
ar
X

iv
:c

s/
06

10
08

6v
2 

 [
cs

.C
C

] 
 1

7 
N

ov
 2

00
6

ThecentralnatureoftheHidden Subgroup problem

Stephen Fenner�

University ofSouth Carolina

Yong Zhangy

Eastern M ennoniteUniversity

Septem ber18,2006

A bstract

W e show that severalproblem s that �gure prom inently in quantum com puting,including
H idden C oset,H idden Shift,and O rbit C oset,are equivalent or reducible to H idden

Subgroup for a large variety ofgroups. W e also show that,over perm utation groups,the
decision version and search version ofH idden Subgroup arepolynom ial-tim e equivalent.For
H idden Subgroup overdihedralgroups,such an equivalence can be obtained ifthe orderof
the group is sm ooth. Finally,we give nonadaptive program checkersfor H idden Subgroup

and itsdecision version.

Topic C lassi�cation:Com putationalCom plexity,Q uantum Com puting.

1 Introduction

The H idden Subgroup problem generalizes m any interesting problem sthathave e�cientquan-
tum algorithm sbutwhose known classicalalgorithm sare ine�cient. W hile we can solve H idden
Subgroup overabelian groupssatisfactorily on quantum com puters,the nonabelian case ism ore
challenging.Untilnow only lim ited successhasbeen reported.Fora recentsurvey on theprogress
ofsolving nonabelian H idden Subgroup,seeLom ont[Lom 04].Peopleareparticularly interested
in solving H idden Subgroup over two fam ilies ofnonabelian groups| perm utation groups and
dihedralgroups| since solving them willim m ediately give solutionsto the G raph Isomorphism

problem [Joz00]and theShortest Lattice V ector problem [Reg04],repectively.
To explore m ore fully the powerofquantum com puters,researchershave also introduced and

studied severalrelated problem s. Van Dam ,Hallgren,and Ip [vDHI03]introduced the H idden
Shift problem and gave e�cient quantum algorithm s for som e instances. Their results provide
evidence that quantum com puters can help to recover shift structure as wellas subgroup struc-
ture.They also introduced theH idden C oset problem to generalizeH idden Shift and H idden
Subgroup.Recently,Childsand van Dam [CvD05]introduced theG eneralized H idden Shift

problem ,which extendsH idden Shift from a di�erentangle. They gave e�cientquantum algo-
rithm sforG eneralized H idden Shift overcyclicgroupswherethenum beroffunctionsislarge
(see De�nition 2.2 and the subsequentdiscussion). In an attem pt to attack H idden Subgroup
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using a divide-and-conquerapproach oversubgroup chains,Friedletal.[FIM + 03]introduced the
O rbit C oset problem ,which they claim ed to bean even m oregeneralproblem including H idden
Subgroup and H idden Shift1 asspecialinstances.They called O rbit C oset a quantum gener-
alization ofH idden Subgroup and H idden Shift,sincethede�nition ofO rbit C oset involves
quantum functions.

In Section 3,we show that allthese related problem s are equivalent or reducible to H idden

Subgroup.In particular,

1. H idden C oset ispolynom ial-tim e equivalentto H idden Subgroup,

2. O rbit C oset isequivalentto H idden Subgroup ifwe allow functionsin the latter to be
quantum functions,and

3. H idden Shift and G eneralized H idden Shift reduceto instancesofH idden Subgroup

overa fam ily ofwreath productgroups.

Som e specialcasesofthese resultsare already known. Itiswell-known thatH idden Shift over
thecyclicgroup Zn isequivalentto H idden Subgroup overthedihedralgroup D n = Zn o Z2 (see
[CvD05]forexam ple),and thisfacteasily generalizes to any abelian group. O urresultsapply to
generalgroups,however,including nonabelian groupswhere a nontrivialsem idirectproductwith
Z2 m ay notexist.Regarding therelationship between H idden Shift and G eneralized H idden

Shift,Childs and van Dam observed that it is trivialto reduce any instance ofG eneralized
H idden Shift to H idden Shift overthesam egroup (and thenceto dihedralH idden Subgroup

in thecaseofabelian groups)in polynom ialtim e[CvD05].They leftopen thequestion,however,of
whetherany versionsofG eneralized H idden Shift with m orethan two functionsareequivalent
to any versions of H idden Subgroup. W e m ake progress towards answering this question in
the a�rm ative. W e give a direct \em bedding" reduction from G eneralized H idden Shift to
H idden Subgroup such thattheoriginalinputinstancesofG eneralized H idden Shift can be
recovered e�ciently from theirim agesunderthereduction.O urreduction runsin polynom ialtim e
provided the num beroffunctionsoftheinputinstance isrelatively sm all.

There are a few results in the literature about the com plexity ofH idden Subgroup. It is
well-known thatH idden Subgroup over abelian groupsissolvable in quantum polynom ialtim e
with bounded error [K it95,M os99]. Ettinger, Hoyer, and K nill[EHK 04]showed that H idden
Subgroup (over arbitrary �nite groups)haspolynom ialquantum query com plexity. Arvind and
K urur[AK 02]showed thatH idden Subgroup overperm utation groupsisin theclassFP SP P and
isthuslow forthe counting com plexity classP P . In Section 4 we study the relationship between
thedecision and search versionsofH idden Subgroup,denoted H idden SubgroupD and H idden
SubgroupS,respectively.Itiswellknown thatN P -com plete setssuch asSAT are self-reducible,
which im plies that the decision and search versions of N P -com plete problem s are polynom ial-
tim e equivalent. W e show this is also the case for H idden Subgroup and H idden Shift over
perm utation groups. K em pe and Shalev have recently given evidence thatH idden SubgroupD

overperm utation groupsisa di�cultproblem [K S05].They showed thatundergeneralconditions,
variousform softhe Q uantum Fourier Sam pling m ethod are ofno help (over classicalexhaustive
search)in solving H idden SubgroupD overperm utation groups. O urresultsyield evidence ofa
di�erentsortthatthisproblem isdi�cult| nam ely,itisjustashard asthesearch version.

1
They actually called itthe Hidden Translation problem .
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ForH idden Subgroup overdihedralgroups,ourresultsarem orem odest.W eshow thesearch-
decision equivalencefordihedralgroupsofsm ooth order,i.e.,wherethelargestprim edividing the
orderofthe group issm all.

Com biningourresultsin Sections3and 4,weobtain nonadaptiveprogram checkersforH idden
Subgroup and H idden SubgroupD overperm utation groups.W e give the detailsin Section 5.

2 Prelim inaries

2.1 G roup T heory

Background on generalgroup theory and quantum com putation can befound in textbookssuch as
[Sco87]and [NC00].

Thewreath productofgroupsplaysan im portantrolein severalproofsin thispaper.W e only
need to de�nea specialcase ofthewreath product.

D e�nition 2.1 Forany �nitegroup G ,thewreath productG oZ n ofG and Zn = f0;1;:::;n � 1g
isthesetf(g1;g2;:::;gn;�)jg1;g2;:::;gn 2 G ;� 2 Zng equipped with thegroup operation � such
that

(g1;g2;:::;gn;�)� (g01;g
0
2;:::;g

0
n;�

0)= (g�0(1)g
0
1;g�0(2)g

0
2;:::;g�0(n)g

0
n;��

0):

W e abuse notation here by identifying � and �0 with cyclic perm utations over the set f1;:::;ng
sending x to x + � m od n and to x + �0m od n,respectively,and identifying 0 with n.

IfZ isa set,then SZ isthesym m etric group ofperm utationsofZ.W e de�nethecom position
orderto befrom leftto right,i.e.,forg1;g2 2 SZ,g1g2 istheperm utation obtained by applying g1
�rstand then g2.Forn � 1,we abbreviate Sf1;2;:::;ng by Sn.SubgroupsofSn are the perm utation

groups ofdegreen.Fora perm utation group G � Sn and an elem enti2 f1;:::;ng,letG (i) denote
the pointwise stabilizer subgroup ofG that �xes the set f1;:::;ig pointwise. The chain ofthe
stabilizersubgroupsofG isfidg = G (n) � G (n� 1) � � � � � G(1) � G (0) = G .LetCi be a com plete
setofrightcosetrepresentativesofG (i) in G (i� 1),1 � i� n.Then thecardinality ofCi isatm ost
n � iand [ni= 1Ci form sa strong generator set forG [Sim 70]. Any elem entg 2 G can be written
uniquely asg = gngn� 1� � � g1 with gi 2 Ci. Furst,Hopcroft,and Luks[FHL80]showed thatgiven
any generatorsetforG ,a strong generatorsetcan be com puted in polynom ialtim e. ForX � Z

and G � SZ,we use G X to denote the subgroup ofG thatstablizesX setwise. Itisevidentthat
G X isthedirectsum ofSX and SZ nX .W eareparticularly interested in thecasewhen G isSn.In
thiscase,a generating setforG X can beeasily com puted.

LetG bea�nitegroup.Let�beasetofm utually orthogonalquantum states.Let� :G � �!
�beagroup action ofG on �,i.e.,foreveryx 2 G thefunction � x :�! �m appingj�itoj�(x;j�i)i
isaperm utation over�,and them ap h from G tothesym m etricgroup over�de�ned by h(x)= � x

is a hom om orphism . W e use the notation jx � �i instead ofj�(x;j�i)i,when � is clear from the
context. W e let G (j�i) denote the orbit ofj�i with respect to �,i.e.,the set fjx � �i :x 2 G g,
and we let G j�i denote the stabilizer subgroup ofj�i in G ,i.e.,fx 2 G :jx � �i = j�ig. G iven
any positive integer t,let �t denote the group action ofG on �t = fj�i
 t :j�i2 �g de�ned by
�t(x;j�i
 t)= jx � �i
 t.W e need �t because theinputsuperpositionscannotbecloned in general.

D e�nition 2.2 LetG bea �nite group.
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1. G iven a generating setforG and a function f thatm apsG to som e�nitesetS such thatthe
valuesoff are constanton a subgroup H ofG and distincton each left(right)cosetofH ,
the H idden Subgroup problem is to �nd a generating set forH . The decision version of
H idden Subgroup,denoted asH idden SubgroupD ,isto determ ine whetherH istrivial.
The search version,denoted asH idden SubgroupS,isto �nd a nontrivialelem entofH if
there isone.

2. G iven a generating set for G and n injective functions f1;f2;:::;fn de�ned on G , with
the prom ise that there is a (necessarily unique) \shift" u 2 G such that for allg 2 G ,
f1(g) = f2(ug),f2(g) = f3(ug),...,fn� 1(g) = fn(ug),the G eneralized H idden Shift

problem [CvD05]isto �nd u.W e som etim esdenote thisproblem as(n;G )-G H Sh forshort.
Ifn = 2,this problem is called the H idden Shift problem . The functions f1;:::;fn are
given uniform ly via a singlefunction F such thatfi(g)= F (i;g)forallg 2 G and 1 � i� n.

3. G iven a generating set forG and two functions f1 and f2 de�ned on G such that for som e
shiftu 2 G ,f1(g)= f2(gu)forallg in G ,the H idden C oset problem [vDHI03]isto �nd
thesetofallsuch shiftsu.Thissetisa cosetH u ofa subgroup H ofG ,and wecan represent
itby giving generatorsforH togetherwith one oftheu.

4. G iven a generating set for G and two quantum states j�0i;j�1i 2 �, the O rbit C oset

problem [FIM + 03]isto eitherrejecttheinputifG (j�0i)\ G (j�1i)= ;,orelseoutputboth a
u 2 G such thatju � �1i= j�0iand also a generating setforG j�1i

.

Van Dam ,Hallgren,and Ip give e�cientquantum algorithm sforvariousinstancesofH idden
C oset using Fourier sam pling [vDHI03]. Childs and van Dam give a polynom ial-tim e quantum
algorithm for(M ;ZN )-G H Sh when M � N � forany �xed � > 0 [CvD05]. Friedl,etal.[FIM + 03]
give polynom ial-tim e quantum algorithm s for (am ong others) (2;Znp)-G H Sh where p is a �xed
prim e,and m ore generally for (2;G )-G H Sh ifG is \sm oothly solvable," a class ofgroups that
includessolvablegroupsofbounded exponentand bounded derived serieslength.Thelatterresults
com e via algorithm sforO rbit C oset.

2.2 Program checkers

Let � be a com putationaldecision or search problem . Let x be an input to � and �(x) be the
output of�. Let P be a determ inistic program (supposedly)for � that halts on allinputs. W e
are interested in whetherP hasany bug,i.e.,whetherthere issom e x such thatP (x)6= �(x). A
e�cientprogram checker C forP isaprobabilisticexpected-polynom ial-tim eoracleTuringm achine
thatusesP asan oracle and takesx and a positive integerk (presented in unary)asinputs.The
runningtim eofC doesnotincludethetim eittakesfortheoracleP to do itscom putations.C will
outputCO RRECT with probability � 1� 1=2k ifP iscorrecton allinputs(no bugs),and output
BUG G Y with probability � 1� 1=2k ifP (x) 6= �(x). This probability is over the sam ple space
ofall�nite sequencesofcoin 
ipsC could have tossed. However,ifP hasbugsbutP (x)= �(x),
we allow C to behave arbitrarily. IfC only queriesthe oracle nonadaptively,then we say C is a
nonadaptive checker.SeeBlum and K annan [BK 95]form oredetails.
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3 SeveralR eductions

The H idden C oset problem isto �nd the setofallshiftsofthe two functionsf1 and f2 de�ned
on the group G . IfH u is the coset ofallshifts,then f1 is constant on H (see [vDHI03]Lem m a
6.1).Ifweletf1 and f2 bethesam e function chosen appropriately,wegetH idden Subgroup as
a specialcase.O n the otherhand,iff1 and f2 are injective functions,thisisH idden Shift.

T heorem 3.1 H idden C oset ispolynom ial-tim e equivalentto H idden Subgroup.

P roof. LetG and f1;f2 bethe inputofH idden C oset.Letthe setofshiftsbeH u,where H is
a subgroup ofG and u isa cosetrepresentative.De�nea function f with dom ain G oZ 2 asfollows:
forany (g1;g2;�)2 G oZ2,

f(g1;g2;�)=

�

(f1(g1);f2(g2)) if� = 0,
(f2(g2);f1(g1)) if� = 1.

Thevaluesoff are constanton the setK = (H � u� 1H u � f0g)[ (u� 1H � H u � f1g),which
isa subgroup ofG oZ2. Furtherm ore,the valuesoff are distincton allleftcosetsofK . G iven a
generating setofK ,there isatleastone generatorofthe form (k1;k2;1). Pick k2 to be the coset
representative u ofH . Form a generating set S ofH as follows: S is initially em pty. For each
generator ofK ,ifit is ofthe form (k1;k2;0),then add k1 and uk2u

� 1 to S;ifit is ofthe form
(k1;k2;1),then add uk1 and k2u� 1 to S. 2

C orollary 3.2 H idden C oset haspolynom ialquantum query com plexity.

It was m entioned in Friedlet al.[FIM + 03]that H idden C oset in generalis ofexponential
(classical)query com plexity.

Using a sim ilarapproach,weshow G eneralized H idden Shift essentially addressesH idden
Subgroup overa di�erentfam ily ofgroups.W e directly em bed an instance of(n;G )-G H Sh into
an instance ofH idden Subgroup overthe group G oZn.W hen n = 2,we geta polynom ial-tim e
reduction from H idden Shift over G to H idden Subgroup over G oZ2 (Corollary 3.4). This
reduction wasclaim ed independently (withoutproof)by Childsand W ocjan [CW 05].

P roposition 3.3 For n � 2 and G a group,(n;G )-G H Sh reduces to H idden Subgroup over

G oZn in tim e polynom ialin n + s,where s is the size ofthe representation ofan elem entofG .

Further,each instance of(n;G )-G H Sh can be recovered in polynom ialtim e from its im age under

the reduction.

P roof. The input for G eneralized H idden Shift is a group G and n injective functions
f1;f2;:::;fn de�ned on G such that for allg 2 G ,f1(g) = f2(ug);:::;fn� 1(g) = fn(ug). Con-
siderthe group G oZn. De�ne a function f such thatforany elem ent in (g1;:::;gn;�)2 G oZn,
f((g1;:::;gn;�))= (f�(1)(g1);:::;f�(n)(gn)).Thefunction valuesoff willbeconstantand distinct
forrightcosetsofthe n-elem entcyclic subgroup generated by (u;u;:::;u;u1� n;1).

G iven thef de�ned in thelastparagraph,itistrivialtorecovertheoriginalfunctionsf1;:::;fn
by noting thatfi(g)isthei’th com ponentoff((g;:::;g;0)). 2
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C orollary 3.4 H idden Shift reduces to H idden Subgroup in polynom ialtim e (for arbitrary

groups).

P roof.Thisisthe n = 2 case ofProposition 3.3. 2

Van Dam ,Hallgren,and Ip [vDHI03]introduced the Shifted Legendre Sym bolproblem as a
naturalinstance ofH idden Shift. They claim ed that assum ing a conjecture this problem can
also bereduced to an instance ofH idden Subgroup overdihedralgroups.By Corollary 3.4,this
problem can bereduced toH idden Subgroup overwreath productgroupswithoutany conjecture.

The case where n > 2 in Proposition 3.3 m ay be m ore interesting from a structuralpoint of
view then a com plexity theoretic one. W e already know [CvD05]that (n;G )-G H Sh for n > 2
trivially reduces to (2;G )-G H Sh,sim ply by ignoring the inform ation provided by the functions
f3;:::;fn. O ne then getsa polynom ial-tim e reduction from (n;G )-G H Sh to H idden Subgroup

overG oZ2.Therefore,thereduction in Proposition 3.3of(n;G )-G H Sh toH idden Subgroup over
G oZn only tells ussom ething com plexitywise ifthe instancesofH idden Subgroup over G oZn

produced by the reduction turn out to be easier than those ofH idden Subgroup over G oZ2.
Thisisconceivable,albeitunlikely. Nonetheless,the factthat(n;G )-G H Sh em bedsinto H idden
Subgroup over G oZn in a naturalway isinteresting in itself,and m ay suggestotherreductions
in a sim ilarvein.

W e also note that,unfortunately,it does not seem as though Proposition 3.3 translates the
resultsof[CvD05]into fastquantum algorithm sforany new fam ily ofinstancesofH idden Sub-

group overwreath productgroupsofthe form ZN oZM ,because theiralgorithm ise�cientonly
ifM � N � for�xed � > 0,and ourreduction ise�cientonly ifM ispolylogarithm ic in N .

Next we show that O rbit C oset is not a m ore generalproblem than H idden Subgroup

either,ifwe allow the function in H idden Subgroup to be a quantum function. W e need this
generalization since the de�nition ofO rbit C oset involves quantum functions,i.e.,the ranges
ofthe functions are sets oforthogonalquantum states. In H idden Subgroup,the function is
im plicitly considered by m ostresearchersto be a classicalfunction,m apping group elem entsto a
classicalset. Forthe purposesofquantum com putation,however,thisgeneralization to quantum
functionsisnaturaland doesnota�ectany existing quantum algorithm sforH idden Subgroup.

P roposition 3.5 O rbit C oset isquantum polynom ial-tim e equivalentto H idden Subgroup.

P roof. LetG and two orthogonalquantum states j�0i;j�1i2 � be the inputsofO rbit C oset.
De�ne thefunction f :G oZ 2 ! �
 � asfollows:

f(g1;g2;�)=

�

jg1 � �0i
 jg2 � �1i if� = 0,
jg2 � �1i
 jg1 � �0i if� = 1.

Thevaluesofthefunction f areidenticaland orthogonalon each leftcosetofthefollowingsubgroup
H ofG oZ2:Ifthereisno u 2 G such thatju � �1i= j�0i,then H = G j�0i

� G j�1i
� f0g.Ifthereis

such a u,then H = (G j�0i
� G j�1i

� f0g)[ (G j�1i
u� 1 � uG j�1i

� f1g). Fori;j2 f0;1g,letgi2 G

be the i’th coset representative ofG j�0i
(i.e.,jgi� �0i = j�ii),and let gj 2 G be the j’th coset

representative ofG j�1i
(i.e.,jgj � �1i= j�ji). Then elem entsofthe leftcosetofH represented by

(gi;gj;0)willallm ap to thesam e value j�ii
 j�jivia f. 2
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4 D ecision versus Search

Forany N P -com plete problem ,itsdecision version and search version are polynom ial-tim e equiv-
alent.Anotherproblem having thisproperty isG raph Isomorphism [M at79].

4.1 H idden Subgroup over perm utation groups

W e adapttechniquesin Arvind and Tor�an [AT01]to show thatoverperm utation groups,H idden
Subgroup also hasthisproperty.

Lem m a 4.1 Given (generating sets for) a group G � Sn, a function f :G ! S that hides a

subgroup H � G ,and a sequence ofsubgroupsG 1;:::;G k � Sn,an instance ofH idden Subgroup

can beconstructed tohidethegroupD = f(g;g;:::;g)jg 2 H \G 1\� � � \GkginsideG � G 1� � � � � Gk.

P roof.De�neafunction f0overthedirectproductgroup G � G 1� � � � � Gk sothatforany elem ent
(g;g1;:::;gk), f0(g;g1;:::;gk)= (f(g);gg� 1

1
;:::;gg

� 1
k
).Thevaluesoff0areconstantand distinct

overleftcosetsofD . 2

In thefollowing,wewillusethetuplehG ;fito representa standard H idden Subgroup input
instance,and hG ;f;G 1;:::;G kito representa H idden Subgroup inputinstance constructed as
in Lem m a 4.1.

W e de�ne a naturalisom orphism that identi�es S n oZ2 with a subgroup ofS�,where � =
f(i;j)ji2 f1;:::;ng;j 2 f1;2gg. Thisisom orphism can be viewed asa group action,where the
group elem ent(g1;g2;�)m aps(i;j)to (gj(i);�(j)). Note thatthisisom orphism can be e�ciently
com puted in both directions.

T heorem 4.2 Over perm utation groups,H idden SubgroupS istruth-table reducible to H idden

SubgroupD in polynom ialtim e.

P roof. Suppose f hidesa nontrivialsubgroup H ofG ,�rstwe com pute a strong generating set
forG ,corresponding to the chain fidg = G (n) � G (n� 1) � � � � � G(1) � G (0) = G . De�ne f0over
G oZ2 such thatf0m aps(g1;g2;�)to (f(g1);f(g2))if� is0,and (f(g2);f(g1))otherwise.Itiseasy
to check thatforthe group G (i)oZ2,f0jG (i)oZ2

hidesthe subgroup H (i)oZ2.
Q uery theH idden SubgroupD oracle with inputs

D

G
(i)oZ2;f

0jG (i)oZ2
;(S�)f(i;1);(j;2)g;(S�)f(i;2);(j0;1)g;(S�)f(k;1);(‘;2)g

E

forall1 � i� n,allj;j02 fi+ 1;:::;ng,and allk;‘2 fi;:::;ng.

C laim 4.3 Let i be such that H (i) = fidg and H (i� 1) 6= fidg. For alli < j;j0 � n and all

i� k;l� n,there is a (necessarily unique) perm utation h 2 H (i� 1) such thath(i)= j,h(j0)= i

and h(k)= ‘ifand only ifthe query

D

G
(i� 1)oZ2;f

0jG (i�1) oZ2
;(S�)f(i;1);(j;2)g;(S�)f(i;2);(j0;1)g;(S�)f(k;1);(‘;2)g

E

to the H idden SubgroupD oracle answers \nontrivial."
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P roofofC laim .Forany j> i,there isatm ostone perm utation in H (i� 1) thatm apsito j.To
seethis,supposetherearetwo distincth;h02 H (i� 1) both ofwhich m ap ito j.Then h0h� 1 2 H (i)

is a nontrivialperm utation, contradicting the assum ption H (i) = fidg. Let h 2 H (i� 1) be a
perm utation such thath(i)= j,h(j0)= i,and h(k)= ‘.Then (h;h� 1;1)isa nontrivialelem entin
thegroup H (i� 1)oZ2\ (S�)f(i;1);(j;2)g\ (S�)f(i;2);(j0;1)g\ (S�)f(k;1);(‘;2)g,and thustheoracleanswers
\nontrivial."

Conversely,ifthe oracle answers\nontrivial," then the nontrivialelem entm ustbeoftheform
(h;h0;1)whereh;h02 H (i� 1),sincetheotherform (h;h0;0)willim ply thath and h0both �x iand
thusarein H (i) = fidg.Therefore,h willbea nontrivialelem entofH (i� 1) with h(i)= j,h(j0)= i,
and h(k)= ‘.Thisprovesthe Claim .

Find thelargestisuch thatthequery answers\nontrivial" forsom ej;j0> iand som ek;‘� i.
Clearly this is the sm allest isuch that H (i) = fidg. A nontrivialperm utation in H (i� 1) can be
constructed by looking atthe query resultsthatinvolve G (i� 1)oZ2. 2

C orollary 4.4 Over perm utation groups, H idden SubgroupD and H idden SubgroupS are

polynom ial-tim e equivalent.

Nextweshow thatthesearch version ofH idden Shift,asaspecialcaseofH idden Subgroup,
also reducesto the corresponding decision problem .

D e�nition 4.5 G iven a generating set for a group G and two injective functions f1;f2 de�ned
on G ,the problem H idden ShiftD is to determ ine whether there is a shift u 2 G such that
f1(g)= f2(gu)forallg 2 G .

T heorem 4.6 Over perm utation groups,H idden ShiftD and H idden ShiftS are polynom ial-

tim e equivalent.

P roof.W eshow thatifthereisa translation u forthetwo injectivefunctionsde�ned on G ,wecan
�nd u with the help ofan oracle thatsolvesH idden ShiftD .Firstcom pute thestrong generator
set[ni= 1CiofG using theprocedurein [FHL80].Notethat[n

i= k
CigeneratesG (k� 1) for1 � k � n.

W e willproceed in stepsalong thestabilizersubgroup chain G = G (0) � G (1) � � � � � G(n) = fidg.

C laim 4.7 W ith the help of the H idden ShiftD oracle, �nding the translation ui for input

(G (i);f1;f2) reduces to �nding another translation ui+ 1 for input (G (i+ 1);f0
1
;f0

2
). In particular,

we have ui= ui+ 1�i.

P roofofC laim .Asktheoraclewhetherthereisatranslation forinput(G (i+ 1);f1jG (i+ 1);f2jG (i+ 1)).
Iftheanswerisyes,then we know ui2 G (i+ 1) and therefore set�i= id and ui= ui+ 1�i.

Ifthe answer is no,then we know that u is in som e right coset ofG (i+ 1) in G (i). For every
� 2 Ci+ 1,de�nea function f� such thatf�(x)= f2(x�)forallx 2 G(i+ 1).Ask theoracle whether
thereisa translation forinput(G (i+ 1);f1jG (i+ 1);f�).Theoraclewillansweryesifand only ifu and
� are in the sam e rightcosetofG(i+ 1) in G (i),since

u and � arein the sam e rightcosetofG(i+ 1) in G (i)

( ) u = u
0
� forsom e �02 G (i+ 1)

( ) f1(x)= f2(xu)= f2(xu
0
�)= f�(xu

0)forallx 2 G (i)

( ) u0isthe translation for(G (i+ 1);f1jG (i+ 1);f�).
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Then we set�i= �.

W e apply the above procedure n � 1 tim es untilwe reach the trivialsubgroup G (n). The
translation u willbe equalto �n�n� 1� � � �1. Since the size ofeach Ci is at m ost n � i,the total
reduction isin classicalpolynom ialtim e. 2

4.2 H idden Subgroup over dihedralgroups

ForH idden Subgroup overdihedralgroupsD n,wecan e�ciently reducesearch to decision when
n hassm allprim e factors.Fora �xed integerB ,we say an integern isB -sm ooth ifallthe prim e
factorsofn arelessthan orequalto B .Forsuch an n,theprim efactorization can beobtained in
tim e polynom ialin B + logn. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we assum e thatthe hidden subgroup is
an order-two subgroup ofD n [EH00].

T heorem 4.8 Letn be a B -sm ooth num ber,H idden Subgroup over the dihedralgroup D n re-

ducesto H idden SubgroupD over dihedralgroups in tim e polynom ialin B + logn.

P roof. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we assum e the generator setforD n isfr;�g,where the order
ofr and � are n and 2,respectively. Letpe1

1
p
e2
2
� � � p

ek
k
be the prim e factorization ofn. Since n is

B -sm ooth,pi� B forall1� i� k.Letthehidden subgroup H befid;ra�g forsom ea < n.
Firstwe �nd a m od pe1

1
as follows. Q uery the H idden SubgroupD oracle with inputgroups

(we willalways use the originalinput function f) hrp1;�i;hrp1;r�i;:::;hrp1;rp1� 1�i. It is not
hard to seethattheH idden SubgroupD oracle willanswer\nontrivial" only fortheinputgroup
hrp1;rm 1�i where m 1 = a m od p1. The next set of input groups to the H idden SubgroupD

oracle are hrp
2
1;rm 1�i;hrp

2
1;rp1+ m 1�i;:::;hrp

2
1;r(p1� 1)p1+ m 1�i. From the oracle answerswe obtain

m 2 = a m od p2
1
.Repeatthe above procedureuntilwe �nd a m od pe1

1
.

Sim ilarly, we can �nd a m od pe2
2
;:::;a m od pek

k
. A sim ple usage ofthe Chinese Rem ainder

Theorem willthen recover a. The totalnum ber ofqueries is e1p1 + e2p2 + � � � + ekpk,which is
polynom ialin logn + B . 2

5 N onadaptive C heckers

An im portant concept closely related to self-reducibility is that ofa program checker,which was
�rst introduced by Blum and K annan [BK 95]. They gave program checkers for som e group-
theoreticproblem sand selected problem sin P .They also characterized theclassofproblem shav-
ing polynom ial-tim e checkers. Arvind and Tor�an [AT01]presented a nonadaptive N C checkerfor
G roup Intersection overperm utation groups.In thissection weshow thatH idden SubgroupD
and H idden Subgroup overperm utation groupshave nonadaptive checkers.

Forthesake ofclarity,we give thecheckerforH idden SubgroupD �rst.LetP bea program
thatsolvesH idden SubgroupD overperm utation groups.TheinputforP isa perm utation group
G given by itsgenerating setand a function f thatisde�ned overG and hidesa subgroup H ofG .
IfP isa correctprogram ,then P (G ;f)outputsTRIVIAL ifH isthe trivialsubgroup ofG ,and
NO NTRIVIAL otherwise. The checker C P (G ;f;0k)checks the program P on the inputG and f

asfollows:
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B egin

Com pute P (G ;f).
ifP (G ;f)= NO NTRIVIAL,then

Use Theorem 4.2 and P (asifitwerebug-free)to search fora nontrivialelem enth ofH .
iff(h)= f(id),then

return CO RRECT
else

return BUG G Y
ifP (G ;f)= TRIVIAL,then

D o k tim es(in parallel):
generatea random perm utation u 2 G .
de�ne f0 overG such thatf(g)= f0(gu)forallg 2 G ,use (G ;f;f0)to be an inputinstance of

H idden Shift

use Theorem 3.1 to convert(G ;f;f0)to an inputinstance (G oZ2;f
00)ofH idden Subgroup

use Theorem 4.2 and P to search for a nontrivialelem ent h ofthe subgroup ofG oZ2 that f00

hides.
ifh 6= (u� 1;u;1),then return BUG G Y

End-do

return CO RRECT

End

T heorem 5.1 IfP is a correctprogram for H idden SubgroupD ,then C P (G ;f;0k)always out-
puts CORRECT. IfP (G ;f)isincorrect,then Pr[C P (G ;f;0k)outputsCORRECT]� 2� k. M ore-

over,C P (G ;f;0k)runsin polynom ialtim e and queriesP nonadaptively.

P roof.IfP isa correctprogram and P (G ;f)outputsNO NTRIVIAL,then C P ((G ;f;0k)will�nd
a nontrivialelem entofH and outputsCO RRECT.IfP isa correctprogram and P (G ;f)outputs
TRIVIAL,then the function f0 constructed by C P (G ;f;0k) willhide the two-elem ent subgroup
f(id;id;0);(u;u� 1;1)g. Therefore, C P (G ;f;0k) willalways recover the random perm utation u

correctly,and outputCO RRECT.
O n theotherhand,ifP (G ;f)outputsNO NTRIVIAL whileH isactuallytrivial,then C P (G ;f;0k)

willfailto �nd a nontrivialelem entofH and thusoutputBUG G Y.IfP (G ;f)outputsTRIVIAL
whileH isactually nontrivial,then thefunction f00constructed by C P (G ;f;0k)willhidethesub-
group (H � u� 1H u � f0g)[ (u� 1H � H utim esf1g). P correctly distinguishes u and other
elem ents in the cosetH u only by chance. Since the orderofH isatleast2,the probability that
C P (G ;f;0k)outputsCO RRECT isatm ost2� k.

Clearly,C P (G ;f;0k)runsin polynom ialtim e.Thenonadaptivenessfollowsfrom Theorem 4.2.
2

Sim ilarly, we can construct a nonadaptive checker C P (G ;f;0k) for a program P (G ;f) that
solvesH idden Subgroup overperm utation groups.Thecheckerm akesk nonadaptive queries.

B egin

Run P (G ;f),which outputsa generating setsS.
Verify thatelem entsofS areindeed in H .
D o k tim es(in parallel):

generatea random elem entu 2 G .
de�ne f0 over G such that f(g) = f0(gu) for allg 2 G ,use (G ;f;f0) to be an input instance of

H idden C oset
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use Theorem 3.1 to convert(G ;f;f0)to an inputinstance(G oZ2;f
00)ofH idden Subgroup

P (G oZ2;f
00)willoutputa setS0 ofgeneratorsand a cosetrepresentativeu0

ifS and S0 don’tgeneratethe sam egroup or u and u0 arenotin the sam ecosetofS,then
return BUG G Y

End-do

return CO RRECT

End

Theproofofcorrectnessforthe above checkerisvery sim ilarto the proofofTheorem 5.1.

6 Further R esearch

Each ofthe problem s we have looked at in this paper can vary widely in com plexity,depending
on the type underlying group. So it is,for instance,with H idden Subgroup,which yields to
quantum com putation in theabelian casebutrem ainsapparently hard in allbuta few nonabelian
cases. The reductions ofthese problem s to H idden Subgroup given in this paper allinvolve
taking wreath products,which generally increases both the size and the \di�culty" ofthe group
considerably.(Forexam ple,G oH isneverabelian unlessoneofthegroupsisabelian and theother
is trivial,whence G oH �= G or G oH �= H .) It is usefulin generalto �nd reductions between
these problem sthatm ap inputgroupsto outputgroupsthatare ofsim ilardi�culty,e.g.,abelian
7! abelian,solvable7! solvable,etc.Thiswould providea �nerclassi�cation ofthecom plexitiesof
these problem s.

The em bedding aspectofthe reduction in Proposition 3.3 suggestsa strongerquestion: given
any function f on G oZn thathidessom esubgroup generated by(u;:::;u;u1� n;1)forsom eu (where
thefunction isnotnecessarily theoneconstructed by thereduction),can onee�ciently recoveran
instance of(n;G )-G H Sh thatm apsvia the reduction to an instance ofH idden Subgroup over
G oZn with the sam e hidden subgroup? A yes answer would show that G eneralized H idden

Shift is truly a specialcase ofH idden Subgroup,and as a corollary would show that these
instancesofH idden Subgroup overG oZn forsm alln (polynom ialin the size ofelem entsofG )
reducesto H idden Subgroup overG oZ2.
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