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Abstract

We refine the formulation of the Boolean satisfiability problem with
n Boolean variables in Clifford algebra Cℓ(Rn,n) [3] and exploit this
continuous setting to design a new unsatisfiability test. This algorithm
is not combinatorial and proves unsatisfiability in polynomial time.
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1 Introduction

Clifford algebra is a remarkably powerful tool initially developed to deal with
automorphisms of quadratic spaces [14] that got its major achievements with
spinors of mathematical physics. Since then it has been successfully applied
to very many different fields, including combinatorial problems [5, 4].

On the other side the Boolean SATisfiability problem is the progenitor of
many combinatorial problems and, suprisingly, fits smoothly in the Boolean
algebra embedded in Cℓ(Rn,n), the Clifford algebra of Rn,n, the realm of
simple spinors [7]. This is not the first encounter of mathematical physics
with SAT: also statistical mechanics applied to SAT brought interesting
results [12].

Our first contribution is a solid foundation of Boolean algebra within
idempotents of Cℓ(Rn,n) and we use this framework to examine different
formulations of SAT from a unified standpoint. Subsequently we focus on
the continuous formulation of SAT in the group O(n), with its equivalent
spinorial and vectorial representations. The second, and main, contribution
is to exploit this formulation to design an algorithm for an unsatisfiability
test. The core of the algorithm relies on linear combinations of simple spinors
induced by the clauses.
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More in detail in sections 2 and 3 we succintly recall the Boolean Satisfia-
bility problem and the Clifford algebra Cℓ(Rn,n). Section 4 provides a sturdy
formulation of Boolean algebra with idempotents of Cℓ(Rn,n) tailored to our
needs while in section 5 we apply these results to give a neat encoding of
SAT in Cℓ(Rn,n) together with a first unsatisfiability condition. To prepare
the SAT formulation in a more specific setting in section 6 we introduce,
with a simple formalism, the isomorphism between the set of all totally null
subspaces of maximal dimension n of Rn,n and the continuous group O(n).
In section 7 we use this to transform a SAT problem into the problem of
forming a cover for O(n) that gives a continuous formulation of SAT [3]
with another unsatisfiability condition. In final section 8, subdivided in
three parts, we build on previous results to produce an unsatisfiability test
that exploits the linear space properties of the simple spinors of Cℓ(Rn,n), in
one to one correspondence with O(n). This test is not combinatorial and a
simple analysis indicates that it is polynomial.

For the convenience of the reader we tried to make this paper as elemen-
tary and self-contained as possible.

2 The Boolean Satisfiability problem

The Boolean Satisfiability Problem [12, Section 7.2.2.2] seeks an assignment
of n Boolean variables ρi ∈ {T,F} (true, false), that makes T, satisfies, a
given Boolean formula S put in Conjunctive Normal Form (CNF) e.g.

S ≡ (ρ1 ∨ ρ2) ∧ (ρ2 ∨ ρ3) ∧ (ρ1 ∨ ρ3) ∧ (ρ1 ∨ ρ2 ∨ ρ3) ∧ (ρ1 ∨ ρ2 ∨ ρ3) (1)

as a logical AND (∧) of m clauses Cj, the expressions in parenthesis, each
clause being composed by the logical OR (∨) of k or less literals possibly
preceded by logical NOT (¬ρi, ρi for short). In (1) n = 3,m = 5 and k = 3.
To underline the difference with algebraic equality = in what follows we use
≡ to represent logical equivalence, namely that for all possible values taken
by the Boolean variables the two expressions are equal. A solution is either
an assignment of ρi that gives S ≡ T or a proof that such an assignment
does not exist and S ≡ F in all cases.

SAT was the first combinatorial problem proven to be NP-complete [8];
in particular while the case of k = 3, 3SAT, can be solved only in a time
that grows exponentially with n, 2SAT and 1SAT problems can be solved
in polynomial time, that is fast.

Using the distributive properties of the logical operators ∨,∧ any given
kSAT S expands in a logical OR of up to km terms each term being a 1SAT
problem namely a logical AND of m Boolean variables. Since ρi ∧ρi ≡ F the
presence of a variable together with its logical complement is a necessary
and sufficient condition for making a 1SAT formula F, namely unsatisfiable,
and thus these terms can be omitted and so km is just an upper bound to

2



the number of terms. Conversely a satisfiable 1SAT formula has only one
assignment of its Boolean variables that makes it T and that can be read
scanning the formula; thus in the sequel we will freely use 1SAT formulas
for assignments.

The final expanded expression can be further simplified and reordered
exploiting the commutativity of the logical operators ∨,∧ and the properties
ρi ∧ ρi ≡ ρi ∨ ρi ≡ ρi. All “surviving” terms of this expansion, the Disjunc-
tive Normal Form (DNF), are 1SAT terms, each of them representing an
assignment that satisfies the problem. On the contrary if the DNF is empty,
as happens for (1), this is a proof that there are no assignments that make
the formula T: the problem is unsatisfiable.

Expansion to DNF is a dreadful algorithm for solving SAT: first of all
the method is an overkill since it produces all possible solutions whereas one
would be enough; in second place this brute force approach gives a running
time proportional to the number of expansion terms O

(

(k
m
n )n

)

whereas a
modern SAT solver [13] run in O (1.307n). Nevertheless DNF will play a
central role in the formulation of SAT in Clifford algebra.

3 Rn,n and its Clifford algebra

We review some properties of Rn,n and of its Clifford algebra Cℓ(Rn,n) that
are at the heart of the following results.

Cℓ(Rn,n) is isomorphic to the algebra of real matrices R(2n) [14] and this
algebra is more easily manipulated exploiting the properties of its Extended
Fock basis (EFB, see [2] and references therein) with which any algebra
element is a linear superposition of simple spinors. The 2n generators of the
algebra ei form an orthonormal basis of the linear space Rn,n

eiej + ejei := {ei, ej} = 2

{

δij for i ≤ n
−δij for i > n

i, j = 1, 2, . . . , 2n (2)

and we define the Witt, or null, basis of Rn,n:
{

pi = 1
2 (ei + ei+n)

qi = 1
2 (ei − ei+n)

i = 1, 2, . . . , n (3)

that, with eiej = −ejei for i 6= j, gives

{pi, pj} = {qi, qj} = 0 {pi, qj} = δij (4)

showing that all pi, qi are mutually orthogonal, also to themselves, that
implies p2

i = q2
i = 0 and are thus null vectors. Defining

{

P = Span (p1, p2, . . . , pn)
Q = Span (q1, q2, . . . , qn)

(5)
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P and Q are two totally null subspaces of maximum dimension n and form
a Witt decomposition [14] of Rn,n since P ∩Q = {0} and P ⊕Q = Rn,n.

The 22n simple spinors forming EFB are given by all possible sequences

ψ = ψ1ψ2 · · ·ψi · · ·ψn ψi ∈ {qipi, piqi, pi, qi} i = 1, 2, . . . , n (6)

where each ψi takes one of its 4 possible values [2] and each ψi is uniquely
identified by two “bits” hi, gi = ±1: hi = 1 if the leftmost vector of ψi is qi,
−1 otherwise; gi = 1 if ψi is even, −1 if odd. The h and g signatures of ψ
are respectively the vectors (h1, h2, . . . , hn) and (g1, g2, . . . , gn).

Since eiei+n = qipi −piqi := [qi, pi] in EFB the identity 1 and the volume
element ω (scalar and pseudoscalar) assume similar expressions [2]:

1 := {q1, p1} {q2, p2} · · · {qn, pn}

ω := e1e2 · · · e2n = (−1)
n(n−1)

2 [q1, p1] [q2, p2] · · · [qn, pn]
(7)

and since Cℓ(Rn,n) is a simple algebra, the algebra identity is also the sum
of its 2n primitive (indecomposable) idempotents pi we gather in set P

1 =
2n
∑

i=1

pi pi ∈ P . (8)

Comparing the two expressions of 1 we observe that the full expansion of
the anticommutators of (7) contains 2n terms each term being one of the
primitive idempotents and a simple spinor. P is thus a proper subset of EFB
(6) and its elements are

p = ψ1ψ2 · · ·ψi · · ·ψn ψi ∈ {qipi, piqi} i = 1, 2, . . . , n . (9)

We recall the standard properties of primitive idempotents

p2
i = pi (1 − pi)2 = 1 − pi pi(1 − pi) = 0 pipj = δijpi (10)

and define the set

I :=

{

2n
∑

i=1

δipi : δi ∈ {0, 1} ,pi ∈ P

}

(11)

in one to one correspondence with the power set of P. I is closed under
Clifford product but not under addition and is thus not even a subspace.
With (10) we easily prove

Proposition 1. For any s ∈ I then s2 = s.

I is thus the set of the idempotents, in general not primitive; a simple
consequence is that for any s ∈ I also (1 − s) ∈ I.
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Any EFB element of (6) is a simple spinor, uniquely identified in EFB
by its h signature, while the minimal left ideal, or spinor space S, to which
it belongs is identified by its h◦g = (h1g1, h2g2, . . . , hngn) signature [2]. The
algebra, as a linear space, is the direct sum of these 2n spinor spaces that,
in isomorphic matrix algebra R(2n), are usually associated to linear spaces
of matrix columns.

For each of these 2n spinor spaces S its 2n simple spinors (6) [2] form
a Fock basis F and any spinor ψ ∈ S is a linear combination of the simple
spinors ψλ ∈ F [6, 2], namely

ψ =
∑

λ

αλψλ αλ ∈ R, ψλ ∈ F . (12)

We illustrate this with the simplest example in R1,1, the familiar Minkowski
plane of physics, here Cℓ

(

R1,1
) ∼= R(2) and the EFB (6) is formed by just

4 elements: {qp++, pq−−, p−+, q+−} with the subscripts indicating respec-
tively h and h ◦ g signatures that give the binary form of the integer matrix
indexes; its EFB matrix is

(

+ −

+ qp q
− p pq

)

and, as anticipated, we can write the generic element µ ∈ Cℓ
(

R1,1
)

in EFB

µ = ξ++qp++ + ξ−−pq−− + ξ−+p−+ + ξ+−q+− ξ ∈ R .

The two columns are two minimal left ideals namely two (equivalent) spinor
spaces S+ and S−. The two elements of each column are the simple spinors of
Fock basis F while qp and pq are the primitive idempotents and qp+pq = 1.

In turn simple spinors of a Fock basis F are in one to one correspondence
with Rn,n null subspaces of maximal dimension n. For any ψ ∈ F we define
its associated maximal null subspace M(ψ) as

M(ψ) = Span (x1, x2, . . . , xn) xi =

{

pi iff ψi = pi, piqi

qi iff ψi = qi, qipi
i = 1, 2, . . . , n

(13)
and xi is determined by the h signature of ψ in EFB [6, 2]. For example in
Cℓ
(

R3,3
)

given the simple spinor ψ = p1q1 q2p2 q3p3

ψ = p1q1 q2p2 q3p3 =⇒ M(ψ) = Span (p1, q2, q3)

and with (4) we see that for any v ∈ M(ψ) then vψ = 0.
We gather these 2n maximal null subspaces of Rn,n in set Mn each of

its elements being the span of the n null vectors obtained choosing one null
vector from each couple (pi, qi) (3). The set Mn is the same for all the 2n
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different possible spinor spaces being identified by the h signatures of ψ in
EFB and so it can be defined also starting from primitive idempotents (9)
and in summary we can give three equivalent definitions for Mn

Mn =











{M(ψ) : ψ ∈ F}
{Span (x1, x2, . . . , xn) : xi ∈ {pi, qi}}
{M(p) : p ∈ P} .

(14)

4 The Boolean algebra of Cℓ(Rn,n)

We exploit the known fact that in any associative, unital, algebra every
family of commuting, orthogonal, idempotents generates a Boolean algebra
to prove that the 22n

idempotents of I (11) form a Boolean algebra.
A finite Boolean algebra is a set equipped with the inner operations of

logical AND, OR and NOT that satisfy well known properties but we will
use an axiomatic definition [11, 9] that needs only a binary and a unary
inner operations satisfying three simple axioms to prove:

Proposition 2. The set I equipped with the two inner operations

I × I → I s1, s2 → s1s2

I → I s → 1 − s
(15)

is a finite Boolean algebra.

Proof. We already observed that I is closed under operations (15) that
moreover satisfy Boolean algebra axiomatic definition [11]: the binary op-
eration is associative since Clifford product is and commutative because all
I elements commute. The third (Huntington’s) axiom requires that for any
s1, s2 ∈ I

(1 − (1 − s1)s2)(1 − (1 − s1)(1 − s2)) = s1

that is easily verified. ✷

We remark that I is not a subalgebra of Cℓ(Rn,n) since it is not closed under
addition. Any finite Boolean algebra is isomorphic to the power set of its
Boolean atoms [9]. In this case I elements are in one to one correspondence
with the power set of P and we thus identify the Boolean atoms with the 2n

primitive idempotents (9).
With simple manipulations we get all Boolean expressions in Cℓ(Rn,n):

in the unary operation of (15) we recognize the logical NOT and associating
the logical AND to Clifford product from s(1 − s) = 0 ∈ I we deduce that
0 stands for F and consequently that 1 stands for T. For the logical OR we
use De Morgan’s relations

ρ1 ∨ ρ2 ≡ ρ1 ∧ ρ2 → 1 − (1 − s1)(1 − s2) = s1 + s2 − s1s2
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and we can easily verify that I is closed also under this binary operation.
We formulate Boolean expressions in Cℓ(Rn,n) associating Boolean vari-

ables ρi to idempotents and we gather associations in this table where pi

and qi are vectors of the Witt basis (3)

F → 0
T → 1

ρi → qipi

ρi → 1 − qipi = piqi

ρi ∧ ρj → qipi qjpj

ρi ∨ ρj → qipi + qjpj − qipi qjpj .

(16)

For example given some simple Boolean expressions with (4) we easily verify

ρi ∧ ρi ≡ ρi → qipi qipi = qipi

ρi ∧ ρi ≡ ρi → piqi piqi = piqi

ρi ∧ ρi ≡ ρi ∧ ρi ≡ F → qipi piqi = piqi qipi = 0
ρi ∧ ρj ≡ ρj ∧ ρi → qipi qjpj = qjpj qipi

and from now on we will use ρi and ρi also in Cℓ(Rn,n) meaning respectively
qipi and piqi and Clifford product will stand for logical AND ∧ and in full
generality we can prove [4]

Proposition 3. Any Boolean expression S with n Boolean variables is rep-
resented in Cℓ(Rn,n) by S ∈ I obtained with substitutions (16) moreover S
is represented by 1 − S both being idempotents of Cℓ(Rn,n). Given another
Boolean expression Q the logical equivalence S ≡ Q holds if and only if
S = Q for their respective idempotents in Cℓ(Rn,n).

In summary with substitutions (16) we can safely encode any Boolean ex-
pression, and thus SAT problems, in Clifford algebra.

5 SAT in Clifford algebra Cℓ(Rn,n)

The straightest way of encoding a SAT problem in CNF (1) in Clifford
algebra is exploiting De Morgan relations to rewrite its clauses as

Cj ≡ (ρj1 ∨ ρj2 ∨ · · · ∨ ρjk
) ≡ ρj1

ρj2
· · · ρ

jk

and thus the expression of a clause in Clifford algebra is

Cj → 1 − ρj1
ρj2

· · · ρjk
:= 1 − zj (17)

and the expression of a SAT problem in CNF with m clauses is

S =
m
∏

j=1

(1 − zj) (18)

and from Proposition 3 easily descends
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Proposition 4. Given a SAT problem S then S ≡ F if and only if, for the
corresponding algebraic expression in Cℓ(Rn,n) (18) S = 0

that transforms a Boolean problem in an algebraic one. To master the
implications of (18) we need the full expression of a 1SAT formula e.g. ρ1ρ2

namely q1p1 p2q2: with (7), (8) and (9)

q1p1 p2q2 = q1p1 p2q2 1 = q1p1 p2q2

n
∏

j=3

{qj, pj} (19)

since q1p1 {q1, p1} = q1p1 and p2q2 {q2, p2} = p2q2 and the full expansion
of this expression is the sum of 2n−2 primitive idempotents p (9) and thus
q1p1 p2q2 is an idempotent of I. From the Boolean standpoint this can be
interpreted as the property that given the 1SAT formula ρ1ρ2 the other,
unspecified, n − 2 Boolean variables ρ3, . . . , ρn can take all possible 2n−2

values or, more technically, that ρ1ρ2 has a full DNF made of 2n−2 Boolean
atoms.

More in general any 1SAT formula with m Boolean variables is a sum
of 2n−m primitive idempotents, namely Boolean atoms. With (16) we can
rewrite (9) as

p = ψ1ψ2 · · ·ψi · · ·ψn ψi ∈ {ρi, ρi} i = 1, 2, . . . , n

showing that the 2n primitive idempotents p are just the possible 2n 1SAT
formulas with n Boolean variables, the Boolean atoms, for example:

ρ1ρ2ρ3 · · · ρn → q1p1 p2q2 q3p3 · · · qnpn ∈ P . (20)

By Proposition 3 S ∈ I (11) and is thus the sum of primitive idempotents
(9) that now we know represent Boolean atoms and ultimately (18) gives the
full DNF expansion of the SAT problem S each term being one assignment
that makes the problem T while if the expansion is empty the problem is
unsatisfiable and thus expansion of the CNF S of (18) reproduces faithfully
the Boolean expansion to DNF outlined in section 2.

From the computational side Proposition 4 is not a big deal since the
expansion of (18) corresponds to the DNF expansion that in section 2 we
named a “dreadful” algorithm. But porting SAT to Clifford algebra offers
other advantages since we can exploit algebra properties. For example the
unsatisfiability condition S = 0 makes S a scalar whereas if satisfiable S is
not a scalar. Exploiting scalar properties in Clifford algebra we proved [4]

Theorem 1. A given nonempty SAT problem in Cℓ(Rn,n) (18) is unsatisfi-
able (S = 0) if and only if, for all generators (2) of Cℓ(Rn,n)

ei S e
−1
i = S ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n . (21)
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This result gives an unsatisfiability test based on the symmetry properties
of its CNF expression S (18). We remark that as far as computational per-
formances are concerned an efficient unsatisfiability test would bring along
also an efficient solution algorithm. Suppose the test (21) fails and thus that
S is satisfiable, to get an actual solution we choose a Boolean variable, e.g.
ρi, and replace it with T and apply again the test to the derived problem
Si. If the test on Si fails as well this means that ρi ≡ T otherwise, neces-
sarily, ρi ≡ F and repeating this procedure n times for all Boolean variables
we obtain an assignment that satisfies S. The algorithmic properties of
unsatisfiability test (21) have been preliminarly explored in [4].

Cℓ(Rn,n) epitomizes the geometry of linear space Rn,n and thus SAT
encoding (18) brings along also a geometric interpretation that is at the
root of further encodings of SAT in Clifford algebra.

S (18) is ultimately a sum of primitive idempotents (9) that are in one
to one correspondence with the null maximal subspaces of Mn (14).

It follows that S, and more in general any I element, induces a subset of
Mn, the empty subset if S = 0. More precisely the elements of this subset
are all and only those maximal totally null subspaces (14) corresponding to
the Boolean atoms making S. For any s ∈ I (11) let Is such that

s =
∑

i∈Is

pi Is ⊆ {1, 2, . . . 2n} (22)

and so all s ∈ I induce a subset of Mn

T ′
s := {M(pi) : i ∈ Is} ⊆ Mn =⇒ T ′

1−s = Mn − T ′
s . (23)

Applying this definition to clauses idempotents (17) Proposition 4 becomes:

Proposition 5. Given a SAT problem S in Cℓ(Rn,n) (18) then the problem
is unsatisfiable (S = 0) if and only if

∪m
j=1T ′

zj
= Mn . (24)

Proof. For any s1, s2 ∈ I from I definition (11) we easily get

T ′
s1s2

= T ′
s1

∩ T ′
s2

and in this setting Proposition 4 S states that S = 0 if and only if

T ′
S = ∩m

j=1T ′
1−zj

= ∅ . (25)

The thesis follows by (23) and by elementary set properties. ✷

The SAT problem has now the form of a problem of subsets of Mn that
provides also an interpretation of (18). Since zj is the unique assignment
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of the k literals of Cj that give Cj ≡ F, and thus S = 0, then if the union
of all these cases (24) covers Mn the problem is unsatisfiable. This in turn
implies that any M(p) /∈ ∪m

j=1T ′
zj

is a solution of S.
Given zj with k literals we define M(zj) as the k dimensional null sub-

space (13) induced by the literals of zj, and adopting the lighter notation
T ′

j for T ′
zj

, it is easy to see that

T ′
j := {M(pi) : M(zj) ⊆ M(pi)} ⊆ Mn . (26)

To proceed further we review the isomorphism between the set of all
totally null subspaces of maximal dimension of Rn,n and the group O(n).

6 The orthogonal group O(n) and the set Nn

Let Nn be the set of all totally null subspaces of maximal dimension n of
Rn,n, a quadric Grassmannian for Ian Porteous [14, Chapter 14]. Nn is
isomorphic to subgroup O(n) of O(n, n) and O(n) acts transitively on Nn.

We review these relations: seeing the linear space Rn,n as Rn ×Rn we can
write its generic element as (x, y) and (x, y)2 = x2 − y2. Any n dimensional
subspace of Rn,n may be represented as the image of an injective map Rn →
Rn × Rn;x → (s(x), t(x)) for s, t ∈ GL(n). This subspace is made by all
pairs (s(x), t(x)) and we denote it with (s, t) ∈ GL(n) × GL(n). By same
mechanism, with s = 1 and t ∈ O(n), for any x ∈ Rn (x, t(x)) ∈ Rn,n is a null
vector since (x, t(x))2 = x2 − t(x)2 = 0 and it belongs to the n dimensional
null subspace (1, t). Given that from now on s ≡ 1 it is natural to identify
Rn as Rn × {0}, the spacelike subspace of Rn,n, and we will do so unless
differently specified.

Isometries (orthogonal transformations) t ∈ O(n) establish the quoted
isomorphism since any subspace (1, t) ⊂ Rn,n is in Nn and conversely any
element of Nn can be written as (1, t) [14, Corollary 14.13] and thus

Nn = {(1, t) : t ∈ O(n)} (27)

and the isomorphism between Nn and O(n) is realized by map

Nn → O(n) ; (1, t) → t . (28)

For example, assuming that the map (1,1) : Rn → Rn × Rn is such that
ei → (ei, ei+n), then two generic null vectors of P and Q (5) are respectively
(x, x) and (y,−y) and in this notation P and Q are thus

{

P = (1,1)
Q = (1,−1) .

(29)

The action of O(n) is transitive on Nn since for any t, u ∈ O(n), (1, ut) ∈ Nn

and the action of O(n) is trivially transitive on O(n).
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We examine isomorphism (28) when restricted to subset Mn ⊂ Nn (14)
taking P = (1,1) as our “reference” element of Mn. Let λi ∈ O(n) be the
hyperplane reflection inverting timelike vector ei+n, namely

λi(ej) =

{

−ej for j = i+ n
ej otherwise

i = 1, 2, . . . , n j = n+1, n+2, . . . , 2n

its action on the Witt basis (3) exchanges the null vectors pi and qi. Starting
from P (5) we can get any other Mn element inverting a subset of the
n timelike vectors ei+n. Each isometry λi is represented, in the vectorial
representation of O(n), by a diagonal matrix λ ∈ R(n) with ±1 on the
diagonal and these matrices form the group

O(1) × O(1) · · · × O(1) =
n
× O(1) := On(1)

immediate to get since O(1) = {±1}. On(1) is a discrete, abelian, subgroup
of involutions of O(n), namely linear maps t such that t2 = 1. It is thus clear
that since P = (1,1) for any M(p) ∈ Mn there exists a unique λ ∈ On(1)
such that

M(p) = (1, λ)

and thus we proved constructively

Proposition 6. Isomorphism (28) restricted to Mn ⊂ Nn has for image
subgroup On(1) of O(n)

Mn = {(1, λ) : λ ∈ On(1)} =⇒ Mn → On(1); (1, λ) → λ . (30)

Given reference P let ψ1 = p1q1 p2q2 p3q3 · · · pnqn be the reference simple
spinor, such that M(ψ1) = P = (1,1), the vacuum spinor of physics, we
resume concisely the action of λ ∈ On(1) on spinors and vectors with (see
e.g. [6, 2] for more extensive treatments)

M(λ(ψ1)) := M(ψλ) = (1, λ) (31)

and by the action of λ we get respectively from ψ1 all spinors of the Fock
basis F and from null subspace P all Mn elements.

Isomorphism (30) adds a fourth definition of Mn (14) with which we
can port SAT within group On(1) and, later, O(n). We redefine T ′

s (23) as
a subset of On(1)

T ′
s := {λ ∈ On(1) : (1, λ) = M(pi), i ∈ Is} ⊂ On(1) (32)

and with this definition we can transform Proposition 5 to

Proposition 7. Given a SAT problem S in Cℓ(Rn,n) (18) then the problem
is unsatisfiable (S = 0) if and only if

∪m
j=1T ′

j = On(1) (33)
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that gives the first formulation of SAT problems in group language. From
the computational point of view of there are no improvements since On(1) is
a discrete group and checking if subsets T ′

j form a cover essentially requires
testing all 2n group elements, just the same as testing all 2n Boolean atoms
to see if any solves SAT.

We resume all this in a commutative diagram in which numbers refer to
formulas

p ∈ P

M(p) ∈ Mn λ ∈ On(1)

(14) (31)

(30)

that authorizes us, from now on, to freely switch between:

• the 2n primitive idempotents p, or Boolean assignments (atoms) of n
Boolean variables,

• the 2n simple spinors of the Fock basis ψλ ∈ F ,

• the 2n totally null subspaces of maximal dimension M(ψλ) ∈ Mn,

• the 2n elements of the discrete, abelian group λ ∈ On(1).

7 SAT in orthogonal group O(n)

Before going on we remind some basics properties of spinor space S, a min-
imal left ideal of Cℓ(Rn,n), and the particular case of simple spinors that
we will indicate with Ss ⊂ S. Simple spinors [7] are an elusive subject that
rarely surfaces in recent literature, a noteworthy exception being [6]. In a
nutshell: we saw that to ψλ ∈ F are associated M(ψλ) = (1, λ) ∈ Mn and
more in general simple spinors are those spinors that are associated to a null
subspace of maximal dimension n, namely

ψt ∈ S such that M(ψt) = (1, t) ∈ Nn t ∈ O(n) (34)

this relation between simple spinors and O(n) being bijective [6].
In the last step we show that, when problem S is unsatisfiable, subsets

induced by clauses not only form a cover of On(1) (33) but also of its parent
group O(n) that opens new computational perspectives and we summarize
here the needed results of [3] to which the reader is addressed for a more ex-
haustive treatment. We start extending the definition of isometries induced
by a clause (26) with (32) to

Tj := {t ∈ O(n) : M(zj) ⊆ (1, t)} ⊂ O(n) (35)
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this being an obvious generalization of (26), moreover On(1) ⊂ O(n) implies
T ′

j ⊆ Tj and we can give [3] different equivalent definitions for Tj e.g.

Tj =











{t ∈ O(n) : M(zj) ⊆ (1, t)} ⊂ O(n)
{ψt ∈ Span (ψλ) : λ ∈ T ′

j ⊂ F and ψt ∈ Ss with M(ψt) = (1, t)} ⊂ Ss

{t ∈ O(n) : (1, t) = M(ψt) for ψt as above}

and moreover for any Tj then

Tj ∩ On(1) = T ′
j .

Given Tj definition as the span of the subset of the Fock basis given by
T ′

j and being spinor space S a linear space, we can define the set

Tj + Tk :=











ψ = αψj + βψk :
α, β ∈ R

ψj ∈ Tj, ψk ∈ Tk,
such that ψ ∈ Ss











(36)

with which [3]

Theorem 2. A given SAT problem S in Cℓ(Rn,n) (18) with n Boolean vari-
ables is unsatisfiable if and only if the isometries induced by its m clauses
(35), (36) form a cover for O(n):

m
∑

j=1

Tj = O(n) . (37)

Here
∑m

j=1 Tj does not imply an addition between sets T ’s but only stands
for the set of spinors linear combinations of spinors taken from different T ’s.

We remark that this theorem is not a straightforward generalization of
Proposition 7 and that definition (36) is pivotal: replacing

∑

with ∪ in
(37) the result does not hold: for example the SAT problem with 2 Boolean
variables given by the 4 clauses: ρ1ρ2, ρ1ρ2, ρ1ρ2, ρ1ρ2 is clearly unsatisfiable
but the corresponding 22 = 4 diagonal matrices of R(2) satisfy Proposition 7
but do not form a cover of O(2).

With these (and following) results we can port the commutative diagram
of Section 6 to the continuous case and to simple spinors

ψt ∈ Ss

M(ψt) ∈ Nn t ∈ O(n)

(39)(40) (34)

(28)

that authorizes us, from now on, to freely switch between:

• simple spinors ψt ∈ Ss,

• isometries t ∈ O(n),

• totally null subspaces of maximal dimension (1, t) ∈ Nn.
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8 An unsatisfiability test made with simple spinors:

the idea

To apply the new formulation to the computational side of SAT we focus
our attention to the continuous setting of Theorem 2 where we need to prove
that with

∑m
j=1 Tj we can cover O(n) since we already remarked [3] that an

unsatisfiability test exploiting Proposition 7 offers no real advantages.
A known characteristic of SAT problems is that while checking if a sin-

gle assignment is in ∪m
j=1T ′

j is polynomial (easy), to give a proof that all
2n assignments are in this set, providing an unsatisfiability certificate, can
require O(2n) tests (hard).

In the continuous setting of Theorem 2 we can also presume that checking
if a single t ∈ O(n) is in

∑m
j=1 Tj is easy. But in O(n) things are quite

different and we show that, for some t, just two of these tests can provide a
certificate of unsatisfiability.

With isomorphisms (34) to any t ∈ O(n) corresponds the simple spinor
ψt ∈ Ss such that M(ψt) = (1, t) and this spinor can be expanded in Fock
basis F (12) and we define its support

supψt := {ψλ ∈ F : αλ 6= 0 in (12)} ⊆ F (38)

so that ψt ∈ Span (supψt) and clearly 0 < | supψt| ≤ 2n. So any t ∈ O(n)
induces supψt, namely a set of λ ∈ On(1) that in turn can be seen as a set
of Boolean assignments (30). Applying this to our case, given any t ∈ Tj,
since Tj ∩ On(1) = T ′

j [3, Lemma 1] then

supψt ⊆ T ′
j =⇒ Tj ⊆ Span

(

T ′
j

)

provided we identify ψλ ∈ F with corresponding λ ∈ On(1) (more precisely
M(ψλ) = (1, λ)) and where in second relation we put ⊆ since not all linear
combinations of ψλ ∈ T ′

j are simple spinors. In other words supψt are the
Boolean assignments induced by t that make the problem unsatisfiable. In
following Corollary 15 we show that this generalizes to any t ∈

∑

j Tj of
Theorem 2 and that, if t ∈

∑

j Tj, all Boolean assignments of supψt make
the problem at hand unsatisfiable.

In the next step we show that there exist simple spinors such that
| supψt| = 2n−1 and thus, if one of them is in

∑m
j=1 Tj, this excludes

2n−1 SAT assignments in one shot. With another t′ ∈ O(n) we can ex-
clude the complementary 2n−1 terms (corresponding respectively to cases of
det t, t′ = ±1) and so we can conclude that if t, t′ ∈

∑m
j=1 Tj then ∪m

j=1T ′
j

covers the entire Fock basis F and thus the problem at hand is unsatisfiable
by Proposition 7.

The advantage of the continuous formulation is now manifest: in the dis-
crete formulation a single λ ∈ ∪m

j=1T ′
j excludes just one assignment whereas

in the continuous case t ∈
∑m

j=1 Tj excludes up to 2n−1.
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Our SAT problem is defined in the Clifford algebra of Rn,n and precisely
in the spinorial representation of O(n) and since Cℓ(Rn,n) ∼= R(2n), SAT is
a problem in the algebra of real matrices of dimension 2n × 2n and, from
the computational side, the situation looks problematic. The turning point
is that the spinorial representation of O(n) is equivalent to its vectorial
representation corresponding to the much more manageable and familiar
algebra of real n× n matrices R(n).

In a nutshell to any t ∈ O(n) corresponds an orthogonal matrix T ∈ R(n)
of the vectorial representation and the action of T on u ∈ Rn is given by Tu.
In the spinorial representation of t in Cℓ(Rn,n) ∼= R(2n) the action of t on u
is given by

(−1)kv1v2 · · · vk u (v1v2 · · · vk)−1 (39)

for some v1, v2, . . . vk ∈ {0} × Rn, linearly independent and with k ≤ n, this
being nothing else than the Cartan theorem for Euclidean spaces in disguise
[14, Theorem 5.15]: vectors v1, v2, . . . vk give the directions of the k ≤ n
hyperplane reflections in which any isometry of O(n) can be decomposed.

Through equivalence between the representations of O(n) and exploiting
commutative diagram of Section 7, our results can be equally formulated
either in R(2n) or in R(n) (and in particular Theorem 2) but we do not
insist on this.

Summarizing there are two main ingredients in this recipe for SAT: the
first is that a single t ∈

∑m
j=1 Tj can rule out 2n−1 assignments while the

second is the equivalence between the spinorial and vectorial representations
of O(n) respectively in matrix algebras R(2n) and R(n). Moreover in this
formulation there is no combinatorics since F is a proper basis of the linear
space of spinors S and expansion (12) is unique and if an element of the
Fock basis ψλ /∈

∑m
j=1 Tj necessarily it is a solution of the SAT problem.

8.1 The theory

We now proceed proving formally various results we will need in last part and
we do it within the frame of Cℓ(Rn,n) ∼= R(2n) that offers a more structured
theoretical setting since it contains vectors, bivectors, spinors and the neatly
defined Boolean algebra we exploited to formulate SAT problems.

We warn the reader that subsequent steps assume good familiarity with
Clifford algebras and simple spinors but she/he can find all details in quoted
references, excluding few new results and adaptations to SAT. However,
through equivalence between the spinorial and vectorial representations of
O(n) and exploiting commutative diagram of Section 7, all following results
could also be equally formulated in the familiar matrix algebra R(n), without
resorting to spinors.

We start by some very general simple spinors properties [1]:
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Proposition 8. All simple spinors ψ of Cℓ(Rn,n) can be written as

ψ = v1v2 · · · vkψ1 (40)

for some v1, v2, . . . vk ∈ {0} × Rn, linearly independent and with k ≤ n.

This is again a consequence of the Cartan theorem for Euclidean spaces
[14, Theorem 5.15] : vectors v1, v2, . . . vk give the {0} × Rn directions of the
k ≤ n reflections in which any isometry of O(n) can be decomposed (39).
We just hint that expanding each couple vivi+1 = vi · vi+1 + vi ∧ vi+1 we can
expand ψ and moreover expanding each vi ∧ vi+1 in bivector basis ekel

vi ∧ vi+1 =

(

∑

k

αi,kek

)

∧

(

∑

l

αi+1,lel

)

=
∑

k,l; l>k

(αi,kαi+1,l −αi,lαi+1,k)ekel

we finally arrive at ψ expansion (12) since all ei1ei2 · · · eirψ1 ∈ F . This
shows how the expansion of a simple spinor in the Fock basis is deeply
intertwined with bivectors of Cℓ(Rn,n) and the corresponding Lie algebra.
In the vectorial representation of O(n) this explains how any t ∈ SO(n) can
be decomposed in g ≤

(n
2

)

SO(2) rotations acting in subspaces Span (ei, ej)
giving the Givens expansion of t [10] but we do not insist on this.

Given any two null subspaces of Rn,n (1, t1), (1, t2) ∈ Nn they have nec-
essarily an intersection of dimension r with 0 ≤ r ≤ n, their incidence, that
is given by all vectors u ∈ Rn such that (u, t1u) = (u, t2u), namely t1u = t2u.
We give a pivotal property of simple spinors [6, Proposition 5] here slightly
adapted to our needs:

Proposition 9. Given any two linearly independent simple spinors ψ, φ ∈
Ss then their linear combinations αψ+βφ (α, β ∈ R) are simple if and only
if the incidence of their associated n dimensional null subspaces is n − 2
namely

dim (M(ψ) ∩M(φ)) = n− 2

and then M(ψ) ∩M(αψ + βφ) = M(φ) ∩M(αψ + βφ) = M(ψ) ∩M(φ).

We put this result in a more usable form:

Proposition 10. Given any simple spinors ψ of Cℓ(Rn,n) and given any
two, linearly independent, v1, v2 ∈ {0} × Rn then

v1v2ψ = (v1 · v2 + v1 ∧ v2)ψ

is a simple spinor and if M(ψ) = (1, t) then M(v1v2ψ) = (1, ttθ) where
tθ ∈ SO(2) acts in Span (v1, v2); moreover their common null subspace is

M(ψ) ∩M(v1v2ψ) = {(u, tu) ∈ Rn,n : u ∈ Span (v1, v2)⊥ ⊂ {0} × Rn} .
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Proof. By standard properties of Clifford product v1 ∧ v2 identifies the two
dimensional subspace Span (v1, v2) and any u ∈ Span (v1, v2)⊥ commutes
with v1v2. By hypothesis M(ψ) = (1, t) = {(x, tx) ∈ Rn,n : (x, tx)ψ = 0}
and moreover M(v1v2ψ) = v1v2M(ψ)(v1v2)−1 [6] this being the spino-
rial representation of tθ ∈ SO(2) acting in Span (v1, v2) (in matrix for-
malism Tθx = (1 − 2v1v

T
1 )(1 − 2v2v

T
2 )x). It follows that (x, tx)ψ = 0 =

v1v2(x, tx)(v1v2)−1v1v2ψ so that for any u ∈ Span (v1, v2)⊥ then (u, tu) ∈
M(ψ) ∩M(v1v2ψ); the incidence of the two null subspaces is n− 2 and, by
Proposition 9, v1v2ψ is a simple spinor. ✷

All simple spinors are Weyl [6, Proposition 3], namely eigenvctors of the
volume element of Cℓ(Rn,n) of eigenvalue ±1: their helicity and with (34)
given ψ ∈ Ss and t ∈ O(n) such that M(ψ) = (1, t) the helicity of ψ is equal
to det t = ±1.

Lemma 1. Given any simple ψ ∈ Ss and its expansion in the Fock basis
(12) of | supψ| = r and given any generator ei of Rn,n, then eiψ: is a simple
spinor of opposite helicity, | sup eiψ| = r and supψ ∩ sup eiψ = ∅.

Proof. Given ψ ∈ Ss of given helicity and its Fock basis expansion (12),
being Fock basis elements simple spinors themselves, it is easy to see that
all ψλ ∈ supψ must have the same helicity of ψ. For any generator ei, eiψ
is a simple spinor of opposite helicity [6] and thus all its Fock basis elements
also have opposite helicity thus proving that supψ ∩ sup eiψ = ∅. To prove
that the size of the support of the two spinors is identical we remark that for
any ψλ of (12) there exist one and only one eiψλ ∈ F (that in the language
of [2] has opposite h and g−signatures with respect to ψλ and thus same
h ◦ g−signature being in the same spinor space). ✷

Proposition 11. For any n > 1 in Cℓ(Rn,n) there exist infinite simple
spinors ψ ∈ Ss (34) such that | supψ| = 2n−1.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n starting from n = 2, in this case a
Fock basis of spinor space is given by e.g. [2]

F = {q1 q2, q1 p2q2, p1q1 q2, p1q1 p2q2}

and thus S = Span (q1 q2, q1 p2q2, p1q1 q2, p1q1 p2q2). By Proposition 9 any
spinor of the linear subspace Span (q1 q2, p1q1 p2q2) is simple: e.g. ψ =

cos θ
2 q1 q2 + sin θ

2 p1q1 p2q2 is simple with M(ψ) = (1,

(

cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)

)

moreover e2ψ = (p2 + q2)ψ = sin θ
2 p1q1 q2 − cos θ

2 q1 p2q2 is simple with

M(e2ψ) = (1,

(

cos θ sin θ
sin θ − cos θ

)

) and so the proposition is true for n = 2.

We remark that the helicities of ψ and e2ψ are opposite and that the deter-
minant of M(ψ) and M(e2ψ) are respectively 1 and −1. For the induction
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step let the proposition be true for n − 1 and let φ be a simple spinor of
Cℓ
(

Rn−1,n−1
)

of | supφ| = 2n−2 and we move to Cℓ(Rn,n): here ϕ = φpnqn

is a simple spinor of support 2n−2 with M(ϕ) = M(φ) ⊕ R{pn} how it is
simple to check. Let v = αen + βen−1 with α, β ∈ R and αβ 6= 0 and with
en−1φ with support of size 2n−2 in Cℓ

(

Rn−1,n−1
)

and opposite helicity to φ.
Spinor

ψ = envϕ = envφpnqn = (en · v + en ∧ v)φpnqn = (α+ βenen−1)φpnqn =
= αφpnqn − βen−1φqn

where in last equality we exploited the fact that en has no effect on spinor
φ of Cℓ

(

Rn−1,n−1
)

and, without loss of generality, we have assumed that en

commutes with φ. The two final terms have equal helicities and by induction
hypothesis have support in Fock basis of Cℓ(Rn,n) of size 2n−1. The spinor

enψ = en(αφpnqn − βen−1φqn) = αφqn + βen−1φpnqn

is of opposite helicity and covers the missing half of the Fock basis of Cℓ(Rn,n)
thus completing the proof. ✷

Thus given any ϕ ∈ Ss such that | supϕ| = 2n−1 by Lemma 1 we have
supϕ ⊕ sup eiϕ = F . We already defined before (31) the reference spinor
ψ1 = p1q1 p2q2 p3q3 · · · pnqn; clearly ψ1 ∈ F andM(ψ1) = Span (p1, p2, . . . , pn) =
P = (1,1) and with ψ1 we build explicitly one of these spinors:

Corollary 12. For any n > 1 given Cℓ(Rn,n) the simple spinor

ϕ :=
n−1
∏

i=1

(1 + eiei+1)ψ1 (41)

has | supϕ| = 2n−1, moreover supϕ⊕ sup eiϕ = F .

Proof. Instead of proceeding by induction like in Proposition 11 we give a
simpler proof observing that the product contains n−1 terms in parenthesis
each of them being the sum of identity and bivector eiei+1 so that the full
expansion of ϕ contains all the 2n−1 subsets of the product obtained choosing
one of the two terms in each parentheses and observing that it is impossible
to get complete cancellations between bivector terms. ✷

We remark that ϕ definition (41) implicitly defines also the succession

ϕk =
k−1
∏

i=1

(1 + eiei+1)ψ1 ϕk = (1 + ek−1ek)ϕk−1 (42)

where we assume ϕ1 := ψ1 and ϕn = ϕ. Given ϕ the corresponding M(ϕ) =
(1, t) ∈ Nn has t =

∏n−1
i=1 ti,i+1 where ti,i+1 ∈ SO(2) acts in Span (ei, ei+1)

with an angle of π/2 and clearly det t = 1.
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Aiming at our goal we now apply Proposition 10 to the case of ψ =
ψj + ψk ∈ Tj + Tk (36) and we remark that any of these spinors can be also
in Tj ∪ Tk or not, this second case resulting the most interesting one since it
pinpoints the difference between Proposition 7 and Theorem 2: for example
it is easy to prove that for (41) ϕ /∈ ∪m

j=1Tj. In following propositions we
will keep trace of the two possibilities. We start with a technical result:

Lemma 2. Given any t ∈ Tj (35) and any v ∈ {0}×Rn then tv := −vtv−1 ∈

Tj if and only if v ∈ Span (sup zj)⊥.

Proof. For any t ∈ Tj M(zj) ⊆ (1, t) and its action on u is that of (39)
while the action of tv is given by (−1)k+1vv1v2 · · · vk u (vv1v2 · · · vk)−1.
Let v ∈ Span (sup zj)⊥ then v commutes with all ei ∈ sup zj and thus
M(zj) ⊆ (1, tv), namely tv ∈ Tj. Conversely given tv ∈ Tj necessarily
M(zj) ⊆ (1, tv) and since we know that also M(zj) ⊆ (1, t) it follows that v
commutes with all ei ∈ sup zj and thus, necessarily, v ∈ Span (sup zj)⊥. ✷

Proposition 13. Given two clauses zj , zk with induced sets Tj,Tk then ψ =
αψj +βψk ∈ Tj +Tk (α, β ∈ R) if and only if the incidence of M(ψj),M(ψk)
is n−2 and thus if ψ = v1v2ψj like in Proposition 10 and thus v1 ∧v2ψj ∈ Tk

and in particular only in the three following cases depending on the number
of common opposite generators (Boolean variables) of zj and zk:

• no common, opposite generators (but possibly equal ones): if v1, v2 ∈
Span (sup zj ∩ sup zk)⊥ and in this case in general ψ ∈ Tj ∪ Tk. If
moreover v1 ∈ Span (sup zj − sup zj ∩ sup zk) and v2 ∈ Span(sup zk −
sup zj ∩ sup zk) then ψ /∈ Tj ∪ Tk,

• 1 common, opposite generator ei: if v1 = ei and v2 ∈ Span(sup zj ∩
sup zk − {ei})⊥,

• 2 common, opposite generators ei, el: if v1 = ei and v2 = el.

Proof. We start observing that Tj ∩ Tk = ∅ if and only if zj and zk have one
or more common opposite generators since for any ψ ∈ Tj ∩ Tk then both
M(zj),M(zk) ⊆ M(ψ) and this may happen only if clauses are compatible,
namely only if they have no common opposite generators (they still can have
common equal generators). For the purposes of this Proposition cases with
more than two opposite generators are excluded because incidence n − 2
would be impossible.

If there is one common, opposite coordinate ei necessarily it is not in the
common part and by Proposition 10 there must exist another v2, linearly
independent from v1 = ei, such that v1∧v2ψj ∈ Tk. Any common coordinate
of sup zj ∩sup zk−{ei} is necessarily equal and thus in common part M(ψj)∩

M(ψk) and by Proposition 10 follows v2 ∈ Span (sup zj ∩ sup zk − {ei})⊥; in
this case, because of opposite ei, for αβ 6= 0 ψ /∈ Tj ∪ Tk.
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For two common opposite coordinates, namely e.g. ei, el then, being
incidence of M(ψj) and M(ψk) n− 2 and being necessarily ei, el not in the
incidence part, by Proposition 10, necessarily v1 ∧ v2ψj = eielψj ∈ Tk and
also in this case for αβ 6= 0 ψ /∈ Tj ∪ Tk .

We conclude with the case of no common opposite generators, namely
Tj∩Tk 6= ∅: given ψ = αψj +βψk ∈ Tj+Tk by Proposition 10 ψ = v1v2ψj and
the common part is given by all (u, tu) ∈ Rn,n with u ∈ Span (v1, v2)⊥ ⊂
{0} × Rn it follows that any v1, v2 ∈ Span (sup zj ∩ sup zk)⊥ can do since
sup zj ∩ sup zk can contain only common equal generators, excluded by
Proposition 10.

We remark that choosing v1, v2 ∈ (sup zj)⊥ by Lemma 2 ψ ∈ Tj (and
similarly for Tk) and so in general in these cases ψ ∈ Tj ∪ Tk. On the
other hand ψ /∈ Tj ∪ Tk (36) if and only if M(zj),M(zk) 6⊂ M(ψ) that
by Lemma 2 requires e.g. v1 ∈ Span (sup zj − sup zj ∩ sup zk) and v2 ∈
Span (sup zk − sup zj ∩ sup zk).

To prove the converse we remark that in all cases v1 ∧ v2ψj ∈ Tk. ✷

Corollary 14. Given two clauses zj , zk with their induced sets Tj,Tk then
Tj + Tk 6= ∅ (36) if and only if the clauses have 0, 1 or 2 common opposite
generators.

Some other technical Lemmas:

Lemma 3. Given a SAT problem let J be any non empty subset of the m
clauses, then





∑

j∈J

Tj



 ∩ On(1) = ∪j∈JT ′
j

Proof. We already know that Tj ∩ On(1) = T ′
j [3, Lemma 1] so we just need

to prove that (Tj + Tk) ∩ On(1) = T ′
j ∪ T ′

k but this follows trivially from the
definition of Tj + Tk (36) and from the fact that F is a proper basis of S

and thus all elements of Tj + Tk are necessarily in Span
(

T ′
j ∪ T ′

k

)

and the
relation is correctly = (and not only ⊆) since all ψλ ∈ T ′

j are in Tj. ✷

Corollary 15. Given ψ ∈ Ss such that ψ ∈
∑

j∈J Tj, where J is any non
empty subset of the m clauses, then

supψ ⊆ ∪j∈JT ′
j .

Thus ψ excludes all Boolean assignments of supψ since any ψλ ∈ supψ is
necessarily in at least one T ′

j and thus is an assignment that renders F the
problem at hand and thus also ϕ (41) excludes 2n−1 assignments.

With (36) we can reformulate Theorem 2 in Ss exploiting the one to one
correspondence between simple spinors and O(n) but we put the same result
in a form more amenable to an actual algorithm testing unsatisfiability:
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Theorem 3. A given SAT problem is unsatisfiable if and only if given a
single ϕ ∈ Ss with | supϕ| = 2n−1 like (41) and any single ei then the
isometries induced by its m clauses (35) are such that:

ϕ, eiϕ ∈
m
∑

j=1

Tj . (43)

Proof. Supposing that (43) holds this implies that the Fock basis expansion
of ϕ, with | supϕ| = 2n−1, is in

∑m
j=1 Tj and by Corollary 15

∑m
j=1 Tj covers

the first half of the Fock basis. Repeating the same procedure with eiϕ
by Lemma 1 we cover the second half of the Fock basis and thus

∑m
j=1 Tj

contains the full Fock basis and the problem is unsatisfiable by Proposition 7;
the converse follows immediately from same Proposition. ✷

An unsatisfiability test exploiting Theorem 3 in essence requires:

• build ϕ ∈ Ss of maximal support (we did it in Corollary 12),

• verify whether ϕ
?
∈
∑m

j=1 Tj (we will do it in Proposition 16),

• perform the same test on eiϕ.

and if both tests succeed we can conclude that the SAT problem at hand
is unsatisfiable. The remarkable fact is that we will not need to check the
2n−1 Fock basis components of ϕ (41) but we can exploit the recursive con-
struction of the succession ϕk (42) breaking the initial problem into n sub-
problems each of them corresponding to the application of Propositions 10
and 13 to ϕk, in turn corresponding to the Givens expansion of ϕ.

The crucial pending question is the computational complexity of checking
whether ϕ is in

∑m
j=1 Tj that we address in next section and we start recalling

some standard properties of Rn and of its isometry group O(n).
It is well known that any t ∈ O(n) has only 3 eigenvalues: ±1 and couples

of complex conjugates and that all eigenvectors corresponding to different
eigenvalues are reciprocally orthogonal. Moreover any t ∈ O(n) having only
±1 eigenvalues is an involution: t2 = 1 and in R(n) T = T T , a prominent,
but not exhaustive, example being the 2n involutions λ ∈ On(1).

It follows that any t ∈ O(n) defines univocally three reciprocally or-
thogonal subspaces of Rn corresponding respectively to eigenvectors of ±1
eigenvalues and to their orthogonal complement and at least one of these
subspaces have non null dimensions. These subspaces are in close connec-
tion with the Wall parametrization of t ∈ O(n) [15, Chapter 11] but we do
not insist on this here.

We define inv (t) to be the involutory subspace of t, namely the sub-
space of Rn spanned by the eigenvectors corresponding to ±1 eigenvalues,
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namely inv (t) = ker(t + 1) ⊕ ker(t − 1); obviously inv (t)⊥ is the subspace
corresponding to complex eigenvalues and

inv (t) ⊕ inv (t)⊥ = ker(t + 1) ⊕ ker(t− 1) ⊕ inv (t)⊥ = Rn

and moreover the restrictions of t to any couple of these subspaces commute.
Applying this definition to our case for any t ∈ Tj then Span (sup zj) ⊆

inv (t) where the inclusion can be strict since inv (t) can contain other di-
rections in subspace Span (sup zj)⊥. Since for our problem all sup zj are
subsets of generators we will focus here on cases in which inv (t) is made by
subset of generators but in general it can contain any {0} × Rn direction.

Given t ∈ Tj for any ei ∈ sup zj it follows tei = ±ei and thus for the
corresponding simple spinor ψt that either pi or qi are in M(ψt) (29) and
thus all ψλ ∈ supψt share corresponding fixed coordinates piqi or qi the
proof being that pi or qi is in M(ψt) and in all M(ψλ) of supψt.

We thus define also for simple spinor ψ, inv (ψ) as the subset of fixed
coordinates piqi or qi in ψλ ∈ supψ corresponding to pi or qi in M(ψ) and
in all M(ψλ) of its support.

8.2 An actual algorithm

We put at work the theory of previous section to outline an algorithm that
tests unsatisfiability and we start characterizing ϕ (41) and its associated
succession (42).

Lemma 4. Given ϕk (42) then pk+1, pk+2, . . . , pn ∈ M(ϕk) and thus inv (ϕk) =
pk+1qk+1 pk+2qk+2 · · · pnqn. The corresponding tk ∈ O(n), such that M(ϕk) =
(1, tk), has inv (tk) = Span (ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en) its non involutory part being
Span (e1, e2, . . . , ek).

Proof. That pk+1, pk+2, . . . , pn ∈ M(ϕk) is clear from ϕk definition (42)
since in the product there are no terms with {ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en} that can
alter ψ1 = p1q1 p2q2 · · · pnqn so we need just to prove that for k > 1 all
v ∈ Span (e1, e2, . . . , ek) are non involutory, namely that tkv 6= ±v that we
prove by induction on k: for k = 2 it is well known that for any t2 ∈ SO(2)
inv (t2) = {0}; supposing this true for k−1 we move to ϕk = (1+ek−1ek)ϕk−1

and thus tk = tπ
2
tk−1 with tπ

2
∈ SO(2) acting in Span (ek−1, ek): should there

exist v such that tkv = ±v we would have tk−1v = ±t− π
2
v and we can write

v = αek + βek−1 + v2 with v2 ∈ Span (e1, e2, . . . , ek−2) and thus we would
have t− π

2
(αek +βek−1 +v2) = α′ek +β′ek−1 +v2 where v2 is unmodified since

t− π
2

acts in Span (ek−1, ek) and it should be equal to tk−1(αek +βek−1+v2) =
αek + tk−1(βek−1 + v2) since tk−1 acts in Span (e1, e2, . . . , ek−1) and thus to
have equality we should have α = ±α′ that, since inv

(

t− π
2

)

= {0}, can be
realized only if α = β = 0 that would imply that tk−1v2 = ±v2 against
induction hypothesis. ✷
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Lemma 5. Given ϕk (42) for k > 1 then ϕk ∈ Tj if and only if sup zj ⊆
{ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en} with all generators of zj in positive form.

Proof. ϕk ∈ Tj if and only if M(zj) ⊆ M(ϕk) and being the involutory
part of ϕk such that Span (pk+1, pk+2, . . . , pn) ⊆ M(ϕk) it follows M(zj) ⊆
Span (pk+1, pk+2, . . . , pn) and thus the thesis; the converse is immediate. ✷

We remark that the case ϕ1 = ψ1 is different since in this case the condition
is sup zj ⊆ {e1, e2, . . . , en}.

Lemma 6. Given ϕk (42) then ϕk ∈
∑

j∈J Tj, J ⊆ {1, 2, . . . ,m} being a
subset of clauses, if and only if for all l ∈ [1, k], ϕl ∈

∑

j∈J Tj, moreover

supϕ1 ⊂ supϕ2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ supϕk of sizes 1, 2, . . . , 2k−1.

Proof. Let ϕk ∈
∑

j∈J Tj , we just saw that pkqk is a fixed coordinate of ϕk−1

and thus also in all ψλ ∈ supϕk−1 and thus in sup ek−1ekϕk−1 the k−th
coordinate is qk: this proves that supϕk−1 ⊂ supϕk and that | supϕk| =
2| supϕk−1| and thus for any l ∈ [1, k] supϕl ⊂ supϕk that proves the result;
the converse is immediate.✷

We are interested to study cases in which ϕk belongs to a sum of Tj and
we start with the simplest example, namely the sum of two clauses Tj + Tl.
We purposely exclude the trivial case in which both ϕk and ϕk−1 belongs
to a single Tj, by Lemma 5 the case in which sup zj ⊆ {ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en}
all in positive form.

Lemma 7. Given ϕk = (1+ek−1ek)ϕk−1 and Tj and Tl such that ϕk−1

{

∈ Tj

/∈ Tl

and ek−1ekϕk−1

{

/∈ Tj

∈ Tl
then ϕk ∈ Tj + Tl with the involutory part contain-

ing zj ∪ zl − {ek} namely a set that contains all the generators of zj and
zl but ek, all in positive form. We can thus associate to ϕk a composed
clause zj ∪zl −{ek} that contains a number of generators strictly lower than
| sup zj | + | sup zl|.

Proof. By Lemma 5 sup zj ⊆ {ek, ek+1, . . . , en} and since ek−1ekϕk−1 /∈ Tj

by Lemma 2 ek ∈ sup zj in positive form and thus, since ek−1ekϕk−1 ∈ Tl

then also ek ∈ sup zl but in negative form. This does not violate Lemma 5
that does not apply to ek−1ekϕk−1. It follows that zj and zl are clauses
with one common opposite generator ek, while they can have common equal,
positive generators in {ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en}, and Propositions 10 and 13 apply.
For any ψ = αψj + βψl ∈ Tj + Tl (α, β ∈ R), ψ = v1v2ψj with v1 ∧ v2ψj ∈ Tl

and moreover for v1 = ek, v2 = ek − ek−1 we get exactly v1v2ϕk−1 = (1 +
ek−1ek)ϕk−1. By Proposition 10 Span (v1, v2) = Span (ek−1, ek) identifies the
non incident part of the two null subspaces induced by the simple spinors
being summed while all other directions must be in common. It follows
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that all generators zj ∪ zk − {ek} must be present in the involutory part of
the sum, their number being | sup zj | + | sup zl| − 2 or less if there are also
common equal generators. ✷

We can thus easily generalize the set Tj (35) associated to clause zj to a
set Tx associated to an arbitrary, given, involutory part zx,

Tx := {ψ ∈ Ss : M(zx) ⊆ M(ψ)} ⊂ Ss

the involutory part typically being, like in previous Lemma, associated to a
sum of simple spinors that builds ϕk

zx := zj ∪ zl − {ek} (44)

that we define a composed clause and gives the involutory part of αψj +βψl.
Proceeding to successive ϕk we will use Tx while keeping separate track of
the origin of the terms of the sum: ϕk ∈ Tj + Tl. We remark that given
ψ = ψj + ψl ∈ Tj + Tl when we want to iterate the procedure and add
another simple spinor e.g. φ ∈ Tr to get φ+ψ, Proposition 10 applies again
and thus necessarily φ+ ψ = (1 + u1u2)ψ = (1 + u1u2)(1 + v1v2)ψj and we
can iterate previous Lemma to get that the involutions associated to φ+ ψ
will be ((zj ∪ zl − {ek}) ∪ zr − {ek+1}) where we introduced this notation
with brackets to indicate that this operation is not associative and that in
general φ+ (ψj +ψl) 6= (φ+ψj) +ψl since in general (φ+ψj) is not simple:
for example let ψ = ψ1 + e1e2ψ1 = (1 + e1e2)ψ1 that is simple and we may
add φ = e3e4ψ to get φ + ψ = (1 + e3e4)ψ = e3e4ψ + (ψ1 + e1e2ψ1) where
the parenthesis is strictly necessary since e3e4ψ + ψ1 is not a simple spinor
since incidence of the two terms is n− 4.

We remark that Lemma 7 is of general validity since it deals with two
simple spinors at the time and thus that we can apply it several times to form
sum of more than two addends, each being associated to a plain or composed
clause. It is simple to verify that composed clauses have all properties of
real clauses like e.g. Lemma 2, both being essentially identified by a given
involutory part.

Proposition 16. Given ϕ ∈ Ss (41) and m sets Tj induced by clauses of a
given SAT problem, checking wether

ϕ
?
∈

m
∑

j=1

Tj (45)

can be done in polynomial time.

Proof. By Lemma 6 ϕ ∈
∑m

j=1 Tj if and only if all terms of the succession
ϕk (42) are in this set and thus our procedure to verify (45) starts from
ϕ1 = ψ1 and look after clause zj such that ϕ1 ∈ Tj and continues increasing
k and searching a subset of clauses containing ϕk.
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We start with ϕ1 = ψ1 and in O (n) we can find all clauses zj with all
generators in positive form such that ϕ1 ∈ Tj (obviously there may be many;
should there be none by Lemma 6 ϕ /∈

∑m
j=1 Tj and 1 is a solution for the

given SAT problem). For the next step ϕ2 = (1 + e1e2)ϕ1: either e1e2ϕ1 is
also in Tj, that thus contains also ϕ2, or we have to find another clause zl

such that e1e2ϕ1 ∈ Tl. Again: if ϕ1 ∈ Tl then both ϕ1 and ϕ2 are in Tl, if
ϕ1 /∈ Tl then ϕ2 ∈ Tj + Tl. We remark that ϕ2 case is the only case (with
respect to Lemma 7) in which zj and zl may have also 2 common opposite
generators, see Proposition 13, but also in this case it is easy to define the
associated composed clause zx := zj ∪ zl − {e1, e2}. If such a clause zl do
not exist then e1e2ϕ1 is a solution and we can stop here. At worst the time
to find ϕ2 ∈ Tx is O

(

n2
)

since we look for a couple of clauses zj and zl with
one or two common opposite generators.

Before going to cases ϕk with k > 2 we remark that we will need com-
posed clauses derived from repeated applications of Lemma 7 and we can
start calculating, preliminarly and once for all, the composed clauses we can
form with our sets Tj by repeated application of composition rule (44).

To do this we define an undirected graph of adjacency matrix G with
a node for each clause and an edge between clauses that have a common
opposite generator. Let there exists an edge between clauses zj and zl with
common opposite generator ei: this edge induces a composed clause given
by zj ∪ zl − {ei}. If moreover zl has an edge with zr, with different common
opposite generator ej, this second edge induces a further composed clause
given by ((zj ∪ zl − {ei}) ∪ zr − {ej}) since ej ∈ sup zl is also ej ∈ sup(zj ∪
zl − {ei}).

This process can be iterated and it is simple to see that all composed
clauses can be obtained in this fashion. The composed clauses obtained in
r iterations are given by matrix powers Gr that is an O

(

n3
)

process. We
remark that Gr contains also illegally composed clauses in which the same
common opposite generator is used more than once. The maximum power
of the adjacency matrix is n since there are at maximum n different common
opposite generators.

For any r, Gr contains O
(

n2
)

composed clauses and so all possible com-
posed clauses are O

(

n3
)

and to calculate them we repeated n times an
O
(

n3
)

matrix multiplication. In summary to build the O
(

n3
)

composed
clauses we use O

(

n4
)

time but this process is done just once.
We are now ready to go to the generic case of ϕk and we assume ϕk−1 ∈

Tx, zx being a plain or composed clause. There are only three mutually
exclusive possibilities that we examine in succession:

1. ek−1ekϕk−1 ∈ Tx, by Lemma 2 this happens if and only if ek /∈ sup zx

that can be easily verified in O (n) simply searching sup zx;

2. there exists one plain or a composed clause zy, such that ek−1ekϕk−1 ∈
Ty. Since we are not in case 1, ek−1ekϕk−1 /∈ Tx and there are only
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two possibilities: if also ϕk−1 ∈ Ty then both ϕk−1 and ϕk are in Ty

and this can be verified in O (n) checking involutory parts of zy and
of ϕk−1. If ϕk−1 /∈ Ty then we are in the conditions of Lemma 7 and
to prove that ϕk ∈ Tx + Ty we have to find zy, plain or composed,
such that ek−1ekϕk−1 ∈ Ty (we assume to be in cases with k > 2
where Lemma 7 applies strictly). Any clause zy, plain or composed,
with the following characteristics: no generators in {e1, e2, . . . , ek−1},
generator ek in negative form and any generator in {ek+1, ek+2, . . . , en}
in positive form, constitutes a valid candidate. If such a zy exists it is
necessarily in the set {G,G2, . . . , Gn} and can be found in O

(

n3
)

;

3. if neither of previous cases occurred than we have a certificate that
ek−1ekϕk−1 /∈

∑m
j=1 Tj and thus ϕk and by Lemma 6 also ϕ and we

can stop searching.

So at every level checking for ϕk is an O
(

n3
)

task and the process re-
peated for n levels is at most an O

(

n4
)

task. ✷

In summary we proposed a proof-of-concept algorithm working for both 2
and 3SAT problems. It is intriguing that it shows loose similarities with
resolution, when it composes two clause with one common opposite literal,
and with transitive closure, when it builds the graph of composed clauses.

Dedication

I dedicate this paper to the memory of my father Paolo Budinich who passed
away in November 2013 not before transferring me his overwhelming enthu-
siasm for simple spinors, at the heart of this work. 17 years ago we moved
together the first steps along this winding track [5].
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