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Abstract

We reconsider velocity addition/subtraction in Special Relativity (SR) and re-
derive its well-known non-commutative and non-associative algebraic prop-
erties in a self contained way, including various explicit expressions for the
Thomas angle, the derivation of which will be seen to be not as challeng-
ing as often suggested. All this is based on the polar-decomposition theorem
in the traditional component language, in which Lorentz transformations are
ordinary matrices. In the second part of this paper we offer a less familiar
alternative geometric view, that leads to an invariant definition of the con-
cept of relative velocity between two states of motion, which is based on the
boost-link-theorem, of which we also offer an elementary proof that does
not seem to be widely known in the relativity literature. Finally we compare
this to the corresponding geometric definitions in Galilei-Newton spacetime,
emphasising similarities and differences. Regarding the presentation of the
material we will pursue an uncompromising pedagogical strategy, willingly
accepting repetitions and occasional redundancies if deemed beneficial for
clarity and the avoidance of anticipated misunderstandings. An appendix
with four sections includes some mathematical details on results needed in
the main text, as well some recollections on notions like semi-direct products
of groups and affine spaces.
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1 Introduction

This paper attempts to give a comprehensive account of the algebraic and geometric
aspects connected with the composition and linking properties of boost transforma-
tions in Special Relativity (henceforth abbreviated by SR). It contains many known
results1 but also offers new aspects. Some of the proofs of the known results appear
to be new and - hopefully - easier than those in the published literature. The style
of our presentation is largely shaped by an educational intent and clearly reveals
that the following remarks originate from a lecture manuscript.2

In classical mechanics we are used to the fact that the relative velocity between
two states of motion is independent of the third state of motion (of the “observer”)
from which it is reckoned. In Special Relativity this ceases to be true in a twofold
way: regarding its measure and regarding the space of which it is an element of.
Nevertheless, all assignments are naturally fully covariant and hence consistent
with the principle of relativity.

All of these aspects will be clarified in this paper, whose main result is stated
and fully proved in Section 3. It may be summarised as follows: Let S denote
the set of states of motion, which is a maximally symmetric 3-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold of constant negative curvature (given by the set of unit timelike
future pointing vectors). For any ordered pair (s1, s2) of elements in S the relative
velocity between them is a section s 7→ β(s, s1, s2) ∈ TS in the tangent bundle
over S. The expression β(s, s1, s2) is a rational function of its arguments (formula
(130a)) which is equivariant under the action of the Lorentz group, in the sense
that for any Lorentz transformation L it obeys β(Ls, Ls1, Ls2) = Lβ(s, s1, s2). Its
geometric interpretation is that of the velocity β (in units of c) of the unique boost
B(β) relative to s that links s1 with s2. The uniqueness statement here is known as
boost-link-theorem, of which we give an elementary and constructive proof. The
analytic expression of the corresponding boost map (formula (134)) is likewise a
rational function of (s, s1, s2).

The organisation of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents in a self-contained
fashion the known story on Einstein’s law of velocity addition/subtraction in com-
ponent form. Polar decomposition is used to decompose elements in the Lorentz
group into a boost and a rotation. It is emphasised that this decomposition is not
natural but rather dependent of a distinguished state of motion. Explicit formulae
for the polar decomposition of the composition of two boosts are given to derive
once more Einstein addition and also Thomas Rotation, the properties of which
are derived. In particular, uniqueness of polar decomposition is used to prove that
Einstein addition endows the open unit ball in R3 with the algebraic structure of a
non-associative quasigroup with identity, called a loop.
1 See Gourgoulhon (2013) for a comprehensive modern account.
2 Lectures on Special Relativity, delivered at Leibniz University Hannover at irregular intervals

since 2009.
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Section 3 replaces the common matrix notation by a proper geometric setting
in which the analytic expressions merely contain states of motion and their scalar
products. The boost-link-theorem is proved and taken as basis for the definition
of “relative velocity”, namely as the velocity of the boost that links the two given
states (s1, s2). We will call it the “link velocity”. Next to the two states it also
depends on the state s relative to which we identify the linking Lorentz transforma-
tion as a pure boost. Since the group generated by pure boosts is the entire Lorentz
group, that reference to s is necessary. We emphasise that this latter reference ren-
ders the notion of relative velocity a ternary (rather than binary) relation, and that
this fact is not in conflict with the relativity principle as sometimes claimed.

Section 4 compares the findings of Section 3 to the case of Galilei-Newton space-
time, which we again characterise in proper geometric terms. Here boosts form
indeed a 3-dimensional subgroup, which is even abelian and normal, such that the
relative velocity between two states (s1, s2) of motion—now defined in terms of
the geometric structures given here—does not require the specification of a third
reference state relative to which the linking Galilei transformation is identified as
pure boost.

Finally, an Appendix of four parts contains the statement and proof of the polar-
decomposition theorem, a proof of the statement (used in the main text) that parallel-
transport along geodesics on the space S of states is equivalent to boost transfor-
mations, and two summaries of elementary mathematical concepts used in the text,
namely semi-direct products (for groups) and affine structures (on sets).

Notation and conventions: Throughout spacetime is a 4-dimensional real affine
space with associated vector space V and dual space V∗. By the Minkowski metric,
denoted by η, we understand a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on V of
signature (−,+,+,+).

Acknowledgements: I thank Philip Schwartz and Lea Zybur for many conversa-
tions that helped me develop and refine some of the ideas presented here.

2 Velocity addition/subtraction: the traditional story

In this section we recall the standard, matrix-representation-based derivation of
velocity addition/subtraction, including an analysis of the less widely known alge-
braic structure it defines. We shall give complete proofs of all relevant statements.
Some of these proofs appear shorter and yet easier to follow than those in the pub-
lished literature.

2.1 A reminder on the elementary text-book derivation

A frequently-seen derivation of the velocity addition in SR ist this: A particle P

moves along a spatial trajectory x ′(t ′) relative to an inertial system I ′ with whose
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coordinates are labelled by (t ′, x ′). Relative to another inertial system, I, whose
coordinates are labelled by (t, x), the system I ′ moves with constant velocity v.
According to SR, the boost transformation between I and I ′ is

t = γ(t ′ + v · x ′/c2) , (1a)

x = x ′ + (γ− 1)n(n · x ′) + γvt ′ , (1b)

where
γ := (1− ∥v∥2/c2)−1/2 , n := v/∥v∥ . (2)

The particle’s P trajectory relative to I is then obtained by inserting x ′(t ′) for x ′

into these equations. Both expressions then become a functions of t ′. Taking the
differential, setting dx ′/dt ′ := u ′ and dx/dt := u, we get:

dt = γ(1+ v · u ′)dt ′ , (3a)

dx =
[
u ′ + (γ− 1)n(n · u ′) + γv

]
dt ′ . (3b)

Hence, the particle’s velocity relative to I is

u =
v + u ′

∥ + γ−1u ′
⊥

1+ v · u ′/c2
, (4)

where
u ′
∥ := n(n · u ′) and u ′

⊥ := u ′ − u ′
∥ (5)

are the orthogonal projections of u ′ parallel and perpendicular to v, respectively.
Alternative ways to write (4) are

u =
1

1+ v·u ′

c2

{
v + u ′ +

γ

c2(γ+ 1)
v × (v × u ′)

}
(6a)

=
1

1+ v·u ′

c2

{
v + γ−1u ′ +

γ

c2(γ+ 1)
v (v · u ′)

}
. (6b)

The first term takes a simple form if v is parallel to u ′ (in which case the term
involving the ×-products vanishes) and the second an even simpler form if v is
perpendicular to u ′ (in which case the term in the numerator as well as that in the
denominator involving the inner product v ·u ′ vanishes). These formulae show that
u is a rational function of v and u ′ which is C∞ as long as v · u ′ > −c2, which is
the case as long as ∥v∥ ≤ c and ∥u ′∥ ≤ c without simultaneous equality. In that
case one has ∥u ′∥ ≤ c with equality if and only if either ∥v∥ = c or ∥u ′∥ = c.
This immediately follows from the equation

γ(u) = γ(v)γ(u ′)
(
1+ v · u ′/c2

)
(7)

where the γ-factors are now defined for any of the three velocities involved; i.e.,
γ(u) := (1−∥u∥2/c2)−1/2, etc. Equation (7) follows easiest from taking the square
of (4). We shall encounter another proof below.
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Formulae (4), (6), and (7) summarise Einstein’s law of “velocity addition” as
usually discussed. The interesting algebraic structure behind it will be the subject
of the next section. It has been analysed in detail before by others (Ungar, 1988,
1989, 1997, 2005; Urbantke, 2003), but our treatment here will be different, self
contained, and direct. The third and main part of this paper addresses and resolves
the following concern: How can the addition of different relative velocities pos-
sibly make sense in view of the fact that the vector space of relative velocities
depends on the inertial frame it refers to? In our example, u ′ seems to be defined
relative to I ′, whereas v and u are relative to I. However, there is no obvious way
to add vectors in the space of velocities relative to I ′ to vectors in the (different)
space of velocities relative to I; and yet, this is precisely what seems to have been
done above. How can that be a meaningful operation? The answer we shall give is
that, albeit u ′ does represent the velocity of I ′′ against I ′, it does so with reference
to I rather than I ′. How this additional reference to I, which renders the notion of
“relative velocity” a ternary rather than binary relation, is to be understood prop-
erly will be explained in detail. Related observations had been made before in
(Matolcsi and Goher, 2001; Matolcsi and Matolcsi, 2005; Urbantke, 2003) but not
in the manifestly covariant form that we shall present here.

2.2 Lorentz transformations in the traditional matrix representation

We begin by slightly reformulating the previous formulae in a way that is easier
to memorise. First, we take all relative velocities in units of c and call them (as is
usual in the SR-literature) by β. Setting β1 := v/c, β2 := u ′/c and β := u/c,
and also β = ∥β∥ etc. for the modulus, as well as γ := γ(β) = 1/

√
1− β2 and

correspondingly for γi := γ(βi). Then (4) and (6) read

β =: β1 ⊕ β2 =
1

1+ β1 · β2

{
β1 + β

∥
2 + γ−1

1 β⊥
2

}
(8a)

=
1

1+ β1 · β2

{
β1 + β2 +

γ1

1+ γ1
β1 × (β1 × β2)

}
(8b)

=
1

1+ β1 · β2

{
β1 + γ−1

1 β2 +
γ1

1+ γ1
β1 (β1 · β2)

}
, (8c)

where we defines the binary ⊕-operation – the “Einstein addition law” – by the
expressions on the right hand side, which, apart from the square-root in γ1, involves
the velocities only in a rational fashion. The superscripts ∥ and ⊥ now refer to the
Euclidean orthogonal projections parallel and perpendicular to β1, which, using
n1 := β1/β1, are given in analogy to (5) by

β2
∥ := n1(n1 · β2) and β⊥

2 := β2 − β
∥
2 . (9)

Equation (7) reads
γ = γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2) , (10)
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showing that γ < ∞ if γi < ∞ (i = 1, 2), and that γ → ∞ if and only if at least
one γi → ∞. This implies that

⊕ : B̊1(R3)× B̊1(R3) → B̊1(R3) , (11)

where B̊1(R3) denotes the open ball of unit radius in R3. In this section we will
clarify the properties of the binary operation that ⊕ puts on B̊1(R3). This would
be a tedious problem to do from the algebraic form alone. In fact, we will see that
this algebraic form derives from an underlying group law, even though ⊕ is not
itself a group multiplication. This results in ⊕ being – in some sense – a minimal
non-associative generalisation of group multiplication.

In order to appreciate this later insight we encourage the reader to work on the
following two exercises (doing the first, trying the second):

Exercise 1. Use the expression (8a) for β = β1 ⊕β2 and solve it for β2, showing
that

β2 = (−β1)⊕ β =
1

1− β1 · β

{
−β1 + β∥ + γ−1

1 β⊥
}
. (12)

Hint: Equation (8a) can be used to express β∥ and β⊥ as functions of β1 and β2,
and also to express β · β1 in terms of β1 · β2 and γ1. The rest is straightforward
computation.

Definition 1. The expression (12) is called the velocity difference between β and
β1.

Exercise 2. Try to repeat Exercise1, now solving β = β1 ⊕β2 for β1 (as function
of β and β2) rather than β2 (as function of β and β1) as above. There is a unique
solution!

It is likely that you will not find the solution to Exercise 2 at this point (it is given
in (83) below). It is not given by β ⊕ (−β2) (as one might have expected at first)
unless β and β2 are parallel. Hence there is no immediate analogue of Definition 1
for the “other” velocity difference, i.e. that between β and β2.

2.3 The generalised orthogonal group and its Lie algebra

Let us first consider the general case where V be a real n-dimensional vector space,
V∗ its dual space, and η ∈ V∗ ⊗ V∗ a symmetric, non-generate, bilinear form of
any signature. Recall that the signature of such a form is given by a pair (n−, n+)
of non-negative integers which denote the dimensions of maximal linear subspaces
V− and V+ of V restricted to which η is negative- and positive-definite, respec-
tively.3 Whereas n± are uniquely defined by η, V± are not. Note that V = V−⊕V+,
3 Our convention is mostly shared in the physics literature, whereas in the mathematics literature

The word “signature” is often used differently. For example, Greub (1975, p. 269) calls n+ the
index and n+ − n− the signature.
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hence n = n− + n+, with V+ and V− η-orthogonal to each other. If n− = 1 and
n+ = n− 1 (or vice versa; though we will stick to the “mostly plus” convention in
this paper) η is called a Minkowski metric in n dimensions. All statements in this
subsection apply to general n > 1 and (n−, n+), unless stated otherwise.

Definition 2. The (generalised) orthogonal group of (V, η), denoted by O(V, η), is
defined by the following subgroup of the group Gl(V) of linear isomorphsims of V:

O(V, η) =
{
L ∈ GL(V) : η(Lv, Lw) = η(v,w) ; ∀v,w ∈ V

}
. (13)

It follows from this definition that det(L) = ±1 for all L ∈ O(V, η). The special
(generalised) orthogonal group is the subgroup of orientation preserving elements
in O(V, η):

SO(V, η) =
{
L ∈ O(V, η) : det(L) = 1

}
. (14)

If η is either positive or negative definite, i.e. if either n− = 0 or n+ = 0, the group
O(V, η) contains two connected components with SO(V, η) being the component
containing the group identity (usually called the “identity component”). In all
other cases with, i.e. for n± ≥ 1, the group O(V, η) decomposes (as set) into the
disjoint union (denoted by ⊔) of four connected components (see, e.g., the book by
O’Neill (1983, pp. 237)),

O(V, η) = O(+,+)(V, η) ⊔ O(−,−)(V, η)︸ ︷︷ ︸
SO(V,η)

⊔O(−,+)(V, η) ⊔ O(+,−)(V, η) , (15)

where the ± in the (first, second) slot indicates whether the orientation amongst
the (negative, positive)—definite subspaces is preserved or reversed.

If {e1, · · · , en} is a basis for V with dual basis {θ1, · · · , θn} for V∗, so that
θa(eb) = δab, we can write

L = Lab ea ⊗ θb (16)

and
η = ηab θ

a ⊗ θb (17)

We recall that the metric η defines an isomorphism

η↓ : V → V∗ , v 7→ η↓(v) := η(v, ·) , (18)

that has an inverse

η↑ : V∗ → V , λ 7→ η↑(λ) := (η↓)−1(λ) . (19)

Hence η defines a likewise non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form in the dual
space V∗, which we call η∗. Its basis-idependent definition is

η∗(λ, σ) := η
(
η↑(λ), η↑(σ) = λ

(
η↑(σ)) = σ

(
η↑(λ)) . (20)
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With respect to the pair auf dual bases this leads to

η∗ = ηab ea ⊗ eb (21)

where ηab are the components of the matrix that is inverse to ηab. Hence we can
write ηab = η(ea, eb) and ηab = η∗(θa, θb). Equivalent to (13) is then

O(V, η) =
{
L ∈ GL(V) : η∗

(
L⊤λ, L⊤σ

)
= η∗(λ, σ) ; ∀λ, σ ∈ V∗} . (22)

In terms of components (13) and (22) read, respectively,

LacL
b
d ηab = ηcd , (23a)

LacL
b
d ηcd = ηab . (23b)

Taking the s-derivative at s = 0 of (13), where L = L(s) is a differentiable curve
in O(V, η) with L(s = 0) = idV , we obtain for ℓ = dL/ds|s=0 the defining relation
for the Lie algebra:

o(V, η) =
{
ℓ ∈ End(V) : η(ℓv,w) = −η(v, ℓw) ; ∀v,w ∈ V

}
. (24)

In other words, o(V, η) is given by the η-antisymmetric endomorphisms of V .

The given isomorphism (18) provides a specific identification of V∗ with V via
replacing any α ∈ V∗ with v = η↑(α). Hence we may also identify End(V), which
is naturally isomorphic to V⊗V∗, with V⊗V . This will notationally simplify later
expressions. In particular, o(V, η) is identified with V∧V . The natural Lie product
on End(V), which is just given by the commutator, induces a Lie product on V⊗V ,
which on pure tensor products is given by[

v⊗w , v ′ ⊗w ′] = η(w, v ′) v⊗w ′ − η(w ′, v) v ′ ⊗w (25)

with unique bilinear extension to all of V ⊗ V . On o(V, η) this becomes (recall
v∧w = v⊗w−w⊗ v):[

v∧w , v ′ ∧w ′] = η(v,w ′)w∧ v ′ + η(w, v ′) v∧w ′

− η(v, v ′) w∧w ′ − η(w,w ′) v∧ v ′ .
(26)

If {e1, · · · , en} is a basis for V with ηab := η(ea, eb) and Mab := ea ∧ eb, (26)
takes the form found in many physics-textbooks:[

Mab,Mcd

]
= ηadMbc + ηbcMad − ηacMbd − ηbdMad . (27)

The set {Mab : 1 ≤ a < b ≤ n} forms a basis for the 1
2n(n − 1) - dimensional

Lie algebra o(V, η).
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2.4 Restriction to four dimensions and Lorentzian signature

From now on we restrict to the special-relativistic case in which (n−, n+) =
(1, 3).4 In this case the (full) orthogonal group, O(V, η), is called the Lorentz
group, abbreviated by Lor. As we have seen above, it has four components. The
component containing the identity is O(+,+)(V, η) and usually called the proper or-
thochronous Lorentz group, where the “proper” stands for “overall-orientation pre-
serving”, meaning that one restricts to L ∈ SO(V, η) = O(+,+)(V, η)⊔O(−,−)(V, η),
i.e. to those L with det(L) = 1. “Orthochronous” stands for “time-orientation pre-
serving”, which means that one restricts to L ∈ O(+,+)(V, η) ⊔ O(+,−)(V, η), i.e. to
those L with η(Lv, v) < 0 for all timelike v. Note that O(+,+)(V, η) ⊔ O(−,+)(V, η),
too, is a two-component subgroup of O(V, η) which is sometimes called the ortho-
chorous Lorentz group; compare, e.g., (Streater and Wightman, 1964, p. 11).

Remark 3. In what follows we will restrict attention to the component of the iden-
tity only and simply write

Lor := O(+,+)(V, η) , for (n−, n+) = (1, 3) . (28)

Note that often Lor (or just L) stands for the whole Lorentz group whereas the
proper orthochronous subgroup is denoted by Lor↑+ (or L↑+), where the subscript +
represents the “proper” and the superscript ↑ the “orthochronous”. But since here
we do consider time- or space-reversing maps we simplify the notation as indi-
cated. We remark that everything we are going to say simply extends to all time-
orientation preserving Lorentz transformations, i.e. to O(+,−)(V, η) ⊔ O(+,−)(V, η)

(or to Lor↑+⊔Lor↑−). In order to also include time-orientation reversing transforma-
tions we would have to generalise our later Definition 7 of the set of states of motion
to also include the other connected component (called V−

1 ) of the hyperboloid of
unit timelike vectors. We avoid these complications since they are irrelevant for
what is to follow.

According to (23), the matrices representing Lorentz transformations must sat-
isfy (23) with the basis {e0, e1, e2, e3} so chosen that

1 = −η00 = η11 = η22 = η33 and ηab = 0 for a ̸= b . (29)

If we write a general matrix with components Lab in (1+3)-decomposed form as5

{
Lab

}
=

(
c a⊤
b M

)
, (30)

where c ∈ R, a,b ∈ R3, and M ∈ End(R3) is a (3 × 3)-matrix6, equations (23a)
4 Or, alternatively, (n−, n+) = (3, 1). But in this paper we shall adopt the “mostly plus” convention.
5 The symbol c for the upper-left matrix entry in (30) should not be confused with the velocity of

light, which does not explicitly appear in any of the following formulae.
6 Generally, in this section elements in R3 are written by bold-faced letters and elements in End(R3)

(i.e. 3 × 3 matrices) by underlined bold-faced letters. The transposed object of either of these is
indicated by a superscript ⊤.
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and (23b) are equivalent to, respectively,

∥b∥2 = c2 − 1 , (31a)

M⊤b = ca , (31b)

M⊤M = E3 + a ⊗ a⊤ , (31c)

and

∥a∥2 = c2 − 1 , (32a)

Ma = cb , (32b)

M M⊤ = E3 + b ⊗ b⊤ , (32c)

where E3 denotes the (3 × 3) unit matix. Note that, according to (23), (23b) fol-
low from equations (23a) by replacing L with its transposed (due to the numerical
equality of ηab with ηab). Accordingly, the set (32) follows from the set (31) by
exchanging a with b and M with M⊤.

Clearly, spatial rotations and pure boosts (1) satisfy these equations. In fact,
“spatial rotation” here means to embed R : SO(3) ↪→ Lor, D 7→ R(D), according
to

R(D) :=

(
1 0⊤

0 D

)
. (33)

With respect to the same basis (for which x0 = ct), a boost (1) corresponds to

B(β) :=

(
γ γβ⊤

γβ E3 + (γ− 1)n ⊗ n⊤

)
, (34)

where we abbreviate n := β/β and each entry in the matrix on the right-hand side
is to be regarded as function of β. In particular, since β2 = 1 − γ−2, we have
(γ − 1)n ⊗ n⊤ = γ2

1+γβ ⊗ β⊤, which is a continuously differentiable function of
β.

For (33) satisfaction of (31) is immediate (with (32) following by replacing D
with its transposed (= inverse)). Likewise, noting that E3 + (γ − 1)n ⊗ n⊤ =
P⊥ + γP∥, with P∥ and P⊥ the projectors in R3 perpendicular and parallel to n,
respectively, we immediately see that (31b) and (31c) are satisfied. Equation (31a)
is equivalent to the identity β2γ2 = γ2 − 1. The converse to this result is the
following:

Theorem 4. Any Lorentz transformation (30) that is ‘proper’, i.e. satisfies det(L) =
+1 and ‘orthochronous’, i.e. c ≥ 1, can be composed into the product of a rotation
and a boost. This decomposition is just the “polar decomposition” with respect to
the standard Euclidean metric in R4 (compare Appendix A) and hence unique if
the order of rotation-boost-multiplication is fixed. The reversed order has the same
rotation but a boost velocity that differs from the first by that rotation. That is,{

Lab
}
=

(
c a⊤
b M

)
= B(β)R(D) = R(D)B(β ′) , (35a)
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where D ∈ SO(3), β ∈ B̊1(R3), and are β ′ ∈ B̊1(R3) are determined as rational
functions of γ, a,b, and M by

D : = M −
b ⊗ a⊤

γ+ 1
, (35b)

β : = b/c , β ′ = a/c . (35c)

We further have β = Dβ ′; compare (37) and (42) below.

Proof. We only need to show the second equality in (35b), as the third then follows
from the proof of the first. We proceed by proving three things: 1) That the product
B(β)R(D) with D and β as in (35b) and (35c) indeed equals

{
Lab

}
; 2) that B(β) ∈

GL(R4) is symmetric and positive definite; and 3) that D ∈ SO(3). Now, the
product of B(β) given by (34) and R(D) given by (33) is(

γ γ(D⊤β)⊤

γβ D + (γ− 1)n ⊗ (D⊤n)⊤

)
. (36)

This must equal (30), which for the upper-left entry implies γ = c and the lower-
left entry γβ = b. Since ∥γβ∥2 = γ2β2 = γ2 − 1 this is only consistent with the
first equation if ∥b∥2 = c2 − 1, which is just guaranteed by (31a). Given γβ = b,
equality of the upper-right entry of (36) and (30) is equivalent to D⊤b = a. This is
indeed satisfied by (35b) since then

D⊤b = M⊤b − a
∥b∥2

γ+ 1
= a

(
c−

c2 − 1

γ+ 1

)
= a (37)

where we used (31a) and (31b) for the second and c = γfor the third equality. This
also shows equality of the lower-right entries, which requires

D = M − (γ− 1)n ⊗ (D⊤n)⊤ = M − (γ− 1)
b ⊗ (D⊤b)⊤

β2γ2
, (38)

which is equivalent to (35b) in view of (37) and β2γ2 = γ2 − 1. Next we check
orthogonality of D:

D⊤D =

(
M⊤ −

a ⊗ b⊤

γ+ 1

)(
M −

b ⊗ a⊤

γ+ 1

)
= M⊤M −

M⊤b ⊗ a + a ⊗ (M⊤b)⊤

γ+ 1
+ ∥b∥2 a ⊗ a⊤

(γ+ 1)2

= E3 + a ⊗ a⊤
(
1−

2c

γ+ 1
+

c2 − 1

(γ+ 1)2

)
= E3 ,

(39)

where we used (31b) and (31c) in the third and c = γ in the last step. Similarly we
could have proven D D⊤ = E3 using the relations (32). Finally, symmetry of B(β)
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is obvious and positive definiteness follows from ist eigenvalues, which depend on
the modulus β of β but not on its direction. Hence we may choose, e.g., β = βe1
to calculate its characteristic polynomial, which reads

P(λ) =
[
(γ− λ)2 − β2γ2

]
(1− λ)2 . (40)

Hence the eigenvalues are

λ1 =

√
1+ β

1− β
, λ2 =

√
1− β

1+ β
, λ3,4 = 1 . (41)

Finally, given orthogonality of R(D) and symmetry as well as positive-definiteness
of B(β), we see that the right-hand side of (35a) ist just the polar decomposition of
{Lab} ∈ GL(R4), which is unique – if we agree on the order of the two terms on the
right hand side, i.e. the orthogonal matrix R(D) to the right of the positive-definite
symmetric one. Had we chosen the opposite order, as in the third equality in (35a),
the two matrices would again be uniquely determined with the same rotation but a
different (rotated) boost β ′ = D−1β. This is a simple consequence of the general
relation

R(D)B(β)R(D−1) = B(Dβ) , (42)

that is an immediate consequence of (33) and (34). Indeed, since β = b/c and
D−1 = D⊤, equation (37) precisely shows just that.

2.5 Polar decomposition of boost products

As in section (2.4) we pick a state of motion s ∈ S which we take as our zeroth
(time-like) basis vector for V; i.e. we choose e0 = s and complement this to an
orthonormal basis {e0, e1, e2, e3} of V . With respect to that choice we shall now
speak of pure boosts, whose matrix representatives look like (34) and, and also
of “polar decomposition”. The task is to polar decompose the product of boosts
B(β1) and B(β2):

B(β1)B(β2) = B(β)R(D) . (43)

The boost parameter β and the rotation matrix D on the right-hand side are uniquely
determined by β1 and β2. In other words, there are functions

β : B̊1(R3)× B̊1(R3) → B̊1(R3) , (44a)

D : B̊1(R3)× B̊1(R3) → SO(3) , (44b)

which we now determine. For that we just need to follow the procedure outlined in
section 2.4. Using the matrix representation (34) for B(β1) and B(β2) we obtain a

13



matrix of the form (30) with

c = γ1γ2(1+ β1β2) , (45a)

a = γ1γ2

(
β2 + β

∥
1 + γ−1

2 β⊥
1

)
, (45b)

b = γ1γ2

(
β1 + β

∥
2 + γ−1

1 β⊥
2

)
, (45c)

M = E3 + (γ1 − 1)n1 ⊗ n⊤
1 + (γ2 − 1)n2 ⊗ n⊤

2

+
[
β1γ1β2γ2 + (γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)(n1 · n2)

]
n1 ⊗ n⊤

2 , (45d)

where the superscripts ∥ and ⊥ on β1 and β2 refer to the projections parallel and
perpendicular to the “other” β, i.e. β2 and β1 respectively. From c = γ and (35c)
we get

β = b/c =
β1 + β

∥
2 + γ−1

1 β⊥
2

1+ β1 · β2

= β1 ⊕ β2 , (46a)

β ′ = a/c =
β2 + β

∥
1 + γ−1

2 β⊥
1

1+ β1 · β2

= β2 ⊕ β1 , (46b)

and, since c = γ,

γ = γ(β) = γ(β ′) = γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2) = γ1γ2

(
1+ β1β2 cos(φ)

)
, (46c)

if φ denotes the angle between β1 and β2. Hence the boost contained in the polar
decomposition of the product of boosts with parameters β1 and β2 is just the boost
with Einstein added parameters β = β1 ⊕ β2.

Next we turn to the rotation D. Like β it is a function of β1 and β2 and is given
a special name:

Definition 5. The rotation matrix D resulting from polar decomposition (43) of the
product of two boosts B(β1)B(β2) is called the Thomas rotation and denoted by
T(β1,β2).

The Thomas rotation can be written down by forming the expression on the
right-hand side of (35b) using (46), but the algebraic expression is complex and
not immediately telling. It can be understood in simple terms as follows. First we
observe that it is a linear combination of E3, n1⊗n1, n2⊗n2, n1⊗n2, and n2⊗n1.
Hence it maps the plane Span{n1,n2} = Span{β1,β2} into itself and leaves the
orthogonal complement pointwise fixed; in other words: it is a rotation in the plane
spanned by the two boost velocities. That plane contains a and b and we know
from (37) that b = Da.7 Hence the rotation angle θ is the angle between a and b,

cos(θ) =
a · b

∥a∥ ∥b∥
=

a · b
γ2 − 1

, (47)

7 Note that whereas b = Da is always true, D need generally not be a rotation in the plane spanned
by a and b. For the Lorentz transformation resulting from the composition of two boosts, however,
this is the case.
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counted positively with respect to the orientation given by the ordered pair {a,b}.
Here we used ∥a∥ = ∥b∥ =

√
γ2 − 1 (compare (31a) and (31b), using c = γ) in

the last step.

On the other hand, according to the general formula for the rotation angle, we
have

1+ 2 cos(θ) = trace(D) = trace(M) −
a · b
γ+ 1

, (48)

using (35b) in the last step. Replacing a · b according to (47) leads to an equation
for cos(θ) that we can solve:

cos(θ) =
trace(M) − 1

γ+ 1
. (49)

Now, (45d) gives

trace(M) − 1 = 3+ (γ1 − 1) + (γ2 − 1) + β1γ1β2γ2 cos(φ)

+ (γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1) cos2(φ)

= 2+ γ1γ2

(
1+ β1β2 cos(φ)

)
− (γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1) sin2(φ)

= 1+ (γ+ 1) − (γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1) sin2(φ) .

(50)

where, as in (46c), φ denotes the angle between the velocities, i.e.

cos(φ) := n1 · n2 . (51)

Hence (49) becomes

cos(θ) = 1−
(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1) sin2(φ)

1+ γ1γ2 +
√
(γ2

1 − 1)(γ2
2 − 1) cos(φ)

. (52)

We have deliberately written the denominator in the second term, which is just
1 + γ, in terms of γ1, γ2, and φ, so as to explicitly display θ as function of the
moduli of the two boost velocities (i.e. their γ-factors) and the angle φ between
them.

Alternatively, instead of (γ1, γ2, φ) we may express cos(θ) as function of (γ1, γ2, γ).
This is achieved by writing sin2(φ) = 1 − cos2(φ) and replacing all occurrences
of cos(φ) in (52) with the expression that follows from (46c):

cos(φ) =
γ− γ1γ2√

(γ2
1 − 1)(γ2

2 − 1)
. (53)

This gives after a few elementary steps

cos(θ) =
(1+ γ+ γ1 + γ2)

2

(1+ γ)(1+ γ1)(1+ γ2)
− 1 . (54)
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β1

γ
−
1
β
2

β2

γ−1β1

β 1
⊕ β 2

β 2
⊕
β 1

β1 + β2

θ

Figure 1: Non commutativity of velocity addition due to Thomas rotation. Shown ist the
addition of two perpendicular velocities of equal magnitude β = 0.8 so that γ−1

∗ = 0.6.
The Thomas rotation T(β1,β2) rotates by an positive angle θ in the oriented plane spanned
by the ordered pair {a,b}. Since a is proportional to β2⊕β1 and b to β1⊕β2, this rotation
is in the clockwise – i.e. negative – orientation with respect to the ordered pair {β1,β2}.

This expression is remarkable for its simple structure and permutation symmetry in
{γ, γ1, γ2}. An alternative way to write it is in terms of cos(θ/2) =

√
(cos(θ) + 1)/2

and cosh(ρ) := γ, so that (1 + γ) = 2 cosh2(ρ/2), as well as the corresponding
equations for γi in terms of ρi (i = 1, 2)8

cos(θ/2) =
1+ cosh(ρ) + cosh(ρ1) + cosh(ρ2)
4 cosh(ρ/2) cosh(ρ1/2) cosh(ρ2/2)

. (55)

These formulae, as as well as (52), are well known in the literature; an early ap-
pearance of (55) being (Macfarlane, 1962, formula (124)). Elementary derivations
are often claimed to be unduly tedious or even a “herculean” task” (Ungar, 2002,
p. 28), and more elegant ways using Clifford algebras have been given (Urbantke,
1990). However, we believe that the derivation given here is sufficiently easy for
presentation in, say, a basic lecture on SR.

It is important to note that the right hand side of (54) depends on the reference
state which respect to which the β’s and hence the γ’s are defined. In fact, the
(−γ)’s are just the Minkowskian scalar products between the corresponding states
of motion with the reference state. In this way (54) can be written as rational func-
tion of scalar products of states of motion with the reference state, thereby display-
ing the dependence on the latter in a basis independent way. We will later adopt
precisely that strategy: to reduce all statements to functions of scalar products of
states or motion.
8 The greek letter ρ is chosen because this quantity is usually referred to as “rapidity”, introduced

by Robb (1911).
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2.6 On the magnitude of Thomas rotation

In Fig. 1 we show the Thomas rotation for the special case of mutually perpendic-
ular velocities of equal magnitude; i.e. cos(φ) = 0 and γ1 = γ2 = γ∗. In this case
(52) reduces to

cos(θ) =
2γ∗

1+ γ2
∗
, (56)

which is a monotonically decreasing function of γ∗ ∈ (1,∞) ranging from 1 to
zero and corresponding to a monotonically increasing angle from 0 to π/2.

More generally, we may ask for the angle φ at which θ is largest for given γ1,2.
This can be answered using either expression (52) or (54), if in the latter case we
regard γ again as function of γ1,2 and φ according to (46c). This latter possibility
turns out to be slightly more convenient, so let’s follow this strategy and consider
(54). Since cos is monotonically decreasing in [0, π], a maximum of θ corresponds
to a minimum of cos(θ), which we now seek. The only dependence of cos(θ) on φ

is through γ. The φ derivative of the latter is γ ′ := dγ/dφ = −β1γ1β2γ2 sin(φ),
and d cos(θ)/dφ =

(
d cos(θ)/dγ

)
γ ′. Hence stationary points exist either for

γ ′ = 0, which is for the boundary values φ = 0 or φ = π that correspond
to aligned and anti-alingned velocities and which correspond to θ = 0 (hence a
minimum), or for d cos(φ)/dγ = 0, containing the maxima. In view of (54), the
latter equation is equivalent to

d

dγ

(1+ γ+ γ1 + γ2)
2

(1+ γ)
=

1+ γ+ γ1 + γ2

(1+ γ)2
(1+ γ− γ1 − γ2) = 0 . (57)

Since all γ’s are positive, this is in turn equivalent to

γ = γmax := γ1 + γ2 − 1 (58)

which, according to (53), corresponds to an angle φmax between the velocities that
satisfies

cos(φmax) =
γmax − γ1γ2√
(γ2

1 − 1)(γ2
2 − 1)

= −

√
(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 2)

(γ1 + 1)(γ2 + 2)
. (59)

The fact that this is negative means that φmax > π/2. This means that the maximal
Thomas angle is only obtained for obtuse angles between the velocities. The value
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of the maximal Thomas angle is given by inserting (58) into (54):

cos(θmax) =
(1+ γmax + γ1 + γ2)

2

(1+ γmax)(1+ γ1)(1+ γ2)
− 1

=
3(γ1 + γ2) − γ1γ2 − 1

(1+ γ1)(1+ γ2)

= 1− 2
(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)

(γ1 + 1)(γ2 + 1)

= 1− 2 cos2(φmax)

= − cos(2φmax) .

(60)

From this we infer

cos(θmax) + cos(2φmax) = 2 cos
(
θmax + 2φmax

2

)
cos
(
θmax − 2φmax

2

)
= 0 ,

(61)
which in turn implies that either θmax+2φmax or θmax−2φmax is an integer multiple
of π. But φmax is obtuse, i.e. between π/2 and π, as follows from (59). If either
γ1 and/or γ2 approach the value 1 from above cos(φmax) approaches the value
zero from below and hence φmax approaches π/2 from above. In this case θmax
approaches zero from below if we refer both angles to the orientation given to the
plane of rotation by the ordered pair {β1,β2} (compare Fig. 1). This shows that
with that convention our unique solution to (61) is given by

θmax = π− 2φmax . (62)

So θmax varies between 0 and −π and its modulus exceeds the right angle −π/2 if
cos(θmax) turns negative. This, according to the third equation in (60), is the case
if

(γ1 − 1)(γ2 − 1)

(γ1 + 1)(γ2 + 1)
>

1

2
. (63)

For equal velocities, i.e. γ1 = γ2 = γ∗ = 1/
√

1− β2
∗ this happens for

γ∗ >

√
2+ 1√
2− 1

≈ 5.828 (64)

corresponding to

β∗ >
25/4

21/2 + 1
≈ 0.985 , (65)

that is, 98.5% of the velocity of light.

2.7 On the algebraic structure of Einstein addition

Using Definition 5 we shall now write

B(β1)B(β2) = B(β1 ⊕ β2)R
(
T(β1,β2)

)
. (66)
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Taking the transposed of that equation and using the symmetry of B, the orthogo-
nality of R, and equivariance property (42), we get9

β1 ⊕ β2 = T(β1,β2)
(
β2 ⊕ β1

)
, (67)

showing non-commutativity for non-collinear velocities. That we already know
from b = Da – see line above (47) – and (46). An immediate consequence of (67)
is

T(β2,β1) = T−1(β1,β2) (68)

We also note the following: The vector β1 ⊕ β2 is a linear combination of n1

and n2 with coefficients that only involve scalar products of these vectors; that
is, the coefficients are invariant under (n1,n2) → (−n1,−n2) (even functions).
The rotation matrix T(β1,β2) is a linear combination of the identity and terms
proportional to na ⊗ n⊤

b (a, b ∈ {1, 2}) with coefficients also depending only on
the scalar products of these vectors. This implies

(−β1)⊕ (−β2) = − (β1 ⊕ β2) , (69a)

T(−β1 , −β2) = T(β1,β2) . (69b)

Other immediate consequences of the same remark are:

(Dβ1)⊕ (Dβ2) = D(β1 ⊕ β2) , (70a)

T[Dβ1,Dβ2] = D T[β1,β2]D−1 , (70b)

for any D ∈ SO(3).

Now, a general Lorentz transformation is written as

L(β,D) := B(β)R(D) . (71)

The composition of two such transformations is then given by

L(β,D) = L(β1,D1)L(β2,D2)

= B(β1)R(D1)B(β2)R(D2)

= B(β1)R(D1)B(β2)R(D−1
1 )R(D1)R(D2)

= B(β1)B(D1β2)R(D1D2)

= B(β1 ⊕ D1β2)R
(
T[β1,D1β2]D1 D2

)
,

(72)

9 Historically it is interesting to note that this formula has already been written down (in different
but easy-to-translate notation) by Silberstein (1914, p. 169, formula (7)). Without explicitly relat-
ing it to any orthogonal transformation, mere non-commutativity has been noted from the very
beginning; e.g., by Einstein (1905, pp. 905-6) and Laue (1911, p. 44). Einstein remarked (p. 905)
that the parallelogram-law for velocity addition is only approximately valid and at the same time
finds it “remarkable” (p. 906) that the expression for the modulus of the composed velocities is
a symmetric function in these velocities. Laue, after writing down the law of velocity addition,
states: “The strangest (merkwürdigste) thing is that the two velocitied to be added do not enter on
equal footing (gleichberechtigt)”. Laue’s text also contains an explicit discussion of the special
case of orthogonal velocities and a figure equivalent to our Fig. 1 (Laue, 1911, p. 44, Fig. 4).
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so that

β = β1 ⊕ D1β2 , (73a)

D = T[β1,β2]D1 D2 . (73b)

This should be compared with the group composition law of the semi-direct prod-
uct R3 ⋊ SO(3), which would be given by β = β1 + D1β2 and D = D1 D2, i.e. ⊕
replaced by + and the Thomas rotation always the identity, as it it is the case for
the Galilei group (with β replaced by v).

In order to deduce the parameters for the inverse transformation L−1(β,D) we
first note that B−1(β) = B(−β), as is already obvious from (34). Taking the
inverse of both sides of (71) and using (70b) then gives

L−1(β,D) := R(D−1)B(−β) = B(−D−1β)R(D−1) = L(−D−1β,D−1) (74)

Again this can be compared with the inverse of a semi-direct product R3 ⋊ SO(3),
which would be given by just the same formula.

The Thomas rotation, which we already identified in (67) as directly responsible
for the non-commutativity of velocity composition, is also responsible for other
remarkable properties. One of them is the fact that the inverse of a composed
velocity differs from the transposed composition of the inverse velocities. In fact,
the inverse of the combination B(β1)B(β2) is obviously B(−β2)B(−β1), the polar
decomposition of which will then, contain a boost with velocity (−β2) ⊕ (−β1).
The latter differs from the inverse velocity −(β1⊕β2) of the original combination
B(β1)B(β2) by a Thomas rotation:

−(β1 ⊕ β2) = (−β1)⊕ (−β2)

= T(−β1,−β2)
(
(−β2)⊕ (−β1)

)
= T(β1,β2)

(
(−β2)⊕ (−β1)

)
̸= (−β2)⊕ (−β1) ,

(75)

Here we used (69a) in the first, (67) in the second, and (69b) in the third equality.
This has often been considered paradoxical, following Mocanu (1986). It is known
in the literature as “Mocanu Paradox” (Ungar, 1989).

Another consequence of the Thomas rotation is the failure of associativity of
Einstein addition.10 To see this let us start from associativity of composition of
Lorentz transformations with three pure boosts:

B(β1)
(
B(β2)B(β3)

)
=
(
B(β1)B(β2)

)
B(β3) (76)

Applying polar decomposition (43) with β = β1 ⊕ β2 and D = T(β1,β2) on on
each side gives for the left-hand side

B(β1)B(β2 ⊕ β3)R
(
T(β2,β3)

)
= B

(
β1 ⊕ (β2 ⊕ β3)

)
R
(
T(β1,β2 ⊕ β3)

)
R
(
T(β2,β3)

)
.

(77a)

10 The first to explicitly note non-associativity and the rôle of Thomas rotation in it seems to have
been Ungar (1989).
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and, slightly more complicated, for the right-hand side

B(β1 ⊕ β2)R
(
T(β1,β2)

)
B(β3)

= B(β1 ⊕ β2)B
(
T(β1,β2)β3

)
R
(
T(β1,β2)

)
= B

(
(β1 ⊕ β2)⊕ T[β1,β2]β3

)
R
(
T(β1 ⊕ β2 , T[β1,β2)β3)

)
R
(
T(β1,β2)

)
,

(77b)

where we also used (70b) from the first to the second line. As both sides are in
polar decomposed form, boost and rotation parts must separately be equal, leading
for the boosts to

β1 ⊕ (β2 ⊕ β3) = (β1 ⊕ β2)⊕ T(β1,β2)β3 , (78a)

(β1 ⊕ β2)⊕ β3 = β1 ⊕
(
β2 ⊕ T(β2,β1)β3

)
, (78b)

where (78b) follows immediately from (78a) by setting β ′
3 := T(β1,β2)β3, so

that, according to (68), β3 := T(β2,β1)β
′
3. Dropping the prime on β ′

3 then gives
(78b).

Equations (78) show explicitly how the existence of the Thomas precession ob-
structs associativity. Formula (78a) and (78b) are is identical with the “right weak
associative law of velocity composition” and the “left weak associative law of ve-
locity composition”, respectively, stated by Ungar (1988, p. 71, expression iia,b).
There it is also stated that the proof of such identities “is lengthy and, hence, re-
quires the use of computer algebra” (Ungar, 1988, p. 72). As we have just seen,
this is an exaggeration.

Another interesting and immediate consequence from (76) is obtained by spe-
cialising to β1 = β3. In this case the triple product is B(β1)B(β2)B(β1), which
is symmetric and positive definite, hence already polar decomposed. Therefore the
rotational part on the right-hand side of (77a) must be the identity, which leads to

T(β1, β2) = T(β1, β2 ⊕ β1) = T(β1 ⊕ β2, β2) , (79)

where we also used (68) and the second equation follows from the first by inversion
and exchange the indices 1 and 2.

Even though Einstein addition fails associativity, it is remarkable that it does
maintains a property that is usually implied by it. To explain this, let us first make
the obvious observation that, like in ordinary vector addition, the neutral element
for Einstein addition is still the zero velocity and the unique left- and right inverse
of β is (−β). Hence for all β we have

β⊕ 0 = 0 ⊕ β = β (80)

and
β⊕ (−β) = (−β)⊕ β = 0 . (81)
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Assume for a moment that associativity did hold. We could then uniquely solve an
equation like

β1 ⊕ β2 = β3 (82)

for β1 given β2 and β3, or for β2 given β1 and β3. The way to achieve this would
in the first case be to ⊕-multiply (82) from the right with (−β2) and then use
associativity to show that the left-hand side is just β1 whereas the right-hand side
is (β3) ⊕ (−β2). Alternatively, left ⊕-multiplication with −β1 would determine
β2 as (−β1) ⊕ β3. Now, in reality, we do not have associativity and we cannot
proceed in this way. But – and that is a remarkable fact – we can still write down
explicit expressions solving (82) for either β1 or β2. Moreover, at least for β2, the
expression is just that we would have derived on account of associativity, as just
discussed. We have

Theorem 6. The unique solutions to (82) are

β1 = β3 ⊕
(
−T(β3,β2)β2

)
, (83a)

β2 = (−β1)⊕ β3 . (83b)

Proof. The proof of (83b) is just given by left ⊕-multiplication with (−β1). We
now use formula (78) in which we replace β1 with (−β1), β2 with β1, and β3

with β2. The Thomas term T(β1,β2) then turns into T(−β1,β1) which is the
identity. Hence, in this special case, we may proceed as if associativity holds and
get (83b). For the proof of (83a) we have to go a little further and start from the
general relation

L(β1,D1)L(β2,D2) = L(β3,D3) , (84a)

which reads in terms of parameters, according to (73),

β3 = β1 ⊕ D1β2 , (84b)

D3 = T(β1,D1β2)D1D2 . (84c)

On the group level we know how to solve (84a) for L(β1,D1) through right-
multiplication with L−1(β2,D2). From (74) and (73) we also know the respective
parameter expressions for inversion and multiplication. Hence we get

L(β1,D1) = L(β3,D3)L(−D−1
2 β2 , D−1

2 )

= L
(
β3 ⊕ (−D3D−1

2 β2) , T(β3,−D−1
2 β2)D3D−1

2

)
,

(85a)

so that for the parameters we get

β1 = β3 ⊕ (−D3D−1
2 β2) , (85b)

D1 = T(β3,−D3D−1
2 β2)D3D−1

2 . (85c)

We note that the equations (84) and (85) are equivalent sets and valid for all
(βi,Di), i = 1, 2, 3. Next we observe that (82) is just (84b) for the special case in

22



which D1 is the identity. Hence we consider (84) and (85) for D1 being the identity.
In that case (84c) becomes

D3D−1
2 = T(β1,β2)

= T(β1 ⊕ β2,β2) (because of (79))

= T(β3,β2) (because of (84b)) .

(86)

Inserting this into (85b) proves (83a).

We can summarise the algebraic structure realised by ⊕ on the open ball B̊1(R3)
in modern terminology as follows; see also Fig. 2:

• Let M be a set and ϕ : M×M a map, denoted by (a, b) 7→ ϕ(a, b) =: a ·b.
Then the pair (M,ϕ) is called a magma (sometimes also groupoid). Hence(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is a magma.

• A magma (M,ϕ) is called a semigroup if ϕ is associative, i.e. a · (b · c) =
(a · b) · c for all a, b, c ∈ M. Hence

(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is not a semigroup.

• A magma (M,ϕ) is called a quasigroup if for each pair (a, b) ∈ M × M

there is a unique pair (x, y) ∈ M×M such that a ·x = b and y ·a = b. This
property is also called divisibility. Theorem 6 then shows that

(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is a quasigroup.

• A magma (M,ϕ) is said to have an identity if there exists an e ∈ M such
that e · a = a · e = a for all a ∈ M. Such an e is necessarily unique
(even if (M,ϕ) is not a quasigroup). As for Einstein addition 0 is an identity
(compare (80)), we infer that

(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is a quasigroup with identity.

• In a quasigroup with identity each element a has a unique left and a unique
right inverse, namely that x and that y satsifying x · a = e and a · y = e.
x and y need not be identical. If they are, we write x = y =: a−1. From
(81) we see that

(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is a quasigroup with identity and coinciding

left-right inverses.

• A quasigroup with identity is called a loop. An associative loop is a group.
Hence

(
B̊1(R3),⊕

)
is a loop that is not a group, but is special insofar as

left-and right-inverse elements coincide.
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Figure 2: Hierarchy of algebraic structures. Einstein addition ⊕ endows the open ball
B̊1(R3) with the structure of a loop, which is just short of being a group by its failure to
satisfy associativity. (Picture source: https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/
File:Magma_to_group3.svg. Picture attribution: Tomruen, CC0, via Wikimedia
Commons)

3 Velocity subtraction: the modern (geometric) story

In this section, which is the heart of this paper, we will present a geometric view of
Lorentz transformations and how to decompose them as boosts and rotations. This
will clarify the invariant meaning behind the Einstein law of velocity addition. All
this will result in a geometrically satisfying definition of the notion of “relative
velocity” between two states of motion which we will call their “link velocity”,
indicating that this definition rests on the so-called-called “boost link theorem”
that we state and prove. The conceptually important point to keep in mind is that
the link-velocity between two states of motion needs to be referred to a third state
of motion s. All constructions are “geometric” insofar as all expressions involve
only vectors and their scalar products.

3.1 States of motion and the non-naturalness of polar decoposition

Above we used the polar decomposition to decompose a Lorentz transformation
into a spatial rotation and a boost. It is important to realise that this operation is
not natural. It depends on a preferred state of motion which in the matrix for-
mulation above was given by the choice of the timelike vector e0 of the chosen
basis. Any rotation R(D) takes place in the corresponding “rest space” that is the
orthogonal complement of e0. Hence, any of our rotations R(D) act in a spacelike
2-plane within that “space” and pointwise fixes the timleike 2-plane orthogonal
to it. The latter always contains e0. Similarly, any Boosts B(β) take place in a
timelike 2-plane containing e0 and pointwise fixes the spacelike orthogonal com-
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plement. Decompositions with respect to different choices of states of motion are
a priori incomparable, as they refer to different “spaces” between which no natural
identification (isomorphism) exists.

Before we continue let us give the definition of the term “state of motion” that
we just used:

Definition 7. Let
V1 := {v ∈ V : η(v, v) = −1} (87)

be the set of unit timelike vectors in V . It consists of two connected components,
i.e.

V1 := V+
1 ∪ V−

1 , V+
1 ∩ V−

1 = ∅ . (88)

If v ∈ V+
1 then −v ∈ V−

1 . On V1 we consider the equivalence relation v ∼ w ⇔
v = ±w. Elements in the quotient set

S := V1/∼ (89)

are called states of motion. They may be faithfully represented by, say, elements of
V+
1 , e.g. as follows: pick any element s ∈= V+

1 ; then

S = {v ∈ V1 : η(v, s) ≤ −1} . (90)

As remarked, polar decomposition ist not a natural operation on Lor. The addi-
tional structure that is needed is a state of motion or, equivalently, a Euclidean inner
product g on V . The equivalence is seen as follows: We identify S with V+

1 ; then
any s ∈ S defines a Euclidean inner product on (V, η) by

g := η+ 2σ⊗ σ , (91)

where σ := η↓(s). Conversely, given V and a Lorentzian metric η as well as a
Euclidean metric g, we consider the Euclidean sphere S3 := {v ∈ V : g(v, v) = 1}

(which is compact) and on it the function Q : S3 → R, v 7→ η(v, v). It has precisely
two negative minima on S3 corresponding to a pair of antipodal timelike vectors
±v ∈ V and hence, upon normalisation, determine a unique state of motion.

We now give the general definition of “polar decomposition”11 for Lorentz trans-
formations:

Definition 8. Given L ∈ Lor, its polar decomposition relative to a state of motion
s ∈ S is as follows: Let σ := η↓(s) and g defined by means of s and η as in
(91). Write L = BR where R is orthogonal with respect to g and where B is
symmetric and positive definite with respect to g; that is, g(Bv,w) = g(v, Bw) for
all v,w ∈ V and g(Bv, Bv) > 0 for all v ∈ V\{0}. For given L the factors R and
B always exist, are unique, and are both again elements of Lor.
11 We review the general theory of polar decomposition for finite-dimensional real vector spaces in

Appendix A.
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Note that the map R fixes s; in fact, it pointwise fixes a timelike subspace of V
containing s and acts non-trivially (if R ̸= idV ) on the two-dimensional spacelike
plane orthogonal to it (the plane of rotation). Likewise, B pointwise fixes a two-
dimensional spacelike subspace of V within the orthogonal complement of s and
acts non-trivially (if B ̸= idV ) on the two-dimensional timelike subspace of V

containing s. This leads us to

Definition 9. We call L ∈ Lor a (spatial) rotation relative to s ∈ S iff it pointwise
fixes a two-dimensional timelike subspace of V containing s. We call L a boost
relative to s ∈ S iff it pointwise fixes a two-dimensional spacelike subspace of V
within the orthogonal complement of s.

Suppose L ∈ Lor is a pure rotation relative to s ∈ S . Then it is easy to see
that L is also a pure rotation relative s ′ ̸= s iff s ′ lies in the timelike orthogonal
complement of the spacelike plane of rotation, i.e. if the timelike plane Span{s, s ′}
is pointwise fixed. Likewise, if L ∈ Lor is a pure boost relative to s ∈ S, it is
also a pure boost relative s ′ ̸= s iff s ′ lies in the timelike plane of boost, i.e. if the
spacelike orthogonal complement of Span{s, s ′} is poinwise fixed by L.

To say that the polar decomposition of Lor is “non-natural” means that it only
exists relative to an additional structural input, here the choice of some s ∈ S .
We will see below that given that choice the decomposition into boost and rotation
can be easily formulated without ever talking about polar decomposition. This
alternative formulation will be better suited for comparison of the Galilei-Newton
case that we perform in the final section.

3.2 The kinematical setting

We recall that the space of states S is identified with a connected component of
the spacelike hyperboloid of unit timelike vectors in (V, η). Elements of S shall
be denoted by the letter s, possibly with lower-case indices for distinction. We
shall simplify notation by denoting the Minkowski inner product by a dot, i.e.
η(u, v) =: u · v. Further we write u2 := u · u and ∥u∥ :=

√
|u2|. The latter does

not define a norm in V due to the indefiniteness of η, but its does on any spacelike
subspace TsS.

We shall identify the tangent space to S at s with the η-orthogonal complement
of s in V:

TsS = Rs := {u ∈ V : u · s = 0} . (92)

In order to notationally distinguish tangent vectors to S from other vectors in V we
shall set them in bold.

Associated to any s ∈ S are projection endomorphisms in V parallel (∥) and
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perpendicular (⊥) to s:

P∥
s = −s⊗ s , (93a)

P⊥
s = idv + s⊗ s . (93b)

As already explained in section 2.3 below equation (24), we shall identify End(V) =
V ⊗ V∗ with V ⊗ V , so that, e.g., an element u ⊗ v ∈ V ⊗ V corresponds to the
endomorphism V ∋ w 7→ (v ·w)u ∈ V . Hence

P∥
s(v) = −(v · s) s and P⊥

s (v) = v+ (v · s) s . (94)

Definition 10. Given two states of motion s and s1. The relative velocity between
s1 and s, judged from s, is defined by

β(s, s1) :=
P⊥
s (s1)

∥P∥
s(s1)∥

∈ TsS . (95)

This, in geometric terms, is just the ordinary definition of velocity (in units of c) in
SR.

The apparently redundant second reference to s expressed in the phrase “judged
from s” will be justified below. It turns out to be necessary because relative veloci-
ties between two states need reference to a third one, as already emphasised above,
and that third one needs not be any of the given two ones.

Noting that ∥P∥
s (s1)∥ = −(s · s1) > 0, the expression in (95) is just

β(s, s1) = −s−
s1

s · s1
. (96)

The squared modulus is

β2(s, s1) := ∥β(s, s1)∥2 = 1− (s · s1)−2 , (97)

or (again taking into account that (s · s1) < 0)

γ(s, s1) := − (s · s1) =
1√

1− β2(s, s1)
. (98)

This is just the usual “gamma-factor” associated to any relative velocity. Note
that the modulus (97) is symmetric in its arguments, i.e. β(s, s1) = β(s1, s),
whereas the vectors β(s, s1) ∈ TsS and β(s1, s) ∈ Ts1S lie in different vector
spaces and cannot be compared directly. In particular, a reciprocity statement, like
“β(s, s1) = −β(s1, s)”, would make no sense. We will see below how the refer-
ence to a common reference state will eventually render such a statement meaning-
ful.
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It follows from our earlier discussion of boost transformation that there is a
unique boost relative to s transforming s to s1. We will denote it either by B(s, s1)
or B(s,β), with β ∈ TsS given by (96). In fact, its form can just be read off (by
abstraction) from (34), now setting n := β/β and γ = (1− β2)−1/2:

B(s,β) = idV + (γ− 1)(−s⊗ s+ n ⊗ n) + βγ(s⊗ n − n ⊗ s) (99a)

= P⊥
(s,n) + γP∥

(s,n) + βγ s∧ n . (99b)

The second line results from the first by observing that (−s⊗ s+ n⊗ n) is just the
η-orthogonal projector onto span{s,n} which we denoted by P∥

(s,n). Accordingly,

P⊥
(s,n) := idV − P∥

(s,n). Now, any of the expressions (99) immediately implies

B(s,β)s = γ(s+ βn) , (100a)

B(s,β)n = γ(n + βs) , (100b)

B(s,β)v = v (∀v : v · s = v · n = 0) , (100c)

which clearly qualifies B(s,β) uniquely as the boost in the s-n plane with velocity
β = βn. Replacing n according to (96) by n = (1/βγ)(s1 − γs) in (99a) leads
after a short calculation to

B(s, s1) = idV +
s⊗ s+ s1 ⊗ s1 + s∧ s1 − 2γs1 ⊗ s

γ+ 1
. (101)

Since γ = −(s · s1), this shows that B(s1, s) is a rational function of s and s1.
This is in contrast to (99a), which, if expressed in terms of β = βn, still has terms
proportional to γ (rather than γ2) which is not rational in β.

Even though it is obvious from its derivation, we can verify directly that (101) is
a boost in the plane spanned by s and s1 mapping s to s1. In fact, expression (101)
immediately leads to

B(s, s1)s = s1 , (102a)

B(s, s1)s1 = −s+ 2γs1 , (102b)

B(s, s1)u = u (∀u : u · s = u · s1 = 0) . (102c)

From (102a,102b) we easily infer by short calculations that all three scalar products
s · s = −1, s1 · s1 = −1, and s · s1 = −γ are left invariant under B(s, s1), which
together with (102c) shows that indeed all scalar products are left invariant and that
hence B(s1, s) is the said boost.

Equations (102a,102b) also allow us to easily determine the action of B(s, s1)
onto β(s, s1) ∈ TsS, which necessarily results in an element of Ts1S . From (96)
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we infer:

B(s, s1)β(s, s1) = B(s, s1)

(
−s−

s1
(s · s1)

)
=

(
−s1 −

−s− 2(s · s1)s1
s · s1

)
= −

(
−s1 −

s

s1 · s

)
= −β(s1, s) ,

(103)

where we used once more (96) in the last step. This is the right form to state a
reciprocity of relative velocities at this point12 if both refer to different reference
states. Namely, whereas β(s, s1) ∈ TsS and β(s1, s) ∈ Ts1S are incomparable
because they lie in different tangent spaces, B(s, s1)β(s, s1) can be compared to
β(s1, s) (both lying in Ts1S) and likewise B(s1, s)β(s1, s) can be compared to
β(s, s1) (both lying in TsS) with the result that these are, respectively, the nega-
tive of each other. Moreover, as we will show in Appendix B, the linear isometry
B(s, s1) : TsS → Ts1S is just that resulting from parallel transport along the unique
geodesic within S (with respect to the metric η restricted to TS) connecting s with
s1. Hence reciprocity can also be stated with B(s, s1) being interpreted as parallel
transport along connecting geodesics.

At this point we recall that any boost transformation (99) is in the image of the
exponential map. In fact

Proposition 11. Let β = βn and ρ = ρn; then

exp
(
s∧ ρ

)
= B(s,β) , (104a)

where ρ = tanh−1(β) . (104b)

Proof. We start by noting that

(s∧ n)2 = (s⊗ n − n ⊗ s) ◦ (s⊗ n − n ⊗ s) = −s⊗ s+ n ⊗ n

= P∥
(s,n) .

(105)

Hence, decomposing the exponential series into even and odd powers gives

exp(ρ s∧ n) =
∞∑
k=0

ρk

k!
(s∧ n)k

=

∞∑
k=0

ρ2k

(2k)!
(s∧ n)2k +

∞∑
k=0

ρ2k+1

(2k+ 1)!
(s∧ n)2k+1

(106)

12 We will later state another one in which both “velocities” (more precisely: “link-velocities”, see
below) refer to the same reference state; see Corollary17.
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In view of (105), each term in the first (even) sum is proportional to P∥
(s,n) except

the first (k = 0), which equals idV = P∥
(e,n)+P⊥

(e,n). In the second (odd) sum, again

because of (105) and also because of P∥
(s,n) ◦ (s∧ n) = (s∧ n) ◦ P∥

(s,n) = s∧ n we
have (s∧ n)2k+1 = (s∧ n) for all k ≥ 0. Hence

exp(ρ s∧ n) = P⊥
(s,n) + cosh(ρ)P∥

(s,n) ++ sinh(ρ) s∧ n , (107)

which is just (99b) taking into account (104b), i.e. γ = 1/
√
1− β2 = cosh(ρ)

and βγ = sinh(ρ).

Finally we show how to repeat the initial matrix-calculation that led to the ad-
dition formula, now in a geometric fashion making manifest that all the velocities
appearing in it refer to the same reference state s and are hence elements of the
same vector space. Using (99a) and s · βi = 0 (i = 1, 2) we get

(
B(s,β1) ◦ B(s,β2)

)
s = B(s,β1)

[
γ2(s+ β2)

]
= γ2B(s,β1)s+ γ2B(s,β1)β2

= γ1γ2(s+ β1)

+ γ2

[
β2 + (γ1 − 1)(n1 · β2)n1 + γ1(β1 · β2) s

]
= γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2) s

+ γ1γ2

[
β1 + (n1 · β2)n1

]
+ γ2

[
β2 − (n1 · β2)n1

]
= γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2)

(
s+

β1 + β
∥
2 + γ−1

1 β⊥
2

1+ β1 · β2

)
,

(108)

where, as before, the superscripts ∥ and ⊥ refer to the projections parallel and
perpendicular to n1. This is of the form of a pure boost relative to s acting on s:

B(s,β)s = γ(s+ β) (109)

with

γ = γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2) , (110a)

β =
β1 + β

∥
2 + γ−1

1 β⊥
2

1+ β1 · β2

= β1 ⊕ β2 . (110b)

Note that we only calculated the action of B(β1, s)B(β2, s) on s, not the map as
such, which also contains the Thomas rotation in the spacelike plane perpendicular
to s and which hence acts as the identity on s. This is why the Thomas rotation
does not appear here.
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As a final remark in this subsection we wish to point out an interesting relation
with hyperbolic geometry. We fix a reference state s and set si := B(s,βi)s for
i = 1, 2. We consider the open unit ball in the tangent space of S at s,

U := {v ∈ TsS : v · v < 1} , (111)

in which the velocities relative to s take their values. On U we define the hyperbolic
distance function d : U × U → R≥0 which assigns to each pair β1,2 ∈ U the
Riemannian geodesic distance13 between s1,2 = γ1,2(s+β1,2). In this way (U , d)
becomes isometric to (S, dh), where dh is the distance function induced by the
Riemannian metric h on S. Explicitly, the distance function d is given by

d(β1,β2) := arccos
(
−s1 · s2

)
= arccos

(
γ1γ2(1− β1 · β2)

)
. (112)

Now, (108-110) show that for any boost B(s,β) relative to s we have

s ′i := B(s,β)si = B(s,β⊕ βi)s (113)

But as boosts preserve scalar products we have s ′1 · s ′2 = s1 · s2, which implies

d(β⊕ β1 , β⊕ β2) = d(β1,β2) , (114)

for any triple (β,β1, β2) of points in U . This equations says that, with respect to
d, velocity addition ⊕ defines an isometric “action” of U on itself. The origin of
this lies of course in the proper isometric action of the Lorentz group on (S, h).
One may ask to what extent relativistic addition is characterised by (114). In other
words: what is the most general map f : U × U → U that satisfies

d
(
f(β,β1), f(β,β2)

)
= d(β1,β2) , (115)

for any triple (β,β1, β2) of points in U? This has been solved by Benz (2000,
Theorem 2) who proved that f equals ⊕ iff f satisfies the following two conditions:
1) ∥f(β, 0)∥ = ∥β∥ and 2) γ(f(β1,β2)) f(β1,β2) − γ(β2)β2 = cβ1, where
c > 0. The first seems obvious and the second acquires a straightforward physical
meaning if we recall that the momentum relative to s of a particle at velocity β ∈
TsS is proportional to γ(β)β. The second condition then just says that boosting a
particle with boost-velocity β adds to it a momentum positively proportional to β

(all with reference to s). Using this momentum-interpretation, the two conditions
may be replaced by others that also include the non-relativistic case (Benz, 2002).

3.3 Defining link velocity

Given three states of motion, s, s1, and s2. It turns out that there exists a unique
boost B(β, s) relative to s that maps s1 to s2:

B(s,β)s1 = s2 . (116)
13 Equivalently: hyperbolic angle or rapidity.
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This is the affirmative answer to the so-called “boost-link-problem” that we shall
prove in an elementary fashion in the next subsection. More precisely, the results
of the next subsection can be summarised as follows:

Theorem 12. For any three given states of motion (s, s1, s2) there exists a unique
β ∈ TsS, given by a rational function β = β(s, s1, s2) of (s, s1, s2), satisfying
(116) (see (130a) below). The boost B(s, s1, s2) := B

(
s,β(s, s1, s2)

)
is then also

a rational function of (s, s1, s2) (see (134) below). The function β is Lorentz equiv-
ariant; i.e. for any S-preserving (no time reversal) Lorentz transformation L we
have

β(Ls, Ls1, Ls2) = Lβ(s, s1, s2) . (117)

As an immediate consequence we note that for special s we have already en-
countered the expression for the boost linking s1 and s2:

Corollary 13. Let (s, s1, s2) and (s ′, s1, s2) be two triple of states where s as well
as s ′ lie in the plane Span{s1, s2}. Then the boosts B(s,β) and B(s ′,β ′) which
according to Theorem 12 satisfy (116) are identical and given by

B(s,β) = B(s ′,β ′) = idV +
s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2 + s1 ∧ s2 − 2γ12s2 ⊗ s1

1+ γ12
, (118)

where γ12 := −(s1 · s2). Note that the right-hand side of (118) is independent
of s and given by the expression (101) with arguments (s, s1) changed to (s1, s2).
Hence all boosts linking s1 and s2 coincide as long as their reference state s lies
in the plane spanned by s1 and s2.

Proof. We already know that expression (101) with arguments (s, s1) changed to
(s1, s2) gives the unique boost in the plane Span{s1, s2} mapping s1 to s2. But that
plane contains s and hence is also a boost relative to s. Uniqueness then implies
the statement.

Based on Theorem 12 we now make the following

Definition 14. Given three states of motion s, s1, and s2. The link-velocity between
s1 and s2 relative to s is defined as that (unique!) β ∈ TsS solving (116). We
will speak of it as “the velocity of s2 against s1 relative to s” or “the velocity of
s2 relative to s1 judged from s”, or similar, so as to in any case avoid a double
appearance of the word “relative”.

In view of Theorem 12 we can characterise the link-velocity in the following
way:

Theorem 15. The link-velocity is a function

β : S × S → ΓTS
(s1, s2) 7→ β[s1, s2]

(119)
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that maps any ordered pair (s1, s2) of states to a section β[s1, s2] in the tangent-
bundle of S. That section is such that the value of β[s1, s2] at s ∈ S equals
β(s, s1, s2) as defined in Theorem 12, the explicit expression of which is given be-
low in (130a).

Remark 16. The condition of equivariance (117) is equivalent to the statement that
the map (119) is invariant under Lor. Indeed, Lor acts on the domain S × S by
taking the cartesian-product of its natural action on S:

Φ : Lor × (S × S) → (S × S)(
L, (s1, s2)

)
7→ ΦL(s1, s2) := (Ls1, Ls2) .

(120a)

Moreover, Lor also acts on the co-domain (the target) ΓTS as folllows:

Ψ : Lor × ΓTS → ΓTS
(L, σ) 7→ ΨL(σ) := L ◦ σ ◦ L−1 .

(120b)

Note that L acts directly on the image of σ via its defining representation on V ,
since according to (92) we identified TsS with Rs := {u ∈ V : u·s = 0}. Restricting
the defining action of L on V to Rs ⊂ V results in an isometry between RsS and
RLsS, i.e. between TsS and TLsS. Now, by standard construction (already applied
in (120b)), actions on domains and codomains always combine to an action on the
set of maps. Applied to the map β in (119) with actions (120a) on the domain and
(120b) on the co-domain, we get an action of Lor on the set of maps S×S → ΓTS,
given by

TL(β) := ΨL ◦ β ◦Φ−1
L . (121)

Equation (117) is then equivalent to the statement that the map (119) is Lor-
invariant:

TL(β) = β (∀L ∈ Lor) . (122)

The fact that the link-velocity β(s, s1, s2) is a ternary has been discussed before
by a particular school following Oziewicz (2006, 2007, 2011); Oziewicz and Page
(2011), who interpret this fact as an “astonishing conflict of the Lorentz group
with relativity” (Oziewicz, 2011); see also (Celakoska, 2008; Celakoska, Chak-
makov and Petrushevski, 2015; Koczan, 2023). But (122) shows that this is an
unwarranted complaint.

3.4 Solving the boost-link problem

In this section we shall prove and elaborate on Theorem 12, using the following
notation: The element β ∈ TsS that we wish (116) to solve for is again written as
β = βn with n ∈ TsS a unit vector. The norm β of β can equivalently be expresses
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as usual by γ := 1/
√
1− β2, i.e. β =

√
1− γ−2. Next to that we define the other

“gammas” via the three possible scalar products between the {s, s1, s2}:

γ1 := −s · s1 ⇒ β1 :=

√
1− γ−2

1 , (123a)

γ2 := −s · s2 ⇒ β2 :=

√
1− γ−2

2 , (123b)

γ12 := −s1 · s2 ⇒ β12 :=

√
1− γ−2

12 . (123c)

In what follows (s, s1, s2) and hence (γ1, γ2, γ12) and (β1, β2, β12) are considered
given, whereas (β,n), or equivalently (γ,n), are to be determined as functions of
the former. This is the task to which we now turn.

Inserting the expression (99a) for B(β, s) into (116) leds to

s2 − s1 = s
[
(γ− 1)γ1 + βγ(n · s1)

]
+n
[
(γ− 1)(n · s1) + βγγ1

]
.

(124)

The right-hand side gives the components of (s2 − s1) parallel and perpendicular
to s. The parallel component of the left-hand side is P∥

s(s2 − s1) = s(γ2 − γ1).
Equating this to the s-term of the right-hand side allows to express (n · s1) as
follows:

n · s1 =
γ2 − γγ1

βγ
. (125)

The perpendicular component of the left-hand side is P⊥
s (s2−s1) which we equate

to the n-term on the right-hand side. In the latter we replace n · s1 with the expres-
sion just found in (125). This leads, after a short calculation, to

n =

√
γ+ 1

γ− 1

P⊥
s (s2 − s1)

γ1 + γ2
. (126)

This is not yet the solution since an unknown, γ, still appears on the right-hand
side. But we can determine γ by using the fact that n has unit norm. Recalling that

P⊥
s (s2 − s1) = s2 − s1 − (γ2 − γ1) s , (127a)

∥P⊥
s (s2 − s1)∥2 = γ2

1 + γ2
2 + 2(γ12 − γ1γ2 − 1) , (127b)

we can take the square of (126) and solve the ensuing equation for γ, which gives

γ = γ(s, s1, s2) :=
γ2
1 + γ2

2 + γ12 − 1

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
, (128)

where we think of the right-hand side as rational function in the scalar products
(123).
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Note that now all terns of the right-hands side of (128), and hence also on the
right-hand side of (126), are expressed in terms of given quantities. Hence we
succeeded in proving existence and uniqueness of the solution for the boost-link-
problem and also justified Definition 14.

In the sequel we shall use the abbreviation

(s2 − s1)⊥ := P⊥
s (s2 − s1) (129)

which we write in bold so stress that this is an element in TsS. It is just a simple
linear combination of s, s1, and s2 as shown in (127a), but it will be notationally
more compact and also geometrically more transparent to write (s2 − s1)⊥. Now,
multiplying (126) with β = γ−1

√
γ2 − 1 we get, using (128),

β = β(s, s1, s2) :=
γ1 + γ2

γ2
1 + γ2

2 + γ12 − 1
(s2 − s1)⊥ , (130a)

γβ = γ(s, s1, s2)β(s, s1, s2) =
γ1 + γ2

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
(s2 − s1)⊥ . (130b)

Note that in view of (127a) the right-hand sides are linear combinations of s, s1, and
s2 with coefficients that are rational functions in the scalar products between these
states. This is what we mean by saying that (130a) is itself a rational function of
(s, s1, s2). It is the first such function mentioned in Theorem 12. The equivariance
condition (117) is obvious from these remarks.

We also note that the fraction of the right-hand side of (130a) is a symmetric
function in (s1, s2), whereas (s2 − s1)⊥ is clearly antisymmetric. Denoting the
right-hand side of (130a) with β(s2, s1; s), we have

Corollary 17. Link-velocities obey the reciprocity relation

β(s, s2, s1) = −β(s, s1, s2) . (131)

Note that (131) makes sense since both sides refer to the same reference-state s,
i.e. both sides are elements of the same vector space TsS.

We now compute the boost as function of (s, s1, s2), i.e. we insert the expres-
sions (126) for n, (128) for γ, and (130b) for γβ into (99a) and obtain

B(s, s1, s2) := B
(
s,β(s, s1, s2))

= idV + (γ− 1)(−s⊗ s+ n ⊗ n) + s∧ γβ .
(132)

The various terms simplify as follows: From (128) we get

−(γ− 1)s⊗ s = −
(γ1 − γ2)

2 + 2(γ12 − 1)

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
s⊗ s . (133a)

From (126) and again (128)

(γ− 1)n ⊗ n =
γ+ 1

(γ1 + γ2)2
(s2 − s1)⊥ ⊗ (s2 − s1)⊥

=
(s2 − s1)⊥ ⊗ (s2 − s1)⊥

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
.

(133b)
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And from (130b)

s∧ γβ =
γ1 + γ2

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
s∧ (s2 − s1)⊥ . (133c)

Using (127a), the sum of (133b) and (133c) is, abbreviating s21 := (s2 − s1),

(γ− 1)n ⊗ n + s∧ γβ =

(γ1 − γ2)
2 s⊗ s+ s21 ⊗ s21 + 2γ1 s⊗ s21 − 2γ2 s21 ⊗ s

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12

(133d)

Finally, adding this to (133a) we obtain for (132)

B(s, s1, s2) =

idV +
2(1− γ12) s⊗ s+ s21 ⊗ s21 ++2γ1 s⊗ s21 − 2γ2 s21 ⊗ s

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
.

(134)

This is the second rational function mentioned in Theorem 12.

A few easy checks reassure us that (134) is indeed the right expression. First
of all, the tensor structure of the right-hand side makes it immediately evident that
B(s2, s1; s)s1 = s2 maps the 2-dimensional timelike plane Span{s, s12} to itself and
fixes points in the 2-dimensional spacelike orthogonal complement. Second, a sim-
ple computation gives B(s2, s1; s)s1 = s2 and, third, a another simple computation
for the special case where s = s1 (hence γ1 = 1 and γ2 = γ12) turns expression
(134) into (118).

Finally we mention an alternative way to derive (134), based on the Cartan-
Dieudonné theorem14, according to which we can write the linking boost by the
composition of two reflections; see (Urbantke, 2003).

3.5 Base-point dependence of the link-velocity

We have just seen that the boost relative to s that links s1 with s2 takes place in
the plane spanned by s and (s2 − s1), the velocity being given by (130a). For
fixed s1 and s2 the velocities β(s, s1, s2) vary with s in a twofold way. First, their
“directions” differ in the sense that they are elements on the tangent spaces TsS
depending on s. Second, the magnitude also depends on s in an interesting way
14 Let (V, η) be an n-dimensional real vector space with non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form

η ∈ V∗⊗V∗. Let O(V, η) be the corresponding orthogonal group, defined as in (13). The Cartan-
Dieudonné theorem states that any L ∈ O(V, η) is the composition of at most n reflections at
non-null (non-degenerate) hyperplanes. We recall that if u ∈ V is non-null, i.e. η(u, u) ̸= 0,
so that we may assume η(u, u) = ε ∈ {1,−1}, the reflection ρu ∈ O(V, η) at the hyperplane
u⊥ ⊂ V perpendicular to u is defined by ρu(v) := v− 2εη(v, u)u. We refer to (Jacobson, 1985,
Chap. 6.6) for a proof of the general Cartan-Dieudonné theorem. If one relaxes the upper bound
on the number of reflections from n to 2n− 1, the proof becomes much easier; see, e.g., (Giulini,
2006, p. 101, Theorem 6).
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that we now wish to elaborate on. We do this by studying γ(s2, , s1; s) as a function
of s.

From Corollary 13 we know that B(s, s1, s2), and hence γ(s, s1, s2) does not
depend on s as long as s ∈ Span{s1, s2}. In that case we obviously have γ = γ12.
This suggests to compute the deviation of γ from γ12 in dependence of the amount
by which s “sticks out” of Span{s1, s2}; that is, by the norm of the η-orthogonal
projection into the orthogonal complement of Span{s1, s2}. In order to determine
the latter, we note

Lemma 18. Let s1, s2 ∈ S; the η-orthogonal projector into Span{s1, s2} is

P∥
(s1,s2)

=
s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2 − γ12(s1 ⊗ s2 + s2 ⊗ s1)

γ2
12 − 1

. (135)

Proof. We note that P∥
(s1,s2)

is a linear combination of tensor products of elements
taken from the set {s1, s2} which is symmetric under exchange of s1 and s2. Hence
it is a η-symmetric linear map whose kernel contains the η-orthogonal complement
of Span{s1, s2}. An easy calculation shows P∥

(s1,s2)
s1 = s1, hence also P∥

(s1,s2)
s2 =

s2 (symmetry) and therefore P∥
(s1,s2)

◦ P∥
(s1,s2)

= P∥
(s1,s2)

.

In passing we note that expression (135) immediately leads to

s∥ := P∥
(s1,s2)

s =
(γ12γ2 − γ1)s1 + (γ12γ1 − γ2)s2

γ2
12 − 1

. (136)

Moreover, the η-orthogonal projector into the η-orthogonal complement of Span{s1, s2}
is

P⊥
(s1,s2)

= idV − P∥
(s1,s2)

, (137)

so that the squared norm of the projection

s⊥ := P⊥
(s1,s2)

s (138)

becomes

∥s⊥∥2 = s⊥ · s⊥ = s · s⊥ = s · s− s · s∥

=
1− γ2

1 − γ2
2 − γ2

12 + 2γ1γ2γ12

γ2
12 − 1

,
(139)

where we used (136) in the last step. We rewrite this as

γ2
1 + γ2

2 − 1 = −∥s⊥∥2(γ2
12 − 1) − γ2

12 + 2γ12γ1γ2 , (140)

which we use to eliminate γ2
1 + γ2

2 − 1 in the denominator on the right-hand side
of (128). This leads to the desired final formula

γ = γ12 − ∥s⊥∥2
γ2
12 − 1

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12
. (141)
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We note that the fraction on the right-hand side is non-negative and zero iff
γ12 = 1, i.e. iff s1 = s2. Indeed, writing

s1 = γ1(s+ β1) and s2 = γ2(s+ β2) , (142)

with β1,2 ∈ TsS, we have γ12 = −s1 · s2 = γ1γ2(1− β1 · β2) and hence

1+ 2γ1γ2 − γ12 = 1+ γ1γ2(1+ β1 · β2) > 1 . (143)

Equation (141) therefore shows that γ ≤ γ12 with equality iff s⊥ = 0, i.e. s ∈
span{s1, s2}.

A specific example may be helpful to develop some intuition of how γ may
deviate from γ12. For that we assume that s is tilted symmetrically against s1 and
s2, i.e that

γ1 = γ2 =: γ∗ . (144)

In that case (128) immediately leads to

γ =
2γ2

∗ + γ12 − 1

2γ2
∗ − γ12 + 1

. (145)

Note that from (143) we already know that the denominator is > 1. For fixed
γ12 this gives γ as monotonically decreasing function of γ∗ that asymptotically
approaches γ = 1 (and hence the corresponding β =

√
1− γ−2 approaching

β = 0) as γ∗ tends to infinity; the graph is shown to the left in Fig. 3. γ assumes
its maximum for the minimal γ∗, which is that where s ∈ Span{s1, s2} and due to
γ1 = γ2 just bisects s1 and s2. Hence s = (s1+s2)/

√
2(1+ γ12) and the minimal

γ∗ is γ∗ = −s · s1 =
√
(1+ γ12)/2 at which γ takes its maximal value γ = γ12.
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γ =
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∗−(γ12−1)
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γ = γ12(3−cos φ)−cos φ−1)
γ12(1+cos φ)−3 cos φ+1

γ∗

γ

Figure 3: Graphs of γ(γ∗) and γ(φ) showing how γ(s, s1, s2) decreases for increasing
“tilt” of s against Span{s1, s2}.

Another way to parametrise γ is to use (142) where β1 = β2 =: β∗ and φ the
angle between β1 and β2. We have

γ12 = −s1 · s2 = γ2
∗(1− β2

∗ cosφ) = γ2
∗(1− cosφ) + cosφ . (146)
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using β2
∗ = (1− γ−2

∗ ) in the last step. Solving this for γ2
∗

γ2
∗ =

γ12 − cosφ
1− cosφ

(147)

we can use it to eliminate γ2
∗ in (145) in favour of φ:

γ =
γ12 (3− cosφ) − cosφ− 1

γ12 (1+ cosφ) − 3 cosφ+ 1
. (148)

Now γ is a strictly monotonically increasing function in φ ∈ [0, π] connecting the
minimum at (φ = 0, γ = 1) with the maximum at (φ = π, γ = γ12). The graph
is shown to the right in Fig. 3.

4 Comparison with Galilei-Newton spacetimes

It is interesting to compare the geometric developments above to the corresponding
one in for Galilei-Newton spacetime. For that we start with a summary of the
decomposition of a Lorentz transformation into a boost and a rotation, without
using the notion of a polar decomposition, which is really not essential here.

4.1 Boost-Rotation decomposition in SR rephrased

Given L ∈ Lor we do the following:

1. Choose a state s ∈ S and let s1 := Ls.

2. Let B := B(s, s1) as in (101), i.e. the unique Lorentz transformation that
maps s to s1 and pointwise fixes the η-orthogonal complement to Span{s, s1}.
The corresponding β(s, s1) is then given by (96).

3. Define
R := B−1 ◦ L . (149)

Clearly, R is again a Lorentz transformation that fixes s: Rs = s. Hence it is
an element of the stabiliser subgroup

Stabs
(
Lor
)
:=

{
L ∈ Lor : Ls = s

}
, (150)

which consists of Lorentz transformations that map the orthogonal comple-
ment to s (which is a 3-dimensional vector space with Euclidean inner prod-
uct induced from η) isometrically into itself. Hence each Stabs

(
Lor
)

is iso-
morphic to SO(3), but for s ̸= s ′ the corresponding stabiliser subgroups
differ. In fact, they are conjugate subgroups in Lor,

Stabs ′
(
Lor
)
= B(s, s ′) ◦ Stabs

(
Lor
)
◦ [B(s, s ′)]−1 , (151)

where B(s, s ′) is as in (101) for s1 = s ′.
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4. Rewrite (149) as
L = B ◦ R (152)

with both factors, B and R, depending on s. The s-dependent decomposi-
tion (152) may now be read as a polar decomposition with respect to the
s-dependent Euclidean metric g = η + 2σ ⊗ σ, where σ := η↓(s), but that
interpretation may be regarded as redundant.

In Section 4.4 below will describe the analogous procedure in the Galilei-Newton
setting, where we will also find a decomposition like (152). There, in contrast, the
factor B will not depend on the choice of s whereas the situation for the “rota-
tional” factor R is just as in the SR case. But now this factorisation has no obvious
interpretation as polar decomposition.

4.2 Galilei-Newton spacetime

Like Minkowski spacetime, Galilei-Newton spacetime is an affine space (M,V,+).15

However, their geometric structures differ. In case of Minkowski spacetime we had
(η, ↑) = (spacetime metric, time-orientation), which for Galilei-Newton space-
time is replaced by a pair (τ, h). Here τ ∈ V∗ is an oriented time-difference
function and h ∈ [Ker(τ)]∗ ⊗ [Ker(τ)]∗ is a symmetric, positive definite inner
product on the Ker(τ). We will explain these structures in turn.

• τ is an oriented time metric, i.e. it allows to assign an oriented time differ-
ence to any ordered pair (p, q) of spacetime points, given by τ(p − q). It
can assume positive as well as negative values – hence “oriented”. A vector
v ∈ V is called future-pointing if τ(v) > 0 and past-pointing iff τ(v) < 0.
Correspondingly, p ∈ M is called to the future or past of q ∈ M if (p − q)
is future-pointing or past-pointing, respectively. Two events p, q are called
simultaneous iff their time difference vanishes, τ(p − q) = 0. Simultaneity
defines an absolute16 equivalence relation given by: p ∼ q ⇔ (p − q) ∈
Ker(τ). The equivalence class [p] of a point p is then simply given by the
3-dimensional affine hyperplane [p] = p+Ker(τ). For the sake of notational
ease we shall write

V0 := Ker(τ) =
{
v ∈ V : τ(v) = 0

}
. (153)

Its associated dual space will be called V∗
0 . An overall orientation of V will

induce a orientation of V0 in view of τ.17

15 For readers unfamiliar with this notation, we explain the meaning of an affine space characterised
by the triple (M,V,+) in Appendix D. Suffice it to say here that M is a set (of events) and V a real
vector space that acts simply transitively by an action called “+” on M; i.e. M× V ∋ (m, v) 7→
m + v ∈ M.

16 i.e. invariant under the automorphism group of spacetime; compare (Giulini, 2001).
17 A basis {e1, e2, e3} of V0 is positively oriented iff its completion {e0, e1, e2, e3} to a basis of V

with τ(e0) > 0 is positively oriented in V .
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• h ∈ V∗
0 ⊗ V∗

0 is a positive definite symmetric bilinear form, i.e. a Euclidean
metric, on V0. It defines a proper distance function on any equivalence class
of mutually simultaneous events through ∥p−q∥ :=

√
h(p− q, p− q). No

spatial distance is associated to non-simultaneous events.

In analogy to Definition 7 we now define the “unit timelike vectors” V1, the
“future-oriented unit timelike vectors” V+

1 , and the “states of motion” as follows:

V1 :=
{
v ∈ V : |τ(v)| = 1

}
, (154a)

V+
1 :=

{
v ∈ V : τ(v) = 1

}
. (154b)

Definition 19. The set S of states of motion is identified with V+
1 :

S := V+
1 . (155)

It is a 3-dimensional real affine space over the Euclidean vector space (V0, h). At
the same time it can also be regarded as a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with a flat Riemannian metric h and hence a notion of global parallelism.

Whereas there clearly is a natural embedding

i : V0 ↪→ V , (156)

there is no naturally given projection map V → V0. The selection of such a map
is equivalent to picking an element s ∈ S . The corresponding projections from V

onto Span{s} and onto V0 are then, respectively, given by18

P∥
s = s⊗ τ , (157a)

P⊤
s = idV − s⊗ τ . (157b)

These should be compared to equations (93). An important difference is that all
P⊤
s in (157b) project onto the same vector space V0, independent of the state s.

In contrast, P⊥
s in (93b) projects onto the η-orthogonal complement of s, which

clearly does depend on s. This is the reason why we made the notational change
from P⊥

s in (93b) to P⊤
s in (157b): V0 here is “transversal” (denoted by ⊤) to

Span{s} but not in any defined sense “orthogonal” (as ⊥ would suggest).

In analogy to Definition 10, the relative velocity between s1 ∈ S and s ∈ S is
now defined as in (95), except that the length of vectors in Span{s} is measured by
τ, which is always 1:
18 In contrast to section 3.2, where due to the existence of a non-degenerate bilinear form η we could

identify End(V) with V ⊗ V in order to simplify notation, we here use the natural identification
End(V) = V ⊗ V∗.
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Definition 20. Given two states of motion s and s1. The relative velocity between
s1 and s, judged from s, is defined by

v(s, s1) :=
P⊤
s (s1)

τ
(
P∥
s(s1)

) = s1 − s ∈ V0. (158)

This, in geometric terms, is just the ordinary definition of velocity in Newtonian
physics.

The second reference to s expressed in the phrase “judged from s” is now in-
deed redundant due to the fact that all such relative velocities are members of the
same space V0. Clearly, we could have considered the right-hand side of (158) as
element of TsS, as in (95). But due to the flatness of (S, h) there are now natural
isomorphisms between all tangent spaces TsS given by (path-independent) parallel
transport.

Remark 21. The geometric formulation of a Galilei-Newton structure goes back to
Weyl (1918, § 18). Later generalisations are due to Friedrichs (1928), Dombrowski
and Horneffer (1964), and also Künzle (1972). Sometimes instead of τ only τ⊗ τ

is prescribed, i.e. a degenerate “time metric” of rank one, which is equivalent to τ

without the time orientation. Also, often h ∈ V∗
0 ⊗V∗

0 is replaced with a h̄ ∈ V⊗V

whose kernel is just Span{τ}. In fact, most modern texts follow this formulation,
presumably in order to not deal with tensor fields over proper subspaces. Alge-
braically both formulations are equivalent. In fact, there is a bijection between the
sets of non-degenerate bilinear forms on V0 and simply degenerate bilinear forms
on V∗ whose kernel is Span{τ}. The bijective correspondence is this: Consider
the natural isomorphism V∗

0 ⊗ V∗
0

∼= Lin(V0, V
∗
0 ) und accordingly regard h als

Element von of Lin(V0, V
∗
0 ). Since h is non-degenerate there exists the inverse

map h−1 ∈ Lin(V∗
0 , V0). Let further i : V0 → V be the natural embedding and

i∗ : V∗ → V∗
0 its dual. The latter is given by λ 7→ i∗(λ) := λ◦i. Hence the kernel of

i∗ is just given by Span{τ}. Now we define h̄ := i◦h−1◦i∗ ∈ Lin(V∗, V) ∼= V⊗V .
Since i is injective and h−1 an isomorphism, the kernel of h̄ equals the kernel of
i∗, i.e. Span{τ}.

4.3 Automorphims of Galilei-Newton spacetime

Like ILor ∼= V⋊Lor, the identity component of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group
(also called the proper orthochronous Poincaré group), is the automorphism group
of (M,V,+, η, oV , oT ), where oV is the overall orientation of V and oT is the time
orientation, we define the inhomogeneous Galilei group to be the automorphism
group of the geometric Galilei-Newton structure.

Definition 22. The inhomogeneous Galilei group is the automorphism group of
(M,V,+, τ, h, oV); we write IGal := Aut(M,V,+, τ, h, oV). Here oV stands for
an orientation of V . Unlike in the special-relativistic case we do not need to also
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specify a time orientation oT , since that is already provided by τ. This group is a
subgroup of the affine group Aut(M,V,+). Again it is isomorphic to a semi-direct
product IGal ∼= V ⋊ Gal, where Gal may be considered as subgroup of GL(V):

Gal :=Aut(V, τ, h, oV)

:=
{
G ∈ GL(V) : τ ◦G = τ, h ◦G|V0

×G|V0
= h, det(G) > 0

}
.

(159)

Note that any G ∈ GL(V) that preserves τ also preserves V0 = Ker(τ) i.e. it
defines an element G|V0

∈ GL(V0) by restricting G to V0. That element is then
required to be in SO(V0, h) by the second and third condition in (159) (preserving
overall- and time-orientation implies that it also preserves space orientation). It is
easy to see that this restriction-map defines a surjective homomorphism of groups,
i.e. a “group projection”:

π : Gal → SO(V0, h) , G → π(G) := G|V0
. (160)

Definition 23. Elements in Ker(π) are called boosts.

Proposition 24. The set of boosts is given by

GalB := Ker(π) =
{

idV + v ⊗ τ : v ∈ V0

}
. (161)

GalB is an abelian normal subgroup of Gal which is isomorphic to V0 (considered
as abelian group with group multiplication given by vector addition).

Proof. Being the kernel of a group homomorphism GalB is clearly a normal sub-
group. Let {e0, e1, e2, e3} be an “adapted” basis of V , which means that τ(e0) = 1

and τ(ea) = 0 for a = 1, 2, 3. Let further {θ0, θ1, θ2, θ3} be the dual basis, i.e.
θα(eβ) = δαβ; then θ0 = τ. Writing

G = Gα
β eα ⊗ θβ , (162)

the condition τ ◦ G = τ is equivalent to G0
βθ

β = θ0, i.e. G0
0 = 1 and G0

a = 0

(a = 1, 2, 3). Moreover,

π(G) = G|V0
= Ga

b ea ⊗ θb (a, b = 1, 2, 3) , (163)

so that G ∈ Ker(π) iff Ga
b = δab. Taken together, the most general element in

Ker(π) is of the form

G = e0 ⊗ θ0 + δabea ⊗ θb +Ga
0ea ⊗ θ0 = idV + v ⊗ τ , (164)

where v := Ga
0ea ∈ V0. Such elements form an abelian subgroup isomorphic to

V0 inside Gal. The corresponding embedding (injective group homomorphism) is

B : V0 → Gal , B(v) := idV + v ⊗ τ , (165)

which maps isomorphically onto its image GalB ⊂ Gal. The relations B(0) = idV
and B(v1) ◦ B(v2) = B(v1 + v2) are quite obviously satisfied.

43



Proposition 25. For any s ∈ S there is an embedding (injective group homomor-
phisms)

σs : SO(V0, h) → Gal , D 7→ σs(D) := s⊗ τ+D ◦ P⊤
s , (166a)

such that
π ◦ σs = idSO(V0,h) . (166b)

Proof. We first check hat σs is a group homomorphisms. From (157b) one imme-
diately sees that σs(idV0

) = idV , and from (166a) that

σs(D1) ◦ σs(D2) = (s⊗ τ+D1 ◦ P⊤
s ) ◦ (s⊗ τ+D2 ◦ P⊤

s )

= s⊗ τ+ (D1 ◦D2) ◦ P⊤
s

= σs(D1 ◦D2) ,

(167)

where we used τ ◦D2 ◦P⊤
s = 0, P⊤

s (s) = 0, and P⊤
s ◦D2 ◦P⊤

s = D2 ◦P⊤
s . Finally,

π
(
σs(D)

)
= (s⊗ τ+D ◦ P⊤

s )
∣∣
V0

= D , (168)

since τ|V0
= 0 and P⊤

s |V0
= idV0

.

Corollary 26. There is a splitting exact sequence

{1} V0 Gal SO(V0, h) {1} .
B π

σs

(169)

Here {1} denotes the trivial group with only one element. “Exact” means that at
each node of the sequence of maps the image of the arriving equals the kernel of
the departing map. For (169) this is equivalent to the three statements that 1) B
is an injective group homomorphism (also called an “embedding”, symbolised by
a tailed arrow), that 2) π is a surjective group homomorphism (symbolised by
a double-headed arrow), and that 3) Im(B) = GalB = Ker(π). That the exact
sequence is “splitting” means that there is an injective group homomorphism –
here denoted by σs – from SO(V0, h) to Gal, such that π◦σs = idSO(V0,h) All these
properties taken together are equivalent to the statement that Gal is a semi-direct
product of V0 and SO(V0, h), usually denoted by

Gal = V0 ⋊ SO(V0, h) . (170)

Note that the abelian normal subgroup of boosts, B(V0) = GalB, is defined inde-
pendent of a choice of s ∈ S. In contrast, any selection of a subgroup of orthogonal
spatial transformations within Gal, i.e. the image of SO(V0, h) under σs in Gal,
does depend on a choice of s ∈ S.
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The group of boosts, GalB, has a simple transitive action on S = V1; that is, for
any ordered pair (s1, s2) of states there is precisely one boost that maps s1 to s2:

B(v)s1 = s2 for v = v(s1, s2) := s2 − s1. (171)

Hence we call s2 − s1 the link-velocity between s1 and s2. There is now no need
to add the phrase “judged from s1” since there is exactly one boost linking s1 with
s2, whereas in the SR case there were many, one for each additional reference
state s, the choice of which determined the set of boosts to choose the linking
transformation from. Note that since the composition of pure boosts result in the
simple addition of vectors in V0, we have, e.g.,

v(s, s3) = v(s, s1) + v(s, s2) ,= (s1 − s) + (s2 − s) . (172)

This can be easily solved for v(s, s2) or v(s, s1), unlike the special-relativistic case,
which could only be solved for β2 in an elementary fashion, as shown in (12). The
corresponding solution in the Galilei-Newton case is

v(s, s2) = v(s, s3) − v(s, s1) = (s3 − s) − (s1 − s) = s3 − s1 , (173)

where we used the laws of differences in affine space (compare the discussion be-
low equations (212) of Appendix D.1). This shows explicitly how the dependence
on s drops out – in contrast to the special-relativistic case!

4.4 Boost-Rotation decomposition for the Galilei group

The steps outlined in Section 4.1 for the SR case can now be translated almost
literally to the Galilei-Newton case. Indeed, given G ∈ Gal, we do the following:

1. Choose a state s ∈ S and let s1 := Gs.

2. Let B := B(v) as in (165) with v = s1 − s, i.e.

B := B(s, s1) = (s1 − s)⊗ τ+ idV . (174)

3. Define
R := B−1 ◦G . (175)

Note that
(
B(v)

)−1
= B(−v). Clearly, R is again a Galilei transformation

that fixes s: Rs = s. Hence

Stabs
(
Gal
)
:=

{
G ∈ Gal : Gs = s

}
, (176)

consist of Galilei transformations that map (V0, h) isometrically into itself
preserving orientation. Hence Stabs

(
Gal
)
∼= SO(V0, h), but for s ̸= s ′ the

corresponding stabiliser subgroups are conjugate subgroups in Gal:

Stabs ′
(
Gal
)
= B(s, s ′) ◦ Stabs

(
Gal
)
◦ [B(s, s ′)]−1 , (177)

where B(s, s ′) is as in (174) for s1 = s ′.
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4. Rewrite (175) as
G = B ◦ R (178)

with R – but, unlike the SR case, not B – depending on s.

The decomposition (178) is just the one that follows generally from the semi-
direct product structure of Gal, i.e. the splitting of (169), as explained in Ap-
pendix C. Again, as the splitting σs in (169) depends on s ∈ S, so does the decom-
position (as far is R is concerned).

Now, according to a general argument also recalled in Appendix C, we consider
for any G ∈ Gal the element σs

(
π(G)

)
∈ Gal. According to (160) and (166a) we

have

σs ◦ π(G) = σs(G|V0
)

= s⊗ τ+G|V0
◦ P⊤

s

= s⊗ τ+G ◦ P⊤
s

= G− (Gs− s)⊗ τ .

(179)

Here we used (160) in the first line, (166a) in the second, the fact that we can
simply drop the restriction to V0 if we right-compose G with the projection P⊤

s

onto V0 in the third, and, finally, (157b) in the fourth. Hence,

σs

(
π(G)

)
◦G−1 = idV − (Gs− s)⊗ τ = B(−v) , (180)

where for the fist equality we used τ ◦ G−1 = τ (obvious since G−1 ∈ Gal) and
(165) for the second, denoting v := Gs − s. Hence, since

(
B(v)

)−1
= B(−v), we

get (178) with

R := σs

(
π(G)

)
and B = B(v) = G ◦

(
σs

(
π(G)

))−1
. (181)

We leave it to the reader to find out whether there is a (s-dependent) euclidean
metric gs on V (built from τ and h in an s-dependent fashion) with respect to
which G = B ◦ R becomes a polar decomposition.

A Polar decomposition

Let V be an n-dimensional real vector space and g : V×V → R a positive-definite
symmetric bilinear form (also known as Euclidean inner product). Let End(V)
denote the linear space of all endomorphisms V → V and GL(V) the subset of all
invertible elements in End(V).

GL(V) := {A ∈ End(V) : det(A) ̸= 0} . (182)

The set GL(V) is a group under composition of maps and is called the General
Linear Group.
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The Euclidean inner product g defines a map

† : GL(V) → GL(V)

A 7→ A† (183)

through
g(Av,w) = g(v,A†W) ∀ v,w ∈ V . (184)

Symmetry of g implies that † is an involution, i.e. † ◦ † = idGL(v), or (A†)† = A

for any A ∈ GL(V). Also, † is a group anti-isomorphism of GL(V), i.e. for any
A,B ∈ GL(V) we have19 (idV)† = idV and (AB)† = B†A† (the “anti-” denoting
the reversal of orders).

The subset of fixed points in GL(V) under † is

Sym(V, g) := {A ∈ GL(V) : A = A†} . (185)

It is called the set of symmetric elements in GL(V). Note that Sym(V, g) is not a
subgroup, i.e. if A = A† and B = B† then (AB)† = B†A† = BA which does not
equal AB unless A and B commute.

Another subset is

Pos(V, g) :=
{
A ∈ GL(V) : g(v,Av) > 0 ∀ v ∈ V\{0}

}
. (186)

Note that A ∈ Pos(V, g) implies A† ∈ Pos(V, g), i.e. † maps Pos(V, g) to itself.

Of interest to us is the intersection

PS(V, g) := Pos(V, g) ∩ Sym(V, g) (187)

of elements in GL(V) which are at the same time positive and symmetric. A stan-
dard result is

Lemma 27. For any A ∈ PS(V, g) there exists a unique B ∈ PS(V, g) such that
A = B2, called its “square root”. B is also denoted by

√
A or A1/2.

Proof. Since A is symmetric there exists an orthonormal basis {e1, . . . , en} of V
that diagonalises A; i.e. g(ea, eb) = δab and A(ea) = λaea (no summation
over a). Since A is positive all eigenvalues λa are positive. We define B through
B(ea) =

√
λaea (no summation over a), which clearly satisfies A = B2, showing

existence. To prove uniqueness, note that the B just defined commutes with A,
i.e. AB = BA. Hence there is a polynomial function p of degree at most n − 1

(n = dim(V)) such that p(A) = B. Indeed, if (λ1, · · · , λk) with k ≤ n is the

19 In this subsection we abbreviate the composition of maps A,B in GL(V) by juxtaposition, i.e. we
write AB instead of A ◦ B. Accordingly, B2 means BB = B ◦ B, etc.
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maximal number of pairwise distinct eigenvalues of A, we can choose the interpo-
lating Lagrange polynomial for the k pairs

{
(λ1,

√
λ1), . . . , (λk,

√
λk)

}
.20 Now,

if C is any other element in PS(V, g) satisfying A = C2, we have B = p(C2),
implying that B and C commute and hence that there exists an orthonormal basis
diagonalising both of them simultaneously. A = B2 = C2 then implies that the
squares of the eigenvalues and hence the eigenvalues themselves coincide (since
they are positive). This shows B = C and hence uniqueness.

Finally we mention the orthogonal group of O(V, g), which is a subgroup of
GL(V) and defined by

O(V, g) := {A ∈ GL(V) : g(Av,Aw) = g(v,w) ∀v,w ∈ V}

= {A ∈ GL(V) : A−1 = A†} .
(188)

We can now state the main theorem underlying polar decomposition:

Theorem 28 (Existence and uniqueness of polar decomposition). For any A ∈
GL(V) and given Euclidean inner product g there exists a unique B ∈ PS(V, g)
and a unique R ∈ O(V, g), such that

A = BR . (189)

Proof. For A ∈ GL(V) have AA† ∈ PS(V, g). Set B :=
√
AA† and R := B−1A.

Then R†R = A†B−1B−1A = A†(AA†)−1A = idV . Hence R−1 = R† and R ∈
O(V, g), showing existence. To show uniqueness assume (B1, R1) and (B2, R2)
both satisfy A = B1R1 = B2R2. Then B−1

2 B1 = R2R
−1
1 ∈ O(V, g) (since O(V, g) is

a group). Hence, since B†
i = Bi, (B−1

2 B1)
† = (B−1

2 B1)
−1 is equivalent to B1B

−1
2 =

B−1
1 B2 or to B2

1 = B2
2. Hence B1 and B2 are both square roots of the same element

in PS(V, g). Lemma 27 now implies B1 = B2 and hence also R1 = R2.

Remark 29. On the right-hand side of (189) we have put B to the left of R. We
could have chosen the reversed order and proven a corresponding existence and
uniqueness result. Then A = BR = R ′B ′, with uniquely determined B,B ′ ∈
PS(V, g) and R, R ′ ∈ O(V, g). But since BR = R(R−1BR) with R−1BR = R†BR ∈
PS(V, g), uniqueness shows R ′ = R and B ′ = R−1BR; that is, the orthogonal factor
in the polar decomposition does indeed not depend on the convention concerning
the order of the factors, whereas the positive symmetric part does depend on it and
varies by conjugation with an orthogonal transformation.
20 The general construction of such a polynomial is as follows: let {(x1, y1), · · · , (xk, yk)} ⊂ R2

any k points with pairwise different x-values; i.e. i ̸= j ⇒ xi ̸= xj. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ k we
define ℓj(x) :=

∏k
i=1,i̸=j(x − xi)/(xj − xi), which is a polynomial of degree (k − 1) satisfying

ℓj(xi) = δij. Hence ℓ :=
∑k

j=1 yjℓj is a polynomial of degree at most (k−1) satisfying ℓ(xi) = yi

for each i ∈ {1, · · · , k}. It is called the Lagrange interpolating polynomial for the given set of k
points in R2.
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Remark 30. The way in which we calculated B and R from A shows that both are
continuous functions of A on the domain GL(V). The inverse map (B, R) → A =:
BR is trivially also continuous. Hence we have a topological equivalence21

GL(V) ∼= PS(V, g)× O(V, g) . (190)

As PS(V, g) is contractible (being an open convex cone in a vector space) and
O(V, g) is compact, all global topological features of GL(V) reside in the latter.

Remark 31. If G ⊂ GL(V) is a subgroup then polar decomposition of A ∈ G will
result in some B and R in GL(V) which need not necessarily again be elements of
the subset G. Whether or not that will be the case may depend on the chosen g.
However, as we have seen in Section 3.1 for the Lorentz group, polar decomposi-
tion with respect to the Euclidean metric g = η+2σ⊗σ (compare (91)) will again
result in factors lying within the Lorentz group.

B Parallel transport along geodesics on state space

We consider state space, i.e. the 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold (S, h) as
defined in Section 3.1. We recall that its metric h is just that induced from the flat
Minkowski metric η of the ambient V into which σ is embedded as a spacelike
hypersurface, i.e. h = η|TS . In the paragraph below equation (103) we made a
statement equivalent to the following:

Proposition 32. Let s1 and s2 be two (non-coinciding) points in S and B(s1, s2)
the unique boost in the plane Span{s1, s2} mapping s1 to s2. Let further γ : R ∋
[σ1, σ2] → S , γ(σi) = si, be the unique geodesic on S with respect to the Levi-
Civita connection for h. Then parallel transport of any Y1 ∈ Ts1S along γ results
in Y2 = B(s1, s2)Y1 ∈ Ts2S.

Proof. Rather than engaging in a direct calculation, we will here follow a more
geometric reasoning which we partition into the following four steps.

1. The timelike 2-plane Span{s, s1} intersects S in a geodesic. This is because
each point of this intersection is a fixed point of the isometry resulting from
the reflection in V at Span{s, s1}. But fixed-point sets of isometries are totally
geodesic (meaning that any geodesic starting in and tangential to that set
remains within it). In particular, if the fixed-point set is a curve, it must itself
be a geodesic.

2. By its very definition, the Levi-Civita covariant derivative intrinsic to an iso-
metrically embedded hypersurface in Euclidean or semi-Euclidean22 space

21 In fact, this topological equivalence is a C∞ diffeomorphism in the natural differentiable structures
that these manifolds carry.

22 In the semi-Euclidean case, the hypersurface is assumed to be nowhere lightlike.
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is given by the extrinsic covariant derivative (in flat embedding space) fol-
lowed by orthogonal projection tangent to the hypersurface; see, e.g. (Weyl,
1991, § 12). In our case this means that if Y is tangent to S, its covariant
derivative along a curve γ in S is given by ∇γ̇Y = P⊥

s (∂γ̇Y), where ∂γ̇ is the
Levi-Civita covariant derivative in (V, η) (i.e. “ordinary” flat derivative) and
P⊥
s the projector in V perpendicular to s (compare (93b)). Note that since

γ̇ is tangent to S, we do not need to know Y outside S in order to compute
∂γ̇Y. It follows that Y is parallely transported along γ within S iff at each
parameter value σ the ambient (flat) covariant derivative ∂γ̇Y in V is propor-
tional to the normal to S at that point, which is just γ(σ) ∈ V . This we write
as

∇γ̇Y = 0 ⇔ ∂γ̇Y ∝ γ . (191)

3. This implies that if [σ1, σ2] ∋ σ 7→ Y(σ) ∈ V is a one-parameter fam-
ily of vectors in V that obey the law (191) of parallel transport, any two
Y(σ) and Y(σ ′) for σ, σ ′ ∈ [σ1, σ2] differ only by vectors in the plane
Span{γ(σ), γ(σ ′)} = Span{s1, s2}. In particular, the component Y⊥(σ) ∈ V

in the orthogonal complement of Span{s1, s2} is constant (independent of σ).

4. By definition, the boost B(s, s1) acts in the plane Span{s, s1} and pointwise
fixes its orthogonal complement in V . Hence, applied to any Y(σ1) ∈ Ts1S,
it keeps its component Y⊥ orthogonal to Span{s, s1} fixed and maps the com-
ponent Y∥(s) within Span{s, s1} in such a way so as to preserve its length and
keeping it tangent to S and hence tangent to the intersection S ∩Span{s, s1},
which is just the image of γ. But this is precisely what parallel propagation
does, which completes the proof.

C Semi-direct products of groups

Semi-direct products are special examples of group extensions. Let us therefore
first explain this more general concept.

Given two groups, called N and Q, we will combine the two into a new group,
called G, such that G contains a unique normal subgroup N ′ isomorphic to N with
quotient G/N ′ isomorphic to Q. Formally this is expressed by arranging the triple
N-G-Q into a so-called short exact sequence:23

{e} N G Q {e} .
i π (192)

23 The “short” refers to the fact that three is the smallest number of groups for which an exact se-
quence makes a non-trivial statement. Two groups related by an exact sequence are merely iso-
morphic.
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Here {e} stands for the trivial group consisting only of the identity element e, and
all arrows denote group homomorphisms. That this sequence be exact means that
at each node (N,G,Q) the image of the arriving map equals the kernel of the
departing one. Clearly, the image of the first map from {e} to N must be the neutral
element in N so that exactness implies that the following map, i, is injective, i.e. an
embedding of N into G. This is indicated by the tailed arrow from N to G. Also,
as the last map from Q to {e} has all of Q in its kernel, exactness implies that the
map π is surjective. This we indicated by a double-headed arrow from G to Q.

In group-theorists’ terminology, there are two ways to express the relation (192)
for (N,G,Q): one either says that G is an upward extension of Q by N or, al-
ternatively, that G is a downward extension of N by Q; see, e.g., Conway et al.
(1985, p. XX). Note that simply speaking of “an extension” of one group by an-
other is ambiguous, as it does not tell which of the two is going to have a normal
embedding in the group to be constructed.

Now, a semi-direct product is a special case of (192), which is characterised by
the existence of an injective homomorphism (an embedding)

σ : Q → G such that π ◦ σ = idQ . (193)

In that case we write instead of (192)

1 N G Q 1
i

π

σ

(194)

and say that the sequence splits. The map σ (193) is then called a splitting homo-
morphism.

Definition 33 (First definition of semi-direct product). A group G is called the
semi-direct product of groups N and Q if they can be arranged in a splitting short
exact sequence (194). We write

G = N⋊σ Q . (195)

The images of i and σ define subgroups of G which we denote by

N ′ := i(N) ⊂ G and Q ′ := σ(Q) ⊂ G . (196)

Since N ′ is the kernel of π it is clearly normal in G. If q ∈ Q is different from the
neutral element then q ′ := σ(q) /∈ N ′ since π(q ′) must be q and hence q ′ cannot
be in the kernel of π. Hence

N ′ ∩Q ′ = {e} , (197)

where e ∈ G denotes the neutral element in G. Moreover, any g ∈ G is the unique
product of an element n ′ ∈ N ′ and an element q ′ ∈ Q ′. To see this, consider the
homomorphism

p := σ ◦ π : G → Q ′ , g 7→ q ′ := σ
(
π(g)

)
. (198)
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It satisfies p|Q ′ = idQ ′ and p ◦ p = p due to (193); i.e. it is a projection
homomorphism from G onto the subgroup Q ′. Now, for any g ∈ G, define
q ′ ∈ Q ′ as above and n ′ := gq ′−1 ∈ N ′ (which is indeed in N ′ = Ker(π)
since π(q ′) = π(g)). This decomposition is unique, for if (n ′

1, q
′
1) and (n ′

2, q
′
2)

both satisfy g = n ′
1q

′
1 = n ′

2q
′
2 it follows that n ′−1

2 n ′
1 = q ′

2q
′−1
1 . But the left-

hand side is in N ′ and the right-hand side in Q ′, so that (197) implies that both
sides must equal e, hence n ′

1 = n ′
2 and q ′

1 = q ′
2.

The discussion in the previous paragraph gives rise to two alternative definitions
of semi-direct products:

Definition 34 (Second definition of semi-direct product). A group G is called the
semi-direct product of its subgroups N ′ and Q ′ if the set N ′Q ′ := {n ′q ′ : n ′ ∈
N ′ , q ′ ∈ Q ′} equals G, N ′ ∩Q ′ = {e}, and N ′ is normal in G.

Definition 35 (Third definition of semi-direct product). A group G is called the
semi-direct product of its subgroups N ′ and Q ′ if there is a projection homomor-
phism p : G → Q ′ with kernel N ′. (Projection meaning: p|Q ′ = idQ ′ and
p ◦ p = p.)

Composing σ with the map Adn ′ : G → G, g 7→ Adn ′(g) := n ′gn ′−1, where
n ′ ∈ N is some element from N ′, clearly gives another splitting homomorphism
σ ′ := Adn ′ ◦ σ satisfying π ◦ σ ′ = idQ since n ′ is in the kernel of π. Hence,
in general, neither σ nor Q ′ are unique. For example, the group E(3) of euclidean
motions is a semi-direct product of translations N = R3 with rotations Q = SO(3).
Any splitting embedding s : SO(3) → E(3) is characterised by the point o ∈ R3

(the “origin”) about which the elements of SO(3) rotate, i.e. which is fixed under
the action of all elements of SO(3). And any two SO(3) subgroups in E(3) differ
by a conjugation with the translation mapping the origin of the first into the origin
of the second rotation group.

Let us consider Definition 34. The multiplication of g1 = n ′
1q

′
1 with g2 = n ′

2q
′
2

is
g1g2 = n ′

1q
′
1 n

′
2q

′
2 = n ′

1 q
′
1n

′
2q

′−1
1 q ′

1q
′
2 =: n ′

3q
′
3 , (199a)

where

n ′
3 := n ′

1(q
′
1n

′
2q

′−1
1 ) = n ′

1Adq ′
1
(n ′

2) and q ′
3 = q ′

1q
′
2 (199b)

Note that n ′
3 ∈ N ′ since N ′ is normal and that, for any q ′ ∈ Q ′, Adq ′ |N ′ ∈

Aut(N ′). In fact, it is obvious that the map Q ′ → Aut(N ′), q ′ 7→ Adq ′ |N ′ is a
homomorphism. Identifying N ′ with N via the homomorphism i : N → G which
is an isomorphism onto its image N ′, and likewise and identifying Q with Q ′ via
the homomorphism σ : Q → G which is an isomorphism onto its image Q ′, we get
yet another definition of a semi-direct product that, like Definition 33 is in terms of
N and Q:
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Definition 36 (Fourth definition of semi-direct product). Let N and Q be groups.
Let further

α : Q → Aut(N) , q 7→ αq (200)

be a homomorphism. Hence αq = idN if q = eQ (neutral element in Q) and
αq1

◦αq2
= αq1q2

. Then the set G := N×Q is made into a group by defining the
multiplication through

(n1, q1)(n2, q2) =
(
n1αq1

(n2) , q1q2

)
, (201)

which is called the semi-direct product of N with Q relative to α and denoted by

G = N⋊α Q . (202)

We note the following more or less immediate consequences of this definition:

1. If eN and eQ denote the neutral elements of N and Q, respectively, the neu-
tral element of G is

eG = (eN , eQ) (203)

and the inverse element of (n, q) ∈ G is(
n, q

)−1
=
(
αq−1(n) , q−1

)
. (204)

2. It is immediate from (201) that the map

π : G → Q , (n, q) 7→ π(m,q) := q (205)

is a surjective homomorphism whereas the projection onto the first factor
G → N, (n, q) 7→ n fails to be a homomorphism unless α is trivial, that is,
αq = idN for all q ∈ Q and G = N×Q is a proper direct product of gtoups.

3. N and Q can be embedded into G via the injective homomorphisms

i : N → G ,n 7→ i(n) := (n, eQ) , (206a)

σ : Q → G ,q 7→ σ(n) := (eN, q) , (206b)

the images of which are

i(N) =: N ′ = {(n, eQ) : n ∈ N} ⊂ G , (207a)

σ(Q) =: Q ′ = {(eN, q) : q ∈ Q} ⊂ G . (207b)

Obviously N ′ = Ker(π) and π ◦ σ = idQ. Therefore, G defined in (202),
together with its subgroups defined in (207) and maps defined in (205) and
(206), are related by a short exact sequence (194), leading us back to Defini-
tion Definition 33
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4. From (201) have (h, eQ)(eH, q) = (h, q) and hence

H ′ ∩Q ′ = eG and H ′Q ′ = G , (208)

leading us back to Definition 34 Similarly for Definition 35, since the maps
π from (205) and σ from (206b) combine to p := σ◦π, which is the required
projection homomorphism G → Q ′.

5. Definition 36 shows that any possible homomorphism (200) from Q into
Aut(N) can be realised in a semi-direct product, in which the automorphisms
of N ′ (which are usually outer) then appear as restrictions of inner automor-
phism of G to its normal subgroup N ′, as in (199b):

q ′
1n

′
2q

′−1
1 = (eN, q1)(n2, eQ)(eN, q1)

−1

=
(
αq1

(n2), q1

)(
αq−1

1
(eN), q

−1
1

)
=
(
αq1

(n2), eQ
)
,

(209)

using (201), (204), and that αq(eN) = eN for all q ∈ Q.

Remark 37. Note that Definitions 33 and 36 use groups N and Q to construct a
new group G, whereas Definitions 34 and 35 consider G as given an characterise
it in terms of subgroups N ′ ⊂ G and Q ′ ⊂ G. Therefore, Definitions 33 and 36
are often said to define an outer and Definitions 34 and 35 an inner semi-direct
product.

D Affine structures

In this appendix we review the notion of affine spaces which underlies Minkowski
spacetime in Special Relativity and also Galilei-Newton spacetime. Most likely,
most of what is being said here will be known to the reader in one form or another,
though perhaps it is useful to recall the essential structural properties in a way
adapted to the language used in this paper.

In the main text we characterised Minkowski spacetime by the following 6-
tuple (M,V,+, η, oV , oT ), where (M,V,+) is a 4-dimensional real affine space,
η ∈ V∗ ⊗ V∗ is a symmetric, non-degenerate, bilinear form on V of signature
(−,+,+,+), oV denotes an overall orientation of V , and, finally, oT denotes a
time-orientation of (V, η). Similarly we characterised Galilei-Newton spacetime as
a 5-tuple (M,V,+, τ, h, oV), where τ ∈ V∗ is an oriented time-distance function
and h ∈ [Ker(τ)]∗ ⊗ [Ker(τ)]∗ is a Euclidean metric (symmetric positive definite
bilinear form) on Ker(τ). Note that Ker(τ) receives an orientation from oV and τ

(the latter defines a time-orientation). In this appendix we recall the meaning of
(M,V,+) and also explain the notion of affine automorphisms and affine bases.
There will be no need to restrict the dimension n which we keep general. Also, we
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could have easily generalised the underlying number field to C, but for definiteness
we stick with R. Hence we start with a general definition of the notion of a real
affine space.

D.1 Affine spaces

Definition 38. A real affine space of dimension n is a triple (M,V,ϕ), where M is
a set, V is an n-dimensional real vector space, and ϕ is a simply transitive action
of V – considered as abelian group – on M. Here “action” means that there is
a group-homomorphism from V into the group Bij(M) of bijections of M (with
group multiplication being given by composition of maps, denoted by ◦, and the
neutral element being the identity map). Hence there is a map

ϕ : V → Bij(M) , v 7→ ϕv , (210)

which for all v ′, v ∈ V obeys,

ϕv=0 = idV , (211a)

ϕv ′+v = ϕv ′ ◦ ϕv . (211b)

That this action is “simply transitive” means that for any ordered pair (m,m ′) of
points in M there exists a unique v ∈ V such that ϕv(m) = m ′. Note that ordinary
transitivity would be that without the uniqueness statement.

In passing we remark that for any group action on a set we generally have that
simple transitivity implies ordinary transitivity, as well as that the action is free.
The latter means that the homeomorphism (210) is injective, i.e. ϕv = idV ⇒
v = 0. Now, for abelian groups the converse holds: A free and transitive action
is necessarily simply transitive. Hence we could have required ϕ to be free and
transitive. We leave the simple proof of the equivalence to the reader.

Recall that group multiplication in V is vector addition “+”. Now, it is general
practice, although this may be confusing at first, to denote the action of V on M

by the very same symbol, i.e. to write m + v instead of ϕv(m), and hence to
eliminate all explicit reference to ϕ. For a given group action ϕ, this does not lead
to ambiguities since whether a “+” means group action on M or vector addition
in V is uniquely determined by whether the “+” stands between an element of M
and an element of V or between two elements of V , respectively. Equations (211)
then assumes the simple form

m+ 0 = m, (212a)

(m+ v) + v ′ = m+ (v+ v ′) . (212b)

Note that in (212b) both “+” on the left-hand side are group actions whereas the
first “+” on the right-hand side is a group acton and the second is vector addition.
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Since for any given two m,m ′ ∈ M there exists a unique v ∈ V so that m ′ =
m + v, we may write m ′ − m = v. Then, trivially, m ′ = m + (m ′ − m).
There are other “obvious” relations, like (m ′ − p) + (p − m) = m ′ − m or
m + (m ′ − p) = m ′ + (m − p), valid for all m ′,m, p in M. Likewise, one has
(m ′−m) = −(m−m ′), where here the two “−” on the right-hand side have two
different meanings: In the bracket it denotes the difference operation in M, in front
of the bracket scalar multiplication with (−1) ∈ R in V . Other obvious notational
simplifications apply, like m− v := m+ (−v).

As an alternative to Definition 38 above, affine spaces can be defined via the
difference map just introduced:

∆ : M×M → V , (m ′,m) 7→ ∆(m ′,m) = m ′ −m. (213)

Definition 39 (alternative to Definition 38). A real affine space of dimension n is
a triple (M,V,∆), where M is a set, V is an n-dimensional real vector space,
and ∆ : M ×M → V is a map that satisfies the following two conditions for any
o,m,m ′,m ′′ in V:

∆o : M → V , m 7→ ∆o(m) := ∆(m,o) is a bijection , (214a)

∆(m ′′,m ′) + ∆(m ′,m) = ∆(m ′′,m) . (214b)

That the existence of (M,V,ϕ) implies (M,V,∆) has been shown above. Con-
versely, given (M,V,∆) with ∆ satisfying the axioms above, we deduce a simply-
transitive action ϕ of V on M by setting ϕv(m) := ∆−1

m (v). Indeed, from (214b)
we get for m ′′ = m ′ = m that ∆(m,m) = 0, which is equivalent to ∆−1

m (0) = m

for all m, which in turn implies (211a). The second condition (211b) can be de-
duced as follows: (214b) is equivalent to ∆m ′(m ′′)+∆m(m

′) = ∆m(m
′′), which

in turn is equivalent to ∆−1
m

(
∆m ′(m ′′) + ∆m(m

′)
)

= m ′′ for all m ′′,m ′,m.
Setting ∆m ′(m ′′) =: v ′ and ∆m(m

′) =: v in order to replace in that equation
m ′′ and m ′ by v ′ and v, this is equivalent to ∆−1

m (v ′ + v) = ∆−1
m ′(v ′). Fi-

nally, setting m ′ = ∆−1
m (v) on the right-hand side, this is seen to be equivalent

to ϕv ′+v(m) = ϕv ′
(
ϕv(m)

)
for all m, v, v ′, and hence to (211b).

Summing up we can say that in an affine space we can add vectors to points
and take differenced of points according to the rules given above. However, points
cannot be added. To be sure, any point o ∈ M defines a bijection ϕo : M → V

via m 7→ ϕo(m) := (m − o). But the linear structure thereby pulled back to M,
which is given by m+m ′ := ϕ−1

o

(
ϕo(m)+ϕo(m

′)
)
= o+(m−o)+ (m ′−o),

depends on the choice of o. In fact, through an appropriate choice of o any point
p of M can be obtained as result of such an “addition” of m and m ′: just choose
o = m+ (m ′ − p) = m ′ + (m− p).
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D.2 Affine maps and groups

Definition 40. Let A = (M,V,ϕ) and A ′ = (M ′, V ′, ϕ ′) be two affine spaces.
An affine map from A to A ′ consists of a pair (F, f) of maps,

F : M → M ′ , f : V → V ′ linear , (215a)

such that
F ◦ ϕ = ϕ ′ ◦ (f× F) . (215b)

Here we explicitly displayed the action ϕ of V on M and likewise ϕ ′ of V ′ on
M ′, which we consider as maps ϕ : V × M → M, (v,m) 7→ ϕv(m), and
ϕ ′ : V ×M ′ → M ′, (v,m ′) 7→ ϕ ′

v(m
′), respectively. In our simplified notation,

in which both actions are written by a common (+)-sign, this reads

F(p+ v) = F(p) + f(v) , (215c)

for all p ∈ M and all v ∈ V .

Before we proceed we explicitly check that (215c) makes sense, i.e. leads to the
same result independent of how we represent a point p ∈ M as “sum” of a point
with a vector. So let p = p1 + v1 = p2 + v2; then F(p1 + v1) = F(p1) + f(v1) and
F(p2+v2) = F(p2)+f(v2). But F(p2) = F(p1+(p2−p1)) = F(p1)+f(p2−p1) =
F(p1) + f(v1 − v2) and linearity of f shows that indeed both sides are equal. Note
that condition (215c) says that once we know the map f and the value F(q) of
the map F for a single point q, we know the map F, i.e. F(p) for any p, namely
F
(
p = q+ (p− q)

)
= F(q) + f(p− q).

In view of the alternative definition of affine spaces in terms of the difference
map ∆, we could also have given a corresponding alternative definition of an affine
map:

Definition 41 (alternative to Definition 40). Let A = (M,V,∆) and A ′ = (M ′, V ′, ∆ ′)
be two affine spaces. An affine map from A to A ′ consists of a pair (F, f) of maps,

F : M → M ′ , f : V → V ′ linear , (216a)

such that
∆ ′ ◦ (F× F) = f ◦ ∆ . (216b)

In our simplified notation, in which the difference-map is written by a (−)-sign,
this reads

∆ ′(F(p) − F(q)
)
= f(p− q) , (216c)

for all q, p ∈ M.

Definition 42. An affine map between affine spaces is called an affine isomor-
phism iff the map F : M → M ′ is a bijection. This is equivalent so the requirement
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for f : V → V ′ to be a bijection (and hence a vector-space isomorphism). An affine
isomorhism of an affine space to itself is called an affine automorphism. The set of
affine automorphisms of an affine space A forms a group under composition which
is called the general affine group, denoted by GA(A).

In order to understand the group-theoretic structure of GA(A) we first need a
label-set that faithfully labels each of its elements. This can be obtained in the
following way: Choose a reference point o ∈ M and use it to label F by the pair
(v, f), where v ∈ V is defined by F(o) = o+ v, or o := F(o) − o. The action of F
on a general point p is then

F(p) = F
(
o+ (p− o)

)
= o+ v+ f(p− o) . (217)

Note that the argument of f is always the difference between the argument p and the
chosen base-point o, so that no f moves o. In this way we identify GL(V) with that
subgroup of GA(A) which stabilises o. We will see below how this identification
behaves under changes of o.

Suppose now that we have two affine automorphisms F1 and F2, which we label
by (v1, f1) and (v2, f2) as just explained, with reference to the same point o. The
action of the composition F1 ◦ F2 on a general point can then be calculated:

F1 ◦ F2(p) = F1
(
o+ v2 + f2(p− o)

)
= o+ v1 + f1(v2) + f1 ◦ f2(p− o) . (218)

Form that we infer the multiplication law for GA(A) in the chosen parametrisation

(v1, f1)(v2, f2) =
(
v1 + f1(v2) , f1f2

)
(219)

where composition of maps are now written by simple juxtaposition in order to
stress that it is group multiplication (in GA(A) and GL(V)). We infer that GA(A)
is isomorphic to the semi-direct product of the abelian group V with GL(V):

GA(A) ≃ V ⋊ GL(V) . (220)

The homomorphism α : GL(V) → Aut(V), whic we need in order to define a semi-
direct product, is just the identity if we use the isomorphism Aut(V) ≃ GL(V).

However, it is important to keep in mind that this isomorphism depends on the
chosen basepoint o. Had we chosen another one, say o ′ = o+w, then

F(p) = o+ v+ f(p− o)

= o ′ + v+ (o− o ′) + f
(
p− o ′ + (o ′ − o)

)
= o ′ + v+

[
−w+ f

(
p− o ′ +w

)]
= o ′ + v+

[
T−w ◦ f ◦ Tw

]
(p− o ′) ,

(221)

where Tw : V → V , v 7→ v+w denotes the translation-action of V onto itself. This
means that the same affine map F that with respect to the basepoint o is represented
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by the pair (v, f) will be represented with respect to o ′ = o + w by the pair
(v ′, f ′) where v ′ = v and f ′ = T−w ◦ f ◦ Tw. This is intuitively obvious, since
the representation (220) of GA(A) by the semi-direct product selects amongst all
subgroups GL(V) that one which fixes the selected base-point o. In changing o to
o ′ we also change the subgroup in GA(A) from the stabiliser subgroup of o to that
of o ′ = o +w. These two stabiliser subgroups are clearly related by conjugation
with a translation.

An invariant characterisation of of the affine group GA(A) in terms of V and
GL(V) would be so say that GA(A) is a “splitting downward extension of GL(V)
by V” or, equivalently, a “splitting upward extension of V by GL(V))” (compare
AppendixC), which in any case means that we have a splitting short exact sequence
with normal subgroup V (translations) and quotient group Q = GL(V):

{1} V GA(A) GL(V) {1} .
i

π

σo

(222)

The splitting homomorphism (embedding) σo : GL(V) → GA(A) depends on the
chosen base-point o ∈ M and is not natural (i.e. no one is distinguished). And two
different ones, say σo and σo ′ with o ′−o = w, result in different image-subgroups
in GA(A) which are conjugate by an element in the image of i (the embedding of
V into GA(A)):

σo+w

(
GL(V)

)
= iw ◦ σo

(
GL(V)

)
◦ i(−w) . (223)

This means that whereas it makes sense to speak of the translations, since they form
a normal subgroup, it does not make sense to speak of the subgroup of homoge-
neous transformations: GL(V) is a quotient- not a sub-group. It may be considered
as a subgroup, though not uniquely. There are as many different subgroups isomor-
phic to GL(V) in GA(A) as there are points in V . None of them is intrinsically
distinguished.

D.3 Affine bases and charts

Definition 43. Let A = (M,V,ϕ) be n affine space. An affine basis B of A is a
tuple B = (o, b), where o ∈ M and b := {e1, · · · , en} is a basis for V . We note
that the basis b of V uniquely determines a dual basis b∗ = {θ1, · · · , θn} of V∗,
the dual vector space to V . It satisfies θa(eb) = δab.

Remark 44. Note that an affine basis determines (n+1) points {o, o+e1, · · · , o+
en} which are not contained in any m-dimensional affine subspace with m < n.
Hence we may equivalently characterise an affine basis of an n-dimensional affine
space by (n+ 1) points {p0, p1, · · · , pn} ⊂ M which are independent in the sense
of not being contained in any m-dimensional affine subspace for m < n. It is then

59



obviously true that the differences ea := pa−p0 form a basis for V , independently
of which of the (n+ 1) points is selected as p0.

Definition 45. An affine chart is a bijection ϕB : M → Rn induced by an affine
basis B in the following way: the value of the a-th component in Rn of ϕB(p) is[

ϕB(p)
]a

:= θa(p− o) . (224a)

Its inverse is (summation convention)

ϕ−1
B (x1, · · · , xn) = o+ xaea . (224b)

Suppose now that we have two affine bases, B = (o, b) and B ′ = (o ′, b ′), with
b := {e1, · · · en} and b ′ := {e ′

1, · · · e ′
n}, and corresponding dual bases {θ1, · · · θn}

and {θ ′1, · · · θ ′n}, respectively. Then

o ′ = o+ a , e ′
b = Labea , θ ′a = [L−1]abθ

b . (225)

Definition 46. The transition function between the affine charts ϕB and ϕB ′ is the
bijection

ϕBB ′ := ϕB ◦ ϕ−1
B ′ : Rn → Rn . (226a)

Using (224) and (225), the a-th component in Rn of the transition function is given
by

ϕa
BB ′(x1, · · · , xn) = aa + Labx

b , (226b)

where aa := θa(a) is the a-th component of a in the basis {e1, · · · , en} of V .

If we write the coordinates of the point p in the chart B ′ by x ′a(p) and that in
the chart B by xa(p), (226b) reads

xa(p) = aa + Labx
′b(p) , (227)

To be distinguished from that relation between the coordinates of one and the same
point p in two different charts is the coordinate representation of an affine map in
a single chart B. Given an affine automorphism (F, f) of A = (M,V,ϕ) and an
affine basis B = (o, {e1, · · · , en}), such that F(o) = o + a and f(eb) = Labea,
then the coordinate representation of the affine map is

FB := ϕB ◦ F ◦ ϕ−1
B : Rn → Rn . (228a)

Using (224b), (215c), and (224a) this leads to

FaB(x
1, · · · , xn) = aa + Labx

b . (228b)

This has the same analytic form as (226b), but the meaning is clearly different. To
state it once more:
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Remark 47. Whereas (228b) relates the different coordinates of two different points
in M with respect to the same chart, (226b) relates the different coordinates of the
same point in two different charts. The former is sometimes called a passive and
the latter an active coordinate transformation.

Remark 48. Finally we point out that the existence of preferred charts endows
affine spaces with a differentiable and even analytic structure. A function f : M →
R is called differentiable/analytic, if fB := f ◦ ϕ−1

B : Rn → R is. This is inde-
pendent of what chart B we use, since obviously fB ′ = fB ◦ ϕBB ′ . As ϕBB ′ is,
according to (226b), an affine-linear map, hence in particular analytic, we infer
that fB ′ is smooth/analytic iff fB is.
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Gourgoulhon, Éric. 2013. Special Relativity in General Frames. Graduate Texts in
Physics Berlin: Springer Verlag.
url: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37276-6

Greub, Werner H. 1975. Linear Algebra. Vol. 23 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics
fourth ed. New York: Springer Verlag.
url: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-9446-4

Jacobson, Nathan. 1985. Basic Algebra I. second ed. New York: W.H. Freeman
and Co.

Koczan, Grzegorz Marcin. 2023. Relative binary and ternary 4D velocities in the
Special Relativity in terms of manifestly covariant Lorentz transformation. In
Scientific Legacy of Professor Zbigniew Oziewicz. Vol. 75 of Series on Knots
and Everything Singapore: World Scientific p. 169–206.
url: https://doi.org/10.1142/9789811271151_0009

Künzle, Hans-Peter. 1972. “Galilei and Lorentz structures on space-time: com-
parison of the corresponding geometry and physics.” Annales de l’Institut Henri
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