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Abstract

We consider the vector-valued Boolean function f :{0,1}" — {0,1}"
that outputs all » monomials of degree n — 1, ie., fi(z) = A, z;, for
n > 3. Boyar and Find have shown that the multiplicative complexity of
this function is between 2n — 3 and 3n — 6. Determining its exact value
has been an open problem that we address in this paper. We present an
AND-optimal implementation of f over the gate set {AND, XOR,NOT},
thus establishing that the multiplicative complexity of f is exactly 2n — 3.

1 Introduction

The multiplicative complexity of a Boolean function f : {0,1}™ — {0,1}™ is the
minimal number of AND gates required to implement f over {A, @, 1}, where
A is the logical AND of two Boolean inputs, @& computes the exclusive OR of
an arbitrary number of Boolean inputs, and the constant 1 input can be used
to invert a Boolean input T = = @ 1. The multiplicative complexity is thus
a good measure of the implementation cost of a function in cases where AND
gates are much more costly than XOR gates. This is the case, for example, in
fault-tolerant quantum computing [I] and secure computation protocols [2].

While it is computationally intractable to compute the multiplicative com-
plexity for a general function [3], there are specific (classes of) functions for
which the exact multiplicative complexity is known [4] 5] [6, [7} []].

Boyar and Find [9] have shown that the vector-valued Boolean function f(x)
where each output f;(x) for i € {1,...,n} is given by

filwy= Nz (1)
jelLem)\ (i)

has multiplicative complexity between 2n — 3 and 3n — 6. Boyar and Find prove
the lower bound using an iterated algebraic degree argument, and they provide
a construction that computes f(x) with 3n — 6 AND gates.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.07424v2

Our contribution. We improve upon the construction by Boyar and Find,
and present an AND-optimal implementation of f(z) using 2n — 3 AND gates,
allowing us to conclude that the multiplicative complexity of f(z) is exactly
2n — 3. This solves an open problem from Ref. [9].

2 Preliminaries

Definition 1 (Algebraic Normal Form (ANF)). For a Boolean function f :
{0,1}™ — {0, 1}, its algebraic normal form is the unique representation

fla) = @ al/\fcia

Ic{1,...,n} el

with ar € {0,1} and x; denoting the ith bit of the integer x € {0,...,2" — 1}.
Each \;c;w; where ar =1 is called a monomial of f.

Definition 2 (Algebraic Degree). For a Boolean function f:{0,1}™ — {0,1},
its algebraic degree, denoted by deg(f) is

deg(f) = Ic?llaxn} ar|I|,

.....

where ay € {0,1} denote the ANF coefficients of f and |I| is the number of
elements in the set I.

Definition 3 (Multiplicative Complexity). For a Boolean function f : {0,1}" —
{0, 1}, its multiplicative complezity, denoted by cn(f), is defined as the smallest
number of AND gates in any implementation of f consisting only of AND gates
with two Boolean inputs, exclusive OR gates, and NOT gates.

One general way to obtain a lower bound on the multiplicative complexity
of a function is by the degree lower bound [10].

Lemma 1 (Proposition 3.8 in [I0]). For all Boolean functions f, it holds that
en(f) = deg(f) — 1.

We use the short-hand notation x; - - - x,, to represent /\?:1 x;, and we refer
to the computation of a logical AND of two Boolean values x,y, i.e., x Ay, as
multiplication of x by y. Similarly, we refer to the computation of a logical
exclusive OR (XOR) of z and y, i.e., x @ y, as addition (modulo 2).

We say a monomial has a “gap” at xj, if the monomial is of the form A, ; x;
and k ¢ I. When writing down monomials explicitly as z;z; - - - T, We assume
that the variables have been ordered such that ¢ < 7 < --- < m. Similarly, we
say that a multiplication of a monomial x;x; - - -, by z, appends z, to the
monomial if m < n.



3 Construction

In this section, we present an AND-optimal construction to evaluate f(x) using
2n — 3 AND gates.

We evaluate f(z) in 3 stages. In the first stage, we compute the XOR of all
monomials of degree n — 1, i.e., for n inputs z1,...,x, the output of the first

stage is
8¢ = @ /\ xj. (2)

Boyar and Peralta [4] have shown that sj may be computed using n — 2 AND
gates, and that this is optimal.

The second stage produces an additional n — 1 intermediate outputs starting
from s{j. Specifically, if n is odd, then each of these additional outputs is the
XOR of two monomials from s{ such that all n intermediate outputs are linearly
independent, i.e., all monomials can be extracted from these n intermediate
outputs using XORs. If n is even, then the same is true for the first n—2 outputs
of the second stage, but the final output is just the monomial z1,...,z,—1. In
both cases, the number of AND gates used by the second stage is n — 1.

The third and final stage combines the n—1 outputs of the second stage with
sy using XORs in order to generate the n different monomials corresponding to
the n outputs of f(z). The total number of AND gates used to evaluate f(z) is
then (n —2) + (n — 1) = 2n — 3.

3.1 Stagel

An AND-optimal construction for computing sg with n — 2 AND gates was
found by Boyar and Peralta [4, Lemmas 12 and 13]:

Lemma 2 (Special case of Lemma 12 in [4]). Let the number of inputs n be
even. Then, s can be computed from si~* via

n
n _ n—1 .
Sog =58y AN @xz.
i=1

Lemma 3 (Lemma 13 in [4]). For odd n, s§ may be computed using the recur-

ston
n—1

so= 50" A (((Tn1 @ zn) A @xl) D Tp-1)
i=1
and the base case s3 = ((z1 ® x2) A (22 ® x3)) B T2 = 2172 D Tox3 ® X123. The
multiplicative complexity of sg is n — 2.

We note that, if n is even, this construction computes 36’_1 using the recur-
sion in Lemma [B]and then uses Lemma [2] to arrive at sj. Our second stage will
make use of the intermediate result 5871 if n is even.



3.2 Stage 2

In the second stage of our construction, we generate n — 1 additional linearly
independent intermediate results that can be used to extract all n monomials
using XORs in the third stage. Specifically, for odd n, we compute

siti=(z D xig1) AS§

for alli € {1,...,n—1}. For even n, we compute the same s for i € {1,...,n—2}
and we additionally compute the last output of f(x) directly via

fnlz) = 56‘_1 A @xl (3)

We claim that the ANF of s} contains exactly those two monomials of degree
n — 1 where either x; or z;y1 is missing. We prove this next, before proving the

equality in ().

Lemma 4. Let n be the number of inputs. Then, for each i € {1,....,n—1}, the
ANF of
st = (z; D xig1) A S§

consists of exactly two monomials of degree n — 1; one where x; is missing, and
one where T;y1 1S Missing.

Proof. Each of the n monomials of degree n — 1 in the ANF of sf is multiplied
by (x; @ x;4+1). For each monomial where both z; and x;11 are present, a
multiplication by either of these two variables results in the same monomial, and
they thus cancel. Multiplying the two monomials where z; or x;11 is missing by
(2; ® x;41) results in (1) the degree-n monomial 21 - - - 2, and (2) the monomial
itself (where x; or x;11 is missing) for each of the two monomials. The degree-
n monomial is thus generated twice and, therefore, the only two monomials
remaining in the ANF of the multiplication result are those two where z; or
Ti+1 1S missing. O

Finally, we show that the equality in (B holds for even n.

Lemma 5. Let the number of inputs n be even. Then the last output of f(x)
may be computed from 5871 using one additional AND gate via

n—1
fulx) =857 A @xi.
i=1

Proof. The n — 1 monomials in the ANF of 8871 are of even degree n — 2 with
variables from {z1,...,z,_1}. Therefore, for each monomial, n — 2 out of the
n — 1 variables in {x1,...,2,-1} are already present in the monomial, and a
multiplication by such an x; results in the same monomial. As this happens
an even number of times, all of these terms cancel. For each monomial, the



only nontrivial contribution to the result comes from the x; not present in
the monomial, and the contribution is the same for each monomial, namely
r1---%p_1. Because this contribution is added to the result an odd number
of times (once for each monomial in s '), the only monomial that is left in
the ANF of the multiplication result is 1 - - - x,,—1, which is equal to f,(z), as
claimed. O

3.3 Stage 3

After completing stages 1 and 2, we have n linearly independent intermediate
results, each containing either 1 (if n is even), 2, or n monomials of degree n— 1.
In this final stage, we combine these n intermediate results using XORs in order
to compute the outputs of f(x). This allows us to prove our main result.

Theorem 1. The multiplicative complexity of the vector-valued Boolean func-

tion f with n Boolean inputs x1, ..., T,, where the i-th output is given by
fi(Il, veey In) = /\ .Ij,
J#i

forie{l,..,n} is ca(f) =2n — 3.

Proof. Since Boyar and Find have shown that ca(f) > 2n — 3 [9], it remains
to show that ca(f) < 2n — 3 by completing our construction, which establishes
that ea(f) = 2n — 3.

We first consider the case where n is odd. Lemma [ shows that sg can be
computed using n — 2 AND gates. From Lemma [] we know that each s} for
ke {l,..,n— 1} can be computed from s} using a single AND gate. We may
compute the first output fi(z) via

n—1
T2

fi(z) = s © €D s5:.
i=1

To see that this is correct, note that @::Tll s, contains all degree-(n — 1)
monomials except fi(x) = xa---x,, whereas sj contains all degree-(n — 1)
monomials. This first output fi(r) may now be used to obtain fa(z) via
fi(z) @ s7. In turn, f3(z) = fa(z) @ s§, and so on, until the final output
fn(z) = fno1(x) @ s?_; has been computed. The total number of AND gates
in this case is (n —2) + (n — 1) = 2n — 3.

For even n, Lemma [3 shows that 58_1 can be computed using n — 3 AND
gates. From Lemma[2 s§ can be computed from s}~ ' using a single AND gate,
and Lemma [§ shows that a single AND gate is sufficient to compute f,(z) from
sg~!. In addition, we compute s for k € {1,...,n — 2} using n — 2 AND gates.
The total AND gate count is thus (n —3) + 14+ 1+ (n —2) = 2n — 3, and we
can extract the first output as follows:

n—2

fi1(@) = 5§ @ fule) @ €D b
=1



n—2
2

To see that this is correct, note that €, % s, contains all degree-(n — 1) mono-
mials except fi(z) = x2-- 2, and fp(r) = x1---x,_1, whereas sj contains
all degree-(n — 1) monomials. To compute the remaining outputs f;(x) for
i€{2,..,n— 1}, we may again use that f;(z) = fi_1(x) ® s}_;. O
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