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Abstract

Given two prime monotone boolean functions f : {0, 1}n → {0, 1} and
g : {0, 1}n → {0, 1} the dualization problem consists in determining if g is
the dual of f , that is if f(x1, . . . , xn) = g(x1, . . . xn) for all (x1, . . . xn) ∈
{0, 1}n. Associated to the dualization problem there is the corresponding
decision problem: given two monotone prime boolean functions f and g is
g the dual of f? In this paper we present a quantum computing algorithm
that solves the decision version of the dualization problem in polynomial
time.

1 Introduction

A boolean function is monotone if given any two boolean vectors v = (v1, . . . , vn)
and w = (w1, . . . , wn) if vi ≤ wi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have that f(v) ≤ f(w).

The dualization problem [1, 2, 3, 4], given a monotone boolean function
f : {0, 1}n → {0, 1} expressed in a prime (i.e. irredundant) disjunctive normal
form (DNF), consists in finding the prime DNF of a monotone boolean function
g such that f(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ {0, 1}n. The decision version of the dual-
ization problem, called dual, is defined as follows: given two prime monotone
boolean functions f and g is g the dual of f? The dualization problem and its as-
sociated decision version, are prominent problems in several research areas such
as machine learning and data mining [5, 6, 7, 8] artificial intelligence [9, 10, 11]
and others (see [1] and the references within ). Borrowing the notation from [4]
we express the monotone boolean functions f and g in DNF as

f =
∨

I∈F

∧

i∈I

xi

and
g =

∨

J∈G

∧

j∈J

xj
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where I, J ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n} and F (resp. G) is the set of prime implicants of
f (resp. g). The best deterministic classical computing algorithm for solving
the dual problem has complexity O(No(logN)) where N is the number of prime
implicants of f and g, that is N = |F |+ |G| [4]. Determining the complexity sta-
tus of the dualization problem and its associated decision version is a prominent
open problem. Equally interesting is the self-dualization problem, that is, the
problem of determining if a monotone boolean function is self-dual. It has the
same complexity of the dual problem since it can be reduced to self-dualization
of the function yf ∨ zg ∨ yz where y and z are two additional boolean variables
[4]. In this paper we develop a polynomial time quantum computing algorithm
for the dual (resp. self-dual) problem.

2 Methods

In the following the variable x is interpreted sometimes as a boolean (or binary)
n-dimensional vector and sometimes as the decimal expression of the binary
vector. In particular if x is the decimal value of the binary vector (x1, . . . , xn)
then the decimal value of the binary vector (x1, . . . , xn) is x = 2n − x− 1. We
start with the following propositions which will be much used later in the paper.

Proposition 1 ([4]). Necessary condition for two monotone boolean functions

g and f expressed in their DNF to be mutually dual is that

I ∩ J 6= ∅ for every I ∈ F and J ∈ G (1)

Proof. If, by contradiction, there exist implicants I ∈ F and J ∈ G such that
I ∩ J = ∅, let x = (x1, . . . , xn) such that xi = 1 if i ∈ I and xi = 0 if i /∈ I.
Clearly f(x) = 1 = g(x) and f and g could not be mutually dual.

By Proposition 1, if f is self-dual then every implicant of F must intersect
every other implicant.

Lemma 2. Suppose f is self-dual. Then f is balanced, that is, for half of x
values is 0 and for the other half is 1.

Proof. Let 0 ≤ x < 2n, then x = 2n − x − 1. Furthermore since f is self-dual
we have that f(x) 6= f(x) for all 0 ≤ x < 2n. Therefore

2n−1−1
∑

x=0

f(x) +

2n−1
∑

x=2n−1

f(x) =

2n−1−1
∑

x=0

f(x) +

2n−1−1
∑

x=0

f(2n − x− 1) =

2n−1−1
∑

x=0

[f(x) + f(x)] = 2n−1
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Lemma 3. Let f be a monotone boolean function expressed in its DNF which

satisfies also (1). Then f is self-dual if and only if
∑2n−1

x=0 f(x) = 2n−1

Proof. The necessity is given by Lemma 2. As for the sufficiency, suppose that
∑2n−1

x=0 f(x) = 2n−1 and suppose by contradiction that f(x) = f(x) for some
0 ≤ x < 2n. Since (1) holds, when f(x) = 1 there exists an implicant I such that
xi = 1 for all i ∈ I. But then f(x) = 0 since I intersects all other implicants
of F . In other words f(x) + f(x) ≤ 1 for all x. Therefore we must have that
f(z) = f(z) = 0 for some 0 ≤ z < 2n. But since

2n−1 =

2n−1
∑

x=0

f(x) =

2n−1−1
∑

x=0

[f(x) + f(x)] ≤ 2n−1

we must have, for every 0 ≤ x < 2n−1, that f(x) + f(x) = 1, and this is a
contradiction.

We define w(x) the Hamming weight of the integer 0 ≤ x < 2n, as the num-
ber of ones in the binary representation of x, or, equivalently, if x = (x1, . . . , xn)
is a binary vector, then w(x) =

∑n
i=1 xi.

We said that the complexity of the dualization problem is measured with
respect to the combined size of f and g, that is, with respect to N = |F |+ |G|.
Furthermore as stated in [4], the number n of variables of the boolean functions is
always less than |F ||G|. However there exists instances of the self-dual problem
in which N = O(2n) as in the following example.

Choose n > 4 odd and consider the following boolean function ϕ whose set
of implicants F is the set of all subsets of {1, . . . , n} of cardinality ⌈n/2⌉ where
⌈a⌉ is the least integer greater or equal than a.

Lemma 4. The function ϕ is self-dual and the number of its implicants is
(

n
⌈n/2⌉

)

.

Proof. Trivially |F | =
(

n
⌈n/2⌉

)

. If there exist two implicants I and J such that

I ∩ J = ∅ then |I ∪ J | = |I|+ |J | = 2 ⌈n/2⌉ > n a contradiction to the fact that
the number of variables is n. So we have that (1) holds.

For every x such that w(x) < ⌈n/2⌉ we have that ϕ(x) = 0 since every
implicant I of ϕ(x) has cardinality |I| = ⌈n/2⌉. On the other hand for every
x such that w(x) ≥ ⌈n/2⌉ then ϕ(x) = 1 since if we consider x as a binary
vector we will always find an implicant I such that xi = 1 for all i ∈ I. Now
it is immediate to check that |{x : w(x) ≥ ⌈n/2⌉ | = 2n−1. By Lemma 3, ϕ is
self-dual.

2.1 The quantum computing algorithm

Given two boolean function f and g we build the function h(x) = f(x) ⊕ g(x)
where ⊕ is the sum modulo two.

Note that h can be obtained from f and g by using a linear number of
logic gates. If f(x) = g(x) for all x then h(x) = 0 for all x. We prepare a
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black box Uh which performs the transformation |x〉|y〉 → |x〉|y ⊕ h(x)〉, for
0 ≤ x < 2n. We use the blackbox in the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm. We have
that the measurements of first n qubits will be

1

2n

2n−1
∑

z=0

2n−1
∑

x=0

(−1)x·z+h(x)|z〉

and the probability of measuring for |z〉 = |0〉 is, when h(x) = 0 for all x, equal
to 1 since

1

2n

2n−1
∑

x=0

(−1)h(x)|0〉 = |0〉

so we have the following remark

Remark 5. Let f and g two monotone prime boolean functions and h = f ⊕ g.
If we measure at the end of the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm with blackbox function

h, a value |x〉 6= |0〉 then f is not the dual of g.

From Remark 1 Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 we can devise a simple quantum
algorithm for checking if a function f is self-dual as follows.

Algorithm Quantum Dual

Input: A black box Uf which performs the transformation |x〉|y〉 → |x〉|y ⊕
f(x)〉, for 0 ≤ x < 2n and f(x) ∈ {0, 1}

Output: True if f is self-dual and False otherwise.

Procedure:

1. Use the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm to check if f is balanced. If the output
of the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm is equal to |0〉 then output False and
exit.

2. Let h(x) = f(x) ⊕ f(x). Use the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm to check if h
is constant. If the output of the Deutsch-Joshua algorithm is not equal to
|0〉 then output False and exit.

3. Use the Quantum Counting algorithm to count the number of x such
that f(x) = 1 using t = ⌈n/2⌉ qubits to measure the phase angle. If the
measurement at the end of the algorithm is |y〉 and if y 6= 2t−2 then output
False and exit.

4. Use the Grover algorithm to find an x such that f(x) = f(x). If such x is
found then output False and exit.

5. Output True

4



The complexity of the algorithm is dominated by the complexity of the
Quantum Counting and of the Grover algorithms. Both algorithms achieve a
complexity on the number of quantum gates which is O(2n/2) while the best
deterministic classical computing algorithm has time complexity of O(No(logN))
[4]. However, we saw in Lemma 4 that a self-dual function can have a number of
implicants in its DNF equal to

(

n
⌈n/2⌉

)

which is asymptotic to O(2n). Therefore

we have that N ≤ 2n from which we obtain that the complexity of our quantum
algorithm for the dualization problem is O(

√
N).
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