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Abstract

We characterize optimality of Quantum strategies for the Odd-Cycle game. Sep-
arate from other game-theoretic settings, parallel repetition for the Odd-Cycle
game is related to the foam problem, which can be formulated through a min-
imization of the surface area. In comparison to previous works on minimizing
the surface area, we quantify how properties of the marked giant connected
component can be related to the maximum winning probability using Quan-
tum strategies. Objects that we introduce to formulate such connections include
the topological odd-blocker, previous examples of error bounds for other Quan-
tum games that have been formulated by the author, pearls, consistent regions,
and the cycle elimination problem. Keywords: Quantum games, non-locality,
Quantum computation, parallel repetition, cycle elimination, foams ∗

1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

The Odd-Cycle game, discussed in [15], is a game-theoretic setting in which two players
can make use of Quantum aspects of information to increase their probabilities of
wining. To win such a game, the referee asks two players, Alice and Bob, to participate
in the the following 2-coloring problem: each player is invited to color each vertex of a
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cycle independently with strictly positive probability p with one color, and otherwise,
with probability 1 − p, another color. Depending upon the total number of vertices
present in a cycle, Alice and Bob can expect to win the game with a higher probability
using quantum, rather than classical, strategies. The vertices that Alice and Bob color
along a cycle with a finite number of vertices is said to be two-colorable if the players
can convince the referee, with probability 1, that the colors along each vertex of the
cycle alternate (ie, that no two neighboring vertices have the same color).

Quantum advantage has been realized for cycles with vertices n satisfying 3 ≤ n ≤
27 [15]. The possibility of games that have previously been extensively characterized
with classical strategies instead with quantum strategies relates to several proposed
quadratic, and exponential, speedups of quantum algorithms and related paradigms
[2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11]. Albeit the fact that quantum advantage has been con-
jectured to hold in several information processing tasks, continuing to describe the
fundamental workings of entanglement, and related paradoxical aspects, of Quantum
information continues to remain of interest to explore [12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21].
Besides industrial applications which could benefit from quantum speedup, [22, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34], more theoretically driven aspects of Quantum
information have recently emerged, ranging from: accelerated discovery of quantum
mechanical properties of materials [35, 36]; quantum kernel methods for numerically
approximating behaviors to a wide variety of nonlinear problems [38]; energy appli-
cations [39]; representations of probability distributions [40]; human cooperation, and
statistical physics, [41]; generalized XOR games [43]; and several related directions of
research [44, 47, 48, 49, 50].

Previous work of the author has sought to rigorously study all of the aforemen-
tioned aspects of Quantum Physics [44, 45, 46]. To further expand upon such aspects
of Quantum Physics at the intersection of error bounds, optimality, and duality, we
discuss how Quantum information can be used to the advantage of Alice and Bob
for winning the Odd Cycle game. With an analytical expression for the optimal value
of the Odd-Cycle game, [15], error bounds, and related objects, can shed light upon
proposed sources of Quantum advantage. Such sources of advantage ultimately reflect
upon entanglement, which in the case of the Odd-Cycle game have been experimen-
tally characterized using emerging photonic platforms [15]. Photonic experimental
platforms differ from those that have been under significant development in industry,
as qubits can be connected to each other using fiber optic cables operating at room
temperature.

In comparison to quantum states corresponding to optimal strategies of other
games that have previously been characterized, [8, 23, 24, 37, 38, 42, 44, 46], the
phase-shifted Bell state for the Odd Cycle game is expressed as,

|ψOdd-Cycle⟩ ≡
1√
2

[
|0⟩A |1⟩B + exp

(
θ
)
|1⟩A |0⟩B

]
,

for the rotation angle θ modulo 2π (ie, for 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π), and,
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|0⟩A ̸= |1⟩A , |0⟩A , |1⟩A ∈ CdA ,

|0⟩B ̸= |1⟩B , |0⟩B , |1⟩B ∈ CdB ,

namely the possible responses of quantum states in 0, or 1, from Alice and Bob’s
Hilbert spaces, respectively. In the field of Quantum Information theory, significant
research have been devoted towards characterizing the action of classes of suitable
operators from CdA to CdB , and vice versa. For the Odd Cycle game, in comparison to
other 2-player settings, ranging from the XOR, XOR∗, and FFL, games, one encounters
different barriers of achieving optimality using quantum strategies, which is dependent
upon the 2-colorability of a cycle. In comparison to the conditions that are enforced on
the referee’s predicate, through the scoring function V , for 2-player, and multiplayer,
XOR games, error bounds, and various generalizations of error bounds, impose many
conditions on potential sources of quantum advantage.

To this end, mathematically characterizing the ways in which entanglement, and
other paradoxical aspects of Quantum Information, inform proposed sources of Quan-
tum advantage is of great interest. In the presence of entanglement, quantum strategies
corresponding to potential strategies of Alice and Bob for coloring vertices of the cycle
could allow for winning probabilities of 1, if there are an odd number of vertices in
the cycle so that the colors of neighboring vertices always alternate. However, compli-
cations arise when players are independently coloring vertices of the cycle for an even
number of vertices. By identifying strategies within a broader combinatorial space
which can deter sources of Quantum advantage, several points of comparisons, and
associations, between Odd Cycle, XOR, XOR∗, and FFL, games, emerge.

1.2 This paper’s contributions

This paper provides characterizations of error inequalities from the topology of cycles.
Such cycles arise from the fact that, under two applications of parallel repetition, the
optimal value of the Odd-Cycle game exhibits striking properties, relating to: (1) the
existence of topological odd-cycles, which partition torical graphs, ie graphs which
block all odd cycles; (2) a partition of the space of strategies of Alice and Bob, for
which the winning probability can be significantly increased; (3) the homotopy groups
of oriented curves. Over the torus, whether a curve has vanishing homotopy group
relates to a loop can be continuously contracted to a point. Topological properties of
nonintersecting curves over torical graphs determine whether Alice and Bob’s strat-
egy can satisfy the referee’s scoring predicate. Albeit the fact that scoring predicates
for the Odd-Cycle game share similarities to those for other games, several differ-
ences emerge. Predominantly, while parallel repetition for the Odd-Cycle game can
be significantly increased, determining which strategies should not be included for
Alice and Bob is dependent upon: (1) the probability that cycles of points on the tor-
ical graph can be constructed; (2) whether consistent sets that are sufficiently large
can be constructed over the torical graph; (3) confirming that the homotopy group
of paths within consistent sets is nonzero. From previous works that have previously
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been described within the Quantum Information theory literature, topological prop-
erties of cycles have not been thoroughly characterized. To further elaborate upon
connections between two such fields, we quantify how error bounds can be adapted to
reflect topological constraints on cycles.

To quantify how the ratio of winning probabilities,

{
Alice and Bob’s winning probability for the Odd-Cycle game using Quantum strategies

Alice and Bob’s winning probability for the Odd-Cycle game using Classical strategies

}
,

behaves, we probabilistically relate the giant of marked connected components to
parallel repetition. Informally, while the collection of all marked connected components
of the giant,

G ≡
⋃

connected components

·⋃
tube:tube∩T2 ̸=∅

{
∀connected components, ∃tube : P

[ ∣∣V (
connected components

)∣∣∣∣V (
tube

)∣∣
≈ 95

100

]
= 1

}
,

for tubes over the genus 1 torus, T2, introduced in Definition 14, given,

∣∣V (
connected components

)∣∣ ≡ #
{
v ∈ V

(
T2) : v has nonempty intersection with the vertex be-

longing to a marked connected component contained within a tube over the torus
}
,

∣∣V (
tube

)∣∣ ≡ #
{
v ∈ V

(
T2) : v has nonempty intersection with a vertex belonging to the interior,

and also on the boundary, of a tube
}
.

previous works in the literature have not articulated how the marked giant of connected
components can be used to relate to foam problems. A foam problem, as a compu-
tational problem that has been related to cycle, and odd-cycle, elimination problems
discussed in [18], has previously been exploited in the context of parallel repetition.
Remarkably, while parallel repetition for the Odd-Cycle game has been characterized
topologically through the odd-blocker, other geometric aspects of parallel repetition
emerge when formulating probabilistic quantities conditioned upon G. However, before
describing how parallel repetition for the Odd-Cycle game is unique in this regard, we
draw the attention of the reader to previous works of the author which have charac-
terized parallel repetition for two-player, and multiplayer, XOR games [44, 45]. The
XOR game has received significant attention within the Quantum Information theory
for connections that it shares for the CHSH game. Moreover, it provides a source of
prospective Quantum advantage for Alice and Bob, in the sense that they can win the
game 11% more often using Quantum strategies, than with Classical strategies.
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1.3 Paper organization

To establish connections between the topology of odd cycles and optimality of strate-
gies in Quantum Information theory, beginning in the next section we: (1) provide
an overview of previous results of the author on two-player, and multiplayer, game-
theoretic settings; (2) provide several characterization of optimality of strategies; (3)
discuss the main results, which relate the existence of suitable topological odd-blockers
to vanishing homotopy of cycles contained within consistent sets; (4) recapitulate topo-
logical objects introduced in [1, 18]. We conclude with arguments of each of the main
results.

1.4 Game-theoretic objects

1.4.1 Two-player games

To investigate such directions of interest, we introduce several objects for 2-player, and
multiplayer, XOR, XOR∗, and FFL games. With the referee’s predicate VOdd Cycle,
in place of the XOR predicate VXOR, inequalities corresponding to error bounds, and
generalized error bounds, reflect upon the total number of optimal strategies. In the
most simple XOR setting consisting of two players, given tensors that Alice and Bob
can prepare for questions drawn from the referee’s probability distribution, i and j,
with Ai and Bij , respectively, one error bound of interest takes the form, [37],

∑
1≤i<j≤n

{ ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ai +Aj√
2

)
⊗ I

]
|ψ⟩ −

[
I⊗Bij

]
|ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ai −Aj√
2

)
⊗ I

]
|ψ⟩

−
[
I⊗Bji

]
|ψ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2 }
,

given a quantum state |ψ⟩ corresponding to the strategy of the two players. In the
multiplayer setting, given the scoring predicate, which is constructed from a product
probability distribution π over S × T , the game proceeds with the Referee examining
the responses of Alice and Bob depending upon the entangled state that they share,
in which, after sampling a pair

(
S, T

)
∼ π, and sending one question s to Alice and

another question t to Bob,

V
(
s, t

)
ab ≡ 1 ⇐⇒ Alice and Bob win,

V
(
s, t

)
ab ≡ −1 ⇐⇒ Alice and Bob lose,

with Alice’s answer a, and Bob’s answer b. Straightforwardly, the multiplayer predi-
cate takes the above form, with the exception of the probability distribution for the
referee’s question being taken large enough so that a question can be distributed to
each participant. Given the existence of a sufficiently small parameter ϵ, in some game
G ϵ-approximate optimality of the bias β, entails,
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(
1− ϵ

)
β
(
G
)
≤

∑
Questions

⟨Optimal Strategy|
[ ⊗
Players i

Tensors of player observables

]
× |Optimal Strategy⟩ ≤ β

(
G
)
,

for the supremum of the bias,

β
(
G
)
≡ sup

Strategies S
β
(
G,S

)
,

over the combinatorial set S of all possible strategies. In the multiplayer setting,
previous work of the author, [46], characterized more complicated manners in which
entanglement can arise. That is, in comparison to the Bell states, or equivalently, the
EPR pairs, arising through entanglement in tensor products of two operators in the
n ≡ 2 Bell states for the CHSH

(
n
)
game,

[
I⊗ I

][
|00⟩+ |11⟩√

2

]
=

|00⟩+ |11⟩√
2

,

[
σx ⊗ I

][
|00⟩+ |11⟩√

2

]
=

|10⟩+ |01⟩√
2

,[
σz ⊗ I

][
|00⟩+ |11⟩√

2

]
=

|00⟩ − |11⟩√
2

,

[
σxσz ⊗ I

][
|00⟩+ |11⟩√

2

]
=

|10⟩ − |01⟩√
2

,

higher-dimensional analogs of entanglement arise from operations of the form opera-
tors of the form, [46],

[
σz ⊗ I⊗ N−3· · · ⊗ I√

N

][ ∑
1≤j≤N

|Player j state⟩
]
,

for N > 0 players. In the Odd-Cycle game, given the existence of the optimal strategy
for Alice and Bob that is encoded with |ψOdd Cycle⟩, one would expect to consideration
the following summation,

⟨ψOdd Cycle|As ⊗Bt |ψOdd Cycle⟩ ≡
[

1√
2

[
⟨0|A ⟨1|B + exp

(
θ
)
⟨1|A ⟨0|B

]][
As ⊗Bt

]
×
[

1√
2

[
|0⟩A |1⟩B + exp

(
θ
)
|1⟩A |0⟩B

]]

=

[
1√
2

]2{
⟨0|A

[
⟨1|B As ⊗Bt |0⟩A

]
|1⟩B + exp

(
θ
)2 ⟨1|A [

⟨0|B As ⊗Bt |1⟩A
]
|0⟩B

}
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=

[
1√
2

]2{
⟨01|AB As ⊗Bt |01⟩AB + exp

(
θ
)2 ⟨10|AB As ⊗Bt |10⟩AB

}
,

of expectation values. For various quantitative characterizations of optimality, and
near optimality, this reflects upon the XOR optimal value, which is given by,

1√
2
≡ sup
Ai,Bjk,ψ

1

4
(
n
2

) ∑
1≤i≤j≤n

⟨ψ|
[
AiBij +AjBij +AiBji −AjBji

]
|ψ⟩ ,

for the optimal 2-XOR strategy, |ψ2XOR⟩ ≡ |ψ⟩. Hence, given the expression for the
state, ⟨ψOdd Cycle|As ⊗ Bt |ψOdd Cycle⟩, in the Odd-Cycle game, it is of interest to
determine how the optimal value, equivalently the maximum winning probability, of
the game depends upon the optimal strategy. For 2-XOR, and multiplayer XOR, games
alike, ϵ approximality, for ϵ taken to be sufficiently small, of exact and approximate
strategies implies ϵ approximality of the bias β

(
G
)
. Explicitly, the bias takes the form,

for |ψ⟩ ∈ CdA ⊗CdB and the space of possible strategies S,

β
(
G,S

)
≡

∑
s∈S

∑
t∈T

Gst ⟨ψ|As ⊗Bt |ψ⟩ ,

for questions s and t that are respectively distributed to Alice and Bob, from the set
of questions S and T belonging to the referee’s probability distribution π, while the
ϵ-approximality condition takes the form,

(
1− ϵ

)[
sup
S

β
(
G,S

)]
≡

(
1− ϵ

)
β
(
G
)
≤ β

(
G,S

)
≤ β

(
G
)
≡ sup

S
β
(
G,S

)
,

from the fact that,

1√
2

(
1− ϵ

)
≤ sup
Ai,Bjk,ψ

1

4
(
n
2

){ ∑
1≤i≤j≤n

⟨ψ|
[
AiBij +AjBij +AiBji −AjBji

]
|ψ⟩

}
≤ 1√

2
,

for 2 players, and, approximately,

ω
(
3XOR

)
∝ sup
Ai,Bjk,Cijkl,ψ3XOR

{
⟨ψ3XOR|

{[
|σ
(
i
)
⟩ ⟨ij|

]
⟨ijk|+

[
|σ
(
i
)
⟩ ⟨σ

(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
|
]
⟨ijk|

+

[
|σ
(
i
)
⟩ ⟨σ

(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
|
]
⟨σ
(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
σ
(
k
)
|+

[
|i⟩ ⟨σ

(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
|
]
⟨ijk|+

[
|i⟩ ⟨σ

(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
|
]
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×⟨σ
(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
σ
(
k
)
|+

[
|i⟩ ⟨ij|

]
⟨σ
(
i
)
σ
(
j
)
σ
(
k
)
|
}
|ψ3XOR⟩

}
,

for the multiplayer player 3-XOR game. Beyond the 3-XOR game, one encounters a
rich information-theoretic landscape, which allows for the possibility of: identifying
barriers to optimality using quantum strategies that can depend on entanglement, in
comparison to those that have been classified with classical strategies; establishing con-
nections between whether quantum optimality for games can be obtained depending
upon the referee’s scoring predicate; formulating connections between Game the-
ory and extremal combinatorics; establishing rates of decay of ordinary, and strong,
parallel repetition of optimal values; amongst several other directions of research.

At the crossroads of all such areas, the Odd-Cycle game is of interest to explore,
not only from the fact that the referee’s scoring predicate depends upon 2-colorability
of cycles, but also from the fact that responses from Alice and Bob can be analyzed
from error bounds for XOR, XOR∗, and FFL, games [37, 44, 46]. Quantum mechani-
cally, the error bound for games that players can interact with using strategies other
than classical one quantifies near, and approximate, optimality. While error bounds,
and generalizations of error bounds, provide information-theoretic consequences on
potential advantages of Quantum information, barriers to obtaining such advantages
persist. Generally, if the quantum value of a game G is identically 1, namely,

ωq
(
G
)
≡ 1,

then one can achieve the highest level of proposed Quantum advantage, as in the magic
square game, which implies that pseudo-telepathy can be achieved. In the Odd-Cycle
game, despite the fact that,

ωq
(
Odd-Cycle

)
< 1,

proposed sources of Quantum advantage still exist, which can help Alice and Bob as
they are determining which colors should be used on each vertex of the cycle.

1.4.2 Multiplayer games with more than three players

Multiplayer game-theoretic settings with more than three participants continue to
remain of great value to investigate. We summarize the relationships between related
objects that were discussed in two, and three, player games in the previous subsection.
To this end, introduce,

3-XOR value ≡ ω3XOR

(
G
)
≡ ω

(
3XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
3

){ sup
|ψ3XOR⟩

⟨ψ3XOR| P3XOR |ψ3XOR⟩
}
,
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3-XOR bias ≡ β3XOR

(
G
)
≡ β

(
3XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
3

){ sup
|ψ3XOR⟩

G3XOR ⟨ψ3XOR| P3XOR |ψ3XOR⟩
}
,

P3XOR ≡ P3XOR

(
− 1

)1{Win 3-XOR game} + P3XOR

(
− 1

)1{Lose 3-XOR game} ,

corresponding to the value, and bias, of the 3-XOR game,

4-XOR value ≡ ω4XOR

(
G
)
≡ ω

(
4XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
4

){ sup
|ψ4XOR⟩

⟨ψ4XOR| P4XOR |ψ4XOR⟩
}
,

4-XOR bias ≡ β4XOR

(
G
)
≡ β

(
4XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
4

){ sup
|ψ4XOR⟩

G4XOR ⟨ψ4XOR| P4XOR |ψ4XOR⟩
}
,

P4XOR ≡ P4XOR

(
− 1

)1{Win 4-XOR game} + P4XOR

(
− 1

)1{Lose 4-XOR game} ,

corresponding to the value, and bias, of the 4-XOR game,

5-XOR value ≡ ω5XOR

(
G
)
≡ ω

(
5XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
5

){ sup
|ψ5XOR⟩

⟨ψ5XOR| P5XOR |ψ5XOR⟩
}
,

5-XOR bias ≡ β5XOR

(
G
)
≡ β

(
5XOR

)
∝ 1(

n
5

){ sup
|ψ5XOR⟩

G5XOR ⟨ψ5XOR| P5XOR |ψ5XOR⟩
}
,

P5XOR ≡ P5XOR

(
− 1

)1{Win 5-XOR game} + P5XOR

(
− 1

)1{Lose 5-XOR game} ,

corresponding to the value, and bias, of the 5-XOR game,

N-XOR value ≡ ωNXOR

(
G
)
≡ ω

(
NXOR

)
∝ 1(

n
N

){ sup
|ψNXOR⟩

⟨ψNXOR| PNXOR |ψNXOR⟩
}
,

N-XOR bias ≡ βNXOR

(
G
)
≡ β

(
NXOR

)
∝ 1(

n
N

){ sup
|ψNXOR⟩

GNXOR ⟨ψNXOR| PNXOR |ψNXOR⟩
}
,

PNXOR ≡ PNXOR

(
− 1

)1{Lose N-XOR game} + PNXOR

(
− 1

)1{Win N-XOR game}

corresponding to the value, and bias, of the N -XOR game.
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• Definition 1
• Definition 2
• Definition 3
• Definition 4
• Definition 5
• Definition 6
• Definition 7
• Definition 8
• Definition 9
• Definition 10
• Definition 11
• Definition 12
• Definition 13
• Definition 14
• Definition 15
• Definition 16
• Definition 17
• Definition 18
• Definition 19
• Definition 20
• Definition 21
• Definition 22
• Definition 23
• Definition 24
• Definition 25

• Cycle elimination problem over the torus
• Odd-Cycle elimination problem over the torus
• Odd-Cycle parallel repetition problem
• Foam problem over quotient spaces
• Degree of a section
• Distributions over sections, cube, and tubes
• Relative distributions
• Discrete probabilistic objects relating to norms
• the referree’s probability distribution
• the scoring predicate
• Removed edges from topologically nontrivial cycles
• Tensor quantification
• Tensor contraction mapping
• the unmarked giant connected component
• properties of the giant
• the referree’s CHSH scoring predicate
• Reformulation of the CHSH scoring predicate
• CHSH value after two rounds of parallel repetition
• consistent regions
• Odd-Cycle optimal value through consistent regions
• the gap overlap between Alice and Bob’s supporting
sets

• Quantification of the magnitude of each gap
• Consistent regions from Bob’s question set
• Geodesic paths, and closed paths
• Ordinary and consistent pearls

Table 1. An overview of each Definition that is provided in the next section.

The collection of objects introduced above, for several multiplayer XOR games alike,
were previously characterized by the author to determine the extent to which notions
of exact, and approximate, optimality are useful in determining how participants may
dynamically adopt new strategies for satisfying winning conditions, of V . Defining the
optimal value, and bias, for each game is not only essential for optimizing over all
possible strategies for each player, but also for the formulation of error bounds.

1.5 Overview of previous results

We state the collection of results from the 2-player setting which depend on the optimal
value, and then discuss how exponential rates of decay for parallel repetition of the
optimal value come into play.

Denote the Frobenius norm,

10



∣∣∣∣A∣∣∣∣
F
≡

√√√√ m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∣∣aij∣∣2 =
√

Tr
[
A†A

]
,

of an m × n matrix A with entries aij , there exists a linear bijection L between the

tensor product space, CdA ⊗ CdB , and the space of dA × dB matrices with complex
entries, MatdA,dB

(
C
)
, satisfying (Lemma 1, [23]),

• Definition 26
• Definition 27
• Definition 28

• diamond norm
• the set of odd blockers
• topological nontriviality, and oddity

Table 2. An overview of each remaining Definition provided in the next section.

• Theorem 1
• Theorem 2
• Proposition
• Theorem 3

• The probability that a tensor contraction mapping,
given marked connected components of the giant,
occurs with high probability

• The probability that a tensor contraction mapping,
given marked connected components of the giant,
occurs with high probability under parallel repetition

• The probabilities in the two previous items can be
related to a probability for the minimization of the
surface area of foams

• Parallel repetition in the Odd-Cycle game implies the
desired up to constants estimate for the minimum
surface area of foams over the torus

Table 3. An overview of the main results provided in the next section.

• Image of the tensor product of two quantum states under L: ∀ |u⟩ ∈ CdA , |w⟩ ∈
CdB , ∃ |u∗⟩ ∈ CdB : L

(
|u⟩ ⊗ |w⟩

)
= |u⟩ ⟨u∗| ,

• Product of a matrix with the image of a quantum state under L: ∀ |u⟩ ∈ CdA , ∃A ∈
MatdA

(
C
)
: AL

(
|u⟩

)
= L

(
A⊗ I |u⟩

)
,

• Product of the image of a quantum state under L with the transpose of a matrix :

∀ |w⟩ ∈ CdB , ∃B ∈ MatdB
(
C
)
: L

(
|w⟩

)
BT = L

(
I ⊗B |w⟩

)
,

• Frobenius norm equality : ∀ |w⟩ ∈ CdB :
∣∣∣∣L( |w⟩ )∣∣∣∣

F
= |w⟩ .

To determine the inequalities that one would like to bound from parallel repetition
of multiplayer games, in the XOR setting one considers the following system,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]⊗[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]]
−
[
ω′
[
± sign

(
i1, · · · , in

)[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]]⊗
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[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]]}]
|ψ′⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

<

[(
n1

)∧
+
((
n1

)∧
+ 2

)(
ω′)−1

](
nN

)∧√
ϵ∧,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[I⊗[ ∏
1≤i≤n

A1,ji
i

]⊗[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−2

Ik

]]
−
[
I
⊗[

ωNXOR

[
± sign

(
i1, j1, · · · , in, · · · , jn

)
×
[ ∏
1≤i1≤n
1≤i2≤m

A
1,ji1,i2
i1,i2

]]]⊗[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−2

Ik

]]]}
|ψ′⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

<

[(
n2

)∧
+
((
n2

)∧

+2
)(
ω′)−1

](
nN

)∧√
ϵ∧

...

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]⊗[ ∏
1≤i≤n

A
(n−1),ji1,··· ,in
i1,··· ,in

]]
−
[[ ⊗

1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]⊗[
ω′
[
± sign

(
i1, · · · , in,

j1, · · · , jn
)][ ∏

1≤i≤n

A
(n−1),ji1,··· ,in
i1,··· ,in

]]]}
|ψ′⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

<

[(
nN

)∧
+
((
nN

)∧
+ 2

)(
ω′)−1

]
×
(
nN

)∧√
ϵ∧,

of Frobenius norms, which serves as a counterpart to the system of norms provided in
(*). Such a collection of upper bounds on the Frobenius norm, corresponding to the
possible strategy of each player, through the collection of inequalities:

Player 1 :

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[Ai⊗[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]][
T ∧ · · · ∧ T

]
−
[
T ∧ · · · ∧ T

][[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]
⊗

Ãi

]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

<
(
c1
)∧(

nN
)∧√

ϵ∧,

...

Player N :

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]⊗
A

(n−1)
i1,··· ,in−1

][
T ∧ · · · ∧ T

]
−
[
T ∧ · · · ∧ T

]

×
[[

˜
A

(n−1)
i1,··· ,in−1

⊗[ ⊗
1≤k≤n−1

Ik

]]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
F

<
(
cN

)∧(
nN

)∧√
ϵ∧,

Upper bounds for parallel repetition of operators in Frobenius norms above are used
to obtain the following results in parallel repetition settings.

Lemma 7 (second error bound, 6.6, [37]). From previously defined quantities, one has,

12



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]
⊗Bkl

}
|ψFFL⟩ −

2

3

[
±
{
sign

(
i, j1, · · · , jn

)[[ ∏
1≤i≤n

i=jk+1, set jk+1≡jk⊕1

Ajii

]

+

[ ∏
1≤i≤n

i=jl+1, set jl+1≡jl⊕1

Ajii

]]
⊗ I

}
|ψFFL⟩

]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < [
8200

√
2

27

]
n2

√
ϵ.

Lemma 3∗ (ϵ-optimality, Lemma 7, [44]). For an ϵ-optimal strategy Ai, Bjk and
|ψFFL⟩,

∑
1≤i<j≤n

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[[AiAj +AjAi
2

]
⊗ I

]
|ψFFL⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2 < 2
(7
3

)2
n
(
n− 1

)
ϵ.

Lemma 4B (
√
ϵ- approximality, Lemma 8, [44]). From the same quantities introduced

in the previous result, one has,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[Ak ⊗ I

]
|ψFFL⟩ −

[
I⊗

[
±Bkl +Blk∣∣±Bkl +Blk

∣∣
]]

|ψFFL⟩
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 17

√
nϵ.

In addition to the result above, the following result below is used to characterize
the error bound resulting from permuting the indicates of the first player’s tensor
observable.

Lemma 5 (error bound from permuting indices, Lemma 5, [44]). One has,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]
−
[ ∏

1≤i≤n
if i≡j1+1, set j1+1≡j1⊕1

Ajii

]
⊗ I

]
|ψFFL⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 100

9
n2

√
ϵ.

Lemma 5∗ (error bound from permuting indices in the N-player setting, Lemma 5,
[44]). One has the following error bound from permuting indices,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]}
|ψNXOR⟩ −

{[ ∏
1≤i≤n

if i≡j1+1, set j1+1≡j1⊕1

Ajii

]

13



⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]}
|ψNXOR⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < NnN+ϵNXORω3
NXOR.

Lemma 5∗∗ (error bound from permuting indices in the strong parallel repetition of the
N-player setting, Lemma 5, [44]). One has the following error bound from permuting
indices,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]
∧ · · · ∧

[ ∏
1≤i′···′≤n′···′

A
j′···′
i′···′
i′···′

]]⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

(
Iz ∧ · · · ∧ Iz

)]}
× |ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩

−
{[[ ∏

1≤i≤n
if i≡j1+1, set j1+1≡j1⊕1

Ajii

]
∧ · · · ∧

[ ∏
1≤i′···′≤n′···′

if i′···′≡j′···′1 +1, set j′···′1 +1≡j′···′1 ⊕1

A
j′···′
i′···′
i′···′

]]

⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

(
Iz ∧ · · · ∧ Iz

)]}
|ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < nN+ϵ
∧ +

[
50nN+ϵ

∧√
nN−1

]
×ωNXOR∧···∧NXOR.

Lemma 5∗∗∗ (error bound from permuting indices in the strong parallel repetition of
the FFL 2-player setting, Lemma 5, [44]). One has the following error bound from
permuting indices,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣{[[ ∏
1≤i≤n

Ajii

]
∧
[ ∏
1≤i′≤n′

A
j′
i′
i′

]]⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

(
Iz ∧ Iz

)]}
|ψFFL∧FFL⟩

−
{[[ ∏

1≤i≤n
if i≡j1+1, set j1+1≡j1⊕1

Ajii

]
∧
[ ∏

1≤i′≤n′

if i′≡j′1+1, set j′1+1≡j′1⊕1

A
j′
i′
i′

]]

⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

(
Iz ∧ Iz

)]}
|ψFFL∧FFL⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < nN+ϵ
∧ +

[
50nN+ϵ

∧√
n

]
×ωFFL∧FFL.

Underlying the results for parallel repetition stated at the beginning of the subsec-
tion are several semidefinite programs associated with primal feasible solutions are
dependent upon the constraints, from the partial ordering ≽ induced by the positive
semidefinite cone,
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∑
1≤i≤n3

y3XOR∧···∧3XOR,iE3XOR∧···∧3XOR,ii ≽ G3XOR∧···∧3XOR,Sym,

(3XOR ∧ · · · ∧ 3XOR, Sym)∑
1≤i≤n4

y4XOR∧···∧4XOR,iE4XOR∧···∧4XOR,ii ≽ G4XOR∧···∧4XOR,Sym,

(4XOR ∧ · · · ∧ 4XOR, Sym)

∑
1≤i≤n5

y5XOR∧···∧5XOR,iE5XOR∧···∧5XOR,ii ≽ G5XOR∧···∧5XOR,Sym,

(5XOR ∧ · · · ∧ 5XOR, Sym)∑
1≤i≤nN

yNXOR∧···∧NXOR,iENXOR∧···∧NXOR,ii ≽ GNXOR∧···∧NXOR,Sym,

(NXOR ∧ · · · ∧NXOR, Sym)∑
1≤i≤n2

yFFL∧FFL,iEFFL∧FFL,ii ≽ GFFL∧FFL,Sym.

(FFL ∧ FFL, Sym)

The symmetrized game tensor under parallel repetition takes the form,

GSym,XOR∧···∧XOR ≡
∧

1≤j≤n

G
(j)
Sym,XOR ≡

∧
1≤j≤n

[
0

(
G

(j)
XOR

)T
G

(j)
XOR 0

]

≡

 0 ∧
1≤j≤n

(
G

(j)
XOR

)T
∧

1≤j≤n
G

(j)
XOR 0

 .

Inequalities corresponding to error bounds, and generalized error bounds, provided
above determine how approximate optimality for games can be formulated. Such con-
ditions, from exact optimality, are obtained by fixing sufficiently small parameters ϵ.
In comparison to previous results on parallel repetition of optimal values that do not
incorporate exponential rates of decay that have been obtained for expanded games,
deviations from exactly optimal strategies can be leveraged for approximate optimal-
ity. We collect results that have been shown to hold from previous work of the author
in [46], below.

Lemma 5B, [45] (strong parallel repetition of
√
ϵ∧- FFL approximality, Lemma 8,

[44]). From the same quantities introduced in the previous result, one has,
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∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ak ∧Ak′)⊗ I

]
|ψFFL∧FFL⟩ −

[
I⊗

[ ±
(
Bkl ∧Bk′l′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bk′l′

)∣∣± (
Bkl ∧Bk′l′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bk′l′

)∣∣
]]

× |ψFFL∧FFL⟩
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 20

√
Nϵ∧.

Lemma 5∗B, [45] (an arbitrary number of strong parallel repetition applications of√
ϵ∧2XOR- 2 XOR approximality, Lemma 8, [44]). From the same quantities introduced

in the previous result, one has,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ak ∧Ak′ ∧ · · · ∧Ak′···′
)
⊗ I

]
|ψ2XOR∧···∧2XOR⟩

−
[
I⊗

[ ±
(
Bkl ∧Bk′l′ ∧ · · · ∧Bk′···′l′···′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bl′k′ ∧ · · · ∧Bl′···′k′···′

)∣∣± (
Bkl ∧Bk′l′ ∧ · · · ∧Bk′···′l′···′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bl′k′ ∧ · · · ∧Bl′···′k′···′

)∣∣
]]

× |ψ2XOR∧···∧2XOR⟩
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 18

√
Nϵ∧2XOR.

Lemma 5∗B, [45] (an arbitrary number of strong parallel repetition applications of√
ϵ∧3XOR- 3 XOR approximality, Lemma 8, [45]). From the same quantities introduced

in the previous result, one has,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ak ∧Ak′ ∧ · · · ∧Ak′···′
)
⊗ I⊗ I

]
|ψ3XOR∧···∧2XOR⟩

−
[
I⊗ I⊗

[ ±
∑

σ1∈S3

(
∧ Cσ(ijk)

)
+

∑
σ2,σ3,σ4,σ5,σ6∈S3

(
∧ Cσ(ijk)

)
∣∣∣∣± ∑

σ1∈S3

(
∧ Cσ(ijk)

)
+

∑
σ2,σ3,σ4,σ5,σ6∈S3

(
∧ Cσ(ijk)

)∣∣∣∣
]]

× |ψ3XOR∧···∧3XOR⟩
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ < 18

√
Nϵ∧3XOR,

where,

∧Cσ(ijk) ≡ Cσ(ijk) ∧ · · · ∧ Cσ(ijk).

Lemma 5B∗∗, [45] (an arbitrary number of strong parallel repetition applications of√
ϵ∧NXOR∧···∧NXOR- N XOR approximality, Lemma 8, [45]). From the same quantities

introduced in the previous result, one has, for the XOR game under an arbitrary
number of strong parallel repetitions, that the quantities,
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I1 ≡
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[(Ak ∧Ak′ ∧ · · · ∧Ak′···′

)⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]]
|ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩

−
[
I⊗

[ ±
(
Bkl ∧Bk′l′ ∧ · · · ∧Bk′···′l′···′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bl′k′ ∧ · · · ∧Bl′···′k′···′

)∣∣± (
Bkl ∧Bk′l′ ∧ · · · ∧Bk′···′l′···′

)
+
(
Blk ∧Bl′k′ ∧ · · · ∧Bl′···′k′···′

)∣∣
]

⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−2

Iz

]]
|ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
...

IN ≡
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣[[ ⊗

1≤z≤N−2

Iz

]⊗ 1√
#σ′

[ ∑
Permutations σ′

(
B

(N−1)
σ′(i1,··· ,iN−1)

∧B(N−1)
σ′(i′1,··· ,i′N−1)

∧

· · · ∧B(N−1)
σ′(i′···′1 ,··· ,i′···′N−1)

)]⊗
I

]
|ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩ −

[[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]
⊗ 1√

#σ

[ ∑
Permutations σ

(
B

(N−1)
σ(i1,··· ,iN−1)

∧B(N−1)
σ(i′1,··· ,i′N−1)

∧ · · · ∧B(N−1)
σ(i′···′1 ,··· ,i′···′N−1)

)]]
|ψNXOR∧···∧NXOR⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣,
have the strict upper bound,

∑
1≤j≤N

Ij < 20N
√
Nϵ∧NXOR∧···∧NXOR,

where the tensors beyond that of the second player, B, are indexed as,

I
⊗

Bσ(i1,i2)
⊗[ ⊗

1≤z≤N−2

Iz

]
≡ I

⊗
B

(1)
σ(i1,i2)

⊗[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−2

Iz

]
,

...[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]⊗
Bσ(i1,i2,··· ,in−2) ≡

[ ⊗
1≤z≤N−1

Iz

]⊗
B

(n−2)
σ(i1,i2,··· ,in−2)

.

The results from previous work of the author above, originally stated in [46], are
of great interest to adapt, and further explore, for the Odd-Cycle game. Intuitively,
exactly optimal strategies for the Odd-Cycle game with quantum strategies would
entail that Alice and Bob would have perfect knowledge of the color of each vertex
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along the cycle. Relatedly, approximate optimality using quantum strategies for the
Odd-Cycle game would entail that there could be some probability, sufficiently small,
so that Alice and Bob color neighboring vertices in the cycle with the same color,
hence resulting in a vanishing of the referee’s scoring predicate, namely a configuration
in which Alice and Bob would not win the Odd-Cycle game.

Given the aforementioned differences between the referee’s predicate for the XOR,
and Odd-Cycle, games, in the upcoming subsections we discuss how exact, and
approximate, optimality can be analyzed. Barriers to optimality using Quantum, in
comparison to Classical, strategies for the Odd-Cycle game capture different ways in
which entanglement can influence the decisions of Alice and Bob.

1.6 Main results

1.6.1 Motivation

We provide a motivation of topological objects that will be connected to error bounds
and related game-theoretic objects introduced in the previous section, relating to the
discussion provided in [18]. That is, introduce a Z2 foam F , where,

F ∈ F
(
Z2

)
,

whose supremum of the surface area,

inf
F∈F (Z2)

{
Surface area of a foam F

}
is realized through the spanning set,

span
R2

{
hexagons with two 120 degree angles

}
,

corresponding to a hexagonal tiling of Z2. The surjection,

φ : Z2 −→ T2 7→ Two-dimensional torus ≡ G ≡
(
V
(
T2

)
, E

(
T2

))
,

allows one to periodically embed the above set of linear combinations over R2 to over
T2. Straightforwardly, the spanning set for maximizing the surface area of the foam
that is periodically embedded over T2 instead takes the form,

span
T2

{
hexagons with two 120 degree angles

}
.
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For d ≡ 2 corresponding to two applications of ordinary parallel repetition, the
ordinary, and odd, cycle elimination problems quantify the asymptotic behavior of,

E
T2

[
#
{
edges : edges in cubes, and sections, which have nonempty intersection with a tube

}]
,

where the number of sections, tubes, and cubes, are given by,

Sections S ≡
⋃
S∈S

{
S : S intersects finitely many faces of a hexagonal tiling

}
,

Tubes T ≡
⋃
T∈T

{
T : T intersects finitely many sections

}
,

Cubes C ≡
⋃
C∈C

{
C : C intersects finitely many tubes

}
,

respectively. With the following above topological objects, formally, introduce the
following probabilistic quantities relating to discussions provided in []:

Definition 1 (Cycle elimination problem over the torus). Denote the vertex set over
Zd as,

V
(
Zd

)
≡

{
vertices v1 ̸= v2 : L∞

{
v1, v2

}
= 1

}
,

for the L-∞ norm, L∞
{
·, ·
}
, along with the edge set,

E
(
Zd

)
≡

{
edges e1, e2 :

∣∣e1 − e2
∣∣ = 1

}
,

from which one can introduce,

C E P ≡
⋃

vertices∈V (Zd)

{
∀vertices,∃e ∈ E

(
Zd

)
, δ > 0 :

{
probability that there exists a topological

cycle without removing countably many vertices > 0
}
,
{
probability that there exists an

topological Cycle after having removed a δ fraction of vertices from the

cycle = 0
}}

,

corresponding to the cycle elimination problem over the d-dimensional torus, Td.
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Definition 2 (Odd-cycle elimination problem over the torus). With V
(
Zd

)
and E

(
Zd

)
defined in Definition 1, introduce,

OC E P ≡
⋃

vertices∈V (Zd)

{
∀vertices,∃e ∈ E

(
Zd

)
, δ′ > 0 :

{
probability that there exists an

Odd-Cycle without removing countably many vertices > 0
}
,
{
probability that there exists

an Odd-Cycle after having removed a δ′ fraction of vertices from the

cycle = 0
}}

,

corresponding to the Odd-Cycle elimination problem over the d-dimensional torus, Td.

Definition 3 (Odd-Cycle parallel repetition problem). Fix m odd and d ≤ m. Under
the assumption that the optimal value of winning the m Odd-Cycle game takes the
form,

Val
(
m Odd-Cycle game

)
≡ ωq

(
Odd-Cycle

)
= 1−Θ

(
m−1

)
,

does there exist an expression for parallel repetition of the optimal value,

Val
((
m Odd-Cycle game

)⊗d) ≡ ωq
(
Odd-Cycle⊗d

)
= ωq

(
Odd-Cycle

)d
,

under d rounds of parallel repetition, which takes the following form,

Val
((
m Odd-Cycle game

)⊗d) ≤ 1−m−1Ω
(
d
)
?

Several problems relating to the parallel repetition problem have been previously
examined by the author.

Definition 4 (Foam problem over quotient spaces). Consider the quotient space
Rd\Zd. If unique, does there exist a quotient minimizer, M , where,

M ≡ inf
d

{
A
(
d
)
: the surface area A over Rd is tiled by Zd

}
?

Definition 5 (Degree of a section). Introduce,

deg
(
S
)
≡ d

(
S
)
=

⋃
x∈S

#
{
x : x ∈ S, S ∈ S

}
,
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corresponding to the degree of S.

Definition 6 (Distributions over sections, cubes, and tubes). Introduce,

DS ≡
⋃
S∈S

{
Distributions over marked points in a section S

}
=

⋃
S∈S

DS ,

corresponding to distributions over sections. Straightforwardly, one can define DC and
DT in the same way.

Definition 7 (Relative distributions over sections, cubes, and tubes). Introduce,

DRel S ≡
⋃
S∈S

{∣∣{marked points
}
∩ S

∣∣∣∣S∣∣−1
}
,

corresponding to the relative distribution over sections. Straightforwardly, one can
define the relative distributions for cubes and tubes in the same way.

In the next subsection, we further describe how the foam problem over Rd can be
quantified with respect to the diamond, and L+∞, norms.

1.6.2 Discrete probabilistic objects in the main results

We provide a statement of the main results for the Odd-Cycle game.

Definition 8 (discrete probabilistic objects with respect to the L-∞, and diamond
norms). Introduce the probabilities,

P1 ≡ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃d ≡ 2 : inf

Surface Area

{
span

{
e1,d, e2,d

}}
≲ nd

]
,

corresponding to the probability that the maximum surface area of a foam is up to
constant upper bounded by nd,

P2 ≡ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃d ≡ 2 : inf

Surface Area

{
L∞

{
e1,d, e2,d

}}
≲ nd

]
,

corresponding to the probability that , for the L-∞ norm, L+∞
{
·, ·
}
,

P3 ≡ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃d ≡ 2 : inf

Surface Area

{
dDiamond

{
e1,d, e2,d

}}
≲ nd

]
,
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corresponding to the probability that the supremum of diamond norms ddiamond

{
·, ·
}

between the basis elements e1,d and e2,d is of order nd, given the diamond norm,

dDiamond

{
Φ, X

}
≡

∣∣∣∣(Φ⊗ In
)
X
∣∣∣∣
1
,

for the mapping Φ : Mn

(
C
)
−→ Mm

(
C
)
, namely the collection ofm×nmatrices with

elements over the base field C, X ∈ Mn2

(
C
)
and the identity map In : Mn

(
C
)
−→

Mn

(
C
)
. Related to the three probabilities above, also introduce,

P4 ≡ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃d ≡ 2 : dDiamond

{
inf

Surface Area

{
e1,d, e2,d

}}
≲ nd

]
,

corresponding to the probability that the diamond norm of the large difference between
e1,d and e2,d is of order nd. One can similarly define a spanning set,

span
{
e1,d, e2,d, e3,d

}
,

for d ≡ 3, as well as the minimum,

L∞

{
min
d

{{
e1,d, e2,d

}
,
{
e1,d, e3,d

}
,
{
e2,d, e3,d

}}}
≡ L∞

{
min
d

{
e1,d, e2,d

}
,min
d

{
e2,d, e3,d

}}
,

with respect to L∞
{
·, ·
}
, in addition to the minimum,

dDiamond

{
min
d

{{
e1,d, e2,d

}
,
{
e1,d, e3,d

}
,
{
e2,d, e3,d

}}}
≡ dDiamond

{
min
d

{
e1,d, e2,d

}
,min
d

{
e2,d, e3,d

}}
,

with respect to dDiamond

{
·, ·
}
.

To demonstrate that a correspondence of the form,

{{
P1 > 0

}
⇐⇒

{
P2 > 0

}}
⇐⇒

{{
P3 > 0

}
⇐⇒

{
P4 > 0

}}
,

holds, it suffices to perform a computation of a quantity of the form,

P5 ≡ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃d ≡ 3 : dDiamond

{
min
d

{
e1,d, e2,d

}
,min

d

{
e2,d, e3,d

}}
≲ nd

]
,

corresponding to the probability that the surface area of a three-dimensional foam is of
order nd after two rounds of ordinary parallel repetition. While we do not fully explore
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the behavior of the above probability in this work, an adaptation of the forthcoming
arguments for one round of parallel repetition, in addition to other arguments, could
be of interest to explore in the future.

Given the previous expected correspondence between the probabilities P1, · · · ,P4, one
would also expect,

{
P1 > 0

}
⇐⇒

{
P5 > 0

}
.

With respect to the number oof ordinary parallel repetition operations, observe,

P5 ∝ P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃1 ≤ d′ ≤ d : sup

d′

{
dDiamond

{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
, dDiamond

{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
, dDiamond

{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
≲ nd

]
.

The above probability can equal any one of the following three expressions,

sup
d≡3

P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃1 ≤ d′ ≤ d : dDiamond

{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
⇐⇒ dDiamond

{{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
11

}]
,

sup
d≡3

P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃1 ≤ d′ ≤ d : dDiamond

{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
⇐⇒ dDiamond

{{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
12

}]
,

sup
d≡3

P

[
∀n ≡ 2,∃1 ≤ d′ ≤ d : dDiamond

{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}
⇐⇒ dDiamond

{{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}
13

}]
,

where the three indicator functions take the form,

11 ≡ 1

{
min

1≤d′≤d

{{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
,
{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
,
{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
̸=

{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
,
{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
,

12 ≡ 1

{
min

1≤d′≤d

{{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
,
{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
,
{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
̸=

{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
,
{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
,

13 ≡ 1

{
min

1≤d′≤d

{{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
,
{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}
,
{
e2,d′ , e3,d′

}}
̸=

{
e1,d′ , e2,d′

}
,
{
e1,d′ , e3,d′

}}
,

with respect to dDiamond

{
·, ·
}
. Equipped with such quantities, we introduce the

following statements for the Main Results below.
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1.6.3 Statement

For the main results stated below, we introduce the following additional game-theoretic
objects, for establishing a connection between error bounds for the Odd-Cycle game
and the number of edges removed from cycles.

Definition 9 (the referee’s probability distribution in the Odd-Cycle game). Introduce,

πOdd−Cycle ≡
⋃

i∈V (T2)

{
i : the referee distributes i to Alice, or to Bob, for coloring in

the Odd-Cycle game
}
,

corresponding to the referee’s probability distribution.

Definition 10 (the referee’s scoring predicate over Alice and Bob’s strategies in the
Odd-Cycle game). The referee’s scoring predicate for the Odd-Cycle game, VOdd−Cycle,
equals,

SA
(
x
)
⊕ SB

(
x̃+ t

)
≡

[
SA

(
x
)
+ SB

(
x̃+ t

)]
mod2 =

{
t⇐⇒ Alice and Bob win the Odd-Cycle game,
0 otherwise,

,

corresponding to the referee’s scoring predicate over T ≡
(
SA,SB

)
, for,

SdA,SdB :
[
n
]d −→ [

2
]d
,

SA,SB :
[
n
]
−→

[
2
]
,

where,

SdA
(
x
)
= SdB

(
x
)
= x mod2.

Definition 11 (Definition 4.2, [1], edges removed over the two-dimensional torus
blocking topologically nontrivial cycles). Denote E as the collection of edges removed
over T2 which block all topologically nontrivial cycles, ie the edges e ∈ E

(
T2

)
for

which a topologically trivial cycle would exist.

Definition 12 (quantification of the number of tensors for Alice and Bob in error
inequalities for the Odd-Cycle game). Fix,

i ̸= j ∈ V
(
T2

)
,
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from which we introduce the tensors,

Ai ≡ Tensor for Alice’s response to color vertex i over T2 drawn uniformly at random

from the referee’s probability distribution,

Bj ≡ Tensor for Bob’s response to color the neighboring vertex j, to i, over T2 draw uni-

formly at random from the referee’s probability distribution.

From tensors corresponding to Alice and Bob’s answers that are scored against V , it
is possible to consider the ratio,

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd− Cycle

) ,

of Quantum, and Classical, winning probabilities, where,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)
≡ Winning probability for the Odd-Cycle game where Alice and Bob make use of

Quantum strategies,

ωc
(
Odd− Cycle

)
≡ Winning probability for the Odd-Cycle game where Alice and Bob make use of

Classical strategies.

Definition 13 (tensor contraction mapping). Denote,

|θ+⟩ ≡
1√
2

[
|0⟩ ± exp

(
iθ
)
|1⟩

]
,

where 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π. The mapping,

T : E
(
T2

)
−→

⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
Tensor representations of Alice and Bob’s answers

}
≡

⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}
,

between the edge set of the two-dimensional torus, T2, and the tensor product of Alice
and Bob’s responses in the Odd-Cycle game induces the contraction mapping,
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Tcontraction : E −→
⊗

vertices ∈V (T2)

{{
Tensor representations of Alice and Bob’s answers

}
\
{
Tensor

representations of Alice and Bob’s answers for which they are unable

to compute the angles αx ≡
πx

(
n− 1

)
n

− π

2n
, βy ≡ −

πy
(
n− 1

)
n

in the

two-outcome projective measurement basis
{
|θ+⟩ ⟨θ+| , |θ−⟩ ⟨θ−|

}}}
≡

⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1\T2

}
,

of tensors.

In the below results, we demonstrate how the ratio,

∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1\T2

}∣∣∣∣ ≡

∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}
\

⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T2

}∣∣∣∣
≡

∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T1

}∣∣∣∣\∣∣∣∣ ⊗
vertices ∈V (T2)

{
T2

}∣∣∣∣ ,
of tensor product spaces in the images of T and Tcontraction, respectively, correspond
to the following three possibilities:wing three possibilities:

• (1): The ratio of the image of T , with that of Tcontraction, is approximately equal
to 1. The first possibility would correspond to relatively few new tensors belonging
to the image of Tcontraction, in comparison to that of T , after contraction.

• (2): The ratio of the image of T , with that of Tcontraction, is approximately is much
larger than 1. The second possibility would correspond to the number of tensors
contracted in the image Tcontracted

(
E
)
, for some E ∈ E .

• (3): The ratio of the image of T , with that of Tcontraction, incorporates behaviors
of both (1) and (2) above. The third possibility would correspond to the existence
of a minimum number of unmarked connected components, as dictated through
Definition 14 of the giant, given below.

• (4): The ratio of the image of T , with that of Tcontraction, is approximately 0. The
fourth possibility is never expected to hold, as the number of tensors contained in
the image under T is always expected to be larger than the number of tensors
contained in the image of Tcontraction.

Definition 14 (the marked giant connected component, relative to tubes over the two-
dimensional torus). Introduce,
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G ≡
⋃

connected components

·⋃
tube:tube∩T2 ̸=∅

{
∀connected components, ∃tube : P

[ ∣∣V (
connected components

)∣∣∣∣V (
tube

)∣∣
≈ 95

100

]
= 1

}
,

corresponding to the marked connected component of the giant, for the number of
vertices contained in the connected components,

∣∣V (
connected components

)∣∣, relative
to the number of vertices in a tube,

∣∣V (
tube

)∣∣, namely,

∣∣V (
connected components

)∣∣ ≡ #
{
v ∈ V

(
T2) : v has nonempty intersection with the vertex be-

longing to a marked connected component contained within a tube over the torus
}
,

∣∣V (
tube

)∣∣ ≡ #
{
v ∈ V

(
T2) : v has nonempty intersection with a vertex belonging to the interior,

and also on the boundary, of a tube
}
.

Definition 15 (properties of the marked giant). G, as defined in the previous item
above, satisfies:

• Property 1 : The giant has cardinality that contains at most 95 percent of the
unmarked vertices in a tube of length L > 0.

• Property 2 : Suppose that a collection of deleted edges in two sets over the torus
contains at most 3×10−6 edges. Then absolute value distance between the two sets
in a tube is equal to two.

• Property 3 : Any collection of marked connected components,

⋃
connected component

{
connected component : connected component has a nonempty

intersection with an marked vertex over the tube
}
,

has nonemtpy intersection with G.

Theorem 1 (under the assumption that the number of marked vertices in the giant
satisfies the above properties, the probability of sampling a tensor contraction mapping
Property 3 provided following Definition 13, occurs whp). With high probability, the
event,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ1 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)
<

1

ϵ1

}
,
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corresponding to E1 has a probability which can be expressed with,

PG

[
E1
]
≈ 1,

where,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

≡ The probability that Alice and Bob win the Odd-Cycle game

with two Quantum strategies, given the constraint that they only make use of tensors

under the image of Tcontraction,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

≡ The probability that Alice and Bob win the Odd-Cycle game

with two Quantum strategies, given the constraint that they only make use of tensors

under the preimage of Tcontraction.

In the next result below, to relate the ordinary parallel repetition operation to
Tcontraction, as a matter of shorthand, denote,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle2

)∣∣∣∣
contraction

≡ ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
contraction

,

sup
{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle2

)}
≡ sup

{
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2}
.

Theorem 2 (under the assumption that the number of marked vertices in the giant
satisfies the above properties, under one round of ordinary parallel repetition the
probability of sampling a tensor contraction mapping Property 3 provided following
Definition 13, occurs whp). With high probability, the event,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2

<
1

ϵ2

}
,

corresponding to E2 which can be expressed with,

PG

[
E2
]
≈ 1,

where,
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ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

≡ The probability that Alice and Bob win the Odd-Cycle

game with two Quantum strategies, given the constraint that they only make use

of tensors under the image of Tcontraction, under one application of ordinary parallel

repetition,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

≡ The probability that Alice and Bob win the Odd-Cycle

game with two Quantum strategies, given the constraint that they only make use

of tensors under the preimage of Tcontraction, under one application of ordinary parallel

repetition.

Proposition (expressing the above probabilities with probabilities relating to surface
area problems of foams. The probability introduced above in Theorem 2, and hence
the probability introduced in Theorem 1, can be related to the probability,

PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]
,

through the ratio,

PG
[
E2

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

] ,
up to a constant which equals the following product oof factors,

F1F2F
−1
3 F4F5F

−1
6 ,

for,

F1 ≡ #
{
tensor : tensor is in the image of Tcontraction

}
,

F2 ≡ #
{
v : v ∈ V

(
tube

)}
,

F3 ≡ #
{
v : v ∈ V

(
T2

)}
,
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F4 ≡ #
{
tensor : tensor is contained in the preimage of Tcontraction

}
,

F5 ≡ #
{
v : v ∈ V

(
G
)}
,

F6 ≡ #
{
v : v ∈ V

(
section

)}
,

corresponding to the number of tensors in the image of Tcontraction, the number of
vertices contained within a tube, the number of vertices over T2, the number of tensors
contained in the preimage of Tcontraction, the number of vertices of the marked giant,
and the number of vertices in a section, respectively, where each event appearing in
the union,

{
(1)

}
∪
{
(2)

}
∪
{
(3)

}
∪
{
(4)

}
,

that is measurable wrt PG

[
·
]
is denoted with,

(1) ≡ foam ∩T2 ̸= ∅,

(2) ≡
⋃

each vertex of a foam⊊V (T2)

∣∣vertex of each foam
∣∣ ≤ m−d

[
#
{
v : v ∈

[
V
(
T2

)
∩ V

(
tube

)]}]
,

(3) ≡ section ⊊ tube,

(4) ≡ dDiamond

{
inf

Surface Area

{
e1,d, e2,d

}}
≲ nd.

Theorem 3 (the probability that a collection of marked vertices over a section strictly
contained within a tube, given the existence of marked connected components of the
giant, implies that parallel repetition of the Odd-Cycle game guarantees an up to
constant upper bound of order n2 for the surface area of a foam over T2). The event,
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{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ3 ̸= ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
:

1

ϵ3

<

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2 − ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
contraction

}
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
contraction

< ϵ3

}
,

corresponding to E3 which can be expressed with,

PG
[
E3

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]
≈ 1.

Intuitively, the above results can be regarded through the following quantitative
observations:

• (1). The probability that the Quantum value of the Odd-Cycle game, compared to
the optimal value under the tensor contraction map, is at most of order ϵ−1

1 , for
strictly positive ϵ1.

• (2). Under parallel repetition, the above ratio of Quantum optimal values, under one
round of ordinary parallel repetition, is at most of order ϵ−1

2 , for strictly positive ϵ2.
• (3). Relating the above two probabilities to the minimizing surface area of a foam
over the torus.

• (4). Relating the probabilities that the Quantum value of the Odd-Cycle game, under
one ordinary parallel repetition operation, is approximately of the same order as the
probability that there exists a foam over the torus with minimizing surface area.

Before providing the arguments for each of the main results stated above in 3, in 2.1
and 2.2 in the next section we formally introduce several topological, and geometric,
objects.

2 Game-theoretic objects

2.1 Topology of the Odd-Cycle game, consistent pearls,
winning strategies

We define several objects that have previously been used to topologically characterize
the Odd-Cycle game appearing in [1].

Definition 16 (the referee’s scoring predicate over Alice and Bob’s strategies in the
CHSH game). Fix questions x, y ∼ π, that is, the questions x and y drawn uni-
formly from the referee’s probability distribution over questions, π, at random. If Alice
receives x and Bob receives y, the scoring predicate,

SA

(
x
)
⊕ SB

(
y
)
=

[
SA

(
x
)
+ SB

(
y
)]

mod2 =

{
xy ⇐⇒ Alice and Bob win the CHSH game,
0 otherwise,

,

31



corresponds to the scoring criteria of the referee in the CHSH game over T ≡(
SA,SB

)
, for,

S d
A,S

d
B :

[
n
]d −→ [

2
]d
,

SA,SB :
[
n
]
−→

[
2
]
,

where,

S d
A

(
x
)
= S d

B

(
x
)
= x mod2.

Definition 17 (reformulation of the CHSH scoring predicate in terms of the δ
functions). One can reformulate the scoring predicate defined in Definition 2 as,

SA
(
x
)
⊕ SB

(
x̃+ t

)
≡

[
SA

(
x
)
+ SB

(
x̃+ t

)]
mod2 =

{
t⊕ δ

(
x, t

)
⇐⇒ Alice and Bob win the CHSH game,

0 otherwise,
,

where δ :
[
n
]
×
{
0, 1

}
−→

{
0, 1

}
, and,

∑
n,t∈N

δ
(
n, t

)
=

(
n+ 1

)
mod2,

∑
n,t∈N

δ
(
n, t

)
= 0 mod2.

Definition 18 (value of the CHSH game after three applications of the parallel repeti-
tion operation). Under three rounds of the ordinary parallel repetition operation, the
Quantum value, ωq, of the CHSH game equals,

ωq
(
CHSH

)⊗3
= ωq

(
CHSH3

)
=

31

64
.

Definition 19 (consistent regions). A region, R ⊆
[
n
]d
, is said to be consistent, with

respect to Alice’s strategy SA, if,

SA
(
x
)
− SA

(
x′
)
=

(
x− x̃′

)
mod2.

Definition 20 (the value of the Odd-Cycle game as a summation over consistent
regions). Given consistent regions defined in the previous Definition above, one can
express the optimal value as,
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ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)
=

1

nd2d

∑
y∈[n]d

∣∣Ry∣∣.
We provide several expressions for the optimal value of the Odd-Cycle game as a
function of the number of players, n.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 5, [1], the lower bound for parallel repetition of the optimal
value). The optimal value of Alice’s strategy under two applications of the parallel
operation, v

(
S2

)
, is equal to 1− 3

4n .

Theorem 2 (Theorem 6, [1], the matching upper bound for parallel repetition of
the optimal value). The optimal value under applications of the parallel repetition
operation, given n participants, v

(
G2
n

)
, is equal to 1− 3

4n .

Theorem 3 (Theorem, [1], rate of decay for parallel repetition of the optimal value).
Fix d ≤ n2logn. One has that parallel repetition of the quantum Odd-Cycle optimal
value,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)
,

satisfies,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)
≥ 1− Ω

[ √
d

n
√
logd

]
.

Instances of the Gap Commitment Problem (GCP) discussed in [] are also of great
related interest to explore. Intuitively, such problem instances are related to optimal
strategies that Alice and Bob can employ for the Odd-Cycle game. Alice and Bob,
depending upon the total number of vertices that are colored, can increase their win-
ning probabilities with the following protocol. That is, for d > 0 rounds of playing the
Odd-Cycle game, denote

{
qA

}
1≤A≤d and

{
qB

}
1≤B≤d as the supporting sets of Alice

and Bob, respectively. To determine whether an approximation of the form,

v
(
Gdn

)
≈ 1− Ω

(
1
)
,

holds for parallel repetition of the optimal value, it suffices to make use of the following
quantities:

Definition 21 (the gap overlap between Alice and Bob’s supporting sets). Introduce,
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Overlap

[{
qA

}
i
,
{
qB

}
i

]
= #

{
positions, or collections of positions, for which Alice and Bob’s

supporting sets differ
}
,

corresponding to the overlap between the supporting sets of the two players.

Definition 22 (quantification of the magnitude of each gap size). Introduce,

G ≡
⋃
gaps

{
gaps : gaps determined by the output of the Overlap function Overlap

[{
qA

}
i
,
{
qB

}
i

]}
,

corresponding to the gap between the supporting sets of the two players. The car-
dinality of each such G is given by the l-1 norm, corresponding to the absolute
value.

Albeit the fact that there can exist gaps of positive length between Alice and Bob’s
supporting sets, each player can pick the largest such gap to then decrease the number
of disagreeing elements in each supporting set. As a result, for some strictly positive
ϵ taken to be sufficiently small, they can win the Odd-Cycle game with probability,

ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)
≈ 1− ϵ.

Topologically, one can also characterize the winning probability of the game as an
integral over the set of all odd blockers. For this expression, introduce the additional
objects:

It is convenient to take the following set as example of a consistent region over the set
of all possible questions that Bob can answer.

Definition 23 (consistent regions from Bob’s question set drawn uniformly at random
from the referee’s probability distribution). Introduce,

Qy ≡
{
ỹ − t

∣∣t ∈ {
0, 1

}d}
,

corresponding to the consistent set of questions that Bob answers in the Odd-Cycle
game.

Definition 24 (geodesic paths, and closed paths). Denote Γ as the geodesic path,
namely the shortest path in n× T d connecting the two points xi and xi+1 in a cycle.
Straightforwardly, one can obtained such a path through a closed curve of the form,

Closed paths ≡
⋃

Γ⊆n×Td

Γ,
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through a union over each such Γ.

Definition 25 (pearls that are ordinary, and pearls that are consistent, over the two-
dimensional torus). An ordinary pearl, ie a collection,

ρ ≡
{
Ry

∣∣y ∈
[
n
]d}

,

which satisfies,

Ry ⊆ Qy, ∀y ∈
[
n
]d
.

With respect to Alice’s strategy, SA, a consistent pearl, besides satisfying the above
construction, also satisfies,

Consistent pearls ≡
⋃
y

{
pearls: regions Ry strictly contained within the pearl are consistent

}
.

Definition 26 (the diamond norm). Fix a vector A ≡
[
a1, · · · , an

]
, and

{
± 1

}
uniformly distributed random variables χ. For each iteration of parallel repetition in
the Odd-Cycle game, draw uniformly at random some χi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Introduce,

∣∣A∣∣
Diamond

≡ E

[∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i≤d

aiχi

∣∣∣∣] (Triangle inequality)

≤ E

[ ∑
1≤i≤d

∣∣aiχi∣∣],
corresponding to the diamond norm, where,

E
[
·
]
≡ Expectation with respect to the probability measure PG

[
·
]
.

Lemma (Lemma 6, [1], the l-2 norm, up to suitable constants, tightly bounds the
diamond norm). One has that,

∣∣A∣∣
2√
2

≤
∣∣A∣∣

Diamond
≤

∣∣A∣∣
2
.

Definition 27 (the set of odd blockers). Introduce,

B ≡
{
Blocker : Blocker has odd length, and all vertices contained within the Blocker have
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vanishing homotopy
}
,

corresponding to the set of all odd blockers.

Theorem (Theorem 3, [1], the winning probability of the Odd-Cycle game admits an
integral representation over the set of odd blockers). Fix strictly positive n for which,

[
n× B

]
∩
[
n
]d

= ∅,

ϵ, nϵ sufficiently small. For n ≥ nϵ, one has that,

ωq
(
Pearls of the n length Odd Blocker B

)
≥ 1− 1 + ϵ

n

∫ ∫
B

∣∣dB
∣∣
Diamond

.

The above winning probability associated with the pearl of an odd blocker can be
used for constructing closely related objects that satisfying the following, []:

• Definition of a measure over the winning prob abilities associated with Alice’s
strategy. Define the measure,

λ
(
S
)
≡ lim
n−→+∞

n

[
1− 1

2dnd

∑
y∈[n]d

∣∣Ry∣∣].
• Additivity. One has that a decomposition of the below form, corresponding to the
measure over S,

λ
(
S
)
=

∑
1≤i≤m

λ
(
Si
)
≡

∑
1≤i≤m

{
λ over each Si

}
,

holds, corresponding to additivity of the measures over each Si, for all i.
• Decomposition of the measure over each Si in terms of the diamond norm). Write
S =

[
s1, · · · , sd

]
, and recall the definition of random variables χ in Definition 12.

Introduce the decomposition,

λ
(
S
)
≡ 1

2
E

[∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i≤d

siχi

∣∣∣∣] (Triangle inequality)

≤ 1

2
E

[ ∑
1≤i≤d

∣∣siχi∣∣],
from the diamond norm, where,

E
[
·
]
≡ Expectation with respect to the probability measure PG

[
·
]
.
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Lastly, one can characterize cycles with odd length, through the following property.

Definition 28 (topological non-triviality, and topological oddity). For n odd and a

cycle C ≡ x0, · · · , xk ∈
[
n
]d
, with xk ≡ x0,

The cycle is topologically non-trivial ⇐⇒
∑

1≤i≤k−1

[
˜xi+1 − xi

]
̸= 0,

The cycle is topologically odd ⇐⇒
∑

1≤i≤k−1

[
˜xi+1 − xi

]
̸= 0 mod2.

2.2 Extracting topological characteristics of pearls, odd
blockers, and the winning probability under SA

Denote,

PG

[
·
]
,

corresponding to the probability measure whose support is over graphs G whose edges
block odd cycles. Equipped with the objects provided in the previous subsection, prob-
abilistically we reformulate arguments provided in [] for v

(
G2
n

)
through the following

quantities:

• Initialization. Define an empty cycle C0 ≡ ∅, along with a torical graph, G (namely,
a graph whose edges block all odd cycles), and an orientation of Γ.

• Increasing the number of points in the cycle. Over G, the number of points in each
cycle, given the initialization provided in the previous item above, can be obtained
by constructing a sequence of cycles,

{
Ci
}
1≤i≤N ,

for some strictly positive N , whose cardinalities satisfy,

N ≡
∣∣CN ∣∣ > N − 1 ≡

∣∣CN−1

∣∣ ≡ ∣∣CN ∣∣− 1 > · · · > 0 ≡
∣∣C∅

∣∣ ≡ ∣∣C1

∣∣− 1.

• Increasing the number of points in a cycle within consistent regions. Given previous
definitions of consistent regions, in addition to consistent pearls, one is able to
increase the length of the cycle iff, with respect to SA,

PG

[
∀consistent Qy, ∃x∗ ∈ QCy ∩G : L∞

{
x∗, QCy

}
≡ min
z∈QC

y ∩G
L∞

{
z,Qy

}]
> 0,
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for the L-∞ norm, L∞
{
·, ·
}
.

• Determining whether the newly added point to the cycle is consistent. Necessarily,

PG

[
∀1 ≤ i ≤ N,∃x∗ ∈ QCy ∩G :

{
x0, · · · , xi, x∗ is a cycle Ci ∪

{
x∗

}}
,

{{
Ci ∪

{
x∗

}
⊆ Qy

}]
> 0,

corresponding to the observation that, with strictly positive probability, the newly
added point in the cycle is consistent with all of the previously added points of the
cycle.

• Topological evenness. The aforementioned procedure for adding new points to the
cycle implies,

PG

[
The cycle, with the point x∗added, is topologically even

]
= 1.

• Vanishing homotopy. Besides the topological property of the cycle asserted in the
previous item, one also has that,

PG

[
The cycle Γ, with a prescribed clockwise, or counterclockwise, orientation around

the two-dimensional torus, has homotopy zero
]
= 1.

• The isoperimetric inequality between n and the winning probability under Alice’s
strategy. Concluding, one has that,

PG

[
∀SA, ∃n > 0 : 1.5n ≤ 2n2

[
1− v

(
SA

)]]
= 1.

For the purposes of the upcoming arguments, given the fact that d ≡ 2, we do not
make use of the above isoperimetric inequality which is used for large d. It could very
well be of interest in the future to determine how generalizations of such inequalities
could be put to use.

3 Arguments for the Main results

3.1 Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. To demonstrate that the event provided in the statement of the
result occurs whp, it suffices to construct the sequence,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ

′
1 > 0

}}
: ϵ

′
1 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)
<

1

ϵ′1

}
ϵ′1≤ϵ1

,
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of events corresponding to E ′
1 ≡

⋃
ϵ′1∈R:ϵ′1≤ϵ1

E ′
1

(
ϵ′1
)
, and hence the sequence,

{
PG

[
E ′
1

]}
ϵ′1≤ϵ1

,

of probabilities, each of which has strictly positive mass with respect to PG

[
·
]
. That

is, one expects the existence of a threshold, Θ, for which,

{
PG

[
E′
1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

PG

[
E1

] =

{
PG

[
E′
1

]
PG

[
E1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

≈ 1 ⇐⇒ Θ1 < Θ,{
PG

[
E′
1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

PG

[
E1

] =

{
PG

[
E′
1

]
PG

[
E1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

≈ 1 + o
(
Θ11{Θ1:Θ1>Θ}

)
≈ 1 ⇐⇒ Θ1 > Θ, o

(
Θ11{Θ1:Θ1>Θ}

)
−→ 0

as n −→ +∞.

To lighten the notation appearing in the forthcoming computations, denote,

R ≡
sup

{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd− Cycle

) .

Furthermore, to argue for the existence of a collection of parameters,

⋃
vertices n: nbelongs to a topologically nontrivial odd-cycle

{
ϵmin ≡ ϵmin

(
V
(
T2

)
, n

))
: ϵmin ≤ ϵ1

}
so that,

{
PG

[
E ′
1

]}
ϵmin≤ϵ1

−→ PG

[
E1
]
,

it suffices to argue, by direct computation, that events of the form,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ1 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)
<

1

ϵ1

}
,

implies that one can perform the following computation for,

{
PG

[
E ′
1

(
ϵ′1
)]

PG

[
E1
] }

ϵ′1≤Θ1

≡
{
PG

[
E ′
1

]
PG

[
E1
]}

ϵ′1≤Θ1

,

can be obtained with the following arguments. First, observe,
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{PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ′1 > 0

}}
: ϵ′1 <

sup
{
ωq(Odd−Cycle)

}
ωq(Odd−Cycle)

∣∣∣∣
contraction

< 1
ϵ′1

]

PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ1 <

sup
{
ωq(Odd−Cycle)

}
ωq(Odd−Cycle)

∣∣∣∣
contraction

< 1
ϵ1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

≈
{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

ϵ′1
ϵ1

> 0
}}

:
ϵ′1
ϵ1

<
sup

{
ωq(Odd− Cycle)

}
ωq(Odd− Cycle)

∣∣∣∣
contraction

<
ϵ1
ϵ′1

]}
ϵ′1≤Θ1

.

(P)

Proceeding, further rearrangement of the above probabilities imply,

(P) < PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R <

Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]

< sup
Θ1:1>

Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R

<
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

≈ sup
Θ1:1>

Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R

≤ Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

= sup
Θ1:1>

Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R

<
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]
+PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
: R

=
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}
.

(P∗)

To upper bound the supremum over Θ1 of the two above probabilities, observe,

(P∗) < sup
Θ1:1>

Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R
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<
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]
+PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
: R =

Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]
+ Probability 3

}
,

where,

Probability 3 ≡ PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
: Ris strictly larger

than
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

]
Hence,

(P∗
) < sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R <
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]

+PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

: R =
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

+PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R

]}

≈ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R <
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

+ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

: R =
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

+ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R

]}

≈ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R <
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

+3 sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
1 − PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

: R =
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

+ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1

< R

]}

≈ 1 + 3

[
1 −

1

ϵ

]
+ sup

Θ1:1>
Θ1−1
Θ1

>0

{
PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1

> 0
}}

: R

=
Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]}

≈ 1 + 3

[
1 −

1

ϵ

]
+

1

ϵ

≈ 1,

for ϵ taken sufficiently large, under the assumption that,

{
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R <

Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]
+PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
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,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
: R =

Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]
+PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R

]}
×PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 >

Θ1 − 1

Θ1
> 0

}}
:
Θ1 − 1

Θ1
< R <

Θ1

Θ1 − 1

]−1

> 1,

from which we conclude the argument.

3.2 Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem 2. To argue that,

PG

[
E2
]
≈ 1,

where E2 is the event,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2

<
1

ϵ2

}
,

directly apply the arguments from the previous result above, with,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2

<
1

ϵ2

}
ϵ2≤Θ2

,

and with,

{
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd − Cycle

)⊗2

≤
1

ϵ2

}
ϵ2≤Θ2

,

from which we conclude the argument.

3.3 Proposition

Proof of Proposition. To argue that,

PG
[
E2

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]
≲ 1,

implies,
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PG
[
E2

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]
≤ F1F2F

−1
3 F4F5F

−1
6 ,

from the prefactors F , observe, by direct computation,

PG
[
E2

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]

=

PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup
{
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2}
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
contraction

< 1
ϵ2

]

PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]

≈

PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
Tcontraction

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
: ϵ2 <

sup
{
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2}
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
contraction

< 1
ϵ2

]

∏
1≤i≤4

PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(i)

}
occurs

]

∝ #

{
tensor :

{
the image of tensor belongs to the image of Tcontraction

}
,
{
the preimage oif tensor belongs to the preimage of Tcontraction

}
,
{
the tensor has support over V

(
G
)
∩ V

(
tube

)}
,
{
the tensor has support over V

(
T
2)

∩ V
(
tube

)}}
.

The number of tensors satisfying the conditions provided in the constant of propor-
tionality in the last step above can approximately factored into the desired product
of each factor, from which we conclude the argument.

3.4 Theorem 3

Proof of Theorem 3. To argue that,

PG
[
E3

]
PG

[
∀G,∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}}
:
{
(1)

}
,
{
(2)

}
,
{
(3)

}
,
{
(4)

}
simultaneously occur

]
≈ 1,

holds, observe that the above ratio of probabilities is straightforwardly related to

PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}
,
{
1 > ϵ1 > 0

}}
:

{
#

[
V
(
tube

)
V
(
G
) ]

≲
1

2
nd

}
,

{
#

[
V
(
tube

)
V
(
section

)]} ≲
1

2
nd

}
,#

{
v ∈ V

(
tube

)
∩ V

(
G
)
: span

{
v
}
≲ nd

}
,#

{
tensor : tensor is a strategy

that Alice and Bob can use so that the winning probability satisfies, ϵ1
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<

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd− Cycle

) <
1

ϵ1

}]

≈ PG

[
∀G, ∃

{{
foam

}
,
{
tube

}
,
{
section

}
,
{
m > 0

}
,
{
d ≡ 2

}
,
{
1 > ϵ2 ̸= ϵ1 > 0

}}
:

{{
#

[
V
(
tube

)
V
(
G
) ]

×#

[
V
(
tube

)
V
(
section

)]} ≲ nd
}
,#

{
v ∈ V

(
tube

)
∩ V

(
G
)
: span

{
v
}

≲ nd
}
,#

{
tensor : tensor is a strategy that Alice and Bob can use so that the winning

probability satisfies, ϵ1

<

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd− Cycle

) <
1

ϵ1
,

#

{
tensor : under one

round of parallel repetition, the tensor is a strategy that Alice and Bob can use so

that the winning probability satisfies, ϵ2

<

sup

{
ωq

(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

− ωq
(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2
∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd− Cycle

)⊗2 <
1

ϵ2

}}]
.

As V
(
tube

)
−→ V

(
G
)
,

V
(
tube

)
V
(
G
) ×

V
(
tube

)
V
(
section

) ≈ 1,

from which we conclude the argument.

4 Conclusion

In this paper we argued that a problem for approximating the surface area of
foam, which is related to similar problems considered in computational geometry,
can also be characterized in the context of parallel repetition. In previous works of
the author, parallel repetition were related to Alice and Bob approximately obtain-
ing the maximum winning probability. As a result of the correspondence between
Odd Cycle elimination, and foam, problems, straightfowardly one can formulate each
probabilities depending upon the unmarked giant connected component, G. From
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previous work in the literature, it has been assumed that properties G have helped
past researchers establish conditions oo the typical number of connected compo-
nents, and hence the total mass, of G, over tubes of T2. For the purposes of this
effort, it is interesting to further examine G and its interactions with the optimal
value. First, to quantify how the optimal value of the Odd-Cycle game is impacted
by tensors that are removed in the contraction mapping which corresponds to the
removal of cycles, we determine whether there exists a suitable constant that can

be used to bound

sup
{
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

−ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd−Cycle

)
from above, and from below. Second, to quantify how the optimal value of the
Odd-Cycle game is impacted under one application of ordinary parallel repetition,
we determine whether there exists a suitable constant that can be used to bound

sup
{
ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2

∣∣∣∣
tensors in Tcontraction

−ωq

(
Odd−Cycle

)⊗2

∣∣∣∣
tensors in T −1

contraction

}
ωc

(
Odd−Cycle

) from above, and

from below. From the correspondence mentioned which relates Cycle elimination,
Odd-Cycle elimination, and Foam problems to each other, one can straightfor-
wardly establish connections between error inequalities for the Odd-Cycle game with
computational problems associated with maximizing the surface area of foams.
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