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On Blockwise Symmetric Matchgate Signatures and
Higher Domain #CSP
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Abstract

For any n > 3 and ¢ > 3, we prove that the EQUALITY function (=,) on n variables over a
domain of size ¢ cannot be realized by matchgates under holographic transformations. This is a
consequence of our theorem on the structure of blockwise symmetric matchgate signatures. This
has the implication that the standard holographic algorithms based on matchgates, a methodology
known to be universal for #CSP over the Boolean domain, cannot produce P-time algorithms for
planar #CSP over any higher domain ¢ > 3.
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1 Introduction

Half a century ago, the Fisher-Kasteleyn-Temperley (FKT) algorithm was discovered [20] 17, [I§]. The
FKT algorithm can count the number of perfect matchings (dimers) over planar graphs in polynomial
time. This is a milestone in the long history in statistical physics and combinatorial algorithms. But
the case over general graphs is different. In 1979 L. Valiant [26] defined the class #P for counting
problems. Most counting problems of a combinatorial nature, Sum-of-Product computations such as
partition functions studied in physics, and counting Constraint Satisfaction Problems (#CSP) are all
included in #P (or more precisely in FP#F as the output may be non-integers). In particular, counting
perfect matchings in general graphs is #P-complete [21].

In two seminal papers [22] 25], L. Valiant introduced matchgates and holographic algorithms. Com-
putation in holographic algorithms based on matchgates is expressed and interpreted through a choice
of linear basis vectors in an exponential “holographic” mix. Then the actual computation is carried out,
via the Holant Theorem, by the FKT algorithm for counting the number of perfect matchings in a planar
graph. This methodology has produced polynomial time algorithms for a variety of problems ranging
from restrictive versions of Satisfiability, Vertex Cover, to other graph problems such as edge orientation
and node/edge deletion. No polynomial time algorithms were known for any of these problems, and
some minor variations are known to be NP-hard.

In the past decade significant progress was made in the understanding of these remarkable algo-
rithms [3], (5] [6] [10] 14} 19, 23] 25 24]. In an interesting twist, it turns out that the idea of a holographic
reduction is not only a powerful technique to design unexpected algorithms (tractability), but also an
indispensable tool to prove intractability and then to prove classification theorems. Furthermore, in a
self-referential twist, it has proved to be a crucial tool to understand the limit and scope of the newly
introduced holographic algorithms themselves [9, [13], 16} 15, 5, 14} [3]. This study has produced a number
of complexity dichotomy theorems. These classify every problem expressible in a framework as either
solvable in P-time or being #P-hard, with nothing in between.

One such framework is called (weighted) #CSP problems. Let [¢] = {0,1, - ,¢—1} denote a domain
of size q. A #CSP problem over the domain [g] (for ¢ = 2, it is the Boolean domain) is specified by a
fixed finite set F of local constraint functions. Each function f € F has an arity k, and maps [¢]* — C.
(Unweighted #CSP problems are defined by 0-1 valued constraint functions.) An instance of #CSP(F)
is specified by a finite set of variables X = {z1,z2,...,2,}, and a finite sequence of constraints S from
F, each applied to an ordered sequence of variables from X. The output of this instanceis > [] fes flos
a sum over all o : X — [q], of products of all constraints in S evaluated according to o. #CSP is a
very expressive framework for locally specified counting problems. E.g., all spin systems are special
cases where F consists of a single binary constraint, and possibly some unary constraints when there
are “external fields”.

The following classification theorem for #CSP on the Boolean domain is proved in gradually in-
creasing generalities [10} [14), 2], reaching full generality in [2]:

Theorem 1.1. For any finite set of constraint functions F over Boolean variables, each taking (alge-
braic) complex values and not necessarily symmetric, #CSP(F ) belongs to exactly one of three categories
according to F: (1) It is P-time solvable; (2) It is P-time solvable over planar graphs but #P-hard over
general graphs; (3) It is #P-hard over planar graphs. Moreover, category (2) consists precisely of those
problems that are holographically reducible to the FKT algorithm, whereby all constraint functions in F
and EQUALITY functions of all arities are transformed to matchgate signatures.

Theorem [Tl shows that holographic algorithms with matchgates form a universal strategy, that
applies a holographic transformation whereby we transform all EQUALITY functions to matchgates, for
all problems in this framework that are #P-hard in general but solvable in polynomial time on planar



graphs. But for #CSP over higher domains, the situation is different. Over the general domain of size
q > 3, there are only a few holographic algorithms with matchgates [27, I]. But it can be argued that
they are problems that actually get transformed to a Boolean domain #CSP problems. In the present
paper, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. For any n > 3 and ¢ > 3, there is no q x 2¢ matrix M of rank ¢ such that the
transformed EQUALITY function (=,)M®™ by M can be realized by a matchgate signature, where (=)
is the EQUALITY function on n variables over the domain [q].

This result has the consequence that the standard strategy that is universal for #CSP on the Boolean
domain, cannot work in any higher domain [¢], where ¢ > 3. In the proof of Theorem [[L2] a main tool
is the use of Matchgate Identities (MGI). These are a set of polynomial equations on the entries of a
matchgate realizable constraint function (signature) and they have deep relations to some branches of
mathematics and complexity theory. In [7, [I1], 28], MGI were used to prove the basis collapse theorems
and many techniques were developed. In the present paper, we contribute some new techniques to use
MGI.

Theorem is a part of our effort to achieve a full structural characterization of blockwise symmetric
matchgate signatures. This improves upon the work by Cai and Lu [8]. Our characterization theorem
will be stated in Theorem [4.1] after we have defined all the necessary terminology. Compared to the
theorem in [8] we eliminate a non-vanishing condition and improve the characterization to all arity n > 3.
This improvement makes Theorem above possible. We also give a counter example to indicate that
Theorem [41] cannot be further improved to n = 2. So we have achieved a complete characterization of
the structure of blockwise symmetric matchgate signatures.

Beyond #CSP, there is a framework called Holant problems for locally specified counting problems,
of which #CSP is a special case. In [3], it is proved that, the analogous universality statement for Holant
problems over the Boolean domain is not true: In addition to holographic reductions to matchgates,
there is another set of problems (expressible in the Holant framework but not in #CSP) that is #P-hard
in general but P-time tractable over planar graphs. Moreover they cannot be transformed to matchgates,
and the P-time algorithm is not the type discussed in this paper. Thus the present paper also highlights
the distinction and importance of Holant problems, beyond #CSP. It is an open question how to classify
Holant problems for higher domains, especially those problems that are #P-hard in general but P-time
tractable over planar graphs.

2 Preliminaries

In the following, we always use e; to denote the string with 1 in the i-th bit and 0 elsewhere (of some
length n)and use 0 to denote the ¢-bit string 00- - - 0.

Let G = (V, E,W) be a weighted undirected planar graph. A matchgate T' is a tuple (G, X) where
X C V is a set of external nodes, ordered counterclockwise on the external face. I' is called an odd
(resp. even) matchgate if it has an odd (resp. even) number of nodes.

Each matchgate I with n external nodes is assigned a matchgate signature (Fa)ae{o,l}" with 2"
entries,

[ in — PerfMatch(G — Z) = Z H wij,
M (i,5)eM

where the sum is over all perfect matchings M of G — Z, and Z C X is a subset of external nodes

having the characteristic sequence xz = 4142 - -4, and G — Z is obtained from G by removing Z and
its incident edges.



An entry T' is called an even (resp. odd) entry if the Hamming weight wt(«a/) is even (resp. odd).
It was proved in [4] that matchgate signatures are characterized by the following two sets of conditions.
(1) The parity requirements: either all even entries are 0 or all odd entries are 0. This is due to perfect
matchings. (2) A set of Matchgate Identities (MGI) defined as follows: For any o € {0,1}" and any
position vector P = {p1,pa, - ,pe}, where p; < pa < -+ < py, also denoted by a bit string,

l
D (—1)Tetenetttes = (2.1)

i=1

(alternating sum by flipping in sequence the bits p; and the bits in P\ {p;}), where a + /3 denotes the
XOR of a and . Actually in [4] it is shown that MGI implies the Parity Condition. But in practice,
it is easier to apply the Parity Condition first. We use .# to denote the set of matchgate signatures.

Now we introduce Holant problems over domain [q]. Fix a set F of local constraint functions, a.k.a.
signatures. A signature grid Q = (G, ) consists of a graph G = (V, E), and a mapping 7 which maps
each vertex v € V to some f, € F on domain {0,1,--- ,q — 1} of arity deg(v) (= the number of input
variables of f,), and associates its incident edges F(v) to the input variables of f,. We say that 2 is
a planar signature grid if G is a plane graph, where the variables of f, are ordered counterclockwise
starting from an edge specified by w. The Holant problem on instance € is to evaluate

Holant($2; F) = Z H fo(o |B@);

0:E—{0,1,--- ,q—1} veV

where o |g(,) denotes the restriction of o to E(v). A Holant problem is parameterized by a set of
signatures. Given a set of signatures F, the counting problem Holant(F) is as follows: The input is a
signature grid Q@ = (G,7); the output is Holant(€2; F). The problem Pl-Holant(F) is defined similarly
using a planar signature grid. For example, for domain size ¢ = 2, if we place the EXACT-ONE function
at every vertex, then Pl-Holant(€2; F) counts the number of PERFECT MATCHINGS. Note that this
problem can be computed in polynomial time by the Kasteleyn’s algorithm (a.k.a. the FKT algorithm)
[17, 18] 20]. Moreover, if F C .#, then Pl-Holant(F) can be computed in polynomial time. We use (=)
to denote the n-ary EQUALITY signature, i.e., the signature takes 1 on the input 1 = 290 = -+ = x,,
and 0 on other inputs.

To define holographic reductions, we use Holant(F|G) to denote the Holant problem over signature
grids with a bipartite graph G = (U, V, E), where each vertex in U or V is assigned a signature in F
or G, respectively. Signatures in F are given as row vectors listing the function values like truth tables;
signatures in G are given as column vectors. We use Pl-Holant(F|G) to denote the Holant problem
over planar bipartite graphs. Counting constraint satisfaction problems (#CSP) can be defined as a
special case of Holant problems. An instance of #CSP(F) is presented as a bipartite graph. There is
one node for each variable on LHS and for each occurrence of constraint functions on RHS respectively.
Connect a constraint node to a variable node if the variable appears in that occurrence of constraint,
with a labeling on the edges for the order of these variables. This bipartite graph is also known as
the constraint graph. If we attach each variable node with an EQUALITY signature, and consider every
edge as a variable, then the #CSP problem is just the Holant problem on this bipartite graph. Thus
#CSP(F) =r Holant(£Q|F), where £Q = {=1,=2,=3,...} is the set of EQUALITY signatures of all
arities. By restricting to planar constraint graphs, we have Pl-#CSP.

Now we define holographic transformations. Let M be a ¢ x 2¢ matrix of rank ¢, then there exists a
2¢ % ¢ matrix M of rank ¢ such that MM = I,. For a signature f of arity n on domain {0,1,--- ,¢—1},
written as a column vector f € C?", we denote by M f = (M)®"f the transformed signature. For
a signature set F, define MF = {Mf | f € F}. For signatures written as row vectors we define



FM similarly. In particular, for ¢ = 2, let Hy = % H _11] be the Hadamard matrix and we denote

F= HyF. Note that (Hy)™' = Hy and £Q C M. This fact, that under the Hadamard transformation
all EQUALITIES’ become matchgate signatures is proved to be the universal reason that #CSP problems
that are #P-hard can become P-time tractable on planar structures. This is proved in [2].

The holographic transformation defined by M is the following operation: given a signature grid
Q = (G,7) of Holant(F|G), for the same bipartite graph G, we get a new signature grid Q' = (G, ')
of Holant(FM|MG) by replacing each signature in F or G with the corresponding signature in FM or
MG. Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. (Valiant’s Holant Theorem[25]). Let F,G be signature sets on domain {0,1,--- ,¢q — 1}
and M be a ¢ x 2¢ matrix of rank ¢, then

Holant (F|G) = Holant(FM|MG).

By Theorem 2] and £Q C e///l\, if F C //Z then Pl-#CSP(F) can be computed in polynomial
time by the holographic transformation using Hs and the FKT algorithm. More precisely, we have the
following complexity trichotomy theorem for #CSP on the Boolean domain [10, 14, 2]: every single
problem in this class can be classified into one of three types. The first type can be solved in polynomial
time over arbitrary structures. The second type consists of problems that are #P-hard over general
structures, but solvable in polynomial time over planar structures. The third type problems are those
which remain #P-hard over planar structures. In this trichotomy theorem, the second type of problems
are precisely captured by .#.

Definition 2.1. A signature f = (f%%2"), where each i; € [q], is symmetric if f is invariant under
any permutation of {iy,i9, - ,i,} i.e., f11727n = flo@e@ () for any permutation o of {1,2--- n}.

For example, the EQUALITY signatures are symmetric.

Definition 2.2. For an n-ary symmetric signature f over domain [g], its matrix form M (f)isa ¢x¢® !

matrix. Its rows are indexed by i1 and its columns are indexed by igig - -« iy,.

For a string a = (iyig--i¢)(igs 102 i20)  + (ino1)e418(n-1)e42 " - ine) € {0,1}", we call a; =
i(j—1)e+18(—1)e+2 40, 1 < j < n, blocks in size-f and call @ = ajaz - - - a;, the blockwise form of « in
size-£.

Definition 2.3. An nf-ary signature I' over the Boolean domain is blockwise symmetric in size-¢ if
I' = (I'@e2en) where each a; € {0,1}¢, is invariant under any permutation of {ay, a9, -+, oy} i.e.,
[erezan — %1% ()% (n) for any permutation o of {1,2--- ,n}. In particular, if £ =1, we say T is
bitwise symmetric.

If it is clear in the context, we will omit size-£.

Definition 2.4. The matriz form M(T') of the blockwise symmetric signature I' = (I'*1%2%) of arity
nl is a 2¢ x 200=Df matrix. Its rows are indexed by «; and its columns are indexed by aqas - - - .

10000 0001 10010 ~0011

For example, let I' = (I'*1?2), where n = 2,¢ = 2, then M(T") = (g%gg ?1)(1)81 g%ig F%ﬁ ) . We denote

FIIOO 1'\1101 FlllO Fllll
the a-th row of M(T') by M (T")* for a € {0, 1}*.
The following is a simple lemma from Linear Algebra.

Lemma 2.1. Let A, B,C be m X n,n X s,s X t matrices respectively, where rank(A) = n, rank(C) = s,
then rank(AB) =rank(B), rank(BC') =rank(B).



Lemma 2.2. Let fM®" =T, where f is an n-ary signature on domain [q], M is a q x 2° matriz and

I' = (To1ezan) s an nl-ary signature where a; € {0,1Y for 1 < i < n. If f is symmetric, then T' is

blockwise symmetric.

Proof. Let M = (M), where i € [n] is the index of rows and « € {0, 1}* is the index of columns. From

' = fM®" we have [@1%2n — Z j"i”é"'i”Mfl‘1 M2 - M. Then for any permutation o of
01,02, ,in€[q]

{1,2,--- ,n}, we have

[ % (1) % (2) Qo (n) — Z flo@io@) o) pfoM ppio@ L et

o ‘ to(1) T lo(2) to(n)
7‘0‘(1)720'(2)7"'7740(n)€[q]

. . e s g . . . aU aU aO'
Note that f'oM'@ et = fhrzin gince f is symmetric, and M M2 - - Mj" = M, WNLe@

2o (1) 25(2) Lo (n)
. Ay (o Ag(n .. .
since {M; (f;),Mi (2()2), e M, (())} is just a permutation of {M;*, M7?, .-, M }. Thus T@1e2%n =
o o o(n m
[Ye()® (2% ) This implies that T" is blockwise symmetric. O

If fM®" =T, where f is an n-ary symmetric signature on domain [¢] and M is a ¢ x 2¢ matrix, then
[ = (Tee2an) where a; € {0,1}¢ for 1 < i < n, is a blockwise symmetric signature by Lemma
Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. (Lemma 2.2 of [1]) M(T) = MTM(f)M®®=Y  where M is the transpose of M.

3 Equality (=,) with n > 3 on domain size > 3 cannot be realized by
matchgates

Let T' = (I'@192en ) where ; € {0,1}¢ for 1 < i < n, be a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature
and M(T') be the matrix form of I'. If rank(M(T')) > 2, then there exist o,7 € {0,1}* that satisfy the
following conditions:

e M(I")? and M (I')” are linearly independent,

o wt(o +17) = m{in }e{wt(u +v) | M(T')* and M(T")¥ are linearly independent},
u,v€{0,1

where o + 7 is the XOR of the bit strings ¢ and 7. Moreover, For any 5 = oy - - 10441 -y €

o —10041an

{0,131 et 25 = <Pa1---at1mt+1---an>' Then there exist (,n satisfy the following conditions:

e z¢ and z, are linearly independent,

e wt((+1n) = min {wt(u +v) | z, and x, are linearly independent}.
u,we{0,1}(n=1)¢

For such o, 7, (,n, the following lemma is given in [I], which uses the properties of Matchgate (MGI).
Lemma 3.1. Ifrank(M(T')) > 2, then wt(o +7) =1 and wt(( +n) = 1.

For a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature I' = (I'“1@2°*) of arity nf, by Lemma Bl and the
parity condition, if rank(M(T")) > 2, then M (T") has a full rank submatrix of the form (zeros are due to
Parity Constraint)

[aiag--an 0 0 Pelag-an
0 r(eites)(ag+ter)-an or r(ertes)(agter)-an 0 )



where e, e; € {0, 1}
Moreover, let I' = (I'*%2™ %) he a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature of arity nf. If
rank(M(T)) > 3, then there exist o, 7 € {0, 1}¢ satisfy the following conditions:

e wt(o) and wt(7) have the same parity,

e M(T')? and M(T')" are linearly independent,

e wt(o+7) = migll Z{Wt(u +v) | wt(u) and wt(v) have the same parity and M (I')*, M(T")" are
linearly inde;e’;ed{eilg }.

o1 -ar—10at4+1--0n

oo —1Tqs 1 0m

Moreover, For any 8 = aq - - qg_1q441 -~y € {0, 1}("_1)5, let x5 = < ) Then there
exist ¢, n satisfy the following condition:
e x¢ and z, are linearly independent,

o wt((+n) = min  {wt(u +v) | z, and z, are linearly independent}.
u,we{0,1}(n=1)¢

For such o, 7, (,n, the following Lemma is given in [I] (again using MGI),
Lemma 3.2. If rank(M(T")) > 3, then wt(o + 1) = 2, wt({ +n) = 2.

For a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature I' = (I'*1@2%n) of arity nf, Lemma [3.2] implies that
if rank(M(T")) > 3, then M (T") has a full rank submatrix of the form

Tar1agag - -an rei1(agtester)ag-an 3 )
rlarteitej)agag-an plagte;te;)(agtester)as - an ( . )
or
rarogag an Fal(a2+es)(a3+et)...an 3 2
rleiteitej)agag an plagte;t+es)(agtes)(agter) an | ( . )

where e;,€;,es,e; are in {0, 1}5, s < tin BI) and ¢ < j. But the next two lemmas show that for
any {517527 U 757“717/727 U 7/7n}7 where 5@77@ € {07 1}£7 such that Wt(ﬁl + 71) = 27 Wt(ﬁ2ﬁ3 e Bn +
Y2Y3 "+ Yn) = 2, the submatrix of M (T") <Fﬁ16263"ﬂ" Pirzis:n ) has rank less than 2.

18283 Bn TY17273 - In

Lemma 3.3. Let I' = (I'“1%2%) be a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature of arity nt, where
n > 3. Then for any aias--- o, € {0,1}%,

A . Tajagag-an To1(agtes)(agter) an
- F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3---an F(a1+ei+ej)(a2+es)(a3+et)---an

is degenerate, where e;,ej,es,e; € {0,1}¢ and i < j.

Proof. We will prove that det(A) = 0 by applying Matchgate Identities (MGI).
Let the pattern be (a1 + ¢;)azas - - - o, and the position vector be (e; + e;)(es)(e;)0--- 0. Then by
MGI we have

[eieeas--on F(al +eitej)(astes)(azter)on _ F(oq +eitej)asaz-an T (a2+es)(as+er)an

+F(a1+ei)(a2+es)063“‘OC'rLF(OCl"F@j)O!Z(OC3+€t)“‘OC7L _ F(a1+ei)a2(a3+et)“‘Oénl"(al+€j)(a2+es)a3~~~o¢n —0. (3'3)

This instantiation of MGI has 4 terms, each component to flipping the bits at position i, j, s,t respec-
tively.



Moreover, let the pattern be (o +e€;)azasay - - - o, and the position vector be (e;+¢€;)(e;)(es)0- - - 0.
Then we have

rarasaz-anplaiteite;)(azter)(aztes)~an _ plaateitej)azaz--anpai(aster)(aztes)-an

+I‘(a1+6i)(a3+et)a2~--anF(m—i—ej)ag(az—l-es)---an _ F(al""ei)aS(a2+6s)"’anr(a1+ej)(a3+et)02”'an —0. (3’4)
Since T is blockwise symmetric, ([3.4]) can be rewritten as the following form:
Faloczocg~~~anr(a1+ei+ej)(a2+es)(a3+et)~~~o¢n _ I‘(O!1+ei+6j)0620é3"'05n1"0¢1(052+es)(a3+et)“‘an
(3.5)

+F(a1+ei)az(a3+et)---0cnr(0c1+ej)(az+es)a3~~~an _ plartei)(aztes)azanplaitej)az(azter)-an _

Note that the 1,2-th terms of ([B3]) are equal to the 1,2-th terms of ([B.5]) respectively. But the 3-th
term of ([B.3) is equal to the 4-th term of (8.5]) and the 4-th term of (B3] is equal to the 3-th term of
B3). Thus by adding [3.3]) to (B.3]), the 3,4-th terms cancel and we have

rorazas-an(arteite;)(aztes)(aster)an _ plarteite;)ozasanpar(aztes)(astes)-an _ (3.6)

3 : : : Paragaz an To1(agtes)(agtet)-an .
(B8) implies that the determinant of the matrix <F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3...an (e +e;+e))(ag+es)(ag+er)--an | 1S ZETO.
This finishes the proof. U

By (B.6), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. For a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature T' = (D12 %) and any cyag -+ - oy, €
{0,1}" and 1 <i < j <1 <s,t </,

Taragag:--an d To1(agtes)(agtet) -an
F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3---an an F(a1+ei+ej)(a2+es)(a3+et)---an
are linearly dependent.

Lemma 3.4. Let T' = (I'“®2%) pe a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature of arity nt, where
n > 3. Then for any aias--- o, € {0,1},

B— Tojagag - an To1(agtestet)ag-an
- F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3---an F(a1+ei+ej)(a2+es+et)a3---an ’

is degenerate, where e;, e, es,e; € {0,1}° and i < j and s < t.

Proof. We will prove that det(B) = 0 by applying MGI.
Assume that det(B) # 0, firstly, we claim that

rlerte;)(asten) (@ teste) ~an _ ploatei)oz(astes)an _

for any 1 < u,v < £. If there is u such that T'(e1Fei)(asteu)(aztester)an £ ( then [(@2testes)(arte;)(asten) an £
0 since I' us blockwise symmetric. Thus

( 1"042(041+6j)(043+5u)---an ) (37)

rlaztester)(agtej)(agten)-an
is not a zero vector. Since

Tagajag - -an d Fa2(a1+6j)(a3+eu)---an
rleatestearag—an | ML Laytester)(ag+e)(agten) an |

rez(erte;tejlag-an d re2(erte;)(agteuw)an
F(a2+es+et)(a1+ei+ej)a3---an an F(a2+es+et)(a1+ej)(a3+eu)---an

7



are linearly dependent respectively by Corollary Bl and the nonzero vector in ([B.7)) appears as the
second vector in both cases. Thus

Tagaiag:-an d Fa2(al+ei+e]»)a3...an
T(agtester)ajag-an an F(a2+es+€t)(a1+€i+€j)GB"'an

are linearly dependent. This contradicts that det(B) # 0. Thus I(@1Fei)(astes)(aztester)an — ( for
any 1 <wu < /. By replacing g + €5 + ¢; with ap, replacing o + e; with a1 + ¢; and replacing a3 + e,
with g + e, respectively, we can prove that I'(@1ted(astev)azan — ( for any v € [¢] in the same way.
Thus [(ertedoz(astes)an — () for any 1 < v < ¢, i.e., we have

[lerte;)(asten) (@ tester)~an _ pleatei)oz(astes)an _

for any 1 < u,v < 4.

Now we apply MGI again. Let the pattern be (ay + €;)asasay - - -y, and the position vector be
(ei+ej) (a2 +as)(ag+az+es+e)0---0 and S = {k|the k-th bit of ap + 3 is 1}, T' = {k|the k-th bit
of ag + az + es + e; is 1}, then by MGI we have

I‘QIQZQS'”CVTLI‘(al+ei+ej)a3(a2+es+et)"'an _ F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3---anrams(az—kes—l—et)---an

+ Z(:l:l"(al+ei)(02+€u)063"'Ofn1"(051+ej)(a3+€u)(062+es+et)‘“OCn)
u€esS (38)
+ Z(ir(al+ei)a2(a3+€v)"'0lnr(al+ej)a3(Oé2+€s+et+ev)"'an) —0.

veT
Since [(ertes)(asten)(azteste) an — Plartei)az(asten)an — () for all 1 < u,v < ¢, we have

I‘ala2a3"'anr(a1+6i+6j)a3(a2+es+et)'”an _ I‘(a1+6i+ej)a2a3'”anPQIQS(Q2+es+et)”'an -0 (3_9)

by ([B.8]). Since I' is blockwise symmetric, we have

Fa1a2a3---anr(a1+ei+ej)a3(a2+es+et)man _ 1"(al+6i+6j)a2a3"'anFQIQS(Q2+es+et)'”an -0

by (B:9). Thus we have det(B) = 0 and finishes the proof. O

Theorem 3.1. If ' = (T2 %) 4s a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature of arity nt, where
n >3, then rank(M(T')) < 2.

Proof. If rank(M (T")) > 3, by Lemma [3:2] then there is a full rank submatrix of M(I") of the following

form
A o Tojagag - an To1(agtes)(agtet) -an
- F(a1+ei+ej)a2a3---an F(a1+ei+ej)(a2+es)(a3+et)---an

or
B— Tojagag - an To1(agtester)ag-an
T\ plerteitejlagag-an plajteitej)(agtester)az-an |
where e;,€j,¢es,¢; € {0, 1}¥ and i < j and s < t. But by Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, we know both A
and B are degenerate. This is a contradiction. O

Now we can prove Theorem

Proof. Let M (=) be the matrix form of the EQUALITY signature (=,). Then M(=,); ;.. = 1 for
0 < i < ¢—1 and all other entries of M (=,,) are zero. Thus rank(M(=,)) = q. For any ¢ x 2¢ matrix with
rank ¢, let T' = (=,,)M®", then I is blockwise symmetric by Lemma@22and M (T') = MT (M (=, )M&"!
by Lemma 23 Since rank(M(=,)) = ¢ > 3, rank(M”) = ¢ and rank(M®"1) = ¢V, We have
rank(M (I")) > 3 by Lemma 21 If ' is realized by a matchgate, i.e., I' is a matchgate signature, then
by Theorem [B.T] rank(M (I')) < 2. This is a contradiction. O



We remark that the condition n > 3 is necessary in Theorem B.Il For example, let I' = (I'*1%2),
where a1, ag € {0,1}2, with 70000 = 1001 — OO — 9 PUHIL — 1 anq all other entries are zero. Note
that I' is blockwise symmetric and is realized by the matchgate I';. But rank(M(I")) = 4.

T'1: The four nodes at the corner are external nodes and the other two nodes are internal nodes.

The middle edge has weight -1 and all other edges have weight 1.

Theorem implies that the EQUALITIES cannot be realized by matchgates under holographic
transformation. Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. For any g > 3, there is no polynomial time algorithms for Pl-#CSP(F) (Pl-Holant(€ Q| F)),
for any F such that #CSP(F) is #P-hard, that is obtained by a holographic transformation M & Cax2
of rank q, such that all EQUALITIES in £Q are transformed to . .

4 The structure of blockwise symmetric matchagate signatures
For an n-bit string a € {0,1}", we define p(a)) = 0 if wt(«) is even and p(a) = 1 if wt(«) is odd.

Definition 4.1. For an even (resp. odd) matchgate I' with arity n, the condensed signature (go) of I'
is a vector of dimension 2"~ !, and g, = I'®® (resp. g, = I'**), where o € {0,1}""! and b = p(«a), and
we say the condensed signature g realized by the matchgate I'

We prove the following theorem that characterizes the structure of blockwise symmetric matchgate
signatures.

Theorem 4.1. Let I' = (T2 ) be a blockwise symmetric sigature with arity nf, where n > 3.
If T is realized by a matchgate, then there exists a condensed signature (gq)qe {o,1y¢ that is realized by
a matchgate with arity £ + 1, and a bitwise symmetric matchgate signature I's that is realized by a
matchgate with arity n such that

zé(ocl)p(az)mp(an)' (4.1)

FCYlCVZ"'an — galgaz R ganr
In [§], the following similar theorem was given.

Theorem 4.2. Let I' = (I'“1%2%) pe a blockwise symmetric signature with arity nt, where n > 4. If
T is realized by an even matchgate (resp. odd matchgate) and T900 £ 0 (resp. T€10-0 £ 0), then there
exists a condensed signature (ga)ae{o,l}‘f that is realized by a matchgate with arity £ 4+ 1, and a bitwise
symmetric matchgate signature I's that is realized by a matchgate with arity n such that
To1oeon Gor Jo " * ganrg(al)p(az)“‘p(an)'

Note that we improve Theorem 2] by removing the non-vanishing condition 990 =£ (0 (or 4100 £
0), and improving n > 4 to n > 3. Moreover, the counterexample given by I'; in the end of Section [3]
shows that the condition n > 3 is necessary.

For a blockwise symmetric matchgate signature I' = (I'*1®2%n ) with arity n¢, we have rank(M (T")) =
0,1 or 2 by Lemma[BIl If rank(M(T)) = 0, the proof is trivial. In the following, we prove Theorem [£.1]
for rank(M (T"))=2 and omit the proof for rank(M (I'))=1 due to the space limit.



Proof. By Lemma [3.1] M (T') has a full rank submatrix of the following form (FMQO“% [(r-e) )

0 pewz'“””) , where 6,1,~; € {0, 1} for 2 < j < n and 41 = e,, where e, e; € {0,1}¢. Note

or

rvater)m 0
that p(0) # p(n). Without loss of generality, we assume that p(f) = 0 and p(n) = 1 in the following.

Note that the rows M(T)? and M(T)" are linearly independent. Then by rank(M(T")) = 2, all of
the rows of M(T') are linear combinations of M(T')? and M (I')?. Moreover, for any «;, o; € {0,1}¢, by
the parity condition of I, if p(«;) # p(a;), the nonzero entries of M (I')* and M(I')% are in disjoint
column positions. So M (I')% and M (I')% are orthogonal. Thus for any o € {0, 1}* there exists g, such
that M(T)® = go M) if p(a) = p(8), and M(T) = g M(T)" if p(a) = p(n).

Up to a global nonzero scalar, we can assume that I'%72" = 1 and [0z te) ¥ — - then for any
a € {0,1}, go = T2 if p(a) = p(d), and g, = r-'T02Fe) M if p(a) = p(n). Now we prove
that ¢ = (go) is a condensed signature. Assume that I' = (['*1?2%n) ig realized by the matchgate G
with arity nf. Note that G has nf external nodes and we group the external nodes into n blocks of
consecutive ¢ nodes each. Firstly, we connect a path L of length 2 to the (¢ + ¢)-th external node, i.e.,
the t-th node of the second block, of G. We denote the (¢ + t)-th external node of G, i.e., one endpoint
of L, as vy, another endpoint of L as v and the middle node of L as vo. If the (£ +¢)-th bit of O, - - -,
is 0, we give the edge between v; and vy weight »~! and the edge between vy and v3 weight 1. If the
(¢ 4 t)-th bit of Oy - -, is 1, we give the edge between v; and vy weight 1 and the edge between vy
and v3 weight 7—1, and view v3 as an external node and vy, vy as internal nodes. We do nothing to the
external nodes in the first block and still view them as external nodes. We view other external nodes,
i.e., the external nodes that are not in the first block and not the (¢ + ¢)-th external node, as internal
node and do the following operations to them: for £+ 1 <1i < nf and i # {+1, if the i-th bit of O~ - - -,
is 0, do nothing to G; if the i-th bit of 675 -- -7, is 1, connect an edge with weight 1 to the i-th external
node of G and view the new nodes as internal nodes. Then we get a new matchgate G’ with arity £+ 1
and ¢ is the condensed signature of G'.

Now we construct the matchgate signature I'g of arity n. For every block of G, for 1 <14 < £, if the
i-th bit of # is 1 then we add an edge of weight 1 to the i-th external node, and the new node replaces
it as an external node. If the i-th bit of § is 0 then we do nothing to it. We get a new matchgate H.
Note that all the bits of 6,7 are the same except the s-th bit. Next, we define H' from H: In each block
of £ external nodes of H, we pick only the s-th external node as an external node of H'; all others are
considered internal nodes of H'. We denote the matchgate signature of H' by I's. Then I's = (I'g7*"7")
is a signature of arity n and Fgljz"'j” =I*e2-on where a; € {0,n} and j; = p(a;).

Now for any ajag---a, € {0,1}*, we prove (@I by induction on t, the number of a; from
{a1, a9, -+, a,} that do not belong to {#,n} in {a1, a2, ..., a,}. Note that g9 = g, = 1. If all o; belong
to {0,n}, i.e., t = 0, we are done by the definition of Fgljz"'j" and (4.J]) is proved. Inductively we assume
that (4.I]) has been proved for t—1 and there are t > 1 blocks in {a1, ag, ..., a,} that that do not belong
to {6,n}. Then we pick one «; that do not belong to {6, n}. If o; has the same parity as 6, then the c;-th

| [bar-as jasi1-an

e DGO 11 an

Trow M(P)ai = gaiM(F)e in M(F) = <:: " i Thus Palaz---an — I‘aial'”aiflai+1"'an —

o, 001 @im10it1an Note that the number of blocks from {#, a1, -+ ,a;_ 1,11, - ,a,} that do not
belong to {#,n} is t — 1. Thus we have T/ @i-1@itian — g .. i1 9aisr -ganfg(e)p(a2)”'p(a”) by

induction. Then ['*1%2% = g g, - -ganfg(al)p(az)mp(a”) and we complete the proof. If p(a;) = p(n),

the proof is similar and we omit it here. O
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