arXiv:0804.4744v1 [cs.CC] 30 Apr 2008

Lattice Problems, Gauge Functions and Parameterized Algaothms

V. Arvind and Pushkar S. Joglekar

Institute of Mathematical Sciences
C.I.T Campus,Chennai 600 113, India
{arvind, pushkar}@imsc.res.in

Abstract. Given ak-dimensional subspacel C R™ and a full rank integer lattic€ C R", thesubspace
avoiding problenSAP, defined by Blomer and Naewe [BNO7], is to find a shortestor in£ \ M. Treating

k as a parameter (in the sense of parameterized complexigydbtain new parameterized approximation
and exact algorithms for SAP based on the AKS sieving teclenjgKS01].

— Our first result is a randomized + ¢)-approximation algorithm for parameterized SAP that rums i
time2°( (1/e)*, where the parametéris the dimension of the subspaté. Thus, we obtain a°(™
time algorithm fore = 2-©(/%),

— Several of our algorithms work for ajaugefunctions as metric with some natural restrictions, in
particular for all¢, norms. We also prove af2(2") lower bound on the query complexity of AKS
sieving based exact algorithms for SVP that accesses tlgadanction as oracle.

— Next, we give @°("+klogk) exact algorithm for the parameterized SAP for dpyrorm.

This implies 82°¥ time randomized algorithm for computing th#& successive minima of rank lattice

for any ¢, norm if i is O(n/log n). Itis known that computing alk successive minima’s is equivalent to
the problems CVP, SIVP [M08]. So our result can be thoughtaf atep forward in getting® ™ time ran-
domized algorithm for CVP. We also give a randomi2&d™ time algorithm for CVP if the input instance
satisfies certain promise. We also give a new algorithm ferTtheta-series problem for which parameter-
ized hardness results are shown in [DFVW99]. Furthermoesstwdy a new parameterized version of SVP,
CVP, and SAP and show that these parameterized CVP and SA&Rrdradomized® ) time algorithms,
wherek is the parameter anglis the input size, and are hard for the clasg W

1 Introduction

Fundamental algorithmic problems concerning integeicksdtare the shortest vector problem (SVP)
and the closest vector problem(CVP). Given a lattice R"™ by a basis, the shortest vector problem
(SVP) is to find a shortest non zero vectodnv.r.t. some metric given by gaugefunction in general
(usually the,, norm for somep). Likewise, the closest vector problem (CVP) takes as iplattice

L C R™and vectow € R™ and asks for a € £ closest ta w.r.t. a given metric. These problems have
polynomial-time approximation algorithms based on theloedted LLL algorithm for basis reduction
[LLL82].

More recently, Ajtai, Kumar and Sivakumar in a seminal pgpé€¢S01], gave &2°™ . poly(s)
time randomized algorithm to find a shortest nonzero vectdhé lattice w.r.t. thes norm, where
s is the size of the input in binary encoding. In subsequenkW}AKS02] they also gave & + ¢
randomized approximation algorithm of similar running ¢ifior CVP. Their algorithms are based on
a generic sieving procedure that exploits the underlyirgosry.

Earlier, Kannan [Kan87] has give2f’("1°27) . poly(s) time deterministic algorithms for exact
solutions to both SVP and CVP. The best known determinisgjorahm for CVP is due to Blomer
[BIOO] which runs in timeO(n!s®M)) wheres is input size. Recently, Blomer and Naewe [BNO7]
introduced thesubspace avoidingroblem (SAP) that generalizes SVP and CVP. In SAP the input
instance is a lattic& and subspacd/ C R™ and the goal is to find a shortest vectordn\ M.
Using a variant of the Ajtai-Kumar-Sivakumar sieving prdeee Blomer and Naewe [BNO7] describe
arandomized + e approximation algorithm for SAP that runs in tin2+ 1/¢)", for any/, norm.
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In the first part of the present paper we focus on SAP. We theatlimensiordim(M) = k as a
parameter and obtain approximation and exact algorithmS§Ad® whose running time and approx-
imation guarantee are sensitive to the parametédur results are also based on the AKS sieving
procedure [AKSO01,Re]. We summarize our main results below:

— We give 20(ntklogl/e) time randomized algorithm to solvie+ ¢ approximation of the param-
eterized SAP problem, where is rank of the lattice and is the dimension of subspace. Our
algorithm works w.r.t. any gauge function satisfying sona¢ural conditions. This generalizes
and improves on the result of Blomer and Naewe [BNO7], whendimension of the subspace
involved is small. We also propose a generalization of SAB ¢bnvex body avoidingroblem)
and give a singly exponential algorithm for+- ¢ approximation of the problem. We use this to
give an algorithm for the theta-series problem [DFVW99]litices.

— We give a randomized algorithm to exactly solve parametdriS8AP with running time
20(ntklogk) 'Ag an implication of this we obtain 2™ randomized algorithm to find" succes-
sive minima for any,, norm ifi is O(n/ log n). This also yields a°( randomized algorithm that
exactly solves CVP instancég, v) with d(£,v) < v/3/2 - \i(L), where); (L) is t* successive
minima of £ w.r.t. /3 norm fort = O(n/log n).

— Motivated by the parameterized complexity classes [DFB¥¥99] we introduce and study a
new parameterization of SVP, CVP, and SAP and show some apgdower bound results.

Finally, we consider the unique-CVP problem. R. Kumar andSivakumar in [KS99] have
proved that unique-SVP is NP-hard under randomized reshgfior/; norm. We give a randomized
polynomial-time reduction from the search version of CVRh® search version of unique-CVP for
anyl, norm,1 < p < oo. Likewise, we can give a similar reduction showing hardreéssique-SAP.

2 Preliminaries

A lattice £ is a discrete additive subgroup Bf*, n is called dimension of the lattice. For algorithmic
purposes we can assume tifaC Q™, and even in some casgsC Z". A lattice is usually specified
by a basisB = {b1,---,b,}, whereb; € Q™ andb;’s are linearly independentr. is called the
rank of the lattice. The lattice is called full-rankrif = n. Though most of the results in the paper are
applicable for general lattices, for convenience we masolysider only full-rank lattices in this paper.
Forx € Q" let sizef) denote the number of bits for representing standard binary representation.
Let sizeC) denote number of bits for representing the basis vediorsNext we define a gauge
function which generalizes the notion of usiiahorms.

Definition 1 (gauge function[Si45]). A functionf : R™ — R is called agauge functionf it satisfies
following properties:

1. f(z) >0forall z € R™\ {0} and f(z) = 0if x = 0.
2. f(Ax) = A\f(x)forall z € R™ and X € R.
3. flz+vy) < f(z) + f(y) forall z,y € R™

Forv € R™ we denotef(v) by ||v||; and call it norm ofv with respect to gauge functiofi. It
is easy to see that arly norm satisfies all the above properties. Using a gauge famgtiwe can
easily define a metrid onRR"™ simply by assigningl(z,y) = f(x — y) for all z,y € R™. Forz € R”
andr > 0, let By(z,r) denote a ball of radius aroundz with respect to the gauge functiofy
i.e. By(z,r) = {y € R"|f(x —y) < r}. We call B¢(z,r) as f-ball of radius- with centerz. We
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denote the metric balls with respect to usigatorm by B,,(x, r). Unless specified particularly we are
always considering balls in dimensional space. Next proposition characterizes thss dball gauge
functions. We state it without proof. For the proof see, ESif}5].

Proposition 1. Let f : R™ — R be any gauge function then a unit radius ball around origirthwi
respect tof is an dimensional bounded O-symmetric convex body. Convemednyn dimensional
bounded O-symmetric convex badythere is a gauge functiofi : R™ — R such thatB(0,1) = C.

Given a ball of radiug around origin with respect to a gauge functipnfrom the Proposition 1
it follows that B;(0,r) is an O-symmetric convex body. It is easy to check that for.any 0 and
any constant: we have volB(0,cr)) = ¢"vol(Bf(0,r)), where vo[C) denotes the volume of the
corresponding convex body (see e.g. [Si45]).

We make a technical assumption regarding a gauge fungtiofor some polynomiap(n),
B2(0,27P(M) C B4(0,1) C By(0,2M), i.e. there exists a Euclidean sphere of radiu&™ in-
side the convex bodyB,(0,1), and B;(0, 1) is contained inside a Euclidean sphere of raditig).
We call a gauge function given by a membership oraclei@s gauge functioif it satisfies this prop-
erty. Note that iff is a nice gauge function ande Q" we have size((v))=poly(n,size()). For a nice
gauge functionf we can sample points from convex body (0, r) almost uniformly at random in
poly(sizef),n) time using Dyer-Frieze-Kannan algorithm [DFK91]. Hahat, this assumption is not
restrictive and fairly standard, e.g. §Jlnormsp > 1 satisfy this property. Thé” successive minima
of a lattice £ with respect to a gauge functighis smallest- > 0 such thatB, (0, r) contains at least
i linearly independent lattice vectors. It is denoted)l;fjﬁ). We denote*” successive minima with
respect to usud), norm by \”(L).

Remark 1.1t is important to note that given an input lattice C R™ and a gauge functioff as an
oracle, we have a linear transforth : Z™ — £ whereZ" is the standard lattice, which is a lattice
isomorphism. Furthermore, the functigz) = f(A(x) is a nice gauge function dA" with which
we can work instead df_, f). However, we find it convenient to allow for bothand f to be input.

3 Approximation algorithm for SAP for any gauge function

We first describe the AKS sieving procedure [AKSO01] for anygg function, analyze its running
time and explain its key properties. The following lemmarisc@ally used in the algorithm.

Lemma 1. [Sieving Procedure] Letf : R™ — R be any gauge function. Then there is a sieving
procedure that takes as input a finite set of poifuts, v2, Vs, ..., vy} € B(0,7), and inN°M) time

it outputs a subset of indicess C [N] such thatlS| < 5" and for eachi € [N] there is aj € S with
f(Vi — Vj) < r/2.

Proof. The sieving procedure is exactly as described in O. Redestsre notes [Re]. The sieving
procedure is based on a simple greedy strategy. We startSvith() and run the following step for
all elementsy;,1 < i < N. At the ith step we consider;. If f(v; —v;) > r/2forall j € S
include ¢ in the setS and increment. After completion, for alli € [N] there is aj € S such
that f(v; — v;) < r/2. The bound or}S| follows from a packing argument combined with the fact
that vol(B¢(0,cr)) = ¢"vol(By(0,7)) for anyr > 0 and a constan¢ > 0. More precisely, for
any two pointsv;, v; € S we havef(v; — v;) > r/2. Thus, all the convex bodieB (v;,r/4) for

v; € S are mutually disjoint and are contained ity (0, + r/4). Also note that valB;(0,dr)) =

3



d"vol(B(0,r)) for any constant! > 0. It follows that5"vol(B¢ (v, r/4)) > vol(Bf(0,r + r/4)).
Hence,|S| < 5™. The second property ¢ is guaranteed by the sieving procedure. [

We give a2° . (1/€)°%) time randomized algorithm for computing (& + €) approximate
solution to an instancel, M) of SAP, treating the dimensiotim(M) = k as a parameter. This
algorithm is based on a different analysis of the AKS sangpfirocedure than described by Blomer
and Naewe [BNO7], and it works for any gauge function. Suppwesthout loss of generality, that the
input latticeL C R™ is n-dimensional given by a bas{$,,---,b,}, sothatl = > | Z - b;. Letus
fix a nice gauge functiorf and letv € £ denote a shortest vector ih\ M, i.e. f(z) forz € L\ M
attains minimum value at = v. Let s = sizg £, M) denote the input size (which is the number of
bits for representing the vectossand the basis fol). As v is a shortest vector id \ M andf is a
nice gauge function it is quite easy to see that(f(v)) is bounded by a polynomial in Thus, we
can scale the lattic€ to ensure tha2 < f(v) < 3. More precisely, we can compute polynomially
many scaled lattices fror, so that2 < f(v) < 3 holds for at least one scaled lattice. Thus, we can
assume that < f(v) < 3 holds for the latticeC.

Proposition 2. Let £ C R™ be a rankn lattice, v € £ such that2 < f(v) < 3 for a nice gauge
function f. Consider the convex regiol$ = B¢(—v,2) N B¢(0,2) andC” = Bf(v,2) N Bf(0,2).
ThenC’ = C + v and volC) = vol(C’) = Q(W).
The Proposition 2 immediately follows sind&;(—v/2,1/2) C C, Bf(v/2,1/2) C C'. Next, our
algorithm follows the usual AKS random sampling procedure.

Let R = n-max;||b;|| ;. Itis clear that size) is polynomial ins sincef is a nice gauge function.
Let B¢(0,2) denote thef-ball of radius2 around the origin. Since we have an oracle for membership
in B¢(0,2) we can almost uniformly sample frof; (0, 2) using a well-known algorithm [DFK91].
Letzy, 29, - - -, 2 denote such a random sample, fér= 2¢ (»+k1og(1/9) . 100 R where the constant
¢ > 0 will be suitably chosen. Now, using the lattiawve can round off the points;. More precisely,
we express; = Ya;;b; for rationalsey;;. Then, from each vector; we compute the vectay; =
XY;Biib;, where0 < 3;; < 1, by adding appropriate integral multiples of thgs to the expression
for z;. Thus, the pointg, - - -, yn are in the interior of the fundamental parallelepipedpfind each
x; —y; € L. We denote this by; = z;(mod L). We now have the set aV pairsZ = {(y;, ;) |
i € [N]}, wherez; — y; are lattice points. Sincg lie inside the fundamental parallelepiped we have
llyill f < n - maw;||bi]| f = Rfori =1to N.

Now, we apply the AKS sieving procedure in Lemma 1 to the{getys, - - -, yn }. The result is
a subsetS C [N] of at most5™ indices such that for eache [N] there is somg € S such that
f(yi —y;) < R/2. We remove fronZ all (x;,y;) for j € S and replace each remainifg;, y;) € Z
by a correspondingx;, y; — (y; — x;)), wherej € S is the first index such that(y; — y;) < R/2.
After the sieving round, the set has the property that for eah;, z;) € Z we haver; — z; € £ and
f(zi — z) <24 R/2,andZ has shrunk in size by at most. We continue withO(log R) sieving
rounds so that we are left with a sétwith N — O(log R)5" pairs(z;, z;) such thatr; — z; € £ and
f(zi—2) < 8.We can ensure thaZ| > 2¢1(n+klog(1/9)) for an arbitrary constant, by appropriately
choosing constant. The vectors;z; — z; for (x;,2;) € Z follows some distribution among lattice
points insideB(0, 8).

We now describe the approximation algorithm, its proof gragimation guarantee and running
time bound in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let £ be a lattice with a target vectar € £\ M such that2 < f(v) < 3 for a given
gauge functionf and f(v) < f(x) for all x € £\ M. Then there is a randomized algorithm that in
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time 20 (++log(1/) poly(size(£)) computes a sef of pairs (z;, z;) such that Z| > 2¢1-(n+klog(1/€))
for a constante; and f(x; — z;) < 8 for all (z;,2;) € Z. Moreover,z; — x; € L are such that with
probability 1 — 279 there is a pair of point§z;, 2;), (2}, ;) € Z such that + u = (z; — 2;) —
(xj — z;) for avectoru € £ with f(u) <e.

Proof. Consider the se¥ of pairs(x;, z;), obtained after the AKS sieving as described above, such
that |Z| > 2c1(n+k1os(1/9) "and f(x; — 2;) < 8 for all (x4,2;) € Z. Consider thek-dimensional
sublatticel’ = £ N M whose basis we can efficiently compute fraghand M . Write Z as a partition

Z =jL, Z;, where for eaclZ; there is a distinct cosét’ +v; of L' in £ such that; —z; € L' +v;

for all (SL'Z',ZZ‘) S Zj. Let Zj,- = {Zi — X | (SL'Z',ZZ‘) S Zj}. Supposmj S Z],- C L'+ Vj fij =1

to m. Then, asf(v) > 2, f(u; — ue) > 2 for j # (. Hence unit radiusf-balls aroundu;'s are
disjoint. Since valB;(0,8))/vol(B(0,1)) < 2¢™ for some constant, we will choose the constant

c1 large enough so thdiZ,| > 2¢ (n+kloe(1/9) for some large constant and some index’. Let

W = {zi —x; | (zi,2;) € Zy}. Now, letT be any subset ofV so thatf(3 — ') > ¢ for all
B,B6" € T. ThenB¢(B,¢/2) are all disjointk-dimensionalf-balls for 3 € T'. By a packing bound

it follows that |T'| < (81?62/2)#C which is 20(%le(1/€) Note that we can use packing argument for
k-dimensional balls sincl is contained in a coset & dimensional subspad¥l. Thus, for suitably
large constant’ we will have2°(™) manyj € W that are insideB (', €/2) for a specifics’ € T.

Now, we apply the argument as explained in Regev’s notestfRehson with a modified distribu-
tion of thex;. Firstly, by Proposition 2 we have convex region= B;(0,2) N Bf(—v,2) C Bf(0,2)
such that volC)) > vol(B(0,2)) - 279, ¢" = C +v C B(0,2) andC N C + v = 0. Since
vol(C) > vol(Bf(0,2)) - 2790 and|Z| > 2¢1(n+klog(1l/€)) where we can choose the constant
suitably large, it follows that in the beginning with highopebility there are@(+klog(1/€)) paijrs
(x4, 2;) € Z such thatr; € C. Now, notice that we can replace the original distributiérzpwith a
modified distribution in which we output; if it lies in B;(0,2) \ (C U C’) and ifz; € C it outputs
eitherx; or z; + v with probability 1/2 each. Similarly, ifx; € C' = C + v it outputs eitherr; or
x; — v with probability 1/2 each. This modified distribution coincides with the origidestribution,
and is introduced only for the purpose of analysis. Now,ipgtit together with the previous argu-
ment, this is easily seen to imply that with high probabilitg are likely to see + (5’ — 3) as the
difference ofz; — x; andz; — x; for some two pair§z;, z;), (z;, z;) € Z, for somes’, 8 € T'. Since
v+ (B —p) e L\ Mandf(p' —B) <e v+ (B8 — B)is actuallyl + € approximation ofv. The
actual algorithm will examine allz; — ;) — (z; — x;) for (z;, z;), (x5, ;) € Z obtained after sieving
and output that element i\ M of minimum f-value. This completes the proof of correctness of the
approximation algorithm. [

An immediate consequence of the above theorem is a randdrize: approximation algorithm
for the parameterized SAP problem that runs in t2RE 18 ) . poly(size(L, M)).

Corollary 1. Given a rankn lattice £ and ak-dimensional subspack/ C R", there is1 + ¢ ran-
domized approximation algorithm for parameterized SAP &fty nice gauge function) with running
time20(n+klog () . poly(size(L, M)).

4 An exact20(mtklog k) glgorithm for SAP
In this section we give an exact algorithm for SAP. In pattcugiven a basigb, - -, b,} of an

integer lattice. C R™ of rankn and a subspac#&/ C R™ of dimensionk we give a randomized
algorithm to find a shortest vector i \ M with respect tal, norm in time 20 F10gk) o1y (s)
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wheres = size(L£, M). As an immediate corollary we get2? (™) randomized algorithm to fing"
successive minima w.r.t. arly norm in an integer lattice if i is O(n/logn). Using ideas similar
to Kannan'’s reduction from CVP to SVP ([Kan87]) we also getiexdrchy of algorithms for CVP
depending upon the distance of given point from the lat{ing. exact algorithm uses the same sieving
procedure as an approximation algorithm for SAP describ&ide Section 3. Note that without loss of
generality we can assume that a shortest vector \ M satisfie2 < ||v||, < 3. Next we describe
the algorithm.

1. LetN = 2" log(n.max;||b;||,) and pickz1, x2, - - -, zx uniformly at random fromB,, (0, 2).

2. Lety; = z;(mod £) and apply the AKS sieving procedure on thefat;, y1), -, (zn,yn)} @s
described in the Section 3 until for all tuplés;, z;) left after the sieving||x; — z;||, < 8.

3. LetZ = {(a;,%)|i € T}, T C [N] be the set of tuples left after the sieving procedure. For all
i,j € T compute lattice points; ; = (z; — ;) — (2 — ;).

4. Letw; ; is a closest lattice vector t ; in the rankk lattice P = LN M and letr; ; = v; j — w; ;.
Output a vector of least non zefp norm among all the vectors ; fori,j € T

First we prove the correctness of the algorithm.

Claim. For appropriate choice of the constanthe algorithm outputs a shortest non zero vector in
L\ M with respect ta,, norm.

Proof. Letw is a shortest vector id \ M. Consider the set of tuples left after the sieving procedure
Z = {(xi,z)|i € T}, T C [N]. From arguments in the Theorem 1 it follows that for apprateri
choice of the constantwith “good” probability Z contains tuplesz;, z;), (x;, z;) such thate;, z; €

C = By(0,2) N By(—v,2) andz; — z;, z; — x; lie in the same coset d?, i.e. if 5; = z; — z; and

Bj = z; — z; theng; — 3; € P. In fact we argued that there are “many”such tuples, thevidth

is not essential for the current theorem. Simgés chosen uniformly at random froif, (0, 2) we can
replace it by equivalent uniform random sample as in Thedte®incez; € B,(0,2) N By(—v, 2)
we replacer; by z; + v with probability 1/2. Therefore in the Step 3 of the algorithm with good
probability we havey; ; = (2 — z; —v) — (2; — x;) = —v + B; — B;. Letw;; € P is a closest
vector tO’UZ'J'. So we havei(vi,j,wm) < d(Ui’j,ﬁi — ﬁ]) = || — UHp, i.e. H’Ui,j — ’wi’ij < ||U||p But
sincev; ; — w; ; ¢ P andwv is a shortest vector ig \ M, this implies||v; ; — w; ;||, = [|v]|,. SO with
good probability in Step 4 the algorithm will output a vectgf with ||r; ||, = [|v||,. This proves the
correctness of the algorithm. [

Next we show that the running time of the algorithn2@&"++12%) . poly(s) wheres is the input
size. In Step 1 of the algorithm we are samplisigooints fromB,,(0, 2), a ball of radius2 with respect
to [, norm. SinceB,, (0, 2) is a convex body, the task can be accomplished using Dyeré-annan
algorithm [DFK91] in time20 (™) -poly(s). It easily follows that the sieving procedure in Step 2 can be
performed i2®(™ time. Note thatP is a rankk lattice and a basis faP can be efficiently computed
in polynomial time using linear algebra. In the Step 4 of thgpdthm we are solvin@®™) many
instances of CVP for the ranklattice P. Fori, j € S a closest vector to; ; in the rankk lattice P
can be computed i2°(¥1°2%) time using Kannan'’s algorithm for CVP [Kan87]. Hence thepgStéakes
20(ntklogk) time. Therefore the overall running time of the algorithn2@"++10ek) . ;014 (s). Note
that by repeating above algorith2?(™) times we can make the success probability of the algorithm
exponentially close ta.

Theorem 2. Given an integer latticeC of rankn and a subspacéd/ C R" of dimensionk < n,
There is a randomized algorithm to findse £\ M with least possiblé, norm. The running time
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of the algorithm i2C("+*logk) times a polynomial in the input size and it succeeds with gty
1 — 27<™ for an arbitrary constant.

Given an integer lattic€, Blomer and Naewe [BN07] ga@’ (™) time 1 + ¢ factor approximation
algorithm to compute® successive minima in the lattice for i = 1 to n. In the recent paper
Micciancio [M08] has shown that the problem of computinganly independent vectots, . .., v, €
L such thatj|v;|| < X\;(£) is deterministic poly-time equivalent to the problems C\fid &IVP. As
an easy implication of the Theorem 2 we g&4™ algorithm to computeé’” successive minima for
i < cn/logn for an arbitrary constant

Corollary 2. Given an integer lattic&l of rankn and a positive integei < n, there is a randomized
algorithm with running time® (" +1108%) . o1y (size(L)) to computey; € £ such that|v;[|, = \7(L).
In particular if i < en/logn for an arbitrary constant: then there is an exa@° ™ - poly(size(L))
time randomized algorithm to compufé successive minima of the lattige

Corollary 3. Given integer latticeC of rankn andv € Q™ with promise thati(v, £) < v/3/2X: (L),
t < n. Where),(£) denotest successive minima af with respect to/s norm, then there is a
20(n+ttlogt) . oly(size(L)) time randomized algorithm to compute a closest lattice ttoim.

Proof. By Corollary 2 we first compute,(£). We now use ideas from Kannan’s CVP to SVP reduc-
tion [Kan87]. Letby, by, - - -, b, be a basis fo. We obtain new vectors; € Q"*! for i = 1 ton by
letting ¢! = (b7, 0). Likewise, define: € Q"+ asu” = (vT, \;/2). Let M be the lattice generated
by then + 1 vectorsu, ¢, ¢z, - - - ¢,. Compute the vectors; € M such that|v;|2 = A;(M) for

j = 1tot using Corollary 2 in timeC+t108t) . poly(size(L)). Write vectorsy; asv; = uj + aju,

uj € L(c1,---,¢,) anda; € Z. Clearly, |a;| < 1 sinceu has\;/2 as its(n + 1) entry. As
d(v, L) < /3/2)(L) we haved(u, M) < \(L). Hence, there is at least one index < i < ¢ such
that|a;| = 1. Consider the se§ = {v; | 1 < i < t,|a;| = 1}and letu; be the shortest vector ifi.
Writing u; = (w;f, 0), itis clear that the vectorw; € L is closest vector to if a; = 1 andw; is a
closest vector ta if a; = —1. u

5 The Theta-Series Problem for lattices

The Theta-Series problem for integer lattices takes astiapattice £ and an integer parametér
and asks ifC has a vector such thdts||3 = k. This problem is shown to be hard for both NP and
parameterized complexity class[Win the paper by Fellows et al [ DFVW99]. However, they do not
show any upper bound results; In this section we apply the Ai€@ing method to give akp)o(”)
algorithm for solving the Theta-Series problem for @inorms. We actually solve a more general
problem defined below.

Definition 2. Convex-Body Avoiding Problem (CAP)For an integer latticeC of rankn and an O-
symmetric convex body in R™, theconvex-body avoiding probleiis to find av € £\ C with least
possibled, norm, where we assume that the convex ddy given by a membership oracle.

Theorem 3. Given integer latticeC of rankn and an O-symmetric convex bo@yin R™, there isl +¢
factor approximation algorithm to solve CAP (w.r.t. afjlynorm) with running time2@(m)-leg(1/e) .

poly(size(L)).



Proof. We claim that it suffices to solve the problem for the casenwtigs n-dimensional. To see
this, suppose&” is contained in somé-dimensional subspack/ of R™. We can find a basis fak/
with high probability by using the polynomial-time almostifiorm sampling algorithm frond' using
[DFK91]. Next, we compute the latticE N M and find a(1 + ¢) approximate solution: for the
k-dimensional convex body avoidance for the lattite) M andC'. We also solve the SAP instance
(L, M) and find a(1 + ¢) approximate solutiom € £\ M using Theorem 1. The smaller ofandv

is clearly a(1 + ¢) approximate solution for the input CAP instance.

Thus, we suppos€’ is n dimensional. Let be a shortest vector i \ C' which, as before,
we can assume satisfies< ||v|, < 3 by considering polynomially many scalings of the lattice
and the convex body. As in Theorem 1, we pick random paints- -,z from B,(0,2) for N =
2en108(1/€) . yoly(s). The constant > 0 will be suitably chosen later. Lgt = 2;(mod L) fori = 1 to
N. We apply several rounds of the AKS sieving on the{set,y1),- -, (xn,yn)} until we are left
with a setS of 2017 1°8(1/€) pairs(z;, z;) such that|z; — ||, < 8. From proposition 2 it follows easily
that with good probability we havé C S such thatZ| > 2¢2"1°e(1/¢) and for all(z;, z;) € Z we have
z; € DUD'whereD = B,(0,2)NB,(—v,2) andD’ = B,(0,2)NB,(v, 2). Note that the the constant
o can be chosen as large as we like by appropriate choiceladt 2" = {z; — x; | (24, 2:) € Z}.
Now consider/,, ball of radiuse/2 centered at each lattice poifit € Z'. It is clear that for all
B € Z', By(B,¢/2) C By(0,8+¢/2). If forall 5 € Z' ¢, balls B,(3,¢/2) are mutually disjoint,

by packing argument we géf’| < % = 2¢'nlog(1/¢) for a constant’. We choose constant

appropriately to ensure that > ¢. This implies that there exists tuplés;, z;), (z;, z;) € Z such
that||3; — ;|| < ¢, wheres; = z; — z; and8; = z; — z;. Let 3 = 3; — 3;. We claim that it is not
possible that botl$ + v, 5 — v lie inside the convex bodg'. Because this implies — 3 € C since
C' is O-symmetric. Therefore = w € C, which contradicts with assumptian¢ C'. So
without loss of generality assume that- v ¢ C. Note that without loss of generality we can also
assume that; € D’ with good probability. Now, we apply the argument as ex@diim Regev’s notes
[Re] to reason with a modified distribution of the. Asz; € D’ we can replace; by z; — v. Soitis
easy to see that after sieving with good probability theiistexuples(x;, z;), (x;, z;) € S such that
Tij = (Zi — 1‘2) — (Zj — l’j) =v+ 5 — 53'. SOT’Z"]‘ =v+p §é C and ClearlyHri,ij < (1 + E)HUHP
since||3; — B;|, < e. Itis easy to see that the algorithm runs in tig¥"1°8(/) poly(size(L)). This
completes the proof of the theorem. [

Next we give an algorithm to solve the Theta-Series problemguTheorem 3.

Corollary 4. Given an integer latticeC C Z" of rankn and an integerk, there is a20("1os(kp)) .
poly(size(L)) time randomized algorithm to decide whethecontains a vector such that|v|b =
k.

Proof. Firstwe describe the algorithm. Let € Q such thatk—1)/? < m < (k—1/2)'/?. LetC be
the convex bodyB, (0, m). We choose < (1+ Z—Ik)l/p — 1 and run thel + € approximation algorithm
described in the Theorem 3 on the instaf€eC) of CAP with respect td,, norm. Output “YES” if
the algorithm outputs a vectarsuch that|u||, = k otherwise output “NO”. To see the correctness of
the algorithm, suppose thétcontains a vector such that|v||} = k. It is easy to see thatis shortest
vector inL \ C. The approximation algorithm in Theorem 3 outputs a veater £ \ C' such that with
good probability||u||, < (1 +€) - |[v]|,. This implies|ju|b < (1 + 1/2k) - k = k + 1/2. But since

L is an integer lattice this in fact implidg:||5 = k. It is easy to see that the algorithm runs in time
20(nlog(kp)) . poly(size(L)). |



6 A lower bound result

The AKS sieving procedure is a breakthrough technique fowsig upper bounds for various lattice
problems. In this paper too we have provided new examples AKS technique is actually generic;
as we have shown in this paper, it works for all nice gaugetfons. In this section we prove a lower
bound result showing that essentially this generic prgpefrfAKS sieving makes it unlikely to give
algorithms that are asymptotically faster than 2A&» bound.

Consider the problem of findingll shortest nonzero vectors in a lattiéec R™ with respect to
a nice gauge functiorf : R™ — R. The algorithms we consider take a basis foas input and the
nice gauge functiory is given by oracle access: the oracle outpfits) for a queryz. The query
complexityof the algorithm is the worst-case number of queries thagites for inputg L, f). Now,
the AKS sampling algorithm [AKS01,Re] can be used to complltine shortest vectors in the integer
lattice £ with respect to, norm in time2°(™) . As explained in this paper (in Section 3 and later),
the AKS-sampling can be easily adapted to work for aitg gauge functionf where f is given by
oracle access.

We now show a lower bound on the query complexity of any sugbridhm based on an adversary
argument. For the lower bound theorem we fix the lattice astdredard lattic&™ and consider only
those nice gauge functiorfs: R” — R such that there are at mast many shortest nonzero vectors
in Z™ with respect tof . Let 7 denote this family of nice gauge functions. The proof of thiéfving
theorem is given in the appendix.

Theorem 4. The query complexity of any deterministic/randomized ritlgm that takes as input the
standard latticeZ™ and a nice gauge functiofi € F as an oracle and outputs a list of all shortest
nonzero vectors ifL™ with respect to the gauge functighis 2().

7 A natural parameterization for lattice problems

In this section we introduce and study a natural parametrzrsion for lattice problems, motivated
by similar problems for codes that have been studied in thanpeterized setting by Downey et al
[DFVW99,DF99].

Let £ C R”™ be an integer lattice given by a basis b-, - - -, b,. The supportof a lattice point

dom, a;b; w.rt. the given basi$, by, - - -, by, is the number of nonzera;. We now define thga-
rameterized feasible seff lattice points for parametér and w.r.t. the given basis , bo, - - -, b, t0
be

Fil(L) ={> aib; € L| > a;b; has support at mos}.
i=1 i=1

This immediately gives a natural parameterization fortadl standard optimization problems for lat-
tices. The problems pSVP, pCVP, and pSAP are the paramedevizrsions of the shortest vector
problem, closest vector problem, and the subspace avojatibigiem respectively, where the input
instances come with a parameter valuand the feasible set for these problem&jgL), whereL is
the input lattice with a given basis.

Based on the AKS sampling procedure we can easily show thgtrithlems pSVP, pCVP, and
pSAP all have randomized algorithms with running ti(ne+ k:)o(’f). On the other hand, we show
that pCVP and pSAP are hard for[W}w.r.t. fpt reductions.

Theorem 5. The parameterized problemSVP, pCVP, andpSAP all have randomized algorithms
with time boundn + k)°®) . poly(s), wheres is the input size encoded in binary.
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Proof. We first explain the simple algorithm f@CVP. The problenpSVP is similarly solved, and
pSAP can be solved by using the algorithm fo€VP. Let (v, £, k) be input instance for pCVP,
where£ is given by basigy, by, - - -, b,. We will generate(},) many latticesCg, S C [n],|S| = k,
where Lg is the rankk lattice generated by the vectors{b; | j € S}. The feasible sef;, is
the union of all these lattice§s. Thus, it suffices to solve each of &) CVP instancegv, L)
and pick the best solution among them. By using Kannan'srigigo [Kan87] we can solve each
of these instances in tim&*'°¢* . poly(size(v, £)). Thus, we can solve the pCVP instance in time
nk . 2klogk . poly(sizg(v, £)), as claimed. The algorithm for pSVP is exactly on the sameslifror
pSAP we need to apply ideas from Theorem 2. We showed in ThreBrhat for an instance’, M)
of SAP, wherel/ is ¢-dimensional, we can find the shortest vecto£inM/ by solving2©(™ instances
of the kind(v;, £ N M) and taking the best solution among them. The key point hahats N M is
a rank/ lattice implying that Kannan’s algorithm finds exact sautin time2¢1°¢ . poly(s), where
s is a bound on input size. Applying the same idea to pSAP, wkfirgk generate the(Z) many
instanceg Lg, M) of instance of SAP, wher#/ is ¢-dimensional andCs has rankk, wherek is the
parameter. Note that we can easily obtain latfi¢ein a & dimensional spac& by applying suitable
linear transformation. Let/’ = M N R. Itis clear thatlim(M') =t < k. Now, applying the method
of Theorem 2 we can exactly solve of the SAP instaridég M) by solving2©*) many instances of
rankt CVP instances, where< k. The overall running time is easily seen to(ne+ k)o(k) -poly(s).

[ ]

We next show that pCVP is hard for W[1] (we show it farnorm which can be easily extended to
any/, norm). We leave the question open whether pSVP is W[1]-hais! fixed parameter tractable.

Theorem 6. The parameterized problepCVP is hard forW([1] under fpt many-one reductions.

Proof. We give an fpt many-one reduction from theperfect code problem to pCVE:perfect code
problem is defined in [DFVW99] where it is shown to be W[1]-4haAn input instance ok-perfect
code is(G, k), whereG = (V| E) is an undirected graph and the problem is whether there ibsesu
S C V such thatS| = k andN (x),x € S is apartition of V', whereN (z) is a neighbourhood of.
Let |V| = n. We can represent (z) for x € V' as am-dimensionab-1 vectoruv, that has d in the
it" position if and only ifi € N(x). Thus, given a collection of these vectagsi € V, we are asking
if some k-subset of they;'s adds up to the all’s vector. Letw;,i € V be n-dimensional vectors,
where eachv; has a large positive integéd in thei*" position and ig) elsewhere. To continue the
reduction, for each € V we replacev; with a 2n-dimensional vector,; whose firstn coordinates is
the vectory;, the nextn coordinates is the vectar;. Finally, we consider the vectar whose firstn
coordinates are all's, the next: coordinates are all/’s. Let £ ¢ R?™ denote the integer lattice with
basisB = {u; | i € V}, and consider the pCVP instante, L, k). We claim that there is a vector
v € L thatis inFi (L) such that|v — ul]s < (n — k)M if and only if (G, k) is a yes instance of
the k-perfect code problem. IfG, k) is a yes instance then clearly there is such a vecterF;(L).
For the converse, supposez F (L) such thai|v — u||s < (n — k)M. Supposer = Z;‘f’:l ;U -
Notice that in any casgv — ul||2 > (n — k)M. Furthermore, the last inequality is strict unless all the
a;; = 1. Thisin turn forces thalG, k) is a yes instance of theperfect code problem. This completes
the proof. [

8 The complexity of unique-CVP

In this section we consider the complexity of the searchiepref promise problem unique-CVP.
Given an integer lattice C Q™ andv € Q™ with the promise that the closest vectori#tan £
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is unique then the problem unique-CVP is to find such a ve@tershow that the search version of
unique-CVP with respect to arfy norm,1 < p < oo is as hard as search version of CVP. The proof is
by a randomized many-one reduction of the search versionVéf 0 search version of unique-CVP.
We can also show a similar reduction from search version & 8\search version of unique-SVP for
any/, norm. The unique-SVP problem has gained importance aftai &§ al in [AD97] proposed a
public-key cryptosystem whose security depends upon thistwease hardness of a variant of unique-
SVP. R. Kumar and D. Sivakumar in [KS99] have shown that tlegsiten version of unique-SVP with
respect to/s norm is NP-hard under randomized reductions. More pregitieey show for a given
lattice £ and numbetl, checking if there is @ € £ such that|v||2 < d is NP-hard under randomized
reductions, given thaf has at most one vector (upto the sign) of length at mio$heir reduction is
similar to the Valiant-Vazirani reduction for uniqueSAT \85].

Our reduction for unique-CVP is based on a general form ofgblation lemma [MVV87] due
to Klivans-Spielman [KS01] in which random weights are gssd to “isolate” a linear form from a
collection. We give a brief sketch of the reduction and itsectness argument. By scaling up, we can
assume that the CVP instan@@, v) is such that the input latticé C Z™ andv = (vy,---,v,) € Z™.
We will make a suitable random scaling of coordinates to inbganew instancé M, v’) of CVP
such that there is unique closest vectortin M with high probability, and moreover we can easily
recover a closest vector toin £ given a closest vector td in M. We describe the reduction for the
¢> norm. The same reduction will essentially work for @linorms.

Let by,bo---,b, € Z™ be a basis of. Since we can replace by v(mod £) which is easy to
compute, there is no loss of generality in assumirligs in the fundamental parallelepiped 6f The
following claim is easy to show.

Claim. Let £ C Z" be a lattice and € Z". If N is equal to number of closest vectoruitdn £ then
size(N) < (size(L,v))¢, for some absolute constant> 0.

For the reduction, we pick,as, - -, a, uniformly at random from{0,1,---,p} wherep =
8n - (size(L,v))%. Clearly, by the above claim > 8nN2. Let K € Z7 that we will choose suitably
large. Definefx : R" — R™ as fx (r1, -, zn) = (K + a1)x1, -+, (K + ap)zy,). Clearly, Mg =
{fx(z)|z € L} is aninteger lattice with basisfk (b1), fx(b2), - -, fx(by)}. The following claim is
easy to prove by direct calculation and bounding-oforms.

Claim. Let s = size£,v). Then there is an absolute constant- 0 such that for any< > 286/, if
frx(z) € M is a vector closest to the vectéfv, thenz € L is a closest vector to.

From the above claim it follows that given a closest vectaKtin M we can compute a closest
vector tov in £ in polynomial time. Next we prove thdt'v has a unique closest vector in the lattice
M with good probability.

Let C = {z € L]z is a closest vector to}. By the previous claim it is clear that for any vector
z € M closest toKv there isz € C such that: = fx(z). Forz = (z1,- - z,) € R" letwt(z)
X1 (K + ai)z; — Kv;)? Anindexi, 1 < i < nis abad indexf there arer = (z1, -+, 7y,),y
(y1,- -+, yn) € C such thatwt(z) = wt(y) andz; # y;.

Lemma 2. Anindexi, 1 < i < n is abad indexwith probability at most /2n, where the probability
is over the random choice @f, - - - , a,,. Hence there is a bad index with probability at mbg2.

Proof. Recall that we pick each; independently and uniformly at random fram< a; < 8ns?.
Assume we have randomly picked all for j # i, wherei is some specific index. Since al), j # i
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are already picked, for evety € C notice thatwt(z) = ((K + a;)z; — Kv;)? + N, is a quadratic
polynomial in the indeterminates, whereN,, is a fixed integer that depends only erandv. Thus,
we have an associated quadratic for each C, and as already argued’| < s°. Now, by Bezout's
theorem any 2 quadratic curves can intersect in at most fountgp Thus, if we consider pairwise
intersection of the quadratics we have at mbst distinct intersection points. Clearly, if; takes a
value different from any of these intersection points thefw) # wt(y) for distinctz,y € C. Since
a; is uniformly picked from|0..8ns%], the indexi is a bad index with probability at mosy2n. As a
consequence of the union bound it follows that there is a hdebi with probability at most/2. This
proves the lemma. [

Clearly, if there is no bad index for a random assignmentéaththere is a unique closest vector
in M to Kv. Hence the randomized many-one reduction succeeds wiltapildy at leastl /2. This
completes the correctness proof. Itis easy to see that asguenent can be applied for afymetric.
We summarize the result below.

Theorem 7. For any ¢, norm there is a randomized polynomial time many-one redodtiom the
search version of CVP to the search version of unique-CVP.

With some modifications to the randomized reduction, we damwsthat the search version of
SVP (and SAP) is reducible to search version of unique-S¥gpéctively unique-SAP).
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A Proof of Theorem 4

Proof Sketch We sketch the adversay argument only for deterministiorélgmns (the randomized
case is essentially the same). Notice thatdheorm is inF as there are exactBn shortest nonzero

vectors inZ™ w.r.t. /o norm. This is the sV = {+e;, *eo, - - -, -e, } Wheree; are the standard basis
vectors inZ".

Now, supposeA is an algorithm that makes at magtn) = o(2") queries on any input. The
adversary will answer all queries w.r.t. thenorm. LetT = {x1, 2, -, 21}, k < g(n) be the set

of vectors queried byd. We can assume without loss of generality thatC 7. Specifically, the
adversary outputg(z;) = ||x;||2 = a; for each query; € T'. Notice, for each query; € U, that the
adversary outputg(v;) = 1 = ||vi]|2.

Finally, suppose the algorithm outputs a seas the set of shortest vectors. By choice/af
|S| < n?. If U ¢ S then the adversary can set the actual input gauge functiénitoplying that the
algorithm A is incorrect. Thus, we can assurfieC S.

Consider the2™ quadrants ofR™ formed by the standard coordinate axes. We can describe
the 2" quadrants@, by vectorsz € {1,—1}", where the quadranf. consists of all points

(x1,29,--+,2n) € R™, wherex;'s are all nonzero and; and z; have the same sign. Notice that
each such € Z" is the unique lattice point in quadra@t. with /2 norm/n. Since|T'U S| = o(2"),
for sufficiently largen we have|T U S| < 2"~1. Hence there exists a lattice poipt= (y1,-- -, yn) €

{1, —1}" such that no point frori" U S lies in the quadrant§, or Q_,,.

Next we define an O-symmetric convex bady Consider the quadran€, and()_,,.

The bounding axes of quadrar®, intersect the spheré3y(0,1) in the points P, =
(0,0,---,0,9;,0,---,0) fori = 1ton. Clearly, Py, ---, P, lie on an — 1 dimensional hyperplane
that intersectd3, (0, 1) in ann — 1 dimensional spher&/,,. LetC,, be then-dimensional right-circular
cone with basé/, and vertex of cone at. Similarly, we obtain a right circular cor@_,, correspond-
ing to —y. We defineC' = C, U C_, U B5(0,1). It is easy to see that' is an O-symmetric convex
body. LetT’ = {m | v € T'}. Clearly, the pointdy, —y} U T” lie on the surface of convex body.
By Proposition 1 this defines a gauge functjpauch thatB3(0, 1) = C'. Notice thatf is a nice gauge
function sinceB;(0,1) C C C B»(0,+/n). Hence we have a nice gauge functjpand a lattice point
y € Z™\ S such thatf(y) = 1 and for allz}, € T", f(«}) = 1. Thus, the shortest vector set for this
gauge function is the sét U {y, —y} which is not the set output by the algorittdinThis proves the
theorem. [ ]
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