Generalization of Cycle Decompositions of Even Dimensional
Hypercubes on d—Dimensional Toruses

Idael Martinez-Perez*

July 2023

Abstract

We consider cycle decompositions of even, 2an-dimensional hypercubes Q24r, where a > 3 is
odd and n > 1. Prior work done by Axenovich, Offner, and Tompkins focused on obtaining the
existence of cycle decompositions for even-dimensional hypercubes using long cycles of a given
form, leaving out cycles of shorter lengths and, in fact, cycles of even longer lengths than those
obtained there, such as C7.511 in the case of Q14. In this paper, we provide two novel methods for
explicitly constructing cycle decompositions of virtually all possible cycle lengths, using cycles
of a given form, on Cartesian products of cycles up to those known by the work of Axenovich,
Offner, and Tompkins. In particular, we show that we can explicitly obtain cycle decomposi-
tions of even dimensional hypercubes Q24n for all lengths mentioned above while on the same
Cartesian product of cycles. With this, the current understanding of cycle decompositions of
even dimensional hypercubes is furthered constructively and is featured with some interesting
consequences for when a is a positive, even integer. Additionally, progress is made towards ob-
taining cycle decompositions using the longest admissible cycle lengths with the incorporation
of a more explicit starting point from which such decompositions of Q24 can be studied further.

Keywords: 05C51; even hypercube graph; Hamiltonian cycle; Cartesian product; torus;

Square/Lock-and-Key cycle decomposition.

1 Introduction

Given a graph G, we denote the graph’s set of vertices by V(G) and those of edges by E(G). The
n-dimensional hypercube @, is then the graph with V(Q,) = {0,1}" and E(Q,) consisting of all
vertex pairs differing in exactly one component. A subgraph H of a graph G is said to give an edge
decomposition of G if G can be expressed as a pairwise edge-disjoint union of isomorphic copies
of H. One class of subgraphs of major interest are cycles, precisely those subgraphs characterized
for every one of their vertices being visited exactly once with two edges associated to each vertex.
Those cycles that visit every vertex of the graph are then regarded as Hamiltonian cycles. Of equal
importance are Cartesian products of graphs, specifically Hamiltonian cycles, used in defining struc-
tures known as tori on which we explicitly perform decompositions using cycles to ultimately obtain
a cycle decomposition of the given torus and, more generally, that of a given hypercube expressed
as a decomposition into isomorphic copies of the torus.

In the paper by Axenovich, Offner and Tompkins [4], a cycle decomposition method known as the
Wiggle decomposition is introduced by which the existence of cycle decompositions for the longer
cycle lengths on a given Cartesian product is established. However, to get cycle lengths that fall
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outside the windows we mention later on, the method would have to be applied on varying tori.
Letting n € ZT, d € ZZ% and a = 2" 4 - - - 4+2% be odd with i; > --- > iy = 0, we see that on a given
Cartesian product representation of QQ24,,, the 2an—dimensional hypercube, we can only obtain cycle
lengths of the form Cj.9o for 2n — 1 different consecutive a by way of the Wiggle decomposition in
the case of aiming for the longest cycles. Even then, there is no explicit definition for constructing
cycle decompositions via the Wiggle decomposition for tori of dimension greater than two, where
the dimension of a given torus is one more than the number of times we take the Cartesian product
against cycles in defining the torus.

In section 4, we introduce the Square decomposition method in its most general form to give ex-
plicit cycle decompositions for the shorter cycle lengths on a d—dimensional torus. In the case of
hypercubes Q24y,,, we get cycles of the form Cy.00 for 1 < a < 2n. Observe that the cycle lengths we
can obtain via the Square decomposition are independent of the dimension of the torus, meaning
we can obtain all cycles lengths possible by the Square decomposition applied to the a—fold Carte-
sian product we introduce further below. However, as we will see later when detailing the second
method, it will be worth using the machinery known as anchored products developed in [4] to keep
the dimension of our resulting torus low to maximize the cycle lengths currently possible for the
second method while having all cycle decompositions being done on the same torus using cycles of
all the lengths we obtain via the two methods. By restricting our view to these lower-dimensional
sub-structures, this makes it more practical to visualize and consider computationally in terms of
tractability.

Following the above, we introduce in section 5 the Lock-and-Key decomposition method in its general
form to give explicit cycle decompositions for all cycle lengths starting at the longest cycle length
given by the Square decomposition to the longest given by the Wiggle decomposition on the anchored
product as we mentioned previously. In the case of cycle decompositions for the hypercube Q24n,
we get cycles of the form C, .5« for all
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all while on the same torus, thus extending the cycle length range beyond the
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window obtained for the longest cycles constructively for d = 2 and non-constructively for d > 2
by the Wiggle decomposition while on the same torus. Given the dependence of the possible cycle
lengths on the dimension d of our torus, we find that keeping the dimension of the torus as low
as possible via anchored products allows us to obtain more of the particularly long cycles. The
Lock-and-Key decomposition works on a torus of any dimension, but some of the longer cycles di-
rectly obtainable on the anchored product are not immediately obtained on the a-fold )5, Cartesian
product due to the dimension being more dependent on a by a linear factor as a consequence of the
emphasis placed by the method on its symmetries along each dimension. This is to say that we can
translate the longer cycles obtained on the anchored product to those on the a-fold @2, Cartesian
product, but in the process the symmetries are distributed at key points along a given cycle and
so one would not have paths of length a with one edge coming from each dimension if one were to
parse a given cycle C,.00 by every a edges, a property characteristic of the Lock-and-Key decom-
position. Hence, the cycle lengths obtained by directly applying the Lock-and-Key decomposition
on the a-fold @, Cartesian product can be understood as those lengths for which one can directly
define a cycle decomposition with these symmetries.



One example of this in effect would be to work on the a—fold ()5, Cartesian product representa-
tion of Qaan = Q2n O -+ O Qo = Co2n O --- O Ch2n, in which case the cycle lengths are for
2n < a < 2an — (a — 1) for cycles of the form C,.5«. So choosing an increasingly large odd a > 3
that requires the same number of powers of two in its binary representation as a smaller odd a > 3,
we can observe that a considerable number of the longer cycles do not translate to cycles with the
characteristic symmetries when working on the a—fold Cartesian product from before relative to
those obtained by working on an anchored product to get the wider range of o we presented earlier.
Thus, anchored products not only allow us to maximize the cycle lengths to get the longest possible
in our torus of focus, but they also allow us to extend this reach to a larger class of hypercubes Q24n,
with odd a > 3 that have the same number of powers of two in their binary representation.

Combining the Square and Lock-and-Key decomposition methods, we get a set of necessary and
sufficient conditions to decompose a hypercube @2, with odd a > 3 and n as above into cycles of
the form C,.0« for all

d
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with constructive definitions to explicitly construct the cycle decompositions all while on the torus
derived from an anchored product we demonstrate in this paper. We also would like to remark that
said torus is also the largest sub-structure of QQ2,, that we can fully decompose, meaning it is the
largest torus for which cycle decompositions for all « above is possible and cycles of greater length
are not admitted in the case d > 3.

Given that the methods we present in this paper can be applied onto the a—fold Cartesian product
of QQ2,’s, these methods provide a more practical, symmetric means by which to decompose said
Cartesian product. Additionally, they offer a more concrete starting point to focus on in proving the
existence/non-existence of cycle decompositions using longer cycles that cannot exist in our chosen
torus but can in the a—fold Cartesian product representation of Q2,,, which are precisely all cycles

of the form C,.0« for
d
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when d > 3 as we obtain cycle decompositions of Qg for all possible cycle lengths when d = 2.
Note that this is strictly through toruses as we have mentioned. There is another approach used in
[4] that proves the existence of cycle decompositions using slightly longer cycles such as C7.510 in
the case of @14, but it does not obtain the existence/non-existence of cycle decompositions using
the longest cycle, namely C7.011. See the end of section 7 for a complete statement of the problem
discussed above and a conjectured approach to resolve it given the constructive results obtained here.

We structure the remainder of the paper in the following way. Sections 2 and 3, respectively, further
motivate the problem with background and remarks on past works pertaining to hypercube decom-
positions, and provide the definitions and results of the fundamental tools we use in establishing
the two new cycle decomposition methods. Sections 4 and 5 present the Square and Lock-and-Key
decomposition’s edge set definitions, the sets of necessary-and-sufficient conditions under which they
apply, and explicit applications of the methods to give cycle decompositions of a given torus. At
the end of the latter section, we give a Corollary 8 of the Square Decomposition’s Theorem 2 and
the Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s Theorem 5, focusing constructively on cycle decmpositions of a
slightly different class of hypercubes that we implicitly obtain along the way that were also treated
by Gibson and Offner in [7]. To conclude, sections 6 and 7 present the proofs of the Square De-
composition’s Theorem 2 and Corollary 4 and the Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s Theorem 5 and
Corollary 7, all of which are stated in sections 4 and 5 respectively.



2 Background

With physical motivations for hypercube decompositions tracing back to processor allocation and
parallel computing problems, Stout in [11] and Bass and Sudborough in [5] presented the first re-
sults involving hypercube packings and decompositions, and investigated hypercube decompositions
via k-regular spanning subgraphs, respectively. Using particular trees, Stout [11], Honrak, Siran,
and Wallis [8], Mollard and Ramras [9], and Wagner and Wild [13] showed that the hypercube
can be decomposed by said trees. In the case of path decompositions of hypercubes, it was shown
independently by Erde [6], and Anick and Ramras [2] that any odd-dimensional hypercube @,, can
be decomposed into any path such that the length is at most n and divides the number of edges in @Q,,.

Spurring some of the first fundamental investigations of hypercube decompositions using cycles,
Ringel [10] proved that when n > 2 is a power of two, @, has a decomposition into Hamiltonian
cycles and hence a Hamiltonian cycle decomposition. In seeking to broaden the above result to a
larger class of hypercubes, Ringel asked whether ),, has a Hamiltonian cycle decomposition for all
even n > 2. With a resolution in the affirmative, Ringel’s question was treated implicitly by Aubert
and Schneider in [3] and explicitly by Alspach, Bermond, and Sotteau in [1].

Ensuing the pivotal questions of Ringel and the complete extension of Hamiltonian cycle decom-
positions to all even hypercubes, Axenovich, Offner and Tompkins [4] showed in particular that
even hypercubes @, can be decomposed into long cycles whose length is of a given form. Similarly,
Tapadia, Waphare, and Borse in [12] proved that @, can be decomposed into short cycles whose
length is a power of two. This result was then extended by Gibson and Offner in [7], where it is
proven that @,, can be decomposed into cycles whose length is at least four and a power of two that
divides 2™. Nevertheless, decompositions of hypercubes remain an open problem for trees, paths,
and even in the case of cycles.

Furthering constructively the current understanding of cycle decompositions of Cartesian products
of cycles, we present the Square and Lock-and-Key decomposition methods from which we get
cycle decompositions of even-dimensional hypercubes from the shortest possible cycle lengths to the
longest lengths obtained in [4] on anchored products, where the lengths are all of the same given
form. In the process, we also get explicit cycle decompositions for ), when n is divisible by four
using cycles of the lengths obtained in [7].

3 Definitions and Intermediate Results

From the definition of the n-dimensional hypercube presented earlier, we most notably get that @,
has 2" vertices and n2"~! edges. For two graphs G and H, the Cartesian product of G and H,
denoted G O H, is the graph with vertex set V(G O H) = {(j1,J2) : j1 € V(G), jo € V(H)} and
edge set E(G O H) = {(j1,42)(j4, j3) : j1 = 31 Jajs € B(H) ot 2 = j3, j1ji € E(G)}. Purther,
taking Hy, ..., Hg to be subgraphs of a graph G, we say that {Hy, ..., Hy} defines a decomposition
of Gif G=H,U---UHy with E(H,) NE(Hp,) =0ifn#mforl <n,m<kandk€Z". Soin
particular, if Hy,..., Hy are cycles, we say they define a cycle decomposition of G. In this paper,
we use Cj, to denote a cycle of length b for b € Z=2.

As in [4], we define the anchored product (G1,S1) B (Ga, S2) of two graphs G; and G5 with S; C
V(G1) and Sy C V(G>) as the graph with vertex set

{(j1,72) 1 1 € V(G1), j2 € V(G2), and j1 € Sy or ja € Sa}



and edge set
{(j1,42) (41, 73) : 4171 € E(G1), j2 = j5 € Sa} U{(j1,J2) (41, J2) : Jajs € E(G2), j1 = j1 € Si}.

Note that if we take S; = V(G1) and Sy = V(G2), we get that the anchored product as defined
above is precisely G; 0 G3. The Cartesian product of two or more cycles is then what we call a
torus. For a more detailed discussion of anchored products, see [4]. While every even dimensional
hypercube Qa,,,, for n,m € Z* can be expressed as an m-fold Cartesian product of Cs2n’s, we in
turn end up working with an m-dimensional torus that becomes complex to fully visualize as we
increase m. Nonetheless, the end-goal is to fully realize cycle decompositions on this torus for all
cycle decompositions of all possible lengths that exist as this torus would be able to admit all such
cycle decompositions.

To extract smaller toruses whose dimension is uniformly and comparatively low and invariant, we
consider all hypercubes in the equivalence class {Q24,} Wwith odd a > 3, where every member is
characterized for having the same number of powers of two in their binary representation as that of
a representative’s a. From [1], we know that even-dimensional hypercubes @Q,, have a Hamiltonian
cycle decomposition and we express this as @, = 5 Can, where the coefficient represents the number
of cycles in the cycle decomposition and Cay» is in particular a Hamiltonian cycle, since |V/(Can)| =
2" = |V(Qy)], and also a spanning subgraph as a consequence. By the above and the Cartesian
product property Qnim = Qn O Q,, for hypercubes with n,m € ZZ° we have for Qa4, with
a =21 4202 4 ... 424 for gy >iy>--->ig =0 that

% %
Q2an = Qn2i1+1 g..-d QnQid+1 =n2 102n2i1+1 .- 0On2 d027l2id+1.

Then, by Propositions 7 and 8 from [4] with the Hamiltonian cycles as our spanning subgraphs, we
get the above can be expressed as

d
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where the coefficient is the number of isomorphic copies of the graph resulting from the anchored
product and Sy, is the set of every 2*th vertex from C,ix+1 for all 1 < k < d. The above anchored
product can then be viewed as what is called a subdivided torus, where all vertices in Sy have 2d-
many edges associated to them in the anchored product and all other vertices belonging to C.,, i+
not in Sy, are 2-regular. From this, we see that there are 2* edges serving as subdivisions between
any two adjacent vertices in Sy that together form a vertex pair, and hence a subdivided edge along
every copy of C, ,ix+1 in the anchored product for every 1 < k < d. Focusing on the edges along a
given copy of C,,i;+1 implicitly defined by the vertices in the Sy, which serve as what are called
representing sets in defining and identifying this particular copy of the subdivided torus, we can
extract an underlying torus by making all edges in the subdivided torus distance regular (DR). In
other words, we treat every resulting edge from using the vertex pairs generated by the representing
sets as one edge regardless of the number of subdivisions it has in the subdivided torus. By doing
this, we have an isomorphism between the subdivided torus and the underlying torus. Hence, we
are interested in the cycle decompositions obtained on the underlying d-dimensional torus for d > 2
as that then gives us a cycle decomposition of the hypercube from which we derived the underlying
torus, where all cycles in the cycle decomposition are of the same length.

Note that we say that an anchored cycle is distance regular if there are the same number of subdi-
visions between any two adjacent vertices from the representing set of the anchored cycle. Further
note that, since there may be partitions in the edges of a subdivided torus along a given dimension
if the representing set excludes some vertices of the cycle from which the anchored cycle is derived,
we refer to edges as non-partitioned edges if the anchored cycle is precisely the cycle from which it is
derived i.e. (Cy, S) = Cp with S = V(). Viewing each cycle in the Cartesian product defining the



underlying torus as defining a dimension of the torus and taking into account the link between the
underlying torus and the subdivided torus, this gives rise to the following result in a more general
setting:

Proposition 1 Let d > 2 and suppose an underlying torus C|g,| O --- O C|g, has a decomposition
into cycles such that every cycle has ay edges from the dimension defined by C|s,|, az edges from
the dimension defined by C\s,|, and so forth up to aq edges from the dimension defined by C|s,-
If (Cyz, 51), (Cyz, S2), --., (Cyz,Sa) are all anchored-DR cycles, where Sy is the set of every Kth
vertex of Cy=, Sz is the set of every ki vertex of Cys and so forth with Sy being the set of every ki
vertex from Cyx, then (Cyx, S1) B .- B (Cyx, Sq) can be decomposed into cycles with

d
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edges.

Proof: Let d > 2 and fix 1 < ¢ < d. Then, every one of the k; edges along the ith dimension
belonging to a given cycle in the decomposition is partitioned a; times. Summing the edges of the
given cycle along each dimension i for i = 1, ... , d tells us that the cycle has a1k + - - - + agkq edges.

4 Generalization of the d—Dimensional A—Square Decompo-
sition’s Edge Set Definition:

Theorem 2 (d-Dimensional A-Square Decomposition Conditions) For integers d > 2, X >
0, and y1, Ya2,--.,ya > 0, if 2X | y1, 2\ | y2,..., and 2X\ | yq, then Cy, O Cy, O --- O Cy, can be

decomposed into
1.4
i=1

cycles of length 2d)\. Note that every cycle here has the same number of edges coming from each
cycle defining a dimension of the torus, and \ corresponds to the individual number of edges of a
“side.” This is all without distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

The corresponding edge set definition established by the General d—dimensional Square decompo-
sition is the following:

E(Ce7t7p1127517~-- 75d—2) =
1

U {(j1:d2: 33, Ja, Js, - -, Ja) (G +(ma—ma), Jatx, Ja+(=1)"(m1—ms), jat(ms—ma),

mi,ma,... ,mag=0
M(mq,ma,... mg)=1

Js +(ma —ms), ..., ja+ (ma—1—mq)) | j1 =t+ 2v+7r+m)A+ (me —my)x,
d—1

Jo=t+2u+r+mo+p )+ xz2+p2+ Y Pi, Jz =51+ 22X+ (=1)"(m3A + (m1 — mg3)z3),
i=3

Ja = S2 +muA+ (M3 — my)xs4, J5 = 53+ msA + (mg —ms)xs, ...,

Ja = 8a—2 +magA+ (ma—1 —ma)Ta, 0 < w1,22,... ,0g <A —1},



where

1, if y € Z>°
0, ify ¢ Z>¢

0<e<¥® _qo<t<a-1, n(y,c>={ for y,c € Z2%, 0 < p1 < n(d,2),

— 2\2

0<z< (3?\—1)7}(6&2), 0<s1 <A=1n(d,2), 0<si < (ygt1— )n(d,k+1)for2 <k <d-2,

Sk*—1

Pl :pk*(sk‘*—l):sk*—li \‘ J}\fOr2§k* §d71,

, 4 J g
1 Emk 1
x = x(d,my,ma,... ,mg) =1 —Q{d b=t {ka-‘for (d,m1,my, ... ,mq) € Z=% x {0,1}4,

d
k=1
M = M(mq, ma, ... ,my) with the logical expression
d—1
g(m1,ma, ... ma) = (my=mg = =ma)V(mg #my =mz=---=ma)V\/ (my =mg = =my #mp1 = =mg)
k=2
1 if e is t 14
is defined as M (my, ma,... ,mq) = 1 q(ma, ma, ma) ?S e ,r:ré)zﬁ—Q{J,
0 if g(mi,ma,...,my) is false 2
14 2R {EJ
v=vl)=|=|—-|—|=, and p=pll)=|—|.
@ {QJ LHJQ)\ w=uld) Y1

Note: For d = 2, the convention is (j1, j2) € (Z/11Z) X (Z]y2Z).
For d = 3, the convention is (j1, jo, js) € (Z/y1Z) X (Z/y2Z) x (Z]ysZ).
For d = 4, the convention is (j1, jo, J3,j4) € (Z/1Z) X (Z/y2Z) X (Z/ysZ) x (Z]ysZ).

For d > 5, the convention is (ji,Jj2,...,7d) € (Z/WZ) x (Z]y2Z) X (Z/yaZ) x (Z/y3Z) x --- X
(Z/ya—1Z).

With the above, we wish to emphasize that the definition of the edge set above is to be read and used
in the following way. For d = 2, one considers components j; and js in the edge set definition to define
the decomposition of Cy, O Cy, and disregards components j3 through j4. All parameters associated
to these extraneous components can be sent to zero and disregarded. For d = 3, we consider the first
three components ji, jo and js to define the cycles to decompose Cy, OO Cy, O Cy, and disregard
the components j; through j; presented. As before, all parameters associated to the extraneous
components get sent to zero. Continuing in this fashion, we can obtain the corresponding definition
ford =4 and d > 5 to decompose Cy, 1 C,, O C,, OC,y, and Cy, OC,, O0C,, OC,, O---0OC,, ,,
respectively. In this case, we emphasize this configuration for the torus for better viewability given
how large underlying tori of hypercube graphs can come to be. Of course, once the dimension d
is chosen, the above definition can modified to have the cycles defining the Cartesian product in
any desirable order without altering the intended way of viewing the cycle decomposition given the
symmetry of the cycles defined by the Square decomposition and the method’s independence from
the dimension of the torus.
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In the figures above, we show cycles defined by the Square decomposition for d = 2 (left), d = 3
(center) and d = 4 (right), where the d-tuples near every darkened vertex correspond to one of the
(my,...,mg) “moves” used by the Square decomposition’s edge set definition to define a cycle for
the cycle decomposition. The edge set definition starts from the (0,...,0) d-tuple and follows the
sequence of d-tuples reached by proceeding clockwise along the given cycles. Note that the d-tuples
for edges along the third dimension are unique up to reflections along that dimension.

Lemma 3 Letd > 2 and a = 24 +2%2 4. .. 4+2% be odd with integers i1 > i9 > -+ > iq = 0. Now let
(Cyr,S1) be such that Sy has every 20 th vertex of Cys, (Cys, S2) with Sy having every 22 th vertex
of Cys and so forth with (Cyx,Saq) having Sq contain every vertex of Cys. Then, letting A = 201
for an integer o > 1, if 20T | yi, 29%%2 | 2 and so forth with (iq = 0) 2% | yj, it follows that
Ca2e decomposes (Cyz, S1) B (Cyz, S2) B -+ - B (Cyx, Sa).

Proof: Let d > 2, a = 2/ + --- 4+ 2% be odd with integers 37 > --- > ig =0, and A = 2°71 > 0
with a > 1. Given that the Square decomposition defines the cycles to have 2\ = 2% edges along
each dimension in the underlying torus by Theorem 2, we see by Proposition 1 that 2% edges
in the underlying torus along the kth dimension for & = 1,...,d corresponds to 2% - 2% edges
in the subdivided torus. Hence, summing the edges along each dimension gives us that our cycle
decomposition of the underlying torus using cycles of length 2d\ corresponds to a cycle decomposition
of the given anchored product using cycles of length a - 2%, where all cycles are of the same length
as a consequence.

Corollary 4 Forn > 1,d > 2 and a = 2% 4 22 + ... 4 2% with integers iy > 45 > -+ > ig = 0,
a d—dimensional 2°~"-square decomposition of (C,,,i+1,51) B (C,zi2+1,S82) B (Cy2n, Sq) B --- B

(szzd,ﬁl ,Sd—1) can be constructed using Cy.00 cycles, where 1 < a < 2n.

Note: 297! refers to the number of edges used on a given “side” without distinguishing between
partitioned and non-partitioned edges. Further, observe that the form of the anchored product is
dependent on d € 722 as presented earlier at the end of the General d— Dimensional Square Decom-
position’s edge set definition.

Before presenting the second decomposition method, we provide applications of the Square decom-
position to give cycle decompositions of two and three-dimensional toruses.

(0,1, 0,0)
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In the four figures above, we have the Cig cycles defined by the Square decomposition’s edge set
definition on the torus Cig OO Cig for the four translation sets admitted by this torus with ¢ = 0
(top left), ¢ =1 (top right), t = 2 (bottom left), and ¢t = 3 (bottom right).
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In the above, we show the Square decomposition of the torus Cig [ C16 with A = 4, where we have
combined the Cig cycles defined in each of the four translation sets shown previously. Replacing
the cycles defining the vertical dimension with Cisg’s and translating 7 copies of the above decom-
position downwards by 16 edges more than the previous translation gives a cycle decomposition of
C128 O C16, making this the cycle decomposition of an underlying torus of (Q12. Here, each vertical



edge in the underlying torus corresponds to two edges in the subdivided torus and every horizontal
edge corresponds to one edge in the subdivided torus. Hence, the above corresponds to a cycle
decomposition of Q15 using Coy’s.

Cy

Cy

In the four figures above are the Cis cycles defined by the Square decomposition for the three-
dimensional torus Cy O Cy O C4 with A = 2, where each figure shows all cycles of a given translation
set possible on a given level. In other words, there are two kinds of translations sets: those associated
to t and those associated to s1’s remainder, po, when divided by A. The higher-dimensional instances
proceed analogously with regards to these translations, where we have chosen js to be the main
reference dimension with respect to which these translations are carried out. Replacing the cycles
defining the first dimension by Cg4’s and those defining the second dimension by Cy’s, we see that,
by translating the above cycle decomposition along the modified dimensions analogously to the
previous example, we get a cycle decomposition of an underlying torus Cgy OO Cs O C4 of Q4.
Mapping the edges from a given cycle to those in the subdivided torus with the corresponding
number of subdivisions along each dimension, we get the decomposition below serves as a cycle
decomposition of Q14 using Cr.92’s.
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5 Generalization of the d—Dimensional Lock-and-Key De-
composition’s Edge Set Definition:

Theorem 5 (d-Dimensional Lock-and-Key Decomposition Conditions) Letd > 2, z1, 2o, . ..
zq > 0 all be even and by, ... ;bg—1 > 0 all be odd or 0, where by represents the number of key “bits.”
Further, let Ay for 3 < k < d+ 1 be as in the Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s edge set definition
presented below. For d = 2, let 4 | zq and Az | z1 and, for d > 3, let 4 | zq, 2A441 | 2a-1, - -,
2A4 | 29, and A3 | z1. Then, the tori C,, O C,, when d =2, C,, O C,, O C,, when d = 3, and
c,oc,0cC,0---0C,, , whend>4 can all be decomposed into

d—2Z

k+1
211 &,
k

A
o k43

d—2
many cycles of length d% 11 Akts. Note that we are not distinguishing between the partitioned and

k=0
non-partitioned edges, and that the number of edges coming from each of the d cycles defining the

d—2
torus is the same i.e. 3 [] Ayqz by the above convention.

Below is the General d—dimensional Lock-and-Key decomposition’s edge set definition on a torus of
the form presented in Theorem 5 above:

E(Cl,%t,p17817]ﬂ2,527--- 7pd—375d—3»pd—2»5d—2) =

2A1—1
U {(1s d2s d3s das -+ a1, Ga) (A (= 1) T2 fmp—my |, o, Jat(=1) 022 (my—ma), jat
miy,ma,... ,mqg=0 _ . _ . _ .
aomr I (1) A2 (g —my), . daer 4 (=D ATA) (mg_g —mg_y), a4+ (1) A2) (mg_y —my)) | j1 = (+

(1—=m3)(1 — A2)y)As — (1 —n3) (L — Ag)y +n3(1 — Ag) + (=1)A=m) A=A (;my + 224 + 2mgmg(1 — my)),
jo=ma+7+n3(1— Ag)(s1 + 1) + (4 = 2As)x2, jz = p1 + 5144272 + (1 — Ag) + (—1)17A2)mg + 23,
ja=p2+ s2A52%s + (1 — Ag) + (=1) =220 my + 2ay, ..., ja—1 = pa—s + 54—3A42"—2 + (1 — Ay)
+(=1) A my g 4+ 2x1, ja = Pa-2 + Sa—2Aa112" 1 + (1 — Ag) + (—1)1=A2)my + 224,
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0<a1 <52 -2 0<3< 202872 -1,0< 2y, < Apyq — Lfor 3<k <d}

(2A1-1)(2(1-Ag)—1)
U U {1, d2, 332 das -+ a1, Ga) G+ (=) B ] + (1) (1= 13) (m2 — ma) + na(1 — na) (my — ma)
My +na(ma—1 —maq)), js+ (mo —ma), ja+ (m1 —m3), js + (M3 —ma),... ,ja—1 + (Ma—3 — Ma—2), ja+
(ma—2 —ma-1)) |1 = (£+1—= (1 —n3)7)As — (1 —nz)y + (1) 782 4 my + 2my (1 — my)
+2z1 +n3(2ma(l —my) —r1(Az — 1)), jo =2+~ + (1 —n3)my + n3(1 + 51+ mg — 1) + 4a2,
Ja=81+m1+7r1, ja=82+m3+ri,..., jdi-1 = Sd—3 + Ma—2 + 71, jd = Sd—2 + Ma—1 + 71,
0<z1 <5 -2 0<z, <% -1}

1
Y U {(j1, d2s 33> Jas - - s a1, da) G + (= 1)) A=ADFmA=2D7 (1 —myYmy + (1= m3) (1 — Ag) + ns(1

mi,ma,... ,mqg=0
M(mq,ma,... ,mg)=1

d d
—Ay1)) Hmj + (1= m3) Az + nsA1) (1 = ma)ma), ja+ [ (1 —my) + (1 = n3)(1 = Az) +13(1 — Ap))(1

j=1
d
—ma)my + (=1)F (1= n3)As +nsAr) [ [y, da + (—1)mee (=B ReSat Fara) £ =807 (1) — mg), jy+
j=1
(_1)na3((1—R1)R383+R1T2)(m3 _ m4)’ oy ae1+ (_1)77ad72((1*R1)Rd—25d—2+R17‘2)(md_2 _ md—l); ot

(—1)7eams (O RORaaSaatBara) (g 3 —mg)) [ g1 = (0+1— (1 —)(1 — Ag) +13(1 — Ay))y)As — ((1—
13)(1 = Az) +13(1 = A))y + ¢+ (1)) 0= A2)bms( A0 (=2 my 4 (1= n3) (1 — Az) +713(1 — Ap))(
1 —ma)my +n3(2ma(l —mi1) — A1(1 = A2)(Az — 2)(1 —ma))), jo = ma + 7+ (4 = 2A2)z2 + (1 —ms)(1—
Az) +m3(1 — A1) (1 = ma)my + 2((1 — n3)Az + n3A1)(1 — ma)m1 + n3(A1(1 — Az)sy + 2((1 — ma)ma—

N (1 = R1)(ma (1 —mg) +ma(l —ma)))), jz = p1 + 51442702 TE=A0 4 ((—1)E=A0T —2p,, 1y W) ma+
223 4 2n4Nas (1 — R1)((1 — 1r2)Xo — 12U0) (1 — m3)ma, ja = p2 + $2A527%8 + (1 — 20,2 V1)my + 224+
2050, (1 — R1)((1 = r2)Xy — 72W1) (1 — ma)ma, ..., ja—1 = pa—3 + sa-3842" =2 + (1 — 200, ,72Vq 4
Jma—1+2xa—1 + 20ana,_, (1 — R1)((1 = r2)Xa-a — r2Wa—a)(1 — ma_1)ma, ja = pa—2 + sa—2A4412""4—

+(1 =214, ,72%4_3)Mmg + 224, 0 < 29 < 2928272 — 1, 0< a2, < Apyq — 1 for 3<k <d}

2(1—Ag)—1 d

v U {(1s G2s G3> Jas s -+ Ja—1, da) (Gr + (=1)((7m) e =An)ytd (mz(l —mi) + H mj)7 Jot

mi,ma,... ,mg=0 j=1
M(mq,mg,... ,mg)=1 d

(_1)A1((1—773)m1+773md) ( H(]_ — mj) —+ (]_ — Al)(]- — mg)ml + Al((]. — 775)(]. — mg)ml + 773(]. — 774)(].
j=1

—mq)mg + na(1 — mdl)md)), g3 4+ (=1)E=ADY(1 — Ay)(my — m3) + Ay (ma —ma)ma, ja+ (1 — Ay)(
m3 — my) + A1(my —ma)ms, js + (1 — A1) (ms —ms) + Ar(ms —ms)ma, ..., ja—1+ (1 — A1) (ma—2
—mg—1) + A1(ma—3 —ma—1)ma—2, ja+ (1 —A1)(ma—1 —ma) + Ar(ma—2 —ma)ma—1) | j1 = (£ +1
—((1=m3) +m3(1 = A))y)As = ((1 = m3) +n3(1 — Ar))y 4t + (—1) () tms(=2art (4,
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+mi (1 —ma) + 2n3(1 — mi)mg), jo =2+ mq +n3A1(s1 + (1 —mi)mag + ma) + v+ ma(l —mq) + 4z,
+2n3(1 — A1)(1 — ma)ma, js = s120780) 4 (=1)I=ADY(1 — Ay)mg + Aymams, ja = s2 + (1 — A1)my
+Aimgma, ..., ja—1 = Sq—3 + (1 — Ai)ma—1 + Aimg_oma—_1, ja = Sa—2 + (1 — A1)mg + Aymg_1my,

OSZ‘QS%_I}’

{1 f;ka d
_ _ = 1 >2 d
x = x(d,my,ma,... ,mg)=1-—2 {dkawfor(d,ml,mg,...,md)EZ— x {0,1}¢,

k=1
M = M(mq, ms, ... ,mg) with the logical expression
d—1
q(m1,ma, ... ,mg) = (m1 =mg = =mg)V(mag #m1 =m3z = --~:md)\/\/(m1 =Mg = =Mp F Mpp1 = -+ = My)
k=2
1 if g(my,m mg) is true 2q 52
is defined as M (m1,ma,... ,mq) = i A\, M2, - - 5 M ] Lot =2 H Aj13 with Ay 3 as defined below,
0 if g(my,ma,... ,my) is false 2 o
=
Ok = Qh—max = 2d H jTH for 1 < k < d denotes the maximum «* possible on a k—dimensional Cartesian product
3=0
1, ify € Z>°¢
of the form presented previously, 7(y,c) = 1 Y for y,c € Z=%, mp = n(d,k—1) for 3 <k <d,
0, ify gz~
=
Noyy = n(zd(bk—i-l) H ];1 ,ak) for 1 <k <dand with by = 0, Ay = n(zq(b1+1), 1), As = n(24(b1+1)+1, aa),
3=0

Map_1
Ag = (2(b141)) 42282 Ay = (bp_o+ 1) ek1) ek <Z’“22> ford<k<d+1, 0< < %—1, 0<~<1,
3

21 + 4 N
ro= { 2 J (1 =n3)(1 —ma)my +n3(1 —na) (1 — my)ms +nama(1 —mg_1)), 79 = 29 — 2 {;J 7
3
s - (1=Ax)ms 2
0<py < [27n Lz for 1<k <d-2and 0 <t <2070 -1 0 <5y < [A4277a2+(1—A1) 1}773,
z ke +1 k -
o = B _ . j
Es {Akm’m‘l}”m for 2 <k <d=2, Xpo =[] { Ao J and Wy = H<1 [ j+1—‘> for 2 <k < d,
Jj=3 =3

R, = 7]3((1—7702)4-77@2((1—’/“2)Xd_2+’l"2\1/d_2))+(1—’l73),Rk = (I—TZ)Xk_2+T2\I/k_27 and Sy = (1—r2)mk+1+r2(1—mk+1)
for2<k<d-1.

Note 1: For d = 2, the convention is (j1, j2) € (Z/z21Z) X (Z]227Z).
For d = 3, the convention is (j1, jo, js) € (Z/z1Z) x (Z]z3Z) x (Z] 7).
For d = 4, the convention is (j1, jo, js, ja) € (Z/217) X (Z]/247) X (Z/227) x (Z]237).

For d > 5, the convention is (j1,J2,...,Jd) € (Z/21Z) X (Z/z4Z) x (Z]z2Z) x (Z]z3Z) x --- X
(Z)z4-17).

As in the Square decomposition, we emphasize that the definition of the edge set above is to be
read and used in the following way. For d = 2, one considers components j; and jo in the edge
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set definition to define the decomposition of C,, O C,, and disregards components js through j4.
All parameters associated to these extraneous components can be sent to zero and disregarded.
For d = 3, we consider the first three components ji,jo and j3 to define the cycles to decompose
C,, O0C,, O C,, and disregard the components j, through j; presented. As before, all parame-
ters associated to the extraneous components get sent to zero. Continuing in this fashion, we can
obtain the corresponding definition for d = 4 and d > 5 to decompose C,, O C,, O C,, O C,,
and C,, O C,, 0C,,0C,, 0O ---0OC,,_,, respectively. Unlike in the Square decomposition, C,
needs to be the shortest cycle in the torus definition so that the decomposition using the shortest
cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition agrees with that of the Square decomposition
using the longest cycles it defines. Of course, one can swap cycles in the torus’ definition provided
the divisibility conditions are still satisfied and one is aware of how the modifications change the
lower bound of the method given the construction’s nature.

Note 2: Over each interval a1 < a* < ap for 2 < k < d, welet 0 < bp_1 < Z’“T’l — 1 be odd and
set bj =0 forallk <j<d-1 Foralll<j<k—1with £k as above, the General Lock-and-Key
decomposition edge set definition has b; = %’ — 1 for all a1 < o < ag. For a* = oy, b; = 0 for
all 1 < j < d— 1. The idea is that we only vary by_1 from 0 if we seek to get cycle lengths that
have a1 < o < ap for 2 < k < d and leave all other b; at either O if k-1 < j <d—-1or
% —1if 1 <j < k—1. Lastly, observe that the Lock-and-Key decomposition edge set definition es-
sentially truncates b1 at 2.2 —1 in the definition of A;; and leaves it as that for all oy, < o* < ag.

Numbering the sets of the General Lock-and-Key decomposition edge set definition one through
four from top to bottom, we state the role of each set during the intervals of a* for which they
are active and provide drawings of the foundational components that persist in the decomposition
cycles for various cycle lengths, where one traces the given component starting from the (0,...,0)
(mq,...,mgq) d-tuple:

Set 1: For all a; < o* < ag and d > 2, this set defines all keys that have the edges along j;
defined by j; moves with positive orientation. The (mq,... ,mg4) d-tuples for each move used by the

definition of set 1 to define part of a given cycle are labelled below for cycles on toruses of dimension
d =2 (left), d = 3 (center), and d = 4 (right):

PR LLE L

0.0 0.1 1,1, 1,00 e,
(0, 0) (.v ) (0, 0,0,0) 0,1,0,0) (1,0, 1,1)"%
) (0
(1,1,1,1)
(1,0) . . (1.1,0,0) 0,0,1,1)
(1’ 1) “’. (0, 0,0, 1)

.
. .
--------

Set 2: For all a3 < a* < as and d > 2, this set defines all keys that have edges along j; defined by
41 moves with negative orientation. The associated d-tuples for the edges of the components defined

by set 2 are labelled below for cycles defined on toruses of dimension d = 2 (left), d = 3 (center),
and d = 4 (right):

14



(1,0, 1)

(1,0)
—_— (1,1,0) JERRPRILELLILE
(1,1, 1) ‘y" 1,0,1,1) s
g (1, 1,0,0)
(0,1) - .1 (0,0,1) (1,1,1,0) './P(LL 11
‘ ( ) ) (0’ 1’ O) (0,0, 1, 1)\0.& Le*
(0, 0) (0, 0, 0)

Set 3: When d = 2 and a3 < o* < ag, this set defines the left half of the block-like portion of a
given cycle where the edges along j; are defined by j; moves with strictly positive orientation. If
a® = ay when d = 2, this set defines all bottom portions, including those that would otherwise be
defined by set 4, by leveraging a new symmetry that becomes available when a* = as. When d > 3
and a; < a* < qq, it defines all states that have edges along j; defined by j; moves with positive
orientation. In particular when as < a* < a4 with d > 3, set 3 defines all possible states that the
“tails” take depending on which range ap_1 < a® < aj we find ourselves in for 3 < k < d. These
states include stair-casing moves, normal moves and column transitions, all of which we define at
the start a*—case 4 of dimension case 2 in the proof of Proposition 15. For all d > 2, this set overall
encapsulates (6d — 10)-many different states total among all components. This is without taking into
account all combinations of what type of ji move is being carried out based on d and a*. Given the
level of detail this set has to account for and it being active for all a; < a* < aq for every d € Z22,
it makes sense that this set is the longest of all four sets.

(O’ O) (Oa 1) :.‘ .
.- e ) e
b 0).‘ 00,0, 1) '00
(07 0, 1) (07 1, 0) (0,0,0,0) \ﬁofoiﬁoo’oo)l)p%
(17 ]-) (1,1,0,0) (0,0,1,1) (1,1,1,1)
(1,0), T
(0,00 (0, 1) , o
~—e . (0,0,0,0) 0100 i e
(1,0) (1,00 e
(1, 1) ‘ 0]

Above we exhibit some of the many components set 3 defines with different combinations of states as
applicable with all having positive orientation overall. The left column corresponds to variations of
column transitions when d = 2 and a3 < o < ai. The center column’s top figure shows stair-casing
moves along all three dimensions while the bottom shows column-transition moves. These occur
when d = 3 over as < a® < a3 and as < o* < ag, respectively. The right column’s top figure shows
stair-casing moves along the lowest three dimensions while the dashed arcs going along the fourth
dimension correspond to normal moves. To have stair-casing moves along the fourth dimension for
this figure, we would have the last dashed arc directed to a new copy of the same three-dimensional
torus instead and this would take place when d = 4 and a3 < a* < ay4. Lastly, the right column’s
bottom figure corresponds to column transition moves along all four dimensions. The right column
states take place when d = 4 for as < a* < ay and as < a* < ay, respectively.
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Set 4: When d = 2 and a3 < o < «g, this set defines the right half of the block-like portion of
a given cycle, where the edges along j; are defined by j; moves with strictly negative orientation.
When d > 3 and a3 < a* < «g, set 4 defines a slightly different version of the right half of the
block-like section, where the second half is translated to the right in the case a; < o* < ag and
remains the same for a* = «;. Below we show the component of a given cycle defined by set 4 on
a torus of dimension d = 2 (left), d = 3 (center), and d = 4 (right). Note that the edge not drawn
along jo, the horizontal dimension, between the two sub-components when d = 3 and d = 4 as seen
below comes from set 2 when x; is maximal as part of the transition from the d = 2 instance where
it is used as part of the connected component defined by set 2.

(1,0, 1)
1,0
_( | (1,1, 1)
| T ., (1,0,1,1)
(03 O; 1) "‘u" "“ o
(1, 1) oy
(0,1,0)
P——
(0,0) (0,1) %. 0, 0)

It is worth appreciating that by parsing the cycle definition as outlined above, partitioning the cycle
into these sets with the corresponding roles to be carried out when applicable, we can most notably
transition from the definition of the cycles for a1 < a* < as when d = 2 to that for the same range
of a* when d > 3 by simply performing translations of the fundamental pieces each set defines.
Then, for as < a* < ayg, most of the non-symmetric detail can be placed on set 3, where we have
leveraged the new symmetries that become available for all as < a* < ag to have set 1 define the
remaining symmetric components, namely the key “bits”.

Remark: The convention to use for the form of the Cartesian product based on d € Z>? is presented
above in Note 1. Note the following modifications that can be made to the parameters of the Lock-
and-Key Decomposition’s edge set definition presented earlier for easier usage in obtaining cycle
decompositions of Q24n, where n > 1 and a = 2% 4 ... 4 2% is odd with integers i; > -+ > ig =0,
for the established lengths assuming z; = 92 =i for all 1 <j<d:
k—1
a =log, (), ap = Qg—max = Z [n2%+h — ;] +2n— (k—1) for1 < k < d denotes the maximum
j=1
a possible on a k—dimensional Cartesian product of the form presented previously, np = n(d, k — 1)

for 3<k <d, na, =nla,ar) for 2 <k <d, Ay =n(a,a1), Ay =nla+1,az),
As = 9(1-Az)(a—a1)+Az(az—a1)+1
with by = 20 — 1, and
Ay = 91—,y (@ =k —2)Nay_ g+, 1 (@k—1—ak—2)

with by_o = 2% -2 — 1 for4 <k <d-+1.

Analogous modifications can also be made when all cycles C.; defining the tori, of the forms presented
in Note 1, have lengths greater than or equal to four that are powers of two and are not necessarily
those on which we focus. We can take all as stated above and modify «aj for 1 < k < d by applying
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the logarithm base 2 to the definition of oy in the Lock-and-Key decomposition’s edge set definition

to get
k—1

ay = Z[logz(zj)} +logy(2a) — (k = 1).

Lemma 6 Let d > 2 and a = 2 + 2% + ... 4+ 2% be odd with integers i; > ig > -+ > ig = 0. Now
let (Cyx,S1) be such that S1 has every 241 th vertex of Cyr, (Cyz, S2) has Sy consisting of every 202 ¢h,
vertez of Cyz, and so forth with (C’y;,Sd) having Sq contain every vertez of Cy-, where each y; > 4
for1 < j <d is a power of two. Further, let A; for 3 <j<d+1 and oy, for1 <k <d be as in the
above modification with z; = ;Z’i-f for 1 < j <d assumed as in the Lock-and-Key decomposition’s
edge set definition. If 4 | y5 and A32™ | yi when d = 2 and A32" | yj, Ay22T |y, As2isTh | yi,

yAgr2 T [ yn ) and 4 |y when d > 3, it follows that Cy.0« decomposes (Cyz, S1)B(Cyx, Sq)
when d =2 and (Cy;,S1) B (Cyz, Sq) B - B (Cyy, S2) when d > 3.

Proof: Let d > 2, a = 2 + --- + 2% be odd with integers iy > -+ > ig = 0, a > a1 = logy(24),
bj =297% —1foralll <j<d-1,and by = 0. Given that the Lock-and-Key decomposition
defines the cycles to have (z4/2) HZ;% Apys = (24/2)2¢(@1=1) = 2 edges along each dimension
in the underlying torus by Theorem 5, we see by Proposition 1 that 2% edges in the underlying
torus along the kth dimension for &k = 1,...,d corresponds to 2% - 2* edges in the subdivided
torus. Hence, summing the edges along each dimension gives us that our cycle decomposition of the
underlying torus using cycles of length (dzq/2) HZ;? Aj43 corresponds to a cycle decomposition of
the given anchored product using cycles of length a - 2%, where all cycles are of the same length as
a consequence.

The form of the anchored product above is emphasized as choosing Cy- as we do below to be the
shortest cycle of all the Cy» allows us to obtain the longest cycle defined by Square decomposition as
the shortest cycle deﬁned by the Lock-and-Key decomposition while yielding cycle decompositions
using cycles of all the lengths it covers.

Corollary 7 Letn > 1,d > 2, a = 211 +2%2 4. .42 with integers iy > ig > -+ > ig = 0, Ao with
by =297 —1 for 1 < k < d—1 with o and oy as in the remark following the Lock-and-Key edge set
definition, and y; = gn2 " for all1 < j < d. Then, a d—dimensional Lock-and-Key decomposition
of (Cyzin+1,S1) B (Co2n, Sq) B(Cyppin+1,52)B- - -H (C’znzid,lﬂ ,Sa—1) can be constructed using Cy.2a
cycles, where

d
2n§a§2an7(d71)72ik.
k=1

Finally, observe that decomposing such anchored products is equivalent to decomposing a torus of the
form presented below as

(C.

2

noi1+1, Sl) H (ngn,Sd) H (C2n21‘2+1 s 52) B..-H (an2i4*1+l , Sdfl)

= gn2ittl_iy U 022n U C2n2i2+1_i2 o--- OQnZid,1+17,id71

and the cycles in the decomposition of the above torus have the same number of edges along every
dimension.

Thus, from Corollaries 4 and 7 as applicable based on the desired cycle lengths, we can now see that
Q(2a)n can be decomposed into
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Qayn = Qa(2i1 4212 4. 2ia)n = @nain+1 O Qoo U -+ 0 Qpgiat
= n2i102n2i1+1 O n2i202n2i2+1 o..- 0 n2id02n2id+1

(1)

= n2k=1

(Conainr,51) B (Cprpinir, S2) B -+ B(C,, 00041, Sa)

d . d
in| n > 2%kt iy —a _
2 k=1 k=1 Choo = n229"72C, ga.

d
This is n229"~< cycles each of length a -2 for 1 < a < 2an — (d—1) — > ig.
k=1

As we will see in the proofs in the subsequent sections, our constructions for the Square and Lock-
and-Key decompositions’ edge set definition reveal a partition by which we can decompose the proofs
of the edge-disjoint cycle decomposition components in the statements of Theorems 2 and 5. This is
a consequence of the edge set definitions defining all edges with orientations that agree with those
the edges would have if one were tracing out a cycle in the decomposition. In the case of the Lock-
and-Key decomposition’s edge set definition, we leverage the symmetries we referenced earlier so
that we need only treat the oy < a* < ag for d = 2 and d > 3 separately using four major sets while
as < a* < g can be adequately treated with major sets 1 and 3. Lastly, the presentation of the
edge set definitions with explicit algebraic closed forms for each of the components will enable us
to reformulate the edge-disjoint subsection proofs in terms of systems of equations and the number-
types of their solutions.

We conclude this section with applications of the Lock-and-Key decomposition to yield cycle de-
compositions of Cartesian products of cycles, leading up to another corollary of Theorems 2 and
5.

016 C(16

Cie 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [

Here we have the C1sg cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition on the two dimensional
torus C1g O Ch6 with v = 0 (left) being “key” cycles and v = 1 (right) being the complementing
“lock” cycles. These two figures when combined yield the cycle decomposition below of Cig O Cig
using Ciag cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition for all v € {0,1}.
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Cie

_IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIC16

Replacing the cycles defining the vertical dimension of the torus above with Cs14’s and performing
210 _ 1 vertical translations of 16 edges each to the above cycle decomposition, we obtain a cycle
decomposition of the underlying torus Co14 [ Cg of Q2 using cycles that correspond to Cs.96’s in
the subdivided torus of Q2g. Since we enlarged our initial torus, note that we can construct cycle
decompositions using longer cycles via the Lock-and-Key Decomposition by proceeding analogously
as in our initial decomposition.

C 4 04

o~

Z >
\)\ >SS

Cy /
Cs

Cy
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C 4 C(4

~J
) 2
H&
Cy Cy

C 8 CS

In the four figures above, we show the cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key Decomposition on a tract
of the three-dimensional torus Cs 00 Cy O Cy using Ca4’s corresponding to the appropriate (¢,~, s1)
pairs with d = 3 and all other parameters being zero. In this case, this corresponds to the interval
of cycle lengths with a3 < a* < ay as we are working with cycle lengths that require one level and
hence have analogs in the two-dimensional torus Cg [J Cy.

The left figure below gives a bird’s-eye view of one of the cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decom-
position on the three-dimensional torus above. As we can see, the most notable difference between
it and its two-dimensional analog is the absence of the lower block segment used in transitioning
to the next column. Instead, we find that by translating the keys and performing the column
transition in a manner more coherent with the definition of the keys, we are able to preserve the
compatibility in symmetries along all required instances of a given cycle to leverage the translational
symmetries that were present in the two-dimensional analog as well as those that arise in the higher-
dimensional toruses. If one were to expand a cycle, defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition of
a two-dimensional torus such as Cg [J C4, along the third dimension to use in the decomposition of
Cs O C4 O Cy4, it would become apparent that the difference contains precisely the kind of trans-
lational symmetry that makes it incompatible with the symmetries of the keys. Conversely, we see
that using the contracted cycle above to decompose Cg O Cy would not be valid as we would not
be able to introduce a cycle of the same length that in particular covers the square of edges formed
at the center of the main key.

Hence, the two-dimensional definition of the Lock-and-Key decomposition is a special case of the
Lock-and-Key decomposition relative to its definition for dimensions three and higher for a; < o* <
Q9.
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Combining the previous four figures of Cs4 cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s edge
set definition, we get the cycle decomposition on the right for a tract of the torus Cs O C4 O Cy.
Observe that the two edges missing at each extreme of a given level are not present due to them
belonging to other cycles we have not drawn that would fall in the other tract that would complete
the torus. To get the complete decomposition for this torus, we simply need to translate all of the
cycles above four units in the j; direction whose axis is defined by Cs.
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However, we would like to remark that if our torus had instead been Cy OO Cy O Cy, we can use
the Lock-and-Key decomposition as defined for a* = as. Alternatively, we can notice that the
above definition defined for a; < a* < as in fact works for a* = ao as the first and last line
along the Cy in the jo direction would be the same. One would only need to partition the edges at
the extremes in the j; direction as we did with the jo and j3 edges found at the extremes of the torus.

While both yield the same cycle decomposition, the definition for a* = «ay is more compact requir-
ing only two sets to define while using the observed alternative would require four sets as do the
a1 < a* < ag. As can be seen, the definition for the Lock-and-Key decomposition we push forward
for a; < a* < ay treats what we regard as special cases relative to the more coherent portion of the
Lock-and-Key decomposition’s definition that becomes apparent as we consider longer cycles with
ag < a* < ag for all d € Z.22.

In the following figure, we show one Cisg cycle from the Lock-and-Key Decomposition of Qg on
the torus Cy O Cy O Cy O Cy. To obtain the remaining 7 cycles, we can translate the cycle below
to the right by one edge. Next, we can translate the two cycles up by one edge each, where we
view the top left Cy O Cy O C} torus as the starting point of each cycle. Having four cycles at
this point, the remaining four are obtained by starting the cycle decomposition from the top right
Cy O Cy O Cy torus to get the reference cycle that we can then translate as referenced previously
to get the remaining three. In the case of the class of hypercubes of interest, we can consider
the four-dimensional underlying torus Coiz (O Cos [0 Cos [0 Ca2 of Q3¢ for example with the cycle
decomposition using Cy2s’s following analogously to the figure below with an extended set of keys
on twice as many levels as before. This would correspond to a cycle decomposition of @39 using
C15.921-cycles.
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With the above being the smallest four-dimensional torus that can be decomposed using the Lock-

and-Key Decomposition, we discover that this decomposition method gives rise to cycles decompo-
sitions into cycles of the form C,.5o for 2 < a < 5 with a = 4 and is hence not limited to odd a.
In fact, this holds true for the Square decomposition as well, where for both methods we can have

a > 2 be even and decompose the a-fold Cartesian product of Q2,,’s defining Q2,,,. For said a, we can
obtain cycle decompositions using cycles of the form Cys for 5 > 2, which results in all admissible

cycle decompositions in the case a is a positive power of two, and additional cycle decompositions
using cycles of said form otherwise to decompose hypercubes such as Q220 and @Q420.
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However, observe that the dimension of the torus is heavily dependent on «a if we consider the a-fold
Cartesian product of Q9,’s, causing the exclusion of some of the shortest and longest cycles that
could have been used in the decomposition. This is due to how the dimension a would predetermine
the form of the cycle to be C,.90 for a@ > 1 for both cycle decomposition methods, and the Lock-
and-Key decomposition method’s upperbound decaying linearly by a. To remedy this, recall from
earlier that between the Square and Lock-and-Key decomposition methods we can fully decompose
any two-dimensional torus of Q.. using cycles of all the lengths admissible by Q2. Hence, we
have the following corollary of Theorems 2 and 5.

Corollary 8 Let n > 1 and b > 2 be even. Then, Qap, can be decomposed into bn22" =8 _many
cycles of length 28 for all 2 < 5 < 2bn.

Proof: Let d =2 and 8 > 2. Expressing Qopn, as Qopn = Qpn [ Qpn, with b and n as above, we find
that we can immediately represent it as copies of a two-dimensional torus in the following way:

bn bn bn
Q2bn = Qon U Qon = ?Czbn 0 ?Cgbn = ?(Ogbn g Czbn).

Letting y; = 27, 15 = 2" and A = 2772 > 0, the Square decomposition’s Theorem 2 gives us that
Covn [ Copn can be decomposed into 220" T1=F_many cycles of length 2d\ = 28 for 2 < 8 < bn + 1.

Now, taking z; = 2" and 2z, = 2", we see that since b = 2c for some ¢ > 1, 2P = 227¢ = 47¢ and
so it follows that 4 | 2. With by = 28"+ _ 1 we have Az = 2(8=bm)(1-A2)+A20n divides 20" for
all bn +1 < 8 < 2bn. So by the Lock-and-Key decomposition’s Theorem 5, we get that Cosn [ Coon
can be decomposed into 2°"+1/Ag = 2207+1-8 cycles of length dzpAz/2 = 207 . 26-tn = 28 for
bn +1 < 8 < 2bn between the two cases Ay =0 and Ay = 1.

Combining the above, we have that we can decompose the torus Cysn [0 Copn into 2207 +1=F_many
cycles of length 27 for all 2 < 3 < 2bn. Hence, Qa;,, can be decomposed into bn/2 - 220n+1=F =
bn22t"—B_many Cys-cycles over the same range of 3 as in the torus.

6 Proofs of Theorem 2 and Corollary 4

We will prove that the proposed General Square Decomposition edge set definition indeed defines
edge-disjoint cycles. Following this, we will show that all cycles are of the same length and in par-
ticular of length a - 2% for 1 < a < 2n in the case of the cycle decompositions of QQ24,. Combining
these results, we will have proven Theorem 2 and Corollary 4.

6.1 Edge-Disjoint Cycles Proofs:

Before we begin, we would like to define what we mean when we use the terms “critical start vertex”,
“intermediate vertices”, and “critical end vertex” throughout the proofs.

Let’s consider a move along ji for 1 < k < d. Critical start vertex refers to the “corner” where
a given move (my,... ,mg) begins. So x; = 0 in the General Square Decomposition corresponds to
the critical start vertex. Intermediate vertices refer to the vertices that are used along the way
in defining the edges that end up in the edge set for a given move (mq,... ,my). Hence, given our
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previous definition and 0 < x; < A — 1 by construction, intermediate vertices will be those vertices
reached when 1 < zj, < A—1, meaning we will require A > 2. Critical end vertex refers to furthest
end vertex (right vertex) in the last edge (vertex pair) that is included by the definition of the edge

set for a given move (my,...,mq). Since a given move along j; will have been fully performed, the
end vertex in the k-th component will differ by A from the critical start vertex with the signage
dependent on which of (mg — m1), x, (m1 — ms), (m3 —my),...,(m4—1 — mgy) applies to ji by its

definition in the General Square Decomposition’s edge set presented in Theorem 2.

Our main result for this section will be

Theorem 9 The General Square Decomposition’s Edge set yields cycles that share an edge if and
only if the two cycles are the same cycle.

Now, let C1 = Crt,py,2,51,... .54, and Co = Cll,tl,pf,m,sfw,sfi,z with the parameters ranging over
the intervals established in the general Square Decomposition’s edge set definition. Note that any
other parameters with no subscripts that are fixed for a given cycle, meaning they are identifiers of
the cycle in some fashion, will have subscript 1 if they belong to Cy and none if they belong to Cj.
Further, if any of the parameters have a subscript prior to distinguishing between those belonging
to C7 and Cs, having no superscript will correspond to those parameters belonging to C; and a x
for a superscript will correspond to those parameters belonging to Cs.

Given the versatility of the edge set definition in that it performs a move (mq,... ,mg) and its
inverse when required, we must prove the following:

Proposition 10 Two cycles C1 and Co cannot share an edge as a consequence of Co performing
the inverse move to a given move (my,...,mgq) starting from the critical end vertex at which C;
was left off by the end of the referenced mowve.

Proposition 11 Two cycles Cy and Co cannot share an edge as a consequence of Co performing the
inverse move to a given move (my,... ,mgq) starting from the intermediate vertices used in defining
the edges belonging to Cy as a consequence of the referenced mowve.

Proposition 12 Two cycles C; and Cs cannot share an edge as a consequence of Cy performing
the same move (my,... ,mgq) performed by Cy unless Co performs the move from the same critical
start vertex corresponding to that move in Cy, which is if and only if C1 and Cy are the same cycle
i.e. (Cl = 02)

With this, we will have shown that the cycles resulting from the General Square Decomposition edge
set are edge-disjoint, meaning the edges in a cycle’s edge set belong uniquely to that cycle.

Let 1 < A < \*, where

N =max{\ € ZT : 2\ | y; for all 1 < j < d}.

Observe that the set over which the maximum is being taken in the definition of A\* is non-empty as
A =1 is in the set since each y; is even by assumption. Note that (ms —m1), x, (m1 —ms), (m3 —
mya),...,(Mg—1 —mg) are £1 during j1, ja, J3,j4, - - - , ja moves respectively, and 0 otherwise by the
construction M in Theorem 2. M only admits d—tuples (my,... ,mg) € {0,1}? with the properties
that make the above mappings the case for a given move. So only one of the mappings above will
ever be +1 for a given move and all others will be 0. Lastly, we will make use of the property
N — Ak = sgn(A; — M)A — Akl = (=D [\ — M| when \;, \p € {0,1} for j,k € Z* and hence
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the case that [A; — Ag| < 1. We will be using the properties above without further mention in the
following proofs.

6.1.1 Proof of Proposition 10:

Let 1 < A < \*, d € ZZ2, and for reference refer to Theorem 2 for specific bounds of each parameter,
though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.

We would also like to make the reader aware that the form of the inverse move on Cy to a move
(my,ma,... ,mg) on Cyis (1 —mqy,1 —ma,...,1—myg) in the case of moves along ji for 1 < k <d
with k # 3. Given the alternating behavior for moves along j3 as they depend on r and ry, the
pairity of ¢ and ¢, respectively, it follows that inverse j3 moves on Cy with respect to a j3 move
(my, mg,... ,my) on C is

(Ir=rifmi+(=|r=r[)(1=m), [r=ri|jmo+(1=[r=ri|)(1=m2), ..., [r=r1|ma+(1=[r=ri])(1=ma)).

Note that we will be assuming for the sake of contradiction that two cycles share a vertex with
the move configurations established below, meaning all components of their vertices agree, and we
then show that such scenarios do not occur by the definition of the General Square Decomposition.
In doing so, we will have shown that these cycles cannot share edges by way of these configura-
tions. We now proceed with the proof of Proposition 10 by considering equalities at each component
ji for 1 < k < d with C5 configured to perform the inverse move to a given move (mq,...,mgq)
of C'y along one of the components starting from the critical end vertex belonging to C for that move:

Major Case 1: Looking at j;, it follows that

t+(2u+r+m1+(m2—ml)))\:t1+(2yl+r1+1—m1))\

t1 =t
= 2w—wv)+(r—ri)+ (M +me)—1= 1)\ .

Given 2(v —v1) + (r —r1) + (m1 +ma) — 1 € Z and |t — 1] < A — 1 by construction, it must be the
case t = t1. Noting that m; 4+ mo = 1 during moves in j;, our equality in j; then implies

r —T
vV —r = .

2

Since v — vy € Z and |r — r1| < 1 by construction, we have r = r; and hence v = vy.

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then our equation for j, becomes

t+ Qu+r+mo)d=t;1+ 2u1 +7r1+1—mo)A

1
= (h—m)+me= 3.

This is a contradiction as (u — p1) + ma € Z for every value of my € {0,1} while § ¢ Z. So the
above equality is not possible.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Looking at j3, we see

s14 222 4+ (=1)"msA = 87 + 2202 + (1) (1 — m3)A
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S1 S1
A

= 2(z—2z1)+ (=1)"mg — (-1)" (1 —mg3) =

Following from 2(z — 2z1) + (=1)"m3 — (=1)"1(1 —m3) € Z and |s; — s¥| < A — 1 by construction,
we conclude s; = s7. So by the above and our result » = r; from before the dimension cases for this
major case, we now have

(-1

(z—=2z1)+ (=1)"ms = 5

However, this is a contradiction as for every value of mz € {0, 1}, it is the case that (z — 21) +

(=1)"mg3 € Z by the closure of the integers under addition while % ¢ Z with r € {0,1}. Hence,
the above equality is not possible.

Thus, inverses in Cs of j; moves cannot be performed starting from end critical vertices of the
reference j; move in Cf.

Major Case 2: We now analyze moves along jo:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Focusing on j» with the appropriate simplification by construction
given d = 2, our initial assumption and the observation that during j, moves 2mq + x = 1 give us

(t—=t1) +@p—p)+(r—r1)+2m2+x) - 1)A=0
t1 —t
T

= 2 —m)+(r—r)=

Since 2(pu — p1) + (r —r1) € Z and |t — ¢1] < A — 1 by construction, we see t = t;. So our equation
of jo now becomes

rn —r

H— 1= 5

which implies » =71 and g = pq as |r —ry| <1 and g — g € Z by construction. Looking at j1, we
see by our results above

t+Qutr+m)A=t1+ Qi +ri+1—mq)A

1
= (V—V1)+m1:§.

This is a contradiction as (v — v1) + my € Z for every value of my € {0,1} by construction while
% & 7. Hence, the above equality is not possible.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Looking at js, it is the case that

14+ 222+ (=1)"mgA = s7 + 2202 + (=1)" (1 — m3) A

*_

S1 S1
by .

= 2(z—2z1)+(=1)"mg — (-1)" (1 —mg3) =

Noting that 2(z — z1) + (—1)"m3 — (—=1)"*(1 — m3) € Z and |s; — s| < A — 1 by construction, we
find that s; = s7. Hence, our equation for js becomes
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(z—2y)+ L) =

However, for every value of r,r1,m3 € {0,1} by construction, (z — z1) + Mmg € Z while

(=D"

5— & Z. So we have a contradiction and conclude that the above equality is not possible.

Thus, inverses in Cy of jo, moves cannot be performed starting from end critical vertices of the
reference jo move in Cf.

Major Case 3: Recall that inverses in Cs of j3 moves in Cy are defined differently taking into
account their relationship relative to each other in terms of r and r;. Further, given that our moves
in this case are along j3, we have d > 3. We now case on |r — rq]:

Case 1: Let |r — r1| = 0. Then, r = r; and our equation for j; then implies

t+utr+m)A=t1+ 21 +ri+|r—rilmi+ 1 —|r—ri])(L —mq1))A

— 2= 1)+ (=) @my = (1= =) =

Since 2(v —vq)+ (r—r1)+ (2m1 —1)(1 —|r—7r1|) € Z and |t — t1| < A — 1 by construction, we must
have t = t1. Applying our case assumption along with our result above, j;’s equation implies

1
(V—V1)+m1:§,

but this is a contradiction as (v — v1) + m; € Z by construction while % ¢ 7. Hence, the above
equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let |r — r1| = 1. Focusing on j3, we see

s14+ 220+ (=1)"(msA 4+ (my —mg)A) = 87 + 220+ (=) (Jr — rilms + (1 = |r — r1|)(1 — m3))A

= 2(z—21)+ (=1)"mqy — (1) (Jr —r1mz + (1 — |r — r1|)(1 — m3)) = i ; Sl'

Observing that 2(z—z1)+(—1)"m;—(=1)" (|r—ri|ms+(1—|r—r1|)(1—m3)) € Z and |s; —sF| < A—1
by construction, we get that s; = s}. Applying the result above, the case assumption and the
observation that m; + m3 = 1 during j3 moves by construction, we get

(~1)" (my +my) _ (~1)"
2 2

zZ— 21 =

However, this is a contradiction as for every value of r1 € {0,1}, we see z — z; € Z by the closure of
the integers under addition while %

above equality is not possible.

¢ Z for every value r1 € {0,1} by construction. Hence, the

Thus, inverses in Cs of j3 moves cannot be performed starting from end critical vertices of the
reference j3 move in C.

Major Case 4: For moves along ji for 4 < k < d, we see d > 4 and that in js it is the case that
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814 222+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 221 A + (1) (1 — m3)A
5] — 81
A

= 2(z—2z1)+ (-1)"m3 — (=1)"™ (1 —mg3) =

Given 2(z — z1) + (=1)"mg — (=1)"(1 — mg3) € Z and |s1 — s7| < A — 1 by construction, we have
that s; = s7. So our simplified equation for js implies

(z—2z1)+

However, this is a contradiction as for every value of r,7y,m3 € {0,1}, (z—21) + Mmg €7
(=nm
2

by the closure of the integers under addition while ¢ 7. So the above equality is not possible.

Consequently, inverses in C5 of ji moves, for 4 < k < d when d > 4, cannot be performed starting
from end critical vertices of the reference j; move in Cj.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 10.

Thus, we have the shown that our General Square Decomposition’s edge set definition cannot pro-
duce a cycle C5 that shares an edge with another by performing the inverse of a given move from
the end vertex of the move belonging to Cf.

6.1.2 Proof of Proposition 11:

Let 2 < XA < \*, d € Z=2, and for reference refer to Theorem 2 for specific bounds of each parameter,
though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.

We would also like to make the reader aware that the form of the inverse move on Cy to a move
(my,ma,... ,mg) on Cq is (1 —mq,1 —ma,...,1 —my) in the case of moves along jj for 1 <k <d
with k # 3. Given the alternating behavior for moves along j3 as they depend on r and ry, the
pairity of ¢ and ¢, respectively, it follows that inverse j3 moves on Cy with respect to a j3 move
(my, ma,... ,mg) on C is

(Ir—ra i+ (1= [r—r1 ) (1=mo), Jr—ri ma (L= |r—r1 ) (L=m), ..., [r—r1Jmg+ (L [r—ry]) (1=ma)).

Note that we will be assuming for the sake of contradiction that two cycles share a vertex with the
move configurations established below, meaning all components of their vertices agree, and we then
show that such scenarios do not occur by the definition of the General Square Decomposition. In
doing so, we will have shown that these cycles cannot share edges by way of these configurations.
We now proceed with the proof of Proposition 11 by considering equalities at each component j
for 1 < k < d with Cy configured to perform the inverse move to a given move (my,... ,mg) of C;
starting from an intermediate vertex belonging to C for that move:

Major Case 1: Here we analyze moves along ji:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2 and observe that in js, its equation for this dimension case implies

t+ u+r+mo)A=1t1+ 2ur + 71+ (1 —m2))A
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t1 —1

= 2(p—m)+(r—r)+(2me—1)= 3

Given 2(p — p1) + (r —r1) + (2ma — 1) € Z and |t — t1| < XA — 1 by construction, we have ¢t = 1.
Now, by the above result, our j; equation by our initial assumptions is

t+ Qv +r+m)A+ (me —my)ry =t + (2v1 + 71+ (1 —mq))A
(m1 — ma)ay

= 2v—1)+(r—ri)+2m —1)= 3

Following from 2(v—v1)+(r—r1)+(2m1—1) € Z, 1 < 21 < A—1 with A > 2 and ms—my = £1 given

mi+mz = 1 during every j; move with mq, ms € {0, 1} by construction, we see that M & 7.
Hence, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Focusing on j3, we see

1+ 222+ (=1)"mgA = s7T + 2202+ (=1)" (1 — m3) A
5] — 81

A

= 2(z—2z1)+(=1)"mg — (-1)" (1 —mg3) =

Noting that 2(z — 21) + (—=1)"m3 — (—=1)" (1 — m3) € Z and |s; — s| < A — 1 by construction, we
find that s; = sj. So our simplified j3 equation is

(z—2z)+ ——F—"—mg =

However, this is a contradiction as for every value of ms,r, 7 € {0,1}, it is the case that (z — z1) +
%mg € Z by construction and the closure of the integers under addition while # ¢ 7.

Hence, the above equality is not possible.

Thus, inverses in Cy of j; moves cannot be performed starting from any of the intermediate vertices
of the reference j; move in Cf.

Major Case 2: We proceed to analyze jo moves under the assumptions presented at the start of
the proof:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2 and observe that in j; it is the case that

t+Qutr+m))A=t1+ Qi +ri+1—mq)A

t1 —t
= 2(v—wv)+(r—r1))+2m; —1)= 1)\ )

Since 2(v — 1)+ (r—7r1) + (2my1 — 1) € Z and |t — 1| < A — 1 by construction, we conclude ¢ = ¢;.
Going to our equation in js for this dimension case and applying the above result, it follows that

t4+ 2u+7r+mo)A+ xro =t1 + (2u1 +7r1+1—mo)A
x

— 2= )+ (r =) + (2mg — 1) = =22,
Given 2(p— 1)+ (r—r1)+ (2ma—1) € Z, 1 <29 < A —1 and x = 1 during j» moves by con-
struction, we observe that —{2 ¢ Z, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, looking at our equation in j3, we see

814 2224+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 2212 + (1) (1 — m3)A

5] — 81
S

= 2(z—2z1)+ (-1)"m3 — (—=1)" (1 —mg3) =

Since 2(z — z1) + (—=1)"m3 — (=1)" (1 — m3) € Z and |s; — sj| < A — 1 by construction, we get
s1 = s;. So our simplified j3 equation is

(z—2z1)+

This is a contradiction as for all r,r1,mg € {0,1}, (z — z1) + %md € Z by construction

while % ¢ 7. Hence, the above equality is not possible.

Thus, inverses in C5 of jo moves cannot be performed starting from any of the intermediate vertices
of the reference j, move in Cf.

Major Case 3: Let d > 3 and observe that our equation in j; gives us

t+utr+m)A=t1+ Qi +ri+|r—rilmi+ 1 —|r—r|)(T —mq1))A
th —t

= 2w—v)+ O —r)+Cmi— DA —|r—r]) = \

Following from 2(v —vy) + (r —r1) + (2my — 1)(1 — |r —r1|) € Z and |t —¢1| < XA —1 by construction,
we see that ¢t = t;. We now case on |r — rq|:

Case 1: Let |r — r1| = 0. Then, r = r; and so we get

(z/ful)qtml:a

This is a contradiction as for every value of m; € {0,1} by construction, (v — v1) + my € Z while
% & 7. Hence, the equality above is not possible.

Case 2: Let |r — 71| = 1. Then,

(=1)"
5

V-V =

This is a contradiction as ¥ — vy € Z by construction as the integers are closed under addition while

for every r € {0,1} by construction, (_21 ) & 7. So the equality above is not possible.

Thus, inverses in Cy of j3 moves cannot be performed starting from any of the intermediate vertices
of the reference j3 move in Cf.

Major Case 4: For moves along ji for 4 < k < d, we see d > 4 and that in j3 it is the case that
814 2224+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 2212 + (1) (1 — m3)A

5] — 51
S

= 2(z—2z1)+ (-1)"m3 — (—=1)"™ (1 —mg3) =
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Since 2(z — z1) + (=1)"m3 — (—=1)" (1 —m3) € Z and |s1 — s| < A — 1 by construction, we deduce
that s; = s7. Hence, our equation for js implies

(z—2z1)+

This is a contradiction as for every value of mg,r,7y € {0,1} by construction, we get (z — z1) +

Mmg € Z by construction while % Z 7.

Consequently, inverses in C5 of ji moves, for 4 < k < d when d > 4, cannot be performed starting
from any of the intermediate vertices of the reference j; move in Cj.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 11.

Remark In the following proofs, note that r and ry are the pairity of £ and /1, respectively with
¢ and ¢; serving as parameters in the identity of Cy and C5 as defined prior to the statements of
the propositions we have been proving. Now observe that given p,v,r, and ¢t agree between Cj
and Cy, it must be the case that £ = ¢; as every other parameter (pi, 2, $1, ... ,Sq—2 as applicable)
agreeing indicates where C; and C are situated in the torus with respect to each other, and for
every (v,u) pair in a translation set with all else agreeing, there is only one even numbered cycle
and only one odd numbered cycle by construction. So in particular, if we have v, u,t, and all other
applicable (dimension-dependent) parameters p1, 2, $1, . . . , S4—2 agreeing, then having r = r; implies
that £ = /5.

More explicitly, knowing that © = 1 on one hand gives us
il i
1 U1
/ 12
~ 4]
hn Y1
From this, we see that it must be the case |£ — ¢1| < y;. On the other hand, v = v4 and r = r; along

with ¢ = 2L§J +rand {1 = QL%J + 71 imply

][22 14)
) (2] -2

Zyl—l)‘J - L%J € Z by definition, 0 < A < y; by construction and |¢ — ¢;| < y; by our

previous argument, it must be the case that ¢ = ¢;. Otherwise —y%(ﬂ —{1) € Z, in which case we
would get a contradiction as an integer cannot be a non-integral rational number.

Now, since L

6.1.3 Proof of Proposition 12:

Let 1 < XA < \*, d € Z=2, and for reference refer to Theorem 2 for specific bounds of each parameter,
though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.
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Note that we will be assuming that Cy and C; share a vertex with the configuration established
below, meaning all components of the given vertex will agree while potentially differing in their
parameter values. We will show that our edge set definition for the General Square Decomposition
only allows this if two cycles begin the same move (mq,... ,my) from the same critical start vertex,
which will then mean that the two cycles are indeed the same cycle as we will show. We now proceed
with the proof of Proposition 12 by considering equalities at each component ji for 1 < k < d with
C5 configured to perform the same move as a given move (my,... ,mq) of C; starting from either
the critical start vertex or an intermediate vertex.

Major Case 1: We now analyze moves along j;:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Focusing on jo, we see

t+ Qu+r+mo)X =ty + (2u1 + 11+ ma2)A

t1 —t
= 2 —m) +(r—r)= 1)\ :

Noting that 2(u — p1) + (r —r1) € Z and |t — t;| < A — 1 by construction, we see ¢ = t;. So our
equation in jo implies

Given 1 — pq € Z and |r —r1| < 1 by construction, we get » = 71 and p = p1. Going to our equation
in 71, we see

t+ 2u+r+mi)A+ (mag —my)zr =t1 + (201 +r1 +mp)A
(m1 7m2)$1

= 2(v—1y) = 3

Since 2(v —v1) € Z, 0 < 27 < A —1 and mg — my = £1 during moves along j; by construction, we

must have x1 = 0. Note that our j; move is arbitrary, which is why mo — my is not fixed. With the
above, our j; equation tells us v = v;.

By our remark prior to the start of the proofs of Proposition 12, we get our results imply ¢ = /5.
Hence, all identifying values ¢, agree, so C1 = Cy; = Cy, +, = C5 in this case.

Dimension Case 2: Let d = 3. Focusing on j3, we have

s1+ 222+ (=1)"mgA = s7 + 2212 + (—=1)"'mz A

*_

Sq S1
A

= 2(z—21)+ ((-1)" = (1) )mg =

Following from 2(z — 2z1) + ((—1)" — (—1)™)ms € Z and |s1 — s7| < A — 1 by construction, we see
that s; = s7. This implies ps = p5 by construction.

Then, in jo we see by our result py = p3,

t+ 2u—+7r+mo+p1)A+p2=t1+ (2u1 +r1 +mo +p))A + 05

ot —t
= 2~ )+ (r =) + (1~ pi) = =
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Noting that 2(pu—p1) + (r —r1) + (p1 —pF) € Z and |t — t1| < A — 1 by construction, we have t = ¢;.
Going to j; with our result ¢t = ¢ yields

t+ 2u+r+mi)A+ (mg —my)zy =t + (201 +r1 + mp)A

(m1 —ma)xy

= 2(v—w)+(r—ry) = 5

From the above, we get that 1 =0 as 2(v — 1)+ (r—7r1) € Z, 0 < a1 < A—1and my —m; = £1
during j; moves. Note that our j; move is arbitrary, which is why mo — m is not fixed. So our new
71 equation gives us

r —r
V-V = .

2

Then, since v — v1 € Z and |r — r1| < 1 by construction, it follows that » = r1 and hence v = ;.
With the result » = r; applied to our equation in j3, we see

(=D" = (=1)")ms
2
— Z = Z1.

zZ— 21 =

Hence, in jo, our results imply

t+ (2u 47+ my + p1)X +p2 =t + (21 + 1+ ma + pi)X + p5

Pi—p1
== p— = 12 .

Given g — uy € Z and |p; — pi| < 1 by construction, it follows that p; = pj and p = uy. By our
remark prior to the start of the proofs of Proposition 12, we get our results imply ¢ = ¢;. Hence, all
identifying values £, ¢, p1, z, s1 agree, so C1 = Cy 1 p, 2.5, = Cpy 1y p7,2,,51 = C2 in this case.

Dimension Case 3: Let d > 4. Here we analyze ji for 4 < k < d.
Looking at all ji, we see
Sk—2 + MEpA = Sj_o + mpA
= Sp_2=S_4
for all 4 < k < d. This then implies pr_1 = pj_; by construction. Now inspecting js, it follows that

$14 222+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 2212 + (=1)"msA

= 2z 2) 4 (-1) — (1) my = T

Consequently, s; = s7 as 2(z — 2z1) + ((—1)" — (=1)")mg € Z and |s; — s7| < A — 1 by construction.
So the result above gives us that po = p4 by construction. Going to js, our results ps = p3 and
Pr—1 = pj,_, for all 4 <k < d give us

d—1 d—1
t+Qutr+me+p)A+pe+ Y pr =t + 21+ Hme +pDA+ps+ D ph
k=3 k=3
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b bt
= 2(p—p1) + (r—7r1) + (pr —p7) = 1/\ '

Given 2(p — p1) + (r —71) + (p1 — p}) € Z and |t — t1] < A — 1 by construction, it follows that ¢ = ;.
Hence, since t = t1, in j; we now see

t+ 2u+r+mp)A+ (ma —my)xy =t + (201 + 711 + M)A

(ml — mg)l'l

:>2(I/71/1)+(T77’1): h\

Following from 2(v —vy) 4+ (r —r1) € Z, 0 < 23 < A — 1 and mg —my = %1 during j; moves, we
have that 1 = 0. So our j; equation implies

r —T
vV —r = .

2

Since v — vy € Z and |r — 1| < 1 by construction, it is the case that » = 1 and v = v4. From this,
in js we see

Z— 21 = B
- zZ = 2.
Lastly, in jo, the pertinent results from above imply
f— = PI— M1
1 5

Given pu — p1 € Z and |p; — pi| < 1 by construction, it follows that p; = p} and so p = p;.

From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proofs of Proposition 12, it now
follows that ¢ = ¢;. Given all identifying values ¢, t,p1, z, S1, S2,... ,Sq_2 agree, it is the case that
C1=Cltprzsn, 500 = Cflxt1717f721781‘7~~ Sh_a Co.

Thus, edges resulting from moves along j; as defined in the General Square Decomposition can only
be shared between two cycles C7 and Cj if and only C; = Cs.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see in j;

t+ Qu+r+mi)A=t1+ (2v1 +r1 +mq)A

t1 —t
= 2(v—1)+(r—ry) = 1)\ .

From the above, we conclude t =¢; as 2(v —vy) + (r —r1) € Z and |t —t1| < A — 1 by construction.
So our equation in j; now implies

rn —r
5

V-V =

Following from v — v1 € Z and |r — r1| < 1 by construction, we get r = r1 and so v = vy. With this,
we now proceed with our dimension cases:
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Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, by our dimension assumption and our results in this major case
prior to the dimension cases, we get in jo

t+ (2u+ 71+ mo)A+ xxa =t1 + (2u1 + 71 + ma)A

XT2

= 2p—m) = -7

Then, since 2(pp — 1) € Z, x = +1 during jo moves and 0 < x5 < A — 1 by construction, we have
z9 = 0 and hence p = py.

From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now
follows that ¢ = ¢;. Since all identifying values ¢,t agree, we get C1 = Cp = Cy, 1, = Co.

Dimension Case 2: Let d = 3. Focusing on j3, we have

814 222+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 2210 + (=1)msA

— 2z —2) + (1)~ () ym = T

Since 2(z — z1) + ((=1)" — (=1)")mg € Z and |s; — s7| < A — 1 by construction, we get s; = s7.
This then implies po = p3 by construction. Now, our result » = r; from the start of this major case
along with the above implies

(=)™ = (=1)")ms
2
- zZ = 2.

Z— 21 =

Going to jo, we see by our results thus far

t+ 2u+r+me+p)A+p2 + x@2 =t + (201 + 71+ ma + A+ p3
* X2
= 2(p—m)+(p1—pi) = T
Now, observing that 2(u — 1) + (p1 — pf) € Z, 0 < 22 < A — 1 and x = £1 during j> moves by
construction, we find x5 = 0. So our equation in jy now implies

b :pik*pl
1 9 .

Then, since g — 1 € Z and |p1 — pi| < 1 by construction, it follows that p; = p} and so p = .
From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now follows

that ¢ = £;. Since all identifying values £,t,p1, 2, 51 agree, we get C1 = Cot.p, 2.5, = Coy 1y pt,21,57 =
Cs.

Dimension Case 3: Let d > 4. Looking at jp for 4 < k < d, it immediately follows that for all
4 <k <d,

Sk—2 + MEA = S5_g + miA

*
— Sk—2 = Sk,72.

35



Then, by the above, we get pr—1 = pj_; for all 4 <k < d by construction.

Given j3’s definition does not change when the dimension exceeds d = 3, we still have s; = s,
p2 = p3, and z = z; by our argument in the previous dimension case. Note that the argument there
relies strictly on the results obtained prior to the dimension cases in this major case.

Going to jo and applying the results ¢t = ¢, po = p5 and pr_1 = p;,_; for all 4 < k < d, we get

d—1 d—1
t+ 2u+r+me+p)N+pr+xT2+ Y P =t1+ (21 + 11+ ma +p)A+PE+ > pj
k=3 k=3
XT2

= 2(p— )+ (p1 —p7) = Ty
So we have 29 = 0 as 2(u — 1) + (p1 —pf) € Z,0 < 23 < A —1 and x = £1 during j, moves by
construction. Consequently, our equation in j, now implies

P _pi—m
1 5

Given p — p1 € Z and |p; — pi| < 1 by construction, it is then the case that p; = p} and so p = puy.

From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now follows
that £ = £;. Since all identifying values ¢, ¢,p1, 2, 51, ... , 54—2 agree, we get C1 = Cot py 2,51,... 500 =
Cél,tl,pi‘,zl,sf,... Sh_o T C’2-

Thus, edges resulting from moves along js as defined in the General Square Decomposition can only
be shared between two cycles C7 and Cj if and only if C; = Cs.

Major Case 3: Let d > 3. Here we analyze moves along js:
Looking at j;, we have

t+ Qu+r+m)A=t1+ (2v1 +r1 +mq)A

t1 —t
= 2(v—1)+(r—ry) = 1)\ .

The above implies t =t as 2(v —v1) + (r —r1) € Z and |t — ;| < A — 1 by construction. So our
equation in j; now implies

rn —r
5

V—V =

Since v — v; € Z and |r — r1| < 1 by construction, we get r = r1 and so v = v;. We now proceed
with our dimension cases:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 3. Looking at jo, our results above imply

t4 (247 +ma +p)X +p2 =t + (21 + 71+ M2+ PN+ 3

* p*_p2
= 2 —pm)+ (pr—pi) = %
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Hence, p2 = p3 as 2(u — p1) + (p1 — p;) € Z and |pa — p5| < A — 1 by construction. Then, since
0 < s1,s7 < A —1 by construction, we see py and p3 are injective over such s; and sj, respectively
by their definitions as

p2 =pa(s1) = 81 — {S;J A and ps =p5(s]) = s7 — F)\lJ .

Hence, py = p3 with ps = pa(s1) = s1 and p5 = p3(s}) = st implies s; = s}. With this, in j; we
have

s1 4222 4 (=1)"(mgA + (m1 — ms)x3) = s7 + 221X + (—=1)""mgA

(=1)"(ms —ma)zs

= 20z —z2) + ((=1)" = (=1)")m3 = 3

Since 2(z — z1) + ((=1)" — (=1)")m3 € Z, m; — mg = £1 during j3 moves and 0 < zg < A —1 all
by construction, we see it must be the case x3 = 0. So our result r = r; from before the dimension
cases in this major case along with the above yields

—— zZ = 2.

Going to jo and applying the results t =1, r = r1, and ps = p5, we get

t4 (247 +my +p1)X +p2 =ty + (21 + 71 + M2 4+ PN+ D3

PI—D
—s ‘u,—'[j,1:712 1.

Then, since u — p1 € Z and |p; — pi| < 1 by construction, it follows that p; = p} and hence p = p;.
From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now follows

that ¢ = £;. Since all identifying values £, ¢, p1, z, 51 agree, we get C1 = Cot.p, 2.5, = Coy 1y p7,21,57 =
Cs.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 4. Analyzing the components ji for 4 < k < d, it immediately follows
that

Sk—2 —+ mk)\ = SZ_Q + mk>\

*
= Sk—2 = Si_o

for all 4 < k < d. From here, we see p,_1 = pj_, for all 4 < k < d by construction.

Now, given j3’s definition does not change due to the dimension exceeding three, we still have
s1 = s7 and z = z; as shown in the dimension case d = 3 before this one. This is a consequence of
the argument in the previous dimension case for js relying strictly on the results obtained prior to
the dimensions cases of this major case as the remaining pertinent results needed to begin from the
same point as there are what we shown above. Note that s; = s implies po = p5 by construction.
Applying to jo the corresponding results from j3 and our results t = t; and r = r; from before the
dimension cases of this major case, we obtain
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d—1 d—1
t+@u+r+me+p)A+pa+ Y pr=t1+ 2um +7r1+ma+pHA+p+ YD
k=3 k=3

Pl — p1
== KM= 12 .

Then, since p — p1 € Z and |p1 — pj| < 1 by construction, it is then the case that p; = p} and so
= p1.

From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now follows
that £ = £;. Since all identifying values ¢,¢,p1, 2, 51, ... , 54—2 agree, we get C1 = Cot py.z2,51,... ;505 =
Coy t1,p7,21,57 50y, = C2-

Thus, edges resulting from moves along j3 as defined in the General Square Decomposition can only
be shared between two cycles C7 and Cj if and only if C; = Cs.

Major Case 4: Let d > 4. Focusing on moves along j for 4 < k < d, observe that for a move along
Jk>

Sp—o +mpA+ (Mmp—1 — my)TK = Sj_g + M
= (Sg—2 — Sf_o) + (Mmp—1 — my)z, = 0.
Now, since xj needs to be such that the above equality holds for every ji move, which by construc-

tion has (my_1,mi) € {(0,1),(1,0)}, as our ji move is arbitrary, and we know sx_» and s}_, are
fixed as they are identifying parameters of our cycles C; and C5, we must have x; = 0.

To see this, our observations about si_s, s;_5, and my_1 — my, tell us mp_1 — my, = £1 during ji
moves and so we have the following system

Sk—2 — Sp_oq = Tk
Sk—2 — Sj_o = —Tf

From this, we see that x;, = 0 is the only appropriate choice by the above and 0 < zp < A —1 by
construction. So we get that s;_o = s;_,, which then implies py_1 = pj_;.

Looking at j1, we get

t+QCu+r+m)A=t1+ 2v1 +r1 +m1)A
t1—t

= 2w—-—v)+(r—mr) = 3

Given 2(v —vq) + (r —r1) € Z and |t — t1] < A — 1 by construction, we see t = ¢;. Our equation in
71 hence implies

rn —r
V—V = .

2

Given v — vy € Z and |r — r1| < 1 by construction, it is the case that »r =7y and v = 1.
Going to js, we have

38



814 222+ (=1)"msA = 8] + 2212 + (=1)"msA

— 2z = 21) + (1) — (1) )mg =

Since 2(z — z1) + ((—1)" — (=1)")mg € Z and |s; — s7| < A —1 by construction, it must be the case
that s; = s, which implies po = p5 by construction. Then, by our results s; = s7 and r = r1, we
get

s1+ 222+ (—=1)"mgA = s7 + 2212 + (—=1)"'m3z A

(=D" = (=1)")ms
2

—— Z2—21=

— z=2.

Before concluding, note that in the case d > 4, in the components j,, for 4 < w < d with w # k, we
have

*
Sw—2 F My = Spy_o + My

*
— 8’11)72 = Sw72

for all 4 < w < d with w # k. This then implies p,,—1 = p},_; for all 4 < w < d with w # k.

Lastly, combining and applying all of our observations and results on j, yields

d—1 d—1
t+ 2u+r+tmytp)Atpa+ > pr=t1+ (2 +r1+ma+p)A+p5+ > pi
k=3 k=3
— u—m :p1;p1.

Given p — pup € Z and |p; — pi| < 1 by construction, we have p; = p} and so p = p;.

From our results and the remark made prior to the start of the proof of Proposition 12, it now follows
that £ = £;. Since all identifying values £,,p1, 2, 51, ... , S4—2 agree, we get C1 = Co ¢ p; 2,61,... ,50_0 =

2202.

Coy t1,p7 21,55 0000 155

Thus, edges resulting from moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4 as defined in the General
Square Decomposition can only be shared between two cycles C; and Cs if and only if Cy = Cs.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 12.
|

With this, we have shown that two cycles C; and C5 defined by the General Square Decomposition
share an edge if and only if C; = C5, precisely Theorem 9 as desired.
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6.2 Proof of all Cycles being of the Same Length:

Here, we show that all cycles defined by the edge set are of the same length. To do this, it suffices
to show that 2d moves occur with each occurring exactly once and contributing A edges each time.
Note that this is without distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

This will lead to the following result:

Theorem 13 Every cycle defined by the General Square Decomposition’s edge set yields cycles of
length 2d\, without distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges along each dimen-
S10M.

Proof: Let d € Z22 and 1 < A < A\*. Assume we have chosen the parameters ¢,¢,p1, 2, 51, - .. ,Sd—2,
as applicable based on the dimension d of our torus, for an arbitrary cycle defined by the General
Square Decomposition’s edge set. Also observe that the sliding parameters that allow for A edges
along a given dimension per (mq,mg, ms,... ,my) move are the 0 <z < A —1for 1 < k < d with
coefficients (ma —mq), x, (—1)"(m1 —ms3), and (my,—1 —my,) for 4 < w < d as applicable based on d.
Throughout the proof, take note how only one x; has a non-zero coefficient at a time, meaning only
moves along the kth dimension are being carried out for such (m,msg,ms,... ,mg) d—tuples. For
moves along j3, we will disregard the (—1)" component as that remains fixed given r is the pairity
of £, and /¢ is an identifying parameter of our cycle and hence fixed. We now case on the dimension
of our torus with the torus as defined in Theorem 2:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, the definition of M = 1 as in Theorem 2 in terms of the
truth value of g tells us that appropriate (mq,mz) € {0,1}? are such that (m; = ma) V (my # ma).
Hence, we see (m1,ms) € {(0,0),(0,1),(1,1),(1,0)}.

Move Case 1: If our move is a j; move, observe (my,ma) € {(0,1),(1,0)} as then my —my = +1
and x = 0 as defined in Theorem 2. Following from the definition for j;, A edges are contributed
per j1 move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Move Case 2: If our move is a jo move, observe (mi,ms) € {(0,0),(1,1)} as then x = £1 and
mg —my = 0. Following from the definition of j5, A edges are contributed per jo move, so we get 2\
edges total here.

Note that all possible moves were used and each was used exactly once, so each occurs exactly once
by the above.

Thus, our cycles are all of length 2X\ + 2\ =2 -2\ = d - 2\ = 2d\ for this dimension case.

Dimension Case 2: Let d = 3. Then, the definition of M = 1 in terms of the truth value of ¢
tells us that (my,mg,m3) € {0,1} are such that appropriate (m; = ma = m3) V (ma # m; =
ms) V (my = mg # ms). Hence, (m1,m2,m3) € {(0,0,0),(0,1,0),(1,1,0),(1,1,1),(1,0,1),(0,0,1)}.

Move Case 1: If our move is a j; move, observe (m1,mz, ms3) € {(0,1,0),(1,0,1)} as then mg—m; =
+1,x = 0, and my — mg = 0. Following from the definition of j;, A edges are contributed per j;
move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Move Case 2: If our move is a jo move, observe (my, ma,ms) € {(0,0,0),(1,1,1)} as then x =
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+1,me —my = 0, and m; —mg3 = 0. Following from the definition of jo, A edges are contributed per
jo move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Move Case 3: If our move is a js move, observe (mq,mg, m3) € {(1,1,0),(0,0,1)} as then m; —mgz =
+1,my —m; = 0, and x = 0. Following from the definition of j3, A edges are contributed per js
move, so we get 2\ total here.

Note that all possible moves were used and each was used exactly once, so each occurs exactly once
by the above.

Thus, our cycles are all of length 2\ + 2\ + 2\ =3 - 2\ = d - 2\ = 2d\ for this dimension case.

Dimension Case 3: Let d > 4. Then, the definition of M = 1 in terms of the truth value of

q tells us appropriate (mi,mg,m3,... ,mq) € {0,1}? are such that one of the statements from
g(mi,ma,ms, ..., mg) below are true
d—1
(m1=mg =---=mgq)V(ma #my =m3:"'=md)\/\/(m1 =My =" =Mk # Mpy1 = =Mq).
k=2
Hence,

(my,ma,ms, ... ,mq) € {(0,0,0,...,0),(0,1,0,...,0),(1,1,0,...,0),(1,1,1,0,...,0),(1,1,1,1,0,... ,0),. ..

(1,1,1,...,1,0),(1,1,1,...,1),(1,0,1,... ,1),(0,0,1,... ,1),(0,0,0,1,... , 1),
(0,0,0,0,1,...,1),...,(0,0,0,...,0,1)}

Above we convey the general setting of appropriate moves admitted with the first 6 d—tuples enu-
merated above being the starting sequence of moves and the other half being the inverse sequence
of moves to those moves to close up our cycle. By the logical statement ¢ from earlier, we see that
there are d possible statements each appropriate (mi,ms,ms,...,mq) can satisfy to be admitted
as a move, and there are two moves (my, ma, ms,... ,mq),(1 —mq,1 —mo,1 —mgs,... ,1 —my) for
a given statement such that the truth value remains unaffected if either d—tuple is being applied.
As a consequence, note that each statement corresponds to two d—tuples along a given dimension.

Given how each m; is to relate to another, choosing one m; dictates what we can choose for the
others to satisfy one of the statements, and so we can think of each choice as turning on those
necessary (1) and keeping the others off (0), and vice versa. Consequently, there are 2d moves with
each (mq,ma,m3,... ,mg) in the set above corresponding to one such move.

Move Case 1: If our move is a j; move, observe (mq, mg, ms, ... ,mg) € {(0,1,0,...,0),(1,0,1,...,1)}
as then mg —mq = +1,x =0,m; —m3 =0, and mi_1 — my = 0 for all 4 < k < d. Following from
the definition of ji, A edges are contributed per j; move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Move Case 2: If our move is a ja move, observe (mq, ma, ms, ... ,mg) € {(0,0,0,...,0),(1,1,1,...,1)}
as then y = +1,mo —my = 0,m; —m3 =0 and my_1 — my = 0 for all 4 < k < d. Following from
the definition of jy, A edges are contributed per js move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Move Case 3: If our move is a j3 move, observe (mq, mq, ms, ... ,mq) € {(1,1,0,...,0),(0,0,1,... ,1)}
as then m; —mg = +1,mo —my =0,x =0, and mi_1 — my = 0 for all 4 < k < d. Following from
the definition of j3, A edges are contributed per j3 move, so we get 2\ edges total here.
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Move Case 4: If our move is a j; move for some 4 < k < d, observe

(ml,mg,mg,... s MM e—1, My Tt 15 - -+ ,md) S {(1,1,1,... ,1,0,0,... ,0),(0,0,0,... ,0,171,... ,1)}

asthen my_1—mp =21, mo—m; =0,x=0,m; —m3=0,and my_1 —myu =0forall 4 <w <d
with w # k in the case d > 4. Following from the definition of ji, A edges are contributed per ji
move, so we get 2\ edges total here.

Note that all possible moves were used and each was used exactly once, so each occurs exactly once
by the above.

Thus, since there are two moves along each dimension and there are d—dimensions in our torus, our

d
cycles are all of length > 2X\ = d - 2)\ = 2d) for this dimension case.
k=1

Given that in all dimension cases every move is used exactly once with each of the d dimensions
corresponding to two moves, each contributing A edges, we have that the General Square Decompo-
sition defines cycles of length 2d\. Note that this is without distinguishing between partitioned and
non-partitioned edges.

Now, letting n € Z*, a = 2/t + ... 4+ 2% with i; > --- > ig = 0 and A = 271 with \* = 22771 we
see that Q24 can be decomposed into cycles of length a - 2% for 1 < a < 2n when distinguishing
between partitioned and non-partitioned edges per Proposition 1 with a; = 2A = 2% and k; = 205
for 1 <j<d.

With this, we have proven Theorem 13, as required.

7 Proofs of Theorem 5 and Corollary 7

We will prove that the proposed General Lock-and-Key Decomposition edge set definition indeed
defines edge-disjoint cycles. Following this, we will show that all cycles are of the same length and in
particular of length a - 2% in the case of the cycle decompositions of Q24,,. Combining these results,
we will have proven Theorem 5 and Corollary 7.

7.1 Edge-Disjoint Cycles Proofs:

Before we begin, we define a few terms that will be used in laying out the propositions to be proven.
Start vertex refers to the vertex from which a given move (mq,... ,mq) is to begin. End vertex
refers to the vertex at which a move (mg,...,mg) leaves off once the referenced move has been
carried out. Major sets refer to the four main sets from which all other edge sets are defined. We
will number them 1 — 4 from top to bottom as presented in Theorem 5 and refer to major sets as
simply sets followed by the number corresponding to a given major set.

Our main result for this section will be
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Theorem 14 The General Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s Edge set yields cycles that share an edge
if and only if the two cycles are the same cycle.

Now, let C1 = Cory tpy1,51,p2.50,... spa—sssa—s a0A Co = Coy 5, 11 p1 st .p3,55,... p5_p.s%_, With the parame-
ters ranging over the intervals established in Theorem 5. Note that any other parameters with no
subscripts that are fixed for a given cycle, meaning they are identifiers of the cycle in some fashion,
will have subscript 1 if they belong to C5 and none if they belong to C;. Further, if any of the
parameters have a subscript prior to distinguishing between those belonging to C; and Cs, having
no superscript will correspond to those parameters belonging to C; and a * for a superscript will
correspond to those parameters belonging to Cs.

Given the versatility of the edge set definition in that it performs a move (mq,... ,my) and those
with the opposite orientation when required, we must prove the following:

Proposition 15 Two cycles C; and Cs cannot share an edge as a consequence of Cy performing
a move with the opposite orientation to that of a given move (mq,... ,mq) of C1 starting from the
end vertex of the edge belonging to C.

Proposition 16 Two cycles C; and Cy cannot share an edge as a consequence of Co performing a
given move (mj,... ,m}) with the same orientation as that which defines an edge belonging to C4
starting from the same start vertex if the edge is present in two distinct magjor sets.

Proposition 17 Two cycles C; and Cy cannot share an edge as a consequence of Co performing a
move with the same orientation as a given move (myq,... ,mq) performed by Cy from the same start
vertex unless Co performs the same move from the same point (x1,22,... ,xq) corresponding to the
edge in C1 and the edge comes from the same major set. Further, this is if and only if C1 and Cy
are the same cycle i.e. (C1 = Cy).

With this, we will have shown that the cycles resulting from the General Lock-and-Key Decompo-
sition edge set are edge-disjoint, meaning the edges in a cycle’s edge set belong uniquely to that cycle.

We will present a proof for each of the propositions. When we address the two sets that will be
considered in a set comparison case throughout the proofs, the set number corresponding to the
major set being considered for C7 will always be less than or equal to that corresponding to Cs.
Further, when we say that moves of C; along ji for 1 < k < d relate to those of Cy in a given
manner, we will mean that moves defined by the set assigned to C; in that set comparison case will
relate to the moves defined by the set assigned to Cy as established.

Note that the expressions defining the vertex pair in the edge set definition are +1 during ji, ... ,jq
moves respectively, and 0 otherwise by the construction M in Theorem 5. M only admits d—tuples
(m1,...,mg) € {0,1}¢ with the properties that make the mappings in the vertex pair the case for
a given move.

Remark When handling expressions of the form \;(1 — Ag), where A; = A, and A;, A\p € {0,1}
for j,k € ZT, we see that given the parameters \; and \; are only defined at the roots of a poly-
nomial of the same form, A\;(1 — A;x) = 0. On a similar note, we also make use of the property
N — Ak = sgn(Aj — M)A — Akl = (=D [A; — x| when A\;, Ay € {0,1} and hence the case that
[A; — Ak| < 1. Lastly, observe that when \; € {0,1} for j € Z*, \¥ = \; for every k € Z*.

In the following proofs, we show that the General Lock-and-Key decomposition edge set definition
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holds more generally to decompose any torus defined by the d—fold Cartesian product of cycles at
hand. When addressing moves with the opposite orientation, we may sometimes refer to them as
inverses and it will be established if there is a unique inverse in a given case. Lastly, when referring
to jr moves of a given cycle for 1 < k < d, we will mean the j; moves defined by the set assigned to
that cycle for that set comparison case.

We will be using all of the above without further mention in the following proofs.

7.1.1 Proof of Proposition 15:

Let d € Z22, a1 < o* < ay, and for reference refer to Theorem 5 for specific bounds of each param-
eter, though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.

We would also like to make the reader aware that the form of the inverse move on Cy to a move
(mq,...,mg) on Cq will vary based on which move and which two major sets are being considered.
In some instances, there may be more than one move with the same orientation and so there would
not be a unique inverse move in said case. The definition of the inverse move (mf, ... ,m}) to a given
move (my,...,mg) and all applicable equations that hold during every move will be introduced as
required.

Note that we will be assuming for the sake of contradiction that two cycles share an edge with the
move configurations established below, meaning all components of their vertices agree, and we then
show that such scenarios do not occur by the definition of the General Lock-and-Key Decomposition.
In doing so, we will have shown that these cycles cannot share edges by way of these configurations.
We now proceed with the proof of Proposition 15 by considering equalities at each component ji
for 1 < k < d with Cy configured to perform a move (mj,...,m}) with the opposite orientation
to that of a given move (my, ... ,mq) of C; starting from the end vertex belonging to the edge in Ci:

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, C; = Cy,, and Cy = Cy, ,. Note that t =0 =1t; as d = 2
and so 173 = 0. We now case on a* for a; < o* < ap:

a*—Case 1: Let a* = ;. In this case, only sets 3 and 4 are active as Ay =0 and Ay = 0.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3:

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that an edge can be shared as a consequence of
an inverse move if and only if |y — v1| = 1 since |y — 71| < 1 by construction and v # ~;. Then,
following from a* = ay, we get Az = 2. Observing that during such j; moves mg = 1 = m3, in jo
we have

ma + v+ 4xs + (1 — mao)my = mb + v + 4o + (1 — m3)m]

(=1
T

:}l‘2—x;:

Given that xo — 23 € Z by construction and for every v € {0,1}, 2Ok & 7, we have a contradiction

1
as the above equality is not possible.
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Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that no jo moves with the opposite orientation
to a given jo move in C are ever performed and so there is nothing to prove.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that every j; move in Cs is an inverse to every
j1 move in C if and only if v = ~;. Looking at js and applying the observations that ma =1 = m}
during all j; moves along with the above yields

mo + 7 +4xs + (1 — mo)my =2+ mi + 1 + mi(1 —m7) + 4a3

= X9 — a5 = 1

2 2 — 2~

Given x9 — % € Z by construction and % ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not
possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that all jo moves defined by sets 3 and 4 in
this case have the same orientation with respect to each other, and so there are no moves with the
opposite orientation to consider.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Looking at moves along ji, we see that Cs has an inverse j; move to C; if and only
if |y —y1] = 1, meaning v # 71, and mg = 1 = mj for all j; moves. Applying these observations to
J2, we get

2 my v+ mo(1— ma) 4 das = 2+ mi 1+ m3(1 - mi) + 4

(-1
4

*
— .1’2—.’[72

Since x9 — x5 € Z by construction and for every v € {0, 1}, % ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that there are no inverse moves to consider as all
j2 moves from C7 have the same orientation with respect to those in Cs.

Thus, no edges are shared via moves with the opposite orientation for a* = a; when d = 2.

a*—Case 2: Let a1 < o™ < as. Observe that here A = 1 and Ay = 0, and so sets 1,2,3 and 4 are
all active. Lastly, note that As > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that inverse j; moves between C and C5 occur if
and only if |y — 1| = 1. Looking at j and applying the above observation along with the equations
m1 +me = 1 and mj + m3 = 1 that hold during all j; moves, we get
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ma + 7y + 4o = mj + 71 + 45

g —ah = (=7 +4(m2 —ma)

From the above, we see my —mg = —(y1 — ) as 2 — 3 € Z, |y1 —y| < 1, and |mb —mq| <1 by
construction. It then follows that m; —mj = —(y1 — 7) and so in ji, our results and assumptions
give us

(E+7)As =7+ (=1 m1 + 201+ 1) = (6 +9)Ag = 70+ (~1)7 (] +2a])

Ay 1—(—1) L~
— (-t + -5 - )+ ) mi 4 2 = T
Given ((£—41)+ (v — 71))% — %(v —m)+ (=1)Y(m] + 21+ 27) € Z and for every vy € {0,1},

(71)’v+1
2

¢ 7 by construction, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, we see that during such js moves (mf, m3) = (1—mq,1—
mg) and my = mg. Applying the above along with the equation 2mqy + x = 1 that holds during all
jo moves in this case, in jo they give us

mo + v+ 4xy + x = mi + 7 + 4a

N xg—x§=%4_7~

Since zo — x5 € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, v = ;. Going to j1, we see

(L+7)Az — v+ (=1)7(m1 + 271) = ({1 +71)A3 — 71 + (=1)" (m] + 227)

— (-2 )+ - = S8

Since (¢ —£1)48 + (=1)Y(my + (z1 — 2%)) € Z and for every v € {0,1}, (_21)W ¢ 7, we have a contra-
diction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that inverse j; moves can only take place in Cy
relative to Cy if and only if v = v; since |y — | < 1 and |y; — 4| # 1. Now, following from the
equation mj = m3 that holds during j; moves, in js we have

mo + 7+ 4xe =2+ mi] + 1 + 4l
2+ (mj —mo)

= X9 — x5 = )

Given zy — x5 € Z and |m3 — ma| < 1 by construction, for every mg, mb € {0,1}, it is the case

M ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that which j; moves of Cy serve as moves with
the opposite orientation to those of C'y depends on x7. Hence, we proceed by casing on zj:
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Case 1: Let 0 < 27 < % — 2. Then, observing that during such js moves the equations mj =1 —ma
and 2msy + x = 1 hold, in jo we get

mo + v+ 4xe + x =2+ m] + 71 + 43

9 _
= Tg — 15 = 7+(,2 7).
Since xo — % € Z by construction and for every v,y € {0,1}, W ¢ Zsince 1 <2+(y1—7v) <3
by construction, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 27 = % —2. Here we see all of C5’s jo moves serve as moves with the opposite orientation
only for C1’s jo move (m1,mz2) = (1,1). Applying this to jo along with the equation mj +mj = 1,

we see

mo +7y 44wy — 1 =24 m] + 1 + 45

24mi+(n—7)

== I9— x4 =
2 4

Since xg — x5 € Z, |71 — 7| < 1, and mj € {0,1} all by construction, we must have m} = 1 and
v1 — v = 1, meaning v; = 1 and v = 0. Going to j;, we have

(C+7)Az — v+ (=1)7(my +221) = (b1 + 1 —y1)Az — v + (=) T2+ m} + 2m; (1 — m3) + 227)

2(14x)
— (-l —1=—-——""""7
1 A,
Given £ — 41 —1 € Z and 2 < 2(1 4 z1) < A3 — 2 by construction, we get —2(%:1) ¢ 7. Hence, we

have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared via sets 1 and 3 through
moves with the opposite orientation.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that inverse j; moves between C7 and Cy exist if
and only if |y; — 7| = 1. Observing that m; +ms2 = 1 and mj = 1 during such moves, in j; we have

(E+7)As =7+ (<1 m1 + 201+ 1) = (G + 1= 1)As =91 + (—1 (<2 4+ m] + (1= m3)m])

(1) (1 + 201 + (m} — ma))

:>€—€1: A
3

Given £ — {1 € Z and 0 < 1+ 2z1 + (m} —ms) < Az — 2 by construction, we must have x; = 0 and
mj —mg = —1. This means mj] = 0 and mq = 1. Going to jo with these results, we get

me + v+ 4dxs = mi + v + 4ay + (1 — mb)m]

(=1
Y

*
= T — Ty =

Since x9 — x5 € Z and for all v € {0,1}, (_i)w ¢ Z by construction, we have a contradiction as the

above equality is not possible.
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Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we observe that all jo moves belonging to Cs here are
moves with the opposite orientation for C;’s jo move (my,ma) = (1,1), and m} = 0 for all such
moves. Applying these observations to js, it follows that

mo+v+4xs —1=m3 + v +4ai + (1 — m3)m]

— + m¥
— $2_l';: (’71 7) ml.
4
Given 2 — 23 € Z, |71 — 7| < 1, and m} € {0,1} all by construction, m; = —(y1 — ) and so

v —v=0o0r~v —y=-1as~vy —v =1 implies that for every m} € {0, 1}, 1+:ﬁ ¢ 7, giving us our

contradiction as the above equality would not be possible in that case. We proceed by treating the
remaining two cases together with v —y = —|y;, — | and m} = |y1 — 7|

Applying the above to j;, we see

(L+7As =+ (=1)"(m1 +2x1) = (b1 +1 = 71)Az =31 + (=1)" (=2 +m] + (1 — m3)my)

(=171 +221) + [y — [ +2(=D)" (L — [y —9)
A

= ({—l)+(y+mn)-1=

In either case that v —y = —1 or v; —y = 0, we see that ({ —¥¢1)+ (v + 1) — 1 € Z while the right
hand side is not, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that C has edges defined by inverse j; moves to
those defining C if and only if v = 7;. Given that m5 = 1 during all j; moves in this case, in j; the
above yields

(C+MAs = v+ (=1)7(my 4221 + 1) = (61 + 1 —y1)Az — v + (=1)" T (m] +mj(1 —m3))

(—1)7+1(m1 + m’{ + 2£E1 + 1)

:>(€—€1)+2’)/—1: A3

Given ({ —l1)+2y—1€Z and 1 <my+mj +2x1+1 < Az — 1 with A3 > 4 all by construction,

Cyv+t *
we see that &2 (mlAt’mﬁQle) ¢ 7, a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that m; = me, 2mg + x = 1, mj = 0, and the
inverse j3 moves have the form (mj, m3) = (1 —mq,0). Applying these observations to ja, we get

mo +7v+4xs +x =2+ mi +v1 +mi(1l —m7) + 4a3

2‘*‘(71—7).

= Iy — 15 = 1

Given o — x5 € Z and |y; —7| < 1 by construction, we have that for all v,~; € {0,1}, w €7,
a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Set Comparison Case 5: We will now consider whether edges are shared from moves with the
opposite orientation via set 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that Cs is defined by inverse j; moves relative to
those of Cy if and only if |y; — 4| = 1. Observing that m; = my and m} = m} during j; moves, in
71 we get,

(C+1=7)Az =7+ (1) (2 + mg + 2my (1 — mg) + 221 + 1)
=l +1—=7)As =y + ()" 2+ mb + 2mi(1 — m3) + 227)

(1) (mz + m5)

e (=)~ (=) B (L1 (4 al) = 3

2

Given ((¢ —4€1) — (v — 'yl))% + (=1)""Y2 + (z1 + 27)) € Z and 0 < mg + m} < 2 by construction,
we must have mg = m3. Applying this to ja, we have

24+~v+my + 4z =2+ +m] + 4a}

(-1

= 9 — x5 =
2 4

Since x5 — x5 € Z and for every v € {0,1}, (_i)w & 7, we have a contradiction as the above equality

is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js observe that which js moves of Cy correspond as moves
with the opposite orientation to those of C; depends on z; and z]. Hence, we case on x; and then
further case on zj:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. We now case on z7:

Subcase 1: Let 0 < z} < % — 2. Then, during such moves it is the case m; +mg =1 = mj +m}
and (mf,m3) = (1 — mq,mq) during all jo moves. Applying these observations to jo, we get

24 my +v+4xe 4+ (mg —my) =2+ mi] + 71 + 4l

= xg—x’z‘:%;fy.

Since xo — x5 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 71. Hence, in j; what
we have thus far implies

(C+1—9)Az — v+ (=12 + ma + 2my (1 — mg) + 211)
=1+ 1—y)Az — v + (=) (2 +mb + 2mi(1 — m}) + 227)
A- —1)7+t
— ()2 )+ (@ - = T
; Aj +1 * 8 : =+t
Since (£ —£1)%* 4 (=1)"" (m1 + (z1 — 7)) € Z by construction and for all v € {0,1}, —5— ¢ Z,
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
Subcase 2: Let ] = % — 2. Here all j, moves from Cs serve as moves with the opposite orientation
for Cy’s jo move (mq,mg) = (1,0), and during such moves it is the case mj +m3 = 1. Applying this
to jo, it follows that
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24+ my +y+4zs+ (Mo —my) =24+ mi + 7 + 4

(1 —7) +mj

= X9 — x5 = i

Since xo — 25 € Z and —1 < (y1 — ) + m} < 2 by construction, we see vy —y = —1 or 73 —y =0,
and in both cases m} = |y; — y|. Note that v1 — v = 1 would give us a contradiction as for every

mi € {0,1}, Hi"f ¢ 7. Treating the remaining two cases of y; — « together, in j; we see

(C4+1—)Az — 5+ (=172 + my + 2my (1 — my) + 221)
= (6 +1=7)As =y + (=12 +m +2mi (1 — m3) + 27)

— (= )+ (=)~ ()P 4 (g gy = L ANEEDREZ =l

In either case 1 —y = —1 or 71—y = 0, we have (({—£1)+(y1 —7)—(=1) 1) &2+ (—1)7+(2+21) € Z

and ‘71_7‘“_1);1(1_‘71_7') ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let z1 = % — 2. Given that the argument with x; # z7 in case 1 is symmetrical, we need
only consider when z] = % — 2. In this case, all defined j, moves have the same orientation with

respect to each other, and so there are no inverse jo moves to consider.

Set Comparison Case 6: We will now consider whether edges are shared via sets 2 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that Cs’s j; moves only serve as moves with the
opposite orientation to those of C; if and only if v = 1. Applying this to j; along with m; = mgy
and m3 = 1, we have

(C+1=7)Az =7+ (1) (2 + my + 2my (1 — mg) + 22, + 1)
=l +1=7)As =y + (=) (=2 +m] + (1 —m3)m7)

(=D7(1 + 2x1 + m1 +m7})

:>€—£1: A
3

Given £ —¢; € Z and 1 < 1+ 2x1+m1 +m7 < As—1 by construction, we see that for all v € {0, 1},
=1)7(

1+2§;+m1+mi) ¢ 7Z. Thus, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that the jo, moves of Cy that serve as moves with
the opposite orientation to those of C; depend on z;. Hence, we case on z1:

Case 1: Let 0 < z1 < % — 2. Then, all j5 moves of C5 serve as moves with the opposite orientation
only to C1’s jo move (my, mg) = (1,0) and during such moves m3 = 0. Applying this to jo, we get

24+ my+v+4xs+ (ma —my) =md + v + 45 + (1 —m3)m]

-2+ (1 —7) +m]

= X9 — x5 = 1

Since zg — x5 € Z and —3 < =2+ (1 —v) + m7 < 0, we must have v; —y =1 = mJ. Applying our
results to j1, we have
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(L+1=7)As =7+ (=1)7"H2 + ma + 2m1 (1 — mg) + 211)
=l +1=7)As =+ ()" (=2+m] + (1 —m3)m])
As 1

= ((l—1l1)+(n — 7))7 + (*1)7+1(2 +x1) = 5

Given ((¢ — €1) + (y1 —7))%2 + (=1)"*Y(2 +21) € Z and —1 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Subcase 2: Let 1 = % — 2. Then, we see that there are no inverse js moves of C5 to consider with
respect to C7 as all jo moves have the same orientation with respect to each other.

Set Comparison Case 7: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 2 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j1, we see that Cs is defined by inverse j; moves with respect
to C1 if and only if |y; — 7| = 1. Observing that m; = mg and m% = 1 during all j; moves, in j; we
see

(C+1=7)Az =+ (1) (2 + mg + 2my (1 — mg) + 221 + 1)
= (li+1=m)Az = + (=17 (m] + mi(1 —m3))

(=D (2 + 2x1 + m1 +m7})
As

= ((—0)+(-1) =

Given ({ — 1)+ (—=1)Y € Z and 2 < 2 4 221 + my + m} < Ag, it must be the case z; = % —2 and
my1 =1 =m]j. Applying what we have so far to ji, it follows that

24+ my +v+4xe =2+ m] +v1 +m5(1l —m7) + 4a5

(-1
4

*
— ];2—[1}2:

Since x9 — 25 € Z and for all v € {0, 1}, (_i)v & 7 by construction, we have a contradiction as the

above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that which j, moves from Cy serve as moves
with the opposite orientation to those of C7 depends on x;. So we case on x1:

Case 1: Let 0 < z7 < %72. In this case, all j, moves satisfy mi+mo = 1 and (m}, m3) = (1—mq,0).
Consequently, in jo we see

24 mi+y+4zs + (Mo —my) =2+ m; +711 +mi(1 —mi) + 4zh

= ngxzzﬁhipy

Given x5 — x5 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, we see that v = ;. Applying this to ji, we get

(C+1=7Az =7+ (1)1 2+ ma + 2mi (1 — mo) + 21)
= (b +1=m)As =y + (1) (mf + mi(1 - m3))
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(—1)7(1 +3mq + 2$1)

:>€—€1: A
3

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and 1 < 14 3m; + 227 < A3 by construction, we find that for every
0<z1 < % —2 and v,m; € {0,1}, w & Z. Thus, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 1 = % — 2. In this case, only C2’s jo move (m7,m3) = (1,0) serves as an inverse to all

of C’s jo moves, and during such moves m; + mg = 1. Applying this to ja, we get

24my+y+4dee+1=24+m]+v +mi(1—m])+4x}

(1 =) —m

= T9 — x4 =
2 4

Since o — x5 € Z, |71 — ] < 1, and my € {0,1}, we see that either vy —y =1 or vy — v =0
with my = |y1 — 7| in both cases. Note that 3 — v = —1 is not a possibility as that would require
my = —1, which is not possible as m; € {0,1} by construction. With v; — v = |y; — | for the
remaining two cases, our results and observations then give us in j; that

(4+1—)Az — 7+ (=172 + mg + 2my (1 — my) + 221)
= (61 +1=m)As — 1+ (1) (m] +mi(1 - m3))

v _ I =+ (DA = =) +2(=D)™
Aj '

= ({—l)+(n—7)+ (1)

In either case that vy —y = 1 or 73 — 7 = 0, we see that (£ — ¢1) + (71 — ) + (=) € Z by
_ \vr'y|+(*1)w(1g\v1*v|)+2(*1)”1
3

construction while ¢ Z, giving us our contradiction as the above

equality is thus not possible.

Set Comparison Case 8: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that Cy has inverse j; moves with respect to
those of C1 if and only if |y; — v| = 1. Following from mg = 1 = m} during j; moves, in jo we get

*

mg + v+ 4dxg + (1 — mo)my = mb + v + 4o + (1 — m3)m]

(-1

= X9 — x4 =
2 4

Given x5 — 23 € Z by construction and for all v € {0,1}, % ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that there are no moves with the opposing orien-
tation in Cy with respect to those of C7, and so there is nothing to prove.

Set Comparison Case 9: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that Cs has inverse j; moves with respect to those
of C if and only if v1 = 7. Then, given my = 1 = m5 during j; moves, in jo we find
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me +v+ 4o + (1 —ma)my =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4a3
1

= xz—x;‘:i.

Since xo — x5 € Z by construction and % ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not
possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, we see that Cy’s jo move (mj, m5) = (1,0) is the only
inverse with respect to all of C'y’s jo moves. Hence, the above along with the observation that mo = 0
during jo moves yields in js

mo+vy+4zs + (1 —mo)mi +1=2+m] +v + (1 —m])ms + 4z}

24 (m—y)—m
1 .

— x2—x;:

Since x93 — x5 € Z and 0 < 2+ (y1 —v) — m1 < 3 by construction, it follows that v; — v = —1,
meaning v = 1 and v; = 0, and m; = 1. Applying this to j;, we have

(l+1=7)A3 =y +(=1)"(=2+m1+ (1 —ma)m1) = ({1 +1—7y1)Az =7+ (=1)" T (m] +m}(1—m3))

1
— (l—f) —1=——.
(6= &) A

Given ({ —¢1) —1 € Z and —A% ¢ 7Z since A3z > 4, we have a contradiction as the above equality is
not possible.

Set Comparison Case 10: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the oppo-
site orientation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that Cy has inverse j; moves with respect to C
if and only if |y; — | = 1. Observing that ms = 1 = m3 during j; moves, in j, we have

24 my +v+mo(l—mq)+4xes =2+m] +71 +m5(1 —m]) + 4a3

(-1
4

3
= T2 — Ty

(=D

Given xo — x5 € Z by construction and for all v € {0,1}, *—

equality above is not possible.

¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that during jo, moves ms = 0 and (m}, m3) =
(1 — mq,0). Consequently, noting that (—1)™* = 1 — 2m; since my € {0,1}, in jo we get

24 my+y+ma(l—mq)+4ze + (=1)™ =2+ m] + 91 +m5(1 —mi) + a3

7=
= Iy — a5 = T

Given xo — 25 € Z and |y; — | < 1, we see that it must be the case that v = ~;. Applying this to
j1, we obtain
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(L4+1=7Az =7+ (1) (mi+mi(1—ma)) = (lr +1—=7)As =y + (=) (m] +mi(1—m3))
2(—1)rtmi+l

:>£—€1: A
3

+mq+1
Since £ — {1 € Z by construction and for every v, m; € {0,1}, % ¢ 7, we have a contradic-

tion as the above equality is not possible.
Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a; < a* < as when d = 2.
a*—Case 3: Let a® = as. In this case, sets 1 and 3 are active as A; = 1 and Ay = 1.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we observe that there are no inverse j; moves to consider
as all j; moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that during all jo moves m; = mg and (m}, m3) =
(1 —mq,1 — ms). Consequently, in j; we have

fAs + (m1 + 2.1‘1) =V{1A3 + (m’f + 21‘;
A 1
— (¢ —el)g + (m1 + (31 —2})) = 5

Given (€ —€1)52 + (mq + (v1 — 2F)) € Z by construction and 3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see all j; moves defined have the same orientation
with respect to each other and hence there are no inverse j; moves in Cy to consider with respect
to C]_.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that all jo moves from Cy serve as moves with
the opposite orientation only to C}’s jo move (my,ms) = (1,1). Combining this with the observation
that m] = m3 during j» moves, we get in j;

CAs + (my +2x1) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 +m])
221 +3 —mj

(-t —1=—
= 1 A3

Given £ — ¢ —1 € Z and 2 < 227 + 3 — mj < As — 1 by construction, it follows that for every

0 <z <45 —2andmf € {0,1}, —W & 7, giving us our contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.
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Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j1, we see that there are no inverse j; moves to consider as
all j; moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that there are no inverse js moves to consider
as all jo moves have the same orientation with respect to each other.

Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a* = oy when d = 2, allowing
us to conclude that no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a; < a* < g
when d = 2.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, C1 = Cpq,t.py,51,... py_2.s4—> a0 C2 = C&,’th»?ﬂé‘f,--- Pg_28d_2"
We now case on o* for ap < a* < ay.

a*—Case 1: Let o = a;. In this case, only sets 3 and 4 are active as A; = 0 and Ay = 0. Note
that 0 <t <1,p; =0=pj], Ay =1, and 23 = 0 = x5 as a consequence of our assumption on d and

a®.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that Cs has inverse j; moves with respect to C
if and only if |y — | = 1. Observing that mg = 1 = mj, m; = my and m} = m}; during j; moves,
in jo we have

ma + v+ 4xs + (1 — mo)my + 2(1 — my)mg = m3 + v1 + 45 + (1 — m3)m] + 2(1 — m7)m}

(-1
4

X
= T2 —T5 =

Given x9 — x5 € Z by construction and for all v € {0,1}, (_i)v & 7, we have a contradiction as the

above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, we see that there are no inverse jo moves to consider as
all jo moves have the same orientation.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, we see that during j3 moves m; = mo, mg = 1 — my,
and

(m7,..ymg) = (1= |m =)A= m) + v —ylma,. o, (L= =D = ma) + I — ylma).

Noting that 2my — 1 = (=1)™2+! in j, we get

ma + v+ 4xg + (1 — mo)my + 2(1 — mq)mg = mb + v1 + 45 + (1 — m3)m7 + 2(1 — m])m;
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—1)7 _ 71m2+117 o
:>:r27:17§:( ) =+ ( 4) ( 71 'YD

_ _ _1ym2+1 _ _
Given xo — x5 € Z by construction and for every ma, v, 71 € {0, 1}, Gt Bl e Pt ? 2 Azim=al ¢

Z, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on j; moves for 4 < k < d if d > 4, we see that during such moves
mji = 1 —mg, giving us in j3

p1+ 2A4s1 + (—1)"ms + 223 = p] + 2A4s] + (—1)"'m3 + 223

(G0 el o G
2 3 2

= (s1 —s7)+

Since (s1 — s7) + ng € Z by construction and for every v; € {0, 1}, (_12)W1 ¢ 7, we have
a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that C5 has inverse j; moves with respect to Cy
if and only if v = 7;. Observing that during j; moves m; = mg, ma =1 = m5 and m] = mJ, in jo
we have

mo+y+4xs + (1 —mo)my + 2(1 — my)mg =24+ mj + 91 + (1 — m])m3 + 4ad + 2(1 — m7)m};

= xg—x§:§.

Since xo — x5 € Z by construction and % ¢ 7., we have a contradiction as the above equality is not
possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that there are no inverse js moves to consider
as all jo moves are defined to have the same orientation.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, it follows that during j5 moves my; = mg, mg =1 —mq,
and

(m1,... mg) = (1 =|y —DA =m1) + | —vlma,. ., (1= Iy =)0 = ma) + [ —lma).

Applying this to jo along with (=1)™2F! = 2m, — 1, we get

ma+y+4zs + (1 —mo)my 4+ 2(1 —my)mg =2+ mj + 91 + (1 — m])m3 + 4a3 + 2(1 — mi)m};

2 —1) _ _1m2+11_ _
T + (=" 7|+(4) A—In-9)

Given x2 — x5 € Z by construction, we have a contradiction as for every ma,~y,v1 € {0,1},

2+(_1)W‘71_7|+(21)7n2+1(1_m_'Yl) & 7, hence making the above equality not possible.
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Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j, for 4 < k < d when d > 4, observe that mj = 1 — mg
during all such moves, giving us in js

p1+2A481 + (—1)"m3 + 225 = 257 + (—1)"'mj

(G Gt O L GO
2 BT

= (s1—s7)+

Following from (s; —s7)+ ng € Z by construction and for every v, € {0,1}, (_Q)ﬂ ¢ 7,
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite ori-
entation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that Cs has inverse j; moves to those of C; if
and only if |y1 — v| = 1. Observing that during j; moves m; = mgq, mj =m}; and mp =1 =m3, in
jo these observations yield

24+ my+v+ma(l—my)+4xs+2(1 —my)mg =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4as + 2(1 — m])m}

(-1

= I9— X4 =
2 4

Given z9 — a3 € Z by construction and for all v € {0, 1}, (j)v ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the

above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that there are no jo moves to consider as every
j2 move defined in C5 has the same orientation with respect to the other j» moves defined in Cj.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, we see that during j3 moves mi; = mo, mqg = 1 — my,
and

(m1,..ymg) = (1= |y =y —m) + v —ylma, .o (L= =) = ma) + [ = ylma).

Applying the above to js along with (—1)™2T1 = 2my — 1, we have

24+ my+v+ma(l —my)+4xs +2(1 —my)mg =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4as + 2(1 — m])m}

—1)7 — 71m2+117 o
B o Vil Pl 4> (L= —nl)

ol _ _1\yma+1l/q__ _
[v1 —=[+( Z) 2T A=|vi—=vD ¢,

Since zo—x3 € Z by construction and for every ma, v, 71 € {0, 1}, =1
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along jj for 4 < k < d when d > 4, observe that m3 = 1 — ms
during all such moves, giving us in j3

231 + (—1)7m3 = 28*{ + (—1)717’77/;
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= (s1—57)+

Following from (s1 —s7) + ng € Z by construction and for every 1 € {0,1}, (_2)W1 27,

we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a* = a; when d > 3.

a*—Case 2: Let a; < a® < as. Then, A =1 and Ay = 0, meaning sets 1,2, 3, and 4 are active.
Note that here t =0 =11, p1 =0 =pj, Ay =1, and 3 = 0 = z} due to our assumption on a*.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that all j; moves are defined with the same
orientation, and so they have the same orientation with respect to each other. Hence, there are no
inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during all j, moves mq = mq and (m}, m}) =
(1 —mq,1—my). Applying this to ji, we find

1

A
— (€—€1)73+(1:1—zf)+m1 =3

Given (¢ — 61)% + (z1 — x}) + my € Z by construction and % ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji, for 3 < k < d, observe that during all such moves
mg =1—my, and (m},m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mg). Applying this to ji, we see

A 1
= (6—51)73+m1—|—(2md— 1) + (21 - 2f) = 5.
Since (6—61)% +m1+(2mq—1)+ (z1 —2}) € Z by construction and 3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction
as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that during such moves m; = mg = my, mo =
1 —mq, and m7 = mj = m};. Noting that r{ = 0 since m] = m3 when d = 3 and m};_; = m}; when
d > 4 during these j; moves, in j; we get

lAs +1+ (m1 + 221 + Zmd(l — ml) + 1)
= (61 + 1Az — (24 m3 + 2mi(1 — m3) + 227 + 2mg(1 — mT) — ri(Az — 1))

my +m3

A
— (z—z1—1)7‘°’+(x1+x;)+2=— 5
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Since (¢ — 41 — 1)% +(z1+27)+2€Zand 0 <my +mj <2, we have m; = m3. Applying this to
J3, We see

p1+s1As+1—mg+ 23 =s] +m] +7r]

= 51— 8] =2myg — 1.

Lastly, applying this to jo, we find

mo+y+(s1+1)+dwa =2+~ + 1 +s] +m)—r])+ 4z}

2*(’)’1*’7).

= Ty — x5 = 1

Given zo—z3 € Z and 1 < 2+ (v, —) < 3 by construction and for every v,v; € {0,1}, 72+(7i_7) ¢7,
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that during these moves m; = mg = mg, mj = m3,
and m} =1 —mj. Applying this to ji, we have

lAs + 1+ (mq+ 221 + de(l —my))
= (1 + DAs — (2+m35 +2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2mj5(1 —m7) —ri(Az — 1))
= (-l —1—1DAs+2(x1 +27)+ (A +m1+mj+7r])=0.

Given that which jo moves of Cy will serve as moves with the opposite orientation to those of C
depends on 7, we case on zj:

Case 1: Let 0 < 27 < % — 2. Then, we also get in particular (mf},m3,m}) = (mi,me,1 —my),
meaning r} = 0 since =7 # % — 2, and so our equation in j; gives us

Aj . 5

(é— l — 1)7 + (.131 —|—.Z‘1) = —5.

Since (€ — ¢; — 1)42 + (21 + 2%) € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 27 = % — 2. Then, all j; moves have the same orientation and so all serve as moves

with the opposite orientation only to Cy’s j; move with (mq,ma,mg) = (1,1,1). Hence, in j; we get

221 + 14+ mj + 1}

C— 0y —rt =— A

Following from ¢ — {1 —r} € Z and 1 < 2z1 + 1+ m}; + r{ < A3 — 1 by construction, it follows that
for every 0 < z1 < % — 2 and m},ry € {0,1}, _M—%—M ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, observe that during such moves m; = msy, mqg =1 —mq,
and (mi,m3,m5) = (1 — mq,mae, mg). Note that the above imply m} = m}, mj = 1 —mj, and
ri = 0 since m] = m3 when d = 3 and m};_; = m); when d > 4 during such moves. Consequently,
in j; we find
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A3+ 1+ (my + 221 + 2mg(1 —my))
=1+ 1DAs5 — (24+m3+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))

A 5
— (E—Klfl)?ermqu(lermT):fg.

Since (£ — ¢1 — 1)42% +my + (21 + 2}) € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Observe that during all ji moves for 4 < k < d when d > 4 it is the case m; = mg =
mg, mqg = 1 —myq, and (m}, m5, m}) = (mg, ms, my). Hence, r} = 0 since m};_, = m}, and so in j;
we obtain

A3+ 1+ (my + 221 + 2mg(1 —my))
= (01 +1)As — (2+ m3 +2mi (1 —m3) + 227 + 2my(1 —m]) —ri (A3 — 1))

A 5
— (676171)?3+md+(x1+mf):75.

Given (¢ — ¢, —1)32 +mg + (1 + 27) € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that all j; moves defined have the same orien-
tation with respect to each other. Hence, there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that all of Cs’s jo moves serve as moves with
the opposite orientation only to C1’s jo move with (mq, mg) = (1,1). Noting that it is also the case
mj =mj, in j; we get

A3+ 14 (my 4221 4 2mg(l —mq)) = (b1 + DAs + (=2 4+ m] +2mj(1 —m]) — (As — 2)(1 —m}))

221+ 2+ mj

= =6 —my= -
3

Given { — ¢y —m}; € Z and 2 < 221 + 2 +m] < Az — 1 by construction, we see that for every
0<x < % —2 and m} € {0, 1}, —W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality

is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, observe that during all such moves
mg =1—my and (m}, m}) = (m1,mq), and so in j; we have

A3+ 14 (my 4221 4+ 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + DAs+ (=24+m] +2mj(1 —m]) — (Az — 2)(1 —m}))

A 1
— (87617m2)§+m2+z1:f§.
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Given (¢ — ;1 — m(’;)% +mj; 4+ x1 € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that during these moves m; = mgy, ms = 1—mq,
m] =m};, and m5 = 1. Applying this to j;, we get

CAg + 1+ (m1 + 221 4+ 2mg(l —ma) + 1) = (b1 + 1)Ag — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2my;(1 —m7))

201+ 2+ m1 +mj

(—t—1=—
— 1 A3

Since £ — 41 —1 € Z and 2 < 2z + 2+ m1 + m] < Ag, it must be the case x; = %—2 and
my +m; = 2, meaning m; = 1 = mj. Applying this to js along with the observation that ms = m;
and mj = mJ, we obtain

p1+ $1A4+ 1 —m3 + 223 = s7 + mimj

= 51 —s] =1

Hence, in j5 we now have

my+ 7+ (s1+1) + 4z =2+ m] + (s] + (1 — my)mg + myg) + 71+ my(1 —my) + 43

2‘*‘(71—7).

= Ty — 15 = 1

Given z9 — x5 € Z and 1 < 24 (71 —7) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every v,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during such moves m; = mgq and (mj, ms, m}) =
(0,0,1 —myg), giving us in j;

CAg + 1+ (m1 + 221 4+ 2mg(1 —mq)) = (b + 1)Ag — (m] + mi(1 — m3) + 2m3(1 —m7))
3+ 2%1 — ma

(—t—1=—
= 1 A3

Given £ —/¢; —1 € Z and 2 < 34 2x7 —m; < Az — 1 by construction, then for every 0 < x; < % —
and my € {0,1}, —%%ml ¢ 7, yielding a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during these moves m; = mq, mqg = 1—mq,
and (m3,m5, m%) = (1, ma, my). Applying these observations to ji, we get
CAs + 14 (mq 4221 4+ 2mg(1 —mq)) = (b1 + 1)As — (m] + mi(1 — m3) + 2mj(1 — m7))

A 3
- (5—61—1)73+md+x1:—§.

Since (£ — ¢ — 1)% + mgq + 1 € Z by construction and —% ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.
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Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j for 4 < k < d when d > 4, observe that during all such
moves my = me, mg = 1 —my, and (m3, mj, m%) = (m1,ma, mg). Thus, in j; we get

CAs + 14+ (mq 4221 4+ 2mg(1l —mq)) = (b1 + 1)As — (m] + mj(1 — m3) 4+ 2mj(1 — m7))

A 3
—— (5—51_1)734‘7”(14'551:—5

Following from (¢ — ¢; — 1)% + mg + 21 € Z by construction and —% & 7, we have a contradiction
as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 5: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that all j; moves defined have the same orien-
tation and so there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that which j, moves of C5 serve as moves with
the opposite orientation to those of C'; depends on x; and z7. Consequently, we case on x; and case
further on z7 in each case:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. To determine which js moves in Cy serve as moves with the opposite
orientation to those of Cy, we further case on z7j:

Subcase 1: Let 0 < 2] < % — 2. Then, it is the case that m; = mg, mg = 1 — mq = mg, and
(m},ms,m}) = (1 —mi,1—mq, 1 —myg). Noting that r; =0 = r] since z1 # % —2# 27, 1in j; we
find

(6 + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 2m1(1 - mg) + 23}‘1 + de(l - ml) - Tl(Ag - 1))
= (01 +1)As — 2+ m3 +2mi(1 —m3) + 227 + 2m3(1 —m]) — (A3 — 1))
A; . . 1
=4 (6—81)73 — ma + (fEl —1’1) + (md —md) = —5.
Since (£ — El)% —ma + (2} — 21) + (M}, — mq) € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contra-
diction as the above equality is not possible.
Subcase 2: Let 27 = % — 2. Now observe that (mq,mg, mq) = (0,0,1), mj = --- = m}_,, m§ =
n3(1 — ma)(1 — m}) + mam}, and m} = 1 — m3. Hence, 7, = 0 since 21 # 4 — 2 and so using the
definition of rj for d > 3, in j; we have

(L+1)As — (24 ma +2my (1 — ma) + 2x1 + 2mg(1 —my) —ri1(Az — 1))
= (01 + DAs — (2+m3 +2mi(1 —m3) + 227 + 2mj(1 —m7) — ri(Az — 1))
71)m1‘+1

A
:>(£7£17TT+1) 9

?3*(2+x1):

mi+1
Since (¢ — 41 — 1 + 1)% — (2 + x1) € Z by construction and for every m} € {0, 1}, % ¢ 7,
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Case 2: Let #1 = 23 — 2. Given that the argument with z; # 27 in case 1 is symmetrical, we need

2
only consider when z] = % — 2. In this case, all defined j, moves have the same orientation with

respect to each other, and so there are no inverse jo moves to consider.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during such moves m; = mg, mg =1 —my,
and (mj,ms, m}) = (1 —mi,1 —ma,1 —my). Note that m; = mg and mj = m} when d = 3, and
mq—1 = mq and m};_; = mj when d > 4. It now follows that r; = 0 = r] and so in j; we see

(6 + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 2m1(1 - mg) + 2I1 + de(l - ml) - Tl(Ag - 1))
=1+ 1DAs— 24+ m3+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))
1

A
— (e—el)j”—mﬁ(l—zml)ﬂx; —a)=—3.

Given (£ — 61)% —mao + (1 —2m1) + (2} — 21) € Z by construction and —% ¢ Z, we have a contra-
diction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves mi = mg, mqg = 1 —mq, and (mj, m3, m}) = (1 —mq, 1 —ma, 1 —mg). Note that mg_1 = myq
and m}_, = m}, meaning r1 = 0 = r]. Applying these observations to j;, we find

(f + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 27711(1 - mg) + 21?1 + 2md(1 - ml) - T‘l(Ag - 1))
=1+ 1DAs— 24+ mi+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))
1

A-
— ((— el)f —ma + (2] — 1) + (mj —ma) = 5.

Since (£ — €1)% —ma + (2} — 1) + (M, — mq) € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contra-
diction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 6: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 2 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that during these moves m; = --- = mgq, mi =
m5 = my, and mj = 1 —m]J. In either case that d = 3 or d > 4, it follows that 7 = 0 as m; = mg3
when d = 3 and my_1 = mq when d > 4. Applying all of the above to ji, we get

(f + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 2371 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1) + 1)
= (b, + DAz + (=2 +mF +2mi(1 —m?) — (As — 2)(1 —m3))

221 + 2+ mao +m3

= {—l+m5 = A
3

Since £ — 41 +m3 € Z and 2 < 221 + 2 + ma +m5 < Az by construction, it must be the case
mg + mb = 2, meaning my = 1 = mj. Applying this to js, we find

s1+mq 411 =p] + sTAy + mh + 225

= 51 —s] =—1

Lastly, in jo we see
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249+ (1451 +mg—1r1)+4dxe =mi+ v + 45 +2m7 (1 —md) + (s7 + 2mi(1 —m7))

) _
= 29 — .’ﬂ; — M
4
Given xg — 3 € Z and —3 < —2 4 (71 — ) < —1 by construction, it follows that W g 7.
Consequently, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that Cy’s jo moves serve as moves with the op-
posite orientation to those of C; if and only if 0 < z7 < % — 2. We exclude z; = % — 2 as then
C1’s j2 moves would be defined with the same orientation as those of C, meaning there would be
no moves with the opposite orientation to consider.

So suppose 0 < z1 < % — 2. Then, observe that all of C5’s jo moves serve as moves with the
opposite orientation only to Cy’s jo move with (mq,ma,mg) = (0,0,1) and during such moves

m] = m3 = m};. Using the above along with the observation r = 0 since z; # % —2,in j7; we get

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 — mg) + 21‘1 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1))
=1+ DAs+ (—2+m] +2mj(1 —m]) — (As —2)(1 —m)))
o 23’,‘1 —|— 4 — m’{

= () + (1—m}) A

Since (¢ —01)+ (1 —m}) € Z and 3 < 2z; +4 —m] < Az by construction and our case assumption,
we find W ¢ 7. Hence, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along jz, we see that it is then the case m; = mg, ms =1 — mq,
and (m3,ms5, m%) = (mi1,1 — mg,1 — my). Noting that m; = ms when d = 3 and my_1 = my when
d > 4, we find r; = 0. Applying this to j;, we have

(f + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 21‘1 + de(l — ml) — 7”1(A3 — 1))
=1+ DAs+ (—2+m] +2mj(1 —m]) — (As —2)(1 —m)))

A 3
— (z-e1+m*{)73—(m1+x1)=§.

Given (€ — 01 +m§)42 — (my + z1) € Z by construction and 2 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j, for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves my = meg, mg = 1 —mq, and (m}, ms, m}) = (1 —mq1,1 —ma,1 —my). Note that r; =0 as
mg—1 = myg. Thus, in j; we have

(f + A3 —(24+ma+ 2m1(1 —mag) + 221 + 2md(1 — ml) —r1(As — 1))
— (01 + 1)Ag 4 (=24 m + 2m5(1 —m]) — (Ag — 2)(1 — m3)

A 3
— (z—zl+m’{)73—(md+x1)=§.

Following from (¢ — ¢, + m})42 — (mg + 21) € Z by construction and 2 ¢ Z, we see we have a

contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Set Comparison Case 7: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 2 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that all j; moves have the same orientation with
respect to each other, and so there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that which of C’s jo moves serve as moves with
the opposite orientation to those of C; depend on x;. Hence, we proceed by casing on x:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. Observing that in this case mq = mg, mq = 1 — mq, (m§,ms,mj) =
(0,0,1 —myg), and r; = 0 since x1 # % — 2, in j; we find

(( + 1)A3 — (2 —+ mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 2Z1 —+ de(l — ml) — T'l(Ag — 1))
= (61 + DAz — (m] + mi(1 —m3) 4+ 2mj(1 —m7))
4+ 2.’E1 - 3m1

E A
3

Since £ —¢1 € Z and 1 < 4+ 2x1 — 3my < Ag by construction and our case assumption, we see that
for every 0 < z7 < % —2and my € {0,1}, 4“%% ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above
equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 1 = % — 2. Then, we see that m; = mo, mq = 1 — mq, and in particular only C5’s jo

move with (m}, m3, m}) = (0,0, 1) serves as an inverse to all of C1’s jo moves. Hence, in j; we get

(f + 1>A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 — ’I’)’LQ) + 233]_ + de(l — m]_) — ’I”]_(Ag — 1))
= (b + 1) Ag — (my +mj (1 —mjy) + 2mg(1 —m7))

mg+r1—3

_ 1=
= V-l +7m A,

Given f — 0y +r1 —1€Z and —3 < mg+r; —3 < —1 with Az > 4 by construction and for every
mg,r1 € {0,1}, %’;_3 ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, observe that during these moves m; = mgy, ms = 1—mq,
and (m},m3, m}) = (1,1 —mg,1 — mg). Note that r; =0 as m; = m3z when d = 3 and mq—1 = mgq
when d > 4. Applying these observations to ji, we obtain

(( + 1)A3 — (2 —+ mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 21‘1 + de(l — ml) — Tl(Ag — 1))
= (lr+ D Ag — (mg +my (1 —my) + 2mg(1 —m7))

A 1
— (z—zl)f —(m+ 1) = 5.

Given (£ — 61)% — (m1 + 1) € Z by construction and 1 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the above
equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Observing that mi = ma, mg = 1 —mq, (m},ms,m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mo,1 —my),
and r; = 0 as mgq_1 = my during all jr moves for 4 < k < d when d > 4, in j; we see

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 - mg) + 2171 + de(l - ml) - T‘l(Ag - 1))
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= (61 + DAz — (m] + mi(1 —m3) 4+ 2mj(1 —m7))

A 1
— (e—el)é’ = (ma + (mg = mj) + 1) = 5.

Following from (£ — ¢1)42 — (ma + (mq — m}) + 1) € Z by construction and 3 ¢ Z, we have a

contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 8: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that all j; moves are defined to have the same
orientation with respect to each other and so there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, note that all jo moves are defined to have the same
orientation with respect to each other and so there are no inverse j» moves to consider.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we find that during all such moves
mi =mg, mqg =1—my, and (m},m3,m}) = (1 —my,1 —ma,1 —mg). Applying this to ji, we see

(0 +1)As + (—24+mq +2mg(1 —mq) — (As — 2)(1 — myg))
= (6 + DAs + (=2 +mF +2m5(1 —m?) — (A3 — 2)(1 —m}))
1

A
— (€—€1+2md—1)73—|—m1:§.

Given (¢ — {1 4+ 2mg — 1)% + my € Z by construction and % ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 9: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that during such moves m; = ms = my, my =
1 —mq, mi = m§ =m};, and m3 = 1. Applying this to ji, we have

0+ 1D)As+ (—2+mq1 +2ma(1 —my) — (A3 —2)(1 —myg) +1)
= (1 + D)As — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2mj(1 —m7))

1—my+m]

_ 1=_
— {— {1 +my A,

Since £ — 41 +mg—1€ Z and 0 <1—my +m] < 2 by construction, it follows that mi7 —m; = —1,
meaning m; = 1 and mj = 0. Applying this to js, we get

p1+ $1A4+ ms + 2x3 = 7 + mim}

= s —s]=-L

Consequently, in jo we obtain

me + v + 4z + 2mq (1 — m2) + (s1 + 2mg(1 — my))
=2+ mj + (s] + mg(l —m) +mg) + 7 +my(1 —mj) + 43
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2+(m—-1)

= Tg — Ty = 1

Given zo — x5 € Z and 1 < 2+ (71 — ) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every v,y € {0,1},

W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along j», we see that only Cb’s jo move with (mj, m3,m}) =
(0,0,1) serves as an inverse j» move to those of Cp, and during such moves m; = ma = my.
Applying this to j;, we find

£+ 1)A3 + (—2 +mp + de(l —my) — (A3 — 2)(1 —mq))
= (1 + A5 — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2mj(1 —m7))

m1—2

_ 1=
= (-l +my A,

Following from ¢ — {1 +mg—1 € Z and —2 < m; — 2 < —1 by construction, it follows that for every
my € {0,1}, m}gQ ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during such moves m; = mo, mg =1 —my,
and (mj,m3,m}) = (1,1 —mo, 1 — mgq). Applying this to ji, we see

(0 + 1Az + (=24 m1 + 2ma(1 —m1) — (Az — 2)(1 — ma))
= (1 + DA — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2mj(1 —m7))

A 1
=4 (€7€1+md71)?3+m1:7§.

Since (¢ — 01 +mg — 1)% + my € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during such moves
mi =mg, mg =1—mq, and (m},m5, m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mo, 1 — mg). Applying this to ji, we get

(ﬂ + 1)A3 —|— (—2 —|— mi + de(l — m1> — (A3 — 2)(1 — ’I’I’Ld))
= (1 + A5 — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2mj(1 —m7))

A 1
— (£f£1+md71)73+m2}:75

Given (£ — 41 +mgq — 1)% +m}, € Z by construction and —3 ¢ Z, we obtain a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 10: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the oppo-
site orientation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, note that there are no inverse j; moves to consider as
all j; moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during such moves m; = mg = 0 and
(m¥,m3,m}) = (0,0,1 — my). Noting that 2my — 1 = (=1)™4*! in j; we find
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(l+1)As — (m1 +mi(l —mg) +2mg(l —my)) = (01 + 1)As — (m] + mj(1 —m3) + 2mj(1 —m7))

2(—1)matl
= -l =——.
1 A,
Since ¢ — {1 € Z by construction and for every mqy € {0, 1}, % & 7, we have a contradiction

as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, observe that during such moves m; = 1, mg = 1 — my,
and (mj,m3, m}) = (1,1 —mo,1 — mg). Thus, in j; we have

(+1)As3 — (m1 +mi(l —ma) +2mg(l —mq)) = (01 + 1)As — (m] + mj(1 —m3) + 2mj (1 —m7))

A 1
— (5—51)734-7712:5.

Following from (¢ — fl)% + mo € Z by construction and % ¢ 7., we see we have a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves my = ma, mqg = 1 —my, and (mj, ms,m}) = (1 —mq,1 —ma,1 —mgq). Applying this to ji,
we get

L+ 1Az — (m1 +mi(l —ma) +2mg(1 —my)) = ({1 + 1)As — (m] + mi(1 —m3) +2my(1 —m]))

= ((—51)% — (m1+ (mg —my)) = —%.

Given (¢ — El)% — (m1 + (mq —m})) € Z by construction and —% ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a; < a* < as when d > 3.

a*—Case 3: Let a* = as. Then, A; = 1 and As = 1, meaning sets 1 and 3 are active. Note that
As>4iseven,t =0=1t1, p1 =0=p], and Ay = 1.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that all j; moves are defined with the same
orientation with respect to each other and so there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during such moves m; = mq and (m}, m}) =
(1 —mq,1—my). Hence, in j; we have

A3 + (my + 2z + 2mg(l — mq)) = €1As + (m] + 227 4+ 2mj(1 —m7))

A 1
= (f—€1)73+m1+($1—$1ﬂ)=§
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Given (€ — £1)42 +my + (z1 — 2}) € Z and § ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the above equality is
not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, note that it is the case my =1 —my and
(m3,m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mg) during all such moves. Applying this to ji, we get

A3 + (mq + 2x1 + 2mg(1 —mq)) = l1As + (m] + 227 4+ 2mj(1 — m7))
A 1
= (6761)73+m1+($1 —af) + (2ma —1) = 5.
Since (£ — 61)% +my + (21 —x}) + (2mg — 1) € Z and 1 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the above
equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that there are no inverse j; moves to consider as
all 73 moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that all of Cy’s jo moves serve as moves with the
opposite orientation only to Cy’s j2 move with (mq, mg) = (1, 1), and during these moves mj = mJ.
Applying this to j;, we get

LA+ (my + 2x1 4+ 2mg(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 4+ m] + 2mj(1 — m]))

34221 —mj
— ) —1= _ofen mmy
A
Given £ — 01 —1 € Z and 2 < 3+ 2z; — mj < A3 — 1 by construction, it follows that for every
0 < <42 —2and mj € {0,1}, f%%ml ¢ 7. This gives us a contradiction as the above

equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, observe that during all such moves it is
the case mqg =1 —mq and (m},m}) = (1 —m1,1 —mg). Applying this to ji, we have
CAs + (mq + 221 + 2mg(l —my)) = (b1 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2m3(1 —mY))

A 1
— (€—€1—1)73+(a:1+md):—§.

Since (¢ — 41 — 1)% + (z1 + mg) € Z by construction and —% ¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that there are no inverse j; moves to consider
as all j; moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.
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Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that there are no inverse jo moves to consider as
all jo moves are defined with the same orientation with respect to each other.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, observe that during all such moves
mg =1—my and (m},m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mgq). Applying this to ji, we find

L+ 1)As5+ (—24+mq1 +2ma(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 — m7))

A 1

— (6—61)73+md: 7

Since (£ — 61)% +myg € Z by construction and % ¢ 7., we have a contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.

Consequently, no edges are shared from moves with the opposite orientation for a* = s when d > 3.

a*—Case 4: Let as < o < ag. Then, A; =1, Ay =1, and 7,, = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are
active. Note thatt =0 =ty,and for 4 < k < d+ 1, Ay =1 for ap < a* < ap_o and Ay > 2 for
ap_o < o < aq.

Before we proceed, we wish to present the three general states corresponding to a move along j for
3 <k < d as defined by set 3:

1. Stair-casing Moves: For moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we see that stair-casing moves take
place when all of the following are true: ax_1 < a* < ag4, Ry =0, and Ry_; = 1. Note that Ry =0
and Rji_1 = 1 together imply that 2, = (1 — r2)(A.41 — 1) for all 3 < z < k — 1 and that there
exists at least one k < w < d such that z,, # (1 —72)(Aw41 — 1). Since x,, # (1 —r2)(Aypy1 — 1) is
to hold for all ro € {0, 1}, letting k¥ < w < d be the smallest integer, by the Well-Ordering Principle,
such that the above is satisfied, it must be the case A, 11 > 2, which then implies a,,_1 < a* < ay.

2. Normal Moves: For moves along ji for 4 < k < d, observe that normal moves take place when
either as < o™ < ai_1 or it is the case that all of the following are true: ax_1 < o < ag, Rx—1 =0
and Ry = 0. It follows that Ry_; = 0 and R; = 0 together imply that there exists at least one
3 <w <k —1 such that z,, # (1 —r2)(Ay+1 — 1). Note that we exclude js moves as Ry = 1 during
all j3 moves, even when Ry = 0.

3. Column Transitions: For moves along j; for 3 < k < d, it follows that column transitions
take place when it is the case that both a1 < o < ag and R; = 1. From Ry = 1, we see that
2, =(1—7r3)(As41 —1) forall 3 <z <d.

Set Comparison Case 1: Considering whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 1, we see that the same arguments from set comparison case 1 of a*—case 3 with
d > 3 hold here as all arguments there make use only of the j; component that remains the same
for all as < a* < ay. By same, we mean that no additional terms are introduced from the definition
of j1 as a consequence of increasing a*.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via sets 1 and 3.
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Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that all j; moves defined have the same orien-
tation with respect to each other and so there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that which jo moves in Cy serve as moves with
the opposite orientation to those of C; depend on r3 and z} for 3 < k < d. To case on 75 and zj, for
3 <k <d, we proceed by casing on R :

Case 1: Let Rf = 0. In this case, we see that during all jo moves m; = mg and (mj,m}) =
(1 —=my,1—myg). Applying this to ji, we get

A3+ (my + 2x1 4+ 2mg(1 —my)) = (61 + 1) As + (=2 + m] +2m(1 — m]))

A 1
= (676171)73+m1+(1+x1):§.

Given (£ — ¢ — 1)% +mi + (14 1) € Z by construction and 3 € Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let Rf = 1. Then, we see that all of Cy’s ja moves serve as moves with the opposite
orientation only to that of Cq with (mq,mg) = (1,1), and during such moves mj} = m};. Applying
this to ji, we find

lAs + (my +2z1 4+ 2mg(1 —mq)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 4+ m] +2mj(1 — m]))
3+ 2z, —mj

—f—1=—
= (-1 A3

Since £ —¥¢; —1 € Z and 2 < 3+ 221 — m] < As — 1 by construction, it follows that for every
0<x < % —2 and m} € {0,1}, —Hzi%ml ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we will consider the three general states
that define C5 in this case as each state has a different group of jr moves serving as moves with the
opposite orientation to the ji moves of Cy:

Case 1: Considering stair-casing moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we see that a1 < a* < ag and for
all 3<z<k—1,2f=(1—-r3)(As41 —1). Then, (m1,mq) = (15,1 —r3) and m); = 1 — mj, giving
us in j;

CAs + (my + 221 + 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + D) As + (=2 + m] + 2m;(1 — m7))
3 — 13+ 2x1 —mj

— 1= A

Given { — ¢y —1€Z and 1 <3 — 135+ 221 —m); < Az — 1 by construction, it follows that for every
0< 2 < % — 2 and r3,m} € {0,1}, —B_T’ff% ¢ 7. Thus, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Considering normal moves along ji for 4 < k < d, we know that either as < a® < ag_1 or
a1 < a* < agq, R =0, and R}_; = 1. Observing that during all such moves mg =1 —m; and
(mf,m}) = (1 —mq,1 —mg), in j1 we get
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CAs + (m1 + 221 + 2ma(l —my)) = (b + DAz + (=2 4+ m] + 2mg(1 —m7))
A 1
= (6—61—1)?34—7711 +x1+(md—m2):—§.

Following from (¢ —¢; — 1)% +mq + 1 4+ (mg —m};) € Z by construction and —% & 7., we see that
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 3: Focusing on column transitions along ji for 3 < k < d, observe that it must be the case
ak—1 < o* < ag and R} = 1. Noting that during all these moves mg = 1 — my and (mj,m};) =
(1 =r5)(1 —=mq) +r5m1, (1 —73)(1 —mg) +r5my), in j; we have

LAs + (mq + 221 + 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + D) As + (=2 + m] + 2m;(1 — m7))

242z 4+ (1—7r35)(2mg — 1)
A

:>€—€1—1:—

Since { —¢; —1 € Z and 1 <24 2z1 4+ (1 —r5)(2mg — 1) < Az — 1 by construction, we see that
for every 0 < 7 < % — 2 and r},mgq € {0,1}, —2+2w1+(1;22)(
contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

2ma=l) & 7, Consequently, we have a

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the opposite
orientation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that all j; moves have the same orientation with
respect to each other and hence there are no inverse j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that which jo moves in Cs serve as moves with the
opposite orientation to those of C1 depend on R; and Rj. Hence, we proceed by casing on R; and RJ:

Case 1: Let Ry = 0. To determine which of Cy’s jo moves serves as an inverse to those of C7, we
further case on Rj:

Subcase 1: Let R} = 0. Then, m; = mq and (mj,m}) = (1 —mq,1 —my), giving us in j;

L+ 1)As+ (=24+m1 +2ma(l —mq)) = (b1 + D)As + (=2 +m7 + 2mj(1 —m7}))
As 1

— (4—51)74-7711:5.

Given (¢ —61)% +my € Z by construction and § ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.

Subcase 2: Let R} = 1. Then, (mqy,ma,... ,mq) = (1,1,...,1), mf =--- =m}, and for all 3 < z <
d, 2% = (1—73)(A,4+1 — 1). Applying this to ji, we get

(C+1)As+ (—24+m1 +2mg(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)Az + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 —m]))
mj —1
Az

B4 6—61:
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Since ¢ — ¢; € Z and —1 < mj —1 < 0 by construction, it must be the case mj = 1 and
so (m1,...,mq) = (m},...,m}). Note that since Ry = 0, C; is stair-casing along js, meaning
aw—1 < a* < ag, where 3 < w < d is the smallest integer such that z,, # (1 —72)(Ayyr1 — 1).

To complete our treatment of this subcase, we will require the following result we will prove using
induction:

We will prove that for every 3 < w < d such that w is the smallest integer with x,, # (1—72)(Ayp+1—
1), it is the case that forall 3 <z <w—1, z, = (1 —r2)(A,11 — 1). We proceed by induction on w:

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so our assumptions for this subcase give us in j3 that

p1+ 2A 481 + (1 — 2T2\1/0)m3 + 223 + 27]043(1 — Rl)((l — TQ)XQ — Tg\yo)(l — mg)md
= pi +2A457 + (1 = 2r3W5)m3 + 223 + 20, (1 — RY)((1 — 73)X5 — r395) (1 — m3)my
Pi—m

= Ay(s1—s7) +(r3 —r2) + (z3 —23) = 7

Since Ay(s1 — s7) + (r5 —r2) + (x5 — %) € Z and |p] — p1]| < 1 by construction, it must be the case
p1 = p;. Recalling that x5 = (1 — r3)(A4 — 1) since R} = 1, we are left with

(s1—s))—(1—rp) = -2 "7 +(Al4_ r2).

Following from (s1 —s7) — (1 —r3) € Zand 1 —ro < 3+ (1 —rg) < Ay — 12, we see that we must
have 3 = (1 — r9)(Ag — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 < w < d and d > 3 be such that 3 < w + 1 < d so that the following makes
sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that x, = (1—r2)(A,4; —1) for all 3 < z < d when
w = d, which is not possible as R; = 0 by assumption. Further, assume that for all 3 <z <y —1
with 3 <y <w, x, = (1 —r2)(A,41 — 1). We will show that our statement holds for 3 <w+1<d
by showing that x,, = (1 —r3)(Aw+1 — 1) since our induction hypothesis grants us the above for all
3 < z < w — 1. Note that our assumptions on z, and 3., with zf. = (1 —75)(A,-4; — 1) for all
3 <z* <dsince R} =1, imply (1 —72)Xy_3 = (1 —712), 10Wy_g =12, (1 —13)X% _4 = (1—73), and
rasWwr o =r5. The corresponding assumptions and results we have so far, along with the observations
Nw+1 = 1 since w+ 1 < d and Ng,, = Na,,_, = 1 since a* > o, > -1, yield in 5y,

Pw—2 +2Aw+18w_2 + (1 —2r2\I/w_3)mw +232‘w +277w+177aw (1 —Rl)((l —Tg)Xw_g —TQ\I’w_3)(1 —mw)md
= Pu—o 28185 o+ (1=2r5 W0 3)my, 4207, + 20w 17aq, (1= R1) (1=72) X5, 5 =r2 Uy, _5) (1=my, )mg

* Puw—2 — Pw—2
i Aw+1(5u;—2 — 5:;_2) =+ (T; — ’/‘2) —+ (ij — 'Tw) - Mfw

Since Ayy1(Sw—2 — 85_o) + (15 —72) + (T — x%,) € Z and |pl,_5 — pyw—2| < 1, it must be the case
Pw—2 = Pi,_o. Hence, observing that z} = (1 —r3)(Ay41 — 1) since R} = 1, we are left with

Xy + (1 = 13)

(8w72 - Sw72) - (1 - TQ) = Aw+1
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Given (sy—2 — 85 o) —(1—r3) € Z and 1 —ro <z, + (1 —r2) < Ayq1 — 72 by construction, it
follows that z, = (1 —72)(Aws+1 — 1).

By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w < d, it is the
case that z, = (1 —r9)(A,41 — 1) forevery 3 < z <w — 1.

From this, we know that z, = (1 — r3)(A,4+1 — 1) for all 3 < z < w — 1. Given the definitions of j4
and ji for 3 < k < d — 1 differ slightly, we case on whether w = d:

Sub-subcase 1: Let w = d. Then, zq # (1 — r2)(Age1 — 1), and for all 3 < k < d—1, zp =
(I —r2)(Ag+1 — 1). Note that 7., , = 1 since ag—1 < a* < ag as Agy1 > 2 for the assumption
xq # (1 —r2)(Age1r — 1) to hold for all 5 € {0,1}. Using what we have so far along with the
observations roWy_3 = rp and r5W%_, = r3 granted by our assumptions z, = (1 —r2)(A.41 — 1)
and 25 = (1 —r3)(A,41 — 1) for all 3 <z <w —1, in jg we obtain

Pd—2 + 2A44184—2 + (1 = 2raU4_3)ma + 224 = pjj_o + 2A4118)_o + (1 — 2r5 0% )m) + 22

Dj_o — Pd—2

= Agy1(8a—2 — 8g_2) + (r3 —12) + (za — 23) = 3

Since Agyi1(Sg—2 — $5_o) + (15 —r2) + (xg — x}y) € Z and |p};_5 — pa—2| < 1 by construction, it must
be the case pg_2 = pj;_,. Hence, we now have

xg+ (1 —1r
(sum — 53) — (1) = - 4 H01L=12),
d+1
Given (sq_2 — s}_,) — (1 —r3) € Z by construction and x4+ (1 —72) # (1 —72)Ag41 by assumption,
za+(1—r2)
Agia
possible. It now follows that this scenario is impossible as the smallest w is also the largest it could

be, in this case, and so there does not exist such a w.

we see that — ¢ 7. Consequently, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not

Sub-subcase 2: Let 3 < w < d. Then, z, = (1 —73)(A,41 — 1) forall 3 < z < w—1 and x,, #
(I —=7r2)(Apt1 — 1), meaning a,—1 < a* < ag and 7,,,_, = 1 by the same reasoning as before. Since
R; =1, we know z} = (1 — r3)(Agy1 — 1) for all 3 < k < d. Now, observe that our assumptions on
x,and z3 for 3 <z <w—1imply (1 —r9)Xy_3=(1—r2), reWy_3 =13, (1 —73)X}_5=(1-73),
and 3V o = r5. Recalling that R; = 0 and R} = 1, all of the above, along with our previous
results for this subcase, in j,, yield

Pw—2 +2Aw+13w72 + (1 _2T2\ij73)mw +25Ew +277w+177aw (1 _Rl)((l _TQ)Xw73 _T2\I]w73)(1 _mw)md
= Puy—oT2Awt15y o+ (1=2r3 W0, 5)mg,+227,+20w 417, (1= RY) (1—r3) X5, _5—ra ¥, ) (1—my,)my

)= DPry—2 = Pw—2

= Ay1(sw—2— 3;;-2) +(r5 —72) + (2w — Ty, 9

Since Ayt1(Sw_2 — 85_o) + (r5 —12) + (0 — 2},) € Z and |p},_5 — pw—2| < 1 by construction, we
must have p,,_2 = p},_5. We now get

Ty + (1 = 12)

_o9 — 8 —(1=73)=—
(Sw—2 = Sp_2) — ( T3) Awit
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Following from (sy,_2 — s%,_5) — (1 —r3) € Z by construction and ,, + (1 —r2) # (1 — r2)Ay41 by

w—2
_ T+ (1—12)

assumption, we have Aot
w

¢ Z, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Further, since w was the arbitrary smallest and all components jj, for 3 < k < d — 1 are defined as
above, the above holds for all such w. So there is no such 3 < w < d—1. Now, if w = d, then by sub-
subcase 1 we conclude w # d as we get a contradiction. Having exhausted all possible 3 < w < d, we
conclude that there does not exist a smallest integer 3 < w < d such that z,, # (1 —r2)(Aw+1 — 1).
This means that the scenario we have considered never occurs.

Case 2: Let Ry = 1. Since the argument made in subcase 2 of case 1 is symmetrical, the case with
both R; =1 and R} = 0 is subject to the same conclusion as in subcase 2 of case 1.

Letting R} = 1, we see that all jo moves in C; and Cs have the same orientation with respect to
each other and so there are no inverse jo moves to consider.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we proceed by casing on the three general
states defined by set 3 along ji:

Case 1: Let Ry = 0 and Rp_; = 1 for 3 < k < d. This means that Cy is stair-casing, so
2, = (1 —=r9)(Az41 — 1) for all 3 < z < k — 1 and there exists at least one integer k < y < d
such that z, # (1 — r2)(Ay+1 — 1). Note that the latter deduction implies there exists a smallest
integer k < w < d such that a,, # (1—r2)(Ay+1—1). However, since this is to hold for all o € {0, 1},
this is possible if and only if A,+1 > 2, which by its definition is if and only if a,—1 < o* < ay.
Hence, for this case, assume o,,—1 < o < aq. In what follows, we case on R} and Rj_; as appro-
priate:

Subcase 1: Let Rf = 0 and R;_; = 1 for 3 < k < d. Then, C; is stair-casing, meaning z} =
(1 —=73)(A,y1 — 1) for all 3 <z <k — 1 and there exists at least one integer k¥ < y* < d such that
Ty # (1=73)(Aysy1—1). If ro = r3, then Cy has no inverse ji, moves with respect to C1’s jx moves.
So suppose 12 # r3. From this, we see that mq = mg, mg =1 —mq, mj = mj3, and m}; = 1 —mj
during all such ji moves. Applying this to j;, we get

L+ 1)As+ (—24+m1 +2ma(1 —mq)) = (b1 + D)As + (=2 +m] + 2mj(1 —m7}))
my —mq

:>€—£1: A
3

Since £ — {1 € Z and |m}; —mgy| <1 with A3z > 4 by construction, we must have mg = m}, meaning
(m1, mg, mq) = (m}, m3, m}). Consequently, in j, we see

mae + v+ 229 + 2mq (1 — ma) + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mg(l —mq)))
=my + 71+ 225 + 2mi(1 —m3) + 2((1 — m7)mg — (1 = BY)((1 — m3)m7 + mg(1 —my)))

=9
= ﬂfg*fﬂ;:T

Given o — 23 € Z and |y, —v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = v; and so z2 = 3.
This last deduction implies 7o = 73, a contradiction to our assumption that ro # r3.
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Subcase 2: Since ay—1 < o < ag, let R = 0 and R;;_; = 0 for all 4 < k < d. This means
that C5 is being defined by normal moves, so there exists at least one 3 < w* < k — 1 such that
k. # (1 =15)(Ay 41 — 1) during jx moves for all 4 < k < d. Note that jz is not subject to normal
moves as it is always the case R5 =1 when R} = 0.

Observing that during all such moves my = mg, mg = 1—mq, and (mf,... ,mj_;,m}) = (re,... ,re,1—
r9), in j; we have

(f + 1)A3 + (—2 +mq + 2md(1 — ml)) = (61 + 1)A3 + (—2 + m*{ + 2m2(1 — m’{))

mh—m
—= (=1
Az
Since {—¢; € Z and |m}—my| < 1 by construction, we must have mg = m} and so (mq, ... ,mi_1,mq) =
(m3,...,m}_;,m}). Consequently, in j; we find

ma + v+ 222 + 2mq(1 — m2) + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)mq + mg(l —my)))
=my + 71+ 225 +2mi(1 —m3) + 2((1 — m7)mg — (1 — BY)((1 — m3)m7 + mg(1 —my)))
= X9 — a5 = %

Given 2o — 23 € Z and |y; — v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = y; and so z3 = 3.
From this last deduction, it follows that ro = 73.

To complete our treatment of this subcase, we will require the following result we will prove by way
of induction:

We aim to show that for every smallest 3 < w* < k — 1 such that ). # (1 —75)(Ay«y1 — 1) dur-
ing a given j; move for 4 < k < d, it is the case that for every 3 < z <w*—1, 2% = (1—r3)(A,11—1).

Base Case 1: Let w* = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w* = 4. Then, z = 3. Using our results and assumptions from this subcase along
with the observation 74, = 1 since a® > q—1 > u+—1, in j3 we obtain

p1 4+ 2A481 + (1 — 27“2\1'0)m3 + 2x3 + 277&3(1 - Rl)((l - TQ)XQ - 7“2\1/0)(1 — mg)md
= P14 2A4s] + (1= 2r3Wg)m3 + 223 + 200, (1 — RY)((1 — 73)Xg — r3¥g) (1 — m3)mg
P — D1

= Ay(s1—s7) +(z3 —23) = 5

Following from A4(s1 — s7) + (z3 — 23%) € Z and |p; — p1| < 1 by construction, it must be the case
p1 = p;. Note that x5 = (1 — r2)(A4 — 1) since Rx—; = 1. This leaves us with

. i+ (1 —1r3
(51—51)—1—(1—7"2):%.
4

Since (s1 —s7)+ (1 —r3) € Zand 1 —rf < i+ (1 —r3) < Ay — 3 with Ay > 2, it follows that
xh=(1-13)(As—1).
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Induction Step: Assume that 3 < w* < k—1with4 <k <dandd > 3 such that 3 <w+1<k—1so
that the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that 2 = (1—73)(A,+1—1)
for all 3 < z <k —1 when w* =k — 1, which is not possible as R;_; = 0 by assumption. Further
assume that for all 3 < z < y* — 1 with 3 < y* < w*, 5 = (1 — r})(A,+1 — 1). We will show that
our statement holds for 3 < w* 4+ 1 < k — 1 by showing that z}. = (1 — r3)(Ay++1 — 1) since our
induction hypothesis already grants us the above for all 3 < z < w* — 1. Note that r, = 73, and that
our assumptions on x, and z% for 3 < z < w* — 1 imply (1 — r9)Xy—3 = (1 = 12), 79Uy _3 = 79,
(1 —r3)Xs._35=(1—r3),and r30%._5 = r3. Applying the pertinent assumptions and results we
have so far along with the observations 9,41 =1 since w*+1<k—-1<dand no,. =1 =170, ._,
since a* > auy_1 > Qupr_1, IN ju= We have

pw*72+2Aw*+15w*72+(1_27’2\I/w*73)mw*+2xw*+2nw*+1naw* (]-_Rl)((1_7’2)Xw*73_702\11w*73)(1_mw* )md
= P ot 280w 1185 o+ (1=2r W0, 3)mi+227 - 4200+ 4100, (1= R ((1=73) Xope _3=r5 W3- 3)(1—my,-)mg
. P —2 — Pw—2

)= Doz Pz

= A g1(Swr—2 — She_o) + (T — T)ye 5

Since Ay 41(Swr—2 — Sipe_a) + (T — ) € Z and |pl«_o — Pyr—2| < 1, it must be the case
Puwr—2 = Div_o. Note that 2y« = (1 —72)(Aw+41 — 1) since Ri_; = 1. Hence, this leaves us with

vy + (1= 18)

Swr—2 — Sppw_o) + (1 —12) =
(Swe—2 2) + (1 —r2) -

Given (Syx—2 —Shw_ o)+ (1 —7r3) €Zand 1 —ro <zl + (1 —713) < Ay=41 — r3 by construction, it
follows that z7 (1 —=7r3)(Aprs1 — 1).

wr =

By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w* < k — 1, it is
the case that 2% = (1 —73)(Ay41 — 1) for every 3 < z <w* — 1.

Now, we see that during all j; moves for 4 < k < d, it is the case that the smallest 3 < w* <k —1
such that af. # (1 —r3)(Ay-4+1 — 1) satisfies 2% = (1 —r2)(A,41 — 1) for every 3 < z < w* — 1. By
the same argument made in the induction step, in j,~ we get

pw*—2+2Aw*+15w*—2+(1*2r2\1/w*—3)mw*+2$w*+2nw*+lnaw* (]-*Rl)((1*702)Xw*—3*7ﬂ2\1/w*—3)(1*mw* )md
= P 2280 11550 ot (1205 W5, g)my,. +225,. 4200+ 4170, (1=RT)((1=r3) X _3—r3 W 3)(1—mg,. )my
)= Pros—2 — Pwr—2

- Aw*+1(8w*_2 — SZ}*_Q) + (l’w* — Ty 5

Since Ay 41(Swr—2 — Si_o) + (Twr — The) € Z and [pl«_o — Pyr—2| < 1, it must be the case
DPuw*—2 = Pi«_o. Note that z,» = (1 — ro)(Ay++1 — 1) since Ri_1 = 1. Hence, this leaves us with

ak.+(1—13)

s — 85 )+ (1= 1) =
(Swr—2 = Sppe_g) + (1 —12) .

Given (Syr—2 — 8kv_o) + (1 —12) € Z and x}. + (1 —735) # (1 — r3)Ay+11 by construction and
assumption for this subcase, it follows that %1:«2) ¢ 7. Consequently, we have a contradiction
as the above equality is not possible. Further, since 3 < w* < k — 1 is the arbitrary smallest integer
assumed to satisfy z%. # (1 — 75)(Ay+«41 — 1), it follows that this holds for all such w*, meaning

this scenario does not ever occur as there does not exist such a w* under these assumptions.
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Subcase 3: Let R = 1. Note that here we treat ji moves for all 3 < k < d. Then, Cj is being defined
by column transitions, and so % = (1 —r3)(A,+; — 1) for all 3 < z < d. From our case assumption,
recall that z, = (1 —r2)(A,41 — 1) for all 3 < z < k — 1 and that there exists at least one k <y < d
such that z, # (1 — r2)(Ay41 — 1). In particular, there exists a smallest integer £ < w < d, by the
Well-Ordering Principle, such that x,, # (1 —r2)(Ays1 — 1), leaving z, = (1 — r3)(A,41 — 1) for
every k < z <w — 1. Observing that my; = mg, mg =1—my, m{ =mj = (1 —ro)riy +r2(1 —1r3),
and mj=1—mi = (1—r2)(1 —r3) +rors, in j; we get

L+ 1DAs+ (=2 +mq +2mg(1 —my)) = (b1 + DAz + (=2 +m] + 2m}(1 —m}))
mj —my

A
— (6761)?3+(md7m2): 5

Since (¢ — 61)% + (m}; —mgq) € Z and |m}; — mg| < 1 by construction, we see m; = mj and hence
(m1, ma, mg) = (M}, m3, m}). Applying this to jz, we find

ma + v+ 222 + 2mq (1 — ma) + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mg(l —mq)))
=m5 + 71 + 225 + 2my (1 —m3) + 2((1 — my)mg — (1 — R)((1 — m3)my + my(1 —mj)))

=7

= (x2 —x5) —my = 5

Since (z2 —x3) —m}; € Z and |y1 — | < 1 by construction, we must have v = ~, allowing us to
conclude x3 — x5 = m};. The last conclusion gives us

(g —a3) —mg =
= (ro—13) — (1 —7r2)(1 —r3) — rory = 0 (mod 2)
= 2ro — 2191y — 1 =0 (mod 2)
= —1=0 (mod 2).

Thus, we have a contradiction as the above is not possible.

Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d since j3 is not subject to normal moves, either
ay < af < g1 orlet ap_1 < a* < ag with R =0 and Rx_1 = 0. Then, C is being defined by
normal moves and so, in the case ai_1 < a* < ag, with By =0 and Ri_; = 0, there exists at least
one integer 3 <y < k —1 such that z, # (1 —r2)(Ays1 —1). Let 3 < w < k—1 be the smallest such
integer and observe that z, = (1 —rg)(A,y1 — 1) forall 3 <z <w—1.

Subcase 1: Assume as < o < aj_1 if this is already being assumed and otherwise assume all of the
following are the case: ap—1 < o™ < ag, R;_; = 0 and R} = 0. Now, observing that during all such
moves mqg = 1 —my and (mj,m}) = (1 —my,1 —myg), in j; we obtain
L+ 1D)As+ (—24+mq +2ma(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 —m7))
A 1
— (6761)?3+m1 + (mg —mj) = 5.

Given (£ — £1)52% +my + (mgq —m}) € Z by construction and 1 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Subcase 2: Let R} = 1, meaning C5 is being defined by column transitions. As a consequence, we
must have a1 < a* < ay and 25 = (1 —73)(A, 41 — 1) for all 3 < z < d. Further, we have Ry =0
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and Rp_1 = 0. Observing that during all such moves my = -+ =myp_1, mp = --- =mgqg =1 —my,
mi=--=m}_;=0Q-r3)1—mi)+rimiand m} =--- =m} =1-m] = (1-7r3)(1—myg) +rimq,
in 7; we see

(C+1)As+ (—24+mq +2ma(l —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] 4+ 2m(1 — m7))
my —my

A
— (6—51)73+(md—m2): 5

Since (é—ﬁl)% + (mg—m}) € Z and |m} —my| < 1 by construction, it follows that m; = mj. This
last deduction implies

my—mj =0
= (1—-r3)(2m; —1)=0.

Givenry,mq € {0, 1}, we see that it must be the case 75 = 1. So we get (m],... ,m}) = (m1,... ,mq).
Applying this to ja, we find

ma + v + 222 + 2my (1 — ma) + 2((1 — mq)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mg(l —my)))
=my 4+ + 2z5 + 2mi(1 —my) + 2((1 —mi)mg — (1 = RY)((1 — ma)m] + mg(1 —my)))

— (e —ap) - my= 1

Since (z2 — x3) —m} € Z and |y1 —y| < 1 by construction, we must have v = +, allowing us to
conclude x — x5 = m};. Hence, it follows that

(w2 —23) —mg =0
= (re —r3) —mj; =0 (mod 2)
= ro —mj =1 (mod 2).

Then, since |re —mg| < 1 by construction, we must have |ry —mJ| = 1. From this, it immediately
follows that r, +m} = 1. We will invoke this last result where applicable without further mention.

To complete our treatment of this subcase, we will require the following result we will prove using
induction:

We will prove that for every 3 < w < k — 1 such that w is the smallest integer with x,, #
(I = ra)(Ays1 — 1), it is the case that for all 3 < z < w—1, z, = (1 —r9)(As41 — 1). We
proceed by induction on w:

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so our assumptions for this subcase give us in js that

p1 + 2A,81 + (1 — 27’2‘1/0)777,3 + 2x3 + 277043(1 — Rl)((l — TQ)XO — 7"2‘110)(1 — m3)md
= pi +2A457 + (1 = 2r3W5)m3 + 225 + 20, (1 — RY)((1 — 73)X5 — r395) (1 — m3)m;
P — p1

= A4(s1 —87)+ (1 —ro)mg + (23 — z5) + (1 — 2r9) (1 — m3)mg = 5
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Since Ag(s1—s7)+(1—ro)mg+(zs—23)+(1—2r3) (1 —mg)mg € Z and |p; —p1| < 1 by construction,
it must be the case p; = p}. Noting that x5 = 0 since r5 = 1, the above leaves us with

xr3 + (1 —’I“Q)

*
81—81—_
A4

Following from s; —s7 € Z and 1 — 19 < z3 4+ (1 — ro) < Ay — ro, we see that we must have
I3 = (1 — Tg)(A4 — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 < w < k—1 with 4 < k < d and d > 3 such that 3 < w + 1 < d so that
the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that z, = (1 —r2)(A,4; — 1)
for all 3 < z < k —1 when w = k — 1, which is not possible as R;y_1 = 0 by assumption. Further
assume that for all 3 < z <y —1with3 <y < w, z, = (1 —r2)(A,41 —1). We will show that
our statement holds for 3 < w+ 1 < k — 1 by showing that x,, = (1 — r2)(Ay41 — 1) since our
induction hypothesis grants us the above for all 3 < z < w — 1. Note that our assumptions on x,
and 2z} imply (1 —r9)Xy_g = (1 —72), 72Wy_3 =12, (1 —r5)X: _5 = (1 —1r}), and r3¥} o =1r3.
The corresponding assumptions and results we have so far, along with the observations 7,41 =1
sincew+1<k—1<dand 1, =7a,_, =1 since a* > ar_1 > ay, yield in j,

Pw—2 +2Aw+18w72 + (]- _27A2\Pw73)mw +2xw +277w+177aw (]- _Rl)((l _TQ)Xw73 _712\:[/11173)(1 _mw)md
= P2t 2Auwq15y, o (1=2r5 W0, g)m, +225, + 20w 10, (1-R1) (1-r3) X, 3 —r3 ¥, 3)(1—mg,)mg

Dip—2 — Pw—2

= Apt1(Sw_2 —s5y_o) + (L —ro)my + (x4 — z5) + (1 — 2r2) (1 — my)mg = 3

Since Ayy1(Sw—2—55_o)+(1—r2)my+ (T — k) + (1 —2r3) (L —my)mg € Z and |pl,_5 —pw—2| <1,
it must be the case p,—2 = p,_,. Hence, observing that = = (1 —735)(Ay4+1 — 1) = 0 since 75 = 1,
we are left with

. Xy + (1 = 12)
Sw—2 ~ Spy_9 = T -

Aw+1

Given $y_o2 — 8 o € Zand 1 — 1y <y, + (1 — r2) < Ayq1 — r2 by construction, it follows that
Ty = (1 — T'Q)(Arw_l,_l — 1)

By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w < k — 1, it is the
case that z, = (1 —rg)(A,41 — 1) for every 3 < z < w — 1.

Now, during every ji move for 4 < k < d, we see that for the smallest integer 3 < w < k — 1 such
that z,, # (1 —r2)(Aw+1 — 1) granted by our case assumption, our induction argument above gives
us that forall 3 <z <w-—1, 2, = (1 —r2)(A,41 — 1). Applying the same argument made in the
induction step, in j,, we obtain

pw72+2Aw+13w72+(1_2T2\Pw73)mw+2$w+2nw+1naw(1_Rl>((1_TQ)Xw73_T2\I]w73>(1_mw)md
= Pt 2Au 185 o+ (1=2r3 W0, _3)m, +2273, 42001170, (1-RT) (1-13) X5, _5—r3 V5, _3) (1—my,)myg

p;;;fQ — Pw—-2

= Apt1(Sw_2— 55 o)+ (L —ro)my + (x4 — i) + (1 — 2r2) (1 — my)mg = 5

Since Ay 41(Sw—2—5%_o)+(1—r2)my+ (T —x5)+ (1 —2r3) (1 —my)mg € Z and |p%,_5 —puw—2| < 1,

it must be the case p,—2 = p},_o. Hence, observing that =%, = (1 —735)(Ay41 — 1) = 0 since 75 = 1,
we are left with
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_ Tw + (1—r9)

* —
Sw—2 = Sy—2 = A 1
w+

Given sy_2 — $_o € Z and z,, + (1 — ra) # (1 — r2)Ay41 by construction and assumption for
this subcase, it follows that fw ¢ 7. Consequently, we have a contradiction as the above

w1
equality is not possible. Further, since 3 < w < k — 1 is the arbitrary smallest integer assumed to

satisfy @, # (1 —r2)(Ay4+1 — 1), it follows that this holds for all such w, meaning this scenario does
not ever occur as there does not exist such a w under these assumptions.

Case 3: Let Ry = 1. Then, C is being defined by column transitions along ji for 3 < k < d, and so
we must have a1 < a* < ag. Further, we know that x, = (1 —r9)(A,4; — 1) forall3 < z2<d.In
this case, we will only need to consider when C5 is being defined by column transitions.

Hence, let R} = 1 so that 2} = (1 —r3)(A,41 — 1) for all 3 < z < d, and observe that during
all such moves m; = mg, mg = 1 —my, m{ = m} = (1 — |[r§ — ra|)(1 — my) + |15 — r2|my and
mhy=1-—mj=(1—|r5—ra])(1 —mgq)+ |rj — ro|mg. Applying this to j1, we see

L+ 1DAs+ (=2 +mq +2mg(1 —my)) = (b1 + DAz + (=2 + m] + 2m}(1 —m7))
mj —my

A
= ((= )75 + (ma —mj) = =

Since (¢ — £1)42 + (mg —mY) € Z and [mj —m;| < 1 by construction, it follows that m; = m} and

so (m1,ma, mq) = (m}, ms,m}), as we will see next. The former deduction above implies
my—mj =0
= (1—|r; —72|)(2m; —1)=0.

Given |r5 — 3| <1 and my € {0,1}, it must be the case |r5 — ro| = 1, meaning ro # 5. Going to
jo2, we find

ma + v + 2z2 4+ 2mq (1 — ma) + 2((1 — mq1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mq(l —my)))
=mj + 71 + 225+ 2mi(1 —m3) + 2((1 — m7)mg — (1 — RY)((1 — m3)m + mg(1 —m7)))

L —
= xg—x§:V27.

Following from x5 — 3% € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, we must have v = -, meaning x5 = 3.
From this, it is immediate that ro = r3, a contradiction to our deduction that ry # r3. Hence, our
initial equality is not possible.

Thus, for all a; < o* < ag with d > 2, it follows that C7 and Cs do not share edges from moves
with the opposite orientation, proving Proposition 15 as desired.
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7.1.2 Proof of Proposition 16:

Let d € Z22, oy < a* < g, and for reference refer to Theorem 5 for specific bounds of each param-
eter, though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.

We would also like to make the reader aware that the form of the moves with same orientation in Cs
to a given move (my,...,my) on C7 will vary based on which move and which two major sets are
being considered. In some instances, there may be more than one move with the same orientation
and so there would not be a unique inverse move in said case. The definition of the inverse move
(m7,...,m}) to a given move (mq,...,mq) and all applicable equations that hold during every
move will be introduced as required.

Note that we will be assuming for the sake of contradiction that two cycles share an edge with the
move configurations established below, meaning all components of their vertices agree, and we then
show that such scenarios do not occur by the definition of the General Lock-and-Key Decomposition.
In particular, we will be assuming that the same edge is present in two distinct major sets at a time
and show that this not possible. In doing so, we will have shown that these cycles cannot share edges
by way of these configurations. We now proceed with the proof of Proposition 16 by considering
equalities at each component jj for 1 < k < d with Cy configured to perform a move (mj,... ,m})
with the same orientation as that of a given move (my, ... ,mg) of C; starting from the same vertex
belonging to the edge in Cfj.

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, C; = Cy, and Cy = Cy, -,. Note that t = 0 = t; since d = 2.
We now case on a* for a; < a* < ap:

a*—Case 1: Let a® = ;. In this case, only sets 3 and 4 are active as A; =0 and A; = 0.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 3 and 4:

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C; and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v # 1, meaning |y; — 7| = 1. Noting that ms = 1 = m3 during these
moves, in jo we get

mo + 7 +4xs + (1 — ma)my =2+ mi + 1 + mi(1 —m7) + 4a3
2+ (=1)7

= T9—T5 = 4

Since xo — x5 € Z and for every v € {0,1}, w

the above equality is not possible.

¢ Z by construction, we have a contradiction as

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we observe that during all such moves my = 0 = mj.
Applying this to jo, we find

ma + 7 +4xs + (1 — ma)my = 24+ mi +v1 + m5(1 —m7) + 4x5

2 - ' _
= 2y — 1) = + (O V)Z(ml ml).

Since zo — 23 € Z and 0 < 2+ (71 — ) + (m} —my) < 4 by construction, we must have (v — ) =
(m} —my) with |y1 — v = |[m} — m1| = 1. Hence, in j; we have

82



(L+1=7)As—y+ (1) (=24m1+ (1 —ma)m1) = (L1 +1—71) A5 =71+ (=1)" T (m] +mj(1—m3))

_1)r+1
— (= )+ (DA (1 1)+ 1) = T

Given (0= £1)+ (11— 7)) &2 + ((—1)7(m1 — 1)+ (=1)m}) € Z and for every 5 € {0,1}, ZV 2 ¢ 7
by construction, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Thus, for a* = a1, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets.

a*—Case 2: Let o < o < as. Then, A1 = 1 and As = 0, so sets 1,2,3 and 4 are all active.
Lastly, note that A3 > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C; and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v # 71, meaning |y; —y| = 1. Applying this to j2 along with the observations
my +me = 1 and mj = m3, we see

mo + 7y + 4wy =2+ m] + 71 + 4a3

2 - -
= zy— a3 = +n 7):(m2 mz).

Since zg — a3 € Z and 0 < 24 (y1 — ) + (mb — ma) < 4 by construction, we must have (y; —v) =
(mb — mg) with |y; — v| = |m3 — ma| = 1. Consequently, in j; we obtain

(C4+7)A3 — v+ (=1)V(my +221) = (01 + 1 = 71)Az — 71 + (1) T2+ mb + 2m](1 — m3) + 227)

("

= (=0 + ()~ DA (1) ) =

2

Given ((€ = £1) + (v +m) — 1)52 + (=1)Y(z1 — 2%) € Z and for all my € {0,1}, % ¢ 7 by
construction, we have a contradiction as the equality above is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that which jo moves in C5 have the same orien-
tation as those in € depends on z}. Hence, we case on x7:

Case 1: Let 0 < z7 < % — 2. Then, my = mg and (m7,m3) = (m1,1 —my), and so in js we get

mo + 7y +4ws =2+ m] + 71 + da;

2*(71*’7).

= xo — x5 = 1

Given g — 3 € Z and 1 < 2+ (71 — ) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every ~,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Case 2: Let z7 = % — 2. Here, all of Cy’s jo moves have the same orientation as Ci’s jo move
(m1,m2) = (0,0), and during all such moves m} +m3 = 1. So in ja, we have

mo + 7 + 4wy =2+ mi] + 1 + 4l
2+mi+ (1 —7)
1 )

Since o — x5 € Z and 1 < 2+ mj + (71 —v) < 4 by construction, we must have (y; —v) = mj = 1.
Applying this to j;, we get

*
— .132—.]:2:

L+7As—~v+(=1)"(m1 +221) = (1 +1—7v1)As — 711 + (—1)"““(2 +m3 +2mi (1 —m3) + 2z7)
A
— (6—61)734—(3:1—3:?)—1:7.

Since (¢ — ¢1)42 + (1 — 2%) — 1 € Z by construction and 3 ¢ Z, we have a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = 7. Observing that during all such moves m; + mg =1 and m3 =1,
in j; we get

(L+7)Az =+ (=1)7"(m1 +221) = (l1 + 1 —71)Az — 71 + (1) (=2 +m] + (1 — m3)m])

(=) (2 4 (my — my) + 211)
As

= ({—l)+2v—-1=

Given ({ —¢1)+2y—1€ Z and 1 < 2+ (my; —mj) + 2x; < Az — 1 by construction, it follows

_ +1 B
that for every 0 < z; < 42 — 2 and my, m} € {0,1}, ik (2+X’3“ m)+201) & 7. Thus, we have a
contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that all of Cy’s jo moves have the same orientation
as C1's jo move (mq, mg) = (0,0) only, and during all such moves m3 = 0. Applying this to ja, we
see

mo + v + 4dxg = mi + 1 + 4y + (1 — m3)mj

* mj + —
I L (1 —7)

4
Given x5 — 23 € Z and —1 < mj + (71 — ) < 2 by construction, we must have mj = —(y; — ) with
either vy —y = —1 or 73 — = 0. Note that if 3 — = 1, then for every m} € {0, 1}, W ¢ 7.
We will treat the remaining two cases together with v; — v = —|v; — 7| and m} = |71 —7|. Now, in

41 we find

(C+7As =+ (=1)"(m1+2x1) = (1 +1 —71)As — 71 + (—=1)" (=2 4+ m] + (1 — m5)m])
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-7 - i e - !
_ | [+2(=D)" (1 | D +2(=1)*

— (= 0)+ () -1 <
3

In either case that v3 —~ € {—1,0}, it follows that (¢ — ¢1) + (v + 71) — 1 € Z and for every
0 < < & — o, mAlEACNW Uy gy

s 1 ¢ 7 by construction. Hence, we have a con-
tradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from the moves with the
same orientation via sets 1 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that C has j; moves with the same orientation
as those of C if and only if |y; — | = 1. Following from m; + mga = 1 and m3 = 1 during all such
moves, in j; we get

(C+7)As =5+ (=1)7(m1 +221) = (01 + 1= )As — 71 + (1) T (m] +mi(1 - m3))

(=171 4 221 + (m1 — m3))
Asg ’

= ((—l)+(v+m)—-1=

Since ({ —01)+ (vy+71) —1 € Z and 0 < 1+ 221 + (m1 —mj) < Az — 2 by construction, it must be
the case x1 = 0 and m; — mj = —1, meaning m; = 0 and mj = 1. Applying this to js, we have

mo + 77 +4xe =2+ m] +v1 +mi(1 —m]) + 4a3
2+ (—1)7

= To—T5 = 4

Following from x5 — x5 € Z and for every v € {0,1}, w

above equality is not possible.

¢ 7, we have a contradiction as the

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along j2, we see that during all such moves m; = my and
(mf,m3) = (m1,0), giving us in j

mo + 7 +4xe =2+ mi + v +m5(1 —mi) + 45

2+(’Y1—7).

= zo — x5 = 1

Given g — 3 € Z and 1 < 2+ (71 — ) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every ~,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 2 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that Cs’s j; moves have the same orientation as
those of Cy if and only if |73 — v| = 1. Since m; = mg and mj = 1 during all such j; moves, in j;
we see

(C+1=7Az =7+ (1) 2+ ma + 2mi (1 — mo) + 221)
=l +1=m)As =7+ (D" (=2+m] + (1 —m3)m7)

(=173 + (m1 —mj) + 221)
As

= ({—l)+(nm—7)=
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Given ({ —01) + (y1 —7) € Z and 2 < 3+ (m1 —m}) + 2x1 < A3 by construction, we must have
T = % — 2 and m; —m} =1, meaning m; = 1 and mj = 0. Applying this to js, we obtain

24 my + v+ 4dxe = ms + v +4as + (1 — m3)m]
24 (-1)7

= zo — x5 = 1

Since x9 — 23 € Z and —3 < =2 + (—1)7 < —1 by construction, it follows that for every v € {0,1},
,2+(,1)’Y

T ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that which jo moves in C; have the same orien-
tation as those in C; depends on z1. Hence, we proceed by casing on xy:

Case1l: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. Then, we observe that mj + mg = 1 with (mq,m2) = (0,1), and
m3 = 0, giving us in jo

24 my + v+ 4dxe = ms +v1 +4as + (1 — m3)m]

2+ (n —7) +m}

= X9 — x5 = 1

Following from xo — z3 € Z and —3 < —2 + (y1 —v) +m; < 0 by construction, it must be the case
v1 —7v =mj =1, meaning y; = 1 and v = 0. Consequently, in j; we find

(C+1=7Az =+ (1) 2+ ma + 2m1 (1 — mo) + 21)
= +1=—m)As =+ (=) (=24+m] + (1 —mb)m7)

-7 1=
= ({—l)+ A,

Since ({ —¢1)+1€Z and 2 < 2(1 + x1) < Az — 2 by construction and our case assumption, we see
that 2(1+:1) & 7. So we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 21 = % — 2. Then, observing that during all jo moves m; +ma =1 and m5 =0, in j;
we obtain

(£+1=7)As =7+ (=1)77H2 +ma + 2mi (1 — mg) + 211)
=(li+1=m)As =7+ (=1)"(=2+my + (1 —m3)m])

et (CDm = 1=y =)+ 217 mf — 1)

= ({—b)+(n—7)+(1) A,

Observing that (¢ — ¢1) + (y1 — ) + (=1)?T! € Z by construction, the above implies m; = mj in
either case that |y; — | € {0,1}. Applying this to ja, we see

24 my + v+ 4z =ms +v1 +4as + (1 — m3)m]

—2"'(’71—7)'

= I9 — X4 =
2 4

Since x93 — 25 € Z and —3 < 2+ (71 —) < —1 by construction, it follows that w ¢ 7, giving
us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Set Comparison Case 5: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 2 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that Cy has j; moves with the same orientation
as those of C if and only if v = ;. Observing that m; = ms and mj = 1 during all such moves, in
j1 we have

(C+1=7Az =+ (1) 2+ ma + 2m1 (1 — mo) + 21)
= (b1 =)A=y + (1) (mf + mi(1 - m3))

—1)Y _ *
— = CDCE 2 O i)
3

Given £ — 0y € Z and 1 < 24 2z + (m1 —m]) < Ag — 1 by construction, it must be the case that
forall 0 < 1 < % —2 and my,m} € {0,1}, (—1)7(2+2x1§;-(m1—m1)) ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as
the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that which j; moves in C; have the same orien-
tation as those in C'; depends on x;. Hence, we case on x:

Case 1: Let 0 < 27 < % — 2. In this case, note that m; + mg = 1 and (m},m3) = (mq,0).
Consequently, in jo we find

24 mi+y+4xes =2+m] +v1 +mi(1 —m]) + 4z}

= :1;2—1;:714_7.

Given xo — 25 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it follows that v = ;. Applying this to j;, we
see

(+1—y)Az — v+ (=172 + mg + 2my (1 — mg) + 221)
= (li+1=m)As = + (1) (m] + mi(1 - m3))

—1)Y
— g = S C ATt )
A

Since £—{y € Z and 2 < 24+ma+2x; < Az—1 by construction, it follows that for every v, ms € {0,1}
and 0 < z1 < % — 2, w & 7. So we have a contradiction as the above equality is not
possible.

Case 2: Let x1 = % —2. Then, during all j, moves it is the case m1 +my = 1 and (mf, m3) = (0,0),
and so in jo we have

24 mi+y+4xs =2+m] +v1 +mi(1 —m]) + 4z

(71—7)—7711.

= I9— x5 =
2 4

Following from zo — 25 € Z and —2 < (11 — ) — m1 < 1 by construction, it must be the case
my = (y1 —7y) with vy —+ € {0,1}. Note that v — vy = —1 would give us a contradiction as for
every my € {0,1}, we would have —Hj% ¢ 7.. Applying our previous result to j; for the remaining
two cases with v; — v € {0, 1}, we obtain
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(L+1=7)As =7+ (=1)7"H2 + ma + 2m1 (1 — mg) + 211)
= (b1 +1—=m)As — 1 + (=) (m} + m} (1 —m3))

v _ DA (=) = (n =)
As '

= ({—l)+(n—7)+(1)

Since (¢ — 1) + (y1 —7) + (=1)7" € Z and for every v, — v € {0,1}, (_1)%1(1_(&_7))_(71_7) 7,
we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 6: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that Cy has j; moves with the same orientation
as those in C if and only if |y; — | = 1. Then, given ms = 1 = m} during all such moves, in j; we
get

(l+1=)Az =y +(=1)7(=2+m1+ (1 —ma)m1) = ((1+1—71)Az =71+ (=1) T (m] + (1 —m3)m})

(=D + (mf —m1))
As '

— ((— )+ (~1) =

Since (£ —¢1)+(=1)Y € Z and 0 < 1+ (m} —mq) < 2 by construction, we must have mj —m; = —1,
meaning mj = 0 and m; = 1. Applying this to ja, we find

me + v+ 4o+ (1 —ma)my =24+ mi + v +mi(1 —m7) + 4a}

24 (-1
= Zo—T5= ———".
4
Given x9 — x5 € Z and for every v € {0,1}, w ¢ 7. by construction, we have a contradiction

as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along js, we see that only Cs’s j2 move (mj, m3) = (0,0) has the
same orientation as those in C; and during such moves my = 0. Applying this to ja, we get

me +v+4xs + (1 —ma)my =24+ mi +v1 + (1 — mi)m3 + 4a}

2 —~) —
e my—ah = +n 47) mi

Following from xs — 23 € Z and 0 < 2+ (71 — ) — my < 3 by construction, it must be the case
my =1 and y3 — vy = —1, meaning v = 1 and 7, = 0. Applying this to j1, it follows that

(E+1=7)Ag =7+ (~1)7 (2 mu -+ (L= ma)mr) = (6 +1=7)Ag =7+ (=1 (mf i (1-m3))

1

) —1=—.
— (f 61) A3

Given ({ —¥¢1) =1 € Z and A%) ¢ Z since Az > 4, we have a contradiction as the above equality is
not possible.

88



Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets for a; < a* <
oy when d = 2.

a*—Case 3: Let a* = ay. Then, A; = 1 and Ay = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are active. Note
that As > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along 71, in j; we get

CAs + (m1 +2x1) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 +my)

24 2x1 4 (my — m¥)
As

Since £ —¢1 —1 € Z and 1 < 24 2x1 4+ (m; —m7) < As — 1 by construction, it follows that for every
0 <z <42 —2and my,m} € {0,1}, 7%:“7"“) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above

equality is not possible.

— (-l —-1=—

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that all of Cy’s jo moves have the same orientation
as C1’s jo move (my1,ms) = (0,0). Applying this to j;, we find

CAz + (my + 231) = (€1 + 1)Az + (=2 +m])
242z, —mjy

V-1 =—
= / 61 A3

Since £ — ¢ —1 € Z and 1 < 24 221 — m] < As — 2 by construction, it follows that for every
0< 2 < % — 2 and m} € {0,1}, —Mf\%ml ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.

Hence, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets for o* = ay
when d = 2.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, C1 = Coyt py sy, pazisa—s A0 C2 = Cpy oy ity pt st ph os5_o-
We now case on a1 < o* < aq.

a*—Case 1: Let o = a3. In this case, only sets 3 and 4 are active as A; = 0 and A, = 0. In
particular, note that p; =0 =p}, Ay =1, and 23 =0 = z73.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C5 has j; moves with the same orientation
as those in 4 if and only if |73 — | = 1. Observing that during such moves m; = mgq, mo =1 = m}
and mj = m}, in j» we find

mo + v+ 4xg + (1 —mo)my + 2(1 —mq)mg =2+ m] + 71 + (1 — m])m3 + 4al + 2(1 — m])m}

L2+ (=1
= X2 — Ty = —T—.
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Since x5 — x5 € Z by construction and for every v € {0, 1}, w

the above equality is not possible.

& 7, we have a contradiction as

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during all such moves m; = mg = my,
m] = mj = m}, and my = 0 = m3. These observations in j, give us

mo + v+ 4xg + (1 —mo)my + 2(1 —mq)mg =2+ m] + 71 + (1 — m])m3 + 4al + 2(1 — m])m}

P _ .
= 2y — 1) = +(n 7):(m1 ml).

Since xo — x5 € Z and 0 < 2+ (y1 —y) + (m] —my) < 4 by construction, we must have in particular
(71 —7) = (m§ —mq) with |73 — | = |m} — mq| = 1. Now, observe that in j; we get

p1+2A481 + (—1)"m3 + 223 = 257 + (—1)"'mj

(1) (ms + m3)
5 :

= 51— 8] =

Since $1 — 87 € Z and 0 < mg + m3 < 2 with mgz, mj € {0,1} by construction, we see mg = mj.
This then implies my; = mg = mi = mj, but this contradicts our deduction |mj — my| = 1 as this
implies m; # mj. Hence, we have a contradiction as the above is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, we see that during j3 moves m; = mo, mg = mg = 1—my,
m] =mj, and mj = m}; =1 — mj. Applying this to j, we have

ma +v+4zs + (1 —mo)my 4+ 2(1 —my)mg =24+ mi + 91 + (1 — m])m3 + 4a5 + 2(1 — m7)m}

2 - x
— - = +n W)I(md ma)

Since 29 — 25 € Z and 0 < 2+ (v — ) + (m); — mq) < 4 by construction, it must be the case
(m —7) = (M} —mg) with |[y1 — | = |m}; — mq| = 1. Applying this to js, we find

P1 + 2A481 + (—1)7’”’13 + 2$3 = 2ST + (—1)’“m§

(=1)7+ (g + m3)

= 51— 5] =
! 2

Following from s; — s7 € Z and 0 < mg3 + mj < 2 with mg,m} € {0,1} by construction, it must be
the case m3 = mj. This implies mq = ms = mj = m}j, contradicting our assumption |m}; —mq| =1
that implies mq # m};. Consequently, the above is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we se that during all such
moves mi = mg, mqg = 1 —my and (m7, m3,m}) = (mi, me, mg), giving us in jo

my + 7y +4xy + (1= ma)my +2(1 = mi)ma = 2+ mi + 1 + (1 = mi)m3 + 4z + 2(1 — m])mg

2‘*‘(71—7).

= Ty — 15 = 1
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Following from xs — 23 € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, it follows that for every v,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets for a* = ay
when d > 3.

a*—Case 2: Let a1 < a® < ag. Then, A; =1 and A; = 0, meaning sets 1,2, 3, and 4 are all active.
Note that Ag >4 iseven, p1 =0=pj,t=0=1t;, Ay =1, and 23 =0 = zj5.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that Cs has no j; moves with the same orientation
as those of C7 to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that which js moves in Cs have the same orien-
tation as those in C; depends on x7. So we proceed by casing on z7j:

Case 1: Let 0 < z} < 42 — 2. Then, it is the case that m; = mo = m3 = myg, (m},mj,my) =

(1 —mq,1—mg,myq), and r; = 0 since z} # % — 2. So our equation in j3 implies

p1+ Aygsy + (1 —mg) + 223 = 8] +m] +r]

*
= S1 = S7.

Applying this to jo, we find

mo+7y+(s1+1)+dwy =2+~ + (1 +s] +m}—r]) + 4z}

2+(m—1)

= T9 —T5 = )

Following from zo — 23 € Z and 1 < 2+ (y1 — ) < 3 by construction, we get the for every
v, 71 € {0,1}, W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let o] = % — 2. Then, observe that all of C5’s jo moves have the same orientation only as
C1’s jo move with (mq, ma, msg, mq) = (0,0,0,0), and during such moves mj = m3} and m} = 1—mj.
Hence, in j3 we see

p1+ Ays1+ (1 —ms) +2z3 =s] +m] + 1]

= s1—s;=mj+7r — 1L

Now, invoking the above, our equation in j implies

mo+y+(s1+1)+doa =2+ + 1 +s] +m)—r)+ 4z}
=7
5

Since 2(x2 — 23) + (m7 +77) —2 € Z and |y1 — 7| < 1 by construction, we must have v = 7. This
leaves us with

= 2(xo —x3)+(m]+r])—2=
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my + 1]

(xo—a3)—1= 5

Given (z2 —23) —1 € Z and 0 < mj +r] < 2 by construction, it follows that m} = 7. This implies
mj = mj3(1 — mj) when d = 3. Noting that m}; = m§ = 1 — m] in this case, our result mj = r}
implies m} = %, but this is not possible as m} € {0,1} by construction. If d > 4, observe that
mi =mi(l—mj_,), mi =m}_,, m}=1—mj, and so we see mj = % However this is not possible

as mj € {0,1} by construction.
Thus, for all d > 3, we see that the above yields a contradiction.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during all such moves m; = msy, m3 =
mg =1 —mq, (m7,mj,m}) = (mq1,1 —mg,1 —my), and r; = 0 since mj = mj when d = 3 and
m}_, = m}; when d > 4. Applying this to j3, we find

p1+A4sl+(1—m3)+2m3zs”{—i-m’f-i-?"f

*
= 51 = S7.

Hence, in jo we see

me+y+(s1+1)+4dea =24y + (1 +s]+mj—r]) +4a3

2'*‘(’71—7).

= To—T5 =
4

Given o — 3 € Z and 1 < 2+ (71 — ) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every ~,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves it is the case mq = mg = mg, mg = 1 —mq, and (m},ms, m}) = (1 —mg,1 —m3,1 —my).
Consequently, noting that i = 0 since m};_; = m};, in jz we get

p1+A431+(1—m3)+2x3zs’{—l-m’f-i-?“f

*
= 51 = S7.

Applying this to ja, it follows that

mo+7y+(s1+1)+4dea=2+v + 1 +s] +mj—r]) + 4z

2'*‘(’71—7).

= T9—T5 = 7]

Since xo — 25 € Z and 1 < 2+ (1 — ) < 3 by construction, it follows that for every v,y € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the equality above is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, observe that all j; moves have the same orientation and
that during these moves m; = mgq, mo = 1 — my, mj = m};, and m3 = 1 — mj. Applying these
observations to ji, we have
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£A3 + 1+ (m1 + 21’1 + de(l — ml)) = (51 + 1)A3 + (—2 + mi + QmZ(l — mf) — (A3 — 2)(1 — mZ))

142z + (ma +mj)
Aj

= (l—Ll)+(m5—1)= .
Given ({ — 1)+ (mb5—1) € Z and 1 < 14 2x1 + (my +m}) < Az — 1 by construction, it is the case
that for all 0 < 2y < % — 2 and my,m} € {0,1}, —%@nﬁml) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction
as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that all of Cy’s jo moves have the same orientation
only as Cy’s jo move with (my, ma, mgq) = (0,0,0), and during all such moves mj = mb = m};. Hence,
in j; we obtain

A3+ 14 (my 4+ 2x1 4+ 2mg(l —mq)) = (b1 + DAs + (=2 4+ m] +2mj(1 —m]) — (As — 2)(1 —m}))

142z +mj

:>£—£1—mT: A
3

Following from ¢ — ¢y —mj € Z and 1 < 1+ 227 + mj < As — 2 by construction, we see that for
every 0 < z; < 4% — 2 and m} € {0,1}, —WZ% ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above
equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, observe that during all such moves
m1 = mg, Mg = 1 —my, and (m}, ms, m}) = (1—mq,1—mo, 1 —my). Consequently, in j; we obtain

£A3 + 1+ (m1 + 21’1 + de(l — ml)) = (61 + 1)A3 + (*2 + mf + QmZ(l — mf) — (Ag — 2)(1 — mZ))

= ({—{l1)+(m]—1)=— v

Since (£ —41) + (m7 — 1) € Z and 2 < 2(1 4+ 1) < Az — 2 by construction, it follows that for all
0<x < % -2, —2(1%:1) ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that Cy is not defined by any j; moves with the
same orientation as those in C7, and so there are no j; moves in C5 to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during such moves m; = mg = mg = my
and (mj,m3, m}) = (0,0, mgq), giving us in js

p1+ Ags1 + (1 —mg) + 223 = s7 +mimj

= $1—8] =m3— 1.

Following from the above, in jo we see
my+ 7+ (s1+1) + 4z =2+ my + (s] + (1 —my)mg +myg) + 71+ ma(1 —m]) + 43
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24 (11 —7)
—

Given xo — a3 € Z and 1 < 2+ (71 — ) < 3 by construction, it is the case that for all v,~v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7. Hence, we have contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

— sz—xgz

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, we see that m; = mo, mg = mg = 1 — my, and
(m3,m3,m}) = (1,1 —ma, 1 —mg) with mj = m}. Consequently, in js we get

p1+ Ags1 + (1 —mg) + 223 = s7 +mim}

*
= 51 = S7.

Applying this to jo, we have

ma + 5+ (s1+1) + 4wy = 2+ mi + (s + (1 —mi)mg +mg) + 71 +ms(1 —my) + 4a;

2+(m—1)

= Xo — Ty = 4

Since o — x5 € Z and 1 < 2+ (713 —v) < 3 by construction, it must be the case that for every
~v,71 € {0, 1}, W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j for all 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all
of these moves m; = mg = mg, mg = 1 —my and (mj,m3, ms, m3) = (1 —mq,1 —mo,mq + (1 —
mgq)(1 —my),1 —mg). Applying these observations to js, we find

p1+ Ags1 + (1 —mg) + 223 = s7 + mimj}

k
= 51 = 5].

Applying this to ja, we get

my + + (s1+1) + 4wy =2+ my + (s + (1 —my)mg +mg) + 1 +my(1 —my) + 4x;

2‘*‘(’71—7).

= zg — 15 = 1

Since 22 — a3 € Z and 1 < 24 (91 — ) < 3 by construction, it must be the case that for all
v, 71 € {0,1}, w ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 2 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that there are no j; moves to consider as there
are no j; moves in Cy with the same orientation as those in Cfj.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that which jo moves in C; have the same orien-
tation as those in C; depends on 1. Hence, we proceed by casing on xy:

Case l: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. Then, (my,m2,mg) = (1,1,0) during the only j; move in Cy with the
same orientation as the j; moves in C3, and m] = mj = m}; during all such moves. Noting that
ry = 0 since x; # % — 2, the above in j; yields
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(ﬁ + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 2m1(1 - mg) + 23?]_ + de(l - m]_) - 7‘1(A3 - 1))
= (01 +1)As+ (=2 +m] +2mj(1 —m7) — (A5 — 2)(1 —m}))

342x; —m]

= ({—-l)+(1-—m)) = A,

Given ({ —41) + (1 —m}) € Z and 2 < 3 + 221 — m} < Az — 1 by construction and our case
assumption, we get that for every 0 < z1 < % —2 and m} € {0,1}, :ﬂ%ml ¢ 7. Thus, we have
a contradiction as the equality above is not possible.

Case 2: Let 1 = % — 2. Then, all of Cy’s jo moves have the same orientation as those in Cs, and

my =+ =mg_1, Mg =1 —my and m] = --- = m}; during all such moves. Applying this to ji, we
obtain

(E + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 - mg) + 21}1 + Zmd(l - ml) - 7“1(A3 - 1))
= (b + DAz + (=2 +mF +2mi(1 —m?) — (As — 2)(1 —m3))

r1+mqg— (1 4+mj)
Asg

B4 (E—El)+r1—m2=

Since (( —¥¢1) +11 —m} € Z and —2 < r; +mgq — (1 +m7) < 2 with mj, mg,m € {0,1}, it must be
the case r;1 = 1 +mj — mgy. Applying this to j3, we get

s1+mq 411 =p] + Ags] + ms + 225

= $1 — 8] = —2m;.

Lastly, in jo we have

247+ (1 +s14+mg—1r1)+4dze =mi+ v +2(1 —m3)m] + 4al + (s7 + 2(1 — m])m})
= 2(x27x;)72m17mf+2:¥.

Since 2(zg — x3) — 2my —mj +2 € Z and |y, — 7| < 1 by construction, it follows that v = 7. This
leaves us with

(xg—xg)—ml—&—l:n;l.

Given (zg — %) —mi+1 € Z and mj € {0, 1} by construction, it must be the case mj = 0, meaning
r1 = 1 —mg. If d = 3, then msg(1 —my) = 1 — mg implies m3 = %, but this is not possible as
ms € {0,1} by construction. If d > 4, then mgy(1 —mgy—1) = 1 — mg implies mg = %, but this is not
possible either since mg € {0,1} by construction.

Thus, for all d > 3, we have a contradiction as the above is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along j3, we see that during these moves m; = mg, mos =1 —my,
(m7},ms,m}) = (1,ma,mq), and m% = m}. Noting that 7 = 0 since mg = m; when d = 3 and
mq_1 = mg when d > 4, in j; we get

(f + 1)A3 - (2 + mo + 27711(1 - mg) + 2171 + 2md(1 - ml) - 1"1(A3 - 1))
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=+ DA+ (=2+m] +2m5(1 —m]) — (As —2)(1 —m}))
- 4+ 2%1 — mi

= (6~ 0)+(1—m}) A

Since (( —¢1)+(1—m}) € Z and 3 < 442z —my < A3 by construction, it follows that =1 = % -2

and m; = 0. In j3, our assumptions imply

s1+mq 4711 =p] + Ass] + ms + 225

= $1 = s7].

Hence, in jo we find

247+ (1 +s1+mg—r1) + 4z =mi + 41 +2(1 — m3)m7 + da + (s7 + 2(1 — m])m})

—24’(%—’7).

= X9 — X4 =
2 4

Given 25 — a5 € Z and —3 < —2+4 (y; —7) < —1 by construction, we get that W & 7, giving
us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves mp = Mg, Mqg—1 = mq = 1 —myq, (m}, ms, m}) = (m1,ma, mq), and mj = m;. Noting that
r1 = 0 since d > 4 and mg = mg_1, in j3 we find

s1+my+r1 =pi + Ass] +ms + 223
= 51 =5].
Applying this to ja, it follows that
247+ (1 +s14+mg—1r1)+4dxe =mi+ v +2(1 —m3)mi + 4al + (s7 + 2(1 — mi)m})
. 24—

= T3 — Ty = 1

Following from xo — a3 € Z and —3 < —2 4 (713 —v) < —1 by construction, we see that for every
v, 71 € {0,1}, W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 5: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 2 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that all of Cy’s j; moves have the same orientation
as those in C}, and during these moves m; = ma = mq, mj = m;, and m3 = 1. Note that r, =0 as
my1 = mg when d = 3 and my_1 = myg when d > 4. Applying these observations to ji, we get

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 — mg) + 2]}1 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1))
= (b1 + D)As — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2(1 — mi)m})

24 2x1 + (m1 —m’{)
Aj '

=54 f—flz

Given £ — 01 € Z and 1 <2+ 2z + (m; — m}) < Az — 1 by construction, it must then be the case

that for every 0 < 1 < 42 — 2 and my,m} € {0,1}, %:W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction
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as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that which of C;’s jo moves have the same ori-
entation as those in Cs depends on z;. Consequently, we proceed by casing on x1:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. Then, observing that during these moves m; = mo, mg = 1 — mq,
(m},m3,mj) = (0,0,my) and 1 = 0 since x1 # 42 — 2, in j; we find

(( + 1)A3 — (2 —+ mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 2£C1 + de(l — ml) — T'l(Ag — 1))
= (b1 + 1)As — (m] + mj(1 — m3) + 2(1 — mi)m})
2 + 21’1 + mo

— (-l = A
3

Since £ — ¢y € Z and 2 < 2+ 2x1 +my < Az — 1 by construction and our case assumption, it follows
that for every 0 < z; < % — 2 and mqy € {0,1}, Wﬁ% ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 1 = % —2. Then, observe that during all of these moves my; = -+ = mgy_1, mqg = 1—mq,
and (mj,m3, m}) = (0,0,0). So in j; we obtain

(f + 1>A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 233]_ + de(l — m]_) — ’I”]_(Ag — 1))
= (b + 1) Ag — (my +mj (L —my) +2(1 —mi)mg)

mg+mr —1

:>(£—£1)+7"1—1: A3

Following from ({ — ¢1) + 71 —1 € Z and —1 < mg+ 7, — 1 < 1, we must have have mg +r = 1.
When d = 3, our result 1 — m3g = mg(1 — my) implies m3 = %, which is not possible as ms € {0,1}
by construction. When d > 4, our result 1 — mg = mg(1 — mg—_1) implies my = %7 which is not
possible as mq € {0, 1} by construction.

Thus, for all d > 3, the above yields a contradiction.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during these moves m; = msg = my,
mg =1 —mq, mg_1 = mg when d > 4, and (mj, mb, m}) = (1,ma, mq). Since m; = mz when d = 3
and mqg_1 = mg when d > 4, 1 = 0 and so in j; we have

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 — mg) + 21‘1 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1))
= (1 + DA — (m] + mi(1 —m3) + 2(1 — mi)m})

2(1+ 1)
A

=54 6—61:

Given £ — {1 € Z and 2 < 2(1+x1) < Az —2 by construction, it must then be the case that for every
A

0<x <5 -2 2(%:1) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the equality above is not possible.
Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along j for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves mi = Mma, Mg—1 = Mg = 1L —myq, and (m}, ms, m}) = (m1, me, mq). Observing that 7 =0
since mg_1 = mgq when d > 4, in j; we get
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(ﬁ + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 23?]_ + de(l — m]_) — 7‘1(A3 — 1))
= (01 +1)As5 — (mi + mi(1 —m3) +2(1 — m])m})

:>€—€1: A
3

Since £ — ¢y € Z and 2 < 2(1 4 x1) < Az — 2 by construction, we see that for every 0 < z; < % -2,

2(%:1) & 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Set Comparison Case 6: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 3 and 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that C5 has no j; moves with the same orientation
as those in ', and so there are no j; moves to consider.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that only Cs’s jo move with (mj, mb,m}) =
(0,0, 0) has the same orientation as the jo moves in C7, and during these moves m; = mg = mgz = my.
Applying this to j3, we find

p1+ Aysi +mg + 2x3 = s7 +mim;

= $1 — 8] = —ms.

Lastly, in jo we have

mo + 7y + 4y + 2(1 — mo)my + (s1 + 2(1 — mq)myg)
=24+ m] + (s7+ (1 —m])mj +m}) +v1 + mi(1 —m7) + 4a3

2+(m—-1)

= T9 — Ty = 1

Following from zo —2% € Z and 1 < 2+ (v, —7) < 3 by construction, we see that for all v,y € {0,1},

W ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, observe that during such moves m; = mo, mg = --- =
mg = 1—mq, and (m}, ms, m¥) = (1, ma, my) with mj = m}. Applying these observations to js, we
obtain

p1 + Aysy +mg + 2x3 = s7 +mim;
= 51 = s5].
Consequently, in jo we get
ma + v+ 4xs + 2(1 — ma)my + (s1 + 2(1 — my)my)

=2+my + (51 + (1 = mi)mg +mg) + 7 +my(1 —m7) + 423

2 —
= xg—x§:7+(,zll 7).

98



Since 22 — 235 € Z and 1 < 2+ (73 — ) < 3 by construction, we see that for all v,v; € {0,1},

W ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves mj = mg = mg, mqg = 1 —mq, and (mj, m3, mi, m4) = (my,ma, (1 — mg) + mama, mq).
Hence, in j3 we obtain

p1 + Aysy +mg + 2x3 = s7 +mim;

*
= 5] = 5].

Consequently, in jo we get

mo + v + 4y + 2(1 — mo)my + (s1 + 2(1 — mq)my)
=24+ mi + (s1 + (1 — my)mg + mg) + 11 + maz(1 — my) + 4a5

2+(71—7).

= T9 —T5 = 7]

Given xo — x5 € Z and 1 < 2+ (y1 —v) < 3 by construction, we find that for all v,y € {0,1},

W ¢ 7. Thus, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets for a; < a* <
a9 when d > 3.

a*—Case 3: Let a* = ay. Then, A; =1 and Ay = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are active. Note
that As > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that during all such moves m; = mq and mj = mj,
giving us in j;

CAz + (my + 221 + 2ma(l —ma)) = (6 + DAz + (=2 + m] + 2my(1 —my))

242z, 4+ (my — m7)

1=

Following from ¢ —¢; —1 € Z and 1 < 2+ 2z1 + (m1 — m}) < A3z — 1 by construction, we see that
for every 0 < x7 < % — 2 and my,m} € {0,1}, —%:“_ml) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as
the equality above is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that only Cy’s jo move with (mq,mg) = (0,0)
has the same orientation as the jo moves in Cy, and during these moves mj = m;;. Consequently,
these observations in j; imply

CAs + (my + 221 + 2mg(1 —mq)) = (61 + D)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 — m7))
242z —mj

-0 —1=—
— 1 A3
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Given ¢ —¢; —1 € Z and 1 < 24 2z, — m; < As — 2 by construction, it follows that for every
0<x < % —2 and m} € {0,1}, —24—2'2%7"1 ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality
is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we see that during all such moves
mg =1—my and (mj, m}) = (m1,mq), giving us in j; that

CAs + (my + 221 + 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + D) As + (=2 + m] + 2m;(1 — m7))

_2(1 + 1‘1)

— Vi —1=
= / 61 Ag

Since £ — ¢y — 1 € Z and 2 < 2(1 + x1) < A3z — 2 by construction, it follows that for every
0<z <Az_2 —2(1%;1) & 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

=2

Thus, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation from two distinct sets when a* = as
when d > 3.

a*—Case 4: Let as < a* < ag. Then, A; =1 and Ay = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are active as
in the previous a* —case. Note that 7., = 1.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider whether edges are shared from moves with the same
orientation via sets 1 and 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that during all such moves m; = mg and
(mik’m:;) = (mlamd)a glVlng us in jl

CAs + (my + 221 + 2mg(1 —mq)) = (61 + D)As + (=2 + m] + 2m;(1 — m7))

2(1+ 1)

-1 =
= (-1 A3

Since £ — ¢y — 1 € Z and 2 < 2(1 + x1) < A3z — 2 by construction, it follows that for every

0<z; < % -2, —2(1%;1) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that there are two general states to consider
with jo moves in Cy differing in orientation from those in C7 depending on the state. Hence, we
case on whether Cs is being defined by either stair-casing/normal moves or column transitions:

Case 1: Let R} = 0. Then, observing that during these stair-casing/normal moves along j, it is the
case my = mq and (m}, m}) = (myi, mq), in j; we obtain

lAs + (my + 2z1 4+ 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] +2mj(1 — m]))

1= 20T
Az

Since {—¢1—1 € Z and 2 < 2(1+x1) < A3—2 by construction, it follows that for every 0 < 7 < %—2

and m} € {0,1}, —2(1+3?”1) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.
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Case 2: Let R} = 1. Then, during the jo column transitions, only C1’s jo move with (mq,mg) = (0,0)
has the same orientation as the j, moves in C5. Noting that during Ci’s j» moves mj = m}, our
observations for this case in j; yield

CAs + (mq + 221 + 2mg(l —mq)) = (6 + 1)Az + (=2 +m] + 2my(1 —mY))
242z —mj

= (—h-1=-——P

Following from ¢ — ¢; —1 € Z and 1 < 2+ 227, — m] < Az — 2 by construction, it is then the case
that for all 0 < z; < 42 — 2 and m} € {0,1}, fmg%ml ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the
above equality is not possible.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we proceed by casing on whether either
stair-casing moves, normal moves, or column transitions are being carried out in defining C5 as
applicable:

Case 1: Let Rf = 0 and R;_; = 1. Then, C; is stair-casing along ji for 3 < k < d, and so we see
that mq = 1 —m; and m}; = 1 — m] during all such moves. Hence, in j; we see

lAs + (my +2z1 4+ 2mg(1 —mq)) = (€1 + 1)As + (=2 4+ m] +2mj(1 — m]))

24221 + (mg —m})
Aj

= -4 —1=- .
Given { — ¢y —1 € Z and 1 < 2 + 2z + (mq — m};) < Ag — 1 by construction, we see that for all
0 <z <52 —2and mg,m} € {0,1}, —%’:rw ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above
equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let either ay < a® < ag—1 or ap—1 < a* < ag, R =0 and Rj,_; = 0. Then, C3 is being
defined by normal moves along ji for 4 < k < d. Observing that during all such moves mg =1—my
and (mf,m}) = (mi,mq), in j; we see

CAs + (mq + 221 + 2mg(l —mq)) = (61 + 1)Az + (=2 +m] + 2mj(1 —mY))

2(1 + 1)

= {-l-1=- A

Since £ —¢1 —1 € Z and 2 < 2(1 4+ x1) < Az — 2 by construction, it must be the case that for every
0<z; < % -2, —2(1%:1) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 3: Let Ry = 1. Then, C5 is being defined by column transitions along j for 3 < k < d, and
so we must have ap_1 < a® < ag. Observing that during all of these moves myg = 1 — m; and
m} =1—mj, in j; we have

fAs5 + (m1 + 21 + 2md(1 — ml)) = (51 + 1)A3 + (—2 + m’{ + QmZ(l — m”{))

242z + (ma — M)

:>£—£1—1: A3

Since £ — 41 —1 € Z and 1 < 24 2x; + (mqg — m};) < Az — 1 by construction, we see that for all

0 <z <52 —2and mg,m} € {0,1}, —%’;M ¢ 7., giving us a contradiction as the above
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equality is not possible.

Hence, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation via two distinct sets for as <
a® < ag when d > 3.

Thus, for all d € ZZ2 and a; < o* < ag, no edges are shared from moves with the same orientation
coming from two distinct sets via the General Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s Edge Set Definition,
proving Proposition 16 as required.

7.1.3 Proof of Proposition 17:

Let d € Z22, a1 < o < ag, and for reference refer to Theorem 5 for specific bounds of each param-
eter, though we will bring some of them up in our arguments as necessary.

We would also like to make the reader aware that the form of the moves with same orientation in
C5 to a given move (myq,... ,my) in C7 will vary based on which move and which major set is being
considered. In some instances, there may be more than one move with the same orientation and so
there would not be a unique move with the same orientation in said case. The definition of the move
(m7,...,m}) with the same orientation as a given move (m1, ... ,mq) and all applicable equations
that hold during every move will be introduced as required.

Note that we will be assuming that two cycles share an edge with the move configurations established
below, meaning all components of their vertices agree, and we then show that such scenarios do not
occur unless the conditions outlined below hold by the definition of the General Lock-and-Key De-
composition. In particular, we will be assuming that the same edge is defined by the same major set
for both C; and Cy, and we show that this is possible if and only if (m1,... ,mq) = (m],... ,m})
and the move is to be performed from the same point (z1,z2,...,2z4). In doing so, we will have
shown that these cycles share edges by way of these configurations if and only if C; and Cy are the
same cycle. Indeed, the following proof alone gives us the forward direction while Propositions 15
and 16 together with this proof gives us the backwards direction. We now proceed with the proof
of Proposition 17 by considering equalities at each component ji for 1 < k < d with Cs configured
to perform a move (mj,... ,m}) with the same orientation as that of a given move (m1,... ,mgq) of
C1 starting from the same vertex belonging to the edge in Cj.

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, C; = C;, and Cy = Cy, -,. We now case on o for
a; <o < as:

a*—Case 1: Let a* = a1. In this case, only sets 3 and 4 are active as A; = 0 and Ay = 0.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = ;. Observing that mq = 1 = m3 during all j; moves, in js we have

mg + v+ 4o + (1 — mo)my = mb + v + 4o + (1 — m3)m]

= Iy = 5.
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Going to ji, our assumptions give us

((+1=7)As =y +(=1)7(=2+m+(1—ma)mi) = (L+1-7)As = +(=1)" (=2+mi+(1—m3)m7)

(=D (mi —m)

— (-l = A
3

Since £ — ¢ € Z and |m} — mq| < 1 with A3 > 2 by construction, it must be the case m; = mj,
meaning (mq,me) = (mj, m3), and so ¢ = ¢;. Hence, C1 = Cp = Cy, o, = Ca.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during all jo moves mgo = 0 = mJ. Applying
this to ja, we get

ma + v+ 4xs + (1 —mo)my = mb + v + 45 + (1 —m3)m]

(mi—mi)+(m-7)

= X9 —T5 =
4

Following from z3 — x5 € Z and —2 < (m} —mq) + (71 — ) < 2 by construction, we must have
(m} —m1) = —(y1 — ) and so x2 = z5. Consequently, in j; we see

((+1=7)As =y +(=1)7(=2+m+(1—ma)mi) = (L+1-7)As = +(=1)" (=2+mi+(1—m3)m7)

= (b)) +(n— 7))% F (1) — 1)+ (—D)" it —1) =2 ’271.

Since ((E—El)—i—(’n—7))%4—(—1)7(7711—1)+(—1)71+1(m’{—1) € Z and |y; —v| < 1 by construction, it
follows that v = v, which by our previous result in jo implies m; = m7 and so (my, mg) = (m}, m3).
Thus, our last equality above implies £ = ¢; and so C1 = Cy, = Cy, , = Co.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and C3 have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = ;. Noting that my = 1 = m3 during all j; moves, in js we find

24 my+v+me(l—mq)+4ze =2+m] +71 +m5(1 —m]) + 4z3

= Ty = 5.

Now, in j; our observations yield

(C+1=7)As =7+ (=1)F (ma +ma(1 = ma)) = (1 +1=71)As =71+ (=1)" 7 (m] +mi(1 —m3))

(~1)7+(mj — my)

:>£—€1: A
3

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and |m} — mq| < 1 with As > 2 by construction, we get that m; = mj,
meaning (mq, me) = (mj, m3) and so ¢ = ¢1. Consequently, C1 = Cp, = Cy, o, = Ca.
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Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during all jo moves mg = 0 = mj, giving
us in ja
24 my +v+mao(l—mq) 44z =2+m] +71 +mi(1 —m]) + 423

(mf —m1)+ (11 —7)
i .

—— _’1’/‘2—3’/‘32

Given z3 — 23 € Z and —2 < (mj —mq) + (71 — ) < 2 by construction, we must have (mj —mq) =
—(71 — ) and so x2 = x3. Thus, in j; our results and observations imply

(C+1 =)A=y + (=1)F (ma +ma(1 = ma)) = (1 +1=71)As =71+ (=1)" 7 (m] +mi(1 - m3))

A _
o (= )+ (1 = )2 (1) g — ()t = L2

Since ((£— 1)+ (v1 —9)42 + (=1)7*my — (=1)"*+'m} € Z and |y, —~| < 1 by construction, it is

the case that v = -1, which by our previous main result implies m; = mj. So (m1,ma) = (m}, m3)

and £ = {1. Thus, C1 = Cpy = Cy, 4, = Ca.

Hence, edges are shared from moves with the same orientation for a* = a3 when d = 2 if and only
if Cq = Cs.

a*—Case 2: Let a1 < a® < as. Then, sets 1, 2, 3, and 4 are active as A; = 1 and A, = 0. Note
that Az > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = 7,. Observing that m; +ms = 1 and m} +m3 = 1 during these moves,
in jo we get

mg + v + dxg = mi + v1 + 4x5

ms — ma

= Iy — x5 = 1

Since x5 — x5 € Z and |m5 — ma| < 1 by construction, it follows that me = m} and so zo = 3.
Noting that by our previous main result m; + mo = 1 = mj + mj implies m; = mj, meaning
(my, mg) = (mj, m}), in j; we have

(L +7)Az = v+ (=1)"(my +221) = ({1 +71)Az — 71 + (=1)" (m] + 227)

— (-1 = A
3

Since £ — ¢; € Z and 2|a} — 21| < Az — 4 by construction, it follows that 21 = 2z} and so £ = ¢;.
Thus, Cl = Cgﬁ = 051,71 = Cg.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during all jo moves m; = ms and (mj, m}) =
(mq1,m2), giving us in jo
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ma + 7y + 4o = mj + 71 + 45

= xg—x;‘:’yl;v.

Since zo — x5 € Z and |y1 — | < 1 by construction, we must have v = 7, giving us zo = z3.
Applying this to j;, we see

(L+7)Az — v+ (=1)7(m1 + 271) = ({1 +71)A3 — 71 + (=1)" (m] + 227)
—_1)Y *
— g_gl _ 2( 1) (‘rl 1'1)

Given £ — ¥y € Z and 2|z} — 21| < A3 —4 by construction, it must be the case 21 = z} and so £ = ¢;.
Hence, C1 = Cyy = Cy, 4, = Co.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, observe that C7 and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = 1. Since my = my and m} = m} during all j; moves, in j, we get

24+ +my +4x =2+ +my + 475
P

Following from x5 — 23 € Z and |mj — m4| < 1 by construction, it follows that m; = mj, meaning
(mq, mg) = (m7, m}), and xo = x3. Applying this to j;, we see

(+1—9)Az — v+ (=1)TH2 + ma + 2my (1 — ma) + 211)
=l +1—7)Az — v + (=) T2+ mb + 2mi(1 — m}) + 22})
2(=1)* (25 — 71

As

— Z—Elz

Since ¢ — {1 € Z and 2|z} — 21| < A3 — 4 by construction, we must have z; = 7 and so ¢ = ¢;.
Hence, C1 = Cyy = Cy, 4, = Co.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that which moves in C; have the same orienta-
tion as those in Cy depends on x; and z]. Hence, we case on z; and further case on z7:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. We now case on z7j:

Subcase 1: Let 0 < 2] < %—2. Observing that my+mg = 1, m{+m3 = 1 and (m], m3) = (m1, m2),
in jo we have

24 my +v+4xe =2+ m] +v + 42}

L —
— x2—x§:747.

Given x5 — 25 € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, it follows that v = 71 and so 2 = x3. Applying
this to j1, we get
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(C+1=7Az =7+ (1) (2 + ma + 2mi (1 — mo) + 21)
= (L +1 =)A=y + (1) 2+ ms + 2mi (1 —m3) + 2x7)

2(=1)"* (2] — 71
As

— f—flz

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and 2|z} — z1| < As — 4 by construction, it must be the case that z; = 7
and so £ = ¢;. Consequently, C1 = Cy, = Cy, o, = Ch.

Subcase 2: Let z7 = % — 2. Then, we see that only C;’s jo move (mq,ms) = (0,1) has the same

orientation as all of Cy’s jo moves, and during these moves mj + m3 = 1. So in jo we find

24 my +v+4ze =2+ m] +71 +4z)

= ngxﬁzimﬁr(zliw.

Given zo — 23 € Z and —1 < mj + (1 — 7) < 2 by construction, it must be the case mj = |y; — 7|
with 74 — v € {—1,0}. Note that if 4 — v = 1, then for every mj € {0, 1}, m14+1 ¢ 7, giving us a
contradiction as the above equality would not be possible in said case. Treating the remaining two

cases for v; — v € {—1,0} with 4 —v = —|y1 — |, in j; we obtain

(C+1=7Az =7+ (1) (2 + ma + 2mi (1 — mo) + 21)
=(l1+1—7)As — 1+ (D" T2+ mS 4 2m} (1 — m3) + 227)

(=D)"(2z1 +4—2|m —9])
As

= ((—l)+(m-7+ED)" =

In either case that v1 —y € {—1,0}, we see ({—£1)+(71—7)+(—1)" € Z and for every 0 < z; < 422,
(=1)"(2z1+4—2|y1—
As

7 ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 21 = % — 2. Since the subcase with x; as assumed and 0 < z7 < % — 2 is symmetric

to that of subcase 2 of case 1, the same argument addresses the subcase outlined above. So let

Ty = % — 2. Then, observing that during such moves m; + mg =1 and m] + mj =1, in ja we see

24+ my +v+4xe =2+ m] +v + 42}

(mi —my) + (n =)

= X9 —T5 =
4

Following from z3 — 25 € Z and —2 < (m} — mq) + (1 — ) < 2 by construction, it follows that
(m} —m1) = —(m1 —7) and so z2 = z3. Consequently, in j; we find

(C+1—9)Az — v+ (=1)"TH2 + ma + 2my (1 — ma) + 211)
= ((r+1=m)As =y + ()" 2+ mE +2mi(1 - m3) + 227)

" o— —2((my — 1)y —n(m] — 1))

— (=) + (=) + )+ (D) i

Given (0 — 1) + (y1 —7) + (=)™ + (=) € Z and —2 < —2((my — 1)y — y1(m} — 1)) < 2 with
A3 > 4 by construction, we must have y(my — 1) = 1 (m} — 1). From this, observe that
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* *
myp—my =71 =7 =m"mg —ym.

Subcase 1: Let v = 0. Then, our equality above implies 71 (1 — mj) = 0, which is if and only if
v1 =0or m} =1.If 7y =0, then v = 7, and our previous equality implies m; = mj. By our initial
observations, this implies mg = m}, meaning (mq,me) = (mf,m3). If mi = 1, then our previous
equality implies v; = my; — 1. Since my,y1 € {0,1}, it must be the case m; = 1 and y; = 0, so
v =1 and m; = m}, meaning (m1,ms) = (M}, m3).

Subcase 2: Let v = 1. Then, our equality above implies m; —1 = v, (mj —1). Since 71 —y = m; —m7,
we see
mp —1=(m3 —mj+1)(mi—1)

*
= mp =mj.

Given m; = mj, we have 73 — 1 = m; — mJ implies 73 = 1. Hence, v = 71 and m; = mJ, giving us
_ * *
(m1,mg) = (mj,m3).

Since (mq1,mz2) = (mf,m3) and v = v, in all cases, we see that our last equality in j; implies £ = ¢.
ThUS, Cl = ngfy = C£17')’1 = Cg.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, note that C; and Cs have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = ;. Since ma = 1 = m3 during all j; moves, in jo we get

*

mg + v + 4dxg + (1 — mo)my = mb + v + 4o + (1 — m3)m]

= Ty = 5.

Going to ji, it follows that

(l+1—7)As—v+ (1) (=24+mi+mi(1—-m2)) = (l1+1—71)As—71+(—1)" (—=2+mT+m](1—m3}))

(=1 (mi —m)

= (-l = A
3

Since ¢ — {1 € Z and |mj —m1| < 1 by construction, we see m; = mj, meaning (mq, me) = (mf, m3),
and so £ = ¢;. Thus, C1 = Cypy = Cy, 4, = Co.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, it is the case that ms = 0 = mJ during these moves,
giving us in jo

*

mo + v+ 4o + (1 — me)my = mi + v1 + 45 + (1 — m3)mj

s gyl = (mf —mi) +(m —7)

4
Since 29 — x5 € Z and —2 < (m} —mq) + (71 — ) < 2 by construction, it must be the case
(m7 —my) = —(v1 — ) and so x2 = x3. In j;, we now have
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(C+1=7)As —v+ (=1)7(=2+m1 +mi(1 —mz))
=l +1=y)Az =y + (1) (=2 +m] +mi(1 —m3))

A .
= (=) +(n— 7))73 +(=1)7(m1 = 1) + (-1)"(m] — 1) = ——
Given ((0—£1)+(v1—7)) 52 +(=1)7(m1—1)+(=1)"*1(m} —1) € Z and |71 —7| < 1 by construction,
we must have v = 71, which by our previous result implies m1 = mf, meaning (my, mg) = (m}, m3).
So our last equality in j; now implies £ = ¢;, giving us Cy = Cy, = Cy, 4, = Co.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and C3 have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = ;. Noting that ms = 1 = m3 during these moves, in js we obtain

24+ my+v+mao(l—my) +4xe =24+ mi +v +mi(1 —m7) + 4al

= z9 = T5.

Going to ji, our assumptions give us

(U4+1—=79)As =7+ (=1)" (my + ma (1 —my))
= (l+1—=m)As — 7 + (1) (m] + mi(1 —m3))

(1) (i — 1)

:>€—€1: A
3

Since £ — ¢ € Z and |mj — m4| < 1 with Az > 4 by construction and our o*—case assumption, it
follows that m; = mj and so £ = ¢;. Thus, (m1,ms) = (m},m3) and C; = Cyy = Cy, ~, = Cs.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, it is the case that ms = 0 and (m},m3) = (m1,ma).
Hence, in jy this yields

24 my +y+ma(l—m) + 4wy =2+ m] + 9 +m3(1 —m]) + 4a3

-
— :czf:cnghél .

Following from 3 — 25 € Z and |y; — v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = v, and so
9 = x5. Applying this to ji, we get

(l4+1—=)Az — 5+ (=) (mg +my (1 —ms))
= (b1 +1—=m)As — 1 + (=) (m} + m} (1 —m3))

— L=/

Thus, Cy = C&’y = Cgl,’h = Ch.

Consequently, edges are shared from moves with the same orientation from the same set for oy <
a* < as when d = 2 if and only if C7 = Cs.
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a*—Case 3: Let o* = as. Then, A; =1 and A; = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are active. Note
that Ag > 4 is even.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that during all j; moves m; + ms = 1 and
mj +m3 = 1, giving us in j;

fA3 + (m1 + 2331) =V{1Az + (mi + 233*1()
mi —my

A
— (5—41)7%(331—3;’;): 5

Given (¢ — ¢1)48 + (z1 — 2}) € Z and |m} — m4| < 1 by construction, it must be that m; = mj,
meaning (my, mg) = (m}, m}). This leaves us with

2(x] — 71)

(-1 = A

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and 2|z7 — z1| < As — 4, we get 7 = 2z} and so ¢ = {;. Lastly, our
deduction mg = m3 in js yields

ma + v + 229 = mi + v1 + 225

= LCQ—.’IJ;:’YI;PY.

Since x2 — x5 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it follows that v = 41 and so x5 = 3. Thus,

C1=0Cpy =Cpyy = Co.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, observe that during all j, moves my = mg and (m}, m}) =
(my, mg). Applying this to ji, it immediately follows that

fAs + (’I’I’Ll + 21’1) =V{1A3 + (m’{ + 2$x1<>
2(x] — 1)

As

— (-l =

Since ¢ — ¢; € Z and 2|z — 21| < A3z — 4 by construction, we get x; = z and so £ = ;. Our
assumptions in jo imply

mao + v + 2x9 = m3 + 1 + 25

— xg—x’z‘:%;fy.

Given xzo — x5 € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = v, and so o = z3.
Thus, C1 = Cyy = Cp, 4, = Ch.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.
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Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that during all j; moves m; + mo = 1 and
mi + ms = 1. Consequently, in j; we have

(+ 1Az + (—2+m1) = (b1 + 1)Az + (—2+m])

mi —mq
— (- =1
1 A,
Since £ — ¢ € Z and |m] — mq| < 1 with As > 4, it must be the case m; = mJ, meaning
mi,mo) = (mi,m3), and so £ = (1. Applying the deduction ms = m3 along with our resu
T,m3 d / ¢1. Applying the deducti 5 al ith It

my = mj, in ja we see

*

ma + 7 + 222 + 2(1 — mao)my = m3 + y1 + 225 + 2(1 — m3)mj

= a:g—x;:%;r

Following from x5 — 25 € Z and |y; — v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 7, and so
29 = x5. Thus, C1 = Cyy = Cy, ~, = Ch.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that during all j; moves m; = mg and mj = mj3.
Consequently, in j; we have

(C+ 1Az + (—2+m1) = (b1 + 1)Az + (—2+m])

mi —mq
= -l =1
1 A,
Since £ — ¢ € Z and |m} — mq| < 1 with Ag > 4, it must be the case m; = mj, meaning
(my,m2) = (m},m3), and so £ = ¢;. Applying the deduction ms = m} along with our result

my1 =mj, in jo we find

*

ma + 7 + 229 + 2(1 — mao)my = m3 + y1 + 225 + 2(1 — m3)mj

L —
:>x2—x§:fy27.

Following from x5 — 25 € Z and |y; — y| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 4, and so
29 = x5. Thus, Cy = Cp .y = Cy, ~, = Ch.

Hence, edges are shared from moves with the same orientation from the same set for a* = as when
d = 2 if and only if Cy = Cs.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, C1 = Cr 5t py s, pa_s,sa_n a0 C2 = Cpy 1y p1 57 D8

a*—Case 1: Let a* = a3. Then, A; = 0 and Ay = 0, meaning sets 3 and 4 are active. Note that
Pr—2=0=p; o, Apy1 =1, and z, = 0=z forall 3 <k < d.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and C3 have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = «;. Observing that during these moves my =1 = mj3, m; = mg =
- =mg and mjy =m3 =--- =mj, in jo we see
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*

mo + v+ 4xg + (1 — mo)my + 2(1 — mq)mg = mb + v1 + 45 + (1 — m3)m7 + 2(1 — m])m}
= x9 = T5.
Now, our observations in j3 imply
p1+ 2A481 + (—1)"m3 + 223 = pi + 2A48] + (—1)"'m3 + 225

(1) (3 — mg)

= 51— 5] =
! 2

Given s1 — s € Z and |m} — m3| < 1 by construction, it must be the case ms = m3, so s; = s and
_ * *
(ma,...,mq) = (mj,...,mj).

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during these moves mg = 0 = mj3, m; =
ms =--- =mgq, and mj =mj = --- = m}. Applying this to j2, we obtain

ma + v+ 4dxs + (1 — ma)my + 2mg(1 — my) = m3 + v1 + 4z + (1 — m3)mi + 2mj(1 — m)

(11 =) + (mi —ma)

= To—T5 =
4

Since zg — x5 € Z and —2 < (y1 — ) + (mj — my) < 2 by construction, it must be the case
(m} —my) = —(y1 —7) and a9 = 5. Applying this to jz, we find

p1+ 2A481 + (—1)"m3 + 223 = p] + 2A48] + (—1)"'m3 + 225

= (s1—87) — - 2_ (_1)vm3 _ =" (772”% - ms).

Following from (s1 — s}) — ng € Z and |m5 — ms| < 1 by construction, it must be the

case mg = mj, meaning (m1,... ,mq) = (mf,... ,m}), and so v = 7;. Hence, s; = sj.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, we see that during such moves m; = mg, mg = --- =
mg =1—my, and (m7, ... ,mg) = (1= [y =v)mi+m =L =ma),..., (L= |y —v)ma+|n —
(1 — mg)). Consequently, in j3 we have

p1+ 2A481 + (—1)"m3 + 223 = p] + 2A48] + (—1)"'m3 + 225

s (- = - (Sl o (ﬂ;é —ms)

Since (s; — s7) — ng € Z and |m} — ms| < 1 by construction, it must be the case

mgz = m3, meaning (my,... ,mq) = (mf,...,m}). Our deduction m3 = mj implies

my —ms =0

= (=1)"|m1 —9|=0.

From the above, it must be the case v = ;. So our last equality in js implies s; = s}. Now, in jo
our results give us
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mao + 7+ 4y + (1 — ma)my + 2mg(1 — mq) = mb + v + 45 + (1 — m3)m] + 2mj(1 — m7)
= x9 = T5.

Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that during all such
moves my = --- = Mp_1, Mg = --- =mqg =1 —mq and (m},... ,m}) = (my,... ,mgq), giving us in
J2

ma + v+ 4dxs + (1 — ma)my + 2mg(1 — mq) = m3 +v1 + 4x5 + (1 — m3)mi + 2mj(1 — m)

= xg—xzth;fy.

Following from xs — 25 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 47 and so
x9 = x5. Knowing that ms = mj and v = 1, in js we find

P1 —+ 2A481 + (—1)7m3 —|— 2563 = pT —+ 2A4S>|1( —|— (—1)717’77,; —+ 223;
= $1 = s7].

To conclude our treatment of all the major cases, we will only work with the following assumptions
that we deduced in all major cases: (m1,...,mq) = (m3,... ,m}), vy =", v2 = 5, and 51 = s7.

Applying our assumptions to ji, we obtain

L+1—Y)As—y+t+(-1)"(=24+m1 + (1 —ma)my + 2mgy(1 — my))
=l +1=m)As —n+t+ ()" (=2+mi+ (1 —m3)m;i + 2my(l —my7))
t1 —t

:>£—£1: A
3

Since £ — ¢ € Z and [t; —t| < 1 with A3 > 2 by construction, it must be the case ¢ = t; and so
¢ = {1. Now, for all remaining components j; for 4 < k < d when d > 4, observe

Pr—2 + Apt1Sk—2 + mi + 22, = pi_g + Apy18,_o +my, + 22,
= Sp_2 = S;_o.

Thus, for all 4 < k < d, sp—2 = 32—2‘ So € = CZ»’Yyt,Pl,Sh»--,Pd—2,8d—2 = Cfu’n,tl,m,sf,m,Pz,ysz,z =
Cs.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 4.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that C7 and Cy have j; moves with the same
orientation if and only if v = ;. Noting that during these moves m; = mgs =--- =mg, mo =1 =mj
and mj = m3 = --- = mj, in jo we see

24+ mq + v+ ma(l —mq) +4xo +2(1 —my)mg =24+ mi +v1 + m5(1 —m7) + 4ol + 2(1 — m))m}
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= x9 = x5.
Now, in j3 our assumptions yield
2s1 + (—1)"ms = 2s] + (—1)"'mj

(1) (m3 —ms)
2

*
—— 31—81:

Following from s; — s7 € Z and |m% — m3| < 1 by construction, it must be the case mg = mj and
so s1 = si. Hence, (mq,... ,mq) = (m7,... ,m}).

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, observe that during all jo moves m; = m3 = -+ = my,
mg =0 =m3 and mj = m3 = --- = mj, giving us in jo

24 my+v+ma(l—my)+4xs+2(1 —my)mg =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4as + 2(1 — m])m}

(mi —my)+ (1 —7)
i .

= X9 —T5 =

Since x9 — x5 € Z and —2 < (mf —m1) + (11 — ) < 2 by construction, we must have (mj —my) =
—(y1 —7), and so x5 = x3. Now, in js we get

281 + (—1)7m3 = 281< + (—1)’“7’71;

= (s1—s7)+ (1" _2(_1)71 mz = (=)™ (”21; - ma).

Following from (s; — s}) + M?ﬂg € Z and |m% — mg| <1 by construction, it must be the
case mg = mj, which by our result in js implies v = 7. So our last equality in js implies s; = s7.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along js, we see that during these moves m; = mg, mg = -+ =
mg =1—mq,and (m},...,m}) = ((1—|nm—v)mi+m—v1=mi),...,(1—|y —~)ma+ |1 —
(1 —mg)). Hence, in j3 we see

2s1 4+ (—=1)"mg = 257 + (—1)"'m3

— (51— 87 + (=1)” _2(—1)71 g — (—1)m (ng _ ms).

Following from (s; — s7) + Mmg € Z and |m5 — ms| < 1 by construction, it must be the
case m3 = m3. This implies

ms —m3 =0

= (=D)™m -1 =0

Since v = 71 by the equality above, our last equality in js3 implies s; = s} and (mq,...,mq) =
(m3,...,m}). Hence, in jo we have

24+ my+v+ma(l —my)+4xs +2(1 —my)mg =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4as + 2(1 — m])m}

= Iy = a5.
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Major Case 4: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4, we see that m; = -+ = my_1,
my=---=mg=1—mq, and (M1,... ,mq) = (Mm3,... ,m};). These observations in j, give us

24+ my+v+ma(l—my)+4xs +2(1 —my)mg =2+ mi +v1 +m5(1 —m7) + 4as + 2(1 — mi)m}

= xg—x’z‘:%;v.

Since xo — x5 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it follows that v = v; and so zo = 3. Applying
this to j3, we get

231 + (—1)7m3 = 2S>‘1< =+ (—1)'“m§
—— 51 = ST.
To conclude our treatment of all major cases, we will only work with the following assumptions that
we deduced in all major cases: (mq,...,mq) = (m},...,m}), vy =", x2 = x5, and s1 = s7.

Applying our assumptions to ji, we have

(L+1=7)As =y +t+ (1) (m1 +mi(1 = ma) +2(1 — m1)ma)
= (U +1—7y)As =y +t 4+ (D" (mi +mi(1 —mb) +2(1 — m})m})
t1 —1
As

— (-t =

Given ¢ — ¢y € Z and [t; — t| < 1 with As > 2 by construction, we must have ¢ = ¢; and so ¢ = ¢;.
Inspecting the remaining components jj for 4 < k < d when d > 4, observe that m;, = m} by our
initial deductions and so

Sk—2 + My = Si_o +my,

= Sp_2 = Sh_o-

Thus, for all 4 <k < d, sg—2 = s;_5. S0 C1 = Cryt,p1,s1,0 pazsa—z = Cliyi e plste vl g0 p =
Cs.

Consequently, edges are shared from moves with the same orientation from the same set for o* = ay
when d > 3 if and only if C; = Cs.

a*—Case 2: Let a; < a® < as. Then, A; = 1 and Ay = 0, meaning sets 1, 2, 3, and 4 are all
active. Note that Az >4 iseven, t =0=1¢;,and forall 3<%k <d, py—2=0=pj_,, Apr1 =1 and
= 0=2x}.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that during all j; moves m; = mg = --- = my,
mgo =1-—my, mi =m3 =---=m}, and mj =1 —mj]. Consequently, in j; we get
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mij —my

A
e (e—el)§+(x1—x;): 5

Since (¢ — 61)% + (21 — 27) € Z and |m] — mq| < 1 by construction, it must be the case my = mj,

meaning (my,... ,mq) = (m},... ,m}). So we are left with
2(zf —x1)
R

1 A

Since ¢ — {1 € Z and 2|z — z1]| < As — 4, it must be the case 1 = 2] and so £ = {;.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along j, for all 2 < z < d, we see that during these moves
(m3,...,m}) = (m,... ,mq). Applying these observations to ji, we obtain

CAs + 1+ (my +2x1 4+ 2mg(l —my)) = l1As + 1+ (m] + 227 4+ 2mj(1 — m7))
2z} —x1)

:>€—€1: A
3

Following from £—¢; € Z and 2|z, —x}| < A3—4 by construction, we must have z; = x} and so £ = /.

To conclude our treatment of all the major cases, we will work with the following assumptions that
we were able to deduce in all major cases: (mq,...,mq) = (m3,...,m}), x1 = xf, and £ = {;.

Our assumptions in jj for all 3 < k < d give us

Pr—2 + Apy18k—2 + (1 —my) + 225 = pj_o + Agy18;_o + (1 —my) + 2},

= Sk_2 = Sh_o.
So for all 3 <k <d, s;_2 = sj_,. Observing in particular that s; = s, in j» we find

mo+7+ (s1+1)+4ze =ms +v1 + (s7+ 1) + 43

= :1;2—./1;32714_7.

Since xo — x5 € Z and |y; — v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 1 and so zo = 3.
Thus, (m1,...,mq) = (m],...,m}) at the same start vertex, and C1 = Crr t,py,1,... pu_nisa_2 =

Ctr v ta 07,570 0oy = C2

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 2.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see that during these moves m; = --- = mg and
m] = --- = mj. Consequently, noting that 7 = 0 = r] as m; = m3 and m] = m3 when d = 3 and
mq—1 = mq and m);_; = m}; when d > 4, in j; we obtain

(f + 1)A3 - (2 “+ mo + 2m1(1 - mg) + 2I1 + de(l — ml) — T‘l(Ag — 1))
=l +1)As5 — 2+ m3+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) — (A3 — 1))

mo — mj

A
= (5*51)73+(93T*5E1): 5
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Given (¢ — £1)52 + (2} — 21) € Z and |m} — mo| < 1 by construction, we must have my = m3,

meaning (ma, ... ,mq) = (m},... ,m}). This leaves us with
2(xy — x7)
0—0) = ————=~,

1 A,

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and 2|z, — 27| < A3 — 4 by construction, we see x; = x} and so £ = ¢;.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along jo, we see that which js moves in C; and C5 have the same
orientation depend on z; and zj. Consequently, we case on x; and further case on z7j:

Case 1: Let 0 < 21 < % — 2. We now case on z7:

Subcase 1: Let 0 < z7 < % — 2. Observing that (mq,...,mq) = (m},...,m}) and r1 =0 = r}
since x1 # % —2# 27, in j; we get

(L +1)A3 — (24 ma + 2my (1 — ma) + 221 + 2mg(l —mq1) —r1(Asz — 1))
= (1 + DAs — (2+m35 +2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2mj5(1 —m7) — ri(Az — 1))

2(x1 — x¥)

E = A
3

Following from ¢ — {1 € Z and 2|xz; — x}| < As — 4 by construction, it must be the case 1 = 2} and
so l=1{.

Subcase 2: Let z] = % — 2. Observe that (mq,... ,mg—1,mq) = (1,...,1,0) during C;’s only jo
move with the same orientation as those of Cs, and mj = --- =mj;_; and m}; = 1 —mj. Now, since
r1:0as:c17é%f2, in j; we see

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 — mg) + 2]}1 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1))
=1 +1D)As5 — 24+ m3+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))

34 2m + (m] —17)

— ((—t)+(1—7) I

Given (( —¢1) + (1 —r}) € Z and 2 < 3+ 2z1 + (m] —r]) < Az by construction and our case
assumption, it follows that for every 0 < z; < % — 2 and mj,r; € {0,1}, %(?1#1) g 7.
Hence, we have a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Case 2: Let 1 = % — 2. Then, since the case with 0 < z7 < % — 2 is symmetric to subcase 2 of the

previous case, it is already addressed by the argument there. So let 27 = % — 2. Now observe that
my=---=mq_1, Mg =1—my, m{ =---=mj_,, and mj = 1 —mj. Applying this to ji, we get

(( + 1)A3 — (2 —+ mo + 2m1(1 — mg) + 21‘1 + de(l — ml) — ’I"l(Ag — 1))
=l +1)As — 2+ m; +2mi(1 —m3) + 227 + 2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))

(r1 = i) + (ma —my)

— (=) + (11— 1)) = iy

Since ({ — 1)+ (r1 —77) € Z and =2 < (1 —r}) + (mg — m};) < 2 with A3z > 4 by construction, it
must be the case (r —r}) = —(mq —m};). This implies
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(ry = 77) + (ma —mg) =0
= (r1 +mgq) — (r] +my) =0.
If d = 3, then r1 = m3(1—my) and 77 = m5(1 —m}). Recalling that mg =1—m; and m} = 1—mj

in this case, we get
m3(2—mq) —m5(2—mj) =0

= mgz =m3.

If d > 4, then r1 = mg(l — mg_1) and r7 = m3(1 — m}_,). Noting that mg = 1 — mg_1 and
m}; =1 —m}_; in this case, we obtain

ma(2 —mq-1) —mg(2 —mg_,) =0
= Mg =m].

For all d > 3, we have (m1,... ,mq) = (mj,... ,m}). Sory =} and hence our last equality implies
L=1.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k£ < d, observe that during all such moves
(mi,...,m}) = (m,... ,mgq). So in j; we find

(6 + 1)A3 — (2 + mo + 27’77,1(1 — mg) + 2]}1 + de(l — ml) — 7“1(A3 — 1))
=1+ 1DAs— 24+ mi+2mi(1 —m3) + 227 +2my(1 —m]) —ri(As — 1))
As

= (({=b)+ (=) + (@] —a1) =

ry—1]
5

Since ((£ — 1) + (r1 — r{))% + (7 — 1) € Z and |r;y — r| < 1 by construction, we must have

r1 = rj. This leaves us with

2 _ *
-t = 7(%/&3 i),

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and 2|x; — 25| < As — 4 by construction, we see it must be the case
x1 =z and so ¢ = /{;.

To conclude our treatment of the major cases and subcases in which we did not reach a con-
tradiction, we will make use of the following assumptions we were able to deduce in said cases:
(mi,...,mq)=(m},... ,m}), xz1 =5, r1 =rf, and £ = (7.

Applying our results to j3 and j for 4 < k < d when d > 4, the equalities in j3 and ji

* * *
$1+my+r1 =8 +my+ry

* * *
Sg—2+mMmp_1+r1 =8 _o+my_q+r]

imply s; = s7 and for all 4 < k < d when d > 4, s,_2 = s}_,. Since s; = s}, our assumptions in j,
yield

2474+ Q+s1+mg—7r1)+4xe =2+ + (1 + 8] +mj; —r]) + 4x5
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— $2—$;:714_,y.

Given xo — a3 € Z and |y1 — v| < 1 by construction, we must have v = 7 and so x93 = 3. Thus,

C1=Crmtprsirpasisas = Clyyitrpisto. py_yoss_y = C2.

Set Comparison Case 3: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j; and ja, m; = mg and m] = m}; during these moves.
Applying this to j;, we have

(E + 1)A3 —|— (—2 —|— mi + 2md(1 — ml) — (A3 — 2)(1 — md))
= (1 + DAs + (=24 m} +2m5(1 —m}) — (As — 2)(1 — m3))

— (5—51)+(md—m2): As

Following from (¢ — £1) + (mq —m};) € Z and |mj —m4| < 1 with Ag > 4 by construction, it must
be the case m; = mj]. During j; moves, m; = --- = mgq and m] = --- = m};. During j» moves,
mp =ms=---Mg, Mgy =1—my, m] =m3 =---=mj;, and mj = 1 —m]. Hence, in both cases our
last result implies (mq,... ,mq) = (m7,... ,m};) and so £ = {1 by the equality above.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we see that during all of these moves
(mi,...,mq) = (mj,...,m}) and so in j; we have

(C+ 1) Az + (=2 +my + 2ma(1 —my) — (Az — 2)(1 — my))
= (b1 + DAy + (=2 +m] +2m3(1 —m]) — (A3 — 2)(1 —m}))
— =1/

To conclude our treatment of these major cases, we will work with the following assumptions that
we deduced in all major cases: (mq,...,mq) = (mf,...,m}) and £ = ¢;.

Inspecting ji for 3 < k < d, we observe

DPh—2 + Apgp1Sp—2 + My + 201 = pr_g + Apg155_o + my + 225,

*
— Sk—2 = sk‘*Q'

Hence, for all 3 <k < d, sp_2 = sj,_,. In particular, s; = s}, implying in j,

mo+y+4x2+2(1—mg)my + (s1+2(1—mq1)mg) = ms+v1 +4x5+2(1—m3)mi +(s] +2(1 —m7)my)

M-
= Iy — x5 = T

Since x9 — x5 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, we must have v = v and so x5 = x5. Conse-
quenﬂy? Cr = O&’Y%Pl»slam Dd—2,8d—2 Oélﬁlil,ﬁi‘ﬁiy-u D _oSh_o T Cs.

Set Comparison Case 4: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 4.
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Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we observe that during these moves m; = mg = - - - = my,
mg =1 =m3, and mj = mj = --- = m};. Applying these observations to ji, we get

L+ 1Az — (m1 +mi(l —ma) +2(1 —my)mg) = ({1 + 1)As — (m] + mi(1 —m3) +2(1 — m7)m})

mi —mj

= (-1 = A
3

Given ¢ — (1 € Z and |m; — mj| < 1 by construction, it must be the case m; = mj, meaning
(mi,...,mg) = (mj,...,m%), and so £ = {.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji, for 2 < k < d, note that during all such moves (mj,... ,m}) =
(ma,...,mq). Applying this to j;, we have

L+ 1Az — (m1 +mi(1—ma)+2(1 —my)mg) = ({1 + 1)As — (m] + mi(1 —m3) +2(1 —m7)m})
= =1/

To conclude our treatment of all the major cases, we will work with the following assumptions we

deduced in all major cases: (mq,... ,mq) = (m3,... ,m}) and £ = {;.

From our assumptions, the equalities j3 and j for 4 < k <d

s1+mimg = s +mimj

* * *
Sk—2 +Mp_1M) = Sp,_o +Myp_1my,

imply s1 = s7 and sp_p = sj,_, for all 4 < k < d. Since we have s; = s7, in jo we obtain

2+my + (s1+ (1 —m1)mg +mag) +v+ma(l —mq) + 4o
=2+ mj + (s] + (1 = mi)mg +mg) + 71 +m3(1 —m7) + 4z
= :ch:cE:%.

Noting that zo — 25 € Z and |y; — 74| < 1 by construction, we see v = v and so xo = z5. Thus,
Cr = 047%757101781,-~ Dd—2,8d—2 CZlﬂhtl DT ST P _0Sh_o Cs.

Hence, for a; < o < as when d > 3, edges are shared from moves with the same orientation if and
only if C; = Cs.

a*—Case 3: Let a* = ay. Then, A; = 1 and Ay = 1, meaning only sets 1 and 3 are active. Note
that t =0=1¢;, A3 >4 iseven, and forall 3<k <d, pr_o =0=p;_,, A1 =1 and z, = 0 = zJ.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 1.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j;, we see that m; = mg = -+ = mg, mg = 1 — my,
m] =mj =---=m}, and mj = 1 —m]. Consequently, the above in j; yields
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A3 + (mq + 2z + 2mg(l — mq)) = £1As + (m] + 227 4+ 2mj(1 —m7))
mi —my

A
= (L= 0)5 + (21 —af) = =15

Since (6—61)% + (z1 —27) € Z and |m} —m1| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, m; = mj, meaning
(mi,...,mq) = (m7,... ,m%). So we are left with

2(xy — x7)

(-t = ="

Given ¢ — (1 € Z and 2|x; — z5| < Az — 4 by construction, it follows that x; = 27 and so £ = ¢;.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji, for 2 < k < d, observe that during these moves (mj,... ,m}) =
(my,...,mg) and so in j; we find

(A3 + (m1 + 221 + de(l — ml)) =Vl1A3 + (m“{ + 2.%'1K + erl(l — m*{))
2(xy — x¥)
Az

= (- 51 = .
Since ¢ — ¢4 € Z and 2|z — x7| < A3 — 4 by construction, it follows that z; = z} and so £ = ;.

To conclude our treatment of all the major cases, we will work with the following assumptions we
deduced in all major cases: (mq,... ,mq) = (m3,... ,m}), x1 = f, and £ = {;.

Now, our assumptions in jo imply

mg + v + 229 = mi + y1 + 225

= xg—xzthz_v.

Following from xo — 25 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 47 and so
o = 5. Inspecting ji for 3 < k < d, observe

DPh—2 + Apgp1Sp—2 + My + 201 = pr_g + Apg155_o + my + 22,
= Sk_2 = Sh_o.

ok _ _ _
Hence, forall 3 < k < d, sp—2 = Sk—2 and so Cy = C&%tapl,slw- \Pd—2,8d—2 Célﬁl,tlapi‘,sfam D _osSh_o
Cs.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along j; and jy, we see that during these moves m; = mgy and
m] = m}, giving us in j;

L+ 1D)As+ (—24+mq1 +2ma(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 — m7))
mi —mq
0—t = ———,

— 1 A3
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Since £ — {1 € Z and |m} —mq| <1 with A3z > 4 by construction, we must have m; = mj, meaning
(mi,...,mq) = (mj,...,m}), and so £ = {1.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we see that during all such moves
(mi,...,mq) = (m],... ,m}), giving us in j;

L+ 1A+ (—24+mq1 +2ma(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 —m7))
= =1/

To conclude our treatment of all the major cases, we will work with the following assumptions we
were able to deduce in all major cases: (m1,...,mq) = (mj,... ,m}) and £ = ¢;.

Our assumptions in jo yield

ma + v+ 2x2 + 2(1 — mo)my + 2(1 — my)mg = m3 + v1 + 225 + 2(1 — m3)mT + 2(1 — m7)m}

1 —
— .132—.1:;:%

Since x9 — x5 € Z and |y, — | < 1 by construction, we see v = v; and so xo = z}. Inspecting ji for
3 < k < d, observe

Pr—2 + Agpp15p—2 + My + 2T = pj,_o + App15p_o +my, + 213,
= Sp_2 = Sp_o.

— * i i —
Thus, forall 3 < k < d, sp—2 = s;,_5 and 50 C1 = Cyt.py1,s1,.. passsa—s = Cliyi ity plostoe ph_gsh o =
Cs.

a*—Case 4: Let ay < a® < a4. Then, sets 1 and 3 only are active as A; = 1 and As = 1. Note
that ¢t =0 =t1, A3 > 4 is even, and that when a,_1 < a®* < a,,forall z+1 <k <dwith3 <z <d
it is the case pr_o =0=p}_o, Agt1 =1 and 2, =0 = z}.

Set Comparison Case 1: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 1.

Observe that the argument required here is precisely that made in set comparison case 1 of a*—case
3 modulo the justification for why pr_o = pj_o, zr = 2}, and sp_2 = s;_5 when a,_; < a* < a,
forall 3<k<zwith3<z<d.

Note that we thus have at this point £ = £y, (mq,... ,mq) = (m},... ,m}), xo = x5, 1o =13, and
v = 7 during all moves. So let a, 1 < o™ < a, with 3 < z < d. Then, for all z+1 < k < d,
Pr—2 = 0 = p;_, and z = 0 = =z}, which by the argument made in set comparison case 1 of the
previous a*—case implies s;_o = s;_, foreach z +1 <k < d.

Now, for all components j; with 3 < k < z, we see
Pr—2 + 2818k 2 + My + 211 = Pi_o + 2Ak 11859 + My + 27,

D_o — Pk—2

= Apt1(Sk-2 — sp_o) + (T —x}) = 5
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Following from Aji1(sk—2 — S5_o) + (zx — 2}) € Z and |pj_y — pr—2| < 1 by construction, we have
Pr—2 = Dj_o for all 3 <k < z, leaving us with

. Ty — Tk
Ske2 = Shp = Ty
k+1

Given sx_o — sf_o € Z and |z} — x| < Agy1 — 1 with Agyy > 2 by construction, it follows
that ), = x and sp_o = sj_, for all 3 < k < 2. Thus, for all ap < o* < a4, we conclude
Gy = CZa’)ﬂtvPlel»-n Dd—2,5d—2 CZl,'YlytlapikaIv--- D08 o T Co.

Set Comparison Case 2: We will consider when edges are shared from moves with the same ori-
entation via set 3.

Major Case 1: Focusing on moves along ji, we see m; =mg =--- =mgq, Mg =1 —my, mj =mj =
-+ =m} and mj = 1 —mj] during these moves, giving us in j;

(L+ A3+ (=2+ma + 2ma(1 —m1)) = (01 + 1)As + (=2 + my + 2mg(1 —my))
mj —my

— (-t = A
3

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and |m} — mq| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, we have m; = mj,
meaning (mq,... ,mq) = (mj,...,m}), and so £ = ;.

Applying what we have so far to js, we get

ma + v + 222 + 2(1 — ma)my + 2((1 — mqy)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)mq + mg(l —my))
=my + 71+ 225 + 2(1 = m3)m] + 2((1 —my)my — (1 — R})((1 — m3)my +mg(1 —m7))
Y=

= (22 = 23) + (R = RI)((1 = ma)my +ma(l —my)) = 27,

Since (x2 — %) + (R1 — RY)((1 — ma)my + mg(1 —mq)) € Z and |1 —y| < 1 by construction, it
must be the case v = ;. This leaves us with

x2 — x5 = (R — R1)((1 — m2)my + mg(1 —my)).

We now case on R} — Ry:
Case 1: Let Ry = R;. Then, our equality above implies xo = x5, meaning ro = 5.

Case 2: Let Ry # Rj. Then, without loss of generality, let Ry = 0 and R} = 1. From our last
equality in jo prior to these cases, we now see that zo — x5 = m;. From this, it follows that either
(re —r3) —my =0or (ry —r3) —my = —2. In particular, we see that m; = |ro — r3| in both cases,
a result we will use without further mention.

From our assumption R; = 0, we know that there exists a smallest integer 3 < w < d such that
Ty # (1 —12)(Aws1 — 1). Note that this implies a1 < @ < ay. Similarly, our assumption R} = 1
implies 2§ = (1 —r3)(Az41 — 1) for all 3 < z < d.

To complete our treatment of case 2, we will require the following result we will prove using induction:
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We will prove that for every 3 < w < d such that w is the smallest integer with a,, # (1—72)(Aw4+1—
1), it is the case that for all 3 < z < w —1, z, = (1 — 79)(A.4+1 — 1). Note that for all 3 < k < d,
(r3 —ra)my, = r3 — ro by our previous deduction in j,. We proceed by induction on w:

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so our assumptions for this subcase give us in js that

p1+ 2A4S1 =+ (1 — 27’2\110)777,3 + 2x3 + 277043(1 — Rl)((l — TQ)XQ — 7"2‘110)(1 — m3)md
=p1 +2A4s] + (1 = 2r305)mg + 223 + 20, (1 — RY)((1 — r3)Xg — r3¥5) (1 — m3)mg

= Aulst = i) + (5 — r2)ma + (w5 — 3) + (1= 2r2)(1 = mg)my = B—PL,
Since A4(sy — s7) + (r5 — ra)ms + (x3 — 25) + (1 — 2r9)(1 — m3)mg € Z and |p; —p1| < 1 by
construction, it must be the case p; = pj. Recalling that 3§ = (1 —r3)(A4 — 1) since R} = 1, we are
left with

. o T3+ (L—r2)
(51— s — (1 —rp) = -T2,

Following from (s1 —s7) — (1 —r3) € Zand 1 —ro < xg + (1 —r2) < Ay — rg, we see that we must
have 3 = (1 — r9)(Ag — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 < w < d and d > 3 be such that 3 < w + 1 < d so that the following makes
sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that 2, = (1—7r2)(A,4+1—1) for all 3 < z < d when
w = d, which is not possible as R; = 0 by assumption. Further assume that for all 3 < z <y —1
with 3 <y <w, z, = (1 —r2)(A,11 — 1). We will show that our statement holds for 3 <w+1<d
by showing that z,, = (1 —r3)(Aw+1 — 1) since our induction hypothesis grants us the above for all
3 < z < w — 1. Note that our assumptions on z, and 3., with zf. = (1 —73)(A,-4; — 1) for all
3 <z* <dsince R} =1, imply (1 —72)Xy_3 = (1 —712), 10Wy_g =12, (1 —13)X% _4 = (1—73), and
r3W* s =r;5. The corresponding assumptions and results we have so far, along with the observations
Nw+1 = 1 since w + 1 < d and Ny, = Na,,_, = 1 since a* > o, > -1, yield in j,

pw—2+2Aw+15w—2+(1 _2r2ww—3)mw+2xw+2nw+1naw (1 _Rl)((l_TQ)Xw—?) _TQ\I’w—3)(1_mw)md

= Pu—o 28wy, ot (1=2r W0, 3)ma +227, 420w 4170, (1= RY) (1=r3) X5, 3—r3 W5, 3)(1—my,)mg

Dip—2 — Pw—2
RS

*7

= Aupt1(Sw_2 — Siy_s) + (13 — r2)my + (0 — ) + (1 = 272)(1 — my)mg =

Since Ay41(Sw—2—85_o)+ (15 —r2)My+ (T —x5)) + (1 —2r2) (L —my)mg € Z and |p_o —puw—2| <1,
it must be the case p,—2 = pf,_,. Hence, observing that =} = (1 — r3)(Ay41 — 1) since R} =1, we
are left with

T+ (1= 12)

(Sw—2 = Sp_o) — (1 —13) = At

Given (sy—2 — 8k o) — (1 —7r3) € Z and 1 —ry < x4 + (1 —12) < Ayy1 — 72 by construction, it
follows that z,, = (1 —72)(Ayy1 — 1).
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By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w < d, it is the
case that z, = (1 —r9)(A,41 — 1) forevery 3 < z < w — 1.

From this, we know that x,

= ro)(As41 — 1) for all 3 < z < w — 1 with 3 < w < d. Given the
definitions of jz and jj for 3 <

(1-
k < d —1 differ slightly, we case on whether w = d:

Subcase 1: Let w = d. Then, 2, = (1—r2)(A.41—1) forall 3 < z <w—1and zq # (1—72)(Agp1—1).
Hence, noting that our assumptions on z, and z} for 3 < z < w — 1 imply r9¥,_3 = 72 and
r3Wy, 3 =r3, in j, we have

Pw—2 + 280 118w—2 + (1 — 2roWyy_3)my, + 22 = Dh o + 2A01180 o + (1 — 2,507 _)mi + 227

Ty + (1 —13)

— (sw-z = 8yma) ~ (1 =) = ="

fo) = (1—73) € Zand @y # (1 —71)(Awgr — 1), it follows that —20=r2) ¢ 7,
giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible. Thus, since 3 < w < d and w = d,
we see there does not exist a smallest integer w such that z,, # (1 — r2)(Ay41 — 1).

Given (sy—2 — s

Subcase 2: Let 3 < w < d. Then, z, = (1 —73)(A,y1 — 1) for all 3 < z < w—1 and x, #

(1 = r2)(Ay41 — 1). Hence, noting that our assumptions on z, and z% for 3 < z < w — 1 imply
roWy_3 =72, (1 —72)Xy_g3=(1—r2), r3 U o =r;and (1 —r3)X} 5= (1—-7r3), in j, we get

Pw—2 + 2801+18w—2 + (1 = 2raU,_3)my + 224 + 200, (1 — R1)((1 — r2)Xpy—3 — 12U p—3) (1 — My ) g
= Pr—a T 2801850 + (1 =2r3W5  s)my, + 223, + 21, (1 — R1) (1 —73) X5, _3 =13V, _3) (1 —my,)my

. . ey Pu_o = Duw—2
= (Sw-2— sw—Q)Aw-H + (ry — r2)Mey + (T — xw) = M%

Given (Sy—2 — & _o)Awt1 + (15 — r2)my, + (2 — ) € Z and |pf,_5 — pw—2| < 1 by construction,
it follows that p,,_o = pJ _,. This leaves us with

Ty + (1—ry)
Aw+1 .

*

(8w—2 = Sp_o) — (1 —13) =

Since (sy—2 — sh_5) — (1 —r3) € Z and x4, # (1 — r2)(Ayws+1 — 1), we have —%:”) ¢ Z, giving
us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible. The above contradicts our assumption that
3 <w < d—1 was the smallest integer such that x,, # (1 —72)(Ap4+1 — 1).

Further, since w was the arbitrary smallest and all components j; for 3 < k < d — 1 are defined as
above, the above holds for all such w. So there is no such 3 < w < d—1. Now, if w = d, then by sub-
subcase 1 we conclude w # d as we get a contradiction. Having exhausted all possible 3 < w < d, we
conclude that there does not exist a smallest integer 3 < w < d such that z,, # (1 —r2)(Awp+1 — 1).
This means that the scenario we have considered never occurs.

Major Case 2: Focusing on moves along ja, we see that which j, moves in C; have the same orien-
tation as those in Cy depends on R; and R;. Hence, we proceed by casing on R; and Rj:
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Case 1: Let Ry = 0. Then, stair-casing/normal jo moves are taking place in C;. We now further case
on Rj:

Subcase 1: Let R = 0. Then, stair-casing/normal jo moves are taking place in Cy. Hence, (m1,... ,mg) =
(m3,...,m}) and so in j; we get

L+ 1D)As5+ (—24+mq +2ma(1 —my)) = (61 + 1)As + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 —m7))
— (=/.

So £ ={1 and (mq,...,mq) = (m},...,m}). Applying our results to jo, we obtain

mo + v+ 29 + 2(1 — mg)ml + 2((1 — ml)md — (1 — Rl)((l — mg)ml + md(l — ml)))
=mjy + 71 + 225+ 2(1 = m3)mi + 2((1 — mi)mg — (1 — RY)((1 — m3)mj + mg(1 —m7)))

1=
:>5027x;:72 .

Following from zo — 25 € Z and |y; — 7| < 1 by construction, it must be the case that v = v, and
SO T2 = T3, meaning rg = 5.

Subcase 2: Let R = 1. Then, C is being defined by column transitions along js, and so only C}’s jo
move (mq,...,mg) = (0,...,0) has the same orientation as the j, moves in Cs. Noting that during
these moves m} = --- = m}, in j; we find

04+ DAs+ (=2 +mq +2mg(1 —mq)) = (b1 + DAs + (=2 + m] + 2mj(1 — m7))
mi

Az’

— (-t =

Since £ — ¢ € Z and m} € {0,1} with A3 > 4 by construction, it follows that mj = 0, meaning
(mi,...,mq) = (mj,... ,m}), and £ = ¢;. Applying what we have so far to jz, we see

mo + v+ 222 + 2(1 — mg)m1 + 2((1 — ml)md — (1 — Rl)((l — mz)m1 + md(l — ml)))
=mj + 71 + 225+ 2(1 —m3)mi +2((1 — my)mg — (1 — R})((1 — m3)mi + mg(1 —m7)))

1=
:>x27x;:72 .

Given 2o — 23 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = v and so zo = 3,
meaning ro = r5. Now since Ry = 0, we know there exists a smallest 3 < w < d such that

Lo 7£ (1 — TQ)(Aw+1 — 1)

To complete our treatment of this subcase, we will require the following result we will prove by way
of induction:

We will prove that for every 3 < w < d such that w is the smallest integer with x,, # (1 —72)(Ayt1—
1), it is the case that forall 3 <z <w—1, z, = (1 —r2)(A,+1 — 1). We proceed by induction on w:

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.
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Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so our assumptions for this subcase give us in jz that

P1 + 2A4$1 + (1 - 27"2\1’0)77?,3 + 21‘3 + 21’}043(1 — Rl)((l - TQ)XO — 7"2\1’0)(1 — mg)md
= P71+ 2A4s7 + (1 = 2r3W5)m3 + 223 + 210, (1 — Ry)((1 = r2) X5 — raWo) (1 — m3)mg

— Aulst = i) + (75— r2)ma + (w5 — 3) + (1= 2r2)(1 = mg)my = PP,
Since Ag(sy — s7) + (r5 — ro)mg + (x5 — z5) + (1 — 2r2)(1 — m3)mg € Z and |pf — p1| < 1 by
construction, it must be the case p; = pj. Recalling that 3§ = (1 —r3)(A4 — 1) since R} = 1, we are
left with

(s1-s0) - (1= rg) = -2

Following from (s1 —s7) — (1 —r3) € Z and 1 — ro < x5+ (1 — rg) < Ay — 12, we see that we must
have x3 = (1 —r2)(Ag — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 < w < d and d > 3 be such that 3 < w+ 1 < d so that the following
makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that z, = (1 — r9)(A,41 — 1) for all
3 < z < d when w = d, which is not possible as R; = 0 by assumption. Further assume that for
all3<z<y—1with3 <y <w, x, =(1—r2)(A,41 —1). We will show that our statement holds
for 3 < w+ 1 < d by showing that z,, = (1 — r3)(Aw+1 — 1) since our induction hypothesis grants
us the above for all 3 < z < w — 1. Note that ro = 75 and that our assumptions on z, and x}.,
with 5. = (1 = 75)(A,-41 — 1) for all 3 < z* < d since R} = 1, imply (1 — r2)Xy—3 = (1 — r2),
roWy_g = 19, (1 —r5)X¥_g = (1 —r}), and r30% _5 = r5. The corresponding assumptions and
results we have so far, along with the observations 1,11 = 1 since w+ 1 < d and 14, = M, , = 1
since a* > ay, > ay_1, yield in j,

Pw—2 +2Aw+1sw72 + (]- _27A2\Pw73)mw +2xw +277w+177aw (]- _Rl)((]- _T‘Q)wali _712\:[/11173)(1 _mw)md

= Pu—o T 28wy, ot (1=2r3 W0, _3)may, +227, 420w 4170, (1= RY) (1=r3) X5, _3—ra W, _3)(1—my,)mg

_ Puw—2 = Puw-2

= Apt1(Sw—_2— 55 _o) + (15 —r2)my + (T — xh) + (1 — 2r2) (1 — My, )myg 5

Since Aw+1(5w—27s:<u—2)+(r;7T2)mw+(xw*x;)jL(l*QTQ)(l*mw)md € Z and |ptu—2 7pw—2| < ]-7
it must be the case py,_2 = p},_,. Hence, observing that =}, = (1 —r})(Ay41 — 1) since R} =1, we
are left with

Ty +(1—r2)

J— - * _— 1— * pr—
(Sw—2 = Sp_2) — ( 73) Awit

Given (syy—2— 85 o) —(1—7r3)€Z and 1 —ry <z + (1 —73) < Ayy1 — 72 by construction, we
must have z,, = (1 — r2)(Ayy1 — 1).

By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w < d, it is the
case that z, = (1 —r9)(A,41 — 1) forevery 3 < z < w — 1.

From this, we know that z, = (1 —r3)(A,4+1 — 1) for all 3 < z < w — 1. Given the definitions of j4
and ji for 3 < k < d — 1 differ slightly, we case on whether w = d:
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Sub-subcase 1: Let w = d. Then, x4 # (1 — r2)(Ag+1 — 1) and so in j,, we see

Pw—2+ 280 118w—2 + (1 — 2roWoy_3)my, + 220 = Di o + 2Au418w—2 + (1 — 2r5 U7 _)mi + 227

. . Piy—2 — Pw—2
— Aw+1(5w_2 — Sw72) + (l‘w — .'I/'w) = U)wa

Since Ayy1(Sw—2 — S5_o) + (X — ) € Z and |p,_g — pw—2| < 1 by construction, it must be the
case Py—_2 = Di,_o. T'his leaves us with

N N Ty + (1 =1
(Suoz — 5%y_g) — (1 —rg) = - T T (LZT2)
Aw+1

Given (sy_2 — 85 o) — (1 —73) € Z and x,y # (1 — r2)(Ayps1 — 1), it follows that —%:m 7,
giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible. Thus, since 3 < w < d and w = d,

we see there does not exist a smallest integer w such that z,, # (1 — r2)(Ayp+1 — 1).

Sub-subcase 2: Let 3 < w < d. Then, z, = (1 —73)(A,41 — 1) forall 3 < z < w—1 and x,, #
(I —r2)(Ayps1 —1). Hence, noting that 79 = 5 and our assumptions on z, and 2% for 3 <z <w-—1
imply oW,y 3 =19, (1 —1r9)Xy—3 = (1 —ra), 0% _. =75 and (1 — r5)X% _5 = (1 —r3), in j, we
get

Pw—2 + QAw+1Sw_2 —+ (]. — 2r2\Ilw_3)mw + QIw + 277(1“] (]. — Rl)((]. — TQ)Xw_g — TQ\I/w_g)(]. — mw)md

= P2+ 28w 18y o+ (1= 2r3 W5, _g)my, + 227, + 20a,, (1= RT)((1—75) X5, —ra Wy, _5) (1 —my )myg

*

Pyw—2 = Pw—2

= (3w72 - 5;—2)Aw+1 + (7'; - r2)mw + (20 —zy,) = 9

Given (Sy—2 — sk _o)Awt1 + (rs —r2)my + (2 — x),) € Z and |pf,_o — pw—2| < 1 by construction,
it follows that p,,—2 = pJ _,. This leaves us with

Ty +(1—r2)

(Sw72 - sw72) - (1 - T2) = Aw+1

Since (Sy—2 — sk,_9) — (1 —73) € Z and z,, # (1 — r2)(Aypt1 — 1), we have —%:”) ¢ Z, giving

us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible. The above contradicts our assumption that
3 <w < d—1 was the smallest integer such that x,, # (1 —72)(Ap4+1 — 1).

Further, since w was the arbitrary smallest and all components jj, for 3 < k < d — 1 are defined as
above, the above holds for all such w. So there is no such 3 < w < d—1. Now, if w = d, then by sub-
subcase 1 we conclude w # d as we get a contradiction. Having exhausted all possible 3 < w < d, we
conclude that there does not exist a smallest integer 3 < w < d such that z,, # (1 —r2)(Ap+1 — 1).
This means that the scenario we have considered never occurs.

Case 2: Let Ry = 1. Noting that the subcase with R; = 1 and R} = 0 is symmetric to that of
subcase 2 of case 1, we see that we get a contradiction there by the same argument. So let R} = 1.
Then, during these j, moves m; = --- = mg and mj = --- = m}, giving us in j;

(£+ DAz + (=24 m1 + 2ma(l —m)) = (€ + DAz + (=2+ m] + 2my(1 —my))
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mj —my

:>£—£1: A
3

Given £ — {1 € Z and |m} —mq| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, it follows that m; = m}, meaning
(mi,...,mq) = (mj,... ,m}), and so £ = ¢;. Now, in j, we have

mo + v+ 222 + 2(1 —ma)my +2((1 — ml)md — (1 — Rl)((l —ma)my +mg(l — ml)))
=mj +m + 225 + 2(1 — my)m] + 2((1 = mi)mg — (1 — RY)((1 — m3)mj + mg(1 —my)))

M-
= Iy — 5 = 5

Noting that zo — 25 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, we get v = v, and so x5 = a3, meaning
Ty =T3.

Major Case 3: Focusing on moves along ji for 3 < k < d, we proceed by casing on the three general
states defined by set 3:

Case 1: Let Ry =0 and R, = 1. This means C is stair-casing, so z, = (1 — r2)(A,41 — 1) for all
3 <z < k—1 and that there exists at least one integer k < y < d such that z, # (1 —r2)(Ay41 —1).
This last deduction then implies that there exists a smallest integer £ < w < d such that z,, #
(1 —r3)(Ay41 — 1). Since this is to hold for all ro € {0,1}, it must be the case A, 1 > 2, which is
if and only if a,—1 < @* < ay. Hence, for this case, assume a,,—1 < a® < aq.

Subcase 1: Let Rf = 0 and R}_; = 1. Then, C5 is stair-casing, meaning =% = (1 —r3)(A,41 — 1) for
all 3 <z <k —1 and there exists at least one integer k¥ <y < d such that =3, # (1 —73)(Ay41 — 1).
Since we require C7 and Cs to have j moves with the same orientation, we see that this is if and
only if ro =75.

Consequently, during these ji moves for 3 < k < d, wesee mj; = -+ = mp_1, Mg = -+ = Mg =
1—my,mi=---=mj_;,and mj =--- =m}; =1—mj. Applying this to ji, we get

(0 + 1Az + (=2+m1 4+ 2ma(l —m1)) = (€1 + 1)Az + (=2 +m] + 2mg(1 — m7))
my —mgq

:>€—£1: A
3

Since £ — 41 € Z and |m}; — mg| < 1 with A3z > 4 by construction, it follows that mgq = m}, meaning
(mi,...,mq) = (mj,... ,m}), and so £ = ¢;. Our results and assumptions in j, imply

mae + v+ 222 + 2(1 — ma)my + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mg(l —mq)))
=my + 71+ 225 + 2(1 —ma)mi + 2((1 — m7)mg — (1 = BY)((1 — m3)m7 + mg(1 —my)))

N e

= X9 — x5 = 5

Following from 3 — 25 € Z and |y; — v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = y; and so
xo = x5. The last deduction implies ro = 75, which is consistent with our initial assumption.

Subcase 2: Since a1 < a* < ag, let R =0 and R;_; =0 for all 4 <k < d. We exclude j3 since
it does not have any normal moves given Ry = 1 always. So Cs is being defined by normal moves,
and during all jr moves here for4 < k < dwhend >4, m; =---=mi_1,mp=+--=mg=1—my,
mj =---=mj_; and mj =---=m} =1 —mj. Applying this to ji, we have
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(€4 DAz + (=24 m1 + 2ma(l —m1)) = (b + DAz + (=2 +my + 2mg(1 —m7))
my —mq

:>Z—€1: A
3

Given ¢ — {1 € Z and |m}; —my| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, it follows that mq = mJ, meaning
mi,... ,mg) = (mj,...,m}), and so £ = £1. Our results and assumptions in jo imply
1 d

ma + v+ 229 + 2(1 — ma)my + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)mq + mg(l —mq)))
=mj + 7 + 223+ 2(1 —m3)mi +2((1 — my)mg — (1 — R})((1 — m3)mi + mg(1 —mj)))

= Iy — x5 = n-7
2
Since xo — 23 € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it follows that v = v, and so 2 = x5, meaning
Ty =T5.

To complete our treatment of this subcase, we will require the following result which we will prove
by induction on w*:

We will show that for every smallest 3 < w* < k — 1 such that x7. # (1 —73)(Ay+41 — 1) during a
given j; move for 4 < k < d, it is the case that for every 3 < z <w* —1, 25 = (1 —73) (A, 41 — 1).
Note that k£ and d are such that what follows makes sense to consider.

Base Case 1: Let w* = 3. Then, the statement holds vacuously as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w* = 4. Then, z = 3 and so by our results and assumptions from this subcase
along with the observation 75, = 1 since a® > a1 > au+_1, in j3 we obtain

P1 + 2A481 + (1 - 27"2\1/0)77?,3 + 21‘3 + 21’}(,3(1 - Rl)((l - T2)X0 - TQ\I’())(l - mg)md
= p1 28487 + (1= 2rW5)my + 205 + 200, (1 — Ry)((1 = 72)Xg — r3Wo) (1 — mz)mg

— Aulst — i) + (23 —a3) = BB

Since Ag(s1 —s7)+ (x5 — %) € Z and |pj — p1]| < 1 by construction, it must be the case that p; = pj.
This leaves us with

Th — X3
Ay

s1— 581 =

Given s; — s} € Z and |25 — 23| < Ay —1 by construction, we must have 2§ = x3 = (1—r2)(Ay—1) =
(1=r3)(As—1).

Induction Step: Assume that 3 < w* < k—1with4 < k < dand d > 4 are such that 3 < w*+1 < d so
that the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that 2% = (1—r3)(A,11—1)
for all 3 <z <k —1 when w* = k — 1, which is not possible as R;_; = 0 by assumption. Further,
assume that for all 3 < z < y* — 1 with 3 < y* < w*, 2} = (1 —r})(A,+1 — 1). We will show that
our statement holds for 3 < w* 4+ 1 < k — 1 by showing that z%. = (1 — r3)(Ay++1 — 1) since our

induction hypothesis already grants us the above for all 3 < z < w* —1. Note that ro = r3, and that
our assumptions on z, and z for 3 < z < w* — 1 imply (1 — r2) Xy —3 = (1 —r2), roWy-_3 = 79,
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(1—=7r3)X%._3=(1—r3) and r3¥%._5 = r;. Applying the pertinent assumptions and results we
have so far along with the observations 7«41 = 1 since w* +1 <k —1<d and 74, =1 =1q,,.
since a® > Qup_1 > Qux—1, i j, we have

-1

pw*—2+2Aw*+15w*—2+(1_2T2\ij* —S)mw* +2L4x +27]w*+17704w* (1_R1>((1_T2)Xw* —3_T2\I/w*—3)(1_mw* )md

*

= Pror—o 280 1185 o+ (1=2r5W0 o )M +220 4200 4170, (1= RT) (1=73) X 3 =13 Wl _3)(1—my. )my

. « \_ P2 = Pur—2
=4 Aw*+1(8w*72 — Sw*72) + (.Tw* - :Cw*) - f

Since Ayx1(Swr—2 — Skw_o) + (Twx — The) € Z and |pl«_o — Pyr—2| < 1, it must be the case
DPuwr—2 = Diu_o. Note that x4« = (1 —72)(Ay+41 — 1) since Ri_; = 1. Hence, this leaves us with

xhe +(1—=13)

Swr—2 — Sppe_o) + (1 —712) =
(Swr—2 o) + (1 —72) -

Given (Sy—2 — Shu_o)+(1—r2) €Z and 1 — 15 <zl + (1 —13) < Ay=41 — r3 by construction, it
follows that z¥. = (1 —73)(Ay=41 — 1).

By the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, it follows that for every 3 < w* < k — 1, it is
the case that 2% = (1 —73)(Ay41 — 1) for every 3 < z <w* — 1.

Now, we see that during all j; moves for 4 < k < d, it is the case that the smallest 3 < w* < k—1
such that a. # (1 —r3)(Ay=4+1 — 1) satisfies 2% = (1 —rg)(A,41 — 1) for every 3 < z < w* — 1. By
the same argument made in the induction step, in j,~ we get

pw*—2+2Aw*+15w*—2+(1*27’2\ij*—3)mw* +2xw* +27]w*+17’o¢w* (1*R1>((1*7’2)Xw* —3*T2\Pw*—3)(1*mw* )md

= Py o F 28w 4180 o (120 W03 4200 4200 100, (L= R (1=72) Xoe 3 =73 W _3) (1=my,. Jmy

3
« \ _ Puwr—2 = Puwr—2

- Aw*+1(8w*72 — 85*72) + (xw* - CCw*) = B)

Since Ay 41(Swr—2 — Shw_o) + (Twx — The) € Z and [pl«_o — Pywr—2| < 1, it must be the case
Puw*—2 = Pi«_o. Note that z,» = (1 — ro)(Ay++1 — 1) since Ri_1 = 1. Hence, this leaves us with

N rhe+(1—175
(Sw*72 — S’LU**Q) + (]. - 7"2) = %

w*+1
Given (Syr—2 — 8k« _o)+ (1 —12) € Z and a7, + (1 —r3) # (1 — r3)A,+1+1 by construction and our
assumption for this subcase, it follows that w ¢ 7. Consequently, we have a contradiction
as the above equality is not possible. Further, since 3 < w* < k — 1 is the arbitrary smallest integer
assumed to satisfy z. # (1 — 73)(Ay«41 — 1), it follows that this holds for all such w*, meaning
this scenario does not ever occur as there does not exist such a w* under these assumptions.

Subcase 3: Let R = 1 and note that here we treat ji moves for all 3 < k < d. Then, C5 is being
defined by column transitions, and so z¥ = (1 — r3)(A,41 — 1) for all 3 < z < d. In particular,
there exists a smallest integer ¥ < w < d such that z,, # (1 — r3)(Aw+1 — 1). Observing that
my = =Mg_1,Mp=---=Mg=1—my,mj=---=mj_;andm} =---=mj;=1-—mj, in j;
we find
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(€4 DAz + (=24 m1 + 2ma(l —m1)) = (b + DAz + (=2 +my + 2mg(1 —m7))
my —mq

:>Z—€1: A
3

Noting that ¢ — {1 € Z and |m}; — mgq| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, it follows that mq = m},
meaning (ma,... ,mq) = (mf,... ,m}), and so £ = ¢1. Our results and assumptions in j, imply

ma + v+ 229 + 2(1 — ma)my + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)mq + mg(l —mq)))
=m5 + 71 + 225 + 2(1 —my)mi + 2((1 — my)mg — (1 — R)((1 — m3)my + my(1 —mj)))
-7

= (xg—mz)—md:T.

Following from (x2 — x3) — mg € Z and |y; — | < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = 7.
Noting that this implies x5 — 25 = my with mg € {0,1}, we see

max{ra, r5} — min{re, r5} = mgq

ri+ry  |re—r3 ro+rs  |ro—r3)
—t — _ —
( > T3 2 2 d

= |ro —ri| = mg.

To conclude our treatment of this subcase, we will need the following result that is analogous to
that required in the previous subcase.

We wish to show that for every smallest integer k < w < d such that x,, # (1 —r2)(Ayps1 — 1), it is
the case that , = (1—r9)(A,41—1) forall k < z < w—1 as we already have 2, = (1—r3)(A,4+1—1)
for all 3 < 2z <k —1 by our case assumption Ry = 0 and R;_; = 1. We proceed by induction on w :

Base Case 1: Let w = k. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that k <z <k —1.

Base Case 2: Let w = k + 1. Then, z = k and so noting that k < z < w and o™ > a1 > a,_1,
it follows that 7o, , = 1 = 14, and 7z = 1. Since for every 3 < y < k — 1, we know z, =
(1=r2)(Ays1 —1) and xy = (1 —73)(Ay41 — 1), observe that roWy._3 = ry and r3W; 5 = 73. Hence,
in j we get

Pr—2+ 2711852+ (1 — 2roWp_g)my + 22, + 204170, (1 — R1) (1 —r2) Xg—g — 1o Wr—3) (1 — mi)my

= Pi—2 T 2Ak 185 o+ (L= 25 W5 _g)my + 227 + 201700, (1= BY) (1= 72) X5 —r3 Wi _5) (1—mj)myg

pz_g — Pk—2

= Apy1(Sk—2 = sp_o) + (r3 — r2)mu + (wx — 23) + (1 = 2r2)(1 — mg)ma = )

Given Agt1(sk—2—s5_o) + (15 —ra)mp + (1, — x5) + (1 —2r2) (L —my)mg € Z and |pj_5 — pr—2| <1,
it must be the case py_2 = pj_,. Hence, observing that xj = (1 — r3)(Agy1 — 1) since R} = 1, we
are left with

e (1—r9)

Sp_9 —Sr_o)—(1—=13) =
(k2 k2) ( 2) Ak+1
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Noting that (s_2 —sj_o) — (1 —73) € Zand 1 —ry < x4+ (1 —r2) < Apy1 — 72 by construction, it
follows that z = (1 — ro)(Ags1 — 1).

Induction Step: Let k < w < d with 3 < k < d and d > 3 be such that 3 < w+ 1 < d so that
the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that z, = (1 — r9)(A, 41 — 1)
for all k£ < z < d when w = d, which is not possible as Ry = 0 and R;_; = 1 by assumption.
Further, assume that for every k <y <wand k < z<y—1, 2z, = (1 —r9)(A,41 — 1). We will
show our statement holds for & < w + 1 < d by showing x,, = (1 — r2)(Ay+1 — 1) as our induction
hypothesis already grants us z, = (1 — ro)(A.41 — 1) for all £k < z < w — 1. Hence, observing that
e = (1=713)(Apyr — 1) forall 3 < 2* < d, roWy_3 =13, r3V o =71} and 9y, , = 1 =14, since
a* > Qy > Qyy—1, 1N J,y, We have

Pw—2 +2Aw+1 Sw—2 + (1 _2r2\11w—3)mw +2$w +277w+17704w (1 _Rl)((l _TQ)XUI—?) _T2\Ilw—3)(1 _mw)md
= Pu—2t2Ahwq15y o+ (1=2r3 W0, _g)may+2270, + 20w +17a,, (1=RT) (1-715) X, _5—r3 ¥, _5) (1—my,)my

Diy—2 — Pw—2
- Aw+1(5w—2 - 521_2) + (T; - T2)mw + (zw - IZ,) + (1 - 2T2)(1 - mw)md = Mfw

Since Ay41(Sw_2—85_o)+ (15 —r2)My+ (T — k) + (1 —2r2) (L —my)my € Z and |pf_s —puw—2| <1,
it must be the case p,—2 = pf,_,. Hence, observing that z = (1 — r3)(Ay41 — 1) since R =1, we
are left with

Ty +(1—ry)

w— _ *_ _ 17 * —
(Sw—2 Sw 2) — ( 73) At

Following from (Sy—2— s _o)—(1—r3) € Zand 1 —ry <z, + (1 —12) < A1 — 2 by construction,

we conclude that we must have z,, = (1 —72)(Ayy1 — 1).

Thus, by the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, we see that for every smallest £k < w < d
such that z, # (1 —r2)(Aw+1 — 1), it is the case that for every k < z < w — 1 with £ < w < d,
Tr, = (1 — TQ)(AZ+1 — ].)

Now, we have that during all ji moves for 3 < k < d, it is the case that the smallest ¥ < w < d
such that x, # (1 — r2)(Ap+1 — 1) satisfies x, = (1 —ro)(A,y; — 1) forall k < z < w—1 by
the induction argument above. Further, x, = (1 —r3)(A,4+1 — 1) for all 3 < z < k — 1 by our as-
sumption Rp_; = 1. Hence, the same argument made in the induction step applies with a* > ay,—1,
at. = (1-73) (A1 —1) forall 3 < z* <dsince Rf = l,and my, = -+ = my, = -+~ =mg = |ra—7r3].
Given the slight difference in the component definition between j, for £ <y < d—1 and jq4, we case
on whether w = d:

Sub-subcase 1: Let w = d. Then, in this case, we obtain

Pw—2+ 280 118w—2 + (1 = 2roWoy_3)my, + 22 = pi o + 2A41180 o + (1 = 2r5U7 _)mi + 227

" " ey _ P2 = Puw-2
= Aw+1(8w—2 - Sw,Q) + (7“2 - Tg)mw + (-Tw - J,‘w) = M%

Following from A, 41(Sw—2 — s5_o) + (15 — 12)my + (v — ) € Z and |pf,_5 — puw—2| < 1 by

w—2
construction, we must have p,,_2 = pJ _5. This leaves us with
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Ty +(1—r9)

w— _ * _ 1 _ * —
(5 2 Sw—Q) ( T2) Aerl

Since (Sy—2 — $k_o) — (1 —73) € Z and x, # (1 — 72)(Aws1 — 1) by construction and our case
assumption, 7%:”’) & 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible. It now
follows that this scenario is impossible as the smallest w is also the largest it could be, in this case,

and so there does not exist such a w by the contradiction above.

Sub-subcase 2: Let kK < w < d. Then, z, = (1 —r3)(A,41 — 1) forall 3 < z < w —1 and z,, #
(I —7r2)(Apt1 —1), meaning a1 < a* < aq and 1,,,_, = 1 by the same reasoning as before. Since
R; =1, we know z%. = (1—73)(A,-11—1) for all 3 < z* < d. Now, observe that our assumptions on
xzyand 2% for 3 <z <w—1imply (1 —r9)Xy—3 = (1 —r2), 12Uz =1ro, (1 —13)X}_5=(1—73),
and r3U% o = ri. Recalling that m,, = |ro — 3|, Ry = 0 and R} = 1, all of the above in j,, yield

pw—2+2Aw+13w—2+(1 _2T2\I/u)—3)mu;+2$w+277w+177aw (1 _Rl)((l_r2)Xu:—3 _TQ\I’w—B)(l_mw)md

= Puy—ot2Auwi18,, o +(1=2r5 W0, 3)my,+220 421w 170, (1=RY) (1—r3) X5, 3=y Wy, 3)(1—my, )mg

* p*— — Pw—2
= Aupt1(Sw_2—55_ o)+ (r; —ra) + (0 —z}) = w?%

Since Ayy1(Sw—2 — 85_o) + (r5 —12) + (2 — k) € Z and |pf,_5 — puw—2| < 1 by construction, we
must have p,_2 = p},_,. So we now get

Ty +(1—ry)

w— _ * _ 1 _ * —
(5 2 511)—2) ( T2) Aerl

Following from (sy,—2 — s_5) — (1 —13) € Z by construction and x,, + (1 — r2) # (1 —r2)Ay41
by assumption, we have 7%:”) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not

possible. The above contradicts our assumption that £ < w < d — 1 was the smallest integer such
that x, # (1 —r2)(Aps1 — 1).

Further, since w was the arbitrary smallest and all components j for 3 < k < d — 1 are defined as
above, the above holds for all such w. So there is no such k < w < d—1. Now, if w = d, then by sub-
subcase 1 we conclude w # d as we get a contradiction. Having exhausted all possible k < w < d, we
conclude that there does not exist a smallest integer k¥ < w < d such that z,, # (1 —72)(Aws1 —1).
This means that the scenario we have considered never occurs.

Case 2: Focusing on moves along ji for 4 < k < d when d > 4 since j3 is not subject to normal
moves, either as < a* < ap_q or let ap_1 < o* < ag with Ry = 0 and Ri_1 = 0. Then, C; is
being defined by normal moves and so, in the case axy_1 < a* < ag4, there exists a smallest integer
3 <w <k —1such that x, # (1 — r2)(Ayy1 — 1).

Subcase 1: Assume that as < a® < ap_1 if this is already being assumed and otherwise assume
ap—1 < a* <oag, R =0and R} _; = 0. Now, observing that during all such moves m; = --- = my_1,
my=---=mg=1—mq and (m},... ,m}) = (ma,... ,mq), in j; we have

(L +1)As+ (=2 +m1 +2mg(1 —my)) = ({1 + 1Az + (=2 +m] + 2my(1 — m7))

= { =1/
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Hence, we know ¢ = ¢ and so our assumptions in js yield

mo + Yy + 2132 + 2(1 — mg)ml + 2((1 - ml)md — (1 — Rl)((l — mg)ml + md(l - ml)))
=my 4+ + 225+ 2(1 = mg)mi + 2((1 —mi)mg — (1 = RY)((1 — m3)mi +mg(1 —mj))
M=

= (xo—a5)+ (R1 — R))mg = DU

Since (zg — x3) + (R1 — RY)mg € Z and |71 — 7| < 1 by construction, it follows that v =, and so
xo — x5 = (Rf — R1)mg. If Ry = R}, then x9 = x5, meaning r, = 3.

To treat the first of the following sub-subcases, without loss of generality let Ry = 0 # 1 = R}. Since
¥ =1, note that this implies z}. = (1 —r3)(A,-41 — 1) for all 3 < z* < d. Then, z3 — x5 = mg,

z*

meaning |rq — 73| = my. We now case on a*:

Sub-subcase 1: Let ay < o < ag—1. Then, for all k < 2z < d, p,_2 =0 = pi_,, v, = 0 = zJ,
A,y =1, and consequently in j, we find

Pz—2+ Az+18z—2 +m, + 2z, = pz—2 + Az+152_2 + m: + 237;
= Sy_2 =S5 5.
Thus, for all £ < 2 < d, 5,0 = s5_,. Now, for 3 <y <k —1, let ay_1 < o™ < ay. Then, for all

y+1 < z < k—1, the argument above implies p,_o = 0 =p}_,, z, =0 =2z}, A,4; = 1, and

— o*
Sy_2 = 52—2'

Since 1 = 0 and we know z, = 0 = 2} for all y + 1 < 2z < d since ay_1 < o < ay, there exists
a smallest integer 3 < w < y such that z,, # (1 — 72)(Ayws1 — 1). We will show via induction on w
that it must then be the case that for all 3 <z <w —1,z, = (1 —r2)(A,11 — 1):

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement holds vacuously as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so our subcase results and assumptions in js yield

P1 + 2A481 + (1 - 27"2\1/0)77?,3 + 21‘3 + 277(13(1 - Rl)((l - T2)X0 - TQ\Ilo)(l - mg)md
=PI+ 28487 + (1 = 23 Wg)mg + 225 + 210, (1 = Ry)((1 - 72)Xg — ra W) (1 — mz)myg
pPi—n

= Au(s1 —s7) + (r5 —ro)ms + (3 — 25) + (1 — 2r2)(1 — m3)mg = —

Since A4(sy — s7) + (r5 — ra)ms + (x3 — 25) + (1 — 2r9)(1 — m3)mg € Z and |p; —p1| < 1 by
construction, it must be that p; = pj. This leaves us with

. o T3+ (1—rg)
(51— s — (1= rp) = -2 LT,

Given (s1 —s7)—(1—r3) €Zand 1 —ry <zg+ (1 —ry) < Ay — ry by construction, it follows that
T3 = (1 — Tg)(A4 — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 <w < ywith3 <y <k—1,4 <k <dandd > 4besuchthat 3 <w+1<yso
that the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that z, = (1—r2)(A,11—1)
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for all 3 < z < y when w = y, which is not possible as Ry = 0 and z, = (1 —73)(A.41 —1) =0
since A,y =1 for all y+1 < z < d by assumption. Further, assume that for every 3 < y* < w and
3<z<y*—1,z, = (1-r9)(A,+1—1). We will show our statement holds for 3 < w+1 < y by showing
Zyw = (1 = r9)(Aw+1 — 1) as our induction hypothesis already grants us x, = (1 — rg)(A,41 — 1) for
all 3 < z < w — 1. Hence, observing that z3. = (1 —r3)(A,«41 —1) for all 3 < z* < d, ro¥,,_3 = 7o,
(1 —r)Xpy—g=1=r2), 139 o =713, 1 —r3)X_ 5= (1-73) and 1y, , = 1 = 1q, since
a* > Qyy > Qgy—1, 1N J,y, We have

pw—2+2Aw+1Sw—2+(1 _2r2\11w—3)mw+2$w+27’]w+1no¢w (1 _Rl)((l _TQ)XUI—3 _TZ\IIw—?))(l_mw)md

= P2t 28w 18y ot (1=2r W5, _5)miy, +20, 420w 4 10a, (1= RY) (1=12) X5, _3—ra W, _5) (1—my,)myg

Dip—2 — Pw—2

= Ayt1(Sw_2 — Siy_o) + (15 — o) My + (24 — ) + (1 — 272) (1 — myy)mg = 5

Since Ay y1(Sw—2—8%_o)+(r5—ra)my+ (2w —a5)+(1=2r3) (1 —my)mg € Z and |pk,_g—puw—2| < 1,
it must be the case p,—2 = pl,_,. Consequently, recalling that o = (1—73)(Ay+1—1) since R =1,
we are left with

T+ (1 —12)

w—2 *)_ —(1-r3=
(Sw—2 = Sp_2) — ( T3) A

Following from (Sy—2— s _o)—(1—r3) € Zand 1 —ry <z, + (1 —1r2) < Ay 41 —r2 by construction,
we have that z,, = (1 —r2)(Ay41 — 1).

Thus, by the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, we have that for every smallest 3 < w <y
such that z,, # (1—7r2)(Ay+1—1), it is the case that for every 3 < z <w—1, 2, = (1—7r2)(A,11—1).

Now, given 3 <w < yand z, = (1 —r3)(A.41 — 1) for all 3 < z < w —1, we case on whether w =y
as the definitions of j, and j,« for 3 < y* < y differ slightly:

w—Case 1: Let w = y. Then, 74, = 0 and 74,,_, = 1 since ay_1 < o™ < oy and so in j, we find

Pw—2+ 280 118w—2 + (1 = 2roWo,_3)my, + 22 = pi o + 2A01180 o + (1 — 2r5U2 _)mi + 227

* * * ptuf _pw72
= Ayt1(Sw_2 — Siy_o) + (r5 —r2)my + (4 — z),) = 2#

Since Ay 11(Sw_2 — 85 _o) + (13 — ro)my + (4 — 1) € Z and |pf,_5 — pw—2| < 1, it must be the
case py_2 = pi,_o. Hence, observing that «f, = (1 —r3)(Ayy1 — 1) since R} = 1, we are left with

Ty + (L—1)

(8w72 - sw72) - (1 - ’1”2) = Aw+1

Given (sy—2—s_o)—(1—73) € Z and x,, # (1—r2)(Aypy1—1) by construction and our case assump-
tion, it follows that —%:”) & 7., giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not possible.

Since 3 < w < y and w = y, there does not exist 3 < w < y such that z,, # (1 — ro)(Ap+1 — 1).
Hence, we conclude that the scenario we have considered does not occur.

w—Case 2: Let 3 < w < y. Then, 1, =1 = Nq,_, since a* > ay_1 > a, > -1 and so by an
analogous argument as that made in the induction step, in j,, we have
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Pw—2 +2Aw+15w—2 + (1 *2T2\I’w—3)mw 4224 +277w+17704w (1 7R1)((1 7T2)Xw—3 77’2\11111—3)(1 7mw)md
= Pry—2t2Au 185, ot (1=2r3 05, _5)my, +227, 4200 410a,, (1-RT) (1—r3) X5, _3—r3 W5, _3) (1—my, )mg

* * * p;kvf _pu)72
= (Sw—2 = Sp_2)Awt1 + (13 —712) + (0 — 7)) = Qf

Since (Sw—2 — Sky_o)Awt1 + (15 —12) + (0 — 2},) € Z and |p},_5 — pw—2| < 1 by construction, we
must have p,,_s = p},_,. Noting that 7,41 = 1 since w < y, we get

Ty + (1 —13)
Aw+1 .

*

(Sw—2 = 83y_9) — (1 —13) = —

Following from (sy,—2 — sf_5) — (1 —13) € Z by construction and x,, + (1 — r2) # (1 — r2)Ay41

7%:”) ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is not

possible. The above contradicts our assumption that 3 < w < y was the smallest integer such that
Ty # (L =12)(Apt1 — 1).

by assumption, we have

Further, since w was the arbitrary smallest and all components j, for 3 < z < y are defined as above,
the above holds for all 3 < w < y and so there is no such w. Now, if w = y, then by sub-subcase 1
we conclude w # y as we get a contradiction. Having exhausted all possible 3 < w < y, we conclude
that there does not exist a smallest integer 3 < w < y such that x, # (1 — r2)(Ay41 — 1). This
means that the scenario we have considered never occurs.

Sub-subcase 2: Let ax—1 < o < aq, R} = 0, and Rj,_; = 0. Since ax_1 < o < ag4, note that
Ry =0 and Rix_1 = 0. Since Ry = R, our last equality in js implies x9 = x5, meaning ry = r3.

Subcase 2: Let R} = 1, meaning C» is being defined by column transitions and for all 3 < z < d,
xt = (1—7r3)(Az+1—1). By how we have defined column transitions to be dependent on 3 to dictate
the orientation of these moves, we must have a,_1 < o < aqy. Hence, let Ry = 0 and R,_1 = 0.
Then, there exists a smallest integer 3 < w < k — 1 such that x,, # (1 —72)(Ayp+1 — 1). Noting that
my = =M1, My =-=Mmg=1—m;,mj=---=mj_;andmj =---=mj=1-—m] =
(I —=7r3)mg+r3(1 —my), in j; we get

(0+1)As + (=2+m1 + 2ma(l —m1)) = (b + DAz + (=2 + m] + 2mg(1 — m7))
mj —mg

:>€—€1: A
3

Following from ¢ — ¢; € Z and |m} — my| < 1 with A3 > 4 by construction, we see that mg = mJ.
This implies

my—mg=0

= (—1)™r; =0.

The above gives us r; = 0. So we get (m],... ,m}) = (m1,... ,mq). Applying this to j2, we find

mo + v+ 29 + 2m1(1 — mg) + 2((1 — ml)md — (1 — Rl)((l — mg)ml + md(l — ml)))
=m5 + 71 + 225+ 2mi(1 —m3) + 2((1 — m7)mg — (1 — RY)((1 — m3)mi + mg(1 —m7)))
=7

= ($2—$§)—md=T-
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Given (zo—x3)—myg € Z and |y, —v| < 1 by construction, it follows that v = 41 and so xs —a3 = mg.
The last deduction implies mg = 7s.

We will now show that for every smallest 3 < w < k — 1, it is the case that for all 3 < z < w — 1,
z, = (1 —r2)(As41 — 1). Note that n,, = 1 since a* > ag_1 > @ > -1 > a.. We proceed by
induction on w:

Base Case 1: Let w = 3. Then, the statement holds true vacuously as there does not exist an integer
z such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let w = 4. Then, z = 3 and so in j3 we have

p1 4+ 2A481 + (1 — 27“2\1'0)m3 + 2x3 + 277&3(1 - Rl)((l — TQ)XQ — 7"2\110)(1 — mg)md
= pi + 2A4s] + (1 = 2r5W5)m3 + 225 + 200, (1 — RY)((1 — r3)X5 — r3¥5) (1 — m3)mg
o P — D1

= A4(s1 —87) —ramg + (x3 — 25) + (1 — 2r2)(1 — m3)mq 5

Since Ay(s1 — s7) —rams + (x3 — 2%) + (1 — 2r2)(1 — mg)mg € Z and |p; — p1| < 1 by construction,
it must be that p; = p]. This leaves us with

(51— s)— (1 —rg) = -2,

Given (s1 —s7)—(1—r3) € Zand 1 —ry < zg+ (1 —ry) < Ay — ry by construction, it follows that
T3 = (1 - Tg)(A4 — 1).

Induction Step: Let 3 < w < k—1 with 4 < k < d and d > 4 be such that 3 <w+1 < k—1 so that
the following makes sense to consider. Otherwise, we will have shown that z, = (1 —r2)(A,4; — 1)
for all 3 < z <k —1 when w = k — 1, which is not possible as Ry_1; = 0 by assumption. Further,
assume that for every 3 < y* <wand 3 <z <y*—1, 2, = (1 —r2)(A,41 — 1). We will show
our statement holds for 3 < w+ 1 < k — 1 by showing x,, = (1 — r2)(Ay+1 — 1) as our induction
hypothesis already grants us z, = (1 — r3)(A,+1 — 1) for all 3 < z < w — 1. Hence, observing that
e =(1—r5)(Apy1—1) forall 3 < z* <d, roWy_3 =719, (1 —12)Xy_3=(1—12), 75 =0, mqg =12
and 74, , = 1 = Na,, since a® > a,, > ay_1, in j,, we have

Pw—-2 +2Aw+1 Sw—2+ (1 _2T2\I/w73)mw +2$w +277w+177aw (1 _R1>((1 _T2>Xw73 _r2q]w73>(1 _mw)md
= Pu—2t2Auq1sy o+ (1=2r3 W0, _g)may,+2270, + 20w +17a,, (1=R7) (1=75) X, =3 ¥, _5) (1—my,)myg

_ Puw—2 = Puw-2

= Aut1(Sw—2 — 85 _9) — ramy + (T — ) + (1 — 2r2) (1 — my)myg 5

Since A1 (Sw—a — 8% _o) — romy + (T — 23) + (1 — 2r2)(1 — my)myg € Z and |pf,_o — pw—2| < 1,
it must be the case p,—2 = pf,_,. Hence, observing that z = (1 — r3)(Ay41 — 1) since R =1, we
are left with

T +(1—1r9)

w— _ *_ _ 17 * —
(Sw—2 — Sp—2) — ( 73) Awir

Following from (sy_2—s8%_o)—(1—r3) € Zand 1 —r3 <z, + (1 —r2) < A,11 —ro by construction,
we conclude that z,, = (1 —72)(Ap41 — 1).
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Thus, by the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, we have that for every smallest 3 <
w < k — 1 such that z,, # (1 — r3)(Ays1 — 1), it is the case that for every 3 < z < w — 1,
T, = (1 — Tg)(AZ+1 — 1)

Now, during every ji move for 4 < k < d, we see that for the smallest integer 3 < w < k — 1 such
that 2, # (1 — r2)(Ayy1 — 1), our induction argument above implies that for all 3 < z < w — 1,
2, = (1 —r9)(A,11 — 1). By an analogous argument to that made in the induction step with
Nay = 1 = Na,, , SiNce & > ap_1 > qy > yy—1, In j,, We see

Pw—2 +2Aw+15w—2 + (1 *2r2\pw—3)mw +2zw +27]w+17704u, (1 *Rl)((l *TQ)Xw—S *7'2\1/10—3)(1 *mw)md

= P2t 28w 15y, ot (1=2r3 W5, _3)muy, 227, 420w 4170, (1= RY) ((1=r3) X5, _3—ra W, _3)(1—my,)mg

* * p*, — Pw—2
= Aupt1(Sw_2 — 85_9) —Tamy + (T — x5) + (1 — 27r2) (1 — My )mg = M%
Given Ay41(Sw—2 — Sky_o) — ramy + (X — x) + (1 — 2r2) (1 — my)mg € Z and |pl,_5 — pw—2| < 1,
it must be the case py,_2 = p},_,. Hence, observing that z}, = (1 —r3)(Ay11 — 1) since R} =1, we
are left with

_xw + (1 _T2>

(8w72 - Sw72) - (1 - T2) = Aw+1

Since (Sy—2 — Sk_o) — (1 —713) € Z and z,, # (1 — 72)(Aw+1 — 1) by construction and our case
T+ (1—72)
Avwi
not possible. Further, since 3 < w < k — 1 is the arbitrary smallest integer assumed to satisfy
Zw 7 (1 —72)(Ayy1 — 1), we have that this holds for all such w. Thus, this scenario never occurs as

such a w does not exist under these assumptions.

assumption, it follows that — ¢ 7, giving us a contradiction as the above equality is

Case 3: Let Ry = 1. Then, C] is being defined by column transitions along ji for 3 < k < d, and so
we must have ai_1 < o* < ay4. Further, we know that z, = (1 — r3)(A,41 — 1) for all 3 < 2z < d.
In this case, we only need to consider when C5 is being defined by column transitions as the other
subcases follow by symmetric arguments as before.

Hence, let R} = 1 so that % = (1 —r3)(A.41 — 1) for all 3 < z < d, and observe that during such
moves my = -+ = My_1, Mg = --- =mg =1 —mq and (m},... ,m}) = (1 — |[r5 —ro|)m1 + |r5 —
rol(1 —my), ..., (1 —|r5 —ro))ma + |rs — r2|(1 — mgq)). Applying this to ji, we get

L+ 1)As+ (=24+m1 +2ma(1 —mq)) = (b1 + D)As + (=2 +m7 + 2mj(1 —m7}))

mh—myg
= (-4 =<
1 A,
Since £ — {1 € Z and |m}; —mgq| < 1 with A3z > 4 by construction, it follows that mg = m}, meaning
¢ =1V and (mq,... ,mq) = (m],... ,m}). Note that this implies 7 = r3. In js, our last deduction
yields

mo + v 4 229 4+ 2my (1 — ma) + 2((1 — m1)mg — (1 — R1)((1 — ma)my + mq(l —my)))
=m3 + 71 + 223 + 2mi(1 —m3) + 2((1 — my)my — (1 — R})((1 — m3)m] +my(1 —m7)))

= m_gg;:%;v.
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Given 2o — 23 € Z and |y; —v| < 1 by construction, it must be the case v = v and so zo = 3,
meaning o = 5 as we previously deduced.

To conclude our treatment of all cases where we did not arrive at a contradiction in this set com-
parison case, we would like to bring to the attention of the reader that in said cases we ended with
the following results: ¢ = (1, (m1,... ,mq) = (m],...,m}), ¥y =, x2 = x5 and ro = rj. Further,
note that during these cases, it was also the case that Ry = R} and Ry«_1 = Rj._; for 3 < k* <d
and ay < a® < aq as applicable for a given j; move for 1 < k <d.

Since we showed that for all as < a* < a4 having equalities with Ry # R} (and Rx_1 # R;_, when
applicable) would lead to contradictions, we may safely assume the following as necessary: Ry = R7,
Ri»_1 =Ry for 3<k* <d,L=41, (m1,...,mq)=(m},...,m}), vy =1, 2 =5 and ro = rj.

These assumptions make it so that we are considering the same type of move in C; and Cy as
applicable based on k and a*. Since our assumptions are such that the moves along ji for 1 < k <d
are indistinguishable in our equalities, we will case on ay_; < o* < ay for 3 < y < d and consider
any jr moves as applicable.

Letting ay—1 < o < oy, for 3 <y < d, we case on whether 3<z<y—-lory<z<d:

z—Case 1: Let 3 < z <y — 1. Then, for all j,, our assumptions imply that 7., = 1 = n,,_, since
a* > ay_1 >0, > 0,1 and n,11 =1since z <y—1<d.

We now set out to show that for all 3 <y < d and 3 < z <y — 1, our assumptions give us x, = ¥,
Dz—2 =Pi_o, and s,_o = 55_5. We proceed by induction on y:

Base Case 1: Let y = 3. Then, the statement is vacuously true as there does not exist an integer z
such that 3 < z < 2.

Base Case 2: Let y = 4. Then, z = 3, meaning 7o, = 1 = 7a,, and so our assumptions in j3 yield

p1+ 2A4S1 + (1 — 2r2\110)m3 + 223 + 277a3(1 — Rl)((l — TQ)XO — TQ\I/())(l — mg)md
=p] +2A4sT + (1 = 2r3U5)ms + 225 + 210, (1 — B (1 — r3)XG — r3¥5) (1 — m3)m}
_ Pl — D1

= A4(s1 —s7) + (zg —23) = 5

Since Ay(s1 — s7) + (3 — %) € Z and |p; — p1| < 1 by construction, it must be that p; = p}. This
leaves us with
Th — 13
§1— s8] =32
1 1 A4
Given s; — s € Z and |z} — z3] < A4 — 1 by construction, it follows that x3 = 23 and so s; = s7.

Induction Step: Let 3 <y < d and d > 3 be such that 3 < y+1 < d so that the following makes sense
to consider. Further, assume that for every 3 < y* <yand3 <z <y*—1,p,_2 =pi_,, x, = 23, and
Sz—2 = s,_o. We will show our statement holds for 3 <y +1 < d by showing p,_2 = pj_», T, = 7},
and s,_a = s;,_, as our induction hypothesis already grants us p,_o = p_o, 2, = z7 and s,_» = s7_,
for all 3 < 2z <y — 1. Hence, observing that roW, 3 = r3Wy 5, (1 —13)X, 3 = (1 —r3)X;_5 and
Nay_y = 1 = Na, since a® > o, > ay_1, in j, we have
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py_2+2Ay+1sy_2+(172r2\11y_3)my+2:cy+277y+1n%(1le)((lfTQ)Xy_ger\Ily_g)(lfmy)md
=Py_ot2Ay115, o+ (1=2r30)_5)my 4225 420y 4100, (1 - RY) (1 —13) Xy _5 =130 _3)(1—my)my

Py—2 —Py2

= Ayt1(sy—2 —sy_0) + (¥y — 7)) = 5

Since Ay11(sy—2 — 559

v—2) + (vy — ;) € Z and |p;_5 — py—2| < 1, it must be the case p, 2 = p;_,.
Hence, we are left with

*

Following from s, 5 —sy_, € Z and |z —x,| < A, 41 —1 by construction, we conclude that z,, = x}

— *
and so sy_2 = sy_o.

Thus, by the Principle of Strong Mathematical Induction, we have that for every 3 < y < d and
3<z<y—1,itis the case that p,_2 =p%_,, ., =2} and 5,2 = s;_, when a1 < a* < ay.

Now, focusing on all applicable moves along j; for 3 < k < d and o1 < a* < a, our induction
argument above gives us that for all 3 <y < dand 3 <z <y -1, p,_9 =p}_ 5, z, = x} and
Sy—9 = 85_o.

z—Case 2: Let y < z < d. Recalling from the previous z—case that x,« = 3. for all 3 < z* <y —1,
we know in particular ¥, 5 = W7 5. Since ay—1 < o < ay, it follows that p, = 0 = p] and
z, =0 =2a} forall y+1 < z < d. Observe that our observations above, along with ro = r3,
Na,_, = 1 and 1o, = 0, in j, yield

Py—2+ 281182+ (1 = 2raWy _3)my, + 22, = py o +2A, 118, o + (1 = 2r3W; _3)my + 2z

p;72 - py72

= Ayt1(sy—2 — sy 0) + (¥y — 7)) = 5

*

Since Ayy1(sy—2 — s;_o
Hence, we are left with

)+ (vy —xy) € Z and |p;_5 — py—2| < 1, it must be the case p, 2 = pj_».

*_

Y
AZH-l

x Ty

* p—
Sy—2 — S3,172 -

Following from s, 5 —sy_, € Z and |z —x,| < Ay 41 —1 by construction, we conclude that z,, = x}
and so s,_p = 8272. At this point, we have p,_o =p}_ o, 2, =2} and s,_o = s;_, forall 3 < z <y.

Note that p,_o =0=p}_5, A;q1=1land 2z, =0=2z} forall y+1 < z < d since a,_1 > ay > ™.
Hence, to conclude our treatment of this set comparison case, we must show s,_o = si_, for all
y+1 <z <d. Observing that 7o, =0 =14, , since a, > ;1 > ay >a*, fory+1<2<din j,
we obtain

Doz +A 15, o+ m, +21, = Pi_z + A2+152—2 + m: + 2962

*
= S;-2=3S8,_o.
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Consequently, for all y +1 < 2 <d, s,_2 = s%_,.

With this, for d > 3 and a; < o < a4, we have shown that C; and C3 share an edge if
and only if (mi,...,mq) = (mj,...,m}) from the same start vertex, which is if and only if

Gy = Cf,%t,plm,m Dd—2,5d—2 th%,thpi"SI,m D08 Co.

Thus, for all a; < a* < ag with d > 2, C; and C5 share an edge if and only if C; = (s, proving
Proposition 17.

Combining the proofs of Propositions 15, 16 and 17, we have our proof of Theorem 14.

7.2 Proof of all Cycles being of the Same Length:

Here, we will show that all cycles defined by the edge set for the Lock-and-Key Decomposition are
of the same length. We will assume the presence of the parameters ¢,v,t,p1,51,... ,Pd—2,Sd—2 as
applicable based on the dimension d of the torus of the form

c,0cC,0c,0---0C, .

Then, it suffices to show, for each a*—case of a given dimension case, that the cycles must all be
of the same length given the number of edges defining the torus, the number of possible cycles, and
our previous result that all cycles are edge-disjoint.

This will lead to the following result:

Theorem 18 FEuvery cycle defined by the General Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s set is of length
d—2
d—gdkljo A3, without distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges along each di-

mension.

Proof: Let d € ZZ? and a; < o* < ag4. Note that the number of edges defining the torus of the
form presented above is

d
k=1

Given our last result established that the cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition are
edge-disjoint, all we must show is that they are of the same length given the number of cycles de-
fined and the number of edges in the torus to assign to each one.

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, only the parameters ¢ and - are present. Note that n3 = 0.
We now further case on a*:

a*—Case 1: Let a* = ;. Then, A; =0, As = 0, and A3 = 2. So we see that there are 1%13 =%
choices for £ and 2 for -, meaning that all cycles must be of length
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d

d
=5 sz:222.
2 k=1

a*—Case 2: Let a1 < a* < ag. Then, A =1. Ay =0, and Az = 2(by + 1). From this, we get that
there are ;—13 = m choices for £ and 2 for ~, giving us that all cycles must be of length

d d
2(bi+1) 7 k=1

a*—Case 3: Let a* = ag. Then, Ay = 1, A, = 1, and A3 = z;. Noting that there are ;—13 =1
choices for ¢ and 2 for ~, we have that all cycles are of length

d 1 21%
122

Ilzk2<).

1-2 2 2

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, the parameters ¢,~,t,p1,S1,...,P4—2, and sq_o are all
present as applicable based on d. We case on o*:

a*—Case 1: Let a* = 7. Then, A} =0,As =0,A3 =2, 73 =1,and n,, =0forall2 <k <d-1.

Consequently, we see that there are 1% = % choices for £, 2 for v, 2 for ¢, 1 for each p;, for all
1<k<d-2 ;T24 = 2 for 5; and zﬁls = z;41 choices for each s; for all 2 < j < d — 2, we find

that all cycles are of length

d
d H Zk
k=1 = dzd.

d—1
Zégz . 22 H 2k
k=3

a*—Case 2: Let oy < o* < ag. Then, A; =1, Ay =0, A3 =2(b; + 1), n3 =1, and n,, =0 for all
2 < k <d—1. Hence, it follows that there are ;—13 = m choices for ¢, 2 for v, 1 for ¢, 1 for each
pr forall 2 <k <d—2 and Z”;g = zj41 for each s; for all 1 < j < d — 2, and so all cycles are of
length

d
d H Zk
jista
30 11) 2 kl;ls “k

a*—Case 3: Let o =ap. Then, A} =1, Ay =1, A3 =21,n3=1,and n,, =0forall2 <k <d-1.
Now, we observe that there is g—; = 1 choice for ¢, 2 for v, 1 for ¢, 1 for each p; for all 2 < k < d—2,

and i",“ = z;41 for each s; for all 1 < j < d — 2. These observations tell us that all cycles are of
J+3
length

d
d H Zk
k=1 _ dz1z4
d—1 9
2 H Zk
k=2
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a*—Case 4: Let a1 < a* <apfor3<k<d Then, Ay =1=As, As=21,N0, =" =Nap_, =

1, and 94, , = -+ = Na, = 0. So we have that there is ;—2 = 1 choice for ¢, 2 for v, 1 for ¢, 2 for
each p; for all 1 < j <k —2, 1 for each p; for all Ek—1<j<d-2, 224;13 =1 for each s; for all
1<j<k-3, QXk:1:2(bik L forsk 2, 3:zj+1 for each s; forall k —1 <35 <d-2.

The above tells us that all cycleb must be of length

d
d ] 2z
j=1 ’ dzd bp—1+1 H .
9.9k—2 . _ Zk-1 2h=2 a
’ Q(bk 1+1 H Z]

From the above and the definition of Aj43 for 0 < k < d — 2, we conclude that all cycles defined by
the Lock-and-Key decomposition’s edge set definition are of length

dZd H Agys.

Towards showing that the cycles in the decomposition of the underlying torus correspond to cycles
decomposing the subdivided torus and are all of the same length with lengths of the desired form,
we must show that the same number of edges are used along every dimension in defining a given
cycle. This is an important consideration as otherwise having cycles of the same length decomposing
an underlying torus would not translate to cycles decomposing the corresponding subdivided torus
using cycles with all of the same length.

To see that our cycles indeed have the desired properties, we can observe that in all of our major
sets the fundamental components of the cycles they define, illustrated in the discussion of the ma-
jor sets of the Lock-and-Key decomposition, are defined by the same number of edges along every
dimension. In particular, we mean that every edge belongs to a path of length d with exactly one
edge coming from each dimension and each path is a member of an edge-disjoint decomposition of
the given cycle into paths as can be seen by parsing a given cycle by every d edges. From this, we
get that the resulting cycle has the same number of edges along every dimension, revealing another
way in which the Lock-and-Key decomposition is symmetric.

Hence, dividing all a*-case lengths by the corresponding dimension d, we have that every cycle
defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition has

- d—2
1 2Zd 2d
g'TH Arva = 5 [ Awss
k=0 k=0
edges along each dimension.

Now, let n € Z* and a = 2" + --- + 2% with i; > --- > ig = 0. All that remains is to show that in
all cases, the cycles decomposing the torus

Czl U Czd U sz 0.-.. g Czd—l = C2n2i1+1_i1 O Co2n O C2n2i2+1_i2 a-... g C2n2id,1+1iid71

are of length a - 2%. Note that in each case we will be making use of Proposition 1 with each edge
coming from C; counting as 2% edges for all 1 < j < d to distinguish between partitioned and
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non-partitioned edges. Lastly, assume that a and oy for 1 < k < d are as in the remark made
following the Lock-and-Key Decomposition’s edge set definition.

Dimension Case 1: Let d = 2. Then, a = 2% 4+ 2% and so we proceed by casing on a:

a—Case 1: Let a = a1 = 2n. Recalling that all cycles are of length 225 in this case, we get that all

cycles are of length
2

Zzﬂij =q-22" =¢q- 2%

j=1

when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

a—Case 2: Let a3 < a < as. Noting that all cycles are of length 2z9(by + 1) with by =27 — 1,
we find that all cycles are of length

2
> z(by +1)29 =a- 22207 =g 2%
j=1

when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

a—Case 3: Let @ = ag = 2an — (i1 + 1). Observing that all cycles are of length 2(z122/2) in this
case, we deduce that all cycles are of length

2
221222ij_1 = g cgn2t i g g g2an—(ii+l) — g . 9o
j=1
when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

Dimension Case 2: Let d > 3. Then, a = 2 + - . + 2%, Below we case on « once again:

a—Case 1: Let « = a; = 2n. Invoking the result from before that all cycles are of length dzg in
this case, we have that all cycles are of length

d
szQ“ =q-22"=¢q.2¢
=1

when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

a—Case 2: Let a; < a < ag. Given that all cycles are of length dz4(by + 1) and by = 2%7% — 1,
we have that all cycles are of length

d
> zalby +1)29 =22 227" =g 2%
j=1
when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

a—Case 3: Let a = ay = 2(2" + 1)n — (i; + 1). Following from our result that all cycles are of
length dz;24/2, we conclude that all cycles are of length
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d
§ led2ij*1 — g . 2n211+1,i1 . 22n —a- 22(2’1 +1)n7(i1+1) —a- 2a
=1

when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

a—Case 4: Let a1 < a < ay for all 3 <k < d. Given all cycles are of length

dzq(b +1)
a(br—1 sz

T ok—2
k=2
and by = 2971 — 1 with ag_y = Y [n25T! — ;] 4 2n — (k — 2), we conclude that all cycles
j=1
are of length
d k—2 k=27 )
(b 1)2% > |n2tttt i,
Z l kgit z =a-2%" .20 k-1=(k=2) 9= [ ) =aqa-2°
j=1 t=1

when distinguishing between partitioned and non-partitioned edges.

Thus, we have that @24, can be decomposed into cycles of length a - 2% for all

d
n<a<2mn—(d—1)=) i
k=1

Open Problem: The current question of great interest to us moving forward is hence the following:

Under what set of necessary-and-sufficient conditions can Qa4 be decomposed into cycles of length

a- 2% for
d

2an — (d—1) — Zik < a < 2an — [logy(a)]

k=1
when d > 3, where n > 1 and @ > 3 is an odd integer with at least three powers of two in its
binary representation. The author believes the explicit cycle decompositions obtained here using
the longest cycles defined by the Lock-and-Key decomposition reveal a derivative decomposition
method by which Q2,, as an a-fold @3, Cartesian product can be decomposed into cycles of the
remaining lengths. This would be leveraging the fact that there are the same number of edges along
each dimension of the torus since the Cartesian product is being taken against cycles all of the same
length. Consequently, in contrast to the anchored product setting, there is more freedom in the
kinds of symmetries one can introduce into the cycle definition as all edges are weighted equally,
allowing for further continuation of the cycles.
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