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Abstract. On the Boolean domain, there is a class of symmetric signa-
tures called “Fibonacci gates” for which a beautiful P-time combinatorial
algorithm has been designed for the corresponding Holant problems.
In this work, I give a combinatorial view for Holant(F) problems on a
domain of size 3 where F is a set of arity 3 functions with inputs taking
values on the domain of size 3 and the functions share some common
properties. The combinatorial view can also be extended to the domain
of size 4.
Specifically, I extend the definition of “Fibonacci gates” to the domain
of size 3 and the domain of size 4. Moreover, I give the corresponding
combinatorial algorithms.

Keywords: Holant problem · Combinatorial algorithm · Higher domain.

1 Introduction and background

In a lot of fields in computer science, machine learning and statistical physics,
counting problems play a role. Holant problems encompass a broad class of count-
ing problems [1,2,7,8,10,12,16,17,19,23,24,25]. This framework extends edge-coloring
models [21,22] while the latter is when the constraint functions are symmetric.
These problems also extend counting constraint satisfaction problems (a.k.a.
CSP). It was proved that some prototypical Holant problems including count-
ing perfect matchings, cannot be expressed as vertex-coloring models known as
graph homomorphisms [14,18]. The complexity classification program of count-
ing problems is to classify the computational complexity of these problems.

A Holant problem on a domain of size D is defined on a graph G = (V,E)
where V,E represent the set of vertices and edges respectively. In our context,
edges are variables and vertices are constraints. Given a set of constraint func-
tions F defined on D, a signature grid Ω = (G, π) assigns to each vertex v ∈ V a
function (a.k.a. signature) fv ∈ F . The goal is to compute the following partition
function

HolantΩ =
∑

σ:E→D

∏
v∈V

fv

(
σ|E(v)

)
.

σ is each edge assignment and the summation contains in total |E|D many
assignments. E(v) are edges incident to vertex v. The computational problem
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is denoted by Holant(F). Specifically, on the Boolean domain, it is over all
{0, 1}-edge assignments. On the domain of size 3, it is over all {R,G,B}-edge
assignments, signifying three colors Red, Green and Blue. And for size 4, it is
over all {R,G,B,W}-edge assignments. On the Boolean domain, if every vertex
has the Exact-One function (which evaluates to 1 if exactly one incident edge
is 1, and evaluates to 0 otherwise), then the partition function gives the number
of perfect matchings. As another example, on domain size k, if every vertex has
the All-Distinct function, then the partition function calculates the number
of valid k-edge colorings.

A Holant∗ problem is a class of Holant problems where we assume all the
unary signatures are freely available. In other words, Holant∗ considers function
sets containing all unary functions. Holant∗(F) = Holant(F ∪ U) where we
denote by U the set of all unary functions.

A symmetric signature is a function that is invariant under any permutation
of its variables. The value of such a signature depends only on the numbers of
each domain assigned to its input variables (i.e., edges). The number of variables
is its arity; unary, binary, ternary signatures have arities 1, 2, 3 respectively. We
denote a symmetric ternary signature g on a domain of size 3 by a “triangle”
consisting of 10 numbers:

g3,0,0
g2,1,0 g2,0,1

g1,2,0 g1,1,1 g1,0,2
g0,3,0 g0,2,1 g0,1,2 g0,0,3

where gi,j,k is the value on inputs having i Red, j Green and k Blue. Similarly, we
denote a symmetric ternary signature g on a domain of size 4 by a “tetrahedron”:

g3,0,0,0

g2,0,1,0

g1,0,2,0

g0,0,3,0

g2,1,0,0

g1,2,0,0

g0,3,0,0

g2,0,0,1

g1,0,0,2

g0,0,0,3g0,0,2,1
g0,0,1,2

g0,1,2,0

g0,2,1,0
g0,2,0,1

g0,1,0,2

g1,1,1,0
g1,1,0,1

g1,0,1,1

g0,1,1,1

For the classification of counting CSP, researchers have made a lot of progress [3]
[4,5,13]. Also, for Holant problems, [6,11,15] are some of the milestone works.
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Specifically, in [9], “Fibonacci gates” is firstly proposed and studied on the
Boolean domain. However, studying Holant problems on higher domains is par-
ticularly challenging. There are few existing works on higher domains. Among
them, one is [11], in which a dichotomy for Holant∗(f) is proved where f is a
ternary complex symmetric function on domain size 3. Another piece of work is
[6] which investigates some higher domain problems including κ-edge coloring
and derives some dichotomies. Another one is [20] which proves some Holant
dichotomies on domains 3 and 4 in restricted settings.
Essentially, people only have scratched a little of higher domain classification
programs and there are still many unknowns to explore.
My contribution In this paper, I focus on problems on domain sizes 3 and 4
while this time I am more interested in problems with the “Fibonacci” feature. I
explore the quintessential nature of such specific signatures. I define “ General-
ized Fibonacci Gates” on higher domains (Definitions 1 and 2), show that those
problems are tractable and deliver our combinatorial algorithms (Theorems 1
and 2). With these new exploration and discovery, I conjecture that there are
Fibonacci Gates and the associated P-time algorithms on all higher domains.

2 Fibonacci Gates on a domain of size 3

By an orthogonal holographic transformation [24], a domain 3 ternary symmetric
signature is tractable when it is of the form g = α⊗3+β⊗3+γ⊗3 where α, β, γ ∈
C3 are mutually orthogonal to each other (specifically, Tg = ae⊗3

1 + be⊗3
2 + ce⊗3

3

is tractable, for some a, b, c ∈ R and T is an orthogonal matrix). Viewing α =
(α1, α2, α3)

T , β = (β1, β2, β3)
T , γ = (γ1, γ2, γ3)

T , I show that we can w.l.o.g. find
i ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that αiβiγi ̸= 0. Otherwise, it’s easy to prove that either one
of α, β, γ is a 0 vector in which case the problem is reducible to a lower domain,
or, with some permutation of the three domains, α = c(1, 0, 0)T , c ̸= 0 and β, γ
both have the form of (0, ∗, ∗)T and the original signature g is domain separable,
also reducible to a lower domain and we have the corresponding dichotomies.

Therefore, it suffices to consider a signature of the form

g = p
[
1
a
b

]⊗3

+ q
[
1
c
d

]⊗3

+ r
[
1
e
f

]⊗3

where 
ac+ bd = −1

ae+ bf = −1

ce+ df = −1

(1)

And g can be written as (here I denote by gi,j,k the value of g when i incident
edges are assigned color RED and j edges GREEN and k edges BLUE.)

g3,0,0
g2,1,0 g2,0,1

g1,2,0 g1,1,1 g1,0,2
g0,3,0 g0,2,1 g0,1,2 g0,0,3
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where 

g3,0,0 = p+ q + r g2,1,0 = pa+ qc+ re

g2,0,1 = pb+ qd+ rf g1,2,0 = pa2 + qc2 + re2

g1,1,1 = pab+ qcd+ ref g1,0,2 = pb2 + qd2 + rf2

g0,3,0 = pa3 + qc3 + rf3 g0,2,1 = pa2b+ qc2d+ re2f

g0,1,2 = pab2 + qcd2 + ref2 g0,0,3 = pb3 + qd3 + rf3

(2)

Consider each “medium-sized” triangle with depth 2 consisting of 6 num-
bers over the 10 signature values of g, i.e.,

gi,j,k
gi−1,j+1,k gi−1,j,k+1

gi−2,j+2,k gi−2,j+1,k+1 gi−2,j,k+2

There are in total 3 such triangles. It can be proved directly that there exist four
parameters s, x, y, t such that

gi−2,j+2,k = gi,j,k + sgi−1.j+1,k + xgi−1,j,k+1

gi−2,j+1,k+1 = xgi−1,j+1,k + ygi−1,j,k+1

gi−2,j,k+2 = gi,j,k + ygi−1,j+1,k + tgi−1,j,k+1

(3)

and s, x, y, t are independent of p, q, r. Moreover, they satisfy sy+xt+1 = x2+y2.

The coefficients could be written in a “triangular” way below:
1

s x
0

x y
1

y t

Simply speaking, for each “medium-sized” triangle of the shape
*

* *
* * *

(6

signature values among the total of 10), the three signature values of the bottom
line have a linear relationship with other three values on the top through s, x, y, t.
In fact, in the settings above,

x = −bdf

y = −ace

s = ace+ a+ c+ e

t = bdf + b+ d+ f

(4)

It’s easy to see that

sy + xt+ 1 = −ace(ace+ a+ c+ e)− bdf(bdf + b+ d+ f) + 1

= −ace(ace− a(ce+ df)− c(ae+ bf)− e(ac+ bd))

−(ac+ bd)(ae+ bf)(ce+ df)

= ace(2ace+ adf + cbf + ebd) + bdf(2bdf + bce+ dae+ fac)

−(ac+ bd)(ae+ bf)(ce+ df)

= (ace)2 + (bdf)2

= x2 + y2.
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Similarly, we can verify that the equations of x, y, s, t represented by a, b, c, d, e, f
satisfy the linear recurrence relation 3.
Another important thing is that if we find such s, x, y, t, we can then recover

the orthogonal matrix

1 1 1
a c e
b d f

 by calculating the corresponding a, c, e. In fact,

from Equation 1 and Equation 4, we get that

x2 = (bdf)2 = (−1− ac)(−1− ae)(−1− ce)

= −((ace)2 + (a+ c+ e)ace+ (ac+ ae+ ce) + 1)

= −y2 + (s+ y)y − (ac+ ae+ ce)− 1

Let X = −y = ace, Y = s+y = a+c+e, Z = −x2−y2+(s+y)y−1 = ac+ae+ce,
we know that a, c, e are the three roots of equation

t3 − Y t2 + Zt−X = 0.

Definition 1. We call a domain 3 symmetric signature g (arity ≥ 2) a gen-
eralized Fibonacci gate (with parameter s, x, y, t where sy + xt + 1 = x2 + y2)
if 

gi−2,j+2,k = gi,j,k + sgi−1.j+1,k + xgi−1,j,k+1

gi−2,j+1,k+1 = xgi−1,j+1,k + ygi−1,j,k+1

gi−2,j,k+2 = gi,j,k + ygi−1,j+1,k + tgi−1,j,k+1

∀i, 2 ≤ i ≤ arity(g). Specifically, any unary signature is a Fibonacci gate.
A set of signatures F is called generalized Fibonacci if for some s, x, y, t ∈

C, sy + xt + 1 = x2 + y2, every signature in F is a generalized Fibonacci gate
with parameters s, x, y, t.

Theorem 1. On a domain of size 3, for any finite set of generalized Fibonacci
gates F , the Holant problem Holant(F) is computable in polynomial time.

Proof. If Γ1, Γ2, ..., Γk are the connected components of a graph Γ , then

HolantΓ =

k∏
j=1

HolantΓj
.

So we only need to consider connected graphs as inputs.
Suppose Γ has n nodes and m edges. First we cut all the edges in Γ . A node

with degree d can be viewed as an F-gate with d dangling edges. Now step by
step we merge two dangling edges into one regular edge in the original graph,
until we recover Γ after m steps. We prove that all the intermediate F-gates still
have generalized Fibonacci signatures with the same parameters s, x, y, t, and at
every step we can compute the intermediate signature in polynomial time. After
m steps we get Γ as an F-gate with no dangling edge; the only value of its
signature is the Holant value we want. To carry this out, we only need to prove
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Fig. 1. First operation

Fig. 2. Second operation

that it is true for one single step. There are two cases, depending on whether
the two dangling edges to be merged are in the same component or not. These
two operations are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2.

In the first case, the two dangling edges belong to two components before
their merging (Figure 1). Let F have dangling edges y1, y2, ..., yr, z and G have
dangling edges yr+1, ..., yr+w, z

′. After merging z and z′, we have a new F-gate
H with dangling edges y1, ..., yr+w. Inductively the signatures of F and G are
both generalized Fibonacci gates with the same parameters s, x, y, t. We show
that this remains so for the resulting F-gate H.

We first prove that H is symmetric. We only need to show that the value
of H is unchanged if the values of two inputs are exchanged. Because F and G
are symmetric, if both inputs are from {y1, ..., yr} or from {yr+1, ..., yr+w}, the
value of H is clearly unchanged. Suppose one input is from {y1, ..., yr} and the
other is from {yr+1, ..., yr+w}. By the symmetry of F and G we may assume
these two inputs are y1 and yr+1. Thus we will fix an arbitrary assignment for
y2, ..., yr, yr+2, ..., yr+w, and we want to show H(u, y2, ..., yr, v, yr+2, ..., yr+w) =
H(v, y2, ..., yr, u, yr+2, ..., yr+w) where u, v ∈ {R,G,B}.

We will suppress the fixed values y2, .., yr, yr+2, ..., yr+w and denote

Fuz = F (u, y2, ..., yr, z)

Gvz = G(v, yr+2, ..., yr+w, z)

Huv = H(u, y2, ..., yr, v, yr+2, ..., yr+w).
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Then by the definition of Holant, Huv = FuRGvR + FuGGvG + FuBGvB , u, v ∈
{R,G,B}. To make the notation simpler, we use subscript {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} to
represent {RR,RG,RB,GG,GB,BB} respectively now. We also use Mij to
denote FiGj .

Because F is a generalized Fibonacci gate with parameters s, x, y, t, we have
F4 = F1 + sF2 + xF3, F5 = xF2 + yF3, and F6 = F1 + yF2 + tF3. Similar for G.
Then we have the following

HRG = FRRGGR + FRGGGG + FRBGGB = F1G2 + F2G4 + F3G5

= F1G2 + F2(G1 + sG2 + xG3) + F3(xG2 + yG3)

= M12 +M21 + sM22 + xM23 + xM32 + yM33

HGR = FGRGRR + FGGGRG + FGBGRB = F2G1 + F4G2 + F5G3

= F2G1 + (F1 + sF2 + xF3)G2 + (xF2 + yF3)G3

= M12 +M21 + sM22 + xM23 + xM32 + yM33

So HRG = HGR. Similarly we can prove Huv = Hvu for other u, v ∈ {R,G,B}.
Hence H is symmetric. We thus can use 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 as subscripts for H too.

Now we show that H(y1, ..., yr+w) is also a generalized Fibonacci gate with
parameters s, x, y, t. Since we have proved that H is symmetric, we can choose
any two input variables to prove it being Fibonacci. Again, we choose y1 and
yr+1. (This assumes that y1 and yr+1 exist, i.e., F and G are not unary functions.
If either one of them is unary, the proof is just as easy.) For any fixed values of
all other variables, we have

H1 = HRR = FRRGRR + FRGGRG + FRBGRB = F1G1 + F2G2 + F3G3

= M11 +M22 +M33

H2 = HRG = FRRGGR + FRGGGG + FRBGGB = F1G2 + F2G4 + F3G5

= F1G2 + F2(G1 + sG2 + xG3) + F3(xG2 + yG3)

= sM22 + yM33 + (M12 +M21) + x(M23 +M32)

H3 = HRB = FRRGBR + FRGGBG + FRBGBB = F1G3 + F2G5 + F3G6

= F1G3 + F2(xG2 + yG3) + F3(G1 + yG2 + tG3)

= xM22 + tM33 + (M13 +M31) + y(M23 +M32)

H4 = HGG = FGRGGR + FGGGGG + FGBGGB = F2G2 + F4G4 + F5G5

= F2G2 + (F1 + sF2 + xF3)(G1 + sG2 + xG3) + (xF2 + yF3)(xG2 + yG3)

= M11 + (s2 + x2 + 1)M22 + (x2 + y2)M33

+s(M12 +M21) + x(M13 +M31) + x(s+ y)(M23 +M32)

H5 = HGB = FGRGBR + FGGGBG + FGBGBB = F2G3 + F4G5 + F5G6

= F2G3 + (F1 + sF2 + xF3)(xG2 + yG3) + (xF2 + yF3)(G1 + yG2 + tG3)

= x(s+ y)M22 + y(x+ t)M33 + x(M12 +M21)

+y(M13 +M31) + (1 + sy + xt)M23 + (x2 + y2)M32

= x(s+ y)M22 + y(x+ t)M33 + x(M12 +M21) + y(M13 +M31)

+(x2 + y2)(M23 +M32)
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(Here we use the condition that x2 + y2 = sy + xt+ 1.)

H6 = HBB = FBRGBR + FBGGBG + FBBGBB = F3G3 + F5G5 + F6G6

= F3G3 + (xF2 + yF3)(xG2 + yG3) + (F1 + yF2 + tF3)(G1 + yG2 + tG3)

= M11 + (x2 + y2)M22 + (y2 + t2 + 1)M33

+y(M12 +M21) + t(M13 +M31) + y(t+ x)(M23 +M32)

Using the relation of s, x, y, t (i.e., sy+xt+1 = x2+y2), we can easily prove
that H4 = H1 + sH2 + xH3, H5 = xH2 + yH3, H6 = H1 + yH2 + tH3.

Next we consider the second case, where the two dangling edges to be merged
are in the same component (Figure 2). Obviously, the signature for the new gate
H is symmetric. If F below is the signature before the merging operation,

F1

F2 F3

F4 F5 F6

F7 F8 F9 F10

F11 F12 F13 F14 F15

......

then the signature after the merging operation is H below

F1 + F4 + F6

F2 + F7 + F9 F3 + F8 + F10

F4 + F11 + F13 F5 + F12 + F14 F6 + F13 + F15

......

Such an operation preserves the linear recurrence. It follows that H is also
a generalized Fibonacci gate with parameters s, x, y, t, and the signature has
already been computed.

3 Fibonacci Gates on a domain of size 4

We now move on to domain 4. Similarly, through an orthogonal transformation,
we know that a ternary domain 4 symmetric signature is tractable when it is
of the form g = α⊗3 + β⊗3 + γ⊗3 + δ⊗3 where α, β, γ, δ ∈ C3 are mutually
orthogonal to each other. Let α = (α1, α2, α3, α4)

T , β = (β1, β2, β3, β4)
T , γ =

(γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4)
T , δ = (δ1, δ2, δ3, δ4)

T . Like on domain 3, we focus on the case that
there is some i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} such that αiβiγiδi ̸= 0. By renaming the i-th domain
to be the first domain, we can assume α1β1γ1δ1 ̸= 0. Then it has the form of

g = q

[
1
t1
t2
t3

]⊗3

+ r

[
1
t4
t5
t6

]⊗3

+ s

[
1
t7
t8
t9

]⊗3

+ t

[
1
t10
t11
t12

]⊗3

(5)

where the four vectors are orthogonal to each other and qrst ̸= 0.
Figure 3 shows a domain 4 signature whose four domains are {R,G,B,W}

respectively. Here we denote by gw,x,y,z the value of g when w incident edges
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g3,0,0,0

g2,0,1,0

g1,0,2,0

g0,0,3,0

g2,1,0,0

g1,2,0,0

g0,3,0,0

g2,0,0,1

g1,0,0,2

g0,0,0,3g0,0,2,1
g0,0,1,2

g0,1,2,0

g0,2,1,0
g0,2,0,1

g0,1,0,2

g1,1,1,0
g1,1,0,1

g1,0,1,1

g0,1,1,1

Fig. 3. g

are assigned color RED, x edges GREEN, y edges BLUE and z edges WHITE.
Similar to domain 3 signatures, if it is defined by Equation 5, then there exist
10 parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p such that in each “medium-sized” tetra-
hedron (i.e., depth-2 tetrahedron) consisting of 10 numbers in “3 layers”,

gw−2,x+2,y,z = gw,x,y,z + agw−1,x+1,y,z + bgw−1,x,y+1,z + cgw−1,x,y,z+1

gw−2,x,y+2,z = gw,x,y,z + dgw−1,x+1,y,z + egw−1,x,y+1,z + fgw−1,x,y,z+1

gw−2,x,y,z+2 = gw,x,y,z + hgw−1,x+1,y,z + igw−1,x,y+1,z + jgw−1,x,y,z+1

gw−2,x+1,y+1,z = bgw−1,x+1,y,z + dgw−1,x,y+1,z + pgw−1,x,y,z+1

gw−2,x+1,y,z+1 = cgw−1,x+1,y,z + pgw−1,x,y+1,z + hgw−1,x,y,z+1

gw−2,x,y+1,z+1 = pgw−1,x+1,y,z + fgw−1,x,y+1,z + igw−1,x,y,z+1

(6)

and the 10 parameters also satisfy
ad+ be+ cf + 1 = b2 + d2 + p2

dh+ ei+ fj + 1 = f2 + i2 + p2

ha+ ib+ jc+ 1 = h2 + c2 + p2

p3 − (bi+ cf + dh+ 1)p+ bfh+ cdi = 0

(7)

The coefficients could be written as in Figure 4. It’s a top view of six tetra-
hedra each consisting of 4 values. Three of them have a 1 on top and three of
them have a 0 on top. Each of these tetrahedra corresponds to a linear rela-
tionship mentioned in Equation 6. For example, the bottom tetrahedron is the
one with a “1” on top and a, b, c at the bottom. This corresponds to the linear
relation gw−2,x+2,y,z = gw,x,y,z + agw−1,x+1,y,z + bgw−1,x,y+1,z + cgw−1,x,y,z+1

in Equation 6. Moreover, the “dot product” (i.e., sum of element-wise product)
of every two different tetrahedra with a 1 on top is equal to the “dot product”
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e f i j

d

b

a

c

hp

1 0 1

0 0

1

Fig. 4. Parameters of domain 4 fibonacci gate

of the tetrahedron (with a 0 on top) between the two with itself. For exam-
ple, in Figure 4, for tetrahedron indicated by 1, d, e, f and tetrahedron indicated
by 1, h, i, j, the tetrahedron between them is the one indicated by 0, p, f, i, and

⟨
[

1
d
e
f

]
,

[ 1
h
y
j

]
⟩ = ⟨

[ 0
p
f
i

]
,

[ 0
p
f
i

]
⟩ is one of the first three equations in 7. Last but not

least, there is a cubic equation regarding the center parameter p in Equation 7,
p3 − (bi+ cf + dh+ 1)p+ bfh+ cdi = 0.

It’s worth mentioning that there are also another 3 quadratic relationships
(Equation 8) among the parameters, however, with some calculation, they are
incorporated in Equation 7.

ap+ bf + ci = bc+ dp+ ph

bh+ di+ pj = cp+ pf + hi

cd+ pe+ hf = bp+ df + pi

(8)

In Figure 4, basically Equation 8 says that the “dot product” of each “corner
tetrahedron” and the one in the opposite direction is equal to the “dot product” of
the two “side tetrahedra”. For example, the first equation shows that tetrahedron
1, a, b, c dot producting with tetrahedron 0, p, f, i produces the same result as
tetrahedron 0, b, d, p dot producting with 0, c, p, h. These 3 relations will be useful
when we prove the combinatorial algorithm later.

In this way, the 10 parameters have in total four constraints 7 and so the
degree of freedom is 6 which is the same as that of a matrix whose four columns

are orthogonal to each other written in


1 1 1 1
t1 t4 t7 t10
t2 t5 t8 t11
t3 t6 t9 t12

. With the 10 parameters
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satisfying Equation 7, we can form uniquely a n-arity domain 4 signature from
the “top” 4 signature values, i.e., gn,0,0,0, gn−1,1,0,0, gn−1,0,1,0, and gn−1,0,0,1.

Similar to domain 3, we have the following definition of Fibonacci gates and
a corresponding tractable theorem. We leave the verbose proof in Appendix.

Definition 2. We call a domain 4 symmetric signature g (arity ≥ 2) a gener-
alized Fibonacci gate (with parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p which satisfy Equa-
tion 7) if it satisfies Equation 6 ∀w, 2 ≤ w ≤ arity(g). Any unary signature is
also a Fibonacci gate.

A set of signatures F is called generalized Fibonacci if for some a, b, c, d, e,
f, h, i, j, p ∈ C which satisfy Equation 7, every signature in F is a generalized
Fibonacci gate with parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p.

Theorem 2. On a domain of size 4, for any finite set of generalized Fibonacci
gates F , the Holant problem Holant(F) is computable in polynomial time.
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Appendix

We give the proof of Theorem 2 here.

Proof. If Γ1, Γ2, ..., Γk are the connected components of a graph Γ , then

HolantΓ =

k∏
j=1

HolantΓj .

So we only need to consider connected graphs as inputs.
Suppose Γ has n nodes and m edges. First we cut all the edges in Γ . A node

with degree d can be viewed as an F-gate with d dangling edges. Now step by step
we merge two dangling edges into one regular edge in the original graph, until
we recover Γ after m steps. We prove that all the intermediate F-gates still have
generalized Fibonacci signatures with the same parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p,
and at every step we can compute the intermediate signature in polynomial time.
After m steps we get Γ as an F-gate with no dangling edge; the only value of its
signature is the Holant value we want. To carry this out, we only need to prove
that it is true for one single step. There are two cases, depending on whether
the two dangling edges to be merged are in the same component or not.

These two operations are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2.
In the first case, the two dangling edges belong to two components before

their merging (Figure 1). Let F have dangling edges y1, y2, ..., yr, z and G have
dangling edges yr+1, ..., yr+w, z

′. After merging z and z′, we have a new F-gate
H with dangling edges y1, ..., yr+w. Inductively the signatures of F and G are
both generalized Fibonacci gates with the same parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p.
We show that this remains so for the resulting F-gate H.

We first prove that H is symmetric. We only need to show that the value
of H is unchanged if the values of two inputs are exchanged. Because F and G
are symmetric, if both inputs are from {y1, ..., yr} or from {yr+1, ..., yr+w}, the
value of H is clearly unchanged. Suppose one input is from {y1, ..., yr} and the
other is from {yr+1, ..., yr+w}. By the symmetry of F and G we may assume
these two inputs are y1 and yr+1. Thus we will fix an arbitrary assignment for
y2, ..., yr, yr+2, ..., yr+w, and we want to show H(u, y2, ..., yr, v, yr+2, ..., yr+w) =
H(v, y2, ..., yr, u, yr+2, ..., yr+w) where u, v ∈ {R,G,B,W}.

We will suppress the fixed values y2, .., yr, yr+2, ..., yr+w and denote

Fuz = F (u, y2, ..., yr, z)

Gvz = G(v, yr+2, ..., yr+w, z)

Huv = H(u, y2, ..., yr, v, yr+2, ..., yr+w).

Then by the definition of Holant, Huv = FuRGvR + FuGGvG + FuBGvB +
FuWGvW , u, v ∈ {R,G,B,W}. To make the notation simpler, we use subscript
{0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9} to represent {RR,RG,RB,RW,GG,GB,GW,BB,BW,
WW} now. We also use Mij to denote FiGj now.
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Because F is a generalized Fibonacci gate with parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h,
i, j, p, we have

F4 = F0+ aF1 + bF2 + cF3

F7 = F0+ dF1 + eF2 + fF3

F9 = F0+ hF1 + iF2 + jF3

F5 = bF1 + dF2 + pF3

F6 = cF1 + pF2 + hF3

F8 = pF1 + fF2 + iF3

Similar for G. Then we have the following

HRG = FRRGGR + FRGGGG + FRBGGB + FRWGGW

= F0G1 + F1G4 + F2G5 + F3G6

= F0G1 + F1(G0 + aG1 + bG2 + cG3)

+F2(bG1 + dG2 + pG3) + F3(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

= M01 +M10 + aM11 + dM22 + hM33

+b(M12 +M21) + c(M13 +M31) + p(M23 +M32)

HGR = FGRGRR + FGGGRG + FGBGRB + FGWGRW

= F1G0 + F4G1 + F5G2 + F6G3

= F1G0 + (F0 + aF1 + bF2 + cF3)G1

+(bF1 + dF2 + pF3)G2 + (cF1 + pF2 + hF3)G3

= M01 +M10 + aM11 + dM22 + hM33

+b(M12 +M21) + c(M13 +M31) + p(M23 +M32)

So HRG = HGR. Similarly we can prove Huv = Hvu for other u, v ∈ {R,G,B,W}.
Hence H is symmetric. We thus can use 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 as subscripts for
H too.

Now we show that H(y1, ..., yr+w) is also a generalized Fibonacci gate with
parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p. Since we have proved that H is symmetric, we
can choose any two input variables to prove it being Fibonacci. Again, we choose
y1 and yr+1. (This assumes that y1 and yr+1 exists, i.e., F and G are not unary
functions. If either one of them is unary, the proof is just as easy.) For any fixed
values of all other variables, we have

H0 = HRR

= FRRGRR + FRGGRG + FRBGRB + FRWGRW

= F0G0 + F1G1 + F2G2 + F3G3

= M00 +M11 +M22 +M33
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H0 is the evaluation of Huv where u and v both take color R. For the rest, sim-
ilarly, the notations are introduced above and the equations below also explain
that clearly.

H1 = HRG

= FRRGGR + FRGGGG + FRBGGB + FRWGGW

= F0G1 + F1G4 + F2G5 + F3G6

= F0G1 + F1(G0 + aG1 + bG2 + cG3)

+F2(bG1 + dG2 + pG3) + F3(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

= aM11 + dM22 + hM33 + (M01 +M10)

+b(M12 +M21) + c(M13 +M31) + p(M23 +M32)

H2 = HRB

= FRRGBR + FRGGBG + FRBGBB + FRWGBW

= F0G2 + F1G5 + F2G7 + F3G8

= F0G2 + F1(bG1 + dG2 + pG3)

+F2(G0 + dG1 + eG2 + fG3) + F3(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

= bM11 + eM22 + iM33 + (M02 +M20)

+d(M12 +M21) + p(M13 +M31) + f(M23 +M32)

H3 = HRW

= FRRGWR + FRGGWG + FRBGWB + FRWGWW

= F0G3 + F1G6 + F2G8 + F3G9

= F0G3 + F1(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

+F2(pG1 + fG2 + iG3) + F3(G0 + hG1 + iG2 + jG3)

= cM11 + fM22 + jM33 + (M03 +M30)

+p(M12 +M21) + h(M13 +M31) + i(M23 +M32)

H4 = HGG

= FGRGGR + FGGGGG + FGBGGB + FGWGGW

= F1G1 + F4G4 + F5G5 + F6G6

= F1G1 + (F0 + aF1 + bF2 + cF3)(G0 + aG1 + bG2 + cG3)

+(bF1 + dF2 + pF3)(bG1 + dG2 + pG3)

+(cF1 + pF2 + hF3)(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

= M00 + (1 + a2 + b2 + c2)M11

+(b2 + d2 + p2)M22 + (c2 + p2 + h2)M33

+a(M01 +M10) + b(M02 +M20) + c(M03 +M30)

+(ab+ bd+ cp)(M12 +M21) + (ac+ bp+ ch)(M13 +M31)

+(bc+ dp+ ph)(M23 +M32)
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H5 = HGB

= FGRGBR + FGGGBG + FGBGBB + FGWGBW

= F1G2 + F4G5 + F5G7 + F6G8

= F1G2 + (F0 + aF1 + bF2 + cF3)(bG1 + dG2 + pG3)

+(bF1 + dF2 + pF3)(G0 + dG1 + eG2 + fG3)

+(cF1 + pF2 + hF3)(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

= (ab+ bd+ cp)M11 + (bd+ de+ pf)M22 + (cp+ pf + ih)M33

+b(M01 +M10) + d(M02 +M20) + p(M03 +M30)

+(1 + ad+ be+ cf)M12 + (b2 + d2 + p2)M21

+(ap+ bf + ci)M13 + (bc+ pd+ hp)M31

+(bp+ df + pi)M23 + (cd+ pe+ hf)M32

= (ab+ bd+ cp)M11 + (bd+ de+ pf)M22 + (cp+ pf + ih)M33

+b(M01 +M10) + d(M02 +M20) + p(M03 +M30)

+(b2 + d2 + p2)(M12 +M21) + (bc+ pd+ hp)(M13 +M31)

+(bp+ df + pi)(M23 +M32)

Here in the expression of H5, the last equivalence is by Equations 7 and 8.

H6 = HGW

= FGRGWR + FGGGWG + FGBGWB + FGWGWW

= F1G3 + F4G6 + F5G8 + F6G9

= F1G3 + (F0 + aF1 + bF2 + cF3)(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

+(bF1 + dF2 + pF3)(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

+(cF1 + pF2 + hF3)(G0 + hG1 + iG2 + jG3)

= (ac+ bp+ ch)M11 + (bp+ df + pi)M22 + (ch+ pi+ hj)M33

+c(M01 +M10) + p(M02 +M20) + h(M03 +M30)

+(ap+ bf + ci)M12 + (bc+ dp+ ph)M21

+(1 + ah+ bi+ cj)M13 + (c2 + p2 + h2)M31

+(bh+ di+ pj)M23 + (cp+ pf + hi)M32

= (ac+ bp+ ch)M11 + (bp+ df + pi)M22 + (ch+ pi+ hj)M33

+c(M01 +M10) + p(M02 +M20) + h(M03 +M30)

+(bc+ dp+ ph)(M12 +M21) + (c2 + p2 + h2)(M13 +M31)

+(cp+ pf + hi)(M23 +M32)

Similarly, in the expression of H6, the last equivalence is by Equations 7 and 8.
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H7 = HBB

= FBRGBR + FBGGBG + FBBGBB + FBWGBW

= F2G2 + F5G5 + F7G7 + F8G8

= F2G2 + (bF1 + dF2 + pF3)(bG1 + dG2 + pG3)

(F0 + dF1 + eF2 + fF3)(G0 + dG1 + eG2 + fG3)

+(pF1 + fF2 + iF3)(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

= M00 + (b2 + d2 + p2)M11 + (1 + d2 + e2 + f2)M22

+d(M01 +M10) + e(M02 +M20) + f(M03 +M30)

+(bd+ de+ fp)(M12 +M21) + (bp+ df + pi)(M13 +M31)

+(dp+ ef + fi)(M23 +M32) + (p2 + f2 + i2)M33

H8 = HBW

= FBRGWR + FBGGWG + FBBGWB + FBWGWW

= F2G3 + F5G6 + F7G8 + F8G9

= F2G3 + (bF1 + dF2 + pF3)(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

+(F0 + dF1 + eF2 + fF3)(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

+(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)(F0 + hF1 + iF2 + jF3)

= (bc+ dp+ ph)M11 + (dp+ ef + fi)M22 + (ph+ fi+ ij)M33

+p(M01 +M10) + f(M02 +M20) + i(M03 +M30)

+(bp+ df + pi)M12 + (cd+ pe+ hf)M21

+(bh+ di+ pj)M13 + (cp+ pf + hi)M31

+(1 + dh+ ei+ fj)M23 + (p2 + f2 + i2)M32

= (bc+ dp+ ph)M11 + (dp+ ef + fi)M22 + (ph+ fi+ ij)M33

+p(M01 +M10) + f(M02 +M20) + i(M03 +M30)

+(bp+ df + pi)(M12 +M21) + (cp+ pf + hi)(M13 +M31)

+(p2 + f2 + i2)(M32 +M23)

Similarly, in the expression of H8, the last equivalence is by Equations 7 and8.
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H9 = HWW

= FWRGWR + FWGGWG + FWBGWB + FWWGWW

= F3G3 + F6G6 + F8G8 + F9G9

= F3G3 + (cF1 + pF2 + hF3)(cG1 + pG2 + hG3)

+(pF1 + fF2 + iF3)(pG1 + fG2 + iG3)

+(F0 + hF1 + iF2 + jF3)(G0 + hG1 + iG2 + jG3)

= M00 + (c2 + p2 + h2)M11 + (p2 + f2 + i2)M22

+(1 + h2 + i2 + j2)M33

+h(M01 +M10) + i(M02 +M20) + j(M03 +M30)

+(cp+ pf + hi)(M12 +M21) + (ch+ pi+ hj)(M13 +M31)

+(ph+ fi+ ij)(M23 +M32)

Consider H0 + aH1 + bH2 + cH3, in fact,

H0 + aH1 + bH2 + cH3

= M00 + (1 + a2 + b2 + c2)M11

+ (1 + ad+ be+ cf)M22 + (1 + ah+ bi+ cj)M33

+ a(M10 +M01) + b(M20 +M02) + c(M03 +M30)

+ (ab+ bd+ cp)(M12 +M21)

+ (ac+ bp+ ch)(M13 +M31)

+ (ap+ bf + ci)(M23 +M32)

= M00 + (1 + a2 + b2 + c2)M11

+ (b2 + d2 + p2)M22 + (c2 + p2 + h2)M33

+ a(M10 +M01) + b(M20 +M02) + c(M03 +M30)

+ (ab+ bd+ cp)(M12 +M21)

+ (ac+ bp+ ch)(M13 +M31)

+ (bc+ dp+ ph)(M23 +M32)

where the last equivalence is by Equations 7 and 8, and the final value is just
H4

Similarly, we easily prove the linear relations between H5, H6, . . . ,H9 and
H0, H1, H2, H3 and conclude that H also satisfies the relation 6 with the same
suite of parameters.

Next we consider the second case, where the two dangling edges to be merged
are in the same component (Figure 2). Obviously, the signature for the new gate
H is symmetric. If F in Figure 5 is the signature before the merging operation,
then the signature after the merging operation is H as in Figure 6. Note that
both figures can be extended downward following the relations.

Such an operation preserves the linear recurrence. It follows that H is also
a generalized Fibonacci gate with parameters a, b, c, d, e, f, h, i, j, p, and the sig-
nature has already been computed.
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F0

F2

F7

F16

F1

F4

F10

F3

F9

F19F17
F18

F13

F11
F12

F15

F5

F6
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F14

Fig. 5. Signature F . It can be extended downward (having more layers).

F0 + F4 + F7 + F9

F2 + F11 + F16 + F18

F1 + F10 + F13 + F15

F3 + F12 + F17 + F19

Fig. 6. Signature H. It can be extended downward (having more layers).
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