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Abstract

The amount of information in satisfiability problem (SAT) is con-
sidered. SAT can be polynomial-time solvable when the solving algo-
rithm holds an exponential amount of information. It is also estab-
lished that SAT Kolmogorov complexity is constant. It is argued that
the amount of information in SAT grows at least exponentially with
the size of the input instance. The amount of information in SAT is
compared with the amount of information in the fixed code algorithms
and generated over runtime.

Keywords: computational complexity, information theory.

1 Introduction

A number of observations regarding the performance of algorithms solving
combinatorial problems and the amount of information they handle were
made:

• In [4] a connection between entropy of the Markov chains representing be-
havior of simulated annealing algorithms and the convergence of the expected
objective function value has been made for maximum 3-SAT problem.
• In [9] it is argued that there is a link between the fraction of problem
instances achieving certain histogram of values and the entropy of the his-
togram.
• In evolutionary optimization it is widely accepted rule of thumb that with
growing population diversity and size, the chances of producing high quality
solutions improve. Intuitively, such populations have more information.
• Structural entropy of graphs representing linking between variables in SAT
clauses correlates with practical solvability of SAT [10].
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• There is a notion of a graph hard-to-color for a certain algorithm in graph
node coloring [6, 7]. A graph that is hard-to-color is colored by the consid-
ered algorithm with more colors than the optimum. There are examples of
graphs hard-to-color for many deterministic algorithms. Random sequential
algorithm visits graph nodes in a random sequence and assigns to a node
the lowest feasible color. For random sequential algorithm no hard-to-color
graph exists, and hence, this algorithm cannot deterministically fail. Omi-
nously, this algorithm is connected to a source of randomness, that is, a
source of unlimited amount of information.

In this paper we attempt to analyze the connection between computa-
tional and information complexity of combinatorial problems. The main re-
sult of this study is Theorem 8 and the following Corollary 9 stating that the
amount of information in SAT grows exponentially in the size of the input
instance. In the next section notions and assumptions are introduced. Two
reference points on the time-information space of SAT solvability are pre-
sented in sections 3 and 4. In Section 5 the main result on SAT information
content is provided. Section 6 is dedicated to the potential consequences of
the obtained SAT information amount estimate.

2 Notions and Postulates

The notations used in this paper are summarized in Tab.1. Search version of
SAT problem is defined as follows:

SAT – search version

Input: sums kj, j = 1, . . . , m, of binary variables, or their negations, chosen
over a set of n binary variables x1, . . . , xn . The input data is SAT instance
I.

request: Find the assignment of values 0/1 to binary variables x1, . . . , xn,
i.e. vector x of n 0/1 values, such that the conjunction of the clauses F (I,x) =∏m

j=1 kj is 1. If such a vector does not exist then signal ∅.

If the binary vector x such that F (I,x) = 1 exists then we will be saying
that I is a ”yes” instance. Otherwise I is a ”no” instance. The input sums
kj will be alternatively referred to as clauses. If clauses kj comprise exactly
three variables we will say that it is a 3-SAT problem instance.

Let Σ+ be a set of strings comprising instance encodings as well as solution
encodings for some search problem, such as SAT, using some reasonable
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Table 1: Summary of notations.

∅ symbol returned as a solution of a SAT ”No”-instance
|A| Size of algorithm A in bits
DΠ set of instances for problem Π
F F =

∏m
j=1 kj conjunction of clauses kj

F (I,x) value of F for instance I and bit assignment x
I instance of a problem
|I| instance size, i.e., length of the string encoding instance I

according to some reasonable encoding rule (e.g. numbers
encoded at base greater or equal 2)

kj jth clause of SAT instance, for j = 1, . . . ,m
n number of variables in the SAT problem
m number of clauses in the SAT problem
ρ upper bound on the bitrate of external information source,

e.g., random bits source
SΠ(I) set of solutions for instance I of search problem Π
xi ith variable in SAT problem, for i = 1, . . . , n
x̃i ith variable xi with or without negation
x vector of n binary values

encoding scheme e over alphabet Σ. Search problems are string relations [5]:

Definition 1 A search problem Π is a string relation

R[Π, e] =




(a, b) :

a ∈ Σ+ is the encoding of an instance I ∈ DΠ and
b ∈ Σ+ is the encoding of a solution s ∈ SΠ(I)
under coding scheme e




,

where DΠ is a set of instances for problem Π and SΠ(I) is a set of solutions
for instance I of Π.

Let |I| denote instance I size, i.e., length of the string encoding I according
to some reasonable rule. For simplicity of the exposition we assume that I is
binary-encoded. We will conventionally refer to bits as information amount
units although other units are also possible.

Definition 2 Fixed code algorithm is an algorithm which is encoded in lim-
ited number of bits.
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It is necessary to explain how size of an algorithm can be practically mea-
sured in bits. Let us consider two models of algorithms: a Turing machine
and a Random Access Machine (RAM). Turing machine [5] is defined by set
Γ of tape symbols, set Q of states with distinguished halt states QH and a
transit function δ : (Q−QH)× Γ→ Q× Γ×{−1,+1} determining for each
pair of the current state in Q− QH and read tape symbol from Γ, the next
state in Q, the symbol to be written on the tape and the direction of tape
read-write head move. The information content of all these objects is limited
and an algorithm can be stored (e.g. in an array data structure, or a table of
numbers) in limited number of at most (⌈log |Γ|⌉+ ⌈log |Q|⌉+ 1)× |Γ| × |Q|
bits. Random Access Machine [1] has input and output tapes and a program
embodying the algorithm. The program is a finite sequence of instructions
from a limited instruction set and possibly some initial data (e.g. preset vari-
ables and constants defined by the programmer or the compiler). Let PI
denote the number of program instructions from an instruction set of size
IS. The size of RAM program embodying some algorithm is upper-bounded
by ⌈log(IS)⌉×PI bits. All data that a RAM program comprises at the outset
of the computation are also of limited size and can be counted in into the
RAM code size. RAM can be considered a simplified version of programs ex-
ecuted by the contemporary computers. Hence, the programs executable on
the contemporary CPUs that encode some abstract algorithms have limited
information size. The CPUs themselves comprise some algorithms which can
be executed. But likewise, CPUs need only a limited amount of information
to be represented because the CPUs can be perceived as logical gates, con-
nections between the gates and the microcode. The number of program code
bits and CPU representation bits is upper-bounding the information content
of an algorithm. Overall, the above objects representing algorithms can be
described in fixed number of bits. Let |A| denote the size of algorithm A in
bits.
Let us consider the relationship between fixed code algorithm, its data

structures, deterministic and randomized algorithms. An essential require-
ment for the further discussion is that algorithm information contents size
is upper-bounded by a constant. A fixed code algorithm does not change its
code size during the runtime. The data-structures that the algorithm com-
prises at the outset of the computation may change its content during the
runtime, but their sizes must remain fixed. A fixed code algorithm can gen-
erate information as well as acquire information from external sources. The
data obtained and created during runtime is not counted into the size of
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the fixed code algorithm size. A fixed code algorithm can operate determin-
istically, but also can use external source of information as, for example, a
stream of random bits used in randomized algorithms. Thus, there can be
fixed code deterministic and fixed code randomized algorithms. These cases
will be tackled in Section 6. Overall, the fixed code, deterministic and ran-
domized algorithms are different but non-disjoint types of objects.

Postulate 3 (Information conservation postulate) In order to solve a
problem, an algorithm, an instance, algorithm states and other sources of
information must be capable of representing at least the same amount of
information as the amount of the information in the problem.

Definition 4 Truly random bit sequence (TRBS) is a sequence of bits, that
has no shorter representation.

In effect, a TRBS cannot be compressed, and the way to represent a TRBS
of length N bits, is to store it in its whole entirety on N bits.

Postulate 5 Truly random bit sequences exist.

3 SAT Polynomial-time Solvability

Observation 6 SAT can be solved in O(|I|2) time, at least in principle, by
referring to precomputed solutions.

Proof. Given instance I of SAT, the statement of the above observation
can be expressed by the following pseudocode:

solution←SolutionsTable[I];

In the above peseudocode, SAT solution is retrieved from a table of pre-
computed solutions SolutionsTable and the input instance I is used as a
position-index in SolutionsTable. Let us observe, that a simplifying as-
sumption is often made that a table (an array) item can be referenced in
constant time. This simplification is not justified in the current case because
SolutionsTable may be very large. Therefore, and index data structure, in
the sense of a database index, is needed to prove that given I, its correspond-
ing solution can be retrieved in O(|I|2) time. To this end, the search for a
precomputed solution of I can be conducted in a binary tree with 2|I| leaves
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and 2|I|−1 internal nodes using pointers (addresses) of length |I|+1 to arrive
at the leaves. An internal node holds two pointers to its successors. A leaf
holds an answer to a SAT instance (that is x or ∅). The data-structure has
size O(2|I||I|) because it has 2|I|+1− 1 nodes each holding at most 2(|I|+ 1)
bits (which applies also to the leaves holding solutions). The tree can be tra-
versed top-down in O(|I|) steps while reading instance I bits. Each read bit
of I determines whether the left, or the right, successor of the current node
is followed. Retrieving the left or the right successor requires operation on a
|I|+ 1-bit-long addresses. The total solution retrieval time is O(|I|2).
Thus, SAT can be solved in polynomial time, at least in principle, pro-

vided that an algorithm for SAT has unlimited (precisely, exponential in |I|)
amount of information about SAT. ✷

4 Kolmogorov Complexity of SAT

Observation 7 SAT has constant Kolmogorov complexity.

Proof. The minimum amount of information required to represent SAT as
a string relation is at most |E|+|V |, where E is an algorithm that enumerates
all SAT instances I and solutions according to some encoding scheme, while
V is an algorithm verifying if a given solution for I is correct. The proof
that fixed code E and V exist is very technical because it refers to serialized
representation of numbers for which addition can be executed by fixed size
code without a need for a circuitry which complexity grows with the values of
the numbers. In the following we outline key elements of E and V operation.
For simplicity of the exposition algorithms E (enumerator) and V (ver-

ifier) will be represented as two Turing machines, while V has read access
to the tapes of E. Let us consider certain number n = 1, . . . of binary vari-
ables. Given n, a SAT instance may be encoded as a sequence of values:
(n,m, k1, . . . , km). Since each variable can be present or missing in a clause,
and if present in a clause, the variable can be used with or without nega-
tion, the number of possible clauses is at most 22n and m can be encoded
in at most 2n bits. Each clause can be encoded as a sequence of n bit pairs
representing at position i = 1, . . . , n: 00i or 01i – variable xi is absent in the
current clause, 10i – variable xi is present in the current clause as xi (with-
out negation), 11i – variable xi is present in the current clause as xi (with
negation). Thus, each clause can be encoded in 2n bits. The clauses of the
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instance can be encoded in 2nm ≤ 2n × 22n bits. The whole SAT instance
can be encoded as a binary number of length ⌊log n⌋ + 1 + 2n + 2nm bits.
Similarly, it is possible to enumerate all 2n potential solutions x of a SAT
instance with n variables on an n-bit-long binary string.
All possible pairs (I,x) can be enumerated by a constant information

size Turing machine (i.e. a fixed code algorithm) E with four tapes: tape 1
holding value n (this corresponds to the outermost enumeration loop), tape 2
holding m (2nd outermost loop), tape 3 holding (k1, . . . , km) (3rd outermost
loop), and tape 4 holding x (the innermost loop). The tapes extend to infinity
in both directions. Ends of the information on the tapes in E and V can be
sensed by reading a special blank symbol ”b”. The found pairs (I, xi) or
(I, ∅) of SAT as a string relation, are stored on the 5th tape as quadruplets:
n,m, (k1, . . . , km),x, i.e. contents of tapes 1, 2, 3, 4, is copied, separated by
and ending with symbol b. At the outset of the computation tapes 1, 2, 3,
4 comprise only blank symbols b, tape 5 comprises symbols . . . , b, s, b, . . .
to mark that no pair from the string relation has been found. The Turing
machine E is working on the following principles:
(1) It is adding 1 to a binary-encoded x on tape 4. Such addition can be
implemented with a 3-state, 9-arc transit function. If the end of tape 4 is
reached, that is 1 is successfully added, the second Turing machine V is
called (it is presented in the following) with the tapes 3 and 4 of E as an
input. If V returns that x on tape 4 satisfies the formula encoded on tape 3
then the content of tapes 1,2,3,4 is copied to tape 5 as described above. E
proceeds to the beginning of (1).
(2) If the 4th tape overflows, that is all 2n possible values of x are enumerated,
then machine E reads the symbol on tape 5. If it is b then this symbol is
replaced with s to mark the end of the block of solutions for the instance
currently encoded on tapes 1, 2, 3. If symbol s is read from tape 5, then no
solution has been found for the current instance, and contents of tapes 1,2,3
is copied to tape 5, after which symbols ∅, s are appended. Next, E adds 1 to
number (k1, . . . , km) on tape 3 and returns to the enumeration of x on tape
4 (step 1).
(3) If tape 3 overflows (i.e. exceeds 2nm), then 2n zeros are appended on
tape 3 to the string encoding (k1, . . . , km), this operation can be facilitated
by referring to the length of the string encoding m on tape 2, as it also has
length of 2n bits. Furthermore, m is increased by one. If m on tape 2 does
not overflow, E returns to (1).
(4) If m overflows (i.e. exceeds 22n), then bits 10 are appended to the binary
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encoding of m and n is increased on tape 1.
Thus, a fixed code algorithm E enumerating all input instances and all so-
lutions for arbitrary n exists.
It remains to show that algorithm V checking if the binary-encoded x

on tape 4 satisfies formula (k1, . . . , km) on tape 3 can be implemented in a
in transit function with limited number of states and arcs. V has two read
heads for tapes 4 and 3 of E, the tapes are read from left to right, and while
reading literals in clauses (k1, . . . , km) on tape 3 it moves the read head on
tape 4 accordingly. In detail, V operates on the following principles:
state 0: start with the read heads at the beginnings of tapes 3 and 4 (the
leftmost positions).
state 1:
• If head 4 reads b (end of tape 4, values of all binary variables were verified,
but none satisfied the current clause kj on tape 3), move both heads to the
beginnings o the tapes, return to E to the state accepting an answer that x
on tape 4 does not satisfy formula (k1, . . . , km) on tape 3 (i.e. return to the
beginning of E point (1)). Otherwise head 4 reads 0/1, then do the following:
• If head 3 reads 0 (the current variable xi is not present in the current clause
kj), then tape 3 is moved by two and tape 4 by one position to the right,
next jump to state 1.
• If head 3 reads 1 (xi is present in kj), then move tape 3 one position to the
right, and proceed to state 2.
• If head 3 reads b (b–blank, end of the tape 3 is reached, all clauses satisfied)
move heads 3 and 4 to the beginning of the tapes and return to E to the
state accepting ”yes” answers.
state 2:
• If head 3 reads 0 and head 4 reads 1, or head 3 reads 1 and head 4 reads
0 (kj is satisfied by xi), then iteratively move head 4 by one position to the
right and head 3 two positions to the right at an iteration, until reaching end
of tape 4 (head 3 is at the start of clause k + 1 or moved beyond the end of
tape 3). Move head 4 to the beginning of the tape. Proceed to state 1.
• Otherwise, (kj is not satisfied by xi) move both heads one position to the
right and proceed to state 1.

Hence, SAT as a string relation can be reconstructed by enumerating all input
instances of increasing sizes n using algorithm E and choosing the correct
answer by the use of algorithm V . ✷

It is an interesting coincidence that SAT is polynomial-time solvable if
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exponential amount of information is held by an algorithm (Observation 6)
and a fixed-size information object is sufficient to recreate SAT in exponential
time (Observation 7). Note that information in one form of SAT represen-
tation, that is concise E and V , is transformed to different information in
alternative SAT representation (string relation).

5 Amount of Information in SAT

In this section we introduce the idea of quantifying information content of
search problems as string relations. A string relation R[Π, e] is a mapping
from strings a representing instances to strings b representing solutions. The
information content of problem Π can be measured in the terms of the amount
of information carried by this mapping.
SAT-search is also an example of a search problem. Thus, also SAT can

be thought of as a mapping from strings a representing instances to strings b
representing solutions and this mapping can be measured in the terms of the
amount of carried information. Each string a is either a ”yes” instance, or a
”no” instance. In the former case an n-bit solution x must be provided by
the mapping. In the latter case symbol ∅ must be provided. We will assume
conventionally that if the a string, according to encoding scheme e, is not
encoding any SAT instance, then such a case can be represented in the same
way as a ”no” instance with answer ∅. In order to encode each pair (a, b) of the
relation representing SAT it is necessary to have an equivalent of a graph arc
from string a to its solution b. Such an arc requires |I|+n bits of information
which is at least Ω(|I|) bits. There are 2|I| strings of some size |I|. Since it is
necessary to at least distinguish whether b strings represent ∅ or x, at least
Ω(2|I|) bits of information seem necessary to encode SAT as string relation
R[SAT, e]. However, it is still possible that SAT can be encoded in fewer
than Ω(2|I|) bits. Thus, some more compact, or compressed, representation
of SAT may exist.

Theorem 8 The amount of information in SAT grows at least exponentially
with instance size.

Proof. Assume there are n variables and 4n clauses in 3-SAT. Let there
be 4 clauses ki1 = xa + xb + x̃i, ki2 = xa + xb + x̃i, ki3 = xa + xb + x̃i, ki4 =
xa+xb+x̃i for each i = 1, . . . , n. x̃i denotes that variable xi will be set with or
without negation. No valuing of xa, xb makes the four clauses simultaneously
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equal 1. The four clauses may simultaneously become equal 1 only if x̃i = 1.
Satisfying formula F = k11k12k13k14 . . . kn4 depends on valuing of variables
x̃i for i = 1, . . . , n. Depending on whether binary variable i is negated or not
(i.e. written either xi or xi consistently in ki1, ki2, ki3, ki4) there can be 2n

different ways of constructing formula F , thus leading to 2n different ”yes”
instances with 2n different solutions. Variables xa, xb are chosen such that
a 6= b and a, b 6= i. Since there are (n − 1)(n − 2)/2 possible pairs a, b for
each i, it is possible to generate pairs a, b satisfying the above conditions for
n ≥ 3.
We are now going to calculate the number of different ”yes” instances as a

function of instance size |I| because instance size |I|, not n, is used in the com-
plexity assessment. Suppose the uniform cost criterion [1] is assumed, then
each number has value limited from above by constant K. The length of the
encoding of the instance data is |I| = 4n×3 logK+logK = 12n logK+logK
because it is necessary to record the indexes of variables in logK bits, each
binary variable induces 4 clauses of length 3 logK. Negation of a variable, or
lack thereof, is encoded on one bit within logK. Consequently, the number
of possible unique solutions is 2n = 2(|I|−logK)/(12 logK) = 2|I|/(12 logK)2−1/12,
which is Ω(2d1|I|), where d1 = 1/(12 logK) > 0.
Assume logarithmic cost criterion [1], then the number of bits necessary

to record n is ⌊log n⌋ + 1, and ⌊logn⌋ + 2 bits are needed to encode the
index of a variable and its negation, or lack thereof. Length of the encoding
string is |I| = 12n(⌊log n⌋ + 2) + ⌊log n⌋ + 1 ≤ 15n logn = dn lnn, for
n > 224 and d = 15/ ln 2 ≈ 21.6404. An inverse function of (cx ln x), for some
constant c > 0, is x

c
/W (x

c
), where W is Lambert W -function [8]. Lambert

W function for big x can be approximated by W (x) = ln x− ln ln x+ O(1).
Given instance size |I|, we have n ≥ |I|

d
/W ( |I|

d
) ≈ |I|

d
/(ln |I|

d
−ln ln |I|

d
+O(1)) ≥

|I|
d
/(2 ln |I|

d
) ≥ |I|

d
/(2 ln |I| − 2 ln d) ≥ |I|/(2d ln |I|), for sufficiently large |I|.

Note that |I|, dn lnn, x
c
/W (x

c
) are increasing in n, x. Thus, by approximating

|I| from above we get a lower bound of n after calculating an inverse of
the upper bound of |I|. The number of possible unique solutions is 2n ≥
2|I|/(d2 ln |I|) where d2 = 2d. Observe that 2|I|/(d2 ln |I|) exceeds any polynomial
function of |I| for sufficiently large |I|, because for any polynomial function
O(|I|k), ln(|I|k) < |I|/(d2 ln |I|) with |I| tending to infinity.
Consider a truly random bit sequence (TRBS) of length 2n. Assume that

j ∈ {1, . . . , 2n} is one of the instances of 3-SAT constructed in the above
way. Let j[i] for i = 1, . . . , n be the i-th bit of j binary encoding. If bit j
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of the TRBS is equal to 1, we set variables x̃i, for i = 1, . . . , n, such that
x̃i = j[i] satisfy clauses k1i, . . . , k4i. For example, if j[i] = 1 and the j-th
bit of the TRBS is 1, then x̃i is written as xi. If j[i] = 0 and the j-th bit
of the TRBS is 1, then x̃i is written as xi. Thus, if bit j of the TRBS is
equal to 1 then a ”yes” instance is constructed. Conversely, if the TRBS bit
j = 0 then at least one variable xi in the corresponding clauses k1i, . . . , k4i
is set inconsistently, i.e., some x̃i appears in k1i, . . . , k4i both with negation
and without. Hence, if bit j of the TRBS is equal to 0, the j-th instance
constructed in the above way becomes a ”no” instance. Note that in this way
the TRBS of length 2n was encoded in 3-SAT search problem. The amount
of information in 3-SAT grows at least in the order of Ω(2d1|I|) for uniform
(or Ω(2|I|/(d2 ln |I|)) for logarithmic) cost criterion. ✷

Let us observe that there can be 22
n

different TRBSes of length 2n used
in the proof of Theorem 8. However, it does not mean that 22

n

SAT exam-
ples (i.e. batches of 2n SAT instances constructed as described in Theorem
8) can be delivered. Note that in the construction of Theorem 8 it is im-
portant whether instance j ∈ {1, . . . , 2n} is a ”yes”, or a ”no” instance.
After presenting the 2n-bit-long TRBS, only when instance j ∈ {1, . . . , 2n}
is presented in the alternative form to the TRBS a new piece of information
emerges. That is, if instance j was a ”yes” instance in the construction of
Theorem 8, then a new information on j is that it can be also made a ”no”
instance. And vice versa, new information emerges when some ”no” instance
j in the TRBS of Theorem 8 is later presented as a ”yes” instance. Thus,
information on the permutation in which alternative versions of instances
j ∈ {1, . . . , 2n} are revealed can be added to the 2n bits of the Theorem 8
TRBS. Since there are 2n! permutations of instances j alternative forms, the
additional amount of information in their permutation is ⌊log 2n!⌋ + 1. This
results in SAT information estimation Ω(n2n) which is Ω(|I|2d1|I|) for uni-
form (or Ω(|I|/(d2 ln |I|)2|I|/(d2 ln |I|)) for logarithmic) cost criterion and the
construction used in Theorem 8. Conversely, the amount of information nec-
essary to record directly all 2n solutions to the instances of length |I| with
n binary variables is O(|I|2n). Since n ≤ |I| (for both types of cost criteria)
we have a corollary:

Corollary 9 Information content of SAT is Θ(|I|2|I|).
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6 On the Consequences

6.1 Polynomial-time Solvability and Information Size

Let us estimate the amount of information that can be created by a fixed
code algorithm running in time T .

Proposition 10 A fixed code deterministic algorithm can produce Ω(T log T )
bits of information in T units of time.

Proof. The information represented in the evolution of the algorithm
state can be estimated in at least three ways, all leading to the same lower
bound. The number of algorithm different states is T because the algorithm
stops and hence it does not loop. The number of different sequences in which
the states of the algorithm can be visited can be bounded from above by T !.
The number of bits necessary to distinguish the sequences is ⌊log(T !)⌋ + 1
which is Θ(T log T ). An attempt of distinguishing the states of the algorithm
by counting them, or assigning time stamps, gives only T log T bits of infor-
mation. It is also possible to assess the amount of information in the evolution
of the algorithm state by use of mutual information between the progressing
time and algorithm state. Assume that time variable T progresses determin-
istically in steps 1, . . . , T , then the probability that step t is achieved by
time t is p(t) = 1. The algorithm state variable S progress through states
s1, . . . , sT . The deterministic algorithm is in certain state st at time t with
probability p(st, t) = 1 and ∀si 6= st, p(si, t) = 0. The probability that algo-
rithm is in state st disregarding time is 1/T . Mutual information from time
variable T to algorithm state S is I(S, T ) =

∑T
i=1

∑
si∈S p(si, i) log

p(si,i)
p(si)p(i)

=
∑T

i=1 p(st, t) log
p(st,t)

p(st)p(t)
=

∑T
i=1 1× log 1

1/T×1
= T log T. ✷

According to the information conservation postulate 3, the input instance,
the algorithm, the information derived from changing algorithm states and
obtained from external sources over the runtime must represent equivalent
amount of information as the mapping from the instances to the solutions
in the considered problem. An algorithm solves a problem if it provides an
answer for each input instance [5]. However, at the outset of computation only
one instance is given, and the amount of information in a fixed code algorithm
and in the input instance is |I| + |A| bits. We argue that the amount of
information derived from changing algorithm states or from external sources
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can be insufficient for some algorithm classes. Let ρ denote an upper limit on
the amount of information that can be transferred in a unit of time (ρ is a
bitrate limit). The assumption on upper-bounding of ρ is practical because it
is not possible to transfer arbitrary amounts of information in limited time.
The bitrate limit applies both to the transfers of the algorithm internally
created information and to the transfers of external information, e.g. a stream
of random bits, which can be acquired by an algorithm.

Proposition 11 Fixed code algorithm is not capable of representing SAT in
polynomial time even with external source of information of constant bitrate.

Proof. |I| + |A| is the instance and the algorithm information size. By
proposition 10 the amount of information created by a fixed code algorithm
run in time T = q(|I|), where q is a polynomial, is Ω(q(|I|) log(q(|I|))). The
amount of acquired external information is O(ρq(|I|)). Also no more than
O(ρq(|I|)) information can be transferred by the algorithm internally, which
applies also to the information created by the algorithm itself. Thus, for
sufficiently large |I| the amount of available information an algorithm is able
to use is limited by O(ρq(|I|)) rather than by the size Ω(q(|I|) log(q(|I|)))
which could potentially be created. The information amount accessible for a
fixed code algorithm for sufficiently large |I| is |I|+ |A|+O(ρq(|I|)). Overall,
for sufficiently large |I| it is less information than Ω(2|I|) bits comprised in
SAT by Theorem 8. ✷

Let us return to Kolmogorov complexity of SAT and SAT size as a string
relation. On the one hand, Kolmogorov complexity of SAT is |E| + |V |, by
Observation 7. On the other hand, by Theorem 8 SAT has Ω(2|I|) (uniform
criterion) or Ω(2|I|/(ln |I|)) (logarithmic criterion) incompressible bits. It can
be speculated that the discrepancy between these two numbers can be at-
tributed to qualitative difference of the two forms of SAT representation
(two types of information). Transforming from the first form to the second
requires Ω(2|I|) information derived over runtime. Informally, SAT has expo-
nential compression efficiency with respect to |I|. Since by Cook’s theorem
SAT is a foundation of all NP-complete problems, the above observations
can be extended to all NP-complete problems.
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6.2 On Polynomial Problems Information Content

A complement to the considerations in Section 6.1 is to show that polyno-
mial-time-solvable problems have polynomial amount of information when
represented as string relations. Unfortunately, a uniform and universal ap-
proach to achieve this is unknown.
As an attempt to study a string relation representing a polynomial prob-

lem and its information content, consider sorting n integers li. Input instances
a can be any of the n! permutations of the numbers. The output string b is
the sequence satisfying l1 ≤ l2, . . . ≤ ln. Note that the actual values of lis are
immaterial. The actual input permutation of the numbers is also meaningless.
Important is the fact that relations li ≤ lj can be established. The amount
of information required to establish this fact is |li|+ |lj|+ |cmp|, where |li| is
binary-encoded string length of li, |cmp| is the size of a fixed code compara-
tor algorithm. Such a comparator can be implemented as a 2-tape Turing
machine with 3 states (including two finals states: li ≤ lj, li > lj), or with 5
states if replacing positions of the numbers on the tapes is needed. Hence, the
input information size is |I| on the side of input strings a of the string relation,
independently of the numbers permutation. The amount of information on
the side of the output strings b satisfying l1 ≤ l2, . . . ≤ ln is O(n logn) which
can be upper-bounded by O(|I|). In order to confirm that sorting numbers,
transforming any input permutation a to the required sequence of numbers
b, carries polynomial amount of information, consider, e.g., bubble-sorting
network which has O(n2) comparators and O(logn) bits of information are
needed to connect inputs of each comparator to the outputs of its predeces-
sor in the sorting network. The sorting network has O(n2 logn) information
which can be upper-bounded by O(|I|2). The overall information in sorting
grows in O(|I|2) with the instance size.
The above reasoning can be extended to all combinatorial problems which

solutions are obtained by sorting input elements according to some rule, that
is, to the problems solvable by greedy algorithms.

6.3 On Non-fixed Code Algorithms

In this study a concept of fixed code algorithms was used. A question natu-
rally emerges, what the non-fixed code algorithms can be. Classic randomized
metaheuristics, although they use external sources of randomness, remain
within the realm of fixed code algorithms. Machine learning methods seem
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obvious candidates for the non-fixed code algorithms if the training and the
inference stages together are considered one algorithm. The inference stage,
when used stand-alone, also remains in the realm of fixed code algorithms.
Let us note that by Theorem 8, combinatorial problems like SAT, are ul-
timately not learnable. This poses a question of the scalability of machine
learning methods in solving hard combinatorial problems, possibility of ma-
chine learning auto-tuning and taking humans out of the training-inference
loop.
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