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1 KEBENGF. (a) 3 MEH; (b) 4 MEH

Figure 1 Examples of the dependency graph. (a) Three events; (b) four events

2 HRMARERSIE

HEMRS PR FHIE A = (A, A}, BOEREEHABERIK KN pr,. . pm. RS
SISO X A EF IR p = (p1, ..., pm) TARAT QKPR AT DURAIE BT AT (3R SR R 2R
WATE Sk L P R 5 L, BT AR ST AT A M OSSR AT i, N A
ANFAIEARI N T 1, BT GRAEFTA IR AR AR, SR R, R A %
ZRUNT 1, A RARIERT A MR EEA R, T — RIS, FEE A IR EA R R A L —
ANERE Gp = ([m], E) ZIE, Hd Gp MEBATIA i € [m] MM —MRFM 4, I A, FFTAE W
{A;:j #4,(i,5) ¢ B} MBS JATIR Gp NFEAE A FRBIE, JEH T 2RTA § /£ Gp T
A0, B, B 1(a) B 3 NSRS, B 1(b) Ak 4 N, Ay 5 Ag BT, Ay 5 Ay BhOT.
JR# 51 BE G Co R TE MR, 1 A AR 2 A4 2% 1R IR RE TR BT J8E T BT ISR 4, 2 400 i A
LS EREHESA RS

E X1 (KRN ) Gp MBI, Z(Gp), & SLH

T(Gp) = {p : M FAERMHAEN Gp BT A, 5 IR RN p,
M Pr (Nacad) > 0 BELLRRL |

PR B R 5 5 T B 2 TR AR OC R, 6 SR I s AR A i 2R, (R, RATIFRAR
RSB 51 B GRRAS J B 51 3 (abstract LLL). 2K Z500E, B 1(a) FHRIIKESE Gp RIS
NN Z(Gp) = {p: p1 + p2 +p3 < 1}, BIE 2(b) =T LLTF BTG HAER &= #8 T Z(Gp).

2.1 =ERNBEMSIIERERE k-SAT RN

H¢ 87 R 14 Jm 3 5 | B 2N

EI1L 4 BEE Gp = ([m],E) Ml pe (0,1), % d N Gp RIARERKE. W e-p-d <1, U
p=(p,...,p) € Z(Gp).

THEATRE —FBEH 1 7E k-SAT W@ LA, R —ANEEEE A TR e s &
AT, FATRAZEBIER A k-SAT S2]. U1 & = (21 VT2) A (22 VE3) A (23 VT HiiE— 2-SAT
S, s 1, FATAT DR A0 R R

#IL1 B BE—A k-SAT HISEf) @, R HEA TR &2 FHADL |28 /e) NTRIFLHZR, N @
& AT A2 ).

WERR RATE @ WM T R R A E ML FENLAR &, RANRENLE R DL 1/2 FIREREUE N 0, LA
1/2 MMEREMEN 1. X @ MRAFA) e C—MREE, o A, RAEMBACSEE @ ST R 2.
@ & —MNEIGER, 255500, T — MR R AERME R 1728, H @ w2 4 BACUATA 1
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1.0 1.0
0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
0.2 0.2
0o 09

(a) (b) (©)

2 AEARBSSIERZBENEEER. (a) EE 3; (b) THE 4; (c) EE 9
Figure 2 The probability vectors characterized by different LLLs. (a) Theorem 3; (b) Theorem 4; (c) Theorem 9

WA KA. & Gp FNXREIRFAAER R P, Tk ¢+ 5 j 2 AE—2%0, M HACSE
MRS § ARG AR E. A @ AT R&RZ RIHAD (28 /] MTr)EHAZRE, Il Gp H1T
] — AN AN |28 /e, H1e-1/2F - |28 /e] < 1, 562 1, AHER AL,

Hep b S 1 AT N R, 2016 4F, Gebauer 25 01 I 700N E HE.

EIE2 6 FEAEHH o, [N TAER M IEREEL k, AAAE— AR LK k-SAT sl o, HeF
AN FAERZ FIHAD |28(1/e + ¢/VE) | A FHRIFEHA &

WIEEL 1 R, S e o) B Bra SR S R R 2 A 2. 1977 4F, Spencer 4 4 Jj i 51 21
e B 7 IR AR PR A R IGO0

3 W Awel Gp = (m],E) MlHE p € (0,1)™, WRAFELE 21,...,2, € (0,1) 55
pi < @i [[er, (1 — ;) XHAEER i € [m] EOL, W p € Z(Gp).

T4 K 2R, e B 3 Bz (R ) AR R R N B4R, DU 1(a) B Ak
BENH, B 3 FrZliE R S 2(a) Bis. T2 BTRTE, B 2(b) =ML LL N ETA IR
Iv) 2 S R T 2 A3 PR P e 5 PN 5.

EH 1M 3 SRR B BT R E] k-SAT [nl i Ak, oAt B I P G
o 17 PraRsEAy 4 25 B 2 N AT RS ISR [2).

2.2 HRRAZRFZGREYIERE

SEHL 1 AN 3 BT 2 i A ) R R A R I T 4. 1985, Shearer Pl B 5G4 H T SN
FIRERZIE. 52K Gp = ([m], E), % Ind(Gp) Fxll Gp MMM BHIES. X TERRK A m
MIFE X, 2 1(Gp,A) = Ysemarap) Lies M- X1 Gp EEHEFTE G, & AMG) A G FHITA
SR X BTG ER AR ). A a0 T E B

EIB4 0 4B Gp = (Im), B) FIMERIE p € (0,1)™, p € Z(Gp) U HALUX T Gp (EEH)
FFTHE G, I(G, —p(Q)) > 0 T, IR p € T(Gp), WX TAERKHIE N Gp, BERIEN p )
HI4E A BH Pr(Nacad) = 1(Gp, —p), BAFEFFEM LS 0T
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DL 1(a) A s B o, 25 5 Sl e 3 4 By 20 R R NN {p @ p1 + pa + p3 < 1}, EIIARLF
WEE 20b) =ML NIE BRI E. [(Gp, ) N Gp FMZEZ A, 2 RNRE
MEZ 0z —, EHEHFAENR R AR Z N, 1(Gp, N) 2 G EE i i fn g s A
FIEC 7 R L, b X e € IR H IO I(Gp, A) = 0 XEEE X glor. iR RstiEZs T
JR 0 5| BRANREAZ A S T I 2R B~100 B T B — B0 A, XA RIS AR B I R AN 7
Ifi. 25 1, 47 p /&M Shearer FEHHIMETG I(Gp, —p™) = 0 BOLHIHR/AMEZR, W —p 4817t A AZ &
R 7 BB S 1 D URIRE R AT (fugacity zero), FEIZF f, — SR & I AR JLI
JEME. B2, & peZ(Gp) H |Ni| < pi SETFALREM i € [m] oL, W I(Gp, A) # 00, {EBhEH 5 #
A A Af b SR A TC 7 R B TR TIE R DA S S v B AR G 2 R SR SR i J, AT TR B 1 34 1 =30 5
ORI R G B, R %5 Bt T e A ) R 5 (12 ST sy 4 22 T U A Y SRR it
&, W2 WOCHR [13,14].

2.3 EAERERRAS A

JRAE Shearer FXTH GARAS R & 5| B2 BE 11, AHHE — MRS [A) B2 5 VK 1E Shearer 2 WA R
#P e (8L Rk, AR T — RFIERL 3 (19 54 56 47 [F I SO 25 55 T 500 Je 3 51 21, i =
Hnl B 0ol PRI R G 02 IR EAIR R T k-SAT. FEE KA B AR T HEF (Latin
transversals) %5 [0 . A2 TAE R LAS W, Szegedy HIZER B,

3 Lopsided WA SERS[IE

AATHEA T BIN G RA R 5 B — P A R HET, B Lopsided fRAS RG34 (Lopsided LLL). ££
HGRA RS B, FEEE A IR RO R I Gp = ((m], B) ZIm, H RN REEr
A; FIFTERI {A; 5 #4,5 ¢ T} #HEMSL. 7F Lopsided WA RIEE 5| B, F4E4E A Fh IR 4RI
K& Sk Iz E 19 B Gp NFE A MSUREIEL, M EACY Gp MEEANTIR ¢ R —A
AT A, B TAERBRNA @ € [m] AMERETALE K C [m]\ (I; U{i}), Pr(4i|Upex 45) = Pr(4;)
BRAL. WERR YL, A, FHAE Gp HIARSEE MR T FE R AR, #A)iE Ui, Gp WLzl i g R
A6 1) T AN [T IN R AE ARG &R, DRI, BRATTRR Gp N “fv L. 28 5 30iE, it FATE — DSR4
A, IR Gp ZHME A PRIBE, W Gp —EW2 A RO

FE— LG R I e, DRI G b L (1 I 00 PRI AR B 2%, 1 A7 Mt Pl AR AR . R, i R AR ) s 5 | 3
(RIS J0205 /2, TS FH Lopsided WA J&y il 51 BEAN AT DU AR AT A T, FAT1Z5 HE Lopsided JUA R 5]
B AN E BN, BIIE L — & F A HEF AR VE D619 B 3RAN A BE AR E {1,2,...,n}
g —ANHER, WX TAE R € [n], B0 i NEAEHFIEE « MrE. ik, IATATLLE X n MR,
{Ay, Ao, Ay, Forbr Ay SRR 8 EEHESIIES « MEE. B RAE, X n DMFHFMREBEZ— DK
/NA n L BN BTA (SRR G, TR n AN AR — A TR A — AN KN n LR,
NP SRR 2 TEAR DG Y.

Lopsided A& #0851 B OGO 45 E FURIGIE, A4 (R REAR I R AT 4 SR A I e 5] F SE FrA BR =
i, f 2 B2 i RN Lopsided B,

EX2 (E Lopsided H#F) Gp M Lopsided W, LI(Gp), /& XN

LI(Gp) = {p ORISR Gp IS A, HEMRAEN p,
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W Pr (Nacad) > 0 KaZepkor |

TIPS E AL E R 1M 3 A UK R HE

EIE5 4EKE Gp = (Im],E) M pe (0,1), % dNGp PIRMIRKE Wk e-p-d <1, W
p=(p,...,p) € LI(Gp).

EI6 4l Gp = (Im), E) FAE p € (0,1)™, WMRFESELE 21,..., 2, € (0,1) 15 p; <
i [Ler, (1 —x;) XHMERH i € [m] BIMSL, W p € LI(Gp).

A LAIEW], Shearer 5%] Lopsided A J #8571 BEAK SR & B 1, BIAG T T E 2.

EIE7 P BEE Gp = ([m], E) FH&E p e (0,1)™, pe LI(Gp) JBHMLENT Gp EEMIFS
TH G, I(G,—p(G)) > 0 L. WK p € LI(Gp), WX TAEREFUKEELA Gp, MFE RSN p KIFHMH
£ AYIH Pr(Nacad) > 1(Gp, —p), BAFFEF RIS S WL

A48 Lopsided WA J5# 5 BEFE k-SAT [0 &8 LR . 2016 4F, Gebauer %5 6] iz A2 21 6 iF
WY 7 AR

HIL2 0 45E —A k-SAT KIS @, MR KGN EERZH (2571 (e(k + 1)) ANFHIZLH, W
O ST AL

b, MR 2 FEETEE U AR RN, BN R e

EHES 6 fEAEFEL o, R TAERM kb, WAEE— DAL M k-SAT B o, HiEgNEE
WEW [(2/e+c/VE)2F k| AN FRIFEH.

Lopsided Fi A J&) ¥ 5| BEAE 2H & 0% MBI T H AL e A HABIR 2 A 8RB H, tandn T HE
i (12,16, 18] AP |- (g DT E (200, 4 s 870 () P et (090 ZWABAD B A7 AE PRI B 21 25 56T Lopsided iR
A Jey 3 5| HR I R VRS 48 0] 2 W SCHER [20,22).

4 TERAFESIE

FEHN G RRAS SR 3B 5| B i B R 25 1 T S 1A S ARAEROC 2R, 20050 20 & AT T an e AH B
ft. JATES W TR T EEERSEASERE. RHRAE A = {4, A, HESG X =
{X1,.., X} PHIBENIAE R E. XE, 84 X, BT LUREs R E, LR EHE s, HES X
FT B BIRENLAS A ML, XHERE i € (m], & &, C X Ron A; TR FT A FENLAS &0 R R A
U 3K A A R AR B[] AR OC R LASE At — N8B G = ([ml, [n), B) ZiE, Hodr, X FAEE R
(i,§) € [m] x [n], (i,§) € BE M BAY X; € X, AR A RHEESE X EROFHRR, K G N A
XF RS - AR

H 58 2-SAT S| & = (21 VT2 A (22 VEs) A (23 VTL). FTAEREM i € {1,2,3}, & XFENAL & X,
H X, =078 o, BUEN 0, X; =1 2R o, BUEA 1, HA Pr(X; =0) =Pr(X; = 1) = 1/2. XTH4E
B e {1,2,3}, @ INEM A; @ B j DT RIABGH L. BHRIFFIE A= {A), A, A3} 1)
iy - BEE WA 3(a) iR

FF - AEE RN FEAEEG MR B AR R, 7255 B4R 2 HS v, SRR
FH— ZR N7 (1) BEATL AR e s 1, e I €8 70 i e 2k e (623,240 ) TR il g 290 S i
TR, KA RROAS SR 5| 3 ) B K At i T AR RO Y 126,271
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A X, A, X,

A, X,
A, X,

A X,
A, O X

A, X,

(@) (b)
3 B - T2EKGIF. (a) 3 MEH; (b) 4 MEH

Figure 3 Examples of the event-variable graph. (a) Three events; (b) four events

AERA R G (variable LLL) JR0ga € 0 — AR, H3 AR 0BER 2 A2 26 P RE R
BT FTA ISR S, e 220 m F 0 - AR R AR R .
EX3 (CHMEARRNE) MK G MARENE, VI(Gp), E XA

VI(Gp) = {p St FALE A - B REN Gp MHFHE A, HH MR ER p,
W Pr (Nacad) > 0 KaZepkor |,

YE W Gp = (Im], [n], E), TATIR [m] TSN ZET R, [n] SRR TR, FHHuE
/ iﬁmx Gp WAL,

EX4 (“HERIEE) K Gg = (Im],[n], E) BZEECY Gp(Gp) = (Im), E'), K B/ =
{(v1,v2) : v1,vo BRI H vy, v [R5 IEAATHSFHAR).

BHWAE, 75 Gp RFMRG A KFEM - ZERE, W Gp(Gp) & A F— MK, LLZHETA
2-SAT SEH] @ = (21 VT2) A (22 V T3) A (23 VT1) EXIFFE A= {Ar, Az, A3} Al Bl 3(a) 2 A
r - ZEE, BSWUERE 3(a) FZEEIRIZE 1(a), TE 1(a) W2 A FRKESE.

AR MR & p, W p ¢ VI(Gp), Ml VI(Gp) WE LAFESEN - BREN G X%
RN p BSR4 57 Pr (Macad) — 0. B A B MRBEN Go(Gr) HITHESE, Rf14
p ¢ Z(Gp(Gp)). Bk, X TAEREK Z#E Gp, Z(Gp(Gp)) € VI(Gp). MR I(Gp(Gp)) # VI(Gp),
FATFR Shearer X Gp NE, 8l Gp HEMASMBIRAG %57, AMIEN, Shearer FAHRZ —
BIFSANSE. (REARK — B ) B, AAT A RN TE M —— > Shearer FEANSE ) FBE], I 3(b) 28] Xf 0
Bl AR 5 N B 3 A 8 Y Shearer FH A ZIIET . LEXF HH AR B A UK S0 FR G0 B FH Ry 0 5 BT, AT T3
FZR RIS RE R, K 8 B R SO HRE, JEE R ICA SR 8 51 2. BN Shearer
FER R IRA R B 5| B B, IXFEHR B 26 A A v BEEE ) Shearer 7.

4.1 TERKEHEH

2017 4, ] A% 29 ZIE T A B A R ARSI B AR, IR BN T — RIVR B IRA SRR A
ZEFEI) B AL IR — SR

USRS T AN, D) bk S P Ay R L T 4y R A R A B R, FRATT
i 75 RS AR A 1) AR . AT S i AR R

EX5 (MR RD) MK G MARILF, Vo(Gp), E XN

vag:{p;a_@pGVﬂGm$uu+qp¢VﬂG@xﬂiﬁmeemgy&j}
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4 T 9 PHRKINENE X

Figure 4 Intuition of the programme in Theorem 9

TAIWE p € VO(Gp) N Gp WAARINFME.

Z001 — 3 [ F A8 B Y B A T 0 AR BRI L. 2017 4F, AT ERA% (290 $R T — AN B Rl ke %
CEER AR R

TR 29 gy =W G = (Im],[n], E) FHE p € (0,1)™, & d = (dy,...,d,), HF d; /& Gp
AT RS, W Ap & Gp MIARR T AR HACY N 200 AR s

min A

s.t. (1) Xﬂ‘ﬂ:/ff%::gg kl S [dl]w . -akn S [dn]7 Z Ci,kl,k?27-uykn 2 1;
i€[m]
(2) MFAERER (i,7) € (m] < [)\ B, Ciky ko, b, DKIT ke

(3) MFAEEIM i € [m], Z H Tk, | Ciky ko, b = ADi
ki€[di],....kn€[d,] \J€E[n]

(@) MFAERR je ), Y ap=1
keld;]

(5) XFALREM j € [n), k € [dj], x5 € 0,1];
(6) X FATLREM i € [m], k1 € [du), -, kn € [dn), Ciky ko € {0, 1}

PAFE 3(a) TR 3 NG, BARUEE e o FRORIM EAE . X 3(a) TR B, B om =
n=3. WAHEEM Ay, Ay, Az B 2 = 4EAARZS ) R AR, Ay SR X, Xy B, [\ X3 oK.
BRI, Ay FTRAEVERIKTTE X,0X, “FIH AR, 8lth, A, ATUUE/ERIKIHTE Xo0X; P,
Az FTLVEERIRETE X,0X; P, R MRIA T A, =4E s r a7 8 A/
SETTR, Ar, Ag, Az IR MERER R E TAS/NL TR I, il 4 B,

BARE, ER BRI 5 FAWRMRE T X, ABbrfh BRI X BRI T d; B, H R e Bk
FEN 2. BUAE 3(a) WL di = dy = d3 = 2, FTUA=4EST 5 RBERIAI B T 8 AN/INSE 5. 03X 8 B/
SEATARII SR 54> BN 111, 112, 121, 122, 211, 212, 221, 222. Hd, &5 kikoks 5 /INIL IR K 55 15 23 5
H 215y, Top, M w3p, Ros. B 2 kikoks 5/ TR FIARUE [T e in;-

FRIRI S 4 2L BR 2 AT FE SR T A, RPEEAN RAT 7 IR K 58 s i 1.

AR Ay RBEEEE kikoks 5/NLITRE Cj gy g kg 8. W Cigy koks = 1, WAER A; L5758
kikoks "5 /NI B Cigy kg ks = 0, FEAE Ay DEEEE kikoks /L5 FIREIRIBIZE 6 %4
HRE T Ciky ko WHEHFER 0 1 1, BB, AR —ANSLITR kykoks BEARETIEREE A 2
W BLAFIREAR A FIZE N,
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B, KR A BBV 0 et T s )Gt sk BUE, FIRBUNI2E 3 2%
SRR T RS A TR, BUREAA A, BRI A A, FOMESE Mg,

R 2 ZARIGE T Ay, Ay, Ay FFATE 3(a) AR R IO RBE Z. It FAER
s ks, Chy ko ke AHBUT kg, HIEEE Ay R TR X;.

ARSI 1 ALORIE TIX 8 AL B R — A RS B R, S i
S HERER Ay, Ay, Ay BIFEHERE, B Pr (N, Z7) = 0.

4.2 BZHEHNTEILR

AN R AR R . B R SR E L I, AN R A A R R A
SRR 2510001, g B 3(b) B il 5t E.

EN6 (B =HE) X TAEEMR n >4, R DB K n R, JA TP B
K n BT IR A AR R R KN 3 IR, EL B e R AR A AN TR R 5
A BT AR, BATRRZ 3 EN KN 3 B 3B KA n (1R 35 B W s RR e 5 .

FEHZEKN n (P8 —BREIRE, N 7 RIKMIfENETE, BRIRAISIERS i € [n] iEA n+i. B0 puis
=18 pr.

% G, = ([n],[n], En), B, = {(3,1), (i, (i + 1)) : 5 € [n]}. #4010, G3 1 G4 5375w E 3(a) 1 (b)
B RAEE, AEFT— MK n (008~ SRS R A G,y IR TR IR, B, 30 H 7 2
%18 G, T EH 9, (RE% )L T G, BT HRETZ]mE.

EIR10 29 AR p e (0,1)", X TAEEN i € [n], 2 A\ AT RN SR by = \p;,
AEREI 2 <k <n— 1, b = 32550 by = 1= Apim1. 2 Ao = mingep) A W Aop 2 G, [ EL
Liacih—#

s 10, FATRT AT 1) 55 o] S 1) Bl 3B G IR R S

51290 FEE p e (0,1)° W pr+po +p3 = 1. HEH 10, MTEEMW i € {1,2,3},
A= P RONERA AT A > 0 B o BRI, T Ao = mingey A = Ay, FoR
JE pipige 1 i = j BTEUSE/AMA. B0, W8 p1 > pas H op1 > ps, W Asp = %p 7= G T &
G

Kl 2(c) BRI Gz RIS, LR, Gy MR AFE 2(b) Fini) Gp(Gs) FIE
WS HIIA A E. b, Gs BN E T Shearer 7.

5 ETFMAR/IRSIE

VBRSO 4R 2 A R RV DA SR 3ms Bk E: H = >, H,y 20, Ferh RS R I8 I
H; AP NHAE AR H B35 qudit b, @i 7 6P L EHEANET kA qudit &, FATHRIELA
k- . iR H RIS R H, M2, AR H 2 LMH (frustration free). JCPLHIJE
BRI FRERMES, TE P R 2 M A 8031,

FEVHEALRL R, TR B R B B8 R T PR O R A2 1), HE — A5 8 B RS B R T
ST BIBERR R B R I L (quantum SAT), fiiFR QSAT. AMITEZIEM, QSAT & QMA,- 5
A B2 QMA - 584 1) R MEAR IR, AT 3P A 5% 2% )t R 7 1 P RATUBE L R 3 22 T
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£ 1 EEZEAENEE SR

Table 1 Relative dimension and independence of vector space [33]

Probability space €2 — Vector space V'

Event A C Q — Subspace A C V'

Probability Pr(A) — Relative dimension R(A) := gi;ﬁgé;
Conjunction A A B — ANB

Disjunction AV B — A+ B={a+blac Abe B}
Complement A = Q\A — Orthogonal subspace A+
Conditional probability Pr(A|B) := P;(;Eg)B) — R(A|B) := RE{E;?)

Independence Pr(A A B) = P(A) - P(B) — R(ANB) =R(A) - R(B)

KB VL. BT SAT B4 MK M HR 1%.0m 8, QSAT W 2w 1R I Az O L. &
FREA R G HE (quantum LLL) IE &K QSAT 1IH /1 LA,

YRE JRIBMGERIE H =Y, Hy, % 11 =Y 11, i 11, Nia B, FIEORAS EREZ IR, 5
GyBE, H ZTeRr 2 HACY 1T 2. PRtk ARSCh AT A DGO RS BT = 3k i I8 2 3 H AT
(1) JR SR 2 R B (RIS, DA 1 AR A3 T B, AT TR D 2 il 56 FH I S35 /i L 2% ) R 281 2 (] | 4%
EAT

51 SB—NEFTHMAEIMBSIELREAE k-QSAT KN

2009 F, Ambainis 55 33 0 ME SRR ST M SERESHE) 2 7 ) A R, FR TR AR I R R
ARG L AR CHES IR 183 s,

R BRI 1T = Y10, LTI, X7 250 {11} 8RR R T DLl —
ANEME Gp = (m], E) ZE, HH Gp FEATIE @ € [m] SR—AF2800 10, HFH 10, FATE 1
{A; 1§ #4,5 ¢ Ty AER qudit. AR Gp FEIEME % /REE T = S 10, M.

)N N b R O N T e i W e L1 O

EFE11 B33 WFAE] Ay, Ag, ..., Ay, BIKESRECA Gp = ([m), E), HB Gp BIFTA TR 1 1)
NI d. # e d- R(A;) < 1 XMEEMW i € (m] ¥IOL, WA R(U, 4i) < 1.

N 1 O N =3 ST 2 £ B T R L1 O

EIB12 B3 WP Ay Ao, A BIKEEN Gp = (Im], B). BHAEEE 21, ... 20 € (0,1)
13 R(A) < 2 [[er, (1 — 2;) FMERR i € [m] B3RS, W R(U, Ai) < 1.

B JR E5 ] B — S 82 5 SRR QSAT. k-QSAT [l RN} k-SAT 10 fH) H ARHAE. %
JE SR B REE 1T = Y 10, 7 10 #2 k- Rsr), AR 02— k-QSAT SEfi. FIH
SEFE 11, Ambainis & B3 4 HER 1 H#E7H] T k-QSAT.

L3 B8 4 —A k-QSAT 526 1T = Y11, Ho &A1 RN 1. ik 1L &2 FHE
fi [2F Je] AT EFEH qudit, W T AT 2.

R — NGB k-SAT SEBIFR A AR EAE—A k-QSAT 2B, JANKE k-SAT SEBIHE K 125 [H]
—E W DA AR L TR, A B 2, IRATA S 3 ARk R T R K.

FIFEHE 11, Ambainis 25 B3] OB BENL k-QSAT ) Il A2 FE IR A Q(1) Bt E] T Q(2F/k2),
JUFUCES BT IS 5 O(2F) B9,
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5.2 BTFMAZNFHREYIERE

G, Sattath % 9 §1RPHIELE A HET T RFAA R H312. HELIEE G = (), (1], E) 2
AT, S (] RIS R B R BURL, (] SREOTOR qudi, 24— ANRRREE P L
M FIAE 53— audit FI6F, A0 T A8 2 1348 — ity R L1 1 Rl s /0 R 1 — o 1 320
i, RS TR - AR BT R R

A — AR 1 S F

EXT (CHENR TN W8 Gy RTINHE, QT(Gr), XN

QI(Gp) = {r 4P 5 v HRIVAIIVE v/, S SEHANT 7, Hili AT R
(RN G, HIXTAEREIREA o 1 B /R TR T |

LR E CE S RIE, %7€ MK Gp MAEFE r AEEMHEEEMREN G XY FED
(1 Jey G 2 R A R TR 4 HA Y v € QT(Gp). B FIUARRM I HE IO EMH EAEHE, 45
Sofe B KB PR 0T S B 1) B AL A 25 AR IS B DRAIE 12 R 43S 5 /R W R T PG ), 0 300 2 220 A
E & 5 N .

2016 4, Sattath 55 BO {IEW] | Shearer X & ¥ WA 58 51 BEAK AR A2 7843 1), BIAT G F e 2.

EE13 B X TR B G, I(Gp(Gp)) € QZ(GE).

s 2.2 NFIPTIR, M Shearer F5E M AL BAE 1A S 506 G 2 B A% it s AR IR P 7 b 2010
F MR R A, ARG b DR BV . e gt A i T AAE R 13,
Sattath & 36) 71577 2 Sl 1O TC DRI S B EL RO T 5

AR B R A SR 3 5] FEHE Y Shearer FEAN[E], Sattath 25 361 J5 | Shearer Ft% &1 iAs /@3 5] BL &
R XS5 B B L

TG, 3K I T T R A SRR P bR B B S KR B 2 A At R B 2 R
B TG B SR E AR B [RIE, Uk e 3 BT BB T LT R A qudit 4EE0E K 1 = 3 2%
IR, FAZ AAH T 28 2 AR RE AR B8 b AR /IME. PRI, A0 5R Shearer % & AR Ja) 38 51 BHA2 BX 11,
G U E B, BATEX TILFRTA qudit 4EEUL W K R Igims SR, B S i <R A e 2
PRECR O 1 A R A R R SE B 2, LR AR TR e SRS EOAT U R SIS D e K A ) S
A, WHLR U, IG5 T A DA 10 T DL B HAT RS B A M A 56

FIR, Gilyén Fl Sattath B8 $2HH T — AN EFHERFEREE. YR % /RE RN —HZES (uniform
gap) 2GR, HILAXYERE B VXAE Shearer 5t Z WIF, IZFEF] DLl & — DM E 748, W
R Shearer FXH &1 WA J& & 51 BZ B, W% R EA ISR 2 R .

2019 4, ] 245 B AER] T I 0, B 0 e B

EI14 B XN TAERG E N HE Gi, Z(Gp(Gp)) = QL(Gp).

6 HIIERABERSIE

W B R B 51 B R e HISRAIE B 8 0 A R A R . AR B M IE RRAS IR B 51 2 (con-
structive LLL), B T EBIEAFLE, BE2E R0 5| 3L 245 HH A PRodk 4 3] i 5P g P 46036 1k B vk

1991 4, Beck B9 $EH T — A>T #Ri 2 FrA 2R OB R 2 VR 50, K Gp = (Im], )
TG ) B K BEANER T 2m/48 I 2 SR0E R 22 . SRR 5E — MUIERCA R B 51 B 2 )5, AT T
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— ZR 7 S0 5 LR R AR SR 0 5 | B D A A [A0~48] L ax e b i R AR SR 0 | B AR T SRR P AR A R AR
JiB g B, JF HEATR SR B B 1 ) SR IE A BUORZE .

2009 4F, Moser 261 $2H T — AN MG IR A SR &8 5] BE, 7E k-SAT W& F)LT-8 3] 7HEw 1 Bl
H 5. 2 5, Moser fl Tardos 27—tk Ti%45 H, A 175 R B4 BN HF 1 Rux — B8R, 12
H T —ANFHIE AR SR 3R 51 B, A8 7B 3 RIS, Moser 2 [ Moser £ Tardos 71 45 F
JRy S 51 AT 5 b B A0 A AT 45 SRR AT T DAAT B AE RRAS R B 5 B, s R A ARG
T8 RRCAS Ry 5 BRI ARATTHR T — AR R IE BE, JRe th T O0 BRSSO RO AU TE R IE . A
Fl Moser HI Tardos & I8 P52, 46K 22 FUAR R WA JR 308 5 | B CRUEAS A 1Y) [l 0 ] LA Rk
HSR A

6.1 TERANUWEEELREEXRME k-SAT EHINHF
Moser Fl Tardos 27 &% AR Ak Ay P H 1 —ANa] B B R RR SR, BIGVE 1

&% 1 Resample
1: Sample X1,..., Xy, uniformly at random;
: while 3¢ € [m] such that A; holds do

2

3 Choose an arbitrary such ¢ and resample all variables used by A;;
4: end while
5

: Return the current assignments of all variables.

AR, M LA R, ey O BT B AL AR B E AT OB BT A IR A, H, AR E
T —RIVRAEMRAER S 1 IR 40F, Bl 15, 17 F 19.

TEARBAT, FHE A= {A,..., A} BREIE — o248 H 3 E R o FikmiE, A
TEH

EH15 27 BE BT REAEROEHE A= {A,..., A} BIKBEN Gp = (Im), E), R A&E
HNpe 0,1 WRAFAETI 1, .. 2 € (0,1) 17 pi <3 [Tep, (1 — 25) FEER @ € [m] HWOL,
WL 1 xR AT FORFE R AN o, T2

FIFH 2L 15, 46K 2 B0AE R 38 ROAS J= 30 5| B CRAIEAT A (4 1n] A28 mT DAA: Do R . 1 B DR fig
k-SAT 5347 1 B,

EIE16 264 4hE—A k-SAT S @, R HGA T A& 2 FHA (28 - 1)/e) NMTFRIFLAE
&, WEYE 1T DR B — A o SHEMIRE, B ERFEFHERECH O(m), H m & & T4

SiGE B 2 WAL MHTEER UM E, BB 16 X k-SAT [n) A2 5K (1.

RN, HE A= {A),.. ., A, BIORGRE— B2 LERE Gp = (m], B), X+ Gp
MIEEANTIS, & € [m] SERE—ADNIRFEMH: A, FEH (1,5) € B BT A, A P RAE—ANFHRAR, &8
o RPN E TR R — N B R E. T R, A e EE

17 27 RSB RARMESE A= {4, AL} BTUREEN Gp = (jm), E), B
BN pe (0,0)™ WRAFETE 21, xm € (0,1) 15 pi < [Tep, (1 — 2y) FHMERER i € [m] Bk
S, TSR 1 AR REAT BRI B AR Y, T

WU, R RN, Lopsided FRA & 51 AR ] DL— @ FE B B0k, w3 17 2 B 15
AR B . R E B 17, A] DUER R 4548,
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EI18 626 A5E—A k-SAT 524 @, WERHENERERZH |28/ (e(k+1))] NFHIFEH, T
1 AT B — A @ NEIIRE, HERFEPIIEXECN O(m), b m /2 © K)FH)4L

SiE e 8 WAL, MR UM E, E R 18 Xf k-SAT [n] B 2 5K ).

Moser 1 Tardos W EEUEBAZEEEE 3 HIZAMF N ERFEEEPEILS. 2011 4, Kolipaka Al
Szegedy 1281 Ht—PAIERH T B RFEHIELE Shearer S22 WHEIHUE RS, BIF U0 e B

EIE19 28 BERHTREAEROEHE A= {A1,..., A} BIKBEN Gp = (Im), E), R &E
N pe(0,1)™ WRIFAE € > 0 153 (14 ¢)p € T(Gp), ML 1 X SHAFZEAT B RAE 0 E I ECA @8 T
m/e.

HHEE 4 715, JRATTHNTE AR 5 FOA Jy 0 5| B R S5 A HY 1 Shearer 7. PR, HRAESVAHIWSS%
PP ATREHE— R, 2017 4, Catarata % 15) B ILSCBFHT I T RRE SRS TR £ 8 Shearer 7
() ST AR IR R e 2R — A S ) e A A B AR AR N At AR Ry 8 | B ) SR A AT 4

N T AEAEAR B AR T PRos 4 B ) KA, BR TR R, ANAITIEHEFT 7 AR R A 3 A
JR# G| #2014 4, Harris Al Srinivasan 17 $& H T EE5HES ARG IRAS R #5122, 2 )5 Harvey A
Vondrak 46! it — 53 M) A R 351 F Y R 3] T /F4E resampling oracles HI1E M. 2014 4E, Achlioptas
F1 Tliopoulos 471 $& H 7 3& T BEMLITAE FIMIE A 73 51 3, 2 5 Achlioptas 45 [48:49) 3 — 354U K i i
ARG B A T — DM BRI R EVEAESE. TR [46, 48] HH IR SEA ()0 BRI U] 2 7
5. 2016 4F, Kolmogorov % {IF8 T, H Bl & LA 5 2644, AT RO HUA AR R0 #02 vT AT 1. BR
THETERFEMIEF L, 5 REENMIE RO T R 6 fiT, Achlioptas 25 BU $2H T
—ASETHINESE, G5 — 7B T ECRAE I SR AR T I A B, AR 2 s RRA R O B SR, IR
B, ERREBENLI RATRVE. A — R LAERT SR RRAS J5) 38 51 B 2 BN LA AN AT 4 127:52~541 0 fgilt,
Harris P 45t 7 —ANE Shearer Fi2 N #HE ST 2 ML

6.2 TEMANWEEZREETHMRE LN

B 7 HRE e A, VSR S O A T R e R AR AR TR, AR ek ) R A BEATL A ) SR A
ATV A A Ja3 8 5| R A A0S SRR R IS

2017 4, FRHTEE PO GEB T AEAR DGR S0 B Fax — “fiom” 500 T, S5 1 % AU )
TR, 3000 I R A R BE AL I S0 SR b, B0 1, SEHTEEIR S 1 — M R AR S, BB /46
AVERFE, 193 TZEEE B W00 TR RIS AT I ), IR R B T k-SAT AT &
KFE. AR, FRHTA Jerrum BT T X R4V RAEIZ AT A1) 20 A, $RE T 28 Fir A £ sty 1]
FEMEIR L (all-terminal network reliability) f2—> 564 2 WU (8] EH LT AUHESE (fully polynomial-
time randomized approximation scheme). Z J&, ZEHTAIA E B8] 3t —25 J@ THIREE R, 53] T — R4
popping FIEAEHHIIAEIZATIA]. FEHTAN Jerrum B9 MR AH AN B T A 17 IR IR A T4

2017 4F, S A MIERMCAR SR 5] B, Moitra 24 $2H 7 — Pt M EIEHEZS, & BGE SRR nTAT A AT
THECRIRAE. 2019 48, R 4EB % 1600 R R R 51 B, SRFF 1 A% 40 5 /R n] F TE v AN 6 38 R A 23 ]
HBEATSRAE BOBEAT, AT SGEE T Moitra (45 5. FH7TAE OU J00 A DG BIVENESLHE 21 788 B4 T4
FURFE. i, Galanis 55 621 SORAHSCBVEAEZLHE) 2 T BEAL k-SAT FRIITHEL.

XH FRATIERZ LD SAT 0@ N1, KEF fREh 5 BAETHES R BRI,

R0 2L 4 o K AET 0 ABROAIR, LEATFAEE & B 2k A, 3 A
BEREW d TR IR k> 60logd, WIAFAESE — M E 1) 2 B B2 @ w2 VA
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%2 TRESHMIEREEE B

Table 2 Summary of the critical thresholds for various lattices 34]

Lower bound of the difference

Lattice Quantum
(between the classical and quantum thresholds)
Triangular 5v/8-11 (10,67, 68] 6.199 x 10~8
Square 0.1193 [10.69] 5.943 x 108
Hexagonal 0.1547 [10] 1.211 x 10~7
Simple cubic 0.0744 [67] 9.533 x 10~10

BATIE A, FORZEA I BSE 1/ne. HARLESR —MBENLI) 2 DU (B 55X & R 2 1R
THBEATITRCREE, RAE I 7341 5 H 2704 B AR BS (total variation distance) AN 1/nc.
TE— BRI RSB, T 20 & R d 0 RIERFY B2 R, ByaT LA a0 F e 2.
EIE21 63 4 @ H—AKT n MEEMEIGEN, HENTHREE & 3 2k A30F, B84
BRI d NTFAFEH. R k< 2logd — O(1), WL 1/n¢ HIRZEXT @ AL AR BEAT AL
HOFR AL NP- M.

6.3 BTRANMWEREREERE QSAT LM

Ambainis 55 B3 & 1R TRRA RIS B, MRS & TR R 5 G Ak, A —
BN TAERT T4 52 X 5y B R 8 /K WU, o v 200 2 — N TEME A 125 104661, 2017 4, Gilyén
A Sattath B8 Beit 17— A& T — B SR s B R ORI T R SE. AR R 5 R R —
BER R, HILARXT4EE [ B VE AL Shearer 2 W, 12535 0] L ROt & — NI R 735
BEIE AN BN IR SRAFE AL Shearer 52 W QSAT SE.

7 ZHUTESETHRNERKFARNIESBE

WNEE 4.1 M 5.2 NFTFTIR, Shearer F0 WA Ja) i 51 B SR, 10 AR B AR Jmy #8531 B 55 H) 2 A
HEHH T Shearer Ft. X MR85 BLA BRI & A MLEE /22 . AHEE TR S, YR A5
FOTCPR K I, JUHIE fdk . A9R LU A% b JRy dslmey 3 i 2 T DG i 57 B R P A 8 A il )
PERGER IR BIME, DDA fis L M B e ) 2 5.

pn it E AL A% B Y C 20 BRI 28 1 A SR IR B R i Ho A% 7 £ (hard-core singularity).
WA 5.2 ANTTPTR, 1% F IR IF 2 R e % R 4R TG G I S E A SR Rk, AT AT B 4
TR b S ST U R REA% T R LA B R e 5 R R O M R S B Ok, ATE IS SR L
AR B AR ) AT R G S B, AR IRATT C A HE AR B A i 5| B B 26, BE 2 9, {HIE
9 o BB R RIAR SR A, B E T A AR B RCAS )l BRI AR R HERY. 2019 4R, TR
B R R LR RE. AIEI R RIRA . BT LA Lopsided AR 51 BB 1 5%
ik, BIEEE 9, 14 A 7, 25 T F0 RG0S SR dlonty B /R I TR 2 Z2 1 R 5, Ik 2 (10,34,67~69] ¢
2, A LR RROR SR R B A S, IR qudit BUE AR RGN T
B LR T MAMPEE 7R, RN, RGN 7L R E LR BRAZ K K- Shearer 5
.
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8 RLERE

WG PL2E RS PR e B MR A —, RAAECAMHES T EN P EE TR, BT MR
A JRERE B2 Ah, JE 5 BE A R 2 HAB AR R, ELl Lopsided A UL R TR R AR S RAS . &
TIRARFIRE AR5 B, ARSCEELL SAT [ R QSAT 109, /28 1 X LeAN [m R A ) =530
SIS, GFE SAT [ LSS A W PR R SAT A QT SAT [l @ g A7 1HEL
HMIRFE . QSAT [0 B2 54 filf LA K ] pRId 4k B QSAT r) @ ). 7EIX Ly Fvh, | il 5| 3845 201
FRE A RN, AR RN, R RS B AT DL e A B RS R
BRI RE 2 Z A

ST TAR Z WA B R 8B 51 3, i R ARCAS .« Lopsided RRAS . A8 ERRASHIE T-RRA, AMIT1C4 5158 H
B2t o, Shearer SN SRA . Lopsided WA A& FRAS 7 8 51 BEEL & B 1, XK Se it H
HRREAZ R R SR (I 23 BRI B A e el B R TGV PR I S R RN BL 2% R 5 BRER R
TR, MRS ERRA R E S B X AT A Shearer F, X M JREB S B L T BT 5401
RE )12 5t

FATHE R AR JR3 350 5 B 224 1 0 8 5| B AT AT 9 RO . B R A R A o 08 5 R 1 7 D s R DA % g s
F A S 30 5 B A AT A AN 2 BE ALK 2 R o B B (O E 9t 7 ). 55T g sk i A (0 — A R 382 ) )
HHRAE B2 15 76 AR B RS SR 30 5 35 P 3 Bl A A0 8. SRARIX — n) i, 4 Dy BRI B A DR VR 1)
SHTIR T T A
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Abstract Lovdsz Local Lemma (LLL) is an important tool in combinatorics and probability theory. It can be
used to show the existence of combinatorial objects meeting a collection of criteria as long as the criteria are
weakly dependent. It was first proposed by Erdés and Lovéasz in 1975. Since then, many applications of LLL have
been found in combinatorics, theoretical computer science, and physics. Recently, several new versions of LLL
have been proposed. Constructive LLL is an especially big breakthrough in theoretical computer science that has
attracted lots of attention. In this paper, we will review recent progress in LLL research, including new versions
of LLL and their applications. We will precisely define and differentiate among abstract LLL, lopsided LLL,
variable LLL, and quantum LLL. We will also provide connections between abstract LLL and statistical physics,
as well as between quantum LLL and quantum physics. LLL can be used to prove the existence of solutions,
find solutions efficiently, count the number of solutions, and sample a solution uniformly at random. We will also
illustrate these applications of LLL with the SAT problem and the quantum SAT problem.

Keywords Lovéasz Local Lemma, variable LLL, quantum LLL, constructive LLL, Shearer’s bound
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