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UNIVERSALITY OF GRAPH HOMOMORPHISM GAMES AND THE

QUANTUM COLORING PROBLEM

SAMUEL J. HARRIS

Abstract. We show that quantum graph parameters for finite, simple, undirected graphs
encode winning strategies for all possible synchronous non-local games. Given a synchro-
nous game G = (I, O, λ) with |I| = n and |O| = k, we demonstrate what we call a weak
∗-equivalence between G and a 3-coloring game on a graph with at most 3 + n + 9n(k −
2) + 6|λ−1({0})| vertices, strengthening and simplifying work implied by Z. Ji [18] for win-
ning quantum strategies for synchronous non-local games. As an application, we obtain a
quantum version of L. Lovász’s reduction [22] of the k-coloring problem for a graph G with
n vertices and m edges to the 3-coloring problem for a graph with 3 + n+9n(k− 2) + 6mk

vertices. Moreover, winning strategies for a synchronous game G can be transformed into
winning strategies for an associated graph coloring game, where the strategies exhibit per-
fect zero knowledge for an honest verifier. We also show that, for “graph of the game” X(G)

associated to G from A. Atserias et al [1], the independence number game Hom(K|I|, X(G))
is hereditarily ∗-equivalent to G, so that the possibility of winning strategies is the same
in both games for all models, except the game algebra. Thus, the quantum versions of the
chromatic number, independence number and clique number encode winning strategies for
all synchronous games in all quantum models.

1. Introduction

Non-local games, and in particular, synchronous non-local games, have been the source
of a great deal of study in recent years, due to their direct relation to the nature of entangle-
ment, quantum computing, and quantum cryptography. Such a game involves two players
(Alice and Bob) that are working cooperatively to win a multi-round game as many times
as possible, by providing correct answers to questions posed by a neutral referee. The play-
ers are not allowed to communicate once the game begins, but can agree upon a strategy
beforehand. Such games can be constructed where the players are unable to win the game
with any classical strategy, but can win the game using quantum entanglement. Formally,
a game is given by G = (I, O, λ), where I is a finite input set, O is a finite output set, and
λ : O×O× I × I → {0, 1} is a rule function. Each round of the game, each player receives a
question from the set I, and must respond with an answer from the set O. If their questions
and answers satisfy λ(a, b, x, y) = 1, then they win the round of the game; otherwise they
lose.

Examples of such games where the players can only win using entanglement are of
great interest in the field and have been used to strengthen our understanding of the dif-
ferent models of bipartite correlations. The strategy that Alice and Bob uses for the game
involves the probability p(a, b|x, y) that Alice and Bob answer a and b, respectively, given
that they received the questions x and y, respectively. In each model, the possible proba-
bility distributions in an n-input, k-output system are modelled by the elements of Rn2k2 of
the form

(p(a, b|x, y))1≤x,y≤n,1≤a,b≤k = 〈Ea,xFb,yψ, ψ〉,
1
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where ψ is a pure state (unit vector) in a Hilbert space H; for each 1 ≤ x ≤ n and 1 ≤
y ≤ n, the operators {Ea,x}

k
a=1 (Alice’s measurement system for input x) and {Fb,y}

k
b=1

(Bob’s measurement system for input y) are positive in B(H) and

k∑

a=1

Ea,x =

k∑

b=1

Fb,y = IH,

and [Ea,x, Fb,y] = 0 for all a, b, x, y. Our convention is that the inner product above is
linear on the left, and conjugate-linear on the right. The four models that are usually
considered in an n-input, k-output system, are given by restrictions on what probability
densities above are allowed. The “loc” model (for local, or classical) is given by imposing
the extra condition that all the measurement operators of both players commute; the set of
such correlations is denoted by Cloc(n, k). The “q” model (for quantum, assuming a finite-
dimensional entanglement resource space) instead assumes that H is finite-dimensional and
decomposes as H = HA ⊗ HB, and that each Ea,x acts as the identity on HB, and each
Fb,y acts as the identity on HA; the set of such correlations is denoted by Cq(n, k). The
“qa” model (for quantum approximate) is the collection of all probability densities that

are pointwise limits of those in Cq(n, k); in other words, Cqa(n, k) = Cq(n, k). The set of
all possible correlations is given by the “qc” model (for quantum commuting, arising from
quantum field theory); the set of such correlations is denoted by Cqc(n, k). For each of the
sets Ct(n, k) and a non-local game G = (I, O, λ), a winning t-strategy for G is given by
an element (p(a, b|x, y)) ∈ Ct(n, k) satisfying p(a, b|x, y) = 0 whenever λ(a, b, x, y) = 0. If
such a strategy exists, then the players win the game using that strategy with probability 1.
Finding games where a winning strategy exists in one model, but does not exist in a more
restrictive model, is a common method of exhibiting new separations between the models.
It is well-known that Cloc(n, k) ⊆ Cq(n, k) ⊆ Cqa(n, k) ⊆ Cqc(n, k), and all three of these
containments are known to be distinct by using non-local games [6, 19, 33].

For synchronous games–that is, those satisfying λ(a, b, x, x) = 0 for a 6= b, the
structure of winning strategies is refined by a theorem of V. Paulsen et al [31, Theorem 5.5]:
any winning strategy (p(a, b|x, y)) in Cqc(n, k) for a synchronous game G = (I, O, λ) with
|I| = n and |O| = k can be given by a tracial state τ on a unital C∗-algebra A (that is,
τ is a positive linear functional with τ(1A) = 1 and τ(XY ) = τ(Y X) for all X, Y ∈ A),

and projections Ea,x ∈ A satisfying
∑k

a=1Ea,x = 1A for all 1 ≤ x ≤ n and p(a, b|x, y) =
τ(Ea,xEb,y). Moreover, τ can always be arranged to be faithful. (Such correlations can
be viewed as the players having a “quantum shared function”; indeed, in the case when
p ∈ Cloc(n, k) and p is deterministic–that is, p(a, b|x, y) ∈ {0, 1} for all a, b, x, y–then p does
arise from a shared function.) For loc synchronous strategies, one can arrange to have A
abelian, while for q synchronous strategies, one can arrange to have A finite-dimensional
[17]. (In fact, for winning strategies for synchronous games, an extreme point argument
allows for A to simply be a matrix algebra.) For t = qa, one can arrange for A = RU , a
tracial ultrapower of the hyperfinite II1-factor von Neumann algebra R with respect to a
free ultrafilter U on N, using the unique trace on R [21]. These tracial descriptions have
important applications in the theory of operator algebras. One additional advantage of
synchronous games is that, because only one player’s operators need to be considered, it is
possible to define an associated game ∗-algebra A(G): a universal, unital ∗-algebra whose
representations encode the existence of winning strategies for G in the various models [17].

Despite recent advances in our understanding of how entanglement can be used in non-
local games and how the models are distinguished from each other, there is still much work
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being done on understanding how these separations arise and how entanglement truly varies
in the different models. For example, while it is known that the qa and qc models are not
the same, due to the significant result that MIP∗ = RE [19], the ramifications of this result
are widespread and still being worked out. Even the known separations of q and qa that
arise from synchronous games are very large [21].

To this end, it is helpful to know what classes of synchronous games are “universal”,
in the sense that every synchronous game can be transformed into a game from this class,
while preserving representations of the game ∗-algebra, in some sense. The idea behind
such equivalences is to preserve the existence of winning strategies in the different models.
The most common tool for such a transformation is ∗-equivalence. Two games G1 and G2

are ∗-equivalent if there are unital ∗-homomorphisms A(G1) → A(G2) and A(G2) → A(G1)
[17,21]. If synchronous games G1 and G2 are ∗-equivalent, then for t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc}, G1 has
a winning t-strategy if and only if G2 does. For example, synchronous non-local games with
3 answers are universal [11, 16]: every synchronous game is ∗-equivalent to a synchronous
game with 3 answers. The class of bisynchronous games is universal [30]; later, it was
shown that this even holds with equal question and answer sets in [16]. The class of graph
homomorphism games Hom(G,H) between two finite simple undirected graphs, exhibiting
some of the known peculiarities of synchronous games (see [17, 24]) has been thought to be
universal. Such equivalences between games can help simplify the over-arching structure of
synchronous games that separate the distinct models of quantum mechanics. Equivalences
between classes of games are also helpful for understanding their properties, even if such
games are not universal. For example, the graph isomorphism game Iso(G,H), where G and
H have the same number of vertices, cannot be universal, since the existence of the game
algebra A(Iso(G,H)) automatically forces the existence of a winning strategy in Cqc(n, k)
[3]. In contrast, the homomorphism game Hom(K5, K4) does not have this property [17],
and cannot be equivalent to a graph isomorphism game. Similarly, the synchronous linear
binary constraint system game syncBCS(A, b) cannot be universal [3]. Nevertheless, every
synchronous linear binary constraint system game is ∗-equivalent to a graph isomorphism
game [3, 13].

In this paper, we prove that three of the so-called graph parameter games are universal.
The main reuslt is that every synchronous non-local game is equivalent, in a weak sense, to
a 3-coloring game of an associated graph. We also construct hereditary ∗-equivalences of
synchronous games to games involving the independence number and the clique number of
other graphs associated with the original game that arise in [1]. As a result of our work,
we obtain a quantum version of L. Lovász’s reduction theorem of the k-coloring problem to
the 3-coloring problem [22]. Another immediate application is that the qa and qc versions
of the chromatic number of a graph are distinct, which was not previously known. The
analogous statements for independence number and clique number also follow from this
paper. Moreover, each of the quantum chromatic number χt, quantum independence number
αt, and quantum clique number ωt are sufficiently rich enough quantities to detect the
existence of winning strategies for any synchronous non-local game. In other words, for a
synchronous game G = (I, O, λ) and for any of the four models loc, q, qa and qc, there are
two associated graphs G and H with the following properties:

• G has a winning strategy in Ct(n, k) if and only if χt(G) = 3; and
• G has a winning strategy in Ct(n, k) if and only if αt(H) = |I| = ωt(H).
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As an application, any synchronous game G with a winning t-strategy (where t ∈
{loc, q, qa, qc}) can be transformed into a game with a winning t-strategy that exhibits perfect
zero knowledge for an honest verifier (see Proposition 4.14 and the discussion thereafter).
Such a strategy is one where, if the referee only asks questions where the players might lose,
then probabilities for the answers given by the players from a winning strategy do not yield
any information to the referee about the strategy used. The only thing that the referee
can deduce is that the players possess a winning t-strategy for the game. This is helpful if
the players want to demonstrate that they can perform a certain protocol (for example, in
cryptography), without revealing to the referee what kind of entanglement and measurement
operators they used. The concept of verifying statements while exhibiting zero knowledge
(often referred to as “zero knowledge proofs”) originated in [14]; we refer the reader to [15]
for more information on perfect zero knowledge in the context of interactive provers.

Our method of transforming a synchronous game G into a 3-coloring game for an
associated graph Gλ involves a graph whose 3-coloring game roughly keeps track of sums
of projections. One of our main tools to this end is the 3 × 3 rook’s graph (see Figure 1),
with two extra vertices that form a “control” triangle with the (1, 2) vertex of the 3 × 3
rook’s graph. We use representations of A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) and consider the corner given by
a product of projections corresponding to colors that are used for the control triangle. This
approach of cutting down by a projection first appeared in work of Z. Ji [18], although the
subgraph that we use as the “gadget” here is simplified, and as a result, the graph obtained is
much smaller. We rely heavily on the structure of 3×3 quantum permutations. A quantum

permutation over a unital ∗-algebra A is an n× n matrix P = (pij) with entries in A such
that each pij is a self-adjoint idempotent, pijpik = 0 for j 6= k and pijpkj = 0 for i 6= k,
and

∑n

i=1 pij =
∑n

j=1 pij = 1. The entries of 3 × 3 quantum permutations automatically

commute, even in the ∗-algebra setting (see 3.6). While such a coloring game construction
could be done in the hereditary game ∗-algebra setting for transforming synchronous games
into k-coloring games for k > 3, this becomes more complicated as entries of a k×k quantum
permutation need not commute as soon as k ≥ 4. Moreover, in 3-coloring games, projections
corresponding to adjacent vertices commute (see Proposition 3.5), and this feature also
arises from 3×3 quantum permutations having pairwise commuting entries. In light of these
technicalities, we restrict ourselves to the 3-coloring setting here.

Our method for transforming G into a game involving the independence number involves
a construction from A. Atserias et al [1] that uses a canonical graph associated to the game
G, with vertex set O × I and edges given by the disallowed 4-tuples from the rule function
λ. While the equivalence for 3-coloring games involves the game ∗-algebra, transforming G
into an independence number game requires a positivity argument, and can only be done at
the level of the hereditary game ∗-algebra. This restriction is necessary as soon as |I| ≥ 4
(see Remark 5.9 for more details).

It would be interesting to determine whether the game equivalences in this paper can be
extended to approximate strategies. For example, suppose that G is a synchronous non-local
game, and that Gλ is the associated graph in Theorem 4.5 such that G is weakly ∗-equivalent
to the 3-coloring game for Gλ. If the players can win the game G with probability close to
1, it is not clear whether their strategy can be transformed into a strategy that wins the
3-coloring game for Gλ with probability close to 1 (and vice versa). We leave this problem
open for future work.
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The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the ba-
sics of the game ∗-algebra associated with a synchronous game, and introduce weak ∗-
subequivalence and weak ∗-equivalence of games. In Section 3, we prove that the game
algebra of the 3-coloring game of the 3 × 3 rook’s graph is abelian (Corollary 3.11). In
Section 4, we show that, to each synchronous game G = (I, O, λ) with at least two inputs
and 3 outputs, there is an associated graph Gλ so that the 3-coloring game for Gλ is weakly
∗-subequivalent to G (Theorem 4.5). Conversely, G is ∗-subequivalent to the 3-coloring game
for Gλ, making the two games weakly ∗-equivalent (Theorem 4.6). In particular, for any t,
G has a winning t-strategy if if the t-coloring number of Gλ is equal to 3. We also discuss
the application to perfect zero knowledge in this section. Lastly, in Section 5, we prove
that every synchronous game G = (I, O, λ) is hereditarily ∗-equivalent to an independence
number game associated with the “graph of the game” X(G) arising from Atserias et al [1].
In particular, for each t ≤ hered, we prove that G has a winning t-strategy if and only if
αt(X(G)) = |I|. It also follows that G has a winning t-strategy if and only if ωt(X(G)) = |I|.

2. Preliminaries

A synchronous non-local game G is a triple (I, O, λ), where I is the finite question
set, O finite is the answer set, and λ : O×O× I × I → {0, 1} is the rule function, satisfying
λ(a, b, x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ I and a 6= b in O. Our main example in this paper is the graph

homomorphism game Hom(G,H), where G and H are finite, simple undirected graphs.
The question set is I = V (G); the answer set is O = V (H); and the rules are

• λ(a, b, x, x) = δab (synchronicity), and
• λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 if (x, y) is an edge in G but (a, b) is not an edge in H . (adjacency)

The possible strategies for non-local games are given by quantum bipartite correlations,
which are probability densities in a finite-input, finite-output system corresponding to two
space-like separated players that may share entanglement. In general, given inputs x and
y for Alice and Bob, respectively, there is an associated joint probability p(a, b|x, y) that
Alice and Bob output a and b, respectively. This probability density arises from a strategy
upon which the players agree beforehand; the players are not allowed to communicate once
the game begins. We call the probability density (p(a, b|x, y)) a winning strategy for G if,
whenever λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, we have p(a, b|x, y) = 0.

There are essentially four models that are often analyzed for synchronous non-local
games: the classical (or local) model, the quantum model, the quantum approximate model,
and the quantum commuting model. These models are often abbreviated as loc, q, qa
and qc, respectively. We refer the reader to [10, 19, 20, 28] and the references therein for
more information on these correlations; in this paper, we will only focus on synchronous

correlations; these are the correlations that satisfy p(a, b|x, x) = 0 whenever a 6= b.
The work of [31], along with [21] for the quantum approximate model, gives us the

following criteria for synchronous correlations: any correlation p(a, b|x, y) that is synchronous
and belongs to the qc model can be written as p(a, b|x, y) = τ(Ea,xEb,y), where τ is a tracial
state on a unital C∗-algebra A, and the elements {Ea,x}a∈O,x∈I are projections (self-adjoint
idempotents) satisfying

∑
a∈O Ea,x = 1A for each x ∈ I. The set of all such correlations is

denoted by Cs
qc(n, k), where n = |I| and k = |O|.

The correlations in the qa model that are synchronous have a similar characterization,
except that A can be arranged to be the ultrapower RU of the hyperfinite II1 factor (see [5]
for more on R). The set of such correlations is denoted by Cs

qa(n, k).
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For the q model, the algebra A can be arranged to be finite-dimensional (in particular,
a direct sum of matrix algebras); the set of such correlations is denoted by Cs

q (n, k). For
the loc model, the algebra A can be arranged to be abelian (in particular, since it is already
unital, one can arrange to have A = C(X) for some compact Hausdorff space X). The set
of all local synchronous correlations on n inputs and k outputs is denoted by Cs

loc(n, k).
For t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc}, a synchronous non-local game G = (I, O, λ) with |I| = n and

|O| = k is said to have a winning t-strategy if there exists a correlation p = (p(a, b|x, y)) ∈
Cs

t (n, k) that is a winning strategy for G. Applying this terminology to the graph homomor-
phism game yields quantum versions of the chromatic number, independence number, and
clique number. Indeed, for graphs G and H , we write G→t H if Hom(G,H) has a winning
t-strategy. Then, with Kn denoting the complete graph on n vertices and G denoting the
graph complement of a graph G, we define

χt(G) = min{c : G→t Kc}

αt(G) = max{m : Km →t G}

ωt(G) = max{m : Km →t G}

as the t-chromatic number, the t-independence number, and the t-clique number, respec-
tively, of G. It is well known that, if t = loc, then these quantities are precisely the usual
chromatic, independence and clique numbers of G.

Associated to any synchronous non-local game G = (I, O, λ) is the game ∗-algebra of
G, denoted A(G), which is the universal unital ∗-algebra generated by elements ea,x, a ∈ O,
x ∈ I, satisfying

• e2a,x = ea,x = e∗a,x;
•
∑

a∈O ea,x = 1 for all x ∈ I;
• ea,xeb,y = 0 whenever λ(a, b, x, y) = 0.

Equivalently, one takes the free algebra C[F(|I|, |O|)] generated by |I| free unitaries,
each of order |O|, and takes the quotient by the ∗-closed, two-sided ideal I(G) generated by
the elements of the form

• e2a,x − ea,x, a ∈ O, x ∈ I;
• e∗a,x − ea,x, a ∈ O, x ∈ I;
• 1−

∑
a∈O ea,x, x ∈ I;

• ea,xeb,y, (a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0}).

(See [17] for more information on the game algebra of G.) In a unital ∗-algebra A, we call
an element p ∈ A positive, and write p ≥ 0, if p = x∗1x1 + · · · + x∗mxm for some elements
x1, ..., xm ∈ A. We similarly write p ≤ q if q − p is positive in A. With these notions
in mind, associated to the game G, the hereditary closure of the ideal I(G), denoted
Ih(G), is the smallest two-sided ∗-closed ideal in C[F(|I|, |O|)] that is hereditary; that is, if
0 ≤ f ≤ g and g ∈ Ih(G), then f ∈ Ih(G) as well. Then the hereditary game ∗-algebra is
Ah(G) = C[F(|I|, |O|)]/Ih(G). Note that, if Ah(G) 6= (0), then whenever x1, ..., xm ∈ Ah(G)
satisfy x∗1x1 + · · ·+ x∗mxm = 0, then x1 = x2 = · · · = xm = 0. The set of positive elements
in a hereditary ∗-algebra form a cone. Thus, the hereditary game algebra is a useful object
when one is considering equivalences between synchronous games that require positivity
arguments, as such arguments often cannot be used at the level of the game algebra.
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Winning strategies for G arise precisely from unital ∗-homomorphisms of A(G). For
convenience, given a unital ∗-algebra B, we will write A(G) → B if there is a unital ∗-
homomorphism π : A(G) → B. Then the following hold:

• G has a winning loc strategy if and only if A(G) → C.
• G has a winning q strategy if and only if A(G) → Md(C) for some d ∈ N.
• G has a winning qa strategy if and only if A(G) → RU .
• G has a winning qc strategy if and only if A(G) → (A, τ) for some unital C∗-algebra
A with a (faithful) tracial state τ .

More information on these statements can be found in [17,21,31]. Based on these correspon-
dences, three more general models have been considered for synchronous non-local games.
Such a game G is said to have a winning C∗-strategy if A(G) → B for some unital C∗-
algebra B. We say that G has a winning hereditary strategy (sometimes abbreviated
“hered”) if A(G) → C for some hereditary unital ∗-algebra C. Equivalently, G has a win-
ning hereditary strategy if Ah(G) 6= (0). Finally, we simply say that A(G) has a winning

algebraic strategy (often abbreviated “alg”) if the game algebra A(G) is non-trivial; i.e.,
A(G) 6= (0).

For convenience, we assign an ordering to the set of models described by

loc ≤ q ≤ qa ≤ qc ≤ C∗ ≤ hered ≤ alg.

In particular, if t1, t2 ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg} and t1 ≤ t2, and if G has a winning
t1 strategy, then it also has a winning t2 strategy. In particular, in the case of the graph
parameter games, if t1 ≤ t2, then χt2(G) ≤ χt1(G), while αt1(G) ≤ αt2(G) and ωt1(G) ≤
ωt2(G).

One important tool for understanding classes of synchronous games is ∗-equivalence.
There are a few kinds of equivalence in the literature, the first of which is ∗-equivalence. For
our purposes it is also helpful to define ∗-subequivalence, which is new.

Definition 2.1. Let G1 and G2 be synchronous non-local games. We will say that G1 is
∗-subequivalent to G2 if there is a unital ∗-homomorphism A(G2) → A(G1). We will call
G1 and G2 ∗-equivalent if G1 is ∗-subequivalent to G2 and G2 is ∗-subequivalent to G1.

We note that the notion of ∗-equivalence here agrees with ∗-equivalence as it has
appeared in the literature. These maps are only assumed to be unital ∗-homomorphisms,
and may be neither injective nor surjective. Nevertheless, if G1 and G2 are ∗-equivalent,
and if t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}, then G1 has a winning t-strategy if and only if G2

does. (See, for example, [21].) On the other hand, if G1 is only ∗-subequivalent to G2, then
whenever G1 has a winning t-strategy, so does G2.

A stronger notion of ∗-equivalence is when the game algebras are actually ∗-isomorphic.
Several examples of this phenomenon are exhibited in [16]. Another type of equivalence
(which first appeared in [3]) is hereditary ∗-equivalence. We say that two synchronous
games G1 and G2 are hereditarily ∗-equivalent if there are unital ∗-homomorphisms π :
Ah(G1) → Ah(G2) and ρ : Ah(G2) → Ah(G1). The same type of equivalence of winning
strategies holds for hereditarily ∗-equivalent games G1 and G2, except possibly for t = alg.

The last kind of equivalence that we will use appears to be new, although arguments
in [18] essentially relied on such an equivalence.

Definition 2.2. Let G1 and G2 be synchronous games. We say that G1 is weakly ∗-
subequivalent to G2 if, for each unital ∗-homomorphism ϕ : A(G1) → D into a non-zero
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unital ∗-algebra D, there exists a non-zero subalgebra C of D with unit 1C and a unital
∗-homomorphism ρ : A(G2) → C.

We will call the games G1 and G2 weakly ∗-equivalent if G1 is weakly ∗-subequivalent
to G2 and G2 is weakly ∗-subequivalent to G1.

We observe that, if G1 is weakly ∗-subequivalent to G2, then winning strategies for G1

can be transformed into winning strategies for G2.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that G1 and G2 are synchronous games, and that G1 is weakly
∗-subequivalent to G2. If t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg} and G1 has a winning t-strategy,
then so does G2.

Proof. IfA(G1) = A(G2) = (0), then there is nothing to prove, so we assume thatA(G1) 6= (0)
and that π : A(G1) → D is a unital ∗-homomorphism, where D 6= (0). By assumption, there
is a non-zero subalgebra C of D with unit 1C, and a unital ∗-homomorphism ρ : A(G2) → C.
Most of the cases for the different choices of t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg} will amount to
similar proofs, though some have subtleties.

If t = loc, then we can arrange to have D = C. But the only non-zero subalgebra C of
D with unit is C, so C = C. Hence, the homomorphism ρ : A(G2) → C = C shows that G2

has a winning loc strategy.
If t = q, then we can arrange to have D to be a finite-dimensional C∗-algebra. Then

clearly the non-zero subalgebra C is also finite-dimensional, so G2 has a winning q-strategy.
If t = qa, then we can arrange to have D ⊆ RU , where RU is a tracial ultrapower

of the hyperfinite II1 factor R. Then C is a subalgebra of RU , with possibly a different
unit p = 1C. But then C is a subalgebra of pRUp, and since p is non-zero, the corner
algebra pRUp is isomorphic to RU via some ∗-isomorphism θ [4]. Thus, A(G2) has a unital
∗-homomorphism into the image of θ(C) ⊆ RU , with this inclusion being unital. Thus, G2

has a winning qa-strategy.
If t = qc, then D can be arranged to be a unital C∗-algebra with faithful tracial state

τ . Choose a non-zero subalgebra C with unit 1C such that A(G1) → C. As τ is faithful,

τ(1C) > 0, so the state τC(x) =
τ(x)
τ(1C)

is a faithful tracial state on C. This shows that G1 has

a winning qc strategy.
The case of t = C∗ is trivial. Suppose D is a hereditary unital ∗-algebra and C is a non-

zero subalgebra of D. If x1, ..., xn ∈ C and x∗1x1 + · · ·+ x∗nxn = 0, then since D is hereditary,
x1 = ... = xn = 0, so C is hereditary as well. Hence, the case t = hered follows as well. The
case t = alg is immediate from special case of the definition of weak ∗-subequivalence for
the identity map id : A(G1) → A(G1) 6= (0).

�

3. Three-coloring game for K3 ×K3

In this section, we will show that the three-coloring game for the 3×3 rook’s graph has
an abelian game algebra. This game algebra will be our key tool in the reduction theorem
in the next section. The 3 × 3 rook’s graph encodes the moves that a rook can make on a
3 × 3 chess board. Two vertices are connected by an edge if a rook can move between the
two vertices in a single move on a chess board; see Figure 1. This is also the Cartesian graph
product K3 ×K3 of the complete graph on 3 vertices with itself.

The most useful representation of the graph is given with vertex set {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i, j ≤
3}, with the adjacency relations (i, j) ∼ (k, ℓ) if and only if exactly one of i = k or j = ℓ
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Figure 1. K3 ×K3, the 3× 3 rook’s graph.

holds. Our approach will also recover a result of Z. Ji [18, Lemma 4], which states that, in
the three coloring game for a triangular prism, projections corresponding to non-adjacent
vertices must commute. Our final proof of this result, though, is simpler than the one
presented in [18].

First, we collect a few results that are well-known, but make the proofs of the main re-
sult in this section simpler. The first is well-known, and the proof below essentially appeared
in [2]; however, one step is simplified by working in a ∗-algebra.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that p1, p2, p3 are self-adjoint idempotents in a unital ∗-algebra
A. If p1 + p2 + p3 = 0, then p1 = p2 = p3 = 0.

Proof. Rearranging yields

(3.1) p1 + p2 = −p3.

Squaring both sides and using the fact that p2j = pj for each j gives

(3.2) p1 + p1p2 + p2p1 + p2 = p3.

Adding (3.1) and (3.2) gives

(3.3) 2p1 + p1p2 + p2p1 + 2p2 = 0.

Pre-multiplying (3.3) by p1 yields 2p1 + 3p1p2 + p1p2p1 = 0. Taking adjoints, we obtain
2p1 + 3p2p1 + p1p2p1 = 0. It follows that p1p2 = p2p1. Using equation (3.3) we obtain
p1 + p2 + p1p2 = 0. Post-multiplying by p1p2 and using commutativity, one arrives at the
equation p1p2 = 0. Then p1 + p2 = 0, and post-multiplying by p2 gives p2 = 0. Similarly,
p1 = 0, so that p3 = 0 as well. �

Proposition 3.2. If p1, p2, p3 are self-adjoint idempotents in a unital ∗-algebra A with p1 +
p2 + p3 = 1, then pipj = 0 for all i 6= j.

Proof. We have

(3.4) p1 + p2 = 1− p3,

and squaring (3.4) gives

(3.5) p1 + p1p2 + p2p1 + p2 = 1− p3.

Subtracting (3.4) from (3.5) yields p1p2 + p2p1 = 0, so that p1p2 = −p2p1. Post-multiplying
by p1 gives p1p2p1 = −p2p1, but the left side is self-adjoint, so we have −p2p1 = (−p2p1)

∗ =
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−p1p2, so that p1 and p2 commute. Then since p1p2 = −p2p1 = −p1p2, we have p1p2 = 0.
The other orthogonality relations are similar. �

As a result, we can show the following, which is important in the three-coloring context.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Q = (pij)
3
i,j=1 is a 3 × 3 matrix with entries in a unital

∗-algebra A. If each pij is a self-adjoint idempotent, and if pi1 + pi2 + pi3 = 1 for each
i = 1, 2, 3, and if pijpkj = 0 for all i 6= k and j = 1, 2, 3, then p1j + p2j + p3j = 1 for all
j = 1, 2, 3. In particular, Q is a quantum permutation.

Proof. For each j = 1, 2, 3, the column sum qj = p1j + p2j + p3j is a self-adjoint idempotent
in A, since the entries in the sum are pairwise orthogonal. Since the row sums of Q are all
1, it follows that

q1 + q2 + q3 =
3∑

i,j=1

pij =
3∑

i=1

(pi1 + pi2 + pi3) = 3.

But each 1 − qj is a self-adjoint idempotent and (1 − q1) + (1 − q2) + (1 − q3) = 0. By
Proposition 3.1, we must have 1− qj = 0 for each j, so that qj = 1 for each j. �

The next proposition gives a common method of proving facts about 3 × 3 quantum
permutations, and the 3-coloring game for triangles, triangular prisms and the 3× 3 rook’s
graph. The proof is inspired by, and a generalization of, the proof that the entries of a 3× 3
quantum permutation must commute from [26].

Proposition 3.4. Let {e1, e2, e3} and {f1, f2, f3} be PVMs in a unital ∗-algebra A. Suppose
that [ei, fi] = 0 for all i = 1, 2, 3. Then [ei, fj ] = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3.

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to show that e1f2 = f2e1. We note that

e1f2 = e1f2(e1 + e2 + e3)

= e1f2e1 + e1f2e2 + e1f2e3.

As e2 and f2 commute, the second term is equal to e1e2f2 = 0. As f2 = 1− f1 − f3, we can
rewrite

e1f2 = e1f2e1 + e1(1− f1 − f3)e3

= e1f2e1 + e1e3 − e1f1e3 − e1f3e3

= e1f2e1 − e1f1e3 − e1f3e3,

where the last line follows since e1e3 = 0. Now, since [ei, fi] = 0 and eiej = 0 for i 6= j, we
have e1f1e3 = 0 = e1f3e3. Thus, e1f2 = e1f2e1 is self-adjoint, so we have e1f2 = (e1f2)

∗ =
f2e1, and we are done. �

A special case of the above is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Let {p1, p2, p3} and {q1, q2, q3} be PVMs in a unital ∗-algebra A. If piqi =
0 for all i = 1, 2, 3, then piqj = qjpi for all i, j. In particular, if two vertices are adjacent
in a graph, then in the three coloring game algebra, any projections corresponding to those
vertices commute with each other.

We also recover by Proposition 3.4 the well-known fact that entries of 3 × 3 quantum
permutations must commute. The approach is similar to what is found in [26].
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Proposition 3.6. Suppose that A is a unital ∗-algebra and that pij are self-adjoint idempo-

tents in A for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. If
∑3

i=1 pij =
∑3

j=1 pij = 1 for all i, j, then [pij , pkℓ] = 0 for all
i, j, k, ℓ.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, we have pijpik = 0 for j 6= k and pijpkj = 0 for i 6= k, so any
two entries from a common row or a common column of P = (pij)

3
i,j=1 commute. For the

rest of the commutation relations, by symmetry, we need only check that [p11, p22] = 0.
But this follows by Proposition 3.5 using the PVMs {p11, p21, p31} and {p12, p22, p32} and the
orthogonality relations. �

Proposition 3.7. If G is a triangle with vertices {1, 2, 3}, then for each i, ei1+ ei2+ ei3 = 1
in A(Hom(G,K3)). In particular, A(Hom(G,K3)) is ∗-isomorphic to the universal unital
∗-algebra generated by entries of a 3× 3 quantum permutation, and is abelian.

Proof. The matrix Q = (eij)
3
i,j=1 has every column sum equal to 1, by the relations of the

game algebra. Moreover, by the adjacency relations, eijeik = 0 for j 6= k. By Proposition 3.3
applied to the transpose ofQ, it follows thatQ is a quantum permutation, so ei1+ei2+ei3 = 1.
The final claim is easy to verify. �

We will use the following lemma several times throughout.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that P = (pij)
3
i,j=1 and Q = (qij)

3
i,j=1 be quantum permutations in a

unital ∗-algebra A. If pijqij = 0 for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, then pijqkℓ = qkℓpij for all i, j, k, ℓ.

Proof. First, use Proposition 3.4 with the PVMs {p1j, p2j , p3j} and {q1j , q2j, q3j} to obtain
[pij , qkj] = 0 for all k = 1, 2, 3. Then use Proposition 3.4 with the PVMs {pi1, pi2, pi3} and
{qk1, qk2, qk3} to get [pij , qkℓ] = 0. �

We now obtain a simpler proof of commutativity of projections corresponding to non-
adjacent vertices in the 3-coloring game for the triangular prism. For simplicity, we label the
projections in the 3-coloring game for the triangular prism using the vertex labels in Figure
2. For example, the three projections corresponding to vertex p are written as p1, p2 and p3.

p

q

r

s
u

t

Figure 2. Triangular prism

Proposition 3.9. Let G be a triangular prism given as in Figure 2. Then in A(Hom(G,K3)),
projections corresponding to any two non-adjacent vertices commute. In particular, A(Hom(G,K3))
is abelian.
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Proof. By symmetry of the graph, to show that projections corresponding to non-adjacent
vertices commute, we need only show that [pi, tj] = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. For a fixed
i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we note that, by Proposition 3.7, we have pi + qi + ri = 1 = si + ti + ui.
Moreover, pisi = qiti = riui = 0, so by Proposition 3.4, [pi, ti] = 0 for each i. To show the
rest of the proof, we use Proposition 3.4 again with the PVMs {p1, p2, p3} and {t1, t2, t3},
since [pi, ti] = 0 for each i = 1, 2, 3. The fact that A(Hom(G,K3)) is abelian follows since
projections corresponding to adjacent vertices already commute in the 3-coloring game, by
Proposition 3.5. �

We now arrive at the analogue of Proposition 3.6 for what we call “3×3×3” quantum
permutations, which is interesting in its own right.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that pijk are self-adjoint idempotents in a unital ∗-algebra A, for
i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, satisfying

3∑

i=1

pijk =
3∑

j=1

pijk =
3∑

k=1

pijk = 1.

Then [pijk, pabc] = 0 for all i, j, k, a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Proof. First, suppose that at least one of i = a, j = b or k = c holds. By symmetry of
the relations given, we may assume that i = a. As Pi = (pijk)

3
j,k=1 is a 3 × 3 quantum

permutation, we have [pijk, pabc] = 0 by Proposition 3.6. Thus, we need only show that
[pijk, pabc] = 0 whenever i 6= a, j 6= b and k 6= c. For this, we consider the quantum
permutations Pi = (pijk)

3
j,k=1 and Pa = (pabc)

3
b,c=1. By the assumed summation relations and

Proposition 3.2, we have pijkpajk = 0 for each j, k since i 6= a. An application of Lemma 3.8
shows that [pijk, pabc] = 0, as desired. �

Corollary 3.11. A(Hom(K3 ×K3, K3)) is abelian.

Proof. Write the vertices ofK3×K3 as (i, j) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3; note that the adjacency relations
are (i, j) ∼ (k, ℓ) if and only if exactly one of i = k or j = ℓ holds. Let ec,(i,j) be the self-
adjoint idempotent generator of the game algebra corresponding to the color c for the vertex
(i, j), for 1 ≤ c, i, j ≤ 3. By definition of the game algebra, we have e1,(i,j)+e2,(i,j)+e3,(i,j) = 1
for all i, j. As the vertex set {(1, j), (2, j), (3, j)} forms a triangle, by Proposition 3.7, we
have ec,(1,j) + ec,(2,j) + ec,(3,j) = 1 for each c, j. Similarly, since {(i, 1), (i, 2), (i, 3)} forms a
triangle, we have ec,(i,1) + ec,(i,2) + ec,(i,3) = 1 for all c, j. It follows by Theorem 3.10 that
ec,(i,j) commutes with ed,(k,ℓ) for all 1 ≤ c, d, i, j, k, ℓ ≤ 3. As the game algebra is generated
by the projections ec,(i,j), it must be abelian. �

4. Weak ∗-equivalence to three-coloring games

In this section, we will prove that every synchronous game G = (I, O, λ) is weakly
∗-equivalent to a three-coloring game for a graph associated with an asymmetric version
λasym of the rule function λ of G. In particular, we will prove that there is an associated
graph Gλasym

for which Hom(Gλasym
, K3) is weakly ∗-subequivalent to G (Theorem 4.5) and

G is ∗-subequivalent to Hom(Gλasym
, K3) (Theorem 4.6).

Definition 4.1. Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous non-local game. An asymmetric rule

function for G is a function λasym : O ×O × I × I → {0, 1} with the requirements that

• λasym(a, b, x, x) = δab;
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• λasym(a, b, x, y) + λasym(b, a, y, x) ≥ 1 for all x 6= y; and
• λasym(a, b, x, y)λasym(b, a, y, x) = λ(a, b, x, y)λ(b, a, y, x) for all a, b, x, y.

If G = (I, O, λ) is a synchronous game with |I| ≥ 2, then one example of an asymmetric
rule function for G is the function

λasym(a, b, x, y) =





δab x = y

λ(a, b, x, y)λ(b, a, y, x) x < y

1 x > y.

Proposition 4.2. Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous non-local game with |I| ≥ 2 and
λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a ∈ O and x ∈ I. If λasym is an asymmetric rule function for G, then
the game ∗-algebras A((I, O, λ)) and A((I, O, λasym)) are ∗-isomorphic.

Proof. Write the generators of A((I, O, λ)) as ea,x and the generators of A((I, O, λasym) as
fa,x for a ∈ O and x ∈ I. The first condition guarantees that λasym(a, b, x, x) = δab. If x 6= y
and λasym(a, b, x, y) = 0, then fa,xfb,y = 0, while the equation

(4.1) 0 = λasym(a, b, x, y)λasym(b, a, y, x) = λ(a, b, x, y)λ(b, a, y, x)

implies that either λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 or λ(b, a, y, x) = 0. Thus, either ea,xeb,y = 0 or eb,yea,x = 0.
But these conditions are equivalent by taking adjoints. Since

∑
a∈O ea,x = 1 and

∑
a∈O fa,x =

1, all the relations defining A((I, O, λasym)) are satisfied by the generators of A((I, O, λ)),
so the map π : A((I, O, λasym)) → A((I, O, λ)) given on generators by π(fa,x) = ea,x for all
a, x extends to a unital ∗-homomorphism.

Similarly, if λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 and x 6= y, then the last condition on λasym implies
that λasym(a, b, x, y) = λasym(b, a, y, x) = 0, giving fa,xfb,y = 0. This shows that the map
ρ : A((I, O, λ)) → A((I, O, λasym)) given by ρ(ea,x) = fa,x for all a, x extends to a unital
∗-homomorphism. Clearly π and ρ are inverses of each other, so the game algebras are
∗-isomorphic. �

Remark 4.3. If |I| ≥ 2, then we can assume that λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a ∈ O and x ∈ I.
Indeed, if λ(a, a, x, x) = 0, then in the game algebra, we will have ea,x = e2a,x = 0. If there is
a y ∈ I with x 6= y, then in the game algebra, one has

0 = ea,x = ea,x
∑

b∈O

eb,y =
∑

b∈O

ea,xeb,y.

As eb,yeb′,y = 0 for b 6= b′, post-multiplying by a fixed eb,y yields ea,xeb,y = 0 for all b ∈ O.
Thus, one can re-define the rule function for G by replacing the condition that λ(a, a, x, x) = 0
with the condition that λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 for some y ∈ I \ {x} and all b ∈ O. The resulting
game has game algebra that is ∗-isomorphic to A(G).

If the game G has |I| = 1, then one can add in a second question where only the
first answer is allowed, and this will yield the same game ∗-algebra as the original game.
Similarly, if G is a synchronous game and not all of the questions have the same number of
possible answers, then we can add in additional answers and force them to be disallowed by
the rule function. It follows by the above paragraph that we can always assume without loss
of generality that G is a synchronous game with |I| ≥ 2, |O| ≥ 3, and λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for
all a ∈ O and x ∈ I.

In this way, applying Proposition 4.2 to this modified rule function for G, we may
assume henceforth that G = (I, O, λ) is a synchronous non-local game with |I| ≥ 2 and with
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λ being asymmetric (which implies that λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a ∈ O and x ∈ I). The use
of an asymmetric rule function in this section is mainly cosmetic–our aim is to eliminate
unnecessary rules that are automatically enforced in the game algebra. As a result, our
resulting graph corresponding to G will have less vertices than if G had a rule function that
was not asymmetric.

Given a synchronous non-local game G = (I, O, λ) with |I| ≥ 2 and λ asymmetric,
the graph Gλ will be constructed from the non-local game G as follows. For simplicity, we
write I = {1, ..., n} and O = {1, ..., k}. We start with a triangle ∆ with vertices A, B
and C. Next, for each 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n, we add a copy Rα,x of K3 × K3,
with vertices written as {v(i, j, α, x) : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3}, with the usual adjacency relations that
v(i, j, α, x) ∼ v(i′, j′, α, x) if and only if exactly one of i = i′ or j = j′ holds. We make the
identifications

(4.2) v(1, 2, α, x) = B for all 1 ≤ x ≤ n, 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2

(That is, each Rα,x has B as its (1, 2)-vertex.) We also impose the identifications and relations

v(3, 2, α, x) = v(1, 1, α+ 1, x), for all 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 3, 1 ≤ x ≤ n,(4.3)

A ∼ v(3, 3, α, x) for all 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2, 1 ≤ x ≤ n,(4.4)

C ∼ v(2, 1, α, x) for all 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2, 1 ≤ x ≤ n.(4.5)

To ensure that this part of the graph encodes n PVMs with k outputs each, we add in a
triangular prism Tα,x, for each 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n. The triangular prism Tα,x will
have one triangle given by the subgraph of Rα,x with vertices {v(1, 1, α, x), B, v(1, 3, α, x)},
and the other triangle given by the vertices {t(1, α, x), A, t(2, α, x)}, with v(1, 1, α, x) ∼
t(1, α, x), B ∼ A and v(1, 3, α, x) ∼ t(2, α, x).

There are certain vertices in the subgraphs Rα,x that are of utmost importance to the
proofs of the main theorems in this section, so we reserve special notation for those vertices.
For each 1 ≤ x ≤ n and 1 ≤ a ≤ k, we define

(4.6) v̂(a, x) =





v(1, 1, 1, x) if a = 1

v(2, 1, a− 1, x) if 2 ≤ a ≤ k − 1

v(2, 2, k − 2, x) if a = k.

To encode the orthogonality relations from the rule function, we first define the sets

Eλ = {(a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0}) : (a, b) ∈ {(1, 1), (1, k), (k, 1), (k, k), x 6= y}

and

Fλ = {(a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0}) : 2 ≤ a, b ≤ k − 1, x 6= y}.

By Remark 4.3, the only tuples (a, b, x, x) in λ−1({0}) are those with a 6= b, and such
orthogonality will already be enforced in the subgraphs Rα,x. To enforce the remaining
orthogonality relations, there are two possible cases.

Case 1. If (a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0}) \ (Eλ ∪ Fλ), then we add in the adjacency relation

(4.7) v̂(a, x) ∼ v̂(b, y).

Case 2. If (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ∪Fλ, then we construct a copy Qa,b,x,y of K3×K3, denoting
the vertices by q(i, j, a, b, x, y), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 with the usual adjacency relations, along with
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the identifications

q(1, 1, a, b, x, y) = v̂(a, x)(4.8)

q(2, 2, a, b, x, y) = v̂(b, y)(4.9)

A ∼ q(3, 3, a, b, x, y) for each (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ.(4.10)

q(1, 2, a, b, x, y) =

{
B (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ
C (a, b, x, y) ∈ Fλ.

(4.11)

The resulting graph obtained from the subgraphs of the form ∆, Rα,x, Tα,x and Qa,b,x,y,
along with the identifications and relations described in (4.2)–(4.11), will be denoted by Gλ.

Before we prove that Hom(Gλ, K3) and G are weakly ∗-equivalent, we first need a
lemma regarding the center of A(Hom(Gλ, K3)).

Lemma 4.4. For each c = 1, 2, 3, the projections ec,A, ec,B and ec,C belong to the center of
A(Hom(Gλ, K3)).

Proof. Since {A,B,C} is a triangle, by Proposition 3.7, ec,A + ec,B + ec,C = 1 for each
1 ≤ c ≤ 3. Thus, it suffices to show that, for each vertex ν in Gλ and for each 1 ≤ c, d ≤ 3,
at least two of the projections ec,A, ec,B and ec,C commute with ed,ν .

Based on the identification (4.2) and Corollary 3.11, ec,B commutes with ed,v(i,j,α,x)
for all 1 ≤ d, i, j ≤ 3, 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n. Since A ∼ v(3, 3, α, x) by ad-
jacency relation (4.10), by Proposition 3.5 we have [ec,A, ed,v(3,3,α,x)] = 0 for all c, d, α, x.
Similarly, by adjacency relation (4.5), [ec,C , ed,v(2,1,α,x)] = 0 for all c, d, α, x. As ec,A =
1 − ec,B − ec,C , it follows that [ec,A, ed,v(2,1,α,x)] = 0 as well. Using the triangular prism
Tα,x and Proposition 3.9 guarantees that ec,A commutes with ed,v(1,1,α,x) and ed,v(1,3,α,x) for
all d, α, x. Thus, ec,A commutes with projections corresponding to the vertices v(i, j, α, x)
for (i, j) ∈ {(1, 1), (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 1), (3, 3)}. Since

∑
i ec,v(i,j,α,x) =

∑
j ec,v(i,j,α,x) = 1 for each

i, j, it follows that [ec,A, ed,v(i,j,α,x)] = 0 for all i, j. Therefore, each of ec,A, ec,B and ec,C
commute with ed,v(i,j,α,x) for all d, i, j, α, x. We note that each of ec,A, ec,B and ec,C automat-
ically commute with {ed,t(1,α,x), ed,t(2,α,x)}d,α,x by Proposition 3.9, since A and B belong to
the triangular prism Tα,x.

The argument for the subgraphs Qa,b,x,y is a bit simpler. If (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ, then
by identification (4.11), for all (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ and 1 ≤ d, i, j ≤ 3, at least one of ec,B
or ec,C commutes with ed,q(i,j,a,b,x,y), so we will be done if we show that ec,A also commutes
with each ed,q(i,j,a,b,x,y). By relation (4.10), [ec,A, ed,q(3,3,a,b,x,y)] = 0. As q(1, 1, a, b, x, y) and
q(2, 2, a, b, x, y) already arose in previous subgraphs, we have [ec,A, ed,q(i,j,a,b,x,y)] = 0 for all
(i, j) ∈ {(1, 1), (1, 2), (2, 2), (3, 3)}. A similar argument to the one for the subgraph Rα,x

shows that [ec,A, ed,q(i,j,a,b,x,y)] = 0 for all possible indices. The result follows. �

Theorem 4.5. If π : A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) → D is a non-zero unital ∗-homomorphism, then
there exists a non-zero subalgebra C of D with unit 1C and a unital ∗-homomorphism π :
A(G) → C. In particular, Hom(Gλ, K3) is weakly ∗-subequivalent to G.

Proof. Suppose that π : A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) → D is a non-zero unital ∗-homomorphism into
the unital ∗-algebra D. By replacing D with the ∗-algebra generated by the range of π, we
may assume that π is surjective. Since {A,B,C} is a triangle, by Proposition 3.7 we can
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write

1 =
3∑

i,j,k=1

ei,Aej,Bek,C =
∑

1≤i,j,k≤3
i 6=j, j 6=k, i 6=k

ei,Aej,Bek,C .

At least one of these terms must have non-zero image in D, and all of them belong to
the center of A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) by Lemma 4.4. By re-labelling the colors if necessary, we
may assume that π(e1,Ae2,Be3,C) 6= 0. We define C = π(e1,Ae2,Be3,C)D, which is a non-zero
subalgebra of D with unit 1C = π(e1,Ae2,Be3,C). For each 1 ≤ c ≤ 3 and vertex ν in Gλ, we
let

pc,ν = 1Cπ(ec,ν) = π(e1,Ae2,Be3,C)π(ec,ν), 1 ≤ c ≤ 3, ν ∈ V (Gλ).

The orthogonality relations arising from the triangle {A,B,C} immediately imply that
p1,A = p2,B = p3,C = 1C, and all other projections in C corresponding to A,B,C are zero. The
identification (4.2) and the adjacency relation (4.4) force p1,v(1,2,α,x) = p1,v(3,3,α,x) = 0 for all
α, x. Define ga,x = p1,v̂(a,x); we will show that the projections {ga,x : 1 ≤ a ≤ k, 1 ≤ x ≤ n}
constitute a representation of A(G).

For the subgraph R1,x and color 1, recalling that v(1, 2, 1, x) = B, we note the form of
the quantum permutation

(4.12) (p1,v(i,j,1,x))
3
i,j=1 =




g1,x 0 1− g1,x
g2,x p1,v(2,2,1,x) g1,x

p1,v(3,1,1,x) p1,v(3,2,1,x) 0


 ,

so that g1,x + g2,x = 1− p1,v(3,1,1,x) = p1,v(3,2,1,x); moreover, g1,xg2,x = 0. Working inductively,
assume that g1,x + · · · + ga,x = p1,v(3,2,a−1,x) where 2 ≤ a ≤ k − 3 and gα,xgβ,x = 0 for all
1 ≤ α < β ≤ a; we will show that g1,x + · · ·+ ga+1,x = p1,v(3,2,a,x) and that gℓ,xga+1,x = 0 for
all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ a. We notice that, by identification (4.3), we have

p1,v(1,1,a,x) = p1,v(3,2,a−1,x) = g1,x + · · ·+ ga,x.

Looking at color 1 for the subgraph Ra+1,x, the quantum permutation (p1,v(i,j,a,x))
3
i,j=1 is of

the form

(4.13) (p1,v(i,j,a,x))
3
i,j=1 =



g1,x + · · ·+ ga,x 0 1− (g1,x + · · ·+ ga,x)

ga+1,x p1,v(2,2,a,x) g1,x + · · ·+ ga,x
p1,v(3,1,a,x) p1,v(3,2,a,x) 0


 .

By considering the sum of column 1 and the sum of row 3 from (4.13), we have

g1,x + · · ·+ ga+1,x = 1− p1,v(3,1,a,x) = p1,v(3,2,a,x),

establishing the first part of the claim. For the other part of the claim, notice that the
elements g1,x + · · · + ga,x, ga+1,x and g1,x + · · · + ga+1,x are all self-adjoint idempotents.
Whenever p, q, r are self-adjoint idempotents with p + q = r, we have p + q + (1 − r) = 1,
forcing pq = 0 by Proposition 3.2. In particular,

(4.14) (g1,x + · · ·+ ga,x)ga+1,x = 0.

By assumption, gα,xgβ,x = 0 whenever 1 ≤ α, β ≤ a with α 6= β. Pre-multiplying (4.14)
by gβ,x yields gβ,xga+1,x = 0 for all 1 ≤ β ≤ a. Therefore, it follows by induction that
g1,x + · · ·+ gk−2,x = p1,v(3,2,k−3,x) = p1,v(1,1,k−2,x) and ga,xgb,x = 0 for all 1 ≤ a, b ≤ k − 2 with
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a 6= b. To show that {ga,x}
k
a=1 is a PVM, we consider the form of the quantum permutation

arising from color 1 for the subgraph Rk−2,x, which is

(4.15) (p1,v(i,j,k−2,x))
3
i,j=1 =



g1,x + · · ·+ gk−2,x 0 1− (g1,x + · · ·+ gk−2,x)

gk−1,x gk,x g1,x + · · ·+ gk−2,x

p1,v(3,1,k−2,x) 1− gk,x 0


 .

The sum on row 2 in (4.15) shows that

k∑

a=1

ga,x = 1. Applying Proposition 3.2 to the

projections g1,x+· · ·+gk−2,x, gk−1,x and gk,x, a similar argument demonstrates that ga,xgb,x = 0
for all 1 ≤ a, b ≤ k with a 6= b. It follows that {g1,x, ..., gk,x} is a PVM for each x.

It remains to show that ga,xgb,y = 0 whenever λ(a, b, x, y) = 0. If (a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0})\
(Eλ ∪ Fλ), then the adjacency relation (4.7) forces ga,xgb,y = 0, since ga,x = p1,v̂(a,x) and
gb,y = p1,v̂(b,y).

If (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪Fλ, then the quantum permutation for the subgraph Qa,b,x,y corre-
sponding to color 1 is of the form

(4.16) (p1,q(i,j,a,b,x,y))
3
i,j=1 =




ga,x 0 1− ga,x
p1,q(2,1,a,b,x,y) gb,y p1,q(2,3,a,b,x,y)

gb,y 1− gb,y 0


 ,

using adjacency relation (4.10) and identification (4.11). The first column of (4.16) forces
ga,xgb,y = 0 for all (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ.

Finally, using the universal property of A(G), there is a unital ∗-homomorphism π :
A(G) → C given by π(fa,x) = ga,x for all 1 ≤ a ≤ k and 1 ≤ x ≤ n, as desired. �

Theorem 4.6. There is a unital ∗-homomorphism ρ : A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) → A(G). In partic-
ular, G is ∗-subequivalent to Hom(Gλ, K3).

Proof. Write the generators of A(G) as fa,x, for 1 ≤ a ≤ k and 1 ≤ x ≤ n. We will exhibit
an algebraic 3-coloring of Gλ, by defining algebraic colorings on each of the parts of Gλ and
verifying that all the orthogonality conditions and identifications hold. For convenience, we
will set f[a,b],x = fa,x+fa+1,x+· · ·+fb,x for 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ k, and f[a,b],x = 0 if a > b. The triangle
{A,B,C} is colored by the assignments A 7→ (1, 0, 0), B 7→ (0, 1, 0) and C 7→ (0, 0, 1). For
each subgraph Rα,x of Gλ for 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n, we use the algebraic coloring
given by the three quantum permutations Hc,α,x = (hc,v(i,j,α,x))

3
i,j=1 for colors c ∈ {1, 2, 3}

given by

H1,α,x =




f[1,α],x 0 f[α+1,k],x

fα+1,x f[α+2,k],x f[1,α],x
f[α+2,k],x f[1,α+1],x 0


 ,

H2,α,x =




0 1 0
1− fα+1,x 0 fα+1,x

fα+1,x 0 1− fα+1,x


 ,

H3,α,x =



f[α+1,k],x 0 f[1,α],x

0 f[1,α+1],x f[α+2,k],x

f[1,α],x f[α+2,k],x fα+1,x


 .
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We note that
3∑

c=1

hc,v(i,j,α,x) =
3∑

i=1

hc,v(i,j,α,x) =
3∑

j=1

hc,v(i,j,α,x) = 1. The identifications

and adjacency relations involving A,B,C also hold. Moreover, we note that hc,v(3,2,α,x) =
hc,v(1,1,α+1,x) for all 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 3, so (4.2)-(4.5) hold. Thus, these assignments yield a valid
algebraic 3-coloring of Rα,x, for each 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n.

For the triangular prism Tα,x, the first triangle is already colored, via the assignment

v(1, 1, α, x) 7→ (f[1,α],x, 0, f[α+1,k],x), B 7→ (0, 1, 0), v(1, 3, α, x) 7→ (f[α+1,k],x, 0, f[1,α],x).

The second triangle is colored using the assignments

t(1, α, x) 7→ (0, f[α+1,k],x, f[1,α],x), A 7→ (1, 0, 0), t(2, α, x) 7→ (0, f[1,α],x, f[α+1,k],x).

Next, we color each subgraph Qa,b,x,y for (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ. If (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ, then
the colorings of v̂(a, x) and v̂(b, y), based on the form of each Hc,α,x above, are (fa,x, 0, 1−fa,x)
and (fb,y, 0, 1−fb,y), respectively. Since fa,xfb,y = 0 and q(1, 2, a, b, x, y) = B by identification
(4.11), we can extend these assignments to a coloring of Qa,b,x,y using the three quantum
permutations

J1,a,b,x,y =




fa,x 0 1− fa,x
1− fa,x − fb,y fb,y fa,x

fb,y 1− fb,y 0


 (color 1),

J2,a,b,x,y =




0 1 0
fa,x + fb,y 0 1− fa,x − fb,y

1− fa,x − fb,y 0 fa,x + fb,y


 (color 2),

J3,a,b,x,y =



1− fa,x 0 fa,x

0 1− fb,y fb,y
fa,x fb,y 1− fa,x − fb,y


 (color 3).

If (a, b, x, y) ∈ Fλ, then by identification (4.6), the colorings of v̂(a, x) and v̂(b, y) are of the
form (fa,x, 1 − fa,x, 0) and (fb,y, 1 − fb,y, 0), respectively. Similar to the last case, we can
extend these assignments to a coloring of Qa,b,x,y using the three quantum permutations as
above, but with colors 2 and 3 swapped, since q(1, 2, a, b, x, y) = C by identification (4.11).
These assignments will satisfy all the rules corresponding to each Qa,b,x,y, while preserving
the colorings of the vertices B, C and {v̂(a, x) : 1 ≤ a ≤ k, 1 ≤ x ≤ n}. Finally, if
(a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0}) \ (Eλ ∪ Fλ), then exactly one of a, b ∈ {1, k} and the other belongs to
{2, ..., k − 1}. Without loss of generality, we assume that a ∈ {1, k} and b ∈ {2, ..., k − 1}.
Then v̂(a, x) is either v(1, 1, 1, x) or v(2, 2, k − 2, x) by identification (4.6), while v̂(b, y) =
v(2, 1, b − 1, y). In either case, v̂(a, x) 7→ (fa,x, 0, 1 − fa,x) and v̂(b, y) 7→ (fb,y, 1 − fb,y, 0).
Thus, the products of projections corresponding to the same color for v̂(a, x) and v̂(b, y) are
always zero when (a, b, x, y) ∈ λ−1({0})\(Eλ∪Fλ), so the orthogonality relation arising from
adjacency relation (4.7) holds.

It follows that these assignments yield an algebraic 3-coloring of Gλ, so there is a unital
∗-homomorphism ρ : A(Hom(Gλ, K3)) → A(G). �

Since Gλ contains a triangle, we automatically have χalg(Gλ) ≥ 3 [17]. On the other
hand, every graph is algebraically 4-colorable by [17], so χalg(Gλ) ∈ {3, 4}. The weak ∗-
equivalence between G and Hom(Gλ, K3) yields the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.7. Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous non-local game with |O| ≥ 3; let t ∈
{loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}; and let Gλ be the graph associated with G.

(1) If G has a winning t-strategy, then χt(Gλ) = 3.
(2) If G does not have a winning t-strategy, then χt(Gλ) ≥ 4.

Moreover, (2) becomes equality if t = alg.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, G is ∗-subequivalent to Hom(Gλ, K3). Thus, if G has a winning
t-strategy, then so does Hom(Gλ, K3), yielding χt(Gλ) ≤ 3. Since χalg(Gλ) ≥ 3, we obtain
equality.

Conversely, if G does not have a winning t-strategy, then since Hom(Gλ, K3) is weakly
∗-subequivalent to G by Theorem 4.5, Hom(Gλ, K3) cannot have a winning t-strategy either.
Thus, χt(Gλ) > 3, and it follows that χt(Gλ) ≥ 4. The claim for t = alg is immediate, since
every graph can be algebraically 4-colored [17]. �

Remark 4.8. Suppose that G = (I, O, λ) is a synchronous non-local game with |I| = n
and |O| = k, and with λ asymmetric. The triangle {A,B,C} contributes 3 vertices to Gλ.
Each subgraph Rα,x contributes 7 new vertices, with R1,x contributing an extra vertex, using
identification (4.3). Each triangular prism Ta,x contributes 2 new vertices, for 1 ≤ α ≤
k − 2 and 1 ≤ x ≤ n. Lastly, there are 6 new vertices for each subgraph Qa,b,x,y, for each
(a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ ∪ Fλ. Thus, the number of vertices in Gλ is equal to

3 + n + 9n(k − 2) + 6|Eλ|+ 6|Fλ|.

Depending on what the original game G is, it may be difficult to determine the sizes of Eλ
and Fλ. That being said, since Eλ∪Fλ ⊆ λ−1{0} and Eλ∩Fλ = ∅, we always have the upper
bound

|V (Gλ)| ≤ 3 + n+ 9n(k − 2) + 6|λ−1({0})|.

An important special case is a quantum version of L. Lovász’s reduction theorem of
the k-coloring problem to the 3-coloring problem in polynomial time [22].

Corollary 4.9. Let G be a graph on n vertices and m edges. Let k > 3 and let t ∈
{loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}. The k-coloring problem for G in model t is equivalent to the
3-coloring problem in model t, for a certain graph Gλ on 3 + n+ 9n(k − 2) + 6mk vertices.

Proof. In the k-coloring game for G, the rules (aside from the synchronicity rules) are all
of the form λ(a, a, x, y) = 0 whenever (x, y) is an edge in G. Thus, (a, b, x, y) ∈ Eλ if and
only if x ∼ y and (a, b) ∈ {(1, 1), (k, k)}, while (a, b, x, y) ∈ Fλ if and only if x ∼ y and
2 ≤ a = b ≤ k − 1. Thus, |Eλ| + |Fλ| = mk, so the graph Gλ from the main theorem has
3 + n+ 9n(k − 2) + 6mk vertices, as desired. �

In work of Z. Ji [18], synchronous non-local games, and more generally, binary con-
straint systems, were converted (in the loc and q models) to 3-coloring games for graphs by
considering a binary constraint system as a 3-SAT problem, and converting each clause in
the satisfiability problem to a 3-coloring of a subgraph of a large graph. This construction
gives a 3-colorable graph if and only if the original binary constraint system was satisfiable.
To extend this to the q model, one adds in triangular prisms to the main gadget graph as
necessary to force variables from the same clause to commute with each other, which is a
feature of quantum solutions to binary constraint systems [18].

For a single clause x1 ∨ x2 ∨ x3, the graph used in [18] has a “control” triangle, much
like our work here, which is fixed and does not depend on the particular clause. In addition,
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Ji constructs six vertices (one for each variable and one for its negation), and uses six other
vertices (whose colorings depend on the assignments to x1, x2, x3). For a synchronous non-
local game with n inputs and k outputs, each PVM corresponds to the satisfiability problem
x1 + · · · + xk = 1, where each xj ∈ {0, 1}. In this setting, we are treating 1 as “True”,
while 0 is treated as “False”. The negation of the variable xj is given by xj. The constraint
x1+ · · ·+xk = 1 can be transformed into a 3-SAT problem using intermediate variables r[1,j]
for j = 1, ..., k − 2, where r[1,1] = x1 and r[1,k−1] = xk, and forcing r[1,j] + xj+1 + r[1,j+1] = 1.
Each of these equations, essentially treated as 1-in-3 SAT problems (a 3-SAT problem where
exactly one variable is allowed to be “True”), can be converted to a 3-SAT via the expression

(r[1,j] ∨ xj+1 ∨ r[1,j+1]) ∧ (r[1,j] ∨ xj+1) ∧ (xj+1 ∨ r[1,j+1]) ∧ (r[1,j] ∨ r[1,j+1]).

Using Ji’s construction in [18], each element xj of the PVM, along with its complement, would
appear as vertices, along with each r[1,j], 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, and its complement. Thus, one
would need 2(k+ k− 3) = 4k− 6 vertices for each PVM corresponding to the variables, plus
6 vertices corresponding to the portion of the gadget for each clause that is not the control
triangle and not the variables. In summary, one would need 4k−6+6(k−2) = 10(k−2)+2
vertices. For each rule of the game, including the synchronous rules, an additional six vertices
are required, yielding a total of 3 + 2n+ 10n(k − 2) + 6|λ−1({0})| vertices.

However, for the quantum model, many more vertices are required. This problem arises
since triangular prisms are necessary for variables in the same clause to commute. Due to the
lack of triangles in the graph in [18], many more intermediate vertices are required in each
triangular prism constructed. One can reduce the number of vertices by only forcing two of
the control triangle vertices to have projections that commute with all other projections in
the gadget, but even enforcing this condition can require up to eight triangular prisms for
each control vertex, with at least four intermediate vertices needed for each prism.

In our work, only one triangular prism is required for each pair (α, x) for 1 ≤ x ≤ n
and 1 ≤ α ≤ k − 2, and only two intermediate vertices are required per triangular prism.
Hence, our construction provides a similar size graph as Ji’s construction for the local model,
but provides a significantly smaller graph in the q model.

Example 4.10. The Mermin-Peres magic square game [25] is the synchronous binary con-
straint system game where the set of equations is

x1 + x2 + x3 = 0,

x4 + x5 + x6 = 0,

x7 + x8 + x9 = 0,

x1 + x4 + x7 = 0,

x2 + x5 + x8 = 0,

x3 + x6 + x9 = 1.

The question set is the set of equations. The answer set for each equation is the set of
solutions in Z3

2 to the equation, which has 4 elements. Hence, this game is a synchronous
game with n = 6 questions and k = 4 answers. This game has a winning quantum strategy,
but no winning classical strategy [25]. Using the main theorem, one obtains a graph G with
χq(G) = 3 < χloc(G). After removing the synchronicity rules and making the rest of the rule
function asymmetric, one finds that the number of disallowed 4-tuples (a, b, x, y), x < y, for
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this game is 72. Thus, the graph G has at most

3 + 6 + 9(6)(4− 2) + 6(72) = 549

vertices. However, using the sets Eλ and Fλ instead of all of λ−1({0}) can significantly
reduce the size of the graph. Indeed, if we label the questions (that is, the equations) of
the game by the numbers 1 through 6, then we can label the 4 possible solutions for each
equation by 1, 2, 3, 4. For the first five equations, we use the assignments (0, 0, 0) → 1,
(0, 1, 1) 7→ 2, (1, 0, 1) 7→ 3 and (1, 1, 0) 7→ 4, while for the final equation x3 + x6 + x9 = 1,
we use the assignments (1, 1, 1) 7→ 1, (1, 0, 0) 7→ 2, (0, 1, 0) 7→ 3 and (0, 0, 1) 7→ 4. (This
is essentially the same idea as what is used in [1] when transforming this game to a graph
isomorphism game.) Using the structure of Eλ and Fλ, one finds all 4-tuples (a, b, x, y), with
a, b ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and x, y ∈ {1, ..., 6} such that x < y, λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, and

(a, b) ∈ {(1, 4), (4, 1), (1, 1), (4, 4), (2, 3), (3, 2), (2, 2), (3, 3)}.

A tedious calculation shows that there are 40 such 4-tuples, so the graph G can be arranged
to have

3 + 6 + 9(6)(4− 2) + 6(40) = 357

vertices.

Example 4.11. One of the main results of [17] is that χalg(K5) = 4 (and more generally,
that every graph can be algebraically 4-colored). Note that K5 has 5 vertices and 10 edges.
Using the corollary, the graph Gλ we obtain has

3 + 5 + 9(5)(4− 2) + 6(10)(4) = 338

vertices. For this graph Gλ, we have χalg(Gλ) = 3 < χhered(Gλ).

There are also graphs G and H with χqa(G) = 3 < χq(G) and χqc(H) = 3 < χqa(H).
The graph G arises from a synchronous game with a winning qa strategy, but no winning q
strategy [21], while the graph H arises from a synchronous game with a winning qc strategy,
but no winning qa strategy [19]. One could work through Slofstra’s construction in [33] of a
linear BCS game arising from a hyperlinear, non-residually finite group to obtain the number
of vertices in G, although we have not done this here, since the linear system involves 184
equations and 235 variables. The game arising from [19] is not explicit, and as a result, the
graph H is not explicit either. That being said, this does show that χq, χqa and χqc are all
distinct chromatic numbers, which was not previously known. In fact, more is true:

Corollary 4.12. The quantities χloc, χq, χqa, χqc, χC∗, and χalg are all distinct.

Proof. Example 4.11 exhibits a graph G with χalg(G) = 3 < χhered(G) ≤ χC∗(G), so χalg and
χC∗ are distinct. It remains to show that χqc and χC∗ are distinct. But this claim is achieved
using a synchronous game of Paddock and Slofstra [29] that has a winning C∗-strategy, but
no winning qc-strategy. �

Corollary 4.13. For t ∈ {q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}, it is undecidable to determine whether a
graph G satisfies χt(G) ≤ 3.

Proof. Theorems of Slofstra show that, for t ∈ {q, qa, qc}, it is undecidable to determine
whether (non-synchronous) linear system games have a winning t-strategy; see [33] for the
cases t ∈ {q, qa} and [34] for the case t = qc. The synchronous version of this game,
syncBCS(A, b), has a winning t-strategy for t ∈ {q, qa, qc}, if and only if the non-synchronous
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version has a winning t-strategy [21]. Using those results in conjunction with Corollary 4.7
yields the desired result for t ∈ {q, qa, qc}.

For the other cases, we make particular use of the fact that the game G for t = qc can be
arranged to be the synchronous version syncBCS(A, b) of a linear system game. That game,
in turn, is ∗-equivalent to the graph isomorphism game Iso(GA,b, GA,0) [3,13]. For the graph
isomorphism game, however, the existence of a winning qc strategy, a winning C∗ strategy,
a winning hereditary strategy and a winning algebraic strategy are all equivalent [3]. So the
undecidability passes to the graph isomorphism game for each of t ∈ {qc, C∗, hered, alg},
as all of these decision problems reduce to determining whether a syncBCS game has a
winning qc strategy. Applying Corollary 4.7 yields the undecidability of determining whether
χt(G) ≤ 3 for t ∈ {C∗, hered, alg}. �

Part of the utility of transforming synchronous games into graph coloring games is
that, when graph coloring have winning strategies in any of the tracial models (i.e. for
t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc}), they can be won in a way that an honest verifier cannot gain any
information about the strategy used. The key mathematical point here is the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.14. Suppose that G is a graph. Let k ≥ 2 and t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc}. If the
k-coloring game Hom(G,Kk) has a winning t-strategy, then there exists a winning t-strategy
for Hom(G,Kk) satisfying

p(a, b|x, x) =

{
0 a 6= b
1
k

a = b,
(4.17)

p(a, b|x, y) =

{
0 x ∼ y and a = b

1
k(k−1)

x ∼ y and a 6= b.
(4.18)

Proof. By assumption, there is a tracial C∗-algebra (A, τ) and projection-valued measures
{Ea,x}

k
a=1 in A, for each x ∈ V (G), such that Ea,xEb,y = 0 whenever x ∼ y and a = b. We

define projections Fa,x ∈ Mk!(A) by

Fa,x =
⊕

σ∈Sk

Eσ(a),x,

where Sk denotes the group of permutations on the set {1, 2, ..., k}. Define ρ = trk! ⊗ τ ,
where trk! is the normalized trace on Mk!. Then ρ is a trace on Mk!(A), and each Fa,x is a
projection in Mk!(A). Moreover,

k∑

a=1

Fa,x =
⊕

σ∈Sk

(
k∑

a=1

Eσ(a),x

)
=
⊕

σ∈Sk

(
k∑

b=1

Eb,x

)
= Ik! ⊗ 1,

so {Fa,x}
k
a=1 is a PVM for each x ∈ V (G). Since Ea,xEa,y = 0 whenever x ∼ y, it follows

that Eσ(a),xEσ(a),y = 0 whenever x ∼ y and σ ∈ Sk. Thus, Fa,xFa,y = 0 if x ∼ y, so that the
probability density p(a, b|x, y) = ρ(Fa,xFb,y) = 1

k!

∑
σ∈Sk

τ(Eσ(a),xEσ(b),y) defines a winning
qc-strategy for Hom(G,Kk). If t = loc, then we can assume that [Ea,x, Eb,y] = 0 for all
a, b, x, y, and clearly we obtain [Fa,x, Fb,y] = 0 as well. If t = q, then we can arrange for A
to be a matrix algebra Md. Then the strategy (p(a, b|x, y)) arises from Mk!(Md) = Mk!d,
and hence is a winning q-strategy for the game. If t = qa, then we can arrange for A
to be RU . By uniqueness of the weakly separable hyperfinite II1 factor R [7] and the
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ultrapower construction, one has the isomorphisms Mk!(R
U) ≃ (Mk!(R))U ≃ RU , so the

strategy (p(a, b|x, y)) is a winning qa-strategy. Thus, for any t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc}, the new
strategy involving {{Fa,x}a,x, ρ} is a winning t-strategy for Hom(G,Kk) so long as the original
strategy {{Ea,x}a,x, τ} is.

It remains to check that equations (4.17) and (4.18) are satisfied by (p(a, b|x, y)). The
fact that p(a, b|x, x) = 0 for a 6= b is immediate since p is synchronous. If a = b, then

p(a, a|x, x) = ρ(Fa,xFa,x) = ρ(Fa,x) =
1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

τ(Eσ(a),x).

Given b ∈ {1, ..., k}, the number of σ ∈ Sk satisfying σ(a) = b is (k − 1)!, so we have

p(a, a|x, x) =
1

k!

k∑

b=1

(k − 1)!τ(Eb,x) =
1

k

k∑

b=1

τ(Eb,x) =
1

k
.

The fact that p(a, a|x, y) = 0 for x ∼ y is also immediate by the rules of the game. If
a 6= b and x ∼ y, then

p(a, b|x, y) = ρ(Fa,xFb,y) =
1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

τ(Eσ(a),xEσ(b),y).

Given a pair (c, d) ∈ {1, ..., k} with c 6= d, the number of σ ∈ Sk satisfying σ(a) = c and
σ(b) = d is (k − 2)!, so a similar argument shows that

p(a, b|x, y) =
1

k!

∑

1≤c,d≤k
c 6=d

(k − 2)!τ(Ec,xEd,y) =
1

k(k − 1)

∑

c,d

τ(Ec,xEd,y) =
1

k(k − 1)
,

where the last two equalities follow since Ec,xEc,y = 0 for all c, and
∑

c,dEc,xEd,y = (
∑

cEc,x)
2 =

1. �

An honest verifier is a referee that only asks question pairs (x, y) where there is the pos-
sibility of the players losing–that is, where λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 for some pair (a, b). Proposition
4.14 shows that, for graph coloring games with winning strategies, there are always winning
strategies such that the probabilities involved with correct answers give no information to
the referee. Thus, if the referee only asks question pairs (x, y) for which λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 for
some pair (a, b), then the referee does not gain insight into what kind of strategy the players
may have used. Hence, graph coloring games exhibit perfect zero knowledge for an honest
verifier.

Combining Proposition 4.14 with Corollary 4.7, if G = (I, O, λ) and if Gλ is the graph
associated with G, then there is a winning t-strategy G if and only if there is a winning t-
strategy for Hom(Gλ, K3) that exhibits perfect zero knowledge for an honest verifier. Thus,
if the players are asked to win a non-local game with very few winning t-strategies, then
they can instead try to win the associated 3-coloring game with a strategy that gives no
information to an honest verifier. For example, the Mermin-Peres magic square game is a
self-test: all winning q-strategies for the game are, up to a dilation of the Hilbert space,
arising from M2⊗M2 and the unique trace on M2⊗M2 [12]. On the other hand, the players
can instead exhibit a winning q-strategy for the 3-coloring game for the associated graph,
which reveals no information to an honest verifier, except that the players can 3-color the
graph in the q model. This shows the potential use of the game transformation in this
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section, and also that this equivalence of synchronous games to 3-coloring games does not
preserve certain properties about the set of winning strategies.

We close this section by answering an open problem posed by Helton, Meyer, Paulsen
and Satriano [17], and partially answering another one posed in [17]. The first problem is if
the problem of deciding whether χalg(G) = 4 is decidable.

Corollary 4.15. It is undecidable to determine whether χalg(G) = 4.

Proof. Since χalg(G) ≤ 4 for all graphs G [17], this problem is equivalent to showing that
χalg(G) > 3, and this problem being the negation of determining whether χalg(G) ≤ 3, is
undecidable by Corollary 4.13. �

The second problem we address from [17] is whether the locally commuting chro-

matic number from [17], denoted χlc, is comparable to any of the chromatic numbers
χt, t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}. For a graph G and a number c ∈ N, one considers
the universal unital ∗-algebra A(Homlc(G,Kc)) generated by self-adjoint idempotents ea,x,
x ∈ V (G), a ∈ {1, ..., c}, satisfying:

•
c∑

a=1

ea,x = 1;

• ea,xeb,x = 0 if a 6= b;
• ea,xea,y = 0 if x ∼ y in G; and
• [ea,x, eb,y] = 0 if x ∼ y in G.

One then defines χlc(G) to be the smallest number c for which A(Homlc(G,Kc)) is
non-trivial. For 3-colorings, projections corresponding to adjacent vertices automatically
commute by Proposition 3.5. Thus, if t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg} and G is a graph
with χt(G) ≤ 3, then A(Homlc(G,K3)) is non-trivial, and hence χlc(G) ≤ 3. This would
suggest that, if χlc were to compare in general to any of the other quantum chromatic
numbers χt, then one would have χlc ≤ χt. While we do not resolve this problem here, our
work shows that χlc is distinct from all of these chromatic numbers.

Corollary 4.16. There exists a graph G with χlc(G) = 3 < χhered(G). In particular, χlc 6= χt

for all t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered}.

Proof. Since χhered ≤ χt, it suffices to show the first claim. Example 4.11 exhibits a graph
G with χalg(G) = 3, but χhered(G) ≥ 4. The above discussion shows that χlc(G) = 3 as well,
so we are done. �

We suspect, for each t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered}, there exists a graph G for which
χt(G) < χlc(G), but we have not pursued this avenue here. The natural context to consider
is when χt(G) ≥ 4, as local commutativity is automatic for 3-coloring games. We also note
that χalg(K5) = 4 < χlc(K5) = 5 [17], so χlc is a genuinely different chromatic number than
all of the others considered here.

5. Independence and Clique Numbers

In this section, we show that synchronous games can also be transformed into games
involving the independence number and clique number of graphs. Unlike the equivalences
in the previous section, the constructions for this section are more succinct and rely on a
construction of Atserias et al [1].
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Definition 5.1. [1] Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous non-local game. Then the graph of

the game G, denoted X(G), has vertex set V (X(G)) = O × I and edge set

E(X(G)) = {((a, x), (b, y)) ∈ (O × I)2 : (a, x) 6= (b, y), and λ(a, b, x, y)λ(b, a, y, x) = 0}.

In other words, (a, x) ∼ (b, y) in X(G) if and only if (a, x) 6= (b, y) and either λ(a, b, x, y) = 0
or λ(b, a, x, y) = 0.

Remark 5.2. Depending on the definition of G, the edge set of X(G) may not capture all of
the rules of the game. Indeed, the disallowed 4-tuples that are missed are those of the form
(a, a, x, x). However, if λ(a, a, x, x) = 0, then as in Remark 4.3, we can replace this rule
with λ(a, b, x, y) = 0 for some y ∈ I \ {x} and for all b ∈ O. The resulting game algebra
will still be ∗-isomorphic to A(G). Hence, as long as |I| ≥ 2, we will assume without loss of
generality that λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a, x. By Remark 4.3, if |I| = 1, then we can enlarge
the game, while having a ∗-isomorphic game algebra, so that |I| ≥ 2. Hence, we may assume
that |I| ≥ 2 and λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a, x.

We recall that, for all the usual models t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}, one defines
αt(G) to be the largest integer m for which there exists a winning t-strategy for Hom(Km, G).
Then there is the chain of inequalities:

(5.1) α(G) = αloc(G) ≤ αq(G) ≤ αqa(G) ≤ αqc(G) ≤ αC∗(G) ≤ αhered(G) ≤ αalg(G)

The clique number ω(G) of the graph G is the largest integer m for which there is a homo-
morphism Km → G. In the same way, one defines ωt(G) for t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg}.
Evidently the clique number satisfies ωt(G) = αt(G), so the analogue of (5.1) holds for the
clique number.

Due to work in synchronous BCS games, we know that the first two inequalities are
not equalities in general. The main result of this section is that any non-local game is
hereditarily ∗-equivalent to a game involving the independence number. As a result, the
first five quantities in (5.1) are all distinct. (The last two are automatically distinct as a
result of [17]; see Remark 5.9).

To start, we need a basic observation on hereditary winning strategies. This result is
akin to “projective packings” in [1].

Proposition 5.3. Let G = (I, O, λ) be synchronous, and let {pa,x}(a,x)∈O×I be a set of
projections in a hereditary unital ∗-algebra A such that pa,xpb,y = 0 for all a, b, x, y with

λ(a, b, x, y) = 0. Then
∑

(a,x)∈O×I

pa,x ≤ |I|.

Proof. Note that pa,xpb,x = 0 for a 6= b, since λ(a, b, x, x) = 0. Thus, Px =
∑

a∈O pa,x is an
orthogonal projection in A for each x ∈ I. It follows that 1−Px is an orthogonal projection
in A. Notice that

|I| −
∑

(a,x)∈O×I

pa,x = |I| −
∑

x∈I

Px =
∑

x∈I

(1− Px) ≥ 0,

so that
∑

a,x pa,x ≤ |I|. �

As a result of Proposition 5.3, we always have the following upper bound on αhered(X(G)).

Proposition 5.4. Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous game with λ(a, a, x, x) = 1 for all a, x.
Then αhered(X(G)) ≤ |I|.
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Proof. Assume m ∈ N and Km →hered X(G); that is, assume that αhered(X(G)) ≥ m. Then
there are projections g(a,x),z in a unital ∗-algebra B, for 1 ≤ z ≤ m and (a, x) ∈ O × I, such
that

∑
(a,x)∈O×I g(a,x),z = 1 for all z, f(a,x),zf(b,y),z = 0 if (a, x) 6= (b, y), and

(5.2) f(a,x),zf(b,y),w = 0 if z 6= w and either (a, x) = (b, y) or (a, x) ∼X(G) (b, y).

By the above, we have f(a,x),zf(a,x),w = 0 if z 6= w, so the element F(a,x) =
∑m

z=1 f(a,x),z is an
orthogonal projection in B. Moreover, if λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, then

F(a,x)F(b,y) =
m∑

z,w=1

f(a,x),zf(b,y),w =
m∑

z=1

f(a,x),zf(b,y),z +
∑

z 6=w

f(a,x),zf(b,y),w.

The first sum is 0 by synchronicity. Since (a, x) 6= (b, y) and λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, we have
(a, x) 6∼X(G) (b, y); hence, the second sum is zero. Hence, F(a,x)F(b,y) = 0 whenever λ(a, b, x, y) =

0. By Proposition 5.3, it follows that
∑

(a,x)∈O×I F(a,x) ≤ |I|, but we also have that

∑

(a,x)∈O×I

F(a,x) =
∑

(a,x)∈O×I

m∑

z=1

f(a,x),z =
m∑

z=1

∑

(a,x)∈O×I

f(a,x),z =
m∑

z=1

1 = m,

so m ≤ |I|, completing the proof. �

We can now prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 5.5. Let G = (I, O, λ) be a synchronous non-local game with λ(a, a, x, x) = 1

for all (a, x) ∈ O × I. Then G is hereditarily ∗-equivalent to the game Hom(K|I|, X(G)).
Moreover, if t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered}, then G has a winning t-strategy if and only if
αt(X(G)) = |I|.

Proof. We write ea,x, x ∈ I, a ∈ O, for the generators of A(G). These are self-adjoint
idempotents satisfying

∑
a∈O ea,x = 1 for all x ∈ I and ea,xeb,y = 0 whenever λ(a, b, x, y) = 0.

We write f(a,x),z , a ∈ O, x, z ∈ I, for the generators of A(Hom(K|I|, X(G)). These are
self-adjoint idempotents that satisfy

∑
(a,x)∈O×I f(a,x),z = 1 for all 1 ≤ z ≤ m and

f(a,x),zf(b,y),z = 0 if (a, x) 6= (b, y),(5.3)

f(a,x),zf(b,y),w = 0 if z 6= w and (a, x) 6∼ (b, y) in X(G).(5.4)

Notice that the elements g(a,x),z = δxzea,x are projections in A(G) with
∑

(a,x)∈O×I

g(a,x),z =
∑

a∈O

ea,z = 1.

We also have g(a,x),zg(b,y),z = 0 for (a, x) 6= (b, y), and if z 6= w and (a, x) = (b, y), then
either x 6= z or y 6= w, giving g(a,x),zg(b,y),w = 0. If z 6= w and (a, x) ∼ (b, y) in X(G), then
λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, so that

g(a,x),zg(b,y),w = δzxδwyea,xeb,y = 0.

Therefore, the elements g(a,x),z satisfy the relations in (5.3) and (5.4), so there is a unital

∗-homomorphism π : A(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) → A(G) such that π(f(a,x),z) = δxzea,x.

For the other direction, we consider the hereditary algebra Ah(Hom(K|I|, X(G))), with
generators h(a,x),z, (a, x) ∈ O × I, z ∈ I, satisfying the same relations as f(a,x),z, except that

Ah(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) is hereditary. Now, suppose that (a, z), (b, w) ∈ O × I and (a, z) 6=
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(b, w). We claim that h(a,x),zh(b,x),w = 0. Indeed, if z = w, then since (a, z) 6= (b, w), this
means that a 6= b; hence, (a, x) 6= (b, x). Then by synchronicity,

h(a,x),zh(b,x),w = h(a,x),zh(b,x),z = 0.

If z 6= w and a = b, then (a, x) = (b, x); in particular, (a, x) 6∼ (b, x) in X(G). By the

last relation in A(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) (passed to the hereditary quotient), we must have
h(a,x),zh(b,x),w = 0. The last case is when z 6= w and a 6= b. As a 6= b, it follows
that λ(a, b, x, x) = 0, since G = (I, O, λ) is synchronous. Thus, (a, x) ∼X(G) (b, x), so
(a, x) 6∼

X(G) (b, x). By the rules of the independence game, h(a,x),zh(b,x),w = 0. Therefore, for

any (a, z), (b, w) with (a, z) 6= (b, w), we have h(a,x),zh(b,x),w = 0.

It follows that Px =
∑

a∈O, z∈I h(a,x),z is an orthogonal projection inAh(Hom(K|I|, X(G))).
Meanwhile, ∑

x∈I

Px =
∑

z∈I

∑

(a,x)∈O×I

h(a,x),z =
∑

z∈I

1 = |I|,

so that ∑

x∈I

(1− Px) =
∑

x∈I

1−
∑

x∈I

Px = |I| − |I| = 0.

Since Ah(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) is hereditary, it follows that 1− Px = 0, so that Px = 1. There-
fore, if we set pa,x =

∑
z∈I h(a,x),z, then each pa,x is an orthogonal projection (by the orthog-

onality relations obtained above) and
∑

a∈O pa,x =
∑

a∈O, z∈I h(a,x),z = Px = 1. Lastly, if

λ(a, b, x, y) = 0, then

pa,xpb,y =
∑

z,w∈I

h(a,x),zh(b,y),w =
∑

z∈I

h(a,x),zh(b,y),z +
∑

z 6=w

h(a,x),zh(b,y),w = 0,

where the first sum is 0 by the synchronous rule in the homomorphism game, and the second
sum is 0 since z 6= w, but (a, x) 6∼ (b, y) in X(G).

Therefore, there is a unital ∗-homomorphism ρ : A(G) → Ah(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) such

that ρ(ea,x) = ha,x. Thus, the games G and Hom(K|I|, X(G)) are hereditarily ∗-equivalent.
The final claim of the theorem follows since we already have αhered(X(G)) ≤ |I|, by Propo-
sition 5.4. �

Corollary 5.6. The quantities αloc, αq, αqa, αqc and αC∗ are all distinct.

Proof. It is already known that αloc and αq are distinct, using the graph of the magic square
game that originated in [25] (see [1] for the graph). As there is a syncBCS game with winning
qa strategy but no winning q strategy, the work of [21] obtains a graph that separates αq and
αqa. The fact that αqa and αqc are distinct follows from Theorem 5.5 and the existence of a
synchronous game with winning qc strategy, but no winning qa strategy [19]. A synchronous
game with non-zero C∗-algebra, but no tracial state, has been exhibited by C. Paddock and
W. Slofstra [29]. From this fact, one obtains a graph G with αqc(G) < αC∗(G). �

Corollary 5.7. The quantities ωloc, ωq, ωqa, ωqc and ωC∗ are all distinct.

Proof. The t-clique number of G is the maximal integer m such that Km →t G, so ωt(G) =

αt(G). Taking G = X(G) and applying Corollary 5.6 yields the result. �
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Remark 5.8. Theorem 5.5 is false for t = alg if |I| ≥ 4. The unital ∗-homomorphism

A(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) → A(G) from the proof of Theorem 5.5 still exists, but the reverse

direction requires the hereditary algebra Ah(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) to be non-zero. The key step
where the algebra is required to be hereditary is in the final step, where we construct |I| self-
adjoint idempotents that sum to zero. In a hereditary ∗-algebra, this forces each idempotent
to be zero, but this is not true in a unital ∗-algebra, as the universal unital ∗-algebra generated
by four self-adjoint idempotents p1, p2, p3, p4 with the relation p1 + p2 + p3 + p4 = 0 is non-
trivial [2, 32]. If |I| = 3, then the above result extends to the algebraic model since the only
way to write 0 as a sum of three idempotents is with each idempotent equal to zero (see
Proposition 3.1).

Remark 5.9. If |I| ≥ 4, and if αt(X(G)) ≥ 4 for some t ∈ {loc, q, qa, qc, C∗, hered, alg},

then K4 →t X(G), so that K4 →alg X(G). But by [17], Km →alg K4 for any m ≥ 4. We

claim that Km →alg X(G). We write the generators of A(Hom(K4, X(G))) as e(a,x),v for
(a, x) ∈ O× I and 1 ≤ v ≤ 4, and the generators of A(Hom(Km, K4)) by fz,v for 1 ≤ z ≤ m
and 1 ≤ v ≤ 4. Define

g(a,x),z =

4∑

v=1

fz,v ⊗ e(a,x),v.

Then g(a,x),z is self-adjoint, and

g2(a,x),z =

4∑

v,w=1

fz,vfz,w ⊗ e(a,x),ve(a,x),w

=
4∑

v=1

fz,v ⊗ e(a,x),v = g(a,x),z,

since fz,vfz,w = 0 if v 6= w. We also have

∑

(a,x)∈O×I

g(a,x) =
4∑

v=1

∑

a,x∈O×I

fz,v ⊗ e(a,x),v =
4∑

v=1

fz,v ⊗ 1 = 1⊗ 1,

and, if 1 ≤ z, w ≤ m with z 6= w (so that z ∼ w in Km), and if (a, x) 6∼ (b, y) in X(G) (so
that either (a, x) = (b, y) or λ(a, b, x, y) = 0), then since e(a,x),ue(b,y),v = 0 for u 6= v, we have

g(a,x),zg(b,y),w =

4∑

u,v=1

fz,ufw,v ⊗ e(a,x),ue(b,y),v

=

4∑

v=1

fz,vfw,v ⊗ e(a,x),ve(b,y),v

= 0,

since z 6= w. Therefore, by the universal property of A(Hom(Km, X(G))), we have

A(Hom(Km, X(G))) → A(Hom(Km, K4))⊗A(Hom(K4, X(G))).

As both algebras in the tensor product are non-trivial, we have Km →alg X(G), so that
αalg(X(G)) ≥ m. This holds for any m ≥ 4, so αalg(X(G)) = ∞. Note that this can happen
whether G has a winning hereditary strategy or not. For example, the trivial synchronous
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game with |I| = 4 and |O| = 2, with rule function λ(a, b, x, x) = δab and λ(a, b, x, y) = 1 for
x 6= y, has a winning loc strategy. Thus, αloc(X(G)) = 4, so the above argument shows that
αalg(X(G)) = ∞.

On the other hand, the game G = Hom(K5, K4) has a winning algebraic strategy [17],
but no winning hereditary strategy. By Theorem 5.5, αhered(X(G)) ≤ 4, since |I| = 5. The

proof of Theorem 5.5 shows that A(Hom(K|I|, X(G))) → A(G), so K5 →alg X(G). Thus,
αalg(X(Hom(K5, K4))) ≥ 4, forcing αalg(X(Hom(K5, K4))) = ∞.

The situation is different when |I| ≤ 3. In that case, Theorem 5.5 can be extended to
the algebraic setting, in that G will have a non-zero game algebra if and only if αalg(X(G)) =
3, as in Remark 5.8.
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