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In this paper we present a QUBO formu-
lation for the Takuzu game (or Binairo),
for the most recent LinkedIn game, Tango,
and for its generalizations. We optimize
the number of variables needed to solve
the combinatorial problem, making it suit-
able to be solved by quantum devices with
fewer resources.

1 Introduction

Combinatorial problems are known for their prac-
tical application in academic and industrial con-
texts, but also for their usefulness in creating en-
tertaining games. Some of these are the Akari,
the KenKen, the Takuzu or the N-queens, which
led to different combinatorial games, among
which is the LinkedIn Queens.

Starting an interesting line of combinatorial
games, LinkedIn has recently announced its new
game called Tango, a version of the Takuzu game
(also named Binairo or 0h h1) for a 6 × 6 board,
which consists of placing a set of suns and moons
on a board following a series of constraints. This
game can be visualized as a single-player version
of tic-tac-toe, and has some applications such as
the modeling of quantum agents [1]. This prob-
lem has been solved previously using genetic al-
gorithms [2].

Quantum computing has gained popularity in
the field of combinatorial optimization, especially
thanks to problems that can be expressed with
a Quadratic unconstrained binary optimization
(QUBO) formulation [3], since they can be tack-
led naturally by algorithms such as the Quantum
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Approximate Optimization Algorithm (QAOA)
[4] or with Quantum Annealers [5].

Due to the popularity of Takuzu as a combi-
natorial problem and its connection to quantum
computing, it is interesting to propose a QUBO
formulation for Takuzu, Tango and generaliza-
tions of it that we want to formulate, following
the line of the previous work where we presented
the QUBO formulation of the Queens [6].

2 Takuzu and LinkedIn’s Tango Prob-
lems
The problem to be solved in Takuzu is the follow-
ing:

Given a square board of dimension N ×M cells,
where each cell can contain only one 0 or 1, ini-
tially with NI0 zeros placed at positions AI0 and
NI1 ones placed at positions AI1, we have to de-
termine for each cell whether there should be a
zero or a one. The constraints are as follows:

• In each row and column there must be as
many zeros as ones.

• There cannot be more than two zeros or ones
in a row vertically or horizontally.

• No two rows and no two columns can have
the same combination of zeros and ones.

A solution to this problem can be seen in Fig.
1 a.

The Tango problem is very similar, but adding
additional constraints and removing the restric-
tion of repeating rows or columns. It is expressed
as follows:

Given a square board of dimension 6 × 6 cells,
where each cell can contain only one sun icon or
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a) b)

Figure 1: Solution for a problem a) Takuzu/0h h1 6×6,
b) Tango

one moon icon, initially with NIS suns placed at
positions AIS and NIM moons placed at positions
AIM , we have to determine for each cell whether
there should be a sun or a moon. The constraints
are as follows:

• In each row and column there must be as
many moons as suns.

• There cannot be more than two suns or
moons in a row vertically or horizontally.

• There are cells between which there is an ’=’
symbol, which indicates that in both cells
there must be the same icon.

• There are cells between which there is an ’x’
symbol, which indicates that there must be
a different icon in both cells.

A solution to this problem can be seen in Fig.
1 b.

In this case, we can see that if we replace the
suns by zeros and the moons by ones, and allow
the board to be N × M , we will have a gener-
alization of Takuzu. We call this problem the
Takuzu/Tango Problem (TTP).

To formulate this problem, the state of a board
is given by a set of variables xij , which indicate
the value in the cell of row i and column j. There-
fore, the constraints of the problem can be ex-
pressed as:

• Row regularity: there must be as many zeros
as ones in each row:

M∑
j=1

xij = M

2 ∀i ∈ [1, N ]. (1)

• Column regularity: there must be as many
zeros as ones in each column:

N∑
i=1

xij = N

2 ∀j ∈ [1, M ]. (2)

• Vertical repetition condition: there cannot
be more than two zeros or ones in a row ver-
tically. Therefore, for each group of 3 ver-
tically consecutive cells, there can only be 1
or 2 ones, which implies that their associated
variables can only add up to 1 or 2:

i+2∑
k=i

xkj ∈ {1, 2} ∀i ∈ [1, N − 2], j ∈ [1, M ].

(3)

• Horizontal repetition condition: there can-
not be more than two zeros or ones in a row
horizontally. Therefore, for each group of 3
horizontally consecutive cells, there can only
be 1 or 2 ones, which implies that their as-
sociated variables can only add up to 1 or
2:

j+2∑
k=j

xik ∈ {1, 2} ∀i ∈ [1, N ], j ∈ [1, M − 2].

(4)

• Equal sign condition: If there is an ’=’
symbol between two cells, both cells must
have the same value. These symbols can
be between two cells horizontally or between
two cells vertically. There are NHe hori-
zontal symbols and NV e vertical symbols.
The k-th horizontal ’=’ is between positions
(IHe

k , JHe
k ) and (IHe

k , JHe
k +1), while the k-th

vertical ’=’ is between positions (IV e
k , JV e

k )
and (IV e

k + 1, JV e
k ). Therefore, for the hori-

zontals, the following is satisfied

xIHe
k

,JHe
k

= xIHe
k

,JHe
k

+1 ∀k ∈ [1, NHe], (5)

and for the verticals

xIV e
k

,JV e
k

= xIV e
k

+1,JV e
k

∀k ∈ [1, NV e]. (6)

• Cross sign condition: If there is an ’x’ sym-
bol between two cells, both cells must have
different value. These symbols can be be-
tween two cells horizontally or between two
cells vertically. There are NHc horizontal
symbols and NV c vertical symbols. The k-th
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horizontal ’x’ is between positions (IHc
k , JHc

k )
and (IHc

k , JHc
k + 1), while the k-th verti-

cal ’x’ is between positions (IV c
k , JV c

k ) and
(IV c

k + 1, JV c
k ). Therefore, for the horizon-

tals, the following is satisfied

xIHc
k

,JHc
k

̸= xIHc
k

,JHc
k

+1 ∀k ∈ [1, NHc], (7)

and for the verticals

xIV c
k

,JV c
k

̸= xIV c
k

+1,JV c
k

∀k ∈ [1, NV c]. (8)

• Global non-repetition constraint: no two
rows can have the same combination of zeros
and ones. As the positions of the ones con-
dition those of the zeros, we will only have
to consider those of the ones. If two cells in
the same row are at one, the product of their
values will be one. In any other case it will
be zero. Therefore, all the elements of two
rows will coincide if the sum of their prod-
ucts is equal to the number of ones in each
row.

M∑
j=1

xajxbj <
M

2 ∀a, b ∈ [1, N ] | a ̸= b. (9)

Neither can there be two columns with the
same combination of zeros and ones.

N∑
i=1

xiaxib <
N

2 ∀a, b ∈ [1, M ] | a ̸= b.

(10)

3 QUBO Formulation
The QUBO formulation of this problem is com-
posed of different terms that are responsible for
imposing each of the constraints. Before start-
ing to formulate each term, we will discuss how
to optimize the number of variables to be deter-
mined by fixing trivial values for some variables
given an initialization. This way, some variables
will have a fixed value in the QUBO terms, but
they will not be introduced as variables to be op-
timized in algorithms such as QAOA or Quantum
Annealers, but will be part of the coefficients of
the cost matrix. This make it possible to reduce
the resources, e.g. qubits, to be used in quantum
devices.

If we have a set of zeros and ones placed in
their positions AI0 and AI1, the variables asso-
ciated with those cells do not need to be deter-
mined. This will reduce the number of variables
to optimize to NM − NI0 − NI1.

In case any of these already fixed variables is
adjacent to an ’=’ symbol, we will trivially fix
the adjacent variable to its same value. If the
adjacent symbol is an ’x’, we will fix the adjacent
variable to the opposite value. This allow us to
remove those variables from the optimization in
the same way.

In case a row or column has already fixed as
many zeros or ones as it should have by the regu-
larity condition, the rest of the variables are set to
the opposite value, as this is the only way to sat-
isfy this constraint. With this we can eliminate
even more variables trivially.

In case there are 2 adjacent variables fixed with
the same value, we will automatically know that
the ones adjacent to both of them that follow in
their line have to have the opposite value, which
allows us to fix some more variables.

Once the number of variables to be determined
has been optimized, we proceed with the creation
of the QUBO terms. The first term we need to
create is the horizontal repetition term, which is

QHR =
N,M−2∑

i,j=1

3
2 −

j+2∑
k=j

xik

2

(11)

where we have that the minimum is centered be-
tween 1 and 2 using a fractional QUBO term [7],
so that in each horizontal group of 3 variables the
minimum value of the energy (1

4) is given when 1
or 2 variables have the value 1. For the vertical
condition, we have an analogous term

QV R =
N−2,M∑

i,j=1

(
3
2 −

i+2∑
k=i

xkj

)2

. (12)

For the regularization conditions, we only need
a term that imposes that the sum of the vari-
ables per row or column results in a specific value.
These terms are for each case

QHr =
N∑

i=1

M

2 −
M∑

j=1
xij

2

, (13)

QV r =
M∑

j=1

(
N

2 −
N∑

i=1
xij

)2

. (14)

Finally, we will have the 4 terms necessary to
impose the constraints of ’=’ horizontal, ’=’ ver-
tical, ’x’ horizontal and ’x’ vertical. For the ’=’
terms, we need the energy when they are equal
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to be zero. We achieve this by knowing that, for
a binary case x(1 − y) + (1 − x)y is null if x = y
and 1 if x ̸= y. We need the second summand so
that there is no null if x = 0 and y = 1. Thus,
the terms for equals are

QHe =
NHe∑
k=1

(
xIHe

k
,JHe

k

(
1 − xIHe

k
,JHe

k
+1

)
+

+
(
1 − xIHe

k
,JHe

k

)
xIHe

k
,JHe

k
+1

)
, (15)

QV e =
NV e∑
k=1

(
xIV e

k
,JV e

k

(
1 − xIV e

k
+1,JV e

k

)
+

+
(
1 − xIV e

k
,JV e

k

)
xIV e

k
+1,JV e

k

)
. (16)

For the case ’x’ we need a term that is null only
when both values are different. To do so, we will
take advantage of the fact that xy +(1−x)(1−y)
is equal to 0 if x ̸= y and 1 if x = y. Thus, the
terms are

QHc =
NHc∑
k=1

(
xIHc

k
,JHc

k
xIHc

k
,JHc

k
+1+

+
(
1 − xIHc

k
,JHc

k

) (
1 − xIHc

k
,JHc

k
+1

))
,

(17)

QV c =
NV c∑
k=1

(
xIV c

k
,JV c

k
xIV c

k
+1,JV c

k
+

+
(
1 − xIV c

k
,JV c

k

) (
1 − xIV c

k
+1,JV c

k

))
.

(18)

Given this formulation, we can perform the fol-
lowing optimization of variables by taking advan-
tage of the symbols ’=’ and ’x’. As we know, if
there is one of these symbols between two cells,
both variables must have the same or different
value. In this case in which we can only have
two possible values, this implies that these two
variables are going to be completely dependent,
so that if we determine one, the other is auto-
matically determined. Therefore, these last four
terms of the formulation are unnecessary if we
reduce the number of variables as follows.

In our optimization, we optimize only one of
the variables of the pair affected by the symbols,
and in case we have a chain of variables all af-
fected by each other, we optimize only one of
them. The rule we follow is that in each hori-
zontal pair, we optimize the variable on the left,

and in each vertical pair, the one on top. In case
of having whole regions affected, we choose the
variable that is more to the left, and in case of
having several in the same column, the one that
is higher among them.

To take this dependence into account, we will
make the following substitution in the first four
terms:

• In the case of having an ’=’ between (i, j)
and (i, j + 1)

xi,j+1 = xi,j . (19)

• In the case of having an ’=’ between (i, j)
and (i + 1, j)

xi+1,j = xi,j . (20)

• In the case of having an ’x’ between (i, j) and
(i, j + 1)

xi,j+1 = (1 − xi,j). (21)

• In the case of having an ’x’ between (i, j) and
(i + 1, j)

xi+1,j = (1 − xi,j). (22)

In this way, we are able to impose this con-
straint automatically, without having to optimize
it, reducing the number of variables to optimize.
Thus, the number of variables to be optimized
will be, at the most

NM − NI0 − NI1 − NHe − NHc − NV e − NV c.

Finally, the global non-repetition condition
cannot be written as a QUBO term, so we will
have to be confident that the solutions to the
problem do not conflict with this constraint.

Therefore, the QUBO formulation of the TTP
is

Q =QHR + QV R + QHr + QV r =

=
N,M−2∑

i,j=1

3
2 −

j+2∑
k=j

xik

2

+

+
N−2,M∑

i,j=1

(
3
2 −

i+2∑
k=i

xkj

)2

+

+
N∑

i=1

M

2 −
M∑

j=1
xij

2

+

+
M∑

j=1

(
N

2 −
N∑

i=1
xij

)2

. (23)
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Thus, a solution to the problem that satisfies
the constraints will have an energy of 1

2(NM −
N − M).

4 Generalizations of the TTP
Having solved the original problem, we will
present several generalizations of TTP. The first
generalization we propose is to allow for each row
or column to have a different number of zeros
than ones. Since we know that the number of
ones determines the number of zeros, we can say
that if there are N cells in that direction, we want
there to be N1 ones and N − N1 zeros. This can
also change between rows and columns. We say
that in row i we want M1,i ones, and in column j
we want N1,j ones. These generalized terms, for
both horizontal and vertical, are

QHr =
N∑

i=1

M1,i −
N∑

j=1
xij

2

, (24)

QV r =
M∑

j=1

(
N1,j −

N∑
i=1

xij

)2

. (25)

The second generalization we propose is that,
in addition to not being able to have more than
two ones or zeros in a row vertically or horizon-
tally, it should not be possible to have more than
two ones or zeros diagonally. For this, we define 2
new terms, exactly the same as the original ones
for this, but changing the second summation, so
that they evaluate the lower diagonals for each
cell. We have QDLR for the left diagonals and
QDRR for the right diagonals:

QDLR =
N−2,M∑
i,j=1,3

(
3
2 −

2∑
k=0

xi+k,j−k

)2

, (26)

QDRR =
N−2,M−2∑

i,j=1

(
3
2 −

2∑
k=0

xi+k,j+k

)2

, (27)

being xa,b = 0 ∀b < 1, a ∈ [1, N ], and ∀b >
M, a ∈ [0, N − 1]

Another possible generalization is the imposi-
tion of a specific number of ones in certain colored
regions. That is, for a set of NR regions, in the
k-th region Rk there must be mk ones. This con-
dition is imposed with a term

NR∑
k=1

mk −
∑

(i,j)∈Rk

xij

2

. (28)

5 Conclusions

We have presented a mathematical formulation
for the Takuzu and the LinkedIn Tango games,
shown a generalization of it, and created the
QUBO formulation that solves it. We have seen
that this formulation requires at most NM −
NI0 − NI1 − NHe − NHc − NV e − NV c variables,
being greatly optimized thanks to the initial con-
ditions and equal/cross terms. We have also pre-
sented several generalizations of the problem and
their corresponding QUBO formulations.

Further lines of research may be the creation
of QUDO or HOBO formulations for the prob-
lem, the creation of a Grover’s [8] oracle to solve
the problem, its use for benchmarking quantum
devices and quantum optimization algorithms, or
addressing how to efficiently enforce the row and
column non-repetition constraint.
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