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Abstract. In this paper, the author strengthens the previous knowtnieas for
approximating Minimum Unique Game Problem45- ¢, by proving that Min
2Lin-2 is NP-hard to be approximated within-2c and strengthens the previous
known hardness for approximating Small Set Expansion Brobl/3 - ¢, by
proving that Min Bisection is NP-hard to be approximatedhmit3— €, assuming
a variation of Feige’s Hypothesis, which claims that refgtUnbalanced Biased
Max 3XOR is NP-hard on average on a natural distribution.

In Unique Game Problem (UGP), we are given a grapi = (V, E), and a set of labels,
[k]. Each edge = (u,v) in the graph is equipped with a permutation: [k] — [£].
The solution of the problem is a labeling: V — [k] that assigns a label to each
vertex ofG. An edgee = (u,v) is said to be satisfied undgrif z.(f(u)) = f(v). The
goal of the problem is to find a labeling such that the numbehefsatisfied edges
under this labeling is maximized. The value of the instalag(/) is defined as the
maximum fraction of the satisfied edges under all labelingthle same situation of
UGP, the goal oMinimum Unique Game Problem (Min UGP) is to find a labeling such
that the number of the unsatisfied edges under this labalingriimized. The value of
the instancé/al(I) is defined as the minimum fraction of the unsatisfied edgdsuall
labelling.

In Max 2Lin-2, we are given a set of linear equations o@fr,. Each equation
contains exactly two variables. The goal of the problem saek an assignment of the
variables such that the number of satisfied equations ismmizad. In the same situation
of Max 2-Lin-2, the goal oMin 2Lin-2 is to seek an assignment of the variables such
that the number of unsatisfied equations is minimized. N@eMax 2Lin-2 is a special
case of UGP, and Min 2Lin-2 is special case of Min UGP.

The Unique Game Conjecture (UGC)[] states: for every,s§ > 0, there is & =
k(Z,6) such that given an instandeof UGP withk labels it is NP-hard to distinguish
whetherVal(l) > 1 - ¢ or Val(I) < 6. The (, s)-approximation NP-hardness of UGP
is defined as: for some fixed9 s < ¢ < 1, there is & such that given an instande
of UGP withk labels it is NP-hard to distinguish whethég/(I) > c or Val(l) < s + €
for anye > 0. The ¢/, s')-approximation NP-hardness of Min UGP is defined as: for
some fixed O< ¢’ < s’ < 1, there is & such that given an instanéef Min UGP with
k labels it is NP-hard to distinguish wheth@éui(I) > s’ — € or Val(I) < ¢’ + € for any
€>0.
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In Small Set Expansion Problem (SSE), we are given a grapty = (V,E) and a
constant O< § < 1/2. The goal of the problem is to find a subseic V satisfying
IS1/IV] = ¢ such thatd(S), the edge expansion §fis minimized. Theedge expansion
®(S) of a subses ¢ V is defined as®(s) = YESN, The expansion profile is
defined as®g(6) = mingvi=s @(S), where 0< § < 1/2. TheSmall Set Expansion
Hypothesis (SSEH)[8] states: for everyy > 0, there is & such that it is NP-hard to dis-
tinguish whethetb(6) > 1 -1 or &5(6) < n. As a special case of Small Set Expansion
Problem Min Bisection is defined as: given a graghwith n vertices, whera is even,
find a setS of n/2 vertices (a bisection) such that the number of edges ctinget:

andV \ S (the bisection width) is minimized.

In the papel[4], the author shows a new point of2B/8)-approximation NP-
hardness of UGP, which is an improvement of previously kn¢8yd, 11/16)-appro-
ximation NP-hardness of UGR[2]. Their result determinas@dimensional region of
for (c, s)-approximation NP-hardness of UGP, namely, the triangth the three ver-
tices (Q0), (1/2, 3/8), and (11). All known points of ¢, s)-approximation NP-hardness
of UGP are in the triangle, plus an inferior bump area neaotign by [3]. However,
the best known hardness for approximating Min UGP is siil 5 ¢ despite all the
efforts. It is known that Min Bisection (and SSE) is NP-hard t@pproximated within
4/3 — € by [5]. It would be interesting to answer the question whethe can further
enlarge the hardness gap of Min UGP and SSE.

In this paper, the author strengthens the previous knowtness for approximat-
ing Minimum Unique Game Problem/% - ¢, by proving that Min 2Lin-2 is NP-hard
to be approximated within 2 € and strengthens the previous known hardness for ap-
proximating Small Set Expansion Problemi34- ¢, by proving that Min Bisection is
NP-hard to be approximated within-3e, assuming a variation of Feige’s Hypothesis,
which claims that refuting Unbalanced Biased Max 3XOR isiNfPd on average on a
natural distribution.

In Fig. 1, the red area is the known region of )-approximation NP-hardness of
UGP, the yellow area is the region ef §)-approximation NP-hardness of UGP assum-
ing the variation of Feige’s Hypothesis.

In Max 3XOR, we are given a set OR clauses, each clause contains exactly three
literals. The goal of the problem is to seek an assignmeiiteoBbolean variables such
that the number of satisfied clauses is maximized4tix 3AND, we are given a set of
AND clauses, each clause contains exactly three literals. @&kod the problem is to
seek an assignment of the Boolean variables such that theenwohsatisfied clauses is
maximized.

In Unbalanced Biased Max 3XOR, we are given a set 0fOR clauses, each clause
contains exactly three literals. The fraction of negatigeewrence of each variable is
exactlys < 1/2, which is calledbalance of the instance. In addition, the domain of the
variables is restricted such that the fraction of variablesigned to 0 is no more than
v < B, which is calledbias of the instance.

In random Unbalanced Biased Max 3XOR, we assume that formulas are generated
by the following random process. Given parameteasdm, each clause is generated
independently at random by selecting the three variabl@ésndependently at random
and inserting the negative literal of the variable into tlaise with probability < 1/2
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Fig. 1. illustration of (¢, s)-approximation NP-hardness of UGP

and inserting the positive literal of the variable into th&use with probability - 8. 8

is calledbalance of the instance. In addition, the domain of the variables#ricted
such that the fraction of variables assigned to 0 is no maeh< 8, which is called
bias of the instance. Imandom Unbalanced Biased Max 3AND, formulas are generated
similarly, and we can define the notatiohajance andbias, similarly. Throughout this
paper, letx = 8 + ¥ — 2By, ande generally denotes a negligible quantity.

In this paper, the author considers the average complekitgrmlom Unbalanced
Biased Max 3XOR, and put forward a variation of Feige's Hyy@sis[%,6].

Conjecture 1. For every fixed € > O, for A a sufficiently large constant independent of
n, assuming NP# P, there is no polynomial time algorithm that refutes most 3-balanced
v-biased Max 3XOR formulas with n variables and m = An clauses, but never refutes a
1 - € satisfiable formula.

The following conjecture states that Unbalanced Biased B¥®R is approxima-
tion resistant. It is easy to observe that Conjecture 1 iesglionjecture 2.

Conjecture 2. For every fixed € > O, for A a sufficiently large constant independent of
n, assuming NP+ P, given a 3-balanced y-biased Max 3XOR formula with n variables
and m = An clauses, there is no polynomial time algorithm that distinguishes whether
the formula is 1 — € satisfiable or at most (1 - B)° + 38%(1 — B) + € satisfiable.



The author also considers the average complexity of randobelanced Biased
Max 3AND, and put forward the following conjecture.

Conjecture 3. For every fixed € > O, for A a sufficiently large constant independent of
n, assuming NP# P, there is no polynomial time algorithm that refutes most 3-balanced
v-biased Max 3AND formulas with n variables and m = An clauses, but never refutes a
1- %a — € satisfiable formula.

Theorem 1. Conjecture 1 implies Conjecture 3.

Proof. We rewrite a formula of3-balancedy-biased Max 3XOR to a formula ¢i-
balancedy-biased Max 3AND. If the formula of Max 3XOR is random, thee flor-
mula of Max 3AND is also random. The the formula of Max 3X@® 1- ¢ satisfiable,
we show in the following that at Ieast—l%a — € fraction of clauses i have all the
three literals satisfied.

On average, each positive literal has 3(8)4 appearance ip, and each negative
literal has B4 appearance ig. When4 is large enough, standard bounds on large
deviations show that with high probability, all but arfraction of the occurrences of
positive literals correspond to positive literals thateapbetween (3E@B8)+€)4 times in
¢, and all but are fraction of the occurrences of negative literals corresftomegative
literals that appear betweer3 )4 times ing.

If this does hold, observe that evepybiased assignment does not satisfy on
average at most B8(1-y) + y(1-B)) + e variables per clauses i It then follows that
at most% (B(1-7y) + v(1-p)) + e clauses have exactly one literal satisfiedsby

Theorem 2. Conjecture 2 holds for 0 < y < B < 1/2 implies (¢’, s')-approximation
NP-hardness of Min UGP for ¢’ = ga and s’ = %ﬁ - %,82 + 2

Proof. We use the three-dimensional cube gadget that is simildwetgadgets used by
authors of([2,7].

Letl; @, @ I3 be a clause in the formula of Max 3XOR, whérés either a variable
x; Or its negationx;, for i = 1,2, 3. The set of equations we construct have variables at
the corners of a three-dimensional cube, which take value-1LoFor eachr € {0, 1}3,
we have a variable,. The variableg is replaced byv taking value 1. We let; take
the place ofvp11, up the place ofi1p1, andus the place ofr110, wherew; = 1if x; = 1,
andu; = —1if x; = 0. For each edge( «) of the cube, we have the equation, = —1.
For each edgey, @) of the cube, we have the equatiom, = -1 if /; is positive, and
the equation;v, = 1if /; is negative, forali = 1,2, 3.

If all /; are satisfied in the clause, we assigrthe value £1)**+2*2s All the twelve
edge equation are satisfied and left no equation unsati€igrwise, an enumera-
tion establishes that is only possible to satisfy nine éqoatand left three equations
unsatisfied.

Given aB-balancedy-biased Max 3XOR formula with 1 — € satisfiable clauses,
everyvy-biased assignmeut does not satisfy at most@@ — v) + y(1 — B)) variables
per clauses iw. It then follows that at moé(ﬂ(l —v) + y(1- B)) clauses have exactly
one literal satisfied by. In another word, at least4 ga/ — € fraction of clauses i
have all the three literals satisfied.



Given a3-balanced-biased Max 3XOR formulagthat is at most (3 8)%+38%(1-
B) + € satisfiable, at leas{g8l - §)? + 82 — € clauses inp are unsatisfied.

Now we reduce a formula g-balanced/-biased Max 3XOR to an instance of Min
2-Lin-2 using the gadget introduced above. If the formula ise satisfiable, then the
value of the instance of Min 2-Lin-2 is at mogty + €. If the the formula is at most
(1- )% + 38°(1 - B) + € satisfiable, then the value of the instance of Min 2-Lin-2tis a
leastp — 352 + g% — €.

Corollary 1. Conjecture 1 holds for arbitrarily small B and y implies Min UGP is NP-
hard to be approximated within 2 — .

Lemma 1. For every € > Q, there is some A¢ > O such that for every A > A, n large
enough, and 0 < vy < B < 1/2, with high probability the following holds. Every set
of (1 - @) + €)m clauses in a random B-balanced y-biased Max 3AND formula with
m = An clauses contains at least yn+ 1 different negative literals or (1—y)n+ 1 different
positive literals.

Proof. Fix a setS of n literals with exactlyy fraction of positive literals to be avoided.
The probability that a random clause with three literalsdsthese literals is (+ a)°.
For large enought, standard bounds on large deviations implies that with aiodiby
greater than & (1 - @)%, less than ((+ @) + €)m random clauses avoid the setAs
there are roughly2”" ways of choosing the sét, the union bound implies that on one
of them is avoided by a set of (da)® + €)m clauses.

Theorem 3. Conjecture 3 holds for 0 < y < B < 1/2 implies Small Set Expansion is
20-(1-0)) 1 _
3
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NP-hard to be approximated within €.

Proof. We reduces-balancedy-biased Max 3AND to Min Bisection. Given a Max
3AND formula withn’ variables andr’ = An’ clauses in which we want to distinguish
between the case at most {B)+ €)m’ clauses are satisfiable and the case that at least
1- %a + €)m’ clauses are satisfiable, construct the following graph.

The left hand side (LHS) containa Xertices, one for each literal. The right hand
side (RHS) contains:’ clusters, one for each clause, where each cluster is a dique
size 4n’. In addition, the graph contains a clique of sizé = 4(1— 3a + €)m’?. In each
cluster there is a unique vertex that is a "connecting vérelace an edge between a
vertex that corresponds a literal and the connecting verftexcluster if the literal is in
the clause that corresponds the cluster. These are cafiébiffartite” edges.

In this graph, find a minimum bisection, which contains elyast LHS vertices,
and (1- %a — e)m’ clusters. It stfices to consider only the connecting vertices from
each of then’ clusters, and we need to find a cut of minimum width that costel|
vertices from the LHS, and (& ga/ — €)m’ connecting vertices.

When the 3AND formula has (—1%0 —e)m’ satisfiable clauses, we pick the Seto
contain the clauses corresponding to these clauses amd literals corresponding to
the assignments consistent with these clauses. The ondgs@ddg by this bisection con-
nect the satisfying literals to unsatisfied clauses. Thebrarrof bipartite edges within
the setS is 3(1- %a — e)m’. The sum of degrees of the satisfied literals is-3@)m’.
Hence the width of the bisection x}%y + €.



In a random 3AND formula, we still need one side of the cut totamn’ vertices
and (1- %a — e)m’ clusters. This set of literals has at most ((& @) + €)m’ of these
clauses 3-connected to it (by Lemma 1) and the other%& - (1-a)3-2¢)m’ clauses
are 2-connected to it. Hence the width of the cut is at least

31-a)m’ -3((1-a)*+e)m’ —(1- %a —(1-a)®-2e)m’ = (2(1-(1-)%) - %a —em’

Corollary 2. Conjecture 1 holds for and arbitrarily small v and 8 implies SSE is NP-
hard to be approximated within 3 — .
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