:'m'l %“%‘I'”" £ G /ﬂ\:l - N S v
HERE FEREE 20244 5446 1281 27272742 ¢ CHIERFEY ekt
SCIENTIA SINICA Informationis ~~ SCIENCE CHINA PRESS

.I:sz @ SrossMark

1% EME—&FE R = e B AR E 2 x4

SREN B

1. E R RS B DR 50 W 2 2 [0) 2242 B A 3 s =, bt 100085
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FEZK BRRHA S (IHES: 62172405) BEEhITH

HE e — B 48 6] & 5] AL (unique shortest vector problem, uSVP) #y W A 1 2 — AT A T
ZEWRAaEka NEETRSHTHERENH R0 EAETLERRNEEL RN 2, AT L & 895
R#R+ %%, FEA uSVP WAKREZRHNFAR LT 20Kt AXKH#T —MAREREH
A (shortest vector problem, SVP) %| uSVP #I4H ik, & T AR E, BET 2 HRE, AW
AT EIFESHEETASVP 8| uSVP WA E T, FIFAXANEA, BLOAEHUTER: (1) &
LA BT, 72T —ASHE AWM SVP 2| uSVP B JF4; (2) £ 36 # AT 8 1% (gap strong
exponential time hypothesis, GapSETH) T, M#E T % #5489 SVP 2% 4 58 uSVP W L3
Hata )T, ATIIERR T uSVP & GapSETH T8y & # 1£; (3) LA 25 R A0 ¥] LU AL i B 5 JE & i A
(bounded distance decoding, BDD) #yAH iz 45 1 ££ 3 iz 5 Tk ## 5 4/NT 1 89 BDD b2 H % #Y;
(4) EEREBFHANE LR, B2 T 5408 E 40 N SVP £ uSVP 87747,

SR AR B IR, R R L AR, A R A ) A

1 3|5

TR AR R AL LR R 32 RE, WEFCE IR 1V 22 kA% b A PR e AR s F) S )
%8 061 SJRPE BRI SO AN S R S FH Hr R AT RSk, X LB A g S 2 A M R TR AU 1) A (short
integer solution) 74~ > /@ (learning with errors) [ PR XEPE, 171X A [ AT PR A 4 S 38 T 4%
TESH NI L BRI & 7@ (shortest vector problem, SVP) FlAE— 4 ] & [ (unique shortest
vector problem, uSVP) FIXEMEME. KXt SVP A1 uSVP MR 44 —— JLHERHAEAFZSE TN
HMEPE —— (RIS, 0 37 56 3 IR R R A ZR A L E S A b ) o 5 o 10 DR X PR 9T 9 45 SR 9 i T A
T TT R VR T R IERY. BT 2 T R) R B IR PR VA 203 K i 280 SERR B D TT S Re

SIS &IREE, Bl W LM — A & e AR R . hE R E R, 2024, 54: 2727-2742, doi: 10.1360/
SSI-2024-0145
Jin B L, Xue R. Fine-grained hardness of the unique shortest vector problem in lattices (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform,
2024, 54: 2727-2742, doi: 10.1360/SSI-2024-0145
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KBS EAABORZE IR, A 2 U /)R 3% B RE3E B i S8 T & 5 8, 5 T4% B
VR ¥ ] R 22 TGN ) R 4R 52 28 1k BT T R IR Oy — AN 4. RSO B TR R IE A2 uSVP
T8 22 T 8] T 4R B2 2 2% 1.

BRI HND DA R T A A 0], AER& X uSVP 15 At 0 70 3t JE AR 2218, LA (1AH D04
WHAES N, Kumar 1 Sivakumar (7 45 H 75— 5T uSVP 1 NP e UER, (4
MRS H R R A5 R uSVP LB S BIE . Aggarwal A1 Dubey 18] [A]H 25 H 7 5 T K AT BE L 1
M SVP F uSVP (IHL). Hrh, HiE MR LU SVP LIRS0y (1 +27°0) 1) uSVP
SEAR, BEHLYE A Z N 815 2 S E0N (14 1/ poly(n)) I uSVP S|, JL-FLE[F—f[A], Stephens-
Davidowitz ) 25t T — M MWHESHI SVP BIZHAMIL (14 O(logn/n)) 1 uSVP HIIHZ), MTE
W] T HEZZECEE NI uSVP & NP NAER. X —45 82 HATEEXS uSVP ££ 2 T (8] T 1) NP [HHE
PER AR L5 B X T uSVP FE S KIS H0 N 145 R nT LLZ 2 SR [10~12], 33X 2830 lR A Y 25 SRk B
THESEN uSVP 2AMBHECN O(y/n/log(n)) 11 SVP [RIFEHAME. &, P g5 #l 24 H 2 mi
I T 2995 20 1), AR UK B R S8 SR S T T S5 (nOW) T 5RIEA AH 24 K ZE R,

AT O ST A% 1) R R 22 IS (8] R B 40RE B2 SR AT 7R 45 3] 1 KR R R e i I L R 45 SR Y 3
TESCHR (18] W, XHF BT #3540 p, Bennett 25 13 8 k-SAT F| CVP (closest vector problem)
A%, 152] 7 CVP fEFTH 1, Ju A )3T SETH (strong exponential time hypothesis) & 24k
FFE SCHR [14,15] 3l zsE YR T SVP 1 SIVP (shortest independent vectors problem) .
Aggarwal %5 [16] 251 T — R %15 T CVP KHAATE SETH a5 2] (A% (gap strong exponential
time hypothesis, GapSETH) THIE A PEE5 IR, 455308k [14, 16] M4 AT AR BT UK A#E SVP 72
GapSETH TR AMELE R, Bennett 25 17 HERE T BDD MK EE /M. BDD 5 uSVP MR &M
BRAR T B%, KT ZH MK R LS %R [11,18]. Aggarwal 45 191 {IEB T — R 4156 T4% 10
FROGERL 2 PR B 5. SRR [20] 28t T — SR A0 2 T 8] T ) — 2% 1) jL 2 ) VA 2, A0 46— A
ZHCN O(1/e'H1/P) 1] CVP BIZECH (14 ¢) [ uSVP [IHZ).

X T [ R PRI AR 2 R ME RO S R R 7 — NRAT BORIE 78 0, SR T 18X uSVP [4ik:
o S R PRI FEAE 2 R ARG — PR R I — W S, I ST SVP Al uSVP 7E 8 2 Tt
B RHECR, B SVP ML IR AL T uSVP TEM R NI et gh e, il e /g i1
2y, 33 7 —1 uSVP 7Ei8 2 WE (8] WL . AT 20U e A SR, Ch g
g5 uSVP S HE K.

Stephens-Davidowitz [ %5 tH ) IH 2956 T — R AR AR B AL AR, XA AR S HIAE Khot 1)
SCHR [21] . IEEER WA Stephens-Davidowitz FIRF M DGS (discrete Gaussian sampling) 3| CVP
T SVP (1A% 221 AR A2 A% O D BRI AR T R B i R .

MRS, w6 IR b i 2 H A S VR THRE R & CVP Al SVP. BT e 81 AT 1) 56 T-4% 11
O 2 T (8] R 2 PR R B a5 R, S5, CVP 5 — M E A NP e 4%
], IX — 45 SR ILAE Boas M— R4 231 th4b, Boas IIEI T 1o, G HI SVP & NP A3
(19, FEHEMIRR LA 2 E ) SVP 2 NP RIMER). X —HEN IR 28 Ajtai P4 GEB. Ajtai AUIEB T
FEBR LA 22 VRS R SR A SVP & NP AR, 1 Bt AE 277" ZHONIERURE SVP R Z NP
HEF].

78 Ajtai ) TAEZ G, KTIERLKAE SVP IR RMERINT 452 TR A RE. SR [21,25~27) 45 tH
THHSECR SVP [ NP KMEPEIER. HA gk [21,27] FAE2IK SVP s2fia] DU Tk AR K
IERASE, INIMIERR T DT R E RS EOT LR SVP #2& NP WRMER). F4b, STk [21) 145 R3E 0,
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IR NP ¢ RTIME(2pPol(eem)) 2% TAEE 4L e M &, I 20em' ™ S H 6k
fift SVP 2 RMER. 17 STk [27) PS5 RERE, IR R VRE AT R AT 2000 15, B4 A
nd/loglosn RS HRAUSKAR SVP M2 WA, SR [27] H iR IE 2040 75 ZEAE 6 3% H A ) & L) 3 3 12
Sauer & HH (28~300 (R RE RE A BEALIE, i IS 20 B fst A RO BEALIE He SCk [21] a2 4 A 1o B
HUPESE />, Haviv A1 Regev BY % Khot P 44 H B IHZ4E T 33— 25 408, E 3 Z 3 29 0] LUE F AR
K EVERIME B W BB, % T Khot B8 F Y 5K E AR Z 4 BT S B0 — LE 8 . Bennett
Al Peikert 32) 2£F Reed-Solomon A T — AN WA 7 55 Ml i (exact set cover) EITBLK AR SVP
aEES]

S —J7 1, AEREETH R IR RN Dy B, DAIASN TRl ) S B BOR A SVP A2 NP R
(1. 25— AR R PLTE STk [33] H, Goldreich Al Goldwasser B3 JNZ 4 \/n/O(logn) ] CVP
FTSVP (AR A A T —A Arthur-Merlin (AM) Bl X ERE AN F S EUR LR VP i
SVP & FHE 2412 coAM, K EAIIA KA fEfE NP FME). Aharonov F1 Regev B4 #4i& 7 — /N AEHA
EVERIIAESE (NP verifier), 1255 REW I0AE— N M) B2 15 5 45 1€ HURS PR HLBLE, IX R 0 B
A E 8 — ZHCN ey/n B GapCVP— J& TR %28 NP fil coNP, EIHLA KA HEZ NP R,
N NP C coNP. Cai 35 1 5 3CHR [33] HAHF FIEAGER T 28/ T nt/4 [ uSVP AR RER
NP HXMER). B2 KT SVP, uSVP e HAR M ] 8 1) & 2 M5 2., 15 210 STk [27,36).

IR RE S WAEPE R Z0E T AT A I 1, 6205 ). Regev 1 Rosen B7 HIEB 1 BR L HL75 2% (0] /1)
SVP 2% 5 i, KA R SVP LERK )L RG22 18] B W AEPE S5 2R B 2 DAIER] SVP 72 H At i 202 a] 1)
PR 1A

M BRI R LR 2] T K2 K g 1~6) 3 HAE NIST (National Institute of Standards and
Technology) W) & TS AR AENELE T 45 52 5CTE. FESEBRIHT b, JT- ) el (1) 85 5 R G 1 22 A PEAMY
AT SVP B uSVP 7E 2 T U 8] N AR, SR AR T 50 0 B A4 R HE PR AR, A9 A e A AR o
ZHCF ) BKZ SEKAR. BKZ FRAE SRR B HiIg AT 208 s, B2 H T2 2 00K BKZ
R AT [a] B 5t XAE— AR RE bR R T 28 AT A% 10 8 1) 2R B2 () 52 Ak, DG G2 20(m) I ] R 1Y)
BN, FEATHET, DL ZE TR 008 1S 7 RSt B am i BR SCRF (275 030Hk [13,14,19)). 5346, KT
SAT [ @[] ETH (exponential time hypothesis) Jyi 2 T =S [8] T (1) 52 4 R SR 4 1 1R 47 i P e 2
fitl, J FovrAL B 5 A TH AR RE

# 1 J&/x 7 HAET uSVP 7~9:11.12,200 F1 BpD (112,17 38] 32 545 e i 28 B DA AR SC i 25 28 o
MR 7> AT AR

ASCEER. (1) SCHR (9] AL e B R A SCR A T AN R R Bk R R, I H R
77 FGEW] TR ENE R IERYE. RSO S IR AR T, BT 2 AT R R, (A S R R Ia 4
SRR T S EE SR [9] 28 R SE R (ILE HE 4 HOUERH Z R IR 38 2).

(2) B2 T ] R FIAZ): 7E RVFSATR N 200/ leen) Skt SRIASHCN (14 ¢/logn) [
uSVP Z/DMLLEBSHT R SVP FIFERME (WEHL 5). SCHR (9] 722 TR MR RIS H0
(14+O0(logn/n)), —~FHZZENA (c/logn — O(logn/n)), XTI KE n, AL 2 T EKAF 1SR
uSVP LI SHE K.

(3) MEFEHLES (8] R IHL0: FERVFBATI T 257 BISET R, SRIFEE S E00 uSVP /bR DL
KIERSEELRER R SVP FIFEHRME (e 6). BT UG 1 S EUELUKRE SVP 7£ GapSETH
IR WAER, BT PAASTI A R BN SHOHEGE 1 BE N uSVP £ GapSETH T [RIFE R MAERT (2
H—ERSHK).
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&1 uSVP 5 BDD SERMHIBETRLERMANLER (HIF)

Table 1 Existing main results about the complexity of uSVP and BDD, and results in this paper (in bold)

uSvPp BDD
Time of reduction
Factor Complexity result Factor Complexity result
- NP hard [7] O(4/logn/n) Efficiently solvable [38]
1+2-0(%) NP hard 8] a>1/82 > (1—a~P/2)"1/P-CVP [38]
poly(n) 14 1/ poly(n) NP hard (8] -
1+ O(logn/n) NP hard ]
e>1 > /2 syp i 1e<1 > ﬁgﬂ -svp 11,12
90(n/logn) 1+ 0(1/logn) > ~-SVP, constant v (5) (1+ 10(1)) 1 > v-SVP, constant ~v (5)
~1/t > v-SVP, constant v (6) a<1 GapSETH hard (6)
Subexponential
1+e¢ > O(1/el+1/p).cvPp [20] o> a; c>1 Non-uniform GapSETH hard [17]
Stable lattice nO@/loglogn) 5 O(4/n)-SVP (8) n—0@/loglogn) > O(4/n)-SVP (8)
x2 XH (9] SAXHEESH T
Table 2 Comparison of some parameters in [9] and this paper
Single run success probability Range of prime p Factor of SVP (v)
Ref. [9] 571(17-’,;2) &2 < p/(20logp) 1<y<2
This paper P P 141/ <p/éa <142 1<y

(4) ERKISEHIAL): T — KB RRFEVE R IR —— F2EMR (stable lattice P9), 4 5 X EH
B RS, (AR NSRS G S0 aa KA 2, W DS B H S H0K SVP AT uSVP
RIS ZRIERI R R (B BE 8). 1245 AL 1 7B 2 I 5] T ok s i i % (1) it 1 2%
RILEERIT: 5 2 TN TACHBIL S . /75 LU — SR AE SR 458, 4 3 131$
AR T A SRR AL L AR, JRa ) TR A RS 80 BT s B R 2 ka5t 5
WA T REER LR uSVP fERSHCT IR MR 1R. 5 5 T e nCHT T R4S

2 FEENR

2.1 S54RI

AT NG FRERRE B F AR, K5 FRER R ME, — 2] sha] Dogid B R Se W&
(bbtnserp 2l N RIS, o B f ARIEERED). A B BEHRAFEEUAE, e — A28 2 I1E, M
ST R TEA FIE L EAFAE XL {E.

S TAER R 0 € R MUIEBE p e N, v 78 1, EEEIBEN (v], = (0, [vl?)"/?. &
VLIS 1y JaEasia), AR AR LS 23 8], 75 A BT FH A Y8 115, o 76 1, Y8 1a) AR
FRA A RSO RTINS ATA 1, YuES ARG, BT DA 248 2 B AR 1 va g s ).

BN — IR B R A G T RIS . e — W E B = by, by, ..., by) € R™™ HARL
k&N L(B) = {Bz =Y zib; | z € Z™}. CHHMFS £ 80E B RAFEH £(B). =, PR REs
JE R™ R, EERHRRS b B ok RO i . SO (N R— e ik T AT & B
#H n NI n 4R SRR
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W ¢t e R™ 2R £ KIBEESE LN dist(L,t) = min{||t — ||, | v € L}

KT £ A —HEZERFE (N}, EHRNHESME (successive minimums), FEARE N
(L) = inf{r|dim(span(£ N B(0,7))) = i}, FHd B0,7) = {v | |[v]l, < r,o € R*} F{LAFE SAENER
OB r [ n ZEERIR. X R— AN T 5, 7EAN IR 90 2502 () 20 B 2 BT AN R]. X 20 4
W E L2 A (L(B)), AL ML) Al N(B) KRR M (L(B)).

WMREFHE S ve LN TIER ue L,u# +v 88 VE € Z,v # ku, B4 v N L FEIAFER S
(primitive lattice point). H4% £ FFTA A Ik AR PIEESICN Loim, 1 L FREABITS EEH r
A A% L AN EAE N €(L,7) = 5#{ Lorim N B(0,7)}.

2.2 BEEREXNSEBELL

EX1 (FEFEN G, CVP) 4AERKIE B e RV Al— A HARME t € R?, CVP ERIELE|—4
PR ¢ ST RS . BDRE]— MK 55 v € £(B), WL ||v — t|, = dist(L(B),t).

EX2 (eI R &S, GapCVP) £ GapCVP HIEl e, SHMEZSLH v > 1 e R, #3
B e R™™ fl—ASHirE t € R, PLER—NIESLH 4,

o UK dist(L£(B),t) < d, 4 (B,t,d) ¥N YES SEHi;

o WIIR dist(L(B),t) > ~vd, I4 (B, t,d) FRA NO 4.

CVP M8 AR Hh B I E (0 U B0 (] R, /7 22 A% 1) R (1) PR S P 5 SR AT AR T CVP 1 NP AT HE
GapCVP 7& HHE A, J&5 3 (E 55 b LA AT B B 50 w3 in s .

EN3 (REFERE, SVP) 4AEKIE B e R, SVP ERIRBIK £(B) HHI— M.
BIRE] MR v e £, AL ||v]l, = A(B).

EX4 (AR R M, GapSVP)  GapSVP HEid i, *MERIEBIF T v > 1 e R, %€
I B € R Fl—ANIESHL d,

o WH N(B) < d, B4 (B,d) ¥ YES SLH4i;

o IR \(B) > ~d, 4 (B,d) #A NO 524,

GapSVP s — g V) L, 8 2 h B v (00 S B ), L RDHEME — 58 AR T R S 3 el sk
fif SVP. M H s IR TE tH SVP SEBIREALR T , JEH AN “UASH ~ ITBSRE SVP7 . “S%L
N vy W) SVP? B(# 4-SVP.

ENX5 (MR E P uSVP) WHERSE v > 1 € R, AEFEEE B € R™™, uSVP ZERTE
¥ £(B) TR A EME— RSO, B £(B) hEERIEE. BIAE X(B) > yAi(B), MBA%K
HEM R ve L, ﬁﬁ/@ ||v\|p = )\( )

A “éiﬂw'j ¥ El’] uSVP” & jz y-uSVP iﬁm‘éﬁé AQ(B) > wAl( ) ;&kﬁ’] uSVP. 4-uSVP Lﬁ* =
MUAEFRWRBITF & -uSVP 38 SIS0 I 2 08 [ 5 KT (A s, FENCBIIAE AT G 4-uSVP & LI, ANl
1SR L 2R [A] — AN A

ENX6 (B EFN, BDD) IHMERLEH o > 0 e R, AEHKIE B e RV AR t € R, i
dist(£(B),t) < aA(B). BDD ZR#LE—ME R v € L(B) W2 ||t — v|| = dist(L(B),1).

FEXT (k-SAT) k-SAT MRS o = Ne; & H—RFFXIE L (conjunction) ZH B FIA /K
R, HHF DT o= Vvmy; BEZ kDN CFRIHEL (disjunction). 7EHIE k-SAT [A] @,

o WIRAFAE—HIRELER ¢ FMENE, T4 ¢ BN YES 5249;
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o WIS T A AT REIIRAE, o WIMEER I, B4 o R NO SEf).

FE X8 (Max-k-SAT) X TAERL EM k-SAT 5] o = AT e; FI—ANSEHL 6 € (0, 1), Max-k-SAT
FR AW BAFAE—HIRE o 513 3, ci(a) = om.

FEX9 (ETH M4y fEE—NEE e > 0, MFIERELE 257 BRI AR AL n JT 3-SAT 5L

FEX10 (SETH HO41) X FAER T EL e > 0, #AFAE—ANHEL & > 3, AFELERRTE 20— B[]
fif gt n T k-SAT 5.

FEX11 (GapSETH 421)  XHFAEREEL e > 0, #H k(e) F 5(e) > 0, DAELEREAE 2012 [F[A]
X4 n JG k-SAT BRI 252 5 R aeii 2 1 — o #0707l i k.

1% 15 /8 GapSETH T IR MM T] PA M Max-k-SAT 63 GapCVP HIE T VA5 H . A SCH#E
it 22 T ] f VA 24 BV A R T e £

EIRL ([43]) MTAEEMME L FIHEE A #{ve L] |vl, <ML} <2 [29]" - L.

EIE2 ([39]) % t=10(log(n)+2), WAX TAEEME £ C R, W VL' C £,det(L) > 1, WIXS
MR we R HLLF451:

(1) SMEE r > 1, B |L0 (rBY + u)| < 3e™° /2;

(2) XHER /n/2m -t <r < nf2m ot FRE—DEELC, B (L0 (rBY + )| < (Ctr /)™,

(3) MMEE v > /n/2m-t, A |L0 (rBY +u)| < 2(2mer? /n)/2,
Horb By 48 1o YOEUASIAI n 4EBAATER. SCHR [39) Kl L e B 2 RS £ FRNERER.

SIEBL ([7]) MTAERERDNAEL 2m ARES T # 0, FEGMEEERTERY T =T, O
Ty D -+ D Ty, [ERAFEAUH — N0 R FHREIIMEADT 2/3 — 27,

RIERBUEH, X TEEIERE n, 76 [n,2n] AT LB RO T REBCREE. RUILEE —
1< c<2, WA REIEEE i, ATLAE [¢f, oY) bRttt AT S HCRRE. Ja S0k FH 3 gisk.

3 SHURELER

3.1 ThEERE

TEM A SCI VAL R T, Jadft 4B —Phosiade i s (738, 7R AR 5 B (sparsification
lemma). X TH8E HIA& £(B) M—"NEEL p, MR 5| B ARVEXS A i RO T BELIR G, &R 38— 1
M L) Z TS BANEE AL (2, B~ ) = 0mod p WIS (2 NRENLEIEEE M =),

MAEIZ PNz n N, e T—HrEMEE p F i 5| 2.

512 ([22]) N TAERRE p M—HERME 20, 21,..., 28 € Z2, WIH Va € R, o # az; mod p
XTHAE @ 21 AL, AR TN zZp h B SILE I & 2 A

% - % < Pr[{z,z0) = 0 mod p, (z,x;) Z 0 mod p, Vi] < ;17

G 2 HRIEARXT B K — R [ AN AR, AR 2y SHAR MBI (B p). %75
N P B0 A SR A A AR 2 TR RS T 5 B X% £(B) RE p AR 2 € Z7 A5
2 JEHOREE ORI R £ WA, il £ AL £ B3k, ks AN E A T
YErr &, BARTHR T NS 2850 MR
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SIEE3 ([18,22]) X T#& £ CR™ B—4IE B, £ p € 2 MIAE 2 € Z7, FE— D2 [H]
PIEIETEM £ ={ve L] (z,B~) =0mod p} MI—4kE B

FER 513 2 R B4 B, F5 BB A RS AR, T2 mAEEE B TR RBUR &, Bl T-4%
L(B), &% p, BEVLINE 2 € Zy, E R T v, ve. 513 2 2ARYE (2, B~1vy) mod p F1 (2, B~'vy) mod p
PR B 5 Brons LS i, AR TR LS T R ES 2 KNI 0 (B p) RS R, 4> 5] BEE0K,
TEA p N, v, v BRE M EARE R ILEE, RIS TR o Ly, ARV B vy =aB vy mod p. NHE
BRUCFRIE DL, SCER [22] 25 7 R85/ 3.

31384 ([22]) X L(B) c R, & vi,v2 € L RAPIDNARIEME M, v # +vo, o1 = ||va|, FFHXT
£ p>101 M a € Z, Wi /& B 'vy = aB vy mod p, 4 (L, ||v1]]) > p/(201ogp).

XAk, REAEAMTHI G132 I BN EESR P i AR J5A% 1 v #8F £(L, ||v]) < p/(201og p),
FICTT DA G 3K AR 0. SR IXRE I PR A1 S5 A S SR B p BEAR A AN EORIR 2, DL TAEM AT 51 B 2
FIEEM SVP 2| uSVP ()AL s DIEEE LU/, FE IS H — Pl K 7 VAR B FR I T

51385 W TAEREAS L(B) C R, RH p, v1 # +vo € LOB(r) B DATER S, 0HE r < ML)p/2,
ALK TAERE AR (|avi]| < 7, b2 <7 B a,b € Zy, H aB~lv; # bB~ vy mod p.

WEBR  REAFAEI R 51 HE 5 PN B vy, ve W2 aB~ 'y = bB~ vy mod p, HBAH B~ (av, —
bvy) = 0 mod p, KIBEAFAE— & R vg # 0 53 avy — buy = pug > AL)p. BIR, XY vy,v € LNB(r)
Mor < XL)p/2 F)E.

SiGTIE 2 M4, SRR — RIS 55, A LU F g .

EIE3 ([22]) MNTAEERI L(B), — RIIARIEME A yo,v1, -, YN € Lprim, HH i # £yo,Vi > 0,
PLRCREL p > 101, WER €(L, [lyill) < p/(201ogp), Vi, HS 2% F A Z7 A5 BEHLE U & 2

o 5 <Pil(e B ) = 0mod p. (2B ) # 0 mod p. Vil <
X TAER AR A o, 545 BT KE AR (o] 0BRSS AR b ik 538, AT LA (80 51 B,
31886 ([22]) 1205 TR RIS, D £(B) FIEH p fENRA, fith— £ B9TH

£, AR FAERE N = £(L. Jo]) — 1 < p/(201ogp), 2] < M (L)p WK 5 = € £, 8L £ {E K

AHMIF SVP L, A FHI AR

S

1 N 1

- — =< Pr[SVP(L) = +x] < ~.

p p p
R

N N? N

— — — <P <2l € —

P ALY < [l=]]] )

BRSPS T 2 MR T, (9% TAS T OUR KRR (AR 2, R
AR v B ry BORS S EBERIR, A5 4 MU LME Bl A uSVP S241.

SIERT ([0]) fPfE— AN ZTN M ROBEHLELE, LUK £(B) ML p (BN, Bith—A £ 0T
e £ M TAEREW L ML) < <ra < ML)p Al E(L,12) < p/(20logp) HISLHL ry,ry B

1 I f(ﬁ,T1) g(ﬁvTZ)
Pf[)\l(ﬁ ) <7y, )\2([: ) > ’I"Q] > » . <1 — » ) . (1)
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S PRFE A b e — R R ) R I A ) AR P2 R

P o 7 AR S (L, m2) < p/(201logp) B r < A1 (L)p, FFEAME I — M EEIX ], A2
P51 B 5, AT LA B Y 5] .

SI¥E8  f71E 2 LU R BEHLEE, DIKE £(B) FEE p FE RN, il £ 7% £/, X TER
W ANL) <r < e <rg < AL)p/2 F ry < 2ry BISEHL vy, o, 73, A AR

Prlr1 < M(L)) < o, Ao(L)) > 5] > SLE2T2) ;5(5”1) . (1 _ 5(51;3)) , 2)

AT BURTEE, /£ N AR Hpie B kAR5 8.
3.2 RiEXISY

SCHR (9] N TR A L R I DI NE R T SR A Bk SRRy, R R XA R 43 A5 DAE B
IHL) AT BN uSVP SEBI S E L KOS AT I (R #000 2 BEoR . 75 B =2, STk (9] B FH kil o
AR T UERR AT B R K 45, A 75 S br b A,

TR TSR I, A5 SOk (9] A AT AR A 1 5 3t mT DAE B A R R 46 R, TR e B
fih 75 AUE B SE B R V. 7548 A, (R A R 1R 2 BT A3 2 1 i 4 S 80 1847 I ] DR BT
MER 2 BT A ). 7R B A sl 2 ) 40 o] LSS HZ BV AP e B, Len S 3150 Kt S sk
BRI ST, ST axX FhE Bl gh T T 5] 3.

5139 SMERIEREA | > 0, ETEMXE [0, LR EIEmES N - R, SHiHL
f(0) = a, f(I) = b. EEA—AMEREMIXE [a,0] ERARARREE ¢ : R - N, 2HHL g(a) >
0,9(b) < N, -g(a), o a, b 2L a < b IS, N, 22— ADRBE. WRIEEE kLN, WL > N,
MBAAFAE 1< G <UAMHAR g(f(5) <k-g(f(j — 1)) AL

WERR & V5, 9(f (G + 1) > k- g(f(5)). RTAEREM i > 4, #FWHE g(f() > k7 - g(f(5)), Hitk
BARZER g(f(1) > k- g(£(0)), BT g(b) > kb - g(a), X5 51 F A ) PR & 261447 )& .

3.3 JIALHEZE

SCHER [9] 2 T — MM SVP B uSVP WHZAEE, HATHNZENERINIER T 2408 1+ 0(logn/n)
(1) uSVP 72 NP WMER). HET3CHR (9] s BRI L5k, RIS HZ A 20 8 — DB iRoA, hRAR B
T RBRAETT A, 265 T — A D B SHR S, TRV H RS S AL X BRI -
uSVP 11 & HLITTEFE RIS (8] AT LLZBE AN, IF HAEAFE [EERIHAT I ATIR T, RvFEN#ITHEEZ
TN L) uSVP )1,

EHE4 HAEMME v 2> 1R, XN, = suppcpn {€(L,ANL))}, 2 IEFHL bk, 1L LA
K k> 29,k = Ny, h < poly(n),l < poly(n). & ' =Y < /2, ¢ HEXIE [¢f, ¢ ocicn AT
R AT R ECR R E AL, I HWEAEL I > (c+ 1/0)N,. FAE—DBENEERE 4-SVP 343
v'-uSVP, ZHIEMIZATI (8] L5 poly(n) - k, HABIIMERA KT EMHECT

WERR MR SERE AN £ B—d3E B, HBEMAE—A v-SVP 52l XA E 0 =
0,....h IIXTA] [¢f, Y] BT ERECRFER R p,. AT NP IR

(1) DAk £ Fdg—AFRE p; TE VBN GIEE 8, 193] — &I T4% {L:}.

(2) A £; FENSIN T +/-uSVP i S AL, K SO T i v & (o), IR
AR mL T K.

(3) EE UL EMABER kIR, R B R AR A
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T TR SR AIE B TR PR VA1 24 3 e e B 4 R

BB ER. HAEEREAR » MR, EF—KPITH, TEPAT b KFEEEH, K51 4/-
uSVP i E AU h YR ARYE 513 3, 3 FH AR e B A e — AN BEAL A% R FE 2 43 s, TR,
TE BT EL R (1 X 8] A A 0T DA A AT RBCRAE. 46, 1T N, = suppera {6(L, A (L))}, HRIEEH 1
WA N, <#{vel||v] <AANB)} <2-[29]" — 1, HIEE h < poly(n) HAGEN. 25 LATE, A7)
TR 28 H A 29 B3R A 25 AT BT 75 LA AT AN 2 poly (n), RIS IR I L 51 (for B = Is 4T R
Wk IR) BTIEFER I TEA poly(n) - k.

RRINEREE. 45 £ PR S e TR MR Ry, Bk, 2 o = ML), ME—1di=1,...,
Uy =~"rg, FEHE S roq =ro/2. #IBIIFE 9 WE £(i) =+"'ro, g(f(i) = (L, £(3)), AAFE—
0<j<l—1, FRARER (L, 1) <k-E(L,r) BOL XBEARWIEGE j 2L AR NESL

T B AR TERE v < v2, BT i < /200 < 2rjoy. BRIE, SHER MK LE X (A
(rj—1,rj] HHIRE A v DUARKEAEXIE] (rj,rje] PR A v, B Yo > 2 € Z,u # wo. AWiHRIE
35,10 < ANL) < AN(L)pjr /2. (TE—MIE DL FIERANAZEX AL, X BEAG LB pjro> vy, JFLEU
B AR A 1 S BRI ).

E X FE By il ARG E EAT B TR B, ERTA KB v AR S ALK
JELEIXTA] (rj_y,ry] R —DARERE SFUREA. RIEHRGEH 8, X FIRALEHEA NG AT
B L I RATERIERE pjr, WIHR 0" < (c+1/e)6(L,7j41) < &1 (ARYERTTHIFT ORI 9, — EAFAEIRFE
DX, AEAA R AL

Pr[E;] =Prlrj_1 < M(L') <15, Ao(L) = 7rj44]

@ &(L,r5) = E(L,rj-1) (1__ §(£7Tj+1))

by by
®) (k—1)E(L,r;) < B g(mjﬂ)) (3)
> 1
kpj: Dy
© (k—1)c2(L,r)) (i) (k—1)c?
k(1 +2)26(L,r501) ~ k2(1+c2)?

NHZ AR (3) M&I: RMIEAEX (2) TURRIAENX (). FIRIERTSCR, § e
E(L,rj) < k-E(L,r5) MER/ME, FTLL €(L,75) > k- E(L,75-1), W E(L,75) — E(Lyrj_1) > E(L,r5) —
E(L,ry)/k, BRI EIAZEL (b).

BT pyoe [0, H ' < (c+ 1/)d(L,rj) < L FTEL (14 1/AE(L,r541) < pyr <
(1+ AL, 1) XBERNEITA /(1 + 2)a),1/(1 + 1/c*)a)) WEE (1 — ax) £ 2 = 1/(2a)
ISR RAE, BT EL py BT 26(L, rjq), FIRBEERTN FUBOR, BAE py H83E (1+1/2)E(L,rj41) BL
(14 A)E(L, i) WBUSR/ME (ZFHAE). B 1+ )L, rj) B py BEIA%ER (o). b, H
E(L,rjp) < k-E(L,ry) WTRMRRIASER (d). Bk (3) Bor.

HL) R R IGS AT BN R ||lz]| < yAL) IR Rz BB AN T AR AR — AN 5249 s D (1
Pr(E;]. ¥IXAIEMALIAT b R, BEREE (2] < AAL) Mg A o FIREANT 1- (1 -
Pr[E;)F. R4 et = lim,, oo (1 — 1/n)", FIHI (3), XT 780 KM k Ha FA%ER:

(k’ — 1)82 k _c2 2)2?
Prl||z| < yA(L)] > 1— (1 - Pr[E;])" > 1— (1 “RaTeE) ~ 1— e ¢/0+e),

P E B 4 VAL SEA R B 28 DR Y 1 B2 KT F I 4L
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S PRFE A b e — R R ) R I A ) AR P2 R

AR B B, G RAE S — A P R e B DI B T — A o/-uSVP 5245, BEE R uSVP
SR A EREASEEMENE r, HARRRERMBKAE « IRESAET », H
rj <aro = YA(L), PR 15 B RORL A BT 5 ZOR I SVP I L.

BIRMYRA. BUERIENI T LSRR py RS, Bk, 2 5 € {0,1} I, FTULEEX AR £
JS2F A s BN TS 2 BT RS 2 5 = 0 I, o] DU IR i e BRECE 51 81 1 Kazis L — e i
AT A 2R I uSVP SEHI (IR — AN i), IR AN T B gy T 5t

BB =1, XM T €(L,m1) >k, FTEL £(L,7541) > k, pjr >k > 2y (k > 2y A EH A
ZRZ ). A rjp <AML) < M(L)pjr/2, RN FEEE 8 BESR. FSL b, WHAFI N £ 2
TLHBBH) v K, —BADT n 200 (EERES) R, Bt M2 8 ZoRMERH—
SEAFIE.

e B S RS ECS SR (9] PIRASEOCR. SR [9) TR TEIEE 7 A
LRI T IR, ARSI T A i AEE S (1) FE. By S 518 8 1H5 A2 5%
RIBCIIMEZ N 7, BRI R A (2) A, MRASET RIS B 2% R, A% (1)
A (2) B9AT A RT LAIEALL S BT T 4 7% 3K

(&/p) (1 = (&/p)), (4)

gy & NER HRIREXRT o MRE 2(1 — ax),x € (0,1/a) FITERT, B5 p MIHE 26 R (4)
FRIEERCR. 513 7 o SR B p SA RS N & TREE & < p/(201ogp), A (4), 21K
FU IR T AN I

(51/(5220 logp)) (1 —(1/(20 logp))). (5)
513 8 W RYF p TRAHL 26, HHATLMMEFER L (1+1/)6 <p < (1+ )& MR, BER
BB 1R SR (4), 75000 20 R T %0

(&/ (@0 +e)) (1= (1/0+e)). (6)

MK (5) F(6) AT, FIFESECT ot I8 2 FE R — R I SRR T 5K S 4h, SRk (9] HiE
LYEFIER R T 20 > o', R— MRS T v = /e < 2. RSCHUE TR A I TC AR BRI,
AT DARR 3 75 BBl SR B, DRk 0 29 5500 S 3R 1 2 800 B LG ST (9] R I EE K.

3.4 IEHETEIAVLEIR

E— AR, A H— ] Sy 200/ logm) [lLERL A | = O(logn), k = 200/ log )}
PR EAB LT {y e L] lyll <AANL)}Y < 2[29]" — 1 K S, ATUAESILLF & HE.

IS5 HEERER v > 1, 21IEBE 1 = O(logn), k = 200/1en) 1 < poly(n). FELE—AFEHL
NG 4-SVP AL R /uSVP. Hit o = U/ BN L IZ AT ) E 5K 200/ lesm) 3¢ H H T
MR R TN A

BENSEARNEHE 4 T3] B ge, R HIERW S 2 50— 2. EIME R E R 21X A
SRR BT T o KA, XTI RT DU R TR 51 BSR4 " 1R A

1310 XN TEERLEMHEE ~y M c, & ¢ =1+c/logn, ¥ | WEN ' logn, A RLAFIE—NHE
o ERATER >y oL
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WERR X TAEESA E IS Y Fl e, ¥ ¢ WEAN—DMRKT Iny/c B 18 n’ = logn/c, {EEF,
(1 +C/10gn)ln710gn/c — ((1 + 1/n/)n’)1n’Y ~ eln'y = .

I, 2 ¢ > Iny/c B, SEFRDKE n 8F AL >y, Bl o/ > 410

ERSTE, E 2 TR (AR, S4UE B RS RIE uSVP & NP MR RIE IR A (1 +
O(log(n)/n)), X T 75 K n X BBBIFILLIEF 1+ c/logn B K.

F—H, EERBAAEENIZATR A R EEIGRT k. AU kSR 2n/O0en) JERE TR
O(logn) PR 82 4/, XT3 KE) n FUEBRIHEE « TS, 7 k< 25m.

FIAER. DUERIRER LI AL FIETE R v FR B0 R SRS R R B, AifEse — A
SE R [R] B 5 20m.

YHhRMHUTSHEE: | = 01), k = 200 RIFH AN ER {y € £ ] |yl < 4ML)}Y <
2[29]" — 1 THEE NS, TW%UTEB’J%@.

EI6 HEMEFH > 1, EFE - NEENFEE e, 4 1=0(1), k=2"", h < poly(n). fE{E—
AMBENLVE LR 4-SVP JHZ1%] 4/-uSVP. § EP v = AV ZREUEE S AT I T _E SR poly(n) - k < 207,
H H I I KT 20 A

XFATRE L  FUEER 1, BiResAR2IRIE IR T+ 2 — AN EL DU R e Lk e B A
LFE) 1T BESARFFROL. 2 1 R RO BT, RZEREE &k B Y /N RIS 3 20 B0 1 R 2 AT I
[HTE 20 2 . B8R, 76~ BB, 18U |/ 0K, TR R 25 52 Re S O e BT 1R
N L EE. BT RRESEC R kR K > N, Ik BAERE T VRS AT, ARG e kR
HWERN 27 B amIA SRS T | PIAER: 1> 1 +1log(y +1) + 1/n)/e. BHAL®R: B
H 6 ST KT (14 log(y+1))/e HIIEREE 1 AR

SRMEIL—. MW AL R DR 1 M EULAUSRME CVP & GapSETH FAMER, X FAE=
W e, WAFAE—DHEE y(e) > 1, £ GapSETH N RIEAEIZATI /N 20— [af IE S v Wik
R CVP HISE. 5630k [14]) AN CVP 2 SVP 152, AXEE kg5 e FAEE AT SVvP. 3L
A ERTH AR M SVP B uSVP KAL) GEH 6), Al IS8 RIBSEONEEET 1 K50
uSVP fE GapSETH Nt HRMER (A e EH 2R TR).

3.5 BDD ) GapSETH E MM

IAER /R ESCH R T uSVP R AR MELS L TR R BDD ZEARE LR IR AR MELS 0. AN
(&R a1 T3k [11]) R4 H M 4-uSVP F (1/4)-BDD [IH%).

SaMEL . 45530k [11] PRI y-uSVP F| (1/4)-BDD VHZFET IS R T uSVP 1)
GapSETH WAEVESS 16, AT LIS RI4518: SKIESHEON/NT 1 BEHH) BDD 2 GapSETH WM. &
BRI, (A BDD SEBISE AN, XA R — e R LoReh T3 Selr g 3 07 i — 2k
AR (CCHR [17) 53] BDD SEHISEA—E /N T 1).

3.6 H—HUUARIAREM

BRJEFRE — TR [9] AR A2 0L, AR L A MPIEE, BaREE TR &
Ja LR B BON S 5E IR O N T 51 2 2. 15128 2 MUBEALIE, 2680 51 BN JEiE 0 245 21
o, DR G AR AR R R BB B A ) e g 5
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S PRFE A b e — R R ) R I A ) AR P2 R

BRI, AT S P ORI iR o3, 78 p ARG R R E. RIS R
WX SR, X TRy IR £ RERE p RV, IR E B B T £ FF 6 A/-uSVP
5 UM N maxp {Pe{Ir. A (L)) < 1, Ao(L) > +/r,rank(L! 0 B(/r)) = 1| P]}.

RASH. BBCERATIA A TR BIRKIBAT IR AN T 6(n), IAPTREFFZIH) uSVP L4
PIZET N maxp{y | Pr[3r, A1 (L) <7, Xo(L') > 4/r,rank(L' N B(y/'r)) = 1| P] = §}.

R R, TR EH 4 o KRR T J¢, I8 SCHR [9] haa s Zh iR T
TR RE T — Pkl 375 32, RS 8 2 1R 93 U5 3, A LIRS A (0 IR T 5

4 FRERLH uSVP

WARHE £ W2 VL C L,det(£) > 1 MFRFGEH B e 2, fEFaE i BT IS 3t e
1 AR A L RS N B S AR O 4 o o BIRRE, SRS TR A A RIS A
B OUHEBRER B R B 1[J2ME425

AU SCAEAS P i e BEA AN SVP 21 uSVP AR, R 7 /el B 2R 4/ < V2. AN
XA PR 26 1F, BRI uSVP LIS BRI 2, B —2 1R BR .

WRIESIHE 5, T LG SH o/ 5SS SO, IR — SRAE ORIE 8 B A 1 RT3 N B/ B Y
$Em uSVP LI SEGE . Bk, nrLAZs Han T~ 5] 2.

51311 X FALEMME £(B) € R, B¥ p, S8 r < m MR 2 L 22, & ¢ HEKXI
[, T ocicn AT DL AT RECRAE I EEL, 7 R & < (c+ 1/c)€(L,ra) < I B/ NESL,
MIXTE] [¢7, T ERAEAREI— N R p, HIE T HHIHE: £ = {ve L] (2, B~ z) = 0mod p}, WKL E
(SHO AL 7o < ML)p/2, LA PrIM(L) <, Aa(L)) > 1 [ €(L,72) = 1] > (imys - S50

A 751 11 25, BhEess ool 5 B FSCRIER RIS HEE RPN SVP 2] uSVP B IHZIHE
BRI SRR T SCEA R E B 4 X uSVP IS PR 1.

E7 WTEEMNERL p, TEIE Y < p/2, i N, = suppcpn {E(L,ANL))}, 2 IEBEL bk, 1
ARLLTFAZER k> 4,k > N, h < poly(n),l < poly(n). & ' =~ ¢ FEXIE [, cHocicn LT
E R AT R ECRFE I E AL, I B EAER M > (c+ 1/e)N,. AAE—DNHENLEIER -SVP 423
7/-uSVP, ZEIERIZATH A SN poly(n) - k, FRIHMERA KT 21 E T .

MERR  IAERIERH, fE 8 ¥ T SHIRGIZ )G, w2 4 Bk R E R T IER S 7.

VFAAREE. X EAAEHRELPRRFFAL, ISR L, A5 MG e B, &5 A uSVP
S LI E G T AT IX LD R

BBl E®R. T n A N, FHEASZHSEIR G EEm, Fr LLEE s AT I 8] B R AR AR,

RRINMREE. X HEARRRE T 4 MMESE T FUuE B b B4 s 40 07 AR S T (L, r41) < k-
E(L,7;) B 5, BFIRH T v < p/2, B 70 <ANL) < M(L)p/2. IXIR, TEBATHER AT
JEWR E(Lry) = E(L rjpr) = 1 BT £ WRAESIEE 11 72 2 DL EESRIT4% £ b, KEA R
rie1 HEHEERE B 2L (v = ML) BIME—— A i, AR MAR RS S B 5, 3R HYS
v NI R MK EEERR T vy ARAESIEE 11, 7 DA 3 R T2 T 5

CQ

PrAi (L") <7y, Ao(L) > rjpr [E(L rj) = 1] = RS

R SaSCh— 8%, XEAHESR.
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TR IR B 7 Bef kIS0, TR, XEACE R AT Y 250 MEERNEE. Bk
KT 6, ] LA H RTS8,

EIES X TEEN p, HEMTEEE 1 < v <p/2, XIEBE 1 =0(1), k= 2", h < poly(n). F1E
—MBENLEERE 4-SVP IFZE] o/ -uSVP. Hrh o = ot ZBEHLEE ST 1) RSN poly(n) - k, IF
HI IR A KT R HECT 5

WX AN 2729 — 1 AEAR& RUE S BT E B 6, FRE0RIE [ > (1+log(y+ 1) + 1/n)/e.
PEEHS IR uSVP SEBIRIBECT AN 4T, X o BUR PR AT LS 3

lim ~/ < lim 4&/(1Ho8(r1)+1/n) < gelimy o (log)/(1+log(r+1)+1/n) _ e
Yoo Y=o

A DUE BRI G O0 T BRI B 1 X5 " BOBR S, HA3RIE) uSVP Sl i) 24 b R38N
T V2. AT LR aSVP SEA 2 E ) 2 B R AN BT A S ER ), 12 AA% B S dn SRAE
FH B R B AR A s AN B 0T DS B S 400 K45 R

XF— RIS, BT A J7 1280 R B il B B A e —Va B N s SN, ek BRI R TR
%H/\ff%*éﬁ SRR T A28 4, AR 2 B 2, FERR LA 2510, A DL R A

(1) 34 (log(n)) i, 12N (rBy)| < 200,

(2) él r=0(/n) B, [£N(rBy)| < 2003 lalealm);

(3) 3 r = O(log(n)y/n) W, [£N (rBy)| < 20(nloslos(n),

N TH B R ) B A R R AR e R £, TR IR AN B A, RS AR BILEIXFE AR T A%
HCF SVP Fil uSVP &M A R 458,

XFr= (log o)y ARSI LN rBy| < 2000, BERUANEIE /(L) BT FRE] A(L) 1)

I feMi, A R T £ KN » BAE M L iRYE B RZe, XN A RS 2000 A

BUAEZS FEAEAT uSVP 161 5 ML L R LR AR SVP, ZAERI A uSVP i 5 MLk B BN -~ 1
M, LR EME £ HEEL uSVP S, IF H B R B K ROZ AL ro [, BT E) aSVP
I E ML ER AT AR5 (EDAE K uSVP SEBI I S EUR T RE K.

A k=2 T KEARE r = O(22 V) [ RURZ T 2000 RPN EL L = 0(1) fE45
kb > 200 iR¥E e 7, PLIAF R 1 uSVP LB SEANT (r/NL)YE = O((n/log? n)/ D). T
1 e —ANHEHL WALE R uSVP SE6 S HHEFS bl & 4

Xfr o= 0(yn) VLI r = O(log(n)y/n), AAER |£nrBy| < 20mloslos()) Ittt | W E K
O(loglog(n)), k AR BEE N 27 AANEH 8, A FHEIIFR AR

log(Cq) g(n)
7/ % _ (le) T lo gl 2(n) — QTylogl g(n)+2021 2Tog(m) Ay nl/o(loglog(”))

Hrp €y, Cy N O F5 BB EL FIFER, 2 r = O(log(n)y/n) B, AT A5 2

log(C1)

£(n
v = (C1log(n)y/n)c=1 SToEGT — 903 TesTostmy 305 Tea Tty T &5 ay 1/ Olloglog(n).

i BRI AR S, MRAESCHR [19], B g S EGER I SVP ANE 2 GapSETH HXER) 1. {H
DR T LAMBBE LS AN A7 A BE 5 £ AR B0 [R] PSR A% S HGE I SVP LGN SRE. & 24 Bhas A,
XEZ AT K uSVP L5 ] DU SCER [11] F R8T BDD 14518
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S PRFE A b e — R R ) R I A ) AR P2 R

5 B

AR SVP F| uSVP AL AT T oG, @i SRR 24 Sk R BCRAE SRS, e T
VAL B AR FLUR, A5 B I S B BR 1) 2 AR R IE T BRI IR . AR ERE sS AN E M, 58
R 4 {7 F PR BR 1) 2% A 0 V38 BRI AR R AR AN B I R A, MR R T AL R IR, T Ho AR )
ZHE KM SVP 3| uSVP HIIAZI2E5E 1 IR,

TEHBZ WA R 264 R, AR R T HES M SVP 2 uSVP %), XA S ELLE £ T
SR TR RS R R 2. 851K B TEZ TN, B2 I SVP Rl uSVP —
HIE AR R TN

SEATER RIS B SR8 T SR B M SVP #] uSVP 1A, X
— &5 N 2 T (] T S BT AR R T BLIR S

[F, AR T KT uSVP R Z 451048 nT LUL T Ik AL e sk BDD 7EXf B2 fF
M A4 18, UHIRLE A uSVP 18 GapSETH T [¥ IR Me P 45 FAZ B R4 T BDD [ 1R HE P45
R, BB LUEF I BDD LIS EUNT 1 WX AE, R IA X T BDD 7E GapSETH
N BB L B PR A R (LT B A

Bt #FRARETHFSZERRUERL, #8 T XEN T3, (FF FOTTORH.
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Abstract The intractability of uSVP (unique shortest vector problem) is the foundation of the security of some
popular lattice-based cryptographic schemes. The study of its computational complexity plays an important part
in the lattice-based cryptography. However, the research progress on the difficulties of uSVP under different
parameters is very slow. There is also a lack of research on the fine-grained hardness of uSVP. In this work,
we presented an improved reduction that allows for a fine-grained reduction of SVP (shortest vector problem)
instances to uSVP instances. Our reduction has a potentially greater success probability and allows more flexible
parameters. Using this reduction, we demonstrated the following results: (1) we presented a reduction from
SVP to uSVP with greater parameters, in a super polynomial setting; (2) assuming the GapSETH (gap strong
exponential time hypothesis), we presented a reduction from SVP to uSVP with subexponential running time
and constant parameters, which proved the intractability of uSVP under GapSETH,; (3) all results above can be
transferred into the hardness results of BDD (bounded distance decoding), hence BDD with a parameter strictly
smaller than 1 is also intractable assuming GapSETH; (4) by combining our reduction with an upper bound for
the number of lattice points in stable lattices, we presented several reductions from SVP to uSVP with parameters
beyond constant.

Keywords shortest vector problem, unique shortest vector problem, computational complexity, fine-grained
complexity, complexity reduction
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