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Abstract

We construct 2-query, quasi-linear sized probabilistically checkable proofs (PCPs) with arbitrarily
small constant soundness, improving upon Dinur’s 2-query quasi-linear size PCPs with soundness 1 —
Q(1). As an immediate corollary, we get that under the exponential time hypothesis, for all € > 0 no

approximation algorithm for 3-SAT can obtain an approximation ratio of 7/8 + ¢ in time 2"/ log® ",
where C'is a constant depending on €. Our result builds on a recent line of works showing the existence
of linear sized direct product testers with small soundness [BM24, DD24a, BLM?24, DD24b, DDL24].

The main new ingredient in our proof is a technique that embeds a given PCP construction into a PCP
on a prescribed graph, provided that the latter is a graph underlying a sufficiently good high-dimensional
expander. Towards this end, we use ideas from fault-tolerant distributed computing, and more precisely
from the literature of the almost everywhere agreement problem [DPPU86, Upf92, CGO10, CGO12,
JRV20]. We show that graphs underlying HDXs admit routing protocols that are tolerant to adversarial
edge corruptions, and in doing so we also improve the state of the art in this line of work.

Our PCP construction requires variants of the aforementioned direct product testers with poly-
logarithmic degree. The existence and constructability of these variants is shown in an appendix by
Zhiwei Yun.

1 Introduction

The PCP Theorem [FGL ™91, AS98, ALM 98] is a cornerstone of theoretical computer science, with many
applications in hardness of approximation, cryptography and interactive protocols. It will be convenient for
us to take the following combinatorial view of PCPs, using the language of the Label Cover problem.

Definition 1.1. An instance of Label Cover ¥ = (G = (LU R, E), X1, X, ® = {®.}ecp) consists of a
bipartite graph G, alphabets Y1, ¥ g and constraints &, C X1, X X g, one for each edge. Each one of the
constraints is a projection constraint, meaning that for every e € E there is a map ¢.: X1, — X such that

e ={(0,¢c(0)) [0 € X1}

Given a label cover instance ¥, the goal is to find assignments Ay, : L — Xy and Ar: R — X that
satisfy as many of the constraints as possible, namely that maximize the quantity

1

Va|\1;(AL, AR) = ’E‘

{e = (u,v) € E| (AL(u), Ar(v)) € O}
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We denote val(V) = maxa, a,valy(Ar, Ar). Finally, we denote by gap-LabelCover|c, s] the promise
problem wherein the input is an instance ¥ of label cover promised to either have val(¥) > c¢ or else
val(¥) < s, and the goal is to distinguish between these two cases. In this language, versions of the
PCP theorem assert that the problem gap-LabelCover|c, s| is NP-hard in some cases, and there are a few
parameters of interest:

1. Completeness - the completeness parameter is ¢, and one often wants it to be as large as possible. In
this paper we will always have perfect completeness, that is, ¢ = 1.

2. Soundness - the soundness of a PCP is the parameter s, and one wants it to be as small as possible.

3. Alphabet size - the alphabet size is defined as max(|Xz|, |2Xr
constant size.

), and one often wants it to be of

4. Instance size - finally, the instance size refers to the blow-up of the reduction showing that gap-
LabelCover|c, s] is NP-hard. The assertion of NP-hardness means that there is a polynomial time
reduction mapping 3-CNF formulas ¢ to instances of label cover ¥ such that: if ¢ is satisfiable, then
val(¥) > ¢, and if ¢ is unsatisfiable, then val(¥) < s. Letting the size of the 3-CNF formula ¢ be
denoted by n, the size of the PCP is measured by the size of ¥ as a function of n.

The original proof of the PCP Theorem [FGL 91, AS98, ALM 98] was able to achieve perfect complete-
ness, soundness s < 1 — ¢ for some absolute (but tiny) constant € > (, constant size alphabet and polyno-
mial instance size. Using the parallel repetition theorem of Raz [Raz98, Hol09, Raol1], one is able to get
a stronger version of the PCP theorem wherein the soundness parameter s can be taken to be an arbitrarily
small constant, and the rest of the parameters remain qualitatively the same.

One feature of parallel repetition that we wish to highlight is that it increases the alphabet size and the
instance size at a polynomial rate, and decreases the soundness at the same rate. The question of whether
one can come up with soundness amplification techniques that increase the instance size more mildly (while
still decreasing the soundness) is often referred to as “derandomized parallel repetition” in the literature.
This question will be central to the current paper, and we remark that there are known barriers to general
results along these lines [FK95, MRY16]. Morally speaking, these results show that there is no general
amplification technique that obtains the same amplification rate as standard parallel repetition but is more
size efficient. Still, one may hope that there are size efficient procedures that amplify soundness in a slightly
weaker way. The main result of this paper is such a procedure.

1.1 Near-linear Size PCPs

Following the proof of the PCP theorem, the question of consructing size efficient PCPs has naturally
emerged. Polishchuk and Spielman [PS94] were the first to construct nearly linear-sized 2-query PCPs
with soundness 1 — ¢ and size n'T¢(), where c(¢) approaches 0 as ¢ tends to 0.

In her combinatorial proof of the PCP theorem, Dinur [Din07] established a quasi-linear version of the
PCP theorem, namely a 2-query PCP with size n - poly(logn), soundness s = 1 — (1) and constant
alphabet size. Her proof used a novel gap-amplification procedure for PCPs via graph powering, which we
discuss below. Bogdanov [Bog05] observed that the soundness achievable by this approach plateaus at 1/2,
suggesting that other ideas are necessary for a quasi-linear size PCP with arbitrarily small soundness.

Moshkovitz and Raz [MR08] were the first to construct 2-query PCPs with near linear size and small
soundness. Specifically, they proved the hardness of Label Cover with soundness s = le(l), size n -



20(logn) gpq alphabet 29(%) for any k& < logn. The most notable feature of this work is that it allows
one to even get sub-constant soundness that vanishes with the instance size (at the price of having quite a
large alphabet). The size of the PCP though is larger than the size of Dinur’s PCP, blowing up by a factor of
20(VIogn) whereas Dinur only incurs a factor of poly(log n).

The above discussion brings us to the main result of this paper:

Theorem 1.2. For all 6 > 0, there is C = C(6) > 0 and a polynomial time procedure such that given an
instance ¢ of 3-SAT of size n produces a label cover instance V with the following properties:

1. The size of V is at most n(logn)® and the alphabet size of W is at most Og(1).
2. If ¢ is satisfiable, then val(¥) = 1.
3. If ¢ is unsatisfiable, then val(¥) < 0.

In words, Theorem 1.2 gives a version of the PCP theorem of Dinur [Din07] in the low soundness regime.

The structure of the proof of Theorem 1.2 The proof of Theorem 1.2 has three components. The first
component involves modifying a PCP construction to transform the underlying graph into an explicit graph
of our choosing. Building on [DM11], we show that one can embed an arbitrary 2-CSP on a prescribed
graph G, if G has a fault-tolerant routing protocol. We then show such routing protocols for graphs derived
from high-dimensional expanders, using their edge-expansion properties and the presence of numerous well-
distributed dense subgraphs. This is the primary contribution of our work that draws inspiration from fault-
tolerant distributed computing [DPPU86, Upf92, CGO10, CGO12, JRV20], and in the process also improves
upon the best-known construction of edge fault-tolerant sparse networks [CGO12]. The second component
is a size-efficient direct product tester from HDX, which was conjectured to exist in [DK17] and recently
established in a series of works [BM24, BLM?24, DD24a, DDL24]. By appropriately combining the first
and second components, we construct a size-efficient PCP with small soundness but a large alphabet. The
third and final component is a classical alphabet reduction technique. We use the results of [MR08, DH13]
to reduce the alphabet size to a constant, thus concluding the proof of Theorem 1.2.

1.2 Implications

Many hardness of approximation results in the literature start off with the hardness of Label Cover with
small soundness, which is typically achieved by parallel repetition or by appealing to the result of [MRO0S].
We are able to reproduce any such result, that does not use any other features of parallel repetition, with only
quasi-linear blow-up. These implications are easiest to phrase in terms of the exponential time hypothesis
(ETH) of [IPO1] and using the work of Hastad [Has0O1], we have the following two corollaries.

Corollary 1.3. Assuming ETH, for any € > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that solving gap-3SAT[1,7/8 + €|
requires time at least on/log®n. |

In the 3-LIN problem one is given a system of linear equations over [ o where each equation contains 3
variables, and the goal is to find an assignment satisfying as many of the constraints as possible. We have:

'We remark that in his proof of the hardness of 3-SAT [His01, Lemma 6.9], Hastad uses a feature of the outer PCP construction
that our PCP lacks. However, as observed by Khot [Kho02], a weaker property called “smoothness” suffices for the analysis of the
reduction, which our PCP construction in Theorem 1.2 has. This is because in the end we compose with the Hadamard code and
the associated manifold versus point test, which is smooth.



Corollary 1.4. Assuming ETH, for any € > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that solving gap-3LIN[1 —e,1/2 + €]
requires time at least 2"/ log©n.

Our proof techniques can be used to obtain improvements for the almost everywhere reliable transmis-
sion problem [DPPUS86]. This problem is very similar to the routing problem (given in Definition 3.4) which
is central to this paper. The almost everywhere reliable transmission problem involves designing a sparse
graph GG along with communication protocols between all pairs of vertices of G, that are resilient against
corruptions in the network. Our results nearly match the performance of the best-known protocols for ver-
tex corruptions [CGO10, JRV20], while addressing the more challenging scenario of edge corruptions, thus
improving upon the results of [CGO12]. For further details, see Section C.1.

Theorem 1.5. For all n € N, there exists a graph G = (V, E) on ©(n) vertices with degree polylogn and
O(log n)-round protocols { Ry }uvev on it such that, for all adversaries corrupting ¢|E| edges, all but
O(e) of the message transfers between pairs of vertices (u,v) will be successful. Further, running a single
Ruw protocol can be done in polylogn computation across all nodes.

The rest of this introductory section is organized as follows. In Section 1.3 we discuss hardness amplifi-
cation in PCPs. In Section 1.4 we discuss fault-tolerant routing protocols and in Section 1.5 we discuss the
ideas going into the proof of Theorem 1.2.

1.3 History of Gap Amplification
1.3.1 Parallel Repetition

The parallel repetition theorem of Raz [Raz98, Hol09, Raol1] is a powerful technique in hardness of ap-
proximation and interactive protocols. Most relevant to us is its application to PCPs, wherein it is used to
boost the soundness of a given PCP construction. Indeed, given a label cover instance ¥ and an integer
t € N, we consider the t-fold repeated game W®' which consists of the graph G; = (L' U R?, E;) where

Ey={((ug,...,up), (v1,...,0)) | (ug,v;) € E,Vi=1,...,t},
as well as alphabets X} , $%, and constraints ® = {®’.}.cp, where

(I)(mg) = {((O’l, - ,O’t), (Tl, - ,Tt)) ’ (O’Z’,Ti) S (I)(qui) Vi = 1, - ,t}.

It is clear that if val(¥) = 1 then val(¥®?) = 1, and the content of the parallel repetition theorem asserts
that if val(¥) < 1 — ¢, then val(¥®") < (1 — €'), where ¢/ = poly(e). Thus, parallel repetition can be
used to decrease the soundness to be as close to 0 as we wish. However, as size(¥®') = size(¥)’, parallel
repetition cannot be used on a given PCP construction to get small soundness while maintaining quasi-linear
size.

In light of this issue, it makes sense to look for sparse analogs of parallel repetition that still amplify
soundness. This task is known as derandomizing parallel repetition in the literature — given a label cover
instance ¥ and an integer ¢, one would like to come up with sparse subsets of L' and R! such that the
induced label over instance U®! on them would still have significantly smaller soundness than the original
instance V. Ideally, one would like the subsets to be as small as O;(|L|), O¢(|R|) while retaining arbitrarily
small constant soundness s. Towards this end, it makes sense to consider the simpler combinatorial analog
of this question known as direct product testing, which we define next.




1.3.2 Direct Product Testing

In an effort to simplify the proof of the PCP theorem, Goldreich and Safra [GS00] introduced the notion of
direct product testing. In direct product testing, one wishes to encode a function f: [n] — ¥ (which, in the
context of PCPs is thought of as an assignment) via local views in a way that admits local testing. The most
natural direct product encoding, which we refer to as the Johnson direct product scheme, has a parameter
k € N which is thought of as a large constant. The function f is encoded via the assignment F': ([Z]) — Xk
defined as F({ay,...,axr}) = (f(a1),..., f(ax)).” The natural 2-query direct product test associated with
this encoding is the following consistency check:

1. Sample B C [n] of size V.
2. Sample A, A’ O B independently of size k.
3. Read F'[A] and F'[A’] and check that F[A]|p = F[A']|B.

It is clear that if F' is a valid encoding of a function f, then the tester passes with probability 1. The work
of [DGO8] shows that this test is also sound. Namely, for all § > 0, taking £ € N large enough, if an
assignment F': ( [Z}) — ¥ passes the Johnson direct product test with probability at least ¢, then there is a
function f’: [n] — X such that

P;‘r[A(F[A],f'lA) < 0.01] > poly(9), (1)
where A(F[A], f'|4) = ﬁ#{i € A | F[A](i) # f'(i)} is the relative Hamming distance between F'[A]
and f’|4.
The main drawback of the Johnson direct product encoding is its size blow up: the size of the encoding of
F is roughly the size of f to the power k. This is the same behaviour that occurs in parallel repetition, which
raises a combinatorial analog of the derandomized parallel repetition problem: is there a sparse collection
of k-sets S, C ([z}), ideally |Sx| = Op(n), such that the encoding of f: [n] — ¥ given by F: S, — %F
defined as F'({a1,...,ar}) = (f(a1),..., f(ax)), admits a sound 2-query consistency test.

1.3.3 Graph Powering

Underlying the proof of Dinur [Din07] is a derandomized direct product tester in the 99% soundness regime.
Dinur proved that the set system formed by constant sized neighbourhoods of vertices in a spectral expander
supports a natural 2-query test with soundness bounded away from 1°. She used these ideas to show a gap
amplification result for PCPs achieved via graph powering. To present it, we expand the definition of label
cover to graphs that are not necessarily bipartite.

Definition 1.6. A constraint satisfaction problem (2-CSP in short) ¥ = (G = (V, E), X, ®) is composed of
a graph G, an alphabet %, and a collection of constraints ® = {®. }ccp, one for each edge. Each constraint
is ®, C 3 x 3, describing the tuples of labels to the endpoints of e that are considered satisfying.

Dinur started with an instance of a 2-CSP W over a d-regular expander graph GG with soundness 1 —
1/polylogn and constant alphabet. Given a parameter ¢ € N, she considered the 2-CSP ¥’ over the graph G’

*We fix an arbitrary ordering on [n).
3 Although her original result is not stated in terms of direct product testing, a later work of [DD19] observes that her proof
indeed implies such a tester.



whose vertex set is V' and u, v are adjacent if they have a path of length ¢ between them in GG. The alphabet
of a vertex u is Zdt/Q, which is thought of as an assignment to the neighbourhood of u of radius ¢/2. The
allowed symbols on u are assignments to the neighbourhood of u satisfying all of the constraints of W inside
it. Finally, the constraint between u and v is that the assignment they give to their neighbourhoods agree on
any common vertex to them.

She showed that if most constraints of ¥’ are satisfied (equivalently, the direct product test passes),
the assignment to the neighborhoods must be consistent with a global assignment to the vertices, which in
turn must satisfy a large fraction of the edges of W. This implies that if val(¥) < 1 — 6, then val(¥’) <
1 — min(24, ¢) where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant. Thus, each invocation of graph powering improves
the soundness of the 2-CSP, and after ©(log(1/)) iterations the resulting 2-CSP will have value at most
1 — Q(1). Every iteration of graph powering blows up the alphabet size though, which Dinur resolved via
an alternating step of alphabet reduction.

1.3.4 The Soundness Limit of Graph Powering

Following Dinur’s result [Din07], Bogdanov [Bog05] observed that graph powering on an arbitrary expander
fails to decrease the soundness below 1/2. Towards this end, he considers any locally-tree-like expander
graph G with large girth, such as the construction in [LPS88], and defines a CSP ¥ over GG whose alphabet is
Y. = {0, 1}, and constraints are inequality constraints. The graph G has n vertices, girth ¢ = ©(log n), and
the largest cut in it has fractional size 1/2 + o(1). The latter fact implies that val(¥) = 1/2 4 o(1). On the
other hand, as long as t < g/2, for each vertex v the t/2-neighborhood of v has two possible assignments.
If v and v are within distance ¢, then there is a 1-to-1 correspondence between the assignments of u and
the assignments of v. Thus, randomly choosing one of these possible assignments for each v leads to an
assignment that satisfies 1/2 of the constraints in G* in expectation, and in particular val(G') > 1/2. This
means that graph powering fails to decrease the soundness below 1/2.

1.3.5 Subspace-based Direct Product Testers

The work of Impagliazzo, Kabanets and Wigderson [[KW09] made progress on derandomized direct product
testing in the 1% regime by analyzing a more efficient, albeit still polynomial-sized version of the Johnson
direct product tester based on subspaces, which we refer to as the Grassmann direct product tester. In this
context, we identify the universe [n] with F? (where [y is a field), so that an assignment f: [n] — %
is interpreted as a function f: [Ff]l — X. The Grassmann direct product encoding of f is a table F' that
specifies the restriction of f to each d’-dimensional subspace of F%, where d’ < d is a parameter chosen
appropriately. The Grassmann direct product test is the natural consistency check, wherein one chooses B
of prescribed dimension, then two d’-dimensional subspaces A and A’ containing B, and checks that F'[A]
and F'[A’] agree on B. Their work proves that this test has small soundness in a sense similar to (1).

The work [IKW09] also strengthened the connection between gap amplification and direct product test-
ing. Namely, they showed an amplification procedure for PCPs using the Johnson direct product tester. Just
like parallel repetition though, this procedure incurs a polynomial blow-up in the instance size, and one
could hope to use the more efficient Grassmann direct product encoding to improve upon this size blow-up.
This turns out to be harder, and the work [IKW09] leaves this as an open possibility. To use the Grassmann
direct product tester effectively, one must start with a 2-CSP whose constraint graph is compatible with the
structure of subspaces, in the sense that a d’-dimensional subspace must contain multiple edges of the initial
2-CSP, otherwise one cannot hope for any gap amplification.



1.3.6 Derandomized Parallel Repetition using Subspace-based Direct Product Testers

Dinur and Meir [DM 1 1] obtained this compatibility by reducing an arbitrary 2-CSP with soundness 1—(1)
to a 2-CSP on the De-Bruijn graph with soundness 1 — €2(1/log n). The benefit of switching to a De-Bruijn
graph G is that, if V(G) is denoted by %, then the set of edges (G forms a linear subspace of [ng. This
made GG compatible with the Grassmann direct product tester, which then allowed the authors to amplify the
soundness of any 2-CSP on G to soundness close to 0.

The idea of embedding CSPs on De-Bruijn graphs first appeared in a similar context in [BFLS91, PS94].
Towards this end, these works used the property that De-Bruijn graphs have efficient routing protocols. The
work of [DM11] demonstrates that, in some cases, derandomized direct product testing theorems can be used
to construct PCPs. Their construction however falls short of getting size efficient PCPs since the Grassmann
direct product encoding itself has a polynomial size blow-up.

1.3.7 Linear Sized Direct Product Testers from HDX

The work [DK17] identified high dimensional expanders as a potential avenue towards constructing size
efficient direct product testers. Roughly speaking, high-dimensional expansion is a generalization of the
usual notion of spectral expansion in graphs. An HDX is an expander graph GG which in addition has a lot of
well-connected constant-sized cliques, with X (k) denoting the k-sized cliques in G and X = {X (k)}{_,
referred to as the clique complex of GG. Indeed, their work showed that for any sufficiently good HDX the
natural direct product encoding using the set system X (k) (which typically has size Oy (n)) admits a natural
2-query tester with soundness 1 — £2(1). They conjectured that there are high-dimensional expanders that
support a direct product tester in the more challenging, 1% regime of soundness.

Motivated by this problem and potential applications to PCPs, the works [BM24, BLM24, DD24a,
DD24b, DDL.24] studied the soundness of the natural direct product tester on X (k). First, the works [BM24,
DD24a] identified that for the test to have a small soundness, it is necessary that the HDX is a “coboundary
expander”, which is a notion of topological expansion. In particular any graph which is locally tree like,
such as the one used by Bogdanov [Bog05], is automatically not a coboundary expander, giving a more
comprehensive explanation to his counterexample. Secondly, the works [BM24, DD24a] established that
sufficiently strong high-dimensional expansion and coboundary expansion imply that X (k) admits a direct
product tester with small soundness. Following this, the works [BLM24, DD24b, DDL24] constructed
sparse HDX, that are also coboundary expanders. Their construction is a variant of the Chapman-Lubotzky
complex [CL23] with an appropriate choice of parameters. In particular, they established that:

Theorem 1.7. For all § > 0, there is A € N such that for all large enough k,d € N the following holds.
There is an infinite sequence of d-dimensional clique complexes { X, }nen with degree A such that the set
system X,,(k) admits a 2-query direct product test with soundness 6.

With Theorem 1.7 in hand, one may hope to obtain a derandomized parallel repetition result, just like
Dinur and Meir [DM11] turned the tester of [IKW09] into a small soundness PCP. Thus, one again wishes
to be able to convert a given CSP W into a CSP ¥’ whose underlying graph is compatible with the HDXs
from Theorem 1.7. As we elaborate below, this task entails several challenges, and the main contribution
of the current work is to perform such a conversion via routing protocols for the almost-everywhere reliable
transmission problem.

“We remark that in the works [BM24, BLM24], only the case of Boolean alphabets > = {0, 1} was considered. Their proof
however is easy to adapt to any alphabet, and in Section A we explain these adaptations for the sake of completeness.



1.4 Almost-Everywhere Reliable Transmission

In the almost everywhere reliable transmission problem from [DPPUS86],” the goal is to design a sparse
graph G = (V, E), that allows transference of messages in a fault tolerant way. More precisely, for any
permutation 7: V' — V and an alphabet X, the goal is to design a L-round protocol; at every round of the
protocol each node can send messages in X to its neighbours in (G, and at the end of the protocol the message
of v should be transmitted to 7(v) for most v. This guarantee should hold even if a small fraction of vertices
or edges in the graph behave maliciously. The parameters of interest in this problem are as follows:

1. Work Complexity: The work complexity of a protocol is defined as the maximum computational
complexity any node in the graph G incurs throughout the protocol.

2. Degree: This is the degree of (G, which we aim to minimize.

3. Tolerance: A protocol is considered (£(n),v(n))-vertex (edge) tolerant if, when an adversary cor-
rupts up to £(n)-fraction of vertices (edges) of the graph (allowing them to deviate arbitrarily from
the protocol), at most v(n)-fraction of the transmissions from u — 7(u) are disrupted.

With this in mind, the simplest protocol one can design on is a “pebble-routing protocol” by showing that
for any permutation 7 : V' — V, there exists a set of L-length paths in G from v — 7(u) such that at any
time step every vertex is used exactly once across all the paths. This protocol has work complexity O (L) and
is (¢, eL)-vertex-tolerant for all € > 0. The work of Dwork et al. [DPPU86] shows that the constant-degree
“butterfly network™ has pebble-routing protocols with L = O(log n), thus giving a network that can tolerate
e < lOén—fraction of vertex corruptions. All protocols which improve upon this result do so by considering
more complicated protocols that use error correction. The first such protocol which could tolerate a linear
number of vertex corruptions was given by [Upf92], but it has exp(n) work complexity. In [CGO10] a
routing network with poly(log n) degree and O(n) work complexity is constructed, and in [JRV20] a routing
network with O(logn) degree and poly(log n) work complexity. As per tolerance, the last two works show

that for all € less than some universal constant ¢ > 0, their network is (¢, e + O(@))—vertex tolerant.

1.5 Our Techniques

We begin by describing the connection between routing protocols and PCPs. We then discuss our construc-
tion of routing protocols over HDX and elaborate on the rest of the proof of Theorem 1.2.

1.5.1 The Connection between Fault-Tolerant Routing Protocols and PCPs

The works of [PS94, DM11] both used the fact that the De-Bruijn graph G on n vertices has a pebble-
routing protocol of length O(log n) to transform the constraint graph of any 2-CSP to the De-Bruijn graph.
Their argument proceeds as follows. Suppose that we have a CSP instance W over a d-regular graph H on
n vertices. First, break the graph H into a union of d disjoint perfect matchings 71, ..., 74: [n] — [n],°
thought of as permutations on V' (H). For each permutation 7;, we have a pebble-routing protocol P; on the
De-Bruijn graph, where a vertex v transmits its supposed label to 7;(v) along the path from v — 7;(v).
With this in mind, in the new CSP U’ the alphabet of each vertex v consists of the messages that it sent
and received throughout each one of the d routing protocols. The constraints of ¥’ over (u,v) € E(G) are

SFor ease of application, our formalization slightly deviates from the standard one used in the literature.
®Strictly speaking, we can only guarantee that this is possible to do in the case that H is bipartite, and we show an easy reduction
to this case.



that for all ¢, the label sent by w at step ¢t matches the label received by v from wu at step ¢ 4+ 1. Thus, for
each i the vertex 7;(v) will also have as part of their assignment the symbol they supposedly got from v at
the end of the routing protocol, and we only allow labels that satisfy the constraint (v, M;(v)) in W. It is
easy to see that if O(g/dlog n)-fraction of the edges of U’ are violated, at most e-fraction of the paths are
unsuccessful. As d = O(1), this implies that

1. If val(¥) = 1, then val(¥’) = 1.

2. vaal(\I/)él—a,thenval(\II’)él—Q( = )

logn
3. If the alphabet of W is of constant size, then the alphabet of ¥ is of polynomial size.

Note that any constant degree graph (including the graph underlying X,) can at best have a pebble-routing
protocol of length O(logn), which is the source of the log n-factor loss in soundness above. This loss is
unaffordable to us since the subsequent gap amplification via the direct-product tester in Theorem 1.7 would
lead to a huge size blow-up. Fortunately we observe that their argument generalizes to arbitrary routing
protocols giving us the following general connection:

Lemma 1.8. Suppose G is a regular graph on 2n vertices such that for all permutations 7 : V(G) — V(G),
G has a (g, v)-edge-tolerant protocol with work complexity W' that can be constructed in time poly (n). Then
there is a polynomial time reduction that given any 2-CSP V' on a k-regular graph H with |V (H)| < n
produces a 2-CSP V¥ on G such that,

 Ifval(V’) = 1 then val(¥) = 1.
e Ifval(¥') < 1—O(v) thenval(¥) <1 —e¢.
o If the alphabet of V' is 3. then the alphabet of W is ©FW.

We can now hope to instantiate the above lemma with routing protocols for HDX that are tolerant to a
constant fraction of edge-corruptions to embed a 2-CSP onto an HDX without losing much in the soundness.

1.5.2 Challenges in Using Existing Routing Protocols for PCPs

With Lemma 1.8 in mind, the result of [JRV20] achieves the type of parameters we are after. There are two
significant differences between their setting and ours, though:

1. Picking the graph: in the setting of the almost everywhere reliable transmission problem, one is free
to design the routing graph G as long as it has the desired parameters. In our case, we need to use the
graphs G underlying complexes that supports a direct product tester with low soundness, for which
we currently know of only one example — the complexes from Theorem 1.7.

2. The corruption model: The prior works discussed in Section 1.4 have mostly considered the vertex
corruption model, whereas to apply Lemma 1.8 one must design protocols resilient in the more chal-
lenging edge corruption model. This model was studied by [CGO12] who give a protocol with work
complexity is n®(}), which is again unaffordable to us.

The main new tool in the current paper is efficient routing protocols on high dimensional expanders in
the edge corruption model. Below, we elaborate on the two protocols that we give in this paper.



1.5.3 Clique Based Routing Network on HDX

A key idea introduced by [CGO10] (also used by [JRV20]) is that to construct tolerant routing protocols
on a graph G, it is beneficial for it to contain many well inter-connected large cliques. In these cliques,
messages can be transmitted very quickly, and they can be used for error correction. As the complexes
X,, from Theorem 1.7 naturally have many well-connected cliques, it stands to reason that they too admit
routing protocols with similar performance to the protocols in [JRV20].

Indeed, this turns out to be true; see Section 4.5 for a formal statement of our clique-based routing
scheme. Our analysis of this scheme though requires the complex X, to have dimension d = ©((log log n)?)
and to achieve that, the complexes from Theorem 1.7 have size ndC-@ = papoly(loglog ") which falls short
of being quasi-linear. We therefore resort to an alternative routing scheme, based on yet another highly
connected structure found in HDX — links.

1.5.4 Link-based Routing Network on HDX

Our link-based routing scheme requires milder expansion properties from X, and these properties can be
achieved by the complexes from Theorem 1.7 with quasi-linear size. More concretely, take a complex
X = X, as in Theorem 1.7 with spectral expansion v = (logn)~¢ and dimension d = C for a large
constant C' > 0.” Let G = (X (1), X(2)) be the underlying graph with n vertices and npolylogn edges. We
show how to use the graph G for routing, and towards this end we use the following properties of X:

1. Expansion: the complex X is a d-partite one-sided y-local spectral expander. We defer the formal
definition of high-dimensional expansion to Section 2, but for the purposes of this overview it is
sufficient to think of this as saying that many graphs associated with X, such as the underlying graph
G as well as the underlying graph of each link L, are partite graphs with second largest eigenvalue
at most v. Here and throughout, the link of u refers to the complex consisting of all faces of X
containing u, where we omit the vertex v from them.

2. Very well connected links: the links of X are highly connected. By that, we mean that inside every
vertex-link L we can set up a collection of constant length paths inside it satisfying: (a) the collection
includes a path between almost all pairs of vertices in L, and (b) no edge is overly used.

At a high level, the first property implies that links sample the vertices of G very well and the second
property allows us to pretend that links behave very closely to cliques. With this in mind, we now present
an overview of our link-based routing network. We first consider the simplified case that the graph G is
regular; even though our graph G is not regular, it is a helpful case to consider and we later explain how to
remove this assumption.

Formalizing the setup: Let V' = X (1) and fix a permutation 7: V' — V. In our setup, for each vertex
v in X, the vertices in its link L, hold a common message m,. If A denotes the degree of G, then note
that every vertex holds A symbols, and for each one of these it knows which link the message is associated
with. By the end of the protocol on GG, we want that for at least 1 — 1/polylogn-fraction of v, the majority
of vertices in L, hold m,.

Setting up external paths: Recall the graph G = (X (1), X(2)). By the spectral expansion of X it
follows that the graph G is an expander. At this point we can use the results of [ACG94, Nen23], which

"In Theorem 1.7 the degree is thought of as a constant, giving an HDX with arbitrarily small (but constant) expansion. In
Section D, Yun shows how to modify this construction to achieve better spectral expansion at the expense of having poly-logarithmic
degree.
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show O(logn)-length pebble-routing protocols for regular, sufficiently good spectral expanders®. At each
point in the routing protocol each vertex holds multiple symbols (being part of several links), and we stress
that it always knows which symbol it is supposed to transmit at each point of the protocol.

With this set-up we describe the protocol. At a high level, the goal in the ¢-th step is to transmit the
message from a link L., to the link L, that occur consecutively in a path above. Note that it must be the
case that the vertices w and w’ are neighbours in G, and hence we may consider the link Ly, .

The analysis in an idealized “clique’ setting: to get a sense for the protocol, we first pretend that
each one of the links L,,, L, and L,, . in fact forms a clique. In this case, the th step of our protocol
begins by the vertices in L, sending their message to the vertices in L,, ,,». Each vertex in L,, ,,» computes
the majority value among the symbols they received in this step, and then forwards this symbol to all of
the vertices in L,,. Each vertex in L, also computes the majority value among the symbols it receives, at
which point the ¢ step of the protocol is over.

The key idea behind the analysis of this protocol is that vertices compute the correct value they were
supposed to so long as they are not over-saturated with corrupted edges. More precisely, let £ C X (2) be
the set of corrupted edges, which therefore is at most € fraction of the edges. We say a 1-link L,, is good if
at most /¢ fraction of the edges in it are corrupted. Let V,, C L,, be the set of vertices for which at most
e!/4_fraction of the edges adjacent to them in L, are corrupted; note that if L., is good then by an averaging
argument, |Vi,| > (1 — £'/4)|L,,|. We refer to the vertices outside V,, as the doomed vertices of L,,. For
a 2-link L, ., we say it is good if both L., L, are good and at most !/8_fraction of the vertices in it are
doomed with respect to L, or L,,. Using spectral arguments it is easy to show that a 1—1/polylogn-fraction
of 1-links and 2-links are good.

One can now show that if L,,, L,y and L,, - are all good then the majority value is transmitted from
L., to L. We can conclude the argument by a simple union bound — since at most 1/polylogn-fraction of
1-links and 2-links are bad and the external paths L, — L, are of length O(log n), at most 1/polylogn-
fraction paths contain at least one bad link, therefore all but 1/polylogn-fraction of the transmissions are
successful”.

Back to the real “link” setting: Links are not as well connected as cliques, but they turn out to be
connected enough to almost make the above protocol go through. Indeed, the “clique” assumption in the
above paragraph was mainly used to argue that the transmission from L., t0 Ly, and from Ly, 4 t0 Ly,
can each be done cleanly in a single round. While this property is no longer true for links, we use the “very
well connected links” property above to circumvent it. At a high level, we simply replace the immediate
transmission between a pair of vertices u, v in the above idealized setting, with a short path between v — v
inside L,,. Using the fact that edges in L,, are used uniformly across the internal paths in L,,, we can show
that very few of these short paths can be corrupted and a similar error analysis for the link to link transfer
goes through.

Lifting the regularity assumption: Finally we remark that in our actual protocol we use the zig-zag
product of [RVWO00], a powerful tool from derandomization. It allows us to define a closely related graph
Z which is regular and has constant degree. This move is compatible with routing: paths in Z have natural
correspondence to paths in (7, and the uniform distribution over Z corresponds to the stationary distribution
over GG. Although the routing still takes place on (G, moving to Z allows us to deal with the irregularity of
(G and with other technical issues that come up in implementing the union bound above.

81n reality we use a simple deterministic polynomial time algorithm to find paths with much weaker guarantees than a pebble-
routing protocol (see Theorem 3.3). This is because while it is likely that the constructions of [ACG94, Nen23] can be made
algorithmic and deterministic, the conclusion of Theorem 3.3 suffices for our purposes.

Technically, the number of 2-links is asymptotically greater than the number of paths, therefore this union bound does not
work. We handle this issue by moving to the zig-zag product of G where the number of paths is equal to the number of 2-links.
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Remark 1.9. We note here that the link-to-link routing protocol works for any simplicial complex with the
properties stated above — sufficiently good local spectral expansion of X and the well-connectedness of
links of X. In particular, one can pick any other complex X with these properties such as the d-partite
LSV complexes [LSV0O5b, LSV05a] and the complexes of Kaufman and Oppenheim [KM20], to get the same
tolerance guarantees as above.

1.5.5 Composing the Links Based Routing Protocol with Known PCP Constructions

Using our link based routing protocol along with Lemma 1.8 on the existing PCP results gives a quasi-linear
size PCP on the graphs underlying the complexes from Theorem 1.7 with soundness bounded away from 1.

Theorem 1.10. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Let { X}, en be the infinite family of
clique complexes from Theorem 1.7. Then for sufficiently large d € N, there is C' > 0 and a polynomial time
reduction mapping a 3SAT instance ¢ of size n to a CSP ¥ over (Xn(1), Xn(2)), for some d-dimensional
Xn, such that:

1. If ¢ is satisfiable, then V is satisfiable.
2. If ¢ is unsatisfiable, then val(¥V) < 1 — e.

3. The size of the graph underlying W is at most n(logn)®, the alphabet ¥ of it satisfies that log(|%|) <
(log n)c, and the decision complexity of the constraints (i.e., the circuit complexity of a circuit check-
ing if a given pair of labels satisfies a constraint) is at most (log n)C.

We stress that the key point of Theorem 1.10 is that the CSP is over the graph underlying the complex
from Theorem 1.7, making it potentially compatible with derandomized parallel repetition.

Remark 1.11. One can take the size efficient PCP construction of Dinur [Din07] as the starting point
towards the proof of Theorem 1.10. Interestingly though, we can exploit the fact that the link-to-link protocol

is (e -tolerant to get an improved version of Lemma 1.8 as an unexpected, positive side-effect. In
Lemma 5.3, we show that one can embed an arbitrary 2-CSP with soundness 1 — m to a 2-CSP on
G with soundness 1 — Q(1), where G is the graph underlying any complex that supports a link-to-link
protocol. This provides a 1-shot amplification procedure giving an alternative to the step by step approach
of Dinur [Din07]. The CSP V however has a large alphabet, so (just like in Dinur’s proof) we require an
alphabet reduction procedure to bring the alphabet back to constant, while not affecting the soundness or
size by much. Thus to prove Theorem [.10 one can also start with a size efficient PCP construction with

weaker soundness guarantees, such as that of Ben-Sasson and Sudan [BS06], and apply Lemma 5.3.

soiyiogn)
’ polylogn

1.5.6 Derandomized Parallel Repetition using HDX

Given the 2-CSP in Theorem 1.10 on the graphs underlying the complexes from Theorem 1.7, we can now
use the direct-product testing theorem to amplify the soundness of the 2-CSP to any constant close to 0. To
be more specific, suppose that we have a CSP W over the graph underlying the complex X, one can naturally
define a label cover instance, ¥’, coming from faces of X as follows. Given a parameter k, the PCP verifier
reads symbols from the tables F': X (k) — X% and G: X (VEk) — >V, and performs the following test:

1. Sample A ~ 7; and B C A of size \/E uniformly.
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2. Read F'[A] and G[B]. Check that all of the constraints of ¥ inside A are satisfied by the local labeling
F[A], and that F'[A]|p = G[B].

The instance ¥’ has asymptotically the same size and alphabet. We show that if the direct product test on
X (k) has soundness 4, then given that val(¥’) > 4, one can get an assignment to X (1) that is consistent
with X (k) and in particular satisfies a large fraction of the edges of ¥, implying that val(¥) > 1 — O(9).
Using Theorem 1.10 along with Theorem 1.7 thus gives us the following conclusion:

Theorem 1.12. For all § > 0 there exists C > 0 such that the following holds. There is a polynomial time
reduction mapping a 3SAT instance ¢ of size n to a label cover instance V with the following properties:

1. If ¢ is satisfiable, then V is satisfiable.
2. If ¢ is unsatisfiable, then val(V) < 0.

3. The size of the graph underlying W is at most n(logn)®, the alphabet ¥ of it satisfies that log(|%]) <
(log n)c, and the decision complexity of the constraints (i.e., the circuit complexity of a circuit check-
ing if a given pair of labels satisfies a constraint) is at most (log n)C.

1.5.7 Applying Alphabet Reduction

Using Theorem 1.12 and alphabet reduction we conclude the main result of this paper, Theorem 1.2. More
specifically, we use the 2-query PCP composition technique of Moshkovitz and Raz [MRO08] and its ab-
straction by Dinur and Harsha [DH13]. To apply the latter result, we use two folklore constructions of
decodable PCPs, one based on the Reed-Muller code [DH13, Section 6] and a similar construction based on
the Hadamard code.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we give a few basic preliminaries that will be used throughout the paper.

Notations: We use standard big-O notations: we denote A = O(B)or A < Bif A < C - B for some
absolute constant C' > 0. Similarly, we denote A = Q(B) or A 2 B if A > ¢B for some absolute constant
c > 0. We also denote £ < d to denote the fact that d is taken to be sufficiently large compared to any
function of k. If A is a finite set and 7 < |A|, the notation B C; A means that we sample a subset of size ¢ of
A uniformly. Given a domain X and a measure p over it, we denote by Lo(X; ) the space of real-valued
functions over X endowed with the expectation inner product.

2.1 Properties of Expanders

We need the following well known version of the expander mixing lemma for bipartite graphs.

Lemma 2.1. Ler G = (U, V, E) be a bipartite graph in which the second singular value of the normalized
adjacency matrix is at most )\, and let u be the stationary distribution over G. Then for all A C U and
B C V we have that

P e Av e B - u(Au(B)| < WAL~ (A)u(B) -~ u(B))

We also use the following standard sampling property of bipartite expanders.
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Lemma 2.2. Let G = (U, V, E) be a weighted bipartite graph with second singular value at most \. Let
B C U be a subset with j1(B) = § and set

T:{’UEV|

u neighbour of v

Pr [uGB]—5‘>z—:}.
Then Pr[T] < A\2§/&2

2.2 High-Dimensional Expanders

A d-dimensional simplicial complex X = (X (0),...,X(d)) with vertex set X (1) = [n] is a downwards
closed collection of subsets of [n]. We follow the convention that X (0) = {(}}, and for each 7 > 1 the set
of i-faces X (i) is a collection of subsets of X (1) of size 7. The size of X is the total number of faces in X.
The degree of a vertex v € X (1) is the number of faces containing it, and the degree of X is the maximum
degree over all v € X (1).

Definition 2.3. For a d-dimensional simplicial complex X = (X (0), X(1),...,X(d)), 0< i< d—2and
I € X (i), the link of I is the (d — i)-dimensional complex X whose faces are given as

Xi(G =) ={J\I|JeX(),J 21}

For a d-dimensional complex X = (X (0), X(1),...,X(d)) and I € X of size at most d — 2, the graph
underlying the link of I is the graph whose vertices are X (1) and whose edges are X(2). We associate
with X a collection of distributions over faces. The distribution 4 is the uniform distribution over X (d),
and for each i < d the distribution y; is a distribution over X (i) which results by picking D ~ pg4, and
then taking / C D of size i uniformly. The distribution p j_; associated to the link of I € X (i) is the
conditional distribution, p; | J D 1.

Density, average and average on links: for a set S C X (i), let 14;(.S) denote its density with respect
to p;. Forj > 4,1 € X(i) and S C Xy(j — i) let purj—;(S) denote the density of S with respect to
1, j—i- We often omit the subscript and simply write 4(.S) and y;(.S) in these cases when there is no risk of
confusion. We extend the definition for functions, and for F' : X (j) — R we define u(F) = £y, [F'(J)]
as well as pu(F) = Ejopy,;_;[F(J)]. Foraset K € X(k) for k > j, we define the restricted function
Flg:{J e X(y)|JCK} —Rby F|g(J) = F(J); wethink of {J € X(j) | J C K} as being endowed
with the natural condition measure of 1i; on this set, and hence define

u(Fl)= E [F()
~l;
JC; K
Definition 2.4. We say a d-dimensional simplicial complex X is a ~y one-sided local spectral expander if for
every I € X of size at most d — 2, the second eigenvalue of the normalized adjacency matrix of the graph
(X1(1), X1(2)) is at most .

2.3 Properties of Local Spectral Expanders

Recall that we associated with each d-dimensional simplicial complex X a sequence of measures { 1% }1<k<d>
where 1, is a probability measure over X (k). Note that for all 0 < ¢ < r < d, a sample according to ju;
can be drawn by first sampling R ~ p,, and then sampling 7" C; R uniformly. The converse is also true:
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a sample from i, can be drawn by first sampling T" ~ p;, and then sampling R from p, conditioned on
containing 7'. These observations give rise to the standard “up” and “down” operators, which we present
next.

Definition 2.5. The operator U™ is a map from Lo(X (i); p;) to La(X (i + 1); pi1) defined as
i+1 —
U fw) = E [£0)]

forallu € X(i+1). Forj > k+1, we define U,z via composition of up operators: Ul = Uj_l 0...0 U,f“.
Definition 2.6. The operator D" is a map from La(X (i + 1); pri1) to La(X (4); ;) defined as
Dit'f(u)= E [f(v)]

VDit1uU
forallu € X(i). Forj > k+1, we define Di via composition of down operators: Di = D’,:H o.. .ng:_l.

Abusing notations, we use the notations U, Ig, Di to denote the operators, as well as the real valued
matrices associated with them. A key property of the down and up operators is that they are adjoint:

Claim 2.7. Forall k < j < d, U, ,g and Di are adjoint operators: for all functions f: X(k) — R and
g: X(j) — R it holds that (U] f, g) = (f, D1.9)-

We need the following lemma regarding the second eigenvalue of the down-up walks U ,g Di on X (j)
(j = k), that can be found in [AL20]. Roughly speaking, the lemma asserts that for a one-sided spectral
expander X, the singular values of the operators Uél- and Dfm- for @ € (0,1) are upper bounded by the
eigenvalues of the corresponding operators in the complete complex, up to an additive factor if poly(7)~y:

Lemma 2.8. Let (X, 1) be a d-dimensional ~y one-sided local spectral expander. For all i < d and o €
(1/i,1), the largest singular value of U’, and D' is at most \/a + poly(i)7y. Thus the down-up random
walk U, D' . on X (i) has second largest singular value at most o + poly (i)7.

2.4 Partite Complexes
In this section we define partite complexes and state some of their properties.

Definition 2.9. A d-dimensional complex X is said to be d-partite if X (1) can be partitioned into d disjoint
parts called “colors”, X (1) = U;c(q Xi(1), such that every d-face in X (d) contains one vertex from each
color. For a face I € X we let col(I) denote the set of colors of the vertices it contains. For an i-sized set
S C [d], we will use Xg(i) C X (i) to denote i-faces I for which col(I) = S.

The following result is a trickle-down theorem for partite complexes from [DD19, Lemma 7.5]. Let X
be a d-partite complex, and let L, R C [d] be two disjoint color classes. We define the bipartite weighted
graph (X1, (|L|), Xr(|R])) to be the graph where the weight of an edge (u,v) is equal to

w(u,v) = Pr [xp =u,xr =1].
T Hd
Lemma 2.10. Let X be a d-partite simplicial complex, and suppose that for all v € X (1) the graph
underlying X, is a A-one sided (d — 1)-partite expander, for X < % Suppose that the underlying graph of
X is connected. Then for every i # j, the bipartite graph between X;y(1) and X;1(1) is a ﬁ—bipartite
expander.
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For color sets L and R that are larger than 1, the following lemma bounds the eigenvalues the graph
(XL(|L|), Xr(|R])) provided bounds on the second eigenvalue of associated graphs on links of X.

Lemma 2.11. Let X be a d-partite complex. Suppose that for each link L of X and for any two colors
i,j & col(L), we have that the bipartite graph (L;(1),L;(1)) has second largest eigenvalue at most \.
Then, for any pair of disjoint sets L, R C [d], the bipartite graph (X (|L|), Xgr(|R|)) has second largest
eigenvalue at most poly(d)\.

2.5 Variants of the Chapman-Lubotzky Complex

In this section we discuss variants of the Chapman and Lubotzky complex [CL23] and some of their prop-
erties. In their paper, Chapman and Lubotzky [CL23] construct an infinite family of complexes that are
2-dimensional coboundary expanders over [o. In the works [BLM24, DDIL.24] the authors extend this con-
struction, and show that for all m € N, one can construct variants of the Chapman and Lubotzky complexes
that are 2-dimensional coboundary expanders over S,,,. They used this fact to prove that the natural 2-query
direct product tester has small soundness ¢ (that can be taken to be arbitrarily close to 0 so long as one takes
m large enough), as defined formally below.

Definition 2.12. Given a supposed encoding F: X (k) — X, the direct product tester associated with X
proceeds as follows:

1. Sample D ~ 7.

2. Sample B C D of size \/k uniformly.

3. Independently and uniformly sample k-faces A, A’ satisfying B C A, A’ C D.
4. Check that F|A]|p = F[A]|B.

We say that the (k,\/k)-direct product test on X has soundness § if the following holds. Let F : X (k) — ©F
be any function that passes the (k, \/E) -direct-product test above. Then there exists a function f : X(1) — X
such that,
Pr [A(F[A < 4] = poly(9).
L Pr [AFLAL 712) < 0] > poly(0)

In the lemma below, we state the properties that we need from the complexes of [BLM24, DDIL.24].
This includes the aforementioned fact about direct product testing and the fact that these complexes are
polynomial-time constructible, which was established by Dikstein, Dinur and Lubotzky [DDL24]. We also
need some other features that are easier to conclude.

Theorem 2.13. For all § € (0,1) there exists £ € N such that the following holds for all C' > 0. For large
enough k,d € N and for large enough n € N, one can construct in time poly(n) a d-dimensional complex
X for which n < | X(1)| < Og.a(n) such that for any prime ¢ = ©(log® n) the following holds:

1. The complex X is d-partite.

. . 2 .
2. Every vertex participates in at most ¢°(©) d-cliques.

3. For every vertex link L of X there is a group Sym(L) that acts transitively on the d-faces L(d).
4. For links L # Ly and any i # j, the bipartite graph (L;(1), L;(1)) is uniformly weighted and has

diameter O < |Z.flj| )
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5. For all links L of X, every bipartite graph (L;(1), L;(1)) fori # j € [d] \ col(L) has second largest

eigenvalue at most .

Va

6. The second largest singular value of G = (X (1), X(2)) is at most é + % < %.

7. The (k,'k)-direct product test on X has soundness §.

Proof. First fix the parameters 8, C, d,n and a prime ¢ = ©(log® n). To construct a complex with ©(n)
vertices and parameter ¢, we follow the presentation in [DDL24, Section 5].

Therein the authors pick a pro-¢ subgroup Ho C SU,(H*(Q,)) and define the lattice I'g in Section 5.1.3.
Then using Fact 5.12 and Claim 2.31 they show that for some finite ¢, one can pick a normal subgroup H;
of Hy with [Hy : H;] = ¢*, for which the action of the corresponding lattice I'; does not merge vertices at
distance at most 4. That is, forall 1 # v € I';,~y and v in 5d, dist(y,yv) > 4. Then to increase the size of
the vertex set, they choose j which is large enough and output the complex I'; \ éd so that the number of
vertices is between n and ¢n.

Since apriori the size of T'; \ éd could already be much larger than n, we instead use an explicit choice
of subgroups as constructed in Appendix D, with H (1) replacing Hy, and H (i) in Corollary D.4 replacing
H; from above. Here we used the fact that H (7)’s form a filtration of H (1), such that for all £ > 1, H (k) is
a pro-¢ subgroup and for all k£ > 2, H (k) is an open compact normal subgroup of H(k — 1). Let X; denote
the complex I'; \ 5[1 where ['; is the lattice corresponding to H;. Corollary D.4 gives us that there is an ¢ for
which the compact open subgroup H; C G(Qy) satisfies that for any element 1 # v € IT';, and any vertex
v € C4(0), dist(v, yv) > 4. And moreover, | X;(d)| < C&dqo(dQ) for some constant C 4 depending only
on ¢ and d, implying that | X;(0)| < polylogn.

To construct a complex X with ©(n) vertices we can set X = X for some j which is large enough
so that X;(0) has size between n and n - (O@) | This is possible since [Hy : Hy1] = (0@ for all 7,
by the properties of the construction in Appendix D.2, therefore increasing i by 1 increases the size of X;
by a factor of at most £°(@*) . Since the construction of H(1) and H (i) in Appendix D is explicit, the time
to construct I'; only depends on ¢, d (which are constants). Therefore the construction of I'; and the final
complex X is in poly(n) time.

X is d-partite: For the first item, we note that the complex X is a quotient of the affine spherical building
C, with some group I'. The affine building C}; is a d-partite complex and the symplectic group over Qqs
SP(2d,Qq), acts transitively on the top faces of C,. The complexes constructed in [BLM24, DDL24] are
quotients of Cq by subgroups of SP(2d, Q,), and in particular it follows that all of these quotients are also
d-partite.

Properties of vertex-links: The next three items follow because the link of each vertex in v is a product
of two spherical buildings of dimension at most d over [, (see [DDL24, Fact 3.14] and [BLM24, Lemma
6.8]). These are well-known properties of spherical buildings and can be found in both the papers.

Local spectral expansion of X: For the fifth item, we first note that the statement holds for every non-
empty link L of X since these are tensor products of spherical buildings and the eigenvalue computations
for them are well-known (see [DDL24, Claims 3.2, Lemma 3.10] or [BLM24, Lemmas 2.15, 2.20]). Using
this we get that the underlying graph of each vertex link L of X is a 1/,/g-one-sided d-partite expander.
The conclusion for the empty-link now follows by an application of the trickling down result for partite
complexes, Lemma 2.10.
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Second largest singular value of G: For the sixth item, write X(0) = V3 U ... U Vg, let M be the
normalized adjacency operator of X, and let f: X (0) — R be a function with E[f] = 0 and E[f?] = 1. As
X is d-partite, we have that ;11 (V;) = 2 for all i, and we denote a; = E,,,, [f(v) | v € V3.

[ F
i,5€ld] | (u,v)~M; ;
i#£]

[UW%wMﬂw—%ﬂ+ E o faay),

i,j€ld],i#j

)] =

E [ E
i,j€ld] | (u,v)~M; ;
i#£]

2

where M; ; is the normalized adjacency operator of the bipartite graph G ;. Using the fourth item we have

2
o [Eag, 00 = 000 =) < T Ea B0 e [0~
i#£j i#£j

2

< —q [zEuéEVZ(f(u) - az)2
2

< 5.5

=1, (3)

1
0= Elaa;] = =E[a?] + E a;a;l,
w'[ i d Hail i,je[d},i#[ i
sO B jefa), iz lasa;] = —% [Ei[a?]. Finally,
= MBI @) v e Vit < D u0D B W) v e VI = ElfT = 1

’l)

so overall |[E,-7 jeld)i# [a,-ajH < %. Plugging this and (3) into (2) finishes the proof of the sixth item.

Soundness of the Direct-Product Test: The seventh item follows from [BLM24, Theorem 1.3] as well as
from [DDL24, Theorem 1.1]. The works [DD24a, DD24b, DDIL.24] established the statement above as is,
whereas the proof of [BM24, BLM24] established the statement for the alphabet ¥ = {0, 1}. For the sake
of completeness, in Section A we explain how to adapt the argument from the latter papers to the case of
general alphabets 3. O

3 Background on Routing Protocols

In this section we discuss routing protocols, the pebble routing problem and a relaxation of it that is sufficient
for us.

3.1 Pebble Routing Protocols

We start the discussion by formally defining routing/communication protocols on a graph G, as well as
defining other related notions.
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Definition 3.1. Given a graph G, an r-round routing protocol R on G is a set of rules where at each round
vertices can send and receive messages to and from their neighbours in G. To decide what messages to send
forward, each vertex is allowed to perform an arbitrary computation on all of its received messages.

The work complexity' of R is the total computation that any vertex performs throughout the protocol,
as measured by the circuit size for the equivalent Boolean functions that the vertex computes.

At round 0, the protocol starts out with an arbitrary function f : V(G) — X on the vertices of G, and
after R is implemented, at the final round r, we end up with a function g : V(G) — X on the vertices, also
referred to as the function computed by the protocol R.

We now formally define the pebble routing problem, first studied in [ACG94].

Definition 3.2. We say that a graph G has an r-round pebble-routing protocol, denoted by rt(G) = r, if the
following holds. For all permutations w : V(G) — V (QG) there is an r-round communication protocol on G
such that in each round every vertex receives exactly one message symbol in Y., and then sends this message
Sorward to exactly one of its neighbors. If the protocol starts with f : V(G) — X, then at the r*-round we
have the function g : V(G) — X on the vertices satisfying g(m(u)) = f(u).

Note that this protocol can also be thought of as a set of |V (G)| paths, each one transmitting a message
from u — 7(u), where at each round any vertex is involved in exactly one path. We encourage the reader to
think of pebble routing in this way. We remark that any pebble-routing protocol has work complexity at most
rlog|X|."" In a sense, pebble routing is the simplest possible protocol, where no computation is performed
by any vertex as it only forwards its received message. The works [ACG94, Nen23] study the pebble routing
problem and prove that a sufficiently good expander graph admits an O(log n)-length protocol.

For our purposes, it suffices to consider a relaxation of the pebble routing problem, in which the protocol
is required to satisfy that g(m(u)) = f(u) for all but o(1) fraction of the vertices. Also, we relax the
condition that at each round, each vertex is used once. Instead, we only require that throughout the protocol,
each vertex is a part of at most poly(log n) paths. Formally, we need the following result:

Theorem 3.3. There exists a universal constant o« > 0 such that the following holds. Let G = (V, E) be
a regular, expander graph with second largest singular value 02(G) < «. Let ¢ > 0 be a fixed constant

and 7 : V. — V be a permutation. Then there is a poly(|E|)-time algorithm to construct a protocol with

O(logn)-length paths P from u to 7(u) for all but O <m) ~fraction of u. Furthermore, every vertex in

V is used in at most t = O(log®*! n) paths in P.

Proof. We note that [Upf92, Theorem 2] is the case of ¢ = 0 in the above theorem. The proof for the case
of ¢ > 0 is an easy generalization of the argument therein, and we give the formal argument in Section C
for the sake of completeness. O

3.2 Routing Protocols under Adversarial Corruption

We now formally introduce the notion of almost-everywhere (a.e.) reliable transmission in the presence of
adversarial corruptions. The goal in this problem is to design sparse networks and routing protocols for them,
which allow a large fraction of honest nodes to communicate reliably even under adversarial corruptions of
the communication network. Our setting is slightly different from most prior works in two ways. First, we
need to consider a more general model of adversarial corruptions, where an arbitrary constant fraction of the

1We note that the notion of work complexity used in prior work of [JRV20] is slightly different from ours.
""'We are accounting for the input length at a vertex in its computation cost.
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edges may behave maliciously (as opposed to vertices being corrupted). Second, we are given a permutation
7 on V, and we need to design a routing protocol that succeeds in transmitting all but a small fraction of
messages from u — m(u) correctly. Formally:

Definition 3.4. We say an edge (u,v) € G is uncorrupted if whenever u transfers a message o across (u, v),
then v receives o, otherwise, we say the edge (u,v) is corrupted. We say that a graph G has a (¢(n),v(n))-
edge-tolerant routing protocol with work complexity w(n) and round complexity r(n) if the following holds.
Let 7 : [n] — [n] be any permutation of V(G). Then there is an r-round communication protocol on G such
that for all functions f : V(G) — X, after running the protocol for r-rounds each vertex v computes a value
g(v) € X with the following guarantee: any adversary that corrupts at most €(n)-fraction of the edges,

Pr [f(u) # g(m(u))] < v(n).

ueV(G)

As in Definition 3.1, the work complexity w(n) of the protocol is the maximum computation that any node
performs throughout the protocol, as measured by circuit size.

Recall that if GG is a constant degree graph which admits a pebble routing protocol of length at most
r, then G admits a simple routing protocol that is (e, 7¢)-tolerant under edge corruptions. This simple
connection though is insufficient for us: on a constant degree graph, the best we can hope for is 1t(G) =

©(log n), which necessitates taking ¢ < © < L

m). Using such a protocol in conjunction with Lemma 1.8

only leads to a 2-CSP on G with soundness 1 — © <@>, which is too weak for our purposes.

In the next section we will construct more involved protocols on the graphs underlying sufficiently good
HDX, that are tolerant to a constant fraction of edge corruptions and have poly-logarithmic work complexity.
Our main idea is to perform a message transfer on highly connected dense subgraphs in (G, which naturally

makes the protocol error-resilient, similar to the protocols of [CGO10, JRV20].

4 Link to Link Routing on CL-complexes

The goal of this section is to present a routing protocol over graphs underlying high-dimensional expanders.
We begin by giving a high-level overview of the idea in Section 4.1, followed by a detailed description of
the protocol and its analysis.

4.1 High-level Overview

Throughout this section, we denote by Maj,, (o1, ..., o) the value o such that o; = o or at least v fraction
of ¢’s if such value exists, and _L otherwise. Typically v will be close to 1 (say, v = 0.99).

Recall that ultimately, we want to use our routing protocol to embed a regular 2-CSP instance ¥’ on the
graph G. Since the instance W’ is over a regular graph and the graph G is not, there is some incompatibility
between the two. In particular, it doesn’t make much sense to identify vertices of ¥’ with vertices of G in
an arbitrary way.

To circumvent this issue we use the zig-zag product: we choose an appropriate family of expander
graphs H and take the zig-zag product graph Z = G@?H. Thus, we get a graph Z which is a regular
expander graph, and additionally there is a natural correspondence between vertices in Z and in G. Indeed,
a vertex v in Z is naturally composed of a cloud-name, which we denote by v; and is actually a name of a
vertex from (5, and additionally an inner index that we denote by vy (corresponding to an edge of v; € G).
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We associate a vertex of the 2-CSP W’ with a vertex of v € V(Z) (this makes sense now as these two graphs
are regular), and this in turn is associated to the vertex v; in G. As discussed in Section 1.5.1, we break ¥
into k& permutations 71, ..., 7 each one thought of as a permutation on V(Z), and our goal is to transfer
the value of v to 7(v) for some fixed permutation 7 from {1, ..., m;}. We will instead think of the value
of v, as held by all the vertices in the link of v1, denoted by L,, , and this value needs to be transferred to the
link L(,),. Once we have this kind of transfer, in Section 5 we show how to reduce ¥ to a 2-CSP on G.

Formally, the initial function Ay that has to be routed will be on the links associated to each v € V(Z).
First define the set S = {(v,u) : v € V(Z),u € X,,(1)}. Then Ay : S — X should be thought of as a
function that for every v € V(Z), assigns the link X, (1) values that are mostly the same across vertices
of the link, in the sense that there exists o, € X such that Majg g9(Ao (v, u)|u € Xy, (1)) = o,. For the
overview, it is helpful to think of all the vertices in L., holding the same value, o, '*. Note that every value
Ap(v,u) is held at the vertex u € G (v is a label for this value) and every vertex in G holds multiple such
values. Even though the actual routing takes place on G, it is convenient to keep the graph Z in mind for the
analysis, think of Ag as a function on the links X,, (for all v € Z) and the protocol as a link to link transfer.

After the routing protocol ends, we will have a function A7 : & — X. Our main result in this section,
Lemma 4.6, shows that the majority value on the link X, gets transferred to the link X7 (., for mostv € Z.

With this setup in mind, we first find a collection of paths P on Z, each path being from v — 7(v),
using the relaxed pebble routing protocol in Theorem 3.3. This is possible since Z is a regular expander
graph. We now use these paths to implement the link to link transfer.

Transmitting on Links: Each path P = u; — ... — up in P, for T' = O(logn) and up = 7(uy ), can
equivalently be thought of as a path over vertex-links: Ly, — ... — L,,,. Pretending for a moment that
each link is in fact a clique, the protocol proceeds as follows: vertices of L., send their message t0 Ly, y,;
the vertices in L, ., each compute a majority value and pass it on to the vertices in L,,, and so on. We
show that for any adversarial strategy, this protocol succeeds in transmitting the correct message on almost
all of the paths in P. The key here is that vertices are allowed to take majority values, so as long as they are
not over-saturated with corrupted edges, they will compute the correct value.

Returning to our actual scenario, the vertex links in X do not actually form cliques and so we cannot use
the protocol as described above. To remedy this situation, we show that for each vertex link L in X we can
set up a collection of short paths Py, such that for almost all vertex pairs u, v € L, the collection P, contains
a short path between u and v. Furthermore, no edge is used in the paths Py, too often. The collection of
paths P, allows us to pretend that the link L almost forms a clique, in the sense that we transmit a message
between pairs u,v € L using the path from P;, between them (as opposed to directly as in the case of
cliques).

Gap amplification: Finally we remark that one additional benefit of having Ag on links is that only
o(1)-fraction of the message transfers from L,, — L (), are unsuccessful. We show that our protocol is
(e,1/polylogn)-tolerant, a guarantee which is impossible if the initial function was on V(G). Therefore
associating the vertices of ¥’ to links, as we show in Section 5, translates to a gap amplification result for
PCPs. More precisely, if we start with a 2-CSP ¥’ such that val(¥’) < 1 —1/polylogn, then we get a 2-CSP
U on G with val(¥) < 1 — (1), where ¥ is obtained using our link to link routing protocol. This gives the
same amplification as achieved in the gap amplification procedure of Dinur [Din07], but the alphabet size
is exp(polylogn)). This can be brought down to constant-sized alphabet by incurring a size blow-up by a
factor polylogn using the alphabet reduction technique (which we anyway have to do, see Section 8).

12We need to start with the weaker condition of almost all vertices holding o, to make the embedding result in Section 5.2 go
through. Our proof easily ports over to this more general setting, so it is useful to think of all vertices in L,,, holding o, for the
overview.
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Throughout this section we fix X a complex as in Theorem 2.13 with the parameters § € (0, 1) chosen
arbitrarily,’” ¢ = (logn)® for sufficiently large constant C' > 0, d a large constant, and | X (1)| = n. We
also fix the graph G = (X (1), X(2)).

4.2 Routing Inside a Link

In this section we describe a routing procedure inside individual links. This routing procedure will help us
to facilitate the intuition that links in X are almost as well connected as cliques, supporting the approach
presented in Section 4.1.

We now show that inside each vertex link L, we can construct (in polynomial time) a set of short paths
‘P between almost all pairs of vertices in L. More precisely, we construct a collection of paths P between
all pairs of vertices U € L;(1),V € L;(1) for two indices ¢, j that are far apart. Our algorithm will give up
on a small fraction of such pairs; we refer to the path between them as “invalid” and denote P(u,v) =L.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ > 0 and fix a pair of indices i,j € [d — 1] with |i — j| = (d — 1)e. Then there is a
poly(|Lij(2)|)-time algorithm that constructs a set of paths Pij = {P(u,v)}uer,(1)veL; (1), Where each
valid path is of length O(1/¢) and at most O(g) fraction of paths are invalid. Furthermore, each edge in

L;;(2) is used in at most O (%) paths in P;;.

Proof. Consider any pair of indices i,j7 € [d] with [j —i] > (d — 1)e. Fix { = O(1/e) and t =

S) (%) By the fourth item in Theorem 2.13 the diameter of (L;(1), L;(1)) is at most O(1/¢).
ij

The algorithm to construct the paths simply picks the shortest paths between a pair of vertices iteratively,

and deletes any edges that has been used at least ¢-times. Note that since paths are of length < /, in an

ideal scenario where every edge occurrs equally often, each edge would belong to O <%> paths.
We take ¢ to be larger so as to allow some slack, which still gives us the uniformity over edges as in the
statement of the lemma. We now proceed to the formal argument.

For a set of edges £ C L;;(2), let L;;(£) denote the bipartite graph with vertices (L;(1), L;(1)) and the

set of edges £. Formally our algorithm is as follows:

* Instantiate P;; = 0, £ = L;;(2).
* Forevery u € L;(1),v € L;(1) do the following:

1. Find the shortest path P(u,v) between v and v in the graph L;;(€). If the length of P(u,v)
is at most £ then add it to the set P;;, else set P(u,v) =L.

2. If any edge e in L;;(2) has been used in at least ¢ paths in P;; then remove it from &.

It is easy to see that the above algorithm runs in polynomial time in |L;;(2)| and that every edge in
L;;(2) is used in at most ¢ paths in P;;. It remains to show that the algorithm finds a path of length at most
£ between almost all pairs of vertices.

Let £ denote the set £ when the algorithm terminates and & = L;;(2) denote the set at the start. It
is easy to check that the number of edges that the algorithm removes from & is at most |L;||L;|¢ - 1/t =
O(e?|L;;(2)]), implying that Pre.r, )le & &) < 2. Since the diameter of (L;(1), L;(1)) is at most ¢,
for every u € L;,v € L; we may fix an arbitrary shortest path P, , (length < /) between them. By the
third item in Theorem 2.13 there is a group of symmetries Sym(L) that acts transitively on the top faces of

3The parameter & dictates the soundness of our final PCP. The results in this section and the next hold for all 4.
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L. Thus, we may consider the path g o P, , for any g € Sym(L), with goes between g o u and g o v. We
consider the distribution D over paths, obtained as sample u ~ L;,v ~ L;, g ~ Sym(L), and output the
path P = go P, ,. Note that a random edge drawn from a random path P ~ D, is a uniformly random edge
in L;;(2) due to the transitive symmetry of the group Sym(L). Therefore,
2
PEp[Lege,] S €.
e~P
Since the marginal of the starting and ending point of P ~ D is the uniform distribution over v ~ L;,v ~ L;
and the length of the path is O(1/e), we can rearrange the left hand side above and apply a union bound to
get
E E [1 <te? Se.
uNLz‘ﬂ)NLj I:PNIDIU,UI: 3€6P76¢(€f]:| ~ € ~ €

Thus, by an averaging argument for at least a (1 — O(¢))-fraction of the pairs u, v,

E [1 < 1/2.
PND\u,v[ EIeEP,eiSf] =X /
This means that when the algorithm terminates, for at least (1 — O(¢)) fraction of vertex pairs u, v there is
at least one path of length at most ¢ between them. We argue that for each such pair u, v, the collection P; ;
already contains a path between u and v upon the termination of the algorithm, since we have only deleted
edges. U

We now use the short paths P between all pairs of vertices in L to argue that an adversary that corrupts
a small fraction of the edges can only corrupt a small fraction of the paths in P. Recall that some of the
paths in P might be invalid, and to simplify notation we account these as paths that are corrupted by default.
Thus, we say that a path in P is corrupted if it equals L or if at least one of the edges in it is corrupted.

Lemma 4.2. Fix ¢ > 0 and a vertex link L of X. Then there is a poly(|L|)-time algorithm to construct a
set of paths P = { Py v }u4ver in which each valid path has length at most O(1/£'/®). Furthermore, any
adversary that corrupts at most e-fraction of the edges in L, corrupts at most O(El/ 8)-fraction of the paths
inP.

Proof. For every pair of indices 4, j € [d — 1] with |j — i| > £'/8(d — 1), run the polynomial time algorithm
in Lemma 4.1 with the parameter £/8, to get a set of paths P;; of length O(1/ el/ 8) each, between all
pairs u € L;(1),v € L;(1) such that at most O(e'/8)-fraction of the paths are invalid and every edge in

L;;(2) is used in at most O <%> paths. For every pair 4,j € [d — 1] with |j — | < £'/8d, set
ij

Pij = {P(u,v)}uer, (1) wer; 1) With P(u,v) =L1.

Fix any adversary that corrupts at most e-fraction of the edges in L, and let £ denote the set of corrupted
edges. Let the fraction of corrupted edges inside L;;(2) be denoted by 1;;(€). Let Good denote the set of
indices i, j € [d— 1] that satisfy, |j — 4| > /%(d — 1) and p;;(€) < \/¢. By Markov’s inequality it follows
that the a random pair 4, j ~ [d] is in Good with probability at least 1 — £'/® — /£ > 1 — O(c!/®).

Fix any pair (¢,j) € Good and consider the set of paths P;;. Recall that say that a path P(u,v)
is corrupted if either P(u,v) =L or any of its edges is corrupted. Since at most \/|L;;(2)| edges are

|Li (W] L; (1))
3/8|L;;(2)]

corrupted and each such edge is used in at most O ( > paths, we get that the number of corrupted

paths in P;; is at most

[Li(D[IL; (1

vyl (2 e o Bl
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It follows from the union bound that the fraction of corrupted paths is at most

' _Pr[d][(z',j) ¢ Good] + _Pr[d] [P(u,v) is corrupted | (i, ) € Good] < /5. O
" UZ’gLi(l)
v~ Lj(1)

4.3 Moving to the Zig-Zag Product of G

As discussed earlier in Section 4.1, the fact that graph G is not regular introduces several technical difficul-
ties; this prohibits us from using Theorem 3.3 directly, and it also poses difficulties later on when we use
routing schemes to embed a regular 2-CSP instance onto G. In this section we circumvent these issues by
considering the zig-zag product of G with appropriate expanders. The resulting graph Z will be a virtual,
regular graph; by virtual, we mean that the graph Z will help us in choosing appropriate paths in G (for the
routing) and in the analysis. The routing itself is still done on the graph G.

For aset S € X(s), let Ag = |Xg(d — s)|. Henceforth we will think of G as an undirected graph
without weights, and for that we replace each edge (u,v) with Ay, parallel edges. Since the probability

of drawing (u, v) from piz is %

We use the zig-zag product to get a regular graph Z from G. The additional benefit of this operation
is that Z has constant degree graph while also being an expander. The zig-zag product was first defined
in [RVWO0O0] and is typically stated for regular graphs, but below we state a similar construction for irregular
graphs G. We follow the exposition from the lecture notes [TT06], except that we use the extension to
irregular graphs.

, this gives us the same random walk matrix over X (1).

4.3.1 The Replacement Product and the Zig-Zag Product

The following fact is well-known.

Lemma 4.3. Forall 0 > 0, there exist k,mo € N and a family of k-regular graphs H = {Hp, } m>m, which
is polynomial-time constructible, where for each m > my that graph H,, has m vertices and oo(H,,) < 0.

For o to be determined later, fix the family H of expander graphs as in Lemma 4.3, and fix an undirected
(possibly irregular) graph G with minimum degree at least my.

Our presentation of the zig-zag product follows [TT06] almost verbatim, and it is convenient to first
define the replacement product of G with 7, denoted by G@®H. Assume that for each vertex of G, there is
some ordering on its D neighbors. Then the replacement product G®H is constructed as follows:

* Replace a vertex u of G' with a copy of Hyeg(;), that is the graph from # on deg(i) many vertices
(henceforth called a cloud). For u € V(G), ¢ € V(Hgeg(i))- let (u, c) denote the ¢ vertex in the
cloud of u.

s Let (u,v) € FE(G) be such that v is the ci" neighbor of u and u is the c4* neighbor of v. Then
((u,c1), (v,c2)) € E(GOH). Also Yu € V(G), if (c1,c2) € E(Hyeg(s)), then ((u,c1), (u,c2)) €
E(GoH).

Note that the replacement product constructed as above has 2| E(G)| vertices and is (k + 1)-regular. The
zig-zag product G@H is constructed as follows:

* The vertex set V(G@™H) is the same as that of GOH.
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* ((u,c1), (v,¢4)) € E(G@H) if there exist ¢ and 3 such that ((u, ¢1), (u,c2)), ((u, c2), (v,c3)) and
((v,e3), (v,cq)) are edges in E(G®H), i.e. (v, c4) can be reached from (u, ¢1) by taking a step in the
cloud of u to go to (u, c2), then a step between the clouds of u and v to go to (v, c3), and finally a step
in the cloud of v to reach (v, cy).

It is easy to see that the zig-zag product is a k2-regular graph on 2|E(G)]| vertices. Given that G is an
expander, the zig-zag product graph G@H is also an expander. The proof when G is a regular graph can be
found in [TT06, RVWOO]. The proof for the irregular case above is exactly the same hence we omit it here.

Lemma 4.4. If G is a graph on n vertices with 02(G) < o, and H = {Hy, }m>m, is a family of k-regular
graphs with oo(H,,) < B for all m > my, then GQH is a k*-regular graph with second largest singular
value at most o + 3 + /3.

Along with the above statement, we will use the following obvious but important fact,

Fact 4.5. For G = (X(1), X(2)) and Z = G@H, the distribution that samples a uniformly random vertex
(v, ¢) of Z and outputs v, is equal to v ~ X (1). Similarly the distribution that samples a uniformly random
edge ((u,c1), (v,¢2)) of Z and outputs (u,v) is equal to the distribution over edges (u,v) ~ X(2).

4.4 The Routing Protocol using Links

Fix @ > 0 from Theorem 3.3. Consider the graph G = (X (1), X(2)), viewed as an undirected and
unweighted graph with multi-edges. Let H be the family of expanders from Lemma 4.3 with o2(H) < §
and Z = G@H. For every vertex v € Z we will let v; denote its component in X (1) and ve denote its
position in the cloud of vy, that is, v = (v1, v2). We have the following link-to-link transfer lemma:

Lemma 4.6. There exist €g, > 0 such that for all C € N there exist constants C', dy € N such that for
large enough n € N the following holds. Let X be a complex from Theorem 2.13 with dimension d > dg,
|X(1)] = n and the parameter q = logcl n. Let Z = G@H be the zig-zag product of G with the family
of expander graphs with oo(H) < § as in Lemma 4.3. Let w : V(Z) — V(Z) be any permutation. Then
there is a routing protocol on G = (X (1), X (2)) with round complexity T = O(logn) and work complexity
¢°) log || such that for all initial functions Ay : S — X satisfying

L Pr Majogn(Ao(v,u) |1~ Xoy (1)) £4] > 1=,

and for all possible adversaries that corrupt at most e-fraction of edges with € < €, the protocol computes
the function Ap : S — 3 satisfying

. . 1
E)/r [Majg g9(Ar(7(v), w) [ w ~ Xz, (1)) = Majgg9(Ao(v,u) [u € Xoy (1)) 21 =1 — —F—.
v~V (2) log™ n

Proof. Fix a permutation 7 on V(Z) and an initial function 4 : S — X.

Setting up paths over 1-links: Using Lemma 4.4 we know that the zig-zag product Z = G@H is a
k-regular graph, for k£ = ©(1), with 09(Z) < % + 5+ %2 < «. By Theorem 3.3, we may fix a relaxed-
pebble-routing protocol R that has |V (Z)| paths each of length 77 < O(log N) where every vertex and
edge in Z is used in at most log®t n paths, for some constant C; that depends on C, and at most 310;;0 -
paths are invalid. It will be convenient for us notationally to have all of the paths in R have the same length
T’, and we do so by repeating the final vertex of the paths the amount of times necessary.
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Each path in R is of the form P = uy — ... — up, with u; € V(Z), upr = 7(uy) and for all 4,
(u;,uit1) is an edge in the zig-zag product Z = G@H. This implies that ((u;)1, (u;+1)1) must be an edge
in G. Therefore given P, we will think of the following link to link message transfer,

X(ul)l(l) — X(ul)l,(uz)l(l) — X(u2)1(1) — ... = X(UT/)1(1)7

to implement the required transfer from X,,), (1) to X(y,,), (1)

Let T := 27". Expand each path in R as shown above into 1-links connected by 2-links. For even
t € [0,T] let L;; denote the 1-link that occurs in the (t/2)"-time-step of the j** path in R, and for odd
t € [T] let L ; denote the intermediate 2-link that is the intersection of the 1-links L;; 1 and L; 1.

Setting up paths inside 1-links: For every 1-link X, for u € X (1), we use the algorithm in Lemma 4.2
with the parameter /€, to construct a collection of short paths P, = { P, (v, w)}, wex, (1) between all pairs
of vertices v, w inside the link X,,. We will refer to these as the internal paths in X,.

The description of the routing protocol: for each path j and time-step ¢ > 0, each vertex u € L, ; takes
the majority of the values it receives from v € L;; 1; this occurs through the path Pp;, (v, u) if ¢ is odd
or the path Pr, (v, u) if ¢ is even (some paths may be invalid, in which case we interpret the received value
on them as “1”). Then u passes on this value to w € L; 1 through the path Pp, (u,w) if ¢ is even and
the path P, , (u,w) if t is odd. To formalize this, let the “outgoing message” from wu at time-step 0, path
j be OUT(u, §,0) = Ag(v;,u) where v; € V(Z) is the start vertex on the ;%" path. For a vertex u € X (1),
for every path j € [N] and time-step ¢t € [T'] where u € L;,, v maintains a set of “incoming messages”
IN(u, v, j,t) that it receives from vertices v € L;, 1. The vertex u then sets its outgoing message as
ouT(u,j,t) = Maj,.r,, , (IN(u, v, j, 1)) if more than 1/2-fraction (computed according to the distribution
on L;; 1) of the list has the same value, else sets it to L. This outgoing message is then sent to every vertex
in Lj ;11 through the paths Py, , if t is even and Pr,, , if ¢ is odd.

Bad links and bounding them: We now begin the analysis of the protocol, and for that we need to
introduce a few notions. First, at most e-fraction of the edges are corrupted, and we denote the set of
corrupted edges by £ C X (2). A 1-link X, is called bad if it contains too many corrupted edges, more
precisely, if 1, (€) > /€ and good otherwise.

Claim 4.7. P, x1)[X, is bad] < 2.
Proof. Deferred to Section 4.4.1. O

For any 1-link X, and v,w € L(1), we say an internal path P, (v, w) is corrupted if it equals L or any
of the edges on it are corrupted. We define the set D,, C X,,(1) of doomed vertices of X, as those vertices
v € X, (1) for which at least £'/32-fraction of the paths P, (v, w) for w ~ X, (1) are corrupted, i.e.

D, = {v € Xy(1): lj(r(l)[Pu(v,w) is corrupted] > 51/32} '
W~ Ay

The following claim asserts that a good 1-link cannot have too many doomed vertices.

Claim 4.8. If X, is a good link then, Pr, x, 1)[v € Dy] S g1/32,

Proof. Deferred to Section 4.4.1. ]
A 2-link X, , is said to be bad if either X,, or X, is a bad 1-link, or one of 11, (Dy,) or fiyy (D) is at

least 1/64,
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. . oly(d
Claim 4.9. Pr(, ,)~x(2) [Xu,v is bad] < . Z( 3

Proof. Deferred to Section 4.4.1. O

Link to Link Transfer on Good Paths: We now use Claims 4.7, 4.8, 4.9 to finish the analysis of the pro-
tocol. Recall that every path contains a 1-link at an even time-step and a 2-link at an odd time-step. Consider
any path j where (1) Majg g9(Ao(vj,u)) #L, (2) it is a valid path in R, and (3) for all times steps ¢, L, ; is
a good link. On such a path we will show that Majg 9o (OUT(u, j,t) | w € Lj;) = Majg g9(OUT(v, j,t+1))
for all . After that, we argue that almost all paths satisfy these properties. The proof of the former fact is
broken into two steps: the message transfer from L;; to L; ;1 and then the message transfer from L; ;11 to
Lji4+2, and we argue about each step separately.

The argument proceeds by induction on ¢. Fix some even ¢ € [T' — 2] and let Maj g9(OUT(v, j,t)) =
o #1. The vertices u € Lj ;41 that are not doomed with respect to L ; (u ¢ DLj, ,) will receive the value o
on at least 1 —O(£'/32) —0.01 > 1/2-fraction of the paths Pp; ,(v,u) and therefore will compute the correct
majority, setting OUT(u, j, ¢+ 1) = o. Since L; 441 is a good 2-link we know that at most O(e'/64) < 0.01-
fraction of its vertices are doomed, which gives that Maj, gq(OUT(u, j,t + 1)ju € Lj;41) = 0.

The argument for odd ¢ is exactly the same. Fix some odd ¢ € [T" — 2] and let Maj 99(OUT(v, j, 1)) =
o #1. The vertices u € L; 4 that are not doomed with respect to L;; (u ¢ DLJ.’ ,) will receive the value
o on at least 1 — O(e!/32) — 0.01 > 1/2-fraction of the paths Py, ,(v,u) and therefore will compute the
correct majority, setting OUT(u, j,t + 1) = 0. Since L; ;41 is a good 1-link, Claim 4.8 implies that at most
O(e'/3%) < 0.01-fraction of its vertices are doomed, which immediately implies that Maj, oo (OUT (u, j, +
1)\u S Lj7t+1) =o.

Setting A7 (7 (v;),v) = OUT(v,j,T) we conclude that for the j"-path, Majq go(Ar (7 (v;),v)) =
Majg.g9(Ao(vj, u)).

Bounding the number of Good Paths: We now finish off the proof by calculating the number of paths j
satisfying conditions (1), (2) and (3) above. By the assumption of the lemma we know that there are at most
n-fraction paths violating (1) and by construction of R at most @—fmction paths violate (2).

To account for condition (3) it will be useful to switch back to the equivalent view of R as a set of paths
over Z. We call a vertex v € Z bad if the corresponding 1-link X, is bad and an edge (v,w) € Z bad if
the corresponding 2-link X, ., is bad. Using Claims 4.7 and 4.9 we get

)

Pr v is bad] < 22 (@) Pr [(v,w) is bad] < ¥4
v~Z q (va)NZ q

since by Fact 4.5 we have equality of the distributions in question.

Now note that condition (3) is equivalent to saying that path j contains only good vertices and good
edges (from Z) in it. The protocol R uses every vertex at most log®* n times which implies that at most
%@l) |V (Z)] - 1log®t n < %—paths contain bad vertices on them (by setting ¢ to be a large enough

polynomial of logn). Similarly since R uses an edge in Z at most log® n times, we get that at most

polz(d) CE(Z)] - log% n < ?’Ii(gzc)\n where we used that |E(Z)] = O(]V(Z)|) and q is large enough.
1

Therefore by a union bound we get that at most n + ol N
symbol to the link L,y correctly, giving us the conclusion in the lemma. O

-fraction paths fail in transmitting the majority
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4.4.1 Proofs of Omitted Claims

In this section we give the proofs of several claims used throughout the proof of Lemma 4.6.

Claim 4.10 (Claim 4.7 restated). Pr,.x1)[Xy is bad] < %@l).

Proof. Recall that £ is a set of corrupted edges, and let £;;, denote the set of edges £ N X;,(2) with 1 (E)
denoting its measure in X, (2). Note that E;_,.c1q[111(E)] = u(€) < e.

Fix some 7 € [d] and consider the bipartite graph, B; = (X;(1), U;jzre(q\iX;jx(2)). We say that a vertex
in the right side of B; is corrupted if the corresponding edge belongs to £.

First note that for all u € X;(1), the link X, is bad if the fraction of u’s neighbors in B; that are corrupted
is at least /. Therefore let us bound the probability that this event occurs. By item 5 of Theorem 2.13 and
Lemma 2.11, the bipartite graphs (X;(1), X;(2)) have second largest singular value at most poly(d)/./q
for all j # k. Therefore the second largest singular value of B; is also at most poly(d)/,/q. Applying
Lemma 2.2 we get

Pr (X, is bad] < oY@
u~X;(1) q

where we used that the expected fraction of bad neighbors is ;e i[1jx(E)] < 2e.
Since the above bound holds for all ¢, we get the conclusion in the lemma. U

Claim 4.11 (Claim 4.8 restated). If X, is a good link then, Pr, x,1)[v € Dy} S gl/32,

Proof. Since X, is a good link we know that 1, (£) < /e. By the construction of the internal paths
P, from Lemma 4.2 we know that at most O(g!/16)-fraction of the paths P, (v, w) for v,w ~ X,(1) are
corrupted. Therefore by Markov’s inequality we get that for at most O(g!/32)-fraction of v ~ X, (1),
Pry,~x, (1) [Pu(v, w) is corrupted] > £!/32 Therefore v € D,, with probability at most O(g'/32). O

Claim 4.12 (Claim 4.9 restated). Pr, ,)~x(2)[Xu,v is bad] < %}'(d).

Proof. Recall that the link X, ,, is bad if either X, or X, is a bad 1-link or one of /1, (Dy,) OF L1y, (Dy) is at
least £'/64, Using Claim 4.7 we can bound the probability that one of X,, or X, is bad, so let us now bound
the probability of the latter events.

Fix a good 1-link X, henceforth and let us bound the fraction of v ~ X, (1) for which fi,,(Dy,) is
large. Using Claim 4.8 we get that ju,(D,,) < €'/32. The link X, is a (d — 1)-partite complex with colors
[d — 1] and the property that for all ¢ # j € [d — 1] the bipartite graph (X, ;(1), X, (1)) has second largest

eigenvalue at most O (ﬁ) . Let 11;(D,,) denote the measure of D,,N X, ;(1) inside X, ;(1). One can check
that [ij[d—l} [/’LJ(DU)] = ,uu(,Du)
Fix a color i € [d — 1] of X, and consider the bipartite graph, B; = (Xy,i(1), Uje[g—1]\iXuw,;(1)). This
1
%
doomed if it belongs to D,,. Noting that for all v € X;(1), (D) is the fraction of doomed neighbors of

v in B; and applying Lemma 2.2 we get

graph has second largest singular value at most O ( > We say that a vertex in the right side of B; is

ly(d)
Pr uv Du = 51/64 < L7
ik (1>[“ (Du) ] .

where we used that the expected fraction of bad neighbors is Ejjq—1\ i} [14j(Du)] < 2p0u(Du) < g1/32,
Since the above bound holds for all i, we get that,

ly(d)
Pr [y(D,) > /64 < 22U
v~xu(1)[# (Du) ] .
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We can now bound the fraction of 2-links that are bad by a union bound:

ly(d
Pr [Xuoisbad] <2 Pr [Xuisbad]+2 Pr [tue(Dy) > £/5 | X, is good] < PO
(u,v)~X(2) u~X (1) v X (1) q
where we used Claim 4.7 to bound the first term. O

4.5 A Routing Protocol based on Cliques

In this section, we formally state the performance of the clique-to-clique routing protocol. This protocol is
similar in spirit to the link-to-link protocol and it is where most of our intuition comes from.

Lemma 4.13. There is ¢y € (0,1) such that for all C € N, for large enough n € N the following holds.
Let X be a d-dimensional complex with | X (1)| = n, | X(d)| = N, d = ©(loglog®n) and N < n?, that
is a y-one-sided local spectral expander with vy < 1/poly(d). Let 7 : X (d) — X (d) be any permutation.
Then there is a routing protocol on G = (X (1), X(2)) with round complexity T = O(log N) and work
complexity max,, O(T'd| X, (d — 1)|) such that for all initial functions Ao : X (d) x [d] — X satisfying

Pr [Majg (Ao (D D)#1]>1—n,
D~)§(d)[ ajo.g9(Ao(D,u) [u € D) #1] Ui

and for all possible adversaries that corrupt at most e-fraction of edges with € < €, the protocol computes
the function Ap : X (d) x [d] — X satisfying

1
Pr [Majg oo(Ar(m(D), € m(D)) = Majq.9(Ao(D, eED)>1-n— —.
B o Maioo(A7 (D), ) | 0 € 7(D)) = Malpon(Ao(D:) [ w € D) > 1= 1o

Proof. We omit the formal proof and instead provide a brief sketch, as it is very similar to the proof of
Lemma 4.6 (also, we do not use this statement later on in the paper). Analogously to the proof therein,
one sets up a collection of paths, this time in the clique to clique graph, whose vertices are X (d) and edges
correspond to cliques that intersect in size ad (the zig-zag product trick is not necessary in this case). One
defines the notion of “bad vertices”, which are vertices that have many corrupted edges adjacent to them,
and subsequently defines the notion of bad cliques, which are cliques that contain many bad vertices. In
contrast to the proof of Lemma 4.6, an upper bound of the fraction of bad cliques is not established by
spectral bounds this time; instead one appeals to the Chernoff-type bound of [DH24], which gives bounds
of the form 2-©=(Vd)_ This is ultimately the reason that the argument requires the dimension of the complex
to be somewhat super constant. U

5 Embedding a PCP on an HDX

The works of [PS94, DM 11] used routing networks to transform the graph underlying 2-CSPs to an explicit
graph. Towards this end, they used a pebble routing protocol on De-Bruijn graphs. In this section we
generalize their argument and show that any tolerant routing protocol on G gives rise to a PCP embedding
result on GG. We then apply this connection to our specific link-to-link routing protocol. We show that in this
case, this connection is in fact stronger and gives a gap amplification statement.
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5.1 Connection between Routing Protocols and PCPs

The transformation we describe for modifying the underlying graph of a 2-CSP has one significant downside:
it increases the alphabet size considerably. Since the routing length is always 2(logn) on constant degree
graphs, the alphabet size always increases to be at least polynomial. In fact, since in our case the work
complexity is poly-logarithmic, the alphabet size will increase further and will be 2P°Y(1°27) - Therefore,
to facilitate alphabet reduction steps later on, we need a more refined notion related to the alphabet size
of CSPs, called the decision complexity. Additionally, to simplify the presentation, we also generalize the
notion of 2-CSPs, and allow for varying alphabets Y(u) C X for the vertices u € G.'*

Definition 5.1. An instance ¥ = (G = (V, E), 3, {X(v) }uev, {Ve }ecr) of a generalized 2-CSP consists
of a weighted graph G, alphabets ¥, {¥(u)} with ¥(u) C X for all w € V, and constraints ¥V, C ¥ X X,
one for each edge. The decision complexity of V is defined as the maximum, over all edges e = (u,v), of the
sum of the following circuit complexities: the circuit complexity of checking membership in WV, .y i.e. the
circuit complexity of deciding if (o,0") € WU (4,0, the circuit complexity of checking membership in Y(u),
and the circuit complexity of checking membership in ¥(v).

Informally, the decision complexity of a CSP is the complexity of the constraints of it. In many PCP
reductions, the alphabet size is a constant, and as the decision complexity is always upper bounded by
poly(|X|), it is often omitted from the discussion. In our case the decision complexity will be poly(log |X]),
and it is closely related to the notion of work complexity in the context of the almost everywhere reliable
transmission problem (as we exhibit next).

The following lemma translates routing protocols for a graph G to PCPs on the graph G, generaliz-
ing [DM11, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 1.8 restated). Suppose G is a regular graph on 2n vertices that has an (e, v)-edge-
tolerant routing protocol on the alphabet Y. with work complexity W, that can be constructed in time
poly(n). Then there is a poly(n) time reduction that, given a 2-CSP instance V' on a k-regular graph
H and alphabet %, with |V (H)| < n, produces a 2-CSP instance ¥ on G such that:

 Ifval(V’) = 1 then val(¥) = 1.

e Ifval(¥') < 1—8vthenval(V) <1—e.

* The alphabet size of ¥ is at most | S|V

* The decision complexity of ¥ is O(W) + O(k|X)).

Proof. We begin by reducing the 2-CSP ¥’ to a 2-CSP ® on a bipartite 2k-regular graph G’ on |V (G)|
vertices such that if W’ is satisfiable then so is ® and if val(¥’) < 1 — 8v then val(®) < 1 — v. The goal
here is to obtain a regular bipartite graph (which can hence be decomposed into perfect matchings), as well
as align the number of vertices of ® to match the number of vertices in G.

Reducing to ®: Letn = a - |V(H)| + r for some a,r € N with r < |V (H)|. Define a graph G” on the
vertex set [n] which is formed by taking a-many disjoint copies of the k-regular graph H and an arbitrary
k-regular graph (possibly with multi-edges) on the remaining r vertices. Define a 2-CSP ¥” on G” which
is equal to ¥’ on each of the disjoint copies of H and has the “equality” constraint on the edges of the

'“This helps us to restrict the provers’ strategy to be one that satisfies additional constraints. This technique is usually referred to
as folding, and it makes the soundness analysis slightly cleaner.
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remaining r vertices. It is easy to see that if val(¥’) = 1 then val(¥”) = 1 and if val(¥’) < 1 — 8v then
val(0”) < 1—4w.

We will now reduce the 2-CSP ¥” to a 2-CSP ® whose constraint graph G’ = (L U R, E’) is bipartite.
Let L, R be equal to V(G”). The left vertex set is defined as L = V(G”) x {1} and the right vertex set
is defined as R = V(G") x {2}. Let E’ be the set of edges ((u, 1), (v,2)) where (u,v) is an edge in G”
and additionally add & edges between each pair ((u, 1), (u,2)). For the former edges put the constraints
corresponding to W and for the latter put in equality constraints. The completeness is clear, so let us prove
the soundness of the reduction. Assume that val(®) > 1 — v via the assignment A. Define the assignment
Bon G" as B(u) = A((u, 1)). For at least 1 — 2v-fraction of u, A((u, 1)) = A((u,2)), denoted by the set
Good. Sampling a constraint ((u, 1), (v, 2)), with probability at least 1 — 4 we have that v is in Good and
the constraint is satisfied in @, in which case B satisfies the constraint (u,v) in U”. In particular, it follows
that val(¥”) > 1 — 4w, finishing the proof of the soundness.

Routing Setup: Let [2n] denote the vertex set of both G, G’; abusing notation we will use the same letters
to denote a vertex in G and in G'. Since the graph G’ is a bipartite 2k-regular graph, we may partition the

edge set of G’ into 2k perfect matchings, which we denote by 71, ..., mo,. We think of 7y, . .., 79 both as
matchings and also as the permutations on V(). Note that since each 7; is a perfect matching we have that
2 .

Let R; denote the protocol that routes the matching 7; on V' (G). We know that R; has round complexity
T and every vertex u € X (1) receives at most T, messages (over all rounds), and has work complexity W.
We now describe the CSP .

The graph: The graph underlying the CSP ¥’ is G.

The alphabet: Let X be the alphabet of ®. The alphabet of each vertex u is a subset of XO*7w) and we
think of a label to u as describing the messages received by « throughout all the protocols R;. The messages
that v sends to its neighbor v at every round is a deterministic function of the messages it has received so
far. With this in mind, an assignment to the CSP can be thought of as a transcript of the messages that were
routed in the protocol, and our goal in designing the constraints is to check that the message that is sent by
a vertex u to its neighbor v at round ¢, is received correctly by v at round ¢ + 1.

Formally, we think of an assignment to the CSP as a maps Ay: V(G) — X, and maps IN; ;: 2E(G) —
¥* for each i € [2k]| and round ¢ € [T]; here 2E(G) denoted the set of ordered tuples [u,v] for each
(u,v) € E(G). As part of its alphabet, every vertex u holds the value Ap(u) € ¥ and the symbols IN; ;[u, v]
that specify the messages that u receives from its neighbors v in the protocol R; at round ¢.

Viewing the rules of each protocol as maps: We now define certain maps that are useful for speci-
fying the constraints of W. First, the rules of each protocol R; can be described using the following
maps OUT;;: 2E(G) x ¥* — X* U {Ll}, fori € [2k],t € [T — 1]; the symbol OUT; ¢+[u,v, o] is the
message that w sends to v in round ¢ in the protocol R; if the messages u received in previous rounds
are given by o, for a valid o of the correct length, and otherwise OUT; ([u,v,o] =L1. Given the tran-
script IN; ¢[u, -] for all ¢ < ¢ (which is part of the assignment to ), the message that u sends to v is
OUT; ¢[u, v, Ag[-, u] o INj 1[u, -] ... 0 IN; ¢[u,-]] which we will denote by OUT; ;[u, v] for brevity. We stress
that this value only depends on the assignment given to u.

Finally define the output of the protocol R; as the map A; 7. Formally, for all ¢ € [2k], consider the map
A;7: V(G) x £* — ¥ where the symbol A; r[u, o] specifies the output of the routing algorithm at a vertex
win R; when given as input the transcript o, which in our case equals Ag[-, u] o IN; 1[u, | 0. .. IN; 7_1[u, -].
Again for brevity, we omit the dependence on o as it is clear from context, and use A; 7(u) to denote the
corresponding output symbol.
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We emphasize that the maps A; 7 and OUT; ; are not part of the alphabet, but since they are a determin-
istic function of the messages received at a vertex, we use them while defining the constraints.

Intuition towards defining constraints: In an ideal proof we want A to be a satisfying assignment to ®,
and the maps IN; ¢, OUT; ; to be the transcript when the protocol R; is executed on G.

It is therefore convenient to view the maps Ao, A; 7 and IN; ;, OUT; ; from the point of view of what
happens in the routing protocol. We want to ensure that the message transmission across every edge behaves
as it is supposed to — for the edge (u, v) the outgoing message that v sends to u at any round should equal the
message that u receives at the next round and vice versa. Note that this check only depends on the alphabet
of u and v. Secondly, suppose that the routing protocol was successful and that Ay was indeed a satisfying
assignment to ®. Then for every u, the protocol R; successfully transmitted the symbol Ag(7;(u)) from the
vertex m;(u) to the vertex m;(m;(u)) = wu, that is, A; 7(u) equals Ag(m;(u)). In particular, we would have
that (Ao (u), A; 7 (u)) would satisfy the constraint (u, 7;(u)) in ®. Since this only depends on u, we enforce
this as a hard constraint on the alphabet of u via folding.

Folding: We constrain the label set of u to only be tuples where (Ag(u), A; 7(u)) satisfies the constraint
O (u,m;(u)) in ®, for all ¢ € [2k]. By that, we mean that only labels that satisfy this condition are allowed
in an assignment to .

The constraints of ¥: For an edge (v,u) ~ E(G), read the labels of u,v and for each ¢ € [2k] and
t € [T — 1] check that IN; 411 (4, v) = OUT; ¢(v, u) and IN; 111 (v, u) = OUT; +(v, u).

In words, the constraint on v, u checks that the message that u receives from v at round ¢ + 1 is the
message that v sent to it at the prior round and vice versa. The decision complexity of the constraints is
the sum of the circuit complexity of (1) computing OUT; (v, u), OUT;¢(u,v) and A; 7(u), A; 7(v) over ¢
and t, (2) checking (Ao (u), Air(u)) € (u,m;(uw)) and (Ag(v), Air(v)) € (v, m;(v)) over all i, and (3)
checking if IN; 441 (u, v) = OUT; (v, u) and vice versa for all ¢, ¢. This in total amounts to O(W)+O(k|X]).

This completes the description of ¥, and we now analyze the completeness and the soundness of the
reduction.

Completeness: Suppose that val(®) = 1 and that A : V(G’') — X is satisfying assignment for ®.
We take Ag(u) = A(u) for all v € V(G) and define the maps IN; ;,OUT;; and A; 7 according to the
execution of the routing protocols R; for each i € [2k] when instantiated with Ay. To argue that this is
a valid assignment we must check that it satisfies the folding constraints; to check that its value is 1, we
must verify that it satisfies all the constraints of W. The latter condition is clear since the assignments IN; ;
satisfy all of the routing constraints of ¥ by definition. To check the folding constraint, fix a vertex v and
i € [2k]. Since A;r is the output of R; when executed on a graph with no corrupted edges we get that
A;r(u) = Ao(mi(u)) = A(m;(u)) for all u. Since A is a satisfying assignment, (Ag(u), A; 7 (u)) satisfies
the constraint @ (u, m;(u)) as required.

Soundness:  Suppose that val(V) > 1 — e. Let (Ao, {IN;}ic[2x),tc[)) be the assignment achieving this
value. Let {OUT; +}, A; 7 be the deduced maps with Ay, IN; ¢ as input.

We will show that this implies that val(®) > 1 — v by exhibiting that the assignment B defined as
B(u) = Ap(u) has high value for ®. Let £ C E(G) be the set of edges violated by (Ao, { Ai ¢ }icjon) tem));
we know that y(€) < e.

Fix any ¢ € [2k]. We know that for all edges (u,v) ¢ &, any message that u sends to v is received
correctly by v, in which case the tables IN; ; describe a correct simulation of the routing protocol initiated
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with the assignment A and the set of corrupted edges €. For every i € [2k], the tolerance guarantee of the
routing protocol R; gives that

Pr [Ag(u) # A;r(mi(u))] < v.

u~[2n]

By folding, for all ¢ and u € [2n], (Ag(u), Air(u)) € ®(u,m;(u)). Therefore letting viol(B) denote the
fraction of edges violated by B, we get that,

viol(B) = Pr_[(B(u), B(ri(u) ¢ ®(u,m,(u)

< Pri(Ao(u), Air(w)) ¢ S(u, mi(u)] + Pridir(u) # Ao(mi(u))]

<v,

where Pr; ,,[(Ao(u), Air(u)) ¢ ®(u,m(uw))] = 0 by folding. The conclusion now follows by the fact that
val(®) > 1 — v implies that val(¥’) > 1 — 8v. O

5.2 Embedding PCPs on an HDX, with amplification

In this section we show how to use the link-to-link routing protocol from Section 4 to convert a 2-CSP ¥ to
a 2-CSP ¥’ on a graph underlying an HDX. The idea is similar to the idea in the proof of Lemma 5.2, but
since our graph G = (X (1), X(2)) may not be regular we cannot directly apply the lemma. As remarked
earlier, by associating a vertex of the CSP to a link of X though, we can handle these regularity issues, as
well as get an amplification result. More precisely, we have:

Lemma 5.3. There exists € > 0 such that for all C > 0 and 6 € (0,1) there are constants C', dy,ng € N
such that the following holds for all n > ny and d > dy. Let X be the d-dimensional complex from
Theorem 2.13 with parameters q = log® n and 6, and 2n < | X (1)| < Os(1)n (which can be constructed
in time poly(n)). Then there is a poly(n) time procedure mapping any 2-CSP V' with n vertices on a k-
regular graph H and alphabet 3, to a 2-CSP ¥ on the graph G = (X (1), X (2)) with alphabet size at most

0(d2 o . .
|33 |k ( ), satisfying the following properties:

1. Completeness: If val(W') = 1 then val(¥) = 1.

2. Soundness: If val(¥') < 1 — —L—, then val(¥) <1 —e.

log® n’
3. The decision complexity of VU is at most k:qo(dz) |2

Proof. We first use Theorem 2.13 to construct a complex X in poly(n)-time which is a d-dimensional
complex with 2n < | X (1)] < Os(1)n and ¢ = O(log®” n) for C’ chosen to be large enough. As before, for
S € X (i) let Ag be the number of d-faces containing S, i.e. Ag = |Xg(d—1)|. Let G = (X (1), X(2)) and
let Z = G@H be the zig-zag product of GG (thought of as an undirected graph with multi-edges) with the
family of expanders H from Lemma 4.3, as described in Section 4.3. The number of vertices of Z is equal
to the number of multi-edges in G, whichis 3~ ¢ v (1) Auv = (g) | X (d)| and is denoted by N throughout.

We start by reducing to a 2-CSP & on a bipartite 2k-regular graph G’ on |V (Z)| vertices (which is at
least 2n) such that if ¥’ is satisfiable then so is ® and if val(¥’) < 1 — 8v then val(®) < 1 — v. This
reduction is the same as that in Lemma 1.8, and we omit the details.
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Since the graph G’ is a bipartite 2k-regular graph, we may partition the edge set of G’ into 2k perfect

matchings, which we denote by 7y, ..., mor. Abusing notation, we think of 7y, ..., w9 also as the permu-

tations on V' (Z) corresponding to the matchings. Note that since each =; is a perfect matching, we have that
2 .

m; = id.

Let R; denote the protocol from Lemma 4.6 that routes the matching 7; on V' (Z) with the parameter 2C
in place of C. We know that R; has round complexity 7' = O(log n) and work complexity ¢°@) log |2
We now describe the CSP W.

The graph: the graph underlying the CSP U is G = (X (1), X(2)).

The alphabet: For every u € X (1) let 7;, denote the number of messages that u receives over all rounds.
The alphabet of each vertex u is a subset of XO*Tw),

First recall that a vertex j € V(Z) is a tuple (j1,j2) with j; € X (1) and js in the cloud of j;. We think
of an assignment to the CSP as a collection of maps, Ay: S = X, for S = {(j,u) : j € V(Z),u € X;,(1)}
and IN; : 2E(G) — ¥* for each ¢ € [2k] and round ¢ € [T].

As a part of its alphabet, every vertex u € X (1) holds the symbols {A(j,u) | j € V(Z),u € X;,(1)}.
Additionally it holds the symbols IN; ;[u, v], which denotes the message that u receives from its neighbors

v in the protocol R; at round ¢.

Viewing the rules of each protocol as maps: We define the maps OUT; ;: 2E(G) x ¥* — ¥* U {1},
for i € [2k],t € [T' — 1] in the following way. The symbol OUT; +[u, v, o] is the message that u sends to v
in round ¢ and protocol R; if the messages received by it in previous rounds are given by o, for a valid o of
the correct length; otherwise OUT; [u, v, 0] =L. We let OUT; +[u, v] denote the message that u sends to v at
round ¢, on the transcript IN; .[u, -].

Similarly define the output of the protocol R; as the map A; r like in Lemma 4.6. Formally, for all
i € [2k], consider the map A; 7: S x ¥* — 3 where the symbol A; 7[(j, u), o] specifies the output of the
routing algorithm at a vertex w in R; with respect to j € V(Z) (for some u € X}, (1)) when given as input
the transcript o. On the transcript IN; .[u, -] we use A; 7(j, u) to denote the corresponding output symbol.

Intuition towards defining constraints: In an ideal proof we want Ay (j,u) to be the same on all u €
X, (1) and Ag(j,-) to be a satisfying assignment for ®. The maps IN;;, OUT;; should be the transcript
when the protocol R; is executed on G.

We want to ensure that the message transmission across every edge behaves as it is supposed to — for the
edge (u, v) the outgoing message that v sends to u at any round should equal the message that u receives at
the next round and vice versa.

Secondly, suppose that Ay (j,-) was a satisfying assignment to ¢ and that no edge in the protocol is
corrupted. Then, for every j for which u € X (1), the protocol R; successfully transmitted the symbol
Ao(mi(j),-) from the link X, (), to the link X, that is, A; 7(j, ) equals Ag(m;(j),-). In particular, we
would have that (A (j, w), A; 7(J,u)) satisfies the constraint (j,;(j)) in ®. Since this only depends on w,
we enforce this as a hard constraint on the alphabet of w.

Folding: We constrain the label set of u to only be tuples where (A(j,u), A;7(j,w)) satisfies the con-
straint ®(j, 7;(j)) in @, for all ¢ € [2k] and j € V(Z) where u € X, (1). By that, we mean that only labels
that satisfy this condition are allowed in an assignment to ®.

The constraints of U: For an edge (v, u) ~ X(2), read the labels of u, v and check that,

1. For each j € V(Z) for which u,v are both in X, (1): Ao(j,u) = Ao(j,v), and for all ¢ € [2k] it
holds that A; 7(j,u) = A; 7(j,v).
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2. Foreachi € [2k]and ¢t € [T — 1]: IN; 441 (u,v) = OUT; (v, w) and IN; 441 (v, w) = OUT; (v, u).

In words, the constraint on v, u check that they hold the same value when they are inside the same link at
the beginning and end of the protocols, and that the message that u receives from v at round ¢ + 1 is the
message that v sent to it at the prior round and vice versa.

One can check that the decision complexity of the constraints is the sum of the circuit complexity
of 1) computing OUT; (v, u) and OUT;;(u,v) over ¢ and ¢, 2) checking the routing constraints hold, 3)
(Ao(j,u), Air(j,u)) € ®(j,mi(j)) and (Ao(j,v), Air(j,v)) € ®(j,mi(j)) over all 4, 5. Since the work
complexity of R; is ¢°@) log || and the complexity of computing (2) is at most kq©(d*) |X| the decision
complexity amounts to k:qo(dQ) |22]. This completes the description of W, and we now analyze the complete-
ness and the soundness of the reduction.

Completeness: Suppose that val(®) = 1, and let A : V(G’) — X be a satisfying assignment. We take
Ao(j,u) = A(y) for all w € X (1) and define the maps IN; ;, OUT;; and A; r according to the execution
of the routing protocols R; for each i € [2k] when instantiated with Ay. To argue that this is a valid
assignment we must check that it satisfies the folding constraints; to check that its value is 1, we must
verify that it satisfies all the constraints of W. The latter condition is clear since the assignment Ag is equal
on all the vertices in the link X, for all j, and the assignments IN; ; satisfy all of the routing constraints
of ¥ by definition. To check the folding constraints, fix a vertex u, take j € V(Z) with u € Xj (1),
and take i € [2k]. Since A;r is the output of R; when executed on a graph with no corrupted edges we
get that A; 7(j,u) = Ao(mi(j),u') = A(mi(j)) for all ' € X ;). Since A is a satisfying assignment,
(Ao(j,u), Ai(j,u)) satisfies the constraint ®(j, 7;(j)) as required.

Soundness: Suppose that val(V) > 1 — ¢, where ¢ is less than £, the absolute constant in Lemma 4.6.
Let (Ao, {IN; ¢ }ie(2k),tc[r)) be the assignment achieving this value. Let {OUT;}, A; 7 be the deduced maps
1

with Ay, IN; ; as input. We will show that this implies that val(®) > 1 — S0z n by exhibiting a high-valued

assignment B for it. In fact, our assignment for G’ will be B(j) = Maj,ex; (1) (Ao(j,w)) if a clear majority
of at least 99% inside X, exists, and L otherwise.

Let us upper bound viol(B), where we count every edge on the vertices assigned L as violated. Let
& C X(2) be the set of edges violated by Ao, { A; 1 }ic[ar) ter]; We know that p(E€) < e.

We first upper bound the probability that B(j) =L. Suppose that j € V(Z) is such that, p;, (£) < 0.05.
Then there exists 0; € ¥ such that Ay(j,v) = o; for at least 0.99-fraction of v ~ X, (since the spectral
gap of the graph (X, (1), X,,(2)) is at least 1/2). This in turn implies that B(j) #_L. Therefore,

1
Pr [B(j)=L1] < Pr [u;,(§)>0.05= Pr [u,(E)>0.05] < —5
S BUY =L < Br lu (&) I= B (B) ] o

9

where we used Fact 4.5 in the second transition and Claim 4.7 in the last transition.

For convenience of analysis, we also define B(i,m;(j),T) as Majuerl(l)(Ai,T(m(j), w)) if at least
99% of the vertices in X, (1) have the same value in A; 7, and L otherwise. As is the case above, for
B(i,j,T) to be L it holds that at least 0.05-fraction of the edges in X, ;), are in & too, so for all i € [2F],

1
Pr [B(i,7,T) =1] < —~—.
jNV(Z)[ (05, 7) ] log?“ n

Fix any ¢ € [2k]. We know that for all edges (u,v) ¢ £, any message that u sends to v is received correctly
by v, in which case the tables IN;; describe a correct simulation of the routing protocol in Lemma 4.6
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initiated with the assignment Ag. Provided that € is small enough, Lemma 4.6 tells us that

1 2
Pr [B(j) # B(i,m(j),T)] < Pr_[B(j) =1]+ < .
G B # Bl mG). T < Br 1BU) =L+ aoy < a0,

By folding, for all 7, j and v € X, (1), (Ao (j,u), Ai(j,u)) € ®(j,m;(j)), therefore we get that

Pr((B(7), B(i,5,T)) ¢ @0 mi())] < Pr{B(j) #L] + Pr[B(i,5,T) #L] < oz 1’
Using the union bound we conclude that
viol(B) = Pr B(j),B(mi(j D(4,m (7
(B)= P [(BG)LBEG) § 96m()
4
N log?¢ n’
which implies that val(®) > 1 — @' This implies that val(¥’) > 1 — loglcn as required. O

6 Amplification of 2-CSPs on Complexes with Direct Product Testers

In this section, we show how to amplify the soundness of a 2-CSP on G = (X(1), X(2)) where X is an
HDX that supports a direct product test. If X is a sparse complex, then this result is a derandomized parallel
repetition procedure for 2-CSPs on G. In the time of writing this paper we only know of one family of sparse
complexes with this property: the Chapman-Lubotzky complexes from Theorem 2.13. Thus, in Section 8
we instantiate this idea with these complexes.

6.1 Gap Amplification to Low Soundness

Fix any complex X for which the (&, \/E)—direct—product tester on X has soundness 9, and consider any
2-CSP ¥ on G = (X(1),X(2)). Our reduction will produce a Label Cover instance ® on the bipartite
inclusion graph G’ = (X (k), X(v'k)) with left alphabet ©* and right alphabet >Vk. The constraint on
(U, V') check whether the label on U € X (k) satisfies all the constraints in G (since for all u,v € U,
(u,v) € X(2)) and further if projected to B it equals the label given to B.

As we did in Definition 5.1, to simplify the presentation of the proof, we define a generalized version
of the Label Cover problem from Definition 1.1. In particular we allow for varying alphabets ¥, (U) C X,
to the left-side of vertices U € L. This helps us to restrict the prover to provide a label to U that satisfies
additional constraints (which in our case would be that the label in ©* given to U satisfies all the constraints
inside U') which makes our soundness analysis cleaner to carry out.

Definition 6.1. An instance ® = (G = (LU R, E,w),X1,YXr,{30(U)}ver, {Pc}ecr) of generalized
label cover consists of a weighted bipartite graph G, alphabets X1, Y p, {3 (U)} with X1, (U) C X, for
all U € L, and constraints . C X1, X Xg, one for each edge. Each one of the constraints is a projection
constraint, meaning that for every e = (U, V') € E there is amap ¢.: X1(U) — X such that

O = {(0,0c(0)) |0 € X}
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We remark that a hardness result for generalized label cover can be easily converted to a hardness result
for the standard definition. When the alphabet size is super-constant though, one needs to be careful so as
to preserve the decision complexity of the constraints while performing this translation. Therefore, since
our alphabet size is large, in all the intermediate step in our reductions from now on we use the generalized
Label Cover problem. After performing alphabet reduction to get a generalized Label Cover instance with
constant-sized alphabet in Section 8, we use this simple translation to go back to the standard label cover
problem.

The main result of this section is the following statement:

Lemma 6.2. For all § > 0 there exists k € N such that the following holds. Suppose that X is a complex
for which the (k, \/E)-direct product tester has soundness 6. Then there is a polynomial time procedure
such that given a generalized 2-CSP instance V over the weighted graph G = (X (1), X (2)) with alphabets
¥, {%(u) }uec and decision complexity D, produces an instance of generalized Label Cover ® over the

weighted inclusion graph (X (vV'k), X (k)) over left alphabet XF and right alphabet SV such that:

1. The projection map ¢4 p) associated to the edge (A, B) is defined as the restriction of the assignment
to A to the coordinates in B. That is, Vo € ¥1(A), ¢a,p)(0) = 0B

2. Forall A € X (k), the circuit complexity of checking membership in $1,(A) is O(k?D).
3. Ifval(®) = 1, then val(¥) = 1.
4. Ifval(®) < 1 — 46, then val(¥) < 6.

Proof. Our label cover instance ® has vertices L = X (k), R = X (k) and edges between them given by
inclusion. Letting ¥ be the alphabet of ¥, we take ¥;, = % to be the alphabet of the left side of ® and
V¥ 10 be the alphabet of the right side of ®. For every vertex A = (a1,...,ax) € Ulet X1,(A) be the set
of assignments (01, ...,0%) € X* where for every i, o; € ¥(a;) and for every i # j, (0, 0;) satisfies the
constraint W, ,) on the edge (ai,aj) € G. The decision complexity of membership in ¥7,(A) is easily
seen to be O(k2D). The constraints ®, are as defined as in the lemma statement.

The completeness of the reduction is clear, and we move on to the soundness analysis. Suppose that
val(®) > 6, and fix assignments F : X(k) — ¥ and G : X(Vk) — XVF realizing val(®), where
F(A) e X (A) forall A € X(k). Thus,

val(®) = Pr [F[A]|p = G[B]] > 6.

B~X(VE)
ADyB
Using Cauchy-Schwarz we conclude that
P FlAllp=F[As] > E E [1(F[Allp =G[B)1(F[A|p =GB
Ry [FAlls=FXlls) > £ 1 E (FIAll = GIB) ARl = GB)
B~X(VE) B~X(VE)
BCA,A'CD
= E E [1(F[A]|lz = G[B)))?
b En b e (FLAll = GIB)P]
B~X (Vk)
2
> E E [1(F[A]lp = G[B
b B b 1Ll =GB
B~X(Vk)
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- DN[)E((d)[l(F[A”B = G[B])]]
ACyD
BC\/EA

> 2.

This implies that F' passes the direct product test and therefore using the soundness of the test we get a
function f : X (1) — X such that,

Pr [A(F[4], < 4] = poly(9).
JBr [AGFIAL 114) <) > poly (9
Let B C X(2) be the set of constraints that f violates. By construction F'[A] satisfies all the constraints
inside A, therefore wherever it holds that A(F[A], f|4) < 0k we get that f satisfies at least (1—0)? > 1—2§
fraction of the constraints inside A. In particular, we conclude that

A};g(k) [1(B|a) < 26] = poly(0). 4)

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that p(B) > 49. Applying Lemma 2.2 we get,

1
P Blk) < 20] S —,
A D8y HBl) <205 45

since the bipartite graph (X (2), X (k)) has second largest eigenvalue at most O(1/v/k) by Lemma 2.8.
Since k is chosen to be large enough as a function of 4, in particular at least m, this is a contradiction

to (4). Thus we get that p(B) < 46, which in turn means that val(¥) > 1 — 44. O

7 Alphabet Reduction via Decodable PCPs

In this section we discuss the construction of PCPs for Circuit-SAT with small alphabet but large size
(polynomial, or even exponential). The tools presented in the paper so far lead to size efficient PCPs with
large alphabets, and our goal here is to facilitate the use the efficient composition theorems of [MRO08, DH13]
to reduce the alphabet size.

To apply the abstract composition theorem of [DH13] we require PCP constructions in which one has
a “decodable verifier”. By that, we mean that the PCP verifier not only probabilistically checks whether a
proof of satisfiability is correct or not, but it is also able to decode a symbol of the satisfying assignment
with high probability. We present the formal definition in Section 7.2. These constructions will be used as
inner PCPs in our composition.

We remark that so far in the paper we discussed 2-query PCPs using the framekwork as label cover, and
in [DH13] the proof composition is presented in the language of “robust PCPs”. The language of robust
PCPs can be seen to be an equivalent formulation of label cover, but it is easier to use in the context of
composition. Thus, for convenience we carry out most of the argument in the language of robust PCPs,
formally defined in Section 7.1. The material presented in Sections 7.1 and 7.2 is almost verbatim repeat
of [DH13], but we give it here for the sake of completeness.
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7.1 Robust PCPs

We now discuss the notion of robust PCPs, which will be the outer PCPs in our composition. First defined
in [BGH ™06, DR06], robust PCPs have been implicit in all PCP constructions. The only difference between
robust PCPs and standard PCPs is in the soundness condition: while the standard soundness condition
measures how often the PCP verifier accepts a false proof, the robust soundness condition measures the
average distance between the local view of the verifier and an accepting local view. The definition given
below is from [DH13]:

Definition 7.1 (Robust PCPs). For functions r,q,m,a,s : Z+ — 7" and § : Z+ — [0, 1], a verifier V is a
robust probabilistically checkable proof (robust PCP) system for a language L with randomness complexity
r, query complexity q, proof length m, alphabet size a, decision complexity s and robust soundness error
0 if V is a probabilistic polynomial-time algorithm that behaves as follows: On input x of length n and
oracle access to a proof string m € ™™ over the (proof) alphabet X where |X| = a(n), V reads the input
x, tosses at most 7(n) random coins, and generates a sequence of locations I = (i1, ...,i,) € [m]?™
and a predicate f : X9 — {0,1} of decision complexity s(n), which satisfies the following properties:
Completeness: If x € L then there exists w such that

(E}“)[f(ﬂl) =1 =1

Robust Soundness: If x ¢ L then for every

E fnex(rr, £ (1)) <8

where the distribution over (I, f) is determined by x and the random coins of V.
Next we define the notion of proof degree and regularity for a robust PCP.

Definition 7.2. Given a robust PCP system, we will refer to the maximum number of local windows any index
in the proof participates in, as the proof degree, denoted by d(n). More precisely, for each i € [m(n)], if we
let

R = {r e {0,117 |ie I(r)},

then d(n) = max; |R;|. Furthermore, if |R;| = d(n) for all i, we will say the PCP system is regular.

Equivalence of Label Cover and Robust PCPs: the notion of robust PCP is in fact equivalent to gen-
eralized label cover (Definition 6.1) as shown in [DH13, Lemma 2.5], and we now give some intuition for
this equivalence. If a language L has a robust PCP, then here is a reduction from L to generalized Label
Cover: the set of left vertices is the set of random strings of the robust PCP, the set of right vertices is the
set of the proof locations. An edge (r, i) exists if the proof location 4 is probed on random string r. The
label to a left vertex r is an accepting local view of the verifier on random string r while a label to the right
vertex i is the proof symbol in the corresponding proof location i. An edge (r,4) is consistent if the local
view is consistent with the proof symbol. Conversely, given a reduction from L to generalized label cover,
we can get a robust PCP verifier for L as follows: the verifier expects as proof a labeling of the set of right
vertices, the verifier chooses a random left vertex, queries all its neighbors and accepts if there exists a label
to the left vertex that satisfies all the corresponding edges. We summarize this discussion with the following
lemma (see [DH13] for a formal proof):
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Lemma 7.3. For every 6 : Z+ — RT, and r,q,m,a : Z+ — 77, the following two statements are
equivalent:

1. Gap-Generalized-Label-Cover[1, 0] is NP-hard for instances with the following parameters:

* left degree at most q(n),

* right degree at most d(n)

* right alphabet :(n) with |X| = a(n),

o left alphabet {31,(U)}ver,

* size of right vertex set at most m(n), and
o size of left vertex set at most 2" (™).

2. Every L € NP has a robust PCP with completeness 1, robust soundness error § and the following
parameters:

* query complexity q(n),
* proof degree at most d(n)
proof alphabet ¥(n) with |X| = a(n),

* maximum number of accepting local views maxyer (|2 (U)

)’
* proof length m(n), and

* randomness complexity r(n)

Furthermore, suppose that X1, = XF and Xr = %t for some alphabet Y. and k,t € N, all the constraints
G(u,w) of the Label Cover instance check if the label of w restricted to v is equal to the label of v, and the
circuit complexity of checking membership in the language ¥1,(U) is at most D, then the decision complexity
of the robust PCP is O(D + q(n)).

It is important to note that this is a syntactic correspondence between the notions of generalized Label-
Cover and robust PCPs and there is no loss of parameters in going from one framework to another. In
particular, going from label cover to a robust PCP and back, one gets back the original label cover instance.
Even though these two notions are syntactically equivalent, some results are easier to state/prove in one
framework than the other. In Section 6 we proved a hardness of generalized label cover with large alphabet,
but applying alphabet reduction will be easier to carry out in the robust PCP framework.

7.2 Decodable PCP

We now describe the notion of a decodable PCP (dPCP) from [DH13], which will serve as our inner PCP in
the composition. It is sufficient to define dPCPs for the problem CircuitSATy; for our purposes, and as such
we focus the discussion on it. The problem CircuitSATYy; is concerned with circuits C' whose input is a string
from X". It will often be more convenient for us to think of circuits over large alphabet as the equivalent
Boolean circuit C': {0,1}*°% — {0, 1} in which each input wire of C is split into log || wires in C
in the obvious way. With this in mind, we define the circuit size of C' to be the size of C , and define the
CircuitSATyx (N, S) problem in the following way:

Definition 7.4 (Circuit-SAT). An instance of CircuitSATs,(N, S) is a circuit C : ¥N — {0, 1} of size at
most S. The goal is to decide whether there exists an input x € X such that C(x) = 1.
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Given an instance C of CircuitSAT, a probabilistically checkable proof for C' € CircuitSAT often takes
a string y such that C'(y) = 1 and encodes it using a probabilistically checkable proof. We refer to such a y
as an NP-witness of the fact that C' € CircuitSAT.

A standard PCP verifier for the language CircuitSAT would verify that the input circuit is satisfiable,
with the help of a PCP, which is typically (but not necessarily) an encoding of the NP-witness y. A PCP
decoder for CircuitSAT is a stronger notion. Just like a PCP verifier, it expects the PCP to be an encoding
of the NP witness. However, in addition to that, after performing its local check, a PCP decoder is expected
to decode back a location in the NP witness.

Definition 7.5 (PCP Decoders). A PCP decoder for CircuitSATs, over a proof alphabet o is a probabilistic
polynomial-time algorithm D that on input a circuit C : ¥¥ — {0,1} of size n and an index j € [k,
tosses r = r(n) random coins and generates (1) a sequence of ¢ = q(n) locations I = (iy,...,i4) in a
proof of length m(n) over the alphabet o and (2) a (local decoding) function f : 0?7 — ¥ U {L} whose
corresponding circuit has size at most s(n), referred to henceforth as the decision complexity of the decoder.

With this in mind we can now define decodable PCPs, where a verifier either rejects a proof, or decodes
a symbol that belongs to a small list of satisfying assignments for the CircuitSAT instance.

Definition 7.6. [Decodable PCPs] For functions § : 7+ — [0,1] and L : 7+ — 7, we say that a PCP
decoder D is a decodable probabilistically checkable proof (dAPCP) system for CircuitSATs, with soundness

error § and list size L if the following completeness and soundness properties hold for every circuit C' :
vk {0,1}:

* Completeness: For any y € X such that C(y) = 1 there exists a proof 1 € o™, also called a
decodable PCP, such that

]Sff[f(ﬂl) =y =1,

where j € (k| is chosen uniformly at random and I, f are distributed according to C; and the verifier’s
random coins.

* Soundness: For any © € o™, there is a list of 0 < £ < L strings y', ... ,y" satisfying C(y*) = 1 for
all i, and furthermore that
Prlf(m) ¢ {L,y},...,y5} <.

* Robust Soundness: We say that D is a robust dPCP system for CircuitSATy, with robust soundness
error 6, if the soundness criterion in can be strengthened to the following robust soundness criterion,

Ej.1,rlagr(mr, BAD(f))] <9,

where BAD(f) := {w € o9|f(w) ¢ {J_,yjl-, e ,yf}}.

7.3 Constructions of Decodable PCPs from Reed-Muller and Hadamard Codes

In this section we discuss two well-known constructions of decodable PCPs. These constructions are based
on classical primitives in PCP literature, and we include them in full details for the sake of completeness.
First, we have the following construction of dPCPs based on Hadamard codes.

Lemma 7.7. For all § > 0, for ¢ = 1/6°Y) and for all alphabets ¥, the language CircuitSATx.(N, S) has
a regular decodable PCP with the following parameters:
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1. Robust soundness error 9.
2. Proof alphabet size q.

Proof length ¢°S 9.

“

4. Randomness complexity O(S?log(q)).
5. Query complexity and decision complexity ¢°1°8 =),
6. List size 1/5°0),
Proof. Deferred to Appendix B.2. O
Second, we have the following construction of dPCPs based on Reed-Muller codes.

Lemma 7.8. For all 6 > 0 and all alphabets Y., CircuitSATx,(N, S) has a regular decodable PCP with the
following parameters:

1. Robust soundness error 0.

2. Proof alphabet size and proof length at most S oQ),

3. Randomness complexity at most O(log S).

4. Query and decision complexity at most (log(S))° g =D,
5. List size at most 1/6°0),

Proof. Deferred to Appendix B.3. O

8 The Final PCP: Putting it All Together

In this section we combine all the components from the previous sections to get a 2-query PCP of quasi-
linear size, constant alphabet and small soundness, thereby proving Theorem 1.2. We begin by presenting a
few tools from [Din07, DH13] that are necessary for us, namely their regularization and alphabet reduction
lemmas and their composition theorem.

8.1 Regularization Procedures for PCPs

First we state the following lemma [Din07, Lemma 4.2] to convert an arbitrary constraint graph to a 2-CSP
on a regular graph with constant degree.

Lemma 8.1. There exist constants c,k € N and a polynomial time procedure that when given as input a
2-CSP instance V over a constraint graph G’ with |V (G')|+|E(G")| = n over alphabet 3, outputs a 2-CSP
U’ over a constraint graph G' with |V (G")| < 2|E(G)| and |E(G")| = ©(kn) over alphabet ¥ such that,

* GG is k-regular.
 Ifval(V) =1 then val(¥’') = 1.

o Ifval(¥) =1— prhenval(¥V') <1—p/ec

42



Next we state a similar procedure that converts a robust PCP into a robust PCP that is also regular.
Additionally it also reduces the alphabet of a robust PCP.

Lemma 8.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all ¢ : 7+ — [0, 1], the following holds. Suppose
L has a robust PCP verifier V with randomness complexity r, query complexity q, proof length m, average
proof degree d, robust soundness error § over a proof alphabet 3.. Then L has a regular reduced robust PCP
verifier, which we shall denote by regular_(V') with:

* randomness complexity logm + log d,
* query complexity Cqlog |S|Y/4,
« proof length Cq?2" log |%|'/19,
s proof degree C /<%,

s proof alphabet of size at most C' /<5,

e and robust soundness error § + €.

8.2 PCP Composition

We need the following efficient and abstract composition theorem due to [DH13]:

Theorem 8.3. For all ¢ > 0 the following holds. Suppose 3SAT has a regular robust PCP verifier V' with
robust soundness error A, proof alphabet 3, query complexity Q, decision complexity S(n) and suppose
CircuitSATx,(Q, S(n)) has a robust PCP decoder D with proof alphabet o, robust soundness error 6 and
list size £. Then, 3SAT has a robust PCP verifier V! = V ® D, with query complexity O(q/e*), robust
soundness error AL + 4le + § and other parameters as stated in Table 1. Furthermore, if the PCP decoder
D is regular; then so is the composed verifier V.

Table 1: Parameters for Efficient Composition.

Vv D V' =V®D
Proof Alphabet Dy o o
Randomness Complexity | R r log M + r + log D
Query Complexity Q q ;14 - q
Decision Complexity S S 4s/e* + Dlog o
Proof Degree D d d
Proof Length M| m 2F .m
Robust Soundness Error | A 0 Al+4le+0
List Size - L -
Input Size n | S(n) n

Note that all the parameters (for V') with capitalized letters are functions of n and the parameters (for
D) with uncapitalized letters are functions of S(n). The parameters of the composed PCP should be read
accordingly.
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8.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We start from a known size efficient PCP construction; either the construction of [BS06] that has soundness
1 — 1/polylogn or or the construction of [Din07] that has soundness 1 — Q(1), will do. For a graph G =
(V, E), let size(G) = |V| + |E|. Below we state the result of [BS06] in its more convenient formulation in
terms of hardness of 2-CSPs; this formulation can be found in [Din07, Lemma 8.3].

Theorem 8.4. There exist constants c1,ca > 0 such that there is a polynomial time reduction mapping a
3SAT instance o of size n to a 2-CSP instance V over the graph G = (V, E) and alphabet Y. where

» We have size(G) < n(logn)® and |X| = O(1).
o If ¢ is satisfiable, then val(V) = 1.

e If v is not satisfiable, then val(¥V) < 1 — 0 L

logn)c2*

The work of [Din07] showed how to get to constant soundness while maintaining quasi-linear size.
Again we state her result in the more convenient 2-CSP formulation.

Theorem 8.5. There exist constants c1, ca, c3 > 0 such that there is a polynomial time reduction mapping a
3SAT instance o of size n to a 2-CSP instance V over the graph G = (V, E) and alphabet Y. where,

* size(G) < n(logn) and |X| = ca.
o If ¢ is satisfiable, then val(V) = 1.
e If v is not satisfiable, then val(¥V) < 1 — cs.

Using Dinur’s PCP in conjunction with Lemma 5.3, we get a 2-CSP instance with soundness 1 — Q(1)
whose constraint graph is the base graph of the complex from Theorem 2.13.

Lemma 8.6 (Theorem 1.10 restated). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all § € (0, 1) there exist constants
C, C" > 0 so that the following holds for all sufficiently large integers d and n. Let { X, } e n be the infinite
sequence of complexes from Theorem 2.13, where every X, is a d-dimensional complex on n/ vertices with
parameters q = @(logcl n') and ¢, that is constructible in time poly(n'). Then there is a polynomial time
reduction mapping any 3SAT instance ¢ of size n to a 2-CSP ¥ over the graph G = (X,»(1), X,/ (2)), for
some complex X, from the family, such that:

1. We have that n' < nlog® n, the alphabet ¥ satisfies that log(|%]) < quQ, and the decision complex-

. . . 2
ity of the constraints of U is at most ¢©% .

2. If v is satisfiable, then U is satisfiable.
3. If  is unsatisfiable, then val(¥) < 1 —e.

Proof. Applying Dinur’s reduction from Theorem 8.5 to ¢ and then applying the regularization procedure
in Lemma 8.1, in poly(n) time we get a 2-CSP ¥’ whose constraint graph G’ is k-regular for an absolute
constant k, with |V (G')] < nlog®M n, and alphabet size |¥/| = O(1). We have that val(¥’) = 1 if
val(p) = 1 and val(¥’) = 1 — ¢’ if val(p) < 1, for some universal constants ¢’ € (0,1).

We will now apply the polynomial time reduction in Lemma 5.3 to ¥’. This gives us a 2-CSP ¥ on
the constraint graph G = (X, (1), X,/ (2)), where X, is a d-dimensional complex with |V (G’)| < n’ <
05(1)|V (G")| and parameters ¢ = ©(log® n’) for some large enough constant C’ and é. The alphabet size
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of W satisfies log | S| = kq@@) log [¥/| = ¢°@*) and the decision complexity is kqC@) 3| = ¢O@) If ¥/
is satisfiable then so is ¥, and if val(¥’) < 1 — &’ then val(¥) < 1 — ¢ for some absolute constant £ > 0, as
required. "’ O

Now that we have a constant soundness PCP on the graphs underlying the complexes from Theo-
rem 2.13, we can apply the gap amplification procedure from Lemma 6.2 to get a 2-CSP with small sound-
ness (but large alphabet size). This uses the fact that these complexes support a direct product test with small
soundness.

Lemma 8.7. For all § € (0,1) there exist constants C,C’ > 0 so that the following holds for all suffi-
ciently large integers k,d and n. Let { X, },ven be the infinite sequence of complexes from Theorem 2.13,
where every X, is a d-dimensional complex on n' vertices with parameters q = @(logcl n') and ¢ that
is constructible in time poly(n’). There is a polynomial time reduction mapping a 3SAT instance @ of size
n to a generalized label cover instance U over the weighted inclusion graph (X, (k), X,y (V'k)) for some
n' < nlog® n, such that,

1. If ¢ is satisfiable, then V is satisfiable.

2. If v is unsatisfiable, then val(¥) < 4.
3. The left alphabet of U is ©F and right alphabet is sk for some alphabet Y. with log |X| < quz.

4. The projection map ¢4, gy associated to the edge (A, B) in ¥ is defined as: Vo € X1,(A), ¢a,)(0) =
o|p. Furthermore, for all A € X (k), the circuit complexity of checking membership in X1 (A) is at
most quQ.

Proof. Fix § and then fix k,d € N to be sufficiently large constants depending on J, as dictated by Theo-
rem 2.13 and Lemma 8.6. Applying the polynomial time reduction in Lemma 8.6 on ¢, we get a 2-CSP ¥’
on the weighted graph (X,,/(1), X,,/(2)), where X, is a d-dimensional complex from Theorem 2.13 with
n' < nlog®® n and parameters ¢ = @(logcl n) and 6. The alphabet size of ¥’ satisfies log |X| < qo(dz)
and the decision complexity is at most qo(dz). If ¢ is satisfiable then so is U’ and if not then val(¥’) < 1—¢
for some absolute constant € > 0.

Theorem 2.13 states that the (k,v/k)-direct product test on X, has soundness §. Thus applying the
polynomial time reduction in Lemma 6.2 on W’ we get a generalized label cover instance W with val(¥) < §
if val(¥’) < 1 — ¢ which is at most 1 — 44 (by lowering 0 if required). The other properties required of W
follow immediately from Lemma 6.2. O

We now apply alphabet reduction using the standard technique of proof composition of PCPs, and for
that we switch to the framework of robust PCPs using Lemma 7.3. Alphabet reduction for label cover
corresponds to query/decision complexity reduction for the equivalent robust PCP, therefore applying proof
composition with the PCP above as an outer PCP and the decodable PCP based on the Reed-Muller code
from Lemma 7.8 as an inner PCP, we can reduce the queries to poly(log log log n), while maintaining the
almost-linear size.

Lemma 8.8. For all 5 > 0 there exists C' € N, such that for sufficiently large n € N, 3SAT on n variables
has a regular robust PCP with proof length < n(logn)®, randomness complexity < logy(n) + Cloglogn,
query and decision complexity < (logloglogn)® and robust soundness error o.

'5One can check that the proof above works even if we apply the result of [BS06], Theorem 8.4, instead of Theorem 8.5, since
Lemma 5.3 only requires that val(¥’) < 1 — m to get the desired conclusion.
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Proof. Let ¢’ be a function of § that we will set later. Applying the polynomial time reduction in Lemma 8.7
on ¢ with soundness parameter ¢’ and parameters k, d chosen to be a large enough constants, we get a
generalized label cover instance W’ on the weighted graph (X, (k), X, (v'k)) for n’ < nlog®Y n, and
alphabet X satisfying, log |%| and decision complexity at most logo(l) n. Note that the distribution over the
left side of vertices in W’ equals ji5,, which is not uniform. The randomness complexity of sampling from fi,
is at most logs (|.X (d)|) 4 logs( (Z)) = logy (n1og® Y n), therefore we can replace the left side by putting in
a vertex for every random string. Now, using the equivalence between generalized Label Cover and robust
PCPs from Lemma 7.3 this gives us a robust PCP P, for 3SAT with the parameters in Table 2.

Now we can conclude by applying the composition from Theorem 8.3 with the Reed-Muller based dPCP
from Lemma 7.8. Our goal is to reduce the decision complexity of P, to poly(logloglogn). To get some
intuition of the parameters, note that one step of composition with the Reed-Muller dPCP roughly reduces
the original decision complexity D to roughly poly log(D), while increasing the proof size by a factor of
poly(D). Since the PCP P, has a decision complexity of polylogn, if we apply the composition twice we
will reduce the decision complexity to polylogloglogn, while incurring a factor of polylogn blow-up in size.

Regularizing: before applying composition we must ensure that we have a regular robust PCP with
constant-sized alphabet. The robust PCP P, produced in Lemma 8.7 may not have these properties. To
remedy this we first apply Lemma 8.2 with the parameter ¢’ that regularizes the PCP and also reduces its
alphabet while paying nominally in the proof length, to get the PCP verifier Ps/o'

A first composition step with Reed-Muller based robust dPCP: we apply composition, namely Theo-
rem 8.3, with the parameter £, = §"°! for large enough ¢; > 0, with the decodable PCP Dy, from Lemma 7.8
with soundness §; = §’°2 for small enough ¢y € (0, 1), to get the PCP verifier V; = P:a ® Ds, with sound-
ness &’ poly(%) + z—:lpoly(%) + 1 which is 6 for some constant ¢ € (0,1). The parameter evolution of
both these operations is summarized below in Table 2.

Table 2: Parameters after One Step of Composition with Reed-Muller dPCP.

P, P, Vi = P, ® Ds,
Proof Alphabet exp(polylogn) poly(1/¢") polylogn
Randomness Complexity | logy(npolylogn) | log(npolylogn) log(npolylogn)
Query Complexity 0(1) polylogn poly(%)(log log n)©(loe(1/4"))
Decision Complexity polylogn polylogn poly(%)(log log n)©(loe(1/4"))
Proof Length npolylogn npolylogn npolylogn
Robust Soundness Error o 20 5’

A second composition step with Reed-Muller based robust dPCP: we again apply the alphabet re-
duction procedure in Lemma 8.2 with the parameter 6’ to get a regular robust PCP verifier V3. After that
we apply one more step of composition, with the parameter 5 = §’°3, using the Reed-Muller dPCP Dj,
with the soundness parameter do = 6’“4. This gives us the regular robust PCP verifier Vo, = Vj ® Ds, with
soundness error 8¢ for some constant ¢ € (0,1). Setting &' = 6/¢ finishes the proof. The parameter
evolution is summarized below in Table 3.
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Table 3: Parameters after Second Step of Composition with Reed-Muller dPCP.

Vi Va = Vi ® D,
Proof Alphabet poly(1/¢") poly(%)(log log n)OUee(1/9))
Randomness Complexity log(npolylogn) log(npolylogn)

Query Complexity poly( % )(log log n)o(log(1/5’)) poly(%)(log log log n)O(log(l/(S))
Decision Complexity poly( % )(log log n)o(log(l/‘sl)) poly(%)(log log log n)O(log(1/5))
Proof Length npolylogn npolylogn
Robust Soundness Error 20’ )

O

The PCP construction in Lemma 8.8 is size efficient and has a moderately small alphabet size (which is
not constant yet). Thus, we now apply another step of query reduction and composition, this time using the
Hadamard code based dPCP as an inner PCP from Lemma 7.7. The result of this process will be a robust
PCP with constant query complexity and small soundness, which in the language of label cover corresponds
to constant size alphabet and small soundness, thereby establishing Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 8.9 (Theorem 1.2 restated). For all § > 0, there exists C > 0 and a polynomial time procedure
such that given an instance @ of 3-SAT of size n produces a label cover instance VU with the following
properties:

1. The size of W is at most nlog® n and the alphabet size of WU is at most poly(1/4).
2. If g is satisfiable, then val(V) = 1.
3. If ¢ is unsatisfiable, then val(¥) < 4.

Proof. Let & > 0 be a function of § that we will set later. Given a 3SAT instance ¢, using Lemma 8.8 we
get a robust and regular PCP P, with soundness ¢’. We first apply alphabet reduction using Lemma 8.2 with
the parameter ¢’ to get a robust PCP Pg with constant-sized alphabet. We then apply composition, with the
parameter §’°* for ¢; € (0,1) chosen to be a large enough absolute constant, and then apply composition
with the Hadamard-based decodable PCP from Lemma 7.7 with soundness 1, denoted by Ds, . This gives
us aregular PCP V' with constant query complexity and robust soundness error § by setting 6’ = 6¢ for some
absolute constant ¢ > 0. The evolution of parameters is summarized below in Table 4.

Table 4: Parameters after Composition with Hadamard dPCP.

P V =P, ® Dy,
Proof Alphabet poly(1/d") poly(1/0)
Randomness Complexity log(npolylogn) log(npolylogn)

Query Complexity poly(})(log log log n)©08(1/9) | (1/5)0 (g 1/9)
Decision Complexity | poly(4)(log log log n)?(1°e(1/9)) poly(1/0)
Proof Length npolylogn npolylogn
Robust Soundness Error 26 1)

Using Lemma 7.3 to view the robust PCP V' as a generalized label cover instance, gives us the instance
U as required. Note that this is a generalized label cover instance, with || < Os(1), but where for
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every vertex U € L the alphabet X1 (U) might be a subset of X;. To convert this to a usual Label cover
instance, we can simply allow the left alphabet to be all of 3y, where for every U € L we fix a mapping
Gy : X1 — X(U) with Gy (o) = o forall 0 € ¥1,(U), and interpret the prover’s assignment A(U) as the
assignment G (A(U)). Itis easy to see that the modified instance has the same soundness. O
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A Proof of Theorem 1.7

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.7 in the case of large alphabet . We first recall how
the proof proceeds in the case X = {0,1}. In that case, the argument consists of two parts. The first part
is the work of [BM24], which shows that complexes that possess coboundary expansion support a direct
product tester over ¥ = {0, 1}. The second part is the work [BLM24], which constructs sufficiently good
coboundary expanders using variants of the Chapman-Lubotzky complexes [CL23]. Combining the two
results gives Theorem A in the case that ¥ = {0, 1}.

The only part of the argument that changes for larger alphabets is the first one, and in particular [BM?24,
Theorem B.1]. Below we verify that the result of [BM24, Theorem B.1] in fact works for all 3, and com-
bined with [BLLM24] this implies Theorem 1.7. The main result of this section is the following strengthening
of [BM24, Theorem B.1]:

Theorem A.1. There is ¢ > 0 such that for all § > 0 there are m,r € N such that for sufficiently large
k, sufficiently large d and v small enough function of d the following holds. If a d-dimensional simplicial
complex X is a y-spectral expander and (m,r, 2_0(7),0) weak UG coboundary expander, then the direct
product test over X (k) with respect to every alphabet ¥ has soundness 6. Namely, if F: X (k) — £ passes
the (k,\'k) direct product tester with respect to X with probability at least 6, then there is f: X (1) — %
such that

Pr [A(F[A] fla) < 6] = poly(9).
~

A.1 Direct Product Testing over Moderately Sized Alphabets

In this section we prove Theorem 1.7 for “moderately large” alphabet. By that, we mean that final result
will depend on the alphabet size |X|. We use the notation from [BM24, Section 4], and more specifically:
the definition of agreement of a global function g : [d] — X with respect to G : X (k) — X*, denoted
by agr, (g, G), the definition of Unique-Games coboundary expansion, and the definition of list-agreement-
testing. We refer the reader to [BM24, Section 4] for a formal presentation of these notions.

Lemma A.2. There is ¢ > 0 such that for all 6 > O there are m,r € N such that for all R € N, sufficiently
large k, sufficiently large d and ~ small enough function of d the following holds. If a d-dimensional
simplicial complex X is a ~y-spectral expander and (m,r,exp(—o(r)), c) weak UG coboundary expander,
then the direct product test over X (k) with respect to every alphabet ¥ with |X| < R has soundness §.
Namely, if F: X (k) — XF passes the (k,\/k) direct product tester with respect to X with probability at
least §, then there is f: X (1) — X such that

JPr [A(F[A], fla) < 6] = poly(9).
~HE
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Note here that d is allowed to depend on the alphabet size, which means that || cannot be arbitrarily
large as a function of n or d. The proof of Lemma A.2 follows the argument in [BM24] closely. That proof
has two major components:

1. The first of which is [BM24, Lemma B.2], which reduces the 1% agreement testing problem to the
99%-list-agreement testing.

2. The second of which is [BM24, Lemma B.5], which deduces the soundness of the list-agreement test
from coboundary expansion.

Below we explain how to adapt each one of these components in the case of moderate size alphabets.

A.1.1 Modifying [BM24, Lemma B.2]

Their proof utilizes [AdIVKKO02, Theorem 1] that says that the value of a dense max-k-CSP is preserved
up-to small additive factors under sub-sampling of the variables of the CSP. This result is proved only for
CSPs over {0, 1}. Below we use the generalization of the statement from [AdIVKKO02] to larger alphabet
due to [BHHS11]. We state it in a format analogous to [BM24, Theorem 2.3] and show how it follows
from [BHHS11, Theorem 8.2].

Lemma A.3. Forall k, R € N and d > max(poly(k), poly log R), consider a k-CSP ¥ over the alphabet
[R] with (Z) constraints that each depend on a unique k-set of variables. Then

1 1
Pr val(V|p) —val(¥)| < —<| 21 -0 | —5 | .
o1 [PaiCIe) —val(9)] < ] (%)
Proof. Let ¢ = 1/d"/*. We start by proving that val(¥|g) is at least val(¥) — ¢ with high probability. Let

f be the maximizer of val(¥). Using Lemma 2.2, with the set of constraints B C ([g]) that f satisfies, we

get that,

kval(¥) k
QCS;[d][Val(‘MQ) <val(¥) — ¢] < i < Ji
U) +

For proving the other direction, let p denote Proc, ,a[val(¥]q) > val( v/C]. Combining with the

above equation, we can lower bound the expectation of val(¥|g) as follows,

k
chz[d] val(¥]q)] > p(val(¥) + VO + <1 ~ —p> (val(¥) — ().

To upper bound the expectation we use [BHHS11, Theorem 8.2] which asserts that

1
E |val(¥ <val(P) + —,
ch/z[d][ (¥]Q)] (V) 7

in the parameter regime under consideration here. Combining the lower and upper bound on the expectation
and solving for p we get that, p < O(1/C) as required. O

Analogously to [BM24, Lemma 4.12], Lemma A.3 implies the following result (we omit the formal
proof).
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Lemma A.4. For all k € N, alphabets ¥, d > max(poly(k), poly log |X|), and all functions G : ([Z}) —

YF that satisfy agr,(g,G) < a for all g: [d] — X, the following holds:

1 1
| >1= -
Bgi)};[d} max agry (9|5, Glp) < o+ d1/8} >1-0 <d1/8> :

We remark that the dependence of d on the alphabet size in the above lemma is ultimately why Lemma A.2
only works for moderately sized alphabet. Using this statement we get the following lemma that reduces the
1% agreement test to the 99% list agreement test.

Lemma A.5. For all 6 > 0, all alphabets ¥, for sufficiently large k,d € N, sufficiently small v compared
to d, some i € [1/6%°], and T = 1/tower;(1/5), the following holds. Suppose that X is a d-dimensional
simplicial complex which is a y-spectral expander, and F : X (k) — X¥ passes the (k, \/E)-agreement-test
with probability 0. Then, there exists lists (L[D]) pex(a) satisfying:

1. Short, non-empty lists: With probability 1 — O(7) over the choice of D ~ X(d), the list L[D] is
non-empty and has size at most O(1/5?).

2. Good agreement: For all D € X (d) and every f € L[D], we have that agr,(f, F|p) = Q(6'?) for
v =1/k0),

3. Distance in the lists: With probability at least 1 — O(1) over the choice of D ~ X (d), the list L[D]
has distance at least Q2(1/1og(1/7)).

Furthermore the lists above pass the List-Agreement-Test with parameter O (), with probability 1 — 7.

Proof. In the proof of [BM24, Lemma B.2], the direct product testing result for the complete complex
from [DGO08] is used to get a list of functions L[D], such that for most D ~ X (d) the lists satisfy properties
(1), (2) and (3) from the lemma statement. The result of [DGO0S8] is alphabet independent hence this part of
the proof ports over easily. To show that these lists are consistent with each other, i.e. they pass the list-
agreement-test, they use [BM24, Lemma 4.12] that asserts that the maximum agreement that GG has with any
global function g : [d] — {0, 1} doesn’t increase after restricting to a random subset B C4/o D with high
probability. We replace that invocation with the analogous statement for large alphabet— namely Lemma A.3
in place of [BM24, Lemma 4.12], gives us that the list-agreement test passes with probability 1 — 7. U

A.1.2 Modifying [BM24, Lemma B.5]

We now explain how the analysis of the list agreement testing problem is reduced to coboundary expansion,
again following the argument in [BM24] closely.

Lemma A.6. Assume there exists a collection of lists { L|D]} pe x (q) that satisfy the premise of Lemma A.5,
and assume that X is a y-spectral expander for y < 1/poly(d) and a weak (O(1/6'2),t,exp(—o(t)), c)
UG coboundary expander for t = ©(tower;_1(1/5)?). Then there exists G : X (1) — X such that

DNl}"(d) [A(G(D), L[D]) < 6/3] 21— O(c"? + exp(—Vt) + 7).

Proof. The proof uses the UG coboundary expansion of X to reduce the 99% list agreement testing problem
to the 99%-agreement testing problem on HDX. This part of the proof is alphabet-independent. It then uses
the result of [DK17] that showed soundness for the 99%-agreement test on HDX to get a global function G
that agrees with some element of the lists on D with high probability. It is easy to verify that the [DK17]
result holds for any alphabet X, therefore in the large alphabet case too we get a global function G as
required, finishing the proof of the lemma. O
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We can now prove Lemma A.2.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Combining Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6 we get that there are lists L[D] as in the
former lemma and a function G: X (1) — X as in the latter lemma. Sampling D ~ X (d) we get that
with probability at least 1/2 we have that G|p is §/3-close to some f € L[D]. Conditioned on that, with
probability at least 2(5'?) we have that A(f|x, F[K]) < v and A(f|k, G|k) < 26/3 — v, in which case
A(G|k, FIK]) < 0, as required. O

A.2 Direct Product Testing over All Alphabets

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem A.1 by a reduction to Lemma A.2. We start with a simple
claim that relates the singular value of a large induced subgraph in terms of the singular value of the full
graph.

Claim A.7. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and R : L*>(V) — L*(V) be a random walk with stationary
distribution p over V' and second singular value o. Then for all subgraphs H C V(G) with u(H) > 20,
the random walk Ry : L>(H) — L?*(H) defined as R conditioned on H, i.e.

Ruf(v)= E [f(u)lue H]

u~R(v)

has singular value at most O(o /pu(H)).

Proof. We know that the second singular value of R is o2(R) = sup FUT <{ T f>> and the same holds for R y.

Let f 1L 1€ L?(H) be a vector achieving o2(Rp) and define f € L%(Q) as the vector which is equal to f
on H and 0 outside it. Note that f is also perpendicular to I.

Let (u,v) ~ E(G) and (u,v) ~ E(H) denote an edge picked according to the random walk R and R iz
respectively. We have that,

(fiRuf) _ Buw~senlf(w)f(v)]
2

na(Rar) = St = S
B F@)h e o e H)
Eor [T ()2 € ]

__ Buwro [f(u)f(v)) Pryr(u € H]
Pr(u,v)wE(G) [u € Hwve H] ﬂzzm«[f(u)ﬂ .

By the expander mixing lemma we have that,

ol € Hv € H > p(H)? = oo(R)u(H)(1 — p(H)) > p(H)?/2.

Plugging this in we get,

o(Ru) <

We are now ready to prove Theorem A.1.

55



Proof of Theorem A. 1. We first explain the high level overview of the argument. Given the function F' that
passes the test with probability §, we choose a large constant R € Z, and create a function G: X (k) — [R]*
using a random hash function h : ¥ — [R]. We apply the direct product testing result, Lemma A.2 on G
to get a global function g agreeing with G on a large fraction of k-sets. Then using g we finally deduce a
global function f taking values in X that agrees with F on a large fraction of k-sets.

Hashing to smaller alphabet: Given § we choose d; < § appropriately, and then set 7; = poly(d1) as
dictated by Lemma A.2, and finally choose R >> 1/7;. The constants k, d for the complex are chosen to be
large in terms of d1, d, R as required by Lemma A.2. To summarize our parameters satisfy,

d>0>m>1/R>1/k>1/d

Fix such a choice henceforth. Let i : ¥ — [R] be a randomly chosen function. For A € X let h(A)
denote the string obtained by applying h to every coordinate separately. Consider the function Gy, : X (k) —
[R]k defined as G, = h o F. We know that the distance between two distinct strings S1, S € Xt can only
decrease under hashing, therefore for every h, (G5, passes the agreement test with probability > §. Moreover

for all S1 # Sy € X4, Prp[A(R(S1), h(S2)) < A(S1, S2) — 81] < 5%}2 < ﬁ. Therefore,

1
E P A(Gy[A]lB, GilA < A(F[A]l, FlA -9 < —. 5
. wafﬂ)[ (GulAlls, Gul[A]lB) < A(F[A]|p, FIA']| ) — 61] NGz ©)
AA' DB

Fix any hash function & for which the inner probability above is at most 1/ V/R. Since G}, passes the agree-
ment test with probability J, we can apply the agreement testing result for moderate alphabet, Lemma A.2,
with d; to get a function ¢ : X (1) — [R] such that

Pr [A(Gh[A] <01 =m.
ANXF(k)[ (GrlA], gla) < 61] = m
Let A = {A € X (k) : A(Gr[A],g]a) < 61}; then the above inequality translates to p(A) > 7. For each
A € A, applying Chernoff-type bound gives that

Pr  [A(GhlA]|B,glB) <20 | Ae A >1—exp(—VEk).
B~X(Vk)
ADyB

From here on we will draw the tuple (B, A, A’) from the distribution B ~ X (v'k), A, A’ >}, B and omit
this notation. Applying the triangle inequality and a union bound we get,

JPr [AGH[All 5, Gl A 5) <481 | A, A" € A > 1 — exp(—Vk). (©)

vk
now show that F'[A]|p, F[A’]|p are close, analogously to (6), and for that we use (5) and a union bound as

follows:

By the expander mixing lemma we have that Prp 4 4/[A, 4" € A] > pu(A)? — O (i> > poly(n). We

/ /
SPr JAF[A] 5 FLA|p) > 561 | A, 4 € A

< Pr [AF[A]lg, F[ATp) > A(GhlA]lp, GalA[5) + 61 | A, A" € A
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+ BBI‘AI[A(G;L[A”B,Gh[A/”B) > 46 ‘ A, A€ .A]

1
< -
poly(m)VR

where the last inequality holds since R, k are both much larger than 1, § and therefore also poly (7).

For the rest of the proof it will be convenient to work with the simplicial complex Y (k) = A and its
downward closure, endowed with the set of measures {;};c[x], Where 7 is the conditional distribution
1k |A, and as is usually the case, for all i < k, m; is defined as A ~ m, I C; A. Rewriting the above
equation we get that F' passes the direct-product test (allowing for approximate equality on the intersection)
with probability close to 1:

+ exp(—\/E) < 01,

P A(F[A]|B, F[A 501] < d1. 7
JE1 A FIA ) > 53] < 6 g
AA' DB

We will use this observation to find a global function f that agrees with " on Y (k). The proof is essentially
the same as proving the soundness of the direct product test on HDX in the 99% regime. We use Claim A.7
to get that the relevant random walks on Y have good expansion since they are derived from restricting X
to A which has large measure.

Finding a global function on Y (1): To find a global function that agrees with ' on Y (k), let us first
define a set of good indices in I C Y'(1) as follows:

1. For every i € Y (1) define the quantity, p; := Pr 5_y. 54, [F[A]|; # F[A]i]. If p; > /661, do
BCA,A'~Y (k)
not include ¢ in I.

2. Consider p;(.A), the measure of A in the link of i (with respect to X). Do not include ¢ in I if

pi(A) < p(A)/2.

Let A; := {A € A | i € A} which also equals Y;(k — 1). Our global function f is defined as: f(i) =
Maj(F[A]|; | A ~ A;) if the majority exists and arbitrary otherwise.

For every 7 € I, we will show that this is an overwhelming majority, i.e. with high probability over
A ~ A;, FA]l; = f(i). To do so we will first bound the second singular value of the down-up random
walk R; on Y;(k — 1) defined as: B ~ Y;(vVk —1),B C A, A’ ~ Y;(k — 1). Let R/, be the random walk:
B~ X;(Vk—1),B C A, A" ~ X;(k—1). One can check that R; = R | A, A’ € A;. Lemma 2.8 implies
that the second singular value of R/ is bounded by O(1/k). Since p(A;) > p(A)/2 > 1/k, by Claim A.7
we get that the induced random walk R; has singular value o2(R;) < O(1/ku(A;)) < 1/VE.

We are ready to prove that f(7) agrees with F'[A]|; for most A ~ A;. For every o € ¥ let A; , be the set
of A € A; where F[A]|; = o and let 7; , denote its measure inside Y;(k — 1). Using Cheeger’s inequality
we get that,

!
— . . > — . . — T A
5 ( 7 1:/))1“N Z[A c .AZ,U,A Qé -Az,a] = (1 )\Q(Rz))ﬂ'lﬂ(l 7TZ70)

Using that \y(R;) < 1/ vk and summing up the above over o € 3 we get,

! Z Pr (A€ Aig, A ¢ Aio] > (1-1/VE)(1 - > 72,).

(AA)~R;
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The LHS above is equal to Pri4 a)r,[F[A]l; # F[A']|;] which equals p;. By the assumption that i is
in I, p; is less than /601 so rearranging the above equation we get max, m;, > 1 — O(\/a) Since
f(i) = argmax, m; , it follows that

Pr[FA]li = f(i)] 2 1 - O(\/61). ®)

A~ (k1)

Bounding the measure of / C Y (1): We bound the measure of I, 7 (1), by showing that each of the two
conditions defining I is violated with small probability. Let us start with condition (1). First we bound the
expectation of p; as follows,

E |p] = Pr [F[A]; # F[Al;l= E [A(F[A]|p, F[4 < 501,
M(l)[p] YR [F[A]]; # FIAT]i] BNYW)[ (F[A]lB, F[A][B)] 1
B~Yi(VE—1) A,A'>B
AA'DB

where we used (7) in the last inequality. Applying Markov’s inequality we get that,
Pr [pi > 651] < /607.
i~Y (1)
Now we will bound the probability of violating condition (2). Using Lemma 2.2 we have that,

MA)] ( 1 > 1
P i(A) < <0 < )
X (1) [“ W= k) S Vk

We can translate this bound to ¢ ~ Y'(1) in a straightforward way:

WA _ AHi(A) pAT 1T pA] 1
P [m(AKT}_g%)m(z)MA)1[MZ<A)< }<2iP [MZ(A)s }< .

By a union bound we conclude that

Pr [i¢l]<0<%>+\/@§\/57 )

i~Y (1)

Direct-Product Test Soundness on Y: We are ready to conclude that A(F[A], fla) < 5i/ * for a large
fraction of A ~ Y (k). We do so by calculating the expectation of A(F'[A], f|a):

AEAFALAA = EE DIFANL# O]

= E [ Pr [FIA#F@)]

i~Y (1) A~Yi(k—1)

JPrliglle E[Pr o (FLAL £ £ i€ )

S Vi,
where we used (9) and (8) in the last inequality. Applying Markov’s inequality we get

Pr [A(F[A <M =1-006YY.
ANYT(k)[ ( [ ],f|A) 51 ] 0(51 )

N

Moving from the complex Y to the complex X we conclude that

W AL 1) <8 > wA) 1 - 06 ™") > 3

which gives us the desired conclusion if we set §; = ©(5%). O
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B Construction of Decodable PCPs

In this section we prove Lemmas 7.7 and 7.8. Both constructions are based on low-degree testing, and in
Section B.1 we begin by covering the necessary background about it. In Section B.2 we construct a decod-
able PCP that has exponential size but constant alphabet size, establishing Lemma 7.7. This construction is
based on the Hadamard Code. In Section B.3 we construct a decodable PCP that has polynomial size and
quasi-polynomial alphabet size, establishing Lemma 7.8. This construction is based on the Reed-Muller
code.

B.1 Preliminaries of Low Degree Testing

Let [ be a finite field. A linear plane P C F™ is associated with two points z,y € ™ and is equal to the
set P = {t1x + toy : t1,ta € F}. Suppose f : ™ — [ is a purported linear function. Let .4 be an oracle
that assigns every plane P in [™ a linear function A(P) that is supposedly the restriction of f onto P. Then
one can perform the following “plane-vs-point” test to verify if f is indeed linear.

Definition B.1. Given a function f : F™ — [ and a planes oracle A the plane-vs-point tester proceeds as
follows:

1. Sample a uniformly random linear plane P C I and a random point x € P.
2. Accept if A(P)(x) = f(z), reject otherwise.

In general we can perform a subspaces-vs-point test given an arbitrary distribution over subspaces that
is well-behaved in the following sense:

Definition B.2. Let 7 be a distribution over tuples of vectors (x1,...,x;) € [Ff]. Abusing notation, we
use T to also denote the induced distribution of span(x1,...,x;) where (x1,...,x4) are sampled ac-
cording to m. Let Dy be the joint distribution over (span(z1,...,xt), P) where (x1,...,x;) ~ m and
P = span(}_ cizi, Y cx) for ¢;, ¢, € F, chosen independently and uniformly. Let Dy be the distribu-
tion over (S, P) where a plane P is drawn uniformly from I and ) is then drawn from  conditioned on
containing P. We say that m is n-good if the total-variation distance of D1 and Ds is at most 1.

The following linearity-testing theorem, first proved in [HWO1], provides a list-decoding guarantee for
the plane-vs-point linearity test. One can get soundness for the generalized subspaces-vs-point test using
a simple reduction, so long as the associated distribution over subspaces is good. We use a version of the
linearity-testing as stated in [MROS].

Lemma B.3. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. For all m € Z and primes q that are large
enough the following holds. Let | be a field of size q and let § € (0, 1) be such that § > %. For any function

[ F™ — [, there exists a list of linear functions L1, Lo, ..., L; fort = O (5%) such that the following
holds for any planes oracle A (even for a randomized one):

(B AP @) # @) Vi € 1) Lilp = AP)) > 1= 0.

Furthermore the same holds for subspaces ) sampled from an n-good distribution T,

A,Q~P7rr,xeﬂ [AQ)(z) # f(x)VIie[t],Lip=AP)]>1-6 —n.
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Proof. The proof of the first statement can be found in [HWO01, MRO0S8], and we provide a proof of the
second statement by reducing it to the first.

Let 7 be an 7-good distribution over subspaces and let .4 be any subspace oracle. Consider a randomized
planes oracle B defined as follows: given a plane P, B(P) is defined as A(Q2)|p for Q ~ 7 | 2 D P. By the
soundness of linearity testing, there is a list of ¢ = poly(1/0) linear functions L1, ..., L; such that

o P [B(P)@) = f(@) V3, Lilp = BP) 2 1- 5.

Let D; and D be the distribution over (€2, P) as specified in Definition B.2. Rewriting the above we get,

- 9
By, AQ@) = F@) V3 Llp = AQ)P] 21 5,

and since 7 is 7-good we conclude that

: 5
AOEED [A@Q)(@) = f(2) v 3i: Lilp = AQ)p] > 1 -5 —n.

Above we have the agreement of L; with A(2) on a random P chosen from (2 instead of over all of (2.
However, by a standard Schwartz-Zippel argument, for any ¢ and 2, since P contains a random point in 2
we get

1
Pr [L; M ALilp = AQ < -
PrlLi# A©) A Lilp = A@)lp) < _
Hence, by a union bound over ¢, we have:
. 1) t
WP A@)@) = f@) VI Lla = A@] 21 -5 —n- < >1-d-n. O

Suppose that now we want to verify whether a function f : F”* — [ has degree at most d. Let A be an
oracle that assigns every affine plane P C [ (namely, a set of the form P = {z + t1y + toz | t1,t2 € F}
for some z,y,z € ™) a polynomial of degree at most d, denoted by A(P). The polynomial A(P) is
supposedly the restriction of f onto P. Then one can perform the same plane-vs-point test as above. The
theorem below, first proved in [RS97], provides a list-decoding guarantee for the plane-vs-point test, and
by the same reduction as above we also get soundness for the subspaces-vs-point low-degree test. The
analogous statement for 7-good distributions for subspaces follows by a reduction to the plane-vs-point test
along the lines of the proof of Lemma B.3, hence we omit it.

Lemma B.4. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Let F be a field of size q. Let m,d € 7>°
4
and § € (0,1) be such that 6 > (de> . For any function f : '™ — [, there exists a list of polynomials

Q1,Qo,...,Q: of degree at most d where t = O (%), such that the following holds for any planes table A
(even a randomized one):

A(P)(2) # f(a) v 3i € [t],Q; [p= A(P)] > 1 6.

Pr
A,P,xeP
Furthermore the same holds for subspaces sampled from an n-good distribution ,

ol o AO@) # fl@) v Ei € 1], Qi [p= AP)] 21 =0 —n.
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B.2 Proof of Lemma 7.7: Hadamard-based dPCP

In this section we build a dPCP for Circuit-SAT that encodes a satisfying assignment of n bits using 20(n?)
symbols from an alphabet of size O(1). Our reduction goes through the Quadratic Equations problem,
defined as follows:

Definition B.S. An instance (X, E) of Quadratic Equations over a field [, abbreviated as QE,, ,(F), is a
system of m quadratic equations E in the variables X = (x1,...,x,) and the goal is to decide whether the
system is satisfiable or not. The value of an instance Q) of QE is the maximum fraction of equations satisfied
by any x € [ and is denoted by val(Q).

Lemma B.6 (Lemma 7.7 restated). Forall 6 > 0, forq =1/ 8°M) and for all alphabets X, the language
CircuitSATx, (N, S) has a regular decodable PCP with the following parameters:

1. Robust soundness error 9.
. Proof alphabet size q.

. Proof length qO(S2).

. Query complexity q©(1°8 =],

O(log [Z)

2

3

4. Randomness complexity O(S?log(q)).
b}

6. Decision complexity ¢ .

7. List size 1/600).

Proof. We start with an overview of this proof. We reduce the CircuitSAT problem to Gap-Quadratic-
Equations (QE) over [, i.e. the problem of deciding whether a system of quadratic equations over [ is
satisfiable or has value at most O(1/q). Then we reduce this to Gap-Generalized Label Cover, with the
right side of vertices being points in [FZJF”2 and the left side of vertices is low-dimensional subspaces,
where n is the number of variables in the QE instance (). The assignment X € [y to @ is thought of as
coefficients of a linear function; in fact, to facilitate checking quadratic equations in X we encode the vector
(X, X%9?) ¢ [FZ”F"Q using the Hadamard code. The prover is supposed to provide the evaluation of this
function on the left and right side of vertices. Additionally the left side is constructed so that it contains a
random equation and vectors corresponding to the locations of X that the verifier wants to decode at. Using
the soundness of linearity testing, by querying a random left vertex and a random right vertex inside it, the
verifier can reject if the prover assignment is not an evaluation of (X, X®2) or if X does not satisfy Q. If it
does not reject, then with high probability, it is able to decode the required values of X.
We now proceed to the formal proof.

Reduction to Quadratic Equations: Let ¥ = [r] and C be an instance of CircuitSATx (N, S), i.e. C'is a
Boolean function, C : ¥~ — {0, 1} also represented by an S-sized circuit C' that computes the equivalent
function, C' : {0,1}V1°8" — {0,1}. Let the ¥-valued variables be denoted by Y = (y1,...,yn), and
each y; is associated to a block of log  Boolean variables, denoted by (Z(i,1)7 <o Z(ilog r))- We will use this
identification to move back and forth between the Y and Z variables.

Let us start by reducing the CircuitSAT problem to QE([F2) while preserving satisfiability. This reduction
is standard, following the proof of the Cook-Levin theorem. Formally, we get an instance Q1 = (X, F1)
on n = O(S) Boolean variables denoted by X = (Z, B) (where B is a set of auxiliary variables that the
reduction produces) and m; = O(n) equations, and we have the property that X is a satisfying assignment
for @ if and only if 7 is satisfies the circuit C.
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Generating a gap for QE: Fix a prime number ¢ € N with ¢ = 1/6¢ for a large enough absolute constant
C > 0to be chosen later. Firstly, consider the instance Q2 = (X, E2) over [, where Ey = E; U {3:22 -1 =
O}ie[n] with |E3| = ma. It is easy to see that X is a satisfying assignment for £} if and only if it satisfies
Es. Let C be any linear code with the generating matrix G € F**™? with m = O(mz) and distance
> 1—2/q (such a code can be constructed in polynomial time by concatenation of standard error correcting
codes). Then consider the instance Q = (X, E) with |E| = m, where the j*"-equation in E is the linear
combination of equations from 1 where the kth equation is multiplied by G ;. If X satisfies ()1 then it
also satisfies (J2, but if ()1 is unsatisfiable then using the distance of C' we get that every assignment X
satisfies at most 2/¢-fraction of the equations in E, i.e. val(Q2) < 2/q.

Construction of Label-Cover Instance: We now construct a generalized label cover instance ¥ using
the Hadamard code. The left vertex set L of U, is (logr 4+ O(1))-dimensional linear subspaces of [F;”r"2
endowed with a distribution 77, and the right side R is points in [FZJF"Q.

To describe 77, we start with some notation. Recall that the i** variable y; for i € [N] is associated to
a block of variables (z(; 1, - - - 2(; log r)) Whose indices are a subset of [n]. Each variable Z(i,k) corresponds
to the vector €(; 1) € [FT'”2 that has a 1 in the (¢, k)-location (that occurs in the first block of n indices)
and 0 everywhere else. Let S; = {€(; ) : k < logr}. Additionally, let the j*-equation in E be (X, X ®
X), Ej) = bj; for some E; € [F;‘*"Q,bj €y

To pick a random vertex from 7, sample i ~ [N],j ~ [m], y ~ [7, 2,2 ~ [l-_fl”r"2 and then pick the
subspace €2; ;. . C [FZJF”2 defined as span(S;, £}, (y,0), (0,4 ® y), z,2’). For notational convenience,
we drop the subscript in {2 when clear from context.

We now discuss the alphabets for U, also viewed as a prover assignment. As an assignment to the
right-side, the prover is supposed to provide us with a linear function L = (A, A ® A) mapping a point
Ce [F:I”F"2 to (L,C) = Zie[n} C;L; + Zi,je[n} CijLi;, where A is a satisfying assignment for (). On the
left side the prover is supposed to provide the restriction of L to each subspace. Formally,

1. Right Alphabet: For each point in V = [FZ+"2 the prover provides a value in [,. That is, an
assignment of the prover to the vertics on the right side is thought of as a points oracle f : [FZJF"Q —
Fy

2. Left Alphabet: For each subspace €2, ; ,, . . the prover provides a degree 1 polynomial A(2) via its
coefficients (dim(2)-many) on the subspace. For convenience of notation we represent .4(€2) as a
vector in [Fg+”2, although this choice is not unique. The evaluations of A({2) must satisfy,

* (A(), Ej) = b;.
* (A(Q), 0,y ® y)) = (A(Q), (4, 0))*.

Note that the right alphabet size is ¢ and left alphabet size is at most ¢
following PCP decoder-— at input i € [N],

O(log™) " Given this we have the

1. Randomly sample §2; j ., . . ~ wpliand & ~ €, - 0.

2. If (A(Q),z) # L(z) output L, else output the symbol F'(2,x2) € X corresponding to the tuple
(<A(Q)v g(i,1)>7 R (A(Q)7 g(i,logr)>)'
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Completeness: Suppose the CircuitSAT instance C' we started with is satisfiable, and let A’ be a satisfying
assignment. In that case the QE instance () we generated is satisfiable, and we can pick an assignment B
to the auxiliary variables so that the assignment A = (A’ B) satisfies ). Assign the right-side of the label
cover according to the linear function L = (A, A ® A), i.e. every point v € V is assigned the value (L, v).
For each subspace 2 € U assign the linear function A(2) = L|q. Itis easy to check that the left assignment
satisfies all the conditions that the left alphabet is supposed to. Furthermore,

’L'\]?[JI;T] [F(Q,z) = (A(i,1),...,A(i,logr))] = 1.

Qi iy, ~mLli

; /
%:7,Y,2,2

Soundness: We will now verify the soundness condition, and assume that the initial CircuitSAT instance
C is unsatisfiable. Fix an assignment f to the right vertices of the label cover instance. We start by verifying
that the distribution 7, is good.

Claim B.7. The distribution 71, is O(1/q)-good.

Proof. Consider the distribution D; that samples €); ; ,, » .» ~ ™ where

injvyvzvz/ = span(SZ7 E]’ (y7 0)7 (07 y ® y)? Z? Z/)7

and then samples P C 2 with

—

! = / / /
P = span(c1€(; 1) + ... + Cryaz + Cry52', 1€ 1) oo Gy + CisZ)

for uniformly and independently chosen ¢;, ¢, € F,. If ¢,44,c, 5 are both not equal to zero and both
2,2 # 0, which happens with probability at least 1 — O(1/q), then the marginal on P ~ D; is the same
as a uniformly random plane. Therefore the total variation distance between the distributions P ~ Dy, ) ~
D1|P and P ~ Dy, ~ Ds| P is at most O(1/q), as required. O

By Claim B.7 we may use Lemma B.3 to get a list of linear functions Ly, ..., L; € [FZJF"Q fort =0 (6%)
such that for all plane oracles A,

0 1
gr [(A(2),z) # f(x) Vv 3jsuchthat Lj|o = AQ)] > 1 — 1 ) <—> . (10)
s T q
We will now prune the above list of linear functions so that we are only left with L; such that:
1. Lj = (A;j,A; ® Aj) for some A; € Fy.
2. L; satisfies the quadratic system @, i.e. (L;, Ej) = by, for all k € [m].

Denote by Good the set of indices j € [t] for which L; satisfies both of the conditions above. First note that
if L; is good then A; is a satisfying assignment for (). Therefore let us bound the probability that for some
J ¢ Good, A(Q?) = Lj|q.

Fix such an index j. Suppose condition (1) is violated for L; = (A;, B;), i.e. B; # A; ® A;. Then
consider the degree 2 polynomials B;(y) = (Bj,y ® y) and Ai(y) = (4; @ Aj,y @ y) = (4;,9)°
for y € [y. By the Schwartz-Zippel lemma B;(y) # Aj(y) for at least <1 - %)—fraction of y. Since
Q ~ 7, contains a random y we get that (L, (0,y ® y)) # (A, y)?, thus implying that (L;, (0,y ® y)) #
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(Lj, (y,0))? with probability at least 1 — O(1/q) over mz,. However, since our assignment A always satisfies
(A(), (0,y @ y)) = (A(Q), (y,0))?, we see that the probability, for a random 2, that L;|o = A(Q) is at
most O(1/q).

Let us now suppose that L; violates (2). Then it can only satisfy %—fraction of the equations in E since
val(@) < % (when it is unsatisfiable). Again since a random 2 contains a random equation E ~ FE, and
A(Q) satisfies Ej,, we get that L;|o = A(£2) with probability at most O(1/q). Thus, we have shown that
for any bad L,

Pr(L; o= A@)] £ 1/q.

Hence, a simple union bound gives us that a modification of (10) holds,

Pr[{A(Q).2) # [(2) V3] € Good : Ljla = A(@)] > 1 - g _0 <§> >1- g (an

where the last inequality holds by choosing ¢ > €(1/6%). Reformulating (11) we get that there is a list of
satisfying assignments (A;);jecGood for @ such that for all A,

N

P[zr\/] [F(Q,2) e {L} U{(A4;(,1),...,A;(i,logr)): j € Good}] > 1 —
yTr |

) (12)
Q

4,5:Y,2,2

N RN

which completes the proof of soundness of W.

Modifying ¥ to be regular: The label cover instance ¥ may not be regular, but this is easy to fix as we
explain now. First for simplicity we put in a vertex on the left for every choice of randomness so that we now
have a uniform distribution over the left-side of vertices (instead of 7r7). Note that the degree of a subspace
Q on the left is equal to g™ therefore we can make it regular by throwing away the subspaces that have
small dimension, which are at most a O(1/q)-fraction of all the subspaces.

To make the instance right-regular first note that the distribution on the right side of ¥ is € := O(1/q)-
TV-close to uniform (the proof is the same as that of Claim B.7). Let d,, be the degree of u € R, let d be the
average right degree, and let N be the number of vertices on the right. We discard the right vertices u for
which |d,, — d| > d\/e, which is at most < /e-fraction of all points in [FZJF"Q. Next we add some dummy
vertices on the left, and then to each vertex on the right we add at most \/2d edges to the dummy vertices
so that the resulting right vertex set is regular. By discarding the high-degree vertices on the right we might
have ruined the left regularity by a bit, so we add some dummy vertices on the right to bring the left degree
back to the original. This whole operation costs us at most 1/,/g in the soundness, which means that (12)
holds with probability > 1 — .

Converting to a robust PCP: Using the equivalence between generalized Label Cover and robust PCPs
in Lemma 7.3, one gets that this is a regular robust decodable PCP, thus finishing the proof. O

B.3 Proof of Lemma 7.8: Reed-Muller based dPCP

In this section we build a dPCP for CircuitSATy; that has polynomial size and uses an alphabet of quasi-
polynomial size. We follow the exposition from the lecture notes [HS10] very closely.
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B.3.1 Zero on Subcube Test

The Zero-on-Subcube Testing problem is the following: given a subset H C [ and a function f we want to
testif f = 0 on H™ and deg(f) < d. This section contains several helpful tools about the zero-on-subcube
testing problem, and as the proofs are straightforward we omit them. The claim below is a useful starting
point in designing a local test for this problem.

Claim B.8. A polynomial f of degree at most d is identically zero over H™ if and only if there exist poly-
nomials Py, Py, ..., Py, of degree at most d such that

flx) = ZgH(ac,-)P,-(xl,xg, cey T,
i=1

where gg(x) denotes the univariate polynomial ], ¢ (x — h).

Let us now state a local test for verifying if f = 0 on H™ along with deg(f) < d. Let A be a planes
oracle such that for each affine plane P, A(P) is an (m + 1)-tuple (Py, P1, P, ..., P,,) of polynomials of
degree at most d such that

Py=Y gu(zi)P;.
i
Similarly let f be a points oracle that is an (m + 1)-tuple of functions f = (f, f1,..., fm) from F™ to .
Definition B.9. The zero-on-subcube test then proceeds as follows,
1. Sample an affine plane P uniformly at random and a random point x from it.
2. Query the planes oracle for A(P) and the points oracle for f(x).
3. Accept iff A(P)(z) = f(z).

It is easy to prove the soundness of the Zero-on-Subcube test using the soundness of the plane-vs-point
test, namely Claim B.8, and an application of the Schwartz-Zippel lemma.

Lemma B.10. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Let V be a field of size q, let H C [, let
(4
m,d € 7% and let § € (0,1) be such that § > (W) . For any function f : F™ — [, there exists

a list of polynomial maps Q) | . . . ,w, with deg(Q™) < d and Q) = 0 on H™, where t = O (%) such
that the following holds for any planes oracle A (even for a randomized one):

P AP @) £ @) V3 [1.Q0 = AP)| 214

Furthermore the same holds for subspaces sampled from an n-good distribution ,

P o [AQ@) £ T(@) V3 € [1.Q0 [p= AQ)] > 1-5—n.

Proof. The proof can be found in [HS10]. O

65



B.3.2 Proof of Lemma 7.8

In this section we prove Lemma 7.8, restated below.

Lemma B.11 (Lemma 7.8 restated). For all 6 > 0 and all alphabets 3, CircuitSATx,(N, S) has a regular
decodable PCP with the following parameters:

1. Robust soundness error 0.

2. Proof alphabet size and proof length at most S oQ),

3. Randomness complexity at most O(log S).

4. Query and decision complexity at most (log(S))° g =D,

5. List size at most 1/5°0),
Proof. The proof is broken into several steps.

Reduction to 3-SAT: Let ¥ = [r]| and C be an instance of CircuitSATx (N, S), i.e. C is a Boolean func-
tion, C : ¥V — {0,1} also represented by an S-sized circuit C that computes the equivalent function,
C:{0,1}Vlee™ _ 10,1}, Let the ¥-valued variables be denoted by Y = (y1, ...,y ), and each y; is asso-
ciated to a block of log r Boolean variables, denoted by (Z(Ll)’ -5 2(3,]og ,,)). We will use this identification
to move back and forth between the Y and Z variables.

Let us start by reducing the CircuitSAT problem to 3-SAT while preserving satisfiability, again using the
Cook-Levin reduction. Formally, we get a 3-SAT instance ¢ on n = O(S) Boolean variables denoted by
X = (z,b) where b is a set of auxiliary variables that the reduction produces, and we have the property that
X is a satisfying assignment for ¢ if and only if Z satisfies C.

Arithmetization: Next, we perform an “arithmetization” procedure on . Let [ be a field of size ¢ =
log® n, for some large absolute constant C' > 0 to be chosen later. Fix any subset H of [ such that H
contains {0,1}, |H| = O(log n) and there is an integer m = O (log n/loglogn) such that |[H|™ = n; we
will identify [n] with H™ and use these interchangeably. We will get a polynomial representation of the
formula . For each possible clause of 3 variables, the polynomial encodes whether the clause belongs to ¢
or not. We think of the formula ¢ as a function mapping [n]® x {0,1}? to {0, 1} as follows:

e by by b3 - .
1 ifwx, VitV is a clause in ¢,

0 otherwise,

@(i7j7k7b17b27b3) = {

where 3:? and ajll represent the negative and positive instances of z;, respectively. Since we have identified
H™ with [n] and H contains {0, 1}, we can think of ¢ as a function from H3™3 to [ (define ¢ to be 0
outside the points mentioned above). As in the case of the assignment, we can define a polynomial ¢ over
3m + 3 variables of degree O(m|H]|) that agrees with ¢ on H3™. Similarly, every Boolean assignment
A : [n] — {0,1} can also be thought of as a function mapping H" to . Let A(x) also denote the
polynomial of degree O(m/|H|) on F™ that agrees with A when evaluated on inputs from H™. Given the
polynomials ¢ and A define p, 4 on F3m+3 as follows,

P, A1, 7, k, b1, ba,b3) = @(i, J, k, by, ba, b3) (A(i) — b1)(A(j) — b2)(A(k) — b3).
Note that deg(p, 4) < O(m|H|). We have the following claim (we omit the straightforward proof).

Claim B.12. Let A be any polynomial defined on m variables. Assume the polynomial p, A is constructed
from A as above. Then, p,, A is identically zero on H 3m+3 if and only if A|gm is a satisfying assignment for
the formula .
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Construction of Label-Cover Instance: Given ¢ we will construct the label cover instance W. The left-
side L will be O(log r)-dimensional linear subspaces of [3™*3 endowed with a distribution 77, and the right
side R will be F3™*3, First define the linear map p : 33 — [3m+3 a5

P(Lj, ka b17 b27 b3) = (k7i7j7 b17b27 b3)

Recall that the i variable for i € [N] is associated to a block of variables {(i,1),..., (i,logr)} C [n]
which in turn corresponds to a log r-sized set S; C H™. To pick a random subspace from 7y, first sample
i ~ [N], extend each element in S; randomly to 3m + 3 coordinates to get a log r-sized set S; C F3m+3,
Then sample y,y’, z ~ F™, and 2z’ ~ [ such that the first m coordinates of 2’ are the same as the first m
coordinates of z and the remaining coordinates are uniformly chosen from [F2m+3. Then pick the subspace
Qs defined as span(S;,y,v, z, 2, p(z), p?(2)). For notational convenience, we drop the subscript

Sivyvylvzvzl
in S when clear from context. The PCP we construct is based on the zero-on-subcube test for
subspaces, where the prover is supposed to prove that p, 4 is zero over H™ while also allowing us to

decode coordinates of A.

1. Right Alphabet: For each point in R = F3™+3, the prover provides a (3m + 5)-tuple of values in
[F. This can also be thought of as a “points oracle” or a collection of functions f : F3m+3 — [3m+5,

f = (f—lyf(])' .. 7f3m+3)-

2. Left Alphabet: For each subspace Q& gz € L» the prover provides A(§2) which is a (3m + 5)-
tuple of polynomials (p_1, po, 1, - - - , P3m+3) of degree O(m|H|) defined on €2 such that:
* po(x) = Z1<j<3m+3 g (xj)p;(z) for each z € L(1Q).
* p-1(2) = p-1(2).
* po(2) = P(2)(P-1(2) = 23m+1) (P-1(p(2)) = 238m+2) (-1(0*(2)) — 23m+3)-

This can be thought of as a “subspaces oracle”. Each polynomial p; is provided via its values on the
subspace.

Note that the right alphabet has size ¢ = poly log(S) and the left alphabet for each subspace is a subset of
[q]®m+5)P  where D denotes the number of points in any O (log r)-dimensional subspace, which is at most
q@U°87) Tt is easy to check that given o € [¢]®™+%)D one can decide whether it belongs to X1,(€) (that
is, it satisfies the three properties that the left-alphabet is supposed to) with a circuit of polynomial size, i.e.
size equal to (3m + 5)¢?1°8") log ¢ = (log §)O e,

Given this our PCP decoder is simple — given ¢ € [N]:

1. Randomly sample QSN’i,y,y’,z,z’ ~ mr|iand x ~ Qi,y,y’,z,z"

2. If A(Q)(z) # f(z), output L, else output the symbol F(,z) € ¥ that corresponds to the tuple
(P-1(2)) 5.

Completeness: Suppose C is satisfiable. Then ¢ is also satisfiable, and we let A be some satisfying
assignment for it (whose first IV log r variables correspond to a satisfiable assignment of C). Additionally
let A : F3™3 _5 F be the polynomial Z(i,j, k,b1,ba,b3) = A(i). Let f_1 = Aand fy = P, 4. We know
that p, 4 is zero on H™ therefore by Claim B.8 we get the witness polynomials f1 = Pi,..., f3mi3 =
Psys, with po 4 = 30133 9 (25)Pj(z). Then assign the right-side of the label cover to be f =
(f=1, fo, f1s-- - fam+s). To assign the left-side of W, for each subspace 2 let A(Q2) = (p_1,...,P3m+3)
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with p; being the restriction of f; to 2. It is easy to check that the p;’s satisfy all the conditions they are
supposed to. Furthermore,

ZNP[zllf] [F(Q,z) = (A(i,1),..., A(i,logr))] = 1.

& ~Tr|t
Sy, z,2" Ll

z~Q g
S;iy.y’ 2,2

Soundness: Towards etablishing the soundness of the reduction, we first prove that 7y, is good.

Claim B.13. The distribution 7y, is O(1/q)-good.
Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of Claim B.7. U

Fix an assignment f to the label cover instance. Using Lemma B.10 we get that there exists a short list
of polynomial maps Q) ..., QM fort = O (%), such that for all j, Q((]] ) is zero on the subcube H™ and

deg(QU)) < d, and for all plane oracles A

Pr | A(Q)(z) # F(z) v 3j such that QU o= A(Q)] >1-

Qrorr, ,x~o§

)
—. 13
5 (13)
We will now prune the above list of polynomial maps so that we are only left with those tuples QU) such

that Q(()j Vis Py, 4 for some satisfying assignment A of the formula ¢, and yet the above condition holds for
this smaller list of polynomials. Let Good be the set of indices j € [t] for which Q) satisfies:

1. Forall z € F37m+3,

QY (@) = 3(@)(QY} (%) = 23m11)(QY} (p(2)) = T3 1+2)(QY)(0*(2)) — Tam15)-

2. Forall z; € F™ and 2y, 23 € F2m+3,

QY) (21, 20) = QY) (21, 23).

First note that if 5 is good then Q(()j ) can be associated with a satisfying assignment A) for . Therefore let
us bound the probability that for some j ¢ Good, A(2) = QU)|q.

Fix such an index j. Suppose condition (1) is violated for Q(). By the Schwartz-Zippel lemma, this

implies that with probability at least 1 — g over the choice of a random (2, the above inequality continues to

hold when restricted to €2, since €2 contains a random z such that z, p(z), and p?(z) lie in 2. However, since
our assignment .4 always satisfies condition (1) with equality, we see that the probability, for a random §2,

that QU) |o= A(RQ) is at most g. Similarly, if (2) above is violated, then it is violated with probability at

least 1 — g over ) ~ 7y, since €2 contains a random z, 2’ that agree on the first m coordinates. Hence, the

probability that Q) |o= A(€Q) is at most d/q. Thus, we have shown that for any bad j,

e d
= < =
Pr[Q0 o= A@)] < 2
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Hence, a simple union bound gives us that a modification of (13) holds:

— — o td
gr [A(Q)(x) # f(x) vV Ij € Good : QU) [o= A(Q)| > 1 — 5 @) <—> >1-4, (14)
s T q
where in the last inequality we used that 6 > poly(m,|H|/q). Reformulating (14) we get that there is a list
of satisfying assignments (A(j )) j€Good such that

o [F(Q,:r) e (LY U{(AD(i,1),..., AV (i, logr)) 1 j € Good}} >1-4,
(€7y7y/7272/)N7TL|i

O
i,y,y',2,2'

which completes the proof of soundness.

Modifying VU to be regular: The proof of regularization of W is the same as that of Lemma B.6, hence we
omit it here.

Converting to Robust dPCP: Using the equivalence between generalized Label Cover and robust PCPs
in Lemma 7.3, one gets that this is a regular robust decodable PCP. O

C Proof of Theorem 3.3

Notation: For a graph G = (V, E) let E(u, S) denote the fraction of edges incident of « which are also
incident on set S C V. For a set of vertices V C V, let G(V) denote the induced graph with vertices V.

Definition C.1. For a graph G = (V, E) and a subset of vertices T C V define Q(T') by the following
algorithm: Set Q(T') = V' \ T. We now iteratively remove a vertex u from Q(T) if E(u,V \ Q(T)) > 1/5,
until Q(T') halts.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 requires the following two lemmas, which are easy consequences of [Upf92,
Lemma 1] and [Upf92, Lemma 2].

Lemma C.2. There exists an absolute constant o« > 0 such that the following holds. Let G = (V, E) be
a regular expander graph with second largest singular value 02(G) < . Let T C V be any set such that
|T'| < an. At convergence |Q(T)| = |V | — p|T| for some universal constant .

Lemma C.3. There exists an absolute constant o« > 0 such that the following holds. Let G = (V, E) be
a regular expander graph with second largest singular value 02(G) < . Let T C V be any set such that
|T'| < an. For all vi,vy € Q(T) there exists a path of length O(log n) between vy and vo in G(V \ T).

Proof. The conclusion follows immediately from [Upf92, Lemma 2] by setting 75 = () and 77 = T therein.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let |V| = n,|E| = m, and 6 = . For a pair u, 7(u), we wish to construct a path
between them, which we denote by P(u). Fix £ = O(logn) and t = © (log*!(n)). To construct the paths
P(u), we present an algorithm that simply picks the shortest paths between a pair of vertices iteratively
and deletes any vertex that has been used at least ¢ times. Note that since paths are of length ¢, in an ideal
scenario where every edge occurred equally then each edge would belong to O (6 - log n) paths. Therefore,
by taking ¢ to be larger, we allow some slack, which still gives us the uniformity over edges that is sufficient
for the later arguments.
We now proceed to the formal argument. Our algorithm proceeds as follows:
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(a) Instantiate Vu, P(u) =L,V =1V.
(b) Forevery u € V do the following:

(i) Ifud¢Vset Pu)=L.

(ii) Otherwise, find the shortest path p between u and 7(u) in the graph G(V). If the length of
p is at most ¢ then set P(u) = p, else set P(u) =_L.

(iii) If any vertex v in )V has been used > ¢ times in the paths { P(u)},,, then remove it from V.

It is easy to see that the above algorithm runs in polynomial time in |E| and that every vertex is used at

most ¢ times over all paths in { P(u)},. It remains to argue that the algorithm finds paths of length at most

¢ between all but O <m) fraction of the (u, 7(u)) pairs. Let V; denote the set V when the algorithm

terminates, and let Vy = V denote the set at the start. It is easy to check that the number of vertices that
n

the algorithm removes from V) to get Vy is at most w =0 (W) implying that for 7' = V' \ V¢, we

have that |T| = [V \ Vf| < O <%) Using Lemma C.2 we get that [V \ Q(T)| < - O (ﬁ) =

(@] (ﬁ) Finally, using Lemma C.3 we get that for all v1,vy € Q(T) there exists a path of length
O(logn) between vy and vy in G(Vy). Hence, our algorithm would also have found a path of length ¢

between them. Since the set V' \ Q(7") can touch at most 2 - O <m) of the (u, w(u)) pairs, we get that

we can find a path of length ¢ for all but O <%) fraction of the (u, 7(u)) pairs. O

C.1 Proof of Theorem 1.5

Proof Sketch for Theorem 1.5. Note that we say an edge (u,v) € G is uncorrupted if whenever u transfers
a message o across (u, v), then v receives o. Conversely when it is corrupted it behaves arbitrarily. The two
main differences between Lemma 4.6 and Theorem 1.5 are:

* Unlike Lemma 4.6, where the value of a single variable is held by all the vertices in a link, in Theo-
rem 1.5 each vertex holds its own message.

* In Lemma 4.6 we transferred a message from u to 7(u) for a given permutation 7, while in Theo-
rem 1.5 we want to transfer messages between all u, v pairs.

To resolve the first difference, the first step in the protocol is to have each vertex u send its message to all
the vertices in its link L,. Similarly, the last step will be to transfer the message from the link of v, L,,
to v. Let E, be the edges going from u to L,. Then, each edge only occurs in two of the sets in {E, }.
Hence, it is easy to show by Markov’s inequality that if < ¢ fraction of the edges are corrupted, at most
O(e) links L, will have greater than 0.01 fraction of incorrect values. For transferring the message from
L, to v, each vertex in L, sends its message to v, and v takes the majority of these messages. Hence, if
a majority of vertices in L, hold the correct message, v will receive the correct message. This reduces
the problem to the transfer of messages from L,, to L,. To resolve the aforementioned second difference
between Lemma 4.6 and Theorem 1.5, consider n — 1 permutations 7y, 7o, ..., 7,—1, such that all pairs
(u,v), where u # v, occur in exactly one of these permutations. We can apply Lemma 4.6 with each of
these permutations 7; to obtain a protocol R; for message transfer from L., to Ly, ) such that the message
is transmitted correctly for all but O(e) fraction of u’s. This gives us a protocol for transferring messages
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from L, to L, by using the appropriate R; such that the message is transmitted correctly for all but O(e)
fraction of the (u, v) pairs. Finally, using Lemma C.3 and the fact that links are of polylogn size, it follows
that each message transmission only requires polylogn computation. O

D Construction of Variants of the Chapman-Lubotzky Complexes
BY ZHIWEI YUN

D.1 Setup

Fix an odd prime ¢. Let D be the quaternion algebra over Q ramified at £ and co. Let V' = DY be a D-
vector space of dimension g, equipped with a standard Hermitian form h(z1,--- ,z4) = >.7_; N(x;). Let
G = U(V, h) be the unitary group for (V, h), which is a reductive group over Q. Then G is a form of the
symplectic group Spy, over Q.

We have a conjugation-invariant algebraic function (over Q)

Tr: G — Al

that sends A : V' — V/, written as a ¢ X ¢ matrix with entries in D under a basis of V, to the reduced trace
of the sum of diagonal entries of A.

For each prime p # ¢, Gg, is isomorphic to Spag,q,- The trace function base changed to Qp is the
usual trace for SP2g,Q,,~ We choose a subgroup K, C G(Q,) that is isomorphic to szg(Zp) under some
isomorphism Ggq, = Spyg.q,- These subgroups {K}}pe are chosen so that for some (equivalently any)
integral model G of G over Spec Z[1/N], K, = G(Z,,) for all but finitely many p.

The Lie group G(R) is a compact form of Sp,,(C). By writing H = C & Cj, we may identify G(R)
with a subgroup of the compact unitary group Uy,. The trace function on G(R) becomes the usual trace of
a2g X 2g unitary matrix. In particular, if A € G(R) has Tr(A) = 2g, then all eigenvalues of A are equal to
1, hence A = I is the identity element.

For each compact open subgroup H C G(Qy), let

Kp=GR)xHx[[Kp Tu=KunG).
p#AL

Let p be a prime different from ¢. Let B be the building of Gg, = Spyg,q,- Then G(Qp) acts on B
simplicially. Let

Ky =GR) x Hx G(Q) x [[ K¢ Th=KgnG@).
q#L,p

Consider the action of I'};; on B via the embedding I'; C G(Q) C G(Q,).

Proposition D.1. Suppose the image of H under the trace map is contained in 2g + (*Z, with (* > 4gp®,
then for any 1 # ~ € Iy, and any vertex v € B(0), d(v,yv) > 4.

Proof. Suppose v € I'}; and v € B(0) are such that d(v,yv) < 4. Consider the rational number Tr(7).
By Lemma D.2 below, the p-adic valuation of Tr(+y) is at least —3. For any prime ¢ # ¢ and ¢ # p, since
7Y € Spy,(Z4) under an isomorphism G(Q,) = Spy, (Qg), we have that the g-adic valuation of Tr(7) is > 0.
By assumption, the {-adic valuation of Tr(~y) — 2g is at least b. Finally, by considering trace on G(R) C Uy,
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we have |Tr(vy)| < 2¢. Combining the above information we see that 2g — Tr(~y) takes the form - for some
la € Z and |a/p| < 4g, or |a] < 4gp?. Soif £* > 4gp3, we must have a = 0, which means Tr(v) = 2g.
Viewing v as an element in Uy, Tr(7y) is the sum of 2g eigenvalues of  all of which have complex norm 1.
The fact Tr(+y) = 2g then forces all eigenvalues of 7 to be equal to 1, hence v = I € G(Q) C Uy,. O

Lemma D.2. Ify € G(Q,) and v € B(0) is a vertex such that d(v,yv) < k, then Tr(v) € p~*Z,.

Proof. Fix an isomorphism Ggq, = Sp2g7Qp. Let v = vg,v1,- -+ ,v = v be a sequence of vertices in B
such that v; is adjacent to v;_1 fori =1,--- | k
Recall that each vertex of B corresponds uniquely to a Z,,-lattice L C Q?,g such that

pLlY c L c LY cp 'L

Here, for a Z,-lattice L C Q2Y, we write LY = {z € Q|(x,y) € Z,,Vy € L} (where (—,—) is the
symplectic form on Q).
Two vertices v and v’ are adjacent if and only if their corresponding lattices L and L’ satisfy either

LcL cLY

or
L'cLcL'.

In either case, we have L’ C p~'L.

Let L; be the lattice corresponding to v;. Since v; is adjacent to v;_1, we have L; C p~'L;_;. Therefore
vL = L, C p*Ly = p~*L. Under a Zp-basis of A, v is then a matrix with p‘kZp—entries, hence
Tr(vy) € p~1Z,,. O

D.2 Construction of H at ¢

Let Op ¢ C Dy = D ®q Q; be the maximal order. Let @ € Op ¢ be an element such that N () has ¢-adic
valuation 1. For example if D is generated over Q by 7, j such that 2 = —1,j% = —¢ and ij = —ji (where
¢ =3 mod 4), then we can take w to be j.

Now w'O p,¢ is the two-sided ideal of Op ¢ consisting of elements whose reduced norm is in 0iZ,. We
have inD,g/wi“OD’g 2= [ y2. The reduced traces of elements in inD,g lie in ¢1/217,.

Identify G(Q,) with a subgroup of M,(D,) using the standard basis of V' = D9. Fori > 0, let
H (i) C G(Q) be the subgroup consisting of elements A € M,(Op ) such that A = 1 mod @'Op 4. Then
Tr(H (i) C 29 + ¢1/?17,.

We have H(0)/H (1) = U,y (F,) (unitary group for a Hermitian space of dimension g over [ ;2), whose
cardinality is ¢©(9*). Direct calculation shows that H (i)/H (i + 1) = Symz([FZQ) if 7 is odd, which has
cardinality ¢9°+9, and H(i)/H (i + 1) can be identified with g x g skew-Hermitian matrices with entries in
F 42, if ¢ > 0 is even, which has cardinality ¢9° . We conclude that

[H(0) : H(i)] = ¢i/20(*) (D.15)

The above discussion also shows that H (1)/H (i) is an {-group for ¢ > 1. Since H(1) = lm, H(1)/H(i),
H (1) is a pro-¢-group. Therefore, for any i > 1, H (4) is also a pro-£-group.
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D.3 Upper bound for [T, \B(g)|

Let B(g) be the set of g-dimensional (maximal) simplices of .

Lemma D.3. We have \F’H(O)\B (9)] < CpPle*) for a constant C' independent of p (and depending only on
gand?).

Proof. Identify G, with Spyg,q, and let B[0] be the set of type O vertices of B, namely vertices corre-

sponding to self-dual Z,-lattices in Q3¢ under the symplectic form. Then B[0] = Spay (Qp)/Spay(Zy) =
G(Qp)/ K. By construction we have an injection

Lh0)\BIO] = Ty 0)\G(Qp) / Kp — G(Q\G(A) /K (o).

The right side is independent of p and depends only on ¢ and g. Denote by C'is cardinality of the right side.
Consider the map vy : B(g) — B[0] sending each g-dimensional simplex to its unique type O vertex.

The fibers of this map are in bijection with X (F,) where X is the flag variety of Spyg. Therefore fibers of
v have cardinality p©(9°). Passing to the quotient, the fibers of the map I }I(O)\B(g) — T }I(o)\B [0] then
also have cardinality < pO(gQ)‘ O
Corollary D.4. There exists a compact open subgroup H C G(Qy) such that:

1. Forany 1 # ~ € Iy and any vertex v € B(0), d(v,yv) > 4.

2. T \B(g)| < C’&gpo(gQ) for some constant Cy ;4 depending only on { and g.

Proof. Take a positive integer i such that 4gp3 < ¢ [i/21 < 4gp30. Let H = H (1) as constructed in §D.2.
Since Tr(H (i)) C ¢1"/217, and ¢1"/?1 > 4gp®, H = H(i) satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition D.1,
therefore (1) is satisfied.

For (2), we have

ITH\B(g)| < [H(0) : H]|T)\B(g)- (D.16)

By (D.15), we have ‘ , ,
[H(0) : H] = £/207) L (4gp>0)°97). (D.17)

By Lemma D.3 we have |I"H(O)\B(g)| < Cp©9”) for a constant C depending only on £ and g. Using (D.16)
and (D.17) we get

I3 \B(g)] < [H(0) : H]|Ty0)\B(9)| < (4gp>0)°6) - CpO™) = €y pO1e”). m
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