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Abstract

The study of complex functions is based around the study of holomor-
phic functions, satisfying the Cauchy-Riemann equations. The complex
numbers are a subset [the even subalgebra] of Cl(2), and therefore we
can ask whether there are analogues for the Cauchy-Riemann equations
for other Clifford algebras. This has been extensively explored under
the name of Clifford Analysis. Here I explicitly decompose the Cauchy-
Riemann equations for a general Clifford algebra into grades using the
Geometric Algebra formalism,, and show that for the Spacetime Alge-
bra Cl(3, 1) these equations are the equations for a self-dual source free
Electromagnetic field, and for a massless uncharged Spinor.

1 Introduction and Background

This paper is about the application of Clifford (or Geometric) algebras to
physics. In particular, it is about Clifford Analysis, which is an attempt to
extend the results of Complex Analysis first to the Quaterions, and then to a
general Clifford algebra. The Clifford approach to geometry is based upon the
ideas of W.K.Clifford and H.G. Grassmann [25], and involves giving a direct
geometric representation of the n- dimensional subspaces of a Clifford algebra
in terms of the n-dimensional linear subspaces of a geometric space, for example
lines, planes, volumes; and so on.
Dieudonne clarifies the technical distincion between Clifford geometry and the
more standard approach as follows [9]. In standard approaches,we consider both
a vector space V , and its dual V⋆. We cannot identify these two spaces, but
we can associate elements in V to elements in V⋆ if we define an inner product
between these spaces. Then a p-dimensional subspcae Vp ∈ V will be dual to
an (n − p)-dimensional subspace Wn−p ∈ V⋆ iff (v, w) = 0 for all v ∈ Vp and
w ∈ Wn−p, where n is the total dimension of V and V⋆, and ( , ) denotes the
inner product.
Conversely, in the Clifford approach to Geometry, we only have one space, V ,
which is equipped with a product to turn it into an algebra; in exact analogy to
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the transition between R2 and C. More details are given below, but the essen-
tial point is that the dual of a p-dimensional subspace Vp is given by its (n− p)
dimensional complement in V itself. This has advantages for physics; first of all
by cutting down on the mathematical entities required, and secondly because
most objects in physics can be given a direct geometric interpretation in this
construction (See [10] for examples).
This fits well with approaches to theoretical physics which seeks to describe
fundamental processes as an algebra. As explicitly described by Bohm [6], since
the elements of the algebra act on each other, they can model both the physical
objects in the theory and the interactions between them which make up the
process. Common examples of theories in this approach are Twistor theories
[2], Octonion models [16][12] and related strategies, e.g. [5]. The paradigmatic
example is the complex plane, where an element Reiθ both represents a point,
and the action of rotating anticlockwise by θ, and dilating by scale factor R.
I begin the paper with some definitions and notation. First, I will review the
Geometric Algebra formalism for Clifford algebras. Then, I will discuss Clif-
ford Analysis as a generalisation of Complex analysis. Finally, I will give some
results from Hodge Theory which will be needed for this paper.

1.1 Geometric Algebras

First, we need to give an overview of the Geometric Algebra formalism for Clif-
ford algebra calculations. This section is mainly based on [1] and [10]. Other
excellent references are [7] and [11].
An (orthogonal) Clifford Algebra Cl(p, q) with a non- degenerate metric is de-
scribed by d = p+ q generators ei, satisfying

eiej − ejei = ηij (1)

Where ηii is 1 for i from 1 to p+ 1, ηii = −1 for i from p+ 1 to d, and ηij = 0
otherwise.
Clifford algebras are a graded algebra, with the grading given by the number
of generators which are multipled togther. For example, ei is grade 1, eiejek is
grade 3, and so on.
A Clifford algebra element which is contains only objects of the same grade is
called a blade, and is denoted by 〈E〉i, where E is the label of the element, and
i is the grade of the blade. We can also use this notation to describe taking the
component of a general Clifford algebra element which has grade i.
A Clifford algebra can be split into even and odd parts, corresponding to col-
lecting the blades with even and odd grade. The even part is called the Spin
algebra, denoted Spin(p, q). [24]. The Clifford algebra for a space are also iso-
morphic as vector spaces to the Differential Forms on the same space. This is
what allows us to use techniques from the cohomology theory of forms in the
Clifford Algebra context [29].
In the Geometric Algebra (GA) representation of Clifford Algebras, we take
each grade to describe an k- dimensional subspace of Rd. The highest grade
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object is denoted I, and describes a d-volume. So in 3 dimensions, the scalar
describes a point, ei describes a line, eiej describes a plane, and the pseudoscalar
I = e1e2e3 describes a 3-volume.
When we multiply two blades 〈A〉i and 〈B〉j , the lowest grade object we can
form has grade |i − j|, and is called the dot product, denoted by A · B or
〈A · B〉i−j . The highest grade element has grade i+ j, and is called the wedge
product, denoted A∧B or 〈A∧B〉i+j . Note that these may be identically zero
(for example if i + j > d), and that in general one or both will be. For vectors
a, b these defintions become

a · b = ab− ba

a ∧ b = ab− ba (2)

Here, a · b is the usual dot product, and in 3d we have

a ∧ b = (a× b)I−1 (3)

Where a× b is the cross product. This formula just means that a∧ b is the area
between a and b, and a×b is the length orthogonal to that area. Note, however,
that we can define a ∧ b in any dimension, not just in 3d.
We call an element made up of different grades a Multivector. Then the most
general function we can write from Cl(p, q) → Cl(p, q) is

z = f0 + fiei + fijeiej + ...+ f1...de1...ed (4)

Where the f are scalar functions. In this paper I shall only consider functions
of x, where x = xiei is the usual position vector.
Duality relations exist between blades of grades k and d− k. These are defined
in various ways in the literature, which differ up to a sign. I shall use the
convention

A⋆ = AI−1 (5)

Where A⋆ is the dual of A. If A has grade k, then A⋆ has grade d − k. The
following property of the dual will be important later

A ∧BI−1 =
(

A ∧B
)

I−1

A ·BI−1 =
(

A · B
)

I−1 (6)

Next, we can define a vector derivative

∂ =
∂

∂x
≡ ei

∂

∂x
(7)

Once we have this, we can define the wave/laplacian operator as ∂2. Applying
the vector derivative to a blade will either raise or lower the grades of the
components of multivector by 1. In general it will do both. We therefore write

∂z = ∂ · z+ ∂ ∧ z (8)

where ∂ ·z and ∂∧z are the grade lowering and grade raising parts respectively.
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1.2 Clifford Analysis

The introduction of the vector derivative brings us back to Clifford Analysis.
Clifford Analysis is focused around finding and understanding solutions of the
Dirac eqation ∂φ = 0. Indeed, a key motivator for extending Complex Anal-
ysis to Clifford algebras is the fact that this equation is a higher dimensional
analogue of the Cauchy- Reimann equations. This means that Clifford Analy-
sis intersects with other areas of mathematics, for example Spin Geometry, in
paricular index theory [24]
The motivation for a Clifford algebra version of complex analysis comes from
the fact that we can use Clifford algebras to take the square root of the wave
equation, as we saw below equation (7). Then we can call ∂ a Dirac operator,
as it has exactly the same algebraic properties as the matrix operator /∂ from
the standard Dirac theory. Note, however, that we can define different Dirac
operators as the square roots of different second order PDEs.
Clifford Analysis has its beginnings in the work of Moisil, Théodoresco and
Riesz [26] [28] in the 1930s, which sucessfully extended the key results of Com-
plex Analysis to the quaternionic case. R. Fueter then extended this to higher
dimensions via Clifford Algebras[14][15]. In the late 20th century, this was de-
veloped by figures like Hestenes, Sobcyck and Delenghe [20][8]with results like
the Cauchy Intergral theorem and the Cauchy- Kowalseka extension being ex-
tended from the complex numbers to general Clifford Algebras.
In two dimensions, we have the Geometric Algebra Cl(2). This consists of a
scalar, two vectors e1 and e2, and a bivector pseudoscalar, I = e1e2. The
even subalgebra, Spin(2), is spanned by {1, I}, with I2 = −1. Therefore
Spin(2) ∼= C. A generic Spin(2)-valued function is given by u(z)+ Iv(z), where
z = x + Iy. Equivalently, we can consider the variable z̃ = e1z = xe1 + ye2.
Then

∂
(

u(z̃)) + Iv(z̃)
)

= e1
∂u

∂x
+ e2

∂u

∂y
+ e1I

∂v

∂x
+ e2I

∂v

∂y

= e1

(∂u

∂x
−

∂v

∂y

)

+ e2

(∂u

∂y
+

∂v

∂x

)

(9)

Therefore the condition ∂(u+ Iv) = 0 is equivalent to the pair of equations

ux = vy; uy = vx (10)

We can recognise these as the Cauchy- Riemann equations. The natural question
is whether there is an analogue to these for a general Clifford Algebra. It turns
out that the answer is Yes– see the lecture notes [22], the book [8] and the
references cited within for more details. Solutions to the equation ∂f = 0
are usually called Monogenic functions, though they are occasionally known as
Clifford Holomorphic functions. or Regular functions in older literature. I shall
refer to them as Monogenic functions in this paper.
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1.3 Hodge Theory

We will need to use some elements of Hodge Theory in this paper. Whilst there
is not the space here for a full discussion of that important and complicated
branch of mathematics, I will review the main results we will be using. It is
important to bear in mind that Hodge Theory is true only for compact (i.e.
closed and bounded) Reimannian Manifolds. There are strong links between
Hodge theory and Clifford analysis which are only beginning to be explored.
See [29] for an excellent and very recent treatment. As explained in [29] we can
use the fact that Clifford Algebras are isomorphic as Vector Spaces to the space
of differential forms to use Hodge decomposition on the Clifford algebra itself.
The main result of Hodge Theory is the Hodge Decomposition Theorem, which
states that the space of grade-k differential forms Ωk decomposes as

Ωk = Hark + dΩk−1 + δΩk+1 (11)

This then lifts to a decomposition of the whole space of differential forms. In this
expression, Hark is the space of harmonic forms, i.e. those satisfying ∂

2ω = 0.
A consequence of this is that the condition for a form φ to be harmonic is that
δφ = dφ = 0. The expressions dΩk−1+δΩk+1 refer to the spaces of exact and
co-exact k-forms respectively. Here, d refers to the usual exterior derivative,
and δ refers to the coderivative, which is the adjoint of the exterior derivative
under the L2 norm

〈ω, ξ〉 :=

∫

ω ∧ ⋆ξ dx4 (12)

Here, ⋆ refers to the Hodge dual. It is defined by the relation

A ∧ ⋆A = |A|2I (13)

This interchanges k and n−k forms, and in Geometric Algebra notation is given
by

⋆ω = (ωI−1)† = (−1)
k(k−1)

2 (14)

where the factor (−1)
k(k−1)

2 comes from the fact that

|A|2 = A† ·A = (−1)
k(k−1)

2 A ·A (15)

In terms of the Hodge dual, we have δ = ⋆d⋆, however, in geometric algebra
notation, as discussed in [29], we have

dω ≡ ∂ ∧ ω (16)

δω ≡ −∂ · ω

Where k is the degree of ω. The operators d and δ have the important property
that they are adjoint with respect to the inner product (12)– that is

〈dω, ξ〉 = 〈ω, δξ〉 (17)
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Now, in Geometric Algebra language this translates into an adjoint property
between ∂· and ∂∧

〈∂ ∧ ω, ξ〉 = −〈ω,∂ · ξ〉 (18)

We will use this property frequently during this paper

1.4 Outline of the Paper

After introducing the main concepts, I begin the paper by decomposing the
equation ∂z = 0 grade by grade in order give to give a closed system of equa-
tions defining a monogenic function. I call these the, ‘Clifford-Cauchy-Reimann’
equations, or CCR equations for short. I then discuss some properties of these
equations, showing how they require each grade of z(x) to be harmonic.
I then show that the CCR equations applied to a general multivector in the,
‘Spacetime Algebra’ Cl(3, 1), the Clifford algebra representing Minkowski Space,
give the Dirac and Maxwell equations. This is not totally surprising– the Dirac
equation is a monogenic function by definition, and it has long been realised that
Maxwell’s equations can be written as Cauchy- Reimann equations in quater-
nionic analysis (called regularity conditions) [32] and also via complexified qua-
terions (or biquaternions) [21], including in the context of Clifford Analysis [30].
However this paper unites both equations into a single framework, and shows
that the (source-free) Maxwell and Dirac equations are the CCR equations for
a general multivector in Cl(3, 1), implying that they are mathematically funda-
mental in a way linked to the geometry of Minkowski space. Having done this,
I finish with a short discussion of future work which could be done in this area.

2 Clifford-Cauchy-Riemann equations

I am not aware of an explicit grade-by-grade decomposition of the Cauchy-
Reimann equations for a Clifford algebra in the literature, though they must
have been derived before in the course of calculations. I present here such a
decompostion, which I will use for the main results in the next section. We
write a general x-valued multivector function in Cl(p, q) as

z(x) =
∑

i

fi = f0(x)+f1i(x)ei+f2ij(x)eiej+f3ijk(x)eiejek+...+fde1...ed (19)

where fi is a blade of grade i, f(x) is a scalar function of x and i runs from 1
to d = p+ q. We are interested in Monogenic functions, for which ∂z = 0 This
implies that

∑

i

∂fi =
∑

i

(

∂ · fi+1 + ∂ ∧ fi−1

)

= 0 (20)

equating all terms with the same grades, we find that

∂ · fi+1 = −∂ ∧ fi−1, i 6= {1, d− 1} (21)

∂ · f1 = 0 (22)

∂ ∧ fd−1 = 0 (23)
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with ∂ · f0 and ∂ ∧ fd ≡ 0 identically (you can’t take the exterior derivative of
a top form, or the divergence of a scalar function). These are the generalisation
of the Cauchy-Riemann equations to general Clifford Algebras for the Dirac
operator ∂. I shall refer to them as the Clifford-Cauchy-Riemann, or CCR,
equations. Note also that the condition ∂ · fi+1 = −∂ ∧ fi−1 becomes δfi−1 =
dfi+1 in the language of differential forms.

2.1 Properties of the CCR Equations

The firs thing to note about these equations is that the equations for the odd
and even parts seperate. Equation (21) links fn−1 and fn+1, whose grades are
always both odd, or both even. Then, equation (22) always involves only f1,
which is odd; and (23) only involves fd−1, which is either odd or even depending
upon d. Therefore the CCR equations split into parts involving only the odd or
even components. This simplifies the analysis of these equations, and we shall
make use of this below in section 3 when analysing the spacetime algebra.
We can rewrite the CCR equations using various dualities. If we define gi =
fiI

−1, then they become

∂ ∧ gd−(i+1)I
−1 = −∂ · gd−(i−1)I

−1, i 6= {1, d− 1} (24)

∂ ∧ gd−1I
−1 = 0 (25)

∂ · g1I
−1 = 0 (26)

Alternatively, we can only take the dual of one side of equation (21) to get

∂ ∧ fi−1 = ∂ ∧ gd−(i+1)I
−1 (27)

Note that whilst in general fi−1 and gd−(i+1) have different grades, when d is
even, fd/2−1 and gd/2−1 both have the same grade in the equation, giving

∂ ∧ fd/2−1 = ∂ ∧ gd/2−1I
−1 (28)

This suggests that mathematically it could be interesting to investigate func-
tions satisfying z = ±zI−1, which could be another avenue to explore to better
understand the properties of solutions to these equations.
An important property of the Cauchy-Riemann equations is that any solution
to them is also a harmonic function, i.e. ∂

2z = 0. This also applies to Clifford
analysis [8]

Theorem 2.1. Monp(M),the vector space of monogenic functions of degree p
over a space M, is identical to Harmp(M), the vector space of harmonic forms
of degree p.

Since the spaces of harmonic forms are isomorphic to the de Rahm homology
groups, this has as its corollary the well known result [31]
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Theorem 2.2. Monp(M) is isomorphic to Hp
dR(M), the pth de Rham coho-

mology group of M

Although it is a long established result, I will give a proof of theorem 2.1
using the CCR equations, as it illuminates the structure of the equations, and
shows how they are linked to Hodge Theory.

Proof. We begin with a Hodge decomposition of the vector spaces of p-blades:

z(x) =
∑

i

fi =
∑

i

∂ ∧Xi−1 + ∂ ·Yi+1 + Zi (29)

Now, for p 6= 1, d− 1 imposing the condition that ∂z = 0 implies that at degree
p,

∂ ∧ ∂ ·Yp = −∂ · ∧Xp ≡ Pi (30)

But then, using the L2- norm (12), we have

〈

Pi,Pi

〉

=
〈

∂ ·Yp,−∂ ∧Xp

〉

=
〈

∂ · ∂ ·Yp,Xp

〉

≡ 0 (31)

where the second inequality uses the skew- adjoint relation between ∂∧ and ∂·.
This implies that Pi = 0, and therefore seperately that ∂ ∧ ∂ · Yp = 0 and
∂ · ∂ ∧ Xp = 0. This implies that ∂ ∧ Xi−1 and ∂ · Yi+1 are harmonic, since
∂ ∧ ∂ ∧ Xi−1 and ∂ · ∂ · Yi+1 are zero by definition, and harmonic functions
satisfy ∂ ∧φ = ∂ ·φ = 0. However, we assumed that ∂ ·Yp and ∂∧Xp were not
harmonic functions, (and are therefore orthogonal to them under the L2-norm)
and therefore they must be the zero- function.
For p = 1, ∂ ∧X1 is covered by the above argument, and ∂ ·Y1 ≡ 0 by the CCR
equations. Similarily for p = d − 1, ∂ · Yd−1 is covered by the above whereas
∂ ∧Xd−1 ≡ 0 by the CCR equations.
This shows that the only nonzero parts of z are the harmonic blades Zp, proving
that z monogenic implies that z is harmonic. Since harmonic forms are trivially
monogenic, this establishes that the set of harmonic forms on a space is identical
to the set of monogenic functions on that space.

This proof allows us to see how satisfying the CCR equations implies that
a function is harmonic– the CCR equations imply that the exact and coexact
parts at each grade of the function are equal to zero. This analysis also allows
us to see what happens if the function fails to satisfy the CCR equations at
grade p. In this case

∂ ∧ fi−1 6= −∂ · fi+1 (32)

which means that neither ∂ ·Xp ∈ Λp−1 or ∂ ∧Yp ∈ Λp+1 are equal to zero.
Therefore

fp−1 = Zp−1 + ∂ ·Xp and fp+1 = Zp+1 + ∂ ∧Yp (33)

This means that if a multivector function z does not satify the CCR equations
at grade p, then neither the grade p− 1 nor the grade p+ 1 component of z is
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harmonic.
Finally, in complex analysis, we can show that every real harmonic function on
Rn is the real part of a holomorphic function. For Clifford analysis, we have the
following theorem (which I believe is original)

Theorem 2.3. Every harmonic function f(x) on Rn is the 0-grade component
of a monogenic funcion z(x) ∈ Cl(n).. Conversely, every monogenic function
z(x) defines a harmonic function f(x) = 〈z(x)〉0

Proof. For the first direction, we start with a harmonic function f(x). For a
scalar function, we can write the condition that f(x) is harmonic as ∂ ·∂f = 0.
Expanding out, this implies that

∂ · ∂ ∧ f(x) = 0 (34)

Now we consider

|∂ ∧ f(x)| = 〈∂ ∧ f(x),∂ ∧ f(x)〉 = 〈f(x),∂ · ∂ ∧ f(x)〉 = 0 (35)

where we have used the adjoint property in the second equality, and the har-
monic property of f(x) in the final one. But now since we are in a Reimannian
space, |∂ ∧ f(x)| = 0 implies that ∂ ∧ f(x) ≡ 0. From the above dicussion, this
is the condition for f(x) to be the grade 0 part of a monogenic function.
Now consider the other direction. Suppose f0(x) is the grade-0 part of some
monogenic function z(x). Then, by the CCR equations, ∂ ∧ f0 = 0. Then
∂ · ∂f0 = ∂ · ∂ ∧ f0 = 0. This means that f0 is a harmonic function on Rn

3 CCR and the Spacetime Algebra

We now examine the CCR equations for the Spacetime Algebra. This is the
Clifford Algebra Cl(3, 1), whose Geometric Algebra representation is associated
to Minkowski Spacetime. It consists of 1 scalar, 4 vectors ea, six bivectors eaeb,
4 trivectors eaebec, and 1 Pseudoscalar I = e0e1e2e3.
Here we use the index 0 to refer to the timelike direction, for which e20 = −1, and
i, j, k = {1, 2, 3} for spacelike directions, for which e2i = 1. These correspond
to the gamma matrices γa in the usual Dirac theory, and the pseudoscalar I
corresponds to γ5 = γ0γ1γ2γ3.
It is also worth noting that the bivector part of the algebra corresponds to
Lorentz rotations [10]. The Timelike rotations correspond to terms of the form
e0ei, and spacelike rotations correspond to eiej . Finally, the vector derivative
∂ = e0

∂
∂t + ei

∂
∂xi

Now, a general multivector in the spacetime algebra can be
written in the form

f0+f1+f2+f3+f4 = f0(x)+f1a(x)ea+f2ab(x)eaeb+f3abc(x)eiejek+f4e0e1e2e3
(36)
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This leads to the CCR equations

∂ · f1 = 0

∂f0 = −∂ · f2

∂ ∧ f1 = −∂ · f3

∂ ∧ f3 = 0

∂ · f4 = −∂ ∧ f2 (37)

As discussed in section 2.1, these split into odd and even sectors.

3.1 The Odd Sector

We start with the odd sector

∂ · f1 = 0 (38)

∂ ∧ f1 = −∂ · f3 (39)

∂ ∧ f3 = 0 (40)

Since 4 is an even number, we can use the discussion of duality in equation (28)
to write the second of these equations as

∂ ∧ f1 = −∂ ∧ g1I
−1 (41)

where g3 = f1I
−1. To solve this equation, we first of all note that the field

strength for an electromagnetic potential is always anti-selfdual [13]. To see
this, we can write ∂ ∧A = Fab = E0i + Bjk, where E,B are the electric and
magnetic fields respectively. The Electric field is a timelike bivector, and the
magnetic field is a spacelike one. Then we can directly calculate

−
(

∂0A1e0e1 − ∂1A0e1e0

)

I−1 = ∂2A3e2e3 − ∂3A2e3e2

−
(

∂0A2e0e2 − ∂2A0e2e0

)

I−1 = ∂3A1e3e1 − ∂1A3e1e3

−
(

∂0A3e0e3 − ∂3A0e3e0

)

I−1 = ∂1A2e1e2 − ∂2A1e2e1 (42)

This shows that −EI−1 = B, and therfore that F = −FI−1. Hence f1 = g1 = A

is always a solution to equation (39) since ∂ ∧ A = −
(

∂ ∧ A
)

I−1. We now

check for other solutions. Suppose that ∂ ∧A = −
(

∂ ∧C
)

I−1 for C 6= A.Then

−
(

∂ ∧ C
)

I−1 −
(

∂ ∧ A
)

I−1 = 0, which implies that ∂ ∧ (C − A) = 0, and
therefore C and A differ by the gradient of a scalar function, since ∂ ∧ ∂λ = 0
automatically. Then the most general solution we can write is

f1 = A+ ∂λ1, f3 = g1I
−1 =

(

A+ ∂λ2

)

I−1 (43)

for Scalar functions λ1 and λ2. If we set λ1 = λ2 ≡ λ, and write Ã=A + ∂λ
then the CCR equations become the equation for a single anti-selfdual Field
Strength.

∂ ∧ Ã =
(

∂ ∧ Ã
)

I−1 (44)
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I will discuss the situation where λ1 = λ2 at the end of this subsection. Finally,
if we write F = ∂ ∧ Ã then

∂F = ∂ · ∂ ∧ Ã+ ∂ ∧ ∂ ∧ Ã

= ∂ · ∂ ∧ Ã = −∂ ·
(

∂ · (AI−1)
)

= 0

which is simply the equation for a source-free Maxwell field written in Geometric
Algebra notation [10]. I have used the fact that ∂ ·∂ · f. = ∂ ∧∂ ∧ f = 0 for any
f in the second and fourth inequalities, and equation (44) in the second.
We can now look at the equation ∂ · f1 = 0. This is Gauss’ law

∂ · Ã = 0 (45)

Note that if we extract the gauge function λ we get

∂ ·A+ ∂
2λ = 0 (46)

which allows us to use λ to set a gauge exactly as in standard presentations of
electromagnetism.
What about the remaining equation ∂ ∧ f3 = 0? By the solution in equation
(44) this is equivalent to ∂ ∧ (ÃI−1) = 0 which implies that (∂ · Ã)I−1 = 0,
which implies that ∂ ·A + ∂

2λ = 0, just the same as equation (38) Putting it
all together, we see that the odd sector of the CCR equations is

∂ ∧ Ã =
(

∂ ∧ Ã
)

I−1 (47)

∂ · Ã = 0 (48)

This describes an anti-selfdual field arising from a vector potential Ã (equation
(47), which obeys Gauss’ Law (equation (48). We also have a gauge freedom to
rescale Ã by a scalar function λ, via Ã → Ã+ ∂λ.
What about when λ1 6= λ2? In this case we have

f1 = A+ ∂λ1, f3 =
(

A+ ∂λ2

)

I−1 (49)

Putting this into equations (38) and (40) we get that

∂ ·A = −∂
2λ1, ∂ ·A = −∂

2λ2 (50)

This implies that ∂
2
(

λ1 − λ2

)

= 0, and therefore that λ1 − λ2 = a + bx, for
a, b ∈ R. I am unsure of the physical significance of this, and so I have focussed
on the solutions where λ1 = λ2; however this would be a good topic for future
work.

3.2 The Even Sector

The CCR equations for the even subalgebra are given by

∂f0 = −∂ · f2 (51)

∂ ∧ f2 = −∂ · f4 (52)
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The physical meaning of these equations can be seen by considering the Dirac
equation for a massless, uncharged spinor. Written in the Geometric Algebra
representation, this is

∂φ = 0 (53)

where φ = ρ1/2eIBeθ/2. Here, ρ(x) and B(x) are scalar functions, and θ(x) is a
bivector function. This form of the solution to Dirac’s equation is due to David
Hestenes [18]. Mathematically this corresponds to a polar decomposition of φ.
There are eight degrees of freedom, just as we would expect – one each for ρ
and B, and six contained in θ, which geneates a Lorentz rotation. Physically,
following Hestenes, we can interpret the multivector function φ as a physical
wave in Minkowski space, with ρ1/2 as the amplitude, and eθ/2 being the spinor
generator of a rotation into the rest frame of the particle. The phyiscal inter-
pretation of B is more ambigous, but Hestenes has suggested that for the full
Dirac equation it corresponds to a hypothetical rapid oscillation of the electron
called Zitterbewegung [19]. I will not addess these interpretational issues here.
We can evaluate

∂φ =
(∂ρ

ρ
+ ∂(IB) + ∂θ

)

ρ1/2eIBeθ/2 = 0 (54)

Which implies
∂ρ

ρ
+ ∂(IB) + ∂θ/2 = 0 (55)

collecting terms of the same grade, we find

∂ln(ρ) = −∂ · θ/2 (56)

for grade 1, and
∂ ∧ θ/2 = −∂ · (IB) (57)

for grade 3, with ∂∧(IB) ≡ 0 identically. But these are just the CCR equations
(51) and (52), with f0 = lnρ, f2 = θ/2 and f4 = IB. Therefore, f0, f2, f4
satisfying the CCR equations automatically define a free Dirac field via (53).
A final note: We could have written the scalar part of φ as ea(x)/2 for some
scalar function a(x), rather than using ρ1/2. This would have given us f0 = a/2,
rather than ln(ρ). I chose the notation ρ1/2 partly to fit with the notation of
Hestenes [18], and partly because of the similarity of the term ∂ρ

ρ to the quantum

potential of Bohm [6], which is derived from a similar polar decomposition of
the wavefunction.

4 Conclusion and Further Work

Putting it all together, we find that a multivector

z = ln(ρ) + Ã+ θ/2 + ÃI−1 + IB (58)
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satisfying the CCR equations in the Spacetime Algebra Cl(3, 1) defines both
a free Dirac field φ = ρ1/2eIBeθ/2, and an electromagnetic field strength F =
∂ ∧ Ã, where Ã satisfies Gauss’ law, and is defined up to the addition of a
gradient ∂λ.
Aside from the points mentioned earlier in the paper (For example, below equa-
tion (50)), there are many things to explore. Chief among these for me is the
question whether we can obtain the equations for a massive or charged Dirac
field, or for an electromagnetic field with a source J = ∂F? I suspect that this
would involve considering Dirac operators of the form ∂+A, where A is a gauge
potential.
Once this had been done, it would be interesting to look at the geometric mean-
ing of the cohomology groups of this operator. We could perform a Hodge
decomposition of the space of differential forms by looking for forms which are
harmonic with respect to this gauged Dirac operator. We could then compare
the resulting gauge theory cohomologies with more standard methods such as
the BRST or BV cohomologies [17][27], making use of the fact that Geometric
Algebra allows us to give a direct geometric interpretation of all our expressions
to determine the physical meaning of the resulting cohomology groups.
Another avenue would be to investigate Hodge theory on Lorentzian manifolds.
The motivation for this comes from the fact that in the proof of theorem 2.1,
the key argument was that the condition ∂ ∧ Xi−1 = −∂ · Yi+1 ≡ Pi implied
that 〈Pi, Pi〉 = 0, and hence that Pi = 0.
In the Lorentzian case, the condition 〈Pi, Pi〉 = 0 no longer implies that Pi = 0,
but that Pi is null. Therefore the condition for a multivector function z(x) to
be monogenic is no longer that it is made up of harmonic forms, but that it
is made up of forms whose boundaries and coboundaries are null under the L2

norm, such that ∂ ∧Xi−1 = −∂ · Yi+1. Investigating these solutions could be a
valuable tool for understanding cohomology on Lorentzian manifolds, which so
far has focused on the timelike and spacelike parts of the spacetime [23][4][3] .
I hope to explore this in future work.
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