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CONVERGENCE DOMAINS
OF SEDENIONIC STAR-POWER SERIES

XINYUAN DOU, MING JIN, GUANGBIN REN, AND IRENE SABADINI

ABSTRACT. The theory of slice regular (also called hyperholomorphic) func-
tions is a generalization of complex analysis originally given in the quaternionic
framework, and then further extended to Clifford algebras, octonions, and to
real alternative algebras. Recently, we have extended this theory to the case
of (real) even-dimensional Euclidean space. We provided several tools for
studying slice regular functions in this context, such as a path-representation
formula, slice-solutions, hyper-solutions and hyper-sigma balls. When adding
an algebra structure to Euclidean space we have more properties related to
the possibility of multiplying elements in the algebra. In this paper, we focus
on exploring the properties specific to the context of the algebra of sedenions
which is rather peculiar, being the algebra non associative and non alterna-
tive. The consideration of a non alternative algebra is a novelty in the context
of slice regularity which opens the way to a number of further progresses.
We offer an explicit characterization for slice-solutions and hyper-solutions,
and we determine the convergence domain of the power series in the form
q— ZnEN(q —p)*™a, with sedenionic coefficients. Unlike the case of complex
numbers and quaternions, the convergence domain in this context is deter-
mined by two convergence radii instead of one. These results are closely tied
to the presence of zero divisors in the algebra of sedenions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A very successful analog of the Cauchy-Riemann equations in the quaternionic
case, was introduced by Moisil and Fueter and further developed by Fueter and his
school, see [27,28,45]. A quaternionic function f : U C H — H is “holomorphic”
(Fueter-regular, or hyperholomorphic, in modern terms) if, roughly speaking,

i (820 +Z'aix1 +j8ix2 +k8ax3) flxo + x1i + 22j + 23k) = 0.

This function theory is well developed, see e.g., [11,26,41,43,50,52]. It important to
note that none of the monomials ¢ — ¢", n € N is Fueter-regular and to overcome
this problem, other function theories have been explored.

In 2007, Gentili and Struppa [32] introduced the theory of slice regular function
in one quaternionic variable inspired by an idea to to Cullen [16] and treating,
basically, the case of power series on balls centered at the origin. Later, it has
been proved that convergent series of the form ¢ — > _n(¢ — p)™a, are slice
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regular functions. Then, the theory of slice regular functions has been extended to
more general domains and also to the case of Clifford algebras [12], octonions [34],
real alternative x-algebras [35] and, more generally, to even-dimensional Euclidean
spaces [23]. Furthermore, the slice regular functions in several variables [14, 23, 36,
38,55] and vector-valued functions [2] have been studied. The theory of slice regular
functions provides powerful mathematical tools for studying quaternionic operators
[4,8,10,29,54] and quantum mechanics [42,47,48, 53], see also books [6,7,13].

The natural product of slice regular functions is the so-called *-product [9] which
coincides with the product of polynomials or convergent series with noncommuting
coefficients [30,33]. There are other ways to define the x-product to meet different
constraints on the domain of definition of the functions. For example, a *-product
for non-axially symmetric domains is defined in [19-21], and allows to consider the
sx-product f1 * fo : ¥(I,2) — H, I € Sy, on the so-called o-ball 3(I,2) with center
at I and radius 2, where

fe: 2(I1,25 —— H,

q ’

LeN

The definition in [19-21] is treats a very general case and thus it is complicated.
In this paper it is enough to consider the x-product of power series, which is a
classical notion going back to [25] and is defined by taking the Cauchy product of
the coefficients, i.e.

n
(1.1) (Z q£ae> * (Z qebz> => > g (arbey),
£EN £eN £eN k=0
where ay, by € & are sedenions. The *-product is ubiquitous in the theory of slice
regular functions and it is used everywhere one needs a multiplication which is an
internal operation.

The convergence set of a power series with *-product is a o-ball in the case of
quaternions; see [31]. However, the convergence of such a power series in the case
of a real alternative %-algebra A is hard to study, see [37, Theorem 3.4]. In fact, to
check that the power series

(1.2) P: g—— Z(q —p)*ay

£eN
converges in the o-ball follows a standard reasoning. On the other hand, it is hard
to prove that P diverges in the exterior of the o-ball unless a special condition is
added:

ayp € QA = U (CI-

IeSa
Thus, it is an interesting and difficult question to characterize the convergence of
the power series P with ay € A. This question is even more interesting in the
general case of slice regular functions in which the codomain is considered a real
vector space of even dimension, see [23]. Tt is also possible to check that the power
series converges in o-ball by the similar method in the proof of [18, Theorem 8.8].
However, some power series do not diverge in the exterior of the o-ball, see the
proof of [18, Proposition 7.9]. This fact shows that the convergence domain of the
power series is dependent on the algebraic structure under consideration. We have



many concrete examples in the general case, such as Cayley-Dickson algebras. In
this paper, we will use the algebraic properties of sedenions, which form the real
16-dimenional Cayley-Dickson algebra, to characterize the convergence domain of
the power series P with sedenionic coefficients.

The Cayley-Dickson algebras Ay, ¢ € N, play a crucial role in mathematical
physics, e.g. [44] exploits the power of these algebras to generate stationary rotating
black hole solutions in one fell swoop. Quaternions H = A5 contribute to the study
of quantum mechanics and quantum field, especially the Schrodinger equation [1].
Octonions are closely related to Ge-manifold [15], M-theory [40], and Yang-Mills
field theory [24]. The algebraic structure of sedenions & = A, is more intricated,
and still has applications [5,39]. This paper is devoted to the convergence domain
of sedenionic power series with *-product, aiming to provide more mathematical
tools for mathematical physics in higher dimensions.

Our result show that the domain of convergence of the sedenionic *-power series
P in (1.2), may be the intersection of a o-ball 3(p, RE), see (2.15), and a hyper-o
ball ¥(p, Ry, (I, J)), see Theorem 2.13. Thus, there are two convergence radii, R,
and RP>/. This is a new phenomenon that does not appear in complex numbers,
quaternions, and octonions. The definition of hyper-o-ball is related to the hyper-
solutions and the zero divisors of sedenions, see Definition 2.8 and Corollary 4.11.
To this end, we introduce a general polar coordinate system of slice-unit I € Cg
with the coordinate

(a[I]ae[I]u][J]) € [Oaﬂ-] X [0777) X So,

see Proposition 4.1. This general polar coordinate is used to describe some inter-
mediate tools, see Propositions 4.3, 4.8 and 4.9.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some notations and
definitions and we state our main results. In Section 3, we recall some properties of
sedenions and sedenionic slice analysis useful for the study in the paper. In Section
4, we give a general polar coordinate system of slice-units. Based on this, we prove
that a 2-tuple (Jy,J2) with J; # Jo is a hyper-solution if and only if J; — Jo is
a zero divisor. In Section 5, we classify the hyper-o balls, and prove that both
hyper-o-balls and o-balls are domains of regularity. In Section 6, we will give two
orthogonal decompositions of sedenions. In Section 7, we prove our main result,
that is: the domain of convergence of power series is the intersection of a hyper-o-
ball and a o-ball. It is clear that this new and peculiar phenomenon is caused by
the presence of zero divisors and to the peculiarities of the algebra of sedenions.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state our main results. To this end, we need to recall some no-
tations and definitions. The Cayley—Dickson construction [17] inductively produces
a sequence of algebras over the field of real numbers, by setting

A() = R,
and defining

(21) Appq = Ap + Agege, {eN:= {0,1,2,...}.



Each Ay4; has twice the dimension of the previous Ay, and a+ beye, ¢+ deye satisty:
(2.2) {(a—kbey)(c—!—dey) :=ac — db + (da + b)eye, Vabede A,

a+ beyr 1= a — bel,

where T := x when z € R, and ey is an imaginary unit in Agy;.

The first five Cayley-Dickson algebra respectively are: real numbers R = Ay,
complex numbers C = A;, quaternions H = A,, octonions Q@ = A3 and sedenions
G =4,

Let eg :=1 € R, and ean (n = 1,2,---) be defined as in (2.1). The remaining
elements are determined inductively for n =1,2,3,--- by

Em+42n ‘= €y €an, m = 1,2,...,2”-1.

With these conventions, {eg}?lal forms a basis of A,,, n € N, as a real algebra. In
particular, each s € & is of the form

15
s = g T Cm s Tm € R.
m=0

By (2.2), elements {e,;}}2, satisfy the multiplication table in the Appendix. For
the properties of sedenions, we refer the reader to the papers [46,49,51].

Remark 2.1. The algebra of sedenions contains zero divisors; for example, direct
calculations show that

(2.3) (e1 —e10)(eq + €15) =0,
and so ey — ey and eq + e15 are zero divisors.
Definition 2.2. By L, we denote the left multiplication by s € Ay, namely
Ls: Ay — Ay, a > sa.
The set Sa, of the so-called slice-units in Ay is defined by
Sa, ={s€ A L? = —ida, };
moreover we introduce the notation
Ca, ={Ls:5€8a4,},

while

Sa, i={icA,:i* =1}
denotes the set of imaginary units of the algebra Ay.

By direct calculations, in the case of the algebra of sedenions &, we obtain

(2.4) Se(=84,) ={a+bes €Ss :a,b€ O, ab=ba}.
The so-called slice cone of sedenions & is denoted by
W@ = U C[,
IeCs

and is equipped with the slice topology
TS<W6) = {Q CWs Q1€ T((C[), VIe Cg}

Note that we denote an element in Cg by I but also by Ly when we make explicit
that the element corresponds to the left multiplication by s € &. Open sets,
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connected sets, and paths in 7,(£2) are called slice-open sets, slice-connected sets,
and slice-paths in Q, respectively. Following [18] we introduce the next definition:

Definition 2.3. Let Q € 7s(Ws). A function f: Q — & is called slice regular, if
for each I € Cs, f1:= fla, is real differentiable and

1/0 0
2<€9x+18y> frx+yI) =0, on Qr.

Let z € C and r € [0,400]. Let us set
B*(z,r) ={weC:|lw—2z|<r} U{z}

If > 0, then B*(z,r) is an open ball, and we abbreviate B*(z,r) as B(z,r). If
r € [0,00) is the radius of convergence of {a,}neny With a, € C, then the complex
power series w — (w — z)™a, converges on B*(z,r).

Let b= Zzlio b.e, and ¢ = Zzlio c,e, with b,, ¢, € R. Set

15

(2.5) (b,c)=> b, anddefine  (Ly, Lc) := (b,c).
1=0

Fix Iy € Cs. Let p € Ws and
I07 pe R?
R = (p, 1), I, := _ .
) o ’ { \5732553\ ) otherwise,
Im(p) = (p,Ip), and zp = Re(p) + Im(p)i € C.

Let I € Cs U {0} and J € Cg and set
v ¢ —— R+RI,
r+yi —— x+yl,
and
wh=wlo (0)) 7"
Definition 2.4. Let p € We and r € [0, +00] and

(2.6)  B(p,r):= { U ¥/ Bz 7) N B (5, 7“)]} Jwi (B (z.7)].

JeCs
Ifr € (0,400), then we call X(p,r) the o-ball with center p and radius r.

Our next task is to define hypersolutions, with the ulterior goal of defining the so-
called hyper-o-balls, and to this end we need some more terminology and concepts.
Let J = (J1,..., Jm) € (Cs)™. Define

CE(J) = (C& )yer (J)

27) = {I € Cgs : ker(1,1) D ker[¢(J)] = ﬁ ker(1, Jg)} ,

where



and

ker(1, 1) = {(‘;) € &2*l: (1,1) (Z) = o} .

Example 2.5. Some direct computations which will be fully justified in Example
4.10 show that

C& (Ley, Leyy)
:{L (c052 fey 4 cos O sin fey + [sin 6 cos fe; + sin? 962]68) : 0 €0, W)}

(where we write L(s) instead of Ls) is a closed curve in Cg.
Definition 2.6. The element J = (J1,...,Jm) € CZ is called a slice-solution, if
C&r(J) = Cs.

Definition 2.7. The element J = (Ji, ..., Jy,) € C& is called a hyper-solution, if
J is not a slice-solution, and for each I € Cg\C&(J), (J1,.o; Jm, 1) is a slice-
solution.

Definition 2.8. Let p € Ws, J = (J1,J2, ..., Jm) € C€ and r € [0,+00]. Denote

S(p,r, J) ;:{ U oF [B*(zp,r)ﬂB*(zp,r)]}
KeCs
(2.8)

Us U wEB )
Kecker ()
Ifr >0, J is a hyper-solution with I, = J1, then we call ¥(p,r, J) the hyper-o-ball

with hyper-solution J, center p and radius r.

Remark 2.9. Let J = (J1,Ja,....Jm) € C¢ and Kq,...,Kp € {J1,J2, ..., I }. If
ker(¢(J)) = ker(¢(K)), then it is immediate to check that
C&"(J) = C&™(K).
Let q=x+yJ1 € Cy, and r € [0,+00). Then
Y(q,r,J) =X(x + yKy,7, K).
Convention: As customary, we define

1
= 1= 409, and — =0
0 400
Definition 2.10. Let p € We, J € Cs and a := {as}oen with ag € S. We define
two convergence radii by

1
(2.9) Ry=m———
lim sup |ay|?
{— 400
and
(2.10)
Ra, peER or J=1,
RPY = 117!
“ lim sup dist (ag, ker(I, — J)) ‘ , otherwise,

£—+o00



where
ker(Ip — J):={ce &: (I, — J)c=0}.

It is easy to check that
(2.11) RPE >R, VKEcCs.

Example 2.11. Since & contains zero divisors (see Remark 2.1) according to
(6.18), it follows by taking u = ey, v = —es and w = ey in Proposition 6.6 that

(2.12) ker(e; — e19) = spang (e4 + €15, €5 — €14, €6 + €13, €7 — €12) .
It follows that
(2.13) 1 1 ker(e; — eqp),

that is (1,ker(e; — e10)) = 0.

Let p € Ws and a := {as}seny with ap € &. As we shall see in (6.8), there is
J € Cs such that R/ = RP, where

(2.14) RP:= sup {RPF}.
KelCs

According to (2.11) and (2.14),
R > R,.
‘We now introduce the notation

By (0, Ra) == {q € We : |p —q| < Ra} U {p}.

and
B;t\/@(pvRa)7 pGR,
(215)  S(p.a) = { S(p. RL), R = R,
X(p,Rq, (Ip, J)) N X(p, RY), ortherwise.

As we shall fully justify later in Proposition 6.2, (ii) the notation is well-posed.
Moreover, if R, > 0, then for € € [0, R,) we set

BWG (p7 Ra - 5)7 pe Ra
Z(pa CLE) = Z(p, Rg - 6)7 Rg = Raa
Y(p,Ro — e, (I, J)) N E(p, RE —¢), ortherwise,

where we write By (p,7) instead of By,,_(p,r) when r > 0.

Convention. In the paper, we shall often write s € L(6) := {L, : a € &}
instead of Ly, s € 6.

Example 2.12. Let p = L.,, J =L
According to (2.12) and (2.13),

and ay = 37 + 55 0 € Ny = N\{0}.

€10

R,=2,  and Lend _ 3

where a = {ag}ien, . To elaborate this example we need to appeal to Proposition
0.2 in which we take J| = Jo = L so that

R =Ry =3,

€107

Then, one can check by

E(Lel7a') = E(L61’2’ (L61’L€1o)) N E(Lemg)



that
VB, 2)], I=+L,,

Seen,a)); =  LBE2) N B3, 1€ CE (Ley, L)\ Ley .
iB(~i,2) N B(i. 3)) 1€~ [C8 (Lo, Lew)\{Ler ]
U!B(i,2) N B(—1,2)], otherwise.

Figure 1 displays [S(Le,,a)]r for all possible I € Cg.

CI-, I= Lul (Cfa Ie Céer(Lcl'Lcm)\{Lcl} (Cfv 1 % icker(Lﬁ?Lem)
//—\\ 7 -~ ~N
/ \\ / \
/ \
N l
/m \ YN,
I \ -~ A o
\/ | \/ ‘ I\/\
| I \ !
\ / \ /
\\ // N7
\\\_///
Ficure 1.

Notation. Let (X,7) be a topological space and U C X. Denote clo,(x)(U),
ext,(x)(U) is the closure and the exterior of U in 7(X). In particular, for V C
We, we write for short ext, (V') instead of ext, oys)(V), and clo,, (V') instead of
CIOTS(WG)(V)'

To state the main theorem, studying x-power series and their convergence, we
recall that the x-product is defined by (1.1). Let p € Wg. By induction, the
x-product of polynomials with the variable ¢ € Wg satisfies

) = [( ] (¢ —p)

l " p)ﬂ (¢ —p)

> (”“) ()"

£=0

(¢—p)

Theorem 2.13. Let p € Ws and a = {ag}oen with ag € &. Then the power series
P: Weg — G,

g —— Plg)=) (a—p)"a,
LeN

converges absolutely and it is slice regular in X(p, a), moreover it diverges in ext,, [E(p, a)].
Moreover, if R, € (0,+00] and ¢ € (0, R,), then the power series P converges
uniformly in
clor, [X(p,e)], R, = +oo,
clos, [E(p,a,¢€)], otherwise.



The proof is postponed to Section 7.

3. SOME MAIN PROPERTIES OF SEDENIONS

In this section, we recall some classical properties of the algebra of sedenions (see
e.g. [46] for further information), as well as some fundamental facts of slice analysis
in the particular case of sedenions, which were originally treated in [23, Section 9].
Following [18, Definition 7.1], we define first domains of slice regularity in We.

Definition 3.1. A slice-open set Q C We is called a domain of slice reqularity if
there are no slice-open sets 1 and Qo in Weg with the following properties:

(1) @#Ql C QN Q.
(ii) Qg is slice-connected and not contained in €.
(iii) For any slice regular function f on Q, there is a slice regular function f on
Qg such that f = f n 1.

In the sequel, we shall denote the set of imaginary units in the algebra of octo-
nions by
So:={1e0:®= -1},
and
C@ = {Lz S S@}.
Definition 3.2. Let 1,5,k € O with |1] = |y| = |k| =1 and
(w)k = —1(JK).
Then we say that (1, 3, k) is a special triple of O. We also say that (L,, L,,Ly) is a
special triple of L(0).
Proposition 3.3. Let (1,3, k) be a special triple of Q. Then
(i) 2,3,k € Sg.
(ii) vy = —p, gk = —KJ and K1 = —1K.
Proof. If there is p € Sg such that 1,5 € Cp, then
1,9,k € Hy .. :=R(1, K, p, kp).
It implies that

(1) = (1g)r ; wok) _ (w)k ; (w)e _ .

a contradiction to 1,3,k # 0.
Otherwise, H, , is an algebra of quaternions. Write

K = K1 + Ka€l,
for some k1, k2 € H and €} € So N (Hy )+ Then
2 =2(w)k| = [(w)r — 2(y5)|
=[(2)(r2€}) —2[s(r2€})]| < 2|ra| < 2.
It implies that
|ko| =1, k1 =0 and K = Koey € So NH, ,.

Then & L ¢ and k2 = —us. Similarly, (i) and (ii) hold. O
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Remark 3.4. We note that (1,7,K) is a special triple of O if and only if it is
a triple of unit imaginary octonions such that each of them is orthogonal to the
algebra generated by the other two.

Proposition 3.5. Let (1,7, k) be a special triple of Q. For each 6 € [0,27), let us
set

' = cos(#): + sin(0),
7 =cos(0+35)r+sin(0+ %)= —sin(f)+ cos(6);.
Then (v, 7, k) and (v, —7', k) are special triples of Q.

Proof. This proposition holds by direct calculation and elementary trigonometric
identities. g

The following Proposition 3.6 is proved in [46, Proposition 2.11]. However, to
avoid the use of several additional concepts in [46], we give another, direct proof.
Note that we identify the algebra of octonions with the algebra generated by the
basis elements eg, ..., e; obeying the standard defining relations.

Proposition 3.6. Let a + beg,c + deg be non-zero sedenions with a,b,c,d € Q.
Then

(3.1) (a + beg)(c+ des) =0,

if and only if a,b,c # 0, d = féﬁz)‘ = |(2(|l\)bc|7 la| = [b] and {ﬁ, \%I’ %I} is a special
triple of Q.

Proof. “<” Suppose that a,b,c # 0, d = a(be), |a] = |b| and {i,% i} is a

la ? e

special triple of Q. Then

a(be) a(bc)  a(ch) (ac)b

3 = = — = = — s
|al[b] lal[b] — [al[b] |b]?
_a(be) B (be)a
|al[b] laf?
It implies that
ac —db = ac — _(ac)b b=ac—ac=0,
|b]?

(3.2) (be)
da+bc=|— ©)a a—bec=bc—bc=0.
|al?

Then (3.1) holds by (2.2) and (3.2).
“=” Suppose that (3.1) holds. Then by (2.2),

ac—db=0,
(3.3) _
da + bc = 0.

Since O is a normed division algebra,
|alle| = |d][b],
|dl|a] = [bl|c].

lal?(lef* + 1dI*) = [b* (Ic|* + [d*).

Thence
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According to ¢+ deg # 0, we have |c|? + |d|? # 0. Thence

(3.4) la| = 1b].

Since a + beg is non-zero, we have a,b # 0. It follows that
a b

3.5 . d plo 2

(3 TR ™ P

On the other hand, by (3.3),
(3.6) b1l a)=d=—(bc)a*
By (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6),

b(c-a) = —(be)a.

By definition, {\%I ﬁ %} is a special triple of Q. It implies that

c=—c and a= —a.
Thus
b(ca) = —(bc)a
and {% % %‘} is also a basic triple of Q.
By (3.3),

) —a bc)a  a(be
d=—(be)a " = —[b(—C)]W = _(|a|)2 - 65|b)|.

O

Proposition 3.7. Let (ag + beeg)(c + deg) =0, £ = 1,2, for some ag,bg,c,d € Q.
If (¢ + deg) # 0, then
(37) <a1, a2> = <b1, b2>

Proof. Obviously, (3.7) holds for a; + bjeg = 0 or as + beeg = 0. Otherwise, by
Proposition 3.6,

_ (b[ag)c
|al[be|’

|ae| = [bel, and  [eg| = |dyl-

It follows from
{ bg bgag C } { be (beag)c & }
77 ’7 a'nd 77 77 T
be|” |ael[be] " |c] |be] " [aelbel[e] " |

being special triple of O that
) (C>2 ()]
ar =|(—Dae)(-1)=||— ] a — b c
=Dty [(ba ] |c\ “Taellbd ) €| Telld

B (beag)c c bg(dc)
{bf ] = el 151 = el

Therefore
dc dc
<CL1,(12> = <b1,b2> = <b1,b2>.
lelld]” = |el|d]
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4. HYPER-SOLUTIONS IN SEDENIONS

In [23, Section 6] we introduced the general definition of slice-solutions and
hyper-solutions in the general case of R?"-valued functions. In this section, we
fully describe these two concepts in the case of sedenions. Specifically, for a pair
(J1,J2) € C4 with Jy # Jo, we give three equivalent characterizations for this pair
being a hyper-solution. In addition, this part of the paper prepares the study of
hyper-o-balls which is provided in Section 5.

Let I € Cs and, according to (2.5), we set

(4.1) ap) := arccos (I, Leyg).
Proposition 4.1. For each I € Cg, there is § € [0,7) and 5 € Sg such that

(4.2) I= L(sin (ovpry) cos(8)7 + [cos (ap) + sin (o) sin(6)] eg),

where L(s) := L, for all s € & and oy as in (4.1).
Moreover, if I ¢ {£L.,}, then the pair (0,)) is unique.

Proof. By (2.4),

(4.3) I=L (aj +[b+ cy]eg)
for y € Cp and some a,b € R, c € Ry satisfying
a >0, when c=0.
Note that a? + b% + ¢ = 1. Then (4.2) holds by (4.1) and taking

; {o, Ie{£L.},

(4.4) u .
arccos (W) , otherwise.

Suppose that I ¢ {£L,} and
I= L<Sin(a[1]) cos(0")5' + [cos(ayp) + sin(ayy) sin(6) 5] 68),

for some 0’ € [0,7) and 5’ € Cg. Since I ¢ {£L..}, a#0or c#0. If a # 0, then
sin(0)  sin(aqp)sin(@)y  sin(o)sin(@)y  sin(6)

tan(9') = cos(0’)  sin(ayp) cos(6’)y  sin(ayy) cos(d)y  cos(6) = tan(6).
We have
(4.5) 0 =0, and then 7 =.
Similarly if ¢ # 0, then (4.5) holds since cot(6") = cot(0). O

Notations. When I ¢ {£L.,}, by the uniqueness of the pair (0, 7) we shall set
9[1] = 0,
= J-

9[[] = O7
Jin = €1

Sgti={,J)eSE 1 1LJ},

For I € {+L.,}, we set

Denote
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where the orthogonality is induced by the Euclidean inner product in (2.5).
Example 4.2. By (4.1), (4.3) and (4.4),

—_ .
ar,, = arccos(Le,, Ley) = 5,

JL., = €1,
0r., =0,
and
ar,,, = arccos(Le,y, Leg) = 5,
JLeyy = €25
Ore,, = 5-

Proposition 4.3. If J = (J1,J2) € Cé s not a slice-solution, then
Ly = Ly, = Qg

Moreover if Ji # Ja, then oy # 0, 015, # 0)1,] and there is a unique element
in S denoted by o] = (z[lJ],z[zJ]> such that

gy = €08 (817) o +sin (61,7) 057,
(4.6) I [J]
J[Js] = COS (9[J2]) 1, +sin (9[]2]) 5 .
Furthermore,
(4.7 z[lJ] 1 2[2“7], i.e. Wl e Sé’l.

Proof. Obviously, the statement holds when J; = Js, so we assume J; # Js.

We divide the proof in steps.

(i) We prove that aj;,) = aqz,] = o)

Since (J1, J2) is not a slice-solution, it follows by the reasoning in [18, Remark
5.9] that there is non-zero ¢ = (c1,c2)” € &2 such that

(4.8) <]1L j;) @) =0
It is immediate to check that ca # 0, otherwise, by (4.8), we have ¢; = 0, and then
¢ =0, a contradiction, and
(4.9) (J1 — J2)ce = 0.
According to Proposition 3.6, it follows from (4.2) that
0 = (J1 — Ja, Leg) = cos(apy,]) — cos(ag,))-

It implies that a5, = aps,] =: oy

(ii) We prove that ap; # 0.

Since J; # Ja, sin (a[J]) # 0 (otherwise J; = Jo € {£L.,}) and the conclusion
follows.

(iii) We prove that if Jy # Ja then 0};,) # 04,

We write

J— Jy = L(01 + 0268), for some 01,09 € Q.
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Again by Proposition 3.6 and (4.9), 01 L o9, i.e.

0 = (01, 09)
=sin®(agy)) (cos(017,1)7.1) — c08(011,1)71.), S(017,))g1] — Sin(B]1))17)) -
It follows from (4.10) that

(4.10)

(017,7) sin(0)5,1) + cos(0]z,1) sin(01,))
COS(G[Jz]) sin(0y,)) + cos(H[Jl]) n(6,)
(
(

(e a)) =

O
o
w0
S
<

it

N
Q
o]
wn
—~
>
&

~—
_"_
w0
=
=}

—~
>
i)

T‘_/

sin(6,])
S 0[J1] - 9[]2])
If 9[.]1] = 9[]2]7 then

(11 90021) = 08 (017 = O,)) = 1.

It implies that j := j7,) = Jp,) and 01,02 € C,. By Proposition 3.6, the non-
zero sedenion 01 + ogeg is not a zero divisor, a contradiction to (4.9). Therefore,

0“1] # G[Jz]'
(iv) We show that (4.6) and (4.7) hold.
Let
=cos (0,]) J,) — sin (O11,)) £,
cos( 01511) Jpn) + sin (=011,)) &,
] =sin (9 ) Jl =+ cos (9[]1])
=cos ( 9[]1] + )j[h] —i—sm( 9[]1] + g) K,
where

_ 31ga) = €08 (615) — 6111)) I
sin (0(.,) = 01)
i.e.  is the unique imaginary unit in S with j;;,; L & such that

S S@?

955) = €08 (017, = 0p7,) g + sin (Opr) — O)) £

By directly calculation, (4.6) and (4.7) hold.
(v) We prove the uniqueness of 7],
By (4.6) and 0(7,) # 0[,)

J . -1
(4.11) M = Z[b] (COSEQ[Jl]i S?“EM;) (Jw)
[ ] COS 9[J2] S1n 9[J2] ][J2]

By Proposition 4.1, 0, and js,), £ = 1,2, are unique. It implies by (4.11) that
ICIETS unique. O

Although for the sake of consistency, the following example should be put after
Corollary 4.11, we write it here for the reader’s convenience.

Example 4.4. By (2.3), we know that eq —e19 is a zero divisor and Corollary 4.11
shows that J = (Le,, Le,,) is not a slice-solution. By (4.6) and Example 4.2 we
obtain

s
(4.12) H(LeysLeyg)l = 5
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and
. -1 T
ey L)) _ | (€08 (0n,,)  sin(Or.,) I,
B cos (eLEIO) Sin (HLGIO) ]LSIO

B l(l 1>_1 (Z)r ~ (ersea)

Let ¢ : [0,7] x [0,7) x S5 — Cs be defined by

(4.13)

(4.14) ¢<a,9, (zhzz)> = L(sin(a) cos(6)k + [cos(a) + sin(c) sin(Q)K]e;g),

where
K := cos(6)21 + sin(0)s.

Example 4.5. By direct calculations we have that
T
—,0,(e1,e
(4.15) 1/J<2 (e1 2))
=L ((:os2 fey 4 cos O sin fey + [sin 6 cos fe; + sin® 962]68) )

Proposition 4.6. Let o/ € (0,7), ¢ € [0,7), v = (¢1,22) € S%;J‘ and J = (o, 0',1).

Then
(4.16) o) = o, O =0 and g = cos(6)ey 4 sin(6")2s.
Proof. Tt is a consequence of (4.14) and Proposition 4.1. O

Proposition 4.7. If J = (J1,J2) € Cé is not a slice-solution and Jy; # Ja, then
(4.17) Jo = (am,em], M) L r=1,2.

Proof. Tt follows directly by definition and formulas (4.16) and (4.6). O
Proposition 4.8. Let o € [0, 7], 01,02 € [0,7), (21,22) € Sé’l, and

IZ:w(avefv(ZhZQ))v = ]-72
Then the following statements hold.
(i) Let 13 € Sg be such that {11,12,13} is a special triple of Q; then

(4.18) (I = L) (23 + ((1122)23)es) = 0.
(i) If
(4.19) I # I, and (I — LL)e=0, for some c € G,
then
(4.20) c=d+ ((r122)d)es

for some d € O with {11,22, ‘%} special triple of Q.



16

Proof. (i) If 81 = 05 or sin(a) = 0, then I; = Iy and (4.18) holds. Otherwise,
01 # 03 and sin(a) # 0. Therefore, I, Iz ¢ {+L.,}. By (4.16),

(4.21) 11,1 = e, and g7, = cos(0r)1 + sin(fy)a.

By (4.2) and direct calculation,

(4.22) Iy — 1, = L<sin () (CH-beg)),
where
(4.23) a :=cos(0r,1)7in,) — c08(01)) 7112
. = [cos®(61) — cos?(02)] 11 + [cos(6:) sin(61) — cos(f2) sin(62)] 2,
and
(4.24) b:=sin(01,1)71) — sin(0yrz)) 311,

=[cos(;) sin(6;) — cos(62) sin(fa)]s1 + [sin®(61) — sin?(62)]ez.
If a = 0, then by (4.23)

cos(201) — cos(202) = 2[cos?(61) — cos®(f2)] = 0,
sin(26;) — sin(263) = 2[cos(61) sin(f1) — cos(62) sin(b2)] = 0.
It implies that ; = 605, a contradiction, therefore, a # 0. Similarly, if we assume
b # 0. It follows from
[cos2(01) — 0082(92)] = —[Sinz(ﬁl) — sin2(92)]7 191100 = —1119%0 = 11,
that
a-1 13 =0, and la] = 1b].

By b~! = 74 € So,

ba (ba)s
(4.25) — = 1919, and —
|al[b]

By Proposition 3.5, {i ‘—2', 13} is a special triple of O. Then (4.18) holds by (4.22),

laf’
4.25) and Proposition 3.6.
( p
(ii) Suppose that (4.19) holds. By Proposition 3.6, there is d € O such that

(4.20) holds and {Il 2 %} is a special triple of @. According to (4.23), (4.24)

al” 1o]

and Proposition 3.5, {21, 19, I%:lll} is also a special triple of Q. O

Proposition 4.9. Assume that J = (Ji,J2) € Cé is not a slice-solution and
J1 # Jo, and let K € Cg. Then

¢ () = v (o} x oo x i1}
and the following statements are equivalent:

(1) K = ¢(a[J]7 H[K]al[ﬂ);
(i) K €C&(J);
(iii) (J1,J2, K) is not a slice-solution.
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Proof. (i)=(ii) Let ¢ = (c1,¢2)T € ker[¢(J)]\{0}. By definition and direct calcula-
tion, co # 0 and (J; — Jz)ca = 0. According to (4.7), W = ( I, ) € 82 L . By
(4.17) and Proposition 4.8 (ii), there is d € O such that

(4.26) e =d+ ((zgﬂzgﬂ)d) e

and {z[lJ},z[QJ], ‘g‘} is a special triple of @. According to (4.18) and (4.26), (K —
J1)e2 = 0. Therefore

(1,K)e = (1, K) (21

> =c1+Keg=c1+ Jicg = (I,Jl)CZO.
2

It implies that ker(1, K) D ker[¢(J)] and (ii) holds.
(ii)=(iii) Suppose that K € C&*(J). By definition,

ker (¢ ((J1, Jo, K))) = ker(¢(])) # {0}

According to [22, Remark 5.9], (J1, Jz2, K) is not a slice-solution.
(ili)=(i) Let I = v(ayg), Ox7,21’)). By (4.16),

(4.27) Q= o, and 9[]] = Q[K]

It follows from the method in the proof of (i)=>(ii) that I € CE(J). Suppose
that (Ji, Ja, K) is not a slice-solution. By [18, Remark 5.9], there is non-zero
c=(c1,c2)T € 21 such that

Since I € C&* (),

According to Proposition 4.3,
(4.28) QK] = QL] = Q] = Qg = Q)
If K = I, then (i) holds. Otherwise K # I, then K — I = L (u + veg), where
(04[ ) co ( )( JIK] *J[z])
= sin(apy) sin(01x]) (71x) = J117)-

According to (K — I)ce = 0, % ol IcTI} is a special triple of Q, where ¢y =
di + daeg for some dy,dy € Q. It implies that u,v # 0, sin(0[x), cos(fx)) # 0, and

u v . .
0= <u|’ |v|> = sin®(ay)) cos(Opx) sin(01x)) () = 21135 911 = i1 -

Therefore jx = j71- By (4.27) and (4.28) we have I = K hence (i) holds. O
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Example 4.10. Here we expand the calculations which led to Fxample 2.5. From
Proposition 4.9, (4.12), (4.13) and (4.15), we deduce

Céer(Lel ) Lel())

:1/) <{a[(Lel7Lelo)]} X [0,’/T) X {Z[(LellLelf))]}>

o({3) 0.0 x flerean)

:{L (cos? feq + cos Osin fes + [sin 0 cos feq + sin’ feses) : 0 € [0,77)}.

It is easy to check that

lim ) (g,@, (61,62)) =Le, = (E

00— 2

,0, (61,62)).

Therefore, C&*(Le, , Le,,) is a closed curve in Ce.

Corollary 4.11. Let J = (J1,.J2) € C& with J, # Jo. Then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

(i) J is a hyper-solution;
(ii) J1 — Ja is a zero dwvisor, that is J1 — Jo = L, for some zero divisor a € &;
(iii) J is not a slice-solution.

Proof. (i)=(ii) Suppose that J is a hyper-solution. Let ¢ = (c1,c2)T € ker(¢(J))
be a non-zero constant. Then it is easy to check that co # 0 and (J; — J2)co = 0.
Therefore, J; — Jo is a zero divisor.

(ii)=(iii) Suppose that J; — Js is a zero divisor. Then there is non-zero c; € Cg
such that (J; — J2)cg = 0. Therefore 0 # (—Jyc2, c2)T € ker(¢(J)). It follows from
[18, Remark 5.9] that J is not a slice-solution.

(iii)=-(i) Suppose that J is not a slice-solution. Suppose that J is not a hyper-
solution. Then we can choose K € Cg\C&"(J) such that (Ji, J2, K) is not a slice-
solution. By Proposition 4.9, K € C&*(J), a contradiction. O

5. HYPER-0-BALLS IN SEDENIONS

In this section, we show that there are only two types of hyper-o-balls in sede-
nions. One belongs to the plane associated with {+es}, the other belongs to the
planes associated with (Jq, J2) € C% that meets certain conditions. In other words,
a hyper-o-ball is either a ball extending in just one slice plane, or a ball extending
in exactly two slice planes. The former is consistent with a o-ball, while the latter
is a new feature appearing in sedenions. We also show that both hyper-o-balls and
o-balls are domains of regularity.

In the results below, for any I € Cs we shall use the set defined by

H(I):={K € Cs\{I}: (I, K) is a hyper-solution},
and recalling (4.21), we set

S@(I) = {FL €Sp: kK J_j[[]}.
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It is possible to check that there is €/, €5, - - - , e € Sg such that {1, gy, €7, €5, -+, eg}
is an orthonormal basis of Q. It follows that

6 6
(5.1) So(I) = {ine; Y A= 1}
1=1 1=1

is a 5-sphere in the 8-dimensional real Euclidean space Q.

Remark 5.1. Let I € {£L..}. It is easy to verify, using Proposition 4.3, that
H(I) = @, moreover (I) is a hyper-solution.

Let I € Cg\{%L.,}. We define a map ¢[I] : Sg(I) x [0,7) — Cg by

(5:2) o[I](k,9) == (04[1],19, Z{I’“}) ;
where
{I,x} 0 —sin(f
(5.3) JALer — [ U _ cos( [I]) sin( )\ (I
' Zéf’”} sin(ff71)  cos(fp) k)

By definition,
(5.4) I =[I](k,0i) =¥ (a[z]ﬁ[z],l{l’”}) , YK ESe().
Proposition 5.2. Let I € Ce\{£Le,}. Then ¢[l]|g,, is injective and
(5.5) H(I) = ¢lI](En)
is a 6-manifold, where

Epy :=So(I) x ([0, m)\{0in })-
Proof. (i) Let J € [I](E[p). Then there is (k,1) € Ej7) such that

J= @[I](Kﬂ” = '(/J (Oé[[]71977/{17"§}) .

According to (5.4) and Proposition 4.8 (i), I — J is a zero divisor. It follows from
0 = ¥ # 05y and Proposition 4.3 that J # I. By Corollary 4.11, (I,J) is a
hyper-solution, i.e. J € H(I). Therefore

H(I) D o] (Emn).

(i) Let J € H(I). Then (I, J) is a hyper-solution, and then not a slice-solution.
It is easy to check by Proposition 4.3 that 67 # 0 and

J = @[IKK‘79[J])7
where
K = sin (—0[) 2[1(1"])] + cos (—01)) Z[Q(I’J)].

Therefore J € [I](Ey). It follows that H(I) C ¢[I](E};) and (5.5) holds.
(iii) Denote

ty s (O —m,0) —— [0,m)\{6n},

v, AS [an[l])a

U — .
Y —m, otherwise,
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and
Tin: Ej ——  Eg = So)x[0,m)\{f},
(k,0) —— (Ii,tm (19)) ,
where
Ef]] = §@(I) X (9[1] — 71',9[[]).
According to (5.1), Ef]] is a 6-manifold.
It follows from trigonometric identities and

sin(200) =sin (2t(1)(9)),
cos(20) = cos (2t(1(9)),
that

(
sin(t71 (1)) cos(t()(9)) = sin(+9) cos(¥}),

sin?

(
By definition, see (4.14), (5.2) and (5.3),
)

1] © Tin(,9) = @l tin(9) = @ (g, T (9), 217
=L ( sin(ay)) cos(tyn (9)) (cos(ti (¥)), sin(t5)(9))) (k)
+ [cos(ayr) + sin(agr) sin(ty (9)) ( cos(ty (9)), sin(t (9))) g(k)] 68)
L ( sin(agsy) cos(9) (cos(®), sin(1)) g (x)

+ [ cos(ar)) + sin(ay)) sin(9) (cos(d), sin(d)) g (k)] eg> ,

where o) o)
_ (cos(0) —sin(fy ) (J[I]>
9(k) = (sin(O[I]) cos(01)) Kk )
Let
9. — as-cs  a?—c2
s = argQﬂ[” ag =+ C? CL? +C§ v,
and
_as - cos(Us) + ¢ - sin(Vs) — sin(ayp) cos(Vs — 01) g
s = sin(ayp)) sin(ds — 0p7)) '
where
7 7
as = Z<S,Lw>€g, and ¢ = Z<57Lez+s>ef'
=1 =1

and argy g is the angle of the complex number with the range of principal value
(2- 0y — 2,2 - Oy]. By direct calculation, ¢[I] o T}y is invertible and

—1
(el o Tin) — (s) = (s, is)-

It implies that @[] o Tty and (p[I] o Tm)f1 are continuous. According to (5.5),

(5.6) H(I) = [I)(En) = ¢lI] o Ty (Efp)-
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It implies that ¢[I]|g,, is injective. Again by (5.6), H(I) and E[’ 7 are homeomor-
phic. Since E[’ 7 is a 6-dimensional manifold, so is H(I). O
Definition 5.3. J = (J1, J2, ..., J;m) € CZ is called simple if there are no K, ..., Ky €
{J1,J2, ..., Jm } with £ < m such that

ker(¢(J)) = ker(¢(K)),
where K = (Kq, ..., Ky).

Let p,g € Wg and £ € N. According to the definition of *-powers of a binomial,
also in this setting we have:

¢
¢
*0 __ 1 L—1

(P+4q) —Z; <Z>pq :
Remark 5.4. i) There are only two kinds of simple hyper-solutions J = (J1, ..., Jm)
inWs. Oneis (J1), J1 € {£L.,} and the other is (J1,J2), where J; € Ce\{xLecs}
and Jy € H(J1). Therefore, correspondingly, there are only two kinds of hyper-o-
balls.
i1) Reasoning as in [18, Proposition 7.9], we deduce that every hyper-c-ball is a
domain of regularity.
i) Let J = (J1,J2) € 8 be a simple hyper-solution, i.e. Ji ¢ {£Le,} and J> €
H(J1). Let p e Cy, and [ : X(p,r,J) — & be the slice reqular function defined as

o)=Y l(q;p)m ] |

neN

where cg € G\{0} with (J1 — J2)c2 = 0 is fized. Following the proof of [18, Propo-
sition 7.9], one may show that the domain of existence of f is just the hyper-o-ball
S(p,r,J), that is, f cannot be extended to a slice reqular function near any point
in the boundary of X(p,r,J).

Proposition 5.5. Fvery o-ball in We is a domain of slice reqularity.

Proof. Let ¥(p,r) be a o-ball in We with center p € We and radius r € (0, +00).
If pe Cr,_, then ¥(p,7) = X(p, 7, Ley ) is a hyper-o-ball. By Remark 5.4, %(p,r) is
a domain of regularity.

Otherwise, assume that p € Cj, for some J; € Cs\{*es} and p ¢ R. By the
reasoning in [18, Theorem 8.8], there is a slice regular function f : X(p,r) — &

defined by
. *x2"
=% (52)

neN
Let Jo € H(J1). Then (Jy,J3) is a hyper-solution and there is a non-zero ¢s € &
such that

(Jl - JQ)CQ =0.
By Remark 5.4, there is a slice regular function g : X(p, r, (J1, J2)) — & defined by

o)=Y [(q;p)m ]

neN

For each I € Sg, g5 cannot be extended to a slice regular function near any point
in 0rZ1(p, 7, (J1,J2)).
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On the other hand, by Proposition 4.9, C&¥ ((J1,J2)) is a l-manifold and by
Proposition 5.2, H(J1) is a 6-manifold. Therefore, we can choose
Ty € H(I\CE™ ((J1, 2))
and a non-zero ¢, € & such that
(Jl - Jé)CIQ =0
Similarly, there is a slice regular function h : X(p,r, (J1, J5)) — & defined by

o) =Y [(";pyz" c;] |

neN

Note that g = f-co and h = f - ¢}, on
E(q7’r‘) =X (p? T, (J17 J2)) LJZ (p’ T, (‘]17 Jé)) .

It is clear that for each I € Cg, f; cannot be extended to a slice regular function
near any point in

81(2((],7“) N (C]) = 6[(2(%7“, (Jl, JQ)) N (C[) U@I(E(q, r, (Jl, Jé)) N (C]),

since at least one of gy and h; cannot be extended. O

6. ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITIONS OF SEDENIONS

In this section, we will study some orthogonality properties in the real vector
space of sedenions. We will give two orthogonal decompositions (6.16) and (6.28),
which are used to study the convergence of a *-power series in the next section.

Proposition 6.1. Let I,J € Cs. Then
ker(C(1,J)) = {(=Ic,c)" s c € ker(I — J)}.

Proof. In the proof we shall use the notation

A= {(-Ic,e)" :c€ker(I—J)}.
(i) Let (a,b)T € ker(¢(I,J)). Then

(1 I) (a) _ <a+1b> _ (0)

1 J)\b a+ Jb 0/
It implies that (I — J)b =0, b € ker(I — J) and a = —Ib. Therefore,
(a,b) = (—1Ib,b) € A, and ker(¢(I,J)) C A.
(i) Let (—Ic,c) € A. Then ¢ € ker(I — J) and

1 I\ [-Ic\ _ 0 (0
1 J c ) \(=I+J)) \0)°
It implies that (—Ic,c)” € ker(¢(I,J)) and A C ker(¢(I,.J)). The statement fol-
lows. (]
Let p,qg € Ws\R, d € &, and let (b, c) be the unique 2-triple in ker(I, — I;) x
[ker(I, — Iq)]L when {p,q} "R = &. Define
P {0, {p,a} "R # 2,

(6.1) .
b, otherwise,
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(6.2)

dp,q — da {pa Q}m]R7é @7
L c, otherwise,

and
di?=d —dr9 — dra.

Moreover, let a = {ay}reny with ay € &. We shall write

B (@)t BT @) = ()
for short. It is easy to check by ae”id“ =a;— af”fl“ € ker(I, ¥ I,) that
£
(6.3) (Ip F Ig)ae = (I, F Iq)aiﬁ .
According to (2.10),
~1
RPIa = [Hm sup dist (ag, ker(I, — [q))}}
{—+o00
(6.4) — I
=11 Ip,dg|? = |l pq|” =R
= |limsup |a,"} = |limsup |ay’] = Ryra.
{—+o00 £—+o00
here p’q::{p’q} )
where a'} L .

Proposition 6.2. Let p € Ws, J1,J2 € Cs and a = {as}ien with ay € & and
R RPJ2 > R, Then

(i) pER, J1,Jo & {I,}, and Jo € C" (I, J1).
(i) REt = RE7> = RE,

(6.5) ker(I, — J1) = ker(I, — Ja) # {0},
and
(6.6) S(p,r, (Ip, J1)) =S(p, 7, (Ip, J2)), ¥V r>0.
Proof. (i) By (2.10), p ¢ R and Ji, Jo ¢ {I,}. Suppose that Jo ¢ C&* (1, J;). Then
CE" (I, J1) # C&" (I, J2).
By Corollary 4.11, (I,, J1, J2) is a slice solution, i.e.
CEr (I, ) # C (Do h) = () ker(1,L) = {0},
L=I,,J1,J2
By (6.1), ker(I, — J1) Nker(I, — J2) = @. Denote
dist(c,ker(I, — Jz2))

A= i > 0.
c€ker(I,—J1)\{0} |c]
It follows from R/t > R,, that
lim sup |a?"7* " lim sup dist(ay, ker(I, — J ))% L
; play | = p £y p 1 = o
——+o0 £—+00 Ra
and
1
2 2|2¢ 1 R >0
lim sup (a’g’f) + (af}’il) = limsup|agﬁ = { Ra’ @ ’
{—+00 ’ ’ {——+o00 0, Ra =0.
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Moreover

— —limsupdist(ag, ker(I, — J5))*
7~ limsup (ap, ker(I, — Ja))

)=

= lim sup dist (aﬁ’f + aZ’il,ker(Ip — Jg))

{— 400

1
l

= lim sup dist (aZ’iﬂker(IP — Jg))

£——+o00
% ;

> lim sup ()\ ‘a@”f ) = limsup ( a?’il )

£—+o00 ' L—+o00 ’

1
2 2| 2¢ 1 1 R >0

=limsup (a?’f) + (ag’il) — — _ )R a )

£—+00 ’ ) Ra 0’ Ra = O,

which contradicts RE'/2 > R,.
(ii) By (i), J2 € C& (I, J1)\{Ip}. It follows from Corollary 4.11 that

(6.7) ker(¢(I,, J1)) = ker(¢(Ip, J2)).

According to Proposition 6.1, (6.5) holds. By definition, RE:/t = RP-72. According
to (2.14), we have RP/1 = RP/2 = RP.

Moreover (2.7) and (6.7) give that C&(I,, J;) = C&(Ip, J2). It follows from
(2.8) that (6.6) holds. O

Corollary 6.3. Let p € We and a = {ag}een with ag € S. Then
(63) [REF K € Ca} = {Ru} U (RL).
Proof. If R, = RP, then by (2.10) and (2.11),

RPE —R, =R, VKEcCs.

Therefore (6.8) holds.
Otherwise. R, # RE. By (2.10), p ¢ R and I, € Cg is a complex structure on
G. It implies that

ker(I, — (—1,)) = {0}, and R0 = R,.

Let L € Cs with RL # R,. Tt follows from (2.11) that RE'L > R,. By Proposi-
tion 6.2 (ii), RE'F = RE1. Then

{Ro, R0} = {Ro~1» REIY C {RPF L eCs} C {Ra, RET}.
It implies that (6.8) holds. U

Corollary 6.4. Let p € Ws, a = {ag}tseny with ag € S, R, > 0, r1 € (0, R,) and
ro € (0, RP). Then there is m € N such that such that for each { > m we have

1
(6.9) lae] < —,
1
and

(6.10)

1
a@l] <. VJeCs with RLY=RE.
2
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Proof. By (2.9),
limsup Jag|t = — <
imsup |ag|? = — < —.
£—+00 ‘ R, 1
It implies that there is m; € N such that (6.9) holds for £ > m;.
If R, = R, then ro < R = R,. By the same method as above, there is mg € N
such that )
‘a?’i‘ <lag| < — VI¢>my, and Je€Cs.
: rk
It is clear that (6.9) and (6.10) holds by taking m = max{ms,m2}.
Otherwise, R, < RP. By (6.8), there is K € Cg such that RP-X = RP. Then
there is mg € N such that

1

(6.11) ‘afg;f’ < V0> ms.
2

Let K’ € Cs with RPX" = RP. According to (6.5),

ker(I, — K') = ker(I, — K).
By definition,

p K _ pK
Qg =0Qp -
Take m = max{my, ms}. Then (6.10) holds by (6.11). O

Remark 6.5. I,J €Cs, 2! =z +yl and 27 =z +yJ. Then
(- I+ NI=1+JI=J(-J£I)=FJ(-1xJ).
It implies that
(1—JDz =J(~T - D)z +yl) = J(x+yJ)(—J — 1)

(6.12)
=(x+y)J(=J =I) = (x+yJ)(1 = JI) =2/ (1 - JI),
and
(613) A+JD =J(~T+D(x+yl) = J(x—yJ)(~J +1)
=(x —yJ)J (=T +1) = (x —yJ)A + JI) = 277 (1 + JI).
Similarly,
(6.14) (J+1)2 =27 (T4 1), and  (J—-DNz' =277(J-1).
Let T: & — & be real linear with 7' # 0. Then [ker T]* # {0}. Denote

ITl;,,; == in [Ta],
aclker T |a]
It is easy to check that
IT[l;, >0, VT #0.
By [3, Lemma 4 and Theorem 8.3],

(6.15) lab| < V2la|b|, Va,be&.
Let p = u + veg with u,v € O.
Denote
pPri=u,  pPRi=w, P i=u—ves,
and

(Lp)*:=p?,  d=0r,0g,cs.



26

Proposition 6.6. Let p # 0 be a zero-divisor. Then there is an orthogonal decom-
position of sedenions with respect to the real inner product (-,-):

(6.16) 6 =0,®, kerp P, kerp*,
where
0, := H, + Hpes, and H, := R+ Rp® + Rp°® + Rp°Lp°~.
Moreover,
(6.17) ker p® = (kerp)™® := {¢® : q € ker p}.
What is (kerp)“®?
Proof. Let u := p°t and v := p°%. According to Proposition 3.6,
u,v ERSgp:={rl:r R, I €Sy},

lu| = |v] and u L.
Therefore, H, is an isomorphic copy of the quaternionic algebra generated by u,v.
It is immediate to check that @, is an isomorphic copy of the octonion algebra

produced by Cayley-Dickson construction using H,, and eg. Let w € Sg N Hﬁ. It
follows from the equalities

u' v (v'w)] = v'w,
u' [ (vw)] = —u'w,
o' [o' (u'v )w)] = w,

and Proposition 3.6 that

ker p = spang (w + [u (v'w)]es, v'w + (v'w)es,

(6.18)
v'w — (u'w)es, (uv )w + weg>,

and

ker p°® = spang <w — [/ (v'w)]es, v'w — (v'w)es,

v'w + (u'w)es, (u'v )w — weg>7

where v/ := ra and v o= 7. 1t is now immediate the validity of (6.16) and
(6.17). O
Proposition 6.7. Let p # 0 be a zero-divisor. Then
(6.19) akerp C kerp, Vaed,
where

¢p=1L (R +Rp®F + Rp°F + Reg + Rp®reg + Rp°® eg) :

Proof. Let b € ker p\{0}, u := p°L, v :=p°r v/ := |l and v’ := ﬁ By Proposition
3.6,

lu| = |v] # 0, (v +v'eg)b =

and
b= Aw+ ((v'u')w)es), for some A € R\{0}, w € Sg NH, .
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It is easy to check by Cayley Dickson construction (2.2) and {u’,v’,w} being a
special triple of O that
esh =eg [w + ((v’u Jw)es] = (v'u")w — weg
='u)w — [(vu)[(v"u)w]] es.
By Proposition 3.6,
(6.20) egh, b € ker p.

Let ¢ € {u,v}. Then {|
Dickson construction (2.2),

u'v';w} be a special triple of Q. According to Cayley-

c|?

C; c(w + (( ) Jes) = cw + [((U/u/)w)c]es =cw+ [(UIU/)(CU})]eS,
and
(Ce;)b =[ces][w + ((”/“/)w)es] = ((U/U/)w)c — [cw]es

(v'u')(ew) + [(Vu)[(v'e) (cw)]] es.

By Proposition 3.6,
(6.21) cb, (ceg)b € kerp, c=u,v.
Then (6.19) holds by (6.20) and (6.21). O
Proposition 6.8. Let p # 0 be a zero-divisor. Then
(6.22) afker p]= C [kerp]*, Vaed,
Proof. Let a € €, C O,. By the Cayley-Dickson construction (2.2),
a0, C Oy,

It follows from Proposition 6.7 and €, = €5 that a (ker p) C ker p®. According
o (6.16),

[ker p]* = O, ® ker p
It implies that (6.22) holds. O

Proposition 6.9. Let I1, I € Cg with I} # £15, ker(I; + I) # {0} and ker(I; —
I5) # {0}. Then

(6.23) ker(I1 + I») = ker [(I; — I)"].

Proof. Since ker(I; — Is) # {0}, I — I is a zero divisor. By Corollary 4.11, (I3, I2)
is not a slice-solution. Denote

(6.24) 1y = 22(11’12)], and O := 011, =12
According to (4.2) and Proposition 3.6,
I + Iy, es
cos(ayr,]) = cos(aqr,)) = cos(ayr,, 1)) = % =0.

It follows from (4.6) that

I, = L(cos2(65)z’{ + sin(6y) cos(0¢)vs + [sin(0;) cos(By)e} + sin2(95)z§] €8>.
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By direct calculation,
(6.25) L+I,=L ()\z’{ + pad + [l + (2 — )\)Z;]68>,

where
A := cos?(6;) + cos?(6z), and = sin(6y) cos(61) + sin(fz) cos(s).
According to Proposition 3.6,
My A ey Lopel + (2 — ).
By (4.7),

. 2 Ap+(2—-A N+ el et 4 (24 N
Sm(91+92):7#: p (2 o (Nf + g le (2+25) _

It is easy to check from (6.25) and Proposition 3.6 that
A= NG + ] = [ + (2= )yl =2\

Then A = 1. Tt follows from je5 = —527, (6.17), Proposition 3.6 and Proposition
4.8 that

ker(I1 + I2) = {V[Ii + ((132])k)es] ;v € R,k € Sg’ls}

- {y[/i + ((1523)K)es] v ER K € Sg’zz}cg
=lker(Iy — I2)]** = ker [(I; — I2)*],
where
5% = {7 €807 L 5}

Proposition 6.10. Let I, € Cs with I # +15. Then
(626) ker(h + IQ) L ker(I1 — .[2)

Proof. We have that (6.26) holds when ker(I; + Iz) = {0} or ker(I; — Iy) = {0}.
Therefore, we can assume that ker(I; + I3) # {0} and ker(I; — I2) # {0}. Then
(6.26) holds by (6.16) and (6.23). O

Let p,q € We\R with ¢ ¢ C;,. We set
(6.27) &, = [ker(I, — I,) @, ker(I, + I,)]*.
According to (6.26),
(6.28) & i=ker(l, — I,) &, ker(I, + I,) &, &,
ie., foreach d € G,
d=dP? 4 P~ + dbY,
with d?4 € ker(I, — 1), d2:~1 € ker(I, + I,) and di'? € &, ,. It implies that
jd|? = |d24)? + |2 4 [d2)?.
Proposition 6.11. Let I,J € Cg with ker(I — J) # {0}. Then
(6.29) I,JecC ;.
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Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 4.11 and I — J being a zero divisor that (I,J) is
not a slice-solution. According to (4.2) and (4.6),

L((I —J)°r —(I - J)UReg) =1—-J= L(Az“{ + py + (] — )\zg]eg),
where
A := cos®(f;) — cos?(6z), = sin(fy) cos(61) — sin(f2) cos(fs),
and 1,0, = 1,2 are defined by (6.24). Then
B\ _ (A ow\ (-
5 [T (I—=J)= )"
It follows from I, J € L(R:} 4+ Ra 4+ Rejes + Redes) that I,J € €. O

Proposition 6.12. Let p,q € Wg, a € {1,1,,1,} andd € &. Then

(6.30) aA C A, A=ker(I, — I,),ker(I, + 1), 5, 4.

Proof. (i) If ker(I, — I,), ker(I, + I,) # {0}, then by (6.16), (6.23) and (6.27),
ker(, + I,) = ker[(I, — I,)*], and  &,, =0 .

According to (6.19) and (6.29),

(6.31) aA C A, A =ker(I, — I,),ker(I, + I,).

(6.29) also implies that I,,, I, € €7, C Oy, _y,. Then

(6.32) a&pq=0a01, 1, COp, 1, =6,

Hence (6.30) holds by (6.31) and (6.32).

(i) If ker(I, — I,;) = ker(I, + I;) = {0}, then &, , = &. It implies that (6.30)
holds.

(iil) If ker(I, — I,) = {0} and ker(I, + I,) # {0}, then &, , = [ker(I, + I,)]*.
By (6.29), I,,—I, € €; 1. Tt follows from (6.19) and (6.22) that (6.30) holds.
Similarly, (6.30) holds when ker(Z, — I;) # {0} and ker(I, + I;) = {0}. O

Proposition 6.13. Let p,q € Ws\R, a € {1,1,,1,} andd € &. Then

(6.33) (ad)?? =a - dP9, (ad)p™4=q-d>79 (ad)B? =a-di1,
and
(6.34) (ad)? =a-d}?

Proof. Tt follows from (6.30) and
d>? € ker(I, — I,,), d>~% € ker(I, + 1), Ay e &,,
that
ad?? € ker(I, — 1), ad®~? € ker(I, + I,,), ad?? € &, 4.
Then (6.33) holds by
ad = ad?? + ad>9 + adb?.
Since (6.33) and d"? = d?:~9 + d?, (6.34) holds. O
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7. THE DOMAIN OF CONVERGENCE OF POWER SERIES

In [31], Gentili and Stoppato study quaternionic power series computed with
the x-product. The domain of convergence of power series in one quaternionic
variable is a so-called o-ball. As it is well known, a o-ball is not an open set in
Euclidean space, and in order to have an open convergence set, one should use the
slice topology instead. In the case of sedenions, there is an additional new feature
appearing, namely the domain of convergence of power series is the intersection of
a hyper-o-ball and a o-ball. This new feature is discussed in this section.

Proposition 7.1. Let I,J € Cs, z € C, L € N and a € &. Then monomials with
the variable ¢ € We coincide:

(7.1) (¢ — ZI)*ZaQJ =(qg— z‘])*fai"].
Proof. If p € R, then by definition aé’”i = 0. Hence (7.1) holds.
Otherwise, when p ¢ R there are b,c¢: R — R such that
(q— 20" = (¢ — 21 = blq) + c(q)L, VgeRand L €{l,J}.
Then
((] o ZI)*EaiJ o (q . ZJ)*EaiJ
(7.2) =[b(q) + c(@)1] aL” — [b(q) + c(q)J] al”
=c(q)I — J)al’ =0,
i.e., (7.1) holds for ¢ € R. Since both sides of (7.1) are slice regular with the

variable ¢, it follows from Identity Principle [23, Theorem 3.5] and (7.2) that (7.1)
holds. g

Let r € [0,+00) and = + yI € W with z,y € R and I € Cg. Denote
Bi(z +yl,r) = V] (B*(z +yi,r)).
We shall abbreviate by writing Bj(z + yI,r) instead of Br(z + yI,r), when r > 0.

Proposition 7.2. Let I, € Cs, p € Cy, and a = {ag}teen with ap € &. Then the
power series

P:C[—)G,

g — Plg) =) (¢—p)ar
€N
converges absolutely in B} (p, R,) and diverges in exty (Bf(p, R,)), where exty :=
extr(c,). Moreover, let v € (0, R,). Then the power series converges uniformly in
cloy (Br(p,r)), where cloy := cloy(c,).

Proof. Since I is a complex structure on &, there is 60y,...,05 € & such that
{01, ...,0s,1(61),...,1(0s)} is a real basis of &. For each £ € N, write

8
(7.3) ap = Z(cl)gel, for some (¢,)e € Cy.

1=1
Then

1=1,..., 1=1,...,8

max ([(c.)e]) < ae| = <Z|(Q)z|2> <8 max ([(c,)e])-
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It is easy to check that
(7.4) min (R.,) = R,

1=1,...,8
where ¢, := {(¢,)¢}een. Then the power series
P: C; —— 6,
g — P(a) =) _(a—p)'(c)e
LeN

converges absolutely in Bj(p, R.,) and diverges in ext; (Bj(p, R,)). Moreover, let
r € (0, R.,). Then the power series converges uniformly in cloy (B;(p,r)) of Br(p,r).
It follows from (7.4) and (7.3) that the statement holds. O

Proposition 7.3. Let I, € Cs, p, € Cr, and o’ = {a}}reny with o} € & and
Ry, >0,1=1,2,3. Then the power series

pP: C;, —— G,

converges absolutely in B := N_, B;(p,, Ra+), and diverges in the exterior ext, c,)(B)
of B unless

. FR, 1 : 1
(7.5) limsup|q — p,||ap|? = limsup|q — p,||a)|? = max (hmsup lg — pil|af] f)
£—~+00 £—~+00 £=1,2,3 \ f—+4o00

for some 1,3 € {1,2,3} with v # j.

Proof. P converges absolutely in B directly by Proposition 7.2. Let ¢ in the exterior
of B such that (7.5) does not hold. Then there is ¢ € {1,2,3} and ¢; € R such that

co = limsup |q — py||aj|? > c1 > limsup|q —pyllaj|? > 1,  j#u
{—+o00 £—+o00

Let ¢ € (¢1,¢9). There is £ > 1 such that (i—f)é > 3 and

1 1
lg = pallag]® > c2 > e1 > g —pyllagl?,  g#
It implies that
1 1
sle=pllail > 3(e2)" > et > la—p[lagl,  5#2.
Therefore
> 2 1 1
> la—pm)a]| = |[(qg—p) ai]| - 3 llla=p)'ai]| = 5(e2)" > 2.
m=1
It implies that P diverges at ¢, and Proposition 7.3 holds. O

Proposition 7.4. Let p,q € We\R, and a = {as}sen with ag € & and 0 < R, <
RP. Then
(7.6) R, = R,,

_ : N X
where 0 = {0g}oen with op := ayL.
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Proof. Let k € N, and c1, 2, c3 € R with

. Pt 1 1 . 1
limsup [y’ 1|7 = —5 <1 < cp <3 < == = limsup |ag|?.
L—+o00 ’ Ra R, L—+o00
Then there is £ > k such that
lagf | < (e1)" < (e2)t < (e3)t < |agl, and (e1)! + (e2)" < (e3)".
It implies that
a2 | = lar — ap ]| > |ae| — lag ]| > (c3)" = (1) > (e2)".
Hence R% > ¢q, for each ¢y € (RLQ’R%L)' Therefore, R, < R,. By |a§”i < lagl,
R, > R,. We have R, = R,. O

Proposition 7.5. Let I € S, p1,p2 € Cr, a = {as}een, b = {beteen and ¢ =
{ce}oen with ag,bp,ce € &, Ry > Ry > 0, R, > 0 and Cray L Cyrep. Then the
power series

pP: C;, —— G,

q —— Plq) = (q—p1)"(ac+be) + (g — p2)(co),
LeN

converges in B := Br(p1, Ro)NBi(p2, R.) and diverges in the exterior of B in 7(Cy).
Proof. By Ry > R,,
(7.7) tim sup g — p1|[ag| > lim sup g — p1|“Jbe]

{— o0 £—+o00

According to Proposition 7.3, we only need to prove that P(q) diverges when ¢ is
in the exterior of B and

limsup g — p1|ag| = limsup |g — pa[“[ce-
£—+o00 £—~00

Let R, > ¢co > ¢1 > R, and k € N. According to (7.7), there is £ > k such that

¢
¢
o=l > > > lo-pild md (2) >z
1
Then
(g — p1)"(ae + be) + (q — p2)‘ed]
> (g —p1)fac+ (g — p2)iee) — |(a = p1) ‘b
:\/|(q —p1)tad® + |(q — p2)ted” — (g — p1)be]
¢
c
>|g = pil‘lac = lg = pr|‘[bel > ¢ — ¢t > -
Therefore, P(q) diverges and the statement holds. O

Proposition 7.6. Let J € Cg, p € Ws\Cy, a = {as}tien with ap € S and R, > 0.
Then the power series

P:(Cj:———>6,

¢ — Y (¢—p)"“(a),
eN
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converges in
B:= By (z’,R.) N By (277, RE7)NC}
and diverges in the exterior extT(Cj)(B) of B in 7 (CY), where
Chi={z+yJeCy:y>0}.

Proof. Let q € (CJJF. Then I, = J. There is z,w € C such that

T

p=2z"7, and q=w'.

According to (6.12), (6.13), and the representation formula, see [23, Theorem 6.6],
we have

(a=p)"apt = (' = =) aff
1-1,1 1+ 1,1
(7.8) _ 2q p (wfp _ )Z P +2q p (w—f,, _ zf,,)eaz,i
— 1,1 1+ 1,1
= (w2t g ()
Let us set
1,1 1+ 1,1
(7.9) co = Tp ap and  dg:= 2q Papt.
By (6.15),
I, -1,
|ce| = qi‘lz apf| < \[‘ Eoapd| <2lapd].

It implies that R, > RP”. Since ker I, = {0} and a}’{ 1 ker(—1I, + I),

g+ 1|1+
20a1] = il = |1, o | 5 [t e e
1
1 |1+
21l [ | fee).
inf
Therefore
(710) Rd — Rg,J S Rc-

According to Proposition 7.1 and (7.8),

> a-p) =30 (a2 @+ 30 (a2 et

£eN £eN £eN
Z((I*Z" 0£+Z Q*Zq CeJrZ q—z q db
le LeEN LeN

where

(7.11) og = ay?.

It follows from Proposition 7.3 and
qe(CZ = {4 ply: p >0},
that the series P converges absolutely in

B = By, (2'*,Ra) N By, (711, RE7) N CT
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and diverges in et (B), unless

lim sup |dy| 7
¢
(7.12) g = "] _ ore _ R
. lg— 27" limsup|og|t  Ra
L—+o00

We now need to prove that P diverges, when

(7.13) q € ext oty (B), and (7.12) holds.

We assume that (7.13) holds.
(i) If R/ = R, then by (7.6) and (7.10),

Ry= Rl =R, =R,.
It implies by (7.12) that |¢ — z/»| = |¢ — 2=7s| and ¢ € R. Therefore ¢ ¢ CT, a
contradiction.

(ii) Otherwise, R/ > R,. According to (6.8), RE/ = R > R,. By (7.6) and

(7.10),

R, =R, < R” < R..
According to (2.10), ker(I, — I,) # {0} and I, — I, is a zero divisor. By (6.1),

or = apl = (ag)2? € ker(I, — I,).
It follows from Proposition 6.7 that
(q— ZI’I)ZOg € ker(I, — I,).

Similarly, by a}’{ € [ker(I, — I,)]* and Proposition 6.8,
AN _ 141,17,
(q=2""0) de=(g—=") (2q pa?,’i)

—I,+1
—(q—2zTa) [P;q ([p : a?ﬂ)] € [ker(I, — I,)]*" .
By Proposition 7.5 and (7.13), P diverges where stated. O

Next result clarifies a geometric description of the set X(p,a) N (C}':

Proposition 7.7. Let p € Wg, I € Cs and a = {as}sen with ap € S and p ¢ Cy.
Then

(7.14) S(p,a) NCF = By (2", R,) N By (27, RE') N CF.

Proof. Since p = z” for some z € C and J € Cgs.
(i) If R, = R?, then by (2.14),

RP =R, = RE.
According to (2.6) and (2.15),
Y(p,a) NC} = %(p,R,) NCF =¥ [B(2,R,) N B(%,R,)|NCS
=B;(z!,R,) N Br(z~!,R,)NC}
=B;(z',R,) N Br(z~!1,R?) N C],
i.e. (7.14) holds.
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(ii) If R? = R, < RE, then by (6.8), there is K € Cg such that RP-K = RP. By
(2.15),
(7.15) E(p,a) = X(p, Ra, (I, K)) N X(p, Ra).

According to Proposition 6.2, I & C&(1,,J). It is easy to check by (2.8) and (2.6)
that

Z(pa Ra) N CI = BI(ZlvRa) N BI(ZilaRa) = E(p7 Ra7 (Ip7K)) N (CI-

Then (7.14) holds by (7.15).
(iii) Otherwise, by (6.8) we have R, < RP: = RP. According to (2.15),

S(p,a) = S(p, Ra, (Ip, 1)) N E(p, RYT).
It is easy to check by
Y(p, Ra, (I, 1)) NCr = B;(2, R,) C By (', RBY)

and
S(p, RE')NCy = Bi(z', R N Br(z~", RYY)
that (7.14) holds. O
Proposition 7.8. Let U C Ws. If
(7.16) clof(Ur) NR = clog (U NR), v IeCs,
then
(7.17) ext, (U)NCy = ext;(Uy), VIeCs,

where clog := clo,(gr).

Proof. Fix I € Cg.

(i) Let g € ext, (U) N Cy. Then there is O € 7,(Wg) with ¢ € O C ext, (U). It
follows that

q6(91, O; ET((C[) and OC(C]\U].
It follows that ¢ € ext;(Ur) and
eXtTS(U) NCy C eXtI(U]).
(ii) Let q € ext;(Uy). If ¢ ¢ R, then there is U € 7(Cy) such that
UNR=g and geU e T(C\Uy).
It is easy to check that
UersWs) and geU C Ws.

Otherwise, ¢ € R. There is r > 0 such that B;(q,r) C C;\U;. According to

(7.16), for each p € (¢ —r,q+r) and J € Cs, there is 7} > 0 such that
(p—r),p+7r))Clg—r,q+r) and  By(p,r) C C;\Uy.

Then we set
Vi = U By(p,r;) € 7(Cp)
p€(g—r,q+r)
and
V=] Vg en(We).
IeCs
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It is easy to check that ¢ € V.C Weg\U. It implies that g € ext, (U) N Cy,
ext, (U)NCy D extr(Ur)

and (7.17) follows. O

Proposition 7.9. Let p € Ws\R, a = {as}reny with ay € & and R, = 0. Then

{r}, RP < 2I'm(p),

7.18 by =
(7.18) (p,a) {{‘I’}]p (p) : RP > 0} , otherwise.

Proof. If R? = R, (= 0), then by (2.15),

E(p,a) = By, (p,0) = {p}, pER,
Y(p,a) = X(p,0) = {p}, otherwise,

and (7.18) holds.
Otherwise, R? # R,. By (6.8), there is J € Cg such that RP/ = RP. Tt follows
from (2.6) and for each K € Cs\{I,}

U3 (p) ¢ O [B*(2p, BE) N B* (%, RE)], R < 2I'm(p),
‘IIIKP (p) € UK [B*(2,, Ry) N B*(%,, RE)], otherwise,
that
{r}, RE < 2Im(p),

p

L p =
10 LW}, R = (), othervise

It is easy to check by (2.8) that
E(p, Ra, (Ip’ J)) =%(p,0, (Ip, J))
—{viw : B2 >0}  {wf )}

By (2.15), ¥(p,a) = X(p, Ra, (Ip,J)) N X(p, RE). Then (7.18) holds by (7.19) and
(7.20). O

(7.20)
LeCs ’

Proposition 7.10. Theorem 2.13 holds when R, =0 and p ¢ R.

Proof. According to Proposition 7.2, the x-power series P converges in {p} and
diverges in Cy,\{p}. It implies that Theorem 2.13 holds when ¢ € C;,. Therefore
we can assume that ¢ ¢ Cr, .

(i) Suppose that ¢ € X(p,a). By (7.18), ¢ = \I/fp (p), for some J € Cs\{£I,} and

RPY = RE > 2I'm(p) > 0 = R,.

By (6.4) and 15 <

w7 m, there is m € N such that

¢
2
p,q Vi
‘a€7L’<(R§+21m(p)) , ViL>m.
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According to the representation formula, see [23, Theorem 6.6],
-1
", L I > ((P—P)eae)
- —(1,J P
a-wa=a () B (R0

=2 1, 1)p p)'a
J

=5, ~ J)(2Im(p)) I - a
:g(—J)£(2Im(p))‘ [(Ip = J)a]

I Y2S
— - I o) [(1, - et ]

It follows from (6.15) and (—J)**! € {£J} that

p,q

|(q - P)MCL£| < g(ﬂm(p))g 2V2- Gyl

<2 <4Im(p) )e.

RE + 2I'm(p)

4Im(p)
RG+2Im(p)

(ii) Suppose that g ¢ X(p,a) with R > 0. Suppose that z, = z,. By (7.18),
q= \I/Zi (p) € X(p, a), a contradiction. Therefore, z, # z,. By (6.4), there is m € N
such that

Since < 1, P converges. Then Theorem 2.13 holds when ¢ € X(p, a).

9 \*
‘a?f_‘ < (1%2”) , Y £ > m.
If R%~'¢ > R, =0, then from (6.5) we deduce that
{0} # ker(Ip, — Ig) =ker(I, — (=1j))
=ker((I, — Iq) + (I, — (=1y))) = ker(2- I,,) = {0},

- 1
a contradiction. Therefore, R~ = R, = 0. Let
Iq _[‘I
) 2 [fa — A 1
- Rp,Iq I, I, + I, I,
a |2 — 2 24 — 2p

According to (2.10), (6.2) and RE7 = 0, there is {€,},en such that m < £, < £,41
and

p,—1 64 ‘
A lls 22 N yieN.
‘ bt 1T, + Iglins
By (6.3) and (6.14),
I, + 1 e, I, +1
‘_Iq q 5 p(Zép—P)a&, :‘_Iq (Zéq_zzgq) %a[’l
oI+ 1, po1,
= |-t e = of) T
>@ |odn — 1o e g + Ll [ 64 )\a}
N 2 e P 2 |IP+IQ‘1Jﬁf
—16]1,| |17 — zla] " A%

>16|1,],
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and
I,—1,, _; ‘, I e Iy — 1
1 Gt =) o =4 - )" T
1 —1\% Iy — 1 g
= ‘_Iq (qu % q) %QZ,J_
£,
I, 1,14 I, - I, 2
<4|I,] |zq -z, 5 (RP’I“
‘zlq 2, e B
. I, I, b
§8|Iq| Rp’lq ]q [q ‘Zq ZP
a Zq — Zp
<8|I,| ’zéq — z;q o
<5 [0 Gl - .
According to representation formula, see [23, Theorem 6.6],
-1 I
. 1 I (24" —p)ray
a-peanl =|) (3 B ) (B
| n) e - pta
I, +1, ‘, I,—1,
:_I 2 (qp_) agl—qu2p(qu—p) ae,
I,+1, . I,—-1,, _ 2,
o ) e - B ) e
1 I+ 1y (1 2
25 ‘Iq B (qu 7p) ayg,
>16|1y].

It implies that P diverges. Therefore Theorem 2.13 holds when ¢ ¢ ¥(p,a) with
Ry > 0.

(iii) Suppose that g ¢ X(p, a) with Rba
= Rpl = 0.

= 0. By (6.4),

By [Z4 — zp| > |24 —

— PRDP4q
R0 =RE

2p|, there is m € N with

(|zq—zp>" 1Ty = Toline Vi
— m.
1Zg — 2| 32|y + 1|’
Then
I, + 1 0 I,+1
’ q2 pIp(ZIp_p) a“_ <4- |q2 2 -1 |q_Zp|Z ‘afﬁ_’
2_ I I ‘I |1nf - 14 p,q
< | q+ P| 16‘[ +I | | q Zp| al,l_
q p
]'| I |1nf —_— 14 s
gf'|zq_'zp| : a]eoj
1)1, -1, I L op
b o) et
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Since R,».a = 0, there is {J, },en such that for each ¢ € N,

p.q

7. €N, Tkl > 00 > 4, and a??y

‘ > .
|Zg — 2p|*

According to (6.34),

(a = p)7ay,| > [[(g = p)a,, )7
I, +1 . I, -1 _ . P
| [ - 4 B 0 )
L
I, + 1 . o I, — 1 _ . p—
R R e e TN
1y — 1 -I Jo pi— Iy +1p I Jo p,—
> 5 Ip (2" —p) ay | B) Iy (2" — p) ay
L
=) : 5 1r (2,7 =p)" ay !
1|1, — L), 1
>-10a " Phnf g e
=8 9 |Zq Zp |Z—q_ Zp T
i
_ ‘Iq — Iplinf
16 ’
which implies that P diverges and Theorem 2.13 holds when ¢ ¢ X(p,a) with
RbTe = 0. 0

Proposition 7.11. Theorem 2.13 holds when R, = 0.

Proof. Assume that p € R. According to Proposition 7.2, for each I € Cg the
power series P converges in

{p} = By, (p, Ra) = E(p, a)
and diverges in C;\{p} = ext; (B}‘ (p, Ra)). Therefore, P diverges in

U (€\{p}) = We\{p} = extr {p} = ext,, [Z(p, a)],

IeCs
and Theorem 2.13 holds when R, = 0 and p € R. It follows from Proposition 7.10
that Proposition 7.11 holds. O

Proposition 7.12. Theorem 2.13 holds when R, = +oo.

Proof. Let € € (0,+00) be arbitrary and since
We = U Z(p7 T)v
r€(0,+00)

we only need to prove that P converges uniformly in clo,, [X(p, €)].
Let 6 > 0. By Proposition 7.2, P converges uniformly in Bz, (p,e + 1). Then
there is m € N such that

—+00

]
> (w—p)a| < g, Ve>m o and we By, (pe+1).
1=l
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Let g € clo, (X(p,e)) C B(p,e + 1). Then
Z;"’Zp » € By, (p,e+1).
By the representation formula, for each ¢ > m, we have

+oo
> (a-p)a
1=
+o00
I,+1 P
et S s S
1={
Nz + L, X I~ I .
< ol |20 (g7 =) ] +4 A2 =) e
=0 1=/
] )
<4.1-1-—=+4-1-1-=—=25.
- 8 i 8
It implies that P converges uniformly in clo,, [X(p,€)]. O

Let (X, 7) be a topological space, V C X and U € 7(X). It is easy to check that
(7.21) eXtT(X)(V) NnU = eXtT(X)(V NnU)NU.

We are now in position to prove our main result that we repeat for the reader’s
convenience.
Theorem 2.13 Let p € We and a = {as}en with ap € &. Then the power series

P: W —— 6,

g —— Pl@)=> (a—p)"a,
LeN

converges absolutely and it is slice regular in X(p, a), moreover it diverges in ext., [S(p,a)].
Moreover, if R, € (0,+00] and € € (0, R,), then the power series P converges
uniformly in
clor, [E(p,e)], R, = 400,
clo,, [2(p, a,€)], otherwise.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. Theorem 2.13 holds when R, = 0,400 by Proposition 7.11
and Proposition 7.12. Assume that R, € (0,400). Let

5 €
5>0, T12:RQ—§7 Tll)::Rg_i’
ro € (11, Ra), and rh e (r], RP).

By Corollary 6.4, there is m € N such that for each ¢ > m we have

ay| < —,
| fl 7"5
1
(722) ’a?:i‘ < W’ VJe CG and RZ,J = RZ7
and m p\m
rL N
max (m) <r§)p < i
L 1 12
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(i) Let I € Cg with p € Cy, then by Proposition 7.2 and (7.17), the series P
converges absolutely in B;(p, R,) = [2(p, a)];, diverges in

extr [Br(p, Ra)] = exty [2(p, a) N Cy] = ext,_ [E(p,a)] NCy.
For each

q € cloy(Bi(p, Ra — €)) = (clo, [Z(p,a,€)]);
it follows from (6.15) that

“+o0 “+o0
> (a-p) T a| <V2) g —pl Jadl
l=m l=m
7.23 m
o <V2 f(r)f L3 <7) <0
P Y L S

(ii) Suppose that there is J € Cg such that p ¢ C,;. By (7.21) and C} € 7(C),
exty (Z(p, a)n (Cj,') = exts(X(p,a) NCy).
According to Proposition 7.6, (7.14) and (7.17), P converges in
B:= By (ZJ,RG) N By (ziJ,RZ’J) N (C'J" =X(p,a)NCY,
and diverges in
extT(Cﬂ(B) =exty(B) NC} =exty [S(p,a) NCH| NCY

=ext; [2(p,a) N C;]NCH = ext,, [E(p,a)]NC;NCT
=ext,, [S(p,a)] N CT.

By (i), P converges in X(p, a) and converges in ext,_ [X(p,a)].

If
q €clor, [E(p,a,e)] C X (p,a, %)
=N (p,Ra - ga (Ipan)) N (p,Rg N %) ’

then by (7.6) and (7.10),
Ro:RaSRg:RdSRCa
where o, ¢ and d are defined in (7.9) and (7.11). By (7.22), for each £ > m, we have

L+ 1Dy pq

—I,+1
|de| = ‘ 5 Y1 —1—"Pq

2

— Iq

D,
¢,

1)< (V)R |apt| <

Similarly,

2
o], |ce] < 2]ar] < —

(ro)*
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Therefore,

“+oo
> (g-p)*a
l=m

Z]q—zI] |04|+Z|q—zl| \cel—l-Z‘q—z I‘ |de|>

l=m l=m

+oo

(3
(2 £+ . +Zr1 p>

=
=v2 4-5’°j)ﬁ+2 E) <\/§(§+ig><5.

T2

<V?2
f

By (7.23), P converges uniformly in clo,, [X(p,a,¢)]. It implies that P is a slice
regular function in X(p, a). O



(1]

[2

[3

[7

8

(9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

[16]
(17]
(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

43

REFERENCES

Stephen L. Adler, Quaternionic quantum mechanics and quantum fields, International Series
of Monographs on Physics, vol. 88, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York,
1995. MR1333599

Daniel Alpay, Fabrizio Colombo, and Irene Sabadini, Slice hyperholomorphic Schur analysis,
Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol. 256, Birkhduser/Springer, Cham, 2016.
MR3585855

Daniel K. Biss, J. Daniel Christensen, Daniel Dugger, and Daniel C. Isaksen, Eigentheory of
Cayley-Dickson algebras, Forum Math. 21 (2009), no. 5, 833-851. MR2560394

P. Cerejeiras, F. Colombo, A. Debernardi Pinos, U. Kahler, and I. Sabadini, Nuclearity and
Grothendieck-Lidskii formula for quaternionic operators, Adv. Math. 442 (2024), Paper No.
109558, 51. MR4710871

Bhupesh C. Chanyal, Sedenion unified theory of gravi-electromagnetism, Indian J. Phys. 88
(2014), no. 11, 1197-1205.

Fabrizio Colombo and Jonathan Gantner, Quaternionic closed operators, fractional powers
and fractional diffusion processes, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol. 274,
Birkhauser/Springer, Cham, 2019. MR3967697

Fabrizio Colombo, Jonathan Gantner, and David P. Kimsey, Spectral theory on the S-
spectrum for quaternionic operators, Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol. 270,
Birkhauser/Springer, Cham, 2018. MR3887616

Fabrizio Colombo, Jonathan Gantner, David P. Kimsey, and Irene Sabadini, Universality
property of the S-functional calculus, noncommuting matrixz variables and Clifford operators,
Adv. Math. 410 (2022), Paper No. 108719, 39. MR4496722

Fabrizio Colombo, Graziano Gentili, Irene Sabadini, and Daniele Struppa, Eztension results
for slice regular functions of a quaternionic variable, Adv. Math. 222 (2009), no. 5, 1793~
1808. MR2555912

Fabrizio Colombo, Graziano Gentili, Irene Sabadini, and Daniele C. Struppa, A functional
calculus in a noncommutative setting, Electron. Res. Announc. Math. Sci. 14 (2007), 60-68.
MR2342715

Fabrizio Colombo, Irene Sabadini, Franciscus Sommen, and Daniele C. Struppa, Analysis
of Dirac systems and computational algebra, Progress in Mathematical Physics, vol. 39,
Birkh&user Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2004. MR2089988

Fabrizio Colombo, Irene Sabadini, and Daniele C. Struppa, Slice monogenic functions, Israel
J. Math. 171 (2009), 385-403. MR2520116

,  Noncommutative functional calculus, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 289,
Birkhauser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2011. Theory and applications of slice hyperholomor-
phic functions. MR2752913

, Algebraic properties of the module of slice regular functions in several quaternionic
variables, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 61 (2012), no. 4, 1581-1602. MR3085619

Alessio Corti, Mark Haskins, Johannes Nordstrom, and Tommaso Pacini, G2-manifolds and
associative submanifolds via semi-Fano 3-folds, Duke Math. J. 164 (2015), no. 10, 1971-
2092. MR3369307

Charles. G. Cullen, An integral theorem for analytic intrinsic functions on quaternions, Duke
Math. J. 32 (1965), 139-148. MR0173012

Leonard E. Dickson, On quaternions and their generalization and the history of the eight
square theorem, Ann. of Math. (2) 20 (1919), no. 3, 155-171. MR1502549

Xinyuan Dou, Ming Jin, Guangbin Ren, and Irene Sabadini, A new approach to slice analysis
via slice topology, Adv. Appl. Clifford Algebr. 31 (2021), no. 5, Paper No. 67, 36. MR4309797
Xinyuan Dou, Jin Ming, Ren Guangbin Ren, and Yang Ting, Algebra of slice regular functions
on non-symmetric domains in several quaternionic variables (2024), available at arXiv:
2401.04895.

, Path-slice star-product on non-azially symmetric domains in several quaternionic
variables (2024), available at arXiv:2401.04401.

, Zeroes of weakly slice reqular functions of several quaternionic variables on non-
azially symmetric domains (2024), available at arXiv:2401.04899.



http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1333599
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3585855
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2560394
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4710871
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3967697
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3887616
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4496722
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2555912
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2342715
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2089988
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2520116
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2752913
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3085619
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3369307
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0173012
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1502549
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4309797
arXiv:2401.04895
arXiv:2401.04895
arXiv:2401.04401
arXiv:2401.04899

44

[22] Xinyuan Dou, Guangbin Ren, and Irene Sabadini, Extension theorem and representation
formula in non-azxially-symmetric domains for slice reqular functions, J. Eur. Math. Soc.
(JEMS) 25 (2023), no. 9, 3665-3694. MR4634680

, A representation formula for slice reqular functions over slice-cones in several vari-
ables, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 202 (2023), no. 5, 2421-2446. MR4634271

[24] J. M. Figueroa-O’Farrill, C. K6hl, and B. Spence, Supersymmetric Yang-Mills, octonionic in-
stantons and triholomorphic curves, Nuclear Phys. B 521 (1998), no. 3, 419-443. MR1635760

[25] Michel Fliess, Matrices de Hankel, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 53 (1974), 197-222. MR364328

[26] Igor Frenkel and Matvei Libine, Quaternionic analysis, representation theory and physics,
Adv. Math. 218 (2008), no. 6, 1806-1877. MR2431662

[27] Rudolf Fueter, Die Funktionentheorie der Differentialgleichungen Au =0 und AAu = 0 mit
vier reellen Variablen, Comment. Math. Helv. 7 (1934), no. 1, 307-330. MR1509515

, Uber die analytische Darstellung der reguldren Funktionen einer Quaternionenvari-
ablen, Comment. Math. Helv. 8 (1935), no. 1, 371-378. MR1509533

[29] Jonathan Gantner, Operator theory on one-sided quaternion linear spaces: intrinsic S-
functional calculus and spectral operators, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 267 (2020), no. 1297,
iii+101. MR4195727

[30] Graziano Gentili and Caterina Stoppato, Zeros of regular functions and polynomials of a
quaternionic variable, Michigan Math. J. 56 (2008), no. 3, 655-667. MR2490652

, Power series and analyticity over the quaternions, Math. Ann. 352 (2012), no. 1,
113-131. MR2885578

[32] Graziano Gentili and Daniele C. Struppa, A new theory of regular functions of a quaternionic
variable, Adv. Math. 216 (2007), no. 1, 279-301. MR2353257

, On the multiplicity of zeroes of polynomials with quaternionic coefficients, Milan J.

Math. 76 (2008), 15-25. MR2465984

, Regular functions on the space of Cayley numbers, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 40
(2010), no. 1, 225-241. MR2607115

[35] Riccardo Ghiloni and Alessandro Perotti, Slice regular functions on real alternative algebras,
Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 2, 1662-1691. MR2737796

, Slice regular functions of several Clifford variables, AIP Conference Proceedings

1493, 734 (2012).

, Power and spherical series over real alternative *-algebras, Indiana Univ. Math. J.

63 (2014), no. 2, 495-532. MR3233217

, Slice regular functions in several variables, Math. Z. 302 (2022), no. 1, 295-351.
MRA4462677

[39] Adam B. Gillard and Niels G. Gresnigt, Three fermion generations with two unbroken gauge
symmetries from the complex sedenions, Euro. Phys. J. C 79 (2019), 446.

[40] Murat Gilinaydin, Dieter Liist, and Emanuel Malek, Non-associativity in non-geometric string
and M-theory backgrounds, the algebra of octonions, and missing momentum modes, J. High
Energy Phys. 11 (2016), 027, front matter + 30. MR3584460

[41] Klaus Giirlebeck, Klaus Habetha, and Wolfgang Spro8 ig, Holomorphic functions in the plane
and n-dimensional space, Birkhduser Verlag, Basel, 2008. Translated from the 2006 German
original, With 1 CD-ROM (Windows and UNIX). MR2369875

[42] Mohananathan Khokulan, Kengatharam Thirulogasanthar, and Balachandiran Muraleetha-
ran, S-spectrum and associated continuous frames on quaternionic Hilbert spaces, J. Geom.
Phys. 96 (2015), 107-122. MR3372022

[43] Yi Li and Congjun Wu, High-dimensional topological insulators with quaternionic analytic
landau levels, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013), no. 21.

[44] Zahra Mirzaiyan and Giampiero Esposito, Generating rotating black hole solutions by us-
ing the Cayley-Dickson construction, Ann. Physics 450 (2023), Paper No. 169223, 15.
MR4537578

[45] Gr. C. Moisil, Sur les quaternions monogénes, Bull. Sc. Math. II LV (1931), 168-175.

[46] Guillermo Moreno, The zero divisors of the Cayley-Dickson algebras over the real numbers,
Bol. Soc. Mat. Mexicana (3) 4 (1998), no. 1, 13-28. MR1625585

[47] Balachandiran Muraleetharan, Irene Sabadini, and Kengatharam Thirulogasanthar, S-
spectrum and the quaternionic Cayley transform of an operator, J. Geom. Phys. 124 (2018),
442-455. MR3754524

23]

(28]

(31]

33]

34]

(36]

(37)

(38]



http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4634680
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4634271
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1635760
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=364328
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2431662
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1509515
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1509533
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4195727
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2490652
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2885578
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2353257
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2465984
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2607115
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2737796
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3233217
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4462677
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3584460
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2369875
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3372022
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4537578
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1625585
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3754524

(48]

[49]

[50]
[51]
[52]

(53]

[54]

[55]

45

Balachandiran Muraleetharan, Kengatharam Thirulogasanthar, and Irene Sabadini, A rep-
resentation of Weyl-Heisenberg Lie algebra in the quaternionic setting, Ann. Physics 385
(2017), 180-213. MR3707610

Charles A. Muses, Hypernumbers and quantum field theory with a summary of physically
applicable hypernumber arithmetics and their geometries, Appl. Math. Comput. 6 (1980),
no. 1, 63-94. MR552808

Tao Qian, Singular integrals on star-shaped Lipschitz surfaces in the quaternionic space,
Math. Ann. 310 (1998), no. 4, 601-630. MR1619732

Richard D. Schafer, On the algebras formed by the Cayley-Dickson process, Amer. J. Math.
76 (1954), 435-446. MR61098

Anthony Sudbery, Quaternionic analysis, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 85 (1979),
no. 2, 199-224. MR516081

Kengatharam Thirulogasanthar and Syed Twareque Ali, General construction of reproducing
kernels on a quaternionic Hilbert space, Rev. Math. Phys. 29 (2017), no. 5, 1750017, 29.
MR3663094

Chao Wang, Guangzhou Qin, and Ravi P. Agarwal, Quaternionic exponentially dichotomous
operators through S-spectral splitting and applications to Cauchy problem, Adv. Math. 410
(2022), Paper No. 108747, 97. MR4496729

Zhenghua Xu and Irene Sabadini, Generalized partial-slice monogenic functions: a synthesis
of two function theories, Adv. Appl. Clifford Algebr. 34 (2024), no. 2, Paper No. 10, 14.
MRA4715294


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3707610
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=552808
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1619732
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=61098
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=516081
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3663094
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4496729
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4715294

46

APPENDIX: SEDENION MULTIPLICATION TABLE

1 €1 €2 €3 €4 €5 €6 er €8 €9 €10 €11 €12 €13 €14 €15
1 1 €1 €2 €3 €4 €5 €6 er €8 €9 €10 €11 €12 €13 €14 €15

e | er -1 €3 —€2 €5 —€4 —€r €6 €9 —€g —€11 €10 | —€13 €12 €15 —€u
ea | 2 —e3 -1 €1 €6 €7 —€4 —€5 | €10 €11 —€g —€y | —€i4 —€15 €12 €13
€3 | €3 €2 -er -1 €7 —€6 €5 —€4 | €11 —€10 € —€g | —€15 € —€13 €12
es | es —es —es —er | -1 er  ex e3 | ez ey e €15 | —es —€ —€p —e1
€5 | €5 €4 —€r € e T €13 —€12 €15 —€14| € —€g €11 —€1
€ | €6 er €4 —6€5 | —€ €3 -1 —e1 | e -—e15 —en e €10 —€in —€g €9
€7 | e1 —€6 €5 €4 —€3  —€ €1 -1 | es e —e13 —ewn| en €10 —€y —€g
eg | es —eg —ei —en | —elp —e€13 —ey —e5| —1 e €2 €3 €4 €5 €6 €7
€9 | €9 €8 —€11 €0 | —€13 €12 ers  —ew | —er -1 —€3 €2 —€5 €4 er —€6
€10 | €10 €11 €8 —€9 | —€14 —€15 €12 €13 | —€2 €3 -1 —e1 | —es —e7 €4 €5
€11 | €11 —€wo € €s | —€15 €14 —€13 €12 | —€3 —€2 €1 -1 | —e7 €6 —€5 €4
€12 | €12 €13 €14 €15 €8 —€9g —€ip —€i1 | —€4 € €6 €7 -1 e —e2 -—e3
€13 | €13 —€12 €15 —€i4 | €9 €8 €l —€wo | € —€4 €1 —€ €1 -1 €3 —€2
€14 | €14 —€15 —€12 €13 €0 —€11 €8 €y | €6 —€7r —€4 €5 €2 -e3 -1 €1
€15 | €15 €14 —€13 —€12 | €11 €0 —€y eg | —€r €6 —€5 —€4 €3 €2 -1 -1
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