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1. FHesEtHRER O

Bz o7& (H5VIIHEDK) OFHNLRETEORE L S 2&ERT 500, [FHRFE
BHEG] TH2. %@ﬁﬁ@tbk,ﬁ#@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%é@ﬂﬁkm&wmé HBWIEEE
HEAA L M?L&é ;nB%ifﬁﬁLTk

(1) AF5AG & At & B
MEICERE, TATYXAD " REHERES [THREER | T, “FHmc”
BTNV T) XAHH50ErEERT 500, [ FHREEEER] THb. T0O“FH”
Lk, ANHDHIEESAIR o TEL O L EOFHTHD. LIAT>T, FHERE
BEEHTE, 8, MBS CRANA RO TP 2T USERIR SR\ (T,
RIEE7AT R s 2 B L BN B 2) .

LITCiE, MEns, MELE (0,1} LoSHEOBBRUELT 2. LT, AN
iX {0,1} DERDOXFFIE B0, AN5HE {0,1} J:@ﬁ‘#ﬁtt;b IEREICIZ, 4:0) :
%#%ﬁt?%&ﬁ{%hm%Aﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ$g&k1% SRR

Vn [ Vo € {0,1)" [n(z) 2 0] and un({0,1}") = 1).
(Where ({0, 1}") = Taefonn #a(®).)

12720, BT T {ptanpo ZHIC p EWEFLL, p(z) T, po(e) (RZL n=|z|) 2RTZ
EIZT 5. (FR : Levin 2% [FHRMEIEERER | O 2E 2 244 [Lev86, Gur9l] i,
Kopeic {0,1) L&A (0F ) w({0,1}*) =1 L2 AHERGA u) 2ELTVR. 20K
DHEASERICENVICEE I ELHS. LA L, EEMICE {01} LOSAEVI D
2, EENICERLTSLVOT, RETRESZLIANGHE2EXDHRATELDIALS
V» [Imp95, SW95]. ﬁ%@@wmﬁtkt&wﬂhwﬂwf Kﬁfuﬁé“tokﬁﬁﬁ
TEXDHIELICTR.)

ML (2L LMEL XL C {o 1} ORBEEDOZ L) &, AJ5H p= {ptn}n>o &
DM (L, p) 537415 ZRIFE (distributional problem) & V9. FEH R ERER T, B
Al LT, TOL) 2okt SHED “FHHL " FHEORL S 2BRT 5.
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(2) SHEBROBMEOHY (SEREMEETEE)

HEGHELERE (Lp) BPEIZLN, ZRICHTETNVITYIA A 2Fx7ELE
). TOTNVITY XL BERMZ EO L) ICHET HITLIVEALI 2 ?2EF], XT
DEICERZRNB L, TVI)V XL A OFERHE timey, 2SRORX (AVP) %W/
L&, ARXFEHNICEEABRLE VY, Z0X) 27 VT) XAMEND G5 & ME%
EHMICEERMETETREE V).

. 1/d
(AVP) 3e,d>0¥n >0 [ ) timea(@)™® (@) < c].

z€{01}" n

2B, TOEHEL timey ICRLLRLTH, — I {0,1} LTERSNIBEHM FISHFLTD
25, 2%V, timey % f IZBEZT (AVP) BRY LD L &, f i p-FHTHSEAELV.

&T, £9LT (AVP) D& ) 2 &BBHUTELDLES S TEHRWICIIRD (AVP) OF
WHRR LS RERIT 5.

(AVP) e, d>0Vn >0 [ 3 timea(z)pa(z) < en? jl .

z€{0,1}"

£ (AVP) BAREREBRDTHS. LWwIHIDD, L X timey A% (AVP) i’z LT
VT, (timey)? A% (AVP) 275 LIZBR S 22572 [Gurdl]. FHTHHARMOT
WIYAALPZEoT2Dh, 722 21E, ATV AV M ENLBMOBET 2 FOBEIZE o7
ELE). ZOHATH, EEMICIE [EHTEZEARMN] Tho TRLV DD, (AVP)
DEETIE, FEARM TR L2HAOHTETLEINDTHS. (L2 AT, (AVP) =
(AVP) iZ2RIZEE Y L2025, HIZ—MEITIXE Y L7, 2F ) (AVP) iX (AVPY) & D
Wt EWRB,)

&M% (AVP) ICidF 7, EENLHEMNT S H 5. Schapire [Sch90] X, (AVP) 25KD5
HLRETHEI L RIBLL

Jdp : polynomial, Yn >0, m > 1 [ u({z : times(z) > p(n,m)}) < 1/m].

2%h, MEDOH A X n OM/NT A% m #EALCEHERBEZMEL, £EDO m o0
LT, BHERMEA p(n,m) DLEICRZHEERN 1/m UTOLE, [TFHMIC p KM AR
DTHB, 87 A—=F P n,m & 2 DNBDBEPFRNRDA, GhehrBRREZHFIELR
9. ¥, SEARBUNOEYREEOFMICH DA TE 5. EBE, Karg & Schuler [SY95]
X, COELFEAVT, [TFHOISHERE] 2 [TFHMCHEEEERN] 2EoBte2E
#L, BRBEELIEHL T3,
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(3) &L AD 2 5 A . P-comp, P-samp

ABNBAELT, EDL) LHABRBAIRUELIN?DBHA, BRERTHSERRFHIC
BT BRI, CARSHEREMEATD (FHMI) SEHARMIIBT S, 4, Zod
12, EALRSABEBEEATOPYNICSEARMICHT 20%561F, £iX, RERTHS
HERABMICHT 22 Mo Twd (THICELTIE, 2T [LV92] ]). 2%,
TRTCOGAEBEEEER 2L, BEROBRLEDOLR{ZoTLEIDTHS. £ TH
AEBOEE XL LHBEL & 5.

FFRELEBEICT A0S, SAEE u L, XD L) 2&hEEMLTEI) !

Jp : polynomial, Vz € {0,1}* [ u(z) X 2 E/H p(|z|) HTTEES |

SIEARHETETREZERT AR ICIE, ZOFRGF2REL TH—HBEEIRDIRVDT,
DT CROMEE p 1d, TRTCZOEALHATIDOLKET 5.

Levin [Lev86] 1%, B4R MAEEOEMEL L THZEARMEETEELZ 272 (Levin H
BARYIRY” LB o TV, ) »IXEEH) . ThIROEHETHS.

JA : poly-time algorithm; Vn >0, Vz € {0,1}" [ i(z) = A(h,m) ].

7272L, pidvbwaSABE. Thbb, £4 P(z) = {z/ € {0,1}": o’ IFENEFT
g LDAIFF } AT, [(z) = Toepp) u(e’) EERENDBYTHS. BEREE
BTk % L, PHABEEDOFFSEARECEETETHS L) RoMREERYEERT:
DIE, DX HBEBDS 5 A% P-comp LERT S.

SEABMETETREIIRPR ALTHRE LI TS, £RUIIH L, Ben-David bAEA L7
FEEARMARTEE] LVI)RGFEIRYBRTHS. ROFBEZW-THABER L 2
SHENRHERTRBEE V.

3G : random poly-time algorithm, Vn > 0, Vz € {0,1}"
[Pre{G(r) =2} = u(z)].

2%, ZOS5HEE p ORTHERT, ANWBRZERTH LD (SHAKHT) TEH%
A, p ERULSAEBERLEZ LD LVIDTH S, SHARMAERTEERZ ASIS AR
D75 A% P-samp &£\, | |
SEARMERTTRBELRURANTHAOEMEL LEL) EWIERHR, i) BERIEZL
B, TVINXLDOT—5 L LTERLNBANBZ, HRTEETLIOD, Hovid
MOTNTYXLOHPELTELNEZDBDDVTARLEZTLWV, ELHLDOANIBIIE
DL BRHFIESTRBEAI P ET, ARTRET S I DI LT, WHEERRE
BEZETHOONR TV L ik4 oAk, CRLIFTETEBELVWIETELSLLEMT, £
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ERABEERTEREEELTOEDEY., —F, 7LVT) XAOHAL LTELRDEAHD
GAE, bLEOTANTY XLN“ FLbhetERm " (FERBM) 7507256, T812%
HARMERTRICZo TS, £9%F25L, ANSAFSEARMERTERLEKRELT
Ik HIcEs.

STIZETIR, A EMEORE L S2EBRTLHMEE2TEL L L, MHEED
BODFHR LB LI ZERTAHELHS. L, 52 ONARHED, $XTORYLZA
DA LT, PHMICESEARMEETRLIES, TOMEE S 'EYNICSEHRRE
MIETHETRE] £ZEXTHIW/EA 9. Schuler & Yamakami [SY92] i,

Pp-comp = {L : Vp € P-comp[(L,u) is average poly-time computable]},
Ppsamp = {L : Vu € P-samp [(L, p) is average poly-time computable] }

EV) I TAEEELT. DFV, Ppogomp 1, TTD P-comp FHITH L, Ppgamp 13,
FRTD P-samp FAIKT L, THENEHIZLEABRMETETRZMED Y 5 A TH 5.
2B, COEBERTHE, (Lp) ZHATNVITY XL, & p EKELTROTIV, 2F ),
ANGHEEH oI ETT VT XL EREILTH IV, LWIEZHTHS.

&ZAT, 75 A P-comp & P-samp DBfRE LTIk, ROFEFHMSN TS [BCGLI2.

EHE 1.1.
(1) P-comp C P-samp.
(2) P-samp C P-comp unless no average-case one-way function exists.

#hiE. PR — BB (averag-case one-way function) DWW TIdKEi#SH.
L7242 T, Pp-samp C Pp-comp 2D D (BEHMBHIHE L TVEILIZER! LV K
WANGH DI 5 AREZIZFAY, ZEHARHETRLL2F v VAFRBEIPLTHD).

FL
SETDELHELT, FELFHEER/SAvERE (BEEH) LTBZS.
% 1.2.

AveP {(Lyp) : (L, ) is average poly-time computable },
P-comp = {p:p PBEARHEFTETEE], -
P-samp = {p : p PEEARHEETE LB},

Pp-comp = {L :Vu € P-comp[(L,u) € AveP]}, and

{L :Vu € P-samp[(L,p) € AveP]}.

PP-samp
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2. FHMEHRERICS PERLEHR

ME TR RENICHBALZ., TITR, PHRHERERICBVTSFITIHFRASNT
X EEREE, 2o CICHET 5 RBRMEICOVWTENRS.

2.1. NP RS EAR HETE T iEtE L PR NP-E2H

OB CRIBELT —<X, R0, [NP HEY (3XT) FEHARMEETED? |
LWHRIESE A, EiE, k) O NP-ELREY, »AEOSMOTTEHNIISHAR
BT 22 EABESATVD (ZHCEL TR I TIRERT 555, HROH S HIIL
Bt [Jo84] ZEZBMTHLIVESY)). LALEPLEVST, $XTO NP &S, ¥
RTORYLHADTT (FHMIC) FEARMIETENL) pidbhroiwv. LA P
# NP FRLRAMK, »R)BENEEXAIBC,. 0F), X0 L) BRENEREIIRE
BTH5.

Question 1: Prove (or disprove!?) NP € Pp_comp. Similarly, prove NP € Pp_gamp.

LirL, “TRCOREURAA" LV DU, £ bELXTH, BRERIERERTH,
[NPS2tt| V3 EAHHHY, [ =0 NP MBS LBFUZ P = NP 1222 TLED ]
LS EEASER T, EiE, PHRHERERTY, ALLIRILIVES. Levin
[Lev86] iX, [Py NP-52&HE] 22 b0 EHL, ROELVWHHE NP-HEZRLL
DTH5.

FTREROLBMECHEL LORMA SO LS. T35 X FEORL < % ity
BRbOFERE LT, THBSEAABNET (o B7T) 2EHTS. JhIERNSER
BRI (ERECIE <PB50) LM, 1 SRE0L S 1 DOMBICERT 2BMTH 2.
2tEL, AN EERBICAND HAKE GBS,

E#H 2.1, B A P, ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%umMQ#B(mmﬂ«oﬁmfb5fb@%#u K

HIZW) EUTDX 1225 (& (b) I22WTiX, & 2T [Gur9l] 25H) :

(a) hix L B5 L, ~D <P BTTHY, LId

(b) ANB A hICEoT y NERINILE, py(y) #F pa(z) IR LTEIAEL RS
V.,

INHDEBDOEELRFIX, ROBEPRY LI LTHS.
ﬁfﬁ 2.2, (Ll,/l,l) O(E (Lg,ﬂz) A (Lg,ﬂz) € AveP = (L1,#1) (S AVCP

CDBTLEEVT, FIyRE NP 5524 (distributional NP-completeness) &R & ) IZ5E
KTE2. '
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FE# 2.3. A distributional problem (L, ) is distributional NP-complete if (a) L is in NP,
and (b) for every L' € NP and 4’ € P-comp, we have (L', u') & (L, p).

TiX, ED &) ot EREN NP ZEIZEAEAIDIRDE D —BaAEDd LT
DIERERBOEILERIE (K, ux) 75, TOREFTH S,

K = {(i,z,0');n: : M; accepts z € {0,1}" within ¢ steps} and
#K(<i1x,0t>i,n,t) = 27"

727U (i,2,08i 00 12, 4,2, 0 DHEERLTVEA, AL in,t ISR LTORICALESD
XFINCARBEIICTRLZDO (5ABEERETLIZROTVADT, 20X 2HIR
PLEICEoTLE)). |

Z DM NP-5ZEBEDBIEHS, [Gurdl, BWI2, Wads] ISHA STV 2 BETZOM
A%, §TO NP-ZL2MEIX, M52854 (L2d P-comp ICAR5%) TEYR
NP-SE&IC% 5 2 LISMEITRE S (Cook R Karp DFEBATHTL 2 ANRZTICEA %
52582 NTEV) . LIL, £ pux DI L T HMRSHIZHLT, B3y
B NP-52&M 2 Re MBI R\, 22TRO LD ZRBRMENHT SIS,

Question 2: Show an example of distributional NP-complete problems for some “simple”
distributions. Or prove that, e.g., SAT cannot be distributional NP-complete with “simple”

distributions unless some strange thing would happen.

2.2. P-comp 734 vs. P-samp %34

FHR NP-E2E0O#BRIL, £HED P-comp FMICKH L TITbhTwS, Lo T,
fze 22 (K, px) PEEABMEETEER 512, $XTO NP M L, T 4 € P-comp
WX LT, (Lyp) BB ERBMEHTIE 55 (DF Y NP C Ppcomp L%5). LAL, &
LaT3&, 2% NPRE L i3, 547 4 € P-samp IS LT, SERRMICEHH TS
ZVhb LA, 2F ), NP C Ppgomp TH, NP C Ppogap £ RE SRS LW
(Pp-samp S Pprcomp THoR T L Z BV LTHLY) .

—h, RYUBRANGHDI 5 AL LTI P-samp DHHPEHKRZE., LA L, P-samp 5
xF LT OFH I NP-ELMOFERHRIZEE L. 72& 21F (K, uk) 75, P-samp 54 b &EDTY
NTOSFAT & NP FIREICH LT, PR NP-22&5 ) SidbhoTwiw, LiL, &
DXy TEBODLRD XS R EHDHY, Impagliazzo & Levin 12 & YR &7z [IL90).

72 2.4. NP C Pp_comp => NP C Pp_ oy

TPRRE LT, RDLD REBREIIB-oTWS (BT HWEETIIH 200
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Question 3: Prove (or disprove under some reasonable assumption) that (K, ux) is distri-

butional NP-complete w.r.t. P-samplable distributions.

2.3. Br5EE— A% L DB

FFEENRSHER CERR SN TV A —H MBI, FHRE—A B (average-case one-way
funciton) % & &MHIN, FHEE P vs. NP FIEE & BARASR .

fHEICV) &, B f AWERR—FBERTH L L, f BHEISFRH TEHETE
THEDIT, [~k CPHMICRTY) SEARMIBEATERRZEEZV ) (FLVERIC
DWTIE [Wat94] 228H) . 2 THHEARMTETERER f 1oL, £oHxE (01 2)
¥ROLEEE INV; L L&, THhHRE NP HETHS. &C, fHA—HAETHD L
WY i, TDINV, B f(punis) PHERGAHOTT, FHRSEARMTETERE 25%
VoL EFEETH D, EIBD, f(pws) W, P-samp SAHEO—HEDT, KIZLOEHE 2.4
»o, ROBEFRIRES. |

- T 2.5.

J one-way function <= 3f [ (INVy, f(punit)) € AveP ] = NP € Pp-gamp
= NP g_ Pp_comp.

LHL, ZOHERBERRRBRMEL LTRINTVD,

Question 4: Prove (or disprove under some reasonable assumption) that NP € Ppgamp

= some one-way function exists.

REm—AHBEEIC OV T, WAWALRBIRNFENTEY, 2 TOT 7=y 7 H%F
BETEROBATIC DB 2HEDE ., L2, N—F 37 BEOWEE [Wat04] % Hw
5t, NP & Ppcomp PIRED D, EALSEHARHMT VTY X2 KT oIZLEOHEIX
TERWE) %, REHEOEE L VEELBE TSI LHFTE S (ZDIBAFIL BFNWII]
Z$3).

2.4. BB LRI 2 FYRETEE QBT

b LRICHRERES RS ER R ETIR o 72 L LT, BET2BOERBER, &
BB S FHRZERARETRIZ 72550 I RO —BRWLETIX, NP C Ppcomp 722
72 LT, EFhd b SearchP C Ppcomp X, OptP C Ppocomp BB X BEA )N (72721
SearchP, OptP 1, ZHhZh NP Bk, NP EEELAIED 2 5 A [SW95)) HEMES
ECRREICN LT, RO LD 2EEHHERVBLONLTNS,
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EHE 2.6.
(1) [BCGL92] NP C Pp-comp => SearchP C Pp-comp.
(2) [SW95] NP C Pp-comp = OptP C PTASp-comp (i-€., every NP optimization problem has

a p-average-polynomial-time approximation scheme for every P-computable distribution

1)

ZRICK L, NP EIRELEEEAOR L S L oMEE, $7EbhoTuniy, BE
DRETIX, ROBRIVRERETH S [SWI5).

EHE 2.7.
(1) NP C Ppre_gamp = OptP C Pp-comp-
(2) NP C Pp-comp = NP C PP{{P—samp-

#x. PNP-samp, PNP-samp % P-samp Z#RL A2 T X,

Question 5: For which type of NP problems L and distribution y, can we show that (L, u)
€ AveP = (Search-L, u) € AveP ?

PNP

Question 6: P{i’-samp = P""-samp ? Or more specifically, Ppxr_qamp = Ppre-gamp ? Or

even more specifically, NP C Ppxp_gomp, = NP C Ppre_gamp ?

2.5. FIGRF vs. BERE

TR L REROBTOBRB L V) DB BIREV., ZHIZOWTIE, RO L) BERFADL
nTwa,

EIE 2.8.
(1) [Gur91] NP C Pp-comp => DEXT = NEXT.
(2) [SY92] NP C Pgcomp => P = NP.

##F. E-comp IXIBEI% (2) BRMCEEWRLRSMHN 7 T R,

Question 7: Can we show much closer relation, e.g., NP C Pp_comp => PH collapses ?

2.6. NP SERMBICN 57 A F BIBERFE

H5H NP BEICH LT, EHRT) ILBEZIRTNIT) XL E2EZLLE). £FDOT
WTYVZAAEZEDEIIZTFAMTNITEVDEA I NI ZFD200, 7R FIEERFED
MADEETH L. IOV TIid [Waty4] 2B E 2.,
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Question 8: Does (Search-SAT, punir) have a good test instance generator?

Question 9: For some typical distributional NP problem (with a distribution in P-comp),

desigin a good test instance generator.

Question 10: Let ppaive be a distribution given by a certain naive test instance generator.

Prove (or disprove under some reasonable assumption) that (Search-SAT, fpaive) is not in

AveP.
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