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B2 7 70HEM cycle & £\ & &, Directed Acyclic Graph(DAG) &
W,

BERATHICR LT 7 7% AL L, ZDT T IDNDAG THEN%2HET S
T—IVEAR f #ERT B, TV OREREHEMEIZES L TlE, deterministic
complexity D(f) & randomized complexity R(f) DHEWEETH 5. D(f) I*
HLBUR L DEEO—FETH D, R(f) IFREWET IV TV XLDOEE EOMERS
IZDWTC, ZOMERSMAVEHMEE D B TREIITFLT, Ehzidax ik
BEIMADZENTEENEVWIIEETHS. R(f) < D(f) PO TIE, L
BEMNHTAZZ L THEIANDOENNTEEEEX 5.

AFFHETIFLATD 3 2D Z & %m 9. (1)(EFER) =D D adversary % ffH
3 % adversary ik Z R E L, Z D FLD non-adaptive algorithm D I5H&1Z
D(f) =n?—n %ifHT 2 ETHITH S Z & (2)non-adaptive, adaptive D
IHLELLDRA TDOTNITY XALTH, THABN 2D L E R(f) =2, THAE
D3ILNED L E R(f) <n? —nd b DI L (3)adaptive algorithm % # X
=50, HABR3DLE, D(f)=32-3=601biuoZ L.

Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture (ZB85# U 72 #F5E12 5T, Best,Boas,
Lenstra(1974) I3 ZHAE B X EFE2HWT D(f) =n? —nTHBH I L ERL
72, 23U L, ARWZEIL DO adversary THEAEHIZT 5 IZREaR D 5.
Z DF i non-adaptive algorithm [ZFRE L TWB A, A I Oikim % o]k
TEHLWVWORHENH D, RS 21MlELD 5.

A directed graph without a cycle is called a Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG).
We consider a Boolean function f which receives a graph represented as

an adjacency matrix and then determines if the graph is a DAG. On decision
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tree complexity of a Boolean function, it is important to compare determin-
istic complexity D(f) and randomized complexity R(f). D(f) and R(f) are
complexity measures; The former is on deterministic algorithms. The latter
is on probability distributions on deterministic algorithms; R(f) denotes the
minimum expected cost against the worst inputs. If R(f) < D(f), we can
save the cost by using randomization.

In this study, we are going to show the following three results. (1)(Main
result) We propose a new type of adversary argument consisting of two adver-
saries, and demonstrate that this method is effective to prove D(f) =n? —n
in the case of non-adaptive algorithms; (2) For non-adaptive or adaptive al-
gorithms, R(f) = 2 if the number of vertices is two, and R(f) < n? —n
otherwise; (3) For adaptive algorithms, if the number of vertices is three,
D(f)=3?-3=6.

In a preceding work on Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture, Best, Boas
and Lenstra (1974) showed that D(f) = n? — n by using polynomials and a
counting argument. In contrast, our method features two different adversaries
against algorithms; At least one of the two forces the given algorithm to probe
all the components. At the moment, adaptive algorithms go beyond the scope
of our method. However, our method has an advantage of avoiding counting

arguments, thus is worth continuing the research.
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1 &

1.1 B=

BT 7 WA cycle & £72\\W& &, Directed Acyclic Graph (DAG) &\ 5.
DAG E, RAYT VY NT—=ZWZEHADRHB. RAVT Vv hT—=2 LI,
ERRMEDOHERZBMOELIZH LT, TNoORMAEMSIEEZEWT T 7O d-46
HETRIHLZEDTHSE. ZOLESTMHONDETITNDAGTHD. XATT ¥
2w b7 =2 %BHL, ARLARA=V T VX =PEAINTNS (BRES)) .
T, BaohB1127 77 GHRDAG THEWHETH-ODFHFEI A MNIE
NFZFBEIRDEA S0 L0 BRRIZE WRZ 5 &, RO f OFHHE I A ME
ENFZFBEIRDIZA DD

FIHEAEBEnDODGEATTELTRZITED, GHADAGDOL Z1,
ZHTRWVWEE0Z2RT (GILHEKELRHDIZIRS) .

22T, 77 70RBUIIBETH 2 WS, BHETHOREK S %2 7 —IVER L
AT, 1DE, 0BATHS. 958, FIF7T—IVEKELE., T—IVEBOHEAE
TAREUTHERITHEINT VS EDIZIREREHE L WOSBEERH B, e D
REWZBIUCEAL & 5.

ARFZETIE, ANU7Z T 7HDAG THEMPHET DFHEERDESIZIEZS.
B f1E, BEBATAICRBILZT 572 ANE T4, REWETVITY ALK, %
ANEHWEDEZITY, 1HD5WVIE0DMHEZEEL LTINS, 11T 2I2dLrH 5
TEERL, 03PN eaRT. ZOL5uMuabEemBEOP LD %
f[E2p 47\, ZDZ 7 7MW DAG TH B LHETELKRTL I TRNVEZ0%
HHT5. T E, REMETVIV AL AINTETI70EaA N, TAIZ
X UT, DAGH2E S 0HHIAT 5 £ TIThh o 72 4AND\WEbEEE] L EHET
5. WEWET VTV ZLE, 2BEOLDIZOVWTEZRS. BHEDOBEMEIZE > TR
WK 5102 Z 2720 H D % non-adaptive algorithm & W\, £33 TRW\WHD%
adaptive algorithm & \9.

T — )VEAER DY ARG IZBI U T, ELEUR L OIEED —FETH 5 deterministic
complexity D(f) & randomized complexity R(f) DA EE TH 5. deterministic
complexity & 1%, HBED I VIREMT IV TV XLTEER AN Z AN TEEL
7R D25 3 A R %K. randomized complexity &1, HWEMET I T XLDE
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& LOMERDMLIZDONT, ZOMRSMAAEAYEE] D M TR LT, Enk)
DA MAFHEZIIZ 2 Z N TEENE VWS IERETH S, deterministic complexity
1%, randomized complexity TH Z DRI DRHIKRIGE R DT, WHNIZ R(f) <
D(f) Td5d. R(f) < D(f) DD ETIE, SLBZFHT S Z & TiHHE I X MO
KM T&E 5L \WA 5 (Arora,Barak[l]) .

2 THRATIADH S 2T U BEMMED THRZMA L, HADOFRPED L
SIZWRIZZES>TWErZ2HIL & 5.

Holt,Reingold [5] Tl&, THRE n DT F 7 cycle WEEND M, T7205 DAG
THHMHWT 570121, REOGHIZEWTARLE n(n-1)/2R027TY
LRITNIERSBRNWI EWRINT WS, TRRbL, EARTIVIY XLITHL
TH, n(n =1 2BE»>TULEI ANPHFLETLIEVS 2L THDS. i,
D(f)>nn—-1)/2%2FKLT\5.

23X U, Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture (ZE8# U 72iff%% C, Best,Boas,
Lenstra[2] & D(f) = n? —n T» 5 £/RL7-. Holt,Reingold DFERIZH L, 1/2 %
HU7=DTHD. BT D(f)<n?—nekdns, THTEREBIERTHD. b,
Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture [JPREREHEMEIZOWTDOHEH L TETH 5.
%O 1L3HTEZOMEEZBRARS.

1.2 ARFEROEY HHH

T TY) XL EPEREHEEDHASHOEL LTIE, 2x2=48E0YH5. KHE
T, ATOZ L Z2BHSNZT 5.

non-adaptive adaptive

D(f) | =n*—n =n’—n (n=3)
=2 n=2)|=2 (n=2)
<n’—n (n>3)|<n*—n (n>3)

non-adaptive algorithm OBEIZ D(f) = n? — n 2R T 72O H W7 FIEIARMSE
DEMETHS. D(f)=n>—nTHhdILERTICNE, LARTILIY LK
LTH, ZOTVTY ZLEL T AN ZERNE 0 —n TR L2 VA
K&, Fi% i adversary argument 2 FAWT Z N Z2 R, Bl X 1En 25D OR B



D&, n—1EHDOZ TV ETO LKL, nHHIZ1EERT T FAA=H1) —iZko
T, deterministic complexity 23n TdH 5 Z &30 H % (Arora,Barak[l]) . Best et
al XZTHAN LR BT 2HOTWADIZR L, AZEOR X, =D adversary
THABELIZTHZLIZHSD. —DHD adversary TIA M ZHRIETELRWT L
TY XLIE, ZDOHOD adversary Z#fHT 252 L TaRA Mzl TE 5.

B RT, ZOFEIZE 5T Best et al.[2] LEEICAIUFHERZHITITIEE>TW
N, 2 WS DI, ARWFZETIE T IV TV X LW non-adaptive TH B &\ D il % F
FTwanoz, LML, D0 adversary Z T 2 FiEIEEI NS HE VS
NTVWRWFETH Y, ISARHEZETTWS Z AR TE 2. BA LT O
ZEGHETE 2L WO REEH D, HEET HHiELD 5.

Frz, SLIRT VTV XL K> TEME LU 2B, THAED 3L EOGEIE R(f) <
n?—n &b ERT. BITER D(f) DFER L EDET, R(f) < D(f) DD
MDOZENWZRDB., ThbE, HAEMIMU LGS, SLEZFHET 2 Z & TelHE D
A2 NDHKMTELZ L 0PD. 72720, R(f)DA—X—0n? KilZhd Il L%
REEZDITEIRVDOT, A=K —OFRTHEIA IR EIMNTEZE L0
Z & T\ (Karp 1X R(f) = ©(n?) TH 5 & FMLU TW5B (Saks,Wigderson[7])).
IS R(f) ITODVWTOFRIFIFEHB THOMAREEMKIZ L > TR N

adaptive algorithm %% Z 72354, R(f) {22\ Tl non-adaptive algorithm D
R SEGIZFARRD Z L ARE 5. D(f) IZDWTIRTHAED 3 D & ¥, non-adaptive
algorithm & FHBRD Z L AVRE S, HAED 4L LOGE KA D HETIHEATE %
ML, BHSITTE TR,

AEi X DOREKIZLA T DED TH 5.

B2/TIE, AT I 7PRERGABICETsER MG 2 RS, B 3H»
LSS HIZEWT, AIEOHREZBNRS. HOHIZENT, RfiE»r6EZ SN
55 B DOMEIZDONWTIERS.

1.3 Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture

7' 7 DFEEIZDOWT, Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg(A.K.R) conjecture 233 5.
[ X T D nontrivial((HE THERTH 722\ T monotone((AZ MATH KD LD) 72
graph property (JTHA D T ~XVAHHZRAFZE T 5% O YLD M) 1 evasive TH B ] &\
5 PR TH 5 (Khan,Saks,Sturtevant[6]). evasive & (&, BEEATHI D45 % AR



W&, property 2723 MBI TERWVWE WS T2 THB. 7T 72 loop IEEFN
BWELTWBDT, nxnfrdlO%E, deterministic complexity 23n? —n TH 5
A3 WVnS e ERLTWAS. A THES DAGHIES, T D conjecture D5
4% i 729" property TdH 5.

2 TEH
2.1 BRYTZ7ERE

T 2.1 (BAES]) 77721, WODDHMEZUTHALEDTHS. 75
ZIZIEREL DT T2/ HDH VO, WIZAERDVTVWARVWEDE2ERAS T 7, M
DOWEDEBEBI 7LD, ARTIRAERZ 7 7DA%EERS 720, ZI T
W25 7 DEHITEL.

U%sERES, ECe={(UV)|UVeUU#£V}&ds. G=(UE)2EA
JS57L iR UzGCOERES, TOEH:2 (OEAL LY, E %G DIESR,
ZOEHEZGO (BA) MWL U,V eUIOWT, (UV)eEZUM»SVIT
[ S KHTES. (UV)eEZHZF(V,U)eEDQLE, ULV EBELTVSL
W,

©—O

Up -, U, €eUET 3. i=1,  kDENENT (Ui, U;) € EE71E (U;, Uiy) €
E %2798, (U, % Uy, Uk 253, EX L OBARKE L3 (F¥ICRE
LERZELEHD).

UOZUk,Uj#UZ‘,jZO,-",i—l;izl,"',k—l

Y 72 5 AR (U 2 BE k(> 3) DEAXEHREE & &I,
s, i =1,--  kDEFNETNT (U1, U;) € E 2Hir=d &, (U, & Uh
5 U, ~NDEZ kFOBMRE L L5

UOZU]C,UJ#U“]:O,,2—1,7,:1,,k‘—1



Y B AR (U, 2 B k(> 2) oFMKERR L L2, G = (U, E) BAERK
R E & ERvwe &, BAEIEKEJZ 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph) & K., it
D 7= DA KA % cycle, AHIEKRZZ 7% DAG & L5,

GOMEEDRED2ODEM X, Y ICEARBAEAETILE, GIERINT
WwWs&\n9,
AWFFETIX, 777 EOMEEDHERU;,U; € U, (i # j) IZ2WT, Uk U; 2K

BEU, 5 Uj, U+ U; D2RKDAE L, 3R EREFEELRNI LT 5.

%2229@@%&1}%#UﬁéU—M@U@—U@2$@ YT, #
<\_)_ J:«S\.

2.2 DAGH#HIEDETE

75 7 RKTBH-ODITHCET8 %, BETIIE VWS, HEBnTHET 77
DT IEn x n TG TH D, 7-7ZL,

o _[1 (W) eE)
R EINEZ S

T#%. (Cormen,Leiserson,Rivest,Stein[4]) E B OENAKS G, l30TH 5.
KX TIE, Gy %2 G(U;,Uj) ti‘%?i&%?ﬁ%.

ZZT, GHADAGHI»HET M f2EHT 5.

FIEEBnDGEANELTRIFEY, GHRDAGD L ¥ 1,
ZIHITRVWEZ0%2KRYT (GIEEEREDIZRS) .

0 01

()
fl23 eG=|100|D&E, f(G)=1
000 /// \\\
@ @



o

eG=| 100 |DEE ;G =0
010

2.3 REREMM

AWFETE S [FHEER] L IFRMFEETER L, Ao 7 — VAR fuwab
BN TEBEHEIAINDI L THD. AT, 777 2BETHITRL, &K
ﬁ\k{jﬁlﬁﬁlf\/\;\b'ﬁ—fuﬁl n'l'ﬁi%n‘[’é

E&E 2.4 HEABn DY I 7000 EHEH D Y T2R% G LKL H. 772U, 7
T 7FEEINTWEEDIZES. 72, EELSBEETHOXNMAKS I 072D T,
G DEREFRIT, FAKRDIUNDE S ZRT 2 —nEy N ARES.

[fOHBEIAZANEDTRDOEIITEHKT S, /7 7OKLICEMEZEH VYT, D
fEIFREINTVWEHDL TS, RIZ, REWT VT ALTLDAE2HRIE, B
SNHEBEEP ST L., TIT, WEETVITY XL, TREINZULDOE
HiEZ MBS 72012, LDHZE EDERETHRRT ENOTFIH] O THDL. RO
@I (27 ) DG DERE) [THERAEET, BRIZE > THEELUZIEFIZ LD -
TRIZHRT 5:0% X7 )V 3 X L% non-adaptive algorithm & W\, %5 T&
WH D % adaptive algorithm £\ 5. (Buhrman,Spaan|[3])

ZDEE, ANINT T TIPDAGNE S o h 5 £ TIZHERT 54008
Xﬁ?%ﬁ?7%%ﬁ%7»ﬁ0XAKiofﬁbé.%ZT,G~WD7%:U
ALAZEoTHRLTWL EEDIR b cost(A, Q) &, G DAG 7 ¥ 5 »dib
MBETITHRELZLDOH] LEHT 5.

Bl 2.5 A% G(U,Us), G(Uy, Us), G(Uy, Uy), G(Us, Us), G(Us, Uy), G(Us, Uy) DIEF:
WZEERLTWLS 7L IT) XL LT 5,



eGi=]100 |DEE, cost(A,G1) =6
010
000
[ ] G2 = 1 O O o)t %, COSt(Ag,Gg) = 4
1 00
EZ 2.6 (Arora,Barak [1]) THAEn D25 7 DU EFERT HPREMNT IV T X4

k% Ap LKL T 5.

D(f) = 1&1341}3 rgggccost(A G)

% f @O deterministic complexity &\ 5.

[l

& 2 (mmuhmqp&ﬁ%?»ﬁUXAé%@%ﬁi@%%ﬁﬁ%%za
DL RH2RDESE ApT5. ZDLE,

R(f) = min maéccost(AR,G) (1)

ArReAr G
% f @ randomized complexity &\ 5.
Z I T, cost(Agr,G) Fa A MIfFHEZRL,
cost(Agr, G) = Z prob[Ag is A] X cost(A4, G) (2)
AeAp

THb.

2.4 Adversary

Deterministic complexity ® N5t % §iR 5 FiED—DIZ adversary 23 5. Adver-
sary 21, (WkFHIOVEOIZ TV TV —DEREE 2k FHDZ TV BEE
27— VEB D DOEZITMST, 021312 KIEBTHS.
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Kz, G26NZ7NTY XL UT, HIPHET 5 £ TOFHE R L RL
Z<925L5BbDeEZ 5. HENGHIRE LT, ROLSICHMTES. TV
TVZXLRT VAV —1, BEATHOEEDZ2Y FTHHAT LA v —T &b,
& 1 2B LT VAV —1IBRT LAY —TIZ1 RIS RIEEZXD. D
L&, TLAY—1IZL > TOHIEA adversary TH YD, T A ¥ —126 R TiHk
(adversary) ZRDTH 5.

I 2.8 (Arora,Barak [1])n 28D OR BAEIZ DWW T, deterministic complexity %%
Z5. ZOHGED adversary &, In — 1 FHETOZE 7T VIZHLTOEERD] &
T5. 358, EOLIBRTNVIVALTHA5nFHEZTYVTSETORMY
BOMEIZbr 5N, ZDZ s, D(f) =nhEiT 5.

3 DAGHIZE®D deterministic complexity

AfiTlE, 7V 3TV XL & LT non-adaptive algorithm 2% X 5. £3, DAGD
HEZTHEE fIZDOWT, D(f) =n?—nilixd I L %&mRT. ZTD7-HIT adversary
argument % FH\ 5. adversary 231 DTIE S £ WAy (K13.2), 2 207
5Z L TitHTE 5.

EE 3.1 LEET7 VIV ZLZE->TlE 1 DT OHET 5L &, Z D0 adversary,
TR1IETR2ZRDEIIIZED .

o T R1:HB7TVIZRULT, HAMKIZLZKT. 7272L, 1%2KT Z & Tcycle
MTETLESHBAEIE, 12K TIT0%2KT.

e TR2: IO TVNS1IATYTIDT7R1IDOYIab—YarvizLTW
. vIalb—varvdPlERLHOTWABIZEIZT R1D0,1 2 KizX 4
RERERT. 2L, TR1DOYIalb—varvdiRTLTL X751,
076 0ER5.

Bl 3.2 A, Ay ZENEN
Al: G(U7 V)? G(U7 W)? G<W7 U)7 G(‘/J U)7 G(V7 W), G(VV, V)
A2: G(U7 V)? G(W7 U)7 G(U7 W)7 G(‘/J U)7 G(V7 W), G(VV, V)
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DIEFZIZZ7 TV TEHETNTYZALETB. A, AT R1Z2EHLTCES757
EINTNG, Gy & T5E, cost(A,G1)=6=32-3,RDH, AAIZT7N1%2HE
AT % &, cost(Ay,Gy) =5<32-3&7%5. D%, ORBEBOLEE (H2.8) & &
20, TR1IZFTIAAMERRIETERWI DS, FAKIZ, TR27ZTH
AZANEHRAIETERNWZ LD3H 5.

ME 3.3 TN1Z#EHLZLE, HHMIT p8EHK22SHK) D1 ARHM 026X
2ARHIZ1ITHS. 2L, ZO2AHZ 27TV TAETDAGHENELTET
WiEWH D9 5.

SR HAMLLO 1 AHMNGULU;) =0T 5. TRIDERIZED, U, »5 U
NDOHFRENEET 5. ZOMED 2 REXGU;,U) =083 2,, U »o U
NDOEEREEPFIEL, cycle N TEZ S, 2AKHZ 7TV § 5K T DAG HEN F
ETETWARVWLEWHIREIZFFELTWEOT, #MD 1 AHD0 251X 2 AKH
GU; U)=1Tdh 5. O

R 3.4 TF1ZEHALT, HEDHRNPDAGTHS L E, §RTOMEIL,
(1) 2R E 27TV INTVWT, 0,101 AKFD

(2) 1ARHIZO0, 2ARHNZZY INTVRND

DEL S PDREIZZL>TNS.

SEER 2 AR E 7TV INTVWAWHIANRHE LT EHL, ZZTREI 2D cycle #1F
L5ZENEFEZONBEDT, HEMENDAGCTHDZLIZFET L. £oT, IR
TOMAIEARSEE 1Y IN5.
LARED1THHHMMIE, 2KV LAWEHIETERVWDT, ZOLH5%
MUIZIRT2AREHB 7TV I NS, TR1Z2EALTWADOT, 2 AKEHIZIEATO
MEEING. koT (1) DIREIZAS.
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IAREMO TH AL, 2ARKHDZ Y I (2) oRRgIZiRs., £5T
RFISFHES3ICE V2 ARBIZ12EZXD. ZOLERE (1) I2h5.
PAbizk Dy, &4 (1), 2 DEBLIDREIZIRES. O

TR1ZEHLUZ&E, JElET7 LT AAIZE->TZT) OEIEDERS. n2—n
FrhdeE, TRTOMILIZ (1) DIRFEIZZLZ DY, n?—n FREED L E (1) DIREE
DAL (2) DIRFEDOMMLAEAET 5.

T 3.5 (EEH) 7 R 1 2MHLAEE S n? — n FRET DACHETE 374513,
TR2EWALEL En? —n Fhird.

FEB T R1ZEALT, k(<n?—n)FCTERIITEGLTEH. GO
(1) 2R E 7TV INTVT, 0,121 KFD
(2) 1RZTFZ T EINTVT, 021 KDA

DELLMNIZHE>TWA, AUTNVIYVALATTY K22 kFETHATSE, GO
BAD 0,1 BREELZT T 7 G WTES. G DEMITIE,

(3) 2ALH 2TV EINTVT, 0,1H1AFD
4) 1AEFZZVEINTVT, 121 ADH

DELLPDIREIZR > TWD., G'iZcycle PFELRBRWIZ & Z2RZES. G W cycle
Fzd 28 MESTSH. I LOKEXDHMLAU;, —» U; IZXNL, GRU; 26 U; ~DF
MREEFRFOZLEZRT. GIZBWVWTU;, = U; 28 (3) D6, GIZBWTAHRY
U — U BWFET D, Zhb4h, DF0 (4) D5H, GIZBWT U5 U; ~DOHH
BIEZRN. TR1IDERIZED, U; 2o U ~OHMREIFET 5.

UL72hoT, GIERT oA E, U IEZNITHESAZ WL DMi5E L7z cycle 2 5
DI EIZRD, GIDAGTHEILIZFETS. £oT, kFORKTG IZ cycle
(ZAFAE L 720,

G'ZIZ(4) DANHZDT, TNHD2ARKHZZTY Lwe DAGHIENTE AR
W, TR2Zz@EHTLE, TNSD2ARKEIZIETRTOZETODT, IRTOL%E
JTVTBHRNCHETETCLES Z&iFR\Ww. DA, TR2Z#EHAT DL n?—n
Fhrs. O
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EH 35 &0, AT2E5.

% 3.6 (Best et al.(1974) D RIEEEA) non-adaptive algorithm 7217 2& X % & &,
EREDOEEBE n Iz L, D(f)=n*>—n

EFBE F9E35 XD, TR1ITRE—nFrroWnwWrLad) ZANELELTSH, 7
R2ZEHAT AL n2—nTrNBIeNERTZ. Thhbb, FEOTINVITY) AL
HUTn?—nFTo20b3ANREETS. £oT, EENRET. O

R 3.61I2OWTIE, M EARIZ &> THREHDR I N T WS, GEHIZER DS,

4 DAGHIE D randomized complexity

Afficlk, 73 XL & LT non-adaptive algorithm 2% 2 5. L% HW 5
TEIZEoTEHEREZELEDINE D T, WERGHERIZE > THAKLMET
H5b. £, 7TV XL L LU Tnon-adaptive algorithm & 2722 ED R(f) %K
5. n=20 ER(f)=D(f) 720, n>3DEER(f)<D(f) &bl t%
RY. Thbb, n>305E, ILEOFMIZL > THHHRIA MOHHRATE 2.

adaptive algorithm %% Z 72855 D R(f) $ non-adaptive algorithm & [{HRD Z &
N IVAC IR 5 N

mE, AHIORRIE, HEABTHIMAGEHRIZEIEZ2HDTHS.

ME41 (1) n=20r%, R(f)=2
(2)n>3D&E, R(f)<n®—n

AR (B 4.1(1) %BE&T T T GEFERDL. GU,Uy) 2EIC7 )T HRERET
VIV ZXLDGIZRTEZIZAMNE2THS. GUs, Uy) 2T T T HRENT
NIV ZLDGIZHTE2IAME2THS. £oT, (2 DAL

Z prob[Ag is A] x 2 =2
AeAp

&b, XoT, R(f) =200, O
RIZ, i 4.1(2) 2RT 7201, UFOHEZ RT.

14



W42 n>3L95. Z0LE, HABln DEEOERZ T 7 GIZHL, HEHIk
EMET VT XL A DFIEL, cost(A,G) <n?—n kiRb.

SRR (1) G P AM cycle 2D & &

MUNE cycle DO D& ED, T2 U — - = U, U &35, ZOLZ,
GULUy),+ ,GUp1,Up), G(Up,, Uy) ZIMERZ ZV$ BTN TY X% A LT 5
&, A mT BAXicycle 288 LHIWiZ2 FTES. Z0LE, m<n<n?®—-n
7%, £oT, cost(A,G) <n?—nkind.

(i) G DA EM cycle & H 72720 & &

GU,U)=0,722 L5 RTDGU,U) IcxL, £9GU,U)E2T)T 5
TNVIT)ZALD—D% A LTD. T5L, ZOE5%(U,U;) TRTUIDNWTIT
DU 72BET TBMcyclez U] LHEITE 5. £oT,

cost(A',G) < (BFAD0IZ2B 7T ORI <n®—n
WRIZ, EEPRI N, O

R 4.3 B ITEER ST T DAREZEZTVWSEN S, ERHOGEHIZEWT (X
MNOIWLRBITY)DED) <n?>—n&ib. 72720, HEiEE WIIRED R TH A
AT D D, ER s, Eanl—n—1EOAMLIZOVWTZZ YT TH
M cycleZ2 L] LHIrTCE506THS.

R 4.1(2) DFERR REMT IV TV AL LROES LO—FOfi%E Ag £ T5. 5,
GZENBn DEEOHRIMS 779 5.

WA 421250, cost(A,G) <n? —n ERBPEMETNVTY XL A DbHbL. Ag
IZEWT prob[Ag is A >0 THDH 5,

ERA. O
R36mELl E2EDLESE, UT2ES.

PRl 4.4 non-adaptive 7V TV ALDAZEEZEZD L X,
o n=208%4 R(f)=D(f)=22-2=2

e n>3DEHE R(f)<D(f)=n*—n
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fRE 4.5 i 4.11%, adaptive algorithm Z &S THZ HGEIZHF UL TH D LD

ZEBH  non-adaptive algorithm %% X 72554, adaptive algorithm & &DTH X 7255
A ® randomized complexity & Z 31 40 Rrevad(f), Rad(f) & KFLT 5.
n=20D¢ TFTRTOTNITY XLH non-adaptive TH S0 5, LARMBLD LD,

Rad(f> — Rnonad(f) -9
n > 3 D& ¥ adaptive algorithm 1% non-adaptive algorithm %# &7z 7 )L TV X
LD—FE DT, AR DD,

Rad(f) < Rnonad(f> < TL2 -n

5 adaptive algorithm D% & D deterministic com-
plexity

AREFITIEX, 7TV XL E LT adaptive algorithm 2 & 7565 % 5 2 5. THN
B3 DEHE D(f) =3%—3=061272 D, non-adaptive algorithm 7Z1J& X7z & & &
[FRRD Z & D LD & &RT.

77 7 %MK 5 OIREE, TRDLLE WL OPDEMIIZDWTHENRE X
NTWLREEEZS. Thze, SO GEAL), 0 GIEL), ? CRE#H)
THDEIWITHITERES.

LD LS RITH G NG Z oz, GOERETHGE2FEZL. ZDLE, IE
DO<k<n?—n) T UEANBED LD,

HE 5.1 LR 2D ERIZFEMTH 5.

o H% adversary & G IZ#HT 5 &, DAG THENHET S ETIT2IKTEF
Mird.

o H5 adversary % 'G [T 5 & DAG THE0HET B L TIZEIKTEF»
Nb.
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000 B
fl52G=]701 i *, nEE,
v 2 0) 4 K
@ W
@
0?7 7? A
G=100 2 K R -3-3
010 A "
® W)
B (BEES5.1) UV 2 GORAZ2EAET . = 02 VNRIEFHTH

(<= XFRR) .

H B adversarya & G \ZHH T 5 &, DAGPHIET L ETIZL2ARTEFEr»dL
95, 'GIZXNT 5 adversaryla ZLFDO XS IZED D, GIZWNTDHaDHEEY I a
L—=bFLTWL., GIZOWT ULV ADADBDHZMNT? ] LFR6NTZ6 G I
DVWC Vo UANDEARHENT] & alld®hRd. ZTLUTZORE (1 £7130)
Z, DB LT 5. GITBIT 5 cyclelk, GIZBIF 2 EZ D cycle (ZX g % H
5, azZ GIZEALZLEELFEUET, a2 GITEHALZE ZITFEDI 215, O

BB 5.3 HEHE3D L E, FEDOTNLVI) ZLIZHNLUT, ROLIBRAIDDH S :
1FHPOPD3IZ -3 =6TFn0h5.

BERR 2TV TV XL APFHEUTARDBER DL DL T2 RO ATIZHL, 1
FHP0RSIE6Fr1roWn

IDEI AR —DETETSH. /2, ACHLUTIFHIZ0LLBZEZEZATIDI S
BRLEIANDEWG %2 —DFEETS. TOIAMEE(k<6)2T 5. LFHIZO,1
EELERLTHEKTT 5.
(i) k FHP LD 1 AHOEEG

EFHZ1EULZEE, EX3Dcycle N TETCKTTEDT, BEXA6NDTTT
DU, V,W OE#HZIRNT FTXDOAT, ZOLEEk=5TH5.
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e ATFHMNGW,U)DEE, GW,U) D% 0IZEETZHZ Li2kD, 6 F0n
% adversary DIFAEZR~ES. (BAF, TGW,U) =0IZZEET DL 6 Fhh 5]
e&RY) oA, 5TFHIZL EEANIE L.

e 4FHMNGU,V) D&GE S R

e ATFHMNGU,W)DE &
SFHMPGW,U)DEE. 1 FHANDIGENR0TH D EWVWIIREIZLD, 2FH
FGU,V)TH5. GU,V)=0EETHE, 6 Fhhbd. Z0HE, {UW]
X A{V.W} ZnEND cycle ZMEZDRRRIER SRV S TH S,
SFHMNGU, V)DL E, GU,V)=0I2ZET2L, 6 Frhd. Z0EA,
GV,W) & GW, V) ZERiZEmnizFi%z 1, $D%0, GUW)IX0&ExN
L.

e AFHANGV,U)D L E, 4FHMNGU, W) DB LAKIZLTUTN2E5.
SFHRGU,V)DEE. 1 FHADIRENOTH D EWSREIZLD, 2FH
EGW,U)ThHB. GW,U)=0IZEHTEL6Frnr5d
SFHMRGW,U)DLE, GW,U)=0EHETHL, 6 Fhrhd

MEXD, k<6DPmARTHBILIZFET .

(i) k FEHI LD 2 RKHT, $5—/DLN0DEHE

L —HDAN 0D T, MTFEMEPS EFHP1DL EEX 3D cycle Z21F> TH
T35, ftio 2 DOMIIZIX, kFHDLE cycle 25 L5121 DR 1 AT DOH
5. k<6&b, TNO6OHADSBEARLHELLN—DI, 5 —FHDAND
JITVINTWRWVRETHS., LILrLIDEE, kFHTOZERLZE Zilcycle
DEENRVEWET HZLIFTET, FETD. XL, kFHOES —FHDU
MOTHB I &L\,

(i) Kk FEIMMMED 2 KHT, £5 LDV 1DHE

GCW, V)& kEFHIZZTVTEH2LT, —BIEELDR.
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k=40Dk &
4FTRTTEZI7122o0WT, 3TFHETORI (U, V,W OEHZRNT) XD
3DIZRA.

© 2 © @

s

@ W © O ®
ZZT, 6 Fnh 5 adversary BWIFEIET HZ & 2 RT.

(1] BHID3FDr T LA, EALLT{GU,V)=0,G(V,W) =1,G(U,W) =
0V ThsrrE, 7)) INBEBETHANITTS.

(1.1) WEFED GU, V), GV, W), GUW)D& &, 2FHE GV,W)=0ICELHEHT 3
E6FhnD. mERS, BAF(1.1.1)~(1.1.4) ® £ 512 L T adversary % fE11
LEMOTHS.

(1.1.1) 3FERGCW,U) DL EZ0 &%, 4,5 FHIF1I E 2L V.

G(
(1.1.2) 3BFHRGU W) DL EE 1 LEX, GV, U) & GW,V) ZkizEhn
72h%E 1, #O%0, GW,U)IZ0EEZNXI V.

(11.3) 3FERGV,U) D Eix1 LB X, GW,V) & GW,U) IZEIZE 1N
72 5%0, BDEL, GUW)IE1EEzxEL .

(1.1.4) 3FEHAGW, V)DL EIF1 252, GV,U) L GW,U) ZEIZE 1N
=FH%E0, 0% 1, GUW)IZ1E2ZEZNEXI V.

(1.2) HE® GU,V),GUW),GV,W)D& &, 2FHGU,W)=1IIEET DL
6 F0rd
(1.2.1) 3SFEHBGW,U) DL EIF0EFZX 5. (1.1.3) LFHBRIZT TR V.

(1.22) 3SFEHR GV, U) DL EF0 L&A, GV, W) & GW, V) iZkizEhrn
=hE 1, B0E0, GW,U)IZ0EEIITI .

(12.3) 3SFHB GV, W) DL Zid0L&EZ 5. (1.1.2) LHEKIZTIEL WV,
(1.24) SFEHBPGW, V)DL EiF1 ER, 4,5 FHIFZ0 EEZANIE I V.
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(1.3) G(U,W),G(U,V),G(V,W) D& &, 2FHGU,V)=1IZEET 2L 6Fhh
5. (1.2) LRBRIZ T UE L.

(1.4) GU,W),G(V,W),GU, V)DL &, 3FAGU,V)=11ZEET L 6Fhnh
5. (1.2.4) EERRIZTHIX I,

BHID3FD I T LINED, BELLT{G(WV,U)=0,G(V,W)=1,G(W,U) =
0} ThreE. MEs1IZLD, [1ITRET 5.

BHID3FD I T LINED, BELLT{GU,V)=0,G(V,W)=1,G(W,U) =
0} ThdL s,

(3.1) GU,V),GW,U)G(V,W) D& &, GV,W) = 0 IZEETBL 6 Fhrb.
(1.1.1) LFEBRIZ T NIE K.

(3.2) GU,V),GV,W),GW,U) DX &, GIV,W) = 0IZEFETBL 6 FThhb.
(1.1) BRIz T X L.

(3.3) GW,U),GU,V),GV,W) DL &, GV,W) = 0IZEETBL 6 Frhb.
(1.1.1) EFEBRIZ T NIX K.

(3.4) GW,U),G(V,W),GU V)DL E, GV,W) = 0IZEZETEL6Fh»b.
(1.1) BRIz T X L.

k=5D& &
5FTRTTETIT 712200 TC, 4 FHETORIX (U, V,W DEBRERNT) XD
10 fEIZ R 5.

J&) @ 6 © 7O

VARV N

@ b © O 1] O
8 B 0 ©
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W
ZZT, 6F D5 adversary BFIET S L ZRT.

(4] BHIDAFO 2 T LIFED, EAL LT{GU,V)=0,GU,W)=0,G(V,W) =
1L,G(V,U)=0} Th s X,

(4.1) 4FENRGV,U) DL &
3FHORMTHE, [IO3FHETLRAUTHS. [1|TIE3FLRNIIRS &6
Fhh 3 adversary BEET B DT, TOEED 6 Frh 3 adversary DEAE
¥5.

(4.2) AFAMNGU,V)DEE, GU,V)=11ZEHT 2L 6 Fhh5b. 5FHIZOL
HaNE L.

4.3) 4FENRGUW)DEE, GUW) = 1IEEETEL 6 Frh5. 5FHIZ0
YEZNIEE .

(4.4) 4FHB GV, W) DL &
(4.4.1) 3SFHPGUW)DEE, GUW)=1I1ZEET2L6F0n05. (1.2.2)
EHBRIZT X K.

(44.2) 3SFEHBGU, V)DL E, GU,V)=11lEFHT 5L 6F0nb. (1.1.3)
ERBRIZT I L.

(4.4.3) 3FHBRGV,U), 2FHRGU,V)DEE, GU,V)=112EET 5L 6
FaR5. (1.2) LRI EE V. FRIC3FEHRGV,U), 2 FEH
GUW)DEEL, GUW)=1CEETEL6Fhh5

(5] BHIDAFDZ T LIFED, AL LT{GU,V)=0,GUW)=0,G(V,W) =
1LGW,U) =0} Ths L,

(5.1) 4 FEHAGW,U)DE %, 3FHETIH1|EALAZDT, [1]iIckh 6 Fhh 5
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(5.2) 4 FHRGU, V)DL E, GU,V)=11ZEETEL6F»»5. 5FHIZ0L
BzniX kv,

(5.3) 4FHDRGU,W) D2 &, 3FHE TR 3| LALAZDT, 3[IT&h 6 Fnsd

(54) AFEBGV,W)DEE, 3FHETIE (44) LALHE LTV, (4.4) 12 &
b 6 Fhh 5D

(6] BHIDATFDL ) LIRED, BEHELT{GU,V)=0,GUW)=0,G(V,U) =
LGV,W)=1}Th b & X,

(6.1) AFHRGV,U)D&E, 3SFHETRHLEALRDT, 6 Fhhd

(6.2) 4 FHPGUW)DLEGUW)=1ZEETEL6Frn5b. 5FHIZ0L
BEZNIEL .

(6.3) 4FEMAG(V,W) DL &

(6.3.1) 3FEMNG(V,U), 2FHNGU,V)DEE, GU,V)=1I12EEHTZ L6
Fhrrd. (1.2) LFERICTIEE V. HERIZ, 3SFEPXGV,U), 2FH
NGUW)DEE, GUW)=11EETBL6Frh5

(6.3.2) SFHAGU, V)DL &, 1 FHADIGEN 0 THS L WVWIREICLD, 2
FHIRGV,U)TH5. GV, U)=0I2EETBL6Frh5. (1.1) &
FRRIZ T X K.

(6.3.3) 3FHMRGUW)DE&E, 1FHANDIREN 0 THD L WVWIREIZLD,
2FHIZGV,U)THB. GV, U)=02EHT DL 6F0h5b. 2085
&, {U W} VWY EhZEndcycle ZIE2 PFHNRIZZR S LW ST
H5b.

(6.4) 4FHNGU, V)DL =

(6.4.1) 3SFEHPGUW)DLE, GUW)=1EETEL6Frr5. 4,5F
Hiz0o &EANIX K.

(6.4.2) 3FEHMNGV,U)DEE, GV,U)=0ZEET L 6F0nsd. (1.1.2)
ERBRIZT I L.
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(6.4.3) 3FHAGV,W) DL &E, 1 FHADRENOTHDEWVWIREIZLD,
2FHIZGV,U)THB. GV, U)=0IZET 2L 6Fhrns. (1.1) &
FRRIZ g L L.

BHIDATFDI LY LIFED, EEL L T{GWU,V)=0,G(U,W)=0,G(V,W) =
1LGW,U)=1}Th s L .

(71) AFEHRGW,U) DL %, 3FHETH1L|EFALRZDT, 6 Fhhb.

(72) 4 FHARGU,W) DL E, 1 FHIEGU, V) ICkE5. 2FHRGV,W)DE

E, GV,W)=0IZZET L 6Frnd. (1.1) LERICTRIEE V. HEk
i, 2FENGW,U) DL E, GW,U)=0IZZHTE L 6 Fhh 5.

(73) 4FHPGU, V)DL E, 1FHEGU,W) ICkE 5.
(7.3.1) 3SFEHP GV, W), 2FHBRGW,U)DLE, GW,U)=0ILEFET L
6 Fhrdrd. (6.3.3) LRBRIZTIUEEI V.

(7.3.2) 3BFEHBGW,U), 2FHPGV,W)DLE, GW,U)=0IZEET5L6
Fhdrd. GU,V) &GV, U)IREIzEhnki%z 1, BD%0, GW,V)
F0 &BFEZIE L.

(74) AFERGV,W) DL &

(7.4.1) 3SFEHXGW,U), 2FHPGU, V)DL E, GU,V)=11lEFT L L
6 Fod. (1.2) LREBKIZT XLV, FRKIC3FEBGW,U), 2FH
MGUW)DEE, GUW)=1IIEETEL6Fhhb.

(74.2) SFEHXGU,W)DEE, 1FHIZGU,V), 2FHEGW,U)IZkE 5.
GW,U)=0ZEET L 6Frhn5. (1.1) EHERIZTHIEL .
(7.4.3) SFEHAGU, V)D& &, 1 FHIZGU,W), 2FHIEZGW,U) Tk 5.
GW,U)=0IZ&EHET 5L 6Frnd. (6.3.3) LHERKITTIUEI V.

BHIDAFD Y ) LIRED, HHELT{GWU,V)=0,G(V,U)=0,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0}ThbLE, mBEs1ICkD, [5]IcRET 5.

(9] BHIDAFD 2 Y LIEED, £EL ULT{GU,W) =0,G(V,U)=0,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0} ThdELE. @mEs1Ickb, 4]ITRET 3.
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BAIDATFO I T LIRED, £H5L LT{GWU, V) =1,G(V,U) =0,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0} ThHsLE. mBEL1LICKY, [TICRET 3.

BHIDATD o T LIFED, EAL LT{GU,W) =1,G(V,U) =0,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0}ThbLE, mBEL1ICkD, [6]ICRET 3.

BAIDAFD 2 T LIED, AL LT{GWU,V)=0,G(V,U)=1,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0}ThbL .

(12.1) 4 FEHMR GV, U) DL &, 3FHETIHB|EALARDT, 6 Fhhrs.

(12.2) 4 FHP GV, W) DL &, GV,W)=0IZEFHT 5L 6 F»h»5. 5FHIC1
EEZNIX K.

(12.3) 4 FHAGU, V)DL 21 FHIZGW,U) IZkE 5.

(12.3.1) 3SFHM® G(V,U), 2FEHRGV,W)DLE, GV,W)=0IlEFHET DL
6 Fhh5. (1.1) EFERIZT XX,

(12.3.2) 3SFEHBGV,W), 2FHB GV, U)DLE, GV,W)=0IIEFHT DL
6 F2h5. (1.1.2) EHERIZT XL,

(124) AFHGW,U)D & &, 1FHIEZGU,V)ITHRES.

(12.4.1) 3FEHAGV,W)D L &, GV,W)=0IZZEETH L 6 Frnrs. (1.1.3)
CRBRICTIX L.

(124.2) 3BFHB GV, U) DL &, GV, U)=0I1ZZEETBHL 6 Frn5. (1.2.2)
EHEBRIZT X K.

BHID4TFO7 ) LIWED, EAELLT{GU,V)=0,GU,W)=1,G(V,W) =
LGW,U)=0} ThHsLE. MmBEL1ICKD, [12]IKRET 5.

BEXD, k<6WBARTHEILIIFET 5.

(i)~ (i) &0, HEEDREIZFETEIENFERAT-DT, HEEZRE. O

53 &0, UTAEZR5.
8 5.4 THREAD 3D L &,
D(f)=3>-3=6
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6 SRORBICOWVT

D(f) &2 D2W\WT, AW5E Tl non-adaptive algorithm (ZfRE L T\ 2728, Best et
al.[2] BRI UASRZ HTIZIEE > TV, ARIFFEDOFIED o HHF % LT
WL DWNESHOBETH S, KT, Best et al.[2] D& DT TY X LIZHIFI D7
WHERIZH U T, RIFEDOFIRIZ K DHEEHEZ 52 5 Z 5% OME & U THlk

H.

7 YR

%3.6DBUEER D(f) <n?—n  HETS. Thbb, 57N TY XL A W F
EL, A FEABRANIZHLUTEH n? —n FRMTDAGHIENTE S LIRET 5.
(k) ADBETEN - n PRETKTTEDT, n? —nFHIZZTY INA
V. ZOREU PO U ~ADBETE. 5, U, £U,U; %22 5.

G(Uy,U) = LU, # U, U, Uy), G(U, Uy) = 1,G(U;,U) = 1,G(U;, Uy) 28L& %
DMDWP%E20LTE57577%2GLd5. ZDLE, Gldn?—n—1FETrTVI
NTWa. (%) &0 DAGHIENTETED, GIEIDAGTH 5.

GIZBWT, GU,U;)) =1& L7572 G 358, GIFAMCcycle2dH D
DTDAG TiERW. kbbb, n2—nFHETZ TV LRIFIWEDAGHIENTE
BOWANPFEL, HHIEOKEICFET 5. DAIC, EREIRET. m

B B

FHEDOL ED S TRELZIWVWE U, SREEMHEBEIRIZIE S HFLHE U B
F9. BitLwih, BEBICZHEEL TS o80T, KigE2EELEIF5Z
EMMTEELZ. F7z, MMRERTHREZ T EELRRBEZIE VWALV L
Zh, WU X7

FIRFE R DKERKQRIZE, AL TTY AT 22HE X L. Z05%
HOCTHLREL BT xT.

Rz, BLHRBRICEFTIH22 52 TN, SHETXA TS NAEFEITK
HNZUET.
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