
FORD SPHERES IN THE CLIFFORD-BIANCHI SETTING
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Abstract. We define Ford Spheres P in hyperbolic n-space associated to Clifford-Bianchi groups
PSL2(O) for O orders in rational Clifford algebras associated to positive definite, integral, primitive
quadratic forms. For H2 and H3 these spheres correspond to the classical Ford circles and Ford
spheres introduced by Ford.

We prove the Ford spheres are an integral packing. If we assume that O is Clifford-Euclidean
then P is also connected. We also give connections to Dirichlet’s Theorem and Farey fractions.

In a discussion section, we pose some questions related to existing packings in the literature.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we construct Ford spheres P associated to orders in Clifford algebras in hyperbolic
n-space Hn for every n and exhibit their basic packing properties (see §3).

Figure 1. A picture of the Ford circles in H2.

For us, hyperbolic n-space Hn is the usual constant curvature Riemannian manifold and we
will work exclusively in a half-space model (see [Rat19, §4.6]). By “sphere” we mean “generalized
sphere” which are also sometimes called “horospheres”. A horosphere in Hn is a Euclidean sphere
tangent to the boundary of the half-space model or a codimension 1 Euclidean plane parallel to the
boundary (again see [Rat19, §4.6]). See Figure 1 for a picture of the Ford circles in H2.

Sphere packings in hyperbolic spaces are not new. The main contribution is showing that it is
possible to directly generalize the techniques in dimensions 2 and 3 using fractional linear trans-
formations to all dimensions. Our hyperbolic spaces Hn are built out of a ring of Clifford numbers
(see §2.1)

Cn = R[i1, i2, . . . , in−1].
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The elements ia satisfy i2a = −1 and iaib = −ibia for 0 < a < b < n. As a set Hn a subset of a
distinguished R-vector subspace

Vn
∼= Rn,

of Cn called the Clifford vectors. These are elements of the form x = x0 + x1i1 + · · · + xn−1in−1

for xj ∈ R. The elements of Hn are those Clifford vectors where xn−1 > 0. This uniformization
of hyperbolic space affords us a representation of the group of orientation preserving isometries
Isom(Hn)◦ by fractional linear transfomations

x 7→ (ax+ b)(cx+ d)−1.

Here
(
a b
c d

)
∈ PSL2(Cn−1). This fractional linear representation in turn allows us to consider the

action of PSL2(O) for O ⊂ Cn an order in a rational Clifford algebra K.1 The groups PSL2(O)
and SL2(O) are called Clifford-Bianchi groups.

In the case n = 2, we have C1
∼= R and the collection P are the famous Ford circles in H2 from

[For16,For38] (Figure 1). The circle tangent to the reduced fraction p/q ∈ Q has radius 1/(2q2).
The rational Clifford algebra K will be Q, the order O must be Z, and the Clifford-Bianchi group
must be PSL2(Z).

In the case n = 3, we have C2
∼= C and the collection P will agree with Ford Spheres in H3

[For18,For25] (Figure 2).2 The rational Clifford algebra K will be an imaginary quadratic field and
the order O will be an order in an imaginary quadratic field. The Clifford-Bianchi groups in this
case coincide with usual Bianchi groups.

Figure 2. The Ford packing for PSL2(Z[i]). Left: A picture of the Ford packing
in H3. Right: the projection of the equators of the Ford packing.

In the case n = 4, we have C3
∼= H, where H = R[i, j] is Hamilton’s quaternions. The group

PSL2(H) acts on H4. If O3 is the Hurwitz order Z[i, j, 1+i+j+ij
2 ] then we expect P to coincide with

a named special packing in H4 in the literature although we were unable to find a reference for this
packing.

1The technical condition is that K a Q-Clifford algebra associated to a positive definite integral primitive quadratic
form q. These rational Clifford algebras K are generalizations of imaginary quadratic fields.

2In this uniformization H3 ⊂ R+ Ri+ Rj = V3 and C3 = H = R[i, j] are Hamilton’s quaternions.
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Figure 3. The Ford packing for PSL2(Z[ω]) where ω2+ω+1 = 0. Left: A picture
of the Ford packing in H3. Right: the projection of the equators of the Ford packing.

In the cases n > 4, the structure of Cn−1 is more complicated and governed by Bott periodicity
for Clifford algebras ([DHIL24, §2.11]).3

The orders in these Clifford algebras simultaneously generalize orders in imaginary quadratic

fields and orders quaternion algebras
(
−a,−b

Q

)
for a, b positive coprime integers. These orders

appear to be of fundamental interest and we know very little about the basic algebraic number
theory governing their behavior.4 For example we know in C8 there is an order OE8 whose lattice
of Clifford vectors is an E8-lattice. Also, in C4 there is an order O4 whose lattice of Clifford vectors
is a D4-lattice and whose conjugation action witnesses the famous triality automorphism of its
Dynkin diagram (see [DHIL24, §13 -§16] and Example 2.6 for more orders; in the quaternionic case
see [She18]). We do not know if there exists infinitely many Clifford-Euclidean such orders (see
§2.2 for a definition).

For brevity we isolate commentary on history, context, and connections to other constructions
in the literature to a discussion section (§4).

We now state our results. Following [Max82, §3], by a ball packing, we mean an infinite collection
of balls in a metric space whose interiors are disjoint. By a sphere packing we mean the spheres of
a ball packing. A packing is called integral if the reciprocal radii (curvatures) of all of the spheres
are integers in the Clifford uniformization.5

Theorem 1.1. For every order O ⊂ Cn associated to a positive definite integral primitive quadratic
form q, the associated Ford spheres P are an integral packing in Hn+1.

Just as in the Bianchi setting, the general geometry of the Ford spheres seems to be controlled
by the arithmetic of the Clifford-Bianchi group SL2(O).

We say that a packing is connected if its associated tangency graph is connected; in this graph
the vertices are the spheres and there is an edge between two spheres if they are tangent.

3We warn the reader that the Clifford numbers C4 are not the octonians and contain zero divisors.
4See [She18,She19] for a discussion in the quaternionic case.
5Some authors call the curvatures the bends of the spheres.
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Theorem 1.2. If O is Clifford-Euclidean then its associated collection of Ford spheres P is con-
nected.

In the connected case we give a proof of an analog of Dirichlet’s Theorem on approximation of
irrationals by rationals. We also provide some commentary of Farey fractions and their relationship
to adjacent Ford spheres.

1.1. Roadmap. Internal disjointness is proved in §3.3, integrality is proved in §3.2, and connected-
ness under the Euclidean hypothesis is proved in §3.4. While abstract theories for sphere packings
and symmetric spaces exist (see [DHIL24, §5.5]) we emphasize that our proofs employ Möbius
transformation. The proofs depend on understanding the action Γ = SL2(O) on the partial Satake
compatification Hn+1,∗ = Hn+1 ∪ (Vec(K) ∪ {∞}), where Vec(K) = Vn ∩K.

To prove internal disjointness we need to inscribe our spheres inside a union of fundamental
domains under an orbit of a stabilizer at a point. This requires a detailed description of fundamental
domains for these groups which we provide.
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2. Background

2.1. Clifford Algebras. Let (W, q) be a quadratic space over a commutative ring R. (This is just
a projective R-module with a quadratic form on it. For this paper one can just think of Rm for
some m ∈ N and a map q : Rm → Rm induced by a bilinear form Bq via Bq(x, x) = q(x). From
the quadratic form we recover the bilinear form via Bq(x, y) = (q(x + y) − q(x) − q(y))/2 when
1/2 ∈ R. )

Definition 2.1. The Clifford algebra of (W, q) is Clf(W, q) = T (W )/Iq where T (W ) is the tensor
algebra and Iq is generated by the relations w ⊗ w = −q(w) for all w ∈ W .

We will sometimes denote this as Clf(q). The Clifford vectors are the R-submodule generated
by R and W inside Clf(W, q). We denote them by Vec(q) or Vec(Clf(W, q)).

Any Clifford algebra comes with three involutions:

• the parity involution x 7→ x′,
• the transpose or reversal involution x 7→ x∗
• clifford conjugation x 7→ x = (x′)∗ = (x∗)′.

The partity involution is the unique involution on Clf(W ) induced by the map w 7→ −w on W .
The reversal involution takes products of basis vectors and reverses them and then extends linearly.
Note that for all elements α, β of the Clifford algebra we have (αβ)′ = α′β′ and (αβ)∗ = β∗α∗ and
αβ = βα.

The analog of the real number, complex numbers, and Hamilton’s quaternions are the Clifford
numbers which we now define. All of our rational clifford algebras and orders can be thought of as
embedded into this fixed ring.

Definition 2.2. Let fn = y21 + · · ·+ y2n. The Clifford numbers Cn are the Clifford algebra

Cn = Clf(Rn−1, fn−1) = R[i1, i2, . . . , in−1], i2a = −1, 1 ≤ a < n,
4



iaib = −ibia, 0 < a < b < n.

The Clifford vectors Vn = Vec(Cn) are a special n-dimensional R-vector subspace of Cn.

Definition 2.3. The Clifford vectors Vn ⊂ Cn are the collection of x = x0 + x1i1 + · · ·+ xn−1in−1

where xj ∈ R.

Given an element x ∈ Vn we let xj be the coefficient of the element ij in its expansion in terms of
its standard basis understanding that i0 = 1. For x ∈ Vn we have |x|2 = x20+x21+ · · ·+x2n−1 = xx.

We let the units of Cn be U(Cn). The Clifford group C×
n is the subgroup of the group of units

of Cn, generated by Clifford vectors. These play an important role in the geometry of spin groups.
For the present paper, the reader just needs to know that these are the “good analog” of unit
groups.

We now come to our analogs of quadratic number fields. Let q = d1y
2
1 + · · · + dn−1y

2
n−1 be a

Z-form of fn−1 with dj square-free positive integers for 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. We will suppose that our
form is primitive, meaning that the ideal generated by q(w) for q ∈ Zn−1 will be the unit ideal. Let

K = Clf(q). We view K as a subalgebra of Cn via K = Q[
√
d1i1, . . . ,

√
dn−1in−1]. We will use the

Hilbert symbol notation for these orders(
−d1,−d2, . . . ,−dn−1

Q

)
= Q[

√
d1i1, . . . ,

√
dn−1in−1].

We give some basic examples.

Example 2.4 ([DHIL24, Example 2.2.2]). (1) When q is 1-ary, i.e. q(y) = dy2, then K ∼=
Q(

√
−d).

(2) When q is 2-ary we get the quaternion algebras K = (−d1,−d2/Q).

We will consider O an order in K. We recall that these are subrings which are Z-lattices in K
viewed as a Q-vector space. In this paper we will always assume our orders to be closed under the
involution ∗. This simplifying assumption allows us to get rid of the words “left” and “right” a lot
of the time.

The Clifford vectors of an order are defined to be

Vec(O) = O ∩ Vn.

These are important lattices in Rn which control a lot of the arithmetic of O.
The Clifford monoid is defined to be O▷ = O ∩ (C×

n ∪ {0}). The Clifford group of the order O×

are the elements are the nonzero elements of O▷ whose inverse is also in the order. In the case of
positive definite O, this is a finite group [DHIL24, Proposition 3.2.5].

2.2. Clifford-Euclidean Domains. The algebraic number theory of orders in Clifford algebras
appears to be fairly open. One notion that has been isolated and useful is the analog of Euclidean
domains.

Definition 2.5. Let O be an order in a Clifford algebra. We say that O is right Clifford-Euclidean
if there is a norm function N : O▷ → N such that

(1) N(x) = 0 if and only if x is a zero-divisor.
(2) For all x, y ∈ O▷ with N(x) > 0 and xy∗ ∈ Vec(R), there exists some q ∈ Vec(R) and some

r ∈ O▷ such that

(1) y = xq + r

where N(r) < N(x).
5



There is an obvious notion of left Clifford-Euclidean domain as well. We will work with orders
which are compatible meaning they are closed under the ∗-conjugation. We use the following cri-
terion for producing Clifford-Euclidean examples: if Vec(O) is a lattice in Vn with covering radius
less than 1 then the order is Clifford-Euclidean [DHIL24, §3.4.1]. Such examples are called norm
Clifford-Euclidean (since the Euclidean norm is the reduced norm). In [DHIL24] the authors per-
formed a search in Magma for orders in low dimension which are contained in (−d1, . . . ,−dn−1/Q)
and contain (−d1, . . . ,−dn−1/Q), and found a number of new classes of orders.

Example 2.6. In what follows multiple subscripts on an i mean a product of the corresponding
elements. For example i12 = i1i2 and i123 = i1i2i3.

(1) The Hurwitz order inside the rational quaternions

O3 = Z[i, j,
1 + i+ j + ij

2
].

The group SL2(O3) acting discretely and with finite covolume on hyperbolic 4-space.
(2) In one higher dimension there is a unique maximal order in (−1,−1,−1/Q) which we denote

by

O4 = Z[i1, i2, i3,
1 + i1 + i2 + i3

2
].

This is a new higher dimensional order which is an analog of the Gaussian integers which
was found by experimentation [DHIL24, §11.1]. The group SL2(O4) acts discretely and with
finite covolume on hyperbolic 5-space. This order has a remarkable connection to triality
of the D4-lattice.

(3) In (−1,−1,−1,−1/Q) there are two classes of orders, one containing five orders and another
containing a unique order. The [5,1,4]-orders associated to [5,1,4] binary codes are Clifford-
Euclidean (5 in its class) while the oddball order O5,! is not Clifford-Euclidean. The [5,1,4]-
orders are described in [DHIL24, §15.2]. For example the order O5,2 corresponding to 11011
is takes the form

O5,2 = Z[i1, i2, i3, i4]
[
i0 + i1 + i3 + i4

2

]
.

(4) In (−1,−3/Q) there are the orders O(−1,−3)i for i = 1, 2 which are described in [DHIL24,
§12]. These are Clifford-Euclidean.

(5) In (−1,−1,−3/Q) there are two classes of orders A(−1,−1,−3) and B(−1,−1,−3)j for
j = 1, 2, 3. The orders B(−1,−1,−3)j are Clifford-Euclidean while A(−1,−1,−3) is not.
The geometry of the orders B(−1,−1,−3)j is described in [DHIL24, §14.1]. They take the
form

B(−1,−1,−3)j = Z[i1, i2,
√
3i3]

[
ij +

√
3ij3

2

]
.

The manuscript [DHIL24] also reports on an order OE8 whose underlying lattice of Clifford
vectors was an E8 lattice which is very close to Clifford-Euclidean in that its covering radius is
exactly 1. The order from [DHIL24], with exception to the quaternion orders, are new.

Remark 2.7. Presently it is an open problem to determine if there are infinitely many Clifford-
Euclidean orders (see §16.1 of [DHIL24]).

Example 2.8. Sheydvasser has investigated the higher dimensional class number one problem in
the quaternionic case [She23, She21, She19, She18]. Quaternion orders which are norm Clifford-
Euclidean are investigated in [She19] under the name of “covered by unit balls” (see loc. cit.
just below Theorem 11.1), and Clifford-Euclidean orders are called σ-Euclidean in [She23, She21].
Sheydvasser. In [She19, Theorem 13.2], he gives a finite list of rational quaternion algebras which
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contain Clifford-Euclidean orders and classifies these orders. Also [She19, Corollary 12.1] gives
many examples which are provably not Clifford-Euclidean (not just not norm Clifford-Euclidean).

We warn the reader that the involution σ in Sheysvasser’s examples is not always equal to σ = ∗,
the Clifford transpose/reversal involution, which is always the case in our examples.

2.3. Hyperbolic Geometry. The Clifford Uniformization of hyperbolic space is Riemannian man-
ifold Hn+1 defined by

Hn+1 = {x ∈ Vn+1 : xn > 0}, ds2 =
dx20 + dx21 + · · ·+ dx2n

x2n
.

The orientation preserving isometries all take the form x 7→ (ax+b)(cx+d)−1 for
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Cn).

Here the group SL2(Cn) is defined by

SL2(Cn) = {
(
a b
c d

)
∈ M2(C×

n ∪ {0}) : ad∗ − bc∗ = 1, ac−1, bd−1 ∈ Vn}.
For O an order in a positive definite Clifford algebra we define SL2(O) to be the elements g with
of g, g−1 ∈ M2(O) ∩ SL2(Cn). These can be identified as arithmetic subgroups of SO1,n+1(R)◦ ∼=
Isom(Hn+1)◦. The connection with the isometry groups is given in [DHIL24, §5.4] and arithmeticity
is proved in [DHIL24, Theorem 6.1.4].

There exists an extension of Bianchi-Humbert Theory which describes the fundamental domain
D of SL2(O) acting on Hn+1. To do this we need to talk about the partial Satake compactification.

Definition 2.9. The partial Satake compactification of hyperbolic (n+ 1)-space with respect to a
rational Clifford algebra K associated to a positive definite primitive quadratic form is

Hn+1,∗ = Hn+1 ∪Vec(K) ∪ {∞}.

Note that SL2(O) acts on Vec(K) ∪ {∞}. The full compactification we take to be Hn+1
=

Hn+1 ∪ Vn ∪ {∞} where Vn ∪ {∞} is the one-point-compactification which topologically just the
n-sphere Sn. A detailed treatment of this can be found in [DHIL24, §5.6].

In order to talk about “rational points” of the boundary we need to talk about what it means to
be a fraction. Suppose that O is stable under ∗. “Unimodularity” is the Clifford analog of saying
that µ−1λ is a fraction in lowest terms.

Definition 2.10. We say that (µ, ν) ∈ O2 is (right) unimodular if and only if ∃ ( ∗ ∗
µ ν ) ∈ SL2(O).

This implies that µ, ν ∈ O▷ and that µ−1ν ∈ Vec(K) ∪ {∞} [DHIL24, §5]. We call a pair
(µ, ν) ∈ O left unimodular provided there is some matrix ( µ ∗

ν ∗ ). Left unimodularity means that
there exists some g such that g(∞) = µν−1 makes sense.

Remark 2.11. The above definition should be compared to [She19, Definition 13.1] where a similar
definition is used in the quaternionic case.

We now describe the fundamental domain for PSL2(O) acting on Hn+1. A discussion of the
fundamental domain and algorithms is given in [DHIL24, §7].

Definition 2.12. The bubble domain is the set

B = {x ∈ Hn+1 : ∀(λ, µ), |x− µ−1λ| ≥ 1/|µ|}
where (λ, µ) run over unimodular pairs.

Fundamental domains for PSL2(O) are then the collection of point in the bubble domain which
lie above a fundamental domain for the stabilizer of ∞ at the boundary.

Theorem 2.13 ([DHIL24, §7]). The fundamental domain for SL2(O) is the set of y+ ixn ∈ Hn+1

where y ∈ F ⊂ Vn a fundamental domain for SL2(O)∞ = StabSL2(O)(∞) the stablizer of ∞ and
y + ixn ∈ B.

7



We will use the geometry of the fundamental domains, and in particular the bubble domain, to
discuss our sphere packings. The basic idea is that S∞ is inscribed in B so that orbits of B then
correspond to the packing P = orbPSL2(O)(S∞).

Figure 4. The Ford packing for PSL2(Z[i
√
11]). Left: A picture of the Ford pack-

ing in H3. Right: the projection of the equators of the Ford packing.

2.4. Examples in H3. In terms of sphere packings, one can then define a sphere at infinity by the
formula S∞ = V2 + i3 and then consider the orbit of this space under the Bianchi action. These
packings are described, for example, in [Nor15]. We will call these Ford spheres in three dimensional
space. The picture for SL2(Z[i]) is shown in 2.

• Figure 2 shows the packing for O = Z[i].
• Figure 3 shows this packing for O = Z[ω] where ω2 + ω + 1 = 0 is a primitive cube root of
unity.

• Figure 6 shows the packing for Z[
√
−5] which is an example where the domain is not a

UFD.
• Figure 4 shows a Ford packing for Z[

√
−11].

2.5. Ford circles in H2. What follows supplements a classical treatment of Ford circles in Con-
way’s The Sensual Quadratic Form [Con97, pages 27–33]. The treatment here is included so that
the readers can compare the classical construction inH2 for comparison with our higher dimensional
Clifford-algebraic construction. We make use of the Satake compactification

H2,∗ = H2 ∪Q ∪ {∞}.
We will always introduce rational numbers p/q in reduced form. We use unimodularity to replace
“reduced form” in the generalization. The Ford circles are the collection of circles

(2) P = {Sr : r ∈ Q ∪ {∞}}
where if r = p/q ∈ Q \ {0} then Sp/q is the unique circle tangent to p/q ∈ Q contained in H2,∗ of

radius 1/2q2. If r = 0 then S0 = S0/1 is the unique circle tangent to 0 ∈ Q of radius 1/2. If r = ∞
we define

S∞ = {z0 + z1i ∈ C : z1 = 1}.
8



We interpret S∞ as a circle at ∞ of infinite radius.
The Ford circles are intimately tied to Farey fractions and can be viewed as the orbit of ∞ under

SL2(Z) Möbius transformations, which we now review.

Theorem 2.14. The Ford circles are internally disjoint. Furthermore, let p/q, r/s ∈ Q be reduced,
then Sp/q and Sr/s are tangent at some point if and only if |pr − qs| = 1.

Proof. Let p/q, r/s ∈ Q be reduced, then the centers of the Ford circles Sp/q and Sr/s are p/q+i/2q2

and r/s + i/2s2, respectively. The circles Sp/q and Sr/s are internally disjoint if and only if their
centers are at least the sum of their radii away from each other. We calculate that the distance

(
ps− qr

sq

)2

+
(
1/2q2 − 1/2s2

)2 ≥ (
1/2q2 + 1/2s2

)2 ⇐⇒ (ps− qr)2

s2q2
≥ 1

s2q2
⇐⇒ (ps− qr)2 ≥ 1.

This is true as ps− qr is an integer. Equality holds above precisely when the circles are tangent
at a point and this occurs if and only if |ps− qr| = 1.

□

We identify PSL2(Z) with the set of integer Möbius transformations z 7→ (az + b)(cz + d)−1

where
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z)/{±I}. Given A ∈ PSL2(Z) and a Ford circle Sp/q for some p/q ∈ Q, we take

A(Sp/q) to be the image of Sp/q under the Möbius transformation associated to A.
Before proceeding we recall that Möbius transformations map the upper half plane to itself

bijectively, and they map circles to circles (more generally this works in all dimensions [Rat19, §4],
this is part of a general topic called inversive geometry which goes back to the 19th century – see
also loc. cit.).

We also need a general fact about geometry.

Proposition 2.15. Let u, v, w ∈ Rn. Let [u, v] be the directed line segment connecting u and v.
Suppose that w ∈ [u, v]. Let |u− w| = α and |v − w| = β so that |u− v| = α+ β. Then

(3) w =
β

α+ β
u+

α

α+ β
v.

We now give an elementary proof that the Ford Circles as defined in (2) and the orbit of the
sphere S∞ under PSL2(Z) coincide.

Theorem 2.16. The Ford circles P are the orbit of S∞ under SL2(Z). As a consequence SL2(Z)
acts on the Ford circles by Möbius transformations. The action is given by A ∈ SL2(Z) acts via

A(Sp/q) = SA(p/q).

Proof. Since S0 and S∞ are related by z 7→ −z−1 we can (and will) show that every S ∈ P is a
transformation of S0.

Let A = ( r p
s q ) be an element of PSL2(Z). We claim that A(S0) = Sp/q. We first observe that

A(0) = p/q, hence the image of S0 under A is tangent to the real line. Any circle in the upper half
plane which is tangent to the real line is determined by its real point and one other point. (This
is because as you expand the radius for the circle tangent to the point on the real line, as it soon
as it intersects another point it is determined — the family is a one parameter family with that
parameter being the radius. A single condition fixed that parameter.)

Therefore it suffices to check that the point i ∈ S0 is mapped to A(i) ∈ Sp/q. Notice that the
circle at infinity S∞, which is the horizontal line Im(z) = 1, is tangent to S0 at the point i. Moreover
A(∞) = r/s. Therefore we know that A(S0) and A(S∞) are both circles which are tangent to the
real line and contain the point A(i). For proving that A(i) ∈ Sp/q, we prove the stronger statement
that A(i) ∈ Sp/q ∩ Sr/s.

9



We apply equation (3) with u = p/q+i/2q2 and v = r/s+i/2s2, which are the centers of the Sp/q

and Sr/s, respectively. By Theorem 2.14 we know that these circles are tangent, thus the distance

between u and v is 1/2q2 + 1/2s2. Let α = 1/2q2, β = 1/2s2, so that in (3) w is the their point of
tangency. We get

w =
1/2q2

1/2s2 + 1/2q2
(r/s+ i/2s2) +

1/2s2

1/2s2 + 1/2q2
(p/q + i/2q2).

Next, we wish to show that A(i) = w and calculate

w =
1/2q2

(2q2 + 2s2)/4q2s2
(r/s+ i/2s2) +

1/2s2

(2q2 + 2s2)/4q2s2
(p/q + i/2q2)

=
s2

q2 + s2
(r/s+ i/2s2) +

q2

q2 + s2
(p/q + i/2q2)

=
rs+ i/2

q2 + s2
+

pq + i/2

q2 + s2
=

rs+ pq + i

q2 + s2
=

s+ qi

s+ qi
· r − pi

s− qi
=

ri+ p

si+ q
= A(i).

Conversely, let p/q ∈ Q be in reduced form, so that gcd(p, q) = 1. We may use the Euclidean
algorithm to find r/s ∈ Q in reduced form such that (r)q + (−s)p = 1, and the Möbius transfor-
mation associated to ( r p

s q ) maps S0 to Sp/q. We conclude that A(S0) as A ranges over all elements
of SL2(Z) is the set of all Ford circles.

This establishes that all P = orbSL2(Z)(S∞). □

For connectedness we will use the division algorithm. We first observe that the set of Ford circles
are topologically connected as a subset of the upper half plane if and only if the tangency graph of
the Ford circles is graph connected. Here the tangency graph is defined with the vertices being the
circles and that two circles are adjacent if and only if they are tangent.

Theorem 2.17. The set of all Ford circles is connected.

Proof. For establishing connectedness of the dual graph of the Ford circles, if suffices to show that
for any p/q /∈ {0,∞}, we have that Sp/q is tangent to another Ford circle of larger radius. By
induction on the inverse of the radii of the spheres, which are always integers, it will follows that
we may walk from Sp/q to the sphere S0/1 through a sequence of tangent Ford circles, and then by
transitivity the dual graph of the collection of Ford circles is connected.

By Theorem 2.14, we must prove the existence of a rational r/s such that |ps − qr| = 1 and
s < q. By the Euclidean algorithm, we may find some t/u such that |pt−qu| = 1. Suppose without
loss of generality that q < t and let aq + s = t, with a, s ∈ N and s < q, then take r = (u − ap).
We observe that |ps− qr| = |p(t− aq)− q(u− ap)| = |pt− qu− apq + apq| = 1. □

Remark 2.18. It is important to note that in the proof above we are using a Euclidean algorithm
to prove connectedness.

Fix d a denominator. The ordered set of

Fd = {a/b ∈ Q ∩ [0, 1] : a, b ∈ N, b < d}
are called the Farey Fractions of level d. We will always want to consider fractions in reduced form.
For example when d = 5 we have

0, 1/5, 1/4, 1/3, 2/5, 1/2, 3/5, 2/3, 3/4, 4/5, 1.

A classical fact is that Sp/q and Sr/s are adjacent if and only if p/q and r/s are adjacent in Fd for
some d. Moreover if they are adjacent, the sphere S(p+r)/(q+s) where (p+s)/(q+s) is their mediant
is mutually tangent to both. It is also a fact that if p/q < r/s are adjacent in some level then
( r p
s q ) ∈ SL2(Z). For example ( 1 2

2 5 ), (
2 1
5 3 ) ∈ SL2(Z). The thing to observe is that if we let g = ( r p

s q )
10



then g(0) = p/q, g(∞) = r/s, g(1) = (r + p)/(s + q) and g(−1) = (−r + p)/(−s + q) and that S0

and S∞ are mutually adjacents that S1 and S−1 are tangent to them both. This means taking the
image of these under g preserves these adjacencies.

Theorem 2.19. Let p/q, r/s ∈ Q be reduced and suppose that |ps− qr| = 1 so that Sp/q and Sr/s

share a point of tangency. Then Sp/q and Sr/s are both tangent to a Ford sphere Sα if and only if
α is a mediant of p/q and r/s.

Proof. Let A = ( r p
s q ) be an element of SL2(Z). Tangency of Ford circles is preserved under action

of SL2(Z), and A−1(Sp/q) = S0 and A−1(Sr/s) = S∞. The Ford circles which are tangent to
both S0 and S∞ are S1 and S−1. Therefore the circles tangent to Sp/q and Sr/s are the circles
SA(1) = Sp+r/q+s and SA(−1) = Sp−r/q−s. □

3. Ford Spheres for PSL2(O)

As is usual by “spheres” we mean horocycles — this means either genuine spheres or codimension
one hyperplanes. In particular we define the sphere at infinity in Hn+1 we define to be

S∞ = Vn + in

Let O be an order in
(
−d1,...,−dn−1

Q

)
. We will let Γ = PSL2(O).

Definition 3.1. An element x ∈ Vn = ∂Hn+1 is call principal if and only if x ∈ orbΓ(∞). If
γ(∞) = x the sphere γ(S∞) = Sx will be a called a principal sphere or a Ford sphere.

It will be important to note that S∞ is inscribed in the bubble domain B which is an orbit of
the fundamental domain under the stabilizer of Γ (Definition 2.12).

Remark 3.2. Note that this proves the statement about tiling in Theorem 1.1 of the introduction.
The difficult part of this tiling claim is the explicit description of the fundamental domain which
appears in [DHIL24, §7] and which we are assuming.

An image of S∞ inscribed inside the region B is pictured in Figure 5.

0 11/2 3

D B

2−1/2−1

S∞

B(0,1)S0

Figure 5. A picture of B with its inscribed sphere S∞ in H2.

A sphere packing is usually defined to be a dense collection of spheres P where for every S and T
in P the interior of the spheres don’t intersect. In contrast, our collection of spheres are internally
disjoint, but are only dense on the boundary. A collection of spheres is integral if for any sphere S
in the collection the curvature of S is an integer.

Integrality is proved in §3.2 and internal disjointness is proved in §3.3. Internal disjointness relies
on the construction of the fundamental domain ([DHIL24, §7 ]). Figure 5 shows the picture of H2

where S∞ is inscribed in B.
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3.1. Reverse Clifford Hermitian Matrices. This section should be compared to [She19, §7]
where some similar computations are performed in the quaternionic case.

Definition 3.3. For a matrix A = (aij) in Mm,n(Cn) we define the reverse Clifford adjoint (or
simply reverse adjoint) by

A =


a11 a12 · · · a1n
a21 a22 · · · a2n
...

...
. . .

...
am1 am2 · · · amn

 7→ A† =


āmn ām−1n · · · ā1n
āmn−1 ām−1n−1 · · · a1n−1

...
...

. . .
...

ām1 ām−12 · · · ā11


This operation is an involution. Also, observe that because ∆(A†) = ∆(A) the group SL2(Cn) is

preserved under the Clifford adjoint. We say A ∈ M2(Cn) is Clifford reverse Hermitian (or simply
reverse Hermitian for convenience) if and only if it has Clifford vector entries and A = A†.

Remark 3.4. This is in contrast to [DHIL24, §7.2] where Clifford-Hermitian matrices were needed.
This is interesting as there is some sort of duality between the Hermitian matrices and the Clifford-
Hermitian matrices corresponding to the duality between Ford Spheres and Bubbles. In terms of
hyperbolic geometry and the Levi-decomposition, the Bubbles in the boundary of the fundamental
domains for SL2(O) described in [DHIL24, §7.7] are geodesic and the Ford spheres are horoballs.
See [DHIL24, §5.7] for more on this discussion.

Note that if A is reverse Hermitian then it has the form A =
(

β α

γ β

)
, for α, γ ∈ R, and β ∈ Vn.

We will let the set of reverse Hermitian matrices be denoted by M2(Cn)
rherm. Let A ∈ R.

Definition 3.5. Its discriminant or naive determinant we denote by

(4) δ(A) = |β|2 − αγ.

Definition 3.6. The reverse Hermitian form associated to A is

(5) qA(z) = αyy + yβx+ xβy + γxx, z =

(
x
y

)
∈ C2

n

If we write z =

(
x
y

)
we can also write this as qA(x, y) = z†Az. Let A ∈ M2(C)rherm be a reverse

Hermitian matrix.

Definition 3.7. The reverse Hermitian quadric SA associated to A is defined by the equation

(6) SA : γ|x|2 + βx+ xβ + α = 0,

We now show that all of these quadrics are spheres and compute their centers and radii.

Theorem 3.8. For every A =
(

β α

γ β

)
∈ M2(C)rherm the reverse Hermitian quadric SA is a sphere

of radius r =

√
|β|2−αγ

γ and center p = −β/γ.

Proof. By definition SA is given by the equation γ|x|2+βx+xβ+α = 0. This implies xx+ βx
γ + xβ

γ =

−α
γ . As

β
γ + x = x+ β

γ , we can simplify to obtain (βγ + x)(x+ β
γ )−

|β|2
γ2 = −α

γ , which implies

|x+
β

γ
|2 = |β|2 − αγ

γ2
,

which gives our result. □
12



In [DHIL24, §7.3] it is shown that Hn+1 is isomorphic to classes of positive definite Clifford
Hermitian matrices as SL2(Cn)-spaces. Presently, we are going to relate actions on Ford spheres P
to the action on reverse Hermitian matrices M2(Cn)

rherm. The duality here is striking.

Proposition 3.9. The Ford sphere at infinity S∞ is a reverse Hermitian quadric SA∞ (see (6)).
That is there exists some A∞ ∈ M2(Cn)

rherm such that S∞ = SA∞.

Proof. The sphere at infinity S∞ is defined by the equation xn − 1 = 0. From equation (6) we see

that α = −1 and using that βx + xβ = 2(β0x0 − β⃗ · x⃗) = xn we see that β = −in/2 suffices and
hence if we define

(7) A∞ :=

(
in/2 1
0 −in/2

)
we have SA∞ = S∞. The same equation could be done with β = −in/2 and α = −1 and γ = 0. □

Proposition 3.10. (1) There is a well-defined action of PSL2(Cn) on the set of reverse Her-
mitian matrices M2(Cn)

rherm given by Ag = g†Ag.
(2) qA(g†z) = qA

g
(z).

Proof. It is enough to show that for A ∈ M2(Cn)
rherm and g ∈ SL2(Cn) that (Ag)† = Ag. This

follows directly from (CB)† = B†C† for all C,B ∈ M2(Cn).
For the second part we use that qA(z) = z†Az. This means that qA(gz) = (gz)†A(gz) =

z†g†Agz = qA
g
(z). □

We can now compute the equation of any sphere SA under Möbius transformations; before
proceeding we note that the action of g ∈ SL2(Cn) on M2(Cn) is given by A 7→ g†Ag which is
a right action, and the action on Vn is given by Möbius transformations. We are now ready to
compute the image g−1(S∞) for g ∈ PSL2(Cn).

Proposition 3.11. If g ∈ SL2(Cn+1) and A ∈ M2(Cn)
rherm then g−1(SA) = Sg†Ag.

Proof. The proof is just the elementary “conjugation trick” given in the proof of Proposition (3.10),
item 2,

g−1(SA) = {g−1x : qA(x, 1) = 0} = {y : qA(gz) = 0, z = (y, 1)} = {y : qg†Ag(z) = 0, z = (y, 1)} = Sg†Ag.

□

3.2. Integrality. In this section we prove integrality of P, meaning we show that the curvatures
(reciprocals of the radii) are integers.

Theorem 3.12. Let g =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Cn). We have

g−1(S∞) = SA, A =

(
β |d|2
|c|2 β

)
, β = dc+

in
2
(d∗a− b∗c).

Proof. By Proposition 3.11 we have g−1(S∞) = Sg†A∞g where A∞ is as in equation (7). Here we
compute

A1 :=

(
β1 α1

γ1 β1

)
:=

(
d b
c a

)(
−in/2 −1

0 in/2

)(
a b
c d

)
= g†A∞g

and find that

α1 = |d|2 + in
2
(d∗b− b∗d), β1 = dc+

in
2
(d∗a− b∗c), γ1 = |c|2 + in

2
(c∗a− a∗c).

13



By definition of PSL(Cn), we know that ab∗, cd∗ ∈ V n+1. From [MWW89, Lemma 1] this means
that c∗a and d∗b are also Clifford vectors. We now simplify γ1. For z ∈ V n+1, we note that z∗ = z.
Further, we have that (a∗c)∗ = c∗a. It follows that

γ1 = |c|2 + in
2
(c∗a− (c∗a)∗),

As c∗a ∈ V n+1, (c∗a)∗ = c∗a, this yields γ1 = |c|2. We use this same technique to simplify α1 and
obtain that

α1 = |d|2, β1 = dc+
in
2
(d∗a− b∗c), γ1 = |c|2.

□

In order to prove integrality we need a proposition on the discriminant.

Proposition 3.13. Let g ∈ PSL2(Cn) and let A =
(

β α

γ β

)
be reverse Hermitian.

(1) We have g†Ag is also reverse Hermitian.
(2) δ(g†Ag) = δ(A).

Proof. From Ahlfors, we have that PSL2(Cn) is generated by

X =

(
a 0
0 a∗−1

)
, Y =

(
1 b
0 1

)
, Z =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
where a ∈ Γn and b ∈ V n. Hence every g can be written as g1g2 . . . gm for some m and gi each of
the form above. We will prove that statement by induction on m ∈ Z≥0. The base case will be

proved by checking that for each generator g0 and each Clifford self-adjoint A we have that g†0Ag0
is self-adjoint and that δ(g†0Ag0) = δ(A) We will prove this at the end. The inductive step follows
since if g = g1g2 . . . gn = g1g̃1 we have

δ(g†Ag) = δ(g†1(g̃
†
1Ag̃1)g1) = δ(g̃†1Ag̃1) = δ(A).

The first equality just factors the conjugation; the second equality uses that for A Clifford self-

adjoint and g̃1 ∈ SL2(Cn) the matrix g̃†1Ag̃1 remains self-adjoint together with the inductive hy-
pothesis; the last equality follows from inductive hypothesis.

We now invariance of the discriminant under conjugation for each generator. Using the formulas
for matrix multiplication we find

X†AX =

(
a∗−1βa a∗−1αa∗−1

aγa aβa∗−1

)
, Y †AY =

(
β + γb (β + γb)b+ α+ bβ

γ γb+ β

)
, Z†AZ =

(
−β γ
α −β

)
,

all of which are reverse Hermitian by inspection. Also, det(X†AX) = ββ−αγ due to cancellation.
One finds that

δ(X†AX) = (aβa
′−1)(a∗−1βα)− (aαa)(a∗−1γa

′−1) = aβa
′−1a∗−1βα− aαaa∗−1γa

′−1.

As γ, α ∈ R and for x ∈ C×
n we have that xx = x∗x

′
= x

′
x∗ = |x|2. Thus, we obtain

δ(X†AX) = |a−1|2|a|2(|β|2 − αγ) = |a−1a|2δ(A) = δ(A).

which implies

δ(Y †AY ) = (β+γb)(γb+β)−((β+γb)b+α+bβ)(γ) = βγb+|β|2+γbγb−γβb−γ2ββ−γα−γbβ = δ(A).

we have
δ(Z†AZ) = −β(−β)− γα = δ(A).

Thus the discriminant is preserved under the action. □

We can now prove integrality of the Ford spheres.
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Theorem 3.14 (Integrality). Let g =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ PSL2(Cn). The sphere g−1S∞ has center p and

radius r given by

p =
1

|c|2

(
−cd− in

2
(c∗b− a∗d)

)
, r =

1

2|c|2
.

In particular if we take g ∈ PSL2(O) we see that the curvature of the sphere is an integer.

Proof. From Proposition 3.8 and Theorem 3.12, A1 = Ag
∞ we have that the radius of SAg

∞ is given
by

r =

√
|β1|2 − α1γ1

γ1
.

As the discriminant of a reverse Hermitian matrix is invariant under our conjugation action
(Proposition 3.13), we see

δ(Ag) = |β1|2 − α1γ1 = δ(A∞) = 1/4.

Thus, r = 1/2|c|2 We similarly obtain the center, p, by substituting our computed β1 and γ1 values
from Theorem 3.12. □

Remark 3.15. In the arxiv manuscript [Kis15] proposes a formula for the radii of g(S∞), which
appears to be off by a factor of 2. At the time of writing, we have been unable to thoroughly compare
our calculation with Kisil’s due to unclear (sometimes incorrect) definitions and insufficient detail
in [Kis15].

3.3. Internal Disjointness. We now show that the intersection of the interior of two spheres in
P is empty.

Proposition 3.16. Every n-sphere tangent to Vn ⊂ ∂Hn+1 is determined by its point of tangency
and one other point.

Proof. Let S be a sphere containing points p and q with p the point of tangency. One can then
inflate the radius of a sphere tangent to p until one reaches the point q. This determines the radius.
The radius together with the point of tangency uniquely determine the sphere. □

Let Γ = PSL2(O) with O =
(
−d1,...,−dn−1

Z

)
. Let K = O ⊗Z Q and view Vec(K) ∪ {∞} as the

boundary of Hn+1,∗.

Proposition 3.17. Let S be a Ford sphere tangent to the boundary at a ∈ Vec(K). Let γ ∈ Γ. If
γ(a) = a then γ(S) = S.

Proof. We know that S = α(S∞) for some α ∈ Γ and hence α(∞) = a. We know that StabΓ(a) =
αΓ∞α−1 and Γ∞ is the generated by translations and rotations. Showing now that γ(S) = S
for γ ∈ StabΓ(a) reduces to showing that S∞ = ∂Hn+1 + in is invariant under translations τs and
rotations πt for s ∈ Vec(O) and t ∈ O× the Clifford group. The statement for translations is evident.
Similarly, πt(x) = tx((t∗)−1)−1 = txt∗ which is an orthogonal transformation (see [Wat93, Lemma
10, v] or [DHIL24]) on Vn and preserves in. □

Theorem 3.18. Every Ford sphere S is uniquely determined by its point of tangency a ∈ Vec(K)∪
{∞}.

Proof. Suppose that S and S′ are both Ford spheres tangent to ∂Hn+1 at a ∈ K. By transitivity
of the action of Γ on the set of Ford spheres there exists some γ ∈ Γ such that γ(S) = S′. But
since γ preserves ∂Hn+1 we must have γ(a) = a. By the Proposition 3.17 we see that γ(S) = S.
This proves S = S′. □

Theorem 3.19. For x ∈ ∂Hn+1 principal, the sphere Sx is invariant under StabΓ(x).
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Proof. By pulling back to x = ∞ is suffices to prove this for this in the case when x = ∞ since all
of the other stabilizers are conjugate to this one. In this situation one has S∞ = in + Vn. By the
description of the stabilizer of ∞ it suffices to show that τs and σt stabilize S∞. Clearly τs stabilizes
S∞ as it is a translation along Vn. For in + b ∈ in + Vn one has σt(in + b) = tint

∗ + tbt∗. From the
Spin representation we know that b is preserved. It suffices to prove this for every Clifford group
element t ∈ O∗. Viewing O∗ ⊂ C∗

n and using that every element of C∗
n can be written as a product

of Clifford vectors we can write t = t1 · · · tm where tj ∈ Vn. One has tint
∗ = t1 · · · tmintm · · · t1 =

t1 · · · tmtm · · · t1in = |t|2in. Since t ∈ O this must be a positive integer and since it is invertible we
have |t|2 = 1. □

Theorem 3.20 (Internal Disjointness). Every two distinct spheres S and T in the Ford packing
P have disjoint interiors.

Proof. The idea of the proof can be seen in Figure 5. There the sphere S∞ is inscribed in B with
point of tangency only at ∂B. Consider two spheres S and T . Again, without loss of generality we
can suppose S = S∞ and T = Sx = γ(S∞) where x = γ(∞). There are three cases. The first case
is that γ ∈ Γ∞ in which case S = T which is not considered in the proposition. If x ̸= ∞ we can
translate x ∈ ∂Hn+1 = Vn back to the fundamental domain F ⊂ Vn for the additive group Vec(O)
and suppose that x ∈ F . We now have Sx ∩ S∞ ⊂ γ(B)∩D. Since B tile the plane and B ̸= γ(B)
we must have that γ(B) ∩D ⊂ ∂D. This establishes that the spheres have disjoint interiors. □

3.4. Connectivity and Adjacency. Let P be the collection of Ford spheres in Hn+1 for Γ =

PSL2(O) for some order O in K =
(
−d1,...,−dn−1

Q

)
⊂ Cn.

Definition 3.21. We define the tangency graph of P by declaring the vertices to be P and declaring
that spheres S and T are adjacent if and only if S ∩ T ̸= ∅.

Definition 3.22. We say that packing P is connected if and only if the tangency graph is connected.

We will make use of the definition of Clifford-Euclideanity.

Definition 3.23. Let O be an order in a rational Clifford algebraK associated to a positive definite
integral quadratic form. We say that O is Clifford-Euclidean if and only if for all c, d ∈ O▷ with
c−1d ∈ K invertible there exists some a ∈ Vec(O) such that d = ca+ r and |r| < |c|.

The basic properties and algorithms regarding Clifford-Euclidean orders are summarized in
[DHIL24, §3.5].

Theorem 3.24 (Connectivity). Let O be an order in Cn which is Clifford-Euclidean with respect
to the norm. The Ford spheres P for PSL2(O) are connected.

Proof. We claim that for every S ∈ P there is a finite walk on the tangency graph to S∞. The
proof is by induction on the curvature of S (which is an integer) where we define the curvature of
S∞ to be zero. This is the base case where there is a walk of length zero.

By induction it is enough to show that for any Ford sphere Sα, there exists some element
γ ∈ PSL2(O) that takes Sα to an adjacent Ford sphere γ(Sα) and γ(Sα) has a larger radius.

Consider a Ford sphere Sα. By the definition of a Ford sphere, Sα = g(S∞) for some γ ∈ Γ =
PSL2(O). Now consider some other Ford sphere Sω which is of radius 1/2 and is tangent to S∞.
Now if we take the same g as above and consider Sβ = g(Sω) we find that Sβ is tangent to Sα,
since Sω was tangent to S∞.

We claim that we can choose ω ∈ Vec(O) so that the radius of Sβ is greater than that of Sα. If

Sα = g(S∞) with g =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ then α = ac−1. Now applying this same g to ω we have that

Sβ = g(Sω) = Sg(ω) and hence it has radius 1/(2|cω + d|2). By the Clifford-Euclidean property
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of O there exists some ω ∈ Vec(O) such that |c−1d + ω| < 1 so that |cω + d| < |c| which implies
r(β) > r(α). □

At the time of writing this it is unclear if there are infinitely many orders O which are Clifford-
Euclidean. See [DHIL24, §17.1] for this and a collection of open problems related to this.

3.5. Diophantine Approximation. Just as in Ford’s original article [For18] there is a very simple
proof of Dirichlet’s Theorem.

Theorem 3.25. Let O be an order in Cn which is Clifford-Euclidean with respect to the reduced
norm. Let K be the rational Clifford algebra containing O. For every α ∈ Vn \ Vec(K) there are
infinitely many (c, d) unimodular such that∣∣α− c−1d

∣∣ < 1

2|c|2
.

Proof. By Clifford-Euclideanity of O the rational Clifford vectors Vec(K) are dense in Vec(O). For
α ∈ Vn \Vec(K) the line {α+ tin : t > 0} intersects infinitely many Sc−1d ∈ P. This means that α
is within the radius of Sc−1d from c−1d ∈ Vec(K). The formula for the radius proves the result. □

3.5.1. Farey Fractions. The analogs of Farey fractions is evident. Suppose that O is Clifford-
Euclidean with rational Clifford algebra K.

Definition 3.26. We will say that x, y ∈ Vec(K) are Farey adjacent if and only if there exists
some g =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(O) such that g(∞) = x and g(0) = y.

Using out definition we can prove the following properties.

Proposition 3.27. (1) If x and y are Farey adjecent then Sx and Sy are tangent.
(2) If z is the mediant of x and y then Sz is adjacent to both Sx and Sy.

Proof. Write g =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(O) with g(∞) = ac−1 = x and g(0) = bd−1 = y. We know that S0

and S∞ are tangent. Their images under g are Sx and Sy and the image of adjacent spheres are
adjacent.

The mediant of ac−1 and bd−1 is z = (a + b)(c + d)−1 which is g(1). We also know that S1 is
adjacent to both S0 and S∞. Since the images of adjacent sphers are adjacent we know that Sz

will be adjacent to both Sx and Sy. □

3.5.2. Continued Fraction. We report that a theory of continued fractions for Clifford-Euclidean
domains exists in the Clifford-Bianchi setting. A detailed treatment will appear in forthcoming
work of Dupuy and Logan on modular symbols in the Clifford-Bianchi setting. A Magma package
containing this functionality is available at

https://github.com/tdupu/magma-clifford-algebras.

4. Discussion

4.1. History of Clifford-algebraic SL2(Cn). An excellent history of the subject Clifford algebraic
Möbius transformations up to the year 1985 is given by Ahlfors in [Ahl85], which we repeat. The
group SL2(Cn) was introduced by Vahlen in [Vah02] and then forgotten until Maass [Maa49] and
then promptly forgotten again. In [Ahl84], Ahlfors does mention an unfavorable encyclopedia entry
by E. Cartan and Study. lso, [Ahl85] mentions that the foundational papers of Fueter in 1926 seem
to be unaware of the papers of Vahlen which explains why the subject of quaternionic analysis (see
[GSS22]) seems to have developed independently.

In the 1980s and early 1990s, building on work of Ahlfors, there are the works of Maclachlan,
Weiland, and Waterman [MWW89] and Waterman [Wat93] establishing some basic properies of
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Clifford-Bianchi groups and the general theory of Möbius transformations. Perhaps most substan-
tially during this period are the papers of Elstrodt,Grunnewald, and Mennicke [EGM87,EGM88,
EGM90] which develop the basic theory and relationships to spin groups, culminating in a proof of
Selberg’s conjecture on the smallest size of the hyperbolic Laplacian (another independent proof of
this result that doesn’t use Clifford algebras was given in [LPSS87]). Many important results were
established during this period. The notation for SL2(Cn) that we use is a combination of notation
used by Ahlfors and Elstrodt-Grunnewald-Mennicke.

Following this period there is work of Vulakh [Vul93, Vul95, Vul99], primarily concerned with
generalizing Diophantine approximation results related to Markov and Lagrange spectra to the
Clifford setting (Vulakh is an expert in approximation of complex numbers by p/q with p, q elements
of an order in Q(i

√
m) for m > 0 squarefree).

Finally, there is the work of Kraußhar on extending some classical complex analytic theory of
modular forms to a Clifford analytic setting culminating in a book [Kra04]. Since then there have
been the papers of McInroy [McI16], Zemel [Zem21a,Zem21b] which seek to analyze Clifford-Bianchi
groups for general quadratic modules.6

The monograph [DHIL24], gives a higher dimensional version of Swan’s paper [Swa71] for Bianchi
groups. It gives a self-contained treatment of the basic material above. It also provides a number
of new orders, explicit descriptions of fundamental domains for Clifford-Bianchi groups, as well as
algorithms for orders and fundamental domains.

It is curious to note that Clifford Möbius transformations appear in 1902 [Vah02] and the problem
of continued fractions appears as early as 1852 [Ham52,Ham53] but that serious combining these
two areas seem to only appear in 1999 [Vul99]. These tools were available to Ford, whose original
paper was in [For16]. We can’t answer for Ford, but Elstrodt, Grunnewald, and Mennicke offer an
explanation as to why after 1935 nobody looked for special isomorphisms with SO1,n(R)◦ (this comes
from §6 of [EGM87]): van der Waerden (see [Hof35]) developed methods for giving isomorphism
between classical Lie groups; this method was essentially exhausted by Dieudonné in [Die52] and
[Die63] and using his methods he only gave special isomorphisms involving O1,n(R) for 3 ≤ n ≤ 6.
These results seem to indicate that the isomorphisms PSL2(R) ∼= SO1,2(R)◦ ∼= Isom(H2)◦ and
PSL2(C) ∼= SO1,3(R)◦ ∼= Isom(H3)◦ are exceptional and can’t be extended. Dieudonné’s influence
and authority likely only furthered this belief. The isomorphisms are still believed to be accidental
by many people (see e.g. [She23, Remark 5.1]).

4.2. Apollonian, Baragar, Boyd-Maxwell, and Other Packings. This section gives context
for our construction in the existing sphere packing and arithmetic hyperbolic manifold literature.
This history is quite vast (dating back to Apollonius of Perga) and this subject is rife with misattri-
butions and rediscoveries (presumably due to the large volume of papers that it covers). The idea
of generalizing the Ford circles is not new, although the connection to orders in Clifford algebras
seems to be new.

Classical Apollonian sphere packings P are a collection of spheres P in Rn containing a par-
ticular (n + 2)-cluster {S0,1, . . . , S0,n+1} and having the property that for every (n + 1)-cluster
{S1, . . . , Sn+1} contained in P and every sphere S′ such that S′ is tangent to Si for i = 1, . . . , n+1
that S′ ∈ P. We say that the base (n+2)-cluster generates {S0,1, . . . , S0,n+1} the Apollonian sphere
packing.

The classical Apollonian circle packing (also called the Apollonian gasket) containing the Ford
circles is generated by the lines y = 0,y = 1 and the circles C0 and C1 of radius 1/2 tangent to
the points (x, y) = (0, 0) and (x, y) = (1, 1) on the x-axis. Given the close connection between the

6We thank McInroy for pointing out the papers of Zemel to us. These papers appear to have overlap with the §2
of [DHIL24] concerning group schemes and arithmetic Bott periodicity.
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Apollonian gasket and Ford circles, it is natural then to seek higher dimensional versions of the
Apollonian gasket in the literature which could contain the Ford spheres defined in this paper.

Based on some work of Boyd [Boy74] on higher dimensional Apollonian packings it was believed
that higher dimensional spheres Apollonian packings don’t exist. Such an assertion of non-existence
of these packings can’t be found directly in the paper of Boyd [Boy74], but appears in the final
sentence of the AMS Mathematical Review for [Boy74], MR350626, by Wilker (see also [LMW02, p.
356]).

This claim is actually false. There exist Apollonian packings in higher dimensions. In [Bar11],
Baragar was been able to associate sphere packings to K3 surfaces X— the connection between K3
surfaces and hyperbolic geometry comes through the Hodge index theorem to show that intersection
form on the Picard group of X has signature (1, ρ − 1) where ρ is the Picard rank of the X. In
[Bar17] Baragar shows that the classical Apollonian circle packing corresponds to a K3 surface. He
was able to give examples in dimensions 4,5,6 in [Bar18]. The packings in dimensions 7 and 8 are
dealt with in [Bar22]. (We note that the general projective geometry setup for studying packings
in this way is described very well in [Dol16, §4].)

For us, these packings of Baragar seemed particularly interesting given the close connections
between Clifford algebras and the Kuga-Satake construction (see [DHIL24, §5.7]) and the fact that
classical Ford circles are contained in the Apollonian gasket.

Interestingly, the packings associated to K3 geometry in dimensions 4,5,6 of [Bar18] were actually
a rediscovery of packings of Maxwell [Max82]. We learned this from Baragar, see [Bar23, pg 2].

In the literature these packings are sometimes Boyd-Maxwell packings (see [CL15]). A Boyd-
Maxwell packing is a collection of spheres in hyperbolic n-space associated to Coxeter groups7 which
admit a Lorentzian realization (see also [Dol16, §5]). Note that these groups associated to these
packings are hyperbolic reflection groups. It is a natural question then to ask how our packings are
related to Boyd-Maxwell packings.

Sheydvasser shows in [She19, §15] shows that for many orders in quaternion algebras PSL2(O)
can be embedded in hyperbolic reflection groups. This is not a general phenomena. There cannot be
infinitely many dimensions such that there exists an order O ⊂ Cn such that PSL2(O) is contained
in an arithmetic reflection groups for Hn+1 — this is simply because it is a theorem of Vinberg
[Vin81] there are only finitely many arithmetic hyperbolic reflection groups (see the survey [Bel16]).

Question 4.1. Which Boyd-Maxwell packings contain a Ford packing?

It is tempting to ask: “If Ford packing for O is contained in a Boyd-Maxwell packing then is
O necessarily Clifford-Euclidean?”. Note that Sheysvasser shows in [She19, Lemma 17.4 (and the
discussion that preceeds)] shows that certain three dimensional packings associated to PSL2(O) for
O an order in a quaternion algebra (which act on H4!) other than the three Clifford-Euclidean
exceptions are not Boyd-Maxwell. Also, there are restrictions on dimensions associated to these
sorts of packings as they are only packings for Coexter diagrams of level ≤ 2 which only exist in
dimension ≤ 10 ([Dol16, p. 33]).

In [Bar23] Baragar gives packings which are not Boyd-Maxwell but Apollonian in a certain sense.8

Question 4.2. It the Enriques packing of [Bar23] the natural extension of the Ford packing for
OE8 where OE8 is the order in C8 described in [DHIL24] with Vec(OE8) an E8-lattice?

Exploring the literature futher, we find there is a large body of work motivated by the problem
of finding dense packings (this question is posed in [Cox54]) and the problem of finding minimal

7Coxeter groups are finitely presented group generated by reflections ri with relations generated by relations of
the form (rirj)

mij = 1.
8Baragar says a collection of spheres in Hn has the weak Apollonian property if it has a cluster of n+2 spheres and

has the Apollonian property if every sphere is contained in a cluster of n+ 2 spheres. We call a packing Apollonian
if it is crystallographic (i.e. generated by reflections), maximal, and has the Apollonian property.
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volume arithmetic hyperbolic manifolds (existence is proved in [KM68]). A search on the articles
citing [Cox54] and [KM68] related to hyperbolic sphere packing yields a staggering number of
results. We make no attempts at summarizing recent developments and mention that the literature
in this area is vast.9 Both of these threads give a large number of a hyperbolic manifolds which
could be related to our groups PSL2(O).

Our groups PSL2(O) are arithmetic and there are infinitely many of them, but perhaps some
special subclass of orders have a relationship to arithmetic reflection groups. For example, a result
of Hild [Hil07] shows that in dimension less than 10, the cusped, complete, hyperbolic orbifolds of
minimal volume all have a minimal lattice packing the boundary. This is interesting in relation
to [DHIL24]: for certain Clifford-Bianchi orders the lattices Vec(O) appear given minimal lattice
packings at the boundary. The statement that these groups are cuspidally principal is also consistent
with the observations from [DHIL24] (see [DHIL24, §3.5]).

Question 4.3. For each group Γ of [Hil07] does there exist some O such that PSL2(O) < Γ?

4.3. Soddy-Gossett Formula. Descartes formula or the Soddy-Gossett formula is a formula that
relates curvatures of spheres.10 This formula is central to the representation problem of sphere
packings which investigates problems related to the distribution of curvatures that appear in integral
collections of tangent spheres (see for example [GLM+03],[EL07],[Kon19]).

The Soddy-Gossett formula in higher dimensions, states that if there are n+2 mutually tangent
spheres in n-space then the curvatures (or bends) bi = 1/ri of the spheres are related by

(8) (
n+2∑
i=1

bi)
2 = n

n+2∑
i=1

b2i .

See [LMW02, Theorem 1.2]. We have the natural question then

Question 4.4. For which packings in Hn do there exist clusters of n+2 mutually adjacent spheres?
Does a Soddy-Gossett formula hold for these Ford packings? (This could be (8) or a modification
of (8) in the style of Guettler-Mallows [GM10].)

4.4. Superpackings and Diophantine Approximation. Ford spheres have a deep connection
to continued fractions and Diophantine approximation. Ford’s original papers11 [For16] and [For18]
were motivated by Hurwitz’s theorem on optimal constants for approximation of an irrational
number by a rational number. In [For25] he states that proofs of E.Borel [Bor03] and Humbert
[Hum16] are inadequate for generalization to the complex numbers and developed his technique
citing work of Poincaré [Poi00] and Bianchi [Bia91].

Schmidt [Sch67], [Sch75] introduced the notion of Farey triangle which allowed for the analysis
of optimal constants in Hurwitz’ inequality. There has been some extensions of this work in the
Clifford-Bianchi setting by Vulakh [Vul95],[Vul99] (many of the results here depended on general
considerations of Riemannian geometry). Given that we know more about the arithmetic of the
orders in Clifford algebras, it may be useful to revisit [Vul95,Vul99]. We point to [Mar23] which
provides estimated on approximation of complex numbers by elements of imaginary quadratic fields
whose orders are not Euclidean which could possibly be generalized to higher dimensions.

Graham, Lagarias, Mallow, Wilks, Yan papers [GLM+05],[GLM+06a],[GLM+06b] define, clas-
sify, and study superpackings (which was then picked up on by, say, Kontorovich-Nakamura [KN19]
and many other authors). Following [Sta18] we can make the following definition for O an order in a

9For example Szirmai boasts 20 publications related to the density of hyperbolic sphere packings between 2014
and 2018.

10The formula is neither due to Soddy nor Gossett and there is a long history of the formula which is summarized
in [LMW02].

11Which were based on his PhD thesis [OR07].
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Figure 6. The Ford packing for PSL2(Z[i
√
5]). Note that this maximal order has

class number 2 and hence there are two connected components of this packing. Left:
A picture of the Ford packing in H3. Right: the projection of the equators of the
Ford packing.

rational Clifford algebra associated to a postiive, definite, primitive, integral quadratic (n−1)-form
q.

In what follows we will abusively conflate Vm with Vm ∪ {∞}.

Definition 4.5. A Schmidt arrangement for O in

{(ax+ b)(cx+ d)−1 : x ∈ Vn−1 ∪ {∞},
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(O)}.

In the case of H3 it was proved that these are a superpacking in the sense of [GLM+06a] and that,
for example, the arrangement is connected if and only if OK is a Euclidean domain [Sta18, Theorem
1.5]. For quaternion orders these were investigated by Sheydvasser in [She19].

It is natural to ask then:

Question 4.6. In Clifford-Euclideanity characterized by connectivity of the Schmidt arrangement
or connectivity of the Ford packing?

For example see Figure 6 which shows that OQ(
√
−5) is not connected. We note that [She19]

has investigated this problem in the case of Clifford-Euclidean and certain non Clifford-Euclidean
orders in quaternion algebras.
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[CL15] Hao Chen and Jean-Philippe Labbé, Lorentzian Coxeter systems and Boyd-Maxwell ball packings, Geom.

Dedicata 174 (2015), 43–73. MR3303040
[Con97] John H. Conway, The sensual (quadratic) form, Carus Mathematical Monographs, vol. 26, Mathematical

Association of America, Washington, DC, 1997. With the assistance of Francis Y. C. Fung. MR1478672
[Cox54] H. S. M. Coxeter, Arrangements of equal spheres in non-Euclidean spaces, Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar.

5 (1954), 263–274. MR74012
[DHIL24] Taylor Dupuy, Anton Hilado, Colin Ingalls, and Adam Logan, The Basic Theory of Clifford-Bianchi

Groups for Hyperbolic n-space, arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.19122 (2024).
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ematics, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2004. MR2037622
[KM68] D. A. Kaˇ zdan and G. A. Margulis, A proof of Selberg’s hypothesis, Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 75(117) (1968),

163–168. MR223487
[LMW02] Jeffrey C. Lagarias, Colin L. Mallows, and Allan R. Wilks, Beyond the Descartes circle theorem, Amer.

Math. Monthly 109 (2002), no. 4, 338–361. MR1903421
[LPSS87] Jian-Shu Li, I. Piatetski-Shapiro, and P. Sarnak, Poincaré series for SO(n, 1), Proc. Indian Acad. Sci.

Math. Sci. 97 (1987), no. 1-3, 231–237. MR983616
[Maa49] Hans Maass, Automorphe funktionen von mehreren veränderlichen und dirichletsche reihen, Abhandlun-

gen aus dem mathematischen seminar der universitat hamburg, 1949, pp. 72–100.
[Mar23] Daniel E. Martin, Continued fractions over non-Euclidean imaginary quadratic rings, J. Number Theory

243 (2023), 688–714. MR4502247
[Max82] George Maxwell, Sphere packings and hyperbolic reflection groups, J. Algebra 79 (1982), no. 1, 78–97.

MR679972
[McI16] Justin McInroy, Vahlen groups defined over commutative rings, Math. Z. 284 (2016), no. 3-4, 901–917.

MR3563259
[MWW89] C. Maclachlan, P. L. Waterman, and N. J. Wielenberg, Higher-dimensional analogues of the modular

and Picard groups, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 312 (1989), no. 2, 739–753. MR965301
[Nor15] Sam Northshield, Ford circles and spheres, arXiv preprint arXiv:1503.00813 (2015).
[OR07] J J O’Connor and E F Robertson, Lester randolph ford, 2007. Last updated November 2007.
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