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Abstract

Given a finite nonlocal game, can the players win with certainty? We find the exact
level of the arithmetical hierarchy at which this is decided, for each standard model of
quantum strategy. With normal states on tensor products of Hilbert spaces, perfect
play is $9-complete, also when the strategy must have finite entanglement entropy, so it
cannot be decided even with an oracle for the halting problem. This completes a table in
which finite-dimensional perfection is ¥{-complete, commuting perfection is I19-complete
and value one is I19-complete. Inside the commuting model the answer depends on the
von Neumann type of the players’ algebra: perfect play in a type II; algebra, or in any
semifinite algebra, is ©9-complete, while in a type III factor, for each fixed A € [0, 1], it is
equivalent to commuting perfection. In this sense a trace costs one existential quantifier.
Commuting perfect play without semifinite perfect play is I19-complete; the remaining
semifinite-without-spatial differences are Do(X9)-complete. In the hardness proofs the
existential witness is a finite object that every perfect strategy must choose: the order of a
clock phase in the spatial model, or the depth of a critical binary tree in semifinite algebras.
The same level governs communication: deciding whether a finite classical channel can send
a given number of messages in one use with zero error, helped by normal entanglement, is
¥.9-complete, and some channel’s zero-error codes all need infinite entanglement entropy.
Positive computable moment orders below one form a strict ¥9-complete resource ladder;
the infimal critical indices of spatially perfect games (attained by the realizing games) are
exactly the right-c.e.-in-0’ reals in [0, 1].

AT systems assisted with this work. The authors take responsibility for its claims; see “How this work
was done.” This preprint has not been peer reviewed.

Programs and finite checks:
https://github.com/Apsiape/perfect-play-arithmetical-hierarchy. This paper consolidates
and supersedes the authors’ preprints doi:10.5281/zenodo.23910986, doi:10.5281/zenodo.23925091 and

doi:10.5281/zenodo.23924868 [24, 22, 21].
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1 Introduction

In a nonlocal game a referee sends each of two separated players a question from a finite list.
Each player answers from a finite list, and a fixed rule decides whether they win. Shared
entanglement can raise the winning probability. When can the players win with certainty?
For a fixed game this is a yes-or-no question. It has a precise answer only once one
says what a quantum strategy is, and only once one separates approaching certainty from
attaining it. The supremum of the winning probability can be one while no strategy reaches
it. The standard models also differ: finite-dimensional tensor products, normal states on
infinite-dimensional tensor products (the spatial model), and commuting operator algebras
on one Hilbert space. Inside the commuting model one can further ask which von Neumann
algebra hosts the players. This paper finds, for each of these models, the exact level of the
arithmetical hierarchy at which perfect play is decided. Table 1 collects the answers.

Decision problem Complete class Source
Perfect finite-dimensional strategy 9 [32]

Perfect commuting strategy 9 (53, 42]
Finite-dimensional value equals one 119 [42]

Perfect spatial strategy; also with finite entropy 9 Theorem A
Perfect strategy with finite a-moment, fixed computable %9 Theorem D
0<axl

Perfect play in type 11, II,, or any semifinite algebra %9 Theorem B
Perfect play in a type III, factor, any fixed A € [0, 1] 19 Theorem B
Commuting perfect play but no semifinite perfect play 119 Theorem B
Semifinite perfect play without spatial (or finite-entropy) Do (39) Theorem B
perfection

One-shot zero-error code, normal entanglement; also finite %9 Theorem C
entropy

One-shot zero-error code, commuting operators m Theorem 17.2

Table 1: Finite rational Boolean games and channels; computable many-one reductions. A
value is a supremum. A perfect strategy attains one. The first three rows are known; the
others are proved here.

Four results fill the table and its resource refinements. The first completes the standard
row of models: spatial perfection sits one level above finite-dimensional perfection.

Theorem A (spatial perfection). Deciding whether a finite rational 0/1 game has a perfect
normal spatial strategy is ¥9-complete. The same holds when a perfect strategy with finite
marginal entropy is required. Hardness holds under the promise wqy(G) =1, for a family in
which no instance has a perfect finite-dimensional strategy.

The second sorts the commuting model by the type of the players’ algebra. Here PERF(X)
is the set of games with a perfect strategy whose state is normal on an ambient von Neumann
algebra of class X (Section 2).

Theorem B (perfect play by von Neumann type). Perfect normal play in a finite
algebra, a type 11y algebra, or a semifinite algebra is ¥9-complete. The same holds for the
type Il and type 11 ezistence languages. For every fized \ € [0,1], the type 111 language
equals commuting perfection and is 11{-complete. Commuting perfection without semifinite
perfection is 119-complete, with hardness on a family of commuting-perfect games all having
wg = 1. The two languages semifinite but not spatial and semifinite but not finite-entropy



spatial are Do(X9)-complete, also with no finite-host perfection. Every nonempty directional
difference among the six models in Theorem 14.1 is complete for its displayed class.

The communication result shows that the same level governs a communication task. A
sender uses a finite classical channel once and must convey one of m messages with zero error,
helped by shared entanglement. Write ZE;(N, m) for the existence of such a code for the
channel N in model ¢ (Section 15).

Theorem C (zero-error communication). For finite rational classical channels, ZEqs
and ZEgns are YX9-complete. Moreover, there are a finite rational classical channel N and
an integer m for which ZEq.(N, m) holds, and every normal spatial m-message zero-error
resource has infinite marginal entropy on both sides.

Theorem D (the entanglement spectrum). For every fixred computable 0 < o < 1,
perfect play with Trh® < oo, denoted Py, is ¥9-complete. With Py denoting finite rank,
P1 finite entropy and Ppormal normal perfection, they form the strict ladder Py S P, C
Py € P1 € Prormal for 0 < a < b < 1; all Rényi orders above one collapse to normal
perfection. One computable hardness family has a single perfect witness with all positive
moments finite on every YES input, value one on every input, and no finite-dimensional
perfect instance. FEvery nonempty difference between distinct positive computable rungs is
Do (X9)-complete; a positive rung minus finite rank is ¥9-complete. For a perfect witness with
marginal h, its critical index is a.(h) = inf{a > 0 : Trh® < oo}. Put ¢(G) = inf{a.(h) :
h is the marginal of a perfect spatial witness for G}. The possible values of ¢(G) (an infimum,
attained by the realizing games) are exactly the right-c.e.-in-0' reals in [0, 1], already among

games with finite-entropy perfect strategies.

A running example. Consider the rooted tree of finite words w over four letters; |w| is
the word length and appending a letter selects one of four branches. Give the basis vector |w)
density weight (3/4)16~1*l. A density ratio 1/16 means that each child has one sixteenth of
its parent's weight. The weights sum to one and define a normal state of finite entropy. Its
half-moment, the sum of the square roots of all weights, diverges: the four child square roots
sum to the parent square root at each level. A bridge is a finite game gadget that doubles a
density weight between two selected subspaces; four bridges give the factor 16. A fifth changes
the ratio to 1/32 and makes the half-moment converge, because 4/4/32 = 1/+/2. This example
will explain the compiler, the strict resource ladder and the zero-error threshold. A clock of
order three means a phase whose third power first equals one. Table 4 shows the depth-3
square for a clock of order three.

1.1 Why a trace costs a quantifier

Commuting perfection is II{ because the commuting state space is compact. Perfection then
equals commuting value one, which a convergent hierarchy of relaxations refutes in finitely
many steps whenever it fails. Spatial play has no such compactness: Schmidt mass can
escape to infinitely many small coefficients. Our upper bound keeps one Schmidt coefficient
from disappearing. After that coefficient is scaled to one, the amplitude operator lies in
a norm-compact family, and losing probabilities become homogeneous zero equations that
survive limits. Each lower bound on the largest Schmidt probability therefore gives a I}
condition, and their union over an integer is X9.

The same integer appears for every semifinite host. A trace gives a finite corner whose
overlap with the state can be bounded below. The overlap plays the role of the largest Schmidt
amplitude; in type I a rank-one corner recovers it (Section 3.5). A type-III factor has no finite



corner, and Theorem B shows that its perfect-play language collapses to the commuting one.
In this sense a trace costs exactly one existential quantifier.

The hardness proofs show that the quantifier is needed. In both cases the existential
witness is a finite object that a perfect strategy is forced to choose. In the spatial model
it is the order of a clock phase: a Weyl relation commutes with a trace-class density, each
positive density eigenspace is finite-dimensional, and a determinant forces a root of unity. In
a diffuse semifinite algebra no such determinant exists, but a trace forces a critical binary
tree to end at a finite depth. A finite game then checks an infinite sequence of decidable
conditions about the chosen object, through a deterministic computation or a group word.
No computable function of the game bounds a sufficient clock order (Section 7) or a sufficient
Schmidt stratum (Theorem 3.1).

Theorem C comes from a correspondence between games and channels due to Mancinska
[37], which we extend from finite dimension to trace-class operators. A perfect strategy gives a
code exactly when its Schmidt amplitudes are summable. The compiled games of Theorem A
sit exactly at this threshold: with four bridges, the amplitude sum diverges for every perfect
strategy. Five bridges restore summability. A Catalan version of the construction gives a
channel whose game has finite-entropy perfect strategies, while every code of the required size
has infinite entropy.

1.2 Further results

The body also proves several refinements of Theorems A—D. Theorem 3.1 and Section 3.4 show
that the largest-Schmidt strata are IT) and that no total 0’-computable function bounds a
sufficient stratum. Section 3.4 proves compactness for full correlation tables under a supplied
entropy budget; the entropy busy beaver has Turing degree 0” and eventually dominates every
total 0’-computable function. Theorem 8.1 shows that exact attainment of a rational Bell
bound, of an unspecified supremum, or of a specified value is ¥9-complete. In Section 14, the
type-I and type-II; languages are incomparable, and both are proper subsets of the type-Il
language. Theorem 14.1 classifies every difference “perfect in X but not in Y” among six
models. Perfect play in type I but not in type II;, and perfect spatial play attainable only with
infinite entropy, are Da(X9)-complete; the two semifinite-but-not-spatial cells are complete for
the same difference class by the shared-family construction of Section 13. Section 16.7 records
that one-shot zero-error feasibility with finite-dimensional entanglement is ¥9-complete, a
corollary of [37] and [32].

1.3 Prior work and attribution

The finite-dimensional row of Table 1 uses perfect completeness in Theorem 12.6 of Ji,
Natarajan, Vidick, Wright and Yuen [32], not just a gap statement about a supremum.
Upper membership follows by a dimension search and real quantifier elimination. Slofstra’s
embedding theorem [53] and the account of Mousavi, Nezhadi and Yuen [42, Theorem 6.4]
give the commuting row. Their value-one theorem [42, Theorem 6.9] gives the third row. The
commuting upper bound uses the convergent moment hierarchy of Navascués, Pironio and
Acin [43]. The operator-solution framework for binary constraint system games originates
with Cleve and Mittal [11]; Cleve, Liu and Slofstra gave the commuting-operator extension
[10]. Slofstra also established nonclosure of finite-dimensional quantum correlations [52]. Lin’s
MIP“ = coRE theorem concerns gap approximation in the commuting model [35]; it does not
classify spatial attainment.

Infinite-dimensional spatial correlations were constructed by Coladangelo and Stark [12].
Kim, Paulsen and Schafhauser prove that perfect spatial play collapses to perfect finite-
dimensional play for synchronous games [33, Corollary 3.11]. Lupini and coauthors establish



the corresponding equivalence for imitation games [36, Corollary 5.4]. Our games retain
nonsynchronous bridge questions. No YES instance of the spatial reduction is synchronous or
an imitation game, since either condition would imply finite-dimensional perfect play.

Mancinska’s flagged magic-square construction supplies the bridge geometry [37]; the
magic square itself is due to Mermin and Peres [40, 49]. The normal bridge, shared-label
refinement, graph products and Boolean rational-row tests were developed in our entropy-game
paper [23, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, Theorem B, Eq. (32)]; its Catalan game [23, Theorem C]
is used here as a separator, and a four-bridge version of its Catalan assembly gives the
infinite-entropy channel. The versions needed here are restated and proved in Section 4, which
extends them to n bridges, arbitrary finite lists of endpoint labels and normal commuting
hosts. The standard-form reduction, the commuting bridge and expected-inclusion transfer
come from our earlier paper [20, Lemmas 1.6, 2.2 and 3.1]; the type rows of Table 1 complete
the question left open in [20, Theorem 7.6]. The separation PERF(II;) € PERF(I) uses the
tracial mechanism of [20, Proposition 7.4] and Slofstra’s nonclosure construction; the other
direction uses a new one-bridge separator.

Group embeddings originate with Higman [30]; the effective form follows Chiodo [9,
Theorem 2.2], with Craig’s conversion [16] and the HNN normal form [31]. Subtype transfer uses
Connes—Takesaki flow-of-weights theory [15], Takesaki’s expectation theorem [54], Connes’s
invariants [13], and the argument inside Haagerup—Musat [27, Lemma 3.8]. The nearest
operational work on host type is the commuting self-test for exact embezzlement of Paddock
and Schmidt [46], and Harris’s Cuntz-algebra self-testing and factor classification [29]. These
concern exact embezzlement rather than the arithmetical classification of host-existence
languages.

For communication, Cubitt, Leung, Matthews and Winter established the operator char-
acterization of entanglement-assisted zero-error codes and the pseudo-telepathy construction
[18]. Mancinska proved finite-dimensional clique saturation in Lemma 5, the converse and
square-root state map in Theorem 6, and the entanglement-assisted independence-number
characterization in Corollary 7 of [37]. Her tracial game value admits infinite-dimensional
tracial strategies, but her zero-error results assume a finite-dimensional shared state. Her
Corollary 8 gives the fifty-input flagged-magic-square channel with ten entangled messages
and at most nine messages from finite-dimensional maximally entangled resources; our finite
numerical checks reproduce that example as a regression check. Mancinska, Roberson and
Varvitsiotis studied perfect strategies and independent-set game reductions [39]; Manc¢inska
and Roberson developed quantum graph homomorphisms [38]. Harris proved universality
results for synchronous graph homomorphism games [28]. Those game parameters should be
distinguished from codes with arbitrary resources. Bhattacharyya, Mehta and Zhao proved un-
decidability for a restricted entanglement-assisted one-shot parameter of classical-to-quantum
channels [7]; their formal one-shot parameter uses maximal entanglement and projective mea-
surements [7, Definition 2.3]. The finite-dimensional row here removes these restrictions for
classical channels and for a one-shot threshold. It does not resolve the unrestricted asymptotic
capacity question.

Fu, Miller and Slofstra study fixed-scenario correlation membership [26]. In the discussion
after their Theorem 1.1 they state that fixed-scenario membership in Cy and Cys is in RE;
the Cj case follows by dimension search, and we found no argument there for the Cy, case.
Section 20 records a conditional tension with Theorem A. We do not identify prescribed-table
membership with game perfection.

Earlier versions of Theorems A, B and C, of Theorems 3.1 and 8.1, of the trace-class
correspondence, of the summability threshold, of the commuting row and of the I-only and
infinite-entropy-only classifications appeared in our preprints [24, 22, 21|, which this paper
consolidates and supersedes. Apart from those preprints we know of no prior statement of



these results; Theorem D and the completion of the semifinite-but-not-spatial cells are new
here. The I19-completeness of commuting perfection is known [53, 42]; what is new in Theorem
B is that every fixed type-I1I subtype has exactly that language.

1.4 Organization

Section 2 fixes the models, languages and notation. Section 3 proves the ¥9 upper bounds
for spatial, finite-entropy, finite and semifinite perfection; Section 9.1 treats moment rungs
and Section 16.4 reduces codes to games. Section 4 builds the finite compiler shared by all
hardness proofs. Sections 5—7 prove the spatial hardness of Theorem A, and Section 8 the
Bell variants. Sections 9-10 prove Theorem D, Sections 11-12 together with Section 13 prove
Theorem B; Section 14 compares the type languages. Sections 15-19 prove Theorem C and
the other communication rows. Section 20 discusses open problems.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Games, strategies and models

A finite rational Boolean game G is a finite list of questions and answers, a rational distribution
m(z,y), and a predicate V(a,b | z,y) € {0,1}. Perfection means zero probability for every
losing event of positive question weight. A spatial strategy consists of positive operator-valued
measurements (POVMs) E,; and Fy), and a normal state, represented by a positive trace-class
density p of trace one, on H4 ® Hp. Its winning probability is

Z 7T(.le, y)V(CL, b ’ x7y) Trp(Ea|x ® Fb\y)'
zyab

We write Cy, Cys, Cye for finite-dimensional, normal spatial, and commuting correlations. For
a strategy S, write w(G, S) for the displayed winning probability and lossg(S) =1 — w(G, S).
The value wq is the supremum over C,. Finite Schmidt truncations show that Cy and Cy,
have the same closure and the same supremum for every Bell functional.

The set PERF, consists of games with a perfect finite-dimensional strategy. The set
PERF s consists of games with a perfect normal spatial strategy. Its stratum PERF (k)
requires a perfect pure strategy whose largest Schmidt probability is at least 1/k. The set
PERF4g,g requires a perfect strategy with finite marginal entropy. Commuting perfection,
PERF,, uses two commuting families of POVMs on one Hilbert space and a state.

Hosts. For a class X of von Neumann algebras, PERF(X) denotes existence of a perfect
strategy normal on an ambient von Neumann algebra of class X; Bob acts in its commutant.
The ambient algebra need not be generated by the measurements. The state may be chosen
along with the host. Finite-host perfection permits non-tracial normal states; this is consistent
with wi (Grms) < 1in [37, Theorem 3]. These are existence languages, not tests of a prescribed
algebra, state, or full correlation table. Write PERFg, for finite-algebra hosting and PERF ¢
for semifinite hosting. Factor hosting gives the same existence languages as hosting in algebras
purely of the indicated type.

We use separable hosts when decomposing. For commuting input this follows from the
joint GNS representation of the finitely generated measurement C*-algebra. For finite or
semifinite input the finite-corner overlap construction of Section 3.5 gives a separable host
in the same class: generate the two unital C*-algebras by the finitely many effects and the
finite band projection, and take the closure of their orbit of the trace vector. It is separable;
Lemma 3.8 preserves a nonzero perfect component and proves its represented host finite or
semifinite. One may then standardize Bob and decompose over the center. Every losing



probability is an integral of nonnegative probabilities, so the finitely many zero integrals vanish
on a common conull set of factor fibres. A finite or semifinite fibre remains in that class; the
amplifications in (10) give the required pure type-1I factor. For type I use its direct-integral
decomposition into spatial factor strategies; in particular the type-I language PERF(I) is the
spatial language PERF . The type-III constructions of Section 12 start with an unrestricted
commuting factor fibre. Thus no group algebra constructed below is implicitly assumed to be
a factor.
When several languages are compared at once we abbreviate

q =PERF,, E=PERFg,s, I=PERF(),

J =PERF(II;), U =PERFy, C=PERF,,.

Here q requires attainment in finite dimension; it is not the value-one language. The inclusions
areq CECICUCCand qCJC U, every displayed inclusion is strict (Section 14). We
keep PERF strictly for attainment. Nezhadi’s 2025 thesis [44] uses “perfectly winnable” for
the value-one II9 problem of [42], so its terminology has a different scope.

2.2 Arithmetical classes

The set Eg consists of predicates 3j Vt Rqec (€, 7, t) with decidable Rge.. Completeness means
that a problem is itself of this form and every set of this form reduces computably to it. The
classes XY and TIY use a single existential or universal number quantifier, respectively, and 13
consists of complements of X9 sets. We also use the class of differences

Dy(29) ={A\ B:A,BexI}.

This is a class of differences, not the intersection of the two pointclasses ¥ and I19. The
canonical complete language is {(e, f) : e € FIN, f ¢ FIN}, where FIN is the X9-complete set
of indices of finite c.e. sets. Indeed reduce the two X9 predicates separately to FIN and pair
the resulting indices.

All encodings and reductions in this paper are effective finite encodings and computable
many-one reductions. Completeness is for an unrestricted finite scenario, not one fixed
question-and-answer size.

2.3 Conventions

Entropy uses logarithms to base two: S(h) = — Tr(hlogy h) and H(p) = — Y, pi logy pi, with
0logy 0 = 0. A projection-valued measurement (PVM) is a POVM consisting of orthogonal pro-
jections. Write |®q) = d—1/2 E?;& |7,7) for a finite maximally entangled vector. Vectorization
of an operator T in fixed orthonormal bases is

Th = Tyl @ls),  ITHI® =T T"T,

when this sum is square summable. A purification is a unit vector with the given state as its
partial trace over an added environment. Normal means represented by a positive trace-class
density of trace one; on a spatial tensor product this includes pure vectors and countable
mixtures. The centralizer of a density consists of the bounded operators commuting with it;
for a faithful normal state ¢ on a von Neumann algebra M it is M, = {x € M : ¢(zy) =
o(yz) Yy € M}. For a game written in a code or compiler, YES and NO instances are those
with and without the specified perfect strategy or code. Mat, denotes the scalar r-by-r matrix
algebra.

10



2.4 Supports and synchronization

The compiler of Section 4 uses the following elementary facts, in a spatial and in a standard-
form version.

Pure components. If a mixed normal strategy is perfect, write p = 3, A;[0;)(¢;|. Each
losing event is positive. Its expectation vanishes in every component with \; > 0, so every
such component is perfect with the same measurements. Trace-class marginals have separable
support. Thus all arguments may be made on separable state supports.

Matching and support. For effects on opposite sides, perfect binary matching gives, on a
purification £2,

0=(E+F —2EF)=((E—-F)*+ (E - E?) + (F — F?)).

Each positive term annihilates €. If T is the coefficient operator of the pure vector on the
chosen Schmidt cut, matching gives ET = TFT; dense coefficient range first makes the
local state support reducing. On that support the effects are projections and commute with
the marginal density. A positive operator B with Tr(hB) = 0 for faithful A is zero, since
B2p1/2 = 0 and h'/? has dense range.

Sharp compressions and joint measurements. If PEP is a projection for an effect £
and support projection P, positivity shows that E acts as identity on its range and zero on
its kernel inside PH. Hence E reduces the support. A POVM with sharp coarse marginals is
their joint spectral measurement: each fine effect is supported in the corresponding marginal
ranges, and summation gives the commuting products. These facts apply after compression
before projectivity is used.

Synchronization and forbidden events. We call a projection synchronized when its
binary question is perfectly matched to the corresponding opposite question. If synchronized
projections satisfy P77 = Pp"“Q and a forbidden event gives Q 4 P35 "°Q = 0, dense Schmidst
range gives the local identity Q4P = 0. The arguments work on either party and on

purifications of mixed states.

Standard form. A standard-form strategy for a faithful normal state ¢ on M uses its
natural-cone vector &, in LQ(M ), Alice effects in M, and Bob effects in M’ = JM J, where J
is the modular conjugation and of the modular group. Nonfaithful states are interpreted on
their support corners. A general normal-marginal commuting strategy has this form without
changing probabilities: after joint GNS, compress Bob to M1 using the isometry x€p > 1.
The compression lies in the standard commutant and is still a POVM. Semifiniteness passes
to corners. This is [20, Lemma 1.6]; the argument includes mixed states.

Perfectly matched binary effects are sharp centralizer projections with mirror 7 FE 7. Indeed
different matched classes satisfy E.F;§, = 0. Summing gives E.§, = F.{, and E.Ez{, = 0 for
¢ # d. Separation gives orthogonality, and completeness gives idempotence. The self-adjoint
mirror gives ¢(F.x) = p(zE.). A fine positive effect below sharp marginals is their joint
projection. These facts replace any finite-dimensional rigidity assumption. On faithful support
a synchronized projection is therefore a centralizer projection with its standard commutant
mirror.

11



2.5 Notation

Table 2 collects the notation used across sections. Distinct fonts separate question names
(sans serif), languages (bold), automaton symbols (typewriter) and operators. Integer indices
such as 1, j, k, £, m,n,r,t are local to the statement or proof in which they appear, except that
n counts bridges in the compiler and in Sections 16-19. Each root presentation (the Fock
clock of Sections 5-7, the selector of Section 11, the shift separator of Section 14 and the
Catalan presentation of Section 19) has its own labels, introduced where it is defined.
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Table 2: Notation.

Symbol

Meaning

Games, models and languages
G, m,V

S,w(G,S),wq

PERF, PERF g;

PERFfns, PERF¢o

PERF(X), PERFsn, PERF¢
qQ, E7 I7 J7 U7 C

&; PERF s (x), PERFgas(m)

Fqsy st7 FBell
7zclem Adec
NSNS

Gen, Giin, G5, G
States and hosts

Dscn, D
M,p,0f; T, &
T, h
RhypaRoo,RA

The compiler
Ri: CjaTCLW By7 f7J-

CIa ry§ Pmag, Mab

53 U

Plab

F;, Fij,Gij, Pa
Ppar7Jab7Spar
SaL7Vj§ row
I, I, 10, 7,

dmax; Soold,hold
Ao, Po; v

€0, €g,Mg,ab, Mg

act
Eg
Ug, v; tn, fin
A7 Ur,e, Vga£7 L,

Oa; Lend; Rend

finite rational Boolean game; question distribution and predicate
strategy, its winning probability, finite-dimensional value
finite-dimensional, spatial; finite-entropy, commuting perfection

hosting in class X, in a finite algebra, in a semifinite algebra
abbreviations for six existence languages

Schmidt stratum integer; stratum and integer entropy-budget
stratum

decidable stage predicates of the upper bounds

decidable predicate and its X9 set

Weyl-clock reduction (four bridges), its n-bridge version, selector
reduction

fixed separating games of Section 14

largest-amplitude-normalized and Tr D? = 1 Schmidt operators
host, faithful state, modular group; standard conjugation and
state vector

trace and density

injective IIy, I1Iy, IIT, factors

flagged magic-square questions; flag and inactive answers
selected column and row triples; magic support and its
column-zero projections

Pauli axis reflections; calibrated flag-to-magic transport
synchronized label projection in a refinement

qutrit frame, pair support, graph and triangle projections
bound parameter, its joint partition and reflection label
rational row, denominator, signed reflections; scalar qubits
scalar parity events, row partition, reference projection, column
isometries

row-ancilla dimension; state and marginal before the row ancilla
creation contractions and root projection; modular ratio 27"
source and selected corners, magic corners and supports of bridge
g

activity eg—1 + my of bridge g

bridges and their chain; scaffold cover constant and weights
transported encodings, corner copies, block unitaries, decoded
copies

lifted centralizer contractions; endpoint coefficients
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Table 2: Notation (continued).

Symbol

Meaning

The Fock clock
W: Aw7 IC, hF,l/, hF7 Pspec

Uszyvpl‘va
FCAypc; S,b,f,Z,H

Jw, Kw, Ze, ¢, deix
W, Cctm Pret» 71inv
R Pt

four-letter words, word isometries, root multiplicity, tree densities,
spectator

cyclic coordinate shifts; zero-column and zero-row projections
automaton alphabet and its projections; start, blank, front, mark,
halt

Weyl pair, central clock phase, its value and order

coordinate clock, counter, return pulse and bounded reader inverse
truncated density, top-depth projection and its mass

The quarter-plane register and comb (Section 10)

SaTa PIaPt; Cz,Ct

Z, J, K, W, Eret, Rret

dclk; Pspec) Preg

Vsp, Bo, B1; Q, P, Eguard
Cspa L; ECsp7 Ep, FCSp? Fy,
kmy Pcomb Zcomb
Ps,ac(h), c(G); deus

The nested assembly (Appendiz A)
Xi; ai,a;

fe, X E; e

’u,U; Uo,U1; t,E

Uy, Vi, VO

Rtar; KL, KM7 KR
€xy, S5 Jsgn, 25
Commumnication
N,m; ZE{(N,m)

I'(G); Qa,9B; k

Ri,z, Ps Pcodes Cc
~ . _amp
/j*n7 cn

hCat, kCat, CCat

shifts, boundary projections and dyadic counters

clock labels, return projection and bounded reader

clock order; spectator and geometric register densities
spine and branch maps; spine, root and guard projections
comb counters, equality projections and their readers

bush depths, comb density and its normalizer

moment language, witness and game critical indices; cutoff
dimension

root modular contractions; inner and transported lifts

inner corners and activity, outer corner; transported corners
inner/outer transports, outer restrictions, equal-density map and
quadratic coefficient

inner encodings, outer copies and whole-activity block unitaries
target centralizer expression; arbitrary polynomial coefficients
FMS signs, scalar axes; sign grading and graph reflection

finite rational channel and message count; one-shot feasibility
tagged confusability graph; question sets; number of tagged
questions

assemblage and code marginal; a clique

normalized square roots of u,; amplitude constant

critical Catalan density, its normalized square, Catalan height
counter

3 Upper bounds: one existential quantifier

Each tracial language in this paper is a union over one integer of IIY sets. For spatial play the
integer bounds the inverse of the largest Schmidt probability; for semifinite play it bounds the
inverse overlap of the state with a finite tracial corner. We first treat the spatial case and

prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Schmidt strata). Uniformly for integers k > 1, the existence of a perfect
pure spatial strategy with largest Schmidt probability at least 1/k is a 1Y property. Their
union is PERF s € 9. No total computable function k(G) bounds a sufficient stratum for
every spatially perfect game. If wy(G) =1 and no perfect spatial strategy exists, the largest
Schmidt probability tends to zero along every sequence of pure spatial strategies whose winning

probabilities tend to one.
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3.1 Normalize one Schmidt coefficient
For a pure strategy write ¢ = >, s;]i,4) with s1 > s9 > -+ and 3, s? = 1. Set d; = s;/s1 and
Dgs, = diag(d;). For some integer s,

dy=1, d; 10, TrD3, <k (1)
For positive effects E, F', vectorization gives

ED FT?
p(p.F) = WD Ts 5y~ 0 s BDwFT =0
Sch

To prove the reverse implication, EDgu, F'T = 0 sends Dgq, ran F'T into ker E. The closures
of the ranges of F'T and VFT agree, and ker E = ker v/E. Continuity gives the square-root
sandwich identity. The forward implication follows by multiplying the zero square-root
sandwich by the square roots.

Let Pg,,, be the first deys coordinate projection. Monotonicity in (1) gives

[Dsch = Piews Dsch Py | = a1 < 4/ £/ (deut + 1). (2)

Consequently the family in (1) is compact in operator norm: take coordinatewise limits and use
this common tail estimate; Fatou preserves the squared-sum bound. Finite families of POVMs
on ¢? are compact in the weak operator topology. Positivity and the finite sum-to-identity
relations survive these limits.

Lemma 3.2 (Compact sandwiches). If Dgehj — Dsen @n norm with compact Dse,, and
uniformly bounded E;, F; converge weakly to E,F, then E;Dsu, ;F; converges weakly to
EDgF.

Proof. For fixed v, compactness makes Dsc,Fjv — DseF'v in norm. Pair this with the
weakly convergent vectors E]*u The replacement of Dge, by Dsep ; has norm error tending to
Z€ero. ]

3.2 An effective finite predicate

Let L be the losing tuples with m(z,y) > 0. Define Fys(G, K, dcut) by the existence of
dent-dimensional POVMs and real numbers 1 =dy > -+ > dy.,, > 0, 3, d? < k, such that

|(Eafe Dschden Fofy)ig > < 5/ (dews + 1) (2,9, 0,0) € L i, § < deus)- (3)

This is semialgebraic over the rationals. Splitting complex entries into real and imaginary
parts and using principal minors for positivity makes real quantifier elimination a decision
procedure [3].

A perfect strategy with s? > 1/k supplies all these witnesses. Compress its POVMs.
Since P, commutes with Dgc, and EDge, F T =0, the finite sandwich is —Py..E(Dsch —
Dseh deny ) F T Py » With norm bounded by (2).

Conversely choose a witness for every dey. Extend Dsg .., by zero and each POVM by a
fixed deterministic POVM on the complement. Pass to a subsequence with Dgsep 4., — Dsch
in norm and all effects weakly convergent. For every fixed matrix entry, (3) and Lemma 3.2
give EDgh F' T — 0. We retain

1<TrD3, <k,  di=1.

The normalized vectorization of Dgg, is a perfect normal strategy with largest Schmidt
probability 1/ Tr D3, > 1/k. Therefore

G € PERFys(k) <= Vdeus Fus(G,K,dews),  PERFg = | J PERFg(k). (4)

k>1

This proves the upper membership in Theorems A and 3.1.

15



3.3 No effective choice of stratum; vanishing largest weight

If a total computable x(G) were sufficient for every YES game, (4) would put spatial perfection
in TIY. Perfect completeness of [32, Theorem 12.6] already makes it ¥{-hard. NO instances of
that map have spatial value at most 1/2, because the finite-dimensional and spatial suprema
agree. Thus the same map reduces the halting set to spatial perfection. The halting set cannot
be 19, so such a function does not exist.

Now suppose pure spatial strategies approach perfect play while ppax > 1/K on a subse-
quence. Normalize their largest Schmidt amplitudes. For a losing event,

|EDsanF™[ls < |VEDsaVFT |lss = /Tr D3, p(E, F).

Positive question weights force every such probability to zero. The same compact limit gives
a perfect spatial strategy. Contraposition proves the final assertion of Theorem 3.1, including
sequences of finite-dimensional pure strategies. Equivalently their Schmidt min-entropy tends
to infinity.

3.4 Entropy budgets

Fix a finite Bell scenario and let Ky be its correlations realized by normal spatial strategies
with S(pa) < H, for 0 < H < co. Purify onto Bob, the unconstrained party: Alice’s marginal
and every correlation are preserved. Thus pure strategies suffice, with the same budget, for
entire correlation tables as well as winning probabilities.

Proposition 3.3 (Entropy-budget compactness). The set Kp is compact. It is an effectively
closed (119) subset of [0, 1]t uniformly in the scenario and H: for rational budgets this is an
ordinary effective presentation; for real budgets it is uniform relative to a name of H.

Proof. For sorted Schmidt probabilities p;, p; < 1/i, so

6n:Zpi < H/logy(n + 1). (5)

>n

This gives tightness in ¢!, and finite partial entropy sums give lower semicontinuity. Hence
the sorted distributions of entropy at most H are compact in ¢*. Their Schmidt vectors are
compact in ¢2, since ||\/p — /q|l3 < [|p — ¢ll1. Compress the POVMs to the Schmidt supports
and absorb the basis changes into them, obtaining common copies of 2 (if the Schmidt rank
is finite, extend each POVM by a fixed deterministic answer on the complement in £2). Finite
POVM tuples are weak-operator sequentially compact there. Tensor products of convergent
effects converge weakly, first on simple tensors and then by boundedness on all vectors. The
norm-convergent Schmidt vectors therefore give convergence of every correlation entry. This is
compactness of correlations; the original states on fixed local spaces need not form a compact
set. This argument is the bounded-entropy compactness of [23, Section 9.1, “Divergence at
bounded entropy”].

Here are explicit outer approximations. Fix an integer H > 1 and work with 0 < H <

H. Choose positive rational N > \/H/logy(n 4 1) tending to zero. Compute rational
polynomials h,, with

sup |hn(p) = SP) < 1/n,  Sp={pi =0:3;p; =1}
JASST

For example, Bernstein approximation to —tlog, ¢ on [0, 1], with rationally rounded coefficients
and error at most n~2 per summand, gives these polynomials. Let Ag’n consist of tables
c € [0,1]* (t is the number of entries) for which there are sorted p € S,, nonnegative s;
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with s? = p;, and n-dimensional POVMs (extended by a fixed deterministic answer on the
complement in ¢?) satisfying

hn(p> <H+ 1/”7 |Cab|zy - <¢S7Ea|x ® Fb\y¢3>| < Ni no s = Z$Z|Z,’L> (6)

)

Split complex entries into real and imaginary parts, impose positivity by principal minors,
and impose the POVM sums exactly. These are compact semialgebraic outer sets, uniformly
decidable by real quantifier elimination [3, Chapter 14] for rational input data. The joint sets
in (H,c) are semialgebraic over the rationals as well.

The normalized first-n truncation majorizes p, so its entropy does not increase. Its pure-
state trace distance from the original state is \/9,,; compressing the POVMs thus changes each
entry by at most this amount. Consequently Ky C Ag,n for every n. Conversely witnesses
in (6) have entropy at most H + 2/n. Along any sequence n — oo, the preceding tail and
POVM argument gives a subsequential limit with entropy at most H, and the entrywise slack
vanishes. Hence ~

Ky = () Afin.
n>1
Compact semialgebraic sets with rational data are effectively closed; the displayed intersection
proves the uniform I19 presentation. It also gives a joint effectively closed set on [0, H] x [0, 1],
which explains the assertion for real H. O

Corollary 3.4 (Exact tables and the vanishing-loss entropy limit). Membership of a prescribed
rational correlation table in the class realizable with some finite marginal entropy is in 29,
uniformly over finite scenarios. The same holds for real-algebraic tables. For a finite rational
game G, set

Eg(e) =inf{S(pa) : w(G,S) > 1 —¢€}, He (G) = inf{S(pa) : w(G,S) = 1},

where the infima range over normal spatial strategies and inf @ = co. In particular Eg(e) = 0o
when € < 1 —wy(G). Then

hfol Eq(e) = Hex (G), G € PERFg,s <= sup Eg(e) < oo.
3 e>0

If Hox(G) is finite, a perfect strategy attains it.

Proof. Exact membership in K, is uniformly I1{ for integer m > 0; take the union over m.
The perfect-value constraint is closed too, so the games PERFg,g(m) with perfect play of
entropy at most m form a uniform II9 stratum, and PERFy,s € X9. Purification preserves
the supplied marginal entropy, and a pure state’s two marginal entropies agree.

The increasing limit L = lim. g Eg(e) is at most Hex(G). If L < 00, choose strategies of
loss at most 1/j and entropy at most L + 1/j. Proposition 3.3, with its lower-semicontinuity
argument, gives a perfect limit of entropy at most L. Thus Hex(G) < L, and equality follows,
also in the extended reals. A sequence of perfect strategies whose entropies decrease to a finite
H«(G) gives attainment by the same argument. O

Lemma 3.5 (Entropy of clock witnesses). Suppose e € Agec, and let j, be the least witness
to Vt Raec(€,j,t); if € ¢ Adec, Theorem 7.1 gives no perfect strategy. Every perfect normal
spatial strategy for GS¥ has full Alice-marginal entropy at least log, Djut1-

Proof. This lemma and the next corollary use the hardness construction of Sections 4-7, which
does not use them. Purify onto Bob as in (N1) of Section 4; this preserves Alice’s full marginal
h and all correlations. Work on its support. Lemma 4.5 extracts a faithful normalized source
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density hg = 121egheg. By (32), ho = hr ® pspec. Every positive eigenspace of pspec splits into
Z phase sectors. The soundness proof of Theorem 7.1 applies to each nonzero sector: its
word descendants persist at every depth, so an invalid order or a false check would contradict
Py = 0. Thus each phase order is p;41 for a valid witness j > j,. Equation (41) makes the
dimension of that sector divisible by its order. Consequently every positive eigenvalue of pspec
has multiplicity at least pj, 41, and hence is at most 1/p;, +1. Therefore S(pspec) > logy Pj,+1-

To pass to the full marginal, use the entire synchronized scaffold cover, rather than an
entropy inequality for a compression. Set vy = eg and vy = Uy---Uy for 1 < g < 4. Let
tg.ab = ;Zggeg be the synchronized magic matrix units, and put Ty o = t44vy. These partial
isometries all have initial projection ey and final projections my 4, respectively. Together
with eg, their final projections are orthogonal and sum to the identity on the full support.
Moreover htg q, = tgaph and hvg = 29v4h, so

Ty ahTy.ap = 2%eoheg.

Write T = eg. Since each corner commutes with 4 and the corners are orthogonal, Ty hT; = 0
for distinct members k # [ of the seventeen-element list (T0; Ty 45). Hence U (0} ® &) = Ti€ is
a unitary from C'7 ® egP4H 4 onto P4H, and by (23)

h ~ diag(p4) ® ho, g = 12171(1; 294, 44, 894, 1694),

Here hy is the density of the extracted realization on the whole source corner egPoH 4; by
(31) any further tensor factor present there lies in K and is counted in pspec. Nonnegative
spectral sums now give, also when an entropy is infinite,

S(h) = S(diag(pa)) + S(hr) + S(pspec) > logy Pj+1-
No monotonicity under compression is used. O

Corollary 3.6 (The entropy busy beaver). Fiz a binary encoding of finite rational games,
with decidable validity, and write |G| for its bit length. Put

m.(G) = min{m € N: G € PERFg,5(m)},
B(n) = max({m«(G) : |G| < n, m.(G) < oo} U{0}),

where N includes zero and an empty minimum is infinity. For finite m.(G), attainment gives
m«(G) = [Hex(G)]. There is no total 0'-computable upper bound on B, and

B=p 0”, Bal =7 0”.

Moreover B eventually strictly dominates every total 0'-computable function, and hence exceeds
each such function infinitely often. This is the profile of Radd’s busy beaver function [50]
relativized to 0, the “super Busy Beaver” BBy of [1, Section 3], with Beeping Busy Beavers
giving an earlier natural example of this growth [1, Section 5.10]; the content of the corollary
is that a resource of perfect play realizes it.

Proof. The fixed-budget test is uniformly I19, hence decidable in 0; at budget zero it reduces
to the decidable product-state test. If a total 0’-computable b(n) bounded B(n), testing
the single budget b(|G|) would decide PERFg,s in 0, contradicting its X9-completeness in
Theorem A. Using 0”, decide which of the finitely many games of size at most n lie in PERFgyg,
then search their budgets using 0’ to compute B(n). Conversely B & 0’ decides PERFg,g by
testing budget B(|G|), so computes 0”. Finally, an eventual upper bound could be patched at
finitely many inputs to a total 0’-computable upper bound, which has just been excluded.
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For the reverse reduction 0’ <p B, use the clock games for the decidable predicate “the
eth machine on input e halts within j steps.” If it halts at time T, the valid witnesses are
exactly 7 > Te, and Lemma 3.5 gives

T. < pro41 < oma(GE™) < 9B(IGE))
Thus simulating 27 (ernl) steps decides the halting set from B: a computation that has not
halted by then never halts. Combining this with B & 0/ =7 0” proves B = 0”.

For eventual domination, fix a computable array g(a,n, s) obtained by finite-stage sim-
ulations of oracle machines with the standard finite approximations to 0’. Every total
0’-computable function occurs as n +— limg g(a,n,s) for some a. Compile the decidable
predicates

Raec(a,n, (so,v),t) <= Vs € [so,t] ga,n,s) =v

into clock games G, with hardwired input e = (a,n), using a computable pairing with
(s0,v) > v. Pad by harmless always-accepted questions so that |G, | > n+ 1. A perfect
strategy for a padded game restricts to one for the unpadded game with the same state, and
conversely extends by arbitrary answers; padding therefore changes neither A nor the bound
of Lemma 3.5. Define the computable, nondecreasing, unbounded size envelope

q(n) = max |Gl

a,k<n
For a given total 0'-computable F': N — N, the limit lemma [51] supplies an index ag with

lim g(ao,n, s) = f(n), F(n) = 21 m8%n <y ).

The envelope was defined using all indices before selecting ag, so there is no circular size
definition. Each Gg, 5, is a YES instance, and every witness index is at least f(n). For n > aq
and ¢(n) <m < g(n+ 1), Lemma 3.5 therefore gives

B(m) > m*(Gao,n) > 10g2 Pf(n)+1 > 10g2 f(?’L) > F(m)

The intervals cover every sufficiently large integer since ¢ is nondecreasing and unbounded.
This proves eventual strict domination. ]

Remark (Finite strata and jump bounds). Let n > 2 and suppose a ¥.0-complete attainment
language has e € L <= 3m R(e,m) with R uniformly 1% _,. No total 0("~2)-computable
function bounds a sufficient stratum index on all YES inputs; in fact no total 0(*~1-computable
function does. Indeed the latter oracle decides each stratum test, so a bounded finite search
would put L in A, contradicting completeness. The entropy busy beaver is the case n = 2.
The Schmidt resource has the full profile as well.

Corollary 3.7 (The Schmidt busy beaver). For the same encoding, put
Kmin(G) = min{x > 1: G € PERF(x)},
K(n) = max({fmin(G) : |G| <n, G € PERFq} U{0}).
An empty minimum is infinity. For each YES clock game,

121
Kmin (Gglk) > ﬁpj*+1-

Moreover K =1 0", and K eventually strictly dominates every total 0'-computable function.
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Proof. For every perfect pure strategy, the full-marginal equivalence in Lemma 3.5 and its
spectral-multiplicity argument give

163 1 12
h < - = :
ol lpspec | < 757 4pjoyr 121pj

12]] < || diag(pa)ll |

The largest Schmidt probability is ||h]|. A strategy in stratum s therefore requires x >
(121/12)pj, 41, proving the bound. Every spatially perfect game lies in some finite stratum by
Theorem 3.1. Using 0”, decide which of the finitely many valid games of length at most n
are spatially perfect, then use 0’ to test their uniform IIY strata and search for each least one.
This computes K. Conversely K @ 0’ decides spatial perfection by testing the single stratum
K(|G|) (or stratum one if that value is zero), and hence computes 0” by Theorem A.

To remove the extra 0’ oracle, use the halting clock games from the proof of Corollary 3.6.

If machine e halts at time T, its least valid witness is T, so

T < pror < o mmn(GE%) < LRGN < K(IGEN).
Simulating K (|G'|) steps therefore decides whether it halts: if it has not halted by then, it
never halts. Thus 0’ <7 K, and the preceding reductions give K =1 0”.

Finally use the same computable array, padded games and nondecreasing unbounded
envelope ¢ as in Corollary 3.6; padding preserves the state and hence the Schmidt probabilities.
Given total 0/-computable F, the limit lemma supplies ag for f(n) = 27™®r<om+1) F() - Eyery
witness for Gg, 5, is at least f(n). For n > ap and ¢(n) < m < g(n + 1),

121
K(m) > ’imin(Gao,n) >

2 Ty Prmy+1 > f(n) > F(m).

The intervals cover all sufficiently large integers, proving eventual strict domination. O

Remark (Least entropy and the least witness). For a YES clock game, let dmax(€e) be the
computable maximum row ancilla dimension in its compiler. Then

Hex(GE™) =108y pj. 41+ H(pa) + S(hp) + 8, 0 < e < logs(3dmax(e)).

Indeed the full-marginal identity and multiplicity bound in Lemma 3.5 give the lower bound
S(h) > H(ua)+S(hr)+logy pj,+1 for every perfect normal strategy, including mixed strategies
by purification onto Bob. For the upper bound choose the least witness in the explicit pure
strategy of Theorem 7.1: its marginal is the tensor product of diag(us), hr, Ip;, i /Pj.+1,
I3/3 and Ig, (e /dmax(€). Entropy additivity gives exactly the same lower-bound expression
plus logy(3dmax(€)). Taking the infimum proves the display. In particular the least entropy
determines log, pj, 41 up to a computable additive error.

3.5 A finite tracial corner

The same quantifier pattern governs every semifinite host. Here the existential integer bounds
the overlap of the state with a finite tracial corner.

Lemma 3.8 (Finite-corner overlap). Let A, B be commuting unital C*-algebras containing a
game’s effects. Suppose unit vectors ,n and e = e?> = e* € A satisfy: 1 is perfect, en =,
(n, ) # 0, and the vector state of n is tracial on eAe. Then the game has a perfect normal
semifinite strategy. If e = 1, it has a finite-algebra strategy.
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Proof. Let H, = span ABn. It reduces both algebras because they are self-adjoint and
commute. Put M = (Als,)"” and p = el3,. The vector functional of 7 is normal on M
and tracial on pMp: Kaplansky density approximates each corner element by a bounded net
from pAp, and separate ultraweak continuity extends 7,(xy) = 7,(yx) one variable at a time.
Moreover

pH, = span B(pMp)n. (7)

Indeed pabn = bpapn, and bounded strong approximation supplies the reverse closure. If
x > 0 in pMp has 7, (x) = 0, then, for a € pMp,

Hx1/2anH2 _ Tn(a*xa) _ Tn(m1/2aa*x1/2) < Ha||27'n($) =0.

Since  commutes with B, (7) gives = 0. Thus pMp has a faithful normal finite trace. If a
central projection z of M annihilates p, it annihilates 7, and hence ABn and H,; so z = 0.
Thus p has full central support. A type-III summand has no nonzero finite projection, so its
intersection with p is zero and fullness excludes that summand. Consequently M is semifinite.

The orthogonal projection onto H, commutes with both parties. ( = Py, 1 is nonzero by
its overlap with 1. Each losing positive product annihilates 1) and hence (. Normalize (. Its
state is normal on M and Bob’s compressed effects commute with M. If e = 1, the faithful
finite trace is on M. O

Conversely standardize a normal semifinite strategy and write ¢ = h'/2 € L2(M, 1), with
7(h) = 1. Some band e = 1(4(h), 0 < a < b < oo, is nonzero. It has 0 < 7(e) < 1/a. For

n=e/y/T(@), y
(n, ) = %)) > Vay/r(e) > o. (8)

Its corner state is tracial. In a finite algebra take a faithful normalized trace and e = 1; then
7(h'/?) > 0. Adjoin e to Alice’s algebra if necessary.

Theorem 3.9. PERFg, and PERF belong to X9.

Proof. For k > 1 seek moments m;;j(w) = (&, w¢;), where & = ,& = 1. Letters are the
self-adjoint effects and Alice’s extra projection e. Impose positivity for all polynomial vector
lists, localizing positivity for each effect and its complement, POVM normalization, Alice-Bob
commutation including e, e = e, en = 1, unit norms, zero losing expectations on 1, and

Re(n,v) > 1/k, (n, eue even) = (n, eve euen)

for all Alice words u, v, including e. A vector equality means vanishing squared norm. These
form a recursive list of closed rational polynomial constraints. Impose |m;;(w)| < 1 directly.
All genuine contraction moments obey this bound, and the ambient product of closed disks is
compact. Localizing positivity gives bounded GNS effects 0 < F < 1. One can also use the
certificate E — E? = (I — EYE(I — E) + E(I — E)E.

At stage m take the first m constraints and their coordinates. Feasibility Fy (G, k,m) is
a non-strict rational semialgebraic question, decidable by real quantifier elimination [3]. Its
solution set is a closed cylinder in the compact product of all moment disks. The cylinders are
nested because stages retain previous constraints. If every stage is feasible, their intersection
is nonempty: otherwise their open complements have a finite subcover, already making one
stage empty. A point of the intersection gives a positive matrix-valued functional. Quotient
polynomial pairs by its null space and complete. Left multiplication yields the bounded GNS
effects and the two vectors. Relations hold on the polynomial dense space and extend by

21



boundedness. Corner traciality holds on the linear span of eue and then in norm on eAe.
Apply Lemma 3.8. Conversely (8) supplies some k for every semifinite strategy. Thus

G € PERFg < JkVm Fy(G, k,m). (9)
Set e = 1 for the finite-algebra version. O

Tensoring a finite factor host with Ry, gives a II; host. Tensoring a semifinite factor host
with Rpy,®B (£%) gives a Il host. Product-state expectations, or standard-form tensoring,
preserve the probabilities. Factor decomposition as in Section 2 therefore gives

PERFg, = PERF(II;),  PERFy = PERF(II) = PERF(IL). (10)

These are equalities of existence languages.

Remark (One parameter for both corners). In a type I factor B(H) with its trace, the state
vector is ¢ = h'/2. If e is a rank-one subprojection of the spectral projection of h for its
largest eigenvalue, then (e, 1)) = Tr(eh'/?) = s; is the largest Schmidt amplitude. This
rank-one choice recovers the largest Schmidt amplitude from the corner overlap. General
finite-corner overlaps need not equal it, and the parameters x and k need not agree. Both
upper bounds put one existential quantifier on that amount and one universal quantifier on
finite stages. Without a trace there is no such corner. Commuting perfection is in I1{ by the
convergent hierarchy of Navascués, Pironio and Acin [43]: a NO instance eventually has an
infeasible perfect-value relaxation, and feasibility at every order gives a commuting strategy
by compactness. Section 12 shows that every type-III subtype has exactly this commuting
language.

4 A finite compiler for normal strategies

The spatial, semifinite and communication hardness proofs compile operator relations into
one finite game. This section builds that compiler once. It works for normal spatial strategies
and for normal commuting strategies; the finite predicates are the same in both models, and
the proofs say where separation in standard form replaces Schmidt-range cancellation.

The modular operators below are not synchronized. A synchronized operator commutes
with the marginal density, so it cannot itself change a density eigenvalue. We retain conditional
flagged magic-square questions to supply that change. Everything submitted to the graph
compiler lies in the density centralizer.

We first restate the bridge, label and rational-row tools from [23, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2,
Theorem B, Eq. (32)], with their proofs, and extend them from spatial strategies to normal
commuting strategies. These arguments concern arbitrary normal supports and finite word
lists. We then give the n-bridge assembly. No product of two modular transports is submitted
as a centralizer word.

From a presentation to a game

This overview says what the compiler does. The proofs follow in Sections 4.1-4.7.

Input. An admissible presentation (Section 4.4) is a finite rational list: four contraction
symbols A, a root projection P, finitely many typed centralizer labels and finitely many
rational *x-polynomial equations. Its intended solutions are normal realizations: bounded
operators on a Hilbert space Hy with a faithful trace-class density hg, such that the labels
commute with hg, the equations hold, and hgA, = Ayho/16.

22



Output. A finite game with a rational question distribution and a 0/1 predicate. Its perfect
normal spatial strategies and the normal realizations of the presentation correspond in both
directions (Lemma 4.5).

The pipeline.

1. Labels become unitaries. A projection P is encoded by 2P — I, a positive contraction 7T’
by a unitary w4 with Ty = (21 4+ u4 + v} )/4, and a general contraction by an average
of two unitaries.

2. A scaffold carries the factor 16. Seventeen synchronized corners and four conditional
flagged magic-square bridges certify partial isometries Uy with hU, = 2Uyh (Lemma 4.1).
Their product v maps the source corner ey onto e4 with hv = 16vh, and the cover fixes
the source mass 1/121.

3. Labels travel through the bridges. Corner copies, block unitaries and shared-question
refinements (Lemma 4.2) force Lyv = vLg for every transported label L.

4. The modular operators disappear. Each creation symbol is written A, = v*a, with
a centralizer contraction a, from ey to e4. Every application equation becomes an
equation among centralizer labels in which v does not occur.

5. Words become projections. A qutrit frame, graph projections and triangle projections
certify actual products of unitary labels. A rational equation among words becomes a
rational linear equation among synchronized projections (Section 4.2).

6. Linear equations become Boolean tests. Each such equation is enforced by finitely many
orthogonality tests against a certified scalar matrix algebra (Lemma 4.3).

7. Assembly. All questions are kept, the question sets are padded, and question pairs are
sampled uniformly; unspecified pairs are accepted.

Soundness. In a perfect normal strategy every losing event of positive weight has probability
zero. This makes each synchronized event a projection on the state support that commutes
with the marginal density, and it turns each submitted equation into an operator identity
on that support. The bridges then give the realization on the source corner, with density
ho = 121egheg. No step inverts a density.

Completeness. A realization is copied into the scaffold density (27). Contractions are
written as averages of unitaries inside the finite-dimensional positive eigenspaces of that
density. A qutrit frame and a finite maximally entangled row ancilla are appended, and
Bob uses transposes in an eigenbasis of the density. Every test then holds exactly. Only
finite-dimensional factors are added, so finite entropy is preserved.

What was compiled. Section 4.7 bounds the loss when the application equations hold
only approximately, and Section 7 bounds the size of the reduction game. The one compiled
instance, described in Appendix C, is minimal: four bridges, one modular isometry and no
transported labels. A full reduction instance has been dry-counted, but no full Boolean game
was materialized; Section 7 states the two counts and their encoding conventions.

Normal states, supports and exact cancellation

The proofs in this section use only the following facts. They apply to arbitrary, possibly
nonseparable, Hilbert spaces. None of them uses a dimension count, a determinant or a
bounded inverse of a density.

(N1) Normal states and purifications. A normal state on H4 ® Hp is a positive trace-
class operator p of trace one. By the spectral theorem for compact operators, p = > IR |1} (5]
with countably many A; > 0. Let J be the countable index set, put Heny = ¢%(J), and put

Q =, A% ®|j). Then

Trp(E®@F) = (Q,(EQF @ Iy )Q)
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for all bounded F, F', and no measurement acts on Heny. The marginals hy = Trp p and
hp = Tra p are positive trace-class operators of trace one. Write P4, Pp for their support
projections, the projections onto the closures of their ranges; these closures are separable.
The restriction of h4 to P4H 4 is injective with dense range. Its positive eigenspaces are
finite-dimensional and span a dense subspace of P4H 4. The same holds for hg. If P4 has
infinite rank, the inverse of A4 on its range is unbounded; it is never used.

(N2) Coefficient operators. Put Hpeny = Hp ® Henv. Fix orthonormal bases (b;) of
Hp and (eg) of Henyv, and use their tensor-product basis (fj¢) = (b; ® eg) of Hpeny, and let
YT = CY*C be the transpose of Y € B(H B env), where C is the complex conjugation fixing
every f;;. Bob’s transpose FT is defined in the basis (bj). Transposition preserves norms,
adjoints, positivity and projections, reverses products, and satisfies (F ® Iony)" = FT ® Iopy.
The map 7' — >, o T'fj¢ @ fj¢ is a unitary from the Hilbert-Schmidt operators Hpenv — Ha
onto Ha ® Hpenv- If it sends T to €2, it sends XTaY T to (X ® Y)Q, and ToTs =ha. We
call T the coefficient operator. Identities such as ET = TFT below are coefficient forms of
vector identities, and we state both forms where it helps. For a mixed state this is the cut
A | Benv, and every Bob operator enters as F' @ Iopy -

(N3) Exact cancellation. For X € B(H4),
I(X © DA = Tr(haX"X) = | XA .

Hence (X ® I)Q2 = 0, equivalently X7, = 0, holds exactly when X P4 = 0. Indeed the range of
h,l4/ % is dense in PaH 4, and a bounded operator that vanishes on a dense subspace vanishes on
its closure. Likewise (I ® F ® Iony )2 = 0, equivalently To(F ® Ieny)T = 0, holds exactly when
FPp =0, because its squared norm is Tr(hpF*F'). These are the dense-range cancellations
used throughout. The same statements hold for any vector in place of 2, with the supports of
its own marginals.

(N4) Mirrors. Call X € B(H4) and Y € B(Hp) mirrors if ( X @ [)Q2= (I @Y ® Ieny)S2,
that is, XTo = To(Y @ Ieny) .
(a) If Xy and Yj are mirrors for k = 1,...,n, then X;---X,, and Y,,---Y] are mirrors.
Operators on different tensor factors commute, so (X1 Xo @ I)Q = (X; @ Ya®I)Q =
(I ® Y2Y1 ® I)Q; induct. Linear combinations of mirror pairs are mirror pairs.
(b) If X and X’ are both mirrors of Y, then (X — X')P4 = 0 by (N3). If Y and Y’ are
both mirrors of X, then (Y —Y')Pg = 0.
(¢) Suppose X,Y are mirrors and X*, Y™ are mirrors. This holds for self-adjoint mirrors, and
for unitary mirrors because applying X *®Y™ to their mirror identity gives (IQY*®1)Q =
(X*®I1)Q. Then Xhy = haX and Yhp = hgY. For Z € B(Ha),

Tr(haZX) = (I Y* @ DQ,(ZR1)Q) = (X* @ D), (Z @ 1)Q) = Tr(haX Z).

Cyclicity of the trace, valid because h4 is trace class and X, Z are bounded, gives
Tr((Xha — haX)Z) = 0. Taking Z of rank one shows that the trace-class operator
Xhya — haX is zero. Bob’s statement is symmetric.

(d) An operator commuting with A4 commutes with P4 and with every spectral projection
of h4. In particular it maps each finite-dimensional positive eigenspace of h4 into itself.

(N5) Perfect matching. Let E be an Alice effect and F' a Bob effect whose two disagreement
events E® (I — F) and (I — F) ® F have probability zero. By the matching identity, the sum
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of these two probabilities is the expectation of
(EQI—-IQF?+(E-E)QI+1® (F-F?),
a sum of three positive operators. Each expectation vanishes, so
(EeoNQ=I0Fa1)Q, (E-E)?e0=0, ((o((F-F)2gn0=0.
Thus E and F are mirrors. Next, F reduces P4. Since ((I — P4) ® I)Q =0,
(I-PAOEDNQA=IF®I)((I—-Ps)xI)Q=0,

so (I — P4)EP4 = 0 by (N3), and self-adjointness gives EP4 = PyFEP4 = P4E. Then
(N3) gives (E — E?)P4 = 0, so EP, is a projection, and E commutes with hs by (N4c).
The same holds for F' on Bob’s side. We call EP4 a synchronized projection and mean this
support-restricted operator in all local identities. Reduction of the support is proved before
projectivity is used.

(N6) Compressions and joint measurements.

(a) If 0 < ¢ < Z with Z a projection, then ¢ = ZqZ. Indeed 0 < (I — Z)q(I — Z) <
(I—-2)Z(I—-2)=0,s0q" (I -2Z)=0.

(b) Projective compression. If P is a projection, F an effect and PEP a projection, then
E reduces PH. For u € ran(PEP), (u, (I — E)u) = 0 and positivity give Eu = u. For
u € PH with PEPu =0, (u, Fu) = 0 gives Eu = 0. Thus F maps PH into itself, and
self-adjointness gives reduction.

(c) Only compressions matter. Since (P4®1)Q) = Q = (I Pp®I)2, every probability equals
(Q,(P4EPy ® PgFPp ® I)Q). Identities may therefore be proved first for compressed
effects. Changing effects outside the supports, while keeping them POVMs, changes no
probability.

(d) Sharp marginals. Let (E.) be a finite POVM indexed by tuples ¢ = (cy,. .., ¢y) whose
compressions to a reducing subspace PH have projections as coarse marginals Q¥ =
> epes Pe- By (a), each compressed E, satisfies E. = Q’c“k ECQ’C‘:’k, hence E.Q% = Os.cp Ee-
Summing, 1,1 32 = D c1=s1.co—sy P, Which is self-adjoint, so the marginals commute.
Iterating, ;1 ---Q7 is the compressed effect of the outcome (s1,...,sn), or zero if
there is no such outcome. Each compressed fine effect is thus a product of commuting

projections, hence a projection, and (b) makes the original fine effect reduce PH.

(N7) Forbidden events. Let @ be an Alice effect and R a Bob effect whose compression
Rp = PpRPp is a synchronized projection with Alice mirror R4. If the event Q ® R has
probability zero, then QRsP4 = 0. If @ also reduces P4, then RpQP4 = 0 as well. Indeed
0=(0(QaRpxNQ) = (Q?*® Rp @ 1)Q||?, and (Q/?@ R @ 1) = (Q/?Ro @ I1)Q, so
(N3) gives Ql/ 2RAP4 = 0. The second claim is the adjoint of the first, because P4 commutes
with @ and R4. No commutation with a density is used.

(N8) Canonical purifications for completeness. Let h be a faithful positive trace-class
operator of trace one on H. By (N1), H is separable and has an orthonormal basis (¢;) with
ho; = Nip; and A\; > 0. Put Q, =5, )\1-1/2@,' ® @;, and let X7 denote the transpose in (y;).
Both marginals of ), equal h. If X commutes with h, it commutes with A'/2, and the rule of
(N2) gives

(I X" = (X 1),

since both vectors correspond to hY/2X = Xh'/2. The map X — X7 is linear, reverses
products, and preserves adjoints, positivity and projections; and X T commutes with hT = h.
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Hence a centralizer projection X for Alice and X' for Bob are perfectly matched: their
disagreement probability is (Qp,, (X (I — X) 4+ (I — X)X) ® I)Q;) = 0. For centralizer effects
Q of Alice and RT of Bob, the joint probability is Tr(hQR), so an event with QR = 0 has
probability zero.

4.1 The normal flagged magic-square bridge

The magic-square relations originate with Mermin and Peres [40, 49]. We use Mancinska’s
flagged magic-square (FMS) geometry [37]. We spell out the predicate and prove its normal
extension because the published finite-dimensional statement does not suffice here. All FMS
question and answer indices start at zero; frame indices below start at one.

4.1.1 Questions, calibration and exact bindings

Alice has Rg, Ry, Ry, T, T1 and Bob has Cgy, Cq, Co, Bg, B1. A row question has a flag answer f
or a triple of product +1. A column question has f or a triple of product +1, 41, —1 according
to its column. The magic square is

XI IX XX
1z 71 77 |. (11)
XZ ZX YY

Here X,Y, Z denote the Pauli matrices, I the 2 x 2 identity, and adjacent letters their tensor
product. The displayed matrices describe a canonical realization; the predicate only checks
the corresponding signs. Select column-zero outcomes ¢y = (+ + +), ¢ = (+ — —) and
row-zero outcomes 1o = (+ + +), r1 = (+ — —). Question T, has answers +, — and the three
column-zero triples other than c;; B, analogously retains all row-zero triples other than r,.

Table 3 and Figure 1 summarize the rules. On R;, C;, reject flag/nonflag mismatch and
otherwise check the intersecting cell; two flags are accepted. On T, Cy, a sign is allowed only
against f or c;; a retained triple must equal the opposite triple. On Rg, B, use the analogous
rule with r,. On T, By, reject two signs a,b € {+1, —1} unless ab = (—1)*; all pairs with a
nonsign answer are accepted. Other question pairs are accepted. For a conditional instance
add an inactive answer 1, accept two inactive answers, and reject exactly one inactive answer.
Bind each noninactive event to its synchronized active projection and all row/column flags to
the synchronized flag.

Let Prpag be the nonflag magic support. Its four column-zero projections mqg, mo1, m10, m11
correspond respectively to (++ +), (+ — =), (= + =), (= — 4). On Alice, mqo is read from
the retained (+ + +) answer of T; and the other three from Ty. On Bob all four come from
Coy. Each of these chosen occurrences is matched to its opposite synchronized binary question.
The positive nonflag ZI event is read from Alice’s R; component 1 and Bob’s C; component 1.
The positive IX event comes from Alice’s Ry component 1 and Bob’s C; component 0. Bind
both positive nonflag events to synchronized binary questions, denoted Ezr  and Erx . Put

t=1—2Puag +2E714, 3=1—2Pnag+2E1x+, ta = 1"3"moo.
These are reflections extended by identity outside Prpag, and t),ta, = Mmoo, tapt,, = Mab-

4.1.2 Normal bridge theorem

Lemma 4.1. A perfect normal conditional FMS strategy has on its active supports the
decomposition
Hactive = Hf @ ((C4 ® Hmag); h= ]’Lf ©® (I4 ® hmag)-
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Questions Answers Tested rule

Ri, C; flag or parity triple flags match; nonflags agree at (i, j)

T.,Co sign or retained triple signs pair only with f,c,; retained triples
match

Ro, By triple or sign symmetric calibration at 7,

T,, By signs or triples two signs satisfy ab = (—1)*¥

Conditional copies also inactive L activity matches; flags and events bind to

named projections

Table 3: Flagged magic-square questions, answers and rules. Unspecified pairs are accepted.

U column-zero magic directions

flag f _
moo = |co){co| mo1 = |e1){c1]

mig, mi1 : other two directions

ry = (co + (=1)%e1)/V2

Figure 1: Selected column and row directions. The flag transports to cg; mqp denote projections.

The calibrated transports Ua,Up from the flag to the selected co corner satisfy U*U = f,
UU* = mgo and hU = 2Uh. On a purification their matched components satisfy

QCOCO = \/§(UA QUp® Ienv)fo' (12)

The flag answer and its projection are both denoted f. The other three magic directions obey
the transported versions of this equation.

The proof first extracts the magic matrix algebra from the synchronized cells. Calibration
then identifies the two binary sign supports. The four sign equations force an off-diagonal
unitary between the flag and a magic corner, and commutation with the calibrated marginal
gives the density ratio two.

Proof. First apply Section 2.4 to the activity, flags and checked cells. They reduce the original
state supports and are sharp there. On the compressed nonflag space each compressed fine
effect lies below its assigned sharp cell marginals. Thus it is their joint spectral projection.
The projective-compression fact then makes the original fine effects reduce the support. Alice’s
row relations and Bob’s column relations transfer through the dense coefficient range, in
reversed product order; within a context the products commute.

Fix a purification € as in (N1). The predicate makes the following pairs of events perfectly
matched in the sense of (N5): an inactive answer on one side and the inactive answer on the
other; each noninactive event and the opposite synchronized activity projection; each row or
column flag and the opposite synchronized flag; and, for every cell (7, j) and sign s, Alice’s
event “R; is not a flag and its entry j equals s” and Bob’s event “C; is not a flag and its entry
i equals s”. The last pair is matched because the rule on R;, C; rejects a flag against a nonflag
and checks the intersecting cell otherwise. By (N5), each coarse effect in this list reduces
its party’s support, its compression is a projection commuting with that party’s marginal
density, and matched compressions are mirrors. Let a4 and f4 be Alice’s activity and flag
projections, put N = ag — fa, and let Q7; be the compression of the cell event above, so that

Z‘»;» + Qi_j = Ny4. The cell observables M{} = ;'; — Qi_j are self-adjoint unitaries on NgAPAsH 4.

B

Each is a mirror of Bob’s operator M;7, built in the same way from C;.
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For a nonflag answer t = (tg, t1,t2) of R;, the compressed effect lies below Qg for each
J, since the other nonflag effects of R; with entry j equal to ¢; are positive. By (N6d) it
equals Qﬁg fi g, the three cell observables of row ¢ commute, and the original fine effect
reduces P4. Summing over the triples of product +1 gives M;‘(‘) I\/Iﬂ Mé =Ny on PsH4. The
same argument for Bob’s columns gives commuting I\/I(%, Mﬁ, MQBj with product €¢;Np, where
€0 = €1 = 1 and €3 = —1. By (N4a), MS‘jijMQAj is a mirror of MQBjijM(@ = €;Np, which is a
mirror of €;N4. Then (N4b) gives I\/I()“jl\/lf‘jM?j = €jN4 on PyH 4. In the same way M%Mf}j
and Mf,‘leAj are mirrors of the equal operators MﬁjMiB} and MgMﬁj, so they agree on PoH 4.
The nine cell observables therefore satisfy every row and column relation of (11) as operator
identities on NaPaH 4. The symmetric argument gives the same for Bob on NgPpHp.

For completeness, write a = Mgy, b = Mg1,¢ = Mg, d = My for the four top-left cell

reflections of the square, where M;; denotes the checked cell observable. Context relations give
[av b] = [C7 d} = [CL?C] = [bv d] = 07 (CLC)(bd) = _(ab)(Cd)

Cancel the outside a, d to obtain c¢b = —be. Commutation of ac and bd then gives da = —ad.
The pairs (a,d) and (b,c) are anticommuting Pauli pairs commuting across pairs. Each
pair exchanges its two eigenspaces unitarily. Hence they generate Maty ® I3,,,,. Marginal
commutation gives the stated density form. The synchronized magic units identify its coefficient
block as Iy ® Thag; write the flag coefficient block as T'y. The coefficient maps have dense
range on the corresponding local marginal supports.

Put Ny = NaPaH, and let Ni be the +1 eigenspaces of a, so that Ny = N, & N_.
Since da = —ad, d maps N4 into N5, and d? = I makes d|,;, unitary onto N_. This identifies
Ny with C2@ N, witha=Z® I and d = X ® I. The operators b, c commute with a and d,
hence with the algebra Mats ® I they generate, so b= I ® ¥ and ¢ = I ® ¢’ for anticommuting
self-adjoint unitaries ', c/. Repeating the argument for ¢/, gives Ny = C? ® Hmag. No
dimension count is used. The space Hyae may be infinite-dimensional; it is separable because
it lies in PaH 4.

For later use we record the identification through the units ¢,,. The projection mg
is the joint (+1,+1) eigenprojection of the column-zero cells a = Mgy and ¢ = My, and
Mgy is their joint ((—1),(—1)®) eigenprojection; this is the stated correspondence with
(+++),(+——),(=+—),(——+). On N4 the reflection r equals d = My, which anticommutes
with a and commutes with ¢, and 3 equals b = Mg1, which commutes with a and anticommutes
with ¢. Hence t,, = xagbmoo maps mooN4 isometrically onto m., N4, and

Un:C* @My = Na,  Uia(ua ®E) =taé,  Hinag = mooNa,

is unitary. With u,, = |a)®|b), these coordinates give mgp = |ugp) (uap| @I, a = Z&1, ¢ = IR Z,
d=X®Iand b=1® X. The operators r, 3, mgg are built from synchronized projections, so
they commute with h4 by (N5), and so does each 5. Therefore UihaUy = 14 ® h{;‘lag, where
héag is the restriction of h4 to Héag. Together with [fa, ha] = 0 this is the decomposition in
the lemma, with H; = faPsH4. Both blocks are faithful, because hy is faithful on PoH 4
and they are its restrictions to reducing subspaces. The same construction on Bob’s side gives
Up and hﬁag.

Now the coefficient blocks. Flags and activity are matched, so (f4a® I)Q= (I ® fp ® 1)
and (NA®I)Q = (I@NpRI)Q. Put Qs = (fa® fp@I)Qand Qny = (Na@Np®I)Q. The
mixed components vanish; for example (f4 @ Np @ I)Q = (faNas ® I)Q2 = 0. Each of ¢, 3, moo
is a linear combination of matched events, hence a mirror of its Bob counterpart by (N4a); for ¢
the events are the activity, the flag and the positive ZI event, which the rule on Ry, C; matches.
The reflections are self-adjoint, so (N4a) makes ¢/} a mirror of (t2)* and the matrix unit

tfb(tf,b,)* a mirror of tgb,(tfb)*. In the coordinates Uy ® Up write Qnn = ) up @ wp @ wyy,
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where k, [ range over the four labels ab and wy; € ’H;?lag & Hﬁag ® Heny.- The mirror identity
for the units |ug)(w;| and |u;)(ug| reads

Zuk Quy Quy = Zuk/ ® U @ Wi'k,
4 k'

so wyr = 0 for I’ # [ and wy = wy. Hence

QNN = ZUk & uy, ®Wmag
k

for a single vector wpag, whose two marginals are héag and hﬁag. In coefficient form, the
coefficient operator of Qny is Iy ® Tag, Where Tiag is that of winag, and T is that of Q.
Here Tiag : Hﬁag ® Heny — ”Hr’?lag and T} : 7—[]1? ® Heny — 7—[}4 are the coefficient maps in the
fixed product coordinates. They satisfy TmagTmag = héag and TyT} = h4, and have dense
range. All cancellations below use (N3) on the corresponding original local support.

For a column-zero triple ¢, let 1. be the joint spectral projection of its three cell reflections,
and II, the joint projection of Bob’s row-zero cells. Calibration makes Alice's sign support
S = f+1I., and Bob’s Sf = f+1I,,. The selected directions have overlap (c;,ry) = €xy/ V2,

where €,y = (—1)*¥. Their compressed coeflicient operator is
Wy = diag(Ty, €y Timag/V2)-

For compressed sign effects F,, Fy, a forbidden pair gives Eé/ 2I/ny(};’bT )1/2 =0, and therefore
EanyFbT = 0. Summing the two complete binary effects gives

EWay = WoyFL = E.Woy FL

€xya’

The vector calculation below, followed by (N3) on each original local sign support, gives
Fb2 = Fp and Eg = E, there. Their zero extensions give projective compressions; thus the
original sign effects reduce the state supports. Their differences &, ), obey

XeWay = €ayWay V. (13)

The rule on T,, Cy matches Alice’s coarse sign event of T, with Bob’s event {f,c,} of Co,
and each retained triple of T, with the same triple of Cy. Bob’s Cy projection for a triple is
the joint projection of his column-zero cells, and by (N4a) its mirror is Alice’s joint projection
I, of her cells Mg, M{h, M4y Thus (N4b) gives S4 = fa + I, on PaH 4, and the retained
effects of T, are the other column-zero projections. Symmetrically, the rule on Ry, B, gives
Sf = fp +1Il,,, where II,,, is Bob’s joint projection of his row-zero cells. In the coordinates
above, ¢y = upp and ¢; = ug1, while 7, = (ugo + (—1)Yug;1)/V/2, because row zero consists of
a=2®I,b=1®X and ab. Hence (c;,ry) = €4,/v/2, and

Q= (SA @SSP0 N0 =0y + %cx ® Ty ® Wmag.

The maps VAE @ n) = €+ ¢, @1 and VyB(f' @&n) =& +r,®n identify Hy & /Héag and
’H]l? &) Hﬁag with the two sign supports. Under them 2, becomes 277 + emywmag/\@, with
the two terms in the flag-flag and the magic-magic blocks; its coefficient operator is Wp,. Its
Alice marginal is hy @ héag/Q and its Bob marginal is h? ® hflag/2; both are faithful.

Let E), = PyE,P4 and F] = PgF,Pp be the compressed sign effects of T, and B,. Then
0< E,<S#and 0< F, <SP so E, = E,S and F] = F|SP by (N6a). If ab # ¢, the
pair is rejected, so

0=(Q,(E,® F o)) =B} e F'? e na|?,
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whence (E] ® F ® I)Q = 0. These are the vector forms of E;/QVVQCZ,,(FZ:‘F)1/2 = 0 and
EanyFbT = 0. Writing € = €, and summing the complete binary effects,

(B, @ D)y = (B, @ SP o= (E,0 Fl,o)Q=(S; @ Fl, @ )Q= (I ® F/, ® I)Qy,.

Next, (ELE" , @ 1)Qyy = (B, @ F' ., @ I)Qy = (B!, @ F' ., ® [)Q = 0. Since £’ , = SI* — E!,
this says ((E, — E'?) ® I)Q, = 0. The Alice marginal of Q,, is faithful on S2PaH 4, so (N3),
applied to €1, gives E'? = E!. This is where dense range enters. Bob’s case is symmetric.
By (N6b) the original sign effects reduce the supports. The differences X, = E, — E’ and

Yy = F. — F! are self-adjoint unitaries on SfPAHA and SfPB”HB, and
(X ® I)wa = 6:vy(j Q@ Yy ® I)wa

is the vector form of (13).

Use the matrix units #,t},; to identify each selected magic direction with the same
multiplicity space, and use ﬁHCZHry with its sign €,, for the selected row directions. Set
Teal = diag(Ty, Timag/V2) and Jyg = diag(I, —I). For (z,y) = (0,0),(0,1),(1,0), Eq. (13)
reads respectively XoTea = Tcalyg , XoTeal = T, Calle ,and X Ty = T, CalyoT . Writing these
three equations in vector form and applying (N3) on Alice’s and Bob’s respective local
sign supports gives Xy = & = X and Yy = V1 = Y. For (1,1) it reads X JggnTcal =
—JsgnTcalyT = —Jsgn X Tcal, so dense range gives X' Jgon = —JsenX. In blocks X = (&j;), this
says X711 = Ao = 0. Since X = XA* and X2 =1, its remaining block § = Xb5; is unitary. Thus

X = <g %) , B : Hp — Hmag unitary.
Self-adjointness and X7 = Tea YT imply [X, Tea Ty = 0. Here hy = TyT§ and hmag =
TinagTmag are Alice’s density blocks. The off-diagonal block gives hmag8 = 28hy. The
corresponding corner transport has the required ratio.

Put )?w = VIA*XwaA and fy = VyB*nyyB, and let Qcal = Qff +Wmag/ V2, whose coefficient
operator is Tga1. For (x,y) # (1,1) the vector €, becomes Qc,, andAfor (Al, 1) it becomes
(Jsgn @ I)Qcal = (I @ Jsgn ® I)Qear. The cases (0,0) and (1,0) give ((Xp — X1) @ 1)Qeal = 0,
and the cases (0,0) and (0,1) give (I ® (Yo — 1) ©1)Qear = 0. Both marginals of Qc,, namely
hy @ hﬁlag/2 and h? & hflag/27 are faithful, so (N3) gives Xo = X) = X and Y, = ), = V.
These are applications of (N3) to the two original local marginals. The case (1,1) then gives

(XJsgn ® I)Qcal — —(I ® y ® I)(Jsgn & I)Qcal — _(Jsan ® I)Qcala

50 X Jsgn + JsgnX = 0 by (N3). A self-adjoint unitary anticommuting with Jsn = diag(Z, —1I)
has zero diagonal blocks, and X2 = I gives its lower block /3 the identities 5*8 = Iy ;and BB* =
I34,,,,- The operators X', ) are self-adjoint mirrors for Qca1, so (N4c) gives [X, hy @hﬁag /2] =0.

In coefficient form this is the displayed commutator: from XT.. = T..a)", the operator
XTea T = TcalyTTg‘al is self-adjoint. Its off-diagonal block is Shy = %hﬁlagﬁ. On Bob’s side

the same argument gives a unitary Sp with hflagBB = QBBh]]?.

The actual Alice extraction is U4 = Il Xpf. Bob’s 79 projection is the retained (+ + +)
answer of By, equivalently the sign support of By minus its flag. His extraction to the same cg
direction is

Up = V2I1, I, o f-

The coefficient /2 occurs in extraction, not in the predicate. To see the phase in (12) directly,
put Q' = (S§' @ SF)Q. The zero sign events give XyQ' = V. Project onto co @ f. The left
side is (Ug ® I)€Qss; the right side is

2_1/2(I ® fy0|T0><CO|)QCOCO’
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Apply Bob’s flag-to-rg block and then |cg)(ro| = v/2I1,I1,,. This gives (12).

In the coordinates V%, Uy is the map & — ¢y ® B¢ from Hy into mooPaHa. Thus
U%Ua = fa and UpU’% = mgp on the support, and haUs = 2U4h4, because hy acts as hy
on the flag and as héag on ¢y ® Héag. On Bob’s side Yy fp is & + 1o @ Bp€’, and /210,11,
restricts to the isometry ro ® n — ¢ ®n from II,, PeH p onto mooPpH 5, since {(cg, o) = 2-1/2,
So Up = ¢y ® Bp has the same three properties. The components in HA @ H? ® Heny Of

mag
the two sides of (X ® I)Qa1 = (I ® Y @ I)Qeal give (BR 1)Qp = (I ® Bl ® I)wimag/V/2, that
is, Wmag = V2(B® B ® I s. Since Qeyey = €0 @ €0 @ Wiag, this is (12). The formula for
Qnn also gives Oy ym,, = (tfb ® tfb ® I)Qeyco, and the components for two different magic
directions vanish. These are the transported versions for the other three directions.

For a mixed state, first apply the pure-vector calculation on the cut A | Benv. The
synchronized opposite effects reduce the Schmidt support, and the sign effects do so after their
compressed sharpness is proved. Thus every compressed product used above is the restriction
of an original Bob-only product tensored with Ie,,. The resulting Alice identities hold on
her original marginal support. Repeat on B | Aenv for Bob’s identities. The component
calculation then gives Eq. (12) on the original purification, using Ug @ Ug ® I¢py. Tracing out
the environment preserves the displayed component identity.

The calculation above already used the purification 2 on the cut A | Benv, with every
Bob operator of the form F ® Ieny; the cut B | Aenv is the Bob form of (N3). The
supports P4, Pp are those of Trpg p and Try4 p, so every identity holds on the original marginal
supports. The partial trace over Hepy of the rank-one operators of the two sides of (12) gives

(moo ® moo)p(moo ® meo) = 2(Ua @ Up)(f @ fp(f @ f)(Ua® Up)*. O

4.1.3 The commuting form

On a normal commuting host the same predicate calibrates a modular eigenoperator. We
recall the arbitrary-normal bridge argument of [20, Lemma 2.2]. Matching makes the cells
sharp centralizer effects. Write the upper-left four cell reflections as a, b, ¢, d. The row/column
relations give [a,b] = [a,c¢] = [b,d] = [¢,d] = 0, (ac)(bd) = —(ab)(cd), and [ac,bd] = 0.
Canceling the outside a,d gives ¢cb = —bc; substitution into the last commutator gives
ad = —da. The two commuting Pauli pairs therefore generate centralizer Maty. In C?® C? the
calibrated unit vectors are x, = |[+) ® |z) and pgir = |[+)®|(=1)¥), where |+) = (]0) +1))/v/2
and |(—=1)Y) = (|0) + (=1)¥|1))/v/2. Choose a minimal projection ¢ of the magic matrix
algebra Mat, and centralizer partial isometries u?, uf with initial projection ¢ and ranges
the projections onto x,, pgir (tensored with the multiplicity identity). Choose their phases so
that their overlap is (u;‘)*uyB = (=1)%q/V/2. If B4, Zf are the original sign differences, their
pull-backs on the standard corner (f + ¢)J(f + q)JL?*(M) are

Xo= ([ +@))R S +ud), V=T + @w))TST( + )T
They are commuting self-adjoint contractions. Their joint-support vector is

Forbidden sign events give X0,y = (—1)"Yy 0., and X,V 0,y = (—1)"Y6,,,. The multiplier
f £4q/V/2 is bounded invertible in the corner centralizer, so 6y separates both corner algebras.
Commuting the opposite contraction through the first identity gives Xg@xy = 0y and ygexy =
0.y; separation makes them reflections. Put cca = f + ¢/ V2. The three positive cells give
Xeea€y = Veealéy and identify Xy = X1 = X and My = )1 = YV by separation on ccaié,.
The fourth vector is JsgnCeal§yp, Jsgn = f — ¢. Its equation is X' Jsgnceally = —VJsgnCealéy =
—JsgnYVccar§p = —JsgnXceal§y, since opposite algebras commute. Separation gives X Jsgn =
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—JsgnX. Thus X = U +U*, U=qXf, U'U = f, UU* = ¢q. The mirror equation means that
X centralizes w(-) = ¢(dcal ), decal = f + q/2. The bounded centralizer perturbation formula
of Pedersen—Takesaki [48, Lemma 4.5] 0¥’ (z) = di 07 (z)d_} gives on the ¢—f block

of(U)=2"U, () =2¢(f). (14)

The last equality is KMS. Multiplication by the magic matrix units gives all four transports.
If one sector vanished, the off-diagonal reflection would kill the other; hence on a nonzero
active corner both sectors are nonzero. No finite multiplicity is used.

4.1.4 A shared question fixes transported labels

Lemma 4.2 (Label refinement). Retain the original FMS questions. For a synchronized
projection P, add Alice’s To[P"P] with answers (a,z). Ignore z against the unchanged
Bo, B1, Co and use the original predicates; match z to Bob’s binary P**. Add the symmetric
Bo[P'*P] against unchanged To, T1,Rg. Also retain activity matching. In every perfect normal
strategy the coarse signs equal the original signs and commute with PP on their state
supports. Conversely commuting labels give these refinements. Distinct labels require no
mutual commutation.

Proof. Let g, = ), qa,- be the compressed coarse effects of Ty [P'2P]. Against Cq the original
rule is applied to a, so the matching argument in the proof of Lemma 4.1 gives, by (N5)
and (N4b), ¢: = II; for each retained triple ¢ and g4 + ¢ = Ra = fa + II.,. Against By, By
the forbidden sign pairs are the original ones. The calculation in that proof which gave
(B! @ 1)Qoy = (I ® F. ® I)Qoy and E? = E!, used only these pairs and the projection R4, so
it applies verbatim to q+. With X/ = ¢, — ¢_ it gives

(X' @10 = ® Yo @100 = (Xo ® I)Qo,

the vector form of X'Wyg = WOOJ)OT . The Alice marginal of Qqq is faithful on RaPsH 4, so
(N3) gives X' = &) and ¢+ = (Ra + Ap)/2.

The z-marginal 3", Q.1 is perfectly matched with Bob’s binary question for P*P. By
(N5) its compression is a projection and a mirror of Bob’s synchronized projection, whose
Alice mirror is P{P; (N4b) gives equality. For every a, positivity gives 0 < g,1 < PP and
0< Ga,0 < Py — P}Aab~ By (Nﬁa)’ Ga,1 = PAaan,lP}{ab and Ga,0 = (PA - ilab)Qa,O(PA - 11434b)7 S0
P}f‘bqa = (a1 = anl?b. All of these are identities on PoH 4. For the converse, if the original
effects E, commute with P?P then E,P™P and E. (I — Plab) are positive. Summing over z
gives E,, and summing the z = 1 effects over a gives PP, Every probability involving only a
is an original probability, and the z-test is the original perfect matching of PP, By (N6c)
one may first replace PP by its support-restricted projection. No two different labels are
measured jointly, so no commutation between them enters either direction. O

If a label is block diagonal with flag block P}ab and identical magic blocks P}f}b, the
commutator says BP}ab = P2b3 1In particular, for a graph projection of a block unitary it
certifies transport of that same unitary by the calibrated U. It does not supply a fresh bridge

with an independent gauge. Indeed, with respect to R4 = f & Il,, the commutator [Xp, Pab]
has the (¢, f) block BP}ab — Plabg,

Proof in the commuting model. Calibration fixes the retained effects and the sign support.
Pull the new coarse sign difference X’ to the same corner. Against the unchanged opposite
sign it satisfies X6y = V,00y = Xoboy. The separating vector of Section 4.1.3 gives X' = Aj.
Thus its coarse effects £, are the old projections. For the fine effects @), ., label matching
gives Y, Qa1 = Pab and Ya®ao=1-— PP on faithful support. Positivity gives 0 < Qa1 <
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E,, P2b and 0 < Qao < Ey, I — Pab Hence E, P2 = Qa1 = plabp using completeness
of each marginal. This proves commutation, and the symmetric argument handles Bob.
Conversely use the joint products E,P'"*" E,(I — P'%). Each label has its own refined
question with the same unchanged opposite signs, so there is no cross-label commutation
constraint. O

4.2 Rational projection equations that certify products

All projections in this section are synchronized. We give the finite rules used in the compiler.
The projection-partition viewpoint is standard [25]; the formulas here provide the needed
actual multiplication identities. See also the graph-projection encoding in [8, Section 4].

4.2.1 Graphs and triangles
Let F;, F; be orthogonal, S = F; 4+ F}, and introduce projections G, H, G+, H- with

G+G+t=S H+H'=S, 5H+S=3F+4G. (15)

On S, put Zf = F; — Fj, Zij = 2G — S. These are reflections, and 2H — S = (3Z; +4Z;5) /5.
Squaring forces Zg' Eij + 2 Zgr = 0. Thus

Eij = (U(;j u(;]) s u uzj = F], uijufj = FZ'.
The graph blocks are certified, rather than assumed. Conversely any such unitary corner map
gives the four projections in (15).
For a partition Fy 4+ Fy + F3 = I impose the graph tests on all three pairs and add a
projection Pa with
3Pp = 2(Gr2 + Gas + Gi3) — I (16)

Its block matrix has diagonal I/3 and off-diagonal u;;/3. The (1, 3) block of PZ = Pa gives
2u13 + u1ouo3 = 3uqs, hence u13 = uiouoz. Conversely this product identity makes the entire
matrix a projection.

Start with a reference triangle for identity. Its scalar matrix algebra is called the frame. It
gives scalar matrix units and H = C> @ Hpase. For every unitary label ©, use graphs in all three
positions. Triangles (©,1,0) and (1,0, ©) identify the placements. A triangle (O, 02, ©3)
then certifies @3 = ©0,; a triangle with product identity certifies inverse labels. Build each
word from its proper prefix and final token. Finally a real rational equation ), ¢,©, = 0 is
precisely

2quG12 (qu) (Fy + Fy) = 0. (17)

Its two off-diagonal blocks are the equation and its adjoint. All products therefore refer to
actual common operators. Synchronization makes the extracted unitaries commute with the
base marginal density.

4.2.2 Binding prescribed parameters

A prescribed synchronized projection PP?" is linked to the frame by projections PP F;, N F;
with
PP F; + NF,=F;, Y PP"F,=PP Y NF,=1— P,
i i
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These symbols are names for projections before the equations identify their products; the names
NF; denote complements of PP F; inside F;. For every pair ij, introduce Ji1, J1g, Jo1, Joo
and impose

Ji1 + Jig = PP F; + PP Fj, Joo + Jor = NF; + NFj,
Jir + Jor = Gij(1), Gij(spar) = J11 + Joo-

Projection sums give the indicated joint partitions. The symbol sp,, is a unitary parameter
label. These equations force PP to commute with the frame and identify the extracted spar
with 2e — I, where PP*" = I3 ® e. In particular these parameters are the specified FMS events,
not independent replacements. The four-bridge assembly uses twenty-five such parameters.
These rules are a deterministic finite compiler for the finite word list. Cancellation of
adjacent inverse tokens is performed before taking proper prefixes. All coefficients stay rational.
Conversely a centralizer unitary assignment with the prescribed parameter projections gives
every graph, complement, H, triangle and joint projection simultaneously by these formulas.

Scope in infinite dimensions. All projections in this section are support-restricted
synchronized projections on Alice’s support PaH 4, as in (N5), and every displayed equation
holds there as an operator identity by Lemma 4.3. The derivations are block-matrix calculations
for orthogonal decompositions of P4H 4. Projections whose sum is a projection are mutually
orthogonal, and a self-adjoint unitary anticommuting with diag(Z, —I) has the off-diagonal
form used for Z;;. No trace, rank or dimension is used. The frame identification is the unitary

C3 @ Hpase = Pata, e @& uin,  Hpase = F1PaHa,

where w1y = F1, ug1 = ujy, us1 = ujs, and u;; = F;(2G;;(1)—F;—F;)F};. The frame projections
and the maps u;; commute with hy by (N5), so ha = I3 @ hpage in these coordinates. An
extracted label © is defined by F}(2G12(©) — F} — F5)Fy = e12 ® O, and it commutes with

hbase'
The binding equations are solved in the same way. Write 71" = PP¥F; and n}™ = NF;.

These are projections below F; with 7™ + nP* = F;, and >, 70" = PP g0 PP¥F;, =
TP = F; PP and PP*' commutes with every Fj. For a pair ij the four projections Jy

sum to S = F; + Fj and are therefore mutually orthogonal. Both 7P = 7P*" + Tr?alr and

Gi;(1) are sums of them, so they commute and 7°*G;;(1) = Ji;. In frame coordinates write
T = e; ® p;. Commutation of 7P with Z;;(1) = (e;; + e;i) ® I gives p; = pj; over all pairs,

prar = J3 @ e. Finally Jog = (S — 7P*")(S — Gy5(1)), so
Gij(spar) = WparGij(l) + (S — 7P (S — Gij(l)) = %(S + (6@']' + 6]’@') ® (2e — I)),

which identifies spar with 2e — 1.

4.3 Rational rows as Boolean winning conditions

We implement each rational row by a subspace orthogonality test. This is the general rational-
row theorem of [23, Theorem B], restated here to specify the extension and its quantitative
loss.

Lemma 4.3 (Boolean rational rows). Let a finite strategy specification name finitely many
synchronized binary projections and finitely many rational linear identities among them. There
s a finite extension by Boolean tests with the following properties.

Soundness: in every perfect normal spatial strategy for the extended tests, the identities
hold as operator identities for the named support-restricted projections on each local state
support.
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Completeness: any normal spatial strategy with these synchronized projections, satisfying
the identities on its supports, extends to satisfy all the added tests perfectly after adjoining a
finite mazimally entangled state. The old measurements act trivially on the new factor. The
rest of the old strategy, including nonsynchronous questions, is retained; if its old tests were
perfect, the whole extension is perfect.

Remark. The same proof, paragraph “The commuting form of rational rows”, gives the
commuting form used in Section 4.6.

4.3.1 A certified scalar matrix algebra

Choose dpmax = 2% large enough for every row construction below. Use r synchronized
magic squares, binding each context’s cell marginals to synchronized binary cells. The Pauli-
pair calculation in Lemma 4.1 gives two anticommuting pairs per square. Four-answer joint
questions for all pairs of axes from distinct squares force cross-square commutation. Hence their
algebra is Matg, . ® I on the support. Synchronization makes the marginal I /dmax ® h.

Add joint questions between every named old projection and every scalar axis. Their sharp
marginals force the old projections into the commutant: F; = I3 . ® e;. This step concerns
only synchronized projections, never an FMS sign. Add global Z and global X measurements
with all bit outcomes, binding each bit marginal to its axis. They are the actual joint spectral
measurements.

The Pauli-pair calculation is the one beginning “For completeness, write a = Mgp” in the
proof of Lemma 4.1, without flags. A four-answer joint question for axes ¢, ¢’ of distinct squares
has its two binary marginals bound to synchronized cells, so the axes commute on PaH 4
by (N6d). Iterating the eigenspace argument of that proof over the 2r mutually commuting
anticommuting pairs identifies PAH 4 with C%max @ H', the axes generating Maty,_._ ® I; the
space ‘H' may be infinite-dimensional. The axes commute with hy by (N5), so hy lies in
(Matg,,,. ® I)) = I ® B(H'), which is the stated form. A joint question between a named
projection F; and an axis makes them commute by (N6d). The axes generate Maty, . ® I
as an algebra, so E; lies in its commutant, and E; = I, ® e; for a projection e; on H'.
The global Z and X measurements have sharp bit marginals, so by (N6d) they are the joint
spectral measures of the commuting Z axes and of the commuting X axes.

For a row dimension d = 2krow < d_ . use the first kyow qubits; the rest are spectators.
For each nonzero j € IE‘S“’W, choose a basis ¢1,...,0.,_1 of j-. Add a joint context for
XJ, 7% ..., Z%ow-1, binding its marginals to the corresponding global parity events. These
commute because £ - j = 0. The zero-Z-syndrome outcomes with X7 sign + are

I = 1(10) £ |5)) (0] % (1) ® Ispectator-

Write |+4) = d—1/? ;l;(l) |7). The reference ngf = |+a)(+da| ® Ispectator is the event that the
first krow global X bits are positive. It includes all spectator outcomes.

4.3.2 Signed reflections and column graphs

For one row S = agl + ), ayie;, let L clear all coeflicient denominators and set

si =2, — 1, ¢ = La;, 00:2[/@04-2[4041‘.

Then 2LS = col + >, ¢;s;. Expand this into signed reflections with integer repetitions, add a
canceling I, —1 pair with V) = I, and pad by further such pairs to a power of four d. The list
has even length because its coefficient sum is even. Thus

d—1

Y V;=2LS, Vy=I, Vi € {£I, £(2¢; — I)}. (18)

j=0
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For each j > 0 use a six-answer joint question of e; and the three-way scalar measurement
Hj, I, I— Hj’ —II;. For Vj = £1, bind its binary bit to a synchronized deterministic anchor:
its 1-projection is I and its O-projection is zero. Matching both marginals identifies all joint
effects. Appropriate coarse events are the two-coordinate graph projections

Gizl L%V
i o\xy; T

on coordinates 0, j, zero elsewhere. A negative reflection sign exchanges the two coarse events.

Add a synchronized d-answer question with projections II}°V, indexed by t € Fg“’“’. Put
xt(j) = (=1)*7. Forbid TI}°" together with G when x;(j) = 1, or G;‘ when x:(j) = —1. The
forbidden-event support rule gives actual orthogonality. A vector in ran II}°" therefore has
coordinates v; = x¢(J)Vjvo.

Define i

It§ = d_l/Q(Xt(j)V}g)j:O’ Pt = ItI;

Unitarity and character orthogonality give Z;7,, = 04,1 and ), Py = I. Neither equation
requires different V; to commute. The kernel conditions give II°" < P;. Since both families
sum to identity, II}°" = P, for every t.

Finally forbid IIf®" jointly with the opposite Hfff. Then HBOWHfff = 0, equivalently
H&efIO = 0. The column overlap is

LTy = d (3 V) (i)
J J

It vanishes exactly when S = 0. This proves soundness on arbitrary normal supports.

The forbidden pairs are handled by (N7). Take @ to be the coarse event G;-Tr of the
party that asks it and R the opposite synchronized II}°". Both reduce the support, so
GinOW = Hftov"Gj¥ = 0 on that party’s support. The events Gji and II}°Y are products
of mirrored projections, so (N4a) and (N3) transfer this identity to the other party. In
particular it holds on P4 4. Write a vector of PaH 4 = C? @ Clmax/d @ H/ as (vj)j eRhrow and

regard each Vj; as a support-restricted reflection, a self-adjoint unitary on Clmax/d @ H'. If
xt(j) = 1, the equation G v = 0 says v; = Vjup. If x4(j) = —1, the equation G;rv = 0 says
v; = —Vjvg. Thus ranll;°¥ C ranZ;, that is, II;}°" < P;. The two families are complete, so
>, (P — M%) = 0 with positive terms, and IT}°% = P;. The forbidden pair (IT5°%, TIE¢!) gives
I Py = 0 by (N7), and I Zy = IIFTPyZy = 0. Finally ((+4|®1)Zo = d ' > ; V; = (2L/d)S,
SO

4172
a2

for every & in the support. Hence Hffro = 0 holds exactly when S vanishes on the support.
No inverse of S or of a density is used.

For completeness append ®4 . , use the scalar Paulis and the actual joint products, and
define the column partition by the Z;. Synchronized original projections commute with the
marginal and transfer across a purification. Products transfer in reversed order. Define Bob’s
column effects by those transferred products, equivalently by transpose in canonical Schmidt
coordinates. This order matters for noncommuting e;. All column and synchrony tests hold.
The row-zero test holds precisely because S = 0. These constructions act trivially on every
old measurement’s new factor and prove completeness, including for mixed original states.

Let the old strategy have purification €2 and supports P4, Pg. By (N6¢) we may replace
every named synchronized effect by its support-restricted projection, completed by a fixed
outcome off the support; no probability changes. Adjoin @4 _, , so that the new purification
is ' =Q® P,y .. and the new state is again normal. Alice’s new effects are the displayed

TG Zog 1> = —5-115€1?
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operators: scalar Paulis, joint products F;¢ and E,H?E of commuting projections, and the
column projections Py = Z,Z/, all defined on the support and completed by a fixed outcome
off it. For an Alice operator )", z; ® pr(e), with scalar factors z, and products pi(e) of named
projections, Bob uses 3, 2§ @ pi¢¥(eP), where pi®V(e®) is the reversed product of his matched
projections. By (N4a) and (2 @ I)®q,, = (I ® 2T)®y_,, it is a mirror of the Alice operator.
This assignment commutes with adjoints, so the counterpart Y of an Alice projection P is
self-adjoint. Moreover (I ® (Y2 —Y)® 1)) = ((P? - P)® )Y =0, so Y is a projection on
Bob’s support by (N3), and the counterparts of the column projections sum to the identity.
Every matching test therefore has disagreement probability zero. Every forbidden pair has
probability zero because the corresponding Alice product vanishes, and the row-zero pair does
so because S = 0 on the support. The old measurements act as £ ® I, , so all old tests,
including nonsynchronous ones, keep their probabilities.

Write hgyg for the trace-one marginal before the row ancilla is appended (including the
qutrit frame when present). For the honest column construction, without assuming S = 0,
the sole row-zero event has probability

row tyref 4L2 2
p(I™, 1g") = —5- Tr(hota 7). (19)

Indeed the scalar density is I4/d, the column isometry is normalized by d=1/2_ and the reference
vector by d~1/2. The overlap computed above supplies (2LS)*(2LS). Spectator factors have
normalized trace one. All column-graph and matching tests remain exact even when the row
is nonzero. This formula is [23, Eq. (32)] in the general row setting.

Bob’s reference effect is the transpose of Hzlef on the scalar factor and is a mirror of
I1}f. The probability is therefore |(Py @ (IEFH)TQ/||? = Tr(WIEIPIIF!), where b =
(I4/d) ® (d/dmax)Ispectator @ hola. Since ((+4| ® I)Zo = (2L/d)S, we have IIFIP I =
[4+a) (+a| ® Ispectator @ (412 /d?)S%. The trace against b’ is (19): the factor 1/d is (+4|I4/d|+q),
and the spectator trace is one. The calculation uses only that the V; are self-adjoint unitaries,
so it holds for every row, zero or not.

The commuting form of rational rows. On a normal commuting host the same finite
extension is used. The Pauli calculation of Section 4.1.3 identifies the tensor matrix algebra,
and old projections are I ® e; with centralizer scalar matrix units. A forbidden pair with mirror
JGT gives I°VGE, = 0, since JGJTE, = G&,; separation gives II}°"G = 0. The remaining
soundness argument is unchanged. Conversely amplify by Matg, . with normalized trace.
Use the actual scalar Paulis, joint products and projections P;. All are centralizer projections.
Bob uses JnewX Jnew for each projection X. For a centralizer word xy, J(xy)J &, = (2y)*Ey;
adjunction supplies the reversed order. Thus Bob’s products are the actual transferred
products, even when the old projections do not commute. Every structural forbidden event is
zero, and the final event is zero precisely for a zero row. Old measurements act trivially on
the new matrix factor, preserving all old probabilities. Finite matrix amplification preserves
all indicated factor types. This proves Lemma 4.3.

4.4 Admissible presentations

Definition 4.4 (Admissible presentation; normal realization). Fix an integer n > 3 and
put v = 27", The four-isometry normal model requires 4v < 1; the generic chained-bridge
statement of Lemma 4.6 separately permits n > 1. An admissible presentation is a finite
rational list with four contraction symbols A, (a € {0,1}2), a centralizer projection label P,
for the root, and finitely many centralizer labels, each typed as a unitary, projection, positive
contraction (0 < T' < I), or general contraction (||7]| < 1). Its application equations (the
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identities enforced by the final row tests) are rational x-polynomials in the centralizer labels,
the creation and range equations

ALAg =bapl, D AAL =1- P,

and endpoint equations LengAa = AgRend OF LendAa = 0. Finite sums Y, L, Ao L, = 0
are allowed. Here Lend, Rend, L., L), are centralizer polynomial expressions. Apart from the
displayed creation and range equations, no monomial contains more than one creation symbol.
Every label used on a left endpoint is included in the transported unitary list A defined in
the proof of Lemma 4.5, and the root projection is transported even when it occurs in no
endpoint equation.

A normal realization consists of a nonzero Hilbert space H, a faithful positive trace-class
operator hg with Trhg = 1, and bounded operators of the declared types on Hgy. Every
centralizer label, including P,, commutes with hg. All application equations hold as operator
identities on Hg, and

hoAa = I/Aaho. (20)

Thus all identities are imposed on the state support, where the density is faithful. No
positive lower spectral bound is required for a positive contraction. Finite entropy of a
realization means S(hg) < oo. The ratio is imposed by the assembly, rather than by a real
coefficient in the Boolean game. The spatial hardness proof of Sections 5-8 uses n = 4, so
v = 1/16; Section 16 uses n = 5.

4.5 The n-bridge compiler

Each FMS bridge forces a density ratio of two between consecutive selected corners (Figure 2).
A chain of n bridges therefore gives the ratio 2" from source to far corner, and transporting a
source-to-far creation operator back to the source gives v = 27", Set

n
n=144)29=2" 7 =1 (1;29%4% (2%, (21)
g=1

The notation t®* denotes four entries equal to t.

Lemma 4.5 (n-bridge compiler). Every admissible presentation effectively yields a finite
rational Boolean game G\"). Every perfect normal spatial strategy yields a normal realization
in the sense of Definition 4.4, on the nonzero source corner with faithful trace-one density
ho = ¢pepheg, where h is the marginal density. FEvery such normal realization extends to a
perfect normal spatial strategy after adjoining the scaffold and finite ancillary factors (scaffold,
qutrit and row factors). Finite marginal entropy is preserved by the completeness construction.

The assembly parameters are

quantity value
orthogonal scaffold corners dn + 1
frame-bound parameters 6n + 1

cover constant ¢, =213 7
chain covariance hv = 2"vh
normalized source density cnepheg

far-corner weight relative to source 2"

For n = 4 there are seventeen corners and twenty-five parameters, ¢4 = 121, hv = 16vh and
h(] = 121€0h€0.

Proof. We give the assembly and both directions.
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Corners and parameters. Use 4n + 1 orthogonal synchronized corners

€0;  Myg,00, Mg 01, Mg 10,Mg11 (1 < g < n).

Put e, = mg0 and mg = 3, Mg ap, and impose the cover eg + >, my = I. Conditional
bridge g has flag e,_1, magic support m, and activity EgCt = e4—1+myg. Use all event bindings
described above in both orientations, including the flag/four-magic/inactive partition. Bind
to the qutrit frame the 4n + 1 corners and the 2n positive ZI, IX events. These are the 6n + 1
frame-bound parameters. Introduce 2n axis labels 4,3, with the explicit equations

;g:I—2m9+2E I A4 3g:I—ng+2Eg,1X7+,

where E, 71+, Ey1x + are the positive nonflag events of bridge g, bound to synchronized
binary questions as above. The calibrated partial isometries satisfy UgUg = eg-1, UgUg = ¢4
and hU, = 2U h. The other three magic corners are identified by synchronized Pauli matrix
units and have the same density block as e,. Thus

v=U,---Uy, v'v=1¢, w*"=¢e, hv=2"vh. (22)

Trace cyclicity gives four magic masses twice the preceding flag mass in each bridge. The
cover fixes
Tr(heg) = 1/cp; 121 =¢4 =14+4(2+ 4+ 8+ 16). (23)

In particular the source corner is nonzero. Let a perfect normal spatial strategy be given,
with purification and supports as in (N1). By (N5) every corner, frame and graph question
yields a synchronized projection on P4H 4 commuting with h4, and by Section 4.2 and
Lemma 4.3 every submitted equation, including the cover, holds on P4H 4. Projections with
sum I are mutually orthogonal, so the 4n + 1 corners partition P4H 4. Bridge ¢ is a perfect
conditional FMS strategy with activity e,_1 + my, flag e,_1 and magic support m,, whose
magic directions are the bound corners my 4. Lemma 4.1 gives partial isometries U, with
UgUg = €eg—1, UgUy = e and haUy = 2Ugh 4 on the support. Hence v'v = e and vv™ = ey,
and moving h, through the n factors gives hqv = 2"vh 4. For the masses, h4 is trace class
and Uy is bounded, so cyclicity gives

Tr(haeg) = Tr(haUyUy) = Tr(UghaUy) = 2Tr(UgUgha) = 2 Tr(haeg—1).

Each tq of bridge g commutes with h4, so Tr(hamgq) = Tr(haey). Summing over the cover,
with Trhy = 1, gives (23).

60i>’m1Del‘u_2>‘m2362‘$’m3363‘u_4>‘m4364‘

corner €p €1 €9 €3 €4
121 Tr(hey) | 1 2 4 8 16
121 Te(hmy) | — 8 16 32 64

Figure 2: Four calibrated bridges (n = 4). Each m, has four equal-mass magic corners; its
selected e, is the next flag. For n bridges the selected masses are 29/c,, and returning along
the chain gives the creation ratio v = 27",

Every transported label. Encode a unitary directly, a projection P by 2P — I, a positive
contraction Ty by a unitary uq with Ty = (21 4+ uy +u’)/4, and a general contraction by
an average of two unitaries. Let A be the resulting finite unitary label list that must be
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transported; it contains the encoding of P, and all unitary encodings required at left endpoints.
For every £ € A, r =0, ..., n, introduce a unitary u,, and impose

(tpe — I)(I — €,) = 0. (24)

The unitary reduces e, and is identity on its complement. For a typed label L, its corner copy
L, is explicitly decoded as

type of L ‘ L,
unitary erly [,
projection er({ +urp)/2, u%}L =1
positive contraction | e(21 + u, 1 + u, )/4
general contraction er(Urr+ + Upp,—)/2

Thus (P,), denotes the decoded root projection at e,. The two encodings of a general
contraction are transported separately when that label occurs at a left endpoint.

For each g = 1,...,n and every ¢ € A introduce a unitary V,, with
Voo =T —ES + e qug 10+ Y xosheqtig sy "ty " (25)
a,b

For this bridge, apply Lemma 4.2 to the six projections
Py, By, By, Gra(1), Gis(1), Gas(1)

and the |A| graph projections G12(Vj¢). Thus there are 6 + |A| refinements of each retained
sign question per bridge, on each party. Each label has its own duplicated question; the
unchanged opposite questions are always retained. There are (n 4+ 1)|A| support equations
and n|A| block equations.

The six frame commutators make U, = I3 ® Og. The commutator of the original sign with
G12(Vye), in its (co, f) block, is precisely

Ugtg—1,0 = ugeUq. (26)

For clarity the sign has off-diagonal block U, between flag and selected magic direction, while
the block unitary has the respective diagonal blocks ug_1 ¢, u4. Their commutator equates
these two products. Consequently L,v = vLg for every decoded transported label, and for
every expression built from them. Here L, means its decoded copy at e,., whose corner identity
is e,. The same actual U, works for every label. Distinct transported labels need not commute
with each other.

Equation (24) says u,¢(I —€;) = I — e,. Multiplying by u; , gives uy (I —e,) =1 — e,
and the adjoint of this is (I —e,)u,¢ = I —e,. Hence u,  commutes with e, and is the identity
on (I —e,;)PaHa. On the active space of bridge g, the (a,b) term of (25) is tay(egugreq)tsy,
because g4, 34 are reflections and ;gggeg = tap- So Vj ¢ is block diagonal for e;_1 & B,y mg,ab,
with the block uy_1, on the flag and transported copies of uy, on the magic corners; in
particular it reduces e4_1 and e4. The six frame refinements make the sign Ay of bridge g
commute with Fy, Fp, F3 and G;;(1). These generate Mats ® I in the frame coordinates of
Section 4.2, whose commutant is Is ® B(Hpase), and the corners are frame-bound; hence
Ug=1I® Ug. The refinement by Gi2(V,,) = %(Fl +Eten® Vi ten® ngg) makes Xj

commute with it, and the (1,2) frame block gives [Xp, Vy,e] = 0 on the base. With respect to

eg—l@ega
= 0 p* Ug—_ 0
XOZ(ﬁ BO)’ ngé:<g01,e uz)’
g?
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and the lower-left block of the commutator is Sug—1,¢ — ug¢B. This is (26). Induction over g
gives uy, pv = vug . Multiplying on the left by ) , and on the right by w , gives u}, ,v = vug ,.
The decoded copies in the table are polynomials in €r, Ur,L, U, 1, With the same coefficients for
every r, and e,v = v = veg. Hence L,,v = vLy and Ljv = vL{, and the same holds for sums
and products of decoded labels.

Extraction and exact translation. Introduce four centralizer contractions an = (@a,+ +
aq,—)/2 and impose a, = epaqeg. On the root corner extract A, = v*a,. The adjoint of (22)
gives hv* = 27"v*h, so hgAa = VAsho, where hy = c,egheg. Supply the following polynomials
to the graph compiler:

Root identity Centralizer identity
AZAQ = (5(!3[ aZag = (5a5€0

Yo AcAL =1—-P, Yo el =en — (Po)p
LengAa = A,BRend (Lend)naa = aﬁ(Rend)O
LengAa =0 (Lend)naa =0

> LA L, =0 > (Li)naa, (L))o =0

Root-only polynomial Same polynomial in source copies

Expand the finite words, bind their parameters, apply graphs and triangles, and then
Lemma 4.3. Retain all FMS and refinement questions. Pad the two question sets if necessary
and sample uniformly from all pairs, accepting every unspecified pair. The result has rational
question distribution and a Boolean predicate. The support arguments prove soundness on a
nonzero corner, using Alice alone; mirror equations are unnecessary.

Put Hog = egPaH 4 and let hg be the restriction of ¢,eghaeg to Hg. It is positive and trace
class, it is faithful because h 4 is faithful on P4H 4 and commutes with eg, and it has trace
one by (23); in particular Ho # 0. Every source copy Lo maps Hg into itself and commutes
with hg, because g, commutes with ey and with hs. The declared types hold: equg r, is
unitary on Ho; eg(I + ug,1,)/2 is a projection when U%,L =1TI; eo(2] +u+ u*)/4 is a positive
contraction; and an average of two unitaries is a contraction. The contraction a, = ejaqeq
commutes with h 4, so A, = v*a, maps Hy into itself, and

hoAa = ¢ eghav™aq = 27 "¢, v haan = 27 e, v aneohaey = 27" A ho,

using egv* = v*, hav* = 27"0*hy, aq = aqep and [eg,h4] = 0. The translations are
exact. For the creation equations, A}, Ag = ajvv*ag = ajen,ag = ajag. For the range sum,
Yoo AdAL = v (>, aqal)v. If Y agal = e, — (Po)n, this equals eg — v*(Ps),v = €9 — (Ps)o;
conversely, conjugation by v recovers the centralizer form, because vv* = e,, and a, = ea4.
For an endpoint equation, v*L,, = Lov* gives LoAy, — AgRo = v*(Lpaq — agRy). The bracket
has range in e, PAH 4, where v* is isometric, so either side vanishes exactly when the other does.
Sums >, L, A,, L translate in the same way, with (L,),, on the left. Root-only polynomials
involve only source copies. Every application equation therefore holds as an operator identity
on 7‘[0.

One simultaneous realization. Given a root realization with density hg, take
1
hse = diag(ptn) ® ho = = diag(ho; 2hg%; 4nJ%; ... 2"RY). (27)
n

Use identity corner identifications in the bridges and a, = |e,){eo| ® Ay. Its commutation
with hg is exactly the modular relation. Every positive eigenspace of a faithful trace-class
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density is finite-dimensional. In each such block the polar partial isometry of a contraction T'
extends to a unitary V.1, and

T=(Us+U)/2  Us=Vou(T| £iy/T—|TP).

Direct sums give centralizer encodings for all four a, at once. The root isometries A, are
never themselves written as averages of centralizer unitaries. The contraction completion
takes place on the scaffold. Encode each source contraction inside the source density blocks,
choose 2P — I for projections, and use

U4 :2T+—I+2Z T+(I—T+>

for a positive contraction Ty. Copy these same choices through the corner identifications
and extend by identity outside the corners. The block equations now hold simultaneously.
Append the scalar qutrit frame, use the graph formulas, and take actual joint products for
all refinements. Their block unitaries commute with the coarse FMS effects. Separate labels
need not commute. Finally append the finite maximally entangled row factor of dimension
dmax- All tests hold with one state and one assignment. The scaffold and ancillary dimensions
are finite, so they add only finite entropy. Let (Ho, ho) be a normal realization, and put
Hee = C" 1 @ Hy with the density (27). It is faithful and trace class, of trace one by the
definition of ¢,. Its positive eigenspaces are spanned by corner vectors tensored with positive
eigenvectors of hg, so they are finite-dimensional, and a bounded operator commuting with
hsc maps each of them into itself by (N4d). On such a block £ the contraction T' = a,|¢
has a polar decomposition T' = V|T'|. Because dim ker 7" = dim ker T* in finite dimension, V'
extends to a unitary Vi with T = Viq|T|, and |T| + (I — |T|?)*/? are commuting unitaries.
The direct sums of the resulting unitaries over all blocks are unitaries commuting with hg..
Finite-dimensional blocks are needed here: a nonunitary isometry, such as a root isometry
A,, is an extreme point of the unit ball and is therefore not an average of two unitaries.
That is why A, is never encoded directly. The other encodings are functions of operators
commuting with hg, so they commute with hg. The copies u, ¢ = |e,){e,|@U;+ (I —|e,)(er|) D1
satisfy (24); the block unitaries (25) act as Uy on every corner of bridge g and as I elsewhere;
and Uy, = |eg)(eg—1]| ® I gives (26). The translated equations hold because, for example,
Lpaq —agRy = |en)(eo| ® (LAa — AgR).

The strategy is explicit. Take H4 = Hp = C3 @ Hye ® C¥max, the density h = (I3/3) @ hee ®
(I4,,.../dmax) and the pure state 2, of (N8), formed in a product eigenbasis. Every synchronized
question of Alice measures a projection commuting with h: corner, frame, graph, triangle
and binding projections built from the centralizer unitaries by the formulas of Section 4.2;
the FMS cell, activity and corner projections; and the row projections of Lemma 4.3. Bob
measures their transposes. By (N8) every matching test passes. Every forbidden pair between
centralizer events has probability Tr(hQR) = 0, because the defining identities give QR = 0.
The FMS sign questions are not in the centralizer. For bridge g, Alice’s sign observable
for T, is the reflection |f)(cy| + |cz)(f| on the span of the flag corner e;_; and the corner
¢z, tensored with the identity of Ho. Bob’s sign observable for By, is |f)(ry| + |ry)(f], with
ry = (co + (—1)%c1)/v/2. Their retained answers are the remaining column-zero and row-zero
projections. If u is the mass of e,_1, each magic corner has mass 2y, and {c;, 1) = €2,/v/2. So,
up to the frame and row factors, the compressed state is Quy = £ /2(|f, f) + €xylces 7y)) @ Qpg .-
Substitution gives (X ® I)Qyy = €xy(L @ Vy)Quy, so every forbidden sign pair has probability
zero; the calibrated rules against Cy and Rg hold by construction. The FMS effects are corner
operators tensored with the identity of Hg. They commute with every block unitary V; ,
and with the frame, on Alice’s side and, after transposition in the product eigenbasis, on
Bob’s. The refinements E, PP of Lemma 4.2 are therefore POVMs. The marginal entropy is
logy 3 + S(hse) + logy dmax, where S(hsc) = H (pn) + S(ho). O
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4.6 Chained bridges on normal commuting hosts

The same assembly works on arbitrary normal commuting supports. Here the edges may be
any finite family and the range equation may carry a transported defect.

Lemma 4.6 (Chained bridges). For any fizedn > 1, the conditional FMS predicates, individual
label refinements and rational rows above compile the following finite root specifications on
arbitrary normal commuting supports. The centralizer labels have prescribed types (projection,
positive contraction, contraction or unitary). Fach edge A, has modular ratio 2~", with
isometry and range equations and endpoint relations LengAa = AgRend 07 LenaAa = 05
Lend, Renq are real rational polynomials in the typed centralizer labels (for example Renq =
C?/2). Other relations are root centralizer polynomials with real rational coefficients. Every
perfect strategy extracts that root specification on a nonzero corner. Every faithful normal root
realization extends simultaneously to a perfect strategy after finite amplification, preserving its
factor type and, for a spatial finite-entropy model, finiteness of entropy. Only labels occurring
at a left endpoint (including a range-equation label) need transport; transporting further labels
is permitted and changes neither direction.

Proof. Use the synchronized partition

n
eq + Z mg =1, my = Z Mg ess €g = Mg 00-
g=1 €,0€{0,1}

For bridge g use a conditional FMS copy with flag e;,—1, magic support mg, and activity
E;Ct = e4—1 +myg. The inactive effect is I — E;Ct. Match activity on every conditional question
and bind the flag and four chosen magic events to their named binary projections, in both
party orientations. The flag/four-magic/inactive column partition then has precisely these
six marginals. Different copies have disjoint question names; no agreement between their
nonsynchronous signs is imposed.

The commuting bridge of Section 4.1.3 applies in each Ej**M E3". Indeed E;® is central-
izer, so its normalized restriction has the restricted modular group. It gives UgUy, = eg_1,
UgUs = e4 and of (Uy) = 2"U,. These equations extend by zero off E3 and imply

v=U,---Uy, v'v=ey, w*=e,, of(v)=2"".

This is an extracted operator, never a centralizer word submitted to the graph compiler. KMS
and the magic matrix units give

90(mg,55) = 29()0(60)7 ()0(60) = Cgl'

If an active corner vanishes its flag and all four magic corners vanish together; otherwise the
local bridge makes all five nonzero. The recurrence therefore holds also before nonvanishing is
known, and the cover proves that ey # 0.

Bind every corner and every positive Pauli parameter to the same qutrit frame. Let A
be the unitary encodings of the labels to be transported, including every label used on a
left endpoint: use a unitary directly, a reflection for a projection, the displayed functional
calculus for a positive contraction, and two unitaries for a general contraction. Introduce the
axis labels r4,34 of each bridge as in Lemma 4.5. For each £ € A and r = 0,...,n, impose
(ure — I)(I —e,;) = 0, and introduce the unitary label V,, of (25). The orthogonal block
supports make this a unitary. At bridge g apply Lemma 4.2 separately to the six frame
projections and to each G12(V; ). There is one refinement of each retained sign question per
label per bridge, on each party, always against the unchanged opposite questions. There is no
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joint refinement of distinct labels. The frame refinements give U, = I3 ® Ug. In the selected
magic—flag block the graph commutator is exactly

Induction gives (Lend)nv = v(Lend)o for every decoded transported label and its adjoints and
words. Labels used only at the source need one source encoding and no refinement.

For each edge introduce a centralizer contraction a, = e,aqneg and extract A, = v¥aq,.
Compile the centralizer equations

azaﬁ = 5045607 Z aaaz = €n — (Po)na (Lend)naa = a,B(Rend)O
o

for the corresponding root equations; the zero endpoint uses zero on the right. The equations
with a specified initial defect use that defect in the first right side. More generally a range
equation ), AqgA%, = Ryan, With Rran a transported centralizer polynomial, is compiled as
Yo @0l = (Ryan)n. For the Catalan input of [23, Section 6] this is Ryay = I — BB* — P; its
centralizer contraction B and projection P are already in the transported list. Multiplying by
v or its adjoint proves both directions, since its initial and final projections are eg, e,,. Every
root-only polynomial stays at ep. In particular the edge has modular ratio 27" and all labels
refer to the same extracted root operators. Graphs, triangles and Lemma 4.3 enforce these
finitely many centralizer polynomials without changing the conditional tests. This proves
commuting soundness.
For completeness take a faithful normal root (Mp, ¢p) and on Mat; 4, @My put

Pse = diag(pn) ® o = ¢, diag(1; 294 494 L5 (2M)%4) @ 0.

Choose the actual matrix corner maps for Uy, the ideal real FMS effects on E;Ct, and [ — EZCt
for every inactive answer. Take an = |e,)(eg| ® Aq. Its modular ratio is 227" = 1, so it
lies in the finite centralizer. Its polar partial isometry therefore has a unitary completion,
giving its two-unitary encoding. Choose the root centralizer encodings once and copy them
identically to the required corners. All V,, then commute with the FMS effects at their own
bridge, even though adjacent activities overlap at e,. Use their actual joint products for the
separate refinements. Append the common scalar frame and row factors and use standard
commutant mirrors as in Lemma 4.3. All old conditional probabilities and every added row are
simultaneously correct. Only finite matrix factors have been appended. Their state entropy is
finite; in the spatial case it adds to the root entropy. This proves completeness and the stated
preservation properties. ]

4.7 A dimension-independent completeness estimate

The exact construction gives a useful quantitative statement for the four-bridge compiler
(n = 4). Keep the label types, centralizer conditions, contractivity and modular covariance
exact, but allow residuals r; in the application equations of Definition 4.4. Write ||T° ||%7h0 =
Tr(hoT*T). The constructed strategy satisfies

1- W(G7S) < Ccomp Z Hrj||%,h07 (28)
J

where Ccomp depends only on the finite presentation and the compiler.
Here is the proof, including the density factors. The same scaffold, exact unitary encodings
and actual products make all structural tests perfect. Only the final application row-zero tests
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may lose. Let p; be the lifted polynomial residual. For a source or root-polynomial row it is
the source copy of 7;; for an endpoint row it is vr;; for a range row it is vr;v*. Consequently

112 B
Pl = 2

3 = 16, range row at eq,
T 1, otherwise.
For the endpoint case use v*v = eg. For the range case use v*hgscv = 16ho/121. These are

equalities with no density-gap estimate.
The qutrit graph row S; has off-diagonal blocks p;, pj. Since p; commutes with hs,

205
363"
Apply (19), with L; and d; the denominator and slot dimension of row j. For uniform Q-by-Q
sampling one may take

1 >k *
Tr(holaS;) = 3 Tr[hse(pjp; + pip})] =

SLEBJ-
363d§?Q2'
Summing event probabilities gives an upper bound even if rejecting rules overlap. The
dimension, clock order, density spectrum and spectator dimensions do not enter this constant.
No continuity of polar completions or approximate dense-range cancellation is used: the
structural realization is built exactly. This is a completeness estimate for constructed strategies
under the stated exact structural hypotheses. It is not a robust extraction claim for arbitrary
nearly perfect strategies.

(29)

C’cornp = max
J

5 The rooted tree and computation squares

Sections 5—7 prove the hardness half of Theorem A. The game is the four-bridge compilation
of one admissible presentation, the Fock clock. Its root carries a four-ary tree, each depth of
the tree is a finite square, and a deterministic computation runs on the squares. A Weyl clock
supplies the existential witness in Section 6.

5.1 Normality removes every rootless sector

Require four isometries and a root projection with
A% Acq = SacOpal, Y ApAy, =1- P, hoAay = Aapho/16. (30)
ab
Here hg is a faithful density on the extracted root-corner Hilbert space. For w = wq - - - wy, set
Ay = Ay, -+ Ay, (the empty product is I) and put Qm = 3-|=m AwA;,. Orthogonality and
trace cyclicity give Tr(hoQ,) = 4~™. The projections @,, decrease. Their strong limit has
zero hg-weight, hence is zero by faithfulness. Also @, — Q1 = Z|w| m AwPs Ay, Therefore

H=PAKk~CPW) K,  K=PH#O0. (31)

Here W denotes finite words in the four-letter alphabet {0,1}2. The modular equation makes
ho commute with every A, P, A} . Since Tr(hoP,) = 3/4, transporting its root block gives

3 —|w
ho = hF ® pspec, hp = 7 Z 1671 w) (w, Tr pspec = 1. (32)
In particular
S(hr) = logy(4/3) +4/3. (33)
Indeed the depth-m mass is (3/4)4™"™ and its mean depth is 1/3; the log probability at each

word is logy(4/3) + 4m. This proves the formula and excludes a rootless normal summand.
Section 16.2 repeats this calculation at a general ratio; there hp = hp /6.
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5.2 Each depth is a finite square
For w = (a1,b1) -+ - (@, by,) define

z(w) = Z aj2j_1, y(w) = Z bj2j_1.
j=1 j=1

The first letter is the least significant bit. Prefixing Ay, maps (z,y) to (2o 4+ a,2y +b). Depth
m is a 2™ x 2™ square. Require centralizer unitaries U, U, and projections P, P, satisfying,
for a,b € {0, 1},

Uz Aoy = A1y, Uz A1y = AopUs, Uy P, = P, (34)
UyAao = Aat, UyAa1 = AgoUy, UyPo =P, (35)
Py Aoy = Aoy P, PrAp =0, P,P, =P, (36)
P,Aao = AaoP,, PyAy =0, PP, = P, (37)

Induction on word length identifies U, and U, as cyclic increments of x and y respectively,
acting identically on K. The same induction makes P,, P, the indicators of z = 0,y = 0. In
particular U, U, commute, and

Pac,last = U;‘Pxe, Py,last = U;PyUy

mark the final column and row. These are conclusions on the full root multiplicity, not just
selected vectors.

5.3 A finite deterministic tableau

Choose a deterministic radius-one cellular automaton on the half-line. Its finite alphabet I'ga
includes start s, blank b and halt H, and its update is ®(¢, ¢, r, ¢) with left boundary symbol
# and external pulse € € {0, 1}. The initial row is s,b,b,.... We use these conventions:
o ®(b,b,b,e) = b for both pulse values.
o The initial start state ignores the pulse at time zero. Later waiting-front states respond
to positive-time pulses.
e Cells passed by the waiting front keep their unary marks. Frozen cells and all states of
the later input-checking computation ignore subsequent pulses.
e A transition using the pulse at time y produces row y + 1. Thus the pulse at time d
records the front at coordinate dgj in that next row.
Here is an explicit front layer, with alphabet {s,b,f,z,H}; f is the front state. The right
neighbour is unused in these six rules:

condition next centre

c=s b
c=1f zife=1,bife=0
c=b, {=s|f
c=b, f=1Ff|fife=0,bife=1
CcC=2 Z
c=H H

All remaining blank centres stay blank. At time y > 1, until a return, the unique front is at
x = y. The first positive pulse at d.y writes z at (de, dex + 1) and suppresses the front’s
successor. The frozen mark’s distance from the left boundary is the unary input d; blank
cells between the boundary and the mark represent its unary positions. Pulse-dependence is
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confined to neighbourhoods containing the front. In particular a blank right of £ may read
the pulse.

Add a persistent unary bit u € {0,1}, initially zero, with «' = 1 when the old front
centre is s or f, and v/ = u otherwise. Thus passed cells retain their unary marks on a
separate track, even though their front-layer component is blank. Take the product alphabet
{s,b,£,2,H} x {0,1} x Tpy, with a finite TM alphabet 71y = Agape X (@M U {no head})
for the fixed one-tape half-line program in Section 7. All TM cells start blank without a
head. The transition £ — z initializes its head in the start state at that cell. Thereafter a
centre carrying (a,p) writes the symbol prescribed by §(p, a,u) and retains a head only for a
stationary move. A head moving right (left) is received by the right (left) neighbour, whose
old tape symbol is retained. A centre receiving no head retains its symbol without a head.
Invalid multiple incoming heads may be sent to a fixed error state; they never occur from
this initialization. The left boundary # is read as a tape end marker and no transition moves
left of it. The frozen front track is read-only input for this TM. A halting head writes a
designated halt symbol H in the combined alphabet and keeps it. These prescriptions give a
finite radius-one lookup table effectively from the finite TM transition table; all subsequent
TM transitions ignore the pulse. Denote this finite product alphabet, with the halt convention,
by I'ca. In the combined alphabet, s and b abbreviate the start and fully blank product
states. Collapse any product state with a halting head to the single absorbing symbol H.

Blank quiescence holds before a front or head arrives. The s rule ignores the time-zero
pulse and seeds f at time one via its right neighbour. The mark is permanent and later pulses
cannot restart a head. Finally, all disturbances start at the origin, or at the marked front
within its radius-one cone, so no nonblank cell can occur at « > y. These checks give all four
conventions and the blank right ghost used below.

Let (P.)cere, be a centralizer PVM and P, a centralizer projection, with Pret g = 1 — Pret,
Pret,1 = Pret. Require

PsP,P, = P, P, P,(I — P,)Py = (I — P,)P,, Py=0. (38)
Define centralizer polynomials

L#:Pz, Lc:UchU;(I_PI)a
N, = U;PTUx(I — P;r,last) + l{r:b}Px,last-

For every a € I'cp impose

UsPoUy— Y LiPeNyPeete | (I — Pylast) = 0. (39)
®(l,e,re)=a

The factors have the displayed order. They need not commute globally. The factor I — Py jast
removes a spurious transition from the final row to row zero. The ghost to the right of the
last column is blank.

Lemma 5.1 (Definite computation). Suppose a root vector & belongs to a sector where the
clock pulse on every coordinate has a specified scalar value. Then every P, acts on Ay as the
indicator of the genuine classical computation at (x(w),y(w)).

Proof. Work at a fixed depth m and induct on time, for every spatial coordinate at once.
Equation (38) gives row zero. On an induction vector every factor Ly, Pe, Ny, Pret c acts by its
classical zero or one. Their ordered product therefore selects exactly one update. Equation (39)
gives Uy P,U, with the correct scalar on that vector. Multiplying by U, gives the next-row
assertion.
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The half-line and the square agree throughout this induction. At time y no disturbance has
travelled beyond coordinate y. In particular the ghost cell 2™ is blank for all times y < 2™ —1,
by radius one and quiescence under either pulse. The left ghost is always #. This proves
the genuine-prefix assertion. A halting event at finite coordinates and time occurs in every
sufficiently large square and contradicts Py = 0. O

The tableaux at distinct depths need not intertwine with the creation operators. Deter-
minism forces each of them to the same finite prefix; soundness needs only one sufficiently
large square. Every depth has positive normal weight by (32).

5.4 A worked front and mask example

Table 4 is rendered by spatial/review/generate_toy.py from tableau(3,3)[3]. Its d
denotes a passed cell and m a frozen mark. These persistent annotations differ from the
minimal front layer above, whose passed cells are blank and whose mark is z; both put the
mark at (3,4). The pulse at time zero is ignored by s. The pulse at y = 3 produces the mark
in row 4, and the later pulse at y = 6 has no effect.

y pulse |0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 | update mask
0 1 s b b b b b b b 1
1 0 d £f b b b b b b 1
2 0 d d £f b b b b b 1
3 1 d d d £f b b b b 1
4 0 d d d m b b b b 1
5 0 d d d m b b b b 1
6 1 d d d m b b b b 1
7 0 d d d m b b b b 0

Table 4: Depth m = 3, period ¢ = 3: the decoder’s 8 x 8 toy tableau. P, marks column 0,
Py 1ast column 7, Py row 0 and Py jas; Tow 7. The last-column neighbour is replaced by blank;
the last-row mask suppresses the toroidal 7 — 0 update.

6 A finite-order clock and its period reader

6.1 A determinant supplies a finite witness
Add centralizer unitaries Jyw, Kw, Zcy with

JwEKw = ZeKwJw, [(Zelk, Jw] = [Zex, Kw| = 0,

[Jw, Aa] = [Kw, Aap] = [Zeiie; Aav] = 0. (40)

A unitary commuting with an isometry also commutes with its adjoint: its inverse commutes
with the isometry, and taking adjoints gives the assertion. Thus these labels reduce KX = P,H
and commute with pspec. Their action on every word sector is their root action.

Every positive eigenspace of pspec is finite-dimensional. It reduces Jw, Kw, Zax and
decomposes into Z.x eigenspaces. On a nonzero such eigenspace of dimension d, with phase
¢, the Weyl relation gives

det(JwKw) = ¢det(KwJw),  ¢4=1. (41)

Since the positive eigenspaces exhaust IC, Z. has pure point spectrum there and every phase
is a root of unity. At least one sector is nonzero. Conversely a dq-dimensional Weyl pair
realizes every primitive dgth root, with density Iy, /dc.
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6.2 The clock and a counter without a positive lower bound
Take a centralizer unitary W and a positive centralizer contraction Cgt; with

WP, = Po, WAab = AabZé)lkW27 (42)
CctrPo - Po; CctrAab = 27bAabC(:2tr~ (43)

Also require Zg to commute with U, Uy, Py, Py, W, Cetr, Pret, Tiny and all P.. Induction on
word length, using the coordinate recurrence, gives

Wlizy) = Z4 Cetrl(zy) = 2771 (44)

z,y)

In particular Cq, is injective even though its spectrum accumulates at zero.
For a centralizer projection P,y and contraction 7i,,, impose

(W - I)Pret = 07 T’inv(W - I) = %Cctr(l - Pret)- (45)

The first equation puts ran Pe in ker(W — I). For £ in that kernel the second gives Cet, (I —
Piet)§ = 0. Injectivity of Cety gives Preté = £. Thus

Pret = projker(W —I). (46)

On a root phase sector of order dei, the pulse is exactly 14, |,) at every spatial coordinate.
It cannot vanish spuriously or postpone the first return.

6.3 A bounded inverse on every prime clock

Lemma 6.1 (A good primitive phase). For every prime dy there is a primitive deth root ¢
such that
Ict—1]>27 (t>1, dac tt).

Proof. For 1 <r < d,

’627rir/dc1k — 1| > 4min(r,dax — 7)/deik-

Fix 1 <t < dcx. Multiplication by ¢t permutes nonzero residues. A phase e2mik/dei violating
the required inequality must satisfy min(tk mod dep, deye — (tk mod dey)) < de27t~2. There
are at most dex2'"2 such residues. Summing over ¢ excludes fewer than dg /4 choices, while
dek/4 < dee — 1. One of the dey — 1 nontrivial phases works. For ¢ > d.j reduce to a nonzero

residue 7 < dg; its lower bound 277! is at least 27t~ 1. ]
For this phase set

- {2‘9_1(@ — 1)_117 ek Jf Y, (47)

T (e.y) =
el =, dex | ¥

Lemma 6.1 gives ||Tinv|| < 1. Equations (44) and (46) then verify (45). The game coefficients
remain rational: the phase belongs to the strategy, not the predicate.
7 Spatial hardness: the reduction and value one

Fix any decidable predicate Rgec(€,j,t) and the set Agec = {e : IVt Raec(e, j,t)}. We
effectively choose the cellular automaton in Section 5 to run the following program, with e
hardwired.
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Read a positive-time return. At time y a waiting front is at position y. Ignore the
time-zero pulse. At the first positive-time pulse, freeze the front and retain its coordinate as
unary input d.. With the transition convention above the mark is written into row dc + 1 at
position dgy. Test deye. If dex = 1 or depk is composite, halt. Otherwise compute the unique
J > 0 with deix = pj+1, the (j + 1)st prime. Then evaluate Rgec(e, J,0), Raec(€, 7, 1), ... and
halt at the first false answer. All later computation states ignore the external pulse.

For a Eg—complete choice of Agec, there is no computable bound on a sufficient clock order
as a function of the input game: such a bound would leave only finitely many possible j in
this reduction, making 3j V¢ Rqec(e, j, t) a IIJ predicate. Indeed one tests, for every finite
time cutoff, whether some one of those finitely many candidates survives all checks so far; if
none survives forever, all have failed by a common finite cutoff. This contradicts ¥3-hardness.

This finite program has an effective finite radius-one simulation. The initial-front rule,
frozen unary track and ordinary tape/head tracks give the stated boundary conventions. We
do not require a bound on its running time. Each completed false check causes the halt symbol
after finitely many updates.

The clock presentation and its labels. Include the Fock, coordinate, clock, reader and
tableau equations above, all typing relations, and the stated Z.x commutators. They form
an admissible finite presentation with n = 4. In the four-bridge compiler of Lemma 4.5 the
transported typed list is exactly

PO-; U.I: va P:II7 Py7 W7 Cctra chk7 JW7 KW (48)

Table 5 records the label types. Here P,, P;, P, are projections, Cq, is positive, and the other
six are unitary. Thus one unitary encoding per typed label suffices, so |[A| = 10. There are
fifty support equations, forty block equations and sixteen refinements per bridge per party.
Source-only labels Pret, Tinv, P- do not occur at left endpoints of an A, relation and need no
transport. For example the transported polynomials include

b 2 —b 2
W4aab = aachlk,OWm Cctr,4aab =2 QAap ctr,0 Jw74aab = aawa,O.

The source-only return equations and tableau equations are centralizer polynomials. Lemma 4.5
therefore computes a finite rational Boolean game G,

Label Type Transported? Use

P, projection yes Fock root

U, Uy unitary yes coordinate increments
P, P, projection yes boundaries

w unitary yes clock

Cetr positive contraction yes counter

Zelk, Jw, Kw  unitary yes Weyl clock
Pt projection no pulse

Tinv general contraction no reader inverse
P. projection no tableau

o general contraction  scaffold only  lifted creation

Table 5: Typed application labels of the clock presentation. Transported labels are copied
through all bridges for use at a left endpoint.

Theorem 7.1. The map e — G<¥ satisfies
GI% € PERFy <= GY¥ € PERFp,s <= 35Vt Raec(e, j, ).

No G% has a perfect finite-dimensional strategy.
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. Lemma 4.5 .
Presentation —————23 finite game G°¥

Perfect normal strategy — normal realization
— Fock tree — finite clock sector
— deterministic tableau — Vt Ryec(e, 4, 1)

Witness j — Fock/Weyl model
— scaffold, frame, row ancilla — perfect strategy

Figure 3: Dependencies of the spatial hardness proof. Compactness and Bell attainment have
separate upper-bound arguments.

Proof. A perfect normal strategy extracts a nonzero faithful root realization. The determinant
argument supplies a nonzero root phase sector of finite order dgjx. By (40) its word descendants
persist at all depths. Equations (42)—(46) force the exact return sequence, with its first positive
return at dq. Lemma 5.1 needs only that the initial root vector lie in this Z-eigenspace: the
clock pulse is then scalar on all its word descendants. The imposed [Z .k, P.] = 0 relations are
redundant for this induction. An invalid dx halts. For valid dex = pj+1 any false Ryec(e, 7, 1)
also halts. A sufficiently large square would contain that halt, contrary to Py = 0. Hence the
extracted j witnesses membership in Agec.

Conversely take a witness j and set dex = pj11. Use (32) with pspec = T4, /deik, a good
primitive phase and its Weyl pair, the canonical coordinate permutations, (44), (46), (47),
and the classical nonhalting tableau. Every required operator is bounded and commutes with
the density when so specified. This is a simultaneous realization. On C% one may take
Jwi) = i), Kwl|i) = |i + 1 mod de), and Zey = 1. Its root entropy and largest Schmidt
probability are

S(h) = 10g2 dex + 10g2(4/3) + 4/37 Pmax = 3/(4dc1k)' (49)

The compiler adds finite factors, giving a perfect finite-entropy strategy.
The tensor-product witness can be written without an implicit extension. Let Hp = £2(W)
and let Hs. = C'7 index the scaffold corners. Take

HA — %B — HSC ®HF ® Cdclk ® (C3 ® (Cdmax'
With pg = (1,2,2,2,2,4,4,4,4,8,8,8,8,16, 16, 16, 16) /121, use the pure vector

[¥) = Vi) ® [VhE) © |Pay) @ [03) @ Py Vi) = 30 VHaslis o).

The Fock factor is 3, 1/(3/4)1671%l|w, w). Alice uses the scaffold FMS effects, actual graph
projections, refinements and column partitions of Lemma 4.5; Bob uses the prescribed opposite
FMS effects and the transposed transferred centralizer products. The row factor is the finite
maximally entangled ancilla of Lemma 4.3. These simultaneous effects were checked in the
compiler proof. The marginal entropy is H(u4) + S(hr) + logs dex + 10gs 3 + logy dimax < 0.

Finally finite-dimensional perfect play would extract four isometries with mutually orthog-
onal ranges on one nonzero finite-dimensional root space. Their range dimensions would sum
to four times the dimension of that space, which is impossible. The argument applies to every
input, whether or not it has a witness. O

Together with Section 3, this proves both completeness statements in Theorem A. The
value-one promise is established next. For the promise version, the reduction maps every
input into that promise; the unrestricted ¥ membership predicate restricts to it, giving
promise-problem completeness. The construction can be made syntactically nonsynchronous
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and non-imitation on every input by adding a fresh binary question to each side, accepting
every pair involving it. Either answer then has the same nonempty allowed-answer support
against every opposite question, which violates the imitation separation condition. This
addition does not change perfection or the value-one property.

Size of the finite game. Here is a coarse order-of-magnitude bound, independent of the
witness di. Let [[ca| be the alphabet size, let NP™ count the named graph projections, rows
and word prefixes after endpoint translation, and let b, bound the bit length of their rational
coefficients. The lookup table has at most 2(|T'ca| + 1)|T'cal? entries, so unshared explicit
polynomials give NP™ = poly(|T'ca|) for this fixed list of operator relations. Denominator
clearing and signed repetitions give row dimension dpyax < QO(NE™ (betlog(N™+1))) - The scalar
contexts, column questions and marginal bindings are polynomial in NP™, dpax, so the padded
question count Q. and maximum answer count obey the same coarse exponential bound.
An explicit predicate table is polynomial in those two counts and has the same exponential
order. Thus the effective compilation depends on the hardwired program, never on its chosen
prime or running time. For scale, the bundled minimal one-isometry example already has
748 rows and 27991 questions per party; it is not a size claim for the full reduction. A dry
count of the full ten-label instance e = 0 gives 6 191 638 087 questions per party for literal
expanded tableau polynomials. Shared bounded-circuit gates for the eight update rows give
8516 580 questions per party. The dry count uses the explicit eight-symbol automaton for
e = 0, with alphabet s,b, f,d, z0, z, h, H, which halts unless the clock order is two. Its tables
are verification/full-compile/*/automaton. json; it is a concrete scan automaton, not
the generic product alphabet of Section 5.3. These are two encodings of that specified instance;
neither full Boolean game was materialized. The latter adds source-only gates and preserves
the canonical soundness and completeness translation. The counts are reproducible dry runs,
not a claim that arbitrary verifier families have those sizes.

7.1 Every constructed game has value one

The finite-dimensional approximations do not need a witness for e. Truncate the Fock tree
to depths 0, ...,m and choose a prime d. > 2" with a good phase (Lemma 6.1). Use the
normalized density
[m] _ Z|w|§m 16_|w||w><w| ® Idclk

>iod™! denc
Every represented time is less than dg. The decoder therefore remains in the waiting stage
in every square and never halts. Let P,, denote the top-depth projection. Its mass is

3

tm = Tr(AMP,,) = T (50)

h

Every endpoint identity LenqAa = AgRena remains exact. Below top depth it is the
canonical identity; on top depth both sides vanish because the endpoint expression Reng
preserves depth. The modular equations, the range-sum identity and all off-diagonal A}, Ag =0
also remain exact. The only failed original relations are the four diagonal isometry equations:

AfAq—I=—P, (a=0001,10,11). (51)

All graph and triangle projections are defined from the actual products. Every structural
graph, synchrony, binding, FMS, refinement and column test stays exact.

Here is the full row accounting. For each « let ¢, be the denominator-clearing integer
and d, the column dimension of the row obtained by translating a},a, — ep = 0 into graph
projections. These depend on the finite input presentation, not on m or d¢y. In the scalar
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qutrit frame its defect S, has off-diagonal blocks —(F,,)o and adjoint and zero diagonal blocks.
The frame density is I3/3 and the source scaffold mass is 1/121, so

21

Tr(hoaS2) = = —~tm. 2
1"( oldSa) 3121 m (5 )

The same calculation applies separately to each of the four rows. Their row-zero events have
distinct column questions and occur in no other failed rule. If the game has Q. equally padded
questions per party, (19) gives

3

1— W(Gglk,sm) S Cem, (53)

1 2 402
C. = 02363 > d—g. (54)
«€{00,01,10,11}

If the four row constructions have common £, d, this is C. = 32¢2/(363Q%d?). We include one
oriented row-zero event per row. The opposite column questions are retained for identification
without a second row-zero test. This fixes the convention in the constant. Duplicating the
four row-zero tests in the opposite orientation would multiply the constant by two.

Since the density factor Iy, /dqk has trace one, no factor of dgy enters the loss. Thus
wq(GYX) = 1 for every e, proving the promise in Theorem A. This calculation uses four rows,
rather than suppressing them inside an unspecified continuity estimate.

8 Exact Bell attainment

The same compactness decides when a rational Bell functional attains a value exactly. A Bell
functional generalizes a game: its coefficients may be any rationals, and attainment of its
supremum replaces perfection.

Theorem 8.1 (Bell attainment). For rational Bell functionals, each of the following is
Eg—complete in the normal spatial model: attainment of a supplied rational global upper bound;
attainment of the supremum, with no bound supplied; and attainment of a supplied rational
scalar value. In the first problem, validity of the supplied bound can either be promised or
required as part of the decision problem.

Let L(p) = > wyab CayabP(a, b | z,y) have rational coefficients and let Cyps = 3 |cayap|- Its
value on any strategy lies in [—Clpg, Caps). Finite Schmidt truncation shows that its supremum
over spatial strategies equals its supremum over finite-dimensional strategies.

8.1 A specified global bound

Assume first that 8 € Q is a global upper bound. For fixed measurements the Bell operator

B(E,F) = Z CzyabEa|a: & Fb|y

satisfies B < 1. A normal state attains S only if every positive-weight pure component does
so. For a pure vector this is equivalent to By = 31, because 81 — B is positive. Compress to
its Schmidt supports and normalize the largest amplitude as before. Vectorization yields the
homogeneous equation

Z czyabEa\xDSchFJy = BDsch- (55)

At stage n use the variables of (3) and require every squared entry of the residual in (55)
to be at most C% _k/(n + 1). Compression of a true witness satisfies this bound: only the
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compact tails of the sandwiched terms contribute, with coefficient sum C,ps. Conversely
the compact-sandwich lemma gives an exact nonzero limit solution. Its vectorization is an
attaining strategy. Thus attainment is 3k Vn of a decidable predicate.

If validity is not promised, impose also w,(L) < 3. This is II{: for each finite dimension,
the universal assertion that all states and POVMs give value at most /3 is decidable by real
quantifier elimination. Finite-dimensional density states suffice for this validity test. The
conjunction remains %9.

8.2 No bound supplied

The quantifier pattern is explicitly 3k > 1Vn > 1 Fpen(L, k,n), with Fpep decidable as follows.
At stage n introduce also a real variable 5 € [—Claps, Caps), use the same residual bound, and
require 8 > wy(L), where w, is the maximum in local dimension n. This latter requirement is
a universal semialgebraic formula in 8, not a numerical oracle. Full real quantifier elimination
decides the stage formula with its existential and universal real variables.

An attaining strategy supplies all stages. Conversely pass to a subsequence with 3, — s,
Dschyn — Dsen in norm and effects weakly convergent. For every fixed dimension d, all
sufficiently late stages have (3, > wqy(L). Hence B« > sup;wq(L). The limit equation (55)

gives a unit vector attaining B,. Its expectation cannot exceed that supremum, so equality
holds. This proves ¥y membership for attainment of the unspecified supremum.

8.3 A specified scalar value

Let t € Q be supplied without a bound promise. A value strictly between the infimum and
supremum has finite-dimensional values on either side, by equality of the finite and spatial
extrema. A finite direct-sum mixture then attains ¢. Existence of a finite-dimensional strategy
with value exactly ¢ is X7, by dimension search and quantifier elimination. Every remaining
attainable value is an endpoint. Upper endpoints are handled above; lower endpoints are
upper endpoints for —L. This finite union is 9.

For hardness in all three cases use the winning-probability functional of G¢'*. Its coefficients
are rational, its global bound and finite-dimensional supremum are both one, and attaining
the specified value one is precisely perfect spatial play. Theorem 7.1 and Section 7.1 therefore
prove Theorem 8.1. In its promised-bound version every reduction output has valid bound 1,
and the upper predicate restricts to the valid-bound domain, so the same map establishes
promise-problem completeness.

9 The entanglement spectrum and its decision problems

A finite entropy bound controls the tail of the Schmidt distribution. A positive moment gives
stronger control, and varying the moment order reveals a strict ladder of existence languages.
We first prove compactness and the upper predicates, then give the spectral separators. The
common hardness family and the realization of all possible critical indices follow in Section 10,
using the nested compiler proved in Appendix A.

For 0 < a < 1 let P, require a perfect pure spatial strategy with Tr A% < co. Put Py = q,
P1 = E, and Pyormal = I. For a > 1, finiteness of Rényi entropy imposes no restriction:
0 < Trh® < 1 for every density, and its largest eigenvalue is positive, so the order-infinity
entropy is finite too. Thus all those languages equal Puormal. The notation Poormal is a
language label, not a moment of infinite order. Mixed witnesses can be purified on Bob’s side
preserving Alice’s marginal. Pure witnesses therefore suffice for these existence languages.
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9.1 Moment budgets are compact and effective

For sorted probabilities with }°, p$ < K, one has

tp=Y pi < KY*(D+1)" 0=/, (56)
i>D

Indeed p%,; < K/(D+1) and tp < p}{f‘l > i~ppi. This gives uniform tails. Coordinate
limits preserve total mass and converge in ¢!, while Fatou preserves the moment bound. The
Schmidt vectors converge in norm, since ||/p — /4|3 < ||p — ¢|li. Bounded POVMs have a
common weakly convergent subsequence on fixed copies of £2. Their tensor products converge
weakly on finite simple tensors and then on all vectors by uniform boundedness. Thus all
game probabilities converge. The maximum winning probability v% (/) under the supplied
budget is attained. The same proof uses (5) at & = 1. Trace one alone supplies no uniform
tail, as Iy /N demonstrates.

Write v (K) for the maximum winning probability with local dimension at most D
and moment budget K. Normalize the first D probabilities by their retained mass. This
truncation majorizes the full probability vector, so does not increase the concave moment sum
or entropy. Compression of the POVMs therefore gives

0 < vg(K) - @ p(K) < Vip.

For rational «, the finite-dimensional budget constraints are semialgebraic using nonnegative
root variables. For a fixed computable irrational order, approximate = uniformly on [0, 1] by
rational polynomials. Compact outer approximations give upper semicomputability. For lower
approximation, move a nonpure boundary spectrum slightly towards (1,0,...,0): the resource
strictly decreases and probabilities change continuously. Rational spectra and feasible POVMs
with strict slack are dense. At moment budget K = 1, only a pure marginal is possible and
the value is the finite classical value. The analogous entropy exception is budget zero. These
arguments give computable budget values for computable orders, and in particular the upper
semicomputability needed here. Equivalently, compact rational outer feasibility tests, with
vanishing rejection slack and uniform constraint error, give

GeP, < IK >1VYD > 1 Ry(G, K, D)

with R, decidable. Explicitly, compute rational polynomials gp with sup,e(o ] lgp(z) — 2% <
D=2, Choose rational bounds up > KY*(D + 1)~(1=®)/® tending to zero and rational
ep > 4,/up tending to zero. If up > 1, let the stage be true. Otherwise require ordered
p; = s?, s; > 0, two D-dimensional POVM assignments, and

D D

1—up < Zpi <1, ZQD(Z%) <K+D!, lossg(s, E, F) < ep.
i=1 i=1
These are rational semialgebraic constraints. A perfect budget-K witness supplies every stage
by compression. Conversely, the true moment of each stage is at most K + 2/D; the same
uniform-tail compactness argument and Fatou give a normalized perfect limit with moment
at most K. The rational-order version is written explicitly in Section 10. No unrelativized
effectiveness claim is made for arbitrary noncomputable orders.

9.2 Tree spectra separate the rungs

For b orthogonal isometries of common ratio v and faithful normal density h, the word-sector
argument of Section 5 and its b-ary version in Appendix B gives

h = Thv & Pspecs Toy = (1 - bV) Z V‘w‘|w)<w|, bv < 1.
w
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One can also see exhaustion by pulling a positive density eigenvector back through adjoint
edges: every pullback multiplies its eigenvalue by v, so it must terminate before exceeding
||h]|. Consequently

1—bw)®
o T e (57)
when bv® < 1, and the moment diverges otherwise. The bare-tree critical index is log, b/n at
v = 27", Its finite compiler is the n-bridge construction with a finite list of b edge labels, as
specified in Appendix B. For four branches the normality requirement is n > 2; for 0 < a < 1,
n = |2/a] 4+ 1 ensures both normality and moment summability. For larger orders the
requirement n > 2 remains.

For any 0 < a < b < 1, choose integers n,j with a < logy j/n < b. Such choices exist
by taking n large and an integer between the corresponding exponential bounds. The bare
j-ary tree has finite b-moment, infinite a-moment in every realization, and finite entropy in its
canonical realization. A comb with critical index one and finite entropy, constructed next,
separates every order below one from entropy. The Catalan game of Section 14 separates
entropy from arbitrary normal play. The uniform family of Section 10 separates finite rank
from every positive rung. Thus

Po T PSPy CP1 S Poormal (0<a<b<l). (58)

=

Tr h® =

Compression to the positive source corner preserves finite moments; finite compiler factors
preserve them in completeness. These separators therefore concern every perfect strategy, not
just a displayed model.

9.3 Complexity, differences, and critical indices
The construction in Section 10 gives one computable family H. such that
e € Agec <= H. €1 <= H, has one perfect state with every positive moment finite.

Every instance has w,; = 1 and no finite-dimensional perfection. Together with the upper
predicates this proves X9-completeness for every fixed positive computable rung, including
entropy and normal play. The finite-rank rung is X{-complete.

Exact conjunction and disjunction preserve these resources. For conjunction tensor the
witnesses; moment sums multiply. For disjunction, the globally matched branch projections
reduce the marginal and give h = @, pjh;. Hence Trh® = 37, p$ Trh§ and S(h) = H(p) +
2. piS (hj); each positive branch inherits the resource. Use the full-support branch agreement
proved in Section 14. If P C Q are distinct positive rungs, fix Gsep € Q \ P. Then

He/\(Gsep\/Hf) € Q\P <~ e € Agec andngAdec.

All nonempty such differences are Ds(X9)-complete; a positive rung minus finite rank is
¥9-complete. Reverse differences and differences between collapsed orders above one are
empty. The assertion that NO instances have no normal perfect strategy belongs to H,, not
to every NO instance of the difference family. Both hardness promises persist under these
operations.
For a density put a.(h) = inf{a > 0: Trh® < oo}, and for a spatially perfect game put
- i ¥
UG =, dahn o)

Unused entanglement can increase an individual strategy’s index; the invariant is this infimum.
Section 10 proves that its possible values are exactly the right-c.e.-in-0' reals in [0, 1]. Every
such value has a realizing game with a finite-entropy witness attaining the minimum. The
computability characterization uses limsup of computable rational sequences, following Becher,
Bugeaud and Slaman [5, Lemma 4].
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9.4 Approximate play: a dimension upper bound

Let D¢(e) be the least local dimension of a strategy with loss at most . For a fixed perfect
witness, let Dyirunc(€) be the least Schmidt cutoff whose discarded probability mass is at most e.
If a perfect witness has K = Trh® < oo, 0 < v < 1, its loss effect satisfies 0 < Lo < I —|¢)(¢)].
Its normalized Schmidt truncation therefore loses at most the discarded mass tp, rather than
just its square root. Equation (56) gives

Do(e) < [KM0-)gma/0=0)]

For a bare tree with critical index r < 1, sorting by depth gives Diunc(g) < e="/(1=1)  This is
a sharp spectral truncation law. A lower bound for every near-perfect strategy of the finite
game remains open; exact factor forcing alone does not prove it.

10 A uniform family and programmable critical indices

The construction separates the spectrum from the computation that verifies it. Two commuting
one-sided shifts first force quarter-plane coordinates and a geometric density. A finite clock
and a deterministic tableau then read an integer witness. For programmable critical indices,
a comb supplies the desired spectral threshold while an independent quarter-plane register
verifies its branching rule. The nested compiler translates the quadratic shift relations into
finite game tests.

10.1 The quarter-plane register and its finite presentation

Use two modular contractions S, T and impose
S*S=T"T=1, ST=TS, S*T=TS5". (59)

Name projections P, P, with SS§* = I — P,, T'T™" = I — P;. Name positive contraction counters
C,, Cy and impose their commutation, C, P, = P,, C¢P; = P;, and

CyS = 35C,, C,T =TC,, CiS=SCy, CT =1iTC,. (60)

All clock and computation labels commute with both counters. For the clock use centralizer
unitaries Z, J, K, W with
JK =Z7KJ, [Z,J]=[Z,K]| =0,

Z,J, K constant along both shifts, and
WS =8ZW, WT =TW, WP, = P,.
For a projection F,e; and a contraction Rye; use
(W —1)Eyet =0, Riet(W —I) = 1C,(I — Eyey). (61)

Every row is either centralizer polynomial, degree-one endpoint, or one of the quadratic rows
of the translation table in Appendix A. In particular the mixed row S*T" = T'S* of (59) is
submitted as a§a’, = tara§t®, in the notation of that appendix; no modular transport is
synchronized.

To specify a verifier, supply a finite radius-one deterministic one-sided cellular automaton,

with alphabet A, interior rule F : A%> — A, and left-boundary rule G : A2 — A. For every d
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name four projection families Py, Ly, Rg, N4, each summing to identity and commuting with
C,, Cy. Their shift equations are

L4S=SP;,  P;S=SRy;,  P;T=TN,. (62)

Thus Lgi(z,t) = Py(x — 1,t) for > 0, Ryq(z,t) = Py(z + 1,t), and Ng(z,t) = Py(z,t + 1).
The unused L4(0,t) is arbitrary. Submit the exact finite update polynomials

Ng=(I-P,) > LiPR.+P, > PR (63)
F(a,b,c)=d G(b,c)=d

Specify every initial track on P;: the return marker from FE,et, the head from P,, and the blank
work tracks. If « maps these finitely many input bits to an alphabet symbol, the initial row for
dis BPy =P ), p)=all; Q?sj, where Q} = Qj, Q? = I — ()j. The input projections commute:
they are scalar coordinate markers in the normal representation proved next. Equivalently one
may add their finite commutator rows. For each rejecting symbol impose P; = 0. Equations
(62) have modular degree one; (63) has modular degree zero, regardless of its centralizer
polynomial degree. This is the precise admissibility distinction needed for the tableau.

Use the Fibonacci convention Fy; = Fy =1, F49 = Fyy1 + F). For a total computable
predicate R(e,n, s), a finite machine first scans for the first positive return marker, verifies
that its period is Fj,;3, decodes n, and searches for s with —=R(e,n,s). Its ordinary finite
transition table gives such a cellular automaton: a symbol records a tape letter and optionally
a head with its control state. A head writes its new letter, and its indicated neighbor receives
the new head at the next step; a boundary rule handles the missing left neighbor. Invalid
head collisions can be assigned a rejecting symbol. Multiple tapes can be interleaved with
finitely many tracks and finite control, with extra time steps as needed. Only the unique
initialized one-head computation is used by the soundness induction. This construction is
effective in a supplied program for R and in e. Concrete word and row counts depend on that
table. Appendix D supplies explicit validation programs; the reduction family is parametric.

10.2 Normal classification, the clock, and all positive moments

Cyclicity gives Tr(hoS*S**) = 27F and the same for T'. Hence normality removes both unitary
Wold parts. Double commutation makes the two wandering decompositions compatible and
gives
Ho = KQ(N2) QK,  ho= preg @ pPreg @ Pspecy  Preg = Z 2_96_1|x> (z]. (64)
>0

Indeed the mutually orthogonal spaces S*T* P, P,H, exhaust the support; their density blocks
are 277" times the joint root block. Normalization makes that block pspec/4. Equation (60)
then forces C, = 27 and C; = 2%, by induction from each boundary. Commutation with
these counters prevents labels from mixing coordinates of equal total density weight.

The constant Z,J, K act on K and commute with the compact pspec. Pick a positive
finite-dimensional pspec eigenspace and then a nonzero Z = zI subspace. It is invariant under
J, K, and determinants in JK = zKJ give 2% = 1. Let its finite order be dgy. The equations
for W force W(z,t) = Z*. Equation (61) forces Eret(x,t) = I exactly when dcy divides x
on this sector: its range lies in ker(W — I); on that kernel the second equation and C, > 0
force it to be identity. On each chosen clock sector the initialized tableau labels are scalars.
Equations (62)—(63) force each next row to be the unique classical successor; the induction
also proves invariance of the sector for those projections. Thus rejecting symbols cannot be
absent unless Vs R(e, n, s) for the decoded integer.

Conversely a true witness uses dejx = Fi43, a = Fpy9, 2 = exp(2mia/day), Z = 214, , and
Weyl matrices on Cdex, With pspec = Ld_, /dck the honest initialized tableau is diagonal and
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all the relations hold. Before the finite compiler factors,
Tr(hg) =4 %’ *(1 =272 (a>0),  S(hy) =4+ logy di. (65)

This is one common witness for all positive moments.

A bounded reader at every nonreturn. Put 6 = (v/5 —1)/2. If a is a nearest integer
to 26, then § = x6 — a has nonzero integer norm 6(zf’ — a), where 8/ = —(1 + /5)/2.
The second factor has magnitude at most 5z + 1/2 < 3z, giving ||z0| > 1/(3z). Also
F.0— F,_ = (—1)’“*19"‘ and F0* < 1, so the Fibonacci approximation error is less than
F. 2 These elementary bounds give, when z < dey /3,

lza/dax| > 1/(3z) — z/dai® > 2/(9z).

For every nonreturn x > 2d.j /9, the coprime residue bound gives ||za/dcx|| > 1/dcx > 2/(92).
These ranges overlap and cover every positive nonreturn, including z > dqx. Concavity of
sine on [0,7/2] gives |2 — 1| > 4||za/dak|| > 8/(9z). Consequently the canonical reader

2—3:—1/(295 — 1), delk J( x,

Riet(x) =
@) {0, dex | ©

has norm at most sup,~; 9z/ 27+4 = 9/32. Returns, including = = 0, are checked separately

and give zero on both sides of (61).

Value one. For any e, take arbitrarily large Fibonacci periods and the genuine computation
even if it eventually rejects. All equations except the forbidden-reject row remain exact. The
first scan prevents rejection before time dejk. Its root probability is at most > ;54 271 =
2 deic g0 (131) gives loss at most Chest2~ % the constant contains the compilation factors
of the row tests. Since Cq and Cgs have the same closure (Section 2), the finite-dimensional
value is one. Finite-dimensional perfection is impossible: S*S = I would make S unitary,
whereas hoS = Sho/2 and trace cyclicity would give 1 = 1/2.

10.3 The comb and the independent checker

The spectral threshold will come from the number of branches attached at each spine position.
A separate geometric register verifies the branching guard. Keeping its computation time in
that separate factor allows arbitrarily slow total programs without changing the programmed
critical index. First normality establishes coordinates; only then does the deterministic verifier
force the guard on each coordinate fibre.

Let Q, P, Eguara be centralizer projections, P < @), and let Cy,, L be commuting positive
contractions, commuting with @, P. Use modular contractions Viy, Bo, B with

Vo Vop = Qs VpVep" = Q — P,
B;Bj = 5inguarda B()BE)‘< —+ BlBik =] — Q7
CopP = P/2, CspVep = VepCsp/2,
CspBi = Bicsp7 LQ = Qv LB; = B@L/Q

All modular symbols have ratio 1/2. These are inner-product, range, and endpoint rows of
the translation table. In particular a range sum is compiled as a sum ta;a;t*, together with
the transported range projection. No X X* is submitted as a root centralizer label without its
defining translated row.
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Add an independent quarter-plane pair S, T satisfying (59)—(60). For every comb modular
symbol X € {Vip, By, B1} impose both XS = SX, X*S = SX* and the corresponding
equations with T. For @, P,Csp, L impose shift commutation by endpoint rows. These
relations give the tensor decomposition (64) with the entire comb algebra acting on its
multiplicity space. The checker has its own C,, Ct, Py, P; and a separate computation time.

The guard preserves the coordinate fibres. Since Eguara = BjBo, the counter relations
and their adjoints give

Eguardcsp = BSCSPBO = CspEguarda EguardL = QBSLBO = LEguard' (66)

Ordinary and double commutation with checker shifts similarly give commutation of Egyarq
with those shifts and adjoints. Adding these redundant commutator rows is harmless and is
done in the generated validation instance.

The four orthogonal projections P, Vi, Vip™, BoBj, B1Bf sum to identity. Starting from
an h eigenvector of eigenvalue p > 0, each nonzero pullback through Vg,*, B doubles its
eigenvalue. After finitely many steps it would exceed ||h|| and must vanish. Thus descendants
of root vectors span the support. Since Vi, B; = 0, surviving words have form BwVSpm_lP,
with m > 1. The counter relations force Cs, = 27" and L = 21wl on their ranges. Their
span is dense, so the joint dyadic eigenspaces H,, ¢ exhaust the support. Equation (66) shows
Eguara preserves each such eigenspace.

Name equality projections E¢,,, Fr and contraction readers Fg,,, Fr. Impose

(Cop — Ca)Ec,, =0, Fe, (Cop — Cy) = 3C,Co(I — Ec,), (67)

and the analogous rows for L. For two unequal dyadic values u,v € (0,1], |uv/[2(u —v)]| < 1:
the larger is at least twice the smaller. On equal fibers the second equation forces the equality
projection to be identity; on unequal fibers the first forces it to be zero. The canonical reader
is wv/[2(u — v)], with value zero at equality. Thus the initial checker tracks mark exactly
x =m and x =/, and receive the bit Eg..rq. Require every checker label to commute with
Csp, L, Eguard; C, Ct, and initialize all tracks and the head. Its total program computes k,,
and rejects exactly when the bit is different from 1,y .}. Apply the same finite (62)-(63)
presentation and forbid rejection.

On a joint (m, ¥, Eguara) fiber the initial symbols are scalars. The deterministic tableau
induction therefore forces the actual finite computation of this total program. A wrong
guard fiber would produce a nonzero rejecting projection, contradicting faithfulness and the
forbidden row. Hence

Eguard‘Hm,e = 1{€<km}I- (68)
Now, and only now, legal word maps are isometries on the root with mutually orthogonal

ranges. They exhaust the support by the previous pullback argument, and yield

hcomb = Pcomb & Pspecs

peomb = Zogry 9 27D Im, ) (m, wl,

m>1, [w]<km (69)
Zeomb = Y _ (km +1)27™.
m>1

The complete checker adds preg ® preg, independently of how long the program takes to verify
a particular fiber.
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10.4 Programming and classifying the minimum index

For a computable rational sequence a,, with limsupa,, = r € [0,1], put

Uy, = min (max(am, 0), mnj—l) , o Lmuzm J )
- m

Then 0 < k,,, < m?, and rounding changes k,/(m + ky,) from u,, by less than 1/m. Thus its
limsup is 7, and 1 < Zeomp < 7. For 0 < @ < 1 the moment of (69) converges precisely when

Z 2(17a)kmfam < 0.
m

The exponent equals (kn,/(m + kpy) — a)(m + k). If @ > r the tail decays geometrically;
if &« < r a subsequence of terms grows. Therefore a¢(pecomp) = 7, without a claim about
convergence at the endpoint a = r. The entropy is bounded by

m2(m? + 1)

logy 7T+ Y 27™ [(m*+ 1)m + 5

m>1

= 106 + log, 7.

Every realization contains the comb factor, so extra multiplicity cannot lower its critical index.
Root multiplicity one gives the canonical witness attaining minimum index r, with finite
entropy.

For necessity, restrict the moment order to rational 0 < 8 < 1. For sorted Schmidt
probabilities with >, pf < K, use the tail bound (56) with o = 8 and D = d¢y. Choose
computable rational upper bounds tlj?ut for this tail, tending to zero, and rational €4, >

4 tgfut, also tending to zero. For fixed G, 3, K, dcyt let R(G, B, K, deys) say there exist two
local d¢yt-dimensional POVM assignments and a subnormalized Schmidt vector with ordered
probabilities py, ..., pq4.,, such that

L—thd < > pi<, > P <K, Pr(reject) < €4, -
iSdcut Z'Sdcut

When tsfut > 1 take this stage to be true. At the other stages this is a decidable semialgebraic
feasibility predicate: rational powers are encoded by nonnegative root variables, and POVM
positivity by principal minors. A perfect witness compresses to these assignments; its truncated
vector differs in norm by at most tgit, giving the displayed slack. Conversely the uniform

tail bound makes these ordered vectors compact in £2. A diagonal subsequence of the bounded
POVM matrix entries gives positive limiting POVMs with the same finite outcome sums.
Finite coordinate tests followed by the uniform vector tail pass their tensor probabilities to
the limit. The limiting vector has norm one, zero rejection and S-moment at most K by
Fatou’s lemma. Consequently the quantifiers are explicitly

G e Pg — dK € NZI Vdeut € N21 R(G,,B,K, dcut)-

For rational 0 < a < 1, ¢(G) < a is equivalent to this condition for some rational 0 < § < a,
when ¢(G) denotes the infimum of critical indices of perfect witnesses and is finite in [0, 1].
Cuts above 1 are automatic on this domain. The rational order and integer budget can be
paired in one existential integer, leaving the same IK Vd.y; form. Consequently the strict
upper cut is c.e. in 0’. Together with the characterization of Becher, Bugeaud and Slaman [5,
Lemma 4] by limsups of computable rationals, this gives exactly the right-c.e.-in-0" indices in
[0,1]. The input program computes k,, and contains no oracle.
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11 Semifinite hosts: a critical tree selects a finite depth

In a diffuse semifinite algebra the Weyl determinant of Section 6 is unavailable, so the spatial
witness cannot be used. A trace still forces a finite object. A critical binary tree with modular
ratio 1/2 must have a nonzero leaf sector at some finite depth, and a group word chosen by
that depth carries the ¥ witness. This section builds the resulting reduction and proves the
semifinite half of Theorem B. It does not use the Weyl-clock reduction.

11.1 The critical-tree selector

Work on a faithful normal support. Fix integers d > 2 and a real 0 < v < 1. Let P,Q be

centralizer projections, 0 < C < I a centralizer contraction, and let By, ..., By satisfy
BiBj = 4;;(I — P), > BB =I1-Q, (70)
i
of (B) = d~'B;, (71)
cQ=0Q, CB; =~vB;C, [C, P] = 0. (72)

These labels P,Q,C, By, ..., By belong to the selector presentation only.

Lemma 11.1 (Critical-tree selector). For branching d, modular ratio 1/d and depth ratio ~,
in a normal semifinite realization, P # 0, ker C = 0, and Ey,, = 1{yny(C) satisfy 3,50 En =1
strongly. Some finite n has PE, # 0.

Proof. The modular eigenoperators are entire analytic. KMS gives ¢(B;B}) = ¢(B}B;)/d.
Summing gives

p(P) = ¢(Q). (73)
If P =0, faithfulness makes @@ = 0, giving a full Cuntz family. Write p(z) = 7(hz), h injective,
7(h) = 1. The covariance is h" B; = B;(h/d)*, hence f(h)B; = B;f(h/d) for bounded Borel
f. For bounded g > 0 with compact support in (0,00), hg(h) is positive integrable, and

p(g(h)) =) _T(Bfhg(h)Bi) = g Z 7(hg(h/d)) = ¢(g(h/d)).

)

The trace exchange is 7(T/2v0*T/?) = 7(v*Tw) for positive integrable T. Use indicators of
(d*,d**1], or monotone approximations to them. All these windows have equal p-mass and
partition (0, 00), whose mass is one. Countable additivity is contradicted. Thus P # 0.

Let z = 14p1(C). Covariance and its adjoint give 2B; = B,z by functional calculus at
zero. Also Qz = 0 and [P, z] = 0. Since z is a centralizer projection, zM z is modularly
invariant. The KMS calculation there gives ¢(Pz) = 0, hence Pz = 0. If z # 0, the normalized
restriction of ¢ is faithful normal on a semifinite corner with a full critical Cuntz family. The
same window argument excludes this. Hence z = 0.

Put 7(X) =3, BiXB}. Telescoping gives

m—1
1= T/(Q)+T™1). (74)
j=0

For a length-m word v, CB, = ~+™B,C. Bounded spectral calculus puts its range in
1[077771](0)7'[. Thus
0 < T™(1) < 1gym)(€) — 0
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strongly by injectivity of C. Each 77(Q) is supported in the 7/ eigenspace of C. These
positive terms sum to I and have mutually orthogonal spectral supports. Compressing the
sum to each eigenspace gives

E; =T (Q), Y B =1 (75)

>0

There is no residual spectral subspace since the sum is I. As [P,C] =0 and P # 0, some PE,
is nonzero. In particular QQ = Ej. O

The selector of this section uses d = 2 and v = 1/2, with edges reindexed By, B1; the
coupled construction uses d = 16 and the same depth ratio.
11.2 Finite models and a small example

For words w of length at most n, let B; append ¢ unless w is a leaf, when it vanishes. Let Q
select the empty word and P the depth-n words. Put

9—lwl
n+1

Clw) =27lw), — hylw) = |w). (76)
Each nonleaf has two distinct children and each nonroot a unique parent. This proves (70),
including the cross term. The child-to-parent density ratio is 1/2, proving (71); the same ratio
for C proves (72). Each depth has state mass 1/(n + 1), whence
1 n

Qpn(P) :cpn(Q) = mv S(hn) :logQ(n+1)+§' (77)
For n = 2, the seven word densities are 1/3, two copies of 1/6, and four copies of 1/12. Their C'
labels are 1,1/2,1/4. The leaf rank is four but its state mass is 1/3. A finite host’s normalized
trace gives 7(P) > 1/2 from (70); this does not bound ¢(P) away from zero uniformly over
states.

11.3 A finite presentation verifies the depth

Fix a total recursive predicate Rgec(€,n,t) and Agec = {€ : InVt Ryec(€,n,t)}. With [z,y] =
a;ya;_ly_l set

e ={(a,b,c| rgrpi =1(n>0),

78
r&P, =1 if 3t "Ryec(e,n,t)), r&P, = [b,a"ca™"]. (78)

Lemma 11.2. r&8P,, is nontrivial in e ezactly when Vt R4ec(€,n,t); a nontrivial 8P, has
order two. Uniformly there is a finite presentation G. and explicit words for embedded a,b, c
preserving this property.

Proof. Let Dgooq € N be the good integers. Take two copies of V = @, Foe, and
W = EBkeDg Fozy. Define b(ey,,ep) = 2p—pm if £ —m € Dygod, zero otherwise. On Vo Ve W
put

ood

(z,y,2)(a,y, 2") = (@ + 2",y +o, 2+ 2 +b(2,1)). (79)

Bilinearity makes the third coordinate in either association z + 2’ + 2" + b(z,y’) + b(x,y") +
b(z',y”). The identity is (0,0,0); the inverse of (z,y,2) is (z,y,z + b(x,y)). Simultaneously
shifting both V indices preserves b; adjoin this automorphism as a. Put b = (0,0,0) and
¢ = (0,€0,0). Multiplication gives r&P, = (0,0, z,) for n € Dggooq, identity otherwise. All
relators hold, and every good word has a nontrivial order-two image. Bad words are killed by
listed relators, proving the assertion.
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For precision we give a uniform Craig conversion [16] of the c.e. relator list to a decidable
literal-word list. Chiodo’s convention already permits recursive enumeration, so this extra
normalization is optional for the cited embedding theorem. Here is a Craig conversion that
also preserves the old generator words. Adjoin d with relator d = 1. For an enumerated relator
r at time t, replace that occurrence by the literal word rd*, where distinct increasing codes
k are chosen effectively with £ > t. Given a word of length ¢, membership in the resulting
literal relator set is decidable by simulating the first £ enumeration steps, constructing those
coded words of length at most ¢, and comparing literally. Use freely reduced old words r,
which contain no d; the final d* therefore survives free reduction. Include d itself as a relator.
Modulo d = 1, the coded relations are exactly the original . The group is therefore unchanged
and the old generator images remain explicit. Higman embedding [30], in the effective uniform
formulation of [9, Theorem 2.2], gives a finite presentation with an explicit injective embedding.
Injectivity preserves the nontrivial 78™P,,. The model (79) need not itself be computable. []

Represent the generators of G, by centralizer unitaries satisfying its finite relators. Add
centralizer unitaries 7', L. Require every group generator and 7' to commute with By, By, C.

Impose
LQ =cQ, LB;=BjaLa*, [L,C]=][L,P]=0, (80)

and the centralizer polynomial
P(T[b, LIT* + [b, L]) = 0. (81)

Lemma 11.3 (Level reader). In every semifinite realization LE, = a™ca™"E,. The terminal
equation then implies that some n is good.

Proof. Group generators commute with C, hence with @ = Ey. In particular a*@Q = Qa*; this
is needed in the induction. For a word v of length n, the endpoint equation and commutation
of a with the B; give LB,Q = B,a"La™"Q = Bya"ca™"Q. By (75) these ranges span E,H,
proving the level identity. A unitary commuting with B; also commutes with B;: commute
its inverse, then take adjoints. It therefore commutes with P. Thus PFE, reduces the group
generators, T and L. Choose a nonzero such sector by Lemma 11.1. On it (81) becomes
TreP,T* = —r&P . A bad n has relator &, = I, giving I = —I on a nonzero space. This
contradiction proves goodness. O

Lemma 11.4 (Finite realization). A good n gives a finite-algebra realization of all relations.

Proof. In G, x (j | j2 = 1), the subgroup (r&™®,,, j) is C7. The map r&%P,, s jr8P, j+s jis
its automorphism. Form the HNN extension T'INN with stable letter T

Tre®, T~ = jre®, TjT ' = (82)

The HNN normal-form theorem [31] embeds the base group. Consequently j # 1, and j
commutes with the base and with T, so is central in TINN. This is the group-extension
mechanism used in the nonlocal-game setting of [53]. In L(TINN) p_ = (1 —\(j))/2 is central
and has trace 1/2. The corner Mgnn = p_ L(I'MNN) with trace 27 is finite. Compressed group
unitaries are unitaries of Mynn, and (82) becomes Tr8P,T* = —r&P

Tensor Mynn with the depth-n tree, with density h, ® 1 relative to matrix trace times
the normalized trace of Mynn. Group generators and 1" are constant across vertices. Set
L = a‘ca=* on depth (. It is a unitary centralizer label commuting with P, C'. On a nonleaf,
LB; = B;aLa* because depth increases by one; both sides vanish on a leaf. At the root
LQ = cQ. The terminal equation is the sign-flip identity on the leaves and is vacuous elsewhere.
The tree relations hold by (76). Tensor with Ry, and select a factor fibre to obtain a II; host.
The presentation itself never needs to find the good n. O
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For a small example, at good depth n = 1 the tree is {0),0,1} and the blocks of L are
c,acat aca™!. The terminal word is 78P; = [b, aca™']. The model (79) with good set {1}
sends it to z; # 1, while r87Py, 8P, vanish. The HNN step flips the chosen involution after
compression to j = —1. One T is not required to flip all good words.

11.4 One bridge compiles the selector presentation

Use five orthogonal synchronized corners ey, mog, mo1, mig, m11 covering I, with one FMS
copy whose flag is eg and magic support is their other four corners. Put e; = mgg. The actual
bridge v = U; : g — e1 obeys (14). KMS and the cover give ¢(eg) = 1/9 and p(mqp) = 2/9;
here 9 = ¢;. These masses are independent of the root model.

v .
eg —— |mpg=e€e1 mor Mg M each magic corner has mass 2/9.
~~ o‘f(v):?”v N—
1/9 2/9

Figure 4: One calibrated bridge. All copies of transported labels use this same v; the box is
the four-dimensional magic support.

Bind the five corners and the two positive ZI, I X parameters to the qutrit frame. Introduce
the two axis unitaries g, 3 with the explicit formulas of Section 4.1. A typed label is an operator
name together with its required class (projection, positive contraction or unitary). The
transported typed label list is exactly

Q, C, T, L, {Uy : g is a generator of G.}. (83)

Encode a projection by a reflection, a positive contraction by uc = 2C — I + 2i,/C(I — C),
and a unitary directly. A unitary name is a formal generator for the chosen unitary encoding,
including separate names for separate summands when needed. For each resulting unitary
name ¢ introduce copies u, ¢, 7 = 0,1, with (u,¢ — I)({ —e,) = 0. The decoded copies are the
actual corner operators recovered from these encodings by the following formulas, respectively:
er(I +urq)/2, (21 + urc + uy o)/4, and e;uyp. Require U%Q = I. Introduce the block
unitary Vj ¢ of (25); since the cover is the whole space it reads

b —b,.—
Vie = eouoe+ » 1% erur e 't %
a,b

Refine the retained FMS signs separately for the six frame projections
P, B, F;, Gil), Gi3(1), Gas(1),

and for every G12(Vi ). Lemma 4.2 first makes v preserve the frame, so v = Is ® v. The
graph-label commutators in the target—source block give

VU ¢ = U 4. (84)

Thus the same actual calibrated transport works for every label. Transport of decoded adjoints
and polynomials follows too. P is root-only, encoded by Py = eo(I + up)/2 with u% = I and
(up —I)(I —ep) = 0.

Introduce two centralizer contractions b; = e;b;eg. For compilation encode each as an
average of two global unitaries. Extract B; = v*b; on egMey. Their modular eigenvalue is 1/2
because that of b; is one. The complete endpoint translation is

65



Root relation Centralizer polynomial

BfB; =6,;(I —P) bibj=6ij(e0 — Po)
YuBiBi=1-0Q > bibj=e1—

CB; = 3B;,C Crbi = $b:Co

U,B; = B,U, (Ug)1bi = bi(Ug)o
TB; = B;T Tib; = b;Ty

LB; = B;aLa* Lib; = b;al% Lo (al®)*

Every remaining relation is a root centralizer polynomial: the finite relators of G., CoQq = Qo,
[Co, Po] = 0, [U,, Co] = [To, Co] = 0, LoQo = cQq, [Lo, Co] = [Lo, Po] = 0, and the terminal
equation. Expand its root projection as P = (I + sp)/2. Here al ¢l% mean the source words
for the embedded a, c. If Wie, = [b, L], its non-self-adjoint polynomial is explicitly

p= %(TWtch* + Wier + spTWier T + SPWtcr)-

Use (17) for these words and their prefixes. In global scaffold coordinates multiply by eq
and expand ey = (I + s¢,)/2 as well. The two off-diagonal blocks impose p = 0 and p* = 0.
Expand all other typed polynomials in the same manner, apply graphs and triangles, then
Lemma 4.3. Retain all FMS and refinement questions. Sample all padded question pairs
uniformly, reject the listed events, and accept unspecified pairs. This is an effective finite
rational Boolean game, denoted G5

Soundness and simultaneous completeness. Soundness uses the nonzero root corner
with normalized state 9¢|e,nre,- Equations (84) and the table give all root relations as bounded
operator identities. For example Cyv* = v*Cy gives CyB; = v*C1b; = B;Cp/2. Conjugating
the range equation by v* uses v*Q1v = (Jg. The corner of a semifinite host is semifinite, so
Lemmas 11.1 and 11.3 prove soundness.

Conversely take any faithful normal root realization (M, ¢). On Mat;®@M use the state

0se = diag(1,2,2,2,2)/9 ® . (85)

Use the identity corner maps v = |e1)(eo| ® I, the ideal real FMS effects, and b; = |e1)(eg| ® B;.
The product modular group makes each b; centralizer because the two modular eigenvalues 2
and 1/2 cancel. The whole centralizer is finite, with its faithful trace @s.. For any contraction z
in a finite von Neumann algebra, the polar partial isometry extends to a unitary u: equivalent
initial and final projections have equivalent complements in a finite algebra. Then

utr = u(lz| £ iy/I — |z|?), x=(us +u_)/2.

This supplies the exact encodings of both b; at once. Use 2QQ — I,2P — I and the displayed
functional-calculus encoding of C, copying the same choices to each required corner. Amplify
by the scalar qutrit frame. All block labels commute with the ideal FMS signs, so use their
actual joint products for refinement. Separate labels use separate questions. Finally apply
the standard-form construction in Lemma 4.3, with Bob’s effects defined by its conjugation
Jnew- Formula (85) and the ideal real FMS effects give exactly the five-dimensional FMS
probabilities, including the nonsynchronous signs. All graph and endpoint identities hold
simultaneously. A finite-algebra root stays finite; after tensoring with Ry, a II; host exists.
A III, /5 root stays III; /o under the finite amplifications.

11.5 Both uniform promises and the hardness theorem

Theorem 11.5 (Uniform semifinite reduction). Uniformly from a total recursive Ryec and
an input e, the compiler gives a finite rational Boolean game G such that

Gl € PERF(II}) <= G*! € PERFg <= InVtRaec(e,n,t).
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For every input e, G*°' has a perfect Iy /o strategy and wq(Gzel) =1.

Proof. For the equivalence, soundness follows from the compiler and the selector and level-
reader lemmas. A good n gives a finite model by Lemma 11.4, which the compiler turns into
perfect finite-host play and hence a II; host.

For the first uniform promise take the uniform KMS representation of 02 with generators
s; satisfying s¥s; = 05,1, > ; si5; = I and o4(s;) = 27, Tts weak closure is Rl/g; see the
Cuntz/KMS identification in [45] for the gauge KMS state and [29, Theorem 4.9 and Example
4.13] for this factor identification, also used in [20, Section 3.1]. Set B; =s;, P=Q = C =0,
and take all group generators, T, L equal to I. Every root equation holds: LQ = ¢ and
the terminal row are vacuous. In the scaffold (85), b; = |e1)(eo| ® s; is centralizer. Its exact
two-unitary completion exists in the finite centralizer, as proved above. The encoding of
C =0 is uc = —I on each corner; the zero projections use reflection —I there as well. Their
transported block labels commute with the ideal signs. Thus every compiler gadget has a
simultaneous perfect realization. The host, including all finite ancillary matrices, is III; /5.

For the second promise take the finite-tree strategy Vy with the depth-N finite tree and
trivial group labels. Every root equation is exact except the terminal row. Its residual is

4
N+ 1
Build all graph, prefix, joint and column measurements by their exact formulas even for this
nonzero application row. All their structural tests remain exact. Only its final row-zero event
can lose. For an honest row, (19) gives its loss.

More explicitly, if the lifted root residual is p = egRY", its graph row has off-diagonal
blocks p, p*. The qutrit trace and root mass give

Ry =2P,  on(RYRY) = 4on(P) (86)

Pold(Straph) = 30sc(P™D + Pp*) = Zon (RN RR).

The last equality uses traciality on the centralizer. The padded question count is the common
size of the two question sets after adding always-accepted fresh questions. An orientation
is a choice of which party receives the row question and which receives the scalar reference
question. Let m, > 1 be the finite number of retained terminal-test copies in the chosen
encoding, determined solely by e. If Q). is the padded question count and £, d. are the row
denominator and slot dimension, then, for each retained terminal-test copy, union bounding
its orientations gives a loss of at most 64¢%/(27d2Q?(N + 1)). Thus the total loss satisfies

6402 1 Csd
m = .
2Td3Q2 N+1 N +1

1—w(Ge vy) <

Take
sel 64( 2

=m .
¢ “27d3Q?
Thus Cjel depends only on the finite compiled specification, denominators, row dimensions

and the fixed root mass 1/9. It is independent of N, the density spectrum and the finite tree
dimension. Letting N — oo proves wy(GS) = 1. O

Choose Agec to be ¥9-complete. Theorem 11.5 and (10), together with Theorem 3.9, prove
¥9-completeness of every claimed semifinite existence language in Theorem B. Furthermore
every G5! is commuting perfect and has quantum value one, and

Giel € III-ONLY <= e ¢ Agec, ITII-ONLY := PERF,, \ PERFy;.

This proves I19-hardness within that promise, a stronger statement than hardness of intersection
with the value-one language. Membership follows from PERF., € II{ and PERFS € I19: their
intersection is I19.
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12 Each type-III subtype has the commuting language

A type-III factor has no nonzero finite projection, so the corner of Section 3.5 does not
exist. This section shows that nothing replaces it: every fixed subtype hosts exactly the
commuting-perfect games. The state and host may both be chosen. This quantifier is essential.

Background lemma (Expected-inclusion transfer; [54, 20]). If E : N — M is a faithful
normal conditional expectation, every faithful standard-form correlation on M is realized on

N.

Proof. For the state pn = @p 0 E, put Hine = My, C L?*(N). The map x&,,, — z&,y
is an isometry. Takesaki’s expectation theorem [54] makes M invariant under the modular

group. The Tomita operators agree on the common core M¢, and their conjugations restrict
as IN|H. = Jm- Thus for left effects A and right effects T BT,

<§4PN7A‘7NB‘7N€SON> = <£§01W7A‘-7MB‘-7M§SOIW>'

Positivity, sums and all probabilities are preserved. Support reduction handles nonfaithful
states. This is also [20, Lemma 3.1]. O

Lemma 12.1. For any factor Ny, with separable predual, Nia®@Ryso is 1111, and contains Ni,
with a faithful normal expectation.

Proof. The expectation is id ®p for a faithful normal state p on R.. We use the proof,
rather than the stronger hyperfinite conclusion, of [27, Lemma 3.8]. For each 0 < A < 1,
choose 0 < p1 < 1 with log A/ log p1 irrational. The injective factors satisfy R = Ry\®R, and
Roo®R) = Ry. Consequently (Nin®Roo )RRy = Nin®Roo. The asymptotic-ratio argument of
Connes [13, Section 3.6], used in that proof, gives A € roo(Nin®Roo). Connes’s implication [13,
Theorem 3.6.1] gives 7o \ {0} € S. Every 0 < A < 1 therefore belongs to the S-invariant, and
the factor is ITI;. These steps do not assume hyperfiniteness of N;,. Only the last identification
with the unique injective III; factor in Haagerup—Musat needs hyperfiniteness, and we do not
make that identification here. O

Theorem 12.2. For each fized X € [0,1], PERF(III)) = PERF,.

Proof. The inclusion into commuting perfection is immediate. For the converse, standardize
a commuting-perfect strategy and choose a factor host N, by central decomposition as in
Section 2. Put Nu,s = Nin®Rs. By expected-inclusion transfer and Lemma 12.1, this III;
factor hosts the game. Retain it for A = 1.

Fix a faithful normal state ¢ on N,ps. For a countable subgroup T C R, given the discrete
topology, form Ny = Nups Xs¢|, Y. The Fourier expectation onto Naps is faithful normal,
so transfers the game. It is a factor: T(Naps) = {0} for a III; factor, hence every nonzero
modular time is outer. If a central element has Fourier coefficient x4, commutation with Nyps
makes x4 an intertwiner between id and of'. A nonzero such coefficient for g # 0 would, by
polar decomposition in a factor, implement that automorphism innerly. Thus only g = 0
remains, and xg is scalar. Faithfulness of Fourier coefficients proves factoriality.

The continuous core is the crossed product by the modular R-action; its dual action
restricted to the center is the flow of weights. For factors this flow distinguishes the type-II1
subtypes [15]. Here is the core computation, with the dual flow specified. The modular group
of the dual state fixes the canonical unitaries u, of the discrete crossed product. Writing A(t)
for the continuous-core implementing unitaries, it follows that

c(N1) = c(Nabs) Xadag) T

_ (87)
2 ¢(Naps)QL(T).
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For the second isomorphism the unitaries y, = A(g)*uy commute with ¢(Naps) and satisfy the
group law of Y; the inverse sends uy to A(g) ® yg. Since Nyps is 1111, ¢(Naps) is a factor, so
the center is L(T) = L®(T). The dual action obeys 04(A\(t)) = e *!\(t) and Os(ug) = ug;
therefore 05(y,) = €**9y,. Its action on the center is translation by the character ys(g) = €*.

For 0 < A\ < 1, take Y = t)Z, t\, = 27/(—log A). The resulting flow is rotation on the circle
with least period —log A, which is the flow of a III, factor [15]. For A = 0 take T = Z + /2Z.
Its dual is the two-torus, and the flow is s +— (€%, ei\/ﬁs). Fourier characters show ergodicity:
an invariant character indexed by (m,n) requires m + nv2 = 0, hence m = n = 0. Every
orbit is a dense one-dimensional subgroup coset of Haar measure zero (its bounded segments
have zero area). Thus the flow is not transitive. The Connes—Takesaki flow classification [15]
gives subtype IIIy. This is the same modular crossed-product mechanism as [27, Example
3.9], without requiring injectivity of Nyps.

For clarity non-semifiniteness is a separate conclusion. The core flow of a semifinite factor
is translation on L*°(R); it is transitive and admits no invariant normal probability state.
Each of our circle or torus flows preserves Haar probability, so cannot be that semifinite flow.
For N, itself non-semifiniteness was already proved by its S-invariant. Hence none of the
subtype conclusions silently includes a semifinite alternative. O

Slofstra’s commuting classification [53], also proved in [42, Theorem 6.4], now proves
I19-completeness for every fixed subtype, including zero. With Section 11 this completes the
proof of Theorem B.

13 One selector for spatial and semifinite perfection

The critical selector can choose the same witness in spatial and semifinite models. The
construction uses two edge families on one scaffold: the selector is critical, while the four-letter
computation tree is subcritical. The key point is that a nonzero selected terminal sector has
positive intersection with the computation root. This supplies a finite witness without using a
density eigenvector in a diffuse host.

Lemma 13.1 (Several edge families on a common chain). Fiz n > 1 and finitely many edge

families Xi(r). Each family has its own Gram equations, initial defect and range equation,
and its own within-family endpoint equations with typed centralizer coefficients. There are
no prescribed cross-family Gram equations. If all edges have modular ratio 27", one finite
rational Boolean game compiles these systems on a common nonzero source corner. It extracts
them from every perfect normal commuting strategy, and every faithful normal realization
extends simultaneously, preserving host type under finite amplification and finite entropy for
spatial realizations.

Proof. Use the corners, activities, bound axes, and common chain v = U,, - - - Uy of Lemma 4.6.

Its source mass is ¢, '. For each edge, independently introduce a supported centralizer

(r) _ (r)

i — enQy

CLET)*@;T) = 6ij(60 - (DT)O)’ Z a’gr)az(r)* = (RT)H

contraction a eg. A family with initial defect D, and range R, is submitted as

Only that family’s own equations are submitted. Transport the union of all labels appearing
at left endpoints or in range equations, with one separate graph refinement per encoding and
bridge. The common original signs force L,v = vLg for every label in this union. Decode
Xi(r) = v*agr). Multiplication by v, v* proves the Gram, range and endpoint translations in

both directions; for example Lna(r) = ay)Bo becomes LoX (r) — X ](T)Bo. The centralizer

7 %
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condition and the modular eigenvalue of v give ratio 27" for every extracted edge. All
equations concern the same faithful corner and state.

Conversely use diag(py) ® o and alm = len){eo| ® XZ-(T) for every family. Every lifted
contraction lies in the finite centralizer and has its own two-unitary encoding. Choose the
root encodings once and copy them through the identity corner maps. The resulting block
labels commute with their bridge’s canonical signs. Actual joint products give all separate
refinements, followed by the common qutrit and row extensions. There is one state and one
assignment for all families. The construction adds only finite factors and imposes no mixed

orthogonality. O

13.1 The coupled root presentation

Use four edges Ay, satisfying (30) at modular ratio 1/16, with root P, and sixteen different
edges S; with

16
S;S; =651 —P), Y SiSi=I1-Q, of(5)=16""9,.
i=1
For a positive centralizer contraction Cye impose
CselQ = Qa C’sels'i = %Sicsela [Csela P] = 07 [P, Aab] = [CsebAab] = 0.

Lemma 11.1 above uses modular ratio 1/16 and depth ratio 1/2. Retain the coordinate and
boundary equations (34)—(37) and the counter equations (43), with [Cetr, Csel] = 0. Replace
the clock by

(2001:1" - Csel)Pret =0, T’inv(200tr - Csel) = %Cctrcsel(l - Pret)- (88)

Here T}, is a general contraction. The tableau has the same initial and update equations, but
its halt prohibition is PyP = 0. Its machine reads the first positive pulse dg, sets n = dq — 1,
and tests Rgec(e,m,0), Raec(€,n, 1), ..., halting at the first false answer. No prime test is used.

Lemma 13.1 with n = 4 compiles the two separate Gram systems. The transported typed

list is exactly
PO7 UI: Uya Pl?a Pya Cctra P7 CSelv Q

The return projection, its inverse and the tableau projections are source-only. In particular
no relation A}, S; = 0 is imposed. Denote this finite game by Fe.

13.2 The terminal sector meets the root

Lemma 13.2. Let orthogonal isometries A1, ..., A, have modular ratio v on a faithful normal
support. If a centralizer projection p commutes with them and rv < 1, then

@ (p (I - ZAZ-A?» =1 =rv)e(p).

Proof. Commutation with a self-adjoint projection also gives commutation with the adjoints.
KMS gives o(AipA}) = vo(pAfA;) = vo(p). Subtract the sum of these r terms from p(p). O

In a semifinite realization, Lemma 11.1 with d = 16 gives some nonzero p,, = P1 {2—71,}(0581).
It commutes with all A, and their adjoints. Hence

(p(pnPO) = %@(pn) > 0. (89)
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Choose 0 # € € p,PsH. Its word descendants remain in p,, H, are nonzero, and are orthogonal
at every fixed word length. The coordinate inductions identify every finite square on these
vectors.

For self-adjoint X, Y, with Y injective, the two equations (2X —Y)R=0and T(2X -Y) =
kXY (I = R), k # 0, force R =1;03(2X —Y). Indeed R < K = 1{(3(2X —Y). For ( € KH
put n = (I — R)¢ € KH. The second equation gives XY 7 = 0, and Y1 = 2X7n gives 2X2n = 0.
Self-adjointness gives Xn = 0, then Yn = 0, then n = 0. Apply this to (88), using injectivity
of Cge from the selector lemma. On the chosen descendants, Cety = 27Y and Cyq = 27", Thus
the pulse is exactly y = n + 1, including no time-zero pulse.

Lemma 13.3 (Definite computation on a terminal sector). Suppose 0 # £ € PoH, every Ayé
belongs to PH, and Pt has the specified classical scalar on each A&. With the coordinate,
initial and update equations above, every symbol projection acts on these descendants as the
genuine classical symbol. If the presentation imposes PaP = 0, that classical computation
cannot halt.

Proof. At each fixed depth, the coordinate recursions give cyclic shifts and boundary masks
on the word descendants. Row zero follows from (38) without its global halt equation. Induct
on time at all spatial coordinates simultaneously. Each factor in the displayed ordered update
product acts as its classical zero or one on the induction vector: left and right factors refer to
the preceding row, and the pulse is scalar by hypothesis. Exactly the prescribed successor
survives. Multiplication by U, gives the next-row assertion. The last-row mask removes
wraparound; radius one and blank quiescence make the right ghost blank throughout the
required prefix. This proves the half-line computation on every sufficiently large square.
If a halt occurred, one nonzero descendant n € PH would satisfy Pyn = 7, contradicting
Pyn = PgPn = 0. The conclusion uses the restricted prohibition, not a claim that Py = 0 on
the entire space. O

Theorem 13.4 (A shared family). The family F. satisfies
F.eE < F. €l < F. €U <= InVtRgecle,n,t), F. ¢ J.

Proof. Semifinite soundness follows from the selected sector, the exact pulse and Lemma 13.3.
A false check at that selected n would halt, so n is a witness.

For completeness let n be a witness. On the finite sixteen-letter tree of words v of length
at most n, use prefix maps S;, zero on leaves, with P the leaves, @) the root and

heal|v) = (n 4 1)71167 " |v), Cuar|v) = 27M0).

Tensor it with the four-letter Fock density hr of (32). At selector depth ¢, put Pt = Liy=es1y
and
B2 —29)7 y#L+1,

Tinv 7€ =
1.9 {O, y=4~0+1.

The nonzero denominator before the factor eight is an integer. The norm is exactly 1/8,
attained at £ = 0,y = 0. Negative values occur. Use the genuine classical tableau for input ¢
on each such fibre; all symbol projections are its diagonal indicator projections. Coordinate
permutations preserve Fock depth, and every other centralizer label is diagonal. Both edge
families have ratio 1/16. Computations at depths ¢ < n may halt; the terminal equation
excludes only depth n. This gives every label and equation simultaneously, also at n = 0,
where S; =0, P=Q = Cg = 1.
The selector entropy is logy(n 4+ 1) + 2n, so the root product entropy is

logy(n + 1) + 2n + logy(4/3) +4/3 < oc.
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The compiler adds finite entropy. The inclusions E C I C U finish the equivalence. In a finite
host the four extracted isometries would have orthogonal range traces summing to four under
a normalized faithful trace, but their sum is at most the identity. Thus every instance is
outside J. O

14 Comparing the type languages

Equal arithmetical complexity does not mean equal languages. This section shows that the
type-I and type-II; languages are incomparable and classifies the differences “perfect in X
but not in Y” among six models.

14.1 A fixed one-bridge separator
Apply the complete one-bridge assembly of Section 11.4 to the fixed root presentation

A*A=1,  AA*=IT-P,, of(A)=2""A4, (90)

where P, is a centralizer projection. Call the resulting finite rational Boolean game Ggy,.
Here the transported label list contains just P,. Encode its copies by reflections, introduce a
centralizer contraction a = ejaey, and impose exactly

a*a = eg, aa* =e1 — (Po)1.

Use the six frame refinements and the graph-label refinement for P, from Section 11.4; apply
the same graphs, triangles and rational rows. Extraction is A = v*a, and P = (P,)o. Thus
A*A = ey, AA* = ey — P, and the modular ratio is 1/2. Conversely every root model of
(90) extends by that assembly, with a = |e1)(eg| ® A. This specifies the game without a
chained-bridge hypothesis.

For its type-I model take ¢2(Ng), Alm) = |m + 1), P, = |0)(0], and

hlm) =27"""m),  S(h) =Y (m+1)27""" =2 bits.

m>0

The relation hA = Ah/2 verifies modular covariance. The scaffold and the finite maximally
entangled compiler factors add finite entropy, so Ggy, is perfect spatially with finite entropy.

In any perfect finite-host strategy, extraction takes place in the nonzero finite corner eg M eq.
Its isometry A must be unitary: a faithful finite trace gives 7(eg — AA*) = 0. Consequently
AA* = eg forces P = 0. On the other hand KMS for the original faithful state gives

P(AA™) = Lp(A*A) = $p(er),  @(P) = Sp(eo) > 0,

a contradiction. Therefore Gy, has no finite host and witnesses PERF(I) ¢ PERF(II;). In
particular it has no finite-dimensional perfect strategy.

14.2 'What happens to the Weyl-clock family

The spatial reduction of Sections 57 uses the four Fock isometries Ay of (30), with hp of
(32), the coordinate unitaries and boundary projections of (34)-(37), the Weyl relation (40),
the clock and counter values (44), and the reader equations (45). Spatial soundness uses finite
positive density eigenspaces and a determinant to force a finite-order phase. This determinant
is unavailable in a diffuse finite factor.

Here is a normal II,, model of every input of that family. Put 9 = (v/5 —1)/2, ¢ = 2™,
In the finite rotation factor L*°(T) xy Z, take unitaries Jyw, Kw with commutator (I and
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put Zg = (I. The invariant integral and Fourier coeflicient at zero give a faithful finite
trace. Irrational rotation is free and ergodic, so a central Fourier coefficient vanishes except
at zero and its zero coefficient is constant; the algebra is a factor. It is infinite-dimensional
and hence II;. It is the hyperfinite factor Ryy, by amenability of this crossed product and
injective-factor classification [14]. The construction itself only needs that it is finite.

Use the tensor density hr ® 1 on B(EZ(W))@)Rhyp. Set W = (¥, Cetr =27, Pret = 1{y—0y,
and

0, y =0,

Tl = {z—y—l(gy —1)71, oy >o0.

The norm bound follows from the quadratic irrationality estimate. For an integer p nearest to
y¥, the nonzero integer p? + py — y? factors as (p — yd)(p — y?'), ¥ = —(1 + +/5)/2. Since
lp—yd| <1/2,

¢V — 1] = 2sin(xl|y?])) >

1
Nz =1, N
v Vhy+1/2 VBy+1/2

The sine inequality uses concavity, sin(wt) > 2t for 0 < ¢t < 1/2. In particular it supplies
the explicit all-integer bound | sin(ryd)| > 8/(11y), since v/5 < 9/4 and y > 1. For the last
inequality it suffices to replace v/5 by 9/4: 2¥*3 > 9y/4 4 1/2 for y = 1, and doubling proves
it inductively. Thus Tj,y is a contraction and (45) holds. The binary coordinate recurrences
y — 2y + b verify the clock and counter endpoint equations.

In the tableau of Sections 5 and 7 a waiting front advances one cell per time step, at
x =y at time y. The first positive-time return pulse P,et freezes it, and the frozen coordinate
becomes the unary input of the check of the hardwired predicate; the time-zero pulse is
ignored. Here Pt selects y = 0 only, so no positive-time pulse occurs. The front never freezes,
and the decoder never starts a checking computation, irrespective of the hardwired input.
Its finite deterministic tableau relations are satisfied by that classical nonhalting tableau
in every finite square. The coordinate, boundary and tableau projections are diagonal on
word sectors and commute with hArp ® 1. All endpoint labels have the required centralizer
type. Lemma 4.6 with n = 4 applies to exactly the conditional copies and transported
labels of Lemma 4.5 and to the endpoint rows of Sections 5-7. Its left-endpoint labels
are Py, Uy, Uy, Py, Py, W, Cetr, Zeik, Jw, Kw; source-only labels are Pret, Tiny and the tableau
projections. The activity corners and separate refinements coincide with that compiler. Its
root mass is 1/121. The resulting ambient host is 11, for every input. The supplementary
exact margin certificate is in Appendix C.1.

Lemma 4.6, with n = 4, also extracts the four isometries of every Weyl-clock game in any
normal commuting host. Two isometries with orthogonal ranges cannot lie in a nonzero finite
corner. Hence every Weyl-clock game has no finite host. This additional fact is independent
of the separator Gg, above.

14.3 A tracial game with no spatial perfection

For the other direction use a linear-system game with a perfect commuting strategy and
no perfect finite-dimensional strategy, provided by [52]. The solution-group criterion [10,
Theorems 4-5] says its distinguished central involution j is nontrivial. The central corner
(1 = A(4))L(Ts01)/2 of the solution group I's, has normalized trace and a perfect left /right
regular strategy: equation observables commute in each constraint, square to I, and their
product is the specified sign because j = —I in the corner. Use their joint spectral projections
on the left and the commutant mirrors of variable observables on the right. Consistency and
each equation are then exact. A factor fibre is a finite factor host; tensoring with Ry, gives
IT;. This is the tracial mechanism in [20, Proposition 7.4]. Call this game Gj,.
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Cleve-Mittal [11] and [10, Theorem 5| characterize the finite-dimensional case. Spatial
perfect play also implies finite-dimensional perfect play for linear-system games; Slofstra [52]
uses this implication in the nonclosure construction. Here is the normal spatial argument.
Each variable appearing in a constraint has an Alice involution with a self-adjoint Bob mirror
on the state vector, by perfect consistency. Equality of those vectors makes Alice’s trace-class
marginal commute with every such involution. The within-constraint products and parity
equations hold on the marginal support, by the zero-loss equations and support separation. A
positive density eigenvalue has a nonzero finite-dimensional eigenspace reducing all variable
involutions. Restriction to it preserves the products and all constraint equations. Its maximally
entangled vector with transposed Bob variables is a finite-dimensional perfect strategy, a
contradiction. For a mixed spatial state first purify; the same Alice eigenprojection argument
applies. Type-I hosting decomposes into spatial factor fibres, so it is also excluded. Thus
PERF(II;) Z PERF(I).

Every type-I factor host tensored with Ry, has type II; in finite dimension and type Il
in infinite dimension; a further B(¢?) amplification handles the former case. Every II; host
similarly amplifies to II,. The two witnesses just constructed prove

PERF(I) and PERF(II;) are incomparable, ~ PERF(I), PERF(II;) C PERF(IL).

Equal arithmetical completeness does not imply equal languages.

14.4 Exact conjunction and disjunction

We now compare the six languages q, E,I,J, U, C of Section 2. Equation (10) identifies U
with both PERF(II) and PERF(Il); Theorem 12.2 identifies C with each fixed type-III
language.

Background lemma (Exact game operations). Uniform effective operations G N G' and
GV G satisfy, for every X € {q,E,I1,J,U, C},

GANG eX <= G,G'eX, GVG eX <= GeXorG eX.

The same statements hold for each of the type languages in this paper.

Proof. First pad question and answer alphabets to common finite alphabets. For an original
zero-weight question pair accept everything; preserve its original predicate on positive-weight
pairs. Give every padded question pair positive rational weight, accept all pairs involving fresh
questions, and reject a padded answer on an original question. This changes no perfect-play
language. It permits fixed common question alphabets with full support; no implication below
relies on an untested pair.

For conjunction, send both players the same tag and questions for that tagged game,
and test its predicate. A perfect strategy restricts to either tag in the same ambient algebra
and state. Conversely, tensor two perfect strategies and on a tagged question measure the
appropriate factor. Type I is closed under tensor products, as are finite factors, type Il
factors, and semifinite algebras. Amplification gives the stated II existence languages when
needed. For E use pure spatial witnesses: marginal entropies add, so their sum is finite.
Finite-dimensional witnesses stay finite. Commuting strategies tensor as well. For III) use
its language equality with C from Theorem 12.2; no closure of that subtype under direct
tensoring is asserted.

For disjunction, ask the common questions and require each answer to name a branch
s € {G,G"} as well as an answer in that branch. Reject mismatched branches and otherwise
test the named predicate. A strategy for either game wins by always naming that branch. For
soundness let A7, B} be the effects and put Py =32, A7 ,, QY = 32, BY,. Work first on the

s,a7 s,a’
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faithful standard-form support. The matching argument of Section 2.4 makes each branch
marginal a projection, with PY¢ = QY€ for every z,y. Fixing y and using separation makes
P? = P, independent of x; likewise QY = Q5. These are opposite mirrors, P = Q& =: &;.
At least one & is nonzero. Since 0 < A7, < Py, we have A7 Ps = PsAY, = AY,, and the
same holds on Bob’s side. Complete each branch POVM to the identity by adding I — Ps to
one Alice answer and I — (s to one Bob answer. These added effects annihilate &;. A losing
branch product annihilates £ and, by the displayed support identities, also £s. Normalizing &
therefore wins branch s. All effects and the vector remain on the same Hilbert space, in the
same ambient M, M’; the selected vector need not be faithful. Thus its host type is preserved.
This also handles mixed strategies by purification and standardization.

For finite entropy one can work in the original spatial purification. Orthogonality of Bob’s
branch projections gives pa = Y. pspas, Ps = [|&s|%. Entropy concavity, valid also by finite-
rank truncation for infinite entropy, gives >, psS(pas) < S(pa) < co. Every positive-weight
branch has finite entropy. This proves the last model-specific assertion and completes both
directions. O

14.5 Four fixed separators and two uniform families

Choose both reductions G and G5! for the same predicate, e € FIN, and write Fin(e) for
its truth value. Theorems 7.1 and 11.5, including Lemma 11.4, give

G cE «— G cI < Fin(e), (91)
G el «— e U < Fin(e), G e C. (92)

Every G9¥ has no finite-dimensional perfect strategy; every G5! is commuting perfect with
wg = 1. The chained lemma additionally excludes GS¥ from J and places it in U (Section 14.2).
The reductions below use its displayed spatial coordinates and use Ggy, for finite-host exclusion.

Take the fixed one-bridge game Gg, of Section 14.1. Its shift model has root entropy 2 bits
and its finite compiler factors preserve finite entropy. The finite-corner KMS contradiction
there proves that it has no finite host. Thus its complete profile uses only the one-bridge
assembly.

The tracial solution-group game Gjiy, is in J \ I; spatial perfection would imply finite
perfection. Let Gg;t be the compiled Catalan game of [23, Theorem C and Sections 3 and 6].
Its perfect spatial strategies have infinite marginal entropy, so it is in I\ E. Lemma 4.6 with
n = 2 applies to its nine-corner assembly: activity e;—1 + my, root mass 1/25, transported
encodings by, b_,p,q,c (names of [23, Section 6]), and the source-only polynomials of [23,
Section 6]. Thus its extracted isometry A has modular ratio 1/4 also on a commuting normal
host. In a finite root corner A would be unitary, and KMS would give 1 = 1/4; hence it is
outside J as well. Finally choose a fixed NO instance of G*! and call it Grrr. Theorem 11.5
gives Gii1 € C\ U and wy(Grrr) = 1. Their complete profiles are

q E I J U C
Gea O 1 1 0 1 1
Gin 0 0 0 1 1 1
G o0 0 1 0 1 1
G 0O 0 0 0 o0 1

In particular Ggy A Gy is in U but in neither I nor J, so even IUJ C U. The remaining
inclusions asserted above are strict: Gy, separates q from E, Gggt separates E from I, Gy

separates I from U, and Gyyp separates U from C. Both E and I are incomparable with J.

75



14.6 The table, with reductions for every nonempty entry

Theorem 14.1 (Directional differences). The following table gives row minus column. Each
suffix ¢ means computable many-one completeness for the displayed pointclass. Here Do
abbreviates Do(X9). Every nonempty cell is complete for its displayed class.

q E I J U C
q o @ I} 1% g o
E X-¢c o @ Dy-c @ @
I %%-¢ Dyc @ Dyc @ @
J Eg—c Ds-¢ Dso-c %] ] 1]
U Eg—c Do-¢ Do-¢ Do-¢c @ (%)
C IN-c OY-c MY-¢c MY-c M9-¢c @

Proof. All empty entries follow from the stated inclusions. For upper bounds, q € XY,
E,I1,J,U € X9, and C € IIY. A difference between two middle languages is therefore in Ds.
For a middle X, X \ q € X9: write its predicate as 3kVm for X and conjoin the II{ predicate
for nonmembership in q. Also C\ q € II{ and C \ X € I1Y. It remains to prove the matching
lower bounds.

For the four incomparable entries use Gglk AGgh as the E- or I-side family, and jSel AGlip as
the J-side family. Their disjunction has E and I coordinates exactly Fin(e) and J coordinate
exactly Fin(f). Thus its membership in either E\ J or I\ J is Fin(e) A =Fin(f). Swap e, f
between the two branches for the reverse differences. The canonical Dy problem reduces in
all four cases. This settles FONLY, defined here as I\ J. It cannot mean absence of every
type-1I host, since I C U.

For the q column, use Gglk for E and I; use Giel A Ghin for J and U. Their larger coordinate
is Fin(e) and their finite-dimensional coordinate is identically zero. Each such entry is therefore
¥9-hard.

For the four rightward entries of the C row, use Gglk V Gy when X = E, I, and Giel V G
when X = J,U. The commuting coordinate is always one and the X coordinate is exactly
Fin(e), giving I13-hardness. These instances all have w, = 1, since choosing branch Gy
approximates perfection in finite dimension. For C\ q, take a ¥.{-complete finite-perfection
reduction GMP with GMIP € q <= e halts, available by perfect completeness in [32,
Theorem 12.6] and finite-dimensional feasibility. Then GMPT v Gggt is always commuting
perfect, has w, = 1 because Gg;t is spatial perfect, and is in q exactly when e halts. Nonhalting
reduces to the difference, proving H[l)-hardness even under the promise.

For the two remaining complete nested differences use a shared family. In general suppose
Y C X and a computable family F, has both coordinates equal to Fin(e). Fix Ggp € X\ Y.
For

D(e, f) = Fe N (Gsep V F) (93)
the X coordinate is Fin(e) and the Y coordinate is Fin(e) A Fin(f). The difference coordinate
is therefore Fin(e) A =Fin(f), proving Ds-hardness. Apply this first with (X,Y) = (I, E),
F. = G and Geep = G\, using (91). Apply it again with (X,Y) = (U,J), F, = G=!
and Gsep = Gsp, using (92). Thus INF-ENTROPY-ONLY, defined as I\ E, and U \ J are
Dy(%9)-complete. The required YES witness has finite entropy by Theorem 7.1.

For U\ I, U\ E, and the stronger language U \ (IUJ), take the shared family F, of
Theorem 13.4 for FIN and fix H = Gy, € J\ L. Set A(e, f) = F. A (H V Fy). Its coordinates
are

U(A) =Fin(e), I(A) =E(A) =Fin(e) AFin(f), J(A)=0.
Each difference therefore has predicate Fin(e) A =Fin(f). All three are in Dy(%9), completing
the table and proving the additional simultaneous exclusion. Replace each F, by F. V Gy to
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obtain commuting perfection and w, = 1 on every input, with the same four lower coordinates.
The two conjuncts then both have value one. ]

Corollary 14.2. The language of games with perfect spatial play but no finite-entropy perfect
spatial strategy is Do(X3)-complete. In particular it belongs to neither ¥9 nor I19.

Proof. The identification is I\ E in the theorem. A Ds-complete language is hard for both 9
and II9 by fixing one of the canonical FIN indices to a YES or NO index. Membership in either
pointclass would collapse these two pointclasses, contradicting strictness of the arithmetical
hierarchy. O

The corollary concerns exact attainment; it asserts no rate at which entropy must diverge
for near-optimal strategies.

For differences between middle models, value-one padding can be made explicit. Replacing
G by G V Ghpp preserves all lower coordinates and sets the commuting coordinate to one, while
forcing wg = 1. To remove finite-dimensional perfect play as well, use G A (Gsh V Giin); the
second factor has all five infinite-model coordinates equal to one and its q coordinate zero. In
particular (93) for INF-ENTROPY-ONLY already has no finite-dimensional perfect instance;
adding Grrr also makes every instance value one. The C-row hardness families above already
have value one, including the separate C \ q construction.

Corollary 14.3 (A natural uniqueness problem). Deciding whether a graph on N with
primitive recursive adjacency has ezactly one finite connected component is Da(X9)-complete,
and hence computably many-one equivalent to II-ONLY, U \ 1.

Proof. For fixed j, at least j finite components is X9: existentially specify j disjoint nonempty
finite connected sets and universally prohibit an edge leaving any one. Exactly one is at least
one minus at least two.

For hardness, from c.e. sets W,, W}, construct three stars with centres 0,1,2. At stage s
add vertices 3s + 3,3s 4+ 4,3s + 5. Attach the first to centre zero if W, gains a new distinct
element, otherwise to two. Attach the second to centre one if either set gains a new element,
otherwise to two. Always attach the third to two. Bounded enumeration simulation makes
adjacency primitive recursive. The three components are finite precisely under the respective
conditions W, finite, both W, W}, finite, and never. Thus exactly one is finite precisely when
a € FIN and b ¢ FIN. The natural statement still has a difference in its logical form. O

15 Zero-error codes and perfect play

A sender uses a finite noisy classical channel once. Beforehand, sender and receiver share an
entangled state. The sender encodes one of m messages into the channel input, and the receiver
must identify that message with certainty. We ask whether such a code exists. The channel
and the message count remain finite; only the shared resource is unrestricted. Zero-error
communication depends on exact zeros, rather than on how closely a protocol approaches
perfect transmission. This makes attainment decisive, and the question becomes a question
about perfect play.

For a finite rational stochastic matrix N and an integer m > 1, write ZE;(NN,m) for this
feasibility problem. The model ¢ uses finite-dimensional tensor products. The model gs uses
a normal density operator on a spatial tensor product, with bounded finite-outcome POV Ms.
The model qc uses commuting local operator algebras and a state. The entropy restriction
finS means that both resource marginals have finite von Neumann entropy. We use countably
infinite Schmidt decompositions.
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15.1 Channels and trace-class assemblages

For channel inputs x, 2/, write  ~ 2’ when some output y has N(y | 2)N(y | ') > 0. This is
a reflexive relation: it includes x = /. Its restriction to distinct inputs is the confusability
graph. Every finite graph X has a rational realizing channel Nx: a nonisolated vertex outputs
a uniformly random incident edge, and an isolated vertex outputs its own private symbol.

We first extend the finite-dimensional assemblage characterization of [18]. All supports
below are closed range supports.

Lemma 15.1 (Normal assemblages). An m-message normal zero-error code exists if and
only if there are positive trace-class operators R; , and a density p such that

ZRi,x =p (1 <1< m)) Ri,:ch,x’ =0 (Z 7& J, x~ :L‘/)‘ (94)

The assemblage is realizable with the pure resource |\/p)). The equivalence includes mized
resources.

Proof. Given a mixed resource w and Alice’s encoding effect E; ;, define

Ry = Tral(E} © Nw(E? @ 1)),

i,

The sum is Bob’s marginal, independently of i. For output y, Bob must distinguish the
positive operators T/ = >, N(y | x)R;, perfectly. If F/ is a decoding POVM, perfect
decoding gives F = I on supp T} and F] = 0 there for j # i. Thus these supports are
orthogonal. Positivity of the sum puts supp R; ,, in supp7} whenever N(y | ) > 0. This
proves the product condition, including equal inputs.
Conversely restrict to supp p, so p is faithful. Each 0 < R < p has a unique bounded effect
K with
R=p"?Kp'?, 0<K<I. (95)

Indeed Douglas’ factorization lemma [19] applied to R < p gives RY2 = p'/2V}, for a contraction
Vo, and K = Wy Vj)". Uniqueness follows from the dense range of p'/2. The sum identities imply
> . Kiz =1, by the same dense-range argument. No unbounded inverse of p is used.

In a spectral basis for p, let Alice measure KZTx on the purification |,/p)). Bob’s conditional
operator is R; .. Equation (94) makes the 7} have orthogonal supports, so their support
projections, with any unused subspace assigned to one message, form a decoding POVM. This
constructs a normal pure code.

Alternatively, any normal mixed perfect code decomposes spectrally into pure perfect
codes with the same measurements: every forbidden probability is nonnegative, so it vanishes
on every positive-weight component. This observation will also be used for entropy. O

15.2 Saturation of a clique partition

Beigi’s Lovasz-theta bound implies the finite-dimensional clique-cover bound [6]. The following
trace-class saturation statement extends [37, Lemma 5].

Lemma 15.2. If X is partitioned into k cliques C., every normal code has at most k messages.
If it has exactly k, put

Bi,c = Z Ri,x’ -Pi,c = Supp Bi,c-
z€Ce

On supp p one has

Bic=pPic=Piep, D Pie=1 Y Pec=1 (96)
% c
Each row and column of (P;.) is an orthogonal projection partition.

78



Proof. For fixed ¢, distinct ¢ give orthogonal B; ., because every pair of inputs in C. is
confusable, including identical inputs. Since B; . < p,

> TrBi. <Y Tr(Picp) <1
7 %

Summing over ¢ gives m < k. If m = k, all inequalities are equalities. Faithfulness of p gives
> Pic = 1. For each i,c, positivity and Tr[P; .(p — B;.)] = 0 imply (p — B,-,C)l/QPi,C = 0.
Hence pP; . = B; . = P, .p. Summing over c yields p} . P; . = p; injectivity gives the row sum.
A finite family of projections summing to identity is pairwise orthogonal: compress the sum
by one member and use positivity of all other compressed members. All traces used here are
finite traces of positive trace-class operators. ]

A code is saturating for this partition if its message count equals the clique bound, m = k.

15.3 The normal correspondence

Let G have question sets Q 4, @p, finite nonempty answer sets, and a Boolean losing predicate
on the question pairs of positive sampling probability. Its graph I'(G) has vertices (L, u, a)
and (R, v,b). Distinct answers to the same tagged question form a clique; cross edges are
precisely losing tuples. There are no other edges. Set k = |Q4| + |Qp|, the number of tagged
local questions; Mancinska’s question count gy is our k.

For a pure strategy, use Schmidt form |D)) with D > 0 and Tr D? = 1. For bounded
positive effects, zero probability is equivalent to EDFT = 0, as in Section 3: zero probability
is the vanishing of the Hilbert—Schmidt norm of VEDVFT,; multiplication by the square roots
gives one implication, and equality of the closures of the ranges of an effect and its square
root gives the other.

Theorem 15.3 (Trace-class correspondence). For every finite game G,
ZEqs(Nr(g), k) <= G has a perfect pure spatial strategy with Tr D < oc.

For a specified code marginal p, the reverse strateqy has D = p/||pll2. For a specified game
strategy D with finite trace, the forward pure code has marginal p = D/ Tr D. No synchrony
hypothesis is required.

Proof. In the forward construction, store Bob’s effects in transposed form, and denote all
local effects by E., for tagged questions c¢. Put p = D/Tr D and

Rc,(c,(z) = p1/2Ec,ap1/2 )

with zero operators off the designated clique. Each message family sums to p. For cross
losing edges, the perfect-game sandwich E.,DFE. ; = 0 gives the required zero product. The
remaining products between distinct messages vanish by their clique assignments. Lemma 15.1
realizes the code. The trace condition is exactly what normalizes its marginal.

For the converse, as in [37, Theorem 6], apply Lemma 15.2 to an arbitrary saturating code,
not only a code in the displayed form. Aggregate

Tc,a = Z Ri,(c,a)'

Each family sums to p. If (c,a),(¢,b) is a cross losing edge, every product R; (cq)R; (e p)
is zero. For ¢ # j this is a code condition. For i = j its two factors are supported on the
orthogonal row projections P; ., P; . Thus T, Ty, = 0.
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Use (95) to write Tt , = pY/ 2Fra p'/? with bounded POVMs. The product equality becomes

pl/QEc,aplCc’,bpl/2 =0.
The injectivity and dense range of p'/2 cancel its two outside factors, giving EcapEqy = 0.
Use the left-tagged effects on Alice and the transposes of the right-tagged effects on Bob.
With D = p/||p||2 these are a perfect spatial strategy. Since Trp =1, Tr D = 1/||p||2 < oc.
Only the coarse clique projections must commute with p. The fine outcomes need not do
so; this is why the argument retains nonsynchronous games. Restricting every step to finite
dimension recovers [37, Theorem 6]. O

Remark. For the game marginal h = D?, the condition Tr D < oo is finite Rényi entropy of
order 1/2, namely 2log, Tr v/h. It is stronger than finite von Neumann entropy. Replacing
the forward marginal by D? generally destroys zero-error orthogonality; Appendix C includes
an explicit check on the flagged magic square.

15.4 The resource correspondence at every order

Write b = D? for the game marginal, Z = Trv/h, and peode = V'h/Z for the code marginal. A
normal code first requires Z < co. Whenever it exists,

Trpl 4o = 2P TehP/?, S(peode) = logy Z 4+ (22) 1 Te[Vhlog,(1/h)).

The resulting correspondence is

Code resource Required game spectrum
Finite rank finite rank

Finite Rényi entropy, 0 < 3 <1  Trh?/? < 0o

Finite von Neumann entropy Tr[vhlogy(1/h)] < oo
Finite Rényi entropy, 1 < 3 < oo Trvh < oo

Arbitrary normal resource Trvh < 0o

The logarithmic condition implies summability of the square roots: only finitely many
eigenvalues exceed any fixed positive threshold, and below such a threshold the logarithm
is bounded below. It cannot be replaced by the half-moment alone. The squared-Catalan
channel of Section 19 has a summable half-moment and requires infinite code entropy. For
B > 1, the four-bridge tree has finite $/2-moment but no normal saturating code. At the
spectrum level p; < j772(logj)~* has summable square roots and a divergent logarithmic
half-moment. These examples explain both endpoints of the table.

16 Five bridges and the normal row

We apply the trace-class correspondence to the compiler. The four-bridge games of Section 7
lie exactly at the summability threshold: none of their channels admits a saturating normal
code, even on YES inputs. Adding a fifth bridge changes the modular ratio and restores
summability. The same five-bridge YES codes have finite marginal entropy. The threshold is
visible in the four-letter tree density hr, = (1 — 4v) 3, vI”l|w) (w| of Section 16.2:

Try/hpy =V1I—4v> (4Vv)',  v=2""
=0

There are four branches per level, so summability requires n > 5.
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16.1 An exact spectrum identity

One must be careful when removing the row factor in soundness: the FMS signs were not
synchronized, so their transports need not commute with Matg_ . The following elementary
cancellation supplies the needed reduction without a partial trace over an infinite space.

Finite-amplification cancellation. If two finite-dimensional tuples of unitaries become
unitarily equivalent after dy.x identical copies, the original tuples are unitarily equivalent.
Indeed they are finite-dimensional representations of the universal x-algebra on the tuple. The
image in their direct sum is a finite-dimensional C'*-algebra. Decompose its two representations
into irreducibles; amplification multiplies every multiplicity by dax, so equality of amplified
multiplicities cancels dpmax.

Lemma 16.1 (Exact spectrum identity). For every pure perfect strategy of G™ | with full
marginal h and Schmidt operator D = \/h, there is a normal realization with density hy such
that, including multiplicities,

spec(h) = spec (diag(pn) ® ho ® I3/3 ® Ig,,,./dmax) - (97)

Here hg is the reduced normalized source density after removing the qutrit and row factors; it
differs from the source density on the full amplified Hilbert space in Lemma 4.5. Conversely
every realization has a perfect strateqy with this spectrum. In particular, in the extended
nonnegative reals,

qg/2
Tr D = P Tr \/hy, AP = \/3dmax L4212 / . (98)
Ven

Proof. Restrict to the original marginal support. Synchronization makes the certified scalar
matrix algebras commute with the density. The named old projections commute with
Matg,, .. ; the bound parameters and graph units also provide the scalar Mats frame. These
two scalar algebras commute, so their exact matrix-unit decompositions give a density
I3/3® 14, /dmax ® hibase and factorizations of every named old synchronized projection. This
is a finite matrix-unit decomposition, not an uncontrolled partial trace.

The magic matrix units identify all four density blocks at each bridge. The U, identify
consecutive normalized selected density blocks, with ratio two. The cover therefore implies
that the full density has the spectrum in (97), where hg is its normalized source block after
removal of both scalar factors. It remains to verify that this hg is the density of a realization;
simply compressing v*a, across Matg, . would not prove that assertion.

The frame refinements make v act trivially on Mats. After removing that frame it is
a unitary between the dpa.x-amplifications of the source and far spaces, intertwining their
normalized densities and every transported unitary label. In each positive density eigenspace
these spaces are finite dimensional. Apply finite-amplification cancellation to their transported
unitary tuples. This gives an unamplified unitary for each positive eigenvalue. Their Hilbert
direct sum v intertwines hy with the normalized far density, and intertwines all transported
labels simultaneously. The densities are faithful, so these eigenspaces exhaust both spaces.

All centralizer contractions a, are polynomials in old labels and factor across both scalar
algebras; write their reduced forms d,. Define Aa = 0*aq. The reduced translated equations
in Lemma 4.5 give every application identity. Intertwining of the normalized densities, together
with the source/far weight 2", gives hoAy = 27" Ayhg. This proves the realization assertion.
The new creations need not be restrictions of the original creations.

Completeness uses (27), followed by the two normalized maximally mixed factors, so has
exactly the same spectrum. Taking the square root and the trace of this finite tensor product
proves (98); nonnegative spectral sums justify it even when the answer is infinity. O
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16.2 The tree at a general ratio

The tree part of Section 5 works for every 0 < v < 1/4. For clarity we give the density
calculation. For a word w in four letters, write A, for the product of its creations and

QK = Z AwA:U
[w|=¢
The isometry relations and covariance hgA, = vAshg imply

Tr(hoQe) = (4v)Y,  Tr(hoP,) =1 — 4v.

The decreasing @)y have a strong limit of zero hg-weight, hence zero by faithfulness. Their
successive differences are Z|w|:€ Ay P AY. Thus, with K = PoH # 0,

H=CPOW)®K, ho=hpy ® pspec;  hry = (1 —4v) > vl*lw) (w], (99)

where pgpec is a faithful density. The covariance makes every word-sector projection commute
with hg, so transporting the root block proves the equality, not only its diagonal entries.
Depth ¢ has probability (1 — 4v)(4v)%; (4v)¢ is the mass at depth at least £. At v = 1/16 this
s (32).

The coordinate, Weyl-clock, bounded period-reader and deterministic tableau equations of
Sections 5—7 contain no Fock density ratio. Their proofs use only faithful normality, positive
finite-dimensional density eigenspaces, the exact tree decomposition, and a positive weight at
every finite depth. All hold in (99). Consequently their soundness and canonical completeness
hold unchanged for every v = 27" < 1/4. In particular the Weyl determinant still forces a root
phase of finite order: on a positive density eigenspace of dimension d on which Z i = (, the
relation JwKw = (KwJw gives (¢ = 1. No clock relation is squared or otherwise changed.

16.3 Summability and its critical point
Equation (99) gives

Tr\/hr, = V1 — 4;/2 (4y/v)f = Y 4\4; (100)

when v < 1/16, and infinity when 1/16 < v < 1/4. For the canonical YES realization

Pspec = La, /de with clock order dgp, Lemma 16.1 therefore gives

1+ 42;:1 29/2 . /1 _92—n
\/a 1 — 92-n/2

For five bridges and the optional eight-bridge construction, the exact coefficients are

Tr D = /3dxdmax

(n > 4). (101)

1
n=>,: TrD = (8 +2Eij)\—f \[ V clkdmaX7 (102)

(121 + 60v/2)v/21
=8: TrD= Ve dmax.- 103
n r 9/2041 Ik ®ma: ( )

They are approximately 22.65v/dcdmax and 10.44+/deicdimax-

Remark (Four bridges are critical). At n = 4, every realization has Tr v/hg = 0o, regardless of
Pspec, because the per-depth amplitude sum in (100) is constant and nonzero. Lemma 16.1
then makes every perfect pure game strategy have infinite amplitude sum. Theorem 15.3
implies that the channel of every game Gglk of Theorem 7.1 has no k-message normal code,
for every input index. Applying those games directly would therefore give an empty YES set,
rather than the desired hardness reduction.
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16.4 Upper membership

Convert a channel instance (N, m) to a finite game Geoge(IN,m). Alice receives i € [m] and
answers a channel input x; Bob receives a channel output y and answers j € [m]. All question
pairs have positive rational probability. A tuple loses exactly when N(y | ) > 0 and j # i.
With the same resource and measurements,

ZEi{(N,m) <= Gcode(IN,m) has a perfect t-strategy. (104)

Indeed the error probability of the code is the finite sum of these nonnegative expectations
weighted by N(y | ). It vanishes exactly when every forbidden expectation vanishes. The
equivalence preserves marginal entropy as well.

The compact-stratum predicate of Section 3 gives PERFys = |J,, PERF (k) with each
stratum II{, and mixed strategies reduce to pure perfect components, as in Lemma 15.1.
Equation (104) therefore proves ZEqs € X9. The entropy-budget strata of Section 3.4 prove
ZEgns € X9 in the same way. If a mixed perfect resource has finite entropy on one marginal,
entropy concavity gives a positive-weight pure perfect component of finite entropy, and for a
pure bipartite component the two marginal entropies agree. Hence using one or both finite
marginal entropies leads to the same feasibility set.

16.5 Five bridges for normal hardness

Let Agec = {e : 3j Vt Ryec(e, j,t)} for any decidable predicate Rgec. Use the clock presentation
of Sections 57, with its computation program hardwiring e, and change only its bridge count to
five. Denote the resulting game by G£5). Its clock and computation mechanism is unchanged.
At depth r the four-letter tree carries a 2"-by-2" coordinate square. A root Weyl pair
commuting with the root density has a nonzero finite-order phase sector; its determinant on
a positive density eigenspace forces this. On a phase of order d.j the reader equations (45)
force Pet to be exactly the kernel projection of W — I, so the first positive return is precisely
time dck. The tableau freezes a waiting front at that time, halts if dg is one or composite,
and otherwise checks Rqec(e, j,0), Raec(€, J, 1), ... for dex = pj+1, halting at the first failure.
A halt is forbidden by an operator equation, and every depth has positive normal weight.
These are exact identities, not assertions about high-probability truncations.

If the game is perfect, Lemma 4.5 extracts this mechanism and therefore a witness j.
Conversely a witness j uses the canonical tree, a dck-dimensional Weyl pair for dex = pj+1,
the good primitive phase and bounded reader of Section 6, and its nonhalting classical tableau.
The reader norm estimate depends on the phase and the counter, not on v. Its density is
hr1/32 @ la,, /dey. This is the simultaneous canonical realization, so Lemma 4.5 supplies a
perfect game strategy. Formula (102) makes its Schmidt amplitudes summable.

Now put

Ne = NF(GS))’ ke = ’QA,@
where Q4.,9p. are the question sets of Gé5). These data are finite and rational and
are computed from e without knowing its witness. Theorem 15.3 and the preceding two
implications give

+ ‘QB,G‘:

ZEqs(Ne ko) < € € Adec.

This proves ©9-hardness and the first part of Theorem C. No channel in this reduction has a
finite-dimensional saturating code: otherwise the finite converse would extract four orthogonal
isometries on a nonzero finite-dimensional root space, an impossibility. We make no claim
here that a value-one promise is inherited from the source construction.
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16.6 Finite entropy already at five bridges

Use exactly the same five-bridge reduction. The forward code marginal is the normalized
square root of the canonical game marginal. Its tree factor is

N \/ Ey32
hy = V= (1-27Y2) Y 2 ol ) ).
Tr \/hF,1/32 w

At depth £ there are 4¢ words, so the depth distribution is geometric with ratio 27/2. Its mean
is 271/2 /(1 — 271/2) = 1 + /2. Each eigenvalue at depth ¢ has negative base-two logarithm
—logy(1 — 27Y/2) + (5/2)¢. Taking its expectation proves

S(hs) = —logy(1 —271/2) + 2(1 +v/2) ~ 7.807 bits. (105)

The full canonical code marginal is

_ WHsg
> it /15 '
Thus its entropy is H(25) + S(hs) + logs (3deikdmax ), which is finite. The pure code has the

same entropy on both sides. A NO input has no normal code at all, hence no finite-entropy
code. The same map therefore proves the finite-entropy half of the first part of Theorem C.

diag(fi5) @ hs @ I, /deax @ I3/3 @ Iy, /diax, f5,i

Remark (Eight bridges). With n = 8, the normalized square root of hp 256 is exactly hp /16,
with entropy logy(4/3) + 4/3. Its amplitude sum is (103). This is another finite-entropy
construction; five bridges already suffice for hardness.

16.7 The finite-dimensional row, as an attributed corollary

For each fixed dimension, the channel code game in (104) has a rational semialgebraic perfect-
strategy predicate: split matrix entries into real and imaginary parts, impose positivity,
POVM sums, normalization and zero losing probabilities. Quantifier elimination decides it.
Enumerating dimensions gives ZE, € 9.

For hardness, the perfect-completeness reduction of MIP* = RE gives, from a halting
instance, a finite game with a perfect finite-dimensional strategy, and from a nonhalting
instance a game of entangled value at most 1/2 [32, Theorem 12.6]. Mancinska’s Corollary 7
maps perfect finite-dimensional game feasibility to the saturating one-shot channel threshold
[37]. Thus ZE, is XY-complete. This conclusion uses her finite theorem, not the new normal
converse. Bhattacharyya, Mehta and Zhao leave undecidability of Cé’l]); open in [7, Section 1.4].
This corollary settles its one-shot threshold problem: it is undecidable and {-complete
already for classical channels. Here E denotes unrestricted finite-dimensional entanglement.
The unrestricted asymptotic capacity question remains open.

17 The commuting row

With commuting resources one-shot zero-error feasibility drops to the commuting level. The
code game (104) identifies ZEy. with perfect commuting play for a particular finite game.
Commuting correlations form a compact set, and the NPA hierarchy converges from above to
their value [43]. Its rational moment relaxations can be decided by real quantifier elimination.
A NO instance eventually has an infeasible perfect-value relaxation; conversely a feasible
relaxation at every order gives a commuting strategy by compactness of the full moment
system. Hence ZE. € IIY.
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We prove the reduction for the lower bound, including codes with arbitrary commuting
resources. Slofstra proved I19-hardness for linear system games [53]; with the NPA bound
this is IT1Y-completeness, which Mousavi, Nezhadi and Yuen reprove for synchronous games
[42, Theorem 6.4]. The source is perfect commuting feasibility for finite synchronous games
with positive diagonal question probabilities; see [42, Theorem 6.4 and Section 1.3]. Their
synchronous framework and tracial representation are stated in [42, Theorem 1.6]. Such
a game has the same question and answer sets on both sides, and distinct answers on an
equal-question pair are losing.

17.1 Normal functionals from a commuting code

Represent a code on a Hilbert space with vector £, encoding effects E;, in an algebra
commuting with Bob’s von Neumann algebra A/, and decoder effects in A/. Define normal
positive functionals

The two operators commute, so these functionals are positive and _, ¢; » = ¢. Compress
N to the support of ¢. This makes ¢ faithful. It preserves all the functionals, their sums,
and decoder tests, since each ¢; , < ¢ is supported on the same support. The compressed
encoders still commute with the compressed Bob algebra.

When i # j and x ~ 2/, the functionals ¢; »,, ;. have orthogonal supports in /. To see
this, for any common output y their positively weighted functionals are summands of the two
distinct-message output functionals. Perfect decoding makes the support of one lie in the
eigenvalue-one space of a decoder effect, and that of the other in its kernel. These spectral
spaces are orthogonal. Support inclusion for positive summands proves the assertion.

Lemma 17.1 (Functional saturation). Suppose the input graph is partitioned into k cliques
C. and a commuting code sends k messages. For

Vie= Y bia Si,c = SUPP Yic,

IGCC

the si. lie in the centralizer Ny = {s : ¢(sT) = ¢(T's) for all T € N'} and satisfy

wi,C(T) = ¢(Si,cT) = ¢(T5i,c)-
Their rows and columns are orthogonal projection partitions.

Proof. For each ¢ the supports are orthogonal in . Domination by ¢ gives

Z¢i,c(1> < Z¢(3i,c> <1
1 1
The sum over c is k, so every inequality is an equality. Faithfulness gives »; s; . = 1. For each
i,¢, 1 = ¢ — ;. is positive and 7(s;.) = 0. Cauchy-Schwarz for a positive functional gives
n(sicT") = n(Tsi.) = 0. The support property of ¢; . gives 1; o(8i.cT) = Vi c(Tsic) = i o(T).
Combining them proves the formula and centralizer membership.

Summing over c¢ for fixed ¢ gives ¢((3, sic —1)T") = 0 for every T. Take T' = (3. sic —1)*
and use faithfulness to obtain the row sum. A finite sum of projections equal to identity is
orthogonal, as in Lemma 15.2. O
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17.2 Synchrony makes the fine supports tracial
Apply the lemma to I'(G), with k = 2|Q4/|, for a synchronous game G. Aggregate the fine

functionals
wc,a = Z ¢i,(c,a)'

They sum to ¢ for each tagged question c. Across a cross losing edge their supports are
orthogonal: unequal message indices use the code condition, and equal message indices use
distinct clique supports in one row of (s;.). Orthogonality passes to finite sums.

Fix an original question u. Write aq = ¥ (1,u),a» Ba = V(Ru),a» a0d pg = supp . For
a # b, synchrony gives p, supp f = 0. Hence

aq(1) < ¢(pa) = Ba(pa) < Ba(1).

Both outside families sum to one, so these inequalities are equalities for every a. The same
Cauchy—Schwarz argument used in Lemma 17.1, now for ¢ — o, and ¢ — (4, gives

aa(T) = ﬁa(T) = ¢(paT) = ¢(Tpa)‘

Faithfulness implies that their supports are the same p,, and that ), p, = 1. Thus the fine
outcomes are projections in N¢.

The restriction 7 = ¢|u;, is a faithful normal tracial state. For any original losing tuple
(u,a,v,b) the preceding support orthogonality gives py p,p = 0. The left/right multiplication
construction on L? (Ng, T) therefore gives a perfect commuting strategy for G. This argument
starts from an arbitrary saturating code; it assumes neither projective encoders nor a tracial
original resource.

Conversely a perfect commuting strategy for synchronous G has its usual tracial projection
representation [47, Theorem 5.5]; see also [33, 42]. For each tagged question use its projection
partition to encode its designated message in the left algebra of the tracial GNS space; use
the right algebra to decode. The conditional functionals are T' +— 7(p.,T"). For distinct
designated messages and confusable vertices, their supports are orthogonal by the losing
relation. Each output’s distinct-message supports therefore give a decoding measurement.
This is a commuting k-message code for Np ().

Theorem 17.2. The one-shot feasibility problem ZE. for finite rational classical channels is
I19-complete.

Proof. For each finite synchronous game G with positive diagonal question probabilities, the
two constructions give the effective equivalence

G is commuting-perfect <= ZEqc(Np(q),2/Qal)-
The source problem is I19-complete, so this proves hardness. The NPA upper predicate gives
membership. O
18 The boundary between one-shot codes and capacity

A channel tensor power has a strong-product confusability graph. It is not the channel of
ordinary AND repetition of its game: on all-Alice versus all-Bob vertices, strong-product
adjacency requires every coordinate to lose, whereas AND repetition rejects when at least one
coordinate loses. Mixed role strings also occur in the strong product. The exact results below
separate finite-block saturation from an asymptotic rate claim.
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Write ay(X) for the largest one-shot message count for a graph X. The model ¢ is finite
dimensional (¢), maximally entangled (ME), normal spatial (qs), or commuting (qc). Define

0,(X) = lim ay(X*)V", Cou(X) = logy ©4(X).

Product codes and the finite input bound justify the limit by Fekete’s lemma. The unassisted
parameter is ©, and the standard notation ©, = ©, denotes arbitrary finite-dimensional
assistance. It should not be confused with the quantum-homomorphism capacity.

18.1 Theta bounds normal and commuting codes

The following dimension-free vector argument is Beigi’s technique [6], applied also to normal
and commuting resources.

Lemma 18.1. For every finite graph X, oaqgs(X), aqe(X) < 9(X). If a finite game G is
commuting-perfect, then 9(I'(G)) = k, its number of tagged questions.

Proof. Dilate the finitely many encoder POVMs to projective measurements, using local
ancillas; this preserves their commutation with the decoder algebra and all probabilities.
Purify the state or use its GNS vector . Put ;, = E;,{. For different messages and
confusable inputs, perfect decoding gives orthogonality of these vectors: for a common output
its decoder effect is identity on one vector and zero on the other. Within one message, distinct
input projections are orthogonal. Thus w, = >, ¥, are orthogonal on every graph edge; at
the same input the different messages are orthogonal as well. Consequently

wa:mﬁ, ZHwIHQ:m.
X xX

Their Gram matrix divided by m is feasible for the theta SDP, with objective m. Only finitely
many vectors are used; the ambient Hilbert space dimension is immaterial.

For a commuting-perfect game, use vectors F,,§ and Fy,§ after local projective dilation.
They are orthogonal within each question clique and across every losing pair, since those
opposite projections commute and have zero product on £. Each clique’s vectors sum to £
and their squared norms sum to one. The full Gram matrix divided by k has trace one and
objective k. The k-clique partition gives the opposite theta bound. O

Multiplicativity of theta gives the same upper bound for each regularized rate, including
normal and commuting codes.
Remark (No universal value bound from code density). An always-rejecting game with ¢ Alice
questions and one Bob question, with one answer per question, anchored independently with
probability 1/2 on each side, has value 3/4. Its graph is K;; U 2K, with k =t + 3 question
cliques. An independent set and a clique partition both have size k — 1, so oy (X®") = (k—1)"
in every model bounded by theta. Its AND-repeated value is (3/4)". Choosing k = 2n + 2
keeps code density ((k — 1)/k)™ > 1/2 while that value vanishes. Since k is even, take a
subcode of exactly k"/2 messages. Any universal bound w,(G"") > f(m/k™) would give
f(1/2) < (3/4)™ for every n, hence f(1/2) = 0. Thus no positive universal lower bound
depending only on code density can apply across all such anchored games. This does not
refute a bound for one fixed game.

18.2 Saturation cancels a tensor power
Theorem 18.2. If X has a partition into k cliques, then fort € {q, ME, qs} and every n > 1,
a(XE) = k" = (X)) = k.

A saturating block code yields a one-shot code with the same receiver density.
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Proof. Let R;,, be its assemblage with common marginal p. Apply Lemma 15.2 to the product
cliques C,. It gives projections P; , with orthogonal rows and columns, and clique sums pPF; 5.
Set Ty = 32; Riw- Then Y cc. Ty = p. If w,w' are confusable in distinct product cliques,
T T, = 0: different message indices use zero error; equal indices use orthogonal row supports.

Fix zs,..., z,. For message z put
- Z T(v,vg,...,vn)a v e,
RZ,U = UQECzQ 1oy Un €Czy,
0, otherwise.

Each message sum is p. For different base messages and confusable first coordinates, all
pairs in the remaining sums are confusable, since their other coordinates lie in fixed cliques.
The required products therefore vanish. This is a one-shot code with marginal p. Finite
dimension is preserved. If p = I/d, the pure code from Lemma 15.1 is maximally entangled.
The reverse implication tensors codes. All sums are finite and no density inverse is used in
the cancellation. O

For game channels this yields
ay(T(G)¥") = k" <= G € PERF,.

For normal codes the condition is perfection with summable Schmidt amplitudes. Apply this
to the squared-Catalan channel of Section 19. Its normal one-shot count and theta are both k,
so Cp,qs = logy k, attained in one shot. Every finite-dimensional block count is at most k™ — 1.
A strict inequality Cp 4 < logy k remains open. Indeed k™ — 1 is itself a supermultiplicative
numerical sequence with limiting rate log, k.

18.3 Arithmetical upper bounds for rates
Let P;(N,n,m) mean a code for N®". For rational b,
Cot >b < In,m[P(N,n,m) A m?>2"], b=p/q,

with the comparison interpreted by clearing negative powers. Also Co¢ > biff Coy >b—1/j
for every j > 1. These give the following upper bounds; completeness is not asserted.

Model C>b C<b C=>2b C<b C=logyk

¢, ME X} 1§ I3 %9 119
gs,qc ¥y I3 1§ X% 115

The last column assumes a multiplicative bound oy (N®") < k™, for example a clique partition,
and uses the integer condition Vj 3n,m [P;(N,n,m) A m/2" > k™]. Finite-dimensional and
ME one-shot predicates are existential dimension searches over semialgebraic feasibility. The
other one-shot bounds were proved above. The strict lower cuts are uniformly c.e. for ¢ and
ME, and c.e. relative to 0/ for normal and commuting assistance. All four positivity questions
are decidable: Cp; > 0 precisely when the confusability graph is not complete. A nonedge
sends two classical messages; a complete graph and all its powers have the one-clique bound.

18.4 The exact rate identity and its limitations

Lemma 18.3. For an m-message normal code for X®", with a k-clique partition, let M be
uniform on the messages, Q) the input clique string, and B the receiver system. Its induced
classical-quantum state Q satisfies, for 6 =logy k — (logym)/n,

né = D(Qgslluq @ p) + H(Q | MB) = D(pgllug) + I(Q: B)+ H(Q [ MB).  (1006)
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Here D is Umegaki relative entropy with base-two logarithms, not Rényi relative entropy of
order two.

Proof. The assemblage defines = m™! > 160 @ > wee; Riw- No signalling gives
Qup = Iy /m @ p. For fixed j, different messages have orthogonal receiver supports, so
H(M | QB)=0. Thus loggym =I1(M :Q | B)= H(Q | B) — H(Q | MB). Subtract this from
nlogy k and use the relative entropy chain rule. Every term displayed is nonnegative. For
normal states with infinite S(p), define conditional entropies of the finite classical registers
using Holevo information; no subtraction of two infinite quantum entropies occurs. ]

Three obstructions prevent this identity from supplying a capacity gap. First, even-parity
binary strings have total relative entropy deficit one, but every coordinate is determined by all
the others. Small deficit per coordinate supplies no nearly uniform all-other-coordinates slice.
Second, a shared uniform key R € Zj; can encode m as j = m + R. Its deficit is zero, but
conditioning on j makes the receiver states for different messages orthogonal. Common sums
are lost. Third, the reverse game map uses p?/ Tr p?. A sector of p-mass € in (1—¢)Iy/d®e|b) (b|
has squared-state mass €2/[¢? + (1 — €)?/d], which tends to one. Trace-norm estimates on p do
not control that normalization. Spectral compression also need not preserve a zero product:
for A =10)(0|, B = [1)(1], and P = |+)(+|, one has AB = 0 but (PAP)(PBP) = P/4.

18.5 Exact common sums from approximate ones

The remaining norm issue can be isolated without assuming an extraction theorem. Fix a
question law p(u,v) with marginals pp, py. Let positive finite-dimensional families XY, Y}’
have sums 5,, T, and put

Pav = % (Z MU(U)SU, + Z,U’V(U)T’U> 7é 07 Ru = Su — Pav, Rv =T, — Pav -
u v
Their average losing overlap is

L=Ypwv) Y T

a,b: V(a,blu,v)=0

Put £ = L/ Trp3,, and €2 = -, ||Ryll5/ Tr p3,, where 7 runs over both question sets, without
weights in this last sum.

Lemma 18.4. These families extend in the same dimension to exact-common-sum assemblages
inducing a game strategy with loss at most £ + 2e.

Proof. Put K = (Zn R%)l/2 and W = p,v + K. Operator monotonicity of the square root
gives K > |R,| > Ry, so W > S, T,. Add W — S, or W —T,, to one designated answer of each
question. The new families have common sum W. Their additional losing overlap is bounded
by the additional overlap over all answer pairs. Averaging, using >, py Ry + >, pv Ry =0,
bounds it by 2 Tr(KW); the subtracted term >, , p(u, v) Tr[(W — S, )(W —T,,)] is nonnegative,
since both factors in each trace are positive. Since ||K||2 = €||pav|l2 and [|[W |2 > ||pav |2,

L) TeW? <0+ 2|K|2/|W]2 < €+ 2e.

On the support of W, factor each extended positive operator as WY/2EW1/2. These are
bounded POVM effects. The vector |W))/||W ||2, with transposed effects on the other side, has
probabilities Tr(XY)/ Tr W2. Normalization by Tr W changes none of these quotients.  [J
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If every strategy loses at least ¢, then

L+ (2/¢) Y I Ryll3 > (¢/2) Tr o3,

by 2¢ < ¢/2 + 2¢2/c. This construction does not derive relative Hilbert-Schmidt control from
a high-rate code.

18.6 A fourteen-vertex test of the theta conjecture

The 2 x 3 magic rectangle, studied by Adamson and Wallden [2], has Alice question u € {0, 1},
answer a € {£1}® with ajasaz = (—1)%, and Bob question j € {1,2,3}, answer b € {£1}.
It accepts b = a;; the six question pairs are uniform. Its graph H has fourteen vertices,
thirty-nine edges and five question cliques.

Take orthonormal h,eq, ez, e3 and set

fu,a = (h + Zajej)/4’ Zjb = (h + be])/2
J

They are orthogonal on every edge. Each clique sums to h and its squared norms sum to one.
Their Gram matrix divided by five is a trace-one theta witness of objective five; the clique
cover proves J(H) = 5.

For arbitrary commuting strategies use projective dilation, coordinate reflections AY, Bj,
and e,; = [|(AY — Bj)y[l. If £ is average loss, then >, ; ei,j = 24¢. Put U = B3ByB;.
Cross-party commutation and telescoping give

(=D =U)p| < Zeu,y’,
J

because A} Ay AY = (—1)"I. The sum of the two squared norms on the left is four. Cauchy—
Schwarz gives 4 < 33" = 72¢. Thus every commuting strategy loses at least 1/18,
despite J(H) = 5.

For completeness we give an exact symmetry reduction for Schrijver’s number, with
convention

2
u,j Cu,j

U (H) =max{(J,M): M > 0,Tr M =1, M > 0 entrywise, My, =0 (zy € E)}.

Average over signed coordinate permutations. The nonzero entries are Alice diagonal a, cube
distances one and three p, g, Bob diagonal b, different Bob questions r, and winning cross
pairs s. All are nonnegative; 8a 4+ 6b = 1. The objective is 1 + 24p + 8¢ + 24r 4 48s. Cube
Fourier characters and Bob coordinate contrasts split positivity into scalar blocks a — p + ¢
(multiplicity three), a — 3p — ¢ (one), b — 2r (two), and

a+p—q 2s . a+3p+q 2V3s
( 9 b) (three copies), ( 2./3s I E

Hence 24p + 8¢ < 8a, 24r < 12b, and s < /ab/3. With y = 6b the objective is at most
2+y+4y/y(l —y) < (5+V17)/2. Equality is feasible at

y=0+1/V17)/2, a=(1-1%)/8, b=y/6, p=a/3, ¢q=0, r=0>b/2, s=/ab/3.

The three two-by-two blocks have determinant zero and nonnegative diagonal. The final
block has determinant 2ab; all remaining scalars are nonnegative. This proves exactly
V7 (H) = (5+ v/17)/2 < 5. Cubitt and coauthors’ bound o, < 9~ [17] gives oy(H) < 4. The
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independent set consisting of + 4 4+ and Bob’s three positive answers proves equality, and
brute force independently gives a(H) = 4.

Alice vertex 4by 4 2bs 4 b3 has question by 4 by + bg mod 2 and signs (—1)bJ' . Alice vertices
are 0,...,7. Label Bob vertices &,...,13 by (j,¢) = (1,0),(1,1),(2,0),(2,1),(3,0),(3,1),
meaning question j with answer b = (—1)°. An eighteen-message classical code in H*? is

{(0,11),(2,1), (4,5), (4,13), (5,6),(6,7),(6,9),(7,10),
(9,3),(9,8),(9,13),(10,5), (10, 13), (11, 7),(11,9),
(12,4),(12,9), (12,12)}.

Checking all 153 pairs proves

3vV2 < O(H) <O,(H)<5.

18.7 What a capacity gap would have to prove

Li and Zuiddam record the folklore conjecture ©, = 9 [34, Conjecture 19, v3]. Their
Corollary 27 shows it cannot hold simultaneously with their Conjecture 26 identifying the
quantum and entanglement-assisted capacities. Neither conjecture is assumed here. The graph
H is an explicit test of Conjecture 19: equality would require rates approaching log, 5 even
though its game has a uniform commuting loss. Lemma 18.4 shows that extraction giving
¢ <1/72 and € < 1/144 would contradict the gap. Existence of a positive deficit threshold for
such extraction is thus already a strict capacity-gap assertion, not an established consequence
of the entropy identity.

A fixed example sharpening the value-gap route is Gggp of [32, Theorem 12.10]: finite-
dimensional value at most 1/2 and commuting value one, attained. Give formerly untested
pairs an accepting predicate, take the equal-weight mixture of the original distribution and
uniform sampling, and anchor each party independently with probability 1/2. Its finite-
dimensional value is then at most 15/16, while commuting perfection persists and Lemma 18.1
gives theta k. Anchored repetition supplies exponential decay of its AND-repeated finite-
dimensional value [4, Theorem 1.3]. A proof that this one fixed graph has O, < k would
refute Conjecture 19 on it; finite-block nonsaturation alone does not prove that inequality.
More generally, a uniform game-value capacity-soundness theorem for commuting-perfect NO
instances must establish such a theta-capacity separation there. The Catalan channel, whose
finite-dimensional game value is one as a supremum, cannot be separated by that value-gap
route. These are obstructions and open questions, not capacity-undecidability results.

Remark (Fixed-game power laws). For one anchored game with a genuine finite-dimensional
value gap, write a, = ay(I'(G)¥") and w,, = wy(G""). A fixed product strategy and anchored
repetition give w” < w, < B277" for some positive w, B,~y. A strict capacity gap is equivalent
to the existence of A,p > 0 with wy, > A(a,/k™)P for every n. One direction combines the
two exponential bounds. For the other, if = logy k — Cp 4 > 0, every block rate is at most
capacity, so a,/k" < 279" choose p > logy(1/w)/§ and A = 1. This equivalence supplies no
effective constants or extraction theorem. It explains why such a per-game power law already
contains the desired capacity separation.

The Rényi spectral points of Mghirbi and Douglas [41] dominate theta. They cannot
separate H from five: its clique partition gives H <, K3, so every normalized <,-monotone
spectral point is at most five there. A point also dominating theta is exactly five. A new
separating point must be monotone for entanglement-assisted cohomomorphisms, not merely
the weaker quantum preorder, and must avoid this domination obstruction.

91



19 A channel whose codes require infinite entropy

This section proves the second part of Theorem C. The channel comes from a four-bridge
version of the Catalan assembly of [23]. Its game has finite-entropy perfect strategies, but
the normalized square-root map of Theorem 15.3 turns every one of them into a code with
infinite entropy.

19.1 The squared Catalan density

Let Wgat consist of the empty word and the legal chronological words in an up-step A and a
down-step B. An up-step is always allowed; a down-step is allowed only at height at least two.
Let u(w) count up-steps. The number of words with j up-steps is the Catalan number Cat;.
On 2(Wecat) let A, B append the corresponding legal letter, with B zero when forbidden.
Let Ccat have eigenvalue 272 (@) let P project onto the empty word, and let Q project onto
height one.

We require the local relations of [23, Section 3]:

A*A =1, AA* + BB* + P =1, B*B=1-P-Q, (107)
CCatP = Pu CCatQ = Q/Qv 0 S CCat S I7 (108)
CCatA — ACCat/27 CCatB — 2BCCat‘ (109)

Here the modular ratio is squared:
hOA = Ah0/16a [hOa B] = [h[)a CCat] = [ho, P] = [hoa Q] =0. (110)

Here hg is a faithful normal density. In this section A, B, P, Q) denote the Catalan labels just
defined. The counter relation Ccat A = ACeat/2 is unchanged.

Lemma 19.1 (Normal classification at ratio 1/16). Every normal realization of (107)—(110)
18, up to a unitary,

1 —ulw
H = 62(WCat) ® Kcat, hO = kCat ® pspeC7 kcat = m ; 16 ( )|w> <’LU‘,

where pspec s a faithful normal density. All five local operators act canonically on the first
factor and as identity on the second.

Proof. We give the normality argument to check the ratio change in [23, Lemma 3.1]. The
boundary equations put P, in the counter eigenspaces one and one half and give PQ = 0.
The range projections AA*, BB*, P are orthogonal and sum to identity; B is a partial isometry
with initial projection I — P — ). All these projections commute with Cgyg.

There is no spectrum of Ccy in (1/2,1), since there B is isometric and Ccat B = 2BCcat
would transport it above one. The same reasoning at eigenvalue one gives 1 {1}<CCat) = P.
At eigenvalue one half, B would transport the complement of () into P, orthogonally to its
own range, s0 11 /9y(Ccat) = Q. Iterating B excludes every interval (27771,277). Functional
calculus for the bounded intertwining relation justifies these spectral transports.

The zero-counter space reduces the operators and hg. On it P = Q = 0, so A, B are
isometries with orthogonal ranges summing to identity. If its hg-mass is ¢, cyclicity and (110)
make the two range masses t/16 and ¢. Their sum is ¢, forcing ¢t = 0. Faithfulness removes
this space.

Apply legal words to PH. Their sectors are orthogonal: different last letters have orthogonal
ranges; equal last letters cancel with A*A = I or with B*B = I — P — (@ on a legal predecessor;
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and a nonempty sector is orthogonal to P. Denote the word isometry by V.$2*. Covariance
gives
hoV,™t = 167V, F2t hy,

The word-sector projections commute with hg, and their closed span reduces all the operators.
If its orthogonal complement were nonzero, the compact faithful density there would have
a largest positive eigenvalue, with nonzero finite-dimensional eigenspace L. The adjoint
covariance gives A*L = 0. Since P = 0 on this complement, BB* = [ on L. Commutation
with hg makes L reduce B, so B|r, is unitary. It also reduces Ccat. Tracing Coat B = 2BCcat
on L forces Try Ccat = 0, hence Ccyui|r, = 0, contrary to the absence of zero-counter mass.
Thus the word sectors exhaust the support.

Their density blocks are 16~ V.$3t(Phg P)(V.$%)*. The word count is Cat;: for j > 1,
words with j up-steps and b down-steps, 0 < b < j — 1, number

j+b=1\ [j+b-1)
b b—1 )’

reflection of the first bad prefix gives this formula, and summing over b gives Cat;. The empty
word supplies Catg = 1. The generating function

.1 —+/1—-4z
F(z) =Y Catj2f = — Y-~
(Z) ]go atj z 2z

gives F(1/16) = 8 — 44/3. Normalization then gives the asserted tensor product. The same
sector identifications fix the local operators. ]

Define the critical Catalan density of [23] by
1 —u(w)
hew = £ 32470 ) .

The generating function yields the exact identities

h? V6 + V2 VECat

Trhé,, =2—3 ko = —<at Tr ket = , 2 = heat.

' ACat \[7 Cat 53 Cat 5 Tr Voo Cat
(111)

Moreover Cat
at.

hcat) = (14 24) = 112

S(hcat) jgowuﬁ 00, (112)

since Cat; 477 ~ (y/7j3/?)~1. By contrast the squared Catalan factor has

4
S(kcm)::log2(8——4\/§)4—12§——2:%(14094 bits.

Indeed, with F as above and z = 1/16, its mean up-step count is zF"(2)/F(z) = 1/v/3 — 1/2;
averaging logy F'(2) + 4u(w) gives the formula. Its multiplicity-weighted probabilities decay
geometrically. The canonical perfect strategy of the game Gg;t below therefore has finite
entropy: S(kcat) is its infinite Catalan factor’s contribution, and all its other canonical factors
are finite dimensional. The channel of Gg’gt instead forces the factor hc,t and hence infinite
entropy. The communication task itself creates the entropy demand through the square-root

map.
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19.2 A four-bridge Catalan assembly

The Catalan relations are not the four-creation syntax of Definition 4.4. We therefore specify
their own assembly, extending [23, Section 6] from two bridges to four. Use the seventeen
corners, twenty-five frame-bound parameters, cover ¢4 = 121, axis equations, support-copy
equations and block-unitary transport equations of Lemma 4.5. The transported unitary
encodings are those of B, Ccat, P, Q: two unitaries b4, b_ for B, one for the positive contraction
Ccat, and the reflections for P, Q. Thus |A| = 5. For each bridge use the six frame refinements
and these five graph-label refinements, on both parties, retaining the original opposite FMS
questions.

For r = 0,...,4, denote the decoded corner copies by b,,c,,pr,q-. Impose the root
reflection equations for pg, go. Introduce one centralizer contraction a = (a4 + a—)/2. The
remaining equations are

a = ejaey, a*a = eq, aa”™ 4 byb) + ps = ey, (113)
bobo = €0 — Po — qo, pogo = 0, copo = po, (114)
coq0 = qo/2, cqa = acy/2, coby = 2bgcy. (115)

In particular the range equation is at the far corner. It is not aa™ + bobj; + po = ep.
Let v = wywswow;. Extraction on the source gives

A= ’U*CL, B = b07 CCat = Co, P = Do, Q = qo-

Conjugate the far range equation by v, using the actual transported copies. This gives
AA* + BB* + P = ¢g. The other local equations follow directly; for example

CcatA = cov*a = v*eqa = v¥acy /2 = ACcat/2.

Since a is a centralizer contraction and hv = 16vh, its source density has hgA = Ahy/16. The
other decoded labels commute with it. After removal of the finite scalar factors, use exactly
the finite-amplification cancellation proof of Lemma 16.1, now for these five transported
unitary labels. It gives a realization of (107)—(110) and the same spectrum identity with su4.
Conversely use the canonical Catalan operators and density kcat in diag(pa) ® kcat, put
a = |eg){eg] ® A, and use identity transports. The ratio makes a commute with the scaffold
density. The blockwise polar encodings, actual graphs, label refinements and finite Boolean-row
extension used in Lemma 4.5 rea(life all the displayed equations simultaneously. Thus they
4
Cat

compute a finite rational game G/, with a perfect normal strategy.

19.3 Every normal code has infinite entropy

(4)
C

and let m be the number of tagged local questions of G';;. The canonical

Set N = NF(G(éa)t)

strategy just constructed has finite amplitude sum, by (111) and its finite scaffold and scalar
factors. Theorem 15.3 therefore gives a normal m-message code.

Consider any normal code, including a mixed resource, and let pp be its Bob marginal.
The assemblage converse and Theorem 15.3 construct a pure perfect game strategy with

Ph vhgame

h = = = )
§AME T Ty pQB PB Tr \/hgame

The assembly spectrum identity and Lemma 19.1 give

hgame x~ diag(,UA) ® kcat ® Pspec & I3/3 ® Idmax/dmax-
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Here ~ means unitary equivalence of positive operators. Trace summability forces Tr | /pspec <
oo. Taking the normalized square root gives

PB = dlag(ﬂ4) & hCat X Pspec,code 02y 13/3 & Idmax/dmam
2 v i v/ Pspec (116)
44 = ’ = .
' Zj v/ H4,5 Tr v/ Pspec

Pspec,code —
The Catalan factor is exactly hcat; the full marginal also includes the finite factors and the
possible spectator pspec,code- Equation (112) gives S(pp) = oo for every code.

For a pure resource its two marginal spectra coincide, so Alice’s entropy is infinite as well.
For a mixed resource w = >, t;[;)(1;|, each positive-weight component is a perfect code
under the same encoding and decoding measurements. This follows by applying positivity to
each forbidden error expectation. Each such pure component has infinite entropy on both
marginals. Extended entropy concavity gives

S(wa) = t;5((1h5)a) = oo,

and similarly for Bob. This proves the second part of Theorem C for all normal codes, rather
than only canonical ones.

20 Discussion and open problems

The hierarchy separates several ways to ask for certainty. Finite-dimensional perfection has
a finite existential witness. Commuting perfection is controlled by compactness. Value one
asks for arbitrarily accurate finite witnesses. Spatial and semifinite perfection combine an
unbounded finite choice with an infinite verification. In the spatial reduction the chosen object
is the order of a clock phase; in the semifinite reduction it is the depth of a critical tree.
Without a trace, as in every type-111I factor, the choice disappears and the commuting level
returns.

20.1 Entropy budgets

The entropy restriction does not lower the complexity. Each YES instance Gglk of the spatial
reduction has a finite-entropy witness. Corollary 3.6 shows that the least sufficient integer
entropy budget, maximized over games of bit length at most n, is a function of Turing
degree 0" that eventually dominates every total 0/-computable function. Corollary 3.7 proves
the same profile for the least sufficient Schmidt stratum. Finite-entropy compactness also
controls entire prescribed tables by Corollary 3.4. The finite-entropy and arbitrary-spatial
decision sets have the same completeness degree, although the sets themselves differ: the
entropy-game construction in [23] has spatial perfection and no finite-entropy perfect strategy,
and Corollary 14.2 classifies their difference.

20.2 Prescribed tables and escaping mass

The largest-Schmidt compactness argument of Theorem 3.1 does not directly control a
prescribed correlation table without a uniform tail bound. For a concrete obstruction, put

Desen = diag(1,n Y2 ... n7Y20,...).

n entries

Then Tr D2,.,, = 2 and Degsc,, — |0){(0] in operator norm. Alice measures |0)(0| and its

esc,n
complement; Bob has one trivial outcome. Every normalized vectorization of Degcn gives Alice
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probabilities (1/2,1/2). The normalized limit gives (1,0). The largest-amplitude normalization
preserves zero equations while changing nonzero normalized probabilities.

For the finite-entropy realization class, Corollary 3.4 proves the ©9 upper bound for exact
rational or real-algebraic tables. The remaining proposed bounds concern other restrictions.

Unproved remarks on prescribed-table bounds. The following upper-bound remarks
are not proved in this paper and are not used in any theorem. For a prescribed table with
rational or real-algebraic entries, direct coding of countable operators and a normal vector
gives a ¥1 upper bound. A supplied computable Schmidt-tail modulus makes the normalized
state family effectively compact and gives a II{ upper bound. An existential choice from
a uniformly total computable family of such moduli gives ¥9. If an arbitrary program for
a computable modulus is existentially supplied, totality and the tail conditions give a %9
upper bound. These proposed bounds concern the respective restricted realization classes;
establishing their effective coding details is outside the present proofs. We do not prove
that every algebraic spatial table has a computable-tail realization, or give a completeness
classification for unrestricted table membership.

20.3 The Fu—Miller—Slofstra remark

After Theorem 1.1, Fu, Miller and Slofstra state that their fixed-scenario membership problem
is in RE for ¢t = ¢ or ¢t = gs [26]. We found no proof of the general ¢gs upper assertion in that
discussion. The following consequence needs a uniform interpretation over finite scenarios.

Suppose membership of real-algebraic tables in Cys has a uniform RE procedure. If every
spatially perfect game in our reduction had an algebraic perfect table, enumerate all algebraic
tables of its scenario, test the losing zeros exactly, and dovetail the membership procedures.
This would enumerate precisely the YES inputs of a $9-complete family, a contradiction.
Under that interpretation, either the RE remark fails for ¢s, or some spatially perfect games
in this family have no perfect correlation table with all entries algebraic. The conclusion
is existential over YES games; it does not say that every YES game has only nonalgebraic
perfect tables.

The literal remark is per fixed scenario. The scenario of G9¥ grows with e, which is
hardwired into the automaton alphabet, so separate nonuniform RE procedures for each
scenario give no contradiction. Tension arises only if there is one procedure uniform across
scenarios, together with algebraic perfect tables for every YES game of the reduction. This is
an open discrepancy, not a refutation. Resolving the uniformity and algebraicity questions is
a natural next problem.

20.4 Zero-error capacities

Section 18 gives exact finite-block cancellation, theta bounds and arithmetical upper bounds
for rates. Capacity computability and strict normal versus finite-dimensional asymptotic
separations remain open. The Catalan and parity examples expose respectively an entropy
barrier and a positive game-value gap; neither turns one-shot hardness into a capacity-
undecidability theorem.

Obtaining relative Hilbert—Schmidt control of an approximate game assemblage from a
high-rate code, and quantitative game lower bounds, remain open.

20.5 Other questions

The type languages are existence languages: the host and its normal state may be chosen
together. They do not decide whether a prescribed factor and state realize a correlation, or
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determine the least resources of a strategy. Natural questions ask which syntactic classes force
finite-entropy spatial perfection whenever spatial perfection is possible, and how quantitative
entropy requirements interact with the difference classification. The shared-family theorem
resolves the nested differences by an explicit finite-entropy model. A quantitative stability
theorem for the new spectral factors is a separate problem.

Can the game compiler be made substantially smaller? Can the period reader be realized
by a simpler predicate? What are the optimal effective bounds when one supplies an entropy
budget or a Schmidt-tail modulus? A classification of unrestricted prescribed-table membership
would require additional control of the normalization that escapes in the example above.

How this work was done

The authors selected the questions and proof standards, directed the research and take
responsibility for the claims. Al systems assisted with derivation, refutation-first review,
programming and writing. The derivations of the II-ONLY completion, Rényi ladder, nested
assembly and capacity boundary were produced with one model family. A second model family
performed refutation-first checks, reconstructing the operator arguments and complexity
reductions and checking the proofs presented here. This describes computational assistance,
not independent human refereeing.

Finite computation is separate evidence. Separate counters recompute both full-game dry
counts from the producer’s emitted polynomials. The polynomial expansion and the minimal
compiler each have a single producer, and the minimal structural audit reuses the serialized
checker in spatial/compiler/toolkit/. For the nested compiler, a producer emits words,
rational rows and row plans; a separate checker re-expands their semantic expressions and
verifies the exact projection and transport algebra. The five concrete programs are validation
instances, not compiled representatives of every reduction program. Random models test
finite algebraic identities, not normal-support extraction. The parity graph’s theta witness,
independence number, block code and complete Schrijver symmetry decomposition were
recomputed in an independent exact implementation for this paper. The commuting loss
estimate is an analytic telescoping proof, with its finite word identity and constants checked
exactly.

The ancillary runner also checks finite selector models, equality readers, Boolean reductions,
tree and comb spectra, explicit histories, finite-cutoff defects, channel correspondences, clique-
saturation slicing and the rate identity. Exact rational or symbolic checks are distinguished
from floating-point matrix calculations. Appendix C and Appendix D describe the arithmetic
and limits. These computations do not prove infinite-dimensional existence, compactness,
arbitrary-normal soundness, the group embedding theorems, type-III classification or hardness
by sampling. Those conclusions rest on the written proofs and cited external theorems. This
preprint has not been peer reviewed.

A The nested assembly

A.1 Input, output, and the scope of the calibration

An input is a finite real rational x-polynomial presentation in typed centralizer labels and con-

tractions X1,..., Xs. A label has type projection, unitary, positive contraction, or contraction.
The modular symbols have the prescribed common ratio
hoXi = 3 X;ho. (117)

Each monomial contains at most two modular symbols, counting adjoints; centralizer coef-
ficients can occur before, between, and after them. Centralizer polynomial equations and
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degree-one endpoint equations are included. A normal realization has a nonzero Hilbert space
and a faithful trace-class density hg of trace one, with all identities on its support. The ratio
in (117) is part of the input convention, not an operator to be synchronized. Section B treats
the common ratio 27". Arbitrary unrelated real ratios are outside this stated lemma: the
calibration used here supplies powers of two.

The proof uses two calibrated levels so that an entire inner activity, including off-diagonal
lifted contractions, is transported by one outer map. A centralizer corner unitary then
identifies equal-density corners. Products of the resulting modular operators can be translated
into actual centralizer products. The whole-activity refinement is what prevents independent
gauges from changing those products.

Theorem A.1 (Nested compiler). Every such presentation effectively determines a finite
rational Boolean game. A perfect normal spatial strategy extracts a mormal realization on a
source corner of mass 1/81. Every normal realization has one simultaneous perfect extension
using a 25-corner scaffold, a qutrit frame, and a finite row ancilla. The extension preserves
finiteness of every positive moment and of entropy. With types, centralizer conditions, and
modular covariance exact, constructed approximate realizations obey

1 —w < Chest Z ”Tng,hm Hr”%,ho - Tr(hgr*r), (118)
J

where Chest depends only on the finite compiled presentation.

A.2 Corners, parameters, and activities
Begin with nine synchronized corner projections

[, moo, mo1, m10, m11, Eoo, Fo1, B0, F11-
Name a synchronized activity E2* and impose

Bt =f4+> ma, B+ Eg=1 (119)
ab ab

The inner conditional FMS has flag f, activity E2*, and selected corner e = mqg. The outer

conditional FMS has flag the whole E2, activity I, and selected corner E = Eg. Retain
every original question, both orientations of each event binding, and every inactive answer.
The inner inactive event is I — F2°*. The outer inactive event is zero. In particular its column
partition has flag £ four F,, answers, and a zero inactive answer. No new inner flag is
substituted for E2 in that partition.

The frame-bound parameter list is exactly the nine corners, F2* and the four positive
Z1,IX events, two for each bridge: fourteen parameters. Use the parameter-binding rows of
Section 4.2. Set Mj, = E?* — f and Moyt = I — E2°. The four unitary axis labels are equated
to [ —2M + 2E,s + for their respective bridge. Let rq, = 28 22 e and Ry, = 22,28, E denote
the actual magic corner maps. These are centralizer expressions in the bound parameters and

axes. The two calibrated transports satisfy

wu=f, uu* =e, hu=2uh; U*U = E**, UU* = E, hU = 2Uh. (120)

m

The inner masses give Tr(hE2') = 9Tr(hf); the outer masses give 1 = 9Tr(hE2Y). Thus
Tr(hf) = 1/81 without an assumed nonvanishing sector. The bridge theorem remains valid
for a zero activity, and these equalities and the cover then prove nonvanishing.

The outer bridge carries the whole inner activity, including each lifted contraction, into a
copy with one common gauge. A centralizer unitary identifies equal-density corners there. Con-
sequently two modular factors can be represented by actual centralizer products; transporting
the labels separately would not identify the intermediate gauges.
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A.3 The complete transport list and the whole-activity block

Encode a projection P by 2P—1, a positive contraction C by a unitary with C' = (2I+U+U*) /4,
a general contraction by the average of two unitaries, and a unitary directly. Identities in a
supported corner use that corner’s identity. The outer transported list consists of:
1. the two inner projections f, e, regarded as projections in E?¢t:;
2. all source label encodings that occur at any endpoint (transporting all source labels is
an allowed deterministic choice);
3. both unitary encodings of every lifted contraction a; = ea; f;
4. the finitely many derived coefficients specified below when a coefficient occurs inside a
quadratic word.

For every encoding name k, introduce global unitaries Uy, Vi with
U =D = Ey") =0, (Vi—D)(I-E)=0.

A root-supported encoding additionally fixes I — f. Its transported copy will then fix E — f’.
Introduce a global unitary kalk and impose

VP = B2UL + > Rap(EVi) Ry, (121)
ab

There is no I — E2* — M, term since the outer activity is I. In (121), F2°*Uj acts on the
entire five-corner space E2°*H, including off-diagonal blocks between f and e. Replacing it by
a sum of five unrelated diagonal encodings would lose the required common transport. The
identity (U — I)(I — E&Y) = 0 gives Uy (I — E3Y) = I — E2¢*. Left multiplication by U gives
Ui(I — E&Y) = I — ERC*; taking adjoints gives (I — E&Y)U, = I — E&*. Thus [Uy, B2 = 0.
The same proof gives [V, E] = 0. Consequently E2'Uj, is a unitary on E2'H, and each
Ry (EVy)RY, is unitary on its own magic corner. Their supports are orthogonal and cover I,
so (121) is block diagonal for E2*H & @, ExH and is unitary.

For f use Up = I — 2E3" + 2f, and for e use U, = I — 2E%" + 2¢; their outer unitary
names determine

F=iBI+Vy), ¢ =L1BE(I+V).

For each bridge separately refine its retained signs for the six projections

Fi, F, F;5, Gi2(l), Gi3(1), Gas(1).

For the outer bridge also refine them separately for every G12(kalk). The unchanged opposite

questions are retained. The six frame refinements first make both calibrated transports scalar
on the qutrit frame. The outer graph commutator then has lower-left block

U(E2U) = (EV,)U. (122)

This follows with the same U for every k, including the two encodings of a contraction. Hence
fl = UfU*, e/ s UeU*, and, With UO = Uf7 Ul — Ue7

a; = UlaiUE‘). (123)

Both sides are actual operators, not independently gauged copies. There are six refinements
at the inner bridge and 6 + |A| at the outer bridge, per retained question and per party.
Label refinement (Lemma 4.2) makes every retained sign commute with the six frame
projections. In the frame coordinates these generate Mats ® I: the F; give the diagonal matrix
units and F;G;;j(1)F; = e;; ®1/2 gives the others. Their commutant is I3 ® B(Hpase). Because
the corners are frame-bound, the sign and its (cg, f) block are frame scalar. Thus U = I3 ® U
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(and likewise u). Writing the outer sign as I3 ® Xp, the (1,2) frame block of its commutator
with
Gr(VP™) = HF + P+ en @ VP + g1 @ V)

is [2‘?0, V2] /2. On the outer sign support, with flag space F2¢t
EH, the bridge lemma gives

v 0 U pic _ [ EiS Ukl gactyy 0
X — ~ 5 V = in .
‘ (U 0 ) g ( 0 EVilpn

‘H and selected magic space

Here ¢y means the selected outer magic direction F and f means its flag, namely the whole
E2 not the inner f. The (co, f) block is exactly U(E2U}) — (EV;)U. E2'U may mix all five
inner corners. For example, if E2°*U, = (U,s) in inner-corner coordinates, this equation simply
says EVi, = U(U,s)U*; Thus the commutator argument gives (122) with the same U for every
label. Multiplying (122) by the unitary adjoints gives transport also for U}, V}*. Decoding the
same polynomials in these unitaries therefore transports projections, positive contractions
and averages of two unitaries. In particular it gives (123), including both encodings of each
a;, rather than just its diagonal compressions.

Introduce a centralizer contraction ¢ by two global unitaries and impose
t = f'te, t“t = e, tt* = f'. (124)

The corner maps t and a; are synchronized centralizer expressions; u, U, Ug, Uy are extracted
transports and are never graph words. Set Ho = fH and hg = 81fhf|y,. The extracted
contractions are

XZ‘ = UStai. (125)

Since hU§ = U{h/2, all other factors centralize h, and Tr(hf) = 1/81, (125) gives (117) for
the faithful trace-one hy.
A.4 All quadratic translations and arbitrary coefficients

Put ¢ = U{tUs. It is a corner unitary from e¢'H to fH. Direct multiplication, using only
(123)—(124), gives

XZ*X] = afaj, (126)

U()XZX]*UE; == taia;t*, (127)

Xin = Ea;taj. (128)

For the last identity use a;U§ = Ujal; the intermediate projections are e, f’, ¢’ and cancel by

their stated source/range rules. The following table is consequently an equivalence in both
directions.

Root identity Submitted centralizer identity

X,L*X] = Riar Cl;(aj = Riar at f

Zi X7XZ* = Rtar Zi taia;‘t* = Rtar/ at f/
X X; = XX alta; = ajta

XX =Xp X[ afad) = tagajt

LXZ == X]R L’tai == tajR

Here R, = UoRiarU§ and L' = Ug LU are obtained from the transported encodings. The
mixed quadratic row uses Upa;a;Uj = a;*a;. Conjugation by Uy, or multiplication by ¢, is
injective on the specified corner. Thus these are operator equivalences rather than implications

inferred from traces. In particular they give the displayed quadratic identities.
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For completeness of the admissible class, here is a finite procedure for interior coefficients.
Give X degree 1 and X* degree —1. In a density eigenbasis, a degree-d word has matrix
entries only where the output eigenvalue is 2-¢ times the input eigenvalue. Distinct degrees
are disjoint and orthogonal in || - ||2,40; split a polynomial into degrees —2,—1,0,1,2. Take
adjoints of negative degrees. For centralizer coefficients Ky, K, Kg:

1. Degree one: K1 X;Kpg lifts to Ki'ta;Kg.

2. Degree zero: K X; Ky X;Kp lifts to Kp'ta; Kyait*Kg' at f'. A term K XKy X;Kg
first becomes Kpaft*K)/'ta;Kg at f; transport that whole supported centralizer ex-
pression to f’ through its own derived encoding.

3. Degree two: put Hg, = t*K't at e and transport it to H}<L = U1Hg, U7 at €. Then

KrXiKnX;Kg = (Hye, diKy'ta; K.

Indeed (Hj;, = K¢, by multiplication and ¢* = f’.
A derived coefficient with a known rational norm bound K is encoded after division by
max(1, K), and its defining equation is added as a centralizer polynomial. Such a bound
follows by multiplying and summing the declared contraction bounds. Only the two displayed
kinds of derived coeflicients are needed for degree two. Define the base labels and ¢ first, the
original transports next, and then the derived coefficients and their transports. Definitions
involve no newly transported derived coefficient. In the implemented application and regression
routes the chosen bounds are K = 1, so division by max(1, K) is vacuous there; it is a provision
of the general procedure. Adding their separate refinements constrains the original U, and
never extracts a fresh gauge. This is a finite, non-circular assembly for the whole stated class.

A.5 Soundness and the Boolean game

Start with a normal strategy, purify without querying the environment, and reduce to the
original marginal supports by the toolkit items (N1)—(N8) of Section 4. Perfect matching
precedes every use of projectivity. Boolean row tests give the rational identities on these
supports. Graphs and triangles then give actual common unitary words. Parameter bindings
identify the actual FMS events; they do not replace them by free labels. Apply the two
conditional bridge theorems to those bound events. The frame refinements apply first; the
block refinements then give (122). Decode labels, impose (124), and apply (125) and the
translation procedure. This order uses neither the intended application nor its spectral
classification in extracting the scaffold.

All cancellations of a coefficient operator use its dense range on the original local support,
as proved in (N1)—(N8). On a mixed-state cut A | BE the coefficient map need not be injective;
no assertion of injectivity on all of B ® E is used. All graph calculations are bounded block
identities. No density inverse, bounded or otherwise, occurs. The source density is faithful
since f commutes with kA and h is faithful on the reduced support.

Write h = hy on P4H 4. The synchronized corners are projections commuting with h;
their sum identities make them orthogonal. Since hu = 2uh and hU = 2Uh, cyclicity of the
trace of a trace-class operator times bounded operators gives

Tr(he) = Tr(huu™) = Tr(u*hu) = 2 Tr(hf),

Tr(hE) = Tr(hUU*) = Tr(U*hU) = 2 Tr(hEAY).
The centralizer magic-corner maps give equal masses to the four inner selected copies and,
separately, the four outer selected copies. Thus Tr(hEZY) = 9Tr(hf) and 1 = Tr(hEAY) +

4Tr(hE) = 9Tr(hE2XY), proving Tr(hf) = 1/81. It follows that Hy = fPsHa # 0 and
ho = 81fhfly, is faithful, trace class and trace one.
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A supported unitary commutes with its support by the calculation above. On Hq the four
decoding types are therefore respectively U, (I + U)/2 with U? = I, (2 + U + U*)/4, and
(Uy 4+ U-)/2. They are respectively unitary, projection, positive contraction, and contraction,
and each commutes with hg. The supported a; = ea; f is a contraction; (124) makes ¢ a partial
isometry from e onto f’, and Uy is one from f onto f’. Hence X; = Ufta; maps H into itself
with norm at most one. More explicitly,

hoX; = 81fhUgta; = 8 Ughta; = 8L Ugta; fhf = £ Xiho.

Transport of decoded labels and their adjoints, followed by the bounded corner multiplications
in Section A, now gives every submitted application identity on this actual Hy in both
directions. The degree splitting uses the density eigenbasis on this support, never an inverse
of h.

Bob’s original marginal support is treated in the same way: matched coarse effects are its
projective mirrors, the bridge and refinement lemmas apply on that support, and the same
cyclicity gives source mass 1/81. Mirroring products reverses their order, as in (N4a); no
extra mirror equation is submitted. Alice’s extracted realization already proves soundness;
the symmetric support argument justifies all Bob-side bindings and refinements, including on
a purified mixed-state cut with its original Bob marginal.

Expand the final finite centralizer polynomials in their real rational unitary words, cancel
adjacent inverse tokens, and close under proper prefixes. The exported words cancel adjacent
inverse tokens, but are not reduced using parameter involutions; this is stated redundancy
in their counts. The exact row audit may use those involutions. Add all graphs, placement
triangles, product triangles, inverse triangles, parameter bindings, and the off-diagonal poly-
nomial rows. Apply the Boolean-row construction already proved above. Retain all FMS
and refinement questions, pad the two question sets, and sample every pair uniformly with
positive rational probability Q2. Accept every unspecified answer pair. Perfection gives zero
probability for each individual rejecting rule, proving soundness.

A.6 One simultaneous completeness model

Let u = diag(1,2,2,2,2)/9. On C3,, ® C2 ® Ho take

out
hse = M®M®h0' (129)

Outer index 0 is the inner activity; inner index 0 is f and inner index 1 is e. The selected
outer index is 1. Thus

f=10,0)(0,0| & I, e=10,1(0,1|® I,
f=11,0)(1,0|®1, ¢ =|1,1)(1,1| ® I,
U=|1){(0|®@ @I, t=11,0(0,1| ® I,
a; = 10,1)(0,0| ® X;, a) = [1,1)(1,0] ® X;.

The density weights at e and f’ are both 2h(/81, so ¢ centralizes hg.. Commutation of a;
with hg. is exactly 2hoX; = X;hg. All the copies use the identity outer identifications. The
inner and outer FMS effects are the real canonical ones on their respective five-dimensional
factors, with the inner copy inactive off outer index 0. Their compressed sign vectors are
If, f) + (=1)*Y|cg,7y), up to the common positive amplitude and spectator factors. The FMS
sign completeness used here is the explicit calculation in Lemma 4.5, not a completeness
assertion in Section 4.

Every positive density eigenspace is finite-dimensional. For a centralizer contraction 7', its
polar partial isometry extends on each such eigenspace to a unitary V. Then

Us =V(T|£i\/I—|T]2), T=Us+U.)/2 (130)
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Direct sums give bounded centralizer unitaries. On a prescribed support such as E2*, do
this inside that support and extend by identity outside. For a root positive contraction use
U=2C-1+2i,/C(I—C), and for a projection use 2P — I. Encode source choices once and
transport precisely those choices into F; (121) now holds simultaneously for every label, even
a lifted a; with off-diagonal inner blocks. Encode the global ¢ by (130).

Append I3/3 and all graph, triangle, and parameter-binding projections. For every
refinement use actual joint products: its block unitary commutes with its own FMS signs.
Distinct labels require no mutual commutation. Finally append I, . /dmax and the Boolean-
row effects. Alice uses these operators and Bob their transposes in a product density eigenbasis.
The toolkit proves every matching, calibration, orthogonality, and row-zero test with this one
state and assignment. Hence no separate realization is being chosen for separate rows.

Both nested bridges have magic density twice the flag density. For the inner one the flag
spectator density is hg (up to its scalar outer weight); for the outer one it is p ® hg. Denote
either normalized spectator by p, and the total flag mass by A. The canonical magic directions
satisfy (cz,7y) = €2y/V/2, where €5, = (—1)%. Compressing 2y, to the two sign supports gives,
omitting only the unchanged frame and row factors,

Qay = VIS, ) + emylea, 1)) @ Q.

Alice’s sign observable exchanges f,c, and Bob’s exchanges f,r,. Applying the swaps gives
(Xe ® 1)y = €2y(I @ Vy)S2sy. Their spectral sign answers therefore never violate ab = e4y.
The other column/row projections give the retained answers and the calibration rules exactly.
The inner measurements have inactive effect I — E2" off outer index 0; that sector is matched
on the two sides. The outer bridge is active everywhere.

Under EH = CJ, ® Ho, let Ui be the entire chosen unitary on E2'H. Identity outer
identifications make

kalk = lout ® ﬁk

Every outer FMS effect, including its noncentralizer sign effects, acts on the outer factor alone
and hence commutes with kalk, even when ﬁk. has off-diagonal inner blocks. The inner bridge
has only the six frame refinements, which commute because the frame is a separate scalar
factor. Thus every labelling refinement is the actual positive joint product of commuting
projections, sums to the original coarse measurement, and has the required graph marginal.
No commutation between distinct labels is needed. Transposition in the product density
eigenbasis preserves these commutators and products on Bob’s side. All centralizer matching
and orthogonality tests follow from (125), and the appended row factor gives all Boolean
row tests simultaneously with the same state. This proves the claimed nested completeness
assignment.

The complete marginal is a tensor product of kg with a fixed finite-dimensional density
n. Thus Tr[(n ® ho)?®] = Tr(n®) Tr(hg) for every a > 0, and its entropy is S(n) + S(ho).
Conversely compression to the commuting source corner of mass 1/81 cannot create a finite
positive moment from an infinite full moment. These observations give the stated resource
preservation.

A.7 The loss constant, including the normalization factors

Keep exact structural hypotheses and choose all derived coefficient encodings from their actual
expressions, so their defining rows stay exact. A homogeneous source residual r has a lifted
centralizer residual p. For a degree-one or degree-two lowering residual the lift has input
corner f, so

1
P30 = 5717100
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A degree-zero residual transported to f’ instead has factor 2/81. For negative degrees take
the adjoint; if hor = 27 % hy, cyclicity gives ||r*||%7h0 = 2_d||r||g7h0. Therefore each chosen
translation has factor 5;/81, with 3; < 4. Splitting degrees preserves the sum of squared
norms because their density matrix entries have disjoint ratios.

For the qutrit row S; the two off-diagonal blocks are p;, p;- Since p; is in the centralizer,

trace cyclicity gives
20
2 2
Tr(holaS5) = ﬁ”%‘”zho'
Let L; clear the rational row denominators and let d; be its padded power-of-four column
dimension. Equation (19) then gives, for one oriented row-zero test,

2
-2 row 1yrefy __ 8Ljﬂj n2
Q™ p(II™", 117" ) = 5w As Il (131)
by s 1llg, ) = 2434302 Tjl12,h0-
J

Sum these probabilities; overlapping rules can only reduce total loss. If both orientations
are retained, include both in the sum (equivalently multiply the maximum constant by two).
One may therefore take the maximum displayed coefficient, with the explicit orientation
multiplicity, as Chest. It is independent of the Hilbert space, density spectrum, witness period,
and computation time. If just one forbidden projection has root probability p, its residual
squared norm is p, and (118) reads loss at most Chpestp. This proves the completeness estimate,
not a robust extraction assertion.

B The bridge-count and branching variants

Corollary B.1 (Common dyadic ratio and arbitrary finite branching). For every fized n > 1,
replace the inner bridge by an n-bridge chain and the outer bridge by an n-bridge chain with
first flag the entire inner activity. The same degree-two compiler works with common ratio
27" Ifdp =1+44n and Z, =1+ 4337129, the scaffold has d? scalar corners and source
mass Z, 2. Any finite number b of creation labels may be used. For a full b-ary isometry
presentation a normal realization requires b2~ < 1 and contains the weighted Fock factor
with weights (1 — b2~™)27 7wl

Proof. The explicit chain corner list is eg,mga, 1 < g < n, with e, = my oo, activity
€g—1+ D aqp Mg,ab, and cover eg + Eg,ab mg q» = I. The bridge transports U, have ratio 2; their
product has ratio 2. Use the block equation (121) at each link, including its inactive identity
term when the link activity is not I. Transport the same encoding list through every link.
This gives the actual common product transport, by induction on g. The inner chain density
is

Ztdiag(1; 294 4% . (2M)%) @ hy.
Take two such factors. The inner last selected corner and the outer last selected copy of
the source both have density 2"hg/Z2, so the same t construction applies. Replace Ug, U;
by restrictions of the common outer chain product. Every multiplication in the proof above
remains valid, and the common quadratic factor still exists. The finite mass factors in (131)
change accordingly and remain presentation-dependent constants.

The number b affects only the finite list of lifted a; and its isometry, orthogonality, and
range rows. No bridge has to possess b magic corners: its magic square still has four. If
S;S; = d;;1 and hS; = 27" S;h, cyclicity gives total range mass b27". Pull a positive density
eigenvector backwards through nonzero S;; its eigenvalue increases by 2" and so the process
must terminate. The defect and all its word descendants exhaust the support. The word
sectors are orthogonal, and their densities are 2-™%! times the root density. Normalization
forces b27" < 1 and gives the stated factor. Its a-moment converges precisely when 627" < 1.
This proves both the n # 4 and b # 4 variants. O
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Exactly n bridges for the bare-tree presentations of Section 9. The bare-tree and
degree-one endpoint presentations need only one chain, hence exactly n bridges, rather than
the two chains needed for the quadratic extension. Here is its complete specialization. Use the
preceding 1+4n corner list and cover, bind those corners and the 2n positive axis events to the
frame, and set v = U, ---Uy. For each transported encoding use the copies uy fixing I — e4
and the block equation (25). Refine that link for the six frame projections and every G12(Vj ().
This gives the same calibrated transport of every label through v, with no independent link
gauges. Introduce b; = e, b;ep and extract S; = v*b;. The input rows are exactly

b;kbj = 51']‘60, Z blb;k = €n — Pn, Lnbz = bjRo,

plus the root centralizer polynomial rows. These are respectively the isometry /orthogonality,
range, and endpoint translations; multiply by v, v* to obtain both implications. The cover
fixes source mass Z, !. The one-chain density displayed in the proof, the same finite-block
encodings, and actual joint refinements give simultaneous completeness. The one-oriented loss
constant is

8L2p;
it . n
max —— ——, i = 1 for source and endpoint rows ; = 2" for range rows.
X3z d? Q2 /Bj p ) ﬂj g

For the two-chain quadratic version replace Z, by Z2 and use Bj < 227 - Any finite b is handled
just by the displayed finite ¢, j lists. Thus the one-chain n-bridge compiler used in Section 9
and the nested degree-two extension are both specified.

C Finite checks and reproduction

The accompanying verification/ directory contains eight suites and one runner. Run python
-B run_all.py --output-dir DIR there, with DIR new or empty. The runner writes logs
and results to that directory, regenerates nested cores there, compares fresh counts and hashes
with the shipped records, and fails if any check fails. Add --full-counts to repeat both
large full-game dry counts. All suites can run from a relocated source copy. Its README
states commands, dependencies and limits. SHA256SUMS identifies every bundled file apart
from itself, with relative paths; the manifest uses LF line endings. The tree-and-clock checker
needs NumPy; the communication suite needs NumPy, NetworkX, SymPy and mpmath; the
nested checks additionally use SymPy and psutil; the capacity checks use CVXPY with an
SDP solver. The exact parity certificates use SymPy and rational arithmetic.

Spatial suite (spatial/). The numerical tree checker constructs the truncated Fock model,
Weyl pair, coordinate increments, clock, counter and exact-return candidate of Sections 5—6. Its
pulse-driven cellular automaton is a small front-and-mark model. It is not an implementation
of every Turing-machine decoder used by the reduction. The checker tests the creation and
range identities, modular scaling, endpoint recurrences, clock and reader equations, tableau
propagation, centralizer commutators and top-depth defects. The four diagonal isometry
equations fail exactly at the top depth, as predicted by (51); all other reported residuals are
at floating-point precision. The analytical mass is (50).

The primitive-phase checker tests the existence of a good primitive phase for every prime
below 4000 and tests the chord lower bound only for primes below 400. Its trigonometric
evaluations use floating point. Lemma 6.1 is the proof for all primes. The independent exact
tree suite checks ten models, depths 0 through 4 and clock orders 2, 3, with 2000 exact checks
in total. A separate minimal compiler instance has four bridges and one modular isometry,
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but no transported endpoint labels. It has 748 rational rows and 27 991 questions per party.
Its independent structural audit checks 77750 serialized bindings, 11 652 column-graph rules,
all 748 row expansions, 333 scalar pair contexts and 2472 old forbidden events. It does not
instantiate the full ten-label computation compiler. Table 4 is regenerated by the suite and
compared with the paper.

Type suite (types/). The program uses exact rational identities for finite binary trees
through depth 7, reader stand-ins through depth 4, an actual source-lifted graph residual
with the scaffold and qutrit density, finite shift truncations with their top boundary defect,
and chain scaffold masses through five bridges. It uses randomized finitely supported group
elements with a fixed seed for (79), and numerical entropy and rotation checks. An exact-
fraction enclosure certifies the golden-mean value at y = 1, the y = 2 comparison, and the
rational base of the induction covering every y > 3 in (132). The Boolean profile core tests
every reduction of Theorem 14.1 with unspecified coordinates adversarial, and enumerates
all 7581 monotone five-input functions for an alternative input collection. Exact checks are
distinguished from floating-point checks in its output. The finite stand-in is not asserted to be
a representation of an arbitrary G, or its HNN extension. It tests the level-reader and terminal
algebra with an explicit balanced involution. Existence of the actual finite von Neumann
algebra for any good n rests on the HNN normal-form theorem and regular representation in
Lemma 11.4.

Communication suite (zero-error/). The magic-square graph has classical independence
number five and a six-message entangled code. The flagged-magic-square graph has fifty
vertices, classical independence number nine and a ten-message entangled code. The reverse
map of Theorem 15.3 is also tested after a noncommutative row-and-column scrambling.
These examples verify the implementation of the finite correspondence already proved in [37];
they are not novelty claims. The naive D? forward marginal is tested as a negative control.
Floating-point matrix checks use explicit tolerances. The exact script checks 4n + 1, 6n + 1,
¢n, normalized scaffold weights, source/far mass ratios, convergence and criticality of the
amplitude series, the five- and eight-bridge constants (102) and (103), the five-bridge code
entropy (105), the squared Catalan entropy, and all identities in (111). The infinite-entropy
conclusion uses Catalan asymptotics in the proof, not a finite partial entropy sum.

Labels inside the programs. Some program outputs use internal relation labels, for
example “(19)—(21)” in the type suite or “(20) JK = ZKJ” in the tree checker. The README
maps these labels to the equations of this paper. The finite-check labels above do not identify
proof-assistant results.

Lean thin core. Lean kernel-checks the 601 listed proof roots for the concrete row-game
construction, selected actual-support and matrix-unit arguments, bridge/refinement and
row-algebra steps, fixed-n=4 application syntax, word-coordinate and scalar Fock-entropy
calculations, local clock/reader implications, elementary winning-functional identities, and
the good-primitive-phase lemma for every prime. Only propext, Classical.choice and
Quot.sound occur as solution axioms. Theorem A and the complete compiler, extraction
and reduction are not Lean-checked. The general Presentation.admissible predicate omits
transport of the root and of labels to the left of a creation symbol in a linear endpoint
sum, but the actual fixed-n = 4 application table satisfies both requirements: its root
is transported and it has no linear endpoint sums. The paper’s synchronized-projection
premise requires NamedBinaryProjections R S together with RowsHold R S;RowsHold alone
permits nonprojective effects. Mathlib’s 8624 mathematical-library Lean sources match
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commit 56a005855ea17e0b0958f73ec801ae140b0al1679 byte for byte; the supplied vendor
tree changes three cache-tool behaviors in Cache/Requests.lean, outside the proof import
closure, and verification reuses dependency oleans rather than rebuilding Mathlib from zero.
The shipped README gives the exact scope and replay details.

Table 6: Scope of selected Lean results; WHOLE refers only to the stated local assertion.

Local result Paper reference (stable label) Extent
Good primitive phase, every prime Lemma 6.1 (lem:goodphase) WHOLE
Actual application-table syntactic Definition 4.4 (def:admissible); table (48) WHOLE
admissibility

Bridge component identity Equation (12) (eq:bridgevector) WHOLE
Magic-square rigidity and matrix units Lemma 4.1 (lem:bridge) STEP
Scalar Fock entropy series Equation (33) (eq:fockentropy) WHOLE
Conditional clock and reader Equations (41), (44)—(47) (eq:det, STEP
implications eq:coordinateclock, eq:reader, eq:return, eq:D)

Build. The paper is built with python -B build.py from paper/. This runs pdflatex,
BibTeX and the required repeat passes, and fails if the final log contains a warning, an
undefined reference, or an overfull or underfull box. The plain-text abstract is abstract.txt.

The coupled selector and Rényi suites. The ii-only/ programs check all sixteen
selector edges at depths zero, one and two, their separate Gram system, coordinate and
counter recursions, exact equality readers, the norm 1/8, Boolean coordinates and the three-
star construction. They also exercise the injectivity hypothesis by a negative reader example.
The renyi/ programs check weighted-tree moments, quarter-plane moments, comb rounding
and normalizers, tail and truncation formulas, Fibonacci reader bounds and nested transport
algebra. They do not test an arbitrary total verifier or prove a computability classification
from finite samples.

Capacity and the parity graph. The capacity/ suite includes the independent exact
parity_certificates.py: all 16384 vertex subsets, all thirty-nine edge orthogonalities, all
153 block-code pairs, all forty-eight symmetry automorphisms and the full fourteen-dimensional
symbolic Fourier decomposition. It verifies the algebraic optimizer and every scalar or two-by-
two positivity block. The free-word telescoping identity and the coefficient 1/18 are exact. No
Schrijver claim for the strong square is included. Separate numerical scripts test nonproduct
saturation slicing, theta vectors, code scramblings and the rate identity. Their numerical
tolerances are reported in their logs; SDP values there are regression checks, not substitutes
for the parity graph’s exact certificate.

Full reduction dry counts. The full-compile/ directory ships the two producers and
independent SQLite counters, small exact audits and count records. The optional full-count
run regenerates word streams and prefix databases in the fresh result directory and reproduces
the literal 6 191638 087 and factored 8 516 580 question counts. Neither is a serialized Boolean
game. The small audit checks the tree boundary loss t,,/(11616Q?) for depths zero through
four and the associated rational layout accounting. The nested generator and its separate
row/semantic audits are described next.
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C.1 Supplementary exact rotation margin

For ¥ = (/5 —1)/2 and ¢ = > use the lower bound of Section 14.2. Put vy, = 2¥1|¢¥ — 1|.
The global minimum of log, v, is attained at y = 1, and

2.89 <logyy1 < 2.9,  logyy1 = 2.898452049757 .. .. (132)

Here is a certificate, including the infinite tail. For y > 3, the preceding bound gives
vy > 2913/(VBy 4+ 1/2) > 8 at y = 3 use v/5 < 9/4, and the ratio increases because
2(vby +1/2) > V5 (y+ 1) + 1/2. For y = 2 the exact certificate described below gives
v9 > 8. For y = 1 it gives 1 < 71 < 8 and 7119_0 > 2289, ’yllgr < 2% for rational bounds
7,— <7 < 71,4 To construct them, enclose V/5 by integer square roots at scale 103, and 7
by 16arctan(1/5) — 4 arctan(1/239) with 60 alternating terms and the next-term remainder.
Evaluate sin(7¢) at the rational endpoints using 40 alternating terms and the next term; sine
is decreasing on this interval in (7/2, 7). Round outward to denominator 10*° and compare
the displayed integer powers. For y = 2, use |sin(27¢)| = sin(7(2¢ — 1)); its argument is in
(0,7/2), where sine increases, and the same series gives 16 sin(7(2¢ — 1)) > 8. The bundled
exact-fraction routine implements these instructions. It certifies the y = 1,2 enclosures and the
rational base and coeflicient inequality used in the tail estimate. Together with the induction
above these prove the minimum over all positive integers; the 3999-point floating sweep is
supplementary. The weaker positive margin is all that contractivity requires.

D Compiler validation instances

D.1 Parametric presentation input and exact size formulas

The general generator accepts a JSON presentation with typed labels, a list of modular
names, and rational relations. Each relation is a finite sum of coefficient/word pairs; a
token ending in * is an adjoint. It checks the modular degree bound, splits all five possible
homogeneous degrees, adjoints negative degrees, and introduces the derived coefficients in
Appendix A. It then emits the literal reduced words, proper prefixes, projection variables,
rational rows, and row plans. The general interface is

python -I generate_nested.py --presentation INPUT.json
—--output-stem INSTANCE

The output stem is restricted to a filename inside the chosen output directory. The two
application schemas can also take supplied finite cellular-automaton tables. The factored scan
programs below avoid expanding a static track into a redundant product alphabet.

The word and rational-row schemas are emitted once in compiler-schemas. json. Let s
count modular symbols; let ¢ count unitary encodings of transported root labels and derived
coeflicients, with two encodings per contraction; let » count their projection labels; let d count
derived defining equations; and let p,,, count the final homogeneous application equations.
Put a = 14 for the scaffold’s bound parameters. Then

g =244 65+ 3c,
Pstr = 13+ 7s + 3c+1r +d, D = DPstr + Papp;
V =15w+1— g+ 19,
R=12w—g+p+17a—1. (133)

Here g counts unitary generators, V' projection variables, R rational rows, and w words
including identity. The exact word count is w =1+ 2g + 3 >4 ng, where ny is the number
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of distinct length-k reduced prefixes of the expanded input words. This prefix profile is a
presentation size parameter: a count using only the number and lengths of relations cannot
account for shared prefixes.

To derive (133), there are 9w graph rows, one frame row, one reference triangle, 2(w — 1)
placement triangles, w — 1 — 2g proper-prefix product triangles, g inverse triangles, 17a binding
rows, and p polynomial rows. Graphs use 12w projection names, triangles use 3w — 2 — g, the
frame uses three, and parameter binding uses 19a. The outer transported list has 2 + ¢ + 2s
encodings, so the inner and outer bridge refinement counts per party are 6 and 8 + ¢ + 2s.

D.2 The concrete programs and both decision branches

Use a tiny predicate family, with indices e = 0, 1, 2:
R(0,n,s) = false, R(1,n,s) <= n=0, R(2,n,s) < (n,s)=(0,0). (134)

The first and third are NO instances of InVsR; the second has the single integer witness

n = 0. A predicate true at only one pair does not have a universal-in-s witness. All three

requested literal lists are supplied, so this distinction is tested rather than left implicit.
Each uniform verifier has eleven head states:

none, boot, scanl, scan2, scanbig, movel, move2, movebig, accept, reject, wait.

The return marker is a separate immutable track. At the origin, boot becomes movel, ignoring
the marker at zero. A move state clears its cell and sends its corresponding scan state to
the right. A scan on a nonmarker becomes the next saturated-count move state. At the first
positive marker, scan2 certifies period 2 = Fj3; scanl and scanbig reject. For e = 1 period two
accepts; for e = 0 it rejects; for e = 2 it waits one step and rejects. Acceptance and rejection
are absorbing. For these particular predicates every decoded n > 0 already fails at s = 0, so
rejecting all other periods is exactly the required specialization of the Fibonacci verifier. It is
unnecessary to compute a larger Fibonacci index only to reject it immediately.

For clarity, the actual update rows are finite factored centralizer polynomials. With
P, the current head projection and Lj its left-neighbor copy, a moving-head arrival is
(I = Py)LmovejPoone. For example Nyove2 = (I — Eret) Pican1, and the positive instance has
Naccept = Paccept + Eret Pscan2. The none projection is identity minus all other successors.
The code lists every successor polynomial. Their classical truth tables are deterministic
even on head collisions, using center-state priority. Head projections have four synchronized
neighbor/time families, and the same endpoint equations (62) and initial boot/none rows.
This representation is equivalent to a finite automaton with a static marker track, and all its
rows are in the admissible class.

For the comb choose the two explicit total programs

bm=1,  kpn=m. (135)

The constant program has critical index 0, and the linear program has critical index 1/2.
Both have nonzero By, B, branch vertices and leaves. Their six head states are none, boot,
scan, move, accept, reject. The constant program checks at x = 0 whether Egyarq = 1{y—q)-
The linear program scans until the first M or L marker (encoding Cs, or L): the guard
should be one if the L marker occurs strictly first, and zero if the markers coincide or the M
marker occurs first. Correct and flipped-guard decisions are both checked. Every head family
commutes with Csp, L, Egyard, Cz, Ct.

In the legal linear comb, 0 < ¢ < m, so the first marker is at x = ¢; the two possible stop
cases are ¢ < m and £ = m. Before that cell both marker bits are zero, giving a move followed
by a scan one cell to the right. This proves termination and acceptance for every legal fiber
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by induction, with no bound on m, . Flipping the guard reverses the stop decision. As a
substantive negative control, the constant-depth comb can be fed to the linear checker: its
fibers m > 2,¢ = 1 then reject. All other application identities still hold.

Instance g w P v R

Uniform, never true 201 6995 426 104991 84402
Uniform, witness n =0 201 6995 426 104991 84402
Uniform, one true pair 201 6995 426 104991 84402
Comb, k,, =1 171 8414 412 126306 101446
Comb, k,, =m 171 8583 412 128841 103474

These literal lists are validation instances. The general theorem rests on the parametric lemma,
as in the compiler construction of Section 4; the full reduction game for an arbitrary verifier
program was not compiled.

D.3 Exact symbolic checks of the infinite models

The independent checker reads exported JSON and does not import the producer. It substitutes
graph, complement, tilted-graph, triangle, and binding formulas in the exact rational free
group ring, treating parameter reflections as involutions. Every noninput rational row becomes
exactly zero. Every polynomial row becomes exactly its claimed pair of off-diagonal blocks,
and every graph and triangle is separately checked to be a projection. Semantic expression
trees are independently re-expanded into the literal input polynomials, closing the link between
operator checks and exported rows.

Every structural polynomial is also checked directly on all 25 scaffold corners, at generic
basis coordinates and each boundary. The a; and ¢ unitary encodings are explicit monomial
completions over Gaussian rationals: on a source/range pair they are the swap with phases
1, £4, and on unmatched coordinates the phase is +i. Root encodings are free diagonal phases
keyed by basis coordinate; projection encodings are involutions. This proves every support,
axis, whole-activity block, reflection, and ¢ row, including actual unitarity of all encodings.
Positive and general diagonal contraction encodings can then be specialized by (130). No
density inverse enters. The same structural identities are checked again on rebuilt finite cutoff
encodings.

Application checks use explicit decoded basis actions. S, T increment x,t, with adjoints
vanishing at zero. On comb basis (m,w), Vip increments m on the empty-word spine and
vanishes off it, while B; prepends i exactly when |w| < k;,; their adjoints remove the matching
prefix or vanish at the boundary. All counters, markers, guards and readers are the explicit
scalar formulas above. For the period-two uniform models, Z = —1I, J swaps two Weyl basis
vectors, K = diag(1,—1), W = (—1)%, and the reader is —27%/4 on odd z and zero otherwise.

The checker evaluates the generic symbolic basis index and every lower boundary separately.
Short tree words, both prefix bits, generic opaque tails, spine boundaries, branch vertices,
and leaves are all included. Head fields are arbitrary symbolic functions for endpoint checks;
their one-hot initialization and exhaustive local successor truth tables check the local update
rule; the unbounded honest-history recurrence is justified by the prose induction above. The
uniform programs have 5324 exact local update checks each and the comb programs 3456
each. The explicit period-two histories are also checked through the absorbing state. For
the comb the two symbolic stop-order cases above give zero rejecting projection on every
legal fiber. This is a prose induction, not a machine-checked induction certificate. The
program check_far_history.py, implemented independently of the row producer, evaluates
all head-dependent exported application rows with cut=None. For the linear comb it checks
m,f < 30, t < 65 (successor reads through 66), over 8.2 million row actions. This finite
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far-index engine check supports the explicit history formula without replacing the unbounded
induction.

Nontrivial Fibonacci clock models. A sparse complex checker also evaluates the 187
exported application rows of uniform-no at dex = Fy, F5, Fg = 3,5,8, with a = 2,3,5
respectively and z = exp(2mia/dqy). It uses J|j) = |j+1 mod duy), K|7) = 277|5), W(x) = 27,
and the actual complex reader in (61), conjugating diagonal values for adjoints. A separate
evolution of the local rule checks the explicit head history. The first positive marker is reached
at time 2dy; only the reject row is nonzero, on x = dk, t > 2dqy + 1. Its exact infinite root
probability is 2~ (3eut2) - All application rows are evaluated on both output corners, all Weyl
coordinates and all 0 < x < 2dg + 1, 0 < t < 2dek + 3. The rebuilt finite shifts have only
the two source-isometry boundary defects and this expected reject defect. These complex
checks use tolerance 2-107'2, not exact rational arithmetic. They allocate sparse basis actions,
stay below 1.5 GB, and do not materialize a Boolean game. Value one as d. — oo is still a
proof-only conclusion, supported by these three finite models and the uniform analytic reader
bound. The script is check_fibonacci_models.py.

A negative uniform instance has no perfect completeness model. The certification checks
that only the expected rejecting row is nonzero. In the generic symbolic pass, reject_* rows
are skipped: for positive programs the formal reject field is assigned 0, so that pass does not
independently prove absence of rejection. The concrete far-index and finite truncation runs do
evaluate the reject rows, including the expected nonzero negative controls. With period two,
the rejecting projection is x = 2,¢ > 5 for e = 0, and x = 2,¢ > 6 for ¢ = 2. Their exact root
probabilities are 1/256 and 1/512. The wrong-guard comb control has root reject probability
1/256: the bad comb-fiber mass is 1/4, checker spatial mass 1/4, and time tail 1/16. These
exact values are the expected outcomes of the negative controls.

A binary-tree shift is locally finite in the word basis, but need not be banded under an
arbitrary enumeration of vertices by one integer. Polar completions are likewise specified by
density blocks rather than an assumed universal bandwidth. Explicit basis actions and exact
block formulas specify the checks. Finite shifts are tested with their boundary defects.

D.4 Finite defects, the worst rows, and the loss bound

For a normalized geometric register on 0,..., N, put ty = (2V*! — 1)~!. Covariance stays
exact, while S} Sy — I = —|N)(N| has weighted squared defect ty. Its source lift has defect
tn /81 and its qutrit row 2ty /243. The isometry-row plans in these exports have L = 8,d = 64.
Consequently the total one-oriented boundary loss before Q72 is

tn, +tn, +27N /2y,
124416

tn, + 1IN,
124416

(uniform),

(comb). (136)
Here every complete bush with m < N, is retained, and
Zn=201-2"Y) (kp=1), Zy=3-N+32" (kn=m).

Only the two checker /register source-isometry rows and the top spine source-isometry row
can contribute boundary loss. All bush rows and all scaffold rows remain exact. The worst
boundary row is explicitly reported for each cutoff: in a balanced large linear comb it is a
checker isometry, whereas for the constant comb it is the spine row. All these defects are
O(27") for balanced cutoffs.

The forbidden-reject row has L = 2,d = 16, so a root rejecting probability p adds p/31104
before Q2. Thus a fixed-period negative instance has a nonzero limiting reject defect. Its
boundary defects still tend to zero. The value-one construction separately sends the chosen
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Fibonacci period to infinity, making the reject loss at most Cpes;2~ %k as already proved. A
fixed negative model retains its nonzero rejecting defect in the limit.

The rectangular cutoffs (0,0), (1,1),(2,3), (3,2),(7,3),(15,3), (31,7) and balanced cutoffs
through 255 are evaluated by exact normalized boundary formulas. Small cutoffs are addition-
ally evaluated exhaustively for every application polynomial, with complete finite bushes. For
a general k,,, < m?, keeping complete bushes still gives spine defect 27~ /Zy, and the omitted
comb mass is at most 27V (N2 +4N + 7). Larger cutoffs are certified by these exact formulas;
exponentially large matrices are never allocated.

D.5 Random algebra checks and the general regression

The random-algebra script runs 200 instance-independent random models of the displayed
nested transport and quadratic identities. Its grouping into five batches of forty does not use
any instance rows or verifier program. Each model uses four full 32-dimensional corner spaces
and unitary transports between them; (120) holds by construction. Five nilpotent modular
contractions, complex corner gauges, and density-eigenspace gauges exercise the algebra.
There are 145 checks per model, 29000 in total, with maximum Frobenius residual below
7.1-107' against tolerance 5- 10712, Tiny density weights occur, but full-space corners and
unitary transports make any claimed test of dense-range support cancellation vacuous. This
is an algebra check, not a game-to-operators soundness test. No Boolean question/predicate
table is materialized for any instance; the exports contain the word lists, rational rows and
row plans for the constructive game.

A further synthetic input exercises all five modular degrees and all interior-coefficient
translation routes, with three derived coefficients. Its general compiler export has 43197
words and 518601 rational rows. The independent audit checks the row links and projections,
and exact rational 4-dimensional modular root matrices verify that each compiled residual
is exactly the claimed transported homogeneous residual, including the adjointed negative
degrees. No claim is made that this arbitrary regression presentation is satisfiable. This check
tests the translator rather than silently assuming the input equations vanish.

The merged runner copies the generator and checking scripts to a new result directory,
regenerates the large literal lists there, checks their byte hashes and counts against the shipped
records, and runs each audit from scratch. The large core JSON files are not shipped. The
five reference byte hashes are retained in nested/expected-core-records. json; no Boolean
predicate table is materialized for any validation instance. Generated lists are finite certificates
of their stated algebra, not a game-to-operators soundness verification.

E Results used from other papers

Tables 7 and 8 list every load-bearing result imported from other papers, with the place where
it is used. Results restated with proof here are marked as such.
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Table 7: Imported results.

Result

Source

Used in

Perfect completeness of MIP* = RE
Commuting perfection is II9-complete
Finite-dimensional value one is II3-complete
Convergent moment hierarchy

Flagged magic-square geometry

Normal bridge, label refinement, rational
rows, row loss

Catalan game, local relations and
two-bridge assembly

Standard-form reduction of commuting
strategies

Commuting calibrated bridge

Expected-inclusion transfer
Tracial mechanism for linear-system games

Cuntz gauge KMS state and its factor

Bounded centralizer perturbation
Effective Higman embedding
HNN normal form

32, Theorem 12.6]

53]; [42, Theorem 6.4]
42, Theorem 6.9]

43]

37]; square [40, 49]

23, Lemmas 4.1, 4.2,
Theorem B, Eq. (32)];
restated with proof

[23, Theorem C, Sections 3
and 6, Lemma 3.1]

[20, Lemma 1.6]; restated

[20, Lemma 2.2]; proof
recalled

[54]; [20, Lemma 3.1]; proof
given

[20, Proposition 7.4]

[45]; [29, Theorem 4.9,
Example 4.13]; [20,
Section 3.1]

[48, Lemma 4.5]

[30]; [9, Theorem 2.2]; [16]
1

Sections 3, 14, 16.7

Sections 12, 17
Table 1
Sections 3, 17
Section 4.1
Section 4

Sections 14, 19
Section 2.4
Section 4.1.3
Section 12
Section 14

Section 11.5

Section 4.1.3
Section 11.3
Section 11.3

Table 8: Imported results. (continued)

Result Source Used in

Asymptotic ratio set and S-invariant [13, Section 3.6, Section 12
Theorem 3.6.1]

Absorption argument [27, Lemma 3.8] Section 12

Flow of weights classification [15] Section 12

Injective factor classification [14] Section 14.2

Linear-system games: nonclosure, solution  [52]; [10, Theorems 4-5]; [11]  Section 14

groups, spatial implies finite

Assemblage characterization of zero-error (18] Section 15

codes

Clique saturation, square-root map,
Corollaries 7 and 8

Douglas factorization

Synchronous tracial representation

Limit lemma

Right-c.e.-in-0’ reals as computable limsups
Theta vector method

ag <97

Magic-rectangle game

Theta-capacity conjecture and incompatible
conjectures

Anchored repetition

Rényi spectral points dominating theta

[37, Lemma 5, Theorem 6,
Corollaries 7-8|

i

[47, Theorem 5.5]; [33, 42]
Shoenfield (1959) [51]

[5, Lemma 4]

(6]
[17)
2]
[34, Conjectures 19, 26,
Corollary 27]

[4, Theorem 1.3]

ja1)

Sections 15, 16.7

Section 15
Section 17
Section 3.4
Section 10
Section 18
Section 18.6
Section 18.6
Section 18

Section 18
Section 18

The dependence is one way. This paper uses the entropy-game paper [23] and the type-game

paper [20]; neither uses any result proved here.
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