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Abstract

We compare to different extensions of the ancient game of nim: Moore’s nim(n,≤ k) and

exact nim(n,= k). Given integers n and k such that 0 < k ≤ n, we consider n piles of stones.

Two players alternate turns. By one move it is allowed to choose and reduce any (i) at most

k or (ii) exactly k piles of stones in games nim(n,≤ k) and nim(n,= k), respectively. The

player who has to move but cannot is the loser. Both games coincide with nim when k = 1.

Game nim(n,≤ k) was introduced by Moore (1910) who characterized its Sprague-Grundy

(SG) values 0 (that is, P-positions) and 1. The first open case is SG values 2 for nim(4,≤ 2).

Game nim(n,= k), was introduced in 2018 An explicit formula for its SG function was

computed for 2k ≥ n. In contrast, case 2k < n seems difficult: even the P-positions are not

known already for nim(5,= 2). Yet, it seems that the P-position of games nim(n + 1,= 2)

and nim(n + 1,≤ 2) are closely related. (Note that P-positions of the latter are known.)

Here we provide some theoretical and computational evidence of such a relation for n = 5.

Keywords: Nim, exact nim, Moore’s nim, Sprague Grundy function, remoteness function.

1. Introduction

An impartial game of two players is defined by a directed acyclic graph (DAG) whose nodes

correspond and directed edges correspond to the positions and moves, respectively. So, the set of

possible moves in a fixed position is the same for both players. We assume that the considered

DAG is potentially finite, that is, it may be infinite but the set of positions reachable from a fixed

one, by a sequence of successive moves, is finite. In particular, each play is finite. This condition
∗National Research University Higher School of Economics (HSE), Moscow, Russia; e-mail: vgurvich@hse.ru

and vladimir.gurvich@gmail.com
†National Research University Higher School of Economics (HSE), Moscow, Russia; e-mail: avparfenov@hse.ru

and dunno_o@icloud.com
‡National Research University Higher School of Economics, Moscow, Russia; e-mail: vyalyi@gmail.com

1

ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

18
77

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 3

0 
N

ov
 2

02
3



itself excludes directed cycles and also implies the existence of the so-called terminal positions

from which there are no moves.

If the initial position is given, moves and positions of the plays starting from this position,

form a subgame. We always assume that this subgame is finite. So, one of two players has a

winning strategy in this subgame.

If there is a winning strategy for the player making the move from a position, it is called

N-position, otherwise it is called P-position.

Evaluation of positions can be computed by the following recurrence (the backward induc-

tion). Terminals are P-positions. If there is a move from current position to a P-position, the

position is N-position. If all moves from current position lead to N-positions, then the position is

P-position.

The evaluation of a position can be done in time polynomial in the size of the subgame de-

fined by this position. We are interested in games possessing succinct representations of positions.

For these games, the algorithmic complexity of the set of P-positions may vary.

In this paper, we focus on study a game called the exact (5,2) nim. It is a generalization

of the game nim and formal definitions are given below. Contrary to nim, the algorithmic com-

plexity of recognizing P-positions in the exact (5,2) nim is open. Here we present the results of

experimental study of the exact (5,2) nim.

Now we present formal definitions of the games in study.

1.1. Nim

Nim is a game in which there are n piles, each of them contains a positive number of stones.

The player must take a positive number of stones from any pile. The one who can’t do it, lose.

Let’s identify each position with an n-dimensional vector (x1, . . . , xn) of non-negative in-

tegers, xi is the number of stones in ith pile (some piles may be empty during a play). Due to

symmetry of the game we assume that coordinates form a non-decreasing sequence. We use this

convention for all games considered here.

Definition 1 (The Bouton’s matrix). The Bouton matrix B(x) = (xij) is a binary matrix, in

which the i-th row is a binary representation of xi written starting from the lowest bit.

Theorem 1 (Criterion of P-positions). The position x in nim is P-position, if and only if

n⊕
i=1

xij = 0 for each j.
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The winning strategy is to make this amount equal to zero on your turn. [1]

1.2. The Moore’s nim

The Moore’s nim(n, ≤ k) is similar to the nim on n piles, but now a player can take a

positive number of stones from at most k piles in one move.

Definition 2 (Moore’s vector). M(x)j =
n∑

i=1

xij

Theorem 2 (Criterion of P-positions [2]). x is a P-position in the Moore’s nim (n, ≤ k) if and

only if

M(x)j ≡ 0 (mod k + 1)

for each j.

1.3. Exact nim

The exact (n, k) nim was defined in [3] as a game where two players take a positive number

of stones from a k-element subset of n piles of stones. A player who cannot take a positive number

of stones, strictly from k piles on his turn, lose.

For the games, where n ≤ 2k, there are criteria in that paper. So, we are interested in case,

when n = 5, k = 2.

2. Connection with Moore’s nim

We computed a list of positions with the evaluation for each of them up to (85, 85, 85, 85, 85)

in the coordinates-wise order. The file with the results can be found by the link [4]. Examining

this list we have made several observations. Most of them reveal relations between the exact (5, 2)

nim and the Moore’s nim (4,≤ 2). Namely, a position x = (x1, x2, x3, x4, x5), x1 ≤ x2 ≤ · · · ≤ x5,

of the exact (5, 2) nim corresponds to a position x̂ = (x1, x2, x3, x4) of the Moore’s nim (4,≤ 2).

Let’s classify all positions into four classes: PP, PN, NP, NN. The first letter is the eval-

uation of position in the exact (5, 2) nim and the second is the evaluation of x̂ in the Moore’s

(4,≤ 2) nim.

Recall that the number of ones in each column of the Bouton’s matrix of a P-position in

the Moore’s nim (4,≤ 2) is multiple of 3, i.e. it equals either 0 or 3. We call such columns

balanced. Let m(x)j be the sum of x̂ij, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. Thus, i-th column is balanced if and only if

m(x)i ∈ {0, 3}.
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It turns out that most of the positions in the game are PP or NN — so in most cases the

criterion of Moore is useful also for the exact nim. Because of that, we counted the number of

positions for which Moore’s criterion is mistaken.

Observation 1. The ratio of |PN |
|PN+PP | positions among all ∗P only 20% of all the positions from

the list.

Observation 2. |PP |
|PN | isn’t monotonous with growth of number of stones, look at Fig 2.1.

Figure 2.1: |PP |
|PN | On x-axis, we have the number of stones

On the computed list of the position evaluations, PN-positions reveal an interesting be-

haviour.

Let’s write PN-positions in the lexicographic order, starting with the smallest pile. Then,

if we fix x1, the sequence of vectors (x3 − x2, x4 − x3, x5 − x4) is periodic. It holds for x1 ≤ 15

and lengths of periods change in non-monotone way. For larger values of x1 we haven’t seen any

periods, but it might be caused by the limitations of the computed list.

Observation 3. ∀x1 vector is periodic.

According to our notation, in NN and PP positions the evaluations in the exact (5, 2) nim

and in the Moore’s (4,≤ 2) nim coincide, while in NP and PN positions they differ.
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Observation 4. The plot of the ratio (|NP |+|PN |)
(|NN |+|PP |) at Fig 2.2 shows that in most positions the games

are consistent. Also, it shows that the ratio isn’t monotonic in the number of stones.

Figure 2.2: (|NP |+|PN |)
(|NN |+|PP |) . On x-axis, we have the number of stones.

For the nim and the Moore’s nim, there are symmetries of the Bouton’s matrix preserving

the evaluations of positions. For example, permutations of columns and insertions/deletions of

zero columns do not change the evaluation. We investigated possible symmetries of these sorts

for the exact (5, 2) nim and did not find any. Below we present a series of counterexamples

accompanied by few facts observed.

Proposition 3. There are moves in the exact (5, 2) nim such that they result in the permutation

of two columns in reduced matrix x̂ and change the evaluation of positions in the exact (5, 2) nim.

For example,

PN (10, 19, 24, 26, 26) → NN [9, 19, 24, 25, 26]

5



PN

0

0

1

0

1

0

1

1

0

0

0

0

1

1

0

1

1

1

1

0

NN

1

0

1

1

0

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

0

1

1

1

1

0

Figure 2.3: Proposition 3

Proposition 4. There are moves in the exact (5, 2) nim such that they result in the permutation

of three columns in reduced matrix x̂ and change the evaluation of positions in the exact (5, 2)

nim. For example,

PN (14, 16, 25, 25, 25) → NN [7, 8, 25, 25, 25]
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Figure 2.4: Proposition 4

In contrast, we mention the following observation on the computed list.

Observation 5. From NP there is no move, which results in the permutation of columns of the

reduced matrix x̂.

Note that in some cases the column premutations and insertions of a zero column do not

change the evaluation.

Proposition 5. There are PN positions, which differ by a permutation of two columns in the

reduced matrix x̂. For example:

{(12, 17, 20, 21, 21), (12, 18, 20, 22, 22)}
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Figure 2.5: Proposition 5

Proposition 6. There are two PN positions, which differ by insertion of a zero column in the

reduced matrix x̂. For example:

{(6, 9, 10, 11, 11), (12, 17, 20, 21, 21)}
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Figure 2.6: Proposition 6

Proposition 7. The permutation of columns in x̂ might change the evaluation in the exact (5, 2)

nim.

Example:

PN (12, 17, 20, 21, 21), NN (10, 17, 18, 19, 30)
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Figure 2.7: Proposition 7

Even more restrictive operations share these peculiarities.

Proposition 8. An insertion of a zero column to the left of the Bouton’s matrix can change the

valuation. For example:

NN (6, 9, 10, 11, 59) → PN (12, 18, 20, 22, 22)
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Figure 2.8: Proposition 8

Proposition 9. There is a pair of PN positions, which differs by insertion of a zero column to

the left of the reduced matrix x̂. For example:

{(20, 33, 36, 37, 37), (40, 66, 72, 74, 74)}

3. Exceptional positions

For better understanding of difference between the exact (5, 2) nim and the Moore’s (4, 2)

nim we introduce another classification of positions in good, bad and exceptional.
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Figure 2.9: Proposition 9

The definition is by the backward induction. Assume that for a position x all moves go to

positions with known result of classification (either good, or bad, or exceptional).

Then the classification of x is determined by the following rules.

• If x is PP then x is good.

• If x is NP then x is bad.

• If x is NN and there is a move from x to either PP or NP, then x is good.

• if x is PN and there is a move from x to either PP or NP, then x is bad.

• If x is PN and there is no move to PP or NP, then x is good.

• If x is NN and there is no move to PP or NP, then x is bad.

• If an N-position x in the exact (5,2) nim is bad, but there is a move to a good P-position,

then x is regular. Otherwise, (there is no move to a good P) it is exceptional.

• If a P-position in the exact (5,2) nim is bad, but all moves go to good N-positions, it is

regular. Otherwise, (there is a move to a bad N) it is exceptional.

The file of exceptional positions contained in the computed list of positions can be down-

loaded via link [5]. Moves between exceptional positions form a digraph called the exceptional

graph.

We have found the following observations on the computed exceptional positions.

Observation 6. For all exceptional N-positions, the outgoing degree in the exceptional graph is

multiple of 3.

9



Observation 7. All exceptional N-positions are NP.

Because of that, there is an alternation on exceptional positions. All terminals on the

exceptional graph are P-positions, there is a move to them from N-positions, which is ∗P, to which

there is a move from P-positions and so on.

The positions ∗N, from which there is no move to ∗P - we call deadenders.

Besides, to that alternating chains we should add NP-positions, from which there is a move

to deadenders. But such positions are not exceptional.

On figure 3.1, p. 11, you can see the graph of the game on exceptional positions without

isolated vertexes. Most of the moves are concentrated near few positions. Also, in that graph

there are a few weak connectivity components with big cardinality, but the size of such components

decreases very fast.

Exceptional positions can be seen on the graph 3.2

Exceptionals

PN

NN NPNP NN

PN PN

NPNP

PN There is no move to ∗P

NN

Figure 3.2: Exceptional positions

There might be more chains, it might go to different terminals and grow up infinitely, it’s

just a scheme.
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Figure 3.1: Graph of the game on exceptional positions without isolated vertexes
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4. Remoteness function

4.1. Definition

The remoteness function can be defined for each game in such way.

It will be evaluated recursively.

Let s = 0. For all terminals Rn,k = s. For all positions, from which there is a move to

terminals let Rn,k = s + 1. Then let’s throw away the positions for which we already evaluated

function and increase s → s+ 2. Then repeat that on a smaller graph of the game.

Let R5,2(x) the value of the remoteness function of a position x in the exact (5, 2) nim.

File with the values of this function can be downloaded via link [6]

The relation between the Moore’s nim(4,≤ 2) and the exact (5, 2) nim can be illustrated

in terms of the remoteness function. For most of the positions x we have R4,2(x̂) = R5,2(x)

Obviously, for exceptional positions they differ, moreover not always by one. Starting at

some point difference grows.

5. Properties of NP positions

Let’s recall that i-th column of the reduced matrix is balanced for a position x, if m(x)i ∈

{0, 3}. Thus, Moore’s criterion claims that x is ∗P-position, if and only if all columns are balanced.

Definition 3. Let ξw(x) be the integer such that k-th bit of its binary representation is 1, if

M(x)k = w. In other words,

ξw(x) =
∑
k

[M(x)k = w] · 2k.

From the definition it is obvious that for w′ ̸= w′′ ones in binary representations ξw′(x) and

ξw′′(x) stands for different bits.

For positions in the computed list the following holds.

Observation 8. The position x is NP, if and only if M(x) ∈ {0, 3}∗ and ξ3(x) > x5.

We conjecture that it always holds.

Conjecture. PP positions are positions so M(x) ∈ {0, 3}∗ and ξ3(x) ≤ x5.

Just now, we can’t prove this claim due to the lack of plausible conjectures about other

classes of positions. But, in our opinion, the conjecture has a strong support since there are no

counterexamples for it in the computed list.
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6. Proofs

To extend this report by several proofs. Some of them are known, some of them are not,

and an interested reader can read them here.

6.1. The Moore’s criterion

Let’s repeat the criterion of P-positions for the Moore’s nim(n,≤ k): x is a P-position if

and only if M(x)j ≡ 0 (mod k + 1).

Proof. Induction on the sum of coordinates.

The induction base: if the sum is 0, then definitely M(x) = 0.

The induction step. We assume that for the sum of coordinates less than S the criterion

holds. Consider a position x with the sum of coordinates equals S. Note that every move decreases

the sum of coordinates. Thus by induction hypothesis the criterion holds for all positions reachable

from x in one move.

=⇒ Suppose that M(x)j ≡ 0 (mod k + 1) for all j.

In one move x → x′ a player takes stones from at most k piles. So, in each column of

Bouton’s matrix, at most k bits are changed after a move, and there exists a column j, in

which at least one bit is changed. Thus, after a move, M(x′)j ̸≡ 0 (mod k + 1). Due to the

induction hypothesis, it means that x′ is an N-position. Therefore x is a P-position.

⇐= Suppose now that M(x)j ̸≡ 0 (mod k + 1) for some j. To prove that x is an N-position, we

should indicate a move to a P-position x′. By the induction hypothesis, it is equivalent to

the existence of a move x → x′ such that M(x′)i ≡ 0 (mod k + 1) for all i.

Let j be the highest unbalanced column. Our goal is to decrease some bits in unbalanced

columns starting from jth to make M(x′)i zero modulo k + 1.

We are going through the columns one by one. Let t be the number of rows bearing the

changed bits before processing an unbalanced column i. We call these rows changed. If, in

the current column i, it is possible to make changes in at most t changed rows to make the

value M(x′)i equal to zero, we do so. This can happen if t > 0, which implies that in higher

columns we already changed something. Thus, both changes 0 → 1 and 1 → 0 are possible.

Suppose that, among t changed rows, there are u ones and the sum in the column i modulo

k + 1 is a. If a ≤ u the above operation is possible. So, in the sequel, we assume that a > u.
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If we need to change more than t bits to balance the column i, we need to add another t′

rows to the set of changed rows such that t + t′ ⩽ k and only change 1 → 0 is possible in

these additional rows. After that, we have t+ t′ changed rows.

If t + a − u ⩽ k, then we can make M(x′)i zero modulo k + 1 by replacing in t changed

rows all ones to zeros and additional a− u ones to zeros in other rows. Thus t′ = a− u and

t+ t′ = t+ a− u ≤ k, as required.

Otherwise, t+ a− u > k and we need to add ones. Among t rows changed before this step

we change k + 1 − a zeros to ones (the total amount of zeros in these rows is t − u). It is

possible if k + 1 − a ⩽ t − u, equivalently, k + 1 ⩽ t − u + a and it is equivalent to the

assumption for this case. After that, the column i becomes balanced and t′ = 0. In the

result, we are able to balance all columns making the above operations and define a move

to a P-position x′. Therefore x is an N-position.

Remark 1. The classic nim is one of the cases of the Moore’s nim, so this proof also works for it.

6.2. Special case of the exact (5, 2) nim

In fact, this is just the exact (4, 2) nim. We reproduce the criterion of P-positions from [3].

Theorem 10. P-positions (0, a, b, c, d) are the positions

(0, a, a, a, b).

Proof. Induction.

Basis: Terminals indeed looks like that.

=⇒ Let’s show that from any N-position, there is a move to P-position.

1. x2 < x3: the move is to decrease x3, x4 to x2.

2. x2 = x3: decrease x4, x5 to x2.

⇐= From

(0, a, a, a, b)

all moves goes to either positions for which there is no 3 equal piles, or to the positions with

different central1 piles.
1not first and not last
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Indeed, we have two options:

1. Take from two piles a stones. Such way we can go to one of two cases:

(a) (0, t, t, a, b), 0 < t < a < b

(b) (0, s, t, a, b), 0 < s < t < a < b

In both we don’t have equal central piles.

2. Take from one pile with a stones and from pile with b stones. Such way we can go to:

(a) (0, t, a, a, a), 0 < t < a (Different number of stones in central piles).

(b) (0, t, t, a, a), 0 < t < a (Less than three equal piles).

(c) (0, t, a, a, s), 0 < t < a < s (Less than three equal piles).

Thus, from P-position, it is possible to go only to N-positions.

6.3. Move ∗P → ∗P in the exact (5, 2) nim

There is an interesting fact about the moves from ∗P to ∗P. We prove that such moves

don’t exist with the following argument.

Obviously there are no moves ∗P → ∗P without changing the greatest pile, otherwise there

exists f move from P-position to P-position in the Moore’s nim (4,≤ 2), a contradiction.

Lemma 11 (Move ∗P → ∗P). There is no move in the exact (5, 2) nim from ∗P to ∗P with

changing the leader (pile with maximum stones in position).

Proof. By contradiction.

Suppose x → y is a move from ∗P to ∗P.

We can change the leader only if we take some stones from previous leader.

Denote a row in the reduced matrix with the previous leader as o, a row with a new leader

as n.

Since yn > yo, there exists k such that ynk = 1, yok = 0 and ynj = yoj for j > k.

1. Suppose M(y)k = 3. First, suppose that xnk = 1. The new leader is indicated with thick

parallel lines on the figure.

In the k-th column of the reduced matrix x̂ there are exactly three ones (the column is

balanced and contains a one by assumption of this case). Thus xak = 0 for some a ̸= o.
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Then yak = 1, since M(y)k = 3 and yok = 0. The change xak = 0 → yak = 1 during the move

is possible only if in some column t > k the change xat = 1 → 0 = yat occurs. In particular,

it means that the move takes stones from exactly rows o, a.

y

1

0

1

1

1

k

u

u

0

1

1

k t

a

n

o

x

1

0

0

1

1

xnt

xot

1

1

1

k t

a

n

o

Note that in the remaining rows that differ from a, o, n the bits are not changed because the

rows o and a are necessarily changed. Therefore they contain ones in k-th column as well as

in t-th column, since M(x)t > 0 (thus M(x)t = 3) and M(y)k = 3 by the assumption.

Note that ynt = yot = 1, since t-th column of y is balanced and t > k. But xnt = ynt = 1,

since the move takes stones from a and o. Thus, the t-th column in x̂ is unbalanced, it

contains four ones. A contradiction.

2. Assume M(y)k = 3 and xnk = 0. Again, the change xnk = 0 → 1 = ynk implies that for

some t > k the change xnt = 1 → 0 = ynt occurs. Thus, the move takes stones from o, n

and bits in the rest of rows are not changed. Since xnt = 1 and t-th column in x̂ is balanced,

there is a row a, a ̸= n, a ̸= o, such that xat = 0 = yat. We come to a contradiction with

the assumption M(y)k = 3.

y

1

0

1

1

1

k t

0

0

1

0

1

n

o

a

x

0

0

1

1

1

1

1

1

0

1

k t

n

o

a

3. Assume M(y)k = 0. Then M(x)k = 0 also, since otherwise at least two bits in rows that

differ from n, o are changed from 1 to 0. It is impossible because the move does take stones
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from o. In particular, xnk = 0. Note that ynk = 1 by construction. It implies that the move

takes stones from rows n, o.

Since xnt = 0 and ynt = 1, for some t > k we have xnt = 1, ynt = 0.
y

1

0

0

0

0

k t

0

0

1

0

1

n

o

c

b

a

x

0

0

0

0

0

1

1

1

0

1

k t

n

o

c

b

a

From xnt = 1 we conclude that M(x)t = 3. Thus, xat + xbt + xct = 2. It follows from

ynt = yot = 0 (by definition of k). But yat + ybt + yct = 2 since these bits do not change

during the move. Therefore M(y)t = 2 and we come to a contradiction with the assumption

that all columns of ŷ are balanced.
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