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Abstract

This paper investigates the construction of rational motions of a minimal
quaternionic degree that generate a prescribed plane trajectory (a “rational
torse”). Using the algebraic framework of dual quaternions, we formulate
the problem as a system of polynomial equations. We derive necessary and
sufficient conditions for the existence of such motions, establish a method to
compute solutions and characterize solutions of minimal degree. Our findings
reveal that a rational torse is realizable as a trajectory of a rational motion
if and only if its Gauss map is rational. Furthermore, we demonstrate that
the minimal degree of a motion polynomial is geometrically related to a drop
of degree of the Gauss and algebraically determined by the structure of the
torse’s associated plane polynomial and the real greatest common divisor
of its vector part. The developed theoretical framework has potential ap-
plications in robotics, computer-aided design, and computational kinematic,
offering a systematic approach to constructing rational motions of small al-
gebraic complexity.
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1. Introduction

It is common to design a rigid body motion by prescribing one of its point
trajectories [1–3]. But one can also imagine situations when the trajectory
of a plane is to be created by a motion. A single point trajectory curve does
not constrain at all the orientation along the curve while a plane trajectory
partially constrains position and orientation. Thus, there is an infinity of
motions along a certain point or plane trajectory and one can ask the question
of how to sensible use these degrees of freedom?

In this paper we consider rational rigid body motions of Euclidean three-
space with a prescribed rational plane trajectory (a rational torse). We
provide answers to the following questions:

• Under which conditions on the rational torse do such rigid body motions
exist?

• What is the minimal possible motion degree that can be achieved?

• Under which conditions is this minimal motion essentially unique?

Here, the notion of degree refers to the representation of rigid body motions
in the dual quaternion model of space kinematics (the “quaternion degree” in
the sense of [4]). It is different from the more common degree with respect to
the parametrization of SE(3) by homogeneous transformation matrices [4].
However, our notion of degree is arguably more relevant when it comes to the
construction of mechanisms to perform a prescribed motion [5, 6]. “Essential
uniqueness” means uniqueness in a geometric sense, up to coordinate changes
in the moving frame, that is, up to right multiplication with constant rigid
body displacements.

While point trajectories in kinematics have been investigated extensively,
much less in known for the trajectory of planes (and of lines). A standard
reference on theoretical kinematics features a short section on that topic [7,
Section VI.7]. The paper [8] studies rigid body transformations of points,
lines, and planes in a Clifford algebra setting and discusses examples from
computer vision and geometric constraint solving. An additional motivation
to study the kinematics of plane trajectories is the close relation between
torses and developable surface [9].

Our research questions are motivated by a similar investigation in [10] on
minimal degree motions with a prescribed point trajectory γ(t). The main
results of that paper are as follows:
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• The minimal degree motion to a rational curve is essentially unique in
all cases.

• In generic cases the minimal achievable motion degree equals the curve
degree and the minimal degree motion is the trivial curvilinear trans-
lation along the curve.

• If the curve is of circularity c > 0 (refer to [10] for a definition of that
concept) the minimal motion degree is deg γ(t) − c and the motion
itself is the superposition of a translation along the curve γ(t) with
some change of orientation.

The minimal degree motion was used in [6] for a construction of excep-
tionally simple Kempe linkages for rational curves. In similar spirit, we may
ask for linkages to produce a rational plane trajectory. This is an open ques-
tion and its solution will require properties of rational motions of minimal
degree with a given plane trajectory. Results of this article will show that
there are substantial differences to the curve case:

• Rational motions with prescribed rational torse exist if and only if the
torse has a rational Gauss image n. This is not always the case.

• Generically, the minimal achievable motion degree is half the torse
degree. It increases if there is a drop in the degree of the Gauss map n.

• The motion of minimal degree is essentially unique if and only if the
degree of the Gauss map does not drop.

In case of prescribed point trajectories the essential quantities to deter-
mine the minimal motion degree are the curve’s degree and its circularity
while in case of prescribed plane trajectories it is the torse’s degree and the
degree of its Gauss image.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows: Section 2 provides
the necessary mathematical background on the dual quaternion model of
space kinematics as well as on rational torses and rational motions. It also
formalizes the problem statement and reduces it to the discussion of solu-
tions of a system of equations over the ring of quaternion polynomials. In
Section 3 we extensively discuss this system of equations and provide results
on its solubility, uniqueness of solutions and solution degree. Our proof in
that section are mostly constructive and can be used to actually compute
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rational motion with a given rational plane trajectory. Our main results are
formulated and proved in Section 4.

2. Preliminaries

One of the most important applications of the skew field H of quater-
nions is a parametrization of the special orthogonal group SO(3). Here, we
describe this well-known construction, we extend it to an equally well-known
parametrization of SE(3) via dual quaternions, and we describe how to use it
for the transformation of planes. An extension of scalars from real numbers
R to rational functions R(t) then leads to a parametric version of this action
as well as to the description of rational motions via motion polynomials and
of rational torses via plane polynomials.

2.1. Quaternions and Spherical Kinematics
As usual, we write a quaternion q ∈ H as q = q0 + q1i + q2j + q3k with

q0, q1, q2, q3 ∈ R. The real number q0 is called the quaternion’s scalar part
while q⃗ := q1i + q2j + q3k is its vector part. Both scalar and vector part can
be written in terms of the conjugate quaternion q∗ := q0 − q1i − q2j − q3k:

q0 = 1
2(q + q∗), q⃗ = 1

2(q − q∗).

Quaternion conjugation satisfies the important rule (ab)∗ = b∗a∗ for any a,
b ∈ H. A quaternion with zero scalar part is called pure or vectorial. The
quaternion norm is the non-negative real number N(q) := qq∗ = q2

0 + q2
1 +

q2
2 + q2

3.1 It is multiplicative, ie. N(ab) = N(a)N(b) and it gives rise to the
inverse quaternion

q−1 = q∗

N(q) ,

provided q ̸= 0.
Identifying the point x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3 with the vectorial quaternion

x1i + x2j + x3k, we define an action of q ∈ H \ {0} on R3 as

x 7→ qxq−1 = qxq∗

N(q) . (1)

1The name “norm” is common for quaternion algebras but diverges from the usual
concept of a “norm” in linear algebra where N(q) would rather be referred to as “squared
norm.”
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It is the rotation with axis q⃗ and rotation angle φ given by

tan φ

2 =

√
q⃗q⃗ ∗

q0
.

Importantly, composition of rotations of the shape (1) corresponds to multi-
plication of quaternions. In other words, the map that sends the quaternion
q to the rotation (1) is a homomorphism between the multiplicative group
of quaternions and SO(3). Since precisely the non-zero real multiples of q
describe the same rotation, this homomorphism provides an isomorphism
between SE(3) and the factor group H×/R×, where H× and R× denote the
quaternionic and the real multiplicative groups, respectively.

2.2. Dual Quaternions and Space Kinematics
With the aim of also incorporating translations into this multiplicative ac-

tion, we consider dual quaternions DH. They are obtained from quaternions
by extensions of scalars from real numbers R to dual numbers D := R[ε]/⟨ε2⟩.
A dual number is given as a+εb where a and b are real; multiplication is deter-
mined by the rule that ε squares to zero, i.e., (a+bε)(c+dε) = ac+(ad+bc)ε.

A dual quaternion h ∈ DH can be written as h = p + εd where primal
part p and dual part d are both quaternions. We will use its vector part
d⃗ = p⃗ + εd⃗, its conjugate h∗ = p∗ + εd∗, and its ε-conjugate hε := p − εd. The
dual quaternion norm

N(h) := hh∗ = pp∗ + ε(pd∗ + dp∗)

is no longer a real but a dual number as both, pp∗ and pd∗ + dp∗, are real.
With p = p0 + p1i + p1j + p1k and d = d0 + d1i + d1j + d1k the vanishing of
the dual part can be expressed explicitly as

pd∗ + dp∗ = p0d0 + p1d1 + p2d2 + p3d3 = 0. (2)

Equation (2) is commonly referred to as the Study condition. Now denote
by DH× the multiplicative group

DH× := {h = p + εd ∈ DH | hh∗ ∈ R×}.

It consists of dual quaternions h of non-zero real norm whose inverse is given
by

h−1 = h∗

N(h) .
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Similar to the isomorphism H×/R× → SO(3), there is an isomorphism
DH×/R× → SE(3) but its construction requires a slightly different embed-
ding of points. Identify x = (x1, x2, x3) with the dual quaternion 1 + ε(x1i +
x2j + x3k) = 1 + εx⃗ and define the action of h = p + εd ∈ DH× as

x 7→ hεxh−1 = hεxh∗

N(h) = pd∗ − dp∗ + εpx⃗p∗

N(p) . (3)

The shape of Equation (3) clearly shows that it is the composition of a
rotation, described by p, and a translation, encoded by both p and d.

In this article we prefer a homogeneous formulation of the thus pro-
vided isomorphism between DH×/R× and SE(3). Describing points by ho-
mogeneous coordinate vectors [x0, x1, x2, x3] and identifying them with x =
x0 + ε(x1i + x2j + x3k) ∈ DH, the action (3) simply becomes

x 7→ hεxh∗. (4)

It is preferable in the context of rational kinematics as it avoids the square
roots when normalizing h.

The action (4) on points implicitly defines an action on planes. In order to
describe it explicitly, we embed the plane with equation u0+u1x+u2y+u3z =
0 into the dual quaternions as u = u1i + u2j + u3k + εu0 = u⃗ + εu0. Then,
the dual quaternion h = p + εd ∈ DH× acts on this plane according to

u = u⃗ + εu0 7→ hεuh∗ = pu⃗p∗ + ε(pd∗ − dp∗) (5)

[8]. This action is well-defined as pu⃗p∗ is indeed vectorial and pd∗ − dp∗ is a
scalar.

2.3. Rational Curves, Torses, and Motions
Central concepts of this article are rational torses (rational curves in pro-

jective dual space) and rational motions. We may define them by yet another
extension of scalars, considering dual quaternions not just over the real num-
bers R but over the field R(t) of rational functions in one indeterminate t that
will also attain the role of a parameter for the parametric torse or motion.
The indeterminate t commutes with all dual quaternions and is unaffected
by conjugation.

Now, we define formally:
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Definition 1. Rational curves, rational torses, and rational motions are
points in the projective space over the vector space DH of dual quaternions
with base field R(t), subject to the following conditions:

• A rational curve [γ] has vanishing primal vector part and dual scalar
part, that is γ = γ0 + ε(γ1i + γ2j + γ3k).

• A rational torse [u] has vanishing primal scalar part and dual vector
part, that is u = u1i + u2j + u3k + εu0.

• For a rational motion [C], the Study condition (2) is satisfied and the
primal part is not zero, that is, C = P + εD where P ̸= 0 and PD∗ +
DP ∗ = 0.

We use square brackets around γ, u, and C to denote points of the respec-
tive projective spaces that these entities lie in. It is clear from Definition 1
that rational curves, torses and motions can be represented not just by ra-
tional functions but also by polynomials in the indeterminate t and with
coefficients from DH. This is what we will usually do. If [C] is a polynomial
representation of a rational motion, we call C a motion polynomial, cf. [11].
If [u] is a polynomial representation of a rational torse, we call u a plane
polynomial. The extensions of the actions (3) and (5) from dual quaternions
to motion polynomials provides polynomial descriptions for rational curves
and torses, respectively. Note that we also constant points, plans, and rigid
body displacements are to be considered as points of the respective projective
spaces.

An important tool in some of our proofs is polynomial division in the al-
gebra of quaternion polynomials. Quaternionic polynomial division works
similar to the division of real or complex polynomials but, due to non-
commutativity, comes in a left and in a right version:

Proposition 1. Given polynomials F , G ∈ DH[t] with the leading coefficient
of G being invertible, there exist unique polynomials Qℓ, Qr, Rℓ, Rr (left/right
quotients and remainders) such that deg Rℓ < deg G, deg Rr < deg G, and
F = QℓG + Rℓ = QrG + Rr. If the divisor G is real, left- and right-division
produce the same quotients and remainders.

Proposition 1 is well-known, also in the context of more general rings.
A proof for quaternionic polynomials is given in [12, Proposition 4]. Its
extension to dual quaternion polynomials is straightforward and the only
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essential additional requirement is that the divisor’s leading coefficient is
invertible [13]. More information on quaternionic polynomials in general can
be found at diverse places, for example, [14].

2.4. Problem Statement and Simplifications
Given a rational torse [u] = [u⃗ + εu0] = [u1i + u2j + u3k + εu0], we are

looking for a rational motion [C] = [P + εD] and a constant plane [w] (the
“moving plane”) such that [u] = [CεwC∗] holds. For any plane [w] there
exists a suitable rigid body displacement a such that aεva∗ = k. The dual
quaternion a may be absorbed in [C] (replace C by Ca) so that we can
assume without loss of generality that the moving plane is [k]. We thus will
study the equation

[u] = [CεkC∗]. (6)
The rational torse [u] is given, the rational motion [C] is sought. As we shall
see (Theorem 1), solutions to (6) exist if and only if a natural assumption
on [u], rationality of its Gauss map, is satisfied. If a solution exists, it is not
unique: We can always multiply [C] from the right with a rational motion
[E] that fixes the plane [k]. The motion [E] is then a planar motion, that is,
a motion in SE(2), that necessarily is of the shape E = e0 +e3k+ε(e5i+e6j).
Indeed, EεkE∗ = (e2

0+e2
3)k whence [EεkE∗] = [k]. Given the non-uniqueness

of solutions to Equation (6), it is natural to search for “simple” solutions and
it is equally natural to define simplicity in terms of the motion degree:

Definition 2. The degree of a rational curve, torse, or motion is the minimal
degree of a polynomial that represents the respective curve, torse, or motion.

Note that Definition 2 refers to the dual quaternion model we use. It
does not really matter when talking about curves and torses but our notion
of motion degree differs from the more common degree of rational motions
that are given in terms of homogeneous transformation matrices, cf. [4, 10]
for more information on that subject.
Example 1. The rational torse

[u] =
[

t+1
t

i + 1
t−1j + 2(t+1)

t−1 k + t+1
t(t−1)ε

]
is of degree two because of

[u] =
[

1
t(t−1)((t + 1)(t − 1)i + tj + 2t(t + 1)k + (t + 1)ε)

]
= [(t + 1)(t − 1)i + tj + 2t(t + 1)k + (t + 1)ε].
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Call a polynomial in w = w0 +w1i+w2j+w3k+ε(w4 +w5i+w6j+w7k) ∈
DH[t] reduced if it has no real polynomial factor of positive degree. This can
be expressed using the gcd of real polynomials. For w ∈ DH[t], define its
real greatest common divisor as realgcd(w) := gcd(w0, w1, . . . , w7). Now, w
is reduced if and only if realgcd(w) = 1. The degree of a rational curve,
torse, or motion [x] equals deg x if and only if x is reduced.

The motion polynomial C ∈ DH[t] solves (6) if and only if there exists a
polynomial h ∈ R[t] such that

CεkC∗ = hu. (7)

It is this polynomial version of (6) that we will mostly study in the remainder
of this article, most notably in Section 3.

Since real polynomial factors of u can be absorbed into h, it seems rea-
sonable to assume that u = u1i + u2j + u3k + εu0 is a reduced polynomial.
However, we will not generally do this and instead rely on the more subtle
notion of saturated or minimally saturated plane polynomials (cf. Defini-
tion 4 below). A general technical assumption that we would like to make
is

deg u0 = deg u1 = deg u2 = deg u3.

Should this not be fulfilled, we can apply a suitable re-parametrization of the
shape

t 7→ αt+β
γt+δ

with some α, β, γ, δ ∈ R such that αδ − βγ ̸= 0 and multiply away de-
nominators. An alternative would be the use of homogeneous polynomials
throughout this text. We don’t do this because of the overhead in notation
and also existing literature on motion polynomials avoids this.

3. A System of Equations for Quaternionic Polynomials

Given a plane polynomial u = u⃗ + εu0 ∈ DH[t] this section presents
a thorough discussion of solutions to Equation (7) for a real polynomial
h ∈ R[t] and a motion polynomial C ∈ DH[t]. Typically we assume that h
is given and satisfies some specific properties and we try to show existence
or non-existence of a suitable C. Equation (7) is obviously related to the
computation of rational motions with a prescribed plane trajectory.
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3.1. The Primal Part
To begin with, we study the primal part of Equation (7) in the special

case h = 1:
PkP ∗ = u⃗. (8)

Taking norms on both sides of (8) gives

N(P )2 = N(u⃗).

Since u⃗ and u have the same norm, it is necessary for solubility of (8) that
the norm of u is a square. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 3. The plane polynomial u = u⃗+εu0 ∈ DH[t] is called kinematic
if its norm is a square in R[t].

We continue with two lemmas that study the possibilities to create a real
polynomial g by complex polynomial conjugation of the fixed quaternion k
and to create a vectorial polynomial u⃗ by quaternionic polynomial conjuga-
tion of k. Both are important technical ingredients in subsequent proofs and
constructions but not really new. Consequently, a large part of our “proofs”
will consist of pointers to literature.

In what follows, we embed the complex number field C into H as sub-
algebra generated by 1 and k.

Lemma 1. Given a monic polynomial g ∈ R[t] there exists a polynomial
G ∈ C[t] such that GkG∗ = ℓgk where ℓ ∈ R[t]. If

g =
m∏

i=1
(t − ti)µi

n∏
i=1

(t − ai − bik)(t − ai + bik)

with pairwise different real values t1, t2, . . . , tm, positive integers µi, and
not necessarily different complex numbers a1 + b1i, a2 + b2i, . . . , an + bni is
the factorization of g over C, then suitable polynomials G and ℓ of minimal
degrees are

G =
m∏

i=1
(t − ti)⌈µi/2⌉

n∏
i=1

(t − ai − bik), ℓ =
m∏

i=1
(t − ti)µi−⌈µi/2⌉ (9)

The polynomial ℓ of minimal degree is unique, the polynomial G is unique up
to the conjugation of factors.
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We omit the simple technical proof of Lemma 1 but illustrate it at hand
of an example:
Example 2. Consider the polynomial g = t2(t−1)3(t2 +1). The Equation (9)
suggests G = t(t − 1)2(t − k). Indeed,

GkG∗ = t(t − 1)2(t − k)kt(t − 1)2(t + k) = t2(t − 1)4(t2 + 1)k = ℓgk.

where ℓ = t − 1. Alternatively, we could have used G = t2(t − 1)(t + k) and
the same ℓ.

The gist of Lemma 1 is that irreducible real quadratic factors and linear
real factors with even multiplicity can appear in products of the form GkG∗

with G ∈ C[t].

Lemma 2. Given a vectorial polynomial u⃗ ∈ H[t], set g := realgcd(u⃗) and
v⃗ := u⃗/g. By Lemma 1 there exist ℓ ∈ R[t] and G ∈ C[t], both of minimal,
such that GkG∗ = ℓgk. If v⃗ is kinematic, there exists a polynomial Q ∈ H[t]
such that with P := QG we have PkP ∗ = ℓu⃗. The polynomial Q is unique
up to right multiplication with a complex number of unit norm and has no
real polynomial factors.

Proof. Because of realgcd(v⃗) = 1, [15, Theorem 4.2] or [16, Lemma 2.3] imply
existence of Q ∈ H[t] such that v⃗ = QkQ∗. With P = QG we then clearly
have

PkP ∗ = (QG)k(QG)∗ = Q(GkG∗)Q∗ = ℓgQkQ∗ = ℓgv⃗ = ℓu⃗.

Uniqueness of Q up to right multiplication with unit complex numbers is a
special case of the uniqueness statement in [10, Theorem 2]. Finally, real
polynomial factors of Q are not possible because they would also be factors
of v⃗ which contradicts realgcd(v⃗) = 1.

Remark 1. The statement of Lemma 2 is well-known in the context of curves
with a Pythagorean hodograph [17]. The proofs of [15, Theorem 4.2] and
of [16, Lemma 2.3] are both constructive and allow to actually compute
the polynomial Q ∈ H[t]. In this article we never actually perform this
computation and just rely on the fact that a suitable quaternionic polynomial
Q exists.
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Lemmas 1 and 2 indicate that not all real polynomial factors can appear
on the right-hand side of (8). In fact, conjugation of k with a polynomial
P ∈ H can only produce vectorial quaternionic polynomials whose real gcd
factors over R into a product of quadratic irreducible polynomials and linear
polynomials of even multiplicity. Hence, there should be some restriction on
the vector part u⃗ of u. This leads us to define:

Definition 4. We call the plane polynomial u = u⃗+εu0 ∈ DH[t] saturated if
all real zeros of realgcd(u⃗) are of even multiplicity. We say that u is minimally
saturated, if there is no polynomial f ∈ R[t] of positive degree, such that u/f
is a saturated polynomial. If u is not saturated, there is a unique monic
polynomial ℓ ∈ R[t] of minimal degree, the saturating factor of u, such that
uℓ is saturated.

Example 3. Consider the polynomial g = t2(t−1)3(t2 +1) of Example 2. The
plane polynomial u = gti + g(t − 1)j + g(t − 2)k + εt8 is not saturated as
realgcd(u⃗) = g has a real linear factor of odd degree. The saturating factor
is ℓ = t − 1.

Proposition 2. Equation (8) has a solution for P ∈ H[t] if and only if u⃗ is
the vector part of a kinematic and saturated plane polynomial u.

Proof. We already argued that u being kinematic is a necessary condition
for solutions to exist. The plane polynomial u also needs to be saturated:
Set g := realgcd(u⃗) and consider a real polynomial factor f of g of degree at
most two. By the AB-Lemma, cf. [18, Proposition 2.1] or [19, Lemma 2],
there are two possibilities:

1. The polynomial f is a factor of Pk or of P ∗. But then f is a factor of
both, Pk and P ∗, and appears with quadratic multiplicity in g.

2. There is a polynomial F ∈ H[t] such that F is a right factor of Pk, F ∗

is a left factor of P ∗, and f = N(F ). Because N(F ) is non-negative all
zeros of f are complex or of even multiplicity.

Both cases lead to u being saturated.
Conversely, if u is kinematic and saturated, Lemma 2 provides a solution

polynomial P ∈ H[t] with ℓ = 1.

3.2. The Dual Part
We continue our study of Equation (7) for a given plane polynomial u =

u⃗ + εu0. Denote the yet undetermined motion polynomial by C = P + εD.
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Equation 7 is equivalent to the following system of equations for quaternionic
polynomials:

PkP ∗ = hu⃗, (10)
PkD∗ − DkP ∗ = hu0, (11)

PD∗ + DP ∗ = 0. (12)

The Equation (12) encodes the Study condition and guarantees that C is a
motion polynomial. In Section 3.1 we discussed how to solve Equation (10)
for the primal part P under the condition deg h = 0. The extension to the
case deg h ≥ 1 via Lemma 1 is straightforward. Thus, we will mostly focus
on Equations (11) and (12) for given P , u0, and h. It is a system of linear
equations to be solved for D over the ring H[t]. Comparing coefficients of
t on both sides of (11) and (12) results in a system of linear equations for
the undetermined real quaternionic coefficients of D which can readily be
solved in concrete examples. It is, however, difficult to make statements
about existence of solutions for given h or minimality of the solution degree
or to understand the structure of solution. Therefore, we do not convert (11)
and (12) into a system of linear equations over R but instead exploit the rich
algebraic environment provided by the polynomial rings H[t] and R[t]. Our
aim is a characterization of solubility and of solutions of minimal degree.

We continue with a lemma on existence of solutions. By the end of this
section it will turn out that the solutions described in this lemma are of
minimal degree.
Lemma 3. Given a reduced kinematic plane polynomial w with minimal
saturating factor ℓ, the system of equations (10)–(12) with u := ℓw and h :=
realgcd(u⃗/ℓ2) = realgcd(w⃗)/ℓ has a solution of degree 1

2(deg u + deg h).
Proof. With v⃗ := w⃗/(hℓ), Lemma 2 ensures existence of Q ∈ H[t] such that
QkQ∗ = v⃗. Moreover, Q has no real polynomial factor of positive degree.
The primal part P of C necessarily equals P = Qhℓ and, indeed, we have

PkP ∗ = (Qhℓ)k(Qhℓ)∗ = h2ℓ2QkQ∗ = h2ℓ2v⃗ = hℓw⃗ = hu⃗.

The degree of P equals deg P = 1
2(deg u + deg h). Now we need to show

existence of D = d0 + d1i + d2j + d3k ∈ H[t] with deg D ≤ deg P that solves
(11) and (12). Substituting P = Qhℓ yields

QkD∗ − DkQ∗ = u0,

QD∗ + DQ∗ = 0.
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Writing Q = q0 + q1i + q2j + q3k and v⃗ = v1i + v2j + v3k, we have

v1 = 2(q0q2 + q1q3), v2 = 2(−q0q1 + q2q3), v3 = q2
0 − q2

1 − q2
2 + q2

3. (13)

We now assume q2
0 + q2

3 ̸= 0. This is no loss of generality because a suitable
change of coordinates in the fixed frame (ie., a suitable multiplication of Q
with a generic quaternion from the left) can ensure this. A straightforward
computation provides the solution

d0 = v2d1 − v1d2 − q3u0

2(q2
0 + q2

3) , d3 = −v1d1 + v2d2 − q0u0

2(q2
0 + q2

3) (14)

over the field R(t) of rational functions. All solutions over R(t) are of the
shape (14) but they are not unique because d1 and d2 can be chosen freely.
Our task is to determine polynomials d1 and d2 such that (14) is polynomial
as well. This is the case if and only if d1 and d2 solve the system of linear
equations

v2d1 − v1d2 = q3u0,

v1d1 + v2d2 = q0u0
(15)

over the polynomial ring R := R[t]/(q2
0 + q2

3). One solution to (15) is

d1 = −1
2u0v

−1
3 q2, d2 = 1

2u0v
−1
3 q1 (16)

provided that the inverse of v3 in the ring R exists. Indeed, this can be
assumed without loss of generality: The inverse v−1

3 exists if and only if
gcd(v3, q2

0 + q2
3) = 1. By (13), this is the case if and only if gcd(q2

1 + q2
2, q2

0 +
q2

3) = 1. Since Q is reduced this is a coordinate-dependent condition and,
once more, can be removed by a suitable change of coordinates in the fixed
frame.

The solution obtained from (16) is of degree at most deg(q2
0 + q2

3) − 1 =
deg u − deg h − 2 deg ℓ − 1. For large degree of u and small degrees of h and
ℓ, this violates the condition deg D ≤ deg P = 1

2(deg u + deg h). Thus, some
additional work is needed.

Observe that
d1 = q3, d2 = −q0

is a solution of the homogeneous system corresponding to (15). Therefore,
more solutions to (15) can be written as

d1 = −1
2u0v

−1
3 q2 + λq3, d2 = +1

2u0v
−1
3 q1 − λq0

14



for arbitrary λ ∈ R. By Lemma 4 below, with p = q2
0 + q3

3, x = d1, y = d2,
a = q3 and b = −q0, there exists λ ∈ R such that the desired degree bound
can be achieved. We still need to argue that the conditions to apply Lemma 4
are met. These are

q3 ̸= −q0, gcd(q3, q2
0 + q2

3) = 1, gcd(q0, q2
0 + q2

3) = 1. (17)

Since Q is reduced, we can repeat an already used argument and say that a
proper choice of coordinates in the fixed frame will guarantee (17).

Lemma 4. Given n ∈ N and p ∈ R[t] with deg p = 2n, denote by R =
R[t]/(p) the ring of polynomials in R[t] modulo p. For any a, b, x, y ∈ R
with deg a ≤ n, deg b ≤ n, a ̸= b, gcd(a, p) = gcd(b, p) = 1 there exists λ ∈ R
such that

deg(x + λa) ≤ n and deg(y + λb) ≤ n.

Proof. We identify R with the vector space R2n. For any z, c ∈ R, the map
Fz,c : R2n → R2n, λ 7→ z + λc is affine. If gcd(p, c) = 1, we have

kern(F0,c) = {λ ∈ R2n | λc = 0} = {0}.

Thus, F0,a, F0,b, Fx,a, and Fy,b are all bijections.
Denote by U ⊂ R2n the subspace of polynomials of degree at most n. It

is of dimension n + 1. We have to show that F −1
x,a(U) ∩ F −1

y,b (U) is not empty.
Consider the linear subspaces F −1

0,a (U) and F −1
0,b (U). Both are of dimension

n + 1 and we claim that they are not identical. Indeed, the linear maps
U → F −1

0,a (U), and U → F −1
0,b (U) are given by u 7→ ua−1, u 7→ ub−1 where

a−1, b−1 are the respective inverse elements in R. Thus, F −1
0,a (U) and F −1

0,b (U)
are identical if and only if for all u ∈ U we have ua−1 = ub−1. Since U
contains invertible elements, this implies a−1 = b−1 and consequently a = b.
This is excluded by assumption and F −1

x,a(U) ∩ F −1
yb (U) is not empty. Any

polynomial λ from this intersection solves our problem.

Remark 2. The construction in the proof of Lemma 4 leaves two degrees of
freedom in the choice of λ as two vector subspaces of dimension n + 1 in
R2n intersect in a subspace of dimension at least two. In fact, they intersect
precisely in a subspace of this dimension since ua−1 = ub−1 implies u = 0
unless a−1 = b−1. Thus, there are also two free parameters in the choice of
the polynomials d1 and d2 in the proof of Lemma 3. This can also be seen as
follows: Given a solution C = P + εD, we can right-multiply it with a dual

15



quaternion of the shape e := 1 + ε(e5i + e6j) ∈ DH. Because of eεke∗ = k, C
and Ce are both solutions of the same degree.

Note however, that the construction of Lemma 4 produces polynomials
d1, d2 such that deg D ≤ deg Q while Equation (14) only demands the degree
bound deg v⃗ + deg D ≤ deg u + deg Q. This allows to replace U in the proof
of Lemma 4 by the subspace of polynomials of degree at most n + 2 deg ℓh
and accounts for a total of 2 + 2 deg ℓh free parameters in the selection of λ.
This observation will be important when we discuss uniqueness of solutions.
Example 4. We consider the plane polynomial u = u⃗ + εu0 = u1i + u2j +
u3k + εu0 = h(v1i + v2j + v3k) + εu0 where

u0 = 2t2 − 14t + 20, v1 = 2(t2 − 3t + 1), v2 = −2(t2 − 2t + 2),
v3 = −(t2 + 2t − 4), and h = t2 − 6t + 10.

The plane polynomial is kinematic, reduced, and saturated, hence ℓ = 1.
The vector part of u has the non-trivial realgcd(u⃗) = h. Using the method
of [16, Lemma 2.3] we solve

QkQ∗ = v1i + v2i + v3k

for Q and obtain
Q = 1 + ti + (1 − t)j + (t − 2)k.

This gives us the primal part

P := Qh = (t2 − 6t + 10)(1 + ti + (1 − t)j + (t − 2)k).

Indeed, we have PkP ∗ = h2QkQ∗ = hu⃗.
In order to find the dual part D of the sought motion polynomial C =

P + εD, we compute the inverse of v3 in the ring R = R[t]/(q2
0 + q2

3) by
the extended Euclidean algorithm. It is v−1

3 = 2
15t − 1

3 . Now we use (16) to
compute one solution for d1 and d2 in R:

d1 = 8
15t − 2

3 , d2 = 3
5t − 1

3 .

Since the degree of d1 and d2 is already low enough, we do not need to reduce
it further by adding suitable multiples of q3 and −q0, respectively (Lemma 4).
Using Equation (14) we find

d0 = −32
15t + 13

3 , d3 = 1
15t + 2.
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This gives the solution polynomial

C = (i − j + k)t3 + (−6i + 7j − 8k + 1)t2

− (6 − 10i + 16j − 22k + 1
15ε(32 − 8i − 9j − 1k))t

+ 10 + 10j − 20k + 1
3ε(13 − 2i − 1j + 6k). (18)

Further solutions can be constructed from (18) by multiplying C = P + εD
from the right with a polynomial of the shape E = 1 + ε(e5i + e6j). If E is of
degree at most two, this will not increase the degree of C. As predicted by
Remark 2, there are six degrees of freedom, the real coefficients e5 and e6.

The motion [C] with C given by (18) will be visualized later in Figure 1.

Lemma 5. Given a saturated kinematic plane polynomial u ∈ DH[t], the
system of equations (10)–(12) has no solution if h is a proper factor of
realgcd(u⃗).

Proof. Since otherwise no solutions exist, we can assume that all real linear
factors of h are of even multiplicity. We set g := realgcd(u⃗) and k := g/h. By
assumption k is a polynomial of positive degree and all its real linear factors
are of even multiplicity. By Lemma 1, there exist polynomials H, K ∈ C[t]
such that h = HH∗ and k = KK∗. We also set G := KH.

In order to find a motion polynomial solution to Equations (10)–(12), we
follow the steps of Lemma 3. The primal part is necessarily of the shape P =
QGH∗ = QKHH∗ = QKh with Q ∈ H[t] and gcd(QQ∗, realgcd(u⃗)) = 1. In
particular, Q is free of real polynomial factors of positive degree. Plugging
this into Equations (11) and (12) yields

(QK)kD∗ − Dk(QK)∗ − u0 = 0,

(QK)D∗ + D(QK)∗ = 0.

With v⃗ := (QK)k(QK)∗ = kQkQ∗ = k(v1i + v2j + v3k) and Q = q0 + q1i +
q2j + q3k the system of equations (15) becomes

k(v2d1 − v1d2) = q3u0,

k(v1d1 + v2d2) = q0u0.
(19)

It is to be solved over R = R[t]/(q2
0 + q2

3). Since Q has no polynomial
factors of positive degree, we can assume without loss of generality that
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gcd(q0, q2
0 + q2

3) = gcd(q3, q2
0 + q2

3) = 1 by left-multiplication with a generic
quaternion. If this quaternion is selected to be of unit norm, then u0 will not
change and we can also assume gcd(u0, q2

0 + q2
3) = 1. Hence, the right-hand

sides of (19) are invertible in R.
By definition of Q and v, the relations (13) are to be replaced by

kv1 = 2(q0q2 + q1q3), kv2 = 2(−q0q1 + q2q3), kv3 = q2
0 − q2

1 − q2
2 + q2

3.

But then

q2(q2
0 + q2

3) = q2q
2
0 + q0q1q3 − q0q1q3 + q2q

2
3

= (q0q2 + q1q3)q0 + (−q0q1 + q2q3)q3 = 1
2k(v1q0 + v2q3).

Assuming once more without loss of generality that gcd(k, q2) = 1 we infer
that k divides q2

0 + q2
3 as well as the left-hand sides of (19). Since deg k ≥ 1,

this means that the left-hand sides are not invertible in R. Thus, there exists
no solution of (19) and, consequently, no solution to equations (10)–(12)
either.

Lemma 6. If the system of equations (10)–(12) has a solution and f is a
quadratic R-irreducible factor of h/ gcd(realgcd(u⃗), h) whose multiplicity as
factor of h is one, then there exists a solution to (10)–(12) with h replaced
by h/f .

Proof. We denote the solution to (10)–(12) by P and D and set C := P +εD.
The idea of our proof is to show existence a motion polynomial E that is a
right factor of C, ie. C = C̃E, and satisfies EεkE∗ = fk. Then, because of

C̃εkC̃∗ = 1
f
(C̃E)εk(C̃E)∗ = 1

f
CεkC∗ = h

f
u,

the primal and dual parts of C̃ provide the claimed solution.
There exist F = f0 + f3k ∈ C[t] \ R[t] and Q ∈ H[t] such that P = QF

and FF ∗ = f . Moreover, f is not a factor of Q by assumption. Therefore,
[11, Lemma 2 and Lemma 3] implies existence of a linear motion polynomial
E = F + εK that is a right factor of C = P + εD, ie. C = C̃E for some
motion polynomial C̃, such that EE∗ = f . This later condition implies that
E is of the shape E = f0 + f3k + ε(e5i + e6j) with real polynomials e5, e6.
Hence, EεkE∗ = (f 2

0 + f 2
3 )k = fk. Finally, the norm polynomials of C and

E are both real. Because the norm is multiplicative, the same is true for
N(C̃) and C̃ is a motion polynomial.
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Example 5. Lets study again the plane polynomial u of Example 4. The
motion polynomial

Ĉ = (i − j + k − ε(2 − i − j))t4 + (2 − 5i + 8j − 8k + ε(13 − 8i − 8j + k))t3

− (14 − 3i + 22j − 21k + 1
15ε(437 − 383i − 324j + 104k))t2

+ (32 + 16i + 20j − 14k + 1
15ε(306 − 589i − 207j + 302k))t

− 20 − 10i − 10k − 1
3ε(24 − 91i + 32j + 43k) (20)

satisfies the equality ĈεkĈ∗ = hu where h = (t2 + 1)g and g = realgcd(u⃗).
Thus, Lemma 6 suggests that there is a linear polynomial E = t−k+ε(e5i+
e6j) or E = t + k + ε(e5i + e6j) in DH[t] that is a right factor of C. Indeed,
with

E = t − k + ε((i − j)t + i + j)

we have Ĉ = CE where C is the motion polynomial of Equation (18).
The motion [Ĉ] with Ĉ given by (20) will be visualized later in Figure 1.

Lemma 7. If the system of equations (10)–(12) has a solution and there
exists a linear or quadratic R-irreducible real polynomial f such that f 2 ∈ R[t]
is a factor of h/ gcd(realgcd(u⃗), h), then there exists m ∈ N, m ≥ 1 and a
solution to (10)–(12) with h replaced by h/f 2m.

Proof. Denote the solution to (10)–(12) by C = P + εD. The primal part
is of the shape P = Qfm for some positive integer m and Q ∈ H[t] with
gcd(f, realgcd(Q)) = 1.

We claim existence of a motion polynomial E = fm + εF ∈ DH[t] that is
a right factor of C and satisfies

(fm − εF )k(fm + εF ∗) = f 2mk. (21)

As already argued at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 6, this would
imply the lemma’s statement.

Using polynomial division, we find D′, R ∈ DH[t] such that D = D′fm +
R. Lets set q := QQ∗ and F̃ := Q∗Rq−1 where q−1 is the inverse of q in
the polynomial ring R[t]/(fm). It exists because of gcd(f, realgcd(Q)) = 1.
In addition, we define F to be the unique representative of F̃ in the ring of
quaternions with coefficients in R[t]/(fm) that is of degree less than fm (F
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is the remainder of F̃ divided by fm). This implies that QF = Lfm + R for
some L ∈ H[t]. With K := D′ − L we now have

C = Qfm + εD = Qfm + ε(D′fm − Lfm + Lfm + R)
= Qfm + ε(Kfm + QF ) = (Q + εK)(fm + εF ).

The norm of C equals QQ∗f 2m whence the norm of fm + εF equals f 2m.
Therefore, f 2m + εF is a motion polynomial, that is, F = f21i + f22j + f23k
with f21, f22, f23 ∈ R[t].

We still need to show that fm + εF satisfies (21). This is the case if and
only if f23 = 0. Recall that f 2m is a factor of CεkC∗. We compute

CεkC∗ = (Q − εK)(fm − εF )k(fm + εF ∗)(Q∗ + εK∗)
= f 2m(QkQ∗ + ε(QkK∗ − KkQ∗)) + εfmQ(kF ∗ − Fk)Q∗

= f 2m(QkQ∗ + ε(QkK∗ − KkQ∗)) + 2εfmf23q

and infer that fm is a factor of f23q. Since f is not a factor of q, fm is a
factor of f23. But since deg f23 ≤ deg F < deg fm, we have f23 = 0.

Example 6. We once more look at the plane polynomial u of Example 4. The
motion polynomial

C̃ = (1 − 6i + 7j − 8k − (2 − i − j)ε)t4

− (6 − 10i + 16j − 22k − 1
15(163 − 112i − 111j + 16k)ε)t3

+ (10 + 10j − 20k + 1
3(−68 + 73i + 62j − 15k)ε)t2

+ (16 − 38i − 14j + 16k)εt − (10 − 30i + 10j + 10k)ε

satisfies the equality C̃εkC̃∗ = hu where h = t4g and g = realgcd(u⃗). Thus,
Lemma 7 suggests that with f = t2 there is a quadratic motion polynomial
E = f + ε(e5i + e6j) ∈ DH[t] that is a right factor of C̃. Indeed, with

E = t2 + ((i − j)t + i + j)ε

we have C̃ = CE where C is the motion polynomial of (18).
We now summarize the findings of this section in a proposition:

Proposition 3. Given a kinematic, minimally saturated plane polynomial
u with minimal saturating factor ℓ and h ∈ R[t], equations (10)–(12) have
a solution if and only if h is a multiple of realgcd(ℓu⃗)/ℓ2 and hℓu is still
saturated. Solutions of minimal degree are obtained for h = realgcd(ℓu⃗)/ℓ2.
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Proof. The proof is a combination of Lemmas 3, 5, 6, and 7.
If u is kinematic and minimally saturated and h = realgcd(u⃗), a solution

C = P + εD exists by Lemma 3. If h is a multiple of realgcd(u⃗) such that hu
is still saturated, further solutions are found by right multiplication of C with
a suitable motion polynomial E ∈ DH[t] such that N(E) = h/ realgcd(u⃗).

Conversely, if C = P + εD is a solution for some h ∈ R[t], then hu is
necessarily kinematic and saturated. Using Lemma 6 and 7 we can construct
further solutions by splitting off irreducible factors of multiplicity one or
linear or quadratic factors of even multiplicity from h until, by Lemma 5, we
find a solution with h = realgcd(u⃗). Thus, h is a multiple of realgcd(u⃗).

Lemmas 3 and 5 together with Lemma 2 also imply the statement about
the minimal degree.

4. Motions of Minimal Degree

In Section 3 we have discussed the equation CεkC∗ = hu for a kinematic
plane polynomial u ∈ DH[t], a real polynomial h ∈ R[t], and a motion poly-
nomial C ∈ DH[t]. We formulated statements on solubility and on solutions
of minimal degree in terms of real and quaternionic polynomial algebra. The
purpose of this section is to translate our findings into the language of kine-
matics and to state them in one central theorem. Let us start by transferring
the concept of a kinematic plane polynomial.

Definition 5. A rational torse [u] is called kinematic if it can be represented
by a kinematic plane polynomial u.

Remark 3. Only kinematic torses can arise as trajectories of a plane under
a rational motion. They can be characterized among all rational torses as
those having a rational Gauss map n := u⃗/

√
N(u). Thus, the tangent planes

of a cone of revolution form the planes of a kinematic rational torse while the
tangent planes of a general quadratic cone don’t. The former obviously arise
trajectory of a rational motion, the rotation around the cone’s axis. For the
latter, Equation (7) and also Equation (8) have no solution.

The following theorem contains the main results of this article. It uses the
notion of “essential uniqueness” of the rational motion [C]. By this we mean
that [C] is unique up to right multiplication with a constant displacement [e]
that fixes the plane [k], that is [eεke∗] = [k].
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Theorem 1. Given a rational kinematic torse [u] = [u⃗ + εu0] with Gauss
map n = u⃗/

√
N(u⃗), the following hold true:

1. There exists a rational motion [C] of degree deg u − 1
2 deg n with trajec-

tory [u].
2. The degree of this rational motion [C] is minimal.
3. The rational motion of minimal degree is essentially unique if and only

if deg u = deg n.
4. All rational motions with trajectory [u] are obtained by composing [C]

from the right with any rational motion [E] that fixes the plane [k].2

Proof. We assume that the rational kinematic torse [u] is given by a reduced
kinematic plane polynomial u. Denote by ℓ the minimal saturating factor of
u.

Now, existence of the rational motion [C] and minimality of its degree is
a consequence of Proposition 3. With h = realgcd(ℓu⃗)/ℓ the Gauss map n is
of degree deg n = deg u − deg h − deg ℓ and the minimal motion degree is

deg C = 1
2(deg u + deg ℓ + deg h) = 1

2(2 deg u − deg n) = deg u − 1
2n.

The statement on its essential uniqueness follows from Remark 2.
Finally, any solution [Ĉ] can be reduced to the minimal degree solution

[C] by splitting of suitable motion polynomial right factors E as shown in
Lemmas 6 and 7. Thus, [Ĉ] is conversely obtained from [C] by composition
with [E] from the right.

In order to actually compute rational motions of minimal degree we may
proceed as in Examples 4 and 5. Figure 1 visualizes the trajectories of the
plane [k] for the rational motion [C] given by (18) in Example 4 and the
rational motion [Ĉ] given by (20) in Example 5. The positions of the moving
plane are represented by moving rectangles in both cases. Two corresponding
rectangles lie in the same plane. In Figure 1, a pair of corresponding points is
connected by dotted lines. The orientation of the rectangular frames relative
to this connecting line changes and also their lengths vary. Thus, the two
motions are indeed essentially different.

2This implies that E is given by a polynomial of the shape E = e0 + e3k + ε(e5i + e6j)
with e0, e3, e5, e6 ∈ R[t].
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Figure 1: Two different motions with identical plane trajectory.

5. Conclusion and Future Research

We have presented a complete discussion of the problem to create a pre-
scribed rational torse [u] as plane trajectory of a rational motion. The torse
necessarily needs to be kinematic, that is, have a possess a rational Gauss
map. In general, if realgcd(u⃗) = 1 the resulting motion of minimal degree is
unique up to inessential coordinate transformations. Our constructive proofs
allow to compute solutions of minimal degree and make effective use of the
algebra of real and quaternionic polynomials. All solutions to the problem at
hand are obtained by composing from the right a solution of minimal degree
with rational planar motions that fix the moving plane.

A natural next question is to study the problem of creating a given ratio-
nal ruled surface as trajectory of a straight line undergoing a rational motion.
Again, there is the necessary condition on rationality of the ruled surface’s
spherical image. Apart from that, little seems to be known. We expect,
however, that techniques similar to the ones used by us in this article will
provide a complete solution.

Once torses or ruled surfaces are described as plane or line trajectories of
rational motions of low degree, motion factorization techniques can be used
for the creation of mechanical linkages to “draw” them. It seems natural to
adapt the techniques of [5, 6] to the case of plane and line trajectories, thus
extending Kempe’s Universality Theorem to kinematic rational torses and
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to ruled surfaces. This is not an automatic task as one important insight of
this article is that the rational motions to create a given line trajectory or a
given plane trajectory have quite different characteristics.

The algebra of dual quaternions only allows to model the group SE(3)
of rigid body displacements of Euclidean three-space. It might be a wor-
thy undertaking to study similar problems in other algebras and kinematic
spaces, for example the creation of one-parametric sets of circles by low de-
gree motions in conformal kinematics. Possibly, this could unveil relations
to rationally parametrized channel surfaces [20, 21].

We do believe that a thorough understanding of rational motions to cre-
ate plane and line trajectories, its restrictions and its degrees of freedom,
will ultimately also pave the way towards further application in engineering
sciences.

A further and rather different line of research starts with the fundamen-
tal Equation (7) that we solved for an undetermined motion polynomial C
and a real polynomial h. It can be viewed as a generalization of Equa-
tion (8), an equation that describes the quaternionic pre-image of a polyno-
mial Pythagorean-hodograph curve [17]. It can also be regarded as a special
instance of an equation of Sylvester type. The Sylvester equation has been
studied extensively in diverse algebraic context and in particular in the con-
text of quaternionic function theory. However, in contrast to [22], we are not
interested in “slice semi-regular quaternionic solution functions” to the gen-
eral Sylvester equation ax + xb = c but in low-degree polynomial solutions.
We suggest the study of low degree polynomial solutions to Sylvester type
equations in a general algebraic context might an interesting topic of future
research.
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