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Abstract

The Unique Games Conjecture (UGC) constitutes a highly dynamic subarea within computational
complexity theory, intricately linked to the outstanding P versus NP problem. Despite multiple insightful
results in the past few years, a proof for the conjecture remains elusive. In this work, we construct a
novel dynamical systems-based approach for studying unique games and, more generally, the field of
computational complexity. We propose a family of dynamical systems whose equilibria correspond to
solutions of unique games and prove that unsatisfiable instances lead to ergodic dynamics. Moreover,
as the instance hardness increases, the weight of the invariant measure in the vicinity of the optimal
assignments scales polynomially, sub-exponentially, or exponentially depending on the value gap. We
numerically reproduce a previously hypothesized hardness plot associated with the UGC. Our results
indicate that the UGC is likely true, subject to our proposed conjectures that link dynamical systems
theory with computational complexity.

1 Introduction

The intersection of optimization theory and dynamical systems is rapidly emerging as a fertile area of
research [29]. For instance, new insights related to the convergence of accelerated gradient methods
were recently obtained by considering the continuous limits of these optimization schemes and the re-
sulting dynamical systems [33, 37]. Dynamical systems have been also used to construct state-of-the-art
algorithms for graph clustering [30, 28, 39] by embedding graph structures into continuous spaces [4].
Flows on manifolds have been related to optimization problems such as least squares [5],the traveling
salesman problem [31], graph matching [38], and linear programming [6]. However, for the most part,
the number of known connections between dynamical systems and optimization theories remain limited
and anecdotal.

Previously, novel connections between dynamical systems theory and the iconic K-SAT problem have
been identified [11, 12]. In particular, the authors constructed a dynamical system such that the equilibria
of the system of equations correspond to solutions of the K-SAT instance. They numerically observed
that the transition from satisfiable (sat) to unsatisfiable (unsat) K-SAT instances corresponds to the
emergence of transient chaos.

In this work, our goal is to make fundamental connections between the theories of dynamical systems
and computational complexity. In particular, we start with the unique games conjecture (UGC) that
was originally posed to study the hardness of approximation of NP-hard problems. Generalizing [11],
we embed instances of unique games into corresponding dynamical systems, such that, their solutions
form a one-to-one map to stable equilibria of the resultant dynamical system. Moreover, the dynamical
systems have no attractors that can trap trajectories. For unsatisfiable instances, the resulting dynamical
systems are proven to be ergodic [10]. Here, ergodicity refers to the property of the dynamical system
such that time–and space–averages converge to the same distribution (invariant measure) [10, 19]. Just
as in [11], our dynamical systems are chaotic, however, the corresponding Lyapunov exponents can be
made arbitrarily small (by picking higher values of exponents, see Figure 7 in Appendix B). We present a
family of unsat instances for the K-SAT problem whose unsatisfiability is computable in polynomial time
and yet gives rise to chaotic dynamics, demonstrating that chaos cannot be an appropriate indicator for
hardness. These results run contrary to previous results and assertions [11, 12].
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Instead, we show that ergodicity provides a more appropriate “score” of problem hardness. Specif-
ically, the weight of the ergodic invariant measure in the vicinity of the optimal assignments decreases
polynomially, sub-exponentially, or exponentially as a function of the “gap” as hypothesized in [3]. Our
work indicates that the UGC is likely true. We propose conjectures that connect the two seemingly
disparate areas of UGC and dynamical systems research.

Our paper is organized as follows, we start by constructing a new mapping from any unique game
to a corresponding K-SAT instance. We then generalize [11] to a family of dynamical systems that can
used to study the UGC. We analyze and present key properties of the resulting dynamical system and
prove the emergence of ergodicity in unsat instances. We numerically show that as the unsat instances
become “harder” (gap is decreased), the decay rate of the fraction of time the dynamical system spends
in the vicinity of optimal assignments, transitions from polynomial scaling to sub-exponential and then
to exponential, consistent with the UGC. Our computed scalings, in parameter space, match a previously
hypothesized plot [3]. Based on our results, we end the paper with three conjectures that connect the
areas of dynamical systems theory and computational complexity.

2 The Unique Games Conjecture (UGC)

The UGC was formulated by Khot [20] in 2002 in an effort to shed light on the hardness of approximation
of NP-hard problems such as label cover and mod-2 linear equations. The investigation of the conjecture
and its implications has rapidly become one of the most active subareas of research in complexity theory,
see [8, 36, 1, 27] and references therein. Over the years, deep and surprising connections have been found
between the conjecture and various problems. For example, if the conjecture [20] is true, it implies that
the Goemans–Williamson algorithm for the MAX-CUT problem is optimal [21]. Similar approximation
bounds have been found for the vertex cover [23], betweenness [7], and Max 2-SAT [21] problems. The
UGC is also germane to the settings of voting systems [17], discrete Fourier transform [24], geometry [24],
and surface areas computations of foam [13] to name a few.

The conjecture can be stated in terms of a system of linear equations of two variables on Zk (set of
integers mod k), where the l-th equation is defined as follows [20, 22, 36],

xi = xj + bl mod k. (1)

Here, xi, xj , and bl all take integer values in the range [0, k − 1]. Given predefined values for b, the
goal is to find values for x = {x1,x2, . . . ,xn}, such that, the number of satisfied equations in Eqn. 1
are maximized. If there exists an assignment for x such that all equations are satisfied, the instance is
deemed satisfiable (sat). Conversely, if only a fraction of the equations can be satisfied, the instance is
deemed unsatisfiable (unsat). In the following, we will refer to the above system of equations as 2-Lin-k.
The unique games conjecture is posed in terms of the unsat instances as follows,

Unique games conjecture (Khot 2002). For every 0 < ϵ < 1
2
, given an instance of linear equations

defined on Zk (as shown in Eqn. 1), in which a 1 − ϵ fraction of equations can be satisfied, then there
exists a value of k such that no polynomial time algorithm can find a solution that satisfies at least an ϵ
fraction of equations.

The conjecture is striking, since it claims that, in general, for instances of system (1) for which 1− ϵ
equations are satisfiable, no polynomial time algorithm can guarantee satisfying an ϵ fraction of them.
We note that there is an alternative (equivalent) form of the conjecture that is posed using promise
problems [15]. To analyze the conjecture using the lens of dynamical systems theory, we now construct
dynamical systems such that their attractors correspond to solutions of instances of linear equations
defined over Zk. We build these dynamical systems by embedding the linear equation instances into
variable size SAT problems as described below.

2.1 Equivalent SAT problem construction

Satisfiability problems are defined using Boolean variables and logical operations (we denote the or and
and operators by ∨ and ∧ respectively) [9]. We focus on the standard conjunctive normal form (CNF)
formulae which are conjunctions of clauses and the clauses are, in turn, disjunctions of variables.

Now consider a system of neq linear equations defined over Zk (in Eqn. 1), where the dimension of x
is nx. We map each xi variable to a set of k spin variables (that are equivalent to Boolean variables),
Sxi = {sk(i−1), sk(i−1)+1, sk(i−1)+2, . . . , sk(i−1)+k−1}, where sl ∈ {−1, 1}. Here, sl = 1 corresponds to a
true values and, conversely, sl = −1 corresponds to false values [20]. Note that, although, the mapping
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from 2-Lin-k equations to 2-SAT in [20] gives rise to SAT instances of smaller size, it results in stiffer
dynamical systems, making computations challenging.

Since xi can only take one value, only one element of Sxi can be assigned a value of 1 (true). The
rest of the elements must all be −1 (false). To impose the above constraint, we include the following
set of clauses for each xi,

(sk(i−1) ∨ sk(i−1)+1 . . . ∨ ski−1)∧
(∧q1<q2(¬sk(i−1)+q1 ∧ ¬sk(i−1)+q2)), (2)

where the variables in the above formula correspond to their equivalent Boolean assignments ({0, 1}
values) and ¬ denotes the not operation. Since each xi maps to k variables sk(i−1)+j , where 0 ≤ j ≤ k−1,

this gives rise to Mv = 1 + k(k−1)
2

clauses.
The 2-Lin-k system of equations (Eqn. 1) are bijective mappings [36] and each equation corresponds

to the following disjunctive normal form (DNF) formula,

((sk(i−1) ∧ sk(j−1)+bl mod k) ∨ (sk(i−1)+1 ∧ sk(j−1)+bl+1mod k) . . .

. . . ∨ (ski−1 ∧ sk(j−1)+bl+k−1mod k)), (3)

which can be converted to a CNF form that preserves satisfiability. A näıve conversion from DNF to
CNF can cause an exponential increase in the number of clauses. However, we use the transformation
outlined in [18] that results in a linear increase in the number of clauses at the cost of introducing new
variables z. We note that, for every equation in Eqn. 1, the final number of clauses in the CNF formula
is 1 + 2k at the cost of introducing k additional variables. For further details regarding the introduction
of the variables and the resulting CNF formulae, we refer the reader to Appendix A.

One can verify that the total number of resulting variables and clauses are N = (nx + neq)k and

M = nx
k(k−1)

2
+ neq(1 + 2k), respectively. An interesting aspect of the resulting SAT instance is that

the term (sk(i−1) ∨ sk(i−1)+1 ∨ ...∨ ski−1) in Eqn. 2 is redundant with Eqn. 8 in Appendix A and can be
ignored [20].

3 Dynamical Systems for the UGC

For SAT equations, we concatenate all the variables into one state vector v = [x, z] (where z are the
additional variables introduced during the DNF to CNF conversion outlined previously). Now, let sp =
[−1, 1], i.e., sp can take real values between −1 and 1. Generalizing the dynamical system for satisfiability
problems constructed in [11], one can define cmp and Km as follows,

cmp =


−1, if sp appears in negated form in m-th clause,

1, if sp appears in direct form in m-th clause,

0, otherwise,

Km(s) = 2−k
N∏

p=1

(1− cmpsp) ∀m = 1, 2, . . . ,M.

Note that Km(s) = 0, if and only if the m-th clause is satisfied, i.e., cmpsp = 1 for at least one
variable that appears in clause m. Following the steps in [11], we define an energy function of the form
V(s,a) =

∑M
m=1 amKm(s)2, such that, V(s∗,a) = 0 only at solutions s∗ of the satisfiability problem (and

consequently the 2-Lin-k system). The auxiliary variables am ∈ (0,∞), prevent non-solution attractors
from trapping the search dynamics, and can be viewed as a form of Lagrange multipliers (see [11] for
more information). We now generalize the system to,

dsl
dt

= −(∇sV(s,a)),

=

M∑
m=1

2amcmlKml(s)Km(s) ∀l = 1, 2, . . . , N,

dam

dt
= am(Km)α ∀m = 1, 2, . . . ,M, (4)
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Figure 1: Example trajectories evolving on C = [−1, 1]N for a simple UNSAT instance of the 2-Lin-k system
of equation.

where,

Kml(s) = 2−k
N∏

p=1
p ̸=l

(1− cmpsp).

Note that the dynamical system in [11], corresponds to α = 1 in the above system of equations. In [11],
the authors find that as the constraint density of the K-SAT problem increases, the trajectories of the
dynamical system display transient chaos with fractal basin boundaries [11, 12]. The authors determine
the existence of transient chaos by demonstrating the emergence of positive values for finite size Lyapunov
exponents (FSLE) [2, 32] in certain parameter regimes. In this work, we will use the same numerical
indicator for chaos with the caveat that, typically, other criteria are required to elucidate the route to
chaos [16]. Moreover, the authors claim that the emergence of chaos corresponds to the well known phase
transitions in the K-SAT problem [11, 25]. However, we note that any problem instance that is unsatisfi-
able, will map to a chaotic dynamical system (see Thm. 3 in Appendix B). One can, therefore, construct
examples that refute the proposed correspondence between NP-hardness and chaos. For example, any
3-SAT instance that contains the following clause structure (yi1∨yi2∨yi3)∧(yi1∨yi2∨¬yi3)∧(yi1∨¬yi2∨
yi3)∧ (¬yi1 ∨yi2 ∨yi3)∧ (yi1 ∨¬yi2 ∨¬yi3)∧ (¬yi1 ∨yi2 ∨¬yi3)∧ (¬yi1 ∨¬yi2 ∨yi3)∧ (¬yi1 ∨¬yi2 ∨¬yi3)
must be unsat and result in chaotic dynamical systems (as shown in Thm. 3). For any Boolean formula,
one can search for this structure in polynomial time. Thus, we assert that the transient chaos is not an
appropriate marker for the hardness of an instance. We also note that this structure can trivially be
generalized to the K-SAT setting.

By introducing the exponent α, in Eqns. 4, we can significantly change the magnitude of the FSLE
without modifying the underlying hardness of the instance (see remark 2and associated Figure 7 in Ap-
pendix B). Our modified dynamics preserves the desirable properties such as (a) spurious attractors that
do not correspond to solutions of the SAT problem are absent, (b) solutions of the K-SAT correspond to
stable equilibria of the corresponding dynamical system, and (c) the values of sl remain bounded within
C = [−1, 1]N . Example trajectories are shown in Fig. 1 (for more details see [11]). Thus, given the
equivalence between instances of the 2-Lin-k system of equations (Eqn. 1) and the corresponding K-SAT
(Eqn. 2), important connections for solutions of Eqn. 1 can be drawn using properties of the dynamical
systems such as equilibria, stability, etc.

In the following, we show that for unsatisfiable instances of the UGC, the underlying dynamical system
becomes ergodic, and the associated invariant measure [19] is a fundamental quantity that captures the
hardness. For example, as the size of the instance grows, the weight of the invariant measure in the
proximity of the optimal solution decreases exponentially for NP-hard problems and polynomially for
tractable ones. This scaling property is found to depend on the alphabet size, the primary parameter that
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Figure 2: Given any unsat instance of Eqn. 1, any trajectory starting inside an arbitrary domain D ⊆ C will
eventually escape it.

changes the underlying hardness. We start by proving that unsatisfiable instances of 2-Lin-k equations
give rise to dynamics with sensitive dependence to initial conditions due to amplification of perturbations
by the auxiliary variables. We then prove that these unsatisfiable instances of 2-Lin-k equations must
result in ergodic dynamics and numerically show that the scaling of the invariant measure is consistent
with the unique games conjecture and accurately captures the various hardness regimes [1, 1].

Note that in [11], the authors hypothesize that the emergence of chaos with increasing clause density is
due to homoclinic and heteroclinic intersections [16]. However, we now show that the sensitive dependence
to initial conditions (manifested by positive FSLE) occurs in all unsat instances of the K-SAT problem
due to the dynamics of the auxiliary variables and their exponential growth dynamics.

Theorem 1. All unsatisfiable (unsat) instances of the K-SAT and 2-Lin-k equations result in dynamical
systems (described by Eqn. 4) that display sensitive dependence to initial conditions. This is a result of
the exponential growth dynamics of the auxiliary variables that amplifies any initial perturbations in the
values of the spin variables.

Proof. See Appendix B for a proof of the above theorem.

Theorem 2. All unsatisfiable instances of 2-Lin-k system of equations (described by Eqn. 1) result in
ergodic dynamical systems. The emergence of ergodicity is a consequence of the special property of the
dynamical system such that no trajectory can remain indefinitely constrained within any closed subset of
C.

Proof. The core of our argument rests on the fact that a trajectory will eventually escape any arbitrary
closed domain D (see Fig. 2) within C [11]. As demonstrated in [11], a domain D that contains a
non-solution fixed point cannot capture the dynamics of a trajectory for any formula. Note that any
unsatisfied clause leads to an exponential growth of the corresponding am coefficient and has the following
form,

dsl
dt

=

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmlKmlKme
∫ t
0 Kmdt (5)

Thus, if a trajectory remains bounded in D, some constraints will remain unsatisfied (by virtue of not
containing solutions), leading to exponential growth of the am values. Even if the exponentials cancel
exactly, any small computational perturbation (from round-off or numerical errors), will blow up, leading
the trajectory to escape from D. For more details see [11]. Now consider an infinitesimal ball BP around
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Figure 3: Method for generating instances of the unique games with user prescribed number of equations.
Nodes are variables in the 2-Lin-k system, and lines denote the equations that relate one variable to another.
Every solid line corresponds to a satisfiable equation, whereas, every dotted line corresponds to an unsatis-
fiable equation. Note that one can force the “unsat” equation to be satisfied, at the expense of converting
another “sat” equation to “unsat”.

any point P ∈ C. Then, as shown, a trajectory from any initial condition must exit C \ BP (enter BP).
Using the same argument, trajectory must also eventually exit BP . Thus, the trajectory must enter
the neighborhood of all points in C an infinite number of times. The invariant measure is given by,
µ(BP) = F(BP), where F(BP) is the fraction of time the trajectory spends in BP (time average). The
dynamical system is consequently ergodic with an invariant measure µ.

Remark 1. Combining the implications of the two above theorems (positive Lyapunov exponents and
ergodicity), we note that the dynamical system is in fact a K-system [14, 19].

It is interesting to note that if the invariant measure places fundamental limitations on the best
possible algorithm for solving 2-Lin-k systems, it also places computational limits on simulations of
physical systems, i.e., the ability to efficiently compute solutions to ergodic systems with increasing
dimensionality and stiffness would imply that the UGC is not true.

4 Results

4.1 Generating UGC instances

For computational tests, we now describe our technique for constructing instances of 2-Lin-k equations
with a user-prescribed fraction of satisfiable equations. As depicted in Fig. 3, our approach can be
visualized using an n-sided polygon whose vertices or nodes denote the variables in the 2-Lin-k system
and the lines that connect the nodes depict the equations that relate one variable to another (of the
form Eqn. 1). We start by constructing the equations that relate xi to xi+1 and x1 to xn. It is
straightforward to check that out of these n equations, n − 1 must always be satisfied. We then start
adding the equations that correspond to ‘diagonals’ of the polygon. One can pick values for bl such that
the additional equations either add to the sat or unsat lists, thereby, providing the user the ability to
construct a UGC instance with a predefined value for ϵ. Note here, for any specific equation, one can
find an assignment to satisfy it. However, it will lead to the constraint violation of another equation on
the list, leading to net zero gain in the value of ϵ.

4.2 Computational results

To analyze the unique games conjecture using the dynamical system above, we generate random instances
of 2-Lin-k equations and vary the alphabet k and system size given by nx. For prescribed values of nx and
k, we generate instances such that the maximum number of satisfiable equations (given by 1−ϵ) is known
a priori. We then generate the corresponding dynamical system and integrate it numerically starting
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from a random initial condition. Note that since these instances are unsatisfiable, the corresponding
trajectories are ergodic in C.

For 2-Lin-k instances generated using our approach, since we a priori know 1 − ϵ, we compute the
percentage of time the trajectories spend in the vicinity of assignments that satisfy at least any δ fraction
of the equations, and study the impact of varying k. In Fig. 4, we present the computational scaling of
the time spent by the trajectories in the “vicinity” of δ equations satisfied, denoted by Y(δ), as a function
of k. Here, we consider the vicinity of a particular assignment to be the L1-ball of radius 0.1 around it.
In other words, if a trajectory enters this ball, we assume it is spending time satisfying the associated δ
fraction of equations.

5 10 15 20 25 30

101

102

Size of the integer field (k)

Y
(δ
)

δ = 0.56
δ = 0.52
δ = 0.48
δ = 0.44
δ = 0.4
δ = 0.36
δ = 0.32
δ = 0.24
δ = 0.16

Figure 4: Percentage of time spent by trajectories in the vicinity of assignments that satisfy at least δ fraction
of equations versus the alphabet size k for an instance with ϵ = 0.4. Note that the decay rate captures the
hardness of the problem and the transition in scaling the assertion of the unique games conjecture.

Our numerically computed scaling is found to be consistent with the unique games conjecture as a
function of k and the gap between 1− ϵ and δ. In particular, we find that as the size of the integer field
k is increased, the curves transition from a polynomial/subexponential scaling (in green and yellow) to
exponential scaling (in red). Recall that if the UGC is true, as k increases, it should become harder to
separate cases where the gap between δ and 1 − ϵ (the value gap) is larger. The less time trajectories
spend satisfying a δ fraction of equations, the harder the problem.

Let the computational complexity of the UGC for different values of (nx, δ, ϵ, k) be captured by

the scaling of the best possible classical algorithms for the problem, given by, O(exp(n
f(δ,ϵ,k)
x )). If

f(δ, ϵ, k) < 1, the algorithm is subexponential, and if f(δ, ϵ, k) ≥ 1, it is exponential. We now set ϵ = 0.4
and use the data for Y(δ), shown in Fig. 4 to estimate f(δ, k), shown in Fig. 5. One can see that f(δ, k)
transitions from subexponential to expontential scaling values, consistent with statement of the UGC.
More details of the analysis are available in Appendix C.

One can define the UGC using completeness and soundness of the underlying 2-Lin-k instance [20].
Here, one must distinguish between the completeness case where there exists an assignment that satisfies
at least a c fraction of equations and the soundness case where all assignments satisfy less than an s
fraction of equations. The larger the gap between the c and s values, denoted by gap(c, s), the easier the
problem. Note that this definition is equivalent to the UGC statement used in our paper [35].

In [3], Barak hypothesized a hardness picture based on the (c, s) values where, as the gap decreases,
the unique games transition from a subexponential to exponential regime (see Appendix D). We analyze
the time spent by the trajectories in the vicinity of the optimal assignment as a function of (1 − ϵ, δ)
(equivalent to the (c, s) space) and find that the resulting plot (in Fig. 6) reproduces the hypothesized
image. A key consequence of our results is that if these dynamical system embeddings of constraint
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Figure 5: Transition of the scaling exponent from Fig. 4 as a function of the size of the problem (k values)
and δ. The colors depict the value of f(δ, k). Green and yellow colors correspond to subexponential values
and red corresponds to exponential values (f(δ, k) ≥ 1). Results for ϵ = 0.4.

satisfaction problems place fundamental limitations on the capabilities of deterministic Turing machines,
then the unique games conjecture is indeed true. Alternatively, if the UGC is proved to be true, then these
dynamical systems embeddings capture fundamental limitations on algorithm construction for constraint
satisfaction problems.

5 Conclusions and future work

The unique games conjecture has had exceptional impact on the field of computational complexity.
By providing a novel means to characterize the hardness of computational problems, it has enabled the
investigation of deep questions in complexity theory. In this work, we consider a prototypical definition of
the UGC, namely, a linear system of two variables on Zk. We then embed this linear system into a family
of dynamical systems. It is shown that only valid solutions of the system of linear equations correspond
to equilibria of the constructed dynamical system. Moreover, the family of dynamical systems does not
admit any spurious attractors. We then prove that these dynamical systems are ergodic and numerically
show that the weight of the invariant measure in the vicinity of various assignments depends on the value
gap of the UGC and displays a transition that is consistent with the statement of the conjecture.

In future work, we plan to provide theoretical bounds on the decay rates of the weights of the invariant
measures. Moreover, given the deep connections between Turing machines [26] and the universality of
dynamical systems [34], we plan to study the universality of the dynamical systems in Eqn. 4. We
conclude our work with three conjectures whose proofs will shed important light on fundamental limits
on computation and its relationship with dynamical systems theory.

Conjecture 1. There always exist one-to-one maps from constraint satisfaction or optimization problems
to dynamical systems such that the onset of hardness is captured by the underlying invariant measure.

Conjecture 2. For the UGC, as the alphabet size k increases, the weight of the invariant measure in
the vicinity of optimal or feasible assignment, transitions from subexponential to exponential scaling.

Conjecture 3. If the UGC is true, no sequence of operations of a Turing machine can circumvent the
scaling properties of these dynamical systems across all problem instances.

Interesting extensions include the use of the dynamical systems to design efficient algorithms and
compute boundaries of efficient algorithm construction for any optimization or feasibility problem.

8



0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1− ϵ

δ

Figure 6: Transition of hardness as a function of δ and ϵ. Color depicts the exponent. Red areas have
exponential scaling. A similar picture was hypothesized in [3]. Results for k = 30.
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A Mapping 2-Lin-k instances to Disjunctive and Conjunc-
tive SAT Normal Forms

As shown in the main text, each equation in the 2-Lin-k system has the following form,

xi = xj + bl mod k. (6)

Now, every variable xi, can be represented using spin variables (one spin value for each possible nu-
meric assignment for xi), denoted by Sxi = {sk(i−1), sk(i−1)+1, sk(i−1)+2, . . . , sk(i−1)+k−1}, such that
sl ∈ {−1, 1}. Here, sl = 1 and sl = −1 correspond to true and false values respectively. Since xi

can only take one value, only one value in Sxi must be 1 or true. To ensure this property, we impose
additional constraints as shown in Eqn. 2 of the main text. It is easy to check that the mapping from xi

to Sxi introduces k spin variables and Mv = 1 + k(k−1)
2

clauses.
In the definiton of unique games, the 2-Lin-k equations relating xi and xj are bijective mappings [36]

(as shown in Eqn. 6) . In other words, each potential integer assignment for xj , where 0 ≤ xj ≤ k − 1,
is mapped to a unique value for xi. This bijective property plays a critical role in the structure of the
resulting Boolean form. It is easy to confirm that Eqn. 6 can be represented by the following Boolean
formula,

((sk(i−1) ∧ sk(j−1)+bl mod k) ∨ (sk(i−1)+1 ∧ sk(j−1)+bl+1mod k) . . . ∨ (ski−1 ∧ sk(j−1)+bl+k−1mod k)). (7)

We note here that the assignment of sl ∈ {−1, 1} is equivalent to its corresponding Boolean assignment
of {0, 1} or {false, true}. Moreover, the mod k operation acts only on the variable portion of the index
(i.e., does not include the k(j − 1) term above).

One can convert the above DNF formula (Eqn. 7) into a CNF form that preserves satisfiability [18],
and avoids the exponential increase in the number of clauses. For every equation q ∈ {1, 2, . . . , neq},
we introduce one additional variable zq. We then map each zq to the spin variables given by, Szq =
{sknx+k(q−1), sknx+k(q−1)+1, . . . , sknx+k(q−1)+k−1}, where sl ∈ {−1, 1}. Then, it is easy to show that
Eqn. 7 is equivalent to the following conjunctive form,

(sknx+k(q−1) ∨ sknx+k(q−1)+1,∨ . . . ∨ sknx+k(q−1)+k−1) ∧ . . .

(¬sknx+k(q−1) ∨ sk(i−1)) ∧ (¬sknx+k(q−1) ∨ sk(j−1)+bl mod k) ∧ . . .

(¬sknx+k(q−1)+1 ∨ sk(i−1)+1) ∧ (¬sknx+k(q−1)+1 ∨ sk(j−1)+bl+1mod k) ∧ . . .

...

(¬sknx+kq−1 ∨ ski−1) ∧ (¬sknx+kq−1 ∨ sk(j−1)+bl+k−1mod k). (8)

It quickly follows that, for every equation, we add Nq = k additional spin variables along withMq = 1+2k
additional clauses.

Observe that the clause (sk(i−1) ∨ sk(i−1)+1 . . . ∨ ski−1), for every xi in Eqn. 2 of the main text, is
redundant, since one of variables in the clause must be 1 so as to satisfy the set of clauses given in Eqn. 8.
Consequently, we ignore this term in our construction. Additionally, with the exception of one clause of
size k, all other clauses are of size 2. Thus, for k = 2 the above mapping reduces to a 2-SAT instance [20].

The number of resulting clauses, denoted by M , and variables, denoted by N , are given by,

M = nx(Mv − 1) + neqMq,

= nx
k(k − 1)

2
+ neq(1 + 2k),

N = nxNv + neqNq,

= (nx + neq)k.

One can then construct a mapping from the above Boolean formulae to a family of dynamical systems,
such that, for any 2-Lin-k instance, the equilibria of the dynamical system correspond to solutions of
the discrete system of equations with no spurious attractors [11]. We refer the reader to Eqn. 4 of the
main text for further details. We now show that this dynamical system displays sensitive dependence to
initial conditions.
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B Sensitive Dependence to Initial Conditions of Dynamical
Systems resulting from unsat instances

In this section, we prove that the dynamical systems (given by Eqn. 4 in the main text) that result from
instances of unsatisfiable K-SAT problems or 2-Lin-k equations, display sensitive dependence to initial
conditions, a key property of chaotic systems [32]. We start by proving a simple lemma that will be
important to prove the subsequent theorem.

Lemma 1. Given an unsat instance I (of a K-SAT problem or 2-Lin-k equations), there exists a
non-empty subset of spin variables S such that, for all time t, the variables sI ∈ S do not converge to
{−1, 1}.

Proof. In [11], the authors show that the resulting dynamical system only has equilibria at satisfiable
assignments of the progenitor K-SAT. Note that solution clusters may form between two solutions that
are only separated by a single spin flip. However, since we have restricted ourselves to unsat instances,
S ≠ ∅. This is easy to prove by contradiction. Assume that the subset is empty, i.e. S = ∅, then all
spin variables have converged to values in {−1, 1}. Since such an assignment would correspond to an
equilibrium, it would contradict our unsat assumption for instance I.

Theorem 3. Any unsatisfiable (unsat) instance of the K-SAT and 2-Lin-k equations, that is used to de-
fine unique games, must display sensitive dependence to initial conditions (positive Lyapunov exponents).
Specifically, unsatisfied clauses lead to exponential growth in values of the auxiliary variables that, in
turn, cause local exponential growth of initial perturbations to the spin variables sl.

Proof. Let us show, analytically, that the sensitive dependence to initial conditions occurs as a con-
sequence of the dynamics of the auxiliary variables, am. We use perturbation analysis to study the
sensitivity of the variables to initial conditions.

In the following, let (s,a) and (s′,a′) represent the original and perturbed variables of the system
respectively. At t = 0, let us assume that we perturb the initial conditions for a random spin variable
sr(0) that belongs to the set S (see lemma 1 above), by an infinitesimal value δ. All other variables in
the dynamical system are left unperturbed,

s
′
r(0) = sr(0) + δ,

s
′
p(0) = sp(0), ∀p ̸= r

a′
m(0) = am(0) ∀m = 1, 2, · · · ,M

We note that the choice of sr is completely arbitrary and one can pick any variable that belongs to the
set S. Moreover, one is free to perturb any number of variables from the set S. Now, at any time t,

a(t) = a(0)e
∫ t
0 Kα

m(s(τ))dτ . Additionally, in the following analysis, for ease of notation, we will represent
Km(s(t)) as Km(t) and, similarly, Kml(s(t)) will be Kml(t). The expressions for K′

m(0) and K′
ml(0) in

terms of Km(0) and Kml(0) are obtained as follows,

K′
m(0) = 2−k

N∏
p=1

(1− cmps
′
p(0)),

= 2−k(1− cmr(sr(0) + δ))

N∏
p=1
p̸=r

(1− cmpsp(0)),

= 2−k
N∏

p=1

(1− cmpsp(0))− 2−kcmrδ

N∏
p=1
p̸=r

(1− cmpsp(0)),

= Km(0)− δcmrKmr(0).

Now, let Kml denote Km without the (1− cmlsl) term. Then, for l ̸= r,

K′
ml(0) = 2−k

N∏
p=1
p ̸=l

(1− cmps
′
p(0)),
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= 2−k(1− cmr(sr(0) + δ))

N∏
p=1
p̸=l
p ̸=r

(1− cmpsp(0)),

= Kml(0)− δcmrKmlr(0).

Where, Kmlr simply denotes Km without the (1− cmlsl) and (1− cmrsr) terms,

Kmlr = 2−k
N∏

p=1
p̸=l
p ̸=r

(1− cmpsp).

Note that for the case l = r, it is trivial to show that K′
mr(0) = Kmr(0). To compute the sensitivity of

the system of equations to the perturbation δ, we calculate the derivatives of s
′
l at time t = 0. For l ̸= r,

ds
′
l

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmlK
′
ml(0)K

′
m(0),

=
M∑

m=1

2am(0)cml

(
Kml(0)− δcmrKmlr(0)

)(
Km(0)− δcmrKmr(0)

)
,

=

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmlKml(0)Km(0)− δ

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmlcmr

(
Kmr(0)Kml(0) +Km(0)Kmlr(0)

)
+ δ2

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmlKmr(0)Kmlr(0),

=
dsl
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

− δ

M∑
m=1

4am(0)cmlcmrKmr(0)Kml(0) + δ2
M∑

m=1

2am(0)cmlKmr(0)Kmlr(0).

For the l = r case we get,

ds
′
r

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

=

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmrK
′
mr(0)K

′
m(0),

=

M∑
m=1

2am(0)cmrKmr(0)
(
Km(0)− δcmrKmr(0)

)
,

=
dsr
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

− δ

M∑
m=1

2am(0)K2
mr(0).

We now use the standard Euler approximation of the form,
ds

′
l

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

≈ s
′
l(∆t)−s

′
l(0)

∆t
. For l ̸= r case we

get,

s
′
l(∆t) = sl(∆t) + (s

′
l(0)− sl(0))−∆tδ

M∑
m=1

4am(0)cmlcmrKmr(0)Kml(0)

+ ∆tδ2
M∑

m=1

2am(0)cmlKmr(0)Kmlr(0),

= sl(∆t)−∆tδ

M∑
m=1

4am(0)cmlcmrKmr(0)Kml(0) +O(δ2∆t),

= sl(∆t)−∆tδT r,l
1 +O(δ2∆t).

Where we denote T r,l
1 =

∑M
m=1 4am(0)cmlcmrKmr(0)Kml(0). For the l = r case, the expression reduces

to,

s
′
r(∆t) = sr(∆t) + (s

′
r(0)− sr(0))−∆tδ

M∑
m=1

2am(0)K2
mr(0),
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= sr(∆t) + δ −∆tδ

M∑
m=1

2am(0)K2
mr(0),

= sr(∆t) + δ −∆tδT r,r
2 .

Here, we set T r,r
2 =

∑M
m=1 2am(0)K2

mr(0).

The above expressions capture the effect of the perturbation δ on the spin variables after a single
time step ∆t. We now evolve the perturbation forward in time to assess its impact on the long-term
dynamics of the system.

It can be shown that at time t,

K′
m(t) = Km(t)− δcmrKmr(t) +O(δ∆t),

K′
ml(t) = Kml(t)− δcmrKmlr(t) +O(δ∆t),

K′
mr(t) = Kmr(t) +O(δ∆t).

Note that, in the above expressions, we neglect second order and above terms (in δ), since they will result
in third order terms in the final equations (which are eventually neglected). This gives,

s
′
l(t+∆t) = sl(t+∆t)−∆tδ

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

4a′
m(n∆t)cmlcmrKmr(n∆t)Kml(n∆t) +O(δ2∆t),

s
′
r(t+∆t) = sr(t+∆t) + δ −∆tδ

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2a′
m(n∆t)K2

mr(n∆t).

Here,

a′
m(n∆t) = am(n∆t)e−∆tδcmr

∑n−1
j=0 Kmr(j∆t).

We use the standard definition of the Lyapunov exponent [32] that captures the rate of separation
of trajectories that start infinitesimally close to one another. It is a standard tool used to quantify the
“sensitive dependence to initial conditions” requirement of chaotic dynamics,

λr = lim
t→∞

lim
∆sr(0)→0

1

t
ln

|∆sr(t)|
|∆sr(0)|

.

Now, if ∆sr(0) = δ, is the initial separation between trajectories, the separation between s
′
r(t) and sr(t)

can be approximated as follows,

|∆sr(t)| = |s
′
r(t)− sr(t)|,

= |δ −∆tδ

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2a′
m(n∆t)K2

mr(n∆t)|,

≈ |∆tδ

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2a′
m(n∆t)K2

mr(n∆t)|.

Note that the above approximation is true since the magnitude of the second term dominates δ as t → ∞.
This results in,

lim
δ→0

ln
|∆sr(t)|

|δ| = lim
δ→0

ln

(∣∣∣∆t

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2a′
m(n∆t)K2

mr(n∆t)
∣∣∣),

= lim
δ→0

ln

(∣∣∣∆t

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2am(n∆t)e−∆tδcmr
∑n−1

j=0 Kmr(j∆t)K2
mr(n∆t)

∣∣∣),
= ln

(∣∣∣∆t

M∑
m=1

t/∆t∑
n=0

2am(n∆t)K2
mr(n∆t)

∣∣∣),
13



≥ ln
(
2ag(t)K

2
gr(t)∆t

)
.

where g is the index of any clause that contains xr. Here, the choice of the clause and, consequently, the
value of g is left to the reader. Since each term in the double summation is non-negative, this choice has
no impact on the final result. Therefore, we get,

λr = lim
t→∞

lim
δ→0

1

t
ln

|∆sr(t)|
|δ| ,

≥ lim
t→∞

1

t
ln
(
2ag(t)K

2
gk(t)∆t

)
,

= lim
t→∞

1

t
ln
(
2ag(0)e

∫ t
0 Kα

g (τ)dτK2
gk(t)∆t

)
,

= lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Kα
g (τ)dτ +

1

t
ln
(
2ag(0)K

2
gk(t)∆t

)
.

Since the limit of the second term goes to zero as t → ∞ we get the following expression,

λr = lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0

Kα
g (τ)dτ. (9)

It is easy to check that, for any unsat problem, time t, and ϵ > 0, there exists a time interval t′(α, ϵ),
such that for some ϵ > 0, ∫ t+t′

t

Kα
g (τ)dτ ≥ ϵ.

Since we will be taking the limit of t → ∞, we assume that t >> t′(α, ϵ). By taking t
t′(α,ϵ)

intervals we
can show that,

λr(α) ≥ lim
t→∞

1

t

t

t′(α, ϵ)
ϵ,

≥ ϵ

t′(α, ϵ)
. (10)

Since ϵ > 0, λr must be positive. Consequently, the maximum Lyapunov exponent (MLE) must also
be positive, given by max

r
λr > 0. A positive MLE is considered as a key indicator of chaos. Moreover,

we observe that the chaos in the system originates from the natural exponential growth dynamics of
the auxiliary variables am. We remind the reader that, although the am dynamics are unbounded, the
dynamics of the spin variables s remain bounded to the cube [−1, 1]N .

Remark 2. Note that since Kg(τ) ∈ [0, 1], as α increases, (Kg(τ))
α decreases. Consequently, the time

interval t′(α, ϵ) required for
∫ t+t′

t
Kα

g (τ)dτ ≥ ϵ increases. This, in turn, causes λk(α) to decrease as α
increases (see Fig. 7 for numerical confirmation).

Remark 3. Interestingly, the initial distribution of the auxiliary variables am has a significant influence
on the onset of chaos in the system as shown in Figure 8. The figure compares the finite size Lyapunov
exponent (FSLE) for two different initializations of am for an unsat system with clause density close to
the phase transition or frozen regime [11]. This result emphasizes the fact that the auxiliary variables
strongly influence the sensitive dependence to initial conditions in the underlying dynamical system.

Remark 4. As mentioned previously, in satisfiable (sat) instances, the convergence of the dynamical
system to a global minima strongly depends on the dynamics of the auxiliary variables. The inherent
exponential growth of am prevents the existence of stable limit cycles and spurious attractors [11]. Ad-
ditionally, it ensures that stable fixed points correspond to solutions of the SAT problem. However, the
exponential growth of am results in highly stiff systems that increase computational cost. In this work,
we use the following dynamics for the auxiliary variables (α = 2),

dam

dt
= amK2

m, ∀m = 1, 2, . . . ,M.

As shown before, Km ∈ [−1, 1], consequently, K2
m ≤ Km. While the modified dynamics continues to

ensure the convergence of the solution of the SAT problem without getting trapped in local minima, the
resulting dynamical system is less stiff and results in more desirable convergence properties for numerical
integration.
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Figure 7: The average finite size Lyapunov exponent as a function of the exponent α for randomly generated
instances of the UGC. The simulations were averaged for two different instances with 50 randomly generated
initial conditions in each instance.

(a) am initialized to 1 (b) am chosen uniformly at random between (0, 1)

Figure 8: Comparing the finite size Lypanov exponent (FSLE) for an unsat system. The FSLE values are
represented as colors. Note the prominence of chaotic behaviour in the case when the auxiliary variables are
all initialized to 1.
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C Numerical results for the dynamical system

In this section, we provide additional details on computing the scaling of the exponent f(δ, ϵ, k). As
mentioned in the main text, the computational complexity of the UGC for different values of (nx, δ, ϵ, k)

can be captured by the scaling of the best possible algorithms for the problem, given by, O(exp(n
f(δ,ϵ,k)
x )).

One can check that if f(δ, ϵ, k) < 1, the algorithm is subexponential, while f(δ, ϵ, k) ≥ 1 implies expo-
nential scaling.

Let Y be the fraction of time that the trajectory spends in the vicinity of any assignment that satisfies
at least a δ fraction of the equations. We can then capture the scaling of Y as follows,

Y = O(exp (−nf(δ,ϵ,k)
x )),

= β exp (−nf(δ,ϵ,k)
x ),

ln(Y) = lnβ − nf(δ,ϵ,k)
x ,

f(δ, ϵ, k) = lognx
(lnβ − ln(Y)). (11)

For each value of ϵ and k, we generate a random instance of the unique games as described in Fig. 3 of
the main text. We compute Y(δ) by simulating the dynamical system (integrating Eqn. 4 of the main
text), and estimating the decay rates of weight of the invariant measure in an L1 ball around assignments
that solve at least a δ fraction of equations.

The corresponding dynamical system is simulated for 600 sec in the Matlab programming language.
Numerical integration is performed using ODE solverssuch as ode45, and ode15s or ode23tb for stiffer
cases. The time spent by the system in the vicinity of assignments satisfying 0 < δ ≤ 1 − ϵ fraction
of equations is computed from the simulated trajectories. Specifically, Y(δ) is computed as the fraction
of the time spent satisfying at least a δ fraction of the equations. Note that transient dynamics, when
switching from one variable assignment (in the original 2-Lin-k system) to another, are ignored. In other
words, the transient dynamics time is spent satisfying no equations, and is, therefore, not included in
the computation of Y(δ). Our results are compiled by averaging over 300 − 500 random initializations
of the spins and auxiliary variables. Our numerical experiments were performed for problems of the size
nx ≈ 11 and neq ≈ 30.

We use the expression in Eqn. 11 to compute f(δ, ϵ, k) from Y. Specifically, for each data point in
Y(δ), we compute the corresponding f(δ, ϵ, k). For example, see Fig. 9, where we present f(δ, ϵ) for
k = 30. Here, one can clearly observe the transition of the problem from subexponential scaling to the
exponential scaling consistent with the onset of NP-hardness. In the main text, Fig. 6 presents a similar
plot where ϵ is held constant.

D A Hardness Landscape Hypothesis

In [3], Boaz Barak hypothesized a hardness landscape in terms of the completeness (c) and soundness
(s) formulation of the unique games conjecture [20]. We note that the (c, s) formulation is equivalent
to the (ϵ, δ) used in our work. In the (c, s) formulation, given a 2-Lin-k system, the goal of the unique
games conjecture, is to distinguish between the completeness and soundness cases. In the completeness
case, there exists an assignment such that a c fraction of equations are satisfied. While in the soundness
case, all assignments satisfy at most an s fraction of equations.

It is easy to check that the problem becomes easier as the gap between c and s increases. In [3], Barak
hypothesized that the hardness landscape has a structure as depicted in Fig. 10. In our work, for fixed
k, we computed the fraction of time the trajectory spends in the vicinity of the optimal assignment and
found that it reproduces Barak’s hypothesized hardness landscape. The computational results display a
clean transition from subexponential to exponential scaling. See Fig. 6 in the main text and associated
discussions. These results seem to point to the fact that the UGC is likely true and there exist deep
connections between computational complexity and dynamical systems theories.
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