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TWO PROVER PERFECT ZERO KNOWLEDGE FOR MIP*
KIERAN MASTEL"? AND WILLIAM SLOFSTRA'?

ABSTRACT. The recent MIP* = RE theorem of Ji, Natarajan, Vidick, Wright,
and Yuen shows that the complexity class MIP* of multiprover proof systems
with entangled provers contains all recursively enumerable languages. Prior work
of Grilo, Slofstra, and Yuen [FOCS ’19] further shows (via a technique called
simulatable codes) that every language in MIP* has a perfect zero knowledge
(PZK) MIP* protocol. The MIP* = RE theorem uses two-prover one-round
proof systems, and hence such systems are complete for MIP*. However, the
construction in Grilo, Slofstra, and Yuen uses six provers, and there is no obvious
way to get perfect zero knowledge with two provers via simulatable codes. This
leads to a natural question: are there two-prover PZK-MIP* protocols for all of
MIP*?

In this paper, we show that every language in MIP* has a two-prover one-
round PZK-MIP* protocol, answering the question in the affirmative. For the
proof, we use a new method based on a key consequence of the MIP* = RE the-
orem, which is that every MIP* protocol can be turned into a family of boolean
constraint system (BCS) nonlocal games. This makes it possible to work with
MIP* protocols as boolean constraint systems, and in particular allows us to use
a variant of a construction due to Dwork, Feige, Kilian, Naor, and Safra [Crypto
’92] which gives a classical MIP protocol for 3SAT with perfect zero knowledge.
To show quantum soundness of this classical construction, we develop a toolkit
for analyzing quantum soundness of reductions between BCS games, which we
expect to be useful more broadly. This toolkit also applies to commuting oper-
ator strategies, and our argument shows that every language with a commuting
operator BCS protocol has a two prover PZK commuting operator protocol.

1. INTRODUCTION

In an interactive proof protocol, a prover tries to convince a verifier that a string
x belongs to L. Interactive proof systems can be more powerful than non-interactive
systems; famously, the class IP of interactive proofs with a polynomial time verifier
and a single prover is equal to PSPACE [Sha92], and the class MIP with a polynomial
time verifier and multiple provers is equal to NEXP [BEL90]. In this latter class,
the provers can communicate with the verifier, but are assumed not to be able to
communicate with each other. The proof systems used in are very efficient,
and require only two provers and one-round of communication. Interactive proof
systems also allow zero knowledge protocols, in which the prover demonstrates that
x € L without revealing any other information to the verifier. As a result, interactive
proof systems are important to both complexity theory and cryptography. The
first zero knowledge proof systems go back to the invention of interactive proof

systems by Goldwasser, Micali, and Rackoff [GMRS5], and every language in MIP
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admits a two-prover one-round perfect zero knowledge proof system by a result
of Ben-Or, Goldwasser, Kilian, and Wigderson [BOGKWSS|. Perfect means that
absolutely no information is revealed to the verifier, in contrast to statistical zero
knowledge (in which the amount of knowledge gained by the verifier is small but
bounded), or computational zero knowledge (in which zero knowledge relies on some
computational intractability assumption).

Since the provers in a MIP protocol are not allowed to communicate, it is natu-
ral to ask what happens if they are allowed to share entanglement. This leads to
the complexity class MIP*, first introduced by Cleve, Hoyer, Toner, and Watrous
[CHTWO04]. Entanglement allows the provers to break some classical proof systems
by coordinating their answers, but the improved ability of the provers also allows
the verifier to set harder tasks. As a result, figuring out the power of MIP* has been
difficult, and there have been successive lower bounds in [KKM™11, TKMO09, TV12,
Vid16l, [Vid20, [Ji16, NV18b, Jil7, NV18al [FJVY19]. Most recently (and spectacu-
larly), Ji, Natarajan, Vidick, Wright, and Yuen showed that MIP* = RE, the class
of languages equivalent to the halting problem [JNV*22b]. Reichardt, Unger, and
Vazirani also showed that MIP* is equal to the class QMIP*, in which the verifier is
quantum, and can communicate with the provers via quantum channels [RUV13].
On the perfect zero knowledge front, Chiesa, Forbes, Gur, and Spooner showed that
every language in NEXP (and hence in classical MIP) has a perfect zero knowl-
edge MIP* proof system, or in other words belongs to PZK-MIP* [CFGS22|. Grilo,
Slofstra, and Yuen show that all of MIP* belongs to PZK-MIP* [GSY19].

Combining PZK-MIP* = MIP* with MIP* = RE shows that there are one-round
perfect zero-knowledge MIP* proof systems for all languages that can be reduced
to the halting problem, a very large class. However, the construction in [GSY19]
is involved. The idea behind the proof is to encode a circuit for an arbitrary MIP
verifier in a “simulatable” quantum error correcting code, and then hide informa-
tion from the verifier by splitting the physical qubits of this code between different
provers. The resulting proof systems in [GSY19] require 6 provers, and because the
core concept of the proof is to split information between provers, bringing this down
to 2 provers (as can be done with perfect zero-knowledge for MIP) seems to require
new ideas.

The purpose of this paper is to show that all languages in MIP* do indeed have
two-prover one-round perfect zero knowledge proof systems. Specifically, we show
that:

Theorem 1.1. Every language in MIP* (and hence in RE) admits a two-prover
one-round perfect zero knowledge MIP* protocol with completeness probability ¢ = 1
and soundness probability s = 1/2, in which the verifier chooses questions uniformly
at random.

The idea behind the proof is to use the output of the MIP* = RE theorem, rather
than encoding arbitrary MIP*-protocols. The proof that MIP* = RE in [JNV22D)]
is very difficult, but requires only two-prover one-round proof systems. Natarajan
and Zhang have sharpened the proof to show that these proof systems require only a
constant number of questions, and polylog length answers from the provers [NZ23].
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This shows that MIP* = AM*(2), the complexity class of languages with two-prover
MIP*-protocols in which the verifier chooses their messages to the prover uniformly
at random. A one-round MIP or MIP* proof system is equivalent to a family of
nonlocal games, in which the provers (now also called players) are given questions
and return answers to a verifier (now also called a referee), who decides whether to
accept (in which case the players are said to win) or reject (the players lose). In
both [INV™22b| and [NZ23], the games are synchronous, meaning that if the players
receive the same question then they must reply with the same answer, and admit
what are called oracularizable strategies. As we observe in this paper, one-round
MIP* proof systems in which the games are synchronous and oracularizable are
equivalent to the class of BCS-MIP* proof systems, which are one-round two-prover
proof systems in which the nonlocal games are boolean constraint system (BCS)
games. In a boolean constraint system, two provers try to convince the verifier that
a given BCS is satisfiable. BCS games were introduced by Cleve and Mittal [CM14],
and include famous examples of nonlocal games such as the Mermin-Peres magic
square [Mer90l [Per90]. Boolean constraint systems are much easier to work with
than general MIP* protocols, so rather than showing that every MIP* protocol
can be transformed to a perfect zero knowledge protocol, we prove Theorem [L.1]
by showing that every BCS-MIP* protocol can be transformed to a perfect zero
knowledge protocol. As we explain at the end of Section Bl when combined with
the MIP* = RE theorem this gives an effective way to transform any MIP*-protocol
(including protocols with many provers and rounds) into a perfect zero knowledge
BCS-MIP* protocol.

One way to transform a BCS-MIP* protocol to a perfect zero-knowledge protocol
is to use graph colouring games, which are famous examples of perfect zero knowl-
edge games. Classically, every BCS instance can be transformed to a graph such
that the graph is 3-colourable if and only if the BCS is satisfiable. Ji has shown
that every BCS can be transformed to a graph such that the original BCS game has
a perfect quantum strategy if and only if the 3-colouring game for the graph has
a perfect quantum strategy [Jil3] (see also [Har23]). Using the techniques in this
paper, it is also possible to show that this transformation preserves soundness of
BCS-MIP* protocols, and hence that every BCS-MIP* protocol can be transformed
to a MIP* protocol based on graph colouring games. Unfortunately graph colouring
games are only perfect zero knowledge against honest verifiers, so this construction
does not give a perfect zero knowledge protocol for dishonest verifiers. Instead,
we use another classical transformation due to Dwork, Feige, Kilian, Naor, and
Safra [DFK'92|, which takes every 3SAT instance to a perfect zero-knowledge MIP
protocol. We show that a modest variant of this construction remains perfect zero
knowledge in the quantum setting, and preserves soundness of BCS-MIP* protocols.
In both the original argument and our argument, it is necessary for soundness to
work with BCS-MIP protocols with small (meaning log or polylog) question length.
In the classical setting, BCS-MIP with log question length is equal to NP, so the
construction in [DFK™92| only shows that NP is contained in PZK-MIP, rather than
all of NEXP. In the quantum setting, BCS-MIP* with polylog question length is
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equal to MIP* and this construction suffices to prove perfect zero knowledge for any
MIP* protocol — an interesting difference in what techniques can be used between
the classical and quantum setting.

In general, it’s a difficult question to figure out if a classical transformation of
constraint systems (of which there are many) remains sound (meaning that it pre-
serves soundness of protocols) in the quantum setting. For instance, one of the key
parts of the MIP* = RE theorem is the construction of PCP of proximity which
is quantum sound. On the other hand, there are some transformations which lift
fairly easily to the quantum setting. We identify two such classes of transforma-
tions, “classical transformations” which are applied constraint by constraint, and
“context subdivision transformations”, in which each constraint is split into a num-
ber of subclauses. Both types of transformations are used implicitly throughout
the literature on nonlocal games, including in [Jil3|], which was the first paper to
consider reductions between quantum strategies in BCS games. In this paper, we
systematically investigate the quantum soundness of these transformations. It’s rel-
atively easy to show that classical transformations preserve soundness, and this is
shown in Section [6l In subdivision, each subclause becomes a different question in
the associated BCS game, and thus a strategy for the subdivided game has many
more observables than the original game. Since these new observables don’t need to
commute with each other, subdivision is more difficult to work with. Nonetheless,
we show that if the subclauses have a bounded number of variables, then subdi-
vision preserves soundness with a polynomial dropoff. This is shown in Section [7l
The construction in [DFKT92| can be described as a composition of classical trans-
formations and context subdivision transformations, so quantum soundness (with
polynomial dropoff) of this construction follows from combining the soundness of
these two transformations. We recover a constant soundness gap by using parallel
repetition, which preserves the class of BCS games.

While reductions between nonlocal games have been important in previous work,
they are difficult to reason about, since it’s necessary to keep track of how strate-
gies for one game map to strategies for the other game. One advantage of working
with constraint systems in the classical setting is that it’s more convenient to work
with assignments (and think about the fraction of constraints in the system that
can be satisfied) than it is to work with strategies and winning probabilities. In the
quantum setting, it isn’t possible to work with assignments, because strategies in-
volve observables that don’t necessarily commute with each other. However, we can
achieve a similar conceptual simplification by replacing assignments with represen-
tations of the BCS algebra of the constraint system. This algebra is the same as the
synchronous algebra of the BCS game introduced in [HMPS19, [KPS18]; we refer to
[PS23] for more background. With this approach, reductions between BCS games
can be expressed as homomorphisms between BCS algebras, and these are much
easier to describe and work with than mappings between strategies. For soundness
arguments, we need to work with near-perfect strategies, and these correspond to
approximate representations of the BCS algebra [Pad22]. Previous work using this
idea (see e.g. [Pad22, [Har23]) has focused on reductions between single games, and
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the definitions are not suitable for working with protocols, as they do not incorpo-
rate question distributions. To solve this problem, we introduce a notion of weighted
algebras and weighted homomorphisms, which allows us to keep track of soundness
of reductions between games using completely algebraic arguments involving sums
of squares.

Another advantage of the weighted algebras framework is that arguments can be
made simultaneously for both quantum and commuting operator strategies. Our
proof methods extend to commuting operator strategies as a result. However, our
results here are not as conclusive, as the exact characterization of the corresponding
complexity class MIP“° is not known. There is a conjecture that MIP® = coRE,
and with that conjecture and a parallel repetition theorem for commuting operator
strategies, we expect that it would be possible to extend Theorem [I.1] to show that
all languages in MIP“° have a perfect zero knowledge commuting operator protocol.
Without these ingredients, we are limited to showing that BCS-MIP“ = PZK-BCS-
MIP®°. Previous work on perfect zero knowledge for commuting operator protocols
does not preserve soundness gaps [CS19].

Our results also have applications for the membership problem for quantum cor-
relations. For exact membership, the cohalting problem is many-one reducible to
membership in the set of quantum-approximable correlations Cy,, and to member-
ship in the set of commuting operator correlations Cy. [Slol9, [CS19, [FMS21]. It
follows from MIP* = RE that the halting problem is Turing reducible to approxi-
mate membership in C, the set of quantum correlations, but this is not a many-one
reduction. The proof of Theorem [Tl immediately implies that there is a many-one
reduction from the halting problem to approximate membership in C.

Because we use parallel repetition to reduce an inverse-polynomial soundness
gap to a constant soundness gap, the protocols in Theorem [l use polynomial
length questions and answers. If an inverse-polynomial soundness gap is allowed,
we get perfect zero-knowledge protocols with polylog question length and constant
answer length. Whether it is possible to get perfect zero-knowledge protocols with
polylog question length, constant answer length, and constant soundness gap is an
interesting open question. This would be possible with an improved analysis or
construction for subdivision such as appears in the low degree test [JNV™22al used
in the MIP* = RE theorem.

Acknowledgements. We thank Connor Paddock and Henry Yuen for helpful con-
versations. KM is supported by NSERC. WS is supported by NSERC DG 2018-
03968 and an Alfred P. Sloan Research Fellowship.

2. BACKGROUND ON #-ALGEBRAS

We recall some of the key concepts in the theory of x-algebras. See [Ozal3l [Sch20]
for a more complete background. A complex *-algebra A is a unital algebra over C
with an antilinear involution a — a*, such that and (ab)* = b*a*. We let C*(X)
denote the free complex #-algebra generated by the set X. If R € C*(X), we let
C*(X : R) denote the quotient of C*(X) by the two-sided ideal generated by R. If
X and R are finite then we call C*(X : R) a finitely presented =-algebra.
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A x-homomorphism ¢ : A — B between =#-algebras is an algebra homomor-
phism such that ¢(z*) = ¢(x)* for all x € A. A x-representation of A is a
s-homomorphism p : A — B(H) from A to the x-algebra of bounded operators on
the Hilbert space H. If A and B are x-algebras, and C*(X : R) is a presentation
of A, then s-homomorphisms .4 — B correspond to homomorphisms ¢ : C(X) — B
such that ¢(r) = 0 for all » € R. Thus, a *-representation is an assignment of
operators to the elements of X that satisfies the defining relations R.

If A is a %-algebra, then a > b if a — b is a sum of hermitian squares, i.e. there
is k >0 and c¢q,...,c; € A such that a — b = Zle cjc;. A finitely presented -
algebra A is called archimedean if for all a € A there exists a A > 0 such that
a*a < Al. The algebras we consider in this work are all archimedean. If f: A — C
is a linear functional then f is positive if f(a) > 0 whenever a > 0. A state
on A is a positive linear functional 7 : A — C with 7(a*a) > 0 for all a € A,
7(1) = 1 and 7(a*) = 7(a) for all a € A. A state is tracial if 7(ab) = 7(ba) for
all a,b e A, and faithful if 7(a*a) > 0 for all a # 0. A tracial state 7 induces the
trace norm |a|, := +/7(a*a), also called the 7-norm. Trace norms are unitarily
invariant, meaning that |uav|, = ||al; for all a € A, and all unitaries v and v. An
element u € A is called unitary if v*u = 1 = uu®.

If p: A — B(H) is a =-algebra representation, then a vector |v) € H is cyclic for
p if the closure of p(A)|v) with respect to the Hilbert space norm is equal to H. A
cyclic representation of A is a tuple (p, H, |v)), where p is a representation of 4
on H and |v) is a cyclic vector for p. If 7: A — C is a positive linear functional on
A, then there is a cyclic representation p, of A, called the GNS representation
of 7, such that 7(a) = (& | p; &) for all a € A. Two representations p : A — B(H)
and 7 : A — B(K) of A are unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary operator
U :H — K such that Up(a)U* = 7(a) for all a € A. If 7 is the state defined
by 7(a) = (| p(a)|¢) for all a € A and some cyclic representation (p, H,[£)), then
(p, H,|&)) is unitarily equivalent to the GNS representation. A state 7 is finite-
dimensional if the Hilbert space H, in the GNS representation (p,,Hr,|§r)) is
finite-dimensional. A state 7 on A is called Connes-embeddable if there is a
trace-preserving embedding of A into the ultrapower of the hyperfinite 11 factor.

If A is a =-algebra then two elements a, b € A are said to be cyclically equivalent
if there is k > 0 and f1,..., fx,91,...,9k € A such that a — b = Zle[fi,g,-], where
[f,9] = fg—gf. We say that a 2 b if a — b is cyclically equivalent to a sum of
squares. If 7 is a tracial state on A then 7(cf¢;) = 0 and 7([f;j,g;]) = 0. Thus if
a 2 b then 7(a) = 7(b), and if a and b are cyclically equivalent then 7(a —b) = 0.

The =x-algebras we use in this work are built out of the group algebras of the
finitely presented groups

\%4 . _ vV _ . _ —
Zy =(V:xt=1)yand Z; =V :27= 1,2y = yx forall 2,y e V).

The group algebra (CZ;’;V is the =-algebra generated by variables z € V with the
defining relations from ZZV, along with the relations z*x = za* = 1 for all z € V.
Similarly (CZ}I/ is the =-algebra generated by variables z € V with the defining
relations of Zr‘z/> along with the relations z¢ = x*z = zz* = 1 for all x € V. Notice
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that (CZ}]/ is the quotient of (CZ;‘V by the relations xy = yx for all z,y € V. If A and
B are complex #x-algebras, then we let A * B denote their free product, and A® B
denote their tensor product. Both are again complex *-algebras.

When working with (CZ}Z/, a monomial in V' is an element of the form [ [ ., z**,
where 0 < a; < ¢. We say that the monomial contains a variable y € V' if a, > 0.
The degree of a monomial is ), a,. If A; and Ay are #-algebras for which we have a
defined notion of monomial, then a monomial in A; ® A, is an element of the form
v1v2, Where v; is a monomial in A;. The degree of vivs is the sum of the degrees
of v1 and ve, and a variable y is contained in vjvg if y is contained in vy or vy. For
instance, a monomial in (CZ[‘I/ll ®(CZ}Z/§ is an element of the form [ [y, 2% 'Hyev2 P,
where 0 < a, < g1 and 0 < by < g2. Similarly, a monomial in A; * Ay is an element
of the form vy - - - vy, where v; is a monomial in A;; for all 1 < j <k, and i; # ij41
for all 1 < j < k. In this case, the degree of vy - -- v is the sum of the degrees of
v1,...,0, and a variable y is contained in vy --- v if y is contained in one of the
monomials vy, ..., vg. In any #-algebra where we have a defined notion of monomial,
a polynomial is a linear combination of monomials.

A (C*-algebra A is a complex #-algebra with a submultiplicative Banach norm
that satisfies the C* identity |aa*| = |a|? for all a € A. Every C*-algebra can be
realized as a norm-closed #-subalgebra of the algebra of bounded operators B(#) on
some Hilbert space H. A C*-algebra is a von Neumann algebra if it can be realized
as a =-subalgebra of B(#) which is closed in the weak operator topology. More
background on C*-algebras and von Neumann algebras can be found in [Bla06].

3. NONLOCAL GAMES AND MIP*

A two-player nonlocal (or Bell) scenario consists of a finite set of questions
I, and a collection of finite answer sets (O;);er. Often in this definition there are
separate question and answer sets for each player, but it’s convenient for us to
assume that both players have the same question and answer sets, and we don’t lose
any generality by assuming this. We often think of the question and answer sets as
being subsets of {0, 1}" and {0, 1}™, i € I respectively, in which case we say that the
questions have length n and the answers have length max;c; m;. A nonlocal game
consists of a nonlocal scenario (I, (O;)ier), along with a probability distribution 7 on
I x I and a family of functions V (-, |4, ) : O; x O; — {0, 1} for (¢,j) € I x I. In the
game, the players (commonly called Alice and Bob) receive questions ¢ and j from
I with probability 7(i,j), and reply with answers a € O; and b € O; respectively.
They win if V' (a,bli,j) = 1, and lose otherwise.

A correlation for scenario (I,{O;}ier) is a family p of probability distributions
p(-,-]3,7) on O; x O; for all (i,5) € I x I. Correlations are used to describe the
players’ behaviour in a nonlocal scenario. The probability p(a, b|i, ) is interpreted
as the probability that the players answer (a,b) on questions (i, 7). A correlation p
is quantum if there are

(a) finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces Hy and Hp,

(b) a projective measurement {M¢},c0, on Ha for every i € I,
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(c) a projective measurement {N{},co, on Hp for every i € I, and
(d) a state [v) e HA® Hp

such that p(a,bli, j) = <v|Mé®Ng|v> for all 4,5 € I, a € Oy, b € Oj. A collection
(Ha, Hg,{M¢},{Ni}, |v)) asin (a)-(d) is called a quantum strategy. A correlation
p is commuting operator if there is

(i) a Hilbert space H,
(ii) projective measurements {M},co, and {N¢},c0, on H for every i € I, and
(iii) a state |[v) e H

such that M.Ny = Ny M¢ and p(a,bli,j) = (v|M}Nj|v) for all 4,j € I and a € O;,
b e O;. A collection (H,{M.},{N:},|v)) as in (i)-(iii) is called a commuting
operator strategy. The set of quantum correlations for a scenario (I,{O;}) is
denoted by Cy(I,{0O;}), and the set of commuting operator correlations is denoted
by Cyc(1,{0;}). If the scenario is clear from context, then we denote these sets by
C, and Cy.. Any quantum correlation is also a commuting operator correlation, so
Cy S Cye. If a commuting operator correlation has a commuting operator strategy
on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space H, then it is also a quantum correlation, but
in general Cy, is strictly larger than C,.

The winning probability of a correlation p in a nonlocal game G = (I,{O;}, 7, V)
is

w(Gp) = >, > (i, j)V(a,bli, §)p(a,bli, ).

1,j€I a€0;,be0;

The quantum value of G is

wq(G) = sup w(G;p)

peCy
and the commuting operator value is

wqc(g) ‘= sup w(Q;p)'
peCyc
A correlation p is perfect for G if w(G;p) = 1, and e-perfect if w(G;p) > 1 — .
A strategy is e-perfect if its corresponding correlation is e-perfect. The set Cy. is
closed and compact, so G has a perfect commuting operator correlation if and only
if wqc(g) = 1. However, C; is not necessarily closed, and there are games G with
wq(G) = 1 which do not have a perfect quantum correlation. A correlation p is
quantum approximable if it belongs to the closure Cyy := Cy, and a game G has
a perfect quantum approximable correlation if and only if w,(G) = 1.

A nonlocal game G = (1,{0;},w, V) is synchronous if V(a,b|i,i) = 0 for all
i€l and a # b € O;. A correlation p is synchronous if p(a,bli,i) = 0 for all
i€ I and a # b € O;. The set of synchronous quantum (resp. commuting operator)
correlations is denoted by Cy (resp. Cg.). A correlation p belongs to Cg. (resp. Cy)
if and only if there is
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(A) a Hilbert space H (resp. finite-dimensional Hilbert space H),
(B) a projective measurement {M¢},co0, on H for all i € I, and
(C) a state [vye H

such that |v) is tracial, in the sense that (v|af|v) = (v|Ba|v) for all & and f in the -
algebra generated by the operators M, i € I, a € O;, and p(a, bli, j) = (v|MEM]|v)
for all i,j € I, a € O;, b € Oj. A collection (H,{M:},|v)) as in (A)-(C) is called
a synchronous commuting operator strategy. If, in addition, H is finite-
dimensional, then (H, {M:}, |v)) is also called a synchronous quantum strategy.
The synchronous quantum and commuting operator values w;(G) and wg.(G) of a
game G are defined equivalently to wy(G) and wy(G), but with C, and Cy, replaced
by C; and Cj... A synchronous strategy (H, {M'},|v)) for a game G = (I,{0;}, 7, V)
is oracularizable if MM} = M) M for all i,j € I, a € O;, b€ O; with n(i, ) > 0.

A theorem of Vidick [Vid22] (see also [Pad22]) states that every quantum correla-
tion which is close to being synchronous, in the sense that p(a,b|i,7) ~ 0 for all i € T
and a # b € O;, is close to a synchronous quantum correlation. This theorem has
been extended to commuting operator correlations by [Lin23|. As a result, the syn-
chronous quantum and commuting values of a game are polynomially related to the
non-synchronous quantum and commuting values. We use a version of this result
due to Marrakchi and de la Salle [MdIS23]. Following [MdIS23], say that a prob-
ability distribution on I x I is C-diagonally dominant if 7(i,i) > C3;.; 7 (i, )
and (i, i) = C 3;c; 7(j,4) for all i € I. Then:

Theorem 3.1 ([MdIS23]). Suppose G is a synchronous game with a C-diagonally
dominant question distribution. If wy(G) (resp. wqe(G)) is = 1—¢, then wi(G) (resp.
wie(G)) is = 1= O((¢/C)VY).

A two-prover one-round MIP protocol is a family of nonlocal games G, =
(I4,{Oyi}ier,, 7z, Vi) for x € {0,1}*, along with a probabilistic Turing machine S
and another Turing machine V', such that

e for all x € {0,1}* and i € I,, there are integers n, and my; such that
I, = {0,1}" and O,; = {0, 1}"=i,

e on input z, the Turing machine S outputs (i,j) € I x I with probability
(1, 7), and

e on input (x,a,b,i,j), the Turing machine V outputs V,.(a, b|i, j).

Let ¢,s: {0,1}* — Q be computable functions with ¢(x) > s(z) for all z € {0,1}*. A
language £ < {0, 1}* belongs MIP*(2,1, ¢, s) if there is a MIP protocol ({G.},S,V)
such that n, and my; are polynomial in |z|, S and V run in polynomial time in
|z|, if € £ then wy(G;) > ¢, and if z ¢ L then wy(G,) < s. The function c is
called the completeness probability, and s is called the soundness probability.
The functions n, and my; are called the question length and answer length
respectively. The class MIP“°(2,1,¢,s) is defined equivalently to MIP*(2,1,¢, s),
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but with w, replaced by wg.. The protocols in these cases are called MIP* and
MIP protocols. A language belongs to AM*(2) (resp. AM9(2)) if it has a MIP*-
protocol (resp. MIP%-protocol) in which 7, is the uniform distribution on I, x I,.
Such a protocol is called an AM*(2) protocol. We can also define classes SynMIP*
and SynMIP“’ by replacing the quantum and commuting operator values by wy and
Wy

qAny language in MIP*(2,1, ¢, s) is contained in RE, and this remains true even
if we add more provers and rounds of communication. The MIP* = RE theorem
of Ji, Natarajan, Vidick, Wright, and Yuen states that MIP*(2,1,1,1/2) = RE
[JNV*22b|. In this paper, we use the following strong version of MIP* = RE due
to Natarajan and Zhang [NZ23].

Theorem 3.2 (MIP* = RE). There is a two-prover one round AM*(2) protocol
({G.}, S, V) for the halting problem with completeness ¢ = 1 and soundness s = 1/2,
such that G, is a synchronous game with constant length questions, and polylog(|z|)
length answers. Furthermore, if G, has a perfect strategy, then it has a perfect
oracularizable synchronous quantum strategy.

Proof. [NZ23| shows that there is MIP* protocol for the halting problem meeting
this description. As they observe, any MIP* protocol with a constant number of
questions can be turned into an AM*(2) protocol with completeness ¢ = 1 and
soundness s < 1, and then parallel repetition (see Section [B) can be used to lower
the soundness back to 1/2. O

One corollary of Theorem [3.2]is that it is possible to transform any MIP* protocol
into an equivalent AM*(2) protocol ({G,},S,V) as in the theorem. Indeed, suppose
P is a polynomial-time probabilistic interactive Turing machine which on input x
acts as the verifier in a MIP* protocol with k rounds, p provers, completeness ¢, and
soundness s, where k, p, ¢, and s are computable functions of |z|. Let 7 be the Turing
machine which on input x, searches through k-round p-prover quantum strategies,
uses P to calculate the success probability, and halts if it finds a strategy with success
probability > s. Let 7 (x) be the Turing machine which on empty input writes = to
the input tape and then runs 7. Finally, let ({Gar}, S, V') be the one-round protocol
for the language HALT = {M : M is a Turing machine that halts on empty input}.
The Turing machines S and V run in polynomial time in the size |M| of the input
Turing machine M, and 7 (z) has size linear in |z|, so the one-round protocol which
runs game Gr(,y on input x is a polynomial-time AM*(2) protocol which recognizes
the same language as P. Strikingly, this works for any computable k, p, and s,
not just polynomial functions of |z|, since the only requirement is that 7 (z) have
polynomial description size.

Remark 3.3. The underlying statement of Theorem [1.1] (see Theorem [9.13) is that
there is a two-prover perfect-zero knowledge MIP* protocol for the halting problem.
Hence the same argument as above shows that there is an effective procedure for
transforming any MIP* protocol into a two-prover perfect zero knowledge MIP* pro-
tocol.
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4. BCS GAMES

We now introduce boolean constraint system games. If V' is a set of variables, a
constraint on V is a subset C of Z¥. We think of Zy as {£1} rather than {0, 1},
since this is more convenient when working with observables and measurements. In
particular, we use —1 and 1 to represent true and false respectively, rather than 1
and 0. An assignment to V is an element ¢ € Zg , and we refer to the elements of
C as satisfying assignments for C'. For convenience, we assume every constraint
is non-empty, i.e. has a satisfying assignment. A boolean constraint system
(BCS) B is a pair (X, {(V;,C;)}™,), where X is an ordered set of variables, V; is a
nonempty subset of X for all 1 < i < m, and C; is a constraint on the variables V;.
When working with nonlocal games, the sets V; are sometimes called the contexts
of the system. The order on X induces an order on the contexts V;, and this will be
used for some specific models of the weighted BCS algebra in Section [ This is the
only thing we use the order on X for, so it can be ignored otherwise. A satisfying
assignment for B is an assignment ¢ to X such that ¢|y, € C; for all 1 <i < m.
Although we won’t use it until later, we define the connectivity of a BCS B to
be the maximum over i of |{(z,j) € V; x [m] : © € V}}|, where [m] := {1,...,m}.
In other words, the connectivity is the maximum over ¢ of the number of times the
variables in constraint ¢ appear in the constraints of B. Also, if V = Ule V; and C;
is a constraint on V;, then the conjunction A f:IC’Z- is the constraint C' on variables
V such that ¢ € C' if and only if ¢|y;, € C; for all 1 <i < k.

Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}™,) be a BCS, and let m be a probability distribution on
[m] x [m]. The BCS game G(B, ) is the nonlocal game ([m], Ciepm, 7, V'), where
Vi, ¢5li,7) = 1if ¢ilv.ny; = ¢jlviav;, and is 0 otherwise. In other words, in
G(B, ), the players are given integers i, j € [m] according to the distribution 7, and
must reply with satisfying assignments ¢; € C; and ¢; € C; respectively. They win
if their assignments agree on the variables in V; n V;. With this definition, G(B, )
has questions of length [logm], and answer sets of length |V;|.

A BCS-MIP protocol is a family of BCS games G(B,, ), where B, = (X, {(V/*,CF) ),
along with a probabilistic Turing machine S and another Turing machine C, such
that

(1) on input x, S outputs (7, 7) € [my] x [m;] with probability m,(i, j), and
(2) on input (z, ¢,7), C outputs true if ¢ € C7¥ and false otherwise.

Technically, this definition should also include some way of computing the sets
X, and V;*. For instance, we might say that the integers |N,| and |V;*| are all
computable, and there are computable order-preserving injections [|V;*|] — [|X5|].
However, for simplicity we ignore this aspect of the definition going forward, and just
assume that in any BCS-MIP* protocol, we have some efficient way of working with
the sets X; and V;*, the intersections V;* nV}*, and assignments ¢ € Z;fix. A language
L belongs to the complexity class BCS-MIP*(s) if there is a BCS-MIP protocol as
above such that [log m,| and |V;*| are polynomial in |z|, S and C run in polynomial
time, if x € £ then wj(G;) = 1, and if z ¢ £ then wj(G;) < s. The parameter
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s is called the soundness. Any BCS-MIP* protocol for £ can be transformed into
a SynMIP* protocol by playing the game G, with the answer sets C; replaced by

Z;fix, and on input (z,$,,1,7), asking the verifier V' to first check that ¢ € C; and
Y € C; using C, and then checking that ¢[v,~v; = ¥|v;~v;. Hence BCS-MIP*(s) is
contained in SynMIP*(2,1,1,s). Notice that in this modified version of the BCS
game, the players are allowed to answer with non-satisfying assignments, but they
always lose if they do so. Thus any strategy for the modified game can be converted
into a strategy for the original game with the same winning probability, and perfect
strategies for both types of games (ignoring questions that aren’t in the support of
) are identical, so the SynMIP* protocol has the same completeness and soundness
as the BCS-MIP* protocol. The class BCS-MIP“(s) can be defined similarly by
replacing w, with wge, and is contained in SynMIP“(2,1,1,s). We can also define
subclasses of BCS-MIP* and BCS-MIP. For instance, we let 3SAT-MIP* be the
class of languages with a BCS-MIP* protocol ({G(Bz,7)},S,C), in which every
constraint of B, is a 3SAT clause, i.e. a disjunction z v y v z, where z,y, z are
either variables from B, or negations of said variables, or constants.

If the players receive the same question ¢ € [m], then they must reply with the
same assignment ¢ to win. Consequently, if 7(i,4) > 0 for all i then G(B, ) is a
synchronous game. This version of BCS games is sometimes called the constraint-
constraint version of the game. There is are other variants of BCS games, sometimes
called constraint-variable BCS games, in which one player receives a constraint and
another receives a variable (see [CM14]). In this paper, we work with constraint-
constraint games exclusively, but the two types of BCS games are closely related,
and can often be used interchangeably. As per the previous section, a synchronous
strategy for G(B, ) consists of projective measurements {Mé)} pezli> i € [m], on a
Hilbert space H, along with a state |v) € H which is tracial on the algebra generated
by M(;

Conversely, it is well-known that every synchronous game G = (I,{O;}, 7, V) can
be turned into a BCS game. One way to do this (see, e.g. [PS23,[Pad22]) is to make a
constraint system with variables z;, for ¢ € I and a € O;, and constraints V ,co,Tiq =
true for all i € [m] and x4, A xj, = false whenever V(a,bli,j) = 0. The variable z;q
represents whether the player answers a on input 4, and the constraints express the
idea that the players must choose an answer for every question, and that they should
reply with winning answers (the synchronous condition on V' implies that z;, A 24 =
false is a constraint for all 7 and a # b, which means that the players should choose
a single answer for question 7). The BCS game G’ associated to this constraint
system has a perfect quantum (resp. quantum approximable, commuting operator)
strategy if and only if G has a perfect quantum (resp. quantum approximable,
commuting operator) strategy. Unfortunately, this construction results in a game
with answer sets {£1}°7, which means that the bit-length of the answers increases
exponentially from G. If w,(G) = 1 —¢, then wy(G) = 1 — O(¢/|O;|), meaning that if
this construction is used in a MIP*-protocol, soundness can drop of exponentially.

To fix this, we look at the oracularization G°"%¢ of G. There are several versions
of G°"% in the literature, all closely related. We use the version from [NW19|, in
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which the verifier picks a question pair (i1,i2) € I according to w. The verifier then
picks a,b,c € {1,2} uniformly at random. When a = 1, they send player b both
questions (i1,12), and the other player question (i.). Player b must respond with
a;j € O; such that V(ay,azli1,i2) = 1, and the other player responds with b € O;,.
The players win if a. = b. If a = 2, both players are sent (i1,i2) and must respond
with (a1,a2) and (b1,be) in O;; x O;,. They win if (a1,a2) = (b1,b2). If G has
questions of length ¢ and answers of length a, then G°"%¢ has questions of length
2q and answers of length 2a, so this construction only increases the question and
answer length polynomially. The following lemma shows that this construction is
sound, in the sense that w,(G°*) cannot be much larger than wy(G).

Lemma 4.1 ([NW19LlINV*22b]). Let G be a synchronous game. If G has an perfect
oracularizable synchronous strategy, then G° ¢ has a perfect synchronous strategy.
Conversely, if wy(G*) =1 — €, then wy(G) = 1 — poly(e).

Proof. This is asserted in Definition 17.1 of [NW19]. Although a proof isn’t supplied,
the proof follows the same lines as Theorem 9.3 of [JNVT22b]. O

Given a synchronous game G = (I,{O;},m, V) where I < {0,1}" and O; <
{0,1}™i, construct a constraint system B as follows. Take X to be the set of vari-
ables x;;, where i € I and 1 < j < m;. Let V; = {z;5,1 < j < m;}, and identify Z,’
with bit strings {0, 1}, where the assignment to x;; corresponds to the jth bit, and
let C; € Z3' be the subset corresponding to O;. Let P = {(i,5) € I x I : m(i,7) > 0}.
For (i,j) € P, let Vi; = V; 'V}, and let Cj; < Z;/” = Z;/i X Z;/j be the set of pairs
of strings (a,b) such that a € O;, b € O;, and V(a,b|i,j) = 1. Then B is the con-
straint system with variables X and constraints {(V;, C;)}ier and {(Vij, Cij)} i jyep-
Let I’ = I U P and 7°"% be the probability distribution on I’ x I’ such that

sm(i,5) "= (i,5),5 =i
%TF(Z,]) il = (Z7])7]/ :J
orac(:l %W(’L’,j) il = iaj/ = (Zaj)
T (Zyj)_<1 .. ./ Y] .o
§7T(Z7]) v =77 = (27])
s7(i,3) i =j' = (i,j)
0 otherwise

Ve

Then G(B,7°"%) = G°7%, so the oracularization of a synchronous game is a BCS
game. As a result, Theorem has the following corollary:

Corollary 4.2. There is a BCS-MIP* protocol ({G(By,ms)}, S, V) for the halting
problem with constant soundness s < 1, in which B, has a constant number of
contexts and contexts of size polylog(|z|), and m, is the uniform distribution on
pairs of contexts.

Proof. Let ({Gs}, S, V) be the protocol from Theorem[3.21 Then G2 is a BCS game
in which the underlying BCS has a constant number of contexts, and the contexts
have size polylog(|z|). The probability distribution 7°"*¢ and the constraints of
G°" can be computed in polynomial time from S and V., so by Lemma [4.1] there
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is a BCS-MIP* protocol for the halting problem with constant soundness s’ < 1.
The probability distribution 7, in the oracularization construction is not uniform.
However, it is not hard to see that changing the distribution 7, in the oracularization
game does not change completeness, and since there are only a constant number of
contexts, replacing m, with the uniform distribution yields only a constant dropoff
in soundness. g

5. BCS ALGEBRAS AND APPROXIMATE REPRESENTATIONS

It is often worth thinking about synchronous strategies more abstractly. Recall
that CZ3" is the s-algebra generated by variables x € V, satisfying the relations
22 = g%z = x2* = 1 for all z € V, and CZY is the quotient of CZ3" by the relations
zy = yx for all z,y € V. Given an assignment ¢ to an ordered set of variables V,

we let
Py = [ [ 5(1+ élx)a)
zeV
considered as a polynomial in CZ3", where the product is taken with respect to the
order on V. Given a constraint C on V', we let

A(V,C) = CZY Dy 4 =0 for ¢ ¢ C).

Since (CZ;/ is commutative, the image of ®y 4 in CZ¥ is independent of the order of
V; however, we will work with CZ3" in Section[Zl The algebra A(V, C) is isomorphic
to the algebra

C*<m¢,¢eC:m;:m¢:mé for all ¢ € C' and Zm¢:1>,
¢peC

where the isomorphism identifies my with ®y 4. In particular, CzZY = A(V,ZY)
is generated by ®yv, for ¢ € ZY. Consequently if o : A(V,C) — B(H) is a *-
representation, then {o(®y4)}eec is a projective measurement on H, and conversely
if {Mg}gec is a projective measurement on #, then there is a #representation
o: A(V, C) — B(H) with U((I)V,gb) = My.

If B=(X,{(Vi;,Cy)}™,) is a BCS, then we let A(B) denote the free product
A(B) := #ic[m] A(Vi, C;). We let a; : A(V;, C;) — A(B) denote the natural inclusion
of the ith factor, so A(B) is generated by the involutions o;(x) for i € [m] and
x € V. Equivalently, A(B) is generated by the projections o;(®y; ) for i € [m] and
¢ € C;. To avoid clogging up formulas with symbols, we’ll often write ®y; , instead
of 0;(®y; 4) when it’s clear what subalgebra A(V;, C;) the element belongs to. As
with A(V, C), representations « of A(B) are in bijective correspondence with fam-
ilies of projective measurements {Mé)}¢e()“ i € [m] via the relation M;) = a(Py, 4).
If ({M;)}, |vy,H) is a synchronous commuting operator strategy for G(B, ), and
a: A(B) — B(H) is the representation with a(®y; ) = Mé), then a — (vla(a)|v) is
a tracial state on A(B). Conversely, if 7 is a tracial state on A(B), then the GNS
representation theorem implies that there is a synchronous commuting operator
strategy S = ({M;}, |v),H) such that 7(a) = (v|a(a)|v) where « is the representa-
tion corresponding to {M(;} Note that the trace is faithful on the image of the GNS
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representation. As a result, synchronous commuting operator strategies for G (B , )
and tracial states on A(B) can be used interchangeably, and in particular p € Cy.
if and only if there is a tracial state 7 with p(¢,v[i,j) = 7(®y, ¢Pv; ) for all i,j,
¢, and 1. Finite-dimensional tracial states on A(B) can be used interchangeably
with synchronous quantum strategies for G(B, ), and p € C, if and only if there
is a finite-dimensional tracial state 7 with p(¢, i, j) = 7(®v; Py, ) for all i,7, ¢,
and 1. Similarly, p € Cy, if and only if there is a Connes-embbedable tracial state
7 such that p(¢, (i, j) = 7(Pv; 4Py, ) for all i,j, ¢, and ¢ [KPSIS].

A correlation p is perfect for a BCS game G(B, ) if p(¢,v]i,j7) = 0 whenever
m(i,7) > 0 and (¢,1) is a losing answer to questions (i,7). As a result, a tracial
state 7 on A(B) is perfect (aka. corresponds to a perfect correlation) if and only
if 7(Py;,¢Pv;,4) = 0 whenever ¢|v;~v;, # ¥[v;~v;. Consequently a tracial state on
A(B) is perfect for G(B,w) if and only if it is the pullback of a tracial state on the
synchronous algebra of G(B,7), which is the quotient

SynAlg(B, ) = A(B)/{®v; 4Py, = 0 for all i, j € [m] with (i, j) >0
and ¢ € CZ,¢ € Cj with ¢|Vlva #* TZJ‘WQ\/J>

For BCS games, this result about perfect strategies is due to Kim, Paulsen, and
Schafhauser [KPS1§|. The general notion of a synchronous algebra is due to [HMPS19].
In [Gol21], [PS23], it is shown that the synchronous algebra of a BCS game is isomor-
phic to the so-called BCS algebra of the game. In working with MIP* protocols, we
also need to keep track of e-perfect strategies. In [Pad22], it is shown that e-perfect
strategies for a BCS game correspond to e-representations of the BCS algebra, where
an e-representation is a representation of A(B) such that all the defining relations
of SynAlg(B, ) are bounded by € in the normalized Frobenius norm. In this prior
work, the focus was on the behaviour of e-perfect strategies for a fixed game, so
the number of questions and answers was constant. For MIP* protocols, the game
size is not constant, and we need to work with approximate representations where
the average, rather than the maximum, of the norms of the defining relations is
bounded. For this, we introduce the following algebraic structure:

Definition 5.1. A (finitely-supported) weight function on a set X is a function

p: X — [0,+00) such that supp(p) := p~'((0,+m)) is finite. A weighted -

algebra is a pair (A, u) where A is a x-algebra and p is a weight function on A.
If T is a tracial state on A, then the defect of T is

def(r; ) := ) p(a)al?,

aceA

where ||la|, := +/T(a*a) is the T-norm. When the weight function is clear, we just
write def (7).

Since p is finitely supported, the sum in the definition of the defect is finite,
and hence is well-defined. Note that traces 7 on a weighted algebra (A, u) with
def(7) = 0 correspond to traces on the algebra A/{supp(u)). In general, def(7) is a
measure of how far 7 is from being a trace on A. Thus we can think of a weighted



16 K. MASTEL AND W. SLOFSTRA

algebra (A, ) as a presentation or model for the algebra A/{supp(u)) that allows
us to talk about approximate traces on this algebra.

Definition 5.2. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}™,) be a BCS, and let ™ be a probability
distribution on [m] x [m]. The (weighted) BCS algebra A(B,) is the *-algebra
A(B), with weight function . defined by

tr (v, 0Py, ) = (1, 7)
for all i,j € [m] and ¢ € C;, ¢ € C; with dlv,~nv;, # V|v,~v;, and p(r) = 0 for all
other r € A(B).

Note that A(B)/{(supp(pr)) is the synchronous algebra SynAlg(B,n) defined
above, so A(B, ) is a model of this synchronous algebra, and perfect strategies
for G(B, ) correspond to tracial states 7 on A(B,m) with def(7) = 0. The follow-
ing lemma is an immediate consequence of the definitions:

Lemma 5.3. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)},) be a BCS, and let w be a probability distri-
bution on [m] x [m]. A tracial state T on A(B) is an e-perfect strategy for G(B, )
if and only if def(1) <.

Proof. Let p be the correlation corresponding to 7, so p(¢, Y|, j) = 7(Py, ¢Pv; »)-
Then
def<T) = Zﬂ(i7j)7—<q)\/}7¢q)vj,¢)7

where the sum is across i,j € [m] and ¢ € Cj, ¥ € C; with ¢|y,~v; # ¥[v,~v;. So
def(7) =1 —w(G(B,n);p). O

6. HOMOMORPHISMS BETWEEN BCS ALGEBRAS

In addition to looking at BCS games, we also want to consider transformations
between constraint systems and the corresponding games. To keep track of how
near-perfect strategies change, we introduce a notion of homomorphism for weighted
algebras.

Definition 6.1. Let (A, pn) and (B,v) be weighted *-algebras, and let C > 0. A
C-homomorphism o : (A, n) — (B,v) is a =-homomorphism o : A — B such that

a(z p(a)a*a) < CZ v(b)b*b.

aceA beB

The point of this definition is the following:

Lemma 6.2. Suppose o : (A, u) — (B,v) is a C-homomorphism. If T is a trace on
(B,v), then def(r o ) < C def(7).

Proof. Let A = a(,c 4 m(a)a*a) and B = ), s v(b)b*b. Note that
def(roa) = Y p(a)]alrea = Y nla)r(a(a*a)) = 7(A),

acA acA
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By the definition of <, there are ci,...,c, and f1,..., fe, 91,--.,9¢ € B such that

k 4
CB—-A= Zcz‘crl— Z[fj,gj].

i=1 j=1
Since 7 is a tracial state, 7(cf¢;) = 0 and 7([f;,9;]) = 0 for all i and j. Hence
C7(B) = 7(A) as required. O

One of the first things we can apply this idea to is changing between different
presentations of the BCS algebra. For instance:

Proposition 6.3. Suppose B = (X, {(V;,C;)}%,) is a BCS, and 7 is a probability

distribution on [m] x [m]. Let pinter be the weight function on A(B) defined by
Minter(o'z(x) - Uj<x)) = ﬂ-(Zaj)

for all i # j € [m] and x € V; n'V}, and pinter(r) = 0 for other r € A(B).

Then the identity map A(B) — A(B) gives a O(1)-homomorphism (A(B), tir)

(A(B), tinter), and a O(L)-homomorphism (A(B), tinter) — (A(B), tix), where L =

max; ; [Vi n Vjl.

Recall that o; : A(V;, C;) — A(B) is the natural inclusion of the ith factor.

—

Proof. Fix 1 <4, j < m. Since ®y; 4 is a projection in A(V;, Ci), (Pv; ¢ Pv; ¢)* (Pv; 6Py 4)
is cyclically equivalent to @y, y®y, 4 for all ¢ € C;, Y € C;. For z € V; 'V}, let R,
be the pairs (¢,1) € C; x C; such that ¢(z) # 1(z). Then

N by < > Y By,

Dlv;av; Y1, v ze€VinVj (¢ Y)eR:

and since ¢|v;~v; and |y;~y; can disagree in at most [V; n V| places,

Yo 2 ey SIVinVil o Y @by
zeV;NV; (¢,0)eRy 0|V, v YV v
Fix z € V; n'Vj, and let V' = Vi\{z}, V] = V;\{z}.
S tustue= B el e o) + (1@l o] oy,
(¢7¢)GRI J
¢>eZ ,z/zeZ

= (L+0i(2))(1 - 0j(x)) + (1 = 0(2)) (1 + 0 (),
where the last equality holds because >, 7 ®y o and >, s Py » are both equal
€Lyt Yezy,” Y
to 1.
Finally (oi(x) — 0;(z))*(0i(z) — 0j(x)) is cyclically equivalent to
2 —20i(x)oj(z) = (1 + 0i(2))(1 — 0;(x)) + (1 — 0i(2))(1 + 0;(x)),
so the result follows. O
Definition 6.4. If B = (X, {(V;, C;)}";) is a BCS and 7 is a probability distribution

on [m] x [m], define Aipter(B,m) to be the weighted algebra (A(B), finter), where
inter 18 defined from m as in Proposition 6.3
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It is not hard to see that A(B)/{supp(pinter)y = A(B)/{supp(r)y, so both
A(B,m) and Ajpter (B, ) are weighted algebra models of SynAlg(B, ).

We can also easily handle transformations of constraint systems which apply
a homomorphism to each context. Note that a homomorphism o : A(V,C) —
A(W, D) between finite abelian C*-algebras is equivalent to a function f: D — C.
Indeed, given a function f : D — C, we can define a homomorphism o by o(®y,4) =
ZW,we 1) @y, and it is not hard to see that all homomorphisms have this form.
We extend this notion to BCS algebras in the following way.

Definition 6.5. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)},) and B' = (X', {(W;, D;)}!".y) be con-
straint systems. A homomorphism o : A(B) — A(B') is a classical homomor-
phism if

(1) o(A(V;,Cy)) < A(W;, D;) for all 1 <i<m, and

(2) ZfJ(@\/’Z7¢Z) = Zk ¢Wi7wik’ O-(QVJ,(%) = Zk éwjijl’ and ¢Z|V20‘/J # ¢j|‘/¢ﬁ‘/]
th’en ’l)[)’lk‘|W,LﬁWJ 7é ¢]1|WZF\W] fOT all k, l

To explain this definition, note that condition (1) implies that o restricts to a
homomorphism A(V;,C;) — A(W;, D;), and hence gives a collection of functions
fi: Di — C; for all 1 <4 < m. Condition (2) states that if fi(¢)|v.~v; # fi(¥)lviny;
for some ¢ € D;, 1 € Dy, then ¢lw,~w; # ¥|w,~w,;. Conversely, any collection
of functions f; : D; — C; satisfying this condition can be turned into a classical
homomorphism o : A(B) — A(B').

Lemma 6.6. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}") and B = (Y, {(W;, D;)}".1) be constraint
systems, and let w be a probability distribution on [m] x [m]. Ifa .A( ) — A(B')
is a classical homomorphism, then o is a 1-homomorphism A(B,r) — A(B' ).

Proof. Suppose ¢ arises from a family of functions f; : D; — C; as above. For
any 1 < i,j < m, let R;j; = {(¢,¥) € C; x C; : ¢|vaj % ¢|vaj}7 and let
Tij = {(¢,9) € Di x Dj : plw,nw; # ¥lw,;~w;. Then

Z Z Z j q)v q)vjﬂlf ZZ Z w(iyj)q>Wi,¢’(I)Wj,w’

i.J (¢,¥)eRy; LI gef; o) wef ()
Z D1 w0 5)Pw, P, e
4,5 (p0)eTy;

One situation where we get a classical homomorphism is the following:

Corollary 6.7. Let B = (X, {(V;, C;i)}12,) be a BCS, and let B' = (X', {(W;, D;)}™,)
beaBC’Swz'thXCX’V-QWforall1<z<m and Wy n W; = V; n'V; for
all 1 < 4,5 < m. Suppose that for all i € [m], ¢ € V; if and only if there exists
Y € Wi with |y, = ¢. Then for any probability distribution m on [m] x [m], the
homomorphism

o:A(B) - A(B') : 0;(x) = o;(z) forie[m],zeV;
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defined by the inclusions V; < W; is a 1-homomorphism A(B,n) — A(B',m), and
there is another 1-homomorphism o' : A(B',m) — A(B,w). Furthermore, B' has
the same connectivity as B.

Proof. The homomorphism o is the classical homomorphism defined by the functions

For the homomorphism o', define f; : V; — W; by choosing an element f;(¢) € W;
such that fi(¢)|y, = ¢ for all ¢ € V;. Since W; n W; = V; n Vj, if fi(d)|w,nw; #
Fi(D)lw;~w;, then ¢lv; ~v; # 9|v;~v;, so this collection of functions defines a classical
homomorphism A(B’) — A(B). O

In other words, Corollary implies that any tracial state 7 on A(B’) (resp.
A(B)) with def(7) < € pulls back to a tracial state on A(B) (resp. A(B’)) with
defect also bounded by e.

Remark 6.8. Let ({G(By,m;)},S,C) be a BCS-MIP* protocol for a language L
with soundness s, where By = (X, {(V;",CF)}™). Since |Vi¥| is polynomial in |z,
and C runs in polynomial time, the Cook-Levin theorem implies that we can find
sets W and constraints DY on W} as in Corollary[6.7 in which |W}*| is polynomial
in |z|, and D} is a 3SAT instance with number of clauses polynomial in |x|. By
Lemma [63, we get a BCS-MIP* protocol ({G(B.,,m)},S,C) for £ with the same
soundness, such that Bl = (X, {(WF,D7)}) is a constraint system where all the

clauses DT are 3SAT instances, and the connectivity of By, is the same as B.

7. BCS ALGEBRAS, SUBDIVISION AND STABILITY

Suppose we have a BCS where each constraint is made up of subconstraints on
subsets of the variables (for instance, a 3SAT instance made up of 3SAT clauses). In
this section, we look at what happens when we split up the contexts and constraints
so that each subconstraint is in its own contex. In the weighted BCS algebra,
splitting up a context changes the commutative subalgebra corresponding to the
context to a non-commutative subalgebra. To deal with this, we use a tool from the
approximate representation theory of groups, namely the stability of Zlg.

Lemma 7.1 ([CVY23]). Let (M, ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, and suppose
f: [k] = M is a function such that f(i)? =1 for all i € [k] and ||[f(5), f(H)]|? < e
for alli,j € [k], where k = 1 and € = 0. Then there is a homomorphism 1) : Z’g —
U(M) such that |b(x;) — f(i)|2 < poly(k)e for all i € [k], where the x; generate Z5.

Here a tracial von Neumann algebra is a von Neumann algebra M equipped with
a faithful normal tracial state 7, and U (M) is the unitary group of M. If 7 is a
tracial state on a =-algebra A, and (p : A — B(H), |v)) is the GNS representation,
then the closure M = p(A) of p(A) in the weak operator topology is a von Neumann
algebra, and 79(a) = (v|a|v) is a faithful normal tracial state on M. A function f
satisfying the conditions of Lemma[7.1]is called an e-homomorphism from Z’§ to
U(M). The following lemma is useful for the proofs in this section:
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Lemma 7.2. Suppose A is a *-algebra, and let h(a) := a*a denote the hermitian
square of a € A. Then h(Y1_, a;) < kY, h(a;), where k = 2108271,

Proof. Since h(a+0b)+h(a—0b) = 2h(a)+2h(b), we see that h(a+b) < 2h(a)+ 2h(b).
Thus h(})" ai) < 2h(ZZLZ/12J a;) +2h(3i /241 @), and repeated applications gives
the desired inequality. d

We now formally define a subdivision of a BCS.

Definition 7.3. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}* ) be a BCS. Suppose that for all1 <i<m
there exists a constant m; > 1 and a set of constraints {D;;}1"y on variables {Vi;}7,
respectively, such that

(1) Vij < V; for all i € [m] and j € [m;],
(2) for every x,y € V; and i € [m], there is a j € [m;] such that x,y € V;;, and
(8) Ci = A2 Djj for alli € [m], where A is conjunction.

The BCS B’ = (X,{Vij, Dij}i ;) is called a subdivision of B. When working with
subdivisions, we refer to D;; as the clauses of constraint C;, and m; as the number
of clauses in constraint i. A subdivision is uniform if m; = m; for all i, 7.

Given a subdivision of B as in the definition, let M = )" m;, and pick a
bijection between [M] and the set of pairs (i,j) with 1 <i<mand 1 <j<m,; If
7 is a probability distribution on [m] x [m], let 7s,, be the probability distribution
on [M] x [M] with 7 (ij, k€) = w(i,k)/m;my. Note that if 7 is uniform and
the subdivision is uniform, then 74, is uniform. Any subdivision can be turned
into a uniform subdivision by repeating pairs (V;;, D;;) to increase m;. Note that
subdivision can increase connectivity.

One of the first things we notice about subdivision is that strategies for G(B, )
can be lifted to strategies for the subdivided game.

Proposition 7.4. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}%,) be a BCS, and let B' = (X, {Vij, Di;}i ;)
be a subdivision. Let m be a probability distribution on [m] x [m], and let mwgyp
be the probability distribution defined from w as above. The homomorphism « :
A(B') — A(B) defined by 0;;(x) — oi(x) is a 1-homomorphism Aipier(B’, Tsup) —
Ainter (B, ), and also induces an isomorphism SynAlg(B’, wsy) = SynAlg(B, ).

Here 0;j(x) denotes the copy of z in A(W;j, D;;) < A(B').

Proof. Let h(a) = a*a denote the hermitian square of a as in Lemma By
definition, a(o;;(z) — opi(x)) = 0i(z) — o (). Hence

o Y mnlii ks @ —ou@)) = Y o)~ o)
ij 7kl ikl T
(EGV;;]‘(WVM ZBE‘/,L'jF\Vkl
< Y 7l (o) — ox@)),

i#k
erka
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since each variable xz € V; appears in at most m; subclauses V;;. Hence a :
Ainter (B, Tsup) = Ainter (B, ) is a 1-homomorphism.

To show that the synchronous algebras are isomorphic, observe that since every
pair of elements x,y € V; belongs to some V;;, there is an isomorphism

SynAlg(B', mup) =+, 2y /(R),

where R is the set of relations o;(®y;; ¢)0i(Pv;,,p) = 0 for all ¢ and 3 which do not
agree on V;; N Vi, and Ji((I)Vij,d)) = 0 for all ¢ ¢ D;;. From these latter relations, it
is possible to recover the relations ®y, 4 = 0 for ¢ ¢ C;, and then to recover all the
relations of SynAlg(B, ). O

Proposition [74] implies that G(B,7) has a perfect quantum (resp. commuting

operator) strategy if and only if G(B’, 7syp) has a perfect quantum (resp. commuting
operator) strategy. The main result of this section is that near perfect strategies
for G(B’', msup) can be pulled back to near perfect strategies for G(B, 7). For the
theorem, we say that 7 is maximized on the diagonal if 7 (i,i) > n(i,j) and
m(i,i) = w(j,4) for all i,j € [m].
Theorem 7.5. Let B = (X,{(V;,C;)}",) be a BCS, and let B' = (X, {Vi;, Djj}i ;)
be a subdivision of B with m; clauses in constraint C;. Let w be a probability dis-
tribution on [m] x [m] that is maximized on the diagonal, and let mgyy, be the prob-
ability distribution defined from m as above. If there is a trace T on A(B' , msuw),
then there is a trace T on A(B,7) with def(7) < poly(m,2¢, M, K)def(r), where
C = max; ; |Vij|, K = max; |V;|, and M = max; m;.

For the proof of the theorem we consider several other versions of the weighted

BCS algebra, where A(V;,C;) is replaced by (CZ’QM, and the defining relations of
A(V;, C;) are moved into the weight function.

Definition 7.6. Let B = (X, {(Vi,C;)}1") be a BCS with a probability distribution
7w on [m] x [m], and let B = (X,{Vij, Dij}i ;) be a subdivision, with m; clauses
in constraint C; and probability distribution meyu induced by w. Let o; : (CZ;Vi —
*?ll(CZ;Vi denote the inclusion of the ith factor. Let Afpee(B) := *QICZ;‘W, and
deﬁne weight functz'ons Minter; Hsat, Mclauses and Heomm OT Afree(-B) by
Winter(0i(x) — 0j(x)) = (i, §) for alli # j e [m] and x € V; NV},
tisat (v, 6) = 7(i, i) for all i€ [m] and ¢ € Zy\C;,

. o Vi
/Lclause(q)‘/iﬁ(f)) = F(Z,Z)/m? fOT all (173) € [m] X [ml] and QS € Z2 J\Dij7 and
treomm ([0i(x), 0:(y)]) = 7(i,4) for all i€ [m] and z,y € Vi,

and finter (1) =0, psat(r) =0, ficiause(r) = 0, and preomm(r) = 0 for any elements r
other than those listed. Let Agrec(B, B',m) be the weighted algebra (Afree(B), thail)s
where Uall *= Minter T Helause T Heomm -

Note that piinter is the same as the weight function of the algebra A;pier (B, )

defined in Definition [6.4] except that it’s defined on Ag.c.(B) rather than A(B).
The weight function pse¢ comes from the defining relations for A(B), while picjquse
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comes from the defining relations for A(B’), so Afrec(B, B’,m) is a mix of relations
from Ajpier (B, m) and Ajpter (B', 7). As mentioned previously, the context V; has an
order inherited from X, and this is used for the order of the product when talking
about @y, 4 and (IDVZ%¢ in .Afree(B). In particular, the order on Vj; is compatible
with the order on V;.

The weight functions finter, thsat and feguse can also be defined on *?ll(CZ;/i using
the same formula as in Definition [7.6] and we use the same notation for both versions.
The following lemma shows that we can relax Ajpter(B,m) to (*Zf’;l(CZ;/i, Winter +
lelause), as long as 7 is maximized on the diagonal.

Lemma 7.7. Let B = (X,{(V;,C;)},) be a BCS, and let w be a probability distri-
bution on [m] x [m] which is maximized on the diagonal. Suppose pinter, Psat and
Uelause 0re the weight functions defined above with respect to w. Then there is an
O(t)-homomorphism Ajpter(B, ™) — (*z’ilCZ;/i, Winter + Isat), Where t is the connec-
tivity of B. Furthermore, if B' = (X,{Vij, Dij}i ;) is a subdivision of B, then there
is an M?-homomorphism (*QICZy,umter + lsat) — (*ZQICZ;&,MMW + Lelause) s
where M = max; m; is the mazimum number of clauses m; in constraint i.

Proof. Since C; is non-empty by convention, we can choose 1; € C; for every 1 <
i < m. Define the homomorphism « : A;pter (B, ) — (*QICZ;/",MM@T + fsat) by

a(oi(z)) = Z Dy, poi(z) +Zq’vi,go¢i(x)-
@EC@ QOGZ;/i\Ci

Let ®; = > cc, Pv;p, and let h(a) = a*a denote the hermitian square of a as in
Lemma [(2l Then
ah(oi(r) — 0j(x))] = M(Pioi(z) + (1 — ®i)¢pi(x) — Djoj(x) — (1 = j)¢;(x))
< A4h[Pi0i(z) + (1 — @;)hi(z) — 04(x)]
+4h[®;0;(x) + (1 = j)ibj(x) — 0j(x)] + 4hloi(x) — oj(2)].

Observe that o;(z) = Zpezé’i Py, (), s0

h(@ioi(x) + (1 — ®i)hi () — 0i(x)) = D Py (i) — 9(2))> <4) Dy, 0.

QOEZ;/i\Ci QOEZ;/i\Ci
Thus
a( 3 w(i,j)h(oi(:v)—aj(x))> < N w(i,j)(l62<l>vi,g,+162@W,¢+4h(oi(a@)—aj(:v)))
v v veZ O pel,\C

N

Z 4lulinter (a)a*a + 2 32tusat(a)a*a

v, v,
m i m i
aex!?  CZ, aex]*  CZ,

< O(t) Z (.Uinter (a) + Wsat (a))a*a,

v;
m T
aex"  CZ,

since 7 is maximized on the diagonal.
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Next, suppose B’ is a subdivision of B. If ¢ € Z,"\C;, then we can choose jg € [m;]
such that ¢|Vij¢ ¢ D;j,. Since Z Dy, 6 = P, 0,

$0lv; =’
2 Pve= D D Pues D X Pue= ), D Py
P¢C; 1<jsm; ¢:jg=j 1<j<m; d):d)\vij #D;; 1<j<smg ¢'¢ D

Hence
Z Hsat (T)T*T < M2 Z Helause (7‘)7’*7’,
r r

where the M? comes from the fact that we divide by m? in the definition of pejqyse-
Thus the identity map (*;ZICZ;/@, Minter + ,usat) - (*?ll(czgiaﬂinter + ,uclause) is an
M?-homomorphism. O

The following proposition shows how to construct tracial states on Ajper (B, )
from tracial states on Afe.(B, B’, 7).

Proposition 7.8. Let B = (X,{(Vi,C;)}i"y) be a BCS, and let m be a proba-
bility distribution on [m] x [m] which is maximized on the diagonal. Let B’ =
(X, {Vij, Dij}ij) be a subdivision of B with m; clauses in constraint C;. If T is a
trace on Afyee(B, B’ ), then there is a trace T on Ainier(B, ) such that def(7) <
poly(m,2¢, M, K) def (), where C = max;; |V;;|, K = max; |V;|, and M = max; m;.
Furthermore, if T is finite-dimensional then so is T.

Proof. Since 7 is maximized on the diagonal, if 7(¢,7) = 0 then n(i,j) = 7(j,i) =0
for all j € [m], and the variables in V; do not appear in supp(pinter). Thus we
may assume without loss of generality that 7(i,i) > 0 for all i € [m]. Let 7 be
a trace on Agpe.(B, B’,m). By the GNS construction there is a *-representation p
of Afrec(B,B’,m) acting on a Hilbert space Ho with a unit cyclic vector 1 such
that 7(a) = (Y|p(a)|y) for all a € Appee(B). Let Mg = p(Afree(B)) be the weak
operator closure of the image of p, and let 7y be the faithful normal tracial state on
M corresponding to |¢) (so oo p =T).

For all i € [m] the restriction of p to Z5"" is a def(7; icomm )/7 (i, 7)-homomorphism
from Z;/i into (M, 79), so by Lemma[7.J] there is a representation p; : Z;/i — U(My)
such that

(7.1) o) = pla) Iy < P2 det (7 )

for all generators z; € Z;/i. Suppose z € V; 'V}, and let p : *ZQICZ& — M be the
homomorphism defined by p(x) = p;(z) for z € Zy. Then

|9(0i(x) — aj ()2, < 4|p(oi()) — ploi(x))|Z, + 4]5(0j () — p(oj ()],
+ 4| p(oi(z) — 05(x))|7,
poly(K)
S 7 00)

def (7 ticomm) + 4llos(z) — o).
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Since 7 is maximalized on the diagonal, and |{(¢,j,z) : i # j € [n],z € VinV}}| < mt
where t is the connectivity of B, we conclude that

et i) < Y 3 (i) (P2 et (73 ) + 4loi(e) = 030012

i#j xeV;nV; (Z’ Z)
< O(mt poly (K) def (7; preomm) + def (7; tinter))-

For any S < V;, let x5 := [[,cq7 € Z;Vi, where the order of the product is
inherited from the order on X. By Equation (7.1J),

_ boly(K) .
)3, 7(2’0 def (7; ficomm)

where the degree of K has increased by one. Since @y, 4 = ﬁ ZSEVU d(xg)rs,

|P(zs) = pla

we get that

N 1 N poly(K)
15(Pvi;.8) = p(Pry )17, < ST D0 15(xs) = plas)3, < == def(7; freomm)-
= 7(1,1)

Ifl1<i<m,1<j<mand ¢¢ D;;, then

15(@vi;,0)17, < 205(Pvi;.0) = p(Pri;,0)l17, + 20(Pry,0) 15,

and hence

def(TO o ﬁ; /Lclause) =

4.J i ¢¢Dij
poly (K
T ( ) det (7 ) +2<I>vj,¢u2>
07 ¢¢Dy; m; i)
Z2CP01Y(K)

3 def(T Ncomm) +2 def<T :u'clause)

s

7-7
< m22¢ poly (K) def(7; ticomm) + 2 def (T; ferause)-

We conclude that T = 1pop is a tracial state on *Zf’ll(CZ;/i with def (75 iinter + thelause)
bounded by

O(def (7; printer) + def (T ferause) + (m220 + mt) poly (K) def (7; treomm))-
Since t < O(mK), we conclude that
def(%Q Winter + ,uclause) < pOIY(ma 207 K) def(T; Winter T Uclause + ,ucomm)-

By Lemmal[Z.7) there is a O(tM?)-homomorphism Ajpser (B, 1) — (*Zf’;l(CZ;/i, Lhinter+
lelause), and pulling 7 back by this homomorphism gives the proposition. O

Finally, we can pull back tracial states from the subdivision algebra A;,ter (B’ Tsup)
to traces on Afrec(B, B, 7).



TWO PROVER PERFECT ZERO KNOWLEDGE 25

Proposition 7.9. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}%,) be a BCS, and let B' = (X, {Vij, Di;}i ;)
be a subdivision of B. Let m be a probability distribution on [m] x [m], and let mgyp
be the probability distribution defined from m as above. Then there is a poly(M,2°)-
homomorphism Afrec(B, B', ) — Ainter(B', Tsup), where C' = max;; |Vi;| and M =
max; m;.

Proof. For each 1 < ¢ < m and x € V;, choose an index 1 < r;;, < m; such that
x € Vip,,. Also, for each z,y € V;, choose an index i,y such that z,y € V;,, . Define
a 73— A(B') by aloi(z)) = o4, (x). Tt follows immediately from the
definitions that « is a O(M?)-homomorphism (A frec(B), fhinter) = Ainter (B’ Tsup)-
Moving on to fteomm, observe that if A(a) = a*a as in Lemma then

a(h(loi(x),0:(W)]) = h (0ir,, (2)Tir,, (1) = Oir, ) Tir,, (2))
< 4h((oir,, () = 03, (2))0iry, () + 4(0i,, (2) (04, (y) = Oiry, (1)) +
+4h((oiry, () = 0ig, (V) Tir,, (2)) + 4h(0iy, () (Oir;, () — 04y, (2)))
< 8h(0ir,, () = 01y, () + 8N(0ir,, (y) — 04, (1)),
where we use the fact that [0y, (2),04,,(y)] = 0, and that U*a*aU is cyclically

equivalent to a*a if UU* = 1. For any given x € V; and 1 < j < m;, the number of
elements y € V; with 4., = j is bounded by |V;;|. Hence

. (i, )
D10 wldah(oix),oi(y)]) S OCM?) >, > === h(oy(x)—0i (@),
i x,yeV; i,j,j’mGViijij/ m;
where o5 : (CZ;/i 7 — A(B’) is the inclusion of the ijth factor. We conclude that
there is an O(C'M?)-homomorphism (Afyee(B), tieomm) — Ainter (B, Tsub)-
Finally, for ficiquse, if @ € [m], j € [m;], and ¢ ¢ D;; then oy;(®y;, ¢) = 0, so

7,

a(Py,.0) = a(Py,.) — 0i(Pv;, 6)

— 2% Z H () Tir,, (T) — 2|% Z H (2)0(2)

ScV;j xeS ScV;; xeS
1
= oV DD e 56(2)(0ir, () — 045())va s,
Sg‘/ij zeS

where u; g is the product of ¢(y)o;;(y) for y € S appearing before x in the order on
Vi, and vy s is the product of ¢(y)oir,, (y) for y € S appearing after x in the order
on V;. Since there are less than |V;;| - 2/Vs| terms in this sum, and ¢(z)u, s and v, g
are unitary,

2|Vi;|
[Vijl

h(a(®y;;,6)) < 5

DD Mo, () — 0i(@))

ScV;; xzeS

L =D CCERAE)

xeVi; xeSCVy;
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= Vi >} Wi, () = 0ij(x)).

Z‘E‘/ij

N TN al@r ) s ST O b — o)

ie[m],je[mi] 0 ¢¢Di; ij Ut ¢¢Dy;  weVy
C W(Z,Z)
<C-29) " > h(oin, — 0ij(x)).
ij ot weVy

Since every term in the latter sum occurs in the sum » p/(r)r*r for the weight
function p/ of Ajpter(B', Teup), @ is a C' - 2¢-homomorphism (Afree(B), telause) —
Ainter(B', Tsup). We conclude that o is an O(M? + CM? + C2¢)-homomorphism

Afree(B, ) = Ainter (B, Tsup), and O(M? + CM? + C2°) < poly(M, 2°). O
proof of Theorem[7.5 Applying Proposition [(.9] and Proposition [T.§ yields the re-
sult. g

8. PARALLEL REPETITION

Let G = (I,{O;}ier,m, V) be a nonlocal game. The n-fold parallel repetition
of G is the game
g@n = (Ina {01}161”7 7T®n7 V®n)7

where

(1) I™ is the n-fold product of I,

(2) ifie ™, then O; :== O;; x Oy, x -+ x Oy,

(3) if i,j € I", then «®"(4, j) = [T_y (i, ji), and

(4) if Ll € [n7 ac Oy b € Ol7 then V®n(g7b‘27l) = HZ:I V(ak,bk‘lk,jk)

In other words, the players each receive a vector of questions i = (iy,...,i,) and
Jj = (1,...,Jn) from G, and must reply with a vector of answers (ay,...,a,) and
(b1,...,by) to each question. Each pair of questions (ix, ji), 1 < k < n is sampled

independently from 7, and the players win if and only if (ag, bx) is a winning answer
to questions (ig, ji) for all 1 < k < n. If G has questions of length ¢ and answers of
length a, then G®" has questions of length ng and answers of length na.

If p is a correlation for G, let p®" be the correlation for G®" defined by

n
p¥"(a,bli, §) = | [ pax, belix, ji).

k=1
It is easy to see that p®" is a quantum (resp. commuting operator) correlation
if and only if p is a quantum (resp. commuting operator) correlation, and that
w(G®; p®") = w(G,p)". Hence if wy(G) = 1 (resp. wge(G) = 1) then wy(G&") = 1
(resp. wge(G®™) = 1) as well. If w,(G) < 1, then wy(G®") > w,(G)" (and the same
for the commuting operator value), but this inequality is not always tight. However,
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Yuen’s parallel repetition theorem states that the game value goes down at least
polynomially in n:

Theorem 8.1 ([Yuel6]). For any nonlocal game G, if § = 1 —wqy(G) > 0, then
wq(G®™) < b/ poly(d,n), where b is the length of the answers of G.
Suppose B = (X, {(V;,C;)},) is a BCS and that 7 is a probability distribution

on [m] x [m]. For any n > 1, let X(") := X x [n], and Vi(k) =V x {k} = X", We
can think of X as the disjoint union of n copies of X, and Vi(k) as the copy of V;

(k)
from the k" copy of X. Since Vi(k) is a copy of V;, we can identify Z;fi with Z;fi
in the natural way. If i € [m]", let V; = uleVigk) and C; = Cj, x --- x C;, < Z;fi =
e v
Zy" x - xZy* . Let BM™ = (XM {(V, Ci)icm]»})- Given a distribution 7 on
[m] x [m], consider the game G(B™ 7®"), where 7®" is the product distribution as
above. In this game, the players are given questions i and j from [m]" respectively,
and must reply with elements ¢ € C; and 1 € C; respectively. They win if and only

if ¢ and ¢ agree on V; NV = Ui, Vzik) N V](kk) But this happens if and only if ¢

and vy, agree on V;, n'Vj,. Thus G(B™,7®") is the parallel repetition G(B,r)®".
We record this in the following lemma:

Lemma 8.2. If G is a BCS game, then so is the parallel repetition GO".

To illustrate the purpose of parallel repetition, suppose that ({G,},S,V) is a
MIP*(2, 1,1, s)-protocol for a language £, where G, = (I;,{Oyi}, 7z, V) and has an-
swer length a,. If n, is a polynomial in ||, then 78" can be sampled in polynomial
time by running S independently n times, and V®" can also be computed in poly-
nomial time by running V repeatedly. If S®" and V®"= are these Turing machines
for sampling 7€ and computing V" respectively, then ({G&"=}, §®1e | ®na) jg
a MIP*(2,1,1, s)-protocol for £, where s’ = a,/poly(1 — s) - poly(ng). Since a, is
polynomial in |z|, if 1 — s = 1/poly(]z|), then we can choose n, such that s’ is any
constant < 1. By Lemma the same can be done for BCS-MIP*.

9. PERFECT ZERO KNOWLEDGE

An MIP protocol is perfect zero knowledge if the verifier gains no new infor-
mation from interacting with the provers. If the players’ behaviour in a game
G = (I1,{O0;}ier, ™, V) is given by the correlation p, then what the verifier (or any out-
side observer) sees is the distribution {7 (i, j)p(a, b|i, 7)} over tuples (a, bi, 7). Conse-
quently a MIP*-protocol ({G,}, S, V) is said to be perfect zero-knowledge against an
honest verifier if the players can use correlations p, for G, such that the distribution
{m(i,7)p(a,bli,j)} can be sampled in polynomial time in |z|. However, a dishonest
verifier seeking to get more information from the players might sample the ques-
tions from a different distribution 7’ from 7. To be perfect zero-knowledge against
a dishonest verifier, it must be possible to efficiently sample {7’ (%, j)p.(a, bli, )} for



28 K. MASTEL AND W. SLOFSTRA

any efficiently sampleable distribution 7/, and this is equivalent to being able to effi-
ciently sample from {p;(a, bli, j)}(a,p)c0; x0, for any i, j. This leads to the definition
(following [CS19), Definition 6.3]):

Definition 9.1. Let P = ({G,}, S, V) be a two-prover one-round MIP* protocol for a
language L with completeness ¢ and soundness s, where G, = (I, {Oyi}, 7z, V). The
protocol P is perfect zero knowledge if for every string x, there is a correlation
Pz for G, such that

(1) for alli,j € I, the distribution {p,(a,bli,j)} can be sampled in polynomial
time in |x|, and

(2) if x € L then py € Cyq and w(Gy,py) = 1.

The class PZK-MIP*(2,1, ¢, s) is the class of languages with a perfect zero knowledge
two-prover one round MIP* protocol with completeness ¢ and soundness s.

By replacing Cy, with Cy., we get another class PZK-MIP. If we replace MIP*
protocols with BCS-MIP* (resp. BCS-MIP“) protocols and Cy, with C, (resp.
C3.) we get the class PZK-BCS-MIP* (resp. PZK-BCS-MIP).

For the one-round protocols that we are considering, parallel repetition preserves
the property of being perfect zero knowledge.

Proposition 9.2. Let ({G,},S,V) be a PZK-MIP*(2, 1,1, s) protocol, and let n, be
a polynomial function of |z|. Then the parallel repeated protocol ({G&"=}, &= |/ ®na)
1s also perfect zero knowledge.

Proof. Let p; be a correlation for the game G that satisfies the two requirements of
Definition Then {p®"=(a, bli, j)}a. can be sampled in polynomial time in |z| for
all i, j by independently sampling from {p,(a, b, i, Je)}ap for each pair (i, jo) from
i= (i1, in,) and j = (j1,...,Jn,)- If € L, then w(GE"; p&") = 1, and it is not
hard to see that p®"= € Cy,. O

We will now prove our main result that any proof system in BCS-MIP* or BCS-
MIP® can be turned into a perfect zero knowledge BCS-MIP* or BCS-MIP“° pro-
tocol. For this purpose, we use the perfect zero knowledge proof system for 3SAT
due to Dwork, Feige, Kilian, Naor, and Safra [DFK*92]|, slightly modified for the
proof of quantum soundness. For the construction, we assume that we start with
a BCS-MIP* protocol (and in the proof of Theorem [[T] this will be a 3SAT-MIP*
protocol). Following [DFK™92|, the new proof system is constructed in three steps.
First, we apply a transformation called oblivation, then turn the resulting system
into a permutation branching program via Barrington’s theorem [Bar86|, and fi-
nally rewrite the permutation branching programs using the randomizing tableaux
of Kilian [Kil90]. We start by describing obliviation.

Definition 9.3. Given a BCS B = (X, {(V;,Ci)}%,) andn > 1, let Z = X x [n],
and U; = V; x [n] for any 1 < i < m. To make the elements of Z look more

like variables, we denote (x,i) by z(i). Let E; < Zgi be the set of assignments ¢
to U; such that the assignment v to V; defined by ¥ (z) = ¥(x(1))---(x(n)) is
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in C;. The obliviation of B of degree n is the constraint system Obl,(B) =
<27 {<UZ7EZ) Zil)

The point of obliviation is the following:

Lemma 9.4. Suppose B = (X,{(V;,C;)},) is a BCS, and let B’ = Obl,(B) for
some n > 1, using the notation from Definition[3.3. Then:

(a) There is a classical homomorphism « : A(B) — A(B') such that o(o;(z)) =
oi(x(1)---xz(n)) for all i € [m] and x € V;, where o; is the inclusion of the
ith factor for A(B) and A(B’).

(b) Let T be the set of sequences x1,...,x in Z of length 1 < k <n—1, such
that there is some i € k]| with x; # x; for all j € [k|\{i}. If m is a probability
distribution on [m] x [m], and 7 is a tracial state on A(B), then there is
a tracial state T on A(B') such that T = T o «, def(T; ur) = def(7; pr),
and T(oj, (z1) -+ - 03, (xr)) = 0 for all sequences x1,...,xp in I' and indices
i1, ..,k € [m] such that x; € Uy, for all 1 < j < k. If 7 is finite-dimensional
(resp. Connes-embeddable), then T is also finite-dimensional (resp. Connes-
embeddable).

(¢) For any 1 < i < m, the set {[[,eqx : S < Ui, |S| < n/2} of monomials in
U; of degree less than n/2 is linearly independent in A(U;, E;).

In particular, if 7 is perfect then T is perfect.

Proof. Define f; : ZY* — ZYi for each i € [m] by fi(¢)(x) = ¢(x(1))--- ¢(z(n)) for
0S5 ZQUZ' and x € V;. By definition, ¢ € E; if and only if f;(¢) € C;, so fi(E;) = C;. If
fi(@)(z) # f;(¢)(x) for some ¢ € Zgi, (NS ZzUj, and z € V; 0V}, then we must have
d(x(i)) # ¥(x(i)) for some i. Since

oi(x(1)--2(n) = Y fil@)(2)Py, 4

pezdi

for all z € Vj, i € [m], the functions f; correspond to a classical homomorphism
a: A(B) —» A(B') with a(o;(z)) = o;(z(1)--- x(n)) for all i € [m] and x € V;. This
proves part (a).

Conversely, given y € Z5 "1 and ¢ € ZVi, define ¢, € ZY by ¢,(x(1)) =

Y, & Y 2 2 y 2 PY @y

o(x)y(z, 1), ¢y(x(j)) = y(z, j—1)y(z, j) for 2 < j < n—1, and ¢y (z(n)) = y(z,n—1).
Since fi(¢y) = ¢, the function ¢ — ¢, sends C; to E;. Also if ¢ € Z;/i and vy € Z;/j,
then ¢y |v,~u; # Vylu.~u; if and only if @lv,~v; # Y[v;Av;, so the functions ¢ —
¢, determine a classical homomorphism S, : A(B") — A(B) with gy,(o;(x(1))) =
oi(x)y(x,1), By(oi(z(4))) = y(z,j — Dy(x,j) for 2 < j < n—1, and §(oi(z(n))) =
y(x,n —1) for all i € [m] and z € V.

Given a tracial state 7 on A(B), define a tracial state 7 on A(B’) by 7 =
9—1X|(n-1) ZyT o By, where the sum is over all y € ngx[nfl]. Notice that if 7
is finite-dimensional (resp. Connes-embeddable), then 7 is also finite-dimensional
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(resp. Connes-embeddable). Since §, o «v is the identity on A(B), 7o« = 7. Since
By and « are 1-homomorphisms,

def(T o By? /‘ﬂ) < def(7_§ /‘ﬂ) = def(T o 5y O Q; :u7r) < def(T © 5@/? Nw)

for any y, so def(7 o By; pir) = def(7; pr) and hence def(7; pur) = def (75 pur).
Finally, if x1,..., 2k is a sequence in Z, and 1y,...,4 is a sequence in [m] such
that x; € U;;, then there is an element a € A(B) and set S < X x [n — 1] such that

By(oi (1) -+ - 0y (xk)) = my7(a)

X x[n—1]

for all y € Z, , where m,, := H(x’j)es y(z,7). U zq1,...,z is in T, then S is

non-empty, and Zy my = 0. Hence

Foi (01) -+ 0 (21) = 27X Y Ty r(a) = 0.
y
This proves part (b).

For part (c), pick a tracial state 7 on the finite-dimensional C*-algebra A(V;, C;)
(since C; is non-empty, this algebra is non-trivial). As in the proof of part (b), we
can define a tracial state 7 = 21X1(n=1) Zy 70, on A(U;, E;) with the property that
T(x1-xp)=0if 1 <k<n-—1and z1,...,x; € U; are distinct. If S, T < U;, then

[[e-][== ]I =

zeS zeT zeSAT
where SAT := (SUT)\(SnT). If |S],|T| < n/2, then |[SAT| < n, and SAT = &
if and only if S = T. Hence by part (b),

~ 1 S=T

T(Hx-l_[x)—{o ST
zes zeT #

It follows that the monomials {[ [,.q 2 : S < U;,|S| < n/2} are linearly independent.

O

A permutation branching program of width 5 and depth d on a set of vari-
ables X is a tuple P = (X, {(l‘i,ﬂ'gl),ﬂ'(j)l) ¢ ,0) where z; € X and 7T§Z),7T(j)1 are
elements of the permutation group Ss for all 1 < i < d, and o € S5 is a 5-cycle. A per-

mutation branching program P defines a map P : Zs — S5 via P(¢) = H?:l wél()xi).

A program P recognizes a constraint C < Zg if P(¢) = o for all ¢ € C, and
P(¢) = e for all ¢ ¢ C, where e is the identity in Ss.

Theorem 9.5 (Barrington [Bar86]). Suppose a constraint C S Zz is recognized by
a depth d fan-in 2 boolean circuit. Then C' is recognized by a permutation branching
program of depth 4% on the variables X .

For the rest of the section, we assume that we have a canonical way of turn-
ing constraints described by fan-in 2 boolean circuits into permutation branching
programs using Barrington’s theorem.

The final ingredient is randomizing tableaux, which are described using con-
straints of the form zi---x, = 7, where the variables x1,...,x, take values in



TWO PROVER PERFECT ZERO KNOWLEDGE 31

S5, v is a constant in S5, and the product is the group multiplication. Since
|S5] = 120 < 27, we can encode permutations as bit strings of length 7 by choos-
ing an enumeration S5 = {e = 7o,...,7119}, and identifying v; by its index j in
binary. This means that any permutation-valued variable can be represented by 7
boolean variables, and similarly a permutation-valued constraint x;---x, = v can
be rewritten as the constraint on 7n boolean variables which requires the boolean
variables corresponding to x; to encode a permutation value, and the product of
all the permutations to be equal to . Since we want our final output to be a
boolean constraint system, we use permutation-valued variables and permutation-
valued constraints as short-hand for boolean constraint systems constructed in this
way. We can now define randomizing tableaux, still following [DFK™*92| with small
modifications.

Definition 9.6. Let B = (X, {(V;,C;)}™,) be a BCS, where each C; is described by
a fan-in 2 boolean circuit. Let P; = (V;, {($ij,ﬂglj),ngl))};li 1,0i) be the permutation

branching program recognizing C;. For each i € [m], let
Wi =Viu{Ti(p,q) : (p.q) € [4] x [di]} u {ri(4, k) : (5, k) € [3] x [di — 1]},

where T;(p, q) and r;(j, k) are new permutation-valued variables (and thus represent
7 boolean variables each), and let

Y=Xu {Tl(p7q)7rl(]7 k) : (Z'7p7q7j7 k) € [m] X [4] X [dl] X [3] X [dl - 1]}
be the union of all the original and new variables. The variables T;(p,q) are called
tableau elements, and the variables r;(j, k) are called randomizers.

Let D; be the constraint on variables W; which is the conjunction of the following
clauses:

(1) T,(1,q) = 759 for all q € [d;],

(2) Ti(p+1,q) = ri(p,q — 1) T3(p, q)ri(p, q) for q € [d;] and p € [3], where we
use the notation r;(p,0) = ri(p,d;) = e,

(3) ngqui Tz’<47 Q) =0y, and

(4) a trivial constraint (meaning that all assignment are allowed) on any pair
x,y of original or permutation-valued variables which do not appear in one
of the above constraints.

The tableau of B is Tab(B) = (Y, {(W;, D;)}™,), interpreted as a boolean constraint
system. We further let {Wi;, Dy;)}i2y be a list of the clauses in (1)-(4) making up
D;. The subdivided tableau of B is Tabs,(B) = (Y, {(Wij, Dij) }icim] je[mi])-

Compared to [DFK'92|, we’'ve added the trivial constraints (4), as well as an
extra row of the tableau. As mentioned above, the product in the constraints on the
permutation-valued variables in parts (1)-(4) of the definition is the group product in
Ss. The constraints in part (1) involve both original variables z, and permutation-
valued variables T;(1,q), and say that the value of T;(1,q) is either Wgzq) or 778‘%)
depending on the value of z,. In part (4), z and y can be either an original or a
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permutation-valued variable. If one of them is a permutation-valued variable, then
all the corresponding boolean variables encoding the permutation-valued variable are
included in the constraint (so the constraint on = and y may involve up to 14 boolean
variables). Since the constraints in part (4) are trivial, they do not contribute to D,
but they are included in the list of clauses (Wj;, D;;) of the subdivided tableau. The
point of the constraints in part (4) is that, with them, Tabg,;(B) is a subdivision of
Tab(B). The extra row of the tableau is needed to compensate for the inclusion of
these constraints in Tabg,,(B) (see Remark [0.1T)). As in [DEK*92]|, the constraints
D; encode the constraints C; as follows:

Lemma 9.7 ([DFK™92|). Suppose B = (X,{(V;,C;)}™,) is a BCS, and let Tab(B) =
(Y {(W;, Dy)}™y). If ¢ € D;, then |y, € C;. Conversely, if r € Sé%i, where
R; = {ri(j,k) : (j,k) € [3] x [d;i]} is the set of randomizers in W;, and ¢ € Cj,
then there is a unique element ¢, € D; such that ¢r|v, = ¢ and ¢p|r, = T.

In this lemma, the statement that ¢.|r, = r means that for every randomizer
ri(j, k) € R;, the restriction of ¢ to the boolean variables corresponding to 7;(j, k)
is the encoding of the permutation r(r;(j, k)).

Proof. If ¢ € D;, then by constraint (2), [[, Ti(p + 1,q) = [[,Ti(p,q). Since

l—[q T;(4,q) = o; by constraint (3), Hq wg(glf) = 0;. Since the permutation branching
program P, recognizes C;, we conclude that ¢|y, € C;.

Conversely, given an assignment r € S5Ri to the variables R; and ¢ € C;, we can set
T;(1,q) = ngq) and Tj(p+1,q) = ri(p,q — 1)~ T;(p, q)ri(p, q) to get an assignment
where [ [, Ti(4,q) = 0. O

Although the permutation-valued variables in Tab(B) are shorthand for boolean
variables, it is helpful to be able to work with the permutation-valued variables

directly in A(Tab(B)). Suppose for a moment that z1,...,z7 are variables in a
set V, and C is a constraint on V' which includes the requirement that x,...,x7
encode a permutation-valued variable xz. Let S = {z1,...,27}. If ¢ € Zg, then

P54 = 0 in A(V,C) unless ¢ is the binary representation of an index 0 < j <
120, in which case we also write ®g4 as ®g ;. Hence the subalgebra of A(V,C)
is generated by the single unitary 2]1-1:90 e2mii/ 120<I>g7j, which we denote by the same

symbol as the permutation-valued variable z. In particular, if B = (X, {(V;,C;)}7%,)
and Tab(B) = (Y, {(W;, D;)}I",) as in Definition [0.6] then we can refer to T;(p, q)
and 7;(j, k) as unitary elements of A(W;, D;) of order 120, and they generate the
same subalgebra as the boolean variables encoding them. Since these variables do
not occur in any other context W; for j # i, we also use T;(p,q) and r;(j,k) to
refer to o;(7;(p,q)) and o;(r;(j,k)) in A(Tab(B)). We use the same convention for
A(Wie, D;g), although since the variables T;(p, ¢) and r;(j, k) occur in more than one
constraint of Tabg,,(B), we are stuck with the notation o;¢(7T;(p, ¢)) and o;(r;(j, k))
when refering to these variables in A(Tabg,,(B)). With these conventions, we can

state the following noncommutative version of Lemma
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Lemma 9.8. Suppose that B = (X,{(Vi,C;)},) is a BCS, and let Tab(B) =
(Y, {(W;, D;)}™ ). Let Ry = {ri(j, k) : (j, k) € [3] x [di —1]} be the set of randomizers
in Wi, and let R = | J,; R;.

(a) The natural map
A(V;, Ci) @ CZyy — AWi, Di) = @y = @i, 1i(j k) = ri(j k)

is an isomorphism. In particular, A(W;, D;) is generated as an algebra by
Vi u R;, and A(Tab(B)) is generated by | J,{oi(z) : x € V;} U R.

(b) The natural inclusion o : A(B) — A(Tab(B)) defined by a(o;(z)) = oi(x)
forie[m] and x € V; is a classical homomorphism.

(c) If r € SE, then there is a classical homomorphism B, : A(Tab(B)) — A(B)
such that for all i € [m], if x € V; then B,(0i(x)) = oi(x), and if x € R; then
Br(x) = €2™9/120 where r(x) = ; in the enumeration of Ss fired above.

(d) Let M be the set of monomials in A(B) of the form uo;(z)*v, where z € R;
for some i € [m], 1 <a <120, and v and v are monomials in {oj(x) : j €
[m], z € V; U R;} which do not contain z. If w is a probability distribution on
[m] x [m], and T is a tracial state on A(B), then there is a tracial state T on
A(Tab(B)) such that T = Toa, where « is the classical homomorphism from
part (b), def(T; pr) = def(7; pur), and 7(y) = 0 for all y € M. Furthermore,
if T is finite-dimensional (resp. Connes-embeddable), then T is also finite-
dimensional (resp. Connes-embeddable).

Proof. For part (a), the algebra (CZ{%O has a basis consisting of the joint spectral
projections

Qp,r = H Ar(z))™? H (x — e2TR120Y -y e Z%O,
reR; Y #r(T)

where A(v;) = ]_L,M&j(e%ij/120 — e2mk/120) Hence A(Vi, C;) ® CZ15, has a basis con-
sisting of the elements ®y; , ® ®g, , for p € C; and r € Z?zio- Using the enumeration
of S5 fixed earlier, we can interpret ng"o as the set Sé% © of permutation-valued as-
signments to R;. The natural homomorphism A(V;, C;) ®CZ%O — A(W;, D;) sends
Py, PR, to Zw Pyy, 5, where the sum is across all ¢ € D; such that 9|y, = ¢ and
Y|r, = r. By Lemma [0.7] the restriction map ¢ — ¢|y,ur, is a bijection between
D; and C; x S5R  so this homomorphism is an isomorphism.

Parts (b) and part (c) follow immediately from Lemma and the definition of
a classical homomorphism. Alternatively, part (b) also follows from Corollary

The proof of part (d) is similar to the proof of Lemma [0 part (b). Given a
tracial state 7 on A(B), let T be the tracial state on A(Tab(B)) defined by 7 =
ﬁZTT o B, where the sum is over r € ng. If 7 is finite-dimensional (resp.
Connes-embeddable), then 7 is finite-dimensional (resp. Connes-embeddable). Since
Br(oi(x)) = o4(x) for all i € [m] and x € V;, B, o a is the identity on A(B), and
Toa = 7. By parts (b) and (c), def(7 0 8,) < def(r) = def(7 0 5, oa) < def(70f,).
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This means that def(7 o 5,) = def(7), so def(r) = def(7). Finally, suppose y € M,
so y = uo;(z)% for some z € R;, 1 < a < 120, and monomials u, v which do not
contain z. By part (c), there is some monomial ¥’ in {oj(z) : j € [m],z € V;} such
that for all r € S, we have 8,(y) = €>™/120¢ 4/ where r(z) = ;, and ¢ € C
depends only on 7’ = r|g\(.}. Hence

120
(y) = 123\1?\ Z 7(Br(y)) = 123\12\ Z T2 Z cnr(y’) =0,
reSs 7=0 T’IES?\{Z}
finishing the proof of part (d). O

We need one more general fact about permutation-valued variables.

Lemma 9.9. Let f : SI" — S5 be a function, and suppose (V,C) is a boolean
constraint encoding the constraint x = f(y1,...,Ym) on permutation-valued variables
ToYly -, Ym- If 1 < n <120, then

n a a
T :anyll'”ymm
a

for some coefficients c, € C, where the sum is over all integer vectors a = (ai,. .., am)
with 0 < aq,...,a, < 120. Furthermore, if for every mi,...,™m_1 € S5, the set
{f(my, . o1, Ty They ooy 1) = ™ € S5} is equal to S5, then cq =0 if a = 0.

Proof. Let Y; be the set of boolean variables representing yi, and let X be the set
of boolean variables representing x. The constraint = f(y1,...,ym) states that

Pxe = > Pyigi PV
(Vi1 - Yim JEF 1 (2)

where {y0,...,7119} is our chosen enumeration of Ss. Since ®y, ; is a polynomial
in yx, and 2™ is a linear combination of the projections ®x , for 0 < £ < 120, we get
" = g(y1,...,Yn), where g = > cqyy" ---y%m is a polynomial in yi, ..., ym. Since
y]?o = 1, we can further assume that the sum is over vectors a = (ay,...,a;) with
0 < ap < 120 for all k.

Given 0 < ji1,...,Jm < 120, let ¢; : A(V,C) — C be the homomorphism sending
Py, o — 0aj, for all 1 < k < k. This homomorphism sends y — w’* and z +— wt,

2mi120 and vp = f(Vjrs- -+ Vjm)- We use the notation
Av, . Ay A

to denote the list Aq,..., A, with the element Aj omitted. If, for some k, we fix
0 < J1sevsdhseensjm < 120, then

2 dilo) = e [ DL wht = bt B e,

0<jr <120 a t#k 0<jr <120

where h = g(ylv"'7yk—1707yk+17"'7ym)' It {f(’leyy’ij) 10 < gk < 120} is

equal to S5, then
S Gh= 3 w0
0<jx <120 0<<120

where w = e
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for 1 <n < 120, and we conclude that

h(w, ... &%, ... ,wim) = 0.
If this occurs for all choices of 0 < 71,... ,jk, ooy Jm < 120, then h must be the zero
polynomial, so ¢, = 0 if a; = 0. O

Although Lemma is stated for general functions f, we are only going to use
it for the group multiplication and inverse functions, i.e. f(y1,%2) = y1y2 and
f(y) = y~*. For these functions, the additional hypothesis on f holds for all indices
k. Thus the lemma states that if (V,C) encodes the constraint z = y;y2, then x
is a polynomial in y; and yo such that all monomials contain both y; and yo, and
similarly for the constraint = y~.

We can now prove the main algebraic lemma that we use to prove perfect zero
knowledge.

Lemma 9.10. Given a BCS B = (X, {(Vi,C;)}",), let Tab(B) = (Y, {(W;, D;)}!"4
and let Tabgp(B) = (Y, {(Wij, Dij)}Yie[m) je[m,])- Let Ri = {ri(j,k) : (5, k)
[3] x [d; — 1]} be the set of randomizers in W;. Then:

(a) Suppose (Wij, Dyj) is a constraint from Tabg,,(B) of type (1), (2), or (4) in
Definition [9.8. If y is a polynomial in Wyj, then y is equal in A(W;, D;) to
a polynomial in S U R;, where Wi; nV; € S <V and |S] < 2.

(b) Suppose (Wij, Dij) is a constraint from Tabg,,(B) of type (3). If y is a
polynomial in Wj then y is equal in A(W;, D;) to a polynomial in V; U R;
where every non-scalar monomial contains a variable from R;.

);
€

(¢) If y is a polynomial in W;; and z is a polynomial in Wy, for some i € [m],
J. k € [my], then yz is equal in A(W;, D;) to a polynomial in V; U R; in which
every monomial either contains a variable from R; or has degree < 4.

Proof. Fix i € [m], and consider the permutation-valued variables T;(p, q) in A(W;, D;).
The constraints of type (1) in Definition imply that 7;(1,¢) is a polynomial in
zq for all ¢ € [d;]. The constraints of type (2) along with Lemma imply that
T;(p+1,q) is a polynomial in {r;(p, g—1), 7:(p, q), T;(p, q) }, and vice versa T;(p, q) is a
polynomial in {r;(p,q — 1), r(p,q), T;(p + 1,q)}. Recall that r;(p,0) = ri(p,d;) = 1;
for notational convenience we use the convention that they are present in every
monomial, although note they aren’t elements of R;. It follows that T;(p,q) is a
polynomial in {z,} U {r;(p’,q¢ —1),r:(p',q) : 1 < p’ < p}, and also a polynomial in
{Ti;(4,)y o {ri(p,q—1),7m:(p',q) : p < p’ < 3}. Finally, the constraint of type (3) im-
plies that for any ¢ € [d;], the variable T;(4, q) is a polynomial in {T;(4,q’) : ¢’ # q}.

For part (a), suppose that y is a polynomial in Wj;. By the previous paragraph,
if (Wij;, Dyj;) is a constraint of type (1), then y can be written as a polynomial in z,
where {z,} = W;; nV;. If (Wyj, Dyj) is a constraint of type (2) then y can be written
as a polynomial in {z4} U R; for some ¢ € [d1] (and W;; n'V; = ). If (W;j5, Dyj) is a
constraint of type (4) then Wj; has size two, and y can be written as a polynomial
in {zq,xy} v R; for some ¢, ¢ € [d;], where W;; n'V; < {z4,z,}. This finishes the
proof of part (a).
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For part (b), if (W, D;;) has type (3), then we can write y as a polynomial in
{Ti(4,q) : q € [d; —1]}. Suppose M = T;(4,q1)™ - - T;(4, &)™ is a monomial in this
latter set of variables, wherek > 1,1 < ¢1 < ... < qx < d;,and 0 < aq, ..., a; < 120.
By Lemma[@.9, T;(4,¢;)% is a polynomial in {xq, } U {ri(p/,q; —1),7:(p', ;) : p’ € [3]}
such that every monomial contains all the randomizers. When we multiply these
polynomials together to get the monomial M, some of these randomizers may cancel
out. However the randomizers r;(p/, q;) for p’ € [3] appear only in the polynomial
for T;(4,qr). As a result, M is a polynomial in V; U R; such that every monomial
contains r;(p, qx) for all p’ € [3]. We conclude that y can be written as a sum of
monomials in V; U R;, such that each non-scalar monomial contains the randomizers
{ri(p',q) : p' € [3]} for some q € [d; — 1]. In particular, every non-scalar monomial
contains some randomizer, finishing the proof of (b).

For part (c), suppose y and z are polynomials in W;; and Wj;, respectively. By
part (a), if (W;;, Di;) and (Wi, D;i) are constraints of type (1), (2) or (4) then
y and z both have Vj-degree less than or equal to two, and thus yz has V;-degree
less than or equal to four. Suppose without loss of generality that (W;;, D;;) is the
constraint of type (3). If (Wjg, D;i) is the same constraint, then yz is a polynomial
in W;;, and is covered by part (b).

Suppose (Wix, Dix) has type (2), so Wi, = {ri(p,q—1),7:i(p, @), Ti(p, @), Ti(p+1,9)}
for some p € [3], ¢ € [d;]. If p € [2], then z is a polynomial in {z,} U {r;(p’,q¢ —
1),7:(p',q) : 1 < p’ < p}. Since y can be written as a polynomial in V; U R; such
that every non-scalar monomial contains r;(3,q) for some ¢ € [d; — 1], yz can be
written as a polynomial in V; U R; such that every monomial either has V;-degree at
most one or contains r;(3,q) some g € [d; — 1]. If p = 3, then z can be written as a
polynomial in {7T;(4,q),7r:(3,qg — 1),7:(3,q)} for some ¢ € [d;]. For any 0 < a < 120,
T;(4,q)%y can be written as a polynomial in V; U R; such that every non-scalar
monomial contains the randomizers r;(1,¢’), r;(2,¢") for some ¢’ € [d; — 1]. So yz
is a polynomial in V; U R; such that every monomial either has V;-degree zero or
contains 7;(1,q'), r(2,¢") for some ¢’ € [d; — 1].

Next suppose (Wik, D;x) has type (4), and let F; = {T;(4,q) : ¢ € [d;]}. For
q € [di], T;(1,q) can be written as a polynomial in z4, T;(2,¢) can be written as a
polynomial in {z4, r;(1,¢—1),7;(1,¢)}, and T;(3, ¢) can be written as a polynomial in
{T;(4,q),7:(3,q—1),7;(3,q)}. Hence every element W; can be written as a polynomial
in V; U R; U F; of V;-degree at most one such that no monomial contains 7;(p, q),
ri(p/,q) for some q € [d; — 1], and p # p’. Thus z can be written as a polynomial
Vi U R; U F; with V;-degree at most two, and such that for all ¢ € [d; — 1], no
monomial contains all the randomizers {r;(p,q) : p € [3]}. If M is any monomial in
F; then My can be written as a polynomial in V; U R; such that every non-scalar
monomial contains {r;(p,q) : p € [3]} for some ¢ € [d; — 1]. Hence yz can be written
as a polynomial in V; U R; where every monomial either has V;-degree at most two
or contains a variable from R;.

Finally if (Wi, D;x) has type (1), then z is a polynomial in z, for some ¢, and
as in the previous paragraph, yz can be written as a polynomial in V; u R; where
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every monomial either has V;-degree at most two or contains a variable from R;.
We conclude that part (c) holds. O

Remark 9.11. Note that the proof of Lemma 910, part (c) fails if we use a three-
row tableau in Definition rather than a four-row tableau. Indeed, suppose we
used three-row tableaux. If (Wij, D;;) is the constraint of type (3), and (Wi, Dix,) is
the constraint of type (4) with Wi, = {ri(1,q),r:(2,q)}, then it is possible for yz to
have monomials of degree = 5 that do not contain any randomizers. For instance,
when q = 5, we can take y = T;(3,1)---T;(3,5). This corresponds to the fact that,
with three-row tableauz, we can recover the group product T;(1,1)---T;(1,q) from
the variables T;(3,q"), ¢’ € [q] and the randomizers r;(1,q), ri(2,q).

Combining Lemma with Lemma [0.4] for any BCS B we can define a per-
fect correlation p for the BCS game G(Tabg,,(Obls(B))) such that p is a quantum
correlation if and only if G(B) has a perfect quantum strategy.

Proposition 9.12. Suppose B = (X, {(V;,C;)}%,) is a BCS with m constraints,
and m is a probability distribution on [m] x [m] such that 7(i,j) > 0 for all i,j €
[m] Let Obl5(B) = (Zv {(Usz) 17'11)’ Tab<0bl5(B)) = (v, {<WZ7DZ)}211)} and
Tabsub(0b15(B)) = (Ya{(Wij7Dij)}ie[m],je[mi])- Let Rz = {Ti(j, k) : (j, k) € [3] X
[di — 1]} be the set of randomizers in W;. For any i€ [m] and n > 1, let A;,, be the
set of non-scalar monomials over U; U R; which either contain an element of R;, or
have degree at most n. Let A be the subspace of A(Tab(Obls(B))) defined by

A=Cl ® span U oi(Ai4) @ span U oi(Ni2)o;(Aj2),

1€[m] i#j€[m]

and let f : A — C be the linear functional defined by f(1) = 1, f(oi(z)) =
0 for all x € Aja, and f(oi(x)oj(y)) = Oy for all x € Njo, y € Aja, where
Oap 18 the Kronecker delta, i.e. O4 = 1 if a = b, and is 0 otherwise. Let « :
A(Tabgy,(Obls(B))) — A(Tab(Obls(B))) be the homomorphism sending o;;(x) —
oi(x) for all x € A(Wij;, Dyj), as in Proposition [7.4).

For every i,k € [m],j € [m;],l € [my] and assignments ¢ and b to Wy; and Wiy
respectively, let

p(o, i, kl) = f(o(Puwi;0Pwip))-

Then p is a perfect correlation for the BCS game G(Tabgyu,(Obls(B)), msup), and
p € Cy (resp. Cya, Cyc) if and only if G(B,w) has a perfect quantum correlation in
Cy (resp. Cya, Cye).

Proof. We first observe that the linear functional f is well-defined, by showing that
it can be defined on a larger subspace. Indeed, for any set of variables S, let
M(S) be the set of non-scalar monomials in S, and let M, (S) < M(S) be the
subset of monomials of degree at most n. Since we’re assuming that (V;, C;) has
at least one satisfying assignment, A(V;, C;) has a tracial state. Applying part (b)
of Lemma to the constraint system containing the single constraint (V;, C;), we
see that A(U;, E;) has a tracial state 7; such that 7;(z) = 0 for all z € My(U;).
Hence C1 n span My(U;) = {0} in A(U;, E;). By Lemma [0.4] part (c), the set
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My (U;) is linearly independent in A(U;, E;). Hence we can choose a basis =; for
A(U;, E;) which contains {1} U M2 (U;), and such that span M4(U;) < span Z;\{1}.
By Lemma 0.8 part (a), the set {ab: a € Z;,0 € M(R;)} is a basis for A(W;, D;).
Let ©; be the set of non-identity elements in this basis. Because A(Tab(B)) is a
free product of the algebras A(W;, D;), the set

©:={1}u U 0i(0;) u U 0i(0:)0;(9;)

i€[m] i#j€[m]

is linearly independent in .A(Tab(B)). Define a linear functional f on the span of ©
by setting f(1) =1, f(o;(x)) =0 for all x € ©;, and

1 z and y are both in My(U; nUj) and z =y
0 otherwise

floi(x)a;(y)) = {

for all x € ©;, y € ©; with i # j. The image of the set A; 4 in A(Wj;, D;) is contained
in the span of ©;, so the span of © contains the subspace A. Furthermore, if x € A; 4,
then f(o;(x)) = 0. Supposex € A; 2 and y € Ao with ¢ # j. If 2 contains an element
of R;, then z is contained in the span of {ab : a € M(U;),b € M(R;),b # 1}, and
f(oi(z)oj(y)) = 0 = 6yy. The same is true if y contains an element of R;. If
neither  or y contains an element of R; or R; respectively, then z € My(U;) and
y € My (Uj) are elements of ©; and ©; respectively. The only way for  and y to be
equal is if both belong to Ma(U; nUj), so f(oi(x)0;(y)) = dzy. Thus the restriction
of f to A is the linear functional defined in the proposition.

Since f is well defined, Lemmal[0.I0/implies that p is well defined. Since )’ o Pwio =
1, it follows that >, , p(¢,lij, kl) = 1 for every i,k € [m],j € [m;] and | € [my].
To show that p is a perfect correlation for G(Tabg,,(Obls(B))), we need to show
that p(¢,v¥lig, kl) = 0 for all ¢ € D;j, v € Dy, i,k € [m],j € [m;] and [ € [my],
and that p(¢,¥lig, kl) = 0 if ¢lw,,~rwy, # Ylw,awy. If i = k, then a(@w,, 4)
and a(®Pyw,, ) are both projections in the commutative algebra A(W;, D;), and
thus their product is also a projection. Since C; is non-empty by assumption,
A(V;, C;) has a tracial state. If B; = (V;, {(V;,C;)}) is the constraint system for
the single constraint C;, then Obls(B;) = (U;, {(U;, E;)}) and Tab(Obls(B;)) =
(Wi, {(W;, D;)}). By Lemma [04] part (b), there is a tracial state 7; on A(U;, E;)
such that 7;(z) = 51 for all x € My(U;). By Lemma[0.8] part (d), there is a tracial
state 7; on A(W;, D;) such that 7;(z) = 7;(z) for all z € M(U;), and 7;(z) = 0
for all monomials x € M(U; U R;) containing an element of R;. Since 7;(1) = 1
and 7;(x) = 0 for all € A;4, the linear functionals f and 7; agree on C1 @ A, 4,
and f(a(Pw;,6Pwyp)) = Ti((Pw,;,6Pwy,p)) = 0. If dlwiawiy, # ¥lw,;~w,, then
a(Pw,; )Py ) = 0 in AW;, D;), and f(ca(@w,;,6Pw,,0)) = 0

If ¢ # k and neither (W;;, D;;) or (W, D) are constraints of type (3) in Def-
inition @6, then by Lemma there exist S; <€ U; and S, < Uy, of size at most
two, such that Wi; nU; < Si, Wy 0 Ug < Sk, Pw,; ¢ is a polynomial in S; U R;,
and ®yy,, 4 is a polynomial in S, U Ry. Since M3 (S;) is a linearly independent in
A(U;, E;), part (a) of Lemmal[0.8implies that the subalgebra of A(W;, D;) generated
by S; U R; is isomorphic to (CZgi X Zg"o, and similarly with the algebra generated by
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Sk v Ry in A(Wy, Dy,). Hence the subalgebra C of A(Tab(Obls(B))) generated by
S; U S, U R; U Ry, is isomorphic to the group algebra of (Zg’ X Z%O) * (Z;q" X Zﬁ’}]).
Let H be the quotient of this free product group by the relations o;(z) = ok (x) for
all x € S; N Sk, where o;(z) and oy (z) are the group generators corresponding to z
in the first and second factors of the free product respectively, and let

Si R; S R
q: (Zy' x Lygg) * (Zy* x Lyzy) = H
be the quotient map. Observe that
H = Z;Siusk * ZT%UBk/@:y = yzx for x,y in S; U R; or Sk U Ry

is a graph product. By the normal form theorem for graph products [Gre90], if
g€ M(S; U R;) and h e M(S; U Rj;), then ¢g(gh) = 1if and only if g,h € M(S; N S;)
and ¢ = h. Hence if 7 is the canonical trace on the group algebra CH, then
70 q(o:(g)on(h) = Foi(g)on(h)). We conclude that f(a(Prw, o @wiy)) = 7 0
q(a(Pw,; Pw,,0))- Since @y, 4 and Py, 4 are projections, Tog(a(Pw,; ¢ Pwy,u)) =
0. Suppose ¢(x) # (x) for some x € W;; n Wy;. Then we must have x € U; n Uy,

SO T € SZ N Sk Since WQW@#’ = ¢Wij7¢ and wq)wk“b = (I)kaz}, we have

2@, 0B 0) = 4 (a(@Wij,qﬁ)Uz’ (1 + ¢25(:E)x> o (1 + 1[2)(:Iz)x> a((I)Wkw))

~ ataf@w, o) (55 ) (FEHEE ) alatw,,0 - o

Thus f(a(q)Wij,qb(I)Wkl,w» =0 if ¢|WijﬁWkl 7 ¢|WijﬁWkl'

Finally, suppose i # k and (Wjj, D;;) is a constraint of type (3). By Lemma 0.10,
part (b), we can write a(®w,; ) = Al + X, c,x for some coefficients A, ¢, € C,
where the sum is over monomials = € M(U; U R;) containing an element of R;. Let
7; and T, be the tracial states on A(W;, D;) and A(Wy, Dy) defined above. Since 7; is
equal to f on A; 4 and ®yy,; ¢ is a projection, A = f(a(Pw;; ¢)) = Ti(a(Pw;;4)) = 0.
Similarly, f(c(®Pw,,,¢)) = Te((Pw,,,v)) = 0. If € M(U; U R;) contains an element
of R;, then za(®w,, ) € 0i(Aia) ® 0i(Ni2)ok(Ak2), so f(za(Pw,, ) = 0. We
conclude that f(a(®w,; ¢Pw,,v)) = Af(a(Pw,,»)) = 0. It is not possible to have
Alwi;nwiy # lwy;awy, wheni # k and (Wi, Dij) has type (3), since Wi n Wy, = .

This finishes the proof that p is a perfect correlation for G(Tabg,,(Obls(B)), Tsup)-
If p e Cy (resp. Cyq, Cy), then G(Tab(Obls(B)),7) also has a perfect strategy
in Cye (resp. Cgqq, Cq) by Proposition [.4l This means that there is a tracial
state (resp. Connes-embeddable tracial state, finite-dimensional tracial state) 7 on
A(Tab(Obls(B))) with df (7;ur) = 0. By Lemma [0.8 part (b), and Lemma [0.4]
part (a), there is a 1-homomorphism A(B) — A(Tab(Obl;(B))), and pulling back
7 by this 1-homomorphism yields a perfect strategy for G(B,7) in Cy. (resp. Cyq,
Cy). Conversely, if G(B, 7) has a perfect strategy in Cy., then there is a tracial state
7 on A(B) with def(7; ;) = 0. By Lemma [0.4] part (b), there is a tracial state
7" on A(Obls(B)) such that def(7’; u,) = 0, 7(0;(z)) = 0 for all x € M4 (U;)\{1},
i € [m], and 7'(o4(z)o;(y)) = 0 for all x € Ma(U;), y € M2(Uj), i@ # j € [m] with
x # y. By Lemma [0.8 part (d), there is a tracial state 7 on A(Tab(Obls(B)))
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with def(7; pr) = 0, T(u) = 7/(u) for all monomials u in {o;(z) : i € [m],z € U;},
and T(uo;(z)%) = 0 for all i € [m], z € R;, 1 < a < 120, and monomials u,v in
{oj(x) : j € [m],z € U; u R;} which do not contain z. Observe that 7(1) = 1,
and 7(o;(z)) = 0 for all x € A;4. Similarly, if z € A;o and y € A2 are not
equal, then 7(o;(z)o;(y)) = 0. By Proposition 6.3 def(7; ftinter) = 0, and since
n(i,5) > 0 for all 4,5 € [m], |o;(x) — o;(z)| = 0 for all x € U; n Uj. Since || - |3
is unitarily bi-invariant, we get that |o;(z) — o;(z)|3 = 0 for all x € M(U; n Uj;),
and hence 7(0;(z)oj(x)) = 1 for all x € M(U; n Uj). It follows that 7|y = f, so
p(ﬁbﬂf)h]a kl) =To a(q)Wij,(bq)Wkl,w) for all ¢ € DZ]v ¢ € Dy, ka € [m]7 J € [mz]v
l € [my]. We conclude that p € Cy. If A(B) has a perfect strategy in Cyq (resp.
Cy), then we can take 7 to be Connes-embeddable (resp. finite-dimensional), so 7
will be Connes-embeddable (resp. finite-dimensional), and p € Cy, (resp. Cy). O

Remark 9.13. The correlation p in Proposition is described algebraically. Al-
ternatively, it’s not hard to see that the correlation p(¢,|ij, kl) can be simulated
using the following procedure: If neither (Wyj, D;j) or (Wi, Diy) has type (3), then
pick an assignment to the variables Z v R uniformly at random, and fill in the
variables Ti(p,q) so that the constraints (Wij, Dyj) of types (1), (2), and (4) are
satisfied, to get an assignment y to Y. Output ¢ = vylw,;, and ¢ = v|w,,. If one
of (Wij, Di;) or (Wi, Dii) has type (3), then for each r € [m], pick an assignment
to R, and a satisfying assignments to (U, E,) uniformly at random, and fill in the
variables Tj(p, q) to get a satisfying assignment . to (Wy, D). Output ¢ = vi|w,,
and 1 = yg|w,,. This procedure will output ¢, with probability p(¢,y|ij, kl).

The description of the correlation p in Remark is simpler than the algebraic
description. On the other hand, without the algebraic description, it’s harder to
see that the correlation generated in Remark is quantum when A(B) has a
perfect quantum strategy. In fact, if we use three-row tableaux rather than four-
row tableaux in Definition [0.6] then the procedure in Remark is still well-
defined, and simulates a perfect strategy for the game. However, by Remark[Q.17], the
simulated correlation is not necessarily quantum even if A(B) has a perfect quantum
strategy — something that is not immediately apparent from the description of the
procedure.

We are now ready to prove our main result about constructing perfect zero knowl-
edge protocols:

Theorem 9.14. Let ({G(By,7)},S,C) be a BCS-MIP* protocol for a language
L with completeness 1 and soundness 1 — f(x), such that each context of By has
constant size, and 7, is mazximized on the diagonal. Then there is a PZK-BCS-
MIP* protocol ({G(B.,.)},S,C) for £ with completeness 1 and soundness 1 —
f(z)/poly(my), where m, is the number of contexts in By. If m, is uniform, then
w.is also uniform, and if G(By,m,) has a perfect finite-dimensional tracial state,

then so does G(BL, 7).

T

Proof. Let Bl = Tabg,;(Obls(B;)), and let 7). be the subdivision of 7, correspond-
ing to the subdivision of Tab(Obls(B,)) into Tabg,,(Obls(B,)). If 7, is uniform,
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then 7/, is also uniform. Let p, be the correlation for G(B.,n’) defined in Proposi-
tion [0 Because B, has contexts of constant size, Obls(B,) and Tab(Obls(B;))
also have contexts of constant size. As a result, the number of clauses in the con-
straints of Tab(Obls(B,)) is constant, as is the size of each clause (where by clause we
mean the constraints of type (1)-(4) in Definition [9.6). Hence the Turlng machines
S and C can be turned into Turing machines S and C such that ({G(B.,7.)}, 5, C)
is a BCS-MIP* protocol. Similarly, since all the constraints of Tab(Obls(B)) have
constant size, there is a Turing machine which, given questions and answers i, j, ¢, 1
for G(B., 71'1,) can produce p, (¢, 1|i, j) in polynomial time in 7, j, and x. Since the
number of answers for any question is constant, the correlation p, can be simulated
in polynomial time in x.

If z € £, then B, has a perfect strategy in Cyq, S0 p; € Cyq, and hence G(BY,, 7))
has a perfect strategy in Cg,. Similarly, if B, has a perfect strategy in Cj, then
G(By,m!,) has a perfect strategy in C; as well. Conversely, suppose that 7 is a
tracial state on A(B.). Since the size of contexts and number of clauses in each
constraint of Tab(Obls(B,)) are constant, the parameters C, M, and K in Theo-
rem [0l when going from Tab(Obls(B,.)) to Tabg,,(Obls(B,)) are all constant. Since
Tab(Obls(B,)) has m, contexts, Theorem implies that there is a tracial state
70 on A(Tab(Obls(B;))) with def(ry) < poly(my)def(7). Since there is a classical
homomorphism A(B,) — A(Tab(Obls(B;))) by Lemmas and 0.8, we conclude
that there is a tracial state 7 on A(B,) with def (7'1) < poly(my) def(r). Hence if
x ¢ L, then there is no synchronous strategy p for G (B! with wg(G(BY, 7l,),p) =

) fE) x) -T
1 — f(n)/poly(mg). Hence ({G(B.,7,)},S,C) is a BCS-MIP* protocol for £ with
soundness 1 — f(z)/ poly(my). O

Theorem 9.15. There is a perfect zero knowledge BCS-MIP*(2,1,1,1—1/poly(n))
protocol for the halting problem in which the verifier selects questions according to
the uniform distribution, the questions have length polylog(n), and the answers have
constant length. Furthermore, if a game in the protocol has a perfect strategy, then
it has a perfect synchronous quantum strategy.

Proof. By Theorem [3.2] there is a BCS-MIP* protocol ({G(By, )}, S,V) for the
halting problem with constant soundness s < 1, in which B, has a constant number
of contexts and contexts of size polylog(|z|), and 7, is the uniform distribution on
pairs of contexts. Furthermore, if G(B;,7,) has a perfect strategy, then it has a
perfect synchronous quantum strategy. By Remark 6.8] ({G(By,7,)},S,C) can be
turned into a BCS-MIP* protocol ({G(B.,7z)}, S, C) where B., = (X., {(W?,DF)}),
D; is a 3SAT instance with number of clauses polynomial in |z|, and |W7| is poly-
nomial in |z|. Then by subdividing the B, into a 3SAT we obtain a 3SAT protocol
({G(B25AT  135AT)1 S C) with number of clauses polynomial in |z|, and 73547
is uniform. There is a 1-homomorphism A(BgSAT,,quSAT) — A(Bg, tir, ), so if
G(B,, ) has a perfect synchronous quantum strategy, so does G(B35AT 7354T),
The theorem follows from Theorem 0

Proof of Theorem [I1. By the discussion after Theorem [3.2] it is enough to show
that there is a two-prover one-round perfect zero knowledge MIP* protocol for the
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halting problem with completeness 1, soundness 1/2, and uniform probability dis-
tribution. Let ({G(Bg,mz)}, S, C) be the BCS-MIP* protocol from Theorem 0.15]
so in particular B, has m, contexts, where m, = poly(|z|), and 7, is the uniform
distribution on [mg] x [mg]. Since the uniform distribution is 1/2m,-diagonally
dominant, Theorem B.Ilimplies that ({G(By, )}, S, C) has soundness 1 —1/ poly(n)
when considered as a MIP* protocol. The result follows from Theorem [R.1] using a
polynomial amount of parallel repetition. O

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof of Theorem [I.I] implies that the
halting problem is many-one reducible to membership in C,. In fact, there is a
reduction such that if the Turing machine does not halt, then the corresponding
correlation is bounded away from the closure Cy, of Cy:

Corollary 9.16. There is a polynomial-time computable function p from Turing
machines to synchronous correlations such that if M halts then p(M) € C3, and if
M does not halt then there is a linear functional f on the space of correlations such
that f(p(M)) =1 and f(p') < 1/2 for all p’ € Cyq.

Proof. Let ({G(Bu,mm)}, S, C) be the BCS-MIP* protocol for the halting problem
with completeness one and soundness 1/2 constructed in the proof of Theorem [IT],
where the index M runs through Turing machines. Let p(M) be the correlation for
G(Bw,mar) as in Definition @Il That p(M) is in Cy follows from Theorem [0.15] and
the fact that if p € Cy, then PO e Cy. The corollary then follows with the linear
functional f defined by f(p') = w(G(Buy,7ar), 7). O

Note that the number of inputs and outputs for the correlation p(M) depends on
the size of the Turing machine M.
Finally, we also have:

Theorem 9.17. PZK-BCS-MIP®(2,1,1,1 — 1/ poly(n)) = BCS-MIP®(2,1,1,1 —
1/poly(n)).
The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem
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