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On Clifford’s Theory of Graphs. By A. Bucnasur, M.A.,
[Read Nov. 12¢h, 1885.]

In the present paper I attempt to reconstruct Clifford’s theory of
Graphs, from the lithographed volume of Mathematical Fragments,
and from the letter to Prof. Sylvester, published in the first volume
of the Awmerican Journal of Mathematics.

The first published account of a theory of graphs is confained in
Prof. Sylvester's paper “On an Application of the new Atomic
Theory to the Graphical Representation of the Invariants and Co-
variants of Binary Quantics ” (American Jowrnal, Vol. 1, p. 64). In
this paper Prof. Sylvester showed how any concomitant of a binary
quantic could be graphically represented by a figure entirely analogous
to the graphic formul® used by chemists. In a letter to Prof,
Sylvester, printed in the same volume of the Journal, Clifford showed
that Sylvester's qualitative representation could be made quantitative,
inasmuch as the graph could be interpreted as a direction to perform
certain multiplications which would result in the form in question.
It is this quantitative theory of graphs that I have attempted to ex-
plain in this paper. As regards the contents of the paper, I remark
that I have given certain preliminary explanations of the elementary
processes employed, and have then investigated the theory of the
cubic and quartic. The parts of Clitford’s Fragments that I have not
considered are :—(1) The theory of systems of quantics, where the
necessity of distingnishing between different forms makes the use of
graphs troublesome, and where very little seems to be gained by using
them. (2) The theory of the quintic, where Clifford has treated an
unsymmetric graph as if it were symmetrical, and where the correct
theory would involve more trouble than it seems worth. (3) A few
fragmentary notes, some of which I was unable to understand.

It must be distinctly understood that, excepting a few cor-
rections and the last section (on form-systems), this paper
contains nothing that is not explicitly or implicitly contained in
Clifford’s Fragments,* and that my only object has been to make
Clifford’s theory more accessible, in the hope that it may be
taken up by others, so that it may appear whether the method is
likely to lcad to new results. T must own that, owing to its essential

¢ An alteration which I have made in Clifford’s method is pointed out and justi-
fied below.
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identity with the symbolic methods employed by Cayley and Clebsch,
it does not seem likely to furnish anything that could not be found
quite as easily by the older methods ; at the same time, there can, I
think, be very little doubt that the representation of a concomitant
by a graph throws considerable light on the genesis of a form system,
and on Gordan’s proof of the existence of a finite form system as pre-
sented by Clebsch.

T am not quite sure that I have presented the theory from Clifford’s
point of view ; it is not quite clear what he conceived to be the fuuc-
tion of the polar variables in a form, and what relation he supposed
the polar form to bear to the ultimate form in which all the variables
are scalars. The only passage bearing on this point (Math. Papers,
p. 256, 1. 24) is by no means conclusive, but I imagine that Clifford
did not regard the polar form as a blank form to be filled up by
multiplication by a polar variable, which is the point of view from
which the form is considered in this paper.

I. Pundamental Operations and Notation.

If we use a well-known symboli¢ notation, we can write

O &Y+ G Yy + an Y+ an 2y = (4,2, +a, 2 ) (Y1 + Gy 72) = @ty

if we stipulate that a;a, = a;; and then, if we assume that the a’s are
to obey the commutative law, we have

Gy = @03 = U@y = Gy

that is to say, if we get a lineo-lincar form by a symbolic multiplica-
tion of two linear forms, the resulting form must be symmetrical,® it
the coefficients of the linear forms obey the commutative law.

In the same way, if we multiply together any number of linear
forms, we get a form linear in the same number of variables, ‘and it
is easy to see that, if the coefficients of the linear forms obey the com-
mutative law, the resulting multiple linear form will be symmetrical ;
that is to say, that all terms with the same number of 1's and the
same number of 2's in the subscript indices will have the same co-
efficient ; thus, for a triply linear form, we get a set of terms

Ty Y%y N Ya% XY R,
and, since each of these terms has two 1’s and one 2 in the subscript
indices, they will all have the same coefficient, a;a,; morcover, we have
Ay, = 0,0,

aza @, = a,a.a, = &c.

* As regalds 111t(,1chaugus of & with g, and @, with y..
VOL. XVIL.—NO. 258, a
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Now, suppose we multiply two linear forms together without making
any stipulation as to commutative multiplication, we shall obviously
get an unsymmetrical lineo-linear form ; for we get

(@2 +ay2) (a7 + @ys) = @yo @y + 0102 Yy + dy @123 + 430,28,
and, if we do not stipulate that
03 = aya,,

this form is obviously unsymmetrical. In the same way, if we
multiply » linear forms together, we shall get an au-tuply linear form,
and it is obvious that it will consist of * torms, no two of which will
have the same coeflicient.

If we suppose all the pairs of variables to become identical, we get
u binary quantic of the 2™ order, in which the coefficient of 272} will
bo the sum of all the products of @, a, containing a,r times as a
factor, and a,; s times, and we can still write

a, = (a2, +a;2,)",

provided we remember that we have made no stipulation as to the
way the «’s combine in multiplication. Most of what precedes is, of
course, well known, but it was necessary to show how the symbolic
notation of Clebsch and Aronhold could be applied to unsymmetrical
forms. We have now to see how a linear form can itself be written
as a product. I call to mind that, if we use Grassmann’s methods, we
replace a set of variables 2, @, ... #, by & single complex variable

= mlel+wiea +... +.’U,,€,.,

where ¢, ... ¢, are “units ” supposed to obey the polar law of multi-

plication, so thut we have
gig; = —eep

¢ =0
and theu we have for any sets
Ty =~y
P =0,

The product of all the units is a scalar, and is assumed to be unity.

* 14 should ho noticed that tho second part of this polar law is not a consequence
of the first, and that conscquently the late Prof. Smith’s objection to Clifford’s system
(t=—1,¢0 == "j"i) does not seem to be valid. The same objection would apply
to quaicrnions. ’
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If we take any unit e, the product of the remaining units is the
conjugate of e, and is denoted by Ke. -We have
e Ke =1,
and this is taken as the definition of K, viz., we have
e.Ke,=1,
e;. e, = 0.

I(¢; is obviously the product of the remaining units ¢, ... ¢y, ¢y ... €,
taken in such an order as to satisfy the first of the above cquations.
In this paper I use instead of Ke; another quantity e; defined by the

equation ee =1,
e =0;
we have, obviously, &= (=)""'Ke,
And € (e +ape+ ... tane,) = 2.

Now consider the linear form

st oyt ... +a,®,.

Let r=uxe+..+0,e,
then @ = €7,
and a8+ a2+ .. a2, = a6 240,624 ...t a6,

= (o6, + 36, + ... +a,¢,) @,

and we see that any linear form can be written as the product of two
factors, one factor containing the variables, and the other containing
the coefficients. Now a lineo-lincar form was written above as the
product of two linear forms, and we see now that it can be written as
the product of four factors, two involving the coellicicnts, and two in-
volving the variables. It is thercfore necessary to scc how the factors
combine in multiplication.
Let the linear forms be

a:. = (a6, +a.6) (2 ¢, +2,0,),
a, = (€1 +a6) (e +iael).
Now, we know that €8 = — €6,

and, as regards €€, €5, €€, €€, wo stipulate that these products
a2
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shall follow the commutative law ; so that we have the following con-
vention : If we have any number of pairs (e, €; €, €; ...) the elements
of each pair combine according to the polar law, but combine with the ele-
ments of every other pavr according to the commutative law.*

‘We have found that we can write
a, = (€64 aye,;) 2.

Now, in all that follows, we shall only have to consider the coefficients
of the forms we have to deal with, and we can therefore confine our
attention to the first of the two factors giving a,, that is to say, in-
stead of working with the linear form a,2;+ay%,, we can work with
the form g€, +a,¢,; or, in other words, we can consider all linear
forms, and thercfore forms of any order, as involving polar variables,
instead of scalars.

I shall now change the notation, and shall use any letters to denote
the two polar variables in a binary linear form ; thus, for instance, I

write as before, By = Oy, + Ay ;

but it must be remembered that u,, , are, not scalars, but polars,t

and that we must multiply a, by another polar, if we are to get a
linear form involving scalars.

II. The Fundamental Theorem.
Now, suppose we take two linear forms
My = @ Uy + gy,
by = byuy+byuy,
and multiply them together, we get, since
w=ay=0, wuy,=—uu =1,

a,b, = a,by—a,b, = (abd).

* This is not Clifford’s convention ; he makes the elements of different pairs com-
bine according to the polar law ; but, if we do this, we get into endless difficultics
with the signs, and, as a matter of fact, several of Clifford’s signs arc wrong; with
the convention in tho text the signs of all forms can be determined without
difficulty.

+ There scems no obvious reason why poler should not be used a8 a noun, and it
would simplify matters considerably.
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Now, suppose we take two quadric* forms
Qo = Gy %) V) + Q1o %) Vg + Qg Uy V) + Aoy U0,

Dyo = by 2,9+ byg g vg+ gy 250y + Dogitg v,

If we write Gy = Gy, + agu,,
we have Qo = Gy @y
bl‘D = b" bv’

and, therefore,
Cyobuy = @y @, 00y = @,y a,b, = (ad)(ab) = (ab)?,
where we must remember that
(a,by— ay 1,)* = ay by — a3 by — g by + gy by
In the same way we should get

22 b«m = (ab)s‘

And obviously a,a;.b.b, = (ab) e, b.,
@y @y . bbby, = (ab) aya, . biby,
and 0y By Oy - by byb, = (ad)? a,b,.

In working with unsymmetrical forms, we must be careful to keep
the variables in their right places, since @,a, and a,a, are not
identical; thus

0.y . b:by = @b, (a.b) = a:b. (ab),
a.a,. b,b, = a (ab) b..
We have found that
Qo By Qo O v Dy boD2 Dy vos = (@) @ Gor v Dby o

Now, if the forms a, b are symmetrical, the right-hand side is
obviously the 2 (n—2)-tuply linear form answering to (ab)’a) "0, ";
that is to say, if we multiply together two multiply linear forms
having two pairs (u,, 4; v,,v;) of polars in common, we get the
second alliance (Ueberschiebung) of the guantics answering to the
forms. And in the same way we see, generally, that if we multiply

* 1 follow Clifford in classifying forms according to the order of the ultimate form
obtained by introducing scalars, and making the set of variables identical : thus,
an #-tuply linear form is an #-thic form.
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together two multiply-linear forms, having r pairs of polars in common,
we get the ™ alliance of the quantics answering to the forms*

III. Graphs.

We have now to consider the graphical representation of forms;
suppose we have an a-tuply linear form, this is represented in the
same way as an n-valent atom in chemistry; viz.,, by a small circle
with » rays or bonds proceeding from it, each ray answering to a pair
of polars; if we multiply together two forms having » pairs in com-
mon, we connect their representative atoms by » bonds; thus, if
we take two cubics a,a,a., b,b,b,, we represent their second alliance
(ab)’a.b, in the way shown.in Fig. (1), where one atom is black to
distinguish it from the other.

It is clear, withont any formal proof, that what precedes can be
extended to any number of forms, so that, if we take any concomitant
written in its symbolic form, we can write down the corresponding
graph. Thus, the discriminant of a cubic is (ab)® (cd)? (ac) (bd) ; it is
the result of the following multiplication,t

a.a,a.. bbb, . cicoe: dyd,dy,

and we get the graph in Fig. (2), and it is obvious that we could have
got it by putting down four “atoms” answering to the four forms
a, b, ¢, d, and joining two atoms (a, b) by a bond for every time (ab)
occurs as & factor. In the same way we see that (ad)? (be)? (ca)?, the
cubic invariant of a quartic, is represented by Fig. (3), and that
(ab)? (be) a. c? is represented by Fig. (4).

It must not be forgotten that, in the first instance, a graph does not
represent the quantic, but a certain polarised blank form of the
quantic ; thus, in Fig. (5), the graph does not represent the cubic af
but the product a,a,m,, which gives, in the first instance, a.a,a,, and
then a® when we make the three pairs of variables identical.

IV. Links and their Properties.

The determinant x,y,—=,%, will be denoted by (xy) and represented
by the graph Fig. (G); such determinants will be called links.
If we square (zy), we get

(@Y —2y)' = T~ T Y Yy — BT N Y F T Y = 202y, = 2.

* ¢ Quare, whother this beautiful use of the method of polar multiplication is not,
in its ultimate cssonce, identical with Professor Cayley’s original method of hyper-
determinants.”’—Prof. Sylvester, American Journal, 1., 128.

t In what follows, the original quantic we work with will always be supposed
symmetrical.
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We also find
(my)(zy) = (mlyi—mﬂyl)(zlyﬁ—zﬂyl) == = (wz):
and therefore (y2) (yz) = (w2).

If we multiply e, by (yz), we get
(024 0325) (418 = 933)) = @Y1+ 04Ys,
or a,(yz) = a,.
We have  a.b, = a,b,%,9,+ a, b2, 9,4+ ay b 2,1, + a3 by, .
Therefore a,b, (xy) = a,by—a,b, = (ad) = a,b,,

and therefore in any product of this kind, when we multiply by (y),
we need only change a factor b, into b..*

V. Quadrics, Skew and Symmetrical.
Consider the quadric
00y = Q%Y+ A Yyt Gy Xy + g2y Ys;
if we multiply this by x,y,—,y,, we get
yg— 0y,
and therefore aza, (xy)

vanishes if, and only if, a.a, is symmetrical, and, since there is nothing
to prevent the coefficients a; from involving polars, we see that any
form a containing z, y is symmetrical with respect to these two
variables, if, and only if, a (xy) vanishes. Now, if a form is to be
symmetrical with respect to all the variables involved, it is obviously
necessary and sufficient that it should be symmetrical with respect to
every pair of vaviables ; that is to say, the necessary and sufficient conds-
tion that a form should be symmetrical is that if we multiply the form by
all the links formed by pairing ils variables, each of the products must
vanish.

We have found the condition that a quadric may be symmetrical,

that is, that we may have
- @, = Qya,.

. * It would not have been enough to say that a.b, (zy) = a.. b, (2y) = a-b, = (ad)
since we stipulated that #, ¥ combined according to the commutative law.
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We have now to find the condition that it may be skew, that is, that

we may have a0y = — 0,0,
This gives
an®y Y+ G Yy + Qo 1Y+ Gy By Yy = — By &y Yy — Cyg®y¥1 — Qg 1 Yy — Agg Ty Yy,
and therefore flyy = Gy =0,
Qg = — Qy,

and the quadric reduces to

g (%1 Ys—5Y) 5

that is to say, if & quadric is skew, it is a multiple of the link of its
variables ; and, in the same way as before, we see that, if any form is
skew ag regards any pair of variables, it is a multiple of the link of
this pair of variables.

It is always casy to determine the coefficient of the link; for, if we

have f(@y..)=4(zy),
we get, by multiplying by (ay),
fz, 2...) =24,
and therefore f@y.)=34(@ze..) (@)
Thus a.a,.b,b, .

is a skew function, if @, b refer to the same quadric, for, if we inter-
change 2 and y, we get
a.a,.b,b..

Now, if we interchange @ and b, the original form becomes

b.b,.a.a,
and b.a, = a,b,,
ba. = —a.b.,
and therefore a.a,.b.b, = —b.b,.0.0, = —a.a,.0.],.

Therefore a.a, . b.b. is a skew form, and the coefficient of (xy) is
ta,a,. 0,0, = % (ab)’.

In the same way, we see that the form in Fig. (7) is skew, and that
twice the coefficient of (wy) is the graph in Fig. (8), thatis to say, the
quadric invariant (i) of the quartic.
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VI. Unsymmetrical Forms.

Consider the graph Fig. (9). We sec at once that its symbolical
form is (ab)?a? b, and that it answers to the Hessian of a quartic;
but, before we can identify the two, we must sce whether the graph is
symmetrical. Now, if we start with a symmetrical quartic, the graph
is obviously unchanged if we write « for y, or » for v; to see whether
it is unaltered when we interchange & and #, we must multiply
(adb)*a.a,.b,b, by (vu). Now we know that this comes to the same
thing as identifying # and #, so that the product is

(ab)®a,b,,

and the graph for this is Fig. (7), and we know that this is
% (yv),

and does not vanish; we see, then, that Fig. (9) is not symmetrical
with respect to = and #, and in the same way we see that it is not
symmetrical with respect to y and », orz and v, or y and . Now, thero
is an essential and obvious difference between symmetrical and un-
symmetrical graphs. Suppose we have two symmetrical quartic
graphs, one having @yzw as its variables, and the other having stuwv;
if we form the second alliance of these graphs, it is obviously a matter
of indifference which pair of letters in the one we identify with a pair
of letters in the other; if, however, the graphs are not both sym-
metrical, this is not the case, and we get different results according to
the way we combine them, Thus, a sextic has an unsymmetrical
quartic covariant represented by Fig. (10), where the broad bond
denotes four bonds; if we join this to the sextic by the bonds u, «,*
we get Fig. (11) ; if we join it by (=, %), we get Pig. (12). Now, these
two covariants are not identical, for it can be shown that

() = a2+ 4 £

where f is the sextic, and A is the invariant (ab)®.

This distinction between symmetrical and unsymmetrical forms is
of the greatest importance. If we work with unsymmetrical forms, we
have to be extremely careful not to identify results got by combining
them in different ways; four pages of Clifford’s “ Fragments ™ relate

* That is to say, if we multiply it by eya. ... ; I shall use this abhreviated phrase
throughout the rest of this paper.
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to the form xf+\g, where f is a quintic, and g its covariant
of degorder (3, 5) ; now, all the results obtained on these pages are
vitiated by the fact that Clifford has treated unsymmetrical forms as
if they were symmetrical. We must remember that every form is to
be supposed nnsymmetrical until it is proved to be symmetrical.

I proceed to show how we can always get a symmetrical form
answering to a given unsymmetrical form.

VII. Reduction of Graphs to Symmetrical Forms.

Suppose we have any unsymmetrical form, and that we wish to
make it symmetrical; the symmetrical form will obviously be ob-
tained by taking the arithmetical mean of all the different values of
the form. Thus, in the case of the quartic, we get an unsymmetrical
quartic covariant & = (ab)’a,a,.b,b,: it is easy to see that, if a is a
symmetrical form, we get six different values for % ; for % is obviously
unchanged if we interchange =, y, or %, v; so that the twenty-four
possible values obtained by permuting ay, wv reduce to six. Let H be
the symmetrical form of &, then we have

6H= (ab)’a,a,b.b,+ (ab)’a,a,b.b,+ (ab)’a.a,b.b,
+ (ab)* a,a,b.b,+ (ad)® a,a,b,b,+ (ab)’ a,a.b.b,
= 6 (ab)*a.a,b,b,+3 { (ab)? a.a,b.b,—(ab)? a.a, b,,b,} ,

where the sign 3 denotes the sum of the terms obtained by subtract-
ing the first term of 6H from each of the others.

Now, (ab)®a,a,b,b.— (ab)’a,a,b,b, = (ad)? a,b, (2,0, —a.b,)
= (ab)*a,b, (ux)
= % (ab)® (ux)(a,b.—a.b),
if we interchange a, b, and take the semi-sum of the two expressions;
and this is 7 (ab)? (uz)(yv).

In the same way, we get 1 (ab)(uz)(yv) from the next term, and
4 (ab)* (wv) (uy) from eack of the next two; the last difference

a.a,b,b.—a,a.b.d,

vanishes, since the second term reduces to the first if we interchange
a and b.
We have, therefore,

6H = 6 (ab)*a.a,b,b,— (ab)* (2u) (yv) — (ad)* (zv)(yu),
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or H = (ab)*a,a,b,b,— (“t;i)‘ { (20) (yv) + (2v) (yu) } ¥

In the same way, the quintic has an unsymmetrical quintic covariant
g = (Ub)‘ (bC) @;CeCyCyCie

If ¢ is symmetrical, the different values of g are got by interchanging
z with ¢, u, v, w. We therefore have, if @ is the symmetrical form of g,

— 4 .
5@ = (ab) (bc) {a‘zclcucncw+alcg0“0.;cw+ (€€ CuCyp

+ ayCiCyCr Cow + @y C¢ €, Cy Gz }

= 5 (ab)* (bc) a,cec,c:Co+ = (ab)* (be) { @,0,040:C0—a:C104CsC0 }

where, as before, = denotes the sum of the four terms obtained by
" subtracting the first term of 5@ from each of the others.

Now, (ab)? (bc) (@,€2C4 €y Co— B2,y C,C0
= (ab)! (be) eucsti (ar0:—as01)
= (ab)* (bc) (ac) cycoc, (t).
And therefore
G = (ab)! (be) a.c.c,0,0,—~3+ 2 (ad)* (be)(ac) cyc.c, (2t),
=g (a, t, u, v, w)—$3j (u, v, w)(at),
where j (u, v, w) denotes the covariant (5, 3; 3),
(ab)* (be)(ac) cucoce.

As s last example, I take the covariant § (2, 1; 8, 1; 3) of a cubic
and quadric. If the cubic is a, and the quadric is «, we have

s (Q}, yz) = (ua‘) “,a,a;.

Now, here the only changes which can affect the form of $ are the
interchange, firstly of « and y, and secondly of » and #; and therefore
we shall have, if © is the symmetrical form of 3,

30 =39 (2, y2) + {9 (4, 22) =93 (&, y2)} + {9 (2,29) =9 (z, yz)}.
Now 9 (v, @) =3 (z, y2)
is a skew function of @, 7, and therefore divides by (zy). We have

(aa) a,a.a.— (aa) a.a,a. = A (2y).

% Clifford, p. iii.
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Multiplying by (zy), we get
-2 (wa)?a. = 24,
or A =— (aa)a..
We therefore have
6 = («a) a,0,0.— 13 (ea)’ a, (2y).

This result might, of course, have been found in the same way as the
other two; I bave adopted another method, partly for the sake of
variety, and partly because this last method is generally more con-
venient when we are working with graphs.*

VIII. Discriminations.

It is, in general, easy to see when a graph vanishes, or is skew or
sy mmetrical with respect to any pair of letters. Thus, consider the
graph in Fig. (13); we can see at once that this vanishes, for it
represents the covariant (5, 3; 1),+

(ab)? (ac)?® (be)?e..

This covariant changes its sign if we interchange @ and b, and there-
fore vanishes. In the same way, if we consider Fig. (14), we see that
this is symmetrical with respect to (=, y) ; for it is

(ub)? (ac)? (be)? a.b,c.,

and the interchange of 2 and y is identical with the interchange of
a and b, and therefore leaves the graph unchanged. On the other
hand, the graph in Fig. (15) is skew in (=, y) ; for it is

(ab)® (ac)(be) a.b,6,6,C0,
and the interchange of 2 and y gives

(ab)® (ac)(Ve) @, bzCuteus

which is what the original covariant becomes when we interchange
a and b and change the sign.

Clifford says (p. iii.) that the graph in Fig. (16) is a multiple of
(zy) ; but we can see at once that it is not skew, but symmetrical,

since it is (ad)* (ac)(be) @b, 0,00,

* The symmetrical forms of g, 9, on Clifford’s pp. ix., iii., are not correct.
t+ Cevariant of quintic of degorder (3, 1).
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and the interchange of w and y leaves it unaltered. From this Clifford
infers that it vanishes (which is not the case),* and this leads to
some other incorrect results.

For triangular graphs we get the following rules :—

1. If two saturatedt vertices of a triangle are joined by an odd
number of bonds, and ave joined to the third vertex by any the
same number of bonds, the graph vanishes.

2. If two vertices, each having one free bond, are joined by an odd
number of bonds, and are joined to the third vertex by any the same
number of bonds, the graph is a multiple of the link of the free bonds
at the two first mentioned vertices, the coeflicient being one-half the
graph obtained by joining these two vertices by an additional bond.

3. If two vertices, each having one free bond, are joined by an even
number of bonds, and are joined to the third vertex by any the same
number of bonds, the graph is symmetrical with respect to the free
bouds at the two first mentioned vertices.

As a particular case of (1), we see that, if two saturated atoms are
connected by an odd number of bonds, the resulting invariant
vanishes.

If two atoms, having one free bond each, are connected by an odd
number of bonds, the resulting quadric covariant is skew.

If two atoms, having one free bond each, are connected by an even
number of bonds, the resulting quadric covariant is symmetrical.

IX. Elementary Reductions.

Suppose we have any form f (vu) containing two letters, and as
many besides as we please ; then we have

Fu)=%{f(x, ) +f (v, )} +3 {f (& ©)—f (u, 2)}.

Now, the first bracket is obviously a symmetrical function of 2, %, and
the second bracket is a skew function, and we see that every form
containing two letters can be decomposed into two parts, one sym-
metrical and the other skew with respect to these two letters, and
this decomposition is unique.}

* If the graph were a multiple of (+y), the coefficient would be 4 (@b)3 (ac)(é¢) cuce,
which vanishes, and therefore the graph would vanish.

t+ In Fig. (13), the vertices at the base of the triangle are saturated, and the third
anglo has one free bond ; in Fig. (16}, the two vertices at the base have respectively
the free bonds z, y.

1 Let a be any quantity, E any distributive operator, then a can be decomposed
uniquely into two parts, a, B, such that Ea=Aa, EB8=puB, A, p being unequal scalars,
for we have 4 = a+ B8, E¢ = Aa+ B, and @, B are determined uniquely.
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In what follows (4 : 2u, yv) denotes a function which is unaltered
when we interchange z, %, and also when we interchange yv; (4 : 2u)
means a function which is unaltered when we interchange =, u*;
A (zu) denotes, as before, a multiple of the link (zu).

We have seen that we can write
f(, 9, u,0) = A (zu)+ (4" : 2u),
where, of course, 4, 4" involve yv; transforming these in the same
way, we get A = B, (yv) + (B, : yv),

A'= B (yo) + (B : ),
and therefore

I (2, y,u,v) = B, (zu)(yv) + (B, : yv)(au) + (By : aw)(yv) + (B, & 2w, yv).

If f contains move than four letters, we can, of course, go on in this
way, and it is easy to see the form of the general result. The formula
just given is enough for the purposes of the present paper.

Now, suppose that f is known to change sign when we interchango
@, u, and also interchange y, v; we have

= B, (au)(y0) + (B, : yo) (eu) + (B, : au)(yo) + (B, : au, yo),
=f = B, (uz)(vy) +(B; : vy) (we) + (By : ua)(vy) + (B, : ua, vy),
and, remembering the meanings of (B, : yv), &c., and that (zu), (yv)
are skew, we get
0 = B, (ou) (30) + (B, : an, y0),
and f=(B;:yv) (zu) +(Bs : 2u)(yv) .ovvever eveein(a).

If f is unaltered when we interchange 2, u, and also y, », we shall find
in the same way

J = B, (2u)(yv) + (B, : B, Y0).evereerrveerennienn (3).
Multiplying («) by (yv), we get, if f was f (2, ¥, u, v),
£ y) =2 (B, on).
Maultiplying it by (2u), we get .

=,y 2 0) =2 (D : vu).

* This is not a good notation, but I have been unable to devise another that
should look bLetter, and at the sume time guard against all visk of confusion.
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If f is (f: 2y, wv), B, B, are obviously the same forms. Thus, con-
sider the form (ab) a.a, b.b..

The substitution (zu)(yv)* is obviously equivalent to the interchange
(ab), together with a change of sign, and we can therefore use (a).

This gives (ab) a.a,b,b, = B, (xu) + B; (yv).
To determine B, multiply by (yv), and we get
(ad)*a,b, = 2B,
and in the same way (ab)*a.b, = 2B,;
and we have therefore -
(ad) a,a,b,b, = § (ab)® a,b, (yv) + % (ab)? a,, (xu).
Thig equation is represented graphically in Fig. (17).

X. Form-Systems.

Wo have now all the materials we require for the graphic construc-
tion of the form-system of a quantic.

I call to mind that forms are classified according to their degree
and weight. If we write down the graph corresponding to a given
form, the degree of the form is the number of atoms in the graph,
and its weight is the total number of bonds connecting the atoms;
thus Fig. (16) represents a form of order four, degree three, and
weight four, appertaining to a quartic.}’

Moreover, if we consider the reductions of graphs already given,
we see that, if a graph of weight w reduces, as in Fig. (17), to a sum
of links, the coefficients of the links are at least of weight w+1, and

" that, if we find the symmetric form answering to a given graph, of
woight w, the two forms differ by a sum of products of links and
forms of weight w+1, at least.

Now, the way we construct a form-system is as follows: Suppose
we start with an n-thic. Joining this to itself by » bonds, we get the
heaviest] form of the second degree ; joining the quantic to itself by
n—1, n—2... bonds, we get all the forms of the second degree

* T use here the ordinary notation for cyclic substitutions; the word interchange
or substitution will always be used when this is the case, to prevent confusion,

+ This rule is easily seen to be correct by considering the symbolic exprossion
answering to the graph.

1 It scoms natural, and is certainly convenient, to describo a graph (or form) as
heavier than a form of less weight.
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arranged according to their weights, in descending order. Some of
these forms (all the forms of odd weight) will reduce to sums of links,
and these reductions must be effected, and unsymmetrical graphs must
be made symmetrical. After finding in this way all the forms of the
second degree, we get the forms of the third degree by joining the
n-thic to these forms of the second degree, berrinning with the
heaviest, and in each case we form the combinations in the mder of
their weights, beginning with the heaviest.

We have now to see what happens when we join the quantic (f) by
# bonds to a form reducible to a sum of links, or to an unsymmetric
form. Suppose we have a form ¢ of any degree, and of weight w,
and that this contains a term

¢ (vu),*

where ¢ is of weight w+1; then ¢ gives a form of weight w+7, and,
as regards the term just mentioned, three cases may present them-
selves :—

1. @, » may both be among the + bonds by which we join f to ¢;
then, since f is supposed symmetrical,

(ew) f (2, w, ...) =0,

and the term contributes nothing.

2. Lct one of the two letters, say @, be among the » bonds; the
factor (zu) changes @ to », and we have to join f to ¢, by +—1
bonds, and the weight of the resulting term is

w+1l+r—1=w+o.

3. Let neither @ nor « be among the » bonds ; then we have to join
@ to Y by » bonds, and we get the product of (2u) and a form of
weight w4+ 1.

In the third case, the form of weight w4741 will have been ob-
tained before we got down to the forms of weight w++, and need not
be considered.

In the second case, the form of weight w+r is got by joining f to a
form of weight w+1, and all the combinations of tlis form with f
will have been disposed of before we got down to forms of weight w.

We see, then, that if we arrange our forms in the order agreed

* It must be remenibered that, since (Clebsch, p. 8) the coefficients and the
variubles aro transformed by inverso substitutions, tho weight of a link may be
tuken to be —~1.
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upon, we may neglect all forms reducing to sums of links, since
everything that such forms could furnish will have been obtained
before we get to them, and that we can neglect the complementary

" part* of any unsymmetric graph; or, in other words, that we can
treat any graph as symmetrical, and join f to it in whatever way may
happen to be most convenient.

It must be noticed that we are not at liberty to reject a graph be-
cause it contains, as part of itself, a graph reducible to a sum of links;
this is simply because the reducible part is lighter than the graph
from which the whole graph was derived. If, however, a graph con-
tains, as part of itself, a graph reducing to & sum of products of links
and invariants, it may obviously be rejected.

I proceed to apply these principles to the theory of quadric, cubic,
and quartic forms.

Skc. 1. Quadric.

The forms of the second degree are given in Figs. (18,19); the
reduction in Fig. (19) is obvious, and we see that there can be no
irreducible forms of the third degree.

Skc. 2. Cubie.

The forms of the second degree are given in Figs. (20—22) ; of these
(20) vanishes, (21) is symmetrical [for, if we multiply it by (zy), we
get (20)], (22) reduces by Fig. (17). We need, therefore, only con-
sider (21), which is the Hessian.t '

The forms of the third degree obtained from (21) are given in
Figs. (23, 24) ; of these (23) vanishes, as I proceed to show. Written
symbolically, the graph is "

(ub)? (bo) (ac) .

we get three forms of this by interchange of «, b, ¢, and, taking one-
third of the sum of these, we get

(ab)? (be)(ac)c. = 3 {(ab)’ (be) (ac) ¢, + (be)? (ca)(ba) a,
+ (ca)® (ad)(cb) b.}

= — (BNOE) ((at) 6.+ (bo) 0, + (ca) b} = 0.1

* The complementary part of an unsymmetric graph is the sum of links that has
to be added to make it symmetrical.

+ A in Clebsch’s notation ; I use Clebsch’s notation throughoyt for all the forms
considered.

1 I have given the above proof instead of Clifford’s; Clifford proves that (23)
vanishes, by reasoning of which I am unable to see the force.

VOL. XVIL.—No, 259. H
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Now that we have proved that (23) vanishes, we can see that (24)
is symmetrical, for, if we multiply it by (zu), we get Fig. (23); (24)
is therefore a symmetrical covariant of degorder (3, 3), and is there-
fore what Clebsch denotes by @. The covariants of the fourth degree
derived from @ are given in Figs. (26—27). Of these (25) is an in-
variant, the discriminant (R). The reduction in Fig. (26) is obvious;
(27) is got by joining the Hessian to Fig. (22), and is found at once to
be reducible, in the way shown in the figure; we see that the only
irreducible form of the fourth degree is an invariant, and that there
are, therefore, no irreducible forms of higher degrees, so that the
form system of the cubic consists of the forms f, A, @, B

Skc. 3. Quartic.

The forms of thesecond degree are given in Figs. (28—31). (28) is
the invariant ¢; the reduction in (29) is obvious; (30) is un-
symmetrical, and its symmetrical form has already been found to be
(32) ; this symmetrical form is the Hessian (H); (31) reduces in the
way shown in the figure. I shall go through the calculation here, as
Fig. (31) does not agree with Clifford’s results. Thesymbolic form of

(31) 18 (ab) a.a,a, bu bu bw .

This form changes sign if we effect the substitution (au)(yv)(zw);
and therefore, when we expand it in a series of links, we need only
keep the skew terms; we have, therefore,

(ab) a,a,a.b,b,b, = A (wu)(yv)(20) + 2 (B : yv, 2w)(zu).
Multiplying by (vu) (g)v) (2w), we get
(ab)* = 84.
Multiplying by (zu), we get
(ab)? a,a.b,b, = 24 (yv)(zw) +2 (B : yo, 2w),
and therefore
(B : yv, 2w) = } (ab)* a,a.b,b,— 4 (yv) (2w),

and we get similar values for the other B’s; substituting and re-
ducing, we get

(ab) a,a,a.b,b,b, = % 3 (ad)® a,a, b, b, (xu)— —1-11 (zu) (yv) (zw) . *

* Qlifford only gets the first part of this ; but it can easily bo verified directly that
the above result is correct.
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The forms of the third degree got from H are given in Figs. (33—36).
Of these (33) is the invariant j ; the reduction in Fig. (34) is obvious.
I shall follow Clifford in showing that (35) is reducible, but I shall
not use graphs in reducing it, as it is easier to get the signs right if
we use symbolic methods. We have

(ab) a,a,a.b,b,b, = } (ab)*a,a,b,0, (wu) +% (ad)® a.a. b,b, (yv)

+1 (ab)* a.a,b.b, (20) — 7;— (ou) (yv) (2w).
Now, multiply this into c,c,c.c.; we get
(ab)(ac)? (be) a.b,b,cc = % (ab)® (ac)(be) a.b,coc
+14 (ab)? (ae)* (be) boer (2w)
=— 1 (ac)® (ad) (bc) a.b, bic,
+1 (ab)® (ac)® (be) byee (2w).
Now (ab)(ac)? (be) a,b,b,,c,— (ab)(ac)(be) a.b,b.cy
= (ab) (ac)® (bc) a.b, (buci—bicw)
= (ab)(ac)? (be)* a.b, (wt),
and therefore, if we compare our results, we get
—1 (ac)® (ab) (be) a.bbic, + 3 (ab)? (ac)? (be) b,c, (zw0)
= (ac)? (ab)(be) a.b,bic,+ (ac)? (bo) (ab) a,b, (wt);
and therefore
—2 (ab)(ac)? (be) a.b,b.c,
= § (ab)? (ac)® (be) boe: (2w) — (ab)(ac)® (be)? a.b, (wt).*
But (ab)? (ac)® (be) bye, = & (ab)? (ac)? (be)? (vt),

and therefore = 4j (vt),

—2 (ab)(ac)? (bc) a,bobice = ]E {(vt)(zw)-—- @éﬂ‘l}

— "ZL { (vt) (20) + (vw)(at) ;(zw)('ut) }

* Clifford finds i
% (abd) (a0)? (be) a2 bobeco = (ad)(ac)? (be)® azb, (tre) =} (ab)(ac)® (be)? bece (sw).
H 2
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[since (2v)(wt)+ (vw)(2t) + (wz)(vt) = 0]
- -?I { (vt) (2w) + (5t) (vw) },

or (ab)(ac)? (be) a,bbec, = % { (vt) (wz) + (vw) (t2) } .*
Now, it was found before that the symmetrical form of the Hessian is
. H = (ab)*a.a,b,b,— % { (zu) (yv) + (2v) (yu) .
Multiplying this into c,c,c.c., we get
(ab)? (ac)(be) aybocicw + —Z.— €y CyC¢ Cope
Multiplying H into ¢.c,¢;¢,, we get

(ab)? (ac)* b, b,cic— —g- CuCyCiCro-

Now, H and ¢ are symmetrical forms, and therefore, allowing for the
change of y into v, we get the same result whethor we join them by
@, u or by =, y ; we have, therefore, if f denotes the quartic,

(a'b)i (ac)’ bu bv CeCp— 'g‘f = (ab)ﬂ (ac) (bc) a, boot Cot .é_.f

]

- % § (ww) (tv) + (ut) (wv) } + %’ 5,
and therefore

(ab)? (ac)* by bycic, = -'52- - -‘é— { (ww) (tv) + (ut) (wv) } .+

Fig. (36) answers to the covariant T' of degorder (3, 6) ; it is obviously
ungymmetrical, since, if we join ¥, z, we get (35), which does not
vanish.

In getting the forms of the fourth degree we need only consider 7.

* As already remarked, Clifford makes (ab)(ac)?(be) a.bodie,, vanish identically ;
but this is obviously impossible, since (v¢)(ws) + (vw)(z¢) does not vanish.
+ Clifford, having made (b)? (ac) (bc) aydyeec,, vanish identically, gets
(ab)? (00 Bubocrow = = L ;
but, apart from the mistake in sign, this equation is impossible, since the left-hand
side is unsymmetrical; if we make (@6)2 (ac)? by by cc ¢, Symmetrical, the complemen-
tary part consists of the terms involving ; in the equation in the text.
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The forms are givenin Figs. (37—40). Of these (37) vanishes, since
it containg the vanishing graph (ab)® (ac)(bc) c.c,; (38) is reducible
since it contains (29). The reduction in Fig. (39) is obvious, and
the coefficient of (2y) is got by joining f to the reducible graph (35) ;
(40) is got by joining (31) to itself, and therefore reduces.* We see
that there are no irreducible forms of the fourth degree, and there-
fore none of higher degrees.

It is obvious that we might use this method in finding the form-
system of any quantic ; but it is also obviouns that in the case of higher
quantics the application of it would be exceedingly tedious, and
accordingly Clifford has abandoned this method for the quintic (after
finding the forms of the first, second, and third degrees), and has
contented himself with taking the irreducible forms from Clebsch’s
Theorie der Bindren Formen.

XI. Theory of the Compound Form.

The cubic has a covariant (@) of the third order, and the quartic
has a covariant (H) of the fourth order; if we take two parameters
, A, we can find the form-systems of the compound forms, «f+A@,
«f +AH, for the cubic and quartic respectively; the problem is, to
express each form of the system in terms of «, A, and the form-system
of f. Clebsch solves this problem by the introduction of a certain
differential operator ; Clifford has used a method of direct formation,
which I proceed to explain; it should be mentioned that Clifford has
only worked out the results for the cubic and quintic ; but, as already
explained, the results for the quintic are vitiated by an error.
As regards the quartic, he has put down certain results of
Clebsch’s theory, in a way which shows that at the time he had
either forgotten, or not yet noticed, that the graph for H is un-
symmetrical.

In what follows, I denote the »* alliance of f, ¢ by

(/s $)»-
It must be remembered that
(f’ ®)= (=) O

I denote the compound form (kf+AH or xf+AQ) by F. If ¢ is any
form appertaining to f, the corresponding form for F'is denoted by ¢ ;.

* Another form of this, chosen by Clifford, reduces as shown in Fig. (41).
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Skc. 1. Oubre.
Consider first the theory of the form

F= "f+AQ!
f being a cubic.

‘We have first of all to find A;. We have

Ap = (kf + 7A@, xf+AQ); = &* (f»f)s+2")\ 6 Q)s‘H\’ (Q, Q)s;

(fy )e 18, of course, A; (f, Q) is given in (26). We have, if «, y are
the free bonds, and R is the discriminant,

O @ = 3 ).

(Q, @), is given in (42). Now, it is obvious that, in order to join the
two graphs in the way shown in tho figure, one of them had to be
turned round end for end ; and it is easy to prove, by considering the
symbolic form answering to the graph, that this operation multiplies
a form by (—)", if w is the number of bonds joining the atoms of the
graph, z.e., the weight of the form. Therefore the graph in Fig. (42)
represents [not (Q@); but] —(QQ);; now, this graph is obviously
got by joining A to (26) by one bond, and thereforeitis —1/2. % .A*
and thercfore we have

(QQ), = 3 R,

and therefore

Ap= (x’-{-«%,- 13) A+AE (vy) = 0A+RAR (2y).

Now, the left-hand side is a quadric form; the right-hand side con-
sists of a symmetric part, ©A, and a skew part; and therefore, as we
have to make all forms symmetrical, we must leave out the skew term

and write Ap=0A.t
To get Qr, we have to join this to F' by one bond. We get
Qr=0{A, xf+7Q}, =06 {x(4, )i+ (4, @} ;

* The graph is
1. R.()a:8y=~% . R.A:(5)ay=—3%.R. 44y,
t Clifford says,—* In any kind of multiplication /@ = — Qf, and therefore we
have only to find tho Hessian of Q.” I venture to think that the reason why the

term involving kA disappears from the result is that stated in the text ; the term does
not necossarily disappear, but it is rejected when we make Ay symmetrical.
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(8, fis Q; (A, Q) is given in (43), and is obviously got by joining
(26) to f by one bond. We have therefore

=-2
(A’ Q)l_ 2f?

which gives ‘QRQp=06 {xQ— % )«f} .

R is the discriminant of 4, and therefore

Rp = G’R.

Sko. 2. Quartic.
In the theory of the quartic we consider the function
F = «f+AH.

We must remember that the graph of the Hessian is unsymmetrical,
and that we have to use the symmetrical form (32). The Hessian
of F in its ultimate* form is

He= (f +\H, f +AH), = &* (f, f)s+ 2 (f, H);+N (H, H),
The coefficient of «* is, of course, H.

To find the coefficient of 2«A, we take Fig. (32), and join it to f by
u, v, and we get at once Fig. (44) ; but it was proved before that

(ab)* (ae)* By a0w = L = L {(ow) () + @) (@Y)} .....(a),

and therefore, if we take the ultimate forms, we get, for Fig. (44),

y_o_
2 383 6°

To find the coeflicient of A* we have to join H to itself by two bonds,
so that we have to multiply

(ab) 0, buds— & { (@) (y0) + (@) (y) }

by (ed) eutududy— % { (@) (Bo) + (@) (B)}.

* The ultimate form of a quantic is what we get when we introduce scalars, and
make all the sets identical ; 1t is, in fact, the ordinary form of the quantic.
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We get (ab)? (bc)? (cd)? a.a,d,d,
+ 2 (@) 6+ @B )}~ L () a0y d,
If we take equation (a) above, and multiply it by d,d,.d,d,, we get
(@) (ac)? (cd)* b,b,d.d, = % (ed)* dudyo.0,+ 4?7’- d.d,d.d,,

and therefore, if we take the ultimate forms, the coefficient of A* is

H Jf %y if H
s T3~ gH=3 "%

And therefore we get

He = K’H+x?\—i+>\’ (131 'ﬁg_z
S
s (r-r2
if Q=Ku_%'w__§_)‘s'

To find Ty, we have to join this to F by one bond; we get
3TF— N {K (f, E)q+A (&, H)l}—-—— € (F WX (H, £}

Now, if we take the ultimate forms, the first alliance of a quantic
with itself vanishes, and we have also

¢ H)y=—(&,

and therefore

3Tp = (f, ), (22 42 &) =370,

and therefore T-=Q.T.

To find ¢, we have to find

(<f +MH, if +AH), = &' (f, )+ 26X (f, H)o+ N (H, H),;



14,

19,

2.

30.

3.

3.

41.

42.

—0—0— 2 6;i 3. A 4, ——o==(:» 5. \9/ 0. ( 7. —070—
w Y
L /10 _\(;
_ \ - \. . D
=0 9 p=¢ I y}a O\v L Yeo=t( 12 /C(_/_\_\O\ 13, A
% N Lo g 1/ i :
A\ 15 6. A W 4= (44 B =0
=0 /O.—O\ y \v v T
L u v
= _ ’ / )
——o—o—-éE( 2. 0=0 9l 2—-0=0—y % M % o/i\o
U — w—
24—0=0—b—1 2. E:I 9. —0=0—0=0—= ?_I(
= =
72
U / 6
@—0:0—?—3)-»=§z—0=o—0=0—u(—§|| ﬁ 28. oz 29 —o—o—_%(
y v 99 )
1 U
T ¢ vy 2Yz 1 vy w2
e T -
7 w z w U uow wv vw
A 3. A: 3 ( %, =0=0=0= %. =o=g—§
T
=o=o<(|ﬁ %, =0=0—0=0- 3). =0=p—0=0= =0=0=0=0= (
Ty l
|
_ﬁ"?z‘)“?‘
a Y U y wa u n\ uy u Uz a tye
Zomg- b0 = =4 =g Y= e (=008 (+ o= ((
Bt sw : wh v P tzwy Bt yow fouow
—0=0—0=0—0=0— 4. -—o=c—o=o—< 4. =o=o=o=~7;—>o<






1885.] Clifford’s Theory of Graphs. 105
(f,iis 25 (H, f), 18 , by definition ; (H, H), is
()" (bo)" (e (ad)'= £

but we easily find, by using equation (a) above, or by considering the
graph, that
(ab)? (be)* (ed)* (ad)’ =

and we therefere get

l\'JI“’e

3
ip = K%+ 260+ A %'

dQ dﬂ

We have 3jr= (HE{

Kf+ )\H)

=T (@ AN E B} - DDA, H).}

dQ A dQ L dQ . dQ

=X dx TE;_ c_lx—)\ ax’
; aQ_,dQ\, i AidQ_ dO)
—_ A=
and Jx 3( de dh) 3(6 ar d)\)
’2
I g _,L)\z s(_____
]k+2 ent Loatpne (L 36)

XII. Form-Systems.

In this section I show how parts of Gordan’s researches on form-
systems, as given in Clebsch’s Bindre Formen, can be simplified by
the introduction of graphs.

1.

It will be remembered that the fundamental theorem in the theory
of systems of quantics (if two quantics have a finite form-system, then
their joint system s derived from a finite form-system) follows
immediately from a lemma which can be expressed as follows :—If a
power of a quantic is to be joined to any other quantic, the index of
the power must not be greater than the order of the second quantic.*
This is quite obvious if we consider the graphs of the two quantics.
If the order of the second quantic ¢ is A, and the index of the power
of the first f is p, then, since the order of the alliance u cannot be
greater than A, we are certain to satisfy all the conditions if we join

* This is not Clebsch’s enunciation, but is equivalent to it.
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p f’s to ¢ by one bond each, and then we are certain to have some 8
left over; so that we get the product of a covariant and a power of f.

2.

In the theory of form-systems Clebsch speaks of parts of an
alliance, and of the substitution of parts of an alliance for the alliance
itself. This is a very simple matter if we consider graphs, for, if a
graph is not symmetrical we have to make it symmetrical by adding
links, and then, if we join two forms, we get, in the first instance, the
graph got by joining their graphs, and then a series of terms obtained
from the links. Moreover, if we join two graphs by a given number r
of bonds, we can do so in various ways, since we can join any r bonds
of the one to any r bonds of the other; the resulting graphs can only
differ by terms derived from the complementary terms; and then it
is obvious, from section (X.), that if we classify forms according to
degree (in ascending order), and according to weight (in descending
order), the graphs resulting from the union of two graphs by any
given number of bonds can only differ by terms involving earlier
forms, and that, therefore, in constructing a form-system, we can join
two graphs in any way we please, provided we classify our forms in
the way just described.

3.

The fundamental theorem (Clebsch’s Zerlegungssatz) in the theory
of form-systems seems much more obvious and natural if we regard
it as a consequence of the following lemma :—Every graph can be re-
duced to a sum of simple polygons, where a simple polygon means an
open or closed graph in which no atom is joined to move than two
atoms. -

For, assuming the truth of the lemma, it is obvious that in a simple
polygon one of two things must happen; either all the vertices have
free bonds proceeding from them, or some of the vertices are
saturated ; moreover, if s vertex containing an n-valent atom is
saturated, it must be joined to one of the adjacent vertices by = /2 bonds
at least ; and, if the polygon was derived from an n-thic and has no
saturated vertex, we can, by taking off one free bond from cach vertex,
get a graph derived from an (n—1)-thic, and we bave the theorem :
Every graph derived from an n-thic can be expressed as a sum of
graphs, some of them derived from an (n—1)-thic, and the rest
having one side at least containing at least #/2 bonds. This is the
Zerlegungssatz.

As regards the proof of the lemma, we have only to start with the

formule (ab)(ac)(b.c,+ b,¢c,) = (ab)?c.c,+ (ac) b.b,~(bc) a.a,, .
and then the lemma can be proved without any difficulty.



