of the
four-momentum, whose time component is the energy:
P = (E/¢,ps, Dy, Dz) = ym (¢, Vg, Uy, Vz).

However, simply adding an initial “timelike” component
to make a four-vector doesn’t work for pseudovectors: the
cross product is undefined in four dimensions, and the
relativistic transformation law for L is entirely different
than for vectors like p or 7. The relativistic angular
momentum of a point particle must be expressed as a four-
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bivector M = X AP, with (contravariant) components [18]

0 —eN, —cN, —cN,
cN, 0 loy —Llog
cNy —Luy 0 Ly
I 0

4
M =

The Hspatial components are the angular momentum bivec-
tor £, and the time-space components form a (true) vector
N in three dimensions. The standard Lorentz transfor-
mations of this rank-2 tensor lead to exactly the correct
transformation lawi for angular momentum, which mix
the components of ¢ with those of N.

To understand N , we can write out the wedge product
definition: N; = xzc% —tp; = ym(x; —v;t). When summed
over a collection of particles, this means that the vector N
is effectively total energy times “the apparent location of
the center of mass at t = 0.” (We say “apparent” location
because the extrapolation in time to ¢ = 0 treats the
current center of mass velocity as a constant.)

Unfamiliar as this is, in the absence of external forces
the center of mass velocity doesn’t change, so this “t =0
position” is a conserved quantity, just like the (spatial)
angular momentum. It may feel odd to see a specific time
(t = 0) as a defining aspect of a conserved quantity, but
we have measured angular momentum about 7 = 0 as
well: all components of relativistic angular momentum
depend on our choice of spacetime origin.

Having defined relativistic angular momentum it is
natural to ask whether there is also a bivector form for
relativistic angular velocity, but it turns out not to have
a self-consistent relativistic definition. Just as idealized
rigid objects are not consistent with relativity, whether
or not an object is undergoing rigid rotation is not a
relativistically invariant question.[19]

VII. CONCLUSIONS

It is more than a little audacious to propose a radical
change in how we think about and teach a fundamental
topic like rotational motion. The existing formalism is
effective and familiar. There will always be a need to
teach students the cross product and the pseudovector
formalism: even if the bivector approach presented here
were universally adopted, students would still encounter
cross products throughout the literature. It is easy to
argue that for those very real social reasons, such a change
would be both impractical and unnecessary.

Nevertheless, it is the perspective of this work that
cross products in physics always hide some underlying
bivector phenomenon, and that there is value in exposing
that truth to our students. The bivector description of
rotational physics is approachable enough to be taught at
a wide range of levels, and even experts may gain fresh
insight into this familiar topic. (The same may also be
true for the bivector description of the magnetic field.[20])

Despite those benefits, a substantial change in approach
doesn’t happen all at once. Rather than completely rewrit-
ing lesson plans and textbooks, we could begin by planting
seeds of the bivector description during traditional cross
product instruction. That might mean showing students
how to construct an oriented tile as an intermediate step
to finding the cross product vector, both to justify its
magnitude and to offer an easier right hand rule. It might
mean drawing torque and angular momentum on the
board as “decorated” vectors (see Fig. 3) as a reminder
that they are not quite like ordinary vectors. It might
mean setting up a problem in the zy-plane and labeling
the torque “7,” rather than “7,” or “7”. Or it might
mean commenting on the existence of the bivector de-
scription and some of its advantages during an upper
level class, in hopes that the students will recognize the
concept if they encounter it again.

We have provided instructional resources which pro-
vide students explicit practice with non-planar bivector
manipulations: the precession calculation in Section IV is
one example of this; an even simpler problem might be a
collision between a point particle and an already-rotating
sphere. (The example in Appendix A could easily be
reduced to three dimensions for this purpose.)

Describing rotational quantities as bivectors can be
helpful to students while also providing a deeper concep-
tual understanding. It is our hope that this perspective
will eventually become one small part of how the field as
a whole thinks about rotational physics.
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Appendix A: Rotations in extra dimensions

String theory and other ideas in modern physics invite
us to study physics in systems with more than three
dimensions of space. While this topic is not a part of
the traditional undergraduate curriculum, it is a fun and
fascinating idea that many students are eager to hear
about, and for the most part it requires only simple
extensions of the familiar principles of mechanics. As
we will see, the bivector formalism is unavoidable when
studying rotational motion in this context.

Most of the basic laws of physics extend in a straight-
forward way: for example, if d = 4 then the momentum
vector would have components p = (ps, py, P2, Pw). But



just as with spacetime in relativity, the pseudovector de-
scription of rotational physics is not even well-defined in
that case: there is no concept of a unique axis of rotation.

In d dimensions of space there are (%) = d(del) inde-
pendent planes of rotation: the number of distinct ways
to choose 2 out of d coordinates. Each of these has its
own bivector component. For example, when d = 4 we
can write the angular velocity as

0 Wy  Wrz Wrw
“ — Wy 0 w w
&= 2y vz Yyw (A1)
—Wgxz *wyz 0 Wzw
—Wzw _wyw —Wzw 0

Because there are more independent components than
the number of dimensions, there is no way to represent
angular velocity as a vector. (This is why d = 3 is the
unique special case where a cross product can be defined.)

The greater number of planes allows rotations to be
substantially more complicated than what we are used to
in three dimensions. One aspect of this is that only rare
bivectors in four or more dimensions can be represented
as a single tile. The addition rules in section IV give a
single tile result for the case of two parallel tiles (such
as & A g+ 3% A g) and for two tiles that overlap along
a line (such as & A § + 2 A &, which overlap along a line
parallel to the x-axis and yield the bivector & A (§ — 2)).
But most tiles in four dimensions are entirely separate
and overlap only at a single point (such as & A g+ 2 A @)
and those sums cannot be simplified at all. (A simple
bivector is one that can be written in the form o A ¥; this
is sometimes called a blade.)

In general, any bivector in d dimensions can be written
as a sum of d/2 vector wedge products (rounded down),
each represented by a tile. So in three dimensions it is
always possible to represent a bivector as a single tile, but
in four or five dimensions most require a sum of two tiles,
and so on. It is even possible to require that all of the
vectors in those wedge products be mutually orthogonal
(so that each tile is orthogonal to all the others). Unless
two tiles have the same magnitude, that orthogonal sum
is unique. (A sketch of a proof is given in Appendix C1.)

A concrete example of angular momentum conservation
may help clarify all this. Consider a (hyper)spherical rock
of mass 3.7 x 10* kg and moment of inertia 1 kg m? floating
in space with its initial angular velocity (about the center
of mass) in a single plane: Winy, = 7 A (102 + 162) rad/s
(about three rotations per second). A pebble of mass
1 kg with velocity ¥ = (0,2, —1,0) km/s collides with the
rock at position ¥ = (4,0, 8, —1) mm relative to the rock’s
center of mass. We want to know the rock’s final angular
velocity once the pebble is embedded in it.

The rock’s initial angular momentum is just I Gimit: the
numerical components match those of its angular velocity.
The pebble’s angular momentum is the wedge product
7 A p, where p = md = (0,2000, —1000, 0) kgm/s. Then

0 8 —4 0
FAP= (_48 106 _016 21) kg m2/s (A2)
0 -2 1 0

This means that the final total angular momentum is

o 0 —10 0 0 0.8 —40 ,
_ {10 0 160 - - .
{gnal = Ko ~16 0 o) + (4 16 0 1)} kg m?/s

0 0 00 0 -2 1 0
0-2-4 0

_ (20 0 2 2

= (4 0 0 —1> kgm?®/s (A3)
0-21 0

After dividing by the moment of inertia (which is essen-
tially unchanged), we can write the final angular velocity
as Danal = [—233 ANG+22)+29—-2) A w] rad/s. This can
be visualized as a sum of two rectangular tiles that are
entirely orthogonal to each other: a simultaneous rotation
in two different planes, one twice as fast as the other.[21]

The math of bivectors has interesting implications for
the nature of rotations in four (or more) dimensions. In
four dimensions, rotations can be categorized as simple,
double, or isoclinic. Simple rotations have angular veloci-
ties given by simple bivectors: they are rotations parallel
to a single plane, just as in three dimensions. Double ro-
tations, by far the most common, have angular velocities
that can only be written as the sum of two tiles: at any
point but the origin, all four coordinates are changing at
once under simultaneous rotations in the two tile planes.
And isoclinic rotations are the special case of double rota-
tions where the two tiles have the same angular speed: in
this case, there are infinitely many ways of dividing the
motion into two orthogonal planes of rotation.

One application of this is solar system formation, when
a cloud of randomly moving dust collapses to form a star
and structures in orbit around it. In three dimensions
every bivector is simple, so the total angular momentum
of any system lies in a single plane. Collisions between
particles will eventually cancel out most motion orthogo-
nal to that plane, concentrating the matter into a dense
rotating disk where planets can form. In four dimensions
angular momentum is usually not a simple bivector, so
there is no preferred plane where the matter will collect
and it will remain in a diffuse cloud where planet forma-
tion is unlikely.[22] (This difficulty is in addition to the
radial instability of circular orbits in higher dimensions.)

Appendix B: More advanced applications

The bivector approach to rotational mechanics de-
scribed above continues to be viable for more sophis-
ticated topics, and can in fact make some relationships
look arguably more natural. Here, we will sketch just a
few of those applications as results without proof: in most
cases, they can be deduced from the traditional forms
using the methods of Appendix D.

1. The inertia tensor

In the traditional formulation, the general relationship
between angular velocity & and angular momentum L
is given by a symmetric rank-2 tensor I;; (which can be



interpreted as a linear map from vectors to vectors). In
index notation, this relationship is L; = Zj I;w;. The
equivalent relationship in bivector language is

1
b = 3 ;Iijkl Wi (B1)

The factor of % is the usual correction for double-counting
when summing over entries of an antisymmetric matrix,
just as in Eq. (8). The rank-4 inertia tensor I;;5; can be
interpreted as a linear map from bivectors to bivectors.
The bivector formalism leads directly to a fgrmula for
the components I; ;. Combining Eqgs. (2) for ¢ and (10)
for rigid rotations, a particle of mass m in a rigid body
>

with angular velocity J has angular momentum ¢ =
A (m 7). Summing over the entire rigid body, we find

<«

éz/dmf’/\(r"’*‘cj) (B2)
We can convert this to index notation and then use the
Kronecker delta to factor out (J:

lij = /dm (Z (w5 (zpwrj) — xj(kaki))>

k

= Z (/ dm (z;x,05 — xja?k5il)) we o, (B3)
k.l

where we have reversed the order of the sum and integral
in the last step. Comparing this to Eq. (B1), the term in
large parentheses is one half times the inertia tensor. As
our last step, because the bivector wg; is antisymmetric in
k and [, we will also insist that the inertia tensor have the
same antisymmetry. (Any symmetric component would
cancel out in the sum). The final result is:[23]

Lijr = /dm (TixRdji — x xR0 — 21055 + T210ik)

= /dm (ziz10; + (symmetries)) (B4)
In this final form, all four terms are essentially the same:
they just use the bivector antisymmetry to sum over
the different ways that an ¢;; index could match an wy;
index. Thus, for example, I,,., = [dm (2 + y*) and
Iy = [dm(—yz). It is straightforward to show that
this tensor has some simplifying symmetries:

(B5)
(B6)

Lijki = —Ljie = —Lijik = ki
Lijki + Likiy + Luje =0 .

The antisymmetry of the initial and final pairs matches
that of the bivectors, and the symmetry under exchange
of pairs corresponds to the symmetry of the inertia tensor
in the usual formulation.[24]

In this language, rather than finding eigenvectors of I;;
to identify principal axes of rotation, we find eigenbivec-
tors of I;;p; to identify principal planes of rotation. In
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brief, as in the Petrov classification of spacetimes,|[1, 2]
to do this we treat the space of bivectors as an abstract
vector space and create a matrix I4p showing the action
of I;;,; on the basis bivectors § A 2, etc. (In d dimensions
of space, as discussed in Appendix A, these bivector space
indices range from A = 1,...,d(d — 1)/2.) In three di-
mensions, one natural way to do this is to map bivector
index pairs to pseudovector indices so that I4p becomes
just the traditional inertia tensor I;;: e.g. Ipy = Iy, ...

To illustrate this process, consider a uniform solid cube
with one corner at the origin and sides of length a oriented
along the positive coordinate axes. We can compute
the components of its inertia tensor for rotations about
the origin, using the density p = M /a3 to define dm =
pdzdydz. For example,

a a a 2
Tpyzy = / dm/ dy/ dz (x2 + y2) = gMa2
0 0 0

a a a 1
Liye- :/ dm/ dy/ dz (yz) = ~Ma?
0 0 0 4

Because of the cube’s symmetry, up to a £ sign all other
nonzero components will equal one of these two results.

To find the principle planes of rotation, we define a
basis b4 for the space of bivectors (with A = 1,2,3)
by|[25]

(B7)

(B8)

Ba=@AGENLGAL) (BY)

<>
so a general bivector can be written &= 2?4:1 waba.
We define the linear map on this space as

1
Iup = 1 Z (ba)ij Lijrr (bB)R

,,k,0

(B10)

where the factor of i compensates for double counting
when summing over two antisymmetric pairs of indices.
For our system, putting this together with the results
above gives

2/3 1/4 —1/4
Iap=Mad* | 1/4 2/3 1/4 (B11)
—1/4 1/4 2/3

The eigenvalues of [4pwp = Aw4 are %Ma2 and %Ma2
(twice). The eigenvector for the lowest eigenvalue is wq =

(1,—1,1), so the corresponding eigenbivector is

0 1 -1

Wiy = ZWA (bA)ij = -1 0 1
A -1 0

(B12)

The corresponding pseudovector is & = (1,1, 1).

The bivector formalism also enables us to consider a sim-
ilar configuration in a four-dimensional space (z,y, z, w):
a hypercube with sides of length a along the coordinate
axes and a corner at the origin. The density is p = M/a*,
and we again find I,y = %Maz, Tpyz. = iMaz; com-
ponents like Iy, with no repeated indices are zero. As



discussed in Appendix A, in four dimensions there are six
independent planes of rotation, and we choose the basis
<>
ba=(@NGENEGAZ,TAND,J AW, ZAD) (B13)

A full calculation of the inertia tensor in this basis gives

2/3 1/4 —1/4 1/4 —1/4 0
1/4 2/3 1/4 1/4 0 —1/4
~1/4 1/4 2/3 0 1/4 —1/4

_ 2
Tap=Ma™ 1 10 1y 0 2/3 174 1/4

—~1/4 0 1/4 1/4 2/3 1/4
0 —1/4 —1/4 1/4 1/4 2/3
(B14)
There are two distinct eigenvalues, %M a?® and %M a?,
each with multiplicity three.

The eigenspace of the lowest eigenvalue is spanned
by bivectors that are equal combinations of three ba-
sis elements whose coordinates are in cyclic order: for
example, wq = (1,—1,1,0,0,0) corresponds to & =
TANG+GAZ+ 2AT (precisely the lowest eigenbivec-
tor found earlier for the three dimensional case, with the
w axis fixed), and wy = (0,1,0,—1,0,1) corresponds to
B=2A24+2AN0+D Az

2. Rotating reference frames

The equations describing rigid object rotations in Sec-
tion V is closely related to the ones describing a rotating
(non-inertial) reference frame. Newton’s second law in a
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coordinate frame rotating with angular velocity 2 relative
to an inertial frame can be written as a sum of the true
force, the Coriolis force, and the centrifugal force:
mit=F + Fop + Fog (B15)
In bivector language, the traditional cross product expres-
sion for the Coriolis force Fror = 2m 7 x £ becomes

—

> . R =g
Feoor =2mQ - 7= —2m7-Q (B16)
As in Section V, the force’s direction is found by projecting
the velocity to the plane of rotation and then rotating
that vector 90° opposite the direction of rotation.
Meanwhile, the traditional expression for the centrifugal
force, Fop = m (3 x 7) x @ = —m Q x (€ x 7) becomes

—

hg hng <>
Fio=-m(F-Q)-Q=-mi- Q2 (B17)

The force’s direction exactly matches the projection of
the vec$or to the plane: the dot product projects to the
plane, Q2 rotates by 180°, and the minus sign returns to
the original projected direction.

On a technical level, these equations are comparable in
complexity to the traditional cross product forms. But
conceptually, projecting to the plane of rotation (just
once!) may be more straightforward to visualize than
a series of cross products and right hand rules, and it
relates more directly to the rotational motion itself.

11
3. Quantum commutation relations

In quantum mechanics, the angular momentum oper-

ator J is the generator of rotations: the rotation opera-
tor for angle ¢ about (unit vector) axis 7 is R(7, ¢) =

e~ J/h The essential properties of the angular momen-
tum operator are encoded in its commutation relations:
[Ji7 Jj] = thk GiijIc~

All of this can be translated into bivector language in
a very straightforward way, with essentially no change
other thap notation. Angular momentum is a bivector

e
operator J, and a plane of rotation is specified by a unit
bivector . The dot product in the exponent is replaced

<>
by a “double dot product” %ﬁ’ J = %Z?,j:l ni;Jij as
defined in Eq. (D14). The rotation operator is then

R(ﬁ, ¢) = 67i¢‘ﬁ*:7/2h (B18)

The commutation relations become

[Jij, Ji] = ih <5ikjjl — S i — Ojpdu + 5jljik>

= ihdikjjl + (symmetries) (B19)
At most one of these four terms will be non-zero: as with
Eq. (B4), the four terms just reflect the different ways
that an index from the first operator could pair with from
the second.

While in three dimensions this expression is more com-
plicated than the vector version, one advantage of this
form is that it leads directly to the relativistic generaliza-
tion. If we allow the indices to run over u,v,...=10,1,2,3
and replace the d;;’s with 7, = diag(—1,1,1,1), these
are precisely the commutation relations of the Lorentz
group: the fundamental symmetry group of spacetime
(see, e.g., Weinberg,[26] Eq. (2.4.12)). Tt is very satisfying
to see that in some sense, the bivector language for angu-
lar momentum already implicitly contains the structure
of relativistic boosts and their relationship to rotations.

Finally, because all vectors (and pseudovectors) trans-
form in the same way under rotations, the traditional
commutation reAlations of angular momentum with any

vector operator V match those for J; with itself: [jl, V]] =
iheij1 Vi In terms of the bivector angular momentum,

[jij, Vk} = Zﬁ ((MJ% — 6jk‘7i) = Zh(slkf/} — (Symmetry) .
(B20)

As before, the two terms reflect the antisymmetry of j”
The quantum results presented here may not offer many
new insights on their own (though the connection to the
Lorentz group is interesting), but we hope they are enough
to demonstrate that the building blocks of quantum me-
chanics are compatible with a bivector formulation.



Appendix C: Sketches of proofs

1. Bivectors as sums of orthogonal tiles

Any bivector ? in d dimensions can be expressed as a
sum of d/2 vector wedge products (rounded down) with
all of the vectors mutually orthogonal, each corresponding
to a tile. Unless two of the tiles have the same magnitude,
this orthogonal sum is unique.

A sketch of the argument <1_§ as follows.[27] The matrix

g
product of b with itself (b - b) is a symmetric matrix, so
its e{igenvectors form a basis. Consider one eigenvector

(? b) -4 = i with A # 0, scaled for convenience so

g
|é] = 1, and define ¥ = b - @. (This implies that ¢ is
>
a second eigenvector Witi)l eigenvalue A, and since b is

antlsymmetnc W-U=1u-b-u=0.) The antisymmetry of

i

@i

—

b also implies @- b - b @ = —-7 = —|¥]2, which combines
with@-b-b-@ =@ (A@) = A to show A = —|72.

Given all this, we can write in components b;; = v;u; —
u;vj + a;j, where @ is a new bivector that satisfies @ - i =
@ -7 =0 but gtherwise has the same eigenvectors and
eigenvalues as b. Repeat the whole process for @, choosing
gnly vectors orthogonal to @ and ¢: in the end, you’ll get
b=9UAUd+--- as desired. (Eigenvectors with different
eigenvalues are orthogonal, so the only way this will fail
to be unique is if more than one pair of vectors has the
same A. Then, any decomposition of that eigenspace into
orthogonal tiles will work.)

2. Formal addition of tiles

Section IV described a procedure for the geometric

addition of two simple bivectors @ and b (that is, two
bivector tiles) in three dimensions. As mentioned there,
formally this involves expressing each bivector as a wedge
groduct of vectors, one of which is shared: @ = @ A and
b = v A . Here, we sketch a procedure for finding these
vectors that is valid in any dimension d.

The first step is to find a unit vector w that lies in
both bivector planes. Use the elgenvector procedure in
Appendix C1 to write & = 5, A p» and b =q1 A gp. Our
desired vector w lies in both planes, so it must be a linear
combination of both pairs of vectors:

= fip1 + foD2 = 91G1 + G242 (C1)

This can be interpreted as a system of d equations with
unknowns fi, f2, g1, and g2. Specifying |@] = 1 gives
one additional equation (with an unimportant + sign
ambiguity), for a total of d+1 equations in four unknowns.

If the two bivectors are coplanar, the system of equa-
tions is degenerate: this procedure is not necessary (and
any vector in the plane would work). Generically in d > 3
the system is inconsistent: the planes are usually lin-
early independent, so the only solution to Eq. (C1) is the
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zero vector and the sum cannot be expressed as a single
tile. But when d = 3 or for intersecting planes in higher
dimensions, this can be solved for the unit vector .

Once @ is known, the other vectors can be found directly
by bivector matrix multiplication as in Section V. Since
0 lies in the plane of each tile, there is no projection step:
@ = @ -0 is rotated 90° from 7 in the plane of @, and
it has magnitude |i| = |@| because || = 1. Similarly,
T=1b .

Wgh these vectors all established, we can finally write
@+ b =1uUA0+ NG = (i + ¥) AW, each step of which
can be visualized geometrically as in Figure 7.

Appendix D: Bivector equivalents of pseudovector
products

We collect here a number of formal results relating
pseudovector product equations to their bivector equiv-
alents. The results are presented in index notation and
involve the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol €y,
where €3y, = +1, €42, = —1, etc. As we will see, the
final bivector forms do not involve ¢;;;, at all. Although
the derivations here are entirely in Cartesian three di-
mensional space for clarity, the final bivector results in
index notation generalize directly to curved space in any
dimension (where bivectors are antisymmetric rank-2 con-
travariant tensors).

For clarity, in this appendix we will use the symbols
U V and W to refer to genemc ordlnary vectors (“polar
vectors”), while the symbols L, M, and N will refer to
generic pseudovectors (“axial vectors”) whose bivector

<>
equivalents are ¢, 7, and ¥, respectively. In most cases,
the equivalences can be derived using the identity

3
Z €ijk€ive = 0jp0ke — 0jcOkb (D1)
i=1
though at times a more general identity is needed:
€ijk€abe = 0ia0;b0ke + 0ib0jc0ka + 0icOja kb
- 5ia5jc5kb - 5ib5ja5kc - 5ic($jb5ka . (D2)

For any pseudovector L (in three dimensions), we can
define a unique “dual” bivector ¢ whose plane is normal
to L , whose magnitude (“area”: |£|) is equal to the
vector’s magnitude (“length”: |L|), and whose orientation

relates to the direction of L by the right hand rule. The
matrix components £;; that describe this dual bivector
are:

3
lij = eijnly = €ijuLi
k=1

(D3)

This second form illustrates the use of Einstein summation
notation (used implicitly through the rest of this section)
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FIG. 10. In the wedge product 7 =UA ‘7 the two vectors
define a parallelogram of area |€| |U|h = |U||V|sin 6 with
a fixed attitude in space. This figure illustrates two ways to
visualize its orientation: either as the direction that rotates
the first vector toward the second tail-to-tail, or by following
the first vector tip-to-tail with the second around the edges.

where repeated indices within a single term are assumed
to be summed over all coordinates.[28] Explicitly in terms
of components, this reads

0 loy —lew 0 L. —L,
b=t 0 . |=(-L. 0 L,
lw —ly. O L, —L, 0

(D4)
We can see that £;; = —/;;, because of the antisymmetry
of €ijk- Comparing components between the two matrices
makes the geometric significance clear: for example, the
bivector component ¢, in the xy-plane is perpendicular
to the vector component L., with the same magnitude.

The relationship also works in the other direction, with
a factor of a half to compensate for double counting (since
each independent bivector component appears twice in
the matrix):

1 by
Li = §5ijk€jk = gzm (D5)
Ty

We begin with cross products, since that is where pseu-
dovectors arise. The cross product of two ordinary vectors
L =U x V is expressed in index notation as

Li = eiijij (DG)

Using the definition in Eq. (D3) (after suitably relabeling
summed indices), the symmetries of €;;1, and the identity
(D1), we find

li; = €iji L, = €ijk (kv UpVe) = (€kij€rpe) UpVe
= (6ip0jc — 0icbjp) UpVe = U;V; — UV, (D7)
This is the definition of the wedge product:
N S S — S
L=UxV — C=UANV (D8)

This can be visualized as explained in Figure 10.

Meanwhile, the cross product of a pseudovector and an
ordinary vector is an ordinary vector, V=LxU , and
can be expressed in index notation as

Vi = € LiUx, = Uy, (€gijLj) = Uply; (D9)

(The most familiar physical example of this is the mag-
netic force on a charged particle: F' = qv x B, where
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FIG. 11.

<>
bivector £ is a two-step process. First, project the vector into
the plane of the bivector, and then rotate it 90° in the tile’s

Finding the (dot) product of a vector U with a

orientation direction. The resulting magnitude is |U] |7| cos 0,
where 6 is the angle between the vector and the bivector plane,
and the cosf comes from the projection. (This matches the
formula for cross product magnitude: if L is the pseudovector

corresponding to Z then its angle from U is 90° — 6 and thus
|L x Ul = |L||U] sm(90O —0) = |L||U] cosb.)

the magnetic field Bisa pseudovector.) We can imme-
diately recognize this as matrix multiplication of a row
vector times a square matrix, which we will represent
symbolically as a dot product:

(D10)

This can be visualized as explained in Figure 11. (Note
that the order of the two terms has reversed.) Given the

< -
antisymmetry of £, if we reinterpret U as a column vector
we can instead write the matrix product in the opposite

order: V = —7 U. Performing the matrix multiplication
often feels more familiar in this order.

(In the remainder of this section, we will omit the
derivations of each bivector expression: the methods are
similar to those above, but the details can get tedious.)

Although it is less common in physical formulas, for
completeness we should also consider the cross product of
two pseudovectors whose result is another pseudovector:
N =LxM. Converting this to bivector language is messy:
it starts like Eq. (D7) and uses Egs. (D5) and (D2), with
the result

N = (mikﬁkj - Eikmkj) (Dll)
The result is recognizable as the matrix product of the
two bivectors, antisymmetrized:

N=LxM <« f=m-C-7¢-th=[h1]| .
(D12)
The final square bracket notation reflects the fact that
this is the commutator of the two matrices. For “simple”
bivectors that can each be represented by a single tile,
this can be visualized as described in Figure 12.

Having established the formulas for cross products in-
volving pseudovectors, we next consider dot products.



3

‘ [, 0]

FIG. 12. The commutator [, 7] of two tiles is non-zero
if their planes intersect along a line (with angle 6 between
them). Reshape the tiles as rectangles with unit length along
the shared line, and form a “pipe” out of two copies of each
as shown. The cross section of the pipe (e.g. either “end cap”)
is the tile representing the commutator: a parallelogram of

>
L

g
area |in| | £|sinf. As for orientation, find an edge of the “pipe”

where the overlapping edges have the same orientation: the
orientation of the result matches the edge from the first tile
(") that points into the shared edge and the edge of the second
(7) that points out of it. Imagining that shared edges with
opposite orientation “cancel out,” you can follow the arrows
around the pipe for a full cycle. (Reversing the order of the
commutator changes which path around the pipe you follow.)

The dot product of two pseudovectors a = L-Misa
scalar and can be written as

o= LiM; = $0mjp, (D13)

As in previous equations, the factor of % compensates
for the duplication of entries in the two antisymmetric
matrices. This sum over products of all matrix compo-
nents is sometimes called the “double dot product” and
is denoted by a colon:[29]

= —

a=L-M <« 170w . (D)

1
2

As with the vector dot product, we can interpret this as a
measure of whether two bivectors are oriented in the same
direction: orthogonal tiles have double dot product zero.
We can use this to define the magnitude of a bivector:
|£ 2=1 f’] 1 &2] If we use the antisymmetry of the
blvector matrices, we can also interpret this (_gn terms of
the trace of the matrix product: a = —2 tr(¢ - ). And
ifweexpressﬁz:lj/\v,thena:lj- (V.
Geometrically, this is a measure of the degree to which
the two planes have the same attitude and orientation
in space. For two tiles whose planes overlap along a line
(which includes any two tiles in three dimensions) the
double dot product matches the dot product of their nor-

mal vectors: 1 £ :71 = |7| |173| cos 0, where @ is the angle
between the planes. More generally in higher dimensions
(where two planes may only overlap at a point), the dou-
ble dot product equals zero if any vector in one tile is
perpendicular to the other tile. The precise geometric
meaning (Ln general seems complicated: considering the
form U - ¢ -V in gght of Figure 11, we are projecting U
into the plane of £, multiplying it by the bivector mag-
nitude, rotating it 90°, and then taking the dot product
with V.
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JEDEY
U A £ (shown at left), can be visualized as an oriented three-
dimensional volume formed by extruding the bivector tile along

The wedge product of a vector with a bivector,

the vector’s direction. If the bivector is a wedge product 7 =
VA W, this defines the triple product UAV AW. If we choose
right-handed coordinates, the component ¢ = ®,. is positive
if the bivector tile’s orientation appears counterclockwise from
inside the region (as shown at left) and negative if it appears

clockwise from inside (as with —U A 7 at right).

Finally, the dot product of an ordinary vector and a
pseudovector ¢ = U - L is more subtle to understand,
because the result ¢ is a “pseudoscalar” rather than an
ordinary scalar:

¢ =U;L; = 21Ul

=Uply, + Uyl + U lyy (D15)
Every term contains all three spatial coordinates: there
are no free indices, just like a scalar quantity. But like
a pseudovector, under a reflection like x — —x all three
terms change sign, which a true scalar would not.

The appropriate interpretation (which correctly gener-
alizes to h1gher dlmenblonb) is not a scalar, but the wedge

product of U with E

¢p=U-L — —OAY (D16a)

(D16b)

D(s)

(b,'jk = Uigjk + Ujéki + Uk&j

This is a trivector: a totally antgymgletric rank-3 tensor.
(The product is symmetric: UA ¢ = ¢ AU.) As shown in
Figure 13, this can be visualized as an (oriented) region
of 3D space, with the bivector tile 7 as its base and the
vector U showing how that base “extrudes” into the third
dimension. - .

If the bivector is a wedge product £ =V A W, this de-
fines the “triple product” of (true) vectors: UAVAW. By
convention, the pseudoscalar is defined to equal the spe-
cific component ¢ = ®,,,. of the trivector: the coefficient
of EAgAZ. (In aright-handed coordinate system, the sign
of ¢ is positive if the bivector’s orientation looks counter-
clockwise when viewed from inside the parallelepiped.)

Because Equation (D16b) is totally antisymmetric in ¢,
7, and k, it is zero unless the three indices are different.
In three dimensions, this means that Eq. (D15) is the
only independent term: that’s why it looks like a scalar.
But in d dimensions, there are (§) = Ld(d — 1)(d — 2)
independent ways of choosing three coordinate labels out
of d, so that is the number of components.
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