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We implement an experiment on a photonic quantum processor establishing efficacy of the
elementary quantum system in classical information storage. The advantage is established by
considering a class of simple bipartite games played with the communication resource qubit and
classical bit (c-bit), respectively. Conventional wisdom, supported by the no-go theorems of Holevo
and Frenkel-Weiner, suggests that such a quantum advantage is unattainable when the sender and
receiver share randomness or classical correlations. However, our results reveal a quantum advantage
in a scenario devoid of any shared randomness. Our experiment involves the development of a
variational triangular polarimeter, enabling the realization of positive operator value measurements
crucial for establishing the targeted quantum advantage. Beyond showcasing a robust communication
advantage with a single qubit, our work paves the way for immediate applications in near-term
quantum technologies. It provides a semi-device-independent certification scheme for quantum
encoding-decoding systems and offers an efficient method for information loading and transmission
in quantum networks.

Introduction.– The second quantum revolution har-
nesses the non-classical properties of elementary quantum
systems to develop novel technologies that surpass their
classical counterparts [1–5]. Recent advancements have
enabled the successful implementation of various proto-
cols using quantum devices, leading to significant progress
in communication [6–8], metrology [9–11], and computa-
tional tasks [12–14]. As quantum devices become increas-
ingly sophisticated and precise, they facilitate the explor-
ation of cutting-edge protocols where quantum resources
offer distinct advantages.

In this work, we present a state-of-the-art protocol
demonstrating the communication advantage of a single
elementary quantum system over a classical 1-bit chan-
nel, in the absence of pre-shared randomness between
sender and receiver, as also noted in [15]. We achieved
this by constructing a single-photon source and develop-
ing a variational triangular polarimeter, which enables us
to flexibly perform positive operator value measurement
(POVM) of various bases on the photons. We conduct
a series of experiments, which yield a squared statist-
ical overlap of 0.9998± 0.0016 averaged over the games,
being excellent agreement with theoretical predictions.
The quantum protocols significantly outperformed the
best classical strategies, as evidenced by their superior
performance in a suitably chosen ‘satisfaction function’.
Our results confirm a robust quantum communication
advantage using a single qubit, with immediate implica-
tions for near-term quantum technologies. Notably, the
quantum advantage is achieved through non-orthogonal
encodings at the sender’s end and non-projective meas-
urements at the receiver’s end, contributing to a semi-

device-independent non-classicality certification scheme
for quantum encoding-decoding systems.

The Set-Up.– The simplest communication scenario in-
volves two distant parties, Alice and Bob, each equipped
with finite alphabets X = {x} and Y = {y}, contain-
ing m and n letters, respectively. Here, we examine the
set of conditional probability distributions {p(y|x)} gen-
erated by transmitting an elementary system, such as
a qubit, a classical bit, or a system described by gen-
eralized probability theory (GPT) [16–21], from Alice
to Bob; p(y|x) represents the probability of outcome y
given input x. Alice encodes x onto an ensemble of states
and transfers the system to Bob, who then determines
the output letter y by performing a measurement. Alice
and Bob may use probabilistic encoding and decoding
strategies by locally randomizing their respective determ-
inistic protocols. The resulting correlations {p(y|x)} can
be represented as points in Rm×n. In this work, we focus
on the sets of points Cm×n

d and Qm×n
d , which are obtained

when Alice sends a d-dimensional classical or quantum
system, respectively, to Bob. In a recent study by Frenkel
and Weiner [23] (see also [24–27]), it was demonstrated
that CvHul(Cm×n

d ) = CvHul(Qm×n
d ) ∀ d,m, n; where

CvHul(S) of a set S is the minimal convex set that con-
tains S. In other words, assuming the availability of
pre-shared classical correlations, or shared randomness,
as a free resource, Frenkel-Weiner’s result establishes that
a quantum channel can be replaced by a classical channel
of the same dimension. However, in certain scenarios,
additional assumptions about shared randomness may be
necessary, and treating it as a free resource might not be
justified. This issue is illustrated through a communica-
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Figure 1. A three-restaurant game with quantum and
classical strategy.(a) Each day, Alice randomly closes one
of three restaurants. Using either a single qubit or a one-
bit classical communication, Alice aims to inform Bob in
a manner that ensures he never visits a closed restaurant
and, over time, visits each restaurant according to a specified
probability distribution. (b) In the quantum scenario, Alice
sends Bob a qubit state ρk when the kth restaurant is closed.
Bob then performs a one-shot measurement on this qubit to
decide which restaurant to visit. (c) In the classical case, Alice
can only transmit a single binary number, and based on this,
Bob employs a mixed strategy to choose his restaurant visit.

tion game discussed below.
The Restaurant Game.– The game is played between

two parties, Alice and Bob, against an adversary, Eve.
Alice manages n restaurants, one of which (randomly
chosen by Alice) remains closed each day. Bob, a friend of
Alice, aims to visit one of the open restaurants each day.
Alice and Bob communicate privately via a d-dimensional
classical or quantum channel. Bob must pay for Eve’s
meal if he visits the same restaurant as Eve, so his goal is
to minimize the probability of coinciding with Eve while
ensuring he never visits a closed restaurant. Eve knows
Alice and Bob’s strategy but cannot access their private
communication. Consequently, Eve’s optimal strategy
is to target the restaurant with the highest probability
of Bob’s visit. Thus, Alice and Bob’s optimal strategy
should ensure that Bob never visits a closed restaurant and
that he visits each open restaurant with equal probability.
Let p(y|x) denote the probability of Bob visiting the y-
th restaurant given that the x-th restaurant is closed.
The optimal strategy for Alice and Bob must satisfy the
following conditions:

(h1): p(y = x|x) = 0, (h2):
∑

x∈[n]

p(y|x)p(x) = 1/n, (1)

where x, y ∈ [n] := {1, . . . , n}. In a recent study involving
some of the current authors [15], it was demonstrated that
the restaurant game with n = 3 , d = 2 cannot be won
using classical strategies, i.e., the correlations in the set

C3×3
2 do not satisfy the requirements specified in Eq. (1).

However, such correlations are present in Q3×3
2 , highlight-

ing a quantum advantage. At first glance, this advantage
might not seem significant since correlations satisfying
Eq. (1) are included in ConvHull(C3×3

2 ). However, it
is crucial to note that Eve is aware of Alice and Bob’s
strategy. Consequently, any shared randomness between
Alice and Bob becomes ineffective as it allows Eve to
tailor her strategy to exploit this information [28]. This
simple game thus underscores the importance of studying
the sets C3×3

2 and Q3×3
2 in their original forms, rather

than only considering their convex hulls. Such an ap-
proach reveals a quantum advantage in communication
games, even when shared randomness is available but
not guaranteed to be private. Before establishing this
quantum advantage experimentally, please note that the
condition (h2) for a generalized restaurant game becomes:∑

x∈[n] p(y|x)p(x) = γy, ∀ y ∈ [n], where γy are some
given probabilities satisfying γy ≥ 0 ,

∑
γy = 1. We will

denote this generalized game as Hn(γ1, · · · , γn), with the
shorthand H3(1/3) when all the γy’s are equal.

The Qubit Strategy.– In the game Hn(γ1, · · · , γn) in-
volving a qubit, Alice sends a pure state ρx = |ψx⟩ ⟨ψx| to
Bob when the xth restaurant is closed. For decoding, Bob
performs the measurement M = {πy := λy |ψ⊥

y ⟩ ⟨ψ⊥
y | |∑n

y=1 πy = I2}, and he visits the yth restaurant if the
outcome corresponding to the effect πy is observed, where
|ψ⊥

y ⟩ denotes the state orthogonal to |ψy⟩. Clearly the
condition (h1) is satisfied, but satisfying condition (h2)
requires carefully chosen encoding and decoding strategies.
While only a subset of the three-restaurant games can
be perfectly solved with 1-bit of classical communication
between Alice and Bob, qubit communication enables
perfect strategies for all such games [15]. Further de-
tails on classical and quantum achievable game spaces are
discussed in the Supplemental Material. [29].

Experimental Implementation.– We conduct a series of
H3 restaurant games using a photonic quantum processor.
As illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 2, the experiment be-
gins with the generation of entangled single photons. This
is achieved by directing laser pulses through a half-wave
plate (HWP) placed between two β-barium borate (BBO)
crystals. The resulting entangled photon pair propagates
along two paths. Alice first employs a polarizing beam
splitter (PBS) on one of these paths to post-select hori-
zontally polarized photons and disentangle the photon
pair, starting with an initial state denoted as |H⟩. She
then uses a combination of a HWP and two quarter-wave
plates (QWP) to prepare the encoding states. During the
H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) game, Alice prepares the states ρ1, ρ2, ρ3 by
adjusting the angles of the wave plates. Given that the
QWP-HWP-QWP setup can implement any single-qubit
gate for polarization qubits [30], Alice can adjust the
angles to achieve the desired encoding for any restaur-
ant game. We generally refer to the gate configuration
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Figure 2. The experimental setups. Ultraviolet laser
pulses with a central wavelength of 390 nm, a pulse duration
of 150 fs, and a repetition rate of 80 MHz are directed through
a HWP sandwiched between two BBO crystals to generate
a pair of entangled single photons. The entangled photons
are then disentangled using a PBS, with post-selection on
horizontal polarization, resulting in single photons in the state
|H⟩. Alice encodes the restaurant information onto these
single photons by applying a HWP sandwiched between two
QWPs. Bob employs a specially designed variational triangular
polarimeter to implement a series of 3-element POVMs for
decoding. Each input photon is detected at one of the three
exits of the polarimeter, which determines Bob’s choice of
restaurant. Devices: C-BBO (a combination of BBO crystals,
HWP, and BBO); SC-YVO4 and TC-YVO4 (YVO4 crystal
for spatial and temporal compensation).

QWP(θ1)HWP(θ2)QWP(θ3) used by Alice as U1.
Upon receiving the encoded photons, Bob needs to ap-

ply measurement operators M ≡ {πy := λy |ψ⊥
y ⟩ ⟨ψ⊥

y |}y,
which cannot be implemented using standard polarization
measurement devices consisting of a single PBS and wave
plates [31]. To address this, we develop a variational
triangular polarimeter capable of performing a general
3-element POVM on the photons. As illustrated in the
right panel of Fig. 2, the received photons first encounter
a partially polarizing beam splitter (PPBS). This device
transmits horizontally polarized photons, while splits a
proportion of (1− f) of vertically polarized photons by
reflection. The splitting ratio f depends on the structure
of the PPBS [32], with some designs allowing for immedi-
ate tuning [33]. Each split light then passes through an
arbitrary single-qubit gate implemented by a QWP-HWP-
QWP combination, followed by a PBS. This setup results
in four distinct beams, each of which can be detected in-
dependently, thereby defining the measurement operators
π1, π2, π3, π4. For the H3 restaurant games, Bob requires
only three measurement operators. Consequently, one
of the photon detectors is replaced with a light dump,
resulting in a 3-element measurement scheme for Bob.
By adjusting the angles of the wave plates, the splitting
ratio of the PPBS, and incorporating a dice, the polar-

imeter can effectively implement any 3-element POVM
(see Supplemental Material [29]).

Results.– To demonstrate the quantum advantage, we
conducted ten H3 games using the variational triangular
polarimeter, with the PPBS having a vertical polarization
split ratio of 1/3. Details of the game settings—including
the theoretical visiting probabilities for each restaurant,
Alice’s encoding states ρk, the coefficients λy for Bob’s
measurement operators, and the rotation angles for the
wave plates in U1, U2, U3—are provided in the Supple-
mental Material [29]. The experimental visiting prob-
abilities, calculated as the ratio of detected photons at
each end of the polarimeter to the total number of de-
tected photons (approximately 4800 per experiment), are
presented in Fig. 3. These experimental probabilities
closely align with theoretical predictions. The squared
statistical overlap [34] F (γ⃗, p⃗) := (

∑
y

√
γypy)

2, where
py =

∑
x∈[n] p(y|x)p(x), averaged over the ten games, is

calculated as 0.9998(16).
To validate the quantum advantage, we compare the

results obtained using quantum and classical strategies.
We introduce a quantity E := max{k1

∑
x p(x|x), k2|γy −

py|}y, to quantify the deviation of the strategy from ideal
conditions (h1) and (h2); here py =

∑
x∈[n] p(y|x)p(x),

and k1 and k2 are penalty factors for deviations from
conditions (h1) and (h2), respectively. An ideal strategy
satisfying both conditions would have E = 0. The value of
E measures the ‘imperfectness’ of the strategy employed.
Lower values of E indicate closer alignment with the ideal
strategy. In this work, we set k1 = 1/3 and k2 = 1
for simplicity. The method to compute the minimum
classical value of E for any values of k1 and k2 is detailed
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Figure 3. Bob’s probability of visiting restaurants: Red,
green, and blue bars represent the probabilities of visiting
restaurants R1, R2, and R3, respectively. The hatched bars
denote experimental results, while the solid bars indicate the-
oretical predictions. The squared statistical overlap between
the experimental and theoretical visiting probabilities is calcu-
lated as 0.9998(16), demonstrating a high degree of consistency
between the experimental data and theoretical predictions.
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Figure 4. The winning index values for the quantum
and classical strategies. The large hexagon represents
the parameter space for quantumly winnable three-restaurant
games, where the theoretical value of EQ would be zero. The
boundaries of the hexagon correspond to games that are win-
nable using classical strategies, where EC is zero. The interior
of the hexagon, which cannot be classically won, is color-coded
to show the minimum values of EC . Inside this parameter
space, ten smaller colored hexagons are plotted, with each
position indicating the parameters of the game and the colors
representing the values of EQ obtained from quantum strategies
implemented experimentally. For comparison, a bar chart on
the left displays the experimentally measured EQ for each of
the ten games alongside the corresponding optimal classical
strategy EC . Our results demonstrate that in each of the ten
experiments, the quantum strategy yields EQ values that are
significantly lower than the classical EC values, underscoring
the substantial experimental advantage of quantum strategies.

in the Supplemental Material [29]. Figure 4 illustrates the
winning index values for both implemented quantum and
classical strategies across each game, plotted within the
triangular parameter space of all H3 games. The average
value of EQ for quantum strategies is 0.00120(9), while
the average EC for classical strategies is 0.032284. This
demonstrates that the quantum strategies consistently
outperform the classical ones, highlighting a significant
and robust quantum advantage on the realistic device.

Applications.– The data storage advantage demon-
strated here has significant implications for various
quantum applications, including device certification
and quantum networks. Nonclassicality, manifested in
quantum state through quantum coherence [35], is crucial
in many quantum protocols, such as the BB84 [36] and
BBM92 [37] cryptographic schemes. Additionally, gener-
alized measurements, like trine-POVM and SIC-POVM,
are vital for unambiguous state discrimination tasks that
underpin several quantum protocols. However, practical
implementation of quantum devices presents challenges:
state preparation devices (PDs) often struggle with precise
state preparation, and measurement devices (MDs) can
be affected by noise. Device-independent and semi-device-

independent methods are therefore essential for certifying
the nonclassicality of noisy PDs and/or MDs [38–40]. As
detailed in the Supplemental Material [29], achieving suc-
cess in the H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) game that exceeds the optimal
classical value serves as a semi-device-independent certi-
ficate for qubit (PD, MD) pairs.

Moreover, the restaurant game can be viewed as a
variant of superdense coding for a single qubit, optimized
for efficient data loading and transmission in quantum
networks [41]. This approach allows a sender to encode
high-dimensional data, represented by normalized positive
real vectors x⃗, using only a single qubit. The receiver
can then extract this information adaptively through
measurements. The data storage advantage demonstrated
on our platform indicates that this method is ready for
practical implementation in quantum networks.

Discussions.– Our research, as experimentally demon-
strated on a photonic quantum processor, establishes that
a qubit system can surpass its classical counterpart in stor-
ing classical data. This advantage is significant, especially
when juxtaposed with the no-go results by Holevo [22]
and Frenkel-Weiner [23]. In Ref. [23], it was shown that
the classical information storage capacity of an n-qubit
system is no greater than that of a classical n-bit system.
Notably, the no-go results in Refs. [22, 23] consider pre-
shared classical correlations or shared randomness (SR)
as free resources. While treating SR as a free resource can
simplify theoretical analysis, this is not always practical,
particularly in communication scenarios. SR, if uncorrel-
ated with potential eavesdroppers, can facilitate private
communication and other cryptographic primitives [42],
and generating such uncorrelated SR is a primary goal in
quantum key distribution (QKD) protocols [43]. The role
of SR in various tasks has also been explored in several
other works [44–53]. It is important to note that the
communication advantage of qubit demonstrated here
is fundamentally different from the advantage known in
communication complexity scenario [58–60].

Year Results
1973 Holevo’s theorem [22]: In the absence of entangle-

ment, the maximum mutual information I(X : Y ) that
can be obtained using a n-qubit system and a classical
n-bit system are equal. This equivalence holds even
in the presence of shared randomness (SR) as
mutual information cannot be increased with SR.

1992 Quantum superdense coding [54] (experiments [55–57]):
In the presence of entanglement, the maximum
mutual information I(X : Y ) that can be obtained using
a n-qubit system is larger than a classical n-bit system.

2015 Frenkel-Weiner theorem [23]: In the absence of entan-
glement but the presence of SR, a n-qubit system
cannot outperform a classical n-bit system in any game.

This
work

In the absence of SR and entanglement, a qubit
outperforms a c-bit in the Restaurant Game.

Table I. Contributions of our work in the backdrop of
existing no-go results. X and Y are the random variables
associated with the input choice of Alice and output choice of
Bob, respectively, in a classical data storage game.
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In our experiment, in addition to creating a high-fidelity
single-photon source, we develop a variational triangular
polarimeter, which enables the implementation of arbit-
rary 3-element single-qubit POVMs. Remarkably, under
certain assumptions, our quantum advantage also provides
a method to verify the nonclassicality of both the prepar-
ation and measurement devices. Future research could
explore further advancements in quantum advantage for
classical data storage. Additionally, the experimental
techniques developed here have potential applications in
simulating complex quantum system dynamics [61–64].
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Supplemental Material for “Quantum Advantage: A Single Qubit’s Experimental Edge in
Classical Data Storage”

I. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS FOR THE QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL STRATEGIES PLAYING 3-RESTAURANT
GAMES

A. Elementary communication scenario

In the elementary communication scenario involving two parties – Alice (the sender) and Bob (the receiver) –
Alice receives a classical random variable x ∈ X , and Bob’s objective is to produce another random variable y ∈ Y .
This typically yields an |X | × |Y| stochastic matrix, also known as a channel matrix, with elements {p(y|x)}, where
p(y|x) ≥ 0 for all x, y and ∑y p(y|x) = 1 for each x. The element p(y|x) represents the conditional probability
that Bob produces y given that Alice received x. Without additional resources, only trivial channel matrices can
be achieved. However, when resources are available, a broader range of channel matrices can be realized. These
resources are typically categorized into two types:

Type-I (Preshared Correlations): Alice and Bob may have access to prior correlations or correlated systems
before initiating the channel simulation. These preshared resources can then be utilized to achieve the desired
channel matrix (see Fig.1). The two main types of preshared correlations are:

C1. Classical shared randomness, often referred to simply as shared randomness.

C2. Quantum entanglement, which can lead to intriguing ‘nonlocal’ correlations.

Type-II (Direct Communication Resource): Alice can encode her messages into the states of a physical system
and send this system directly to Bob. Bob then performs measurements on the received system to obtain
the desired outcomes, thereby achieving the target channel matrices. When comparing the communication
strengths of different theories, we consider systems with an identical number of distinguishable states.
Specifically, we analyze the following types of systems:

D1. Classical systems: The state of a classical system is described by a probability vector. For a system with
d distinguishable states, the state vectors are in Rd. A typical example is a classical bit, which has two
distinguishable states.

D2. Quantum systems: The state space of a quantum system, associated with Hilbert space H, is represented
by the set of density operators D(H). The number of perfectly distinguishable states corresponds to the

Figure 1. (Color online) Set of channel matrices {p(y|x)} that can be simulated by Alice and Bob depends on the available
resources available between them.
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dimension of the Hilbert space H. The quantum analogue of the classical bit is the qubit, whose state
space is D(C2).

In the following table we list some important results in this elementary communication setup.

Type - I resource Type - II Resource Results

Classical Shared Randomness 1-cbit vs. 1-qubit

The set of channel matrices that can be simulated with
1-cbit is same as the set simulable with 1-qubit when
classical shared randomness is available between the
sender and receiver [1, 2].

Quantum Shared Randomness
(Entanglement)

1-cbit vs. 1-qubit

Seminal superdense coding protocol establishes ad-
vantage of qubit communication over its classical coun-
terpart in the presence of preshared entanglement [3].
Furthermore, entanglement turns out to be more ad-
vantageous than classical shared randomness while
assisting the cbit [4].

No Shared Randomness (neither
quantum nor classical)

1-cbit vs. 1-qubit

In the absence of pre-shared correlation, the set of
channel matrices achievable through qubit commu-
nication is strictly greater than that achievable with
classical bit communication [5]. Our present work ex-
perimentally demonstrates this feature.

Table I. Contributions of the present work in the backdrop of existing no-go results.

B. Generic Three-Restaurant game: H3(γ1, γ2, γ3)

Three authors from this study, along with their collaborators, have thoroughly investigated the generic n-
Restaurant game, denoted as Hn(γ1, · · · , γn), in Ref.[5]. Their analysis covers games solvable with one bit of
classical communication as well as those involving qubit communication. For the purposes of the present discussion,
we will focus on the detailed exploration of the generic three-restaurant games H3(γ1, γ2, γ3). Alice manages three
restaurants, one of which is randomly closed each day. Bob, unaware of which restaurant is closed, aims to visit
one of the open restaurants. To assist Bob, Alice can communicate restricted information: either through a perfect
classical bit (c-bit) channel or a perfect qubit channel. The objectives are:

(h1) Bob must avoid visiting the closed restaurant.

(h2) Bob’s probability of visiting restaurant i should be γi, where γi ≥ 0 for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and ∑3
i=1 γi = 1.

This scenario can be represented using the ‘visit’ matrix:

V ≡

1b 2b 3b( )1c p(1b|1c) p(2b|1c) p(3b|1c)
2c p(1b|2c) p(2b|2c) p(3b|2c)
3c p(1b|3c) p(2b|3c) p(3b|3c)

(1)

Here, p(ib|jc) denotes the probability that Bob visits the i-th restaurant (indicated by the subscript b) given that the j-
th restaurant is closed (indicated by the subscript c). The visit matrix V is a stochastic matrix where ∑3

ib=1 p(ib|jc) = 1
for all jc. The condition (h1) implies that:

p(ib|ic) = 0, ∀i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, (2)

meaning all diagonal entries of V must be zero. Bob’s probability of visiting the i-th restaurant is obtained by
summing the entries in the i-th column of the matrix V. Thus, condition (h2) is expressed as:

p(ib) =
3

∑
j=1

p(ib|jc)p(jc) =
1
3

3

∑
j=1

p(ib|jc) = γi. (3)
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Here, p(jc) = 1/3 for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, assuming uniform closing probabilities, and the final equality follows from
condition (h2). To explore the allowed game space H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) under condition (h1) without any communication
constraints, we first identify the extreme points within the vector γ⃗ = (γ1, γ2, γ3)

T . It is evident that the probability
vector γ⃗ cannot have two zero entries simultaneously; at most, one zero is possible. We determine the extreme visit
matrices Ve that satisfy condition h1, leading to extreme γ⃗ vectors. The extreme visit matrices are:





V1
e ≡

( )0 1 0
1 0 0
1 0 0

; V2
e ≡

( )0 1 0
1 0 0
0 1 0

; V3
e ≡

( )0 1 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

; V4
e ≡

( )0 0 1
0 0 1
0 1 0

V5
e ≡

( )0 0 1
1 0 0
1 0 0

; V6
e ≡

( )0 0 1
0 0 1
1 0 0

; V7
e ≡

( )0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

; V8
e ≡

( )0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0





. (4)

From these extreme visit matrices and Equation (3), the six extreme probability vectors γ⃗1
e through γ⃗6

e are:





γ⃗1
e =

( )2/3
1/3

0
; γ⃗2

e =

( )1/3
2/3

0
; γ⃗3

e =

( )0
2/3
1/3

; γ⃗4
e =

( )0
1/3
2/3

; γ⃗5
e =

( )2/3
0

1/3
; γ⃗6

e =

( )1/3
0

2/3





. (5)

Matrices V7
e and V8

e result in a uniform probability distribution γ⃗ = (1/3, 1/3, 1/3)T . This vector is not extreme, as
it can be expressed as a convex combination of the other extreme probability vectors identified. The allowable game
space H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) is therefore represented by the convex hull of the extreme probability vectors {γ⃗i

e}6
i=1. However,

in scenarios where communication is restricted or where shared randomness is not permitted, the permissible
game space may be more limited than this set. In the next subsection, we examine the achievable game spaces
H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) for Alice and Bob when using a perfect 1-bit classical channel or a perfect qubit channel. It is crucial
to note that in these analyses, we assume the presence of pre-shared correlations as a resource and investigate the
scenarios where Alice and Bob operate without such pre-shared correlations.

1. Classical achievable game space for three - Restaurant game

In the context of the three-restaurant game, when Alice is restricted to communicating only 1 bit, the most general
strategies can be described as follows:

– If the i-th restaurant is closed, Alice will communicate a bit 0 with probability αi and a bit 1 with probability
1 − αi.

– Upon receiving the signal 0, Bob decides his choice by flipping a three-faced coin with probabilities {ri}3
i=1,

leading him to visit the i-th restaurant. Conversely, upon receiving the signal 1, Bob uses a different three-faced
coin with probabilities {qi}3

i=1, determining his choice of the i-th restaurant.

These strategies represented as a visit matrix V reads as:

V ≡

1b 2b 3b( )1c α1r1 + (1 − α1)q1 α1r2 + (1 − α1)q2 α1r3 + (1 − α1)q3
2c α2r1 + (1 − α2)q1 α2r2 + (1 − α2)q2 α2r3 + (1 − α2)q3
3c α3r1 + (1 − α3)q1 α3r2 + (1 − α3)q2 α3r3 + (1 − α3)q3.

(6)

To satisfy condition (h1), which requires that every diagonal term of the visit matrix V be zero, i.e., p(ib|ic) =
0 for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Hence, the equation ensuring this condition becomes:

αiri + (1 − αi)qi = 0, ∀ i = 1, 2, 3. (7)

Satisfying these requirements following three distinct strategies can be employed:
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Set R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6

X {1} {2} {3} {2, 3} {1, 3} {1, 2}
Y {2, 3} {1, 3} {1, 2} {1} {2} {3}

Table II. Six different partitioning of three Restaurants into two nonempty disjoint sets.

(i) set αi = 0 and qi = 0,

(ii) set αi = 1 and ri = 0,

(iii) set ri = 0 and qi = 0.

To determine the game space H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) given the constraints on the probability distribution, we explore two
main cases:
Case 1: [At most one γi is Zero] When one of the probabilities γi is zero, say γ1 = 0, the strategies Alice and Bob
can use are described as follows:

Alice’s Strategy:

– If Restaurant 2 is closed, Alice communicates 0.

– If Restaurant 3 is closed, Alice communicates 1.

– If Restaurant 1 is closed, Alice communicates 0 with probability α and 1 with probability 1 − α.

Bob’s Strategy:

– Upon receiving 0, Bob decides to visit Restaurant 2.

– Upon receiving 1, Bob decides to visit Restaurant 3

This strategy ensures that Bob never visits a closed restaurant. The resulting probabilities are:

γ1 = 0, γ2 =
1 + α

3
, γ3 =

2 − α

3
.

By choosing α appropriately from the interval [0, 1], Alice and Bob can achieve any valid game scenario where
γ1 = 0. Similar strategies can be applied for cases where γ2 = 0 or γ3 = 0.
Case 2: [All γi > 0] In this case, Alice and Bob must use strategies where ri ̸= 0 and qi ̸= 0 for all i. To satisfy the
condition that every diagonal entry of the visit matrix V is zero, we partition the set {1, 2, 3} into two subsets X and
Y where: for the restaurants in subset X, Alice follows strategy (i), and for the restaurants in subset Y, Alice follows
strategy (ii). The possible partitions and their corresponding strategies are:

– Partition R1: r2 = r3 = q1 = 0, & r1 = 1, & q2 + q3 = 1; resulting probabilities: γ1 = 2
3 , γ2 + γ3 = 1

3 .

– Partition R2: r1 = r3 = q2 = 0, & r2 = 1, & q1 + q3 = 1; resulting probabilities: γ2 = 2
3 , γ1 + γ3 = 1

3 .

– Partition R3: r1 = r2 = q3 = 0, & r3 = 1, & q1 + q2 = 1; resulting probabilities: γ3 = 2
3 , γ1 + γ2 = 1

3 .

By inverting Alice’s encoding (i.e., swapping 0 ↔ 1), these scenarios cover all possible partitions. Thus, the game
is perfectly winnable with a classical mixed strategy if and only if one of the γi values is 2

3 or 0. Therefore,
the achievable game space H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) with a classical mixed strategy is restricted to cases where one of the
probabilities is 2

3 or 0. This condition highlights the constraints on the game space in classical strategies, as visualized
in Figure 2.
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S

Figure 2. (color online) The parameter space, depicted on the γ1 + γ2 + γ3 = 1 plane, represents the set of games H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) .
In this depiction, the regions shaded in orange denote unphysical games, as they violate condition (h1). Conversely, the shaded
green region forms a polytope encompassing all allowed games. The boundaries of this green polytope, specifically γi = 0 and
2
3 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, represent the exclusive set of games that can be won with only 1 classical bit communication. On contrary
whole game space can be achievable by 1 qubit communication. The closed set S that robust quantum advantage exists, inside
the parameter-space (γ1 + γ2 + γ3 = 1 plane) of all the games H3(γ1, γ2, γ3).

2. Quantum achievable game space

In this general case, to satisfy condition (h1), Alice must select pure states for encoding. She communicates
(through a noiseless qubit channel) the state |ψi⟩ to Bob when the ith restaurant is closed. In order to fulfill condition
(h1), Bob needs to perform a decoding measurement represented by M =

{
αi|ψ⊥

i ⟩⟨ψ⊥
i | | αi > 0 & ∑i αi = 2

}3
i=1. He

then visits the ith restaurant if the ith effect clicks. To meet this requirement, the completely mixed state must reside
within the triangle formed by Bloch vectors corresponding to the encoding states {|ψi⟩}3

k=1. Without loss of any
generality, Alice can choose her encodings as ψ1 = (0, 0, 1)T, ψ2 = (− sin θ2, 0, cos θ2)

T, and ψ3 = (sin θ3, 0, cos θ3)
T;

where ψi is the Bloch vector of the state |ψi⟩, and θ2, θ3 ∈ [0, π] are the polar angles for the corresponding Bloch
vectors (see Fig.3). Note that θ2 + θ3 cannot be less than π, as this configuration would not constitute a valid
measurement. Accordingly, the conditions set forth by (h1) can be expressed as follows:

α1 + α2 + α3 = 2, α1 + α2 cos θ2 + α3 cos θ3 = 0, −α2 sin θ2 + α3 sin θ3 = 0. (8a)

These equations subsequently lead to:

α1 =
2 sin(θ2 + θ3)

sin(θ2 + θ3)− sin θ2 − sin θ3
, α2 =

−2 sin θ3

sin(θ2 + θ3)− sin θ2 − sin θ3
, α3 =

−2 sin θ2

sin(θ2 + θ3)− sin θ2 − sin θ3
, (9a)

and accordingly, we have,

γ1 =
1
3
(p(1|2) + p(1|3)) = 1

3
Tr[α1|ψ⊥

1 ⟩⟨ψ⊥
1 | (|ψ2⟩⟨ψ2|+ |ψ3⟩⟨ψ3|)] =

1
3

sin(θ2 + θ3)(2 − cos θ2 − cos θ3)

(sin(θ2 + θ3)− sin θ2 − sin θ3)
. (10)

The encoding described above can be uniquely determined by setting the state |ψ1⟩ = |0⟩ and fixing the midpoint
m23 of the line segment connecting the Bloch vectors of |ψ2⟩ and |ψ3⟩ (see Fig.3). This arises from the mathematical
property that for any point within a great circle (except the center), there exists a unique chord with that point
as its midpoint. By selecting the encoding state |ψ1⟩ = |0⟩ when the first restaurant is closed, the entire encoding
is effectively characterized solely by the position of the midpoint m23, with the Bloch vector corresponding to
Restaurant 2 positioned to the left.

Subsequently, Eq.(10) can be utilized to plot the locus of midpoints m23 with constant γ1. Such a graphical
representation is illustrated in Fig.3. Consequently, we deduce that all games H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) can be won perfectly
through some quantum strategy.
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Figure 3. (Color online) This figure shows locus of the midpoints m23 (denoted by black dot) having constant γ1. Once
γ1 is fixed, m23 completely specifies the value of γ2 and γ3. Thus it is sufficient to plot constant γ1 curves. Here, γ1 =
0.6, 0.5, 0.4, 0.3, 0.2, & 0.1 curves are plotted.The black dotted triangle, encapsulating the encoding states |ψi⟩, illustrates a
concrete strategy for the game H3 (0.5, 0.25, 0.25). As the black dot moves on the blue curve we get strategies for the games of

the form H3
(

0.5, p
2 , 1−p

2

)
, with p ∈ [0, 1]. The leftmost point on the red curve corresponds to the game H3 (0.5, 0, 0.5) while the

rightmost point corresponds to H3 (0.5, 0.5, 0).

C. Robust quantum advantage

We show there is a robust quantum advantage on a closed set of H3 restaurant games, demonstrated by Fig. 2.

Proposition 1. For an arbitrary game in the marked hexagon S demonstrated in Fig. 2, there exist a noise level ϵ, under
which the quantum strategy implemented on a noisy quantum processor performs better than the best classical strategy.
Mathematically,

∀ H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) ∈ S, ∃ ϵ, Enoisy quantum(ϵ, γ1, γ2, γ3) < Eclassical(γ1, γ2, γ3), (11)

in which Enoisy quantum(ϵ, γ1, γ2, γ3) is the quality index value of the quantum strategy implemented on a noisy quantum
processor with noise level ϵ, Eclassical(γ1, γ2, γ3) is the quality index value of an arbitrary classical strategy, playing the game
H3(γ1, γ2, γ3).

Without loss of generality, we assume

lim
ϵ→0

Enoisy quantum(ϵ, γ1, γ2, γ3) = Eideal quantum(γ1, γ2, γ3) (12)

= 0. (13)

A general classical strategy without pre-shared information must be a mixed strategy, such that

E( p⃗A, p⃗B, γ1, γ2, γ3) = max
j

{
k1 ∑

i
∑

j
pA(j|ic)pB(ib|j), k2

∣∣∣∣∣γj −
1
n ∑

i
∑
k

pA(k|ic)pB(jb|k)
∣∣∣∣∣

}
. (14)

in which pA(j|ic) is the probability that Alice send j when ith restaurant is closed, pB(kb|j) is the probability that
Bob visits kth restaurant on receiving j. The lowest Eclassical value is achieved by optimizing the the strategy-related
probabilities p⃗A, p⃗B, as

Ebest classical(γ1, γ2, γ3) = min
p⃗A ,⃗pB

E( p⃗A, p⃗B, γ1, γ2, γ3), (15)
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Form the definition in Eqn. (14), we can easily find the function E( p⃗A, p⃗B, γ1, γ2, γ3) is continuous and larger than
zero. Therefore, the function Ebest classical(γ1, γ2, γ3) in Eqn. (15) is well-defined. Since S is closed, it suffices to prove
that Ebest classical(γ1, γ2, γ3) is continuous on S.

We generally prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Given a continuous multivariate function f (x⃗, y⃗), supposing g(⃗y) = minx⃗ f (x⃗, y⃗), then g(⃗y) is continuous.

Proof. We prove by contradiction. Supposing g(⃗y) is not continuous on the point g(⃗y1), then

∃δ > 0, ∀γ > 0and∥y⃗1 − y⃗2∥ < γ, (16)∣∣∣∣min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗1)− min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗2)

∣∣∣∣ > δ. (17)

Without loss of generality, supposing minx⃗ f (x⃗, y⃗1) > minx⃗ f (x⃗, y⃗2), then

min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗1) > min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗2) + δ. (18)

Since f (x⃗, y⃗) is continuous, there exist x⃗1, x⃗2, such that

min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗1) = f (x⃗1, y⃗1), (19)

min
x⃗

f (x⃗, y⃗2) = f (x⃗2, y⃗2). (20)

Besides,

∃γ2, ∀∥(x⃗2, y⃗1)− (x⃗2, y⃗2)∥ < γ2, (21)

| f (x⃗2, y⃗1)− f (x⃗2, y⃗2)| <
δ

2
. (22)

Then,

f (x⃗2, y⃗1) < f (x⃗2, y⃗2) +
δ

2
, (23)

< f (x⃗1, y⃗1), (24)

which is contradictory to the fact that minx⃗ f (x⃗, y⃗1) = f (x⃗1, y⃗1).

II. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

A. The single-qubit photon source

Laser pulses with a central wavelength of 390 nm, pulse duration of 150 fs, and repetition rate of 80 MHz pass
through a half-wave plate (HWP) sandwiched by two β-barium borate (BBO) crystals, where pairs of entangled
photons are generated by spontaneous parametric down-conversion, flying towards two directions. A polarized
beam splitter (PBS) is placed on one of the paths to disentangle the photons and post-select horizontal polorization,
generating single photons of state |H⟩.

B. Arbitrary 3-element POVM

We introduce the functionality of the designed variational triangular polarimeter and show it can be extended to
implement an arbitrary 3-element single-qubit POVM. The photons that Bob receives first pass through a partially-
polarizing beam splitter (PPBS), which reflects a proportion of 1− x of the vertically polarized photons and transmits
the remaining vertically polarized photons and all horizontally polarized photons. The PPBS introduces a new path
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qubit for the photons. Suppose the received state is |ψin⟩ = α |0⟩+ β |1⟩, with the following six wave plates on the
two ends of the PPBS, the output state is generally

|ψout⟩ = U2
(
α |H⟩+

√
xβ |V⟩

)
|T⟩+

√
1 − xβU3 |V⟩ |R⟩ , (25)

in which |T⟩ represents the state in the transimission path, |R⟩ represents the state in the reflection path, U2, U3
are two arbitrary single-qubit gates implemented by the wave plates. After the wave plates, Bob uses polarizing
beam splitters (PBS) and single-photon detectors to measure the photons on the basis of {|H⟩ , |V⟩} and {|T⟩ , |R⟩}.
Denoting |H⟩ , |T⟩ as |0⟩, and |V⟩ , |R⟩ as |1⟩, the polarimeter defines four measurement operators π0, π1, π2, π3 by

Tr [πi |ψin⟩ ⟨ψin|] = | ⟨i|ψout⟩ |2, i = 0, 1, 2, 3. (26)

Supposing

U2 =

(
u2,00 u2,01
u2,10 u2,11

)
, & U3 =

(
u3,00 u3,01
u3,10 u3,11

)
, (27)

we have

π0 =

( |u2,00|2
√

xu2,00u2,01√
xu2,00u2,01 x|u2,01|2

)
, (28)

π1 =

( |u2,10|2
√

xu2,10u2,11√
xu2,10u2,11 x|u2,11|2

)
, (29)

π2 =

(
0 0
0 (1 − x)|u3,01|2

)
, (30)

π3 =

(
0 0
0 (1 − x)|u3,11|2

)
. (31)

To conduct 3-element measurement, we set π3 = 0, and replace the corresponding coupler by a light dump, which
constitutes part of our current experiment device. To conduct arbitrary rank-1 3-element measurement, we insert an
arbitrary gate U4 in front of PPBS, and the measurement operators are transformed to U†

4 π0U4, U†
4 π1U4, U†

4 π2U4.
To prove these operators achieve an arbitrary rank-1 3-element measurement, we first write the general form

Π0 = α0 |ψ0⟩ ⟨ψ0| , Π1 = α1 |ψ1⟩ ⟨ψ1| , Π2 = α2 |ψ2⟩ ⟨ψ2| ; with, αi ≥ 0, & ∑ Πi = I. (32)

The third operator Π2 is defined such that it can be easily related to U†
4 π2U4 by

α2 = 2 − x, (33)

|ψ2⟩ =
1√
α2

(ū4,00 + ū4,10
√

1 − x) |0⟩+ (ū4,01 + ū4,11
√

1 − x) |1⟩ . (34)

Then the first two operators Π0 and Π1 must satisfy

Π0 + Π1 = U†
4

(
1 0
0 x

)
U4, (35)

which is

U4Π0U†
4 + U4Π1U†

4 =

(
1 0
0 x

)
. (36)

Since U4Π0U†
4 is Hermitian and rank-1, it can be decomposed as

U4Π0U†
4 =

(
a
b

) (
ā b̄
)

. (37)

Then

U4Π1U†
4 =

(
1 − |a|2 −ab̄
−āb x − |b|2

)
. (38)



9

Table III. The parameters of chosen games. For each played game, we provide the detailed information about the theoretical
visiting probabilities for each restaurant, the encoding states ρk of Alice, the coefficients λj of measurement operators (MO) of
Bob, and the rotation angles of the wave plates in U1, U2, U3. The encoding states are represented by the vectors n⃗k such that
ρk = |ψj⟩ ⟨ψj| = (I + n⃗k · σ)/2, k = 1, 2, 3. The measurement operators are λj |ψ⊥

j ⟩ ⟨ψ⊥
j | , j = 1, 2, 3. Over the ten games, the

angles of wave plates in U3 is 130.5, 355.5, 40.5.
Exp. ρ1 U1 Angles (ρ1) ρ2 U1 Angles (ρ2) ρ3 U1 Angles (ρ3) MO Coef. U2 Angles

1 0.041, 0.160, -0.986 298.6, 310.6, 61.4 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.117, -0.454, 0.883 359.1, 6.9, 0.9 0.986, 0.667, 0.347 35.6, 12.2, 48.8
2 0.248, 0.217, -0.944 50.3, 347.7, 309.7 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.607, -0.533, 0.589 102.4, 5.5, 77.6 0.947, 0.667, 0.386 341.6, 3.7, 304.1
3 0.187, -0.456, -0.870 126.6, 75.9, 53.4 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.370, 0.900, 0.230 342.7, 351.2, 17.3 0.885, 0.667, 0.448 29.8, 64.8, 33.3
4 0.100, 0.645, -0.758 326.0, 349.1, 34.0 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.153, -0.982, -0.107 22.8, 8.6, 337.2 0.805, 0.667, 0.528 304.4, 349.2, 347.4
5 0.101, -0.794, -0.600 121.6, 3.0, 58.4 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.116, 0.916, -0.385 61.9, 357.2, 118.1 0.714, 0.667, 0.619 41.1, 6.9, 2.1
6 0.906, -0.177, -0.385 24.2, 16.7, 335.8 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.785, 0.154, -0.600 331.8, 341.9, 28.2 0.619, 0.667, 0.714 357.1, 325.0, 43.4
7 0.295, -0.950, -0.107 343.7, 341.2, 16.3 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.194, 0.623, -0.758 28.6, 25.1, 331.4 0.528, 0.667, 0.805 1.1, 43.9, 332.6
8 -0.001, 0.973, 0.230 351.1, 342.7, 8.9 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 0.001, -0.493, -0.870 28.5, 31.0, 331.5 0.448, 0.667, 0.885 255.8, 304.3, 326.9
9 0.731, 0.344, 0.589 77.3, 4.7, 102.7 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 -0.298, -0.140, -0.944 129.9, 79.7, 50.1 0.386, 0.667, 0.947 127.9, 89.6, 25.1

10 -0.465, 0.0610, 0.883 356.4, 6.0, 3.6 0, 0, 1 75.0, 345.0, 75.0 0.163, -0.0214, -0.986 40.4, 330.6, 319.6 0.347, 0.667, 0.986 52.0, 337.9, 310.3

We find it is exactly the form of Eqn. (28,29), which leads to

Π0 = U†
4 π0U4, (39)

Π1 = U†
4 π1U4. (40)

Once we have the capability to perform any rank-1 POVM, we can extend this to perform a general POVM by
assigning mixing probabilities among a set of rank-1 POVMs.

C. Choosing restaurant games

Theoretically, there is a large set of H3 games that can be won quantumly but not classically, hence implying the
quantum advantage. We set a PPBS with |V⟩ reflection ratio as 1/3 and play ten of such games, distributed on the
curve

Γ =

{(
−a2 + a + 4

12 − 6a
,

2
(
a2 − 2

)

3 (a2 − 4)
,− a2 + a − 4

6(a + 2)

) ∣∣∣∣∣a ∈ [−1, 1]

}
, (41)

in the parameter space of all the H3 games, as shown in Fig. 4 in the main text. The parameters of the chosen games
include the theoretical visiting probabilities for each restaurant, the encoding states ρk of Alice, the coefficients λj of
Bob’s measurement operators (MO), and the rotation angles of the wave plates in U1, U2, U3.

D. Minimization of classical value of the quality index E

In this section we describe a general method to compute the minimum values of EC attainable by classical strategies.
Consider a n-restaurant game where Alice is allowed to communicate log2 d-bits to Bob. The most general classical
strategy that can be employed by Alice and Bob is described as follows.

1. When the ith restaurant is closed, Alice sends Bob the message j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d} with probability pA(j|ic).
2. Upon receiving message j, Bob visits the kth restaurant with probability pB(kb|j).

The probability p(kb|ic) of Bob visiting the kth restaurant when the ith restaurant is closed is then given by
p(kb|ic) = ∑j pA(j|ic)pB(kb|j).

We recall that E is defined as,

E := max
j

{
k1 ∑

i
p(ib|ic), k2|γj − pj|

}
, (42)
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where k1 and k2 are given constants that depend on the relative importance of conditions (h1) and (h2) respectively,
and pj = ∑i p(jb|ic)p(ic) =

1
n ∑i p(jb|ic). For a given probability distribution pA(j|ic), the minimum value of E can

be obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

min
E ,{pB(kb |j)}

E subject to

pB(kb|j) ≥ 0 ∀k, j,

∑
k

pB(kb|j) = 1 ∀j,

k1 ∑
i

p(ib|ic) ≤ E ,

k2(γj − pj) ≤ E ∀j,

k2(γj − pj) ≥ −E ∀j, (43)

where, p(kb|ic) = ∑j pA(j|ic)pB(kb|j) and pj =
1
n ∑i p(jb|ic). The first two conditions require that pB(kb|j) is a valid

probability distribution, and the last three conditions specify that E is defined by (42). The optimal classical value
EC is obtained by solving the above optimization problem for all the allowed probability distributions pA(j|ic) and
taking the minimum value. The optimization problem presented in (43) is a linear program, for which there are
efficient numerical algorithms that are guaranteed to converge to the optimal value within a precision of 10−3. For
the 3-restaurant game, We performed this optimization by discretizing the allowed values of pA(j|ic). We selected
the parameters k1 = 1

3 and k2 = 1.

E. The classical and experimental quantum winning index values

We list the winning index values of both classical and implemented quantum strategies in Tab. IV.

Table IV. The classical and experimental quantum winning index values, as well as the ideal and experimental visiting probabilities
for each restaurant.

Exp. quantum (ideal) quantum (noisy) classical γi (ideal) pi (noisy)
1 0 0.00348 0.00658 0.64694, 0.23368, 0.11938 0.6483 , 0.2358 , 0.1159
2 0 0.01592 0.01770 0.59454, 0.26168, 0.14378 0.57862, 0.26316, 0.15822
3 0 0.0135 0.03517 0.52361, 0.29331, 0.18308 0.5253 , 0.27981, 0.19489
4 0 0.00455 0.05375 0.44626, 0.31831, 0.23543 0.44532, 0.3147 , 0.23998
5 0 0.00732 0.07264 0.36982, 0.33164, 0.29854 0.37686, 0.32432, 0.29882
6 0 0.00947 0.07264 0.29854, 0.33164, 0.36982 0.29803, 0.32268, 0.37929
7 0 0.00508 0.05375 0.23543, 0.31831, 0.44626 0.23035, 0.31992, 0.44973
8 0 0.00978 0.03517 0.18308, 0.29331, 0.52361 0.18581, 0.28353, 0.53066
9 0 0.00755 0.01770 0.14378, 0.26168, 0.59454 0.13986, 0.25804, 0.60209

10 0 0.00046 0.00658 0.11938, 0.23368, 0.64694 0.11985, 0.23343, 0.64672

III. DEVICE CERTIFICATION

Certifying the quantumness of devices is essential for advancing quantum technologies. This certification process
is a prerequisite for many quantum applications. Utilizing the non-classical phenomena observed in restaurant
games, we can effectively validate the quantumness of both state preparation devices (PD) and measurement devices
(MD). In this work, we present a comprehensive procedure for certifying the quantumness of these devices through
the restaurant game framework. The workflow is depicted in Fig. 4.

Step 1: The state preparation device (PD) at Alice’s end generates an ensemble S := {ρi | i = 1, . . . , n} of
qubit states, where each state is encoded as ρi = |ψi⟩ ⟨ψi|. Here, |ψi⟩ represents the encoding states used in an
n-restaurant game known to exhibit quantum advantage.
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Figure 4. Nonclassicality of (PD,MD). A PD at Alice’s end produce an ensemble S := {ρi | i = 1, · · · , n} of qubit states.
The system is transferred to Bob who implements an MD. Quantum advantage in H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) game certify successful
implementation of such (PD, MD) pairs.

Step 2: The ensemble is then transferred to Bob, who implements a measurement device (MD) characterized
by a set of positive-operator-valued measures (POVM) {Mk}k. Each POVM element Mk is given by Mk =
αk |ψ⊥

i ⟩ ⟨ψ⊥
i |, where αk is determined by the parameters of the restaurant game.

Step 3: The verifier collects the data from the state preparation and measurement processes and computes
the winning index function EV for the restaurant game. Simultaneously, the verifier calculates the minimum
winning index function EC for classical strategies by solving the optimization problem defined in Eq. (15). If
EV < EC, the verifier confirms the quantumness of the PD and MD pair; otherwise, the certification process
fails.

The following proposition demonstrates the effectiveness of our device certification protocol.

Proposition 3. Quantum advantage in H3(γ1, γ2, γ3) games guarantees both the presence of coherence in the encoded qubit
states and the implementation of a non-projective measurement by the receiver.

Proof. We first establish that a quantum strategy, where Alice uses orthogonal encoding states, can be simulated
by a classical strategy. In this quantum scenario, Alice transmits the encoded state ρi = ∑j pA(j | ic) |j⟩ ⟨j| to
Bob when the i-th restaurant is closed, where {|j⟩}2

j=1 forms an orthonormal basis in C2. Bob then performs a
measurement with POVM elements {Mk}k for decoding and visits the k-th restaurant based on the measurement
outcome. The probability that Bob visits the k-th restaurant when the i-th restaurant is closed is given by:
p(kb | ic) = ∑j pA(j | ic) ⟨j| Mk |j⟩. This quantum strategy can be effectively simulated by a classical strategy.
In this classical simulation, Alice sends the message j ∈ {1, 2} with probability pA(j | ic) when the i-th restaurant is
closed. Upon receiving the message j, Bob visits the k-th restaurant with probability ⟨j| Mk |j⟩.

Next, we demonstrate that a projective measurement performed during the decoding step can be simulated by a
classical strategy. Consider the scenario where Alice sends the state ρi to Bob when the i-th restaurant is closed.
Bob then performs a projective measurement {|j⟩ ⟨j|}2

j=1 and visits the k-th restaurant with probability pB(kb | j)
upon obtaining outcome j. The probability that Bob visits the k-th restaurant when the i-th restaurant is closed is
given by: p(kb | ic) = ∑j pB(kb | j) ⟨j| ρi |j⟩. This quantum strategy can be simulated by a classical strategy as follows:
Alice sends the message j ∈ {1, 2} with probability ⟨j| ρi |j⟩ when the i-th restaurant is closed. Upon receiving the
message j, Bob then visits the k-th restaurant with probability pB(kb | j). This completes the proof.
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