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Abstract

When two spatially separated parties make measurements on an unknown en-
tangled quantum state, what correlations can they achieve? How difficult is it to
determine whether a given correlation is a quantum correlation? These questions are
central to problems in quantum communication and computation. Previous work has
shown that the general membership problem for quantum correlations is computa-
tionally undecidable. In the current work we show something stronger: there is a
family of constant-sized correlations — that is, correlations for which the number of
measurements and number of measurement outcomes are fixed — such that solving
the quantum membership problem for this family is computationally impossible. Thus,
the undecidability that arises in understanding Bell experiments is not dependent on
varying the number of measurements in the experiment. This places strong constraints
on the types of descriptions that can be given for quantum correlation sets. Our proof
is based on a combination of techniques from quantum self-testing and undecidability
results for linear system nonlocal games.
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1 Introduction

Suppose two spatially separated parties, say Alice and Bob, are each able to perform differ-
ent measurements on their local system. If Alice can perform n 4 different measurements,
each with m 4 outcomes, and Bob can perform np different measurements, each with mp
outcomes, then from the point of view of an outside observer, their behaviour is captured
by the collection

P={P(ablx,y):0<a<my, 0<b<mp 0<x<mny 0<y<ng}

where P(a,b|x,y) is the probability that Alice measures outcome a and Bob measures
outcome b, given that Alice performs measurement x and Bob performs measurement y.
The collection P is called a correlation (matrix) or behaviour [Tsi93]. Colloquially, the size of
a correlation is given by the tuple (n4, ng, ma, mp).

It is natural to ask which correlations can occur in nature. Suppose measurement x on
Alice’s system always gives outcome cy, and measurement y on Bob’s system always gives
outcome dy. Then the corresponding correlation is P(a, b[x,y) = J4,c,0p4,, where § is the
Kronecker delta. Correlations of this form are called deterministic correlations. The convex
hull of the set of deterministic correlations is denoted by C.(n4,np, ma, mg), or Cc when
the tuple (n4,np,m4, mp) is clear. Correlations in C, are called classical correlations. All
deterministic correlations obviously occur in nature, and if Alice and Bob have access to
shared randomness, they can also achieve all correlations in C,. It is a fundamental fact of
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quantum mechanics, first observed theoretically by John Bell and now verified in many
experiments, that Alice and Bob can achieve correlations outside of C. by using quantum
entanglement [Bel64].

Bell’s theorem leads to the question of which correlations can be achieved in quantum
mechanics. To study this question, Tsirelson introduced the set of quantum correlations
[Tsi93]. There are actually several ways to define the set of quantum correlations, depend-
ing on whether we assume that all Hilbert spaces are finite-dimensional, and whether
we use the tensor-product axiom or commuting-operator axiom for joint systems. This
leads to four different choices for the set of quantum correlations: the finite-dimensional
quantum correlations C;, the quantum-spatial correlations Cys, the quantum-approximate
correlations Cg,, and the commuting-operator correlations C,.. We use the same conven-
tion as for classical correlations, in that C; refers to C¢(n4,np, ma, mg) when the tuple
(na,npg,my,mp) is clear. Tsirelson suggested that all four sets should be equal, but we now
know that (for large enough n4,np, m4, mp) all four sets are different, and hence give a
strictly increasing sequence

Ce & Cq & Cos & Coa & Coe

[Slo19, CS20, INV 20, DPP19, Col20]. The last inequality Cqa & Cyc is a very exciting
consequence of the recent proof [JNV20] that MIP* = RE by Ji, Natarajan, Vidick, Wright,
and Yuen, and following [Fri12, JNP*11], this inequality gives a negative resolution to the
Connes embedding problem.

As the convex hull of a finite set, C. is a polytope in RN, where N = nangmamsp.
The sets Cy, t € {g,gs,qa,qc}, are also convex subsets of RYN (in addition, Cya and Cgyc are
closed), but it follows from a result of Tsirelson [Tsi87] that these sets are not polytopes.
Following up on this point in [T5i93, Problem 2.10], Tsirelson asks whether the sets of
quantum correlations might still have nice geometric descriptions, specifically by analytic
or even polynomial inequalities. This question is significant for two reasons: practical, in
that the quantum correlation set captures what is possible with quantum entanglement,
and thus a description of this set tells us what is theoretically achievable in experiments
and quantum technologies; and conceptual, in that a nice description of the set of quantum
correlations could improve our conceptual understanding of quantum entanglement,
similarly to how the description of C. as the convex hull of deterministic correlations is
central to our understanding of classical correlations.

Due to the significance of this question, describing the set of quantum correlations
has been a central question in the field. On the geometric side, Tsirelson’s original results
show that when m4 = mp = 2, a certain linear slice of the quantum correlation set is the
elliptope, a convex set described by quadratic inequalities ([Tsi87], see also [Lan88, WWO01,
Mas03, Pit08] for subsequent work on the special case that n4 = ngp = 2, and [TVC19] for
a description as the elliptope). The convex geometry of C;(2,2,2,2) is studied in detail
in [GKW " 18]. The case of G, (2,2,2,2) benefits from a dimension reduction argument: by
Jordan’s lemma, any correlation in C;(2,2,2,2) can be expressed as a convex combination of
correlations from two-qubit systems. In general, we might ask whether there is a bound on
the dimension of Hilbert spaces needed to realize correlations in C, (na,ng,my, mg). There
are several different proofs that, as the number of questions and outcomes increases, there



are correlations which require Hilbert spaces of arbitrarily high dimension [T5i93, BPA 08,
Slo11]. If we fix n4,ng, m4, mp such that Cy(n4,np, ma, mg) is not closed (which again,
happens if 11,4, ng, m 4, mp are large enough), then C,(n4, 1, m 4, mp) contains correlations
which require Hilbert spaces of arbitrarily large dimension. The first author gives an
explicit family of correlations {P; | d > 1} with n,ng, m4, mp fixed requiring maximally
entangled states of dimension d in [Fu22]. Thus the methods used to study G, (2,2,2,2)
do not work for more measurements or outcomes. Using a different dimension reduction
argument, Russell describes another linear slice of C;, the synchronous correlations, in
Cy (3,3,2,2), but again this description does not extend to other numbers of measurements
and outcomes [Rus20].

In another line, a number of authors have considered whether it’s possible to give a
conceptual, rather than geometric, description of the quantum correlation sets. The first
result in this line comes from Tsirelson’s original definition of quantum correlations, where
he observes that quantum correlations belong to the set of nonsignalling correlations,
which are those correlations P for which the sums

Y P(a,blx,y) and Y P(a,b|x,y)
b a

are independent of y and x respectively. This condition captures the fact that, when
spatially separated, Alice and Bob cannot communicate with each other. Since the set
of nonsignalling correlations is strictly larger than the commuting-operator correlations
Cyc, the fact that Alice and Bob cannot communicate does not identify the set of quantum
correlations among all correlations. But it is natural to ask whether there might not be
additional principles which would suffice to identify the set of correlations. Some examples
of conditions which further restrict the set of nonsignalling correlations and which are
satisfied by quantum correlations can be found in [BBL06, PPK"09, NW09, FSA 13,
SGAN18], but so far these do not give a complete description of the set of quantum
correlations.

Based on the apparent difficulty of describing the set of quantum correlations, there
has also been a line of work studying the computational complexity of problems related
to these sets. The main line of inquiry, initiated in [CHTWO04], has been to consider the
difficulty of determining the quantum and commuting-operator values of a nonlocal game.
For example, one can consider the problem of determining whether a given nonlocal game
has a perfect strategy.

Problem PerfectStrategy,. Given a tuple of natural numbers (14, np,m4, mg) and a non-
local game G with n4 and np questions and m 4 and mp answers, does G have a perfect
strategy in C;?

From the point of view of convex geometry, the quantum (resp. commuting-operator)
value of a nonlocal game is the maximum a certain linear functional on the set Cy, (resp.
Cyc)- Asking whether such a nonlocal game has a perfect strategy corresponds to asking
whether this maximum is equal to 1. Leading up to [JNV720], there was a series of
deep works showing that even the approximate version of this optimization problem is
indeed very difficult [IV12, RUV13, Jil7, NV18, NW19]. These results have implications



in computational complexity theory, as they imply lower bounds on the complexity class
MIP* of multiprover proofs with entangled provers. In the exact (rather than approximate)
case, previous results by the last author of the current paper imply that the problems
PerfectStrategy, are undecidable for t € {qg, gs, ga, gc} [Slo19, Sl020, FJVY19]. To understand
the difficulty of approximating the quantum and commuting-operator values, we can look
at a gapped variant of PerfectStrategy;:

Problem GappedPerfectStrategy;. Given a tuple of natural numbers (14, ng, m4, mp) and a
nonlocal game G with n4 and np questions and m 4 and mp answers, decide whether G
has a perfect strategy in C;, or the quantum value of G is < 1/2, given that one of the two
is the case.

The result by Ji, Natarajan, Vidick, Wright, and Yuen mentioned above shows that
GappedPerfectStrategy; is also undecidable for ¢ € {g,gs,qa} [[NV20].

Rather than looking at nonlocal games, a more straightforward way to study the
difficulty of describing quantum correlation sets is to look at the membership problem
for these sets. Specifically, we can look at the decision problems for t € {g,4s,qa, qc} and
subfields K C RR.

Problem Membership; x. Given a tuple (14, ng,m4, mg), and a correlation P € K"4"s™AMEB,
isP e Ct(TlA, ng, mA,mB)?

The point of restricting to correlations in K"4"8™A™B rather than IR"A"8™A™B js that it is
not possible to describe all real numbers in a finite fashion. We are primarily interested
in subfields of R such as Q, where it is practical to work with elements of the field on
a computer. For our results we actually need to take a larger field than Q, so in what
follows we’ll set K = Q N R unless otherwise noted, where Q is the algebraic closure of
the rationals.!

The problems Membership, i are a very general way of studying descriptions of the sets
Ci for t € {q,gs,qa,qc}, since we don’t restrict to any particular form of description, but
instead just look at a basic functionality that we would hope to have from any nice descrip-
tion, namely a way of being able to distinguish elements inside the set from those outside.
The decision problems Membership; i are not equivalent to the problems PerfectStrategy,
or GappedPerfectStrategy;, since nonlocal games do not necessarily have unique perfect
strategies in C;. Nonetheless, the two families of decision problems are closely related.
Indeed, the methods used in [Sl020] to show the undecidability of PerfectStrategy,, are
adapted in [CS519] to show the undecidability of Mem bership,. [CS19]. The methods of
[Sl019] can be adapted to show the undecidability of Membership; i for t € {g,4s,ga} in
similar fashion (although some work is needed for the case t = g). The undecidability of
GappedPerfectStrategy; can be used (in a blackbox fashion, without referring to the proof
methods) to get the stronger result that Membership, ¢ is undecidable for t € {g,4s,qa}
[INV*20].

The above undecidability results put very strong restrictions on what descriptions
of the quantum correlation sets are possible. For instance, they imply that there is no

ISince Q is computable, it is possible to work with Q and Q N R on a computer, and indeed support for
this is included in Mathematica and other computer algebra packages.
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Turing machine which takes tuples (14, np, m4, mp) as inputs, and outputs a description
of C¢(ny,ng, my, mp) in terms of a finite list of polynomial inequalities, since such a Turing
machine would allow us to decide Membership; i (such a description is sometimes called a
uniform polynomial description). Similarly, these results also imply that there can be no
finite set of principles, independent of (14, np, m4, mp), such that we can decide whether
a correlation satisfies every principle, and such that a correlation satisfies all the principles
if and only if it belongs to C¢(n4, ng, ma, mp).

However, we note that the reasoning in the last two paragraphs depends crucially on
the fact that the parameters (14,1, m 4, mp) can vary. The papers [S1020, Slo19, JNV20]
all involve games with unbounded alphabet size. Hence these results leave open the
possibility that every set C¢(n4,np, m4, mg) has a nice description, but that it is just not
possible to have a Turing machine which outputs these descriptions as a function of
(na,np,ma, mp) (in other words, they might have a non-uniform description). Thus it is
natural to ask what happens to the complexity of Membership, x when (14, 1p, m 4, mp) is
held constant. This question motivates our main result.

Problem Membership na, N, Ma, MB )t K- Given a correlation F € KnAanAmB, is P €
A A P
Cf(”A/”B/”lA/”lB)?

Theorem 1.1. There is an integer a such that the decision problem Membership(n4, ng, m4, mp)
is undecidable for t € {qa, qc} and ny, ng, my, mp > a.

This result shows that the undecidability of membership in Cy; and Cy is not only
a consequence of varying the size of the correlation, but is in fact embedded into the
shape of a single set C¢(n4,np, ma, mp) for large enough (14, np, ma, mg). As a practical
consequence, the result shows that there is no description of the set C;(1n4,1p,m4, mp)
(e.g. by polynomial inequalities) that would allow us to decide membership in that set.

As mentioned above, in this theorem K is the intersection Q N IR. However, the proof
of this theorem does not rely on writing down very complicated elements of Q. In fact, K
could be replaced with Ko N R, where K is the subfield of Q generated by roots of unity.
In this way, the theorem is similar to the undecidability results for (Membership; ) that
follow from [Slo19, Slo20, CS19]. However, in those results, if the correlations are defined
in terms of observables instead of measurements, then it is possible to take K = Q. In our
case, even if we work with correlations defined in terms of observables, we still need to use
roots of unity. We also note that the correlations constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.1
are synchronous (see Definition 3.3), so Theorem 1.1 holds for the subsets of synchronous
correlations.

It is interesting to also consider upper bounds on the complexity of the problem
Membership(n4, ng, ma, mp); k. When t = gc, this problem is contained in coRE, and Theo-
rem 1.1 actually shows that this problem is coRE-complete (for large enough n 4, ng, m4, mg).
When t = g or t = gs, this problem is contained in RE, but when t = g4, the best known
upper bound on this decision problem is I'). In this case, Theorem 1.1 only shows that
Membership(1.4, g, ma, mp)ga K is cORE-hard, so this lower bound is not necessarily tight.
Recently, Mousavi, Nezhadi, and Yuen have shown that PerfectStrategy,, is Hg-complete
[MNY21], and it seems reasonable to conjecture that Membership(n4, ng, my, mB)qu,]K is
also I19-complete for large enough 14, ng, m4, mp. We leave this for future research.

6



1.1 Paper overview

We summarize the technical content of this paper. The starting point for the proof of
Theorem 1.1 is the fact that the halting problem for Minsky machines is undecidable
[Min67]. Minsky machines, which we review in Section 5, are a model of universal
computation similar to Turing machines. To relate Minsky machines to correlations, we go
through group theory: specifically the Kharlampovich-Myasnikov-Sapir (KMS) groups
[KMS17], also described in Section 5. To construct correlations from these groups, we use
the machinery of [Slo19], described in Section 4. Section 2 and Section 3 contain some basic
background on group theory and quantum correlations, respectively.

For the proof of Theorem 1.1, we pick a Minsky machine MM with an undecidable
halting problem. For each n > 1, we then write down a finite set of correlations F,; such
that F, N Cyy # @ if MM does not accept 1, and F, N Cyc = @ otherwise. The correlations
in F, can be thought of as a combination of two subcorrelations. The first subcorrelation is
constructed from MM using the method of [Slo19], and is independent of n. The second
subcorrelation encodes the input 7 using the method of [Fu22] to keep the number of
measurements and outcomes fixed. This is described in Section 6. In this way, the number
of measurements and measurement outcomes for correlations in F, will depend only on
MM, not on n. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed in Section 7.

1.2 Acknowledgements
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2 Notation and group theory background

In this section we give a brief description of some of the notation and group theory concepts
we'll use throughout the paper. For basic notation, we denote the set {0,1,...n — 1} by [#]
and the set {x € R | x > ¢} by R>.. We index vectors in C" starting from 0, so C" = C[".
The n-th root of unity is denoted by w, := ¢?™/". For a Hilbert space H, we let L(H) be
the set of all bounded linear operators acting on ‘H, and U (#) be the group of unitaries
acting on H. We let || - ||opp denote the operator norm on £(#). For finite-dimensional
Hilbert spaces, we also work with the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm, which is defined by

Tr(MtM)

M = /=

for M € £(C*). Note that we don’t use any subscript to distinguish this from other norms,
as this will be our default norm. We also let Tr(M) be the normalized trace Tr(M)/d of M.
When working with a group G, we use e for the identity, and let [¢, /1] be the commutator



g 'h~1gh of ¢,h € G. We let ¢" denote the conjugate h~'gh of ¢ by h. This notation
matches with [KMS17].

If S is a set, we let F(S) be the free group generated by S. If R is a subset of F(S),
then we let (S : R) be the quotient of F(S) by the normal subgroup generated by R. The
pair S, R is called a presentation of (S : R), and as usual we use (S : R) to refer to the
presentation and the group defined by the presentation interchangeably. We also will write
(S :7; = t;,i € I) to mean the presentation (S : {r;t;},i € I}). If S and R are finite, then
(S : R) is said to be finitely-presented. If G = (Sg : Rg), S is disjoint from S, and R is a
subset of (S U S), then we sometimes denote the presentation (Sg U S : Rg UR) by
(G,S : R). An example of a finitely-presented group that we'll use is the dihedral group

Dy = (t;,tr: 2 =15 = (h1t2)" = e).

This group has order 27, and the elements are (t1t,)/ and t,(t1,) for j € [n].

The free product of a group G with a group H is denoted by G x H. Note that if
G = <SG : RG> and H = <SH : RH>/ then G x H = <SGUSH : RGURH> = <G,SH :
Rpy), where the unions of Sg and Sy are disjoint. A more general notion of the free
product of groups is the free product of groups with amalgamation. Let G; and G, be two
groups with subgroups H; and H; respectively such that there exists an isomorphism
¢ : Hi — Hy. Then the free product of G; and G, with amalgamation is defined by
G1 *¢ Gy =Gy % G2/<h14)(h1)_1 | hy € H1>

Another way to construct new groups from a given group is by Higman-Neumann-
Neumann extension (HNN-extension) [HNN49]. If H is a subgroup of Gand ¢ : H — H is
an injective homomorphism, then the HNN-extension of G is G = (G, t : t tht = ¢(h),h €
H). By [Rot12, Theorem 11.70], the natural homomorphism sending g € G to its image in
G is injective, meaning that we can regard G as a subgroup of G. We shall introduce other
important properties of the free product with amalgamation and the HNN-extension later
when they are needed. For more background on these concepts, we refer to [Rot12].

When ¢ : H — H is an isomorphism of order n, we similarly define the Z,-HNN
extension of G by G = (G,t : t" = e,t 'ht = ¢(h) forh € H). As in the case of the
ordinary HNN-extension, G is embedded in G:

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a group, H a subgroup of G, ¢ : H — H an isomorphism of order n, and
G:= (G, t: t" =e,t \ht = ¢(h) for h € H) the Z,,-HNN extension. Then the inclusion

G—>G:igrrg
is injective, and t has order n.

Proof. Let G*" denote the free product of G with itself n times, where we index the factors
by elements of Z,. Let iy : G — G*" be the inclusion of the kth factor, k € Z,, and let
P : G — G be the cyclic shift, so P(ix(g)) = P(ixr1(g)) for k € Z,,.

Let N be the normal subgroup of G*"* generated by i, (h~1)ir1(¢(h)) forall h € H and
0 < k < n — 2. Since we only include these relations for k < n — 2, we can check (for
instance, by looking at presentations) that G*" /N is an iterated amalgamated product of



G with itself n times. But observe that N also contains

(io(@(m)™Min(¢2()) ) (i) )ia(@(1) ) - -+ (in-2(¢" (1) in-1(9" (1))
= io(¢p(h) " in-1(h),

and hence contains i, 1 (h—l)i0(4>(}1)). Consequently ¢(N) = N, so i induces an automor-
phism i of G*""/ N. We claim that G is isomorphic to K := G*"* /N X Zy. Indeed, suppose
t is the generator of Z,, so that

t*.x = ¢F(x) - t* forall x € G*"/N.

Then
Flig(N)NE = §(io(N)N) = in_1 ()N = ig((h))N
for all h € H, so there is a homomorphism & : G — K sending ¢ + ig(g)N, ¢ € G, and
t— .
Going the other way, there is a homomorphism 8 : G*" — G sending it (g) > tFgtF.
This homomorphism sends

(W Vi1 (@) = n 1k kg (n) = kD) — k1 (1= 1) g ()~ (D =,

so B descends to a homomorphism 8 : G**/N — G.If ¢ € G and a € Z,, then

1B (i ()N = 17 gt~ = B(iy 1 (9)N) = B (ik(9)N)).

We conclude that B(¢(x)) = t*B(x)t~* for all x € G**/N, and hence there is a homo-
morphism K — G sending x € G**/N to B(x) and t + t. Since, in particular, this
homomorphism sends ig(g)N to g, it is an inverse to a, proving the claim that G and K are
isomorphic.

Since G*" /N is an iterated amalgamated free product, the homomorphism G — G*"*/N
sending ¢ — ip(g)N is injective. Since G*""/N is a subgroup of K, g + ip(g)N is still
injective when considered as a homomorphism G — K. Composing with the isomorphism

K = G, we get that the homomorphism G — G : g + ¢ is injective. Finally, as the
generator of Z,, t has order n. O

A unitary representation p of a group G on the Hilbert space H is a homomorphism
p: G — U(H). For any set X, we let /2X denote the Hilbert space with Hilbert basis
{|x) : x € X}. The left reqular representation L : G — U(£*G) of a group G is defined by
L(g)|h) = |gh), and right regular representation R : G — U(£>G) is defined by R(g)|h) =
\hg™1) for all g,h € G. Note that L(g) and R(g') commute for all g, ¢’ € G.

To construct correlations in Cha (which, recall from the introduction, are limits of
tinite-dimensional correlations), we use finite-dimensional approximate representations
of groups. The norm we use for these approximate representations is the normalized
Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Definition 2.2 (Definition 5 of [Sl019]). Let G = (S : R) be a finitely-presented group, and let
H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space. A finite-dimensional e-approximate representation of
G is a homomorphism ¢ : F(S) — U(H) such that ||¢p(r) —1|| < e forallr € R.
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Anelement g € G = (S : R) represented by a word w € F(S) is nontrivial in approximate
representations of G if there exists some 6 > 0 such that, for all € > 0, there is an e-
approximate representation ¢ : F(S) — U(H) such that ||¢p(w) — 1|| > ¢ (this does
not depend on the choice of word w). Otherwise we say that g is trivial in approximate
representations. If F is a finite subset of elements which are non-trivial in approximate
representations, then we can find e-representations where all the elements of F are bounded
away from the identity, and in fact we can do this by having the trace of all the elements of
F be close to zero:

Proposition 2.3. Let G = (S : R) and W be a finite subset of F(S). Then, for every €,{ > 0,
there is an e-approximate representation ¢ such that for all w € W,

1. if w is trivial in approximate representations of G, then 1 — { < Tr(¢(w)) < 1, and
2. if w is nontrivial in approximate representations of G, then 0 < Tr(¢p(w)) < ¢.

The proof of the proposition above is very similar to the proof of [Slo19, Lemma 12],
so we omit it here. The next two well-known lemmas are useful when working with
approximate representations.

Lemma 2.4. Let G = (S : R) be a finitely presented group. Suppose f € C[F(S)]. Then there is
a constant c (depending on f) such that for any e-approximate representation ¢ : F(S) — U(H),
l¢(f)llop < c. Furthermore, if f = 0 in C[G], then there is a constant ¢’ (also depending on f)
such that for any e-approximate representation ¢ : F(S) — U(H), ||¢(f)] < Ce.

Proof. Suppose f = Y ;cx aiu; where a; € C and u; € F(S). Then
lp(Hllop < Y lailllp(ui)llop = Y lail-

ielk] iclk]
If f = 0in C[G], we can write

f=Y bixile—r)yi
ic[k]

where b; € C, x;,y; € F(S) and r; € R. Then
lp(HI < 3 1BilllgCei) (L= p(ri))p(yi)ll = Y 1bill[ = p(r) | < Y [bile,
1 1€

ie[k] i€ [k] € [k]

by the unitary invariance of the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm. The lemma follows
from taking ¢ = };c(qla;| and ¢’ = Yic i |bil- O

Lemma 2.5. There is a nondecreasing function A : R>1 x N — Rxq such that if {P; | i €
[n]} C L(C?) is a set of matrices such that

IPllp <, [P2—Pll<e, [[Bi—Pl<e PPl <ecand |¥ P—1|<e
ken]

foralli,j € [n], i # jand some ¢ € R, then there is a projective measurement {I1; | i € [n]} C
L(CH) such that ||TT; — P;|| < A(c,n)e forall i € [n].
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Proof. When ¢ = 1 and P, is positive for all i € [n], this is shown in Lemma 3.5 of [KPS18],
with function A(1,7n) = Apes(n), where Apos(n) is defined recursively by Apes(n+1) =
(401 + 3)Apos(n) and Apos(1) = 2v/2. To reduce to this case, suppose that {P; | i € [n]}
satisfy the conditions of the lemma. If {Q; | i € [n]} C L£(C?) are self-adjoint operators
such that || Q;llop < ¢’ and ||P; — Q;|| < é for alli € [n], then

197 — Qill < 11Qi(Qi — P + 1(Qi — Pi) || + [ Qi — Pl + | P? — Pi]
< 11QillopllQi = Pill + I Pillop1Q: — Pill + Qs — Bil| + | P — P
<(c+d+1)5+e.

Similarly, [|Q;Q)|| < (c+¢')d +eand || Licp Qi — 1| < né +e.

If we take Q; = (P; + P;*)/2, then Q; is self-adjoint, ||Qi|[op < c and [|Q; — Pi|| < €/2.
Let X[1/2,.) be the indicator function of the interval [1/2,00). Since |x[1/2.00)(f) — t| <
2|t> —t| forallt € R,

1X(1/2,00)(Qi) — Qill <2[|QF — Qill < (2c + 3)e.
Hence the self-adjoint projections Q! = X[1/2,00)(Qi) satisfy the conditions

IQIQ! < (c+1)(2c +3)e + | QiQjl| < (2¢* 4 7¢ + 4)e and
1Y, Q=1 < (2c+3)ne+| Y Qi—1| < (2c+7/2)ne +e.

i€(n] i€[n]
Applying Lemma 3.5 of [KPS18] to {Q; | i € [n]} yields {II; | i € [n]} such that

HHi - Q:H < Apos(n)(ZCZ +7c+ 5)1’16

Since
ITT; — Pif| < |ITL; — Qjll + [1QF — Qill + Qi — Pil
< Apos (1) (2¢% 4+ 7¢ + 5)ne + (2c +3)e + 1/2¢,
the lemma is true with A(c, 1) = Apos(1)(2¢% + 7c + 5)n + 2¢ + 4. -

There are variants of Lemma 2.5 that reduce the dependence on 1 (see, e.g., [d1S21]). In
this paper, c and n are fixed, so A(c, n) is a constant.

By the definition of the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm, the set of elements of G that
are trivial in finite-dimensional approximate representations forms a normal subgroup of
G, denoted by Nf*. For a group G, we define

Gf*.= G/N/*,

If ¢ : G — H is a homomorphism between finitely-presented groups and x € G is trivial
in approximate representations of G, then ¢(x) is trivial in approximate representations of
H, so there is an induced homomorphism G/* — H/?.

11



Definition 2.6 (Definition 14 of [Slo19]). For finitely-presented groups G and H, a homomor-
phism ¢ : G — H is an fa-embedding if the induced map: G/* — H* is injective.

In other words ¢ : G — H is an fa-embedding if whenever x is non-trivial in approx-
imate representations of G, then ¢(x) is non-trivial in approximate representations of
H.

A finitely-presented group G is said to be hyperlinear if every non-trivial element
is non-trivial in approximate representations. Although we’ve defined hyperlinearity
only for finitely-presented groups, whether a group is hyperlinear is independent of the
presentation. To show that groups are hyperlinear, we use the stronger properties of
solvability, amenability, and soficity. Recall that a group G is solvable if it has subgroups
Go = {e}, G1,...,Gx_q and Gy = G such that G;_; is normal in G; and G;/G;j_ is an
abelian group, for 1 < j < k. For the purposes of our paper, the definitions of amenable
and sofic groups are irrelevant; we just need the following well-known properties of these
classes of groups (see [CLP15, Proposition 2.4.1]):

1. Solvable groups are amenable, amenable groups are sofic, and sofic groups are
hyperlinear.

2. If H is an amenable subgroup of a sofic group G, and « : H — H is an injective
homomorphism, then the HNN-extension of G by « is sofic.

3. If H; and H; are amenable subgroups of sofic groups G; and G, and « : Hy — Hj is
an isomorphism, then the free product of G; and G, with amalgamation, Gy *, Gy, is
sofic.

4. If N is a normal subgroup of G such that N is sofic and G/N is amenable, then G is
sofic.

To these properties we can add:

Lemma 2.7. If H is an amenable subgroup of a sofic group G, and ¢ : H — H is an isomorphism
of order n, then the Z,-HNN-extension of G by ¢ is sofic.

Proof. We continue with the notation from the proof of Lemma 2.1. As G*/N is an
iterated almagamated free product over the amenable group H, G**/N is hyperlinear.
Since K/(G*/N) = Z, and Z,, is amenable, K is sofic. O

3 Quantum correlations

In this section, we now introduce our main object of study. Consider a scenario with two
parties or players, Alice and Bob, and a referee. The referee chooses questions to send to
Alice and Bob from finite sets X and ) respectively, and they return answers from finite
sets A and B. As mentioned in the introduction, this can also be thought of as a scenario
in which Alice and Bob perform measurements labelled by the elements of X and )/, and
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receive outcomes from A and B respectively. Alice and Bob’s behaviour in this scenario
can be described by the function

P:AXBxXxY—Rso:(k{i,j)— PkLlij),

where P(k, £|i, ) is the probability of answers (k, /) € A x B with questions (i,j) € X x ).
We call a tuple (X, ), A, B) of finite sets a nonlocal scenario, and a function P : A x B x
X x Y — R such that

Y. P(kLli,j) =1

ke AleB

foralli € X,j € Y a bipartite correlation for the scenario (X, ), A, B).

With quantum correlations, we want to capture what Alice and Bob can do in a nonlocal
scenario when they cannot communicate. Even though Alice and Bob cannot communicate,
the rules of quantum mechanics do allow them to share entanglement. We can visualize
this scenario as in Figure 1.

Figure 1: A nonlocal test between Alice and Bob

Recall that a vector state in a Hilbert space H is a unit vector, and a projective mea-
surement (with 1 outcomes) is a collection {P{¥) | i € [m]} of orthogonal projections on #

such that
Yy P =1.
i€[m]

There are two ways in quantum mechanics to handle the restriction that Alice and Bob
cannot communicate. In the first, we require that their joint Hilbert space be a tensor
product of subspaces:

Definition 3.1. A bipartite correlation P for the scenario (X, Y, A, B) is a quantum correlation
if there are

(a) finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces H 4 and Hp,
(b) a vector state |) € Ha @ Hp,

(c) a collection of projective measurements {Mfk) | k € A} on H 4 for every i € X, and

1

(d) a collection of projective measurements { N ].( ) | ¢ € B} on Hp forevery j € ),

13



such that . 0
P(k,£|i,j) = <1/)|Mi ®Nj |1/)>

forallie X,jeY, ke Al B.

The set Cy(X, Y, A, B) is the set of all quantum correlations for scenario (X, Y, A, B), and the
set Cqa(X, Y, A, B) is the closure of Cg(X, Y, A, B) in RABXXXY Ifn 4 ng, my, and mg are
positive integers, and t € {q,qa}, then we set Cy(na, ng, ma, mp) := Ci([n4], [n8)], [ma], [mz]).

If |[X| = na, |Y| = np, |A| = ma, and |B| = mp, then RAXBXX*Y o Rmampnans and
this is used to define the closure of Cq(X , VY, A, B). In fact, this isomorphism identifies
Ci(X,Y, A, B)with Ct(na,ng,my,mp) for t € {g,qa}. So although it’s convenient to be
able to use arbitrary labels for questions and answers (and we’ll use non-integer labels in
this paper), we could just work with the sets C¢(n4, ng, ma, mp) if we wanted.

Some additional terminology we’ll use: a collection of Hilbert spaces, vector state, and
projective measurements as in parts (a)-(d) is called a quantum strategy. Also, although we
don’t study this set in this paper, the set Cygs(X, Y, A, B) of quantum-spatial correlations is
defined similarly to the set of quantum correlations, but the Hilbert spaces H 4 and Hp in
the strategy are allowed to be infinite-dimensional. The closure of Cs is also equal to Cyg,
[SWO8].

Moving on, a more general way to handle the restriction that Alice and Bob cannot
communicate is to drop the requirement that Alice and Bob’s projective measurements act
on different Hilbert spaces, and instead just require that their projective measurements
commute:

Definition 3.2. A bipartite correlation P for a scenario (X,Y, A, B) commuting-operator
correlation if there is

(a) a Hilbert space H,

(b) a vector state |¢p) € H,

k

(c) a collection of projective measurements {Ml( ) | k € A} on H for every i € X, and

(d) a collection of projective measurements {N].(Z) | ¢ € B} on H for every j € ),
such that
M Nj(e) _ Nj(e) M
and

Pk, £]i,j) = (p| M- Ny

forallie X,je YV, ke A (€ B.

The set Cye(X,Y, A, B) is the set of all commuting-operator correlations for the scenario
(X, Y, A,B), and if ny, ng, my, and mp are positive integers, then Cgc(na,np,ma, mp) :=
Cye([nal, [n], [mal, [ms]).

As with quantum correlations, we refer to a Hilbert space, vector state, and projective
measurements as in (a)-(d) as a commuting-operator strategy. Note that the Hilbert space H
in a commuting-operator strategy does not have to be finite-dimensional.

We define one more subtype of correlation that we’ll use:
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Definition 3.3. A bipartite correlation P for scenario (X,), A, B) is synchronous if X =),
A = B, and

Y Pk kli,i) =1

ke A
forallic X.

Equivalently, a correlation with X = ) and A = B is synchronous if P(k, £|i,i) = 0 for
all k # ¢ and i, or in other words if Alice and Bob always return the same answer when
given the same question. The following fact about synchronous correlations is well-known:

Proposition 3.4 (Theorem 5.5(i) in [PSS*16]). Let P be a synchronous correlation for (X, X, A, A),
and let H, |), {MZ.(k) | ke A}, {N].(g) | ¢ € A} be a commuting operator strategy for P. Then

MY p) = NO|p)
foralli e X,k € A.

Proposition 3.4 is an immediate consequence of the following lemma, which is con-
tained in the proof of [PSS*16, Theorem 5.5(i)].

Lemma 3.5. Let |¢) € H be a quantum state, and {M; | j € [n]} and {N; | j € [n]} be two

projective measurements on H for some n > 2, such that M;Ny = NiM; for all j,k € [n]. If
(| M;Ni|p) = 0 forall j # k € [n], then

M;lp) = Njli)
for each j € [n].
The next two conclusions of Lemma 3.5 will help us work with correlations.
Lemma 3.6. Let |¢) € H be a quantum state, and let {M(()k) | k € [my]} and {Mgk) | k € [ma]}

be two projective measurements on ‘H, both of which commute with the projective measurement

(N | LI € [ma]} on H. If

(| MONE gy = (| MEINE) ) =0
orany k # land k' # ', then
y

k) x4 (K K'Yy (K
MMy y) = Mg )
forany k, k' € [m4].

Proof. The condition implies that the two measurement pairs

(M [ ke mall, { ¥ N ke [ma]}

l/E[mA}
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and

(MI) K € mall, { 1 N [K € [mal)

1€[ma]

both satisfy the condition of Lemma 3.5 with respect to |i). We conclude that

Mly) = Y NOjy)and

Z/E[WZA]
Mlg) = 3 Ny)
l1€[ma]
for each k, k' € [m,]. Then,
gy =my? ¥ Ny = 3 NEIMP )
I€(ma] l1€[ma]
Z N(l,k) 2 Nk,l |ll) — kk ‘ll) Z le Z N(l'k)‘ll)>
1€[m] I'e[m] I'e[m] 1€[m]
Y NP =M y),
l/E[mA}
for each k, k' € [my]. O

Lemma 3.7 (Substitution Lemma). Let |¢p) € H be a quantum state. Suppose there exist
sequences of unitaries {V}, {V; | i € [k|} and {M; | i € [n]} on H commuting with another
sequence of unitaries {Nj | i € [n]|} on ‘H, such that

Mil) = Nil)
foreach i € [n], and
Vig) =11 vily).
ielk]

Then

L ELRILOE

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on n. The n = 0 case follows the condition
that V|y) = iy Vily). Assume the conclusion holds for j = m and consider the case
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j = m+1. Then

v [T Mily)= (]—[M>Mm¢ (HM>NMP

i€[m—+1] i€ [m] i€m]

= N,V (]:[] Mi) [¥) = N (l—[{] Vi) (l;[} Mi) )
() (<) (1)

which completes the proof. O

When working with correlations, it sometimes simplifies arguments if we restrict to
strategies with the following property:

Definition 3.8. A commuting operator strategy
w) e H MY ke A}ie X AN\ [LeB}jey
is good if
(a) foralli € X andk € A, Zf<1.P|Ml-(k)|l/J> =0, then M.(k) =0, and

(b) forall j € Y and ¢ € B, if (|N\" i) =0, then N\ = 0.
Proposition 3.9. If P € ch(é’( Y, A, B), then P has a good commuting-operator strategy.

Proof. Suppose (|¢), {M } {N }) is a strategy for P. If P(k.¢ | i,j) # O then
(M) = Y Pk |ij) #0.
v'eB
If <l[J|M \1/)) = 0, then <1/)\M (€)|1/)> =P(k,¢|i,j)=0forallj € Yand ¢ € B. Since
Ykea Ml.( ) = 1, there must be some k’ such that <l/J|M |gb> # 0. If we replace M( ) with
M(k/) + M( ) and M( ) with 0, we get another commuting-operator strategy for P, and

domg thls forallk € A, i € X with (1/J|M |l/)> = 0, and similarly forall £ € B, j € J with

(1P|N |1,b> = 0, gives a good strategy for P.
[l

4 Quantum correlations and group theory

In this section, we introduce the notion of a perfect correlation associated with a binary
linear system. We then recall the notion of a solution group associated to a linear system,
and use the solution group to show that every linear system has a perfect correlation.
Finally we recall how to embed an arbitrary finitely presented group in a solution group.
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4.1 Solution groups and correlations

Definition 4.1. Let Ax = 0 be an m x n binary linear system, so A is an m X n matrix over Z;,
and 0 € Z%. Suppose that each row of A has k non-zero entries. For each i € [m], let

Ii={j€[n|Aj=1}

and let ¢; : I; — [x] be the unique order-preserving bijection (so the smallest element of I; maps
to 0, the largest maps to x — 1, and so on). Let Xysy := {x; | i € [n]}, and let X := [m] U Xyqy.
Let S :={v € Z5 : Y jc|x vi = O}. A correlation P for the scenario (X, X, Z5,Z5) is a petfect
correlation for Ax = 0if P(a,b|x,y) = 0 whenever

(1) x € [m]anda ¢ Sory € [mlandb ¢ S;

(2) x € Xpar and (ag, ...ax—2) # (0,0...,0), ory € Xpar and (by,...bx—2) # (0,0...,0);
(3) x,y € [m] and ay, ) # by, k) for some k € I N I,

(4) x € [m], y = x; € Xpar for some i € I, and g (i) # b1 in Zy;

(5) x = x; € Xy for somei € I,y € [m], and a,_q # b%(i) in Zy; or

(6) x =y € Xpar, and a,_q # by_1.

In perfect correlations as defined here, the questions that Alice and Bob receive are
either variables in X, or indices from [m]. When Alice or Bob gets an index x € [m],
condition (1) requires them to return an element a € S. This element should be thought
of as an assignment to the xth equation, where variable xy, k € Iy, receives value ay ).
When Alice or Bob gets a variable x; in &, condition (2) forces them to return an element
a € Z5witha; =0for0 <j<x—2anda,1 € {0,1}. This should be thought of as an
assignment to x; from Z,. The remaining conditions state that if Alice and Bob are asked
about the same variable (either as part of an equation or directly) then their assignments
to that variable must agree. Note that conditions (3) and (6) imply that every perfect
correlation for Ax = 0 is synchronous.

Definition 4.1 is stated for linear systems with a constant number x of non-zero entries
in each row. This allows us to use answer sets Z5. It is possible to define perfect correlations
for systems with a varying number of entries in each row, by either using answer sets
which vary with the question, or by using larger answer sets Z5 as in [KPS18]. However,
all the linear systems we work with have a constant number of non-zero entries in each
row, and making this assumption in Definition 4.1 simplifies later analysis.

The point of perfect correlations is that any strategy for a perfect correlation yields a
representation of a certain group associated with Ax = 0.

Definition 4.2 (Definition 17 of [Sl019]). Let Ax = 0 be an m X n linear system over Z,, so A
is an m X n matrix with entries in Zy and 0 € Z5. For j € [m], define I; = {k € [n] | Aj = 1}.

18



The homogeneous solution group of Ax = Qs

]2 =eforall j € [n],

[T xk=eforallie [m],

kel;

['(A) = (x0,x1,...Xy_1 X

Xi, x| =eifj k € I; for some i).
j )

Proposition 4.3. Let Ax = 0 be a binary linear system with x non-zero entries in each row.
Suppose P is a perfect correlation for Ax = 0, and that H, |¢), {MJ(C“) |a € Z5}, x € X,
{N;b) | b € Z5}, y € X is a good commuting-operator strategy for P. Let Ho := A - |y), the
closure of A|p) in H, where A is the algebra generated by M,(Ca) and Ng(f)for x € X,aeZ5. For
i€ [n],let

M(x;) = MJ(CE),...,O,O) B MJ(CE),...,O,l) and N(x;) = N,S?""’O’O) B NJ(CZQ,...,O,l)'

Then
(1) M(x;) and N(x;) are binary observables such that M(x;)|¢p) = N(x;)|y) forall i € [n],

(2) there are unitary representations @y and ®y of T'(A) on Hy sending x; € T(A) to
M(x;)|34, and N(x;) |y, respectively, and

(3) if Op(r)|¢p) = ) for somer € T(A), then Opy(r) = Lyy,.

Proposition 4.3 is similar to [CLS17, Lemma 8]. We include a full proof for completeness.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Since perfect correlations are synchronous, MY lp) = N |y) for
all x € X, a € Z} by Proposition 3.4. As a result, we have M(x;)|) = N(x;)[yp) for all
i € [n]. For the second part of the proposition, define projections

M= Y MY iemke ez,
acZ}
Ag;(k)=¢
Observe that by condition (2) of Definition 4.1,if i € [n]and b € Z§ with (by, ..., bx_2) #
(0,...,0), then

WIND ) = Y @ MOND 1p) = Y P(a,b]1,x;) =0,

K K
acZs acZs

and hence N,g’) |) = 0. Since the strategy is a good strategy, by Definition 3.8, Ngj) =0

for (bo,...,bx—2) # (0,...,0). Thus {NJ((?),NS)} is a complete measurement, where

for convenience we write Ng) for N,E?""'O'C) foralli € [n] and ¢ € Z;. Then N(x;) =

N,E?) - NJ(C}) is a binary observable on H. Similarly, condition (1) of Definition 4.1 and

Definition 3.8 imply that Ml-(a) =0foralli € [mlanda & S.
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By condition (4) of Definition 4.1,

0 1 .
WM Ny = ¥ @IMOND gy = Y P(a,(0,...,0,1)]i, %) =0,
aEZE a, bEZK
T;(i =0 =0

and (p|M 1}{ xg lp) =0 similarly Applying Lemma 3.5 to the projective measurements
{Ml(lk , 1k } and {Nx , xk } we get that M |l[J> ,g;)hp) foralli € [m], k € I;, and
c € Zy.

Now let M; := Ml((,)c) - M( ) for some i € [m]. Since the projections M( 9 a e z5

commute, [M;y, M; ;| = 0 for allz € [m]and k, I € I;. If ko, ..., k;_1 is a sequence in I;, and
o is a permutation of [¢], then

N(xgy) - -+ N(xi,_ )[9) = Mig,_  Mige, -+ Mijgy[$) = Mig,, ) - Mig, o [$)
= N(xXg(ky)) == N(Xo(i, ) ),

so the operators N(xi),k € I; commute on |). When we take the product across all of I;,

[ING@Ol) = [T Mielp) =1 ( Y, ()M ) ) = ¥ (—1)ew M)

kel; kel; kel; \ acZj acZy

=Y M7y = Y M7 p) = ),

aes acZ}

where we use that Ml-(a) =O0fora ¢ Sand Yja; = 0 fora € S. Finally, N(x;)? =
NO N — 1y,

To finish the proof, let Ay (resp. A;) be the algebra generated by M (resp N ))
forx € Xanda € Z5. A standard result about synchronous correlations, followmg

immediately from the fact that Y% |1/J> ,(Ca)|lp>, is that Alyp) = Aglp) = Ailyp). If
R € A, satisfies R|¢p) = 0, then RT|¢) = TR|¢p) = 0forall T € Ay, and thus Rv = 0
forallv € Ho = Alp) = Ap|yp). Define @y : F(x1,...,x5) = U(Ho) : x; — N(x;)|n,
and suppose r € F(x1,...,Xy) is a defining relation for I'(A) from Definition 4.2. We've
shown that ®x(7)|y) = |¢), and hence 1 — On(r) is 0 on H,. It follows that Py induces a
representation of I'(A) on Hg sending x; — N(x;)|z,. Switching M and N in the above
argument, we see that there is also a representation of I'(A) on Hg sending x; — M(x;) |2,
The same argument shows that if ®(7)|¢) = |¢) forr € T'(A), then Dp(r) = Lyy,. O

We can also construct perfect correlations for Ax = 0 from representations of the
solution group I'(A). We do this for particular representations in Section 7.

4.2 Embedding groups in solution groups

To embed KMS groups into solution groups, we use the embedding results of [Slo19].
Recall the following technical definition:
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Definition 4.4 (Definition 32 of [Slo19]). Let A be an m x n matrix over Z,, Cy C [n] X
[n] x [n], C; C [¢] x [n] x [n] for some £ > 1, and L be an { x { lower-triangular matrix with
non-negative integer entries. Let

ET(A,Co,Cy, L) :=(T(A), Yo, .-, Yo—1 :xixjx; = xy for all (i,],k) € Co,
y; ' xjy; = xi forall (i, ], k) € Cy,
v Vi = y;" foralli > jwith Li; > 0).
We say a group G is an m X n x { extended homogeneous-linear-plus-conjugacy group if it

has a presentation of this form.

By [Slo19, Propositions 27 and 33], extended homogenous-linear-plus-conjugacy groups
can be fa-embedded into solution groups. We use the following version of that result:

Proposition 4.5. Let G = ET'(A, Cy, C1, L) be an m x n x £ extended homogeneous linear-plus-
conjugacy group. Then there is an m' x n' matrix A" over Z; for some m’ > mand n' > n, and a
homomorphism

¢ F(xo, - Xn—1,Y0,---,Yo—1) = F(x0,. .., Xp_1),
such that:
(a) Each row in A’ has only three non-zero entries.
(b) ¢(x;) = x; foralli € [n].
(c) Foralli € [(] there are j, k € [n'] such that $(y;) = xjxy.

(d) If r is a defining relation of G, then ¢(r) is in the normal subgroup generated by the defining
relations of T (A”), so ¢ induces a homomorphism ¢ : G — T'(A’).

(e) There are integers ny,ny, n3 such that if <y is an e-representation of G, then there is an
O(e)-representation a of T with

a($(9)) = 1@ o (g) " ® 1y,

forallg € F(xo,...,Xn-1,Y0,---,Y¢_1)- As a result, the homomorphism ¢ : G — T'(A’)
is an fa-embedding.

Furthermore, both A’ and (]5 are constructible, in the sense that there’s a Turing machine which,
given A, Cy, Cq, and L, will output A’ and ¢(y;) for all i € [{].

Although we don’t need this fact, A’ and ¢ can be constructed in polynomial time.

Proof. Parts (b)-(e) follow from the proofs of Propositions 27 and 33 in [Slo19]. Proposition
27 in [Slo19] is actually about non-homogeneous solution groups I'(A, b), which have an
additional central element | of order 2 representing a scalar in Z,. However, the non-
homogeneous solution group I'(A, b) associated with an m X n linear system Ax = b can
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be regarded as a homogeneous solution group by adding variables x,, ..., x2;,, replacing |
with xp, wherever it occurs in the presentation, and adding linear relations x;x,,4;x2, = €
forall 0 <i < n to force xy, to be central. Alternatively, the proof of Proposition 27 can
be adapted to the homogeneous case by replacing | with e wherever it occurs in group
presentations, and ignoring assignments to | in approximate representations.

For part (a), given an mg X np matrix Ay over Z;, we can find an m; X n; matrix
A1, where my > mg and n; > ny, such that there is an isomorphism I'(Ag) — T'(A1)
sending x; — x; for all i € [ng], and A; has exactly three non-zero entries in each row.
Indeed, suppose the ith row has non-zero entries in columns jy,...,j,, where r > 3.
Adding variables z14,251,23 and equations z3 = xj, X}, 21;Xj, Xj, = ¢, and zp;xj,x;, = e for all
t =3,...,r, and replacing the ith row of A with the equation z3x;, - - - x;, = ¢, we get an
isomorphic solution group where equation i has the number of non-zero entries reduced
by one, and all the added equations have length exactly three (the equations z;;x; x;, are
needed to force xj, and x;, to commute). If row i of A has exactly one non-zero entry in
column j, then we can add variables z1, z5, z3 and replace the ith equation with equations
XjZ1Zp = XjZ123 = XjZ2Z3 = 212223 = e (Which together force x; = z1 = z; = z3 = ¢). If row
i has exactly two non-zero entries in columns j and k, then we can add variables z;, z,
and replace the ith equation with equations x;z1z; = x;z1zp = e. Iterating these steps, we
eventually get A; as desired.

O

5 Minsky machines and Kharlampovich-Myasnikov-Sapir
groups

5.1 Minsky machines

A k-glass Minsky Machine [Min67], denoted by MM, consists of k glasses where each glass
can hold arbitrarily many coins, a set of states [N], and a finite list of commands. Just like
a Turing machine, a configuration of MM describes which state the machine is in and how
many coins are in each of the glasses. A computation running on MM is a sequence of
commands, where each command maps one configuration to another. Commands can
leave a glass unchanged, add a coin to a glass, or remove a coin from a non-empty glass,
as well as change the state. Glasses are numbered starting from 1. In formal language, this
means that a configuration of MM is an element (i; 11,1, ... 1) € [N] x (Zx0)!. The state
0 is regarded as a final halt state, and 1 is regarded as a start state. The accept configuration
is (0;0,0,...0) and the starting configuration with input m is (1;m,0,...0). There are four
types of commands:

1. Adding coins: When the state is i, add a coin to each of the glasses numbered
j1,j2 - .je where £ < k, and go to state j. This command is encoded as

i —  Add(j1, 2. )

2. Removing coins: When the state is i, if the glasses numbered j1,j2 ... jy, £ < k, are all
nonempty, then remove a coin from each of the glasses numbered jj, j> ... js, and go
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to state j. This command is encoded as
i,'i’lh >O"“/njz >0 — ].;Sub(jl,jz,...jg).

3. Empty check: When the state is i, if the glasses numbered ji, j2 ... j, £ < k, are empty,
go to state j. This command is encoded as

l.,'i’lh:O,Tl]'z:O,...,i’l]'[:O — ]
4. Stop: When the state is i, change state to 0. This command is encoded as
; — 0.

In addition, the input state i to each command must be non-zero, so there are no commands
leaving the halt state. As can be seen from the descriptions, commands can change a
configuration, but not every command can be applied to every configuration. Some
configurations may not have any applicable commands, while some configurations can
have more than one applicable command. If for every configuration, there is at most one
command that can be applied, the Minsky machine is deterministic. Otherwise, the Minsky
machine is non-deterministic. A k-glass Minsky machine MM accepts an input n € Z> if
there is a sequence of configurations

(1,n,0,...,0) =:Cp - C; — ... > Cn := (0;0,...,0)

from the input configuration to the accept configuration such that for every 0 < i < N,
there is a command of MM that applies to C; and transforms it to C; ;. In general, we let
=mm be the equivalence relation on configurations generated by the relations C =ym C’,
where C and C’ are configurations for which there is a command of MM which applies to C
and transforms it to C’. Note that the equivalence relation generated by these relations also
includes the relations C' =gy C whenever there is a command transforming C to C’, as
well as the transitive closure of both types of relations. So C =uym C’ does not necessarily
mean that C can be transformed to C’ by applying commands from MM, but rather that
C can be transformed to C’ by applying commands or the inverses of commands. If MM
is deterministic, then it’s easy to see that C; =uym C; if and only if C; and C; can both be
transformed to the same configuration Cz by the operations of MM. Since there are no
commands with input state 0, a deterministic Minsky machine MM accepts an input 7 if
and only if (1;n,0,...,0) =um (0;0,...,0).

Recall that a subset S of natural numbers is recursively enumerable, or RE, if there is an
algorithm such that the algorithm halts on input s if and only if s € S. Minsky machines
can recognize any recursively enumerable set (or in other words, Minsky machines are
Turing complete):

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 2.7, part (a) of [KMS17]). X is recursively enumerable if and only if
there exists a 3-glass deterministic Minsky machine MM such that n € X if and only if MM accepts
n.
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Proof. In Theorem 2.7, part (a) of [KMS17], the theorem is stated for 2-glass Minsky ma-
chines with a different encoding of the input. However, the statement above for 3-glass
Minsky machines is used as part of the proof of the 2-glass case. O

If we change the input encoding, then 2-glass Minsky machines are also sufficiently
powerful to recognize all RE sets. However, we use 3-glass Minsky machines as the starting
point for our construction, since the simpler input encoding is necessary to connect with
other parts of the construction.

Lemma 5.2. Let MM be a k-glass deterministic Minsky machine. Then there is a (k + 1)-glass
deterministic Minsky machine MM’ such that

(a) n is accepted by MM’ if and only if n is accepted by MM, and

(b) if n is not accepted by MM, then (1;n,0,...,0) =y (L, m, ..., mgyq) if and only if
(n,0...,0) = (mq, ..., Mgiq).
Proof. To construct MM/, we add six new states 0/,1/,2,3',4/,5" and 6’ to MM. We keep the

commands of MM the same, except that we replace states 0 and 1 with 0’ and 1’ wherever
they occur in commands. We then add commands

L,npo=0,n3=0,...=m =0 — 2
2;n >0 —  3;Sub(1)
3, — 2;Add(2,k+1)
2 =0 — 4
4;n,>0 —  5;Sub(2)
5, — 4;Add(1)
4;np=0 — 1
0;n=0,n1n=0,...,n,=0 — 6
6 ;1me1 >0 —  6;Sub(k+1)
6;n1 =0 — 0.

To explain these commands, suppose we start in configuration (1;myq, ..., mgq) for M M’.
We are allowed to move onto state 2’ if and only if mp, = ... = my,q = 0, or in other
words we are in an input configuration (1;7,0,...,0). In states 2’ and 3/, we copy the 1st
glass to the 2nd and k + 1th glass. Once the configuration is (2';0,#,0,...,0,1), we can
move on to state 4, where we copy back the 2nd glass to the 1st glass to get configuration
(4';n,0,.. .,0,n). At this point, we can move on to state 1/, where we can now start
applying commands from MM. Note that commands from MM do not affect the k + 1th
glass. If input 7 is accepted by MM, then at some point MM’ will end up in configuration
(0;0,...,0,n). At this point the state changes to 6’, and we empty out the k + 1th glass
and then move to the accept configuration (0;0,...,0).

Since 0 is not an allowed input state for commands of MM, the commands coming
from MM in MM’ do not share input states with any of the added commands above, so
MM’ is deterministic. The explanation of the commands above shows that if MM accepts
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n, then so does MM’. If MM does not accept n, then MM’ will never reach configuration
(0;0,...,0,n), and thus cannot proceed to state 0, so MM’ does not accept n either.
Finally, suppose c1 =y ¢2, where ¢1 := (1;1,0,...,0) and ¢ := (1, myq,..., mpyq),
and 7 is not accepted by MM'. Since MM’ is deterministic, this means that MM’ will take
(1,n,0,...,0) and (1;my,...,mgy 1) to a common configuration c3 = (s; p1,..., Pks1)- If
s = 1then ¢; = ¢35 = cp. Otherwise mpy = ... = my 1 =0.If s € {1,2/,3',4/,5'} then MM’
will send ¢1 and ¢ to (1';1,0,...,0,n) = (1/;m1,0,...,0;m1). Since MM does not accept n,
we cannot have s € {6,0}. Since commands from MM do not change the k + 1th glass of
MM, if s ¢ {1/,2/,3',4',5'} then we must have n = p;_; = my. In each case, we conclude
that (n,0,...,0) = (mq,my,..., mMpyq).
U]

5.2 Kharlampovich-Myasnikov-Sapir groups

For a k-glass Minsky machine MM, deterministic or non-deterministic, the Kharlampovich-

Muyasnikov-Sapir (KMS) group G(MM) is a finitely presented group defined in [KMS17],

based on an earlier construction of Kharlampovich [Kha82]. The definition of this group

depends on a parameter p, which we always take to be 2. We let S(MM) and R(MM)

denote the generating set and relations for the presentation given in [KMS17, Section 4.1].
The point of KMS groups is the following theorem:

Theorem 5.3 (Properties 3.1 and 3.2 and Theorem 4.3 of [KMS17]). Let MM be a Minsky
machine. Then G(MM) is solvable, and there is a computable function w from configurations c of
MM to words w(c) in the free group F(S(MM)), such that

w(c) = w(c’) in G(MM) if and only if c =ym ¢

In particular, if w(n) := w((1;1,0,...,0)) is the word for input configuration and
Waccept := w((0;0,...,0)) is the word for the accept configuration, then

w(n) = Waccept in G(MM) if and only if (1;1,0,...,0) =umm (0;0,...,0).

If MM is deterministic, then we can replace this last condition with the condition that MM
accepts n.

For our purposes, we need some details of the definition of G(MM) and the function w
(we also include some additional details for context). We use the notation from [KMS17]
for ease of reference. Suppose MM has k-glasses and state set [N + 1]. The generating set
S(MM) is divided into subsets Ly, L1, and Lp, where

Lo = {x(qiA; -~ A;,) [ 1€ [N+1,0<m <k,0<i; <ip <...<in <k},
Li={A;]0<i<k}, and
Lz = {ai,a;,ﬁi,ﬁ; | 1 S i S k}

Intuitively, the generators x(u) are used to keep track of state, the generators A; represent

the bottom of the ith glass, and the generators 4; are used to keep track of coins in the ith
glass.
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The relations R(MM) include a number of relations (marked as (G1)-(G7) in [KMS17,
Section 4.1]) which are common to all k-glass Minsky machines with state set [N + 1], and
then a number of relations (marked as (G8) in the same section) for the commands. For
the purpose of discussion, we’ll call these common relations and command relations. The
common relations include relations specifying that the elements of Ly and L; have order
two, and that [x,y] = eforall x,y € L;, i = 0,1,2. The order of the generators in L, is
unspecified. The common relations also have the property that if MM’ has state set [N + 1]
with N < N/, then the common relations of R(MM) are common relations of R(MM’).

For the command relations, there is one relation for each command. To specify these
relations, the following notation is used: if f € F(S(MM)) and 1 <j <k, let

foa= YT R
and
f® 4= I[f, A
(recall that f* := a~"fa). Also, let

H@ty.. @ty =(..(h®th)®...)®tyand H B =HB®HL®...® 1.
~———

n times

Then with this notation, the relation for i; — j; Add(jy, ..., ) is
x(qiAo) = x(qjA0) ®a; ®---®aj,
the relation for i;n;, >0,...,n;, >0 — j; Sub(jy, ..., je) is
x(qiAo) ®a; ®--- ®aj, = x(q;Ao),
the relation for i; nj, = 0, nj, = o,.. M, = 0—jis
x(qiAo) ®A;, ®---®Aj, = x(q;A) ®A, ®---® A,

and the relation for i; — 0 is
x(9iAo) = x(q0Ao).

For n € Z>y, the word corresponding to the input configuration for n is
w(n) = x(140) ®a" ® A1 ® ... ® Ay.

In particular, w(0) := x(g1A40) ® A1 ® ... ® Ag. For the accept configuration, the group
element is

Waccept = x(qoAo) ® A1 ® ... ® Ag.
By [KMS17, Relations (G5a) and (G1)], we can actually reduce these two words to

w(0) = x(qlAOAl ... Ay) and Waccept = x(quoAl L Ap).
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In particular, w%ccept = w(0)? = [w(0), Waccept] = e.

Suppose we start with a k-glass Minsky machine MMy, and add states and commands
to form a k-glass Minsky machine MMj. Then the generating set S(MMg) C S(MM;y).
As previously mentioned, all the common relations for R(MMy) belong to R(MM;), and
since all the commands of MM are commands of MM, the same is true for the command
relations. Hence, we also have R(MMg) € R(MM;j). This leads immediately to the

following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. Let MMy and MMy be k-glass Minsky machines with state sets [Ny| and [Ni]
respectively, where Ny < Nji. If every command of MMy is a command of MM, then there is
a homomorphism G(MMg) — G(MM;) sending x — x for all x € S(MMg) C S(MM;). In
particular, this homomorphism sends the elements w(0) and wWaccepr for G(MMy) to the same
elements for G(MMy).

We finish this section by stating how KMS groups connect to correlations:

Lemma 5.5 (Lemma 42 of [Slo19]). Let MM be a Minsky machine, and let S(MM) = Lo U
L1 U L; be the partition described above. Then the KMS group G(MM) has a presentation as an
m x n x { extended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group ET'(A, Co, C1, L), in which:

(a) the generators in Lo and Ly and the elements x(q1Aog) ® ay and w(0)Waccept all belong to
the generating set {xo, ..., X1}, and

(b) the generators in Ly belong to {yo,...,ys_1}

Proof. By Lemma 42 of [Slo19], G(MM) has a presentation as an m’ x n’ x ¢ extended ho-
mogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group, in which x(g1Ap) ® a; belongs to the generating
set {x1,...,x,} (in the notation of [Slo19], x(g1A0) ® a1 belongs to N'(Lg, S), which is
abelian [Slo19, Theorem 40, part (c)]). Looking at the proof of Lemma 42, this presentation
is constructed by starting with the generators for G(MM), and then adding additional
generators so that all the relations for G(MM) can be rewritten as either linear or conjugacy
relations. The generators from Ly and L; end up in the generating set {x1, ..., x,/} for the
constructed presentation, and the generators L, end up in the generating set {y1,...,y,}.

The element w(0)wgccept also belongs to N'(Lg,S), and hence we can also add ad-
ditional generators and relations to include this in the generating set of our presenta-
tion, following the produre detailed in the proof of Lemma 42. Alternatively, since
w(0) = x(q1A0A1 ... Ax) and Waccept = X(qoAoA1 ... Ay) are already generators in the
presentation, and w(0) and Waccept cOMmute, we can also just add one additional gener-
ator x, 1, along with the linear relation xn/Hw(O)waccept = ¢, to get a presentation with
w(0)Waccept in the generating set as required. O

5.3 An extension of the Kharlampovich-Myasnikov-Sapir group

This section is devoted to proving the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. Let p(n), n > 1 be an increasing sequence of prime numbers, where the
function p : Z>1 — Z>1 is computable, let X be a recursively enumerable set of positive
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integers, and let r be a positive integer which is coprime to p(n) for all n > 1. Then there exists
an m x n' x { extended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group H = ET (A, Cy, C1,L) and
generators x € {xo, ..., Xy_1}and u, t € {yo,...,ye_1} satisfying the following properties:

(@) utu =+t in H,

(b) H/{tP") = e) is sofic for all n > 1,

() x =ein H/{tP(") = ¢) ifand only if n € X, and
(d) t has order p(n) in H/ (t/(") = ¢).

The function of the different generators x, t, and u will be explained in the next section.
We prove Proposition 5.6 in a number of steps, starting with:

Lemma 5.7. Let p(n), n > 1 be an increasing sequence of prime numbers, where the function
p: Z>1 — Z>1 is computable, and let X be a recursively enumerable set of positive integers. Then
the set

Px :={p(n)|n e X}
is recursively enumerable.

Proof. Let Ax be the Turing machine that accepts x € IN if and only if x € X. Consider the
Turing machine which does the following: Given g € IN, it computes p(n) for alln < gq.
If g = p(k) for some k < g, then it runs Ax on k and accept if Ax accepts. If g # p(k) for
all k < g, then it runs forever without accepting. Since p(n) is an increasing sequence, if
g = p(k) for some k € Z~1 then k < g. As a result, this algorithm accepts g if and only if
g =p(k) fork € X. O

Let MM be a 3-glass deterministic Minsky machine that accepts g4 € IN if and only
if g € Px (where Py is the set from Lemma 5.7), and let MM be a 4-glass deterministic
Minksy machine satisfying parts (a) and (b) of Lemma 5.2 with respect to MM = MMj. Let
G(MM) = (5(MM) : R(MM)) be the KMS group of MM. Although w(p(n)) = waccept in
G(MM) if and only if n € X, for the group H in Proposition 5.6 we need elements x and ¢
which do not depend on 1, such that x = e in H/ (t*(") = ¢) if and only if n € X. To get
these elements, we’ll start with the group

G(MM) := (G(MM),  : [t,a1] = [t,a]] = e, " x(q1Ao)t = x(q1A0) ®a1), (1)

where a1, 4}, and x(q1Ap) are the generators of G(MM) described above. We'll then

construct H at the end of the subsection by adding u to G(MM). For our construction, we
also want to consider two other groups

Gy (MM) :=(G(MM)
Gy ) (MM) :=(G(MM)

x(q1A0)> and
= x(qlAO)/tp(n) — e>’

(149) ® a; P
(171A0) ® a®P(”)

defined for every n > 1. The group G,,,)(MM) is the quotient of G(MM) by (P = ¢). To

show this, we need to explain the definition of G(MM) a little more:

X
X
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Lemma 5.8. Let MM be a Minsky machine, and let K be the subgroup of G(MM) generated by
x(q1Ao), a1, and ay. Then there is a homomorphism « : K — K sending a1 +— aq, aj — a}, and
x(q140) — x(q140) ®ay.
Proof. As we’ve already noted, the generators of K satisfy the relations x(g14¢)*> =
la1,a]] = e. Let

P .F(S(MM)) — <b1,b2 : [bl,bz] = €> =27 x Z

be the homomorphism defined by y(a1) = by, (a}) = by, and ¢(s) = eforalls € S(MM) \
{a1,a’}. Checking the relations in [KMS17], we see that (1) = e for all » € R(MM). Hence
P descends to a homomorphism G(MM) — Z x Z, and this homomorphism restricts to
a surjective homomorphism ¢ : K — Z x Z. Let (x(gq1A40))X be the normal subgroup
generated by x(g14p) in K. Since (x(q1A0)) = e, this normal subgroup is contained in
the kernel of ¢, and hence there is a surjective homomorphism K/ (x(gq140))X — Z x Z.
Since [a1,a}] = e, we conclude that there is also a homomorphism Z x Z — K sending
by — ay and by — a}. Hence K/ (x(q140))X = Z x Z, and thus (x(g1A)) is the kernel
of ¢ in K. We conclude that K = (x(g1A¢))X x (Z x Z), and in particular every element
of K can be written uniquely as ta (a})™ for some t € (x(q1A0))* and n,m € Z.

By [KMS17, Lemma 4.1], (x(g1Ag))X is abelian. Hence the functions (x(g;A40))X —
(x(q140))X sending f — f~L, f— f4, f— (f )", and f — f("ll)f1 are all homomor-
phisms, and so we conclude that

(x(q140))% = (x(9140))% : f = f® @

is a homomorphism. Using the relation [a;, 4] = e again, we also see that

fa{l ®ay = (f@m)a? and f(all)m ®a; = (f@al)(’li)m
for all n,m € Z. Using the fact that K = (x(q14¢))X x (Z x Z), we see that there is a
homomorphism « : K — K sending a1 — a1, aj — 4}, and f € (x(q140))* to f ® a; as
desired. O
Let K and a be the group and homomorphism from Lemma 5.8, with MM = MM. The
presentation of G(MM) states that ¢~ ft = a(f) for f € {ay,a}, x(q1A0)}, so this identity
holds for all f € K. In other words, G(MM) is analogous to the HNN-extension of G(MM)

by «, although strictly speaking we do not know if G(MM) is an HNN extension, since we
do not know if « is injective. This is enough to show:

Corollary 5.9. G(MM)/(t"(") = ¢) = G,,(,,,(MM).

Proof. Let K and a be the group and homomorphism from Lemma 5.8, with MM = MM.
Since t 1 ft = a(f) forall f € K, t ¥tk = a¥(f) forall k > 0. If f € (x(q140))K, then the
proof of Lemma 5.8 shows that a(f) = f ® a; € (x(q140))X, so a*(f) = f ® a* for all
k > 0. Thus, in G(MM) / (t*(") = ¢) we have

x(qlAO) @ai@?’(”) — t—P(n)x(qlAO)tP(”) — x(‘hAO)-

So G(MM)/(#7(") = ¢) = (G(MM) : #(") = ¢, x(q1Ag) ® ;""" = x(g140)) = G () (MM).
OJ
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Although we can’t show that G(MM) is an HNN-extension, we can show:

Lemma 5.10. G,(,)(MM) is a Z,,\-HNN-extension of G,,)(MM) over the subgroup K,
generated by x(q1Ao), a1, and ay in Gp(,)(MM). In addition, K,,(,,y is amenable.

Proof. We continue with the notation from the proof of Lemma 5.8, with MM = MM. Note
that the map ¢ : F(S(MM)) — (b1, by : [b1,by] = e) sending a; +— by, a} — by, and s — e
forall s € S(MM) \ {a1,4}} sends r — e for all r in the normal subgroup of 7 (S(MM))
generated by S(MM) \ {ay, 4} }. If f belongs to this subgroup, then f & a; also belongs to
this subgroup, and hence

P A0) @ ") = e = p(x(g140)).
We conclude that i induces a homomorphism G,(,)(MM) — Z x Z. We can then follow
the proof of Lemma 5.8 exactly to show that K, (,) = (x(q140)) " % (Z x Z), and that
there is a homomorphism @ : K,,) — K, such that &(a;) = a1, &(a}) = aj, and
&(f) = f®a for allf e (x(q140)) 0.
) =

If f € (x(q140))% 7™, then &(f
k > 0. Hence

f®a; € < (q1A0)> , SO D(k(f) = f@&l?k for all

@) (x(q1A0)) = x(Ag) @ ai ") = x(q1A0).

Since @(")(a;) = a; and (") (a}) = 4/ as well, we conclude that #"(") = 1 on Kpy(n)- In
other words, @ is an automorphism of order p(n). Looking at the presentations, we see
that G,(,)(MM) is the Z,,,)-HNN extension of G, )(MM) by .

To see that K,,(,,) is amenable, observe that (x(q1 Ap)X# is a subgroup of the group T
from [KMS17, Lemma 4.5], and hence is abelian. As a semldlrect product of two abelian
groups, Kp(n) is solvable, and hence amenable. O

Towards proving part (b) of Proposition 5.6, we get:
Corollary 5.11. The group G, ,,)(MM) is sofic.

Proof. Since G(MM) is solvable and G,,)(MM) is a quotient of G(MM), G,(,)(MM) is
solvable. Since G,(,)(MM) is a Z,,)-HN N-extension of G,(,)(MM) over the amenable
subgroup K, ), G, (MM) is sofic by Lemma 2.7. O

For the proof of Proposition 5.6, we'll take x = w(O)quCBPt. We already have the

ingredients to show that x = e in G, (MM) if n € X. However, we also need to ensure
that x # eif n ¢ X. For this, we introduce a non-deterministic modification of MM,
denoted by MM ("), To construct MM (")) from MM, we add p(n) — 1 additional states,

which we denote by 2/, ..., p(n)’. We include all the commands of MM in MM?("), and we
add p(n) new commands:

1, — 2;Add(1)

i/, — (i+1);Add(1) for2 <i < p(n)

/

p(n); — 1,Add(1).
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In other words, in configuration (1;k,0,0,0) in MM? (”), we have two choices. We can either
apply commands from MM, or add a coin to the first glass and proceed to state 2'. After
this choice, we are forced to go through the states i’ fori = 2,. .., p(n), adding a coin to the
first glass each time, until we return to state 1 in configuration (1;k + p(n),0,0,0). Since
MM was constructed using Lemma 5.2, we can show:

Lemma 5.12. Let n > 1. Then (1;0,0,0,0) =pppt (0;0,0,0,0) if and only if n € X.

Proof. If n € X, then (1;p(n),0,0,0) is accepted by MM. So in MM?(") there is a com-
putation path going from (1;0,0,0,0) to (1;p(n),0,0,0), and from there to the accept
configuration. Hence (1;0,0,0,0) =yu»» (0;0,0,0,0).

For the other direction, suppose (1;0,0,0,0) =p\ppm (0;0,0,0,0). Let N be the smallest
integer such that there is a sequence of configurations

(1;0,0,0,0) =: Cg — C1 — ... — Cn := (0;0,0,0,0),

where foralli =1,..., N, either C;_; can be transformed to C; by a command of MM? (1) or
C; can be transformed to C;_;. Let k be the largest integer such that Co — C; — ... — Ci
does not use any commands from MM. The states of the configurations C; for 0 <i <k
must belong to {1,2/,3/,..., p(n)}, so in particular k < N. In addition, since Cy — Cy11
must use a command from MM, C; must be in in state 1. The sequence Cy — ... — Ci
shows that (1;0,0,0,0) =,y Cx in the Minsky machine MM’ with states {1,2/,...,p(n)’}
and commands

1, — 2;Add(1)
i, — (i+1);Add(1) for2 <i < p(n)
p(n); — 1;Add(1).

MM’ is deterministic and sends (1;4,0,0,0) to (1;a + mp(n),0,0,0) for m > 0. Thus
(1,a4,0,0,0) =y (1,5,0,0,0) if and only if 2 = b mod p(n). We conclude that C; =
(1,mp(n),0,0,0) for some m > 0.

Let ¢ be the largest integer such that C, — ... — C, involves only commands from MM.
If ¢ = N, then (1;mp(n),0,0,0) =mm (0;0,0,0,0). Since MM is deterministic, that would
mean that mp(n) is accepted by MM, so m = 1 and n € X as desired.

Suppose ¢ < N, so C; — Cy1 involves a command not in MM. The configurations C;
for k < i < { cannot be in states {2/,..., p(n)'}, so C; must be in state 1. The sequence
Cy — ... — Cyp shows that Cy =uym Cy. If n ¢ X, then mp(n) is not accepted by MM for
allm > 0,so C; = C, by Lemma 5.2. ButthenCy — ... = C¢ —+ Cy11 — ...Cyisa
sequence showing that (1;0,0,0,0) =pyuem (0;0,0,0,0). Since k < £ by the definition of k,
this contradicts the minimality of N. So again, we conclude that n € X as desired. O

We are now ready to show:

Lemma 5.13. In G, (MM), w(0) = Waccept if and only if n € X.
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Proof. Because x(q1A4¢) ® a?p(n) = x(q140) in G, (MM),

w(0) = x(q1A0) ® A1 ® Ay ® A3 ® Ay = x(q1A0) ®aP" @ Ay ® Ay ® A3 ® Ay = w(p(n)).

If n € X, then p(n) is accepted by MM, so w(p(n)) = wWaccept in G(MM), and hence the
sar;u}e{is true in G, (,)(MM). Thus we conclude that w(0) = Waccept in G, () (MM) when
n :

For the other direction, we want to show that there is a homomorphism from G, ,,) (MM)

to G(MMP()). By Lemma 5.4, there is a homomorphism G(MM) — G(MMP(")) which is

the identity on generators. From the states and commands added to MM?("), we have
generators x(g;Ag) for 2 < i < p(n), and relations

x(q140) = x(q2 Ao) ® 4,
x(qirAo) = x(q(ip1yAo) ® ay forall 2 <i < p(n),
X(Gp(nyAo) = x(q140) ® a1.

Combining these relations, we see that
(g1 40) ® a7 = x(g1 Ag)

in G(MM((")), 50 the homomorphism G(MM) — G(MMP(")) descends to a homomor-
phism G, (MM) — G(MM?"). If n ¢ X, then by Lemma 5.12, (1;0,0,0,0)
(0;0,0,0,0), 50 w(0) # Waccept in G(MMP(). Hence w(0) # Waccept in G () (MM). O

The relations between G(MM)/ (tP(") = ¢), G,,,)(MM), G,(,,,(MM) and G(MM("("))
are summarized in the following equation:

G(MMPM) +— G, (MM) — G, (MM) 22 G(MM) /(") = ¢).
We are finally ready to prove:
Proof of Proposition 5.6. Let

H=(GMM),u : ultu=t").

We take x = w(0)wyccept € H, and u and t to be the generators already defined in H. Part
(a) follows immediately from the definition. For parts (b)-(d), observe that

H/{(#" =) = (Gpin) (MM), ultu =t

by Corollary 5.9. By Lemma 5.10, G,,(,,)(MM) is a Z,(,,)-HNN extension of Gp(n)'(MM)'.
Hence t has order p(n) in G,(,)(MM) by Lemma 2.1. Since r is coprime to p(n), t' — t"
is an automorphism of the subgroup generated by t in G,(,,)(MM), so H/(t () = e) is
an HNN-extension of G,(,,)(MM) over the subgroup generated by ¢. Since the subgroup
generated by ¢ is finite (and hence amenable), H/ (t*(") = ¢) is sofic by [CLP15, Proposition
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2.4.1], proving part (b). We also get that G,,,,) (MM) is a subgroup of H/ (tP(") = ¢), 50 t has
order p(n) in H/ (tP(") = ¢) as well, proving part (d). And since Gp(n)(MM) is a subgroup

of Gﬁ(n) (MM) by Lemma 2.1, x = e in H/ (t?(") = ¢) if and only if n € X by Lemma 5.13,
proving part (c).

It remains to show that H is an exended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group,
with u, t, and x in the generating set. By Lemma 5.5, G(MM) has a presentation as an
m x n’ x {' extended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group ET'(A, Cy, C1, L), in which
x(q1A0), x = w(0)Waccept and x(q1.Ag) ® a1 belong to the generating set {xo, ..., x,_1},
and a; and 4] belong to the generating set {yo, ...,y _1}. To present H as an extended
homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group, we can add two additional generators vy, and
Yo 41 for t and u respectively, and add the conjugacy relations

v, x(q1A0)ye = x(q1A0) ® ar,y, aye = a1,y alye = a}, and y, L yeyea =y

This gives a presentation of H as an m x n’ x ¢ extended homogeneous linear-plus-
conjugacy group, where ¢ = ¢/ + 2. O

54 Embedding KMS groups in solution groups

Proposition 5.14. Let p(n), n > 1 be an increasing sequence of prime numbers, where the
function p : Z>1 — Z>1 is computable, let X be a recursively enumerable set of positive integers,
and let r be a positive integer which is coprime to p(n) for all n > 1. Then there is an m X n
solution group T'(A) with generators x,t1, tp, uq,uy € {xo,...,x,_1} such that

(a) upuititruruy = (t1tp)" inT(A),

(b) x=einT(A)/{(t1t2)P"") =e) ifand only if n € X,

(c) ifn ¢ X, then x is non-trivial in approximate representations of T(A)/ {(t1t2)P"") = e),
(d) tit has order p(n) in T(A)/((t1t2)P(M) =),

(e) w € (t1,tp) \ {e} is nontrivial in approximate representations of T(A)/((t1t)P") = e),
and

(f) each row of A only has three nonzero entries.

Proof. Let H be the m x n x ¢ extended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group from
Proposition 5.6, with elements x, t,u € H. Let I'(A’) be the m’ x n’ solution group corre-
sponding to H from Proposition 4.5, and let

¢ F(x0,- - Xn-1,Y0,---,Ye—1) = F(x0,...,xp_1) and ¢ : H — T(A")

be the homomorphisms from that proposition. By parts (b) and (c) of Proposition 4.5,
$(x) = x, ¢(t) = t1tp, and ¢(u) = ujuy for some generators x, t1, tp, Uy, Uy € {Xg, ..., X1}
Since ¢ is a homomorphism,

ustig trtyuruy = ¢p(u=tu) = ¢(t) = (hta)’,
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proving part (a). Let I'; := ['(A’)/{(t1t2)P") = ¢). If n € X, then x = ein H/(tP(") = ¢),
sox =einI},.

By part (e) of Proposition 4.5, there are integers 1y, 115, n3 such that for any e-representation
P of H, there is an O(¢e)-representation « of I'(A’) such that

a($(9)) = () D Y(g) " By, forallg € F(xo, ., Xu1,Yo,- - Ye1).

If ¢ is an e-representation of H/ (tP(") = ¢), then ||yp(t"()) —1|| < ¢, so

la((22)P)) — 1] = la(F(E)) ~ 1 = [[p(# )" @ p( ™) " @1y, 1 <

as well, and « is an O(e)-representation of I',.

Suppose w # e in H/(tP(") = ¢). Since H/(tP(") = ¢) is sofic, w is non-trivial in
approximate representations of H/ (t? (1) = ¢), which means that there is § > 0 such
that for all € > 0, there is an e-representation i with ||¢(w) — 1| > 6. If a is an O(e)-
representation of I';, as above, then

~ nid + nod ni + 1y
a(p(w)) =1 > 6> ———=4.
Ja(§(w)) rm_¢md+md+m > [
Since 111, 115, and n3 are independent of €, ¢(w) is non-trivial in approximate representations
of I';.

Ifn ¢ X, then x # ein H/(t?™") = e), so x is non-trivial in approximate representations
of I'y. In particular, x # e in Iy, so parts (b) and (c) hold. Similarly, t £ ein H/ (1) = ¢)
forall 0 < i < p(n), and thus (tif2)" # e in T, proving part (d). This also shows that
(t1t2)" is nontrivial in approximate representations of I', for 0 < i < p(#n), or in other

words that (#; tz)i # e in FJ;”. This means that t; and f, must have order 2 in FJ;”. Thus
<t1/t2>r£ﬂ = D,n)- Since (t1,t2)r, = Dy, as well, this proves part (e). Finally, part (f)

follows immediately from part (a) of Proposition 4.5. O

6 Constant-sized correlations ¢, for the dihedral groups

In Section 4, we showed that any strategy for a perfect correlation of a solution group
must come from a representation of that group. The dihedral group D, has a presentation
as an extended homogeneous linear-plus-conjugacy group, and thus can be embedded
in solution groups. However, the size of this solution group will depend on 7. In this
section we write down a constant-sized correlation &, for the dihedral group Dy, p a prime,
such that any commuting-operator strategy (meeting a condition which we will enforce in
the next section using perfect correlations for the solution group from Proposition 5.14)
induces a representation of the dihedral group. The construction we use comes from
[Fu22], although we modify the construction slightly so that the correlation comes from the
regular representation, rather than the representation used in [Fu22]. This modification is
necessary for the next section, where we use the correlation from this section in conjunction
with perfect correlations for the solution group in Proposition 5.14.
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To define €, recall that D, is generated by t; and t,, and consists of the elements (f1t;)/
and ty(t1tp)/ for j € [p]. As in Section 2, let L and R denote the left and right regular
representations of Dy, on

*D, = span({|(tit2))), |t2(tit2)!) | j € [p]}).

Define elements

1
) = = Y (i),
P iclp)
2 =2 ¥ cos(2T) (),
P jelp) p
71(()2) =e— 71(()0) — 71(()1),
1
r) =sm 4= Y e (( /1) )2 (t1t2)
2 P il P (2)
ﬂ;n _ ﬂél) B n](LO),
7D ol
1 (2741
7T£0) 57'[(()1) + 2 S1 (( / ) )i’z(tltz)
j€lp]
nél) = nél) - néo), and
72— n(()l)

(0)

in the group algebra C[D,]. These elements are all projections. For instance, 77y’ is the sum

of central projections for the trivial and sign representations. nél) is the central projection

for the 2-dimensional irreducible representation V(1) sending

0 w 01
P
t, — (wpl 0 ) and tp — (1 O) .

(0) (0)

The projections 77;” and 71, © are more complicated: they correspond to the rank-one
projections

1 1 a)zp 1 1 —ia)zp

2 (wz_pl 1 ) and 2 (iwgpl 1
in V(1.

Before we define €, we first consider the correlation &, for the scenario ([5], [5], [3], [3])
defined by

(e|L(e — s PO L(e — ) e)

IL(e — i”)]e) |12 %,y € [5,a,b € 3],

¢, (a,b|x,y) =
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where

L(ro+D) if x = 0,a € {0,1}
L(e) + (;1)“L(tx) ifx e {1,2),ae {01}
=3 L) ifx = 3 e
L<7T§ﬂ)) ifx =4
0 otherwise
(R(z* V) ify=0,bc {0,1}
b R(e) + (gl)bR(ty) ify e {1,2},b € {0,1}
Qé) = R(ngb)) ify=3
R(?Téb)) ify=4
L0 otherwise

Direct calculation gives us the following.

Lemma 6.1. The correlation &, is the correlation P, /p defined in [Fu22, Definition 3.2].

One important property of P_ /p is summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2 (Proposition 3.3 of [Fu22]). Let (|¢), {{P,Ea)}}, {{Q;b)}}) be an inducing
strateqy of P_, /pr and let

(P +ippV —ip P + PV ) ), 3)

N[ —

1) =
where Py = Pio) — P4(1). Then
llg0)11> =1/(p = 1), PiPa|¢n) = w, ' ¢n), and Q1 Qa¢r) = wpldr),
where Py = P,EO) — P,El) and Qy = Q}(/O) — Qy)for x,y € {1,2}.
Note that the proof of Proposition 3.3 of [Fu22] also tells us that

1
91) = 5 (@ — a0l +iQs0f" + Q") ), @

where Q4 = QELO) — Qil).
Now we are ready to define €. Let I := {0,1,2,t1,t,(0,1), (0,t2) }. We define €, as a
correlation for the scenario (I, I, [3] x [2],[3] x [2]) by

¢y (a,blx,y) = (e| MNP |e), x,y € La,b € [3] x [2],
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where |e) € LoDy,

(L(ny(f())) if x € {0,1,2},a1 =0,
Lie)+ (1) L(x .
N ap,ai) ( ) (2 ) ( ) ifx € {tl, tz},ao =0, and
X - 7
W30 r0) if x = (0,t)
L0 otherwise
(R(my™) ify € {0,1,2},b; = 0,
R(e) 4+ (-1)R .
~y(b0,b1) _ (e) (2 )" R(y) ify € {t;,t2},bp =0, .
~(b0,0) 1= (0,b )
Néo ) t( 2 ify =(0,1)
L0 otherwise

It's easy to see that the families {M,(Cao’al) : (ap,a1) € [3] x [2]} and {Ny(bo’bl) : (b, by) € [3] X
2]} are projective measurements for all x,iy € {0,1,2,¢1,t2}. For x,y € {(0,1),(0,t2)},

this follows from the fact that né”) is a central projection for all 2 € [3]. So €, is in

Cye(I, 1, [3] x [2], [3] x [2]). Some of the most important entries of €, are shown in Table 1.
We summarize some additional properties in the following lemma:

Lemma 6.3.
(a) €, is a synchronous correlation in Cgc(I,1, (3] x (2], [3] x [2]).
(b) The entries of €, are computable elements of Q.

Proof. Let:: C[D,] — C[D,] be the linear involution sending g + ¢! forall g € Dy. It is
not hard to see that 71]@ = t(n]@) for all i and j. In addition, R(«)le) = L(i(«x))|e) for all
a € C[D,], s0 Ni"|e) = 1" |e) forally € Tand b € [3] x [2]. So

(| MUK o) = (e| M1V K1 |e) = 0

forallx € Tand a # b € [3] x [2]. We conclude that €, is synchronous. Part (b) follows
from the fact that the elements 71]@ belong to Q[D,]. O

We now come to the main theorem of this section. To state this theorem, recall that
an integer r is a primitive root of a prime p if all the integers between 1 and p — 1 are
congruent modulo p to some power of r.
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Theorem 6.4. Let S = (|y), {M,(fo’al)}, {Ny(bo’bl)}) be a good strategy for €, and let r be a
primitive root of p. Suppose there exist unitaries U4 and Up such that

UaUgly) = UpgUaly),

(bOrbl) _ (bO/bl) Zl b b
UaNy ) = Ny Ualp) forall y, bo, by,
UBMJ(C”O’””]@ = M§”°'”1)uByzp>for all x,a,a1,

Ualsly) = [¢),
(Nt N, )Up[y) = Up(Ny, Ny,)"[¢), and

(MflMtz)uA’¢> = uA(Mthtz)r‘¢>r

where My = MJ(CO’O) — M,(Co’l) and Ny = N;

(Mthtz)p‘lm = W)>

When we use this theorem in the next section, the existence of U, and Up will be
guaranteed by Proposition 5.14.
The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 6.4, so for the remainder of the

section, we will assume that we have a good strategy S and unitaries U4 and Up satisfying

the conditions of the theorem. Note that in a good strategy, Mom) = Nltom) — g jf

x € {0,1,2} and a7 # 0, or if x € {f1,t2} and a9 # 0. In particular, M;, and N, are
binary observables. The basic idea of the proof is to find a decomposition of |¢) as

9) = Xl 9y}, where [[[9o) |2 = 19,2 = 1/2p, l)|> = 1/pfor 1 < j < p—1,and

;) is an eigenvector of My, My, with eigenvalue wy,. Intuitively, |yo) and [,) are in the 1-
dimensional irreducible representation of D), and [¢;) and [¢,_;) are in the 2-dimensional
irreducible representation of D), in which

]
tltz — w 07]-
0 wp

for1 <j < (p—1)/2. The norms of the vectors are chosen because the multiplicity of the
2-dimensional irreducible representations in the regular representation of Dy is 2, and the
multiplicity of the 1-dimensional irreducible representations is 1.

The vectors |p) and |1p,) are defined as

00) _ Ny(o’l)for x,y € {t1,t2}. Then

|1P0> = Mg?’O)M(gO,O)ll/J>’ and |1PP> — Mt(lo,l)M(()O’O)|lP> (5)
It follows immediately from the definition of M;, that
Mt1|7vb0> = |¢0>/ and Mf1|ll]r7> = _WJP>' (6)
To see that
1
2 _ 2 _ *
19l = gl = 5 7)
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y=0
b=(0,0) ‘ b=(1,0) ‘ b=(2,0)
a=(0,0) 1/p 0 0
x=0|a=(1,0) 0 2/p 0
a=(2,0) 0 0 (r—3)/p
(a) €,: the correlation values for x = y = 0.
y=1 y=2
b= (0,0) [ b=(1,0) | b=(0,0) | b= (1,0)
o cos?(t/2p) | sin?(n/2p) | 1—sin(nt/p) | 1+sin(7/p)
x=Hh a=(0,0) p p 2p 2p
P (0 1) sin?(7t/2p) | cos?(m/2p) | 1+sin(m/p) | 1—sin(/p)
— 2(;7/2 ) | si 2(p/z ) | ‘2€ /p) | 1 ’25 /p)
_ cos”(m/2p sin“(7t/2p sin(7r/p —sin(7t/p
xX=1t a=(00) L 5 F 2p 2p
_ (0 1) sin“(7t/2p) | cos*(rt/2p) | 1—sin(rt/p) | 1+sin(7t/p)
’ p p 2p 2p
(b) €,: the correlation values for x € {t;,t2} and y € {1,2}.
x=1 x=2 x=0
aO:O\aozl\aO:Z 610:0‘&0—1‘610:2 ﬂoZl‘ao#l
— 1 € 1 1
e
y bO =1 0 ? p(_)z ﬁ z p(_)z E p(}z
hezl o o e e o e e e
Pl M N - R -
[ LT S L S )
T 0 0
y—o| =11 5 A . v S °
r—s pP—2 pP—=
by #1 0 0 z 0 0 ; 0 ;
(c) €,: the correlation values for x,y € {0,1,2}.
= (0,¢t
F=(0,0) [ b=0,1) ] b:(fo) ([ bl:) @D [ =20 [ =01
a =0 % % 0 0 0 0
¥=0 g =1 0 0 z I 0 0
a =2 0 0 0 0 I e
x =1t m =0 ﬁ (1) % ? %’3 ?5
qm =1 0 > 0 » 0 pT

(d) €,: the correlation values for the commutation test for Alice’s questions 0 and 1.

y=(0,t)
b=(0,0)[b=(0,1)
a= (0,0 1/ 0
x=(0h) a:EO,lg Op 1/p

(e) €,: some of the values for x = (0,t1), y = (0,¢2), a0 = bp = 0.

Table 1: Some important values of €.
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we need the following identities. Lemma 3.6 applied to Table 1d implies that
0, 0 0) 0
MM 1) = Nigt ) = My M ) ®

forag € [3],a1 € [2] and x € {t1,12}. Then

1

1ol > = (pImg” MM ) = (wIMPINGI9) = o

as shown in Table 1d. The derivation of |||¢p)[|* = 2p is similar. Next, Lemma 3.5 applied
to Table 1le implies that

0111

0,a
MigiV ) = Niga )

for each a1 € [2]. Hence,

o) = MM ) = Ny ) = MO M [y),
and similarly, |¢,) = Mt(g’l)M(()O’O) |¢p). Thus
M, |ho) = |to), and My, |p) = —[¢p), ©)

implying that [¢) and |¢,) are 1-eigenvectors of My, My,.

The vectors [ip;) for 2 < j < p — 1 can be constructed from [1), but the construction of
|¢1) is more complicated and requires Proposition 6.2. We first show a strategy for C; can
be extracted from any strategy for €.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose (|y), {M\") | 0 c [ ] 2hxel, {N D be Bl xR}y el
is a good strategy for €,. Let |¢p') = (1 — )|1,b)/ (1 — M )|1,b) ||, and define projective
measurements {P,Ea) | a €3]}, x € [5], and {Qy |be[3]},ye[5]by

PO — p(10) QL0 — N

Pél) _ M(()Z’O), Q(()l) _ Néz,o)l

P(gz) =Y, QéZ) =0,

0,a . 0,a .
forx=1,2: pl — ng ) zj"a:(?,ll ol — Nt(x ) lf“:(?'l,
0 otherwise 0 otherwise
P?Ea) _ Mga,()), Q:(;z) _ Nl(a,()),
P = MY, and Q\” = N0

Then (|¢"), {P,Ea) |a €3]}, xe [5],{Q§b) | b€ [3]}, y € [5]) is a strategy for &,

40



Proof. For this proof, the first key observation is that

|@ =MD )2 = (p—1)/p,
which follows from the fact that || M0 0 |1p> |> = 1/p. We also need the following identities:

(Mg + Mg ) = M y) = My )
= Nlg) = NPl = (N0 + N ),

(M + M) lg) = (MY + M) ) = Mg )
=N lg) = (N + NP ) = (N “'“>>\¢>
To prove Equation (10), first observe that {Mi(o,o), MW, M(2 0)} and {N N(1 ), N.(Z’O)}

1 1
are projective measurements for i = 0,1, 2 By Table 1d the two pro]ectlve measure-

ments {M(()l’o),(M( )+M20)} and {( —|—N( )) (20
Lemma 3.5 with respect to |¢), and hence we have (M

(10)

and

(11)

} satlsfy the condltlons of

Nlg) = NV |). For
the same reason, N |l[J> 52’0) lp) = ( 00) 4 N )]l/J> and SO on. Equatlon (11)
follows from Equation (10) as 1 — (M(O’O) + M( )) = M( 01— N( 0 — N( 04 N( 0)
and so on.

Since ||M,(C”’O)N(§2’O)|lp>\|2 = <ll7|M,(Ca ]lp> — 0 from Table 1d, we have M\" |l[J> =

0. Using the identities in Equations (10) and (11), we can prove that, for x = 1, 2 and
ae{0,1},

o, 0)

M( )(]l M )|lIJ> aO)(N( )—i—N( ))’¢>:M§Q'O)Nél'0)’l/]>
= MO (MO + MM ) = m0y).

That is,

Vy) =m0 @ - mg)y). 12)
The same argument can also glve us that, forx =1,2and a € {0,1},

Vg) = N @ - M) y). (13)
Following the definitions of M(()a’ ) and N(g ) and using N |1,b> 0.0) |¢), we can also
see that

Vy) = Mg @ - M) g) and N ) = N @ -M ) (19

fora=1,2.

To see the extracted strategy induces €, we need to determine (| (1 — M ) Qy (
)|1,IJ> for x,y € [5] and a,b E [ 3] from the values of ¢,. If x,y € {0,3,4}, it follows
from the definitions of P ) and Q ) and Equations (12) to (14) that

(] (@ — MNP QP (1 — M) [y = ([P QI ).
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If x € {1,2} and y € {0,3,4}, Equations (8), (13) and (14) imply that

(@ — MNP (1 — M) y) = (pIPP QY (@ — MPV gy = (p|P QY |p).

The same identity holds for x € {0,3,4} and y € {1,2} by symmetry. Finally, when
x,y €{1,2}, Equation (8) implies that

(1 - M PMo (a1 Mﬂmw—ww@<—<wW®Ww
— (p](1 = MR QM ).
Ifa=0,
PO - M) ) = MOV (@ = M) ) = MO 1) — [9o),
where [p) = M(S’O)M ' |l[J> Observe that, because €, is synchronous,
o) = MV (M2 |y = MOV MPONCD gy = N0 |yo).
Hence,
(@ — MNP 19y = (MM 19) — (wol QY )
— (MO 1) — (o NV QY 1)
— (MY gy — (ol ),

where j = 0if b = 0 and j = p otherwise. Since |¢9) and |¢;,) are 1 and —1-eigenvectors of
My, by Equation (6), (yo|¢p) = 0. If a = 1, the same calculation holds except that (1| is

replaced by (| and M, (00) 4 replaced by M (0’1). Thus in all cases, we can calculate
0,0
(9l - My P QY (1= M) )
from €, and direct calculation shows that the induced correlation is &, O
We can now define |¢;) based on Propositions 6.2 and 6.5.

Corollary 6.6. Let (|p), {M\") | a € [3] x [2]},x € L{NY | b € [3] x [2]},y € I) be a good
strategy for €,, and let

) = (MY + v — v+ M) ), (15)

where My = Méo’o) — M( ), Then
91) = (N — NN NN 4 Ny, (16)
nme:%:wwm 17)
M, My, |§1) = wp|yr), and (18)
NiNo|1) = w, 1), (19)

where My, = Mff’o) — Mt(g’l) and Ny, = Nt(xo,o) - Nt(f’l) forx =1,2.
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Proof. Suppose (|1,b>,{M,(f) |a € [3] x[2]},x € I,{Ny(b) | b e [3] x [2]},y € 1) is a good
strategy for €,. Then
(0,0)

W) = =@ (N +i(mP — MPOYNIO im0 — pMOY NSO N gy =

N~

by Table 1c. Let (|¢'), {P,Ea) |a € [3]},x € [5],{Q§b) | b € 3]}, y € [5]) be the strategy
for ¢}, from Proposition 6.5, and let |¢;) = : (Pg(o) + iP4P3(1) — iP4P3(O) + P3(1)) [¢) as in

Proposition 6.2. Expanding PJE”), we see that

1 . :
1= Mgl - lgn) = 5 (M — MMy i MG 4+ M) (1= M) y)
1 . :
= |1/J1>,

where the second equality follows from Equation (12). Equation (16) follows from expand-
ing Equation (4) similarly. Equations (17) to (19) follow immediately from Proposition 6.2

and the fact that || (1 — M") |} |12 = (p — 1)/p. 0
We can now finish the proof of Theorem 6.4.

Proof of Theorem 6.4. We have already defined [¢) and |¢;,) in Equation (5), and [¢) in
Corollary 6.6. Next we define |¢;) for2 <j<p—1las

;) = (Ualp)'*&/[ypy)

where log, j is the discrete log of j modulo p (in other words, log,j = a where r" = j
(mod p)). The discrete log is defined for all 1 < j < p — 1 because r is a primitive root of p.
Since Uy and Up are unitary, |||1;)||* = 1/p. To prove

(M, My,)|9j) = whlg;), and (N, Np,)[9;) = w,|$;), (20)

observe that since My, |¢) = Ny, |¢), (My, My,)"|¢) = (N, Nt,) ~"|p), and similarly U’} |¢p) =
Ug"|y). Thus

(M, My,)"Ual9) = (My, Miy)" " Ua (M, My,)"[ 1)
= (Nt1Ntz)_r(Mt1Mtz)n_1uA|'~P>

= (NyN,) " Ualy)
= Ua(MyM,)" |9).
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Hence

Mp,)UA(UE)" " |9)

"TUA (M, My,)" )
Ua(My M) Ualp)

"2 (M, My,)" )

(Mthtz)uZx |1l)> =

= U4 (M, My,)" [9).
Then

(M, My,) |9j) = (Mi, My,) (UaUp)'8 [ypy)

1. log,j . . log, j

= SU® (N[ — iNgN{ Y+ iNpN{Y - N (M M, )LL)
1. log,j . , log, j :

= SUp® (N — NNy NN - NP (M, M) )

= (UaUp)'8 (Mg, My, ) [1) = wly(UaUp)'%8[yp1) = )|y,

as desired.
Let

p
') = ) lw;)-
j=0
Since eigenvectors with different eigenvalues are orthogonal, (¢;|x) = 0for0 < j # k < p.
As aresult, ||[¢)]| = 1. If j = 0 or p, then (p|p;) = [[|[y;)[|> = 1/2p. f1 < j < p—1,
then (y|y;) = (¢|(Ua Up)'°8:/|y1) = (p|y1) = 1/p using Corollary 6.6 and the fact that
UaUg[y) = |9). Thus,

(Wly') =(Plyo) + (Ylp,) + Z<¢|¢;>
]:
1 1

=5+ -+(p-1)

2p  2p =

1_
p
implying that [) = |¢’). We conclude that

(Mf1Mfz)p|lp> (Mthz Z ‘170] Zw W’]

j=0

which completes the proof. O
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7 Membership problems

Recall that Membership(n4, ng, ma, mp); x, where t € {g,4s,qa,qc} and K is a subfield of
IR, is defined in Section 1 as the problem of deciding if a correlation P € K"4"8"A™B js in
the correlation set Cy(1 4, np, m 4, mp). In this section, we let K = Ky N R, where Kj is the
subfield of C generated by the roots of unity w¥ for k,n € Z. We then drop the subscript
K when referring to membership problems. The hardness of Membership(n4, ng, ma, mp);
is related to the hardness of a more general problem:

roblem Intersection(n4,ng, m4, mp);. Given a set of correlations wi
Probl Int t A ng,ma,mgl. G t of lat F C K"a"B"AMB with
constants n4, ng, m and mp,is FNCy(n, ng, ma, mp) # @?

Proposition 7.1. For fixed na, ng, ma, mp € Nand t € {q,qs,qa,qc},
Intersection(n 4, ng, ma, mg); and Membership(n4, ng, ma, mp);
are equivalent under Cook reduction.

Proof. 1f D)y is a decider for Membership(n4, np, ma, mp):, we can decide if F N C¢(n 4, np,
my, mp) = @ by running D) on all the elements of F. If D; is a decider for Intersection(r4,
np, ma, mg);, we can decide if a correlation P € Cy(n 4, ng, ms, mg) by running Dj on
{P}. ]

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 7.2. For every recursively enumerable set X of positive integers, there exists N € IN
and a computable family of finite sets of correlations {F, | n € N}, where F, C KN 8 such that

anch(N,N,S,S) - @lf?’l S X, Lli’ld
F,NCu(N,N,8,8) £ @ifn & X.

Before proving Theorem 7.2, we first observe that Theorem 1.1 follows directly from
Theorem 7.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X be a RE-complete set of positive integers, and let N and F, C

KN**8 pe as in Theorem 7.2. Set a = max (N, 8), and suppose n4, ng, my, mg > a. For
any n € N and C € F,, define C" € K"A"8"A™5 by

C'(a,b | x,y) = {g(a/b |6(x),6(y)) ifa,b<38

. 7
otherwise

where 6 : IN — N is defined by

(i) — {i ifi < N

N  otherwise

It follows easily from the definitions that

C' e Ct(nA,nB,mA,mB) if and only if C e Ct(N,N,8,8).
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Hence if F, = {C' | C € F,}, then
F, N Ci(np,ng,ma, mg) # @ if and only if F, N C¢(N, N, 8,8) # @.
Since Cgqa(na, np, ma, mg) C Cyc(na, np, ms, mp), Theorem 7.2 implies that
F,NCi(np,ng,ma,mg) # D if and only if n ¢ X

for both t = ga and t = gc. Thus Intersection(n 4, np, m4, mp); is coRE-hard for t = ga, gc.
By Proposition 7.1, Membership(n 4, ng, m 4, mp); is also coRE-hard. ]

Although we take m4,mp > a in the proof, note that it is sufficient to choose m 4,
mp > 8. Also, it has been shown that Membership(14, g, 14, mp)yc is in coRE [NPAOS].
Hence, Membership(n4, ng, 14, mp),c is coRE-complete for n4,ng > N and m 4, mp > 8.

To prove Theorem 7.2, we first construct F, from X. Recall that an integer  is a primitive
root of a prime p if all the integers between 1 and p — 1 are congruent modulo p to some
power of r. By a result of Gupta and Murty [GM84], there are integers r which are primitive
roots of infinitely many primes. We use a version of this result due to Heath-Brown.

Lemma 7.3 ([HB86], see also [Mur88]). There exists r € {2,3,5} such that r is a primitive root
of infinitely many primes.

For the construction of F,, fix r € {2,3,5} such that r is a primitive root of infinitely
many primes. Let p(n) be the n-th prime greater than r for which r is a primitive root.
Since we can decide if r is a primitive root of a given prime, the sequence of primes
p(1) < p(2) < ...is computable. Let I'(A) be the solution group from Proposition 5.14
for the function p, set X and integer r. Let m and ¢ be the number of rows and columns
of A respectively, and note that each row of A has three nonzero entries. Recall that
the generating set {x; | i € [¢]} has special generators x, t1, tp, 117 and u,. By reordering
the generators, we can take x = xp, which lets us use x for other things. Recall that
for perfect correlations associated with Ax = 0, we use question set [m] U Xy,r, where
Xpar = {x; | i € [¢]} is the set of variables in the system, and answer set Z3. For
correlations in F,, the question set is X = Xy U [m| U {m,m+1,m+2,(m,t1),(m, 1)},
and the answer set is A = Zg_. The questions m, m +1, m+ 2, (m,t1) and (m, tp) will
correspond to questions 0, 1, 2, (0, ¢1) and (0, t) from the correlation €y n)-

To define the entries of the correlations in F,;, we use the notations from Definition 4.1.
In particular, [; = {k € [{] | A(j,k) # 0} for j € [m]. Let

2 —

Gn = (x0,X1,...Xp_1: X;

eforallj €[], [x;,x;] = eif j,k € I; for some i, (t112)P1) = ¢,

so that T(A)/((t1t2)P™) = e) is a quotient of G,. G, is a Coxeter group, so its word
problem is decidable [Hum90, Chapter 5]. Specifically, two words wy and w; over the
generators of G, are equal in G, if they can both be transformed into a third word using
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the transformations

sz e,

xjxxy — xX; if j, k € I; for some i,
tita ...t = oty ... 1p, and
N——— ——

length p(n) length p(n)

tot1...t0 = t1tr ... 1.

—— ——

length p(n) length p(n)

Since the transformations never increase the length of a word, determining if two words
are equal is a finite problem.

Recall that a group algebra like C[G,] is a *-algebra under the operation (Lgg8)" =
Yo g8 !, We define a mapping ¢ : X x A — C[G,] from question-answer pairs to self-
adjoint projections in C[G,] as follows. For (ag,a1) € Z3, let #(ag, a1) be the element of [4]
with binary representation (ag, a1).

e When x € Xy,

o(x,a) =

{w if (ﬂo,ﬂl) = (0, 0)

otherwise

e Whenx =i € [m],

. e+ (—1)a¢i(k)xk
o(i,a)=T] 5 :
kel;

e Whenx € {m,m+1,m+2},

né#(uo'ul)) if x = m and #(610,1/11) <2a=0
ng#(ﬂo,ﬂl)) ifx =m+1and #(ag, 1) <2,ap =0
né#(aom)) ifx =m-+2and #(ap,a1) <2,ap =0 ’
0 otherwise

o(x,a) =

where 7‘(1-(a) € C[(t1, t2)] = C[D,(,)] is defined in Section 6, Equation (2).
e Whenx = (m,t;) fori =1,2,

7 #aoa)) <€+(—1)”2t1>

5 if #(110,611) <3
a

U((ml tl)/ (‘ZO/ ai, a2)) - 0 . nd
0 otherwise
(#(ag,m1)) (e+(=1)"2ty .
TT, RRE s if #(ap,a1) < 3
(i, (o = | () ) <3,
0 otherwise

where again 71(()“) € C[(t1,t2)] = C[D, ()] is defined in Section 6, Equation (2).
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Ifz = Zg aeg, let

supp(z) = {g € Gu | ag # 0}

Define

Wa= |J supp(c(x,a)o(y,b)),
xyeX,abeA

and let

Fo=A{f: Wa = {0,1} | f(e) =1, f(x0) = 0, f(g) = Oforg € (t1,£2) \ {e}}.

Functions f : W, — {0,1} can be regarded as linear functions span-(W,) — C by
extending linearly. Hence, given a function f € F,,, we can define a bipartite correlation
Cy for the scenario (X, X, A, A) by Cs(a,blx,y) = f(o(x,a)c(y,b)). These correlations
contain a copy of the correlation €, ;) from Section 6.

Proposition 7.4. Let Q = {t1, tr, m, m+ 1, m+2, (m,t1), (m,tp)} C X andlet [ = {t1, t,,0,
1,2,(0,t1),(0,t2) } as in Section 6. Let o : Q — I be the bijection a(t;) = t;, a((m, t;)) = (0, )
fori=1,2,anda(m+j) = jforj € 3]. Ifx,y € Qanda,b € Asuch that #(ao,a1),#(bo, b1) <
3, then

Cr(a, blx,y) = €,y ((#(a0, a1), a2), (#(bo, b1), ba) | (x), a(y)), (21)

forall f € F,. Furthermore, if S = (|¢) € H, {M,(f),N,(Ca) | a € A}, x € X) is a good strategy
fo;’l Cy, then S = (|¢) € H,{Mg(f), i | a € [3] x [2]},x € I) is a good strategy for €, ),
where

p{Ham) ) Mp(ca_)l(x) and N{Feom)a) _ Ngi)l(x) forx e l,ae A#(ag,a1) <3.

Proof. Since the subgroup generated by ¢; and £, in G, is a parabolic subgroup, (t1,t2) C G,
is isomorphic to D, (,. By construction, if f € 7, and g € (1, t2) then f(g) = 1if and only
if ¢ = e. Hence when x,y € Q and #(ag, a1),#(bo, b1) < 3,

flo(x,a)a(y, b)) = (e|L(c(x,a))R(c(y,b))le),
where |e) € €2Dp(n) and L : C[D,(y] — Z/{(EZDP(”)) and R : C[D, (] — Z/{(EZDP(”)) are

the left and right regular representations of C[D,,,]. Since L(c(x,a)) = Miﬁfgo’ul)’@) and
R(o(y,b)) = Ni?;?o’bl)’bz) from the definition of €, in Section 6, Equation (21) follows.

If a € A with #(ag,a1) = 3, then C¢(a,b|x,y) = Cs(b,aly,x) =0forallx € Q,y € &
and b € A. Hence (¢|M,(f)|1p> = <1/J|N,Ea)|1p> = 0 for all x € Q. Since S is a good strategy,

MY = NI = 0. We conclude that {]\71,(;1) | a € [3] x 2]} and {Nﬁ | a € [3] x [2]} are
projective measurements for all x € I, and thus S’ is a good strategy for Cp(n)- [
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Finally, we are ready to define F;:
Fu = {Cf, f € Fu | Crl Ax Ax(XourU[m]) x (XowU[m]) 18 @ perfect correlation for Ax = 0},

where Cr| 4 Ax (X Ulm]) x (XoarU[m]) 1 the restriction of Cy to the question set X' U [m], and
A is the matrix fixed above. Since support sets are finite, W,, and F,, are finite, and hence
F, is finite. Since the word problem of G, is decidable, the sets W,, and F;, are computable
from 1. Whether Cr| 4 Ax (& U[m]) x (X Ujm]) 1S @ perfect correlation for Ax = 0 is also
decidable, and therefore F, is computable from 7.

Proposition 7.5. Ifn € X, F, N Cye(X, X, A, A) =D

Proof. Assume Cy¢ € F;, N Cye(X, X, A, A) for some f. By Proposition 3.9, there is a good
commuting-operator strategy

S=(ly)eH, (MY, N"|aec A, xeX)

for Cs. Since C| 4x Ax (XuwUlm])x (XowrU[m]) 1S @ perfect correlation for Ax = 0, and S =

(lw), {M,(fl), N |a € A}, x € Xyar U[m]) is a strategy for this perfect correlation, Proposi-
tion 4.3 states that there exists a subspace H of H containing |¢) and unitary operators
M(x;) and N(x;) for x; € Xy on ‘H inducing commuting representations @y and &y of
I'(A) on Hy. The operators M(x;) and N(x;) are defined as

(0,0,0)

M(x;) = MO0 — p{00D

and N(x;) = N(ZO 00) N,E?’O'l),

By Proposition 5.14, the generators t1, t,, 11 and uy of T'(A) satisfy the relation upuqtytruquy =
(fltz)r, SO
(M(t1)M(t2)) (M(u1)M(u2))[¢p) = (M(u1)M(uz))(M(t1)M(t2))"[¢p) and
(N(t1)N(t2))(N(u1)N(uz2))|) = (N(u1)N(uz2))(N(t1)N(t2))"[9).

Let S’ = (|y) € H, {Mg(f), i | 2]}, x € I) be the strategy for €, from
Proposition 7.4. Notice that M;, : ]\71 Mgio’l) = Mt(iO,O,O) — Mt(io,o,l) = M(t;) for
1 _

i =1,2. Similarly Ny, := N*” — K{™ = N(;) for i = 1,2. Let Us = M(u1)M(u2) and
Up = N(uj)N(up). By Propos1t10n43 M(x;)N(x;)|¢) = |¢), so UaUg|p) = |). Hence
U, and Ujp satisfy the conditions of Theorem 6.4 with the strategy S’. We conclude that

Opi((t1t2)P ™) |9) = (M(11) M(12))" " y) = [9).

By part (3) of Proposition 4.3, @), descends to a representation of T'(A)/ {(t1t2)P") = e)
on Hg. On the other hand,

($IM(x0) ) = (MO — MOV |y = F(o(x0,(0,0,0)) — o(x0, (0,0,1))) = f(x0) = 0

by the definition of F,. Hence ®(xg) # 17, whichimplies that x # einI'(A)/((t tp)P(1) =
e). By part (b) of Proposition 5.14, n ¢ X.

€ 3] x
(0,0)

O
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Proposition 7.6. If n ¢ X, F, N Cye(X, X, A, A) # D.

Proof. For this proof, let T, := T'(A)/{(ttz)P") = e) and let Wit = {g €W, | g #
ein I’{;a}. Suppose n ¢ X, and define f : W,, - Cby f(g) =0if g € W1" and flg) =1
ifg e Wy \ W,J; ?. (The function f is the pullback of the canonical trace on F{;a to G, and
restricted to W,,.) Since n ¢ X, xg € Wy{a by part (c) of Proposition 5.14, so f(xg) = 0. By

parts (d) and (e) of Proposition 5.14, the set (t1,t7) \ {e} C W/? as well. Thus f e Fu.

In the rest of proof, we show that Cy € Coa(X, X, A, A). Let 1 : F(Xoar) — Gy be the
quotient homomorphism. For each x € X and a € A, let 7(x,a) € C[F (X)) be a lift of
o(x,a),i.e. an element such that 77(7(x,a)) = o(x,a). Let

Wio= U supp(d(x,a)d(y,b))
x,yeXa,be A

and
Wi = {geW, |g7éein1’£a}.

Note that if w € W, then w(w) € W,, and w € W/? if and only if m(w) € W1". The
polynomial & (x, a)?> — &(x,a) is not necessarily 0 in C[F (Xy4r)], butis 0in C[I',], and the
same is true for the polynomials &(x,a)* — d(x,a),a € A, x € X, 5(x,a)0(x,b), a # D,
xe X,and Y ,c 40(x,a) —e, x € X. By Lemma 2.4, there is a constant ¢ such that for all
e-approximate representation p : F (X ) — U(CY) of T,

lo@(x,a)llop < e, llp(a(x,a)* —a(x,a))[| <ce, |p(a(x,a)" —5(x,a))] < ce,

(e aotx,b)] < ce,and o T o) e < ce

forall x € X and a # b € A. By Proposition 2.3, for any €, { > 0 there is an e-approximate
representation p : F(Xp) — U(CY) of T, where d depends on € and , such that

0 < Tr(p(w)) < T for each w € W,{a, and1— < Tr(p(w)) < 1foreachw € W, \ W,{”.
Forx € X anda € A, let

M3 = p(7(x, a)).

Forall x,y € X and a,b € A, we can write ¢(x,a)7(y,b) =}

geW, Ug8 for some ug € R,

where |u,y| < 1forall g € W, by definition of &(x, ). Thus

[Crla, b | x,y) = Te(MEMy)| < ) lugllf(72(8)) — Te(o(g))|

gEW,

= Y Jugllo—Te(p(e)+ Y lugll1 —Tr(o(g))|
geW!" €W, \ W/

< [Whlg.

50



Unfortunately, {M% | a € A} may not be a measurement. However, by Lemma 2.5 there
are projective measurements { M4 | a € A}, x € X, such that

Mz — Mzl < A(c,8)ce
forall x € X and a € A (where 8 comes from the size of A). Then
[Tr(MEMy) — Te(MEMy)| < | MEMy, — MEMy||
< [[MElop I My — My || + [| My [lop || M5 — M|
< (14¢)-Ac,8)ce.

Let [¢) = 1/Vd Y4 | |i) ® |i) € C? ® C%, where |i) is the i-th standard basis of C%, and
let N = (M%)T. Since (y| M2 ® N;’]@ = ’fr(MﬁMS), we conclude that

[{$|M§ ® Ny|9p) — Cp(a,b | x,y)| < [Tr(MEMy) — Te(MEMy)| + [Te(MEMy) — Cr(a,b | x,y)]
< (1+4c¢)-Alc,8)ce + |Wy|C.
The correlation defined by (|¢), {M% | a € A}, {N? | a € A},x € X) belongs to

Cy(X, X, A, A). Since € and { can be arbitrarily small, we see that Cf € Cy(X, X, A, A) =
thl(')(/ X/ A/ A)

]

The proof of Theorem 7.2 follows immediately from Propositions 7.5 and 7.6.
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