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Abstract: This paper presents a comprehensive study of geometric inversion with respect to central
conics in hybrid number planes, which unify complex, hyperbolic, and dual numbers within a single
algebraic structure. By employing the hybrid scalar product and the associated pseudo-Euclidean
metric, the hybridian planes were classified as elliptic, hyperbolic, or parabolic. Explicit inversion
formulas were derived for points, lines, and conics in each plane type. It was shown that lines passing
through the inversion center remain invariant, while others transform into conics. Homothetic conics
preserve their type under inversion, whereas non-homothetic conics yield cubic or quartic curves
depending on their relation to the inversion center. These results extend classical inversion geometry
into a unified hybrid setting, providing a new framework for geometric transformations in generalized
number systems.
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1. Introduction

Geometric transformations serve as a foundational theme in both classical and modern mathematics,
providing a robust framework for analyzing structure, symmetry, and motion. Among these, inversion
transformations are of particular interest due to their rich geometric, algebraic, and conformal
properties. Traditionally defined in the Euclidean plane with respect to circles, inversion generalizes
the concept of reflection and plays a fundamental role in the study of Möbius transformations and
complex analysis [1, 2].
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As a starting point, consider the classical notion of symmetry with respect to a line. In Figure 1, the
point B is the reflection of point A across the line ℓ, such that the perpendicular distances from both
points to the line are equal.

Figure 1. Point B, which is the reflection of point A with respect to the line ℓ.

Extending this idea leads to circular inversion, as illustrated in Figure 2, where for a fixed center O
and radius R, the points A and B satisfy the relation

|OA| · |OB| = R2,

[3]. This transformation lies at the core of inversive geometry.

Figure 2. The point B is the circular inversion of the point A with respect to the circle C (in
black), centered at O with radius R.

As illustrated in Figure 2, the concept of circular inversion can also be characterized via
orthogonality: all circles passing through a point A and orthogonal to a fixed reference circle C intersect
at a second point B. According to this geometric principle, B is defined as the circular inversion of A
with respect to C. This interpretation offers an elegant and purely geometric understanding of inversion,
complementing the traditional metric definition.

In classical settings, inversion is elegantly expressed using complex numbers, where inversion with
respect to the unit circle is defined by z 7→ 1

z . This concept has been extended to general conic sections
through analytical methods and Clifford algebra approaches [4–7]. However, these generalizations
largely remain confined to Euclidean or complex frameworks [8].

Meanwhile, hypercomplex number systems—such as complex, hyperbolic, and dual numbers—
have emerged as powerful algebraic tools for modeling distinct geometric behaviors [9–11]. These
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systems correspond, respectively, to elliptic, hyperbolic, and parabolic geometries and are closely
linked to transformation groups like S L2(R) via Möbius-type actions [12, 13]. These ideas align
with Klein’s Erlangen Program, which advocates for the classification of geometries based on their
invariance under transformation groups [14–17].

To unify these distinct number systems within a single algebraic and geometric framework, hybrid
numbers were introduced [18]. Although recent studies have explored the algebraic properties and
applications of hybrid numbers [19–22], a comprehensive theory of inversion with respect to conics in
hybridian planes has yet to be developed. This gap presents an opportunity to extend classical inversive
geometry into a generalized pseudo-Euclidean setting, offering potential applications in physics,
computer graphics, and non-Euclidean modeling [23–26]. In a broader context, the techniques and
insights developed here may also support advances in inverse problems involving scattering phenomena
and conic singularities [27–29].

In this study, we propose a rigorous geometric formulation of inversion transformations with
respect to conic sections in hybrid number planes. Utilizing the hybrid scalar product and the
metric classification of planes, we derive explicit inversion formulas for points, lines, and conics.
Furthermore, we analyze the nature of inverse curves, identifying conditions under which inversions
yield conics, cubic curves, or quartic curves, motivated by the aim to generalize classical inversion
concepts into hybrid number systems and provide a unified framework that captures new geometric
behaviors not seen in traditional settings.

By bridging classical inversive geometry with hybrid number theory, this work establishes a unified
framework for geometric transformations in pseudo-Euclidean spaces, laying the foundation for future
research in generalized symmetry, metric transformations, and complex motion analysis.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 provides preliminary information about hybrid
numbers and the geometric structure of hybridian planes. In Section 3, we construct inversion
transformations with respect to central conics and derive explicit formulas for points, lines, and conics
in elliptic, hyperbolic, and parabolic hybrid planes. Section 4 concludes the paper with a summary of
results and directions for future work.

2. Preliminaries on hybrid geometry

To establish a comprehensive framework for inversion transformations, we begin by outlining the
algebraic structure of hybrid numbers and their associated geometric properties [18, 19].

A hybrid number is expressed as:

p = p1 + p2i + p3ε + p4h,

where the units satisfy the relations i2 = −1, ε2 = 0, h2 = 1, and ih = hi = i + ε [18]. Each hybrid
number can be decomposed into its scalar part S p = p1 and vector part Vp = p2i + p3ε + p4h. The
conjugate of p is defined by p = S p−Vp. The multiplication of hybrid numbers adheres to the algebraic
rules established for these units [19, 21].

The character of a hybrid number is given by

C(p) = pp = p2
1 + (p2 − p3)2 − p2

3 − p2
4.
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Accordingly, a hybrid number is classified as spacelike if C(p) < 0, timelike if C(p) > 0, and lightlike
if C(p) = 0. The norm is defined by ∥p∥ =

√
|C(p)|, and the inverse exists when ∥p∥ , 0, given by

p−1 =
p

C(p)
. Lightlike hybrid numbers have no inverse.

The hybridian scalar product for two hybrid numbers q and p is defined as:

⟨q,p⟩K =
qp + pq

2
= q1 p1 + (q2 − q3)(p2 − p3) − q3 p3 − q4 p4,

where q = q1 + q2i + q3ε + q4h and p = p1 + p2i + p3ε + p4h [18]. This scalar product induces a
pseudo-metric structure on R3 [30]. In this context, pure hybrid numbers are treated as vectors in the
hybridian 3-space H3. Let u = (u1, u2, u3) and v = (v1, v2, v3) be hybrid vectors in H3, equipped with
the bilinear form

⟨u, v⟩ = −(u1 − u2)(v1 − v2) + u2v2 + u3v3.

Vectors in H3 are classified according to the discriminant

∆(u) = −(u1 − u2)2 + u2
2 + u2

3

as elliptic if ∆(u) < 0, hyperbolic if ∆(u) > 0, or parabolic if ∆(u) = 0. The discriminant ∆ determines
the geometric type of the hybridian plane associated with a vector, analogous to how the sign of the
discriminant in conic sections characterizes ellipses, hyperbolas, or parabolas. Note that for any hybrid
vector v = (v1, v2, v3), the discriminant satisfies ∆(v) = v2, where the square is taken under the hybrid
multiplication rules. Two vectors are pseudo-orthogonal when their scalar product is zero [22].

For any non-zero pure hybrid vector v, the associated plane is defined as Pv = {O, v} ⊂ R4. The
nature of Pv depends on the type of v: if v is elliptic, then Pv is isomorphic to the complex plane
since v2 = −1 [31]; if v is hyperbolic, Pv corresponds to a hyperbolic plane with v2 = 1; and if
v is parabolic, Pv represents a dual plane where v2 = 0. This classification provides the geometric
foundation necessary for extending classical inversion transformations into hybridian geometry [20,
32].

3. Inversion map in hybrid number planes

We begin by analyzing the general equations of conics within the hybrid plane Pv. In hybrid
geometry, each point on a conic maintains a constant hybridian distance from its center. Utilizing this
property, the standard form of a conic in the plane Pv, for a non-zero pure hybrid number v = (v1, v2, v3),
is given by

−A2(x − h)2 + ∆B2(y − s)2 = r, r ∈ {−1, 1}, (3.1)

where ∆ = −v2
1 + 2v1v2 + v2

3. The parameter r takes the value −1 for parabolic and elliptic planes, and
either +1 or −1 for hyperbolic planes. Based on the type of hybridian plane, conics centered at (h, s)
are classified as follows:

• Elliptic Plane Pv: If v is unit elliptic, then

−A2(x − h)2 − B2(y − s)2 = −1

with parametric equation
(
cos θ

A
+ h,

sin θ
B
+ s

)
.
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• Hyperbolic Plane Pv: If v is unit hyperbolic, then

−A2(x − h)2 + B2(y − s)2 = ±1

with parametric equation
(
cosh θ

A
+ h,

sinh θ
B
+ s

)
.

• Parabolic Plane Pv: If v is parabolic, then

−A2(x − h)2 = −1

with parametric equation
(

1
A

(Ah ± 1), t
)
.

Let M be a point in the plane Pv, and let k > 0 be a given scalar. The homothetic transformation F
with center M and ratio k is defined as the mapping that fixes M and sends any other point P to a point
Q such that

−−−→
MQ = k ·

−−→
MP,

where M, P, and Q are collinear and lie on the same side relative to M [33].
This transformation can be formally expressed as:

F : R2 ∪ {1} −→ R2 ∪ {1}, P 7→ F(P) = Q

with the matrix representation given by

F(P) =


q1

q2

1

 =

k 0 (1 − k)h
0 k (1 − k)s
0 0 1



p1

p2

1

 , (3.2)

where P = (p1, p2), Q = (q1, q2), and M = (h, s) [33].
Under the homothety transformation defined by

X = kx + (1 − k)h, Y = ky + (1 − k)s,

where x and y denote the original coordinate variables in the conic J, we observe that

X − h = k(x − h), Y − s = k(y − s).

Substituting these expressions into the general conic equation

−A2(X − h)2 + ∆B2(Y − s)2 = r

yields
−A2[k(x − h)]2 + ∆B2[k(y − s)]2 = r,

which simplifies to
−A2k2(x − h)2 + ∆B2k2(y − s)2 = r.

Thus, the conic is transformed into an equivalent equation under the given homothety.
It is straightforward to verify that the eccentricity e of the conic remains invariant under homothety

e =

√
1 + ∆

(
Ak
Bk

)2

=

√
1 + ∆

A2

B2 .
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Definition 3.1. [3, 7, 34] Two conics are said to be of the same semi-form if they have parallel axes
and equal eccentricities. Furthermore, if their principal axes are also parallel, then the conics are
homothetic.

Definition 3.2. [3, 7, 34] Let J be a conic and C a central conic (i.e., a conic centered at the origin).
The conic J′ is called the image of J under inversion with respect to C if J′ consists of all points that
are the images of the points of J.

Therefore, the inversion map in the hybridian plane with respect to a conic is defined as follows:

Definition 3.3. Let C be a conic with center M = (h, s) in the plane Pv = span{1, v}. The inversion map
with respect to C is defined as:

ϕ : Pv \ {M} −→ Pv \ {M},

such that ϕ(P) = P′, where the points satisfy |MP| · |MP′| = |MQ|2. Here, P′ lies on the ray
−−→
MP, and Q

is the intersection point of the conic C with the ray
−−→
MP.

Theorem 3.1. Let P′ be the inverse of a point P = (x0, y0) with respect to the inversion conic

C : −A2(x − h)2 + B2(y − s)2∆ = r,

centered at M = (h, s), where r ∈ {−1, 1} depending on the type of the conic. The point P′ is the
intersection of the line MP and the polar line of P. Then,

P′ =
(
r(x0 − h)
ρP

+ h,
r(y0 − s)
ρP

+ s
)
, (3.3)

where ∆ = −v2
1 + 2v1v2 + v2

3 and ρP = −A2(x0 − h)2 + B2(y0 − s)2∆.

Proof. The ray
−−→
MP = (x0 − h, y0 − s) intersects C at

Q = (η(x0 − h) + h, η(y0 − s) + s)

for η > 0. Since Q ∈ C, we have

−A2 (η(x0 − h))2 + B2 (η(y0 − s))2 ∆ = r,

η2
(
−A2(x0 − h)2 + B2(y0 − s)2∆

)
= r. (3.4)

The polar of P is given by the line

lP : −A2(x − h)(x0 − h) + B2(y − s)(y0 − s)∆ = r.

This line intersects the ray
−−→
MP at the point

P′ = (ξ(x0 − h) + h, ξ(y0 − s) + s)

for ξ > 0. Since P′ ∈ lP, it follows that

−A2 (ξ(x0 − h)) (x0 − h) + B2 (ξ(y0 − s)) (y0 − s)∆ = r,
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ξ
(
−A2(x0 − h)2 + B2(y0 − s)2∆

)
= r. (3.5)

From (3.4) and (3.5), we obtain ξ = η2. Therefore, we have

|MP| =
√
| − (x0 − h)2 − (y0 − s)2∆|,

|MP′| = ξ ·
√
| − (x0 − h)2 − (y0 − s)2∆|,

|MQ| = η ·
√
| − (x0 − h)2 − (y0 − s)2∆|.

Thus, |MP| · |MP′| = |MQ|2. Using the equations of the polar line of C and the line MP,

y − s
x − h

=
y0 − s
x0 − h

,

the point P′ given in (3.3) is obtained. □

Remark 3.1. The quantity ρP represents the square of the distance between the inversion center M
and the point P, according to the hybridian metric. Its sign and magnitude depend on the value of
the scalar parameter ∆, which functions as a discriminant classifying the type of the hybrid plane.
Specifically, ∆ = −1 corresponds to elliptic, ∆ = 0 to parabolic, and ∆ = 1 to hyperbolic geometries.
These distinctions directly affect the behavior of the inversion, as illustrated in Figure 3.

Figure 3. Visualization of the square of the hybridian distance between the inversion center
and a point P in elliptic, parabolic, and hyperbolic planes.

Remark 3.2. Let P′ = (x1, y1) be the inverse of the point P = (x0, y0) with respect to the conic

C : −A2(x − h)2 + B2(y − s)2∆ = r.

Theorem 3.1 can be expressed using the homothety matrix (3.2) as follows:

F(P) =


x1

y1

1

 =


r
ρP

0
(
1 −

r
ρP

)
h

0
r
ρP

(
1 −

r
ρP

)
s

0 0 1



x0

y0

1

 , (3.6)

where ρP = −A2(x0 − h)2 + B2(y0 − s)2∆.
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Theorem 3.2. An inversion maps a line ℓ passing through the center of inversion M to itself.

Proof. The result is obvious from the definition of inversion, since any line passing through the center
of inversion remains invariant. □

Theorem 3.3. Let C be a central conic of inversion in the plane Pv. The inverse of a line ℓ that does
not pass through the center of inversion O (the origin) with respect to C is a conic J passing through
the center of inversion of the same form as the central conic of inversion, and conversely. The type of
the conic J is given in the table below according to the type of the plane Pv.

Pv C J

Elliptic Ellipse Ellipse
Hyperbolic Hyperbola Hyperbola
Parabolic Dual circle For x = c, line
Parabolic Dual circle For y = ax + b, parabola

Proof. Consider the line y = ax + b. The image of a point P = (x, y) = (x, ax + b) under inversion is

P′ = r
(

x
ρP
,

y
ρP

)
= r

(
x
ρP
,

ax + b
ρP

)
,

where r = −1 for parabolic and elliptic planes, and r = ±1 for hyperbolic planes.
It can be verified that the point P′ satisfies the following equation:

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 = r
(ax − y

b

)
.

Rearranging this equation using P′, we obtain the equation of the conic, which is the inverse of the
line y = ax + b:

−A2
(
x +

ra
2A2b

)2
+ ∆B2

(
y +

∆r
2B2b

)2

= −

( a
2Ab

)2
+ ∆

(
1

2Bb

)2

for ∆ , 0,

−A2
(
x −

a
2A2b

)2
= −

( a
2Ab

)2
+

y
b

for ∆ = 0.

It is clear that these conics are of the same form. If the line is of the form x = c, then

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 =
rx
c
.

Since ∆ = 0 in the dual plane, the inverse of x = c is

x =
1

A2c
.

Conversely, under the same conditions, the inverse of these conics is a line. □

Example 3.1. The conic J′ (in red) shown in the table below represents the inversion of the line
y = 3x + 1 (in blue), which does not pass through the origin, with respect to the conic C (in black)
(Figure 4).
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C J′

2x2 + 3y2 = 1 2x2 + 3x + 3y2 − y = 0
−2x2 + 3y2 = 1 2x2 − 3x − 3y2 + y = 0
−2x2 = −1 (4x + 3)2 = 8y + 9

Figure 4. Inversion of a line with respect to the elliptic, hyperbolic, and dual circles,
respectively.

Theorem 3.4. Let C and J be homothetic conics, where C is a central conic in the plane Pv. If J does
not pass through the center of inversion O, then the inverse of J with respect to C is a conic J′, which
is homothetic to J.

Proof. Let

C : −A2x2 + ∆B2y2 = r,

J : −A2
0(x − h)2 + ∆B2

0(y − s)2 = r, (3.7)
A0 = kA, B0 = kB, k ∈ R, (3.8)
ρP = −A2x2 + B2y2∆. (3.9)

Consider the point

P′ =
(

rx
ρP
,

ry
ρP

)
.

Substituting P′, along with (3.8) and (3.9), into equation (3.7), we get

− (Ak)2
(

rx
ρP
− h

)2

+ ∆(Bk)2
(

ry
ρP
− s

)2

= r

=⇒ − A2
(

rx
ρP
− h

)2

+ ∆B2
(

ry
ρP
− s

)2

=
r
k2

=⇒
1
ρ2

P

(
−A2r2x2 + ∆B2r2y2

)
+

2r
ρP

(
A2hx − ∆B2sy

)
− A2h2 + ∆B2s2 =

r
k2

=⇒
1
ρP
+
−2r(−A2hx + ∆B2sy)

ρP
− A2h2 + ∆B2s2 =

r
k2
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=⇒ − A2x2 + ∆B2y2 =
1 − 2r(−A2hx + ∆B2sy)

r
k2 − (−A2h2 + ∆B2s2)

.

Thus, the equation represents a conic that is homothetic to J. □

Example 3.2. The conics J′ (in red) shown in the table below represent the inversion of the conics J (in
blue), which do not pass through the origin, with respect to the central conics C (in black) (Figure 5).

C J J′

x2

15
+

y2

4
= 1

12(x − 1)2

15
+ 3(y − 1)2 = 1 −

7x2

15
−

7y2

4
= 15(2 − y) − 4x

−
x2

15
+

y2

4
= 1 −

12(x − 1)2

15
+ 3(y − 1)2 = 1

3y2

4
−

x2

5
= 15(y − 2) − 4x

2x2 = 1 −24(x − 1)2 = −1 −2x2 =
12
23
−

48x
23(

1
3

)2

x2 = 1 4y = 4 − (x − 1)2 12y = x2 + 6x − 27

Figure 5. Inversion of a conic with respect to the elliptic, hyperbolic, and dual circle,
respectively.

Theorem 3.5. Let P : −A2
0(x − h)2 = a + y be a parabola and C : −A2x2 = r be a dual circle. The

inversion of the parabola P with respect to the dual circle C is

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 6, 14472–14487.
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• a line, if P passes through the center of inversion;
• a parabola, if P does not pass through the center of inversion.

Proof. Let

C : −A2x2 = r,

P : −A2
0(x − h)2 = a + y, (3.10)

ρP = −A2x2. (3.11)

The inversion point is

P′ =
(

rx
ρP
,

ry
ρP

)
.

Substituting P′ and (3.11) into (3.10), we obtain

−A2
0

(
−rx
A2x2 − h

)2
= a +

ry
−A2x2 .

This simplifies to
A4

(
A2

0h2 + a
)

x2 − 2A2A2
0hx + A2y + A2

0 = 0.

If P passes through the center of inversion, then −A2
0h2 = a, yielding

y = 2A2
0hx −

(A0

A

)2

.

If P does not pass through the center, then

y = A2
(
A2

0h2 + a
)

x2 + 2A2
0hx −

(A0

A

)2

.

□

Theorem 3.6. Let J and C : −A2x2+∆B2y2 = r be two non-homothetic conics, where J passes through
the center of inversion. If the plane Pv is non-parabolic, then the inverse of the conic J with respect to
C is a third-degree curve. If the plane Pv is parabolic, the inverse of J is a line.

Proof. Let us consider

C : −A2x2 + ∆B2y2 = r,

J : −A2
1(x − h)2 + ∆B2

1(y − s)2 = r, (3.12)
A1 , kA, B1 , kB, k ∈ R,

ρP = −A2x2 + ∆B2y2. (3.13)

Since J passes through the center of inversion, we have

−A2
1h2 + ∆B2

1s2 = r.

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 6, 14472–14487.
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The inversion of a point P = (x, y) is given by

P′ =
(

rx
ρP
,

ry
ρP

)
.

Substituting P′ and (3.13) into equation (3.12), we get

−A2
1

(
rx
ρP
− h

)2

+ ∆B2
1

(
ry
ρP
− s

)2

= r.

This can be rewritten as:

−A2
1

(
rx

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 − h
)2

+ ∆B2
1

(
ry

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 − s
)2

= −A2
1h2 + ∆B2

1s2.

Clearing denominators and simplifying leads to the following cubic equation:

2A2A2
1hx3 − 2A2B2

1s∆x2y − 2B2A2
1h∆xy2 + 2B2B2

1s∆2y3 + rA2
1x2 − rB2

1∆y2 = 0.

Therefore, the inverse of J with respect to C is a third-degree curve in non-parabolic planes.
If the plane Pv is parabolic (i.e., ∆ = 0), this equation reduces to a linear equation, representing a

line. □

The following table summarizes the information stated in Theorem 3.6.

Conic C Inverse of J
Ellipse 2A2A2

1hx3 + 2A2B2
1sx2y + 2B2A2

1hxy2 + 2B2B2
1sy3 − A2

1x2 − B2
1y2 = 0

Hyperbola 2A2A2
1hx3 − 2A2B2

1sx2y − 2B2A2
1hxy2 + 2B2B2

1sy3 + rA2
1x2 − rB2

1y2 = 0
Dual circle 2A2hx = 1

Theorem 3.7. Let J and C : −A2x2 + ∆B2y2 = r be two non-homothetic conics, where J does not pass
through the center of inversion. Then the inverse of J with respect to C is a fourth-degree curve with a
singular point at the center of inversion.

Proof. Consider the following conics:

C : −A2x2 + ∆B2y2 = r,

J : −A2
1(x − h)2 + ∆B2

1(y − s)2 = r, (3.14)
A1 , kA, B1 , kB, k ∈ R,

ρP = −A2x2 + ∆B2y2. (3.15)

Since J does not pass through the center of inversion, we have

−A2
1h2 + ∆B2

1s2 , r.

The inversion of a point P = (x, y) with respect to C is given by

P′ =
(

rx
ρP
,

ry
ρP

)
.
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Substituting P′ into equation (3.14) yields

−A2
1

(
rx
ρP
− h

)2

+ ∆B2
1

(
ry
ρP
− s

)2

= r.

By replacing ρP from (3.15), we get

−A2
1

(
rx

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 − h
)2

+ ∆B2
1

(
ry

−A2x2 + ∆B2y2 − s
)2

= r.

Clearing denominators and simplifying, we obtain the fourth-degree equation

A4(h2A2
1 − B2

1s2∆ + r)x4 + 2rA2A2
1hx3 + B4(A2

1h2 − B2
1s2∆ + r)∆2y4

+ 2(AB)2(B2
1s2∆ − A2

1h2∆ − r∆)x2y2 − 2r∆A2B2
1sx2y + 2r∆2B2B2

1sy3

− 2r∆B2A2
1hxy2 + A2

1x2 − B2
1∆y2 = 0.

Therefore, the inverse of J with respect to C is a fourth-degree curve featuring a singular point at
the center of inversion. □

The following table summarizes the results stated in Theorem 3.7. These findings suggest a
classification of fourth-degree equations as inverse images of conics. However, it should be noted
that not all fourth-degree curves can be categorized in this manner.

Conic C Inverse of J(
A2

1h2 + B2
1s2 − 1

) (
A4x4 + B4y4

)
− 2

(
(AA1)2 hx3 + (BB1)2 sy3

)
Ellipse + 2 (AB)2

(
A2

1h2 + B2
1s2 − 1

)
x2y2 − 2 (AB1)2 sx2y

− 2 (BA1)2 hxy2 + B2
1y2 + A2

1x2 = 0(
A2

1h2 − B2
1s2 + r

) (
A4x4 + B4y4

)
+ 2r

(
(AA1)2 hx3 + (BB1)2 sy3

)
Hyperbola + 2 (AB)2

(
A2

1h2 − B2
1s2 + r

)
x2y2 − 2r (AB1)2 sx2y+

− 2r (BA1)2 hxy2 + A2
1x2 − B2

1y2 = 0
Dual circle A4

(
A2

1h2 − 1
)

x2 − 2 (AA1)2 hx + A2
1 = 0

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we developed a comprehensive framework for inversion transformations with respect
to central conics in hybrid number planes. By leveraging the algebraic structure of hybrid numbers
and the associated pseudo-Euclidean geometry, explicit inversion formulas were derived for points,
lines, and conics across elliptic, hyperbolic, and parabolic planes. The results demonstrate that
lines passing through the center of inversion remain invariant, while other lines transform into conic
sections. Furthermore, homothetic conics preserve their type under inversion, whereas non-homothetic
conics generate higher-order curves, including cubics and quartics, depending on their geometric
configuration and the nature of the hybridian plane.

This paper bridges classical inversive geometry with hypercomplex algebra, providing a unified
approach to geometric transformations in generalized metric spaces. The findings not only fill a gap in
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the literature but also offer potential applications in fields such as non-Euclidean modeling, computer
graphics, and theoretical physics. Future research may explore dynamic transformations, mappings in
higher-dimensional hybrid spaces, and applications of hybrid inversions in solving geometric problems
within applied sciences.
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İskender Öztürk: Methodology, conceptualization, validation, formal analysis, investigation,
writing-original draft preparation, writing-review and editing; Hasan Çakır: Methodology,
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