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Abstract: In recent years, Span-Program-based Quantum Algorithm (SPQA) for evaluating Boolean formu-
las has been paid attention. However there has been no general method to derive optimal span program,
which make the quantum query complexity of SPQA the least, and only professionals can derive for each
formula through trial and error. Especially, it is difficult to derive span program for a formula with many in-
put bits because number of elements of its matrix will increase exponentially. This paper proposes a method
for optimal span program derivation, which formulates the problem as an optimization problem and solves

it by evolutionary computation.
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BT/ TVRHHREOET VTR, B f:{0,1}" — {0,1}
FTIONELTEZ, SAINY =2 &F T 7 VI
BEhELIEIEo T AFL, WEEARRY 2 viea
TR CTHBOREERET . 7 7 VOGN
DHEFERE LTEZ, v ¥ a— Y NEOFEREIIE R
v, FRRONIZELE, 2007 4£12 Farhi 5235844 NAND
A% O(VN) &TRM TS 5T 7V T AL 2 EF
L2 ElZEDRERELA(L]. D2 Ea—2I1lL 55
44y NAND KROFHifiE, ERT IV T X L2k 504
WEHEE O(N %) 2 Tdh - 72 [2], [3], [4]. NAND (3
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+ 1 fo#iZ Span Program 23RO EN & &1 M OB [11]

Table 1 Example Boolean expressions whose optimal span
program are known and their quantum adversary
bounds [11].

Gate f

1‘1/\1‘2

Adv™ (f)

1V T2
z1 D x2
Magjs (ZE[3]) = (x1 Ax2 V ((z1 Vx2) A x3))
xr1 Vxo V3
z1 D x2 B a3

1 Vxo VsV oy

O ¥ a—2IZB 5T — P TH Y, NAND
TR SN A HEXZRE (i TE 52 L1, <D
ORI IO %A 5. 20729, NAND THEEL S
L (NAND K) 2 b LICETT VT RLNERS
nTwiz, By, ZETHEVITHID D - 2720, BHE
B2 IRPLT LMl 2 %2 22 o 7275, Ambainis 5 12 & o T
B O NAND KZEHliC& 5 & 9 127% - 72 [5], [6], [7].

Reichardt 512 X - T, Span Program % % & 12 L 7-553!
KXo &7 7 )V 71 X L (Span-Program-based Quan-
tum Algorithm: SPQA) 2SEMiS 7z [8]. THIZLD,
AN ORI G 1d NAND K727 T72 <, Fafstaefkic
Rk L7-. €512, Reichardt I EE0OHERICBWT,
SPQA DETRIAEFHEED TR E —fE TR (Cen-
eral Adversary Bound) 7§52 L 2/RL72[9). Th
i, FEEUEEANIC Span Program & V4 2 & °C, I 7
SPQA OEMNFHFETH DL I L EFKLTWAD,

H0H 72 Span Program O3 12T IO XL 75 &
BFEN G HER N THL. ANEy NSRS eimi
K CTEATH O EFEARBE B BT 5 720, 85
EHIIREETH L. T/, W Span Program 2SRRI
ThHHEHOFmHNE AT 5 2 & T Span Program % &
W 2 HESRESINTED 8], —HoMmAXTOAR, i
# 7 Span Program 25&H S T2 [10]. BifE, foliz
Span Program #5272 > T\ 2 5m#alix, AJJA%3bit LU
T Abit O HOATHS [11] (R 1).

AWFFETlE, iz Span Program O3EH % fisw {1
LT L, #ILEHE % v TR % Span Program
DFMEZ ST 5 FEeRET 5.

2. MESBFOBRE
21 EFEv b

BTEY MIET IV Ea— 7285 1HHO RN
THhHb. HHREY P02 1DOELEL =) DR EIEMNT
LD L, & FETIE, ERAGbOEDEEAR Y 7D
720, BTy MZ0oE 1 2ERAGHOEIRAETHKNT L.
XN RFIETEY FOERTREZERLAELDOTHS.
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) =alo)+ 811 (jaf + 187 = 1) &)

FIBZ D5 o, B IXHESRIRIG & XN 2 /R T
bbb, mTIREBRIWDPR L822I TS, EHILOZEM
ThoH Q) =1 %Wz LTV ELENRHL. BT Yy b
FEE NG L ELASDEIRESEN, HRNIZ02 1D
ELLDITNHET A,

KRB L~V MR H BIZBITAFIRT PvE L
THFNICRHBT LI EHNTEL, 22T, BNV M2
Ml H EIINEIERSINIEERY PIVERERT. =
FHFIZBWT, )L 22— RIS R RIT T H
L0, BFa Ca— ¥ TRARKRTE LTHEADLI LN
T&54. X)) 2EFAMWCRB LA, XQ L)

#12.
0 o
o8] 5] ?

BTy POIREENZ FIVIE, 2 KICk VNIV b Z2R
DTFYINVERICEYIESH, nBTEY FbOL X, 27
RILE VRV M ZEOFINRT MVl b, By bO
FL LI A T, DTFIORT DRI RTEMTH 5.

IWZa[

0

[v) @ [w) = |v) [w) = [v,w) = [ow) (3)

2.2 Span Program (CED<<EF7/)LT) XL (SPQA)
2.2.1 Span Program

Span Program (%, Karchmer & |2 & > THEME S 17253
REFHLT 2HEREET NV CTH S [12]. HlW L EHHEE
MEVERRGR OB C TN R OFEW [12], [13] ® Monotone Span
Program & L TR GEORE I HUE EICHWHNS [14].

nbit AJJOFEIHF % Span Program P i3, #{#EN
7 NIVEEC EOY =5y hRY M) (#£0) &, AT)
N7 MVOEES o) ke K}y oK EING. 22T
KiZ1 25 AR PO E TORRE»S 2554
ThHb. FANIXNT MU o) 12id, ATV I, 2 T X
VTS 5. AJIF7NNV L&, @BEXOAT) v 2
b EmMER 1,20, . .. 0y EFOBEDD 2 BT
HhH. FEATIRZ MV o) 1T BN AT T~V I, A8
true D& E, ZO |u,) PHERS N, GeBAEHEIZHWS
na.

LUF T, Span Program % AV 723 ¥R ORHAM /523122
Wik R%, Span Program P 2%% A3 fp : {0,1}" —
(0,1) #5FT 2 & 5, 3 (4) 49D 7.

1
fp(w)—{ 0

Fhbh, WERICAN ¢ 52 B0, AT T
I = true £ 7% % |op) OMIBREGT 1) #RT ZLHTE
BEEEHIK fp OUIAL LB S, |t) LR A TE

if |ty € Span {|vy) : I, = true}

otherwise

(4)
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R 2 Majs @ Span Program O /) & HHEFR
Table 2 Outputs and a truth table of Majs span program.

1 | w2 | T3 MRS & Mags (1, T2, x3)
0 0 0 not lie 0
0 0 1 not lie 0
0 1 0 not lie 0
0] 1|1 o [v2) + 572 Jug) 1
1 0 0 not lie 0
110 |1 57 |v1) + 53 [vs) 1
11110 55 [v1) + 552 Jua) 1
|1 | 1 | o)+ 2jve) + 2 |vs) 1

FIENTERWEE, D30 E%R5.

3bit @ Majority FA%L Majs(z1, mo, 3) ZHIZHIIT 5.
Magjs @ Span Program (33 (5) D& )12, ¥ =7y bXY
PV ), ATINRZ RV |v), |ve), |vg) ZEFZL L THD
9 Ve, BEUO, AT  BHRETDHEE Ik 12
IhERFILPTES.

S = {

T,
1 11
|t> = » Vi = V3oV3
0 1 w

ZIT, w=e2BTHDH. ATH Vg DEFNE, AR
bwhm,wg,m>a&5.¢&b%,wn:(§?QT
WHn. E72, o), fv2), fus) DI, ENEN L = 2,
Iy =29, Is=x3 ST NIUAFIFENS.

Majs DEE1E, [t % ATINT b L OMIGREGTHRT 7
DI, {Jug)} DI A HLED 2D HVLLEND 5.
Majs 123855 AT ¢ =011 OB ZLTFIRT. a5 = 1,
r3=1THLIEDNS, Iy =I13=true £ 5DT, ER
SNDBATNZ PV |va), Jus) D2DOTHS. 3 (6) 12
R LI, |8 % |vo) B |ug) OB EGCTEIITE
2720, Majz DHIIE1 %%,

LY ) (©)

=372 2+ w
2.2.2 SPQA OHE

SPQA %, Span Program &b &IZESN 5 7T 7 ik
FETYF—7THCI LY, HEMXFMEITD &
FTINVT)ALNTHE., i+ —01%, FVvFL7 71—
7 OEFMTHY, ST TEHEHBEHTTVERVS.
Reichardt & (%, Span Program % BEFATHIIZFF D584 2 B
75 7%, mfva— 7 T 2L TREAGEHEIATE 5
ZEERLTVS ).

LUF T, Reichardt 52585 L7277 71O fik%
W% 72912, Span Program * fFE#*KT 4. RO
A& FHE S % Span Program P 2D\ T, X7 MVZER C
LIEBFLY =7y bR x|, AJIXRZ MV |v) &
FHOEFZ L LTHOIHE AL L, AJIRZ MIVICH S
NBATITNV I, DGR 7 L35, $72, Az (I

w
Eto &‘H
~—
G

lv2) +
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52 |v)) OBREFEMCERS 5720, SHATHI I (2),
BIRT NVEE S (1) FHAT D, FRNTROEREUT
ISR

A= v (il € £(C”,C") (7)
€S
S = |J e (8)
j€[n],be{0,1}
M(z) = > |i)(ile£(c) (9)
i€ s (z)
I @) = | L, (10)
j€[n]

CIZT, 13 |jy) ok EEL, 0] = {1,2,...,n},
Lio=%j, Ij1=xz; TH5.

FitoEFEE 221 HIZBITAERLEDEVWEZRRES,
Vi (& A DRBEREFEHRNTATHITH L. AJIT N
Ly E 1 DOmBEREEZ20BETHY, 2208 Lo
WHER (BLXOZOEE) OMEEEHWET 2.2.1 H
DI LWIRL L. ATINT MU |v) 13, 2.2.1 HOBEE
BEMETH L0 LT, mlifli =1, 2HTELTY
. BHEATHI I (2) 1&, 2.2.1 HOERIZIENZ VD, A
DEFINRZ MVD ) B AT 212X D BIREN D50 A % %
TIET, AINZ MV {|v;)} DFIRE B EH T 2
7ZOWIERT A, Thbb, I(x) 3475 A ISHE> S1EH
THILIZED, ADic F(x) DTNV S5 %
RFEL, BOVOEZEZTTOIZT 5.

UEDLHizPaEHRTHE, SPQA THWW L EAN
ETA2HT T 7 DBEHATY] Bgp(r)  RAD L9 I2EKT
TENTED [15).

_[ A
BGP@)_'< 0 EH(x)) )

ZZT, ERHMNATIITH S, Bape) &7 7 7HEDOR
IoaE 1 12RT. Aoy ld AD1ATH, Acy i3 AD 24T
HUMTHL., $72, Ajyj=FE-1l(z) TH 5. ao, ay,
bo, bo, br X1 DL I Bao 0TV E LTRIE S
N, 77 7T/ — FISHIE S 5. Ba@) 7H&/ —
FEORICERMIT L, 77 7HEZERT 5. BEADO
THE, /— FHEoBERVwb DL Bed. fle LT,
Magjs @ Span Program % 3X (5) & L72& & D Bg,000) P
BEEEATH 2 (12) 12, 79 7% 2 1SRT.

1 1 1
1L 0 Lo Lo
0/ 1 0 w 0 w2 0
0ol 1 0 0 0 0 o0
0olo 0 0 0 0 o0
Beromy = 1 0 0 1 0 0 o (12)
0ol o 0 0 0 0 o0
olo 0 0 0 1 0
olo 0 0 0 0 o0
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1 BT B, o) 12 & 275 7 BEO (RT3
Fig. 1 Adjacency matrix Bg, (5 and its graph.

2 Maj, 2B 577 7k
Fig. 2 Graph of Mayj,.

23 BFUVIVEGEE

BEPTNVI)ALATEMEENEEZET 7 L) TR E
(Quantum Query Complexity) &IE5, &7 +—7 “Cﬁq:
CES, BIEEMEASHEY T2 IF UL, IELWHERZE 2
o3 “C% V. ZD720, IELWERPEEZ R T L, o, 9‘
ORI TETT LI ENLEENS. SPQA DET
27 ) 552 Span Program 72> 538 S 415 witness size
WELWIZ EAIRENT WS [10]. L7225 T, witness
size DL 72 \» Span Program % K& % & & Theii 72 SPQA
REMNTHIENTES.
2.3.1 witness size

witness size I& Span Program OMEFERFMOFRIEE & L T
HwoHis 9], EEORER f 2553 % Span Program
P %M EE¢7- SPQA om 17 T EHHEEY Q(f) £ B<
&, KA Lo,

Q(f) = O (wsize (P)) (13)

Span Program P @ witness size wsize (P) 13k & D
Ko 5.

wsize (P) = mer?oai{}” wsize (P, x) (14)

fe(z) =1ThiuE, AJIX7 PIVOBBERITEID ¥ —
TR MV RTIENTELDT, ThE|t) e
Range (All (z)) L EB5 5. 2ot &, All(z) |w) = |t)

77 |w) € 7 AEAE L, wsize (P x) %3 (15) D X
IICET I ENTEL, 22T, CNiR |7 RIcoH
2 & T .

wsize (P,x) = min | w) || (15)

w): ATI(z) jw)=|t)

13 (4) @ Span & Range 3B X ZFFETH 505, All(z) DX
INATHICTH B2 |vg) DL IHINRT MV TH B2 L )R
FENRL D,
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frx)=0D& %, |t) ¢ Range (Al (z)) &7 5. 2D
, {tw') =121 (x) AT |w') = 0 2723 |w') 2347
L, wsize(Pz) ZUTOLIICERTILENTES,

\MWWHf (16)

wsize (P, x) = min

w') : (th) =
w') =

ZIT, AT, ADmBEERIEEELT.
2.3.2 SPQA O&#E4*

w7 L) EHRECHE XM EE O TROGENE,
BEFEMEO S L LTl Eo o Twns, =1
7 1) FHEREO THYREICIEBIE, £ (Polynomial
Method) [16], = 745t (Adversary Bound) [17], [18],
— T HHES (General Adversary Bound, Negative Ad-
versary Bound) [19] ® 3381 2% % [20].

Reichardt (ZEE O EA f - {0,1}" — {0,1} 2B W
T, Span Program P 28 f #5535 L &, SPQA 0= T
7 T EHEEO TR E TR Advt (f) #5803
HTLERLI[9. ZHUTED, —fETHmRICE LY
witness size % 5-2 % Span Program k&5 Z & T, i
W7 SPQA OEH AT RETH 5.

2.4 ®EXA Span Program NDE&EH

Reichardt 512 & » TERAL S 72w % Span Program
DIHNZDVTIRARD [9]. —fE T xR Ado™ (f) 13K
AL EHR SN,

+ o .
Adv™ (f) = mmmer?o&ﬁ(}" 2 (x| X |z) (17)
st Y (2 Xjly) =1if f(x) # f(y) (18)
jas Ay
X; =0 (19)

ZZT, = (21,22, -, %n), Y= (Y1,Y2,--,Yn) {Taml
KOAT =T . X; |13 Span Program % [HHZHTIZHERL
piHICH Y, A A7), (18), (19) THEIN L Hd LE
DEETERE RS,

X; O%4E7% 5, Span Program % 3 51751 A % LL
TOXHIERTLIENTEL. TTTH X; DES
(X1, Xo,..., X} %2, X (20) 1> TaA L AF—4 T
LT, T AT HEETH S {Juy;)} KD 5.

{luaj)} o (uajluy;) = (@] X |y) (20)

2D |ug;) VT, K (21) 12

e Y

z€Fo,j€n]

Lo TITH A 28T 5.

|z) (4,751 @ (ua] (21)

cf(x)=0} THA. 175 AL, x € F

%:)\ﬁl/f_ﬁm, BIREND ASINRT DIV D& BATERD
WL TIRTOWL R DD, ¥—7 v b7 ML EERE
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BTWE NI oTWD,

PEo X912, 175 X; %G {X1, Xs, ..., X} KD
% Z LT, Wi Span Program %3425 2 LS TE 5
YOO, X; O ERTEEIWS 2% > Twiw,

2.5 ELEHET7IITU XL

EALRI I Z TR RTH L e il b $ 5 A% b 2 —
VAT A7 ATH Y, N, ZElE, /A Xz2E500E0
R R OMEICB W T FIRITIRR 17 R L 2 il
ILFETHL. b, KHOENTHWAIERSRL TR E
&, EAEHE S T—RMIHVW SN ALK TR & E
AWwd., COROERETOR, x, v EOBREN, K
DMOEL &L B D2 BRTHWOLNS JITEE SNV,
2.5.1 EnE(L (DE)

#E4L (Differential Evolution: DE) [21] (& FE8l i
BLMEZ SR E T L ENFRTFEDO 1 2TH L. IR
7o FEHUE GA RHAELHNE & it L, DE (&S H~DIPORK
PROEETH B Z LAVRENTW 5 [22], [23].

DE i3—#%1912, DE/base/num/cross O X 9 12K T 5
T L THIEDE WA KT base lIN—ANY M VORI
HaRRL, mEOMEEET A5 EER (best) <, A
Hro I v FAGERT V7 L8R (rand) G EVRD 5.
num [FERRY NV R ERT B BEIIES AT ) RO
&R L, cross (3 IAZK . (binomial crossover: bin) <
18523 (exponential crossover: exp) % EDRZL k%
AN

Z Tl DE/rand/1/bin I22WC#HWT 5. DE Tik
B OEARE IS £ 5 T TOMEKDS RO AL DA
DEBICEST 5. L g OFEEREICBIT 5 i FHOM
%z, , LT, HHAAT, KEK (-7 bXRT )
Tig LT, R=2ANZ b gy, LGB
Tp1,g, Tpog CMAGRHOR P SERIE LS R NVEHICT
YELIGEIRL, K (22) B HWTEREARY Mo, ZAK
T 5.

Vig = Tpg + S (Tr1,g — Tra,g) (22)

ZZTS HAT = WARE LA,
RICEAZAT, 7 =4 A7 PV EERRY R Lh
58IATINRT MV, ZAFRT 5. ZHELTIAZE
TFECR (0K CR<1) &I FATHEIRL 2T jrand
(1 < jrana < D) (DIZRICE) I2HED S, EEPOEE ;
2 (23) DL D ITRET .

w = Vi,j,9 if randm- [0, 1] < CR or ] = jrand
ne T; g otherwise

(23)

rand; ;[0,1] 1Z#iFH [0,1] O—HEEILTH 5.
J:%Ec: £ V)ﬁiﬁiéﬂf: Ui, g k Tig D :) %, EE@E@;&@{E
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MMEND % KA T .

DE IZBWTHET /57 A — & I3RS, A7 — Rk
S, KAFECRDIDOTHA. BEEIT5D~10D D
RSN TV DAY, FEBIZIZZENRLY DL WEKETT
GREMREROZEATRENT WD 21, A7 — ViR
BSOS HMNELTHENCRMEAMEL, KELCT2 LN
ML 5. ZZA CR ORI RIE O R B EU AR5
L7z, SrEETTRERIEICA LCIE CR € [0,0.2], BfOH
BORMOLGEE, ZEBOKF*ERE L TCR e [0.9,1]
LRET AT LIRS LT A [21], [24].

2.5.2 Generalized Opposition-based DE (GODE)

Generalized Opposition-based DE (GODE) [25], [26] &
DE ®O#AEIZINZ T, Generalized Opposition-based Learn-
ing (GOBL) &\ ) FEaBATH I LT, ERMEED
) E& Mo 7= FETh b, GOBL EFHHMBEOH LWVF
%ETH»Y, DE LA OENRET R EH SN TN 5.
ELEEL LTI, BUEDOMEETE P ORFEZEMIIH LT
KPR & 7 B IRF M AR GOP 2L, P &
GOP DIEREEDH A & AL DA 2 8 AR E 5 7210 # IR L,
RO OMEEEE PP L35, GOP #ERT L THE L
TAMBBEOET VP RESINTB Y, KL TEIRD BV
ETIE EN T 5 Random-GOBL % v % [25], [26].
Random-GOBL (L F ORI & o T, WHEEMKD LR %

4= 2

7.

xi; = k(aj +bj) — i (24)
a; = min(xi,j), bj = max(xi,j) (25)
‘x:yj = ra’nd(aﬁ bj) if ‘T:,j ¢ [mmina fmax] (26)

i=1,2,..,Np, j=1,2,...D, k= rand(0,1)

GOBL Tl flfk i ® j KILOMH x; ;, AT 2 4B
D jRICDME x5, BHEOMEAREEIZBT B j RILOFe/Mi
aj LK b;, [aj,b] ND T > ¥ L7l rand(aj, bj), &%
BB DETIK [min, Tmaz), TEEENp, [0,1] DT ¥4
L7 rand(0,1), AV L ICRESNLMEL ZHV5. K
OMENT v T LB T A2 LT, T e ichkans
SERMEAR ORI EAZEAL S 5. A S N BB A A R E O
BREMOFHINTH o 72354618, BIEOHEREZEMNTT
VY LICERTS.

GODE X GOBL %47 ) = p, Zi%E L, LT &I
GOBL & DE O#EALIE A FERMIC D B2 5. £72
IAEARREE AR T AB520 GOBL 2@ L, ZOB®
/Ml a; &K b 13, BETEBDERIR 2min & Tma
WL, FMEREERT S L1CL ), BIEOBEEZE
2 HH L WIRR R 2RSS v maee ), X0
BWRESERTAHEE252562LDTE L.
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2.5.3 AHEHESETIIOEE ICED < ELEEE (CMA-
ES)

CMA-ES [27] 1, #EALAYERE (Evolutionary Strategy:
ES) O—ffiTdh 5. HlEkRE R it 25 ARKAT BIfR 2
HHMEICH L THERTH 5 [28].

CMA-ES (3% L ®IEBDM & W72 EZRAERIZL - T
WERNEAERT S, £3, EERZEHEL, 3o & EE
TS, RIRERG A OFER 7 bV & SRGHATH 215
b ORI, BRLZRIREEGAT O T bV R BERFHHO
Hulb& L, BIRERSADIIR &R & 2 % 5#d - #dT5
POERT L. SARICHE o THER L 72 E S B OBEILE
IZEDOWT XV ENTBPHROND L FHIND TN
TA—FRHEHT 5.

3. RETHHK

3.1 TRt

KL CIlE, HM T v ¥ a— 5 ORfEIEx v, &
## 7% Span Program OB Z B $ 5 Fh a2t % ¥ 5.
FRIZBWTIE, 24 BTl zmlE b L1247, §
mbb, A (18) Db ETHWEEF £ (27) © L) 12
#L, FEARMET D L9 % (X1, X, ..., X} 23k B 8
BALEE & LRk 4. BEMEARUL (X, X, .., X0}
DHEEFET, HfEMFEX(18) L4456, ZoLE, FORK
IMEIZ 0 TH 5.

_ { maxg 3 e, (2 X |2) — Adv*® (f) if X; =0
P(X;)

otherwize

(27)

2T, P(X;) 3HIFBERISST 5 _F VT 1 BHTH .
FRMDEMRBIE LT, f(x) =21 Vay (ORy) DEE
OHMWEEZ F o 1XH &fl#sto 1:8H (18) 2, £h
Fhak (28), K (29) ITRT. 72EL, X E X; OF
(k) O L&Y X BRFATH (X ey = X 1m))
THHDOT, X (29) 1%, k<IITBIT2HIREGERT.

F = X — V2 28
refoth X0 _6%:2} kel — V2 (28)
jell,
X1,000,10) = 1
s.t. X27(00’01) =1 (29)

X1,(00,11) T X2,00,11) = 1

3.2 EHEIEHDHEIR

AFRTIE, {X1, X0, ..., X} OFTRXTOEFEZ HFE
Brsrociznd, Xag) &, K19 o—EIcLkhH
BICE T B ERIIOWVTREFEE2» ST 5.
Fi3X (18) (£t A) BXORX (19) 242 &THY,
BEIE, (X1, Xo, ..., X} PHFATH] (& B) oA
EATRTOLETHL L (£ C) THAH. RFET
&, &fFABIUOSNEB 2RI T L9112, & (18)

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

EHA) Y @IX )=l if fOFAO)
oA,

S4EB) X, HOH TSI

[l
i
1

Xl 00 01 0 11
v S
00 | Xyj0000; | X100 10 | Xy 00 X2 0000, 10/ | X 1.0- X500
7
01 | Xy o0y | Xui Xujo110 | X10111) o1 1.0 Xao1hy | Xa Xa
\4
10| 1.0} | Xy X1 X101 10 X2i0010} Xajo110 | X2 Xz
11| Xy ooy | X X Xuauay 11 | 10-Xo001n | Xajoray | Xag X
e
EIZF ‘ X1,400,00) |X1 (01,01) ‘ X1 (10,10} | Xii11) ‘ "t ‘ X201 |

3 OR, 2B\ BEET-HEB

Fig. 3 Chromosome representation of ORs.

(ZHE - TRRAETERE HI T 5.

BlE LT, ORy 3R LT BHLEDHRETEKIZONT
3 BIULITFTIENS. ORy Tld {X1, Xo} DHEEHEN
REMER LD, T E, LA (OR, OHE, K (29))
0, XY IWRT L) IC—FHogsrHEihsnhs, &
D7z, K (29) 12X > THE SN D 3D X1, (00,10)5
X5, 00,01), Xo,00,11) TRV 1T O % kAR L
T 5.

FROX ) ICHAEREHIT LI LT, A BLUB
EoRlliiZzzEns 720, B LOBFETIIFRNEC DA%
ZETE LW, Thbb, X, Xy, ..., X, OEAED
L0FRRALLLIBEABEOEEEZ m & LT, UTOR
FIVT A BEBREH VD, 22T, Tpe, 3ERET A,

P(X;) =m % Tpen (30)

3.3 NIBF|E

AT % FH T % Span Program %389 2 FE
FRRB. FT, WRE L DHER f(z) O—H R T
B Advt (f) 28T 5. KL T, Reichardt b D
YHRBEI LT 8. KIC 3.2 Wit > TRAER % e
L, 2.5 HIZR L7EALETE T VT XA % lv Tl B A
REHERT L. BHROBICEER 27) OBMWEKF £ b
MM 5. Z0%, 155 N7 BEEKICE LT 3.2 o

DENERATH T LITE D, 170 X1, Xo, ..., X,y AT
b, 24 BIORLZZFIEIZE D X, Xo, ..., X, 25, Span

Program = i3 2175 A #3385,

750 A 5w f (2) Z5Fifid % Span Program Td %
PEPIE, 221 HIRLAFIHTHEETE L. £/,
AL )M 2B Span Program O ML, 2.3.1 18
RS FNEIC X V) witness size ZEH L, —fFKEFx05
Adv* (f) F 723 BER O Fe# % O witness size & T 2 2
L TRHITE 5.
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1.E+03

LE+01 - =Ny —OR2
1E-01 = AND2
1E-03 XOR2

LE-05 -
1.E-07
1.E-09 -
1E-11
1E-13
L.E-15 4
1E-17

Fitness

0 200.000 400,000 600.000 800,000 1,000.000

Number of Evaluations

4 ORs, AND:, XORs \ZBV} BSOS 7
Fig. 4 Fitness transitions on ORa, ANDy and XORs.

4. FHEEER
4.1 BE

ETH5HRUTED, 7% Span Program 01 L
DN ERALEREIT 72, 421 HB L 422 HT
X, 1 Zn 2bit, 3bit DFFHEAEZ L L LT, DE 2 H
WTEBREIT 72, 423 HTIZ 4bit OFmBREZRE L
T, GODE B X UF CMA-ES % IiK5# % & & C Span
Program O & il A7z, 155 N7z DU OFFf L 3.3 i
TRR7ZZTFNETI 72, B, T T Tpe, = 1,000 &
L CEBEZITo 7.

4.2 EEER
4.2.1 2bit DFRER

F 9 2bit OFHER TG e LT, #ILFIHEICIDES
N5 AR O i E OWERE % 4T - 72. DE/rand/1/bin % H
Wl b7 b oL L, #ATHE R 5 e L7z, 4
& L7 BE ORy, AND, BX U XOR, T, #NLEh
DRICHEIE 17, 17, 16 TH B, HE£FH A X% 100 ik, #
T 4% 10,000 A, FHAfEI% O 1R % 1,000,000 [, %8
AR CR% 09, A7—VgKs %05 & L7,

ORy, AND,, XORs \ZB1T % i BRAEIKRO IS E OHER
2B 4 1R, M4 RTRIERIE, 5 RIoFEIT TSN
ROV THL. M4 L), WTINOFRHEBEIZBE T
LEE R AR E 2 B2 O TR ESPOR L7222 &8
TIN5,

KA, FEBRIZ X 5 T 572 Span Program % FEAM L
7z, BEBREAT - 2B O R TR (Ado® (f)),
BESN D e s# fif O witness size, FEBRIZ & > T 54172 Span
Program @ witness size 3 3 [Z/R7. & 3 IR L72#E
FiL, 5MOMATTHONTRBHREO 2T, bRV
witness size Z 7R L TCWA. £3 X0, WwiFhoimiEiz
BVTH, AdvE(f) L IEHITEV witness size 55D Span
Program % BB TE 722 £ 0 5.
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+® 3 FEEEITo7 2bit ORBERICB TS Advt (f) & witness
size
Table 3 Adv™ (f) and witness sizes of the tested 2-bit Boolean

expressions.

BEAN OB R oD | £55 N7zfRD

witness size | witness size

WHAL | Adv* (f)

OR> V2 V2 1.41421
AND, V2 V2 1.41421
XOR; 2 2 2.00000

V2 & 1.41421

x4 EHZTozmBER (3bit)
Table 4 Tested 3-bit Boolean expressions.

Fpi e Gate D/
OR3 x1 Va2 Vs 101
ANDs x1 AN To A T3 101
Majs 1 Az V (21 V x2) A z3) 92
Paritys 1 O x2 © w3 92
If-Then-Else (z2 ANx3) V (z1 A T3) 92
Equals (1 Az2 Ax3) V (T1 ATz A T3) 96

F 5 FEEEITo7 3bit OMBERICB TS Advt (f) & witness
size
Table 5 Adv™ (f) and witness sizes of the tested 3-bit Boolean

expressions.

as | A (p) | RO [BOTERD
witness size | witness size

OR3 V3 V3 1.73471

ANDs; V3 V3 1.73808

Mayjs 2 2 2.00921

Paritys 3 3 3.02427

If-Then-Else 2 2 2.00921

Equals 3/V2 3/V2 2.16242

7 V3 &~ 1.73205, 3/V2 ~ 2.12132

4.2.2 3 bit OFHENX

= 4 12787 3bit OFEA A2 5 &£ LT, Span Program
DB ERAT, AT E 1 & L7z, %38, DE/rand/
1/bin Z VT TVIREREIT o728 ZANORED o 7272
%, 3bit OFEHRZ xR L L72%EETIL DE/rand/1/exp
7z BRI A X% 1,000 4, A LR % 50,000
AL L7z, $4bb, FHbiEo LRIE 5 x 107 b & %
5. WA CR* 0.9, A7 —VIR¥ S %03 & L7

FEERIZ & o T 5 172 Span Program % &Ffli L, 20
witness size #F& 5 (IR, £ 5 121E, HEBREITo 75
B Adv™ (f), BEHIDRERO witness size & &b T
RY. F5 LD, WTROGREKIZBEWTY, IS 11
$ T AdvE(f) &% L\ witness size @ Span Program % 34
WMTE7Zenghsb.
4.2.3 4bit DFHEKX

4bit DFFEX 2R LT H5EL, RGP KIZR S
Tod, R BHHEAEE TV XAk 2 B CHEBT S
& T Span Program D& & il A7,
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100,000

\ --DE
10,000 —GODE |

1,000

jmmm——m————c

Fitness

100

0 20,000,000 40,000,000 60,000,000 80,000,000 100,000,000
Number of Evaluations

5 4 1 BFFICB0 2 MIBEOHER (ORJ)
Fig. 5 Fitness transitions on the first search (ORy).

9, ORy R L L THWERELITY, HHT LTV
TYVRLDEERTH)IZEE L. H1IEBTE, 55
AT L 72 oiE R % 3% L L < DE, GODE Tikft
ZiTo 7z, H2ERRETIE, 55 Nk BIEM 2 9IRS
MM X4 CHE, DE, GODE, CMA-ES CTho#fl % i
72. ¥7%bbH, DE, GODE TIXMIERIE SNk
Iz, CMA-ES CTIEHIERIER I % P~ s
MV EES 2R B S L7z, DE E 3bit DR 0%
B L [Mkk, DE/rand/1/exp & M\, A X% 1,000 1#
£, CR=109, S=02%kL7. GODE & DE & [AkED
INTA=FIZMA, ¥ ¥ THp, &K [25] 1I21E> T 0.4
& L7z, CMA-ES 1330k [29] 2212, EHT A1 X% 22
Ak, o0=0.02& L7

E1EBICBITS, £7TVITY AL E VRSN
BHAOBEIDEOHSLEZR 5 1/RT. W5 L0, 1x107
B L D&% T, DE, GODE DJilijJ5 & b $_TO|
RIGAFZ B - 78R GEIBEE DS 1,000 Kl OEMEK) DFER
B L7280 DD, +45712/8 E W witness size & FEOfit %
FRTE oz,

551 BB TlE GODE Ol DS IC B W R Z 38 T &
7etz®, 52 BRORBEILEAT O BRIZ, & 1 BERY ot
QI8 %5 GODE D BAEARZ 3 L W ATHHEAD 12 &
LTz, DE, GODE, CMA-ES % v Chas b % kA
7z. GODE D BAik = wiiifEfk & L TH 2 72BD, ORy
B BEICEDIER I 72 6 (2R, X6 LD,
DE, GODE 2B L TIZ5E 2 BEFsBAtat., FREERISRN 20 88
REATo 7272 OFEROER LA HED 6.0 x 107 [MIFEE E T
EREBOEFZITZT, ToemEOaPFIRERLTE
otz ZIUTH L, CMA-ES (2B W CIIFTRIZI A
e BERERBETCE LGNS,

TR TIHEROR R L 21T T, 4bit DFGEEA %24
L L7-FEETIE, 9 GODE Zi#H L, GODE THE51
7o i BARR & R & LT CMA-ES The#L %479 =
L L7z, 2 FNoOFMREO FRIEN 6 25512,
551 B¢ GODE 13 3 x 108 [1l, %5 2 BEfE> CMA-ES 1%
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100

Fitness

0.1

0.01

0.001
0 20,000,000 40.000.000 60.000.000 80.000.000

Number of Evaluations
6 352 BRSIC B 2 EILEOHER (OR4)

Fig. 6 Fitness transitions on the second search (ORy).

100.000,000

® 6 EHZITozmHRA (4bit)
Table 6 Tested 4-bit Boolean expressions.

o e | B
Erpiiwd Gate Roct B
OR4 x1 Vxo VsV ay 529 Yes
ANDy 1 A xo AN X3 A Xy 529 Yes
Parity, 1 D x2 D x3 D Ty 480 Yes
Function #282| (z1 Va3 Vza) AN (T3 Vza) A| 496 No
(@1 Am2) v (T3 A Ta))

x 7T FEWEITo 4bit OmENICB TS AdvT (f) & witness
size
Table 7 Adv™ (f) and witness sizes of the tested 4-bit Boolean

expressions.
ws | Advt () | EAORERO | S RIRO
witness size | witness size
OR4 2 2 2.00181
AND, 2 2 2.00513
Parityy 4 4 4.03763
Function #282| 2.80369 2.92535 2.84124

2.2x 107 Al & L7z, FEBREAT o7z 4bit OFgE 3R 6 12
AL AATEEE 1R E L7z,

FEERIZ X - TIH 517z Span Program @ witness size %,
BEBEAT o PR O Adv™ (f), BEAIOFERO witness
size L EBITR TIIRT. KT LD, §XToORMAKXITE
WT, N 1L E T AdoT (f) &5 LW witness size &
¥ Span Program #3&EH T X722 L 2% 0 4. §FIC,
WA DO %o T2\ Function #282 (2B LTI, BEAI
D#F L D b witness size AV E» Span Program % 3K
WHIEITHEI L.

4.3 ER

FEEBRIZH VT RTORHRIIB VT, %% Span
Program OYTM#Z SN TE 722 & T, AFEI A
HWABZENRNTEDLEERDL. FIZ, Function #282 128
WTHRERE D bl ffa RO D 2L TE-Z L2k
D, A RMOMOFRENITBWTY, EUFOER
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T E 5.

%8, 3.1 BTk EwAILTIX, 7% Span Program
DI BT B EEHEROBREIL, nbit OFRmEX DG A
IZnd™ &7 h. 3.2 HiCIBREFIEEOHIRIZLY, B
L2 12 HEOBRGIEROBKICZ L2 ENTEL LD
D, n DR BIZONTRIEBESTRBEENICHAT 5.
070, BEEICBWTANL, 7227208 Om
LA AN ET hamBA 25 & L7z SPQA D ETIxt
LTHERTHS. L)L DOFRFEREYED SPQA %1
FLTHITE, EO%BLRITHIFS, MEESE L THL
LEDTRPULETHA.

5. bW

SPQA TH\ % ik % Span Program %, #EALFI&E %
FAWTHEUMIZEL T2 N ERELZ. BELLHFK
1, PERIGEMRAFATH RGN L T\ 7 72 Span
Program % s bHE & L CEANAL L, KRB OHHE
o R A R OBIET S {2172 5 GODE %
CMA-ES %\ TG 2 55 BICRESH 5.

FEERICE D, BT 2 AN, e TRt oMHEIzT
\» witness size % 2 Span Program &P TX 5 Z & %
RL7z. HRIZ, BRI D Function #282 128 LTI,
PO D D L) b witness size 23/NE V> Span Program %
BT LI ENTE T

AthiE, BRI OMOFIEKIIxF T 5 Span Pro-
gram OEH R, 5bit ML OGNk % Span Program
D, B LU, PR Y F W7 R RS o SHE O BAR
W7 e+ 5.

B U T T LADFERE, FERIC TG R
KITHE BT 5.
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