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1.1 E=

B2 5 78 cycle & b 72720 & &, Directed Acyclic Graph(DAG) £\ 5.

DAGIE, AT v Xy NI SHARDSD. ~A T Fy hU—2r i3, HR
EOREEHROESIIH LT, ThLOEEMFEMIEEERNS 5 7 O d-SyEk TR
LEbDThD. ZDLEILEDNE ST 7RDAG ThD. A VTvxy hT—2 %
JBR L, ANRBA=NT 4 VE—RERLENTHD EARE(S) .

B2 bNERZ 57 GHDAG ThHENEHUETH-O0EaR N, AEMIZE
Wz DL, KO fOHEIR MIENEFTLERDES 52

FTEEENnOGEZAELTEZITEY, GHRDAGDOL X1,
ZHOTRVWEE0EERET (GIZERZLDIZRD) .

I, I 7T ERWTERRIND. BETIIOXR D% T —NVEKE B2
TL, FIRI—AEKE LD, T LEKOHE R R LTERIIFESA TS b0
ICREARBHEE B 5.

AR TIX, ANL7=T T 7B DAG THANHETHHEZKROLIIZEZS. B
fid, BBATFITRBLEY S 7R AN LT B, REMT L SY X5, £0~NH0ED
FETV, 15BNV DEERFEL LTRITRS. 1132220855 L 5EL, 01X



APV L ZRT. ZOL) RAVEDELIZEDORY & ATV, £0T T
THRDAG THDLHETELRATIL, £5TRVWEE02HATE. 20L %, BE
T NVTY AL AT D7 T 70OEaR M, TAIZH LT, DAGHE 5 h 3 HAT
DETIZD D TIB~DORVE LR LEETD. REETAVITY XAIL, 28HED
HOIZDNWTEZRD. REOBREIZ L > TRITERT 2B % E 272 b D% non-adaptive
algorithm &\, % 9 TRV b D % adaptive algorithm & V9.

TNV DOWREABHEECE LT, B0 LOBEDO—FE TH 5 deterministic com-
plexity D(f) & randomized complexity R(f) 23 2 BFFEDXHR & 72 5. deterministic com-
plexity & 1%, RLDFEDOLWREET VT Y ALIRKREBERANEZANTEHE LB,
M5 A %KY, randomized complexity &1E, REMET N ITY XADES FOHRSY
IZDONWT, ZOMESHANERMER Y Y TEEIIHLT, FhZFa X MELZ ML
LZENTEDINLEVWIEIETHB.

f @ deterministic complexity (Z-2VNTIiX, TATHFEIZ L > THL NI/ > T3, Holt,
Reingold [5] 1% D(f) > n(n—1)/2 %, Best,Boas,Lenstra[2] i% Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg
conjecture |IZBBE L7 T, D(f)=n’—-n%mnRL7z. %EFX, SEKX X ETE2H
WTRENTWS. 723, Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture iR EARBHEMIZ DOV T
DEALBZRTFETHD. %O 12ETEZOMELRARS.

non-adaptive algorithm DIFEIZ, D(f) =n?—nTH D I L E2RTZDICHWZFEN
AFRICBIDERETHS. D(f)=n? —nThHDI L%, FHxidadversary argument
ZRWTRY. ZZTE D adversary &1, ExNT7 A TY XAZR LT, n?2—nFh
MBIANNEGEZ BB THD. —IZIX, BV 5 adversary id— 2> TH D5, AFET
12 adversary THABLIZT 5 Z LIZRFENRHD. — DB D adversary T2 R b %
BRIETERWTAITY XA, ZoBDadverary #EHATHZ L TR MEKEKILT
&%. ZOFEI non-adaptive TH D & W I HlEDIF TV B2, Best et al.[2) £5E
IR UBREZHTITIIE > TRV, UL, Zo0 adversary 2 3EF 3 2 FiEIXLIAT
NoIXHEVHMONTWVWRWVWFETHY, SHROBENPIFTES.

77, YT OFERLE LT, f®randomized complexity R, adaptive algorithm D&
DIERED 3 D & XD f D deterministic complexity ##M45.

AL OEIILL T DEY Th 5.

28T, AT 7TROREARFERICET OIERLMRER~D. FIFHIBNT,
AFEDOFREREBRD. FAHIZBNT, EHENOGEZ DN E5HOREIZ OV TR
5. BIMIHHYVTORRIZONVTIE, ERITEL. 2B, ARIELHRL (SLE
HMEBELIZEZLDELDOTHS.



1.2 Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg conjecture

75 7 DEFHERIZOWVT, Aanderaa-Karp-Rosenberg(A.K.R) conjecture 3% %. 19
~T O nontrivial({EE T H1EME T H 72\) T monotone(3Z & Mz T b ALY 3L-D) 72 graph
property(TEA D T ~NAAHF IR T TR Y SLOHEE) 1T evasive TH D] &V O FETH
% (Khan,Saks,Sturtevant(6]). evasive &1, BEEITF|DEMD Z# 72\ &, property &
BT TERNEWVWI ZETHD. 777 loop ITBENRNELTNDHDT,
n x nFHIOBE, deterministic complexity 8 n? —n THAHEAH L NI T LZRLT
W5, A TH S DAGHIEDL, 20 conjectﬁre DAk %723 property Th 5.

2 FE
2.1 BERISTERR

T 2.1 (BHKREE]) /7 7L1E, W OPOEREZATRHEAL LD THD. 7771
HAELS ST C2EESH Y, MICAZAONTHARANLDEZERY ST, MEDONES
DRFERAT S 7LD, KB TIIEMT 7 70HEH/ I 72, T TIXEWT 7 DER
3% <.

Uz HBRES, ECe={UV)|UVeUU#V}eT5. G=(UE) xERATS
TJLER Ui GOIEA%S, Z0EH GOEAL XV, E%G0I%KE, TOEHR
¥Go (HRA) BLXEB UVeURDSHT, (UV)eE%R UMDV IZTAD I REITR
. (UV)eEERII(VU)eEDL &, ULV IEBELTVD LWV,

©——O

Upy - Uy €U ETB. i=1,-  kDEFNENT (Ui, U;) € E F7212 (U, Uiy) € E
BT L, (U, % Up, Uk 2565, BS kOWAMKHE L5 (HICREKY L5
LbdhBD) .

Up=UnU; £ Ui, j =0, i—Lyi=1,-- k-1

L 725 MR (Ui}, 2R & k(2 3) ORAKERE & L5
7, i=1,- kDENENT (U, Ui) € E & L &, (Ul & Up2 b Up ~
DRI kOFRER S L5,

Uo—_—Uk,U]#Ul,]:O,,’L—l,Z:l, ak—l
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LI DA (U, 2R E k(> 2) 0FRKERRE & k5. G = (UE) $ERKER
Krxaxient &, ARIEKES S 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph) & L&, B D HHMH

KEHEE % cycle, HIMFEKESZ 7% DAG & L 4.
CGOEBOREZ2-ODIELX, VICERBRKNEETS L, GiiEkahT3

v,

ARETIE, 777 EOREEDTERU;,U; € U, (i # j) IZ20WT, Uik U; 2fE5501%

L5

2.2 DAGHIEDEHE

77 75RBATHEDITANDTHE, BEBETHEWD. HSEnTHE 7T 7 DOME
1TPNEn xnfTH G THA. 72771,

.11 WU)e E)
Yl o (R

T 5. (Cormen,Leiserson,Rivest,Stein[4]) E DEHE bEFAR Gu 120 THH. K
BT, Gy % GULU) LETZ L b b3,
ZZT, GHDAG »HIET 5B f 2 ERT B,

FIEAMNOGEANL LTEHLD, GHADAGDL X1,
FITRVWEE0Z2IKRT (GIERRLDIZIRS) .
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000 /// \\\
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00 1 <:>

eG=|100|DLx, f(G)=0
010

2.3 REXREHMNE

AWRTE D FEE) LINMARETIRLS, MEAOT —AVERICVabEizl
THOHFEIR MDD ETHD. ARTIL, 777 EBEITHITRL, FASITATER
BLELNTHEREFHS.

EE 24 BAEnDOI 7 7000EHMBEEI VY TEAE G LEKET D, 127L, /57
ITEESINTWALDIZRS. £77, EHZOBEETIOMNAKDIZ072DT, GORE
RIX, HARDUNOFESEZET 0?2 —n By ML Bl w 5.

fOHEaRMEZLUTOLITERETS. /I T70FDICERELEIV LT, 20|
RSN TWDH0LT5. RIS, REETLVITY XACIVAZERSE, BEh-E
BEZHALGNICTS. 2T, REMETLIY XL LIL, (BRENZOEBRBEYHM AT
DIz, LORE LEOIEETHRET20OFIE] OZLThsH. BROBE (7= OIEE
DRERE) \RFEET, BRRICE > TEE LZERIC LS > TRICERT 502857
Jv =) X L% non-adaptive algorithm &\ >, &5 TRW\WHD % édaptive algorithm & v
9. (Buhrman,Spaan[3])

IDEE, ANSINTT T 7B DAGHE 5003 bnd £ TIZRET 2 I0%IT, AD
75777¢%ﬁﬁ7wﬁufbﬂiofﬁbé.%:?,GK%LTWﬁUXAAK
Lo TIHREL TV LEDaR bcost(4,G) %, (G2 DAG 2> E 5 20D £ TITHER
LD LEHRTS.

Bl 2.5 A% G(Uy, Uz), G(Uy, Us), G(Us, Un), G(Us, Us), G(Us, Uy), G(Us, Up) DNEZENZ HRFR
LT TAITY RAET 5,

e Gi=[100 |D&ZE, cost(4,,G,) =6
010




0 00O
o Gy = 1 0
1

0 | D&%, cost(Ay,Gy) =4
090

FE#H 2.6 (Arora,Barak [1]) HREn D7 7 7 OWEFERT HREET VI Y X h2EE
Ap L FiLT 5.

D(f) = Jnin rggé(cost(A,G)

% f @ deterministic complexity & 9.

SEH 2.7 (Arora,Barak[l]) REMET VTV XLREOEE LOMESHEEZEZLD. O
KON EEDEEE AgLT5. TDLE,

R(f) = Aﬁgﬁg’é‘%m“(“l”" G) (1)

% f ® randomized complexity &\ 9.
T ZT, cost(Ap, G) i A MARFEEEL,

cost(Ag,G) = Z prob[Apg is A] x cost(A, G) (2)

A€Ap

ThHD.

2.4 Adversary

Deterministic complexity ® T %8~ % FiED—DIZ adversary 3% 5. Adversary &
X, DEFELVRIOI =) T —DBEL QkFEDIZYBBELLT—LVE
BzDZO2ZTW-T, 0¥ 12 RTEETHD..

RRIZ, Bx o7 A3 XAIx LT HABHBRTLIETOFRERDINKELT
25 b0%E2S. HEMNLRERE LT, ROLIIZHATES. 7o) XAR
TLAY—1, BEAITSIOEESZ Y FTARIBT LA Y—TM &Y, BKsrE1DHD
EOT LA X =1 T LA ¥—TI21 KA RREERD. Z0OLE, FLAv—IiC
& o> TOEED adversary TH Y, T A ¥ — 155 R THE (adversary) RO TH D.

#5 2.8 (Arora,Barak [1])n 254%™ OR B2\ T, deterministic complexity %% % 5.
ZOBED adversary &, In— 1 FEETOEHEI/ 2 VIZHLTOLEZXD] &35, 5
Y, OESRTATY XATHS L nFAE 2 =Y 5% TORBEROMELD, S
W, ZDZEND, D(f)=ndEiT5.
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3.1 DAG ¥ ® deterministic complexity

AEiTIX, 742U XL LT non-adaptive algorithm 2% % 5. £73, DAG OHIE%
THEEfIZO0T, D(f) =n?>—nilRbHZ LERT. £D7HIT adversary argument
ZRWS. adversary W—2TiXH T WL RWA (F13.2), ZoFHT25Z L TREAT
5.

FE 3.1 REETNLNITY XAZL-TCHRE—2>TORETH L &, 220 adversary, 7
N1ET7 R2EZRDEIICEDD.

o FRL1: &7 UIR LT, BAMIC1Z2ET. 72701, 1%ET 2 L Toycle 8T
xTLEHBAN, 1 2ESFIC02ET

o TR2:BHINZ Y RBIAT vy FFOT F1DYIalb—varz LT, ¥
2 l—ia UABEARLEVTWARIZEICT F100,1 2RSS ERYE
F. EFEL, TRIDVI2lb—3 a3 B TLTLESH%IE, 07150 &%
z5.
Bl 3.2 A, A, ZENFN

Ay: G(U,V), GW,U), G(U, W), G(V, V), G(V.W), G(W,V)

DEHBIZ 7V TETNLITY ALETH. A, AT RIZERALTTEA777%%
NENG, Gy 2 TBL, cost(A,G1) =6=32-3L722%, AT RIZEHRTSL,
cost(Ag,Gy) =5<32-3%7%. oV, ORBKDEHE (F12.8) LRy, TR1ET
TR MEBERETERNWI ERHS. [, 7R2EFTHaR M2RKETE 20
ZEenHB.

ﬁﬁ33t7F1%ﬁmLt&%,%6&&2@4%%225%)@1$Eﬁo@6ﬁzxav
X1 Tha. EFL, Z02KB%# 7V T3ATCDAGHERELTETWARVED
o



it HOMIDIAKBRGU;,U;))=0,FD. TRIDERICEY, U; b U; ~DF
MEEAFET S, COMIO2AKBR GU,U) =0LF5E, U »b U ~DHER
BATEIEL, cycle T2 5. 2KB %27 T YT B3MATDAGHERELTE TV ANE
WHOREIFBLTNEDT, MO0 1ABR02LIZ2ARB GU,U;)=1Ths. O

W34 7T F1ZEALT, HEORKENDAG Th5 L&, +_TOMDI,
(1) 2AKL B2 ) SNTVT, 0,15 1AFD

(2) 1ABIX0, 2KBAZTY SHTHAN
DLHHNOREIZZE > TN,

EIBf 2AK L L7 ENTWRWVHIRHB ETHE, FZITEI2Dccycle 21ESZ
EBEBEZOLNBDT, HIERENDAG THAZLIZFETA. Lo T, T XTOMDIX
LREB1IENIZ =Y &b,

IAEN 1 THAMAL, 2AKBL 7Y LBRWEHETERZVOT, 20O L5240
I RT2ARBL 7Y &5, TR1IZEALTVWADT, 2ABIIILT OBREREN
3. EoT() OREEIZARS.

LABN 0 THAHMBIL, 2RENRZ Y SNR2THIX(2) OREICRD. £5 TRIT
AVTHES3IZLV 2KBIT1 L EXD. ZOLEIRE () ITRB.

Pkizky, S80I 1), QDELLMLDRREICZHRES. ]

TRIZEALELE, REETAVIYAAMZE -T2 ) ORIEBERD. n2—nF
0B L&, TRTOMIE (1) DRBIZZRDD, n? —nFREOL X (1) DREOHED
& (2) DREDKHINPIRIET .

TE 35 (EFE) 7 F12EALIL &0’ —n FRBTDAGHETE 225, 7K
2EMA LI E X n? — n FODB.

S 7T R1ZEALT, k(<n2—n)FTTEESS 742G LT3, GOEFMDIX
(1) 2AKL b7 Y SN TWT, 0,18 1HTD
(2) 1AREFZ Y ShTWT, 0231 AKDH

DELENIRSTWS. RILTAITY XATY K23 kFEFTTHEATSE, GORID
0L,INREELI=-7F77 G BTEA. G DEMEIIT,

(3) 2&LbIY INTWT, 0,14 1FKF D



4) 1ARZF 72 ShTHWT, 18 1ARDH

DELLNDREEIZZR->TND., G'iZcycle BEFEELRWI L ZTRED. G Bcycle ' &
L0l RETD. [ EOK20FEMBU; — U icxt L, GIdU; »b Uy ~DF ARz 7
DI EEFRT. GIBWTU; » U; 88 (3) DFA, GIZBWTHRAU; — U BIFET
5. ThLS, 2F Y (4) OBE, GIIBWT UL U; ~OFMZIXRV. 7 F1OE
BIEY, Uy 026 U ~OFRBRBESFET S,

LERoT, GRTO#HE, b LIFENCESZ W OMHE Lz ceyce 2 b2
LIz, GBDAGTHBEZEILFETS. £oT, kFORR TG IZcycle IFEL
220,

G'IZi3 (4) DB HBHDT, ZhHD2AKEE 7Y L& DAG HENR TE 220,
T R2%EATAE, TRNHO2REBIZITITRTOEZRTDOT, $_XTOLREITYT5H
BICHETETLE ) Z LTV, wxiZ, 7R22EHTIE 0?2 —nFonb. 0

EH35 LY, UTEES.

% 3.6 (Best et al.(1974) UDS'JEIE%) non-adaptive algorithm 72172 & 2 %5 L &, {£ED
BEREniZHL, D(f)=n?—n

EFBH FIE3S LY, ZR1ITRZ—nFErLbRWNnWT LY XLRFELTH, TR2%
BRTZE N —nFELNAIENETLE. Tihbb, FBEOTAITY XA L Tn?—n
FEINBEANREETS. LoT, EZENREE. 0

3.2 DAG #|%E® randomized complexity

HAEERVDZLICL->THERZE L EDINE I ML, REAHERICL > TEARY
REETHD. R(f) < D(f) AV LT, EEOFIAIC J:O“Caf‘%::fx kN OEIRIN T
XBLEXD. AEOBRI, HEHE THIBABERRIZLZLOTHS. 2B, K
EiOFRERIX, FHRTH D oD adversary Z AV EAREIZ L D DO TITRV.

&8 3.7 non-adaptive algorithm, adaptive algorithm @ 9 HEHLDHFAETH, LATH
Y 3o, |

1) n=20,%, R(f)=
2 n>3DLx, R(fy<n®—n

%36 LMEITERDLERE, UTRBA.
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%%l 3.8 non-adaptive algorithm DA% %& 2 % L %,
en=20%4 R(f)=D(f)=2>-2=2

e n>3DHFA R(f)<D(f)=n*—n

3.3 adaptive algorithm MDIFE D deterministic complexity
AHTIX, 7A=Y XAE LTadaptive algorithm #2077 FE2E X 5. THRED 3

DFA D(f) =32 -3 =61272 Y, non-adaptive algorithm 7217 & 2 72 & & L RO Z &

SRR Y SED.

3.9 EREN3OLE, AROTATY ALIIHLT, ROLIBRANBHD 1 1F

BB 0232 —-3=6F0hb.

MHE3I LY, UTHERD.

i 3.10 THEEHN 3D L &,
D(f)=3>-3=6

4 SHEDOEFEREIZDOIT

D(f) iZ2W\T, AHFF Tid non-adaptive algorithm (ZFRE L TV H728, Best et al.[2]
ERBIZFAILERZHTICREE TV, BKFROFEOISAGRHEZ LT TV ORE
HBOBETHD. FIZ, Best et al.[2] DX I RTNTY I LITHIFIDIRWFERITH LT,
AREDFIEIZLDBFERAEZE X5 Z RS HOFE L U THBKIEV.
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