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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 7→
∑

n∈N(q−p)∗nan 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 ⊂ H → H is “holomorphic”
(Fueter-regular, or hyperholomorphic, in modern terms) if, roughly speaking,
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f(x0 + x1i+ x2j + x3k) = 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 q 7→ qn, 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 q 7→

∑
n∈N(q − p)∗nan 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 ∗-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 ∗-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
∗-product f1 ∗ f2 : Σ(I, 2) → H, I ∈ SH, on the so-called σ-ball Σ(I, 2) with center
at I and radius 2, where

fℓ : Σ(I, 2ℓ) −−−−−→ H,

q p−−−−−→
∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − I

2ℓ

)∗2n

,
ℓ = 1, 2.

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 ∗-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.

(1.1)

(∑
ℓ∈N

qℓaℓ

)
∗

(∑
ℓ∈N

qℓbℓ

)
=
∑
ℓ∈N

n∑
k=0

qℓ (akbℓ−k) ,

where aℓ, bℓ ∈ S 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 σ-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 : q p−−−−−→
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ

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

aℓ ∈ QA =
⋃

I∈SA

CI .

Thus, it is an interesting and difficult question to characterize the convergence of
the power series P with aℓ ∈ 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]. It is also possible to check that the power
series converges in σ-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 σ-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
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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 Aℓ, ℓ ∈ 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 = A2 contribute to the study
of quantum mechanics and quantum field, especially the Schrödinger equation [1].
Octonions are closely related to G2-manifold [15], M -theory [40], and Yang-Mills
field theory [24]. The algebraic structure of sedenions S = A4 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 σ-ball Σ(p,Rp

a), see (2.15), and a hyper-σ
ball Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, J)), see Theorem 2.13. Thus, there are two convergence radii, Ra

and Rp,J
a . This is a new phenomenon that does not appear in complex numbers,

quaternions, and octonions. The definition of hyper-σ-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 ∈ CS
with the coordinate

(α[I], θ[I], ȷ[J]) ∈ [0, π]× [0, π)× 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 (J1, J2) with J1 ̸= J2 is a hyper-solution if and only if J1 − J2 is
a zero divisor. In Section 5, we classify the hyper-σ balls, and prove that both
hyper-σ-balls and σ-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-σ-
ball and a σ-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

A0 := R,

and defining

(2.1) Aℓ+1 := Aℓ +Aℓe2ℓ , ℓ ∈ N := {0, 1, 2, . . .}.
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Each Aℓ+1 has twice the dimension of the previous Aℓ, and a+be2ℓ , c+de2ℓ satisfy:

(2.2)

{
(a+ be2ℓ)(c+ de2ℓ) := ac− db+ (da+ bc)e2ℓ ,

a+ be2ℓ := a− beℓ2,
∀ a, b, c, d ∈ Aℓ,

where x := x when x ∈ R, and e2ℓ is an imaginary unit in Aℓ+1.
The first five Cayley-Dickson algebra respectively are: real numbers R = A0,

complex numbers C = A1, quaternions H = A2, octonions O = A3 and sedenions
S = A4.

Let e0 := 1 ∈ R, and e2n (n = 1, 2, · · · ) be defined as in (2.1). The remaining
elements are determined inductively for n = 1, 2, 3, · · · by

em+2n := eme2n , m = 1, 2, ..., 2n − 1.

With these conventions, {eℓ}2
n−1

ℓ=0 forms a basis of An, n ∈ N, as a real algebra. In
particular, each s ∈ S is of the form

s =

15∑
m=0

xmem, xm ∈ R.

By (2.2), elements {eℓ}15ℓ=0 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)(e4 + e15) = 0,

and so e1 − e10 and e4 + e15 are zero divisors.

Definition 2.2. By Ls we denote the left multiplication by s ∈ Aℓ, namely

Ls : Aℓ → Aℓ, a 7→ sa.

The set SAℓ
of the so-called slice-units in Aℓ is defined by

SAℓ
:=
{
s ∈ Aℓ : L

2
s = −idAℓ

}
;

moreover we introduce the notation

CAℓ
:= {Ls : s ∈ SAℓ

} ,
while

SAℓ
:= {i ∈ Aℓ : i

2 = −1}
denotes the set of imaginary units of the algebra Aℓ.

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

(2.4) SS(= SA4
) = {a+ be8 ∈ SS : a, b ∈ O, ab = ba} .

The so-called slice cone of sedenions S is denoted by

WS :=
⋃

I∈CS

CI ,

and is equipped with the slice topology

τs(WS) := {Ω ⊂ WS : ΩI ∈ τ(CI), ∀ I ∈ CS}.
Note that we denote an element in CS by I but also by Ls when we make explicit
that the element corresponds to the left multiplication by s ∈ S. Open sets,
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connected sets, and paths in τs(Ω) are called slice-open sets, slice-connected sets,
and slice-paths in Ω, respectively. Following [18] we introduce the next definition:

Definition 2.3. Let Ω ∈ τs(WS). A function f : Ω → S is called slice regular, if
for each I ∈ CS, fI := f |ΩI

is real differentiable and

1

2

(
∂

∂x
+ I

∂

∂y

)
fI(x+ yI) = 0, on ΩI .

Let z ∈ C and r ∈ [0,+∞]. Let us set

B∗(z, r) := {w ∈ C : |w − z| < r}
⋃

{z}.

If r > 0, then B∗(z, r) is an open ball, and we abbreviate B∗(z, r) as B(z, r). If
r ∈ [0,∞) is the radius of convergence of {an}n∈N with an ∈ C, then the complex
power series w 7→ (w − z)nan converges on B∗(z, r).

Let b =
∑15

ı=0 bıeı and c =
∑15

ı=0 cıeı with bı, cı ∈ R. Set

(2.5) ⟨b, c⟩ =
15∑
ı=0

bıcı, and define ⟨Lb, Lc⟩ := ⟨b, c⟩.

Fix I0 ∈ CS. Let p ∈ WS and

Re(p) := ⟨p, 1⟩, Ip :=

{
I0, p ∈ R,
p−Re(p)
|p−Re(p)| , otherwise,

Im(p) := ⟨p, Ip⟩, and zp := Re(p) + Im(p)i ∈ C.
Let I ∈ CS ∪ {0} and J ∈ CS and set

ΨI
i : C −−−−−→ R+ RI,

x+ yi p−−−−−→ x+ yI,

and

ΨI
J := ΨI

i ◦
(
ΨJ

i

)−1
.

Definition 2.4. Let p ∈ WS and r ∈ [0,+∞] and

(2.6) Σ(p, r) :=

{ ⋃
J∈CS

ΨJ
i [B∗(zp, r) ∩B∗(zp, r)]

}⋃
Ψ

Ip
i [B∗(zp, r)] .

If r ∈ (0,+∞), then we call Σ(p, r) the σ-ball with center p and radius r.

Our next task is to define hypersolutions, with the ulterior goal of defining the so-
called hyper-σ-balls, and to this end we need some more terminology and concepts.

Let J = (J1, ..., Jm) ∈ (CS)
m
. Define

Cker
S (J) := (CS)ker (J)

:=

{
I ∈ CS : ker(1, I) ⊃ ker[ζ(J)] =

m⋂
ℓ=1

ker(1, Jℓ)

}
,

(2.7)

where

ζ(J) :=

1 J1
...

...
1 Jk

 ,
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and

ker(1, I) :=

{(
a
b

)
∈ S2×1 : (1, I)

(
a
b

)
= 0

}
.

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

Cker
S (Le1 , Le10)

=

{
L
(
cos2 θe1 + cos θ sin θe2 + [sin θ cos θe1 + sin2 θe2]e8

)
: θ ∈ [0, π)

}
(where we write L(s) instead of Ls) is a closed curve in CS.

Definition 2.6. The element J = (J1, ..., Jm) ∈ Cm
S is called a slice-solution, if

Cker
S (J) = CS.

Definition 2.7. The element J = (J1, ..., Jm) ∈ Cm
S is called a hyper-solution, if

J is not a slice-solution, and for each I ∈ CS\Cker
S (J), (J1, ..., Jm, I) is a slice-

solution.

Definition 2.8. Let p ∈ WS, J = (J1, J2, ..., Jm) ∈ Cm
S and r ∈ [0,+∞]. Denote

Σ(p, r, J) :=

{ ⋃
K∈CS

ΨK
i [B∗(zp, r) ∩B∗(zp, r)]

}
⋃ ⋃

K∈Cker
S (J)

ΨK
i [B∗(zp, r)]

 .

(2.8)

If r > 0, J is a hyper-solution with Ip = J1, then we call Σ(p, r, J) the hyper-σ-ball
with hyper-solution J , center p and radius r.

Remark 2.9. Let J = (J1, J2, ..., Jm) ∈ Cm
S and K1, ...,Kℓ ∈ {J1, J2, ..., Jm}. If

ker(ζ(J)) = ker(ζ(K)), then it is immediate to check that

Cker
S (J) = Cker

S (K).

Let q = x+ yJ1 ∈ CJ1 and r ∈ [0,+∞). Then

Σ(q, r, J) = Σ(x+ yK1, r,K).

Convention: As customary, we define

1

0
:= +∞, and

1

+∞
:= 0.

Definition 2.10. Let p ∈ WS, J ∈ CS and a := {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. We define
two convergence radii by

(2.9) Ra :=
1

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|aℓ|
1
ℓ

and
(2.10)

Rp,J
a :=


Ra, p ∈ R or J = Ip,[
lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist
(
aℓ, ker(Ip − J)

) 1
ℓ

]−1

, otherwise,
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where

ker(Ip − J) := {c ∈ S : (Ip − J)c = 0}.

It is easy to check that

(2.11) Rp,K
a ≥ Ra, ∀ K ∈ CS.

Example 2.11. Since S contains zero divisors (see Remark 2.1) according to
(6.18), it follows by taking u = e1, v = −e2 and w = e4 in Proposition 6.6 that

(2.12) ker(e1 − e10) = spanR (e4 + e15, e5 − e14, e6 + e13, e7 − e12) .

It follows that

(2.13) 1 ⊥ ker(e1 − e10),

that is ⟨1, ker(e1 − e10)⟩ = 0.

Let p ∈ WS and a := {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. As we shall see in (6.8), there is
J ∈ CS such that Rp,J

a = Rp
a, where

(2.14) Rp
a := sup

K∈CS

{
Rp,K

a

}
.

According to (2.11) and (2.14),

Rp
a ≥ Ra.

We now introduce the notation

B∗
WS

(p,Ra) := {q ∈ WS : |p− q| < Ra} ∪ {p}.
and

(2.15) Σ(p, a) :=


B∗

WS
(p,Ra), p ∈ R,

Σ(p,Rp
a), Rp

a = Ra,

Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, J)) ∩ Σ(p,Rp
a), ortherwise.

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

Σ(p, a, ε) :=


BWS

(p,Ra − ε), p ∈ R,
Σ(p,Rp

a − ε), Rp
a = Ra,

Σ(p,Ra − ε, (Ip, J)) ∩ Σ(p,Rp
a − ε), ortherwise,

where we write BWS
(p, r) instead of B∗

WS
(p, r) when r > 0.

Convention. In the paper, we shall often write s ∈ L(S) := {La : a ∈ S}
instead of Ls, s ∈ S.

Example 2.12. Let p = Le1 , J = Le10 and aℓ = 1
3ℓ

+ e4+e15
2ℓ

, ℓ ∈ N+ := N\{0}.
According to (2.12) and (2.13),

Ra = 2, and R
Le1

,J
a = 3,

where a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N+ . To elaborate this example we need to appeal to Proposition
6.2 in which we take J1 = J2 = Le10 , so that

Rp
a = R

Le1
,J

a = 3.

Then, one can check by

Σ(Le1 , a) = Σ(Le1 , 2, (Le1 , Le10)) ∩ Σ(Le1 , 3)
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that

[Σ(e1, a)]I =


Ψ

Le1
i [B(i, 2)], I = ±Le1 ,

ΨI
i [B(i, 2) ∩B(−i, 3)], I ∈ Cker

S (Le1 , Le10)\{Le1},
ΨI

i [B(−i, 2) ∩B(i, 3)], I ∈ −
[
Cker
S (Le1 , Le10)\{Le1}

]
,

ΨI
i [B(i, 2) ∩B(−i, 2)], otherwise.

Figure 1 displays [Σ(Le1 , a)]I for all possible I ∈ CS.

Figure 1.

Notation. Let (X, τ) be a topological space and U ⊂ X. Denote cloτ(X)(U),
extτ(X)(U) is the closure and the exterior of U in τ(X). In particular, for V ⊂
WS, we write for short extτs(V ) instead of extτs(WS)(V ), and cloτs(V ) instead of
cloτs(WS)(V ).

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

(q − p)∗(n+1) = [(q − p)∗n] ∗ (q − p)

=

[
n∑

ℓ=0

(
n
ℓ

)
qn−ℓ(−p)ℓ

]
∗ (q − p)

=

n+1∑
ℓ=0

(
n+ 1
ℓ

)
qn+1−ℓ(−p)ℓ.

Theorem 2.13. Let p ∈ WS and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. Then the power series

P : WS −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ P (q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ,

converges absolutely and it is slice regular in Σ(p, a), moreover it diverges in extτs [Σ(p, a)].
Moreover, if Ra ∈ (0,+∞] and ε ∈ (0, Ra), then the power series P converges

uniformly in {
cloτs [Σ(p, ε)] , Ra = +∞,

cloτs [Σ(p, a, ε)] , otherwise.
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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 WS.

Definition 3.1. A slice-open set Ω ⊂ WS is called a domain of slice regularity if
there are no slice-open sets Ω1 and Ω2 in WS with the following properties:

(i) ∅ ̸= Ω1 ⊂ Ω2 ∩ Ω.
(ii) Ω2 is slice-connected and not contained in Ω.

(iii) For any slice regular function f on Ω, there is a slice regular function f̃ on

Ω2 such that f = f̃ in Ω1.

In the sequel, we shall denote the set of imaginary units in the algebra of octo-
nions by

SO := {ı ∈ O : ı2 = −1},
and

CO := {Lı : ı ∈ SO}.

Definition 3.2. Let ı, ȷ, κ ∈ O with |ı| = |ȷ| = |κ| = 1 and

(ıȷ)κ = −ı(ȷκ).

Then we say that (ı, ȷ, κ) is a special triple of O. We also say that (Lı, Lȷ, Lκ) is a
special triple of L(O).

Proposition 3.3. Let (ı, ȷ, κ) be a special triple of O. Then

(i) ı, ȷ, κ ∈ SO.
(ii) ıȷ = −ȷı, ȷκ = −κȷ and κı = −ıκ.

Proof. If there is ρ ∈ SO such that ı, ȷ ∈ CL, then

ı, ȷ, κ ∈ Hρ,κ := R⟨1, κ, ρ, κρ⟩.

It implies that

(ıȷ)κ =
(ıȷ)κ− ı(ȷκ)

2
=

(ıȷ)κ− (ıȷ)κ

2
= 0,

a contradiction to ı, ȷ, κ ̸= 0.
Otherwise, Hı,ȷ is an algebra of quaternions. Write

κ = κ1 + κ2e
′
4,

for some κ1, κ2 ∈ H′ and e′4 ∈ SO ∩ (HL,K)⊥. Then

2 =|2(ıȷ)κ| = |(ıȷ)κ− ı(ȷκ)|
=|(ıȷ)(κ2e′4)− ı[ȷ(κ2e

′
4)]| ≤ 2|κ2| ≤ 2.

It implies that

|κ2| = 1, κ1 = 0 and κ = κ2e
′
4 ∈ SO ∩Hı,ȷ.

Then κ ⊥ ı and κı = −ıκ. Similarly, (i) and (ii) hold. □
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Remark 3.4. We note that (ı, ȷ, κ) 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 (ı, ȷ, κ) be a special triple of O. For each θ ∈ [0, 2π), let us
set {

ı′ = cos(θ)ı+ sin(θ)ȷ,

ȷ′ = cos
(
θ + π

2

)
ı+ sin

(
θ + π

2

)
ȷ = − sin(θ)ı+ cos(θ)ȷ.

Then (ı′, ȷ′, κ) and (ı′,−ȷ′, κ) are special triples of O.

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

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 e0, . . . , e7 obeying the standard defining relations.

Proposition 3.6. Let a + be8, c + de8 be non-zero sedenions with a, b, c, d ∈ O.
Then

(3.1) (a+ be8)(c+ de8) = 0,

if and only if a, b, c ̸= 0, d = a(bc)
|a||b| = (ba)c

|a||b| , |a| = |b| and
{

a
|a| ,

b
|b| ,

c
|c|

}
is a special

triple of O.

Proof. “⇐” Suppose that a, b, c ̸= 0, d = a(bc), |a| = |b| and
{

a
|a| ,

b
|b| ,

c
|c|

}
is a

special triple of O. Then
d =

a(bc)

|a||b|
= −a(bc)

|a||b|
=
a(cb)

|a||b|
= − (ac)b

|b|2
,

d =
a(bc)

|a||b|
= − (bc)a

|a|2
.

It implies that

(3.2)


ac− db = ac−

(
− (ac)b

|b|2

)
b = ac− ac = 0,

da+ bc =

(
− (bc)a

|a|2

)
a− bc = bc− bc = 0.

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

(3.3)

{
ac− db = 0,

da+ bc = 0.

Since O is a normed division algebra,{
|a||c| = |d||b|,
|d||a| = |b||c|.

Thence

|a|2
(
|c|2 + |d|2

)
= |b|2

(
|c|2 + |d|2

)
.
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According to c+ de8 ̸= 0, we have |c|2 + |d|2 ̸= 0. Thence

(3.4) |a| = |b|.

Since a+ be8 is non-zero, we have a, b ̸= 0. It follows that

(3.5) a−1 =
a

|a|2
and b−1 =

b

|b|2
.

On the other hand, by (3.3),

(3.6) b−1(c · a) = d = −(bc)a−1.

By (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6),

b(c · a) = −(bc)a.

By definition,
{

b
|b| ,

c
|c| ,

a
|a|

}
is a special triple of O. It implies that

c = −c and a = −a.

Thus

b(ca) = −(bc)a

and
{

b
|b| ,

c
|c| ,

a
|a|

}
is also a basic triple of O.

By (3.3),

d = −(bc)a−1 = −
[
b(−c)

]−a
|a|2

= − (bc)a

|a|2
=
a(bc)

|a||b|
.

□

Proposition 3.7. Let (aℓ + bℓe8)(c + de8) = 0, ℓ = 1, 2, for some aℓ, bℓ, c, d ∈ O.
If (c+ de8) ̸= 0, then

(3.7) ⟨a1, a2⟩ = ⟨b1, b2⟩.

Proof. Obviously, (3.7) holds for a1 + b1e8 = 0 or a2 + b2e8 = 0. Otherwise, by
Proposition 3.6,

d =
(bℓaℓ)c

|aℓ||bℓ|
, |aℓ| = |bℓ|, and |cℓ| = |dℓ|.

It follows from{
bℓ
|bℓ|

,
bℓaℓ

|aℓ||bℓ|
,
c

|c|

}
and

{
bℓ
|bℓ|

,
(bℓaℓ)c

|aℓ||bℓ||c|
,
c

|c|

}
being special triple of O that

aℓ =[(−1)aℓ](−1) =

[(
bℓ
|bℓ|

)2

aℓ

](
c

|c|

)2

=

[(
bℓ

bℓaℓ
|aℓ||bℓ|

)
c

]
c

|c||d|

=−
[
bℓ
(bℓaℓ)c

|aℓ||bℓ|

]
c

|c||d|
= − [bℓd]

c

|c||d|
=
bℓ(dc)

|c||d|
.

Therefore

⟨a1, a2⟩ =
〈
b1

dc

|c||d|
, b2

dc

|c||d|

〉
= ⟨b1, b2⟩.

□
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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 R2n-valued functions. In this section, we
fully describe these two concepts in the case of sedenions. Specifically, for a pair
(J1, J2) ∈ C2

S with J1 ̸= J2, we give three equivalent characterizations for this pair
being a hyper-solution. In addition, this part of the paper prepares the study of
hyper-σ-balls which is provided in Section 5.

Let I ∈ CS and, according to (2.5), we set

(4.1) α[I] := arccos ⟨I, Le8⟩.

Proposition 4.1. For each I ∈ CS, there is θ ∈ [0, π) and ȷ ∈ SO such that

(4.2) I = L

(
sin
(
α[I]

)
cos(θ)ȷ+

[
cos
(
α[I]

)
+ sin

(
α[I]

)
sin(θ)ȷ

]
e8

)
,

where L(s) := Ls, for all s ∈ S and α[I] as in (4.1).
Moreover, if I /∈ {±Le8}, then the pair (θ, ȷ) is unique.

Proof. By (2.4),

(4.3) I = L

(
aȷ+ [b+ cȷ]e8

)
for ȷ ∈ CO and some a, b ∈ R, c ∈ R+ satisfying

a ≥ 0, when c = 0.

Note that a2 + b2 + c2 = 1. Then (4.2) holds by (4.1) and taking

(4.4) θ :=

{
0, I ∈ {±Le8},
arccos

(
a

sin(α[I])

)
, otherwise.

Suppose that I /∈ {±Le8} and

I = L

(
sin(α[I]) cos(θ

′)ȷ′ +
[
cos(α[I]) + sin(α[I]) sin(θ

′)ȷ′
]
e8

)
,

for some θ′ ∈ [0, π) and ȷ′ ∈ CO. Since I /∈ {±Le8}, a ̸= 0 or c ̸= 0. If a ̸= 0, then

tan(θ′) =
sin(θ′)

cos(θ′)
=

sin(α[I]) sin(θ
′)ȷ′

sin(α[I]) cos(θ′)ȷ′
=

sin(α[I]) sin(θ)ȷ

sin(α[I]) cos(θ)ȷ
=

sin(θ)

cos(θ)
= tan(θ).

We have

(4.5) θ′ = θ, and then ȷ′ = ȷ.

Similarly if c ̸= 0, then (4.5) holds since cot(θ′) = cot(θ). □

Notations. When I /∈ {±Le8}, by the uniqueness of the pair (θ, ȷ) we shall set{
θ[I] := θ,

ȷ[I] := ȷ.

For I ∈ {±Le8}, we set {
θ[I] := 0,

ȷ[I] := e1.

Denote
S2,⊥O := {(I, J) ∈ S2O : I ⊥ J},
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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),
αLe1

= arccos⟨Le1 , Le8⟩ = π
2 ,

ȷLe1
= e1,

θLe1
= 0,

and 
αLe10

= arccos⟨Le10 , Le8⟩ = π
2 ,

ȷLe10
= e2,

θLe10
= π

2 .

Proposition 4.3. If J = (J1, J2) ∈ C2
S is not a slice-solution, then

α[J1] = α[J2] =: α[J].

Moreover if J1 ̸= J2, then α[J] ̸= 0, θ[J1] ̸= θ[J2] and there is a unique element

in S2O denoted by ı[J] =
(
ı
[J]
1 , ı

[J]
2

)
such that

(4.6)

{
ȷ[J1] = cos

(
θ[J1]

)
ı
[J]
1 + sin

(
θ[J1]

)
ı
[J]
2 ,

ȷ[J2] = cos
(
θ[J2]

)
ı
[J]
1 + sin

(
θ[J2]

)
ı
[J]
2 .

Furthermore,

(4.7) ı
[J]
1 ⊥ ı

[J]
2 , i.e. ı[J] ∈ S2,⊥O .

Proof. Obviously, the statement holds when J1 = J2, so we assume J1 ̸= J2.
We divide the proof in steps.
(i) We prove that α[J1] = α[J2] = α[J].
Since (J1, J2) is not a slice-solution, it follows by the reasoning in [18, Remark

5.9] that there is non-zero c = (c1, c2)
T ∈ S2 such that

(4.8)

(
1 J1
1 J2

)(
c1
c2

)
= 0.

It is immediate to check that c2 ̸= 0, otherwise, by (4.8), we have c1 = 0, and then
c = 0, a contradiction, and

(4.9) (J1 − J2)c2 = 0.

According to Proposition 3.6, it follows from (4.2) that

0 = ⟨J1 − J2, Le8⟩ = cos(α[J1])− cos(α[J2]).

It implies that α[J1] = α[J2] =: α[J].
(ii) We prove that α[J] ̸= 0.

Since J1 ̸= J2, sin
(
α[J]

)
̸= 0 (otherwise J1 = J2 ∈ {±Le8}) and the conclusion

follows.
(iii) We prove that if J1 ̸= J2 then θ[J1] ̸= θ[J2].
We write

J1 − J2 = L

(
o1 + o2e8

)
, for some o1, o2 ∈ O.
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Again by Proposition 3.6 and (4.9), o1 ⊥ o2, i.e.

0 = ⟨o1, o2⟩
=sin2(α[J])

〈
cos(θ[J1])ȷ[J1] − cos(θ[J2])ȷ[J2], sin(θ[J1])ȷ[J1] − sin(θ[J2])ȷ[J2]

〉
.

(4.10)

It follows from (4.10) that

⟨ȷ[J1], ȷ[J2]⟩ =
cos(θ[J1]) sin(θ[J1]) + cos(θ[J2]) sin(θ[J2])

cos(θ[J2]) sin(θ[J1]) + cos(θ[J1]) sin(θ[J2])

= cos(θ[J1]) cos(θ[J2]) + sin(θ[J1]) sin(θ[J2])

= cos(θ[J1] − θ[J2]).

If θ[J1] = θ[J2], then 〈
ȷ[J1], ȷ[J2]

〉
= cos

(
θ[J1] − θ[J2]

)
= 1.

It implies that ȷ := ȷ[J1] = ȷ[J2] and o1, o2 ∈ Cȷ. By Proposition 3.6, the non-
zero sedenion o1 + o2e8 is not a zero divisor, a contradiction to (4.9). Therefore,
θ[J1] ̸= θ[J2].

(iv) We show that (4.6) and (4.7) hold.
Let 

ı
[J]
1 := cos

(
θ[J1]

)
ȷ[J1] − sin

(
θ[J1]

)
κ,

=cos
(
−θ[J1]

)
ȷ[J1] + sin

(
−θ[J1]

)
κ,

ı
[J]
2 := sin

(
θ[J1]

)
ȷ[J1] + cos

(
θ[J1]

)
κ,

=cos
(
−θ[J1] +

π

2

)
ȷ[J1] + sin

(
−θ[J1] +

π

2

)
κ,

where

κ :=
ȷ[J2] − cos

(
θ[J2] − θ[J1]

)
ȷ[J1]

sin
(
θ[J2] − θ[J1]

) ∈ SO,

i.e. κ is the unique imaginary unit in SO with ȷ[J1] ⊥ κ such that

ȷ[J2] = cos
(
θ[J2] − θ[J1]

)
ȷ[J1] + sin

(
θ[J2] − θ[J1]

)
κ.

By directly calculation, (4.6) and (4.7) hold.
(v) We prove the uniqueness of ι[J].

By (4.6) and θ[J1] ̸= θ[J2],

(4.11) ı[J] =

(
ı
[J]
1

ı
[J]
2

)
=

(
cos
(
θ[J1]

)
sin
(
θ[J1]

)
cos
(
θ[J2]

)
sin
(
θ[J2]

))−1(
ȷ[J1]

ȷ[J2]

)
.

By Proposition 4.1, θ[Jℓ] and ȷ[Jℓ], ℓ = 1, 2, are unique. It implies by (4.11) that

ı[J] is unique. □

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 e1−e10 is a zero divisor and Corollary 4.11
shows that J = (Le1 , Le10) is not a slice-solution. By (4.6) and Example 4.2 we
obtain

(4.12) α[(Le1
,Le10

)] =
π

2
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and

ı[(Le1 ,Le10 )] =

[(
cos
(
θLe1

)
sin
(
θLe1

)
cos
(
θLe10

)
sin
(
θLe10

))−1(
ȷLe1

ȷLe10

)]T

=

[(
1

1

)−1(
e1
e2

)]T
= (e1, e2).

(4.13)

Let ψ : [0, π]× [0, π)× S2,⊥O → CS be defined by

(4.14) ψ

(
α, θ, (ı1, ı2)

)
:= L

(
sin(α) cos(θ)κ+ [cos(α) + sin(α) sin(θ)κ]e8

)
,

where

κ := cos(θ)ı1 + sin(θ)ı2.

Example 4.5. By direct calculations we have that

ψ

(
π

2
, θ, (e1, e2)

)
=L

(
cos2 θe1 + cos θ sin θe2 + [sin θ cos θe1 + sin2 θe2]e8

)
.

(4.15)

Proposition 4.6. Let α′ ∈ (0, π), θ′ ∈ [0, π), ı = (ı1, ı2) ∈ S2,⊥O and J = ψ(α, θ′, ı).
Then

(4.16) α[J] = α′, θ[J] = θ′ and ȷ[J] = cos(θ′)ı1 + sin(θ′)ı2.

Proof. It is a consequence of (4.14) and Proposition 4.1. □

Proposition 4.7. If J = (J1, J2) ∈ C2
S is not a slice-solution and J1 ̸= J2, then

(4.17) Jℓ = ψ
(
α[J], θ[Jℓ], ı

[J]
)
, ℓ = 1, 2.

Proof. It follows directly by definition and formulas (4.16) and (4.6). □

Proposition 4.8. Let α ∈ [0, π], θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, π), (ı1, ı2) ∈ S2,⊥O , and

Iℓ = ψ(α, θℓ, (ı1, ı2)), ℓ = 1, 2.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) Let ı3 ∈ SO be such that {ı1, ı2, ı3} is a special triple of O; then

(4.18) (I1 − I2)(ı3 + ((ı1ı2)ı3)e8) = 0.

(ii) If

(4.19) I1 ̸= I2, and (I1 − I2)c = 0, for some c ∈ S,

then

(4.20) c = d+ ((ı1ı2)d)e8

for some d ∈ O with
{
ı1, ı2,

d
|d|

}
special triple of O.
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Proof. (i) If θ1 = θ2 or sin(α) = 0, then I1 = I2 and (4.18) holds. Otherwise,
θ1 ̸= θ2 and sin(α) ̸= 0. Therefore, I1, I2 /∈ {±Le8}. By (4.16),

(4.21) θ[Iℓ] = θℓ, and ȷ[Iℓ] = cos(θℓ)ı1 + sin(θℓ)ı2.

By (4.2) and direct calculation,

(4.22) I1 − I2 = L

(
sin (α) (a+ be8)

)
,

where

a := cos(θ[I1])ȷ[I1] − cos(θ[I2])ȷ[I2]

=
[
cos2(θ1)− cos2(θ2)

]
ı1 + [cos(θ1) sin(θ1)− cos(θ2) sin(θ2)] ı2,

(4.23)

and

b := sin(θ[I1])ȷ[I1] − sin(θ[I2])ȷ[I2]

=[cos(θ1) sin(θ1)− cos(θ2) sin(θ2)]ı1 + [sin2(θ1)− sin2(θ2)]ı2.
(4.24)

If a = 0, then by (4.23){
cos(2θ1)− cos(2θ2) = 2[cos2(θ1)− cos2(θ2)] = 0,

sin(2θ1)− sin(2θ2) = 2[cos(θ1) sin(θ1)− cos(θ2) sin(θ2)] = 0.

It implies that θ1 = θ2, a contradiction, therefore, a ̸= 0. Similarly, if we assume
b ̸= 0. It follows from[

cos2(θ1)− cos2(θ2)
]
= −[sin2(θ1)− sin2(θ2)], ı2ı1ı2 = −ı1ı2ı2 = ı1,

that

a · ı1 · ı2 = b, and |a| = |b|.
By b−1 = −b

|b|2 ∈ SO,

(4.25)
ba

|a||b|
= ı1ı2, and

(ba)ı3
|a||b|

= (ı1ı2)ı3.

By Proposition 3.5,
{

a
|a| ,

b
|b| , ı3

}
is a special triple of O. Then (4.18) holds by (4.22),

(4.25) and Proposition 3.6.
(ii) Suppose that (4.19) holds. By Proposition 3.6, there is d ∈ O such that

(4.20) holds and
{

a
|a| ,

b
|b| ,

d
|d|

}
is a special triple of O. According to (4.23), (4.24)

and Proposition 3.5,
{
ı1, ı2,

d
|d|

}
is also a special triple of O. □

Proposition 4.9. Assume that J = (J1, J2) ∈ C2
S is not a slice-solution and

J1 ̸= J2, and let K ∈ CS. Then

Cker
S (J) = ψ

({
α[J]

}
× [0, π)×

{
ı[J]
})

and the following statements are equivalent:

(i) K = ψ(α[J], θ[K], ı
[J]);

(ii) K ∈ Cker
S (J);

(iii) (J1, J2,K) is not a slice-solution.
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Proof. (i)⇒(ii) Let c = (c1, c2)
T ∈ ker[ζ(J)]\{0}. By definition and direct calcula-

tion, c2 ̸= 0 and (J1 − J2)c2 = 0. According to (4.7), ı[J] =
(
ı
[J]
1 , ı

[J]
2

)
∈ S2,⊥O . By

(4.17) and Proposition 4.8 (ii), there is d ∈ O such that

(4.26) c2 = d+
(
(ı

[J]
1 ı

[J]
2 )d

)
e8

and
{
ı
[J]
1 , ı

[J]
2 , d

|d|

}
is a special triple of O. According to (4.18) and (4.26), (K −

J1)c2 = 0. Therefore

(1,K)c = (1,K)

(
c1
c2

)
= c1 +Kc2 = c1 + J1c2 = (1, J1)c = 0.

It implies that ker(1,K) ⊃ ker[ζ(J)] and (ii) holds.
(ii)⇒(iii) Suppose that K ∈ Cker

S (J). By definition,

ker (ζ ((J1, J2,K))) = ker(ζ(J)) ̸= {0}.

According to [22, Remark 5.9], (J1, J2,K) is not a slice-solution.
(iii)⇒(i) Let I = ψ(α[J], θ[K], ı

[J]). By (4.16),

(4.27) α[I] = α[J], and θ[I] = θ[K].

It follows from the method in the proof of (i)⇒(ii) that I ∈ Cker
S (J). Suppose

that (J1, J2,K) is not a slice-solution. By [18, Remark 5.9], there is non-zero
c = (c1, c2)

T ∈ S2×1 such that1 J1
1 J2
1 K

(c1
c2

)
= 0.

Since I ∈ Cker
S (J),

(1, I)c = 0.

According to Proposition 4.3,

(4.28) α[K] = α[L] = α[J1] = α[J] = α[I].

If K = I, then (i) holds. Otherwise K ̸= I, then K − I = L (u+ ve8), where{
u = sin(α[J]) cos(θ[K])(ȷ[K] − ȷ[I]),

v = sin(α[J]) sin(θ[K])(ȷ[K] − ȷ[I]).

According to (K − I)c2 = 0,
{

u
|u| ,

v
|v| ,

d1

|d1|

}
is a special triple of O, where c2 =

d1 + d2e8 for some d1, d2 ∈ O. It implies that u, v ̸= 0, sin(θ[K]), cos(θ[K]) ̸= 0, and

0 =

〈
u

|u|
,
v

|v|

〉
= sin2(α[J]) cos(θ[K]) sin(θ[K])

〈
ȷ[K] − ȷ[I], ȷ[K] − ȷ[I]

〉
.

Therefore ȷ[K] = ȷ[I]. By (4.27) and (4.28) we have I = K hence (i) holds. □
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Example 4.10. Here we expand the calculations which led to Example 2.5. From
Proposition 4.9, (4.12), (4.13) and (4.15), we deduce

Cker
S (Le1 , Le10)

=ψ

(
{α[(Le1

,Le10
)]} × [0, π)×

{
ı[(Le1 ,Le10 )]

})
=ψ

({π
2

}
× [0, π)× {(e1, e2)}

)
=

{
L
(
cos2 θe1 + cos θ sin θe2 + [sin θ cos θe1 + sin2 θe2]e8

)
: θ ∈ [0, π)

}
.

It is easy to check that

lim
θ→π

ψ
(π
2
, θ, (e1, e2)

)
= Le1 = ψ

(π
2
, 0, (e1, e2)

)
.

Therefore, Cker
S (Le1 , Le10) is a closed curve in CS.

Corollary 4.11. Let J = (J1, J2) ∈ C2
S with J1 ̸= J2. Then the following state-

ments are equivalent:

(i) J is a hyper-solution;
(ii) J1 − J2 is a zero divisor, that is J1 − J2 = La, for some zero divisor a ∈ S;
(iii) J is not a slice-solution.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii) Suppose that J is a hyper-solution. Let c = (c1, c2)
T ∈ ker(ζ(J))

be a non-zero constant. Then it is easy to check that c2 ̸= 0 and (J1 − J2)c2 = 0.
Therefore, J1 − J2 is a zero divisor.

(ii)⇒(iii) Suppose that J1 − J2 is a zero divisor. Then there is non-zero c2 ∈ CS
such that (J1 − J2)c2 = 0. Therefore 0 ̸= (−J1c2, c2)T ∈ ker(ζ(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 ∈ CS\Cker

S (J) such that (J1, J2,K) is not a slice-
solution. By Proposition 4.9, K ∈ Cker

S (J), a contradiction. □

5. Hyper-σ-balls in sedenions

In this section, we show that there are only two types of hyper-σ-balls in sede-
nions. One belongs to the plane associated with {±e8}, the other belongs to the
planes associated with (J1, J2) ∈ C2

S that meets certain conditions. In other words,
a hyper-σ-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 σ-ball, while the latter
is a new feature appearing in sedenions. We also show that both hyper-σ-balls and
σ-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

SO(I) := {κ ∈ SO : κ ⊥ ȷ[I]}.



19

It is possible to check that there is e′1, e
′
2, · · · , e′6 ∈ SS such that {1, ȷ[I], e′1, e′2, · · · , e′6}

is an orthonormal basis of O. It follows that

(5.1) SO(I) =

{
6∑

ı=1

λie
′
i :

6∑
ı=1

λ2ı = 1

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

Remark 5.1. Let I ∈ {±Le8}. It is easy to verify, using Proposition 4.3, that
H(I) = ∅, moreover (I) is a hyper-solution.

Let I ∈ CS\{±Le8}. We define a map φ[I] : SO(I)× [0, π) → CS by

(5.2) φ[I](κ, ϑ) := ψ
(
α[I], ϑ, ı

{I,κ}
)
,

where

(5.3) ı{I,κ} =

(
ı
{I,κ}
1

ı
{I,κ}
2

)
=

(
cos(θ[I]) − sin(θ[I])
sin(θ[I]) cos(θ[I])

)(
ȷ[I]
κ

)
.

By definition,

(5.4) I = φ[I](κ, θ[I]) = ψ
(
α[I], θ[I], ı

{I,κ}
)
, ∀ κ ∈ SO(I).

Proposition 5.2. Let I ∈ CS\{±Le8}. Then φ[I]|E[I]
is injective and

(5.5) H(I) = φ[I](E[I])

is a 6-manifold, where

E[I] := SO(I)× ([0, π)\{θ[I]}).

Proof. (i) Let J ∈ φ[I](E[I]). Then there is (κ, ϑ) ∈ E[I] such that

J = φ[I](κ, ϑ) = ψ
(
α[I], ϑ, ı

{I,κ}
)
.

According to (5.4) and Proposition 4.8 (i), I − J is a zero divisor. It follows from
θ[J] = ϑ ̸= θ[I] 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) ⊃ φ[I](E[I]).

(ii) 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 θ[I] ̸= θ[J] and

J = φ[I](κ, θ[J]),

where

κ = sin
(
−θ[I]

)
ı
[(I,J)]
1 + cos

(
−θ[I]

)
ı
[(I,J)]
2 .

Therefore J ∈ φ[I](E[I]). It follows that H(I) ⊂ φ[I](E[I]) and (5.5) holds.
(iii) Denote

t[I] : (θ[I] − π, θ[I]) −−−−−→ [0, π)\{θ[I]},

ϑ p−−−−−→

{
ϑ, ϑ ∈ [0, θ[I]),

ϑ− π, otherwise,
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and

T[I] : E′
[I] −−−−−→ E[I] = SO(I)× [0, π)\{θ[I]},

(κ, ϑ) p−−−−−→
(
κ, t[I](ϑ)

)
,

where
E′

[I] := SO(I)× (θ[I] − π, θ[I]).

According to (5.1), E′
[I] is a 6-manifold.

It follows from trigonometric identities and

sin(2ϑ) = sin
(
2t[I](ϑ)

)
,

cos(2ϑ) = cos
(
2t[I](ϑ)

)
,

that

cos2(t[I](ϑ)) = cos2(ϑ),

sin(t[I](ϑ)) cos(t[I](ϑ)) = sin(ϑ) cos(ϑ),

sin2(t[I](ϑ)) = sin2(ϑ).

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

φ[I] ◦ T[I](κ, ϑ) = φ[I](κ, t[I](ϑ)) = ψ
(
α[I], T[I](ϑ), ı

{I,κ}
)

= L

(
sin(α[I]) cos(t[I](ϑ))

(
cos(t[I](ϑ)), sin(t[I](ϑ))

)
g(κ)

+
[
cos(α[I]) + sin(α[I]) sin(t[I](ϑ))

(
cos(t[I](ϑ)), sin(t[I](ϑ))

)
g(k)

]
e8

)
= L

(
sin(α[I]) cos(ϑ)

(
cos(ϑ), sin(ϑ)

)
g(κ)

+
[
cos(α[I]) + sin(α[I]) sin(ϑ)

(
cos(ϑ), sin(ϑ)

)
g(k)

]
e8

)
,

where

g(κ) =

(
cos(θ[I]) − sin(θ[I])
sin(θ[I]) cos(θ[I])

)(
ȷ[I]
κ

)
.

Let

ϑs = arg2·θ[I]

(
as · cs
a2s + c2s

+
a2s − c2s
a2s + c2s

· i
)
,

and

κs =
as · cos(ϑs) + cs · sin(ϑs)− sin(α[I]) cos(ϑs − θ[I])ȷ[I]

sin(α[I]) sin(ϑs − θ[I])
.

where

as :=

7∑
ℓ=1

⟨s, Leℓ⟩ eℓ, and cs :=

7∑
ℓ=1

〈
s, Leℓ+8

〉
eℓ.

and arg2·θ[I] is the angle of the complex number with the range of principal value

(2 · θ[I] − 2π, 2 · θ[I]]. By direct calculation, φ[I] ◦ T[I] is invertible and(
φ[I] ◦ T[I]

)−1
(s) = (ϑs, κs).

It implies that φ[I] ◦ T[I] and
(
φ[I] ◦ T[I]

)−1
are continuous. According to (5.5),

(5.6) H(I) = φ[I](E[I]) = φ[I] ◦ T[I](E′
[I]).
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It implies that φ[I]|E[I]
is injective. Again by (5.6), H(I) and E′

[I] are homeomor-

phic. Since E′
[I] is a 6-dimensional manifold, so is H(I). □

Definition 5.3. J = (J1, J2, ..., Jm) ∈ Cm
S is called simple if there are no K1, ...,Kℓ ∈

{J1, J2, ..., Jm} with ℓ < m such that

ker(ζ(J)) = ker(ζ(K)),

where K = (K1, ...,Kℓ).

Let p, q ∈ WS and ℓ ∈ N. According to the definition of ∗-powers of a binomial,
also in this setting we have:

(p+ q)∗ℓ =

ℓ∑
ı=0

(
ℓ
ı

)
pıqℓ−ı.

Remark 5.4. i) There are only two kinds of simple hyper-solutions J = (J1, ..., Jm)
in WS. One is (J1), J1 ∈ {±Le8} and the other is (J1, J2), where J1 ∈ CS\{±Le8}
and J2 ∈ H(J1). Therefore, correspondingly, there are only two kinds of hyper-σ-
balls.
ii) Reasoning as in [18, Proposition 7.9], we deduce that every hyper-σ-ball is a
domain of regularity.
ii) Let J = (J1, J2) ∈ S2

S be a simple hyper-solution, i.e. J1 /∈ {±Le8} and J2 ∈
H(J1). Let p ∈ CJ1

and f : Σ(p, r, J) → S be the slice regular function defined as

f(q) =
∑
n∈N

[(
q − p

r

)∗2n

c2

]
.

where c2 ∈ S\{0} with (J1 − J2)c2 = 0 is fixed. Following the proof of [18, Propo-
sition 7.9], one may show that the domain of existence of f is just the hyper-σ-ball
Σ(p, r, J), that is, f cannot be extended to a slice regular function near any point
in the boundary of Σ(p, r, J).

Proposition 5.5. Every σ-ball in WS is a domain of slice regularity.

Proof. Let Σ(p, r) be a σ-ball in WS with center p ∈ WS and radius r ∈ (0,+∞).
If p ∈ CLe8

, then Σ(p, r) = Σ(p, r, Le8) is a hyper-σ-ball. By Remark 5.4, Σ(p, r) is
a domain of regularity.

Otherwise, assume that p ∈ CJ1
for some J1 ∈ CS\{±e8} and p /∈ R. By the

reasoning in [18, Theorem 8.8], there is a slice regular function f : Σ(p, r) → S
defined by

f(q) =
∑
n∈N

(
q − p

r

)∗2n

· 1.

Let J2 ∈ H(J1). Then (J1, J2) is a hyper-solution and there is a non-zero c2 ∈ S
such that

(J1 − J2)c2 = 0.

By Remark 5.4, there is a slice regular function g : Σ(p, r, (J1, J2)) → S defined by

g(q) =
∑
n∈N

[(
q − p

r

)∗2n

c2

]
.

For each I ∈ SS, gI cannot be extended to a slice regular function near any point
in ∂IΣI(p, r, (J1, J2)).
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On the other hand, by Proposition 4.9, Cker
S ((J1, J2)) is a 1-manifold and by

Proposition 5.2, H(J1) is a 6-manifold. Therefore, we can choose

J ′
2 ∈ H(J1)\Cker

S ((J1, J2))

and a non-zero c′2 ∈ S such that

(J1 − J ′
2)c

′
2 = 0

Similarly, there is a slice regular function h : Σ(p, r, (J1, J
′
2)) → S defined by

h(q) =
∑
n∈N

[(
q − p

r

)∗2n

c′2

]
.

Note that g = f · c2 and h = f · c′2 on

Σ(q, r) = Σ (p, r, (J1, J2))
⋃

Σ (p, r, (J1, J
′
2)) .

It is clear that for each I ∈ CS, fI cannot be extended to a slice regular function
near any point in

∂I(Σ(q, r) ∩ CI) = ∂I(Σ(q, r, (J1, J2)) ∩ CI)
⋃
∂I(Σ(q, r, (J1, J

′
2)) ∩ CI),

since at least one of gI and hI cannot be extended. □

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(ζ(I, J)) =
{
(−Ic, c)T : c ∈ ker(I − J)

}
.

Proof. In the proof we shall use the notation

A :=
{
(−Ic, c)T : c ∈ ker(I − J)

}
.

(i) Let (a, b)T ∈ ker(ζ(I, J)). Then(
1 I
1 J

)(
a
b

)
=

(
a+ Ib
a+ Jb

)
=

(
0
0

)
.

It implies that (I − J)b = 0, b ∈ ker(I − J) and a = −Ib. Therefore,
(a, b) = (−Ib, b) ∈ A, and ker(ζ(I, J)) ⊂ A.

(ii) Let (−Ic, c) ∈ A. Then c ∈ ker(I − J) and(
1 I
1 J

)(
−Ic
c

)
=

(
0

(−I + J)c

)
=

(
0
0

)
.

It implies that (−Ic, c)T ∈ ker(ζ(I, J)) and A ⊂ ker(ζ(I, J)). The statement fol-
lows. □

Let p, q ∈ WS\R, d ∈ S, and let (b, c) be the unique 2-triple in ker(Ip − Iq) ×
[ker(Ip − Iq)]

⊥
when {p, q} ∩ R = ∅. Define

(6.1) dp,q= :=

{
0, {p, q} ∩ R ̸= ∅,
b, otherwise,
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(6.2) dp,q⊥ :=

{
d, {p, q} ∩ R ̸= ∅,
c, otherwise,

and

dp,q± := d− dp,q= − dp,−q
= .

Moreover, let a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. We shall write

ap,qℓ,= := (aℓ)
p,q
= , ap,qℓ,⊥ := (aℓ)

p,q
⊥ , ap,qℓ,± := (aℓ)

p,q
±

for short. It is easy to check by a
p,±Iq
ℓ,= = aℓ − a

p,±Iq
ℓ,⊥ ∈ ker(Ip ∓ Iq) that

(6.3) (Ip ∓ Iq)aℓ = (Ip ∓ Iq)a
p,±Iq
ℓ,⊥ .

According to (2.10),

Rp,Iq
a =

[
lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist (aℓ, ker(Ip − Iq))
1
ℓ

]−1

=

[
lim sup
ℓ→+∞

∣∣∣aIp,Iqℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ 1ℓ ]−1

=

[
lim sup
ℓ→+∞

∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ 1ℓ ]−1

= Rap,q
⊥
.

(6.4)

where ap,q⊥ :=
{
ap,qℓ,⊥

}
ℓ∈N

.

Proposition 6.2. Let p ∈ WS, J1, J2 ∈ CS and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S and
Rp,J1

a , Rp,J2
a > Ra. Then

(i) p /∈ R, J1, J2 /∈ {Ip}, and J2 ∈ Cker
S (Ip, J1).

(ii) Rp,J1
a = Rp,J2

a = Rp
a,

(6.5) ker(Ip − J1) = ker(Ip − J2) ̸= {0},

and

(6.6) Σ
(
p, r, (Ip, J1)

)
= Σ

(
p, r, (Ip, J2)

)
, ∀ r > 0.

Proof. (i) By (2.10), p /∈ R and J1, J2 /∈ {Ip}. Suppose that J2 /∈ Cker
S (Ip, J1). Then

Cker
S (Ip, J1) ̸= Cker

S (Ip, J2).

By Corollary 4.11, (Ip, J1, J2) is a slice solution, i.e.

Cker
S (Ip, J1) ̸= Cker

S (Ip, J2) =
⋂

L=Ip,J1,J2

ker(1, L) = {0}.

By (6.1), ker(Ip − J1) ∩ ker(Ip − J2) = ∅. Denote

λ := inf
c∈ker(Ip−J1)\{0}

dist(c, ker(Ip − J2))

|c|
> 0.

It follows from Rp,J1
a > Ra, that

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

∣∣∣ap,J1

ℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ 1ℓ = lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist(aℓ, ker(Ip − J1))
1
ℓ =

1

Rp,J1
a

,

and

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

∣∣∣∣(ap,J1

ℓ,⊥

)2
+
(
ap,J1

ℓ,=

)2∣∣∣∣ 1
2ℓ

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|aℓ|
1
ℓ =

{
1
Ra
, Ra > 0,

0, Ra = 0.
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Moreover

1

Rp,J2
a

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist(aℓ, ker(Ip − J2))
1
ℓ

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist
(
ap,J1

ℓ,⊥ + ap,J1

ℓ,= , ker(Ip − J2)
) 1

ℓ

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

dist
(
ap,J1

ℓ,= , ker(Ip − J2)
) 1

ℓ

≥ lim sup
ℓ→+∞

(
λ
∣∣∣ap,J1

ℓ,=

∣∣∣) 1
ℓ

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

(∣∣∣ap,J1

ℓ,=

∣∣∣) 1
ℓ

= lim sup
ℓ→+∞

∣∣∣∣(ap,J1

ℓ,⊥

)2
+
(
ap,J1

ℓ,=

)2∣∣∣∣ 1
2ℓ

=
1

Ra
=

{
1
Ra
, Ra > 0,

0, Ra = 0,

which contradicts Rp,J2
a > Ra.

(ii) By (i), J2 ∈ Cker
S (Ip, J1)\{Ip}. It follows from Corollary 4.11 that

(6.7) ker(ζ(Ip, J1)) = ker(ζ(Ip, J2)).

According to Proposition 6.1, (6.5) holds. By definition, Rp,J1
a = Rp,J2

a . According
to (2.14), we have Rp,J1

a = Rp,J2
a = Rp

a.
Moreover (2.7) and (6.7) give that Cker

S (Ip, J1) = Cker
S (Ip, J2). It follows from

(2.8) that (6.6) holds. □

Corollary 6.3. Let p ∈ WS and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. Then

(6.8)
{
Rp,K

a : K ∈ CS
}
= {Ra} ∪ {Rp

a}.

Proof. If Ra = Rp
a, then by (2.10) and (2.11),

Rp,K
a = Ra = Rp

a, ∀ K ∈ CS.

Therefore (6.8) holds.
Otherwise. Ra ̸= Rp

a. By (2.10), p /∈ R and Ip ∈ CS is a complex structure on
S. It implies that

ker(Ip − (−Ip)) = {0}, and Rp,−Ip
a = Ra.

Let L ∈ CS with RL
a ̸= Ra. It follows from (2.11) that Rp,L

a > Ra. By Proposi-
tion 6.2 (ii), Rp,L

a = Rp,I
a . Then{

Ra, R
p,I
a

}
=
{
Rp,−Ip

a , Rp,I
a

}
⊂
{
Rp,L

a : L ∈ CS
}
⊂
{
Ra, R

p,I
a

}
.

It implies that (6.8) holds. □

Corollary 6.4. Let p ∈ WS, a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S, Ra > 0, r1 ∈ (0, Ra) and
r2 ∈ (0, Rp

a). Then there is m ∈ N such that such that for each ℓ > m we have

(6.9) |aℓ| <
1

rℓ1
,

and

(6.10)
∣∣∣ap,Jℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < 1

rℓ2
, ∀ J ∈ CS with Rp,J

a = Rp
a.
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Proof. By (2.9),

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|aℓ|
1
ℓ =

1

Ra
<

1

r1
.

It implies that there is m1 ∈ N such that (6.9) holds for ℓ > m1.
If Ra = Rp

a, then r2 < Rp
a = Ra. By the same method as above, there is m2 ∈ N

such that ∣∣∣ap,Jℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ ≤ |aℓ| <
1

rℓ2
, ∀ ℓ > m2, and J ∈ CS.

It is clear that (6.9) and (6.10) holds by taking m = max{m1,m2}.
Otherwise, Ra < Rp

a. By (6.8), there is K ∈ CS such that Rp,K
a = Rp

a. Then
there is m3 ∈ N such that

(6.11)
∣∣∣ap,Kℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < 1

rℓ2
, ∀ ℓ > m3.

Let K ′ ∈ CS with Rp,K′

a = Rp
a. According to (6.5),

ker(Ip −K ′) = ker(Ip −K).

By definition,

ap,K
′

ℓ,⊥ = ap,Kℓ,⊥ .

Take m = max{m1,m3}. Then (6.10) holds by (6.11). □

Remark 6.5. I, J ∈ CS, zI = x+ yI and zJ = x+ yJ . Then

(−I ± J)I = 1± JI = J(−J ± I) = ∓J(−I ± J).

It implies that

(1− JI)zI = J(−J − I)(x+ yI) = J(x+ yJ)(−J − I)

=(x+ yJ)J(−J − I) = (x+ yJ)(1− JI) = zJ(1− JI),
(6.12)

and

(1 + JI)zI = J(−J + I)(x+ yI) = J(x− yJ)(−J + I)

=(x− yJ)J(−J + I) = (x− yJ)(1 + JI) = z−J(1 + JI).
(6.13)

Similarly,

(6.14) (J + I)zI = zJ(J + I), and (J − I)zI = z−J(J − I).

Let T : S → S be real linear with T ̸= 0. Then [kerT ]⊥ ̸= {0}. Denote

∥T∥⊥inf := inf
a∈[kerT ]⊥

|Ta|
|a|

.

It is easy to check that

∥T∥⊥inf > 0, ∀ T ̸= 0.

By [3, Lemma 4 and Theorem 8.3],

(6.15) |ab| <
√
2|a||b|, ∀ a, b ∈ S.

Let p = u+ ve8 with u, v ∈ O.
Denote

pOL := u, pOR := v, pc8 := u− ve8,

and
(Lp)

d := pd, d = OL,OR, c8.
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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) S = Op ⊕⊥ ker p⊕⊥ ker pc8 ,

where

Op := Hp +Hpe8, and Hp := R+ RpOL + RpOR + RpOLpOR .

Moreover,

(6.17) ker pc8 = (ker p)
c8 := {qc8 : q ∈ ker p} .

What is (ker p)
c8?

Proof. Let u := pOL and v := pOR . According to Proposition 3.6,

u, v ∈ RSO := {rI : r ∈ R, I ∈ SO} ,
|u| = |v| and u ⊥ v.

Therefore, Hp is an isomorphic copy of the quaternionic algebra generated by u, v.
It is immediate to check that Op is an isomorphic copy of the octonion algebra
produced by Cayley-Dickson construction using Hp and e8. Let w ∈ SO ∩ H⊥

p . It
follows from the equalities

u′[v′(u′w)] = v′w,

u′[v′(v′w)] = −u′w,
u′[v′((u′v′)w)] = w,

and Proposition 3.6 that

(6.18)

ker p = spanR

(
w + [u′(v′w)]e8, u

′w + (v′w)e8,

v′w − (u′w)e8, (u
′v′)w + we8

)
,

and

ker pc8 = spanR

(
w − [u′(v′w)]e8, u

′w − (v′w)e8,

v′w + (u′w)e8, (u
′v′)w − we8

)
,

where u′ := u
|u| and v′ := v

|v| . It is now immediate the validity of (6.16) and

(6.17). □

Proposition 6.7. Let p ̸= 0 be a zero-divisor. Then

(6.19) a ker p ⊂ ker p, ∀ a ∈ Cp,

where

Cp := L

(
R+ RpOL + RpOR + Re8 + RpOLe8 + RpORe8

)
.

Proof. Let b ∈ ker p\{0}, u := pOL , v := pOR , u′ := u
|u| and v

′ := v
|v| . By Proposition

3.6,

|u| = |v| ̸= 0, (u′ + v′e8)b =
pc8b

|u|
= 0,

and
b = λ(w + ((v′u′)w)e8), for some λ ∈ R\{0}, w ∈ SO ∩H⊥

p .
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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

e8b =e8[w + ((v′u′)w)e8] = (v′u′)w − we8

=(v′u′)w − [(v′u′)[(v′u′)w]] e8.

By Proposition 3.6,

(6.20) e8b, b ∈ ker p.

Let c ∈ {u, v}. Then { c
|c| , u

′v′, w} be a special triple of O. According to Cayley-

Dickson construction (2.2),

cb

λ
= c(w + ((v′u′)w)e8) = cw + [((v′u′)w)c]e8 = cw + [(v′u′)(cw)]e8,

and

(ce8)b

λ
=[ce8][w + ((v′u′)w)e8] = ((v′u′)w)c− [cw]e8

=(v′u′)(cw) + [(v′u′)[(v′u′)(cw)]] e8.

By Proposition 3.6,

(6.21) cb, (ce8)b ∈ ker p, c = u, v.

Then (6.19) holds by (6.20) and (6.21). □

Proposition 6.8. Let p ̸= 0 be a zero-divisor. Then

(6.22) a[ker p]⊥ ⊂ [ker p]⊥, ∀ a ∈ Cp.

Proof. Let a ∈ Cp ⊂ Op. By the Cayley-Dickson construction (2.2),

aOp ⊂ Op.

It follows from Proposition 6.7 and Cp = Cpc8 that a (ker pc8) ⊂ ker pc8 . According
to (6.16),

[ker p]⊥ = Op ⊕ ker pc8 .

It implies that (6.22) holds. □

Proposition 6.9. Let I1, I2 ∈ CS with I1 ̸= ±I2, ker(I1 + I2) ̸= {0} and ker(I1 −
I2) ̸= {0}. Then

(6.23) ker(I1 + I2) = ker [(I1 − I2)
c8 ] .

Proof. Since ker(I1− I2) ̸= {0}, I1− I2 is a zero divisor. By Corollary 4.11, (I1, I2)
is not a slice-solution. Denote

(6.24) ı∗ℓ := ı
[(I1,I2)]
ℓ , and θℓ := θ[Iℓ], ℓ = 1, 2.

According to (4.2) and Proposition 3.6,

cos(α[I1]) = cos(α[I2]) = cos(α[(I1,I2)]) =
⟨I1 + I2, e8⟩

2
= 0.

It follows from (4.6) that

Iℓ = L

(
cos2(θℓ)ı

∗
1 + sin(θℓ) cos(θℓ)ı

∗
2 +

[
sin(θℓ) cos(θℓ)ı

∗
1 + sin2(θℓ)ı

∗
2

]
e8

)
.
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By direct calculation,

(6.25) I1 + I2 = L

(
λı∗1 + µı∗2 + [µı∗1 + (2− λ)ı∗2]e8

)
,

where

λ := cos2(θ1) + cos2(θ2), and µ := sin(θ1) cos(θ1) + sin(θ2) cos(θ2).

According to Proposition 3.6,

λı∗1 + µı∗2 ⊥ µı∗1 + (2− λ)ı∗2.

By (4.7),

sin(θ1 + θ2) =
2µ

2
=
λµ+ (2− λ)µ

2
=

⟨λı∗1 + µı∗2, µı
∗
1 + (2 + λ)ı∗2⟩
2

= 0.

It is easy to check from (6.25) and Proposition 3.6 that

λ = |λı∗1 + µı∗2| = |µı∗1 + (2− λ))ı∗2| = 2− λ.

Then λ = 1. It follows from ı∗1ı
∗
2 = −ı∗2ı∗1, (6.17), Proposition 3.6 and Proposition

4.8 that

ker(I1 + I2) =
{
ν[κ+ ((ı∗2ı

∗
1)κ)e8] : ν ∈ R, κ ∈ Sı

∗
1 ,ı

∗
2

O

}
=
{
ν[κ+ ((ı∗1ı

∗
2)κ)e8] : ν ∈ R, κ ∈ Sı

∗
1 ,ı

∗
2

O

}c8

=[ker(I1 − I2)]
c8 = ker [(I1 − I2)

c8 ] ,

where

Sı
∗
1 ,ı

∗
2

O :=

{
J ∈ SO : J ⊥ {ı∗1, ı∗2, ı∗1ı∗2}

}
.

□

Proposition 6.10. Let I1, I2 ∈ CS with I1 ̸= ±I2. Then

(6.26) ker(I1 + I2) ⊥ ker(I1 − I2).

Proof. We have that (6.26) holds when ker(I1 + I2) = {0} or ker(I1 − I2) = {0}.
Therefore, we can assume that ker(I1 + I2) ̸= {0} and ker(I1 − I2) ̸= {0}. Then
(6.26) holds by (6.16) and (6.23). □

Let p, q ∈ WS\R with q /∈ CIp . We set

(6.27) Sp,q := [ker(Ip − Iq)⊕⊥ ker(Ip + Iq)]
⊥.

According to (6.26),

(6.28) S := ker(Ip − Iq)⊕⊥ ker(Ip + Iq)⊕⊥ Sp,q,

i.e., for each d ∈ S,

d = dp,q= + dp,−q
= + dp,q± ,

with dp,q= ∈ ker(Ip − Iq), d
p,−q
= ∈ ker(Ip + Iq) and d

p,q
± ∈ Sp,q. It implies that

|d|2 = |dp,q= |2 +
∣∣dp,−q

=

∣∣2 + ∣∣dp,q±
∣∣2 .

Proposition 6.11. Let I, J ∈ CS with ker(I − J) ̸= {0}. Then

(6.29) I, J ∈ CI−J .



29

Proof. It 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)OL − (I − J)ORe8

)
= I − J = L

(
λı∗1 + µı∗2 + [µı∗1 − λı∗2]e8

)
,

where

λ := cos2(θ1)− cos2(θ2), µ := sin(θ1) cos(θ1)− sin(θ2) cos(θ2),

and ı∗ℓ , θℓ, ℓ = 1, 2 are defined by (6.24). Then(
ı∗1
ı∗2

)
=

(
λ µ
µ −λ

)−1(
(I − J)OL

(I − J)OR

)
.

It follows from I, J ∈ L(Rı∗1 + Rı∗2 + Rı∗1e8 + Rı∗2e8) that I, J ∈ CI−J . □

Proposition 6.12. Let p, q ∈ WS, a ∈ {1, Ip, Iq} and d ∈ S. Then

(6.30) aA ⊂ A, A = ker(Ip − Iq), ker(Ip + Iq),Sp,q.

Proof. (i) If ker(Ip − Iq), ker(Ip + Iq) ̸= {0}, then by (6.16), (6.23) and (6.27),

ker(Ip + Iq) = ker [(Ip − Iq)
c8 ] , and Sp,q = OIp−Iq .

According to (6.19) and (6.29),

(6.31) aA ⊂ A, A = ker(Ip − Iq), ker(Ip + Iq).

(6.29) also implies that Ip, Iq ∈ CIp−Iq ⊂ OIp−Iq . Then

(6.32) aSp,q = aOIp−Iq ⊂ OIp−Iq = Sp,q.

Hence (6.30) holds by (6.31) and (6.32).
(ii) If ker(Ip − Iq) = ker(Ip + Iq) = {0}, then Sp,q = S. It implies that (6.30)

holds.
(iii) If ker(Ip − Iq) = {0} and ker(Ip + Iq) ̸= {0}, then Sp,q = [ker(Ip + Iq)]

⊥.
By (6.29), Ip,−Iq ∈ CIp+Iq . It follows from (6.19) and (6.22) that (6.30) holds.
Similarly, (6.30) holds when ker(Ip − Iq) ̸= {0} and ker(Ip + Iq) = {0}. □

Proposition 6.13. Let p, q ∈ WS\R, a ∈ {1, Ip, Iq} and d ∈ S. Then

(6.33) (ad)p,q= = a · dp,q= , (ad)p,−q
= = a · dp,−q

= , (ad)p,q± = a · dp,q± ,

and

(6.34) (ad)p,q⊥ = a · dp,q⊥

Proof. It follows from (6.30) and

dp,q= ∈ ker(Ip − Iq), dp,−q
= ∈ ker(Ip + Iq), dp,q± ∈ Sp,q

that

adp,q= ∈ ker(Ip − Iq), adp,−q
= ∈ ker(Ip + Iq), adp,q± ∈ Sp,q.

Then (6.33) holds by

ad = adp,q= + adp,−q
= + adp,q± .

Since (6.33) and dp,q⊥ = dp,−q
= + dp,q± , (6.34) holds. □
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7. The domain of convergence of power series

In [31], Gentili and Stoppato study quaternionic power series computed with
the ∗-product. The domain of convergence of power series in one quaternionic
variable is a so-called σ-ball. As it is well known, a σ-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-σ-ball and a σ-ball. This new feature is discussed in this section.

Proposition 7.1. Let I, J ∈ CS, z ∈ C, ℓ ∈ N and a ∈ S. Then monomials with
the variable q ∈ WS coincide:

(7.1) (q − zI)∗ℓaI,J= = (q − zJ)∗ℓaI,J= .

Proof. If p ∈ R, then by definition ap,Jℓ,= = 0. Hence (7.1) holds.

Otherwise, when p /∈ R there are b, c : R → R such that

(q − zL)∗ℓ = (q − zL)ℓ = b(q) + c(q)L, ∀ q ∈ R and L ∈ {I, J}.
Then

(q − zI)∗ℓaI,J= − (q − zJ)∗ℓaI,J=

= [b(q) + c(q)I] aI,J= − [b(q) + c(q)J ] aI,J=

=c(q)(I − J)aI,J= = 0,

(7.2)

i.e., (7.1) holds for q ∈ R. Since both sides of (7.1) are slice regular with the
variable q, it follows from Identity Principle [23, Theorem 3.5] and (7.2) that (7.1)
holds. □

Let r ∈ [0,+∞) and x+ yI ∈ WS with x, y ∈ R and I ∈ CS. Denote

B∗
I (x+ yI, r) := ΨI

i (B
∗(x+ yi, r)).

We shall abbreviate by writing B∗
I (x+ yI, r) instead of BI(x+ yI, r), when r > 0.

Proposition 7.2. Let Ip ∈ CS, p ∈ CI , and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. Then the
power series

P : CI −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ P (q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)ℓaℓ.

converges absolutely in B∗
I (p,Ra) and diverges in extI (B

∗
I (p,Ra)), where extI :=

extτ(CI). Moreover, let r ∈ (0, Ra). Then the power series converges uniformly in
cloI (BI(p, r)), where cloI := cloτ(CI).

Proof. Since I is a complex structure on S, there is θ1, ..., θ8 ∈ S such that
{θ1, ..., θ8, I(θ1), ..., I(θ8)} is a real basis of S. For each ℓ ∈ N, write

(7.3) aℓ =

8∑
ı=1

(cı)ℓθı, for some (cı)ℓ ∈ CI .

Then

max
ı=1,...,8

(|(cı)ℓ|) ≤ |aℓ| =

(
8∑

ı=1

|(cı)ℓ|2
) 1

2

≤ 8 max
ı=1,...,8

(|(cı)ℓ|).
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It is easy to check that

(7.4) min
ı=1,...,8

(Rcı) = Ra,

where cı := {(cı)ℓ}ℓ∈N. Then the power series

Pı : CI −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ Pı(q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)ℓ(cı)ℓ.

converges absolutely in B∗
I (p,Rcı) and diverges in extI (B

∗
I (p,Ra)). Moreover, let

r ∈ (0, Rcı). Then the power series converges uniformly in cloI (BI(p, r)) of BI(p, r).
It follows from (7.4) and (7.3) that the statement holds. □

Proposition 7.3. Let Ip ∈ CS, pı ∈ CI , and aı = {aıℓ}ℓ∈N with aıℓ ∈ S and
Raı > 0, ı = 1, 2, 3. Then the power series

P : CI −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ P (q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

3∑
ı=1

[
(q − pı)

ℓaıℓ
]

converges absolutely in B := ∩3
ı=1BI(pı, Raı), and diverges in the exterior extτ(CI)(B)

of B unless

(7.5) lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − pı||aıℓ|
1
ℓ = lim sup

ℓ→+∞
|q − pȷ||aȷℓ|

1
ℓ = max

κ=1,2,3

(
lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − pκ||aκℓ |
1
ℓ

)
for some ı, ȷ ∈ {1, 2, 3} with ı ̸= ȷ.

Proof. P converges absolutely in B directly by Proposition 7.2. Let q in the exterior
of B such that (7.5) does not hold. Then there is ı ∈ {1, 2, 3} and c1 ∈ R such that

c0 := lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − pı||aıℓ|
1
ℓ > c1 > lim sup

ℓ→+∞
|q − pȷ||aȷℓ|

1
ℓ > 1, ȷ ̸= ı.

Let c2 ∈ (c1, c0). There is ℓ > 1 such that
(
c2
c1

)ℓ
> 3 and

|q − pı||aıℓ|
1
ℓ > c2 > c1 > |q − pȷ||aȷℓ|

1
ℓ , ȷ ̸= ı.

It implies that

1

3
|q − pı|ℓ|aıℓ| >

1

3
(c2)

ℓ > cℓ1 > |q − pȷ|ℓ|aȷℓ|, ȷ ̸= ı.

Therefore∣∣∣∣∣
3∑

m=1

[
(q − pm)ℓamℓ

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ∣∣[(q − pı)
ℓaıℓ
]∣∣− 2

3

∣∣[(q − pı)
ℓaıℓ
]∣∣ ≥ 1

3
(c2)

ℓ ≥ 1

3
.

It implies that P diverges at q, and Proposition 7.3 holds. □

Proposition 7.4. Let p, q ∈ WS\R, and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S and 0 < Ra <
Rp

a. Then

(7.6) Ro = Ra,

where o = {oℓ}ℓ∈N with oℓ := ap,qℓ,=.



32

Proof. Let k ∈ N, and c1, c2, c3 ∈ R with

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|ap,qℓ,⊥|
1
ℓ =

1

Rp
a
< c1 < c2 < c3 <

1

Ra
= lim sup

ℓ→+∞
|aℓ|

1
ℓ .

Then there is ℓ > k such that

|ap,qℓ,⊥| < (c1)
ℓ < (c2)

ℓ < (c3)
ℓ < |aℓ|, and (c1)

ℓ + (c2)
ℓ < (c3)

ℓ.

It implies that

|ap,qℓ,=| = |aℓ − ap,qℓ,⊥| ≥ |aℓ| − |ap,qℓ,⊥| > (c3)
ℓ − (c1)

ℓ > (c2)
ℓ.

Hence 1
Ro

≥ c2, for each c2 ∈
(

1
Rp

a
, 1
Ra

)
. Therefore, Ro ≤ Ra. By |ap,qℓ,=| < |aℓ|,

Ro ≥ Ra. We have Ro = Ra. □

Proposition 7.5. Let I ∈ S, p1, p2 ∈ CI , a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N, b = {bℓ}ℓ∈N and c =
{cℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ, bℓ, cℓ ∈ S, Rb > Ra > 0, Rc > 0 and CIaℓ ⊥ CIcℓ. Then the
power series

P : CI −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ P (q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p1)
ℓ(aℓ + bℓ) + (q − p2)

ℓ(cℓ),

converges in B := BI(p1, Ra)∩BI(p2, Rc) and diverges in the exterior of B in τ(CI).

Proof. By Rb > Ra,

(7.7) lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − p1|ℓ|aℓ| > lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − p1|ℓ|bℓ|.

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

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − p1|ℓ|aℓ| = lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|q − p2|ℓ|cℓ|.

Let Ra > c2 > c1 > Ra and k ∈ N. According to (7.7), there is ℓ ≥ k such that

|q − p1|ℓ|aℓ| > cℓ2 > cℓ1 > |q − p1|ℓ|bℓ|, and

(
c2
c1

)ℓ

> 2.

Then ∣∣(q − p1)
ℓ(aℓ + bℓ) + (q − p2)

ℓcℓ
∣∣

≥
∣∣(q − p1)

ℓaℓ + (q − p2)
ℓcℓ
∣∣− ∣∣(q − p1)

ℓbℓ
∣∣

=

√
|(q − p1)ℓaℓ|2 + |(q − p2)ℓcℓ|2 −

∣∣(q − p1)
ℓbℓ
∣∣

≥|q − p1|ℓ|aℓ| − |q − p1|ℓ|bℓ| ≥ cℓ2 − cℓ1 ≥ cℓ2
2
.

Therefore, P (q) diverges and the statement holds. □

Proposition 7.6. Let J ∈ CS, p ∈ WS\CJ , a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S and Ra > 0.
Then the power series

P : C+
J −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)∗ℓ(aℓ),
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converges in

B := BJ

(
zJ , Ra

)
∩BJ

(
z−J , Rp,J

a

)
∩ C+

J

and diverges in the exterior extτ(C+
J )(B) of B in τ

(
C+

J

)
, where

C+
J := {x+ yJ ∈ CJ : y > 0}.

Proof. Let q ∈ C+
J . Then Iq = J . There is z, w ∈ C such that

p = zIp , and q = wIq .

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

(q − p)∗ℓap,qℓ,⊥ =
(
wIq − zIp

)∗ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥

=
1− IqIp

2

(
wIp − zIp

)ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥ +

1 + IqIp
2

(
w−Ip − zIp

)ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥

=
(
wIq − zIq

)ℓ 1− IqIp
2

ap,qℓ,⊥ +
(
wIq − z−Iq

)ℓ 1 + IqIp
2

ap,qℓ,⊥.

(7.8)

Let us set

(7.9) cℓ :=
1− IqIp

2
ap,qℓ,⊥, and dℓ :=

1 + IqIp
2

ap,qℓ,⊥.

By (6.15),

|cℓ| =
∣∣∣∣Iq−Iq − Ip

2
· ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
2

∣∣∣∣−Iq − Ip
2

· ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2|ap,qℓ,⊥|.

It implies that Rc ≥ Rp,J
a . Since ker Iq = {0} and ap,qℓ,⊥ ⊥ ker(−Iq + Ip),

2|ap,qℓ,⊥| ≥ |dℓ| =
∣∣∣∣Iq−Iq + Ip

2
· ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ ≥∥Iq∥⊥inf

∣∣∣∣−Iq + Ip
2

· ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≥∥Iq∥⊥inf

∥∥∥∥−Iq + Ip
2

∥∥∥∥⊥
inf

∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ .
Therefore

(7.10) Rd = Rp,J
a ≤ Rc.

According to Proposition 7.1 and (7.8),∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ =
∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − zIp

)∗ℓ
ap,qℓ,= +

∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − zIp

)∗ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥

=
∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − zIq

)ℓ
oℓ +

∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − zIq

)ℓ
cℓ +

∑
ℓ∈N

(
q − z−Iq

)ℓ
dℓ,

where

(7.11) oℓ := ap,qℓ,=.

It follows from Proposition 7.3 and

q ∈ C+
Iq

:= {λ+ µIq : µ ≥ 0},

that the series P converges absolutely in

B = BIq

(
zIq , Ra

)
∩BIq

(
z−Iq , Rp,J

a

)
∩ C+

Iq
,
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and diverges in extC+
J
(B), unless

(7.12)

∣∣q − zIp
∣∣

|q − z−Iq |
=

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|dℓ|
1
ℓ

lim sup
ℓ→+∞

|oℓ|
1
ℓ

=
Ro

Rd
.

We now need to prove that P diverges, when

(7.13) q ∈ extτ(C+
J )

(B), and (7.12) holds.

We assume that (7.13) holds.
(i) If Rp,J

a = Ra, then by (7.6) and (7.10),

Rd = Rp,J
a = Ra = Ro.

It implies by (7.12) that |q − zIp | = |q − z−Iq | and q ∈ R. Therefore q /∈ C+
J , a

contradiction.
(ii) Otherwise, Rp,J

a > Ra. According to (6.8), Rp,J
a = Rp

a > Ra. By (7.6) and
(7.10),

Ro = Ra < Rp
a ≤ Rc.

According to (2.10), ker(Ip − Iq) ̸= {0} and Ip − Iq is a zero divisor. By (6.1),

oℓ = ap,qℓ,= = (aℓ)
p,q
= ∈ ker(Ip − Iq).

It follows from Proposition 6.7 that(
q − zIq

)ℓ
oℓ ∈ ker(Ip − Iq).

Similarly, by ap,qℓ,⊥ ∈ [ker(Ip − Iq)]
⊥ and Proposition 6.8,(

q − z−Iq
)ℓ
dℓ =

(
q − z−Iq

)(1 + IqIp
2

ap,qℓ,⊥

)
=
(
q − z−Iq

) [−Ip + Iq
2

(
Ip · ap,qℓ,⊥

)]
∈ [ker(Ip − Iq)]

⊥
.

By Proposition 7.5 and (7.13), P diverges where stated. □

Next result clarifies a geometric description of the set Σ(p, a) ∩ C+
I :

Proposition 7.7. Let p ∈ WS, I ∈ CS and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S and p /∈ CI .
Then

(7.14) Σ(p, a) ∩ C+
I = BI

(
zI , Ra

)
∩BI

(
z−I , Rp,I

a

)
∩ C+

I .

Proof. Since p = zJ for some z ∈ C and J ∈ CS.
(i) If Ra = Rp

a, then by (2.14),

Rp,I
a = Ra = Rp

a.

According to (2.6) and (2.15),

Σ(p, a) ∩ C+
I = Σ(p,Ra) ∩ C+

I =ΨI
i [B(z,Ra) ∩B(z,Ra)] ∩ C+

I

=BI(z
I , Ra) ∩BI(z

−I , Ra) ∩ C+
I

=BI(z
I , Ra) ∩BI(z

−I , Rp
a) ∩ C+

I ,

i.e. (7.14) holds.
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(ii) If Rp,I
a = Ra < Rp

a, then by (6.8), there is K ∈ CS such that Rp,K
a = Rp

a. By
(2.15),

(7.15) Σ(p, a) = Σ(p,Ra, (Ip,K)) ∩ Σ(p,Ra).

According to Proposition 6.2, I /∈ Cker
S (Ip, J). It is easy to check by (2.8) and (2.6)

that

Σ(p,Ra) ∩ CI = BI(z
I , Ra) ∩BI(z

−I , Ra) = Σ(p,Ra, (Ip,K)) ∩ CI .

Then (7.14) holds by (7.15).
(iii) Otherwise, by (6.8) we have Ra < Rp,I

a = Rp
a. According to (2.15),

Σ(p, a) = Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, I)) ∩ Σ(p,Rp,I
a ).

It is easy to check by

Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, I)) ∩ CI = BI(z
I , Ra) ⊂ BI(z

I , Rp,I
a )

and

Σ(p,Rp,I
a ) ∩ CI = BI(z

I , Rp,I
a ) ∩BI(z

−I , Rp,I
a )

that (7.14) holds. □

Proposition 7.8. Let U ⊂ WS. If

(7.16) cloI(UI) ∩ R = cloR(U ∩ R), ∀ I ∈ CS,

then

(7.17) extτs(U) ∩ CI = extI(UI), ∀ I ∈ CS,

where cloR := cloτ(R).

Proof. Fix I ∈ CS.
(i) Let q ∈ extτs(U) ∩CI . Then there is O ∈ τs(WS) with q ∈ O ⊂ extτs(U). It

follows that

q ∈ OI , OI ∈ τ(CI) and O ⊂ CI\UI .

It follows that q ∈ extI(UI) and

extτs(U) ∩ CI ⊂ extI(UI).

(ii) Let q ∈ extI(UI). If q /∈ R, then there is U ∈ τ(CI) such that

U ∩ R = ∅ and q ∈ U ∈ τ(CI\UI).

It is easy to check that

U ∈ τs(WS) and q ∈ U ⊂ WS.

Otherwise, q ∈ R. There is r > 0 such that BI(q, r) ⊂ CI\UI . According to
(7.16), for each p ∈ (q − r, q + r) and J ∈ CS, there is rIp > 0 such that(

p− rJp , p+ rJp
)
⊂ (q − r, q + r) and BJ(p, r

I
p) ⊂ CJ\UJ .

Then we set

V[J] :=
⋃

p∈(q−r,q+r)

BJ(p, r
J
p ) ∈ τ(CI)

and

V :=
⋃

I∈CS

V[J] ∈ τs(WS).
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It is easy to check that q ∈ V ⊂ WS\U . It implies that q ∈ extτs(U) ∩ CI ,

extτs(U) ∩ CI ⊃ extI(UI)

and (7.17) follows. □

Proposition 7.9. Let p ∈ WS\R, a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S and Ra = 0. Then

(7.18) Σ(p, a) =

{
{p}, Rp

a ≤ 2Im(p),{
ΨJ

Ip
(p) : Rp,J

a > 0
}
, otherwise.

Proof. If Rp
a = Ra(= 0), then by (2.15),{

Σ(p, a) = B∗
WS

(p, 0) = {p}, p ∈ R,
Σ(p, a) = Σ(p, 0) = {p}, otherwise,

and (7.18) holds.
Otherwise, Rp

a ̸= Ra. By (6.8), there is J ∈ CS such that Rp,J
a = Rp

a. It follows
from (2.6) and for each K ∈ CS\{Ip}{

ΨK
Ip
(p) /∈ ΨK

i [B∗(zp, R
p
a) ∩B∗(zp, R

p
a)] , Rp

a ≤ 2Im(p),

ΨK
Ip
(p) ∈ ΨK

i [B∗(zp, Ra) ∩B∗(zp, R
p
a)] , otherwise,

that

(7.19)
{
ΨL

Ip(p)
}
L∈CS

∩ Σ(p,Rp
a) =

{p}, Rp
a ≤ 2Im(p),{

ΨL
Ip
(p)
}
L∈CS

, otherwise.

It is easy to check by (2.8) that

Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, J)) =Σ(p, 0, (Ip, J))

=
{
ΨK

Ip(p) : R
p,K
a > 0

}
⊂
{
ΨL

Ip(p)
}
L∈CS

.
(7.20)

By (2.15), Σ(p, a) = Σ(p,Ra, (Ip, J)) ∩ Σ(p,Rp
a). Then (7.18) holds by (7.19) and

(7.20). □

Proposition 7.10. Theorem 2.13 holds when Ra = 0 and p /∈ R.

Proof. According to Proposition 7.2, the ∗-power series P converges in {p} and
diverges in CIp\{p}. It implies that Theorem 2.13 holds when q ∈ CIp . Therefore
we can assume that q /∈ CIp .

(i) Suppose that q ∈ Σ(p, a). By (7.18), q = ΨJ
Ip
(p), for some J ∈ CS\{±Ip} and

Rp,J
a = Rp

a > 2Im(p) > 0 = Ra.

By (6.4) and 1

Rp,J
a

< 2
Rp

a+2Im(p)
, there is m ∈ N such that

∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < ( 2

Rp
a + 2Im(p)

)ℓ

, ∀ ℓ > m.
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According to the representation formula, see [23, Theorem 6.6],

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ =(1, J)

(
1 Ip
1 −Ip

)−1(
(p− p)ℓaℓ
(p− p)ℓaℓ

)
=
J

2
(Ip − J)(p− p)ℓaℓ

=
J

2
(Ip − J)(2Im(p))ℓIℓp · aℓ

=
J

2
(−J)ℓ(2Im(p))ℓ [(Ip − J)aℓ]

=− (−J)ℓ+1

2
(2Im(p))ℓ

[
(Ip − J)ap,qℓ,⊥

]
.

It follows from (6.15) and (−J)ℓ+1 ∈ {±J} that∣∣(q − p)∗ℓaℓ
∣∣ ≤ √

2

2
(2Im(p))ℓ · 2

√
2 ·
∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < 2

(
4Im(p)

Rp
a + 2Im(p)

)ℓ

.

Since 4Im(p)
Rp

a+2Im(p)
< 1, P converges. Then Theorem 2.13 holds when q ∈ Σ(p, a).

(ii) Suppose that q /∈ Σ(p, a) with R
p,Iq
a > 0. Suppose that zp = zq. By (7.18),

q = Ψ
Iq
Ip
(p) ∈ Σ(p, a), a contradiction. Therefore, zp ̸= zq. By (6.4), there is m ∈ N

such that ∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < ( 2

R
p,Iq
a

)ℓ

, ∀ ℓ > m.

If R
p,−Iq
a > Ra = 0, then from (6.5) we deduce that

{0} ̸= ker(Ip − Iq) =ker(Ip − (−Iq))
= ker((Ip − Iq) + (Ip − (−Iq))) = ker(2 · Ip) = {0},

a contradiction. Therefore, R
p,−Iq
a = Ra = 0. Let

λ >
2

R
p,Iq
a

∣∣∣zIqq − z
−Iq
p

∣∣∣∣∣∣zIqq − z
Iq
p

∣∣∣ +
1∣∣∣zIqq − z

Iq
p

∣∣∣ .
According to (2.10), (6.2) and R

p,−Iq
a = 0, there is {ℓı}ı∈N such that m < ℓı < ℓı+1

and ∣∣∣ap,−Iq
ℓı,⊥

∣∣∣ > 64

|Ip + Iq|⊥inf
λℓı , ∀ ı ∈ N.

By (6.3) and (6.14),∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq + Ip
2

(zIpq − p)aℓı

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣−Iq (zIqq − zIqp
)ℓı Iq + Ip

2
aℓı

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣−Iq (zIqq − zIqp
)ℓı Iq + Ip

2
a
p,−Iq
ℓı,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≥|Iq|

2

∣∣zIqq − zIqp
∣∣ℓı |Iq + Ip|⊥inf

2

[
64

|Ip + Iq|⊥inf
λℓı
]

=16|Iq|
∣∣zIqq − zIqp

∣∣ℓı λℓı
≥16|Iq|,
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and ∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq − Ip
2

(
z−Ip
q − p

)ℓı
aℓı

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣−Iq (zIqq − z−Iq
p

)ℓı Iq − Ip
2

aℓı

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣−Iq (zIqq − z−Iq
p

)ℓı Iq − Ip
2

a
p,Iq
ℓı,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≤4|Iq|

∣∣zIqq − z−Iq
p

∣∣ℓı ∣∣∣∣Iq − Ip
2

∣∣∣∣ ( 2

R
p,Iq
a

)ℓı

≤8|Iq|

 2

R
p,Iq
a

∣∣∣zIqq − z
−Iq
p

∣∣∣∣∣∣zIqq − z
Iq
p

∣∣∣
ℓı ∣∣zIqq − zIqp

∣∣ℓı
≤8|Iq|

∣∣zIqq − zIqp
∣∣ℓı λℓı

≤1

2

∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq + Ip
2

(zIpq − p)ℓıaℓı

∣∣∣∣ .
According to representation formula, see [23, Theorem 6.6],∣∣(q − p)∗ℓıaℓı

∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣(1, Iq)
(
1 Ip
1 −Ip

)−1
(

(z
Ip
q − p)ℓıaℓı

(z
−Ip
q − p)ℓıaℓı

)∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq + Ip
2

(
zIpq − p

)ℓı
aℓı − Iq

Iq − Ip
2

(
z−Ip
q − p

)ℓı
aℓı

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq + Ip
2

(
zIpq − p

)ℓı
aℓı

∣∣∣∣− ∣∣∣∣Iq Iq − Ip
2

(
z−Ip
q − p

)ℓı
aℓı

∣∣∣∣
≥1

2

∣∣∣∣−Iq Iq + Ip
2

(
zIpq − p

)ℓı
aℓı

∣∣∣∣
≥16|Iq|.

It implies that P diverges. Therefore Theorem 2.13 holds when q /∈ Σ(p, a) with

R
p,Iq
a > 0.
(iii) Suppose that q /∈ Σ(p, a) with R

p,Iq
a = 0. By (6.4),

Rap,q
⊥

= Rp,q
a = Rp,Iq

a = 0.

By |zq − zp| > |zq − zp|, there is m ∈ N with(
|zq − zp|
|zq − zp|

)ℓ

<
|Iq − Ip|⊥inf
32|Iq + Ip|

, ∀ ℓ > m.

Then∣∣∣∣−Iq + Ip
2

Ip
(
zIpq − p

)ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ <4 · |Iq + Ip|
2

· 1 · |zq − zp|ℓ ·
∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣
<2 · |Iq + Ip| ·

|Iq − Ip|⊥inf
16|Iq + Ip|

· |zq − zp|ℓ ·
∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣
=
1

8

|Iq − Ip|⊥inf
2

· |zq − zp|ℓ ·
∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣
<
1

2

∣∣∣∣Iq − Ip
2

Ip
(
z−Ip
q − p

)ℓ
ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ .
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Since Rap,q
⊥

= 0, there is {ȷı}ı∈N such that for each ı ∈ N,

ȷı ∈ N, ȷı+1 > ȷı > ℓ, and
∣∣∣ap,qȷı,⊥

∣∣∣ > 1

|zq − zp|ȷı
.

According to (6.34),

|(q − p)∗ȷıaȷı | ≥
∣∣[(q − p)∗ȷıaȷı ]

p,q
⊥
∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
[
−Iq + Ip

2
Ip
(
zIpq − p

)ȷı
aȷı +

Iq − Ip
2

Ip
(
z−Ip
q − p

)ȷı
aȷı

]p,−q

⊥

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣−Iq + Ip
2

Ip
(
zIpq − p

)ȷı
ap,−q
ȷı,⊥ +

Iq − Ip
2

Ip
(
z−Ip
q − p

)ȷı
ap,−q
ȷı,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≥
∣∣∣∣Iq − Ip

2
Ip
(
z−Ip
q − p

)ȷı
ap,−q
ȷı,⊥

∣∣∣∣− ∣∣∣∣−Iq + Ip
2

Ip
(
zIpq − p

)ȷı
ap,−q
ȷı,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≥1

2

∣∣∣∣Iq − Ip
2

Ip
(
z−Ip
q − p

)ȷı
ap,−q
ȷı,⊥

∣∣∣∣
≥1

8

|Iq − Ip|⊥inf
2

· 1 · |zq − zp|ȷı ·
1

|zq − zp|ȷı

=
|Iq − Ip|⊥inf

16
,

which implies that P diverges and Theorem 2.13 holds when q /∈ Σ(p, a) with

R
p,Iq
a = 0. □

Proposition 7.11. Theorem 2.13 holds when Ra = 0.

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

{p} = B∗
WS

(p,Ra) = Σ(p, a)

and diverges in CI\{p} = extI
(
B∗

I (p,Ra)
)
. Therefore, P diverges in⋃

I∈CS

(CI\{p}) = WS\{p} = extτs{p} = extτs [Σ(p, a)],

and Theorem 2.13 holds when Ra = 0 and p ∈ R. It follows from Proposition 7.10
that Proposition 7.11 holds. □

Proposition 7.12. Theorem 2.13 holds when Ra = +∞.

Proof. Let ε ∈ (0,+∞) be arbitrary and since

WS =
⋃

r∈(0,+∞)

Σ(p, r),

we only need to prove that P converges uniformly in cloτs [Σ(p, ε)].
Let δ > 0. By Proposition 7.2, P converges uniformly in BIp(p, ε + 1). Then

there is m ∈ N such that∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(w − p)ıaı

∣∣∣∣∣ < δ

8
, ∀ ℓ > m and w ∈ BIp(p, ε+ 1).



40

Let q ∈ cloτs(Σ(p, ε)) ⊂ Σ(p, ε+ 1). Then

zIpp , z
−Ip
p ∈ BIp(p, ε+ 1).

By the representation formula, for each ℓ > m, we have∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(q − p)∗ıaı

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣−Iq + Ip
2

Ip

+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(
zIpq − p

)ı
aı +

Iq − Ip
2

Ip

+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(
z−Ip
q − p

)ı
aı

∣∣∣∣∣
≤4

∣∣∣∣Iq + Ip
2

∣∣∣∣ |Ip|
∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(
zIpq − p

)ı
aı

∣∣∣∣∣+ 4

∣∣∣∣Iq − Ip
2

∣∣∣∣ |Ip|
∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ı=ℓ

(
z−Ip
q − p

)ı
aı

∣∣∣∣∣
≤4 · 1 · 1 · δ

8
+ 4 · 1 · 1 · δ

8
= δ.

It implies that P converges uniformly in cloτs [Σ(p, ε)]. □

Let (X, τ) be a topological space, V ⊂ X and U ∈ τ(X). It is easy to check that

(7.21) extτ(X)(V ) ∩ U = extτ(X)(V ∩ U) ∩ U.
We are now in position to prove our main result that we repeat for the reader’s

convenience.
Theorem 2.13 Let p ∈ WS and a = {aℓ}ℓ∈N with aℓ ∈ S. Then the power series

P : WS −−−−−→ S,

q p−−−−−→ P (q) =
∑
ℓ∈N

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ,

converges absolutely and it is slice regular in Σ(p, a), moreover it diverges in extτs [Σ(p, a)].
Moreover, if Ra ∈ (0,+∞] and ε ∈ (0, Ra), then the power series P converges

uniformly in {
cloτs [Σ(p, ε)] , Ra = +∞,

cloτs [Σ(p, a, ε)] , otherwise.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. Theorem 2.13 holds when Ra = 0,+∞ by Proposition 7.11
and Proposition 7.12. Assume that Ra ∈ (0,+∞). Let

δ > 0, r1 := Ra −
ε

2
, rp1 := Rp

a −
ε

2
,

r2 ∈ (r1, Ra) , and rp2 ∈ (rp1 , R
p
a) .

By Corollary 6.4, there is m ∈ N such that for each ℓ > m we have

|aℓ| <
1

rℓ2
,

(7.22)
∣∣∣ap,Jℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < 1

(rp2)
ℓ
, ∀ J ∈ CS and Rp,J

a = Rp
a,

and

max


(

r1
r2

)m
1− r1

r2

,

(
rp1
rp2

)m
1− rp1

rp2

 <
δ

12
.
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(i) Let I ∈ CS with p ∈ CI , then by Proposition 7.2 and (7.17), the series P
converges absolutely in BI(p,Ra) = [Σ(p, a)]I , diverges in

extI [BI(p,Ra)] = extI [Σ(p, a) ∩ CI ] = extτs [Σ(p, a)] ∩ CI .

For each

q ∈ cloI(BI(p,Ra − ε)) = (cloτs [Σ(p, a, ε)])I ,

it follows from (6.15) that∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ℓ=m

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤√
2 ·

+∞∑
ℓ=m

|q − p|ℓ |aℓ|

<
√
2 ·

+∞∑
ℓ=m

(r1)
ℓ 1

(r2)ℓ
=

√
2 ·

(
r1
r2

)m
1− r1

r2

<
δ

6
.

(7.23)

(ii) Suppose that there is J ∈ CS such that p /∈ CJ . By (7.21) and C+
J ∈ τ(CJ),

extJ
(
Σ(p, a) ∩ C+

J

)
= extJ(Σ(p, a) ∩ CJ).

According to Proposition 7.6, (7.14) and (7.17), P converges in

B := BJ

(
zJ , Ra

)
∩BJ

(
z−J , Rp,J

a

)
∩ C+

J = Σ(p, a) ∩ C+
J ,

and diverges in

extτ(C+
J )

(B) =extJ(B) ∩ C+
J = extJ

[
Σ(p, a) ∩ C+

J

]
∩ C+

J

=extJ [Σ(p, a) ∩ CJ ] ∩ C+
J = extτs [Σ(p, a)] ∩ CJ ∩ C+

J

=extτs [Σ(p, a)] ∩ C+
J .

By (i), P converges in Σ(p, a) and converges in extτs [Σ(p, a)].
If

q ∈cloτs [Σ (p, a, ε)] ⊂ Σ
(
p, a,

ε

2

)
=Σ

(
p,Ra −

ε

2
, (Ip, Iq)

)
∩ Σ

(
p,Rp

a −
ε

2

)
,

then by (7.6) and (7.10),

Ro = Ra ≤ Rp
a = Rd ≤ Rc,

where o, c and d are defined in (7.9) and (7.11). By (7.22), for each ℓ > m, we have

|dℓ| =
∣∣∣∣1 + IqIp

2
ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣Iq−Iq + Ip
2

ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (
√
2)2
∣∣∣ap,qℓ,⊥

∣∣∣ < 2

(rp2)
ℓ
.

Similarly,

|oℓ|, |cℓ| ≤ 2|aℓ| <
2

(r2)ℓ
.
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Therefore,∣∣∣∣∣
+∞∑
ℓ=m

(q − p)∗ℓaℓ

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
√
2

(
+∞∑
ℓ=m

∣∣q − zIq
∣∣ℓ |oℓ|+ +∞∑

ℓ=m

∣∣q − zIq
∣∣ℓ |cℓ|+ +∞∑

ℓ=m

∣∣q − z−Iq
∣∣ℓ |dℓ|)

<
√
2

(
+∞∑
ℓ=m

(r1)
ℓ 2

(r2)ℓ
+

+∞∑
ℓ=m

(r1)
ℓ 2

(r2)ℓ
+

+∞∑
ℓ=m

(rp1)
ℓ 2

(rp2)
ℓ

)

=
√
2

4 ·

(
r1
r2

)m
1− r1

r2

+ 2 ·

(
rp1
rp2

)m
1− rp1

rp2

 <
√
2

(
4δ

12
+

2δ

12

)
< δ.

By (7.23), P converges uniformly in cloτs [Σ(p, a, ε)]. It implies that P is a slice
regular function in Σ(p, a). □



43

References

[1] 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

[2] Daniel Alpay, Fabrizio Colombo, and Irene Sabadini, Slice hyperholomorphic Schur analysis,
Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, vol. 256, Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2016.
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Appendix: Sedenion multiplication table

· 1 e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6 e7 e8 e9 e10 e11 e12 e13 e14 e15
1 1 e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6 e7 e8 e9 e10 e11 e12 e13 e14 e15
e1 e1 −1 e3 −e2 e5 −e4 −e7 e6 e9 −e8 −e11 e10 −e13 e12 e15 −e14
e2 e2 −e3 −1 e1 e6 e7 −e4 −e5 e10 e11 −e8 −e9 −e14 −e15 e12 e13
e3 e3 e2 −e1 −1 e7 −e6 e5 −e4 e11 −e10 e9 −e8 −e15 e14 −e13 e12
e4 e4 −e5 −e6 −e7 −1 e1 e2 e3 e12 e13 e14 e15 −e8 −e9 −e10 −e11
e5 e5 e4 −e7 e6 −e1 −1 −e3 e2 e13 −e12 e15 −e14 e9 −e8 e11 −e10
e6 e6 e7 e4 −e5 −e2 e3 −1 −e1 e14 −e15 −e12 e13 e10 −e11 −e8 e9
e7 e7 −e6 e5 e4 −e3 −e2 e1 −1 e15 e14 −e13 −e12 e11 e10 −e9 −e8
e8 e8 −e9 −e10 −e11 −e12 −e13 −e14 −e15 −1 e1 e2 e3 e4 e5 e6 e7
e9 e9 e8 −e11 e10 −e13 e12 e15 −e14 −e1 −1 −e3 e2 −e5 e4 e7 −e6
e10 e10 e11 e8 −e9 −e14 −e15 e12 e13 −e2 e3 −1 −e1 −e6 −e7 e4 e5
e11 e11 −e10 e9 e8 −e15 e14 −e13 e12 −e3 −e2 e1 −1 −e7 e6 −e5 e4
e12 e12 e13 e14 e15 e8 −e9 −e10 −e11 −e4 e5 e6 e7 −1 −e1 −e2 −e3
e13 e13 −e12 e15 −e14 e9 e8 e11 −e10 −e5 −e4 e7 −e6 e1 −1 e3 −e2
e14 e14 −e15 −e12 e13 e10 −e11 e8 e9 −e6 −e7 −e4 e5 e2 −e3 −1 e1
e15 e15 e14 −e13 −e12 e11 e10 −e9 e8 −e7 e6 −e5 −e4 e3 e2 −e1 −1

Email address, Xinyuan Dou: douxinyuan@ustc.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei

230026, China

Email address, Ming Jin: mjin@must.edu.mo

Faculty of Innovation Engineering, Macau University of Science and Technology,

Macau, China

Email address, Guangbin Ren: rengb@ustc.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei

230026, China

Email address, Irene Sabadini: irene.sabadini@polimi.it

Dipartimento di Matematica, Politecnico di Milano, Via Bonardi, 9, 20133 Milano,

Italy


	1. Introduction
	2. Main results
	3. Some main properties of sedenions
	4. Hyper-solutions in sedenions
	5. Hyper–balls in sedenions
	6. Orthogonal decompositions of sedenions
	7. The domain of convergence of power series
	References
	Appendix: Sedenion multiplication table

