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g ok EF, 54 3 e 29] Adjelch
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th. 714} site?] Fodel® B8R, N*=0(N)o]
o2 7z gaAslth 24 O(N,/N)7HE] message”}
2R}




HEAR o ¥ Zeed 21

. Ao, AAG ARE AP
B4 ZREeZ
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EENE G 9E w7bx] 7ok

(2) ube FHE3 MAX Alololl Hrigk MAXE

A Akt

o Al o] ZREF9 elugbilg Hvidich
el 4.1, & siter} A 4) 9

W Eogeha,
i

A}
T siters 27| EAYR S o Hujgke &

bk,

BY: A7 EAMAL Hdglo] site j7F 7FA A
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F7H A= obgab g

D jel ol Ao, site i7F V;E WA okw
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2) j£L; - aLd] l]oﬂ it site = 7ol Qg
(incident) m71e] 4% &, shiel) Lajolnt g},
o] A1z} Azl ‘d"} i ]E} skt A A roundel A,
site jv= AHAle) @t Vi E el Mofelsh, g,
7} A 2)ell A A4k M/\X, 2 Vjolefopt g,

W roundel 4 site i+ O\ W el A Rajelnt

oh:}- LElER, site 7} sHAl 4) oA AAKEE FH
ek Violejopt gl e{ng, glo] spxe

Yol C]r. n

18] 12] Projective Plane®l W&k Zelj gt #)4he-
IE 1ol BedFoh 7 osite 7Y M e B
Vi& Apale] sitelge} 21 stede). 24k, Finite
Projective Planes?} & 8k4] ¢ 9ol o shed
b AAE BEle] dwgicl

E 1. N=79u), 2ozt A4+

2 o gboA Ak

Site no. oA 2 koA 4
1 max{1,2.3,4,6}=6 | max{6,6,7,7.7t=7
2 max{2,1,6.5,4}=6 | max|6.6.7,.7.7}=7

3 max{3,1,7,6,5}=7 | max{7.6.7.7.7}=7
4 max{4,2,1.7.5}=7 | max{7.6.6.7,7}=7
5 max{5 4. 3.2, 7}=7 | max{7.7.7.6.7}=7
6 max{6,3.2,1,7}=7 | max{7,7.6,6,7}=7
7 max{7,3.4,5.6]=7 | max{7.7.7.7,7}=7

Olldl 4.1, N=59 %2} =gk A4

HxzAe] 3.2 FelA ¥kEe] Finite Projec-
tive Planes”} EA8}2] o= 9ol 7MY site B2l
atod sl 4 FELl, N= ‘)*1»}384
Planes?} &8l 714 ‘-}'-9' N*iz 7ole). 8=
2, 2708) 7 site o] 4 '1'3}. °l 714} site B
W3 g 22 63 7olu} 5?4 ol 7709 siteH-&-

Finite Projective
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Hojzt A4 T2 e g Falshd "ok old, 7t
site 529 %7132 MININT(A 2"l 288 5
A 7HA 2k Age)olofok dirt. 7} site”} 7HA L
AE B Vi, 1£i£5, 5 A4l site Wzl 3k,
Ve=0°l3L Vy=00]2} & ] Hoigh Aibdse 3%
20 Fojzlc},

¥ 2. N=5¥u)], izt AL

H oo g A A
Site no. < A 2 % A 4
1 max{1,2.3.4,0}=4 | max{4,5,5,5,3}=5

max{2.1,0,5,4}=5
max{3, 1,0,0,5}=5
max{4,2,1,0,5}=5
max(5.4,3,2,0}=5
6(0) | max{0,3,2,1,0}=3
7(0) | max{0,3,4,5,0}=5

max{2,4,3,5,5}=5
max{5,4.5,3,5}=5
max{5,5,4,5.5}=5
max|{5, 5.5, 5,5} =5
max{3,5.5,4.5}=5
max{5,5,5,5.3}=5

G o W

H ozt A 222 2k Al A gl dial
#47k& A4kl 713} Finite Projective Planes
7y EAQEA e Aol 7MY sitegel 2SR
MAXINT(A| 2=l A 238 § e 7P 235
Zreths A& Astas 9o Z2eds Zrh

5. & AAX =2 EF

FAR] 2w N7RS] ghEe] 2 sitewlc} shuby
A= ] givka sk FAle 2R e
ke Aelw, FAloll Al2" W) 2= siteEol
e A E = ok o] TREES Fw
A7l A% Aol

& site ioll4] s T2EES oS ok

e

g A ZREE

oAl 1. iELj°]-31 i# < site joll A AH419) 3k Vi &
Bk

CHAl 2. (1) j Lol i%i2 m7R9] site jE2 F-E
e g w7kx] oo

(2) we 253 V9§, SUM;& A4kt
CHA| 3. j €L; °) 2 127 site joll A SUM{& 2t
A 4. (D i €Lyoli ix m7H9 site jE= €

e g gzl 7)gEch

(2) w2 53 SUMS) &, SUM; & AlAtetct.

(3) SUM; =SUM; - m*V; & A4t}

e Aele o] TIEEF9 elAlS HolFEr].

HMa| 5.1. & site?} DA 4) 2] Al-E EWcpd,
I sitew &27]) 2A3W gEe 3 LF3ch

b

BH : site 7 @A 99 A#S Bk sk
site iv= w7 2)ellA Lol 2= e ZE site
Eo] 7H 2 e BEF Vo § SUME Al
ER iy iy EE L L L 4 RE
site52] 7o) & AT iy il 21E1A
Ak e A 4)dA site 7} BA "k 2
gug, TReFo] rr] Ad site 1= ol UA
g(incident) m+170) AS(L; 2k L; L L;, ",Lim)
o ti$shes e #eE 7%]4‘"‘4 [4‘3] 2]l
w2}, & ol m+ 10 AE F AuE 7 Al
s FEa Aol 24 shhdoeld). w3 Fe
1l 2J3led, Projective Planed] 22 -2 ol={dt
m+1708) A5 F shiel ¥ dejokdt At 1
sz, A4aE 3 5 MY BE Bl AF
a4 gbH osiRA "ok 9] g 7 m+ 1784
XAkl 9\19\1&& m+1‘fH Az}, o]7ie o
2HE 9 gL Ve mH WEeEA gt

1% 19] Projective Planeo] W& § A4 £
3ellA] BojAck, 7 site7} 7HA AL ole g A1
site W&o}, Finite Projective Planes7} &) 31%]
de AS, & A dACAe} ohriAZ B8 %
71 site 52 Aedstol §F A4t T2 S FYshd
ek 7} siteEo]l & @9 & AAEke A

olmg st siteEo] EI|E2E 0F A
s gk N=52 759 A4 Ads E 4ol
Foizlch
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E£3. N=7%d, g A4

3 A A
Site no.|] & A 2 % A 4
1 1+2+3 = 6 10+14+ 6—2%*1 =28
2 2+4+6 =12 6+14+12—-2%2 = 28
3 3+5+6 =14 6+14+14-2%3 = 28
4 4+5+1 =10 12+14+10—-2+4 = 28
5 5+2+7 =14 14+10+14—-2*5 = 28
6 6+7+1 =14 12+14+14-2%6 = 28
7 7+3+4 =14 14+14+14-2%7 = 28

¥ 4. N=5¢ud, 3 A

g A 4

Site no. 2% A 2 % A 4

1 1+2+3= 6 10 + 1+ 6-2*%1=15
2 2+4+0= 6 6+ 7+ 6-2%2 =15
3 3+5+0= 8 6+ 7+ 8-2%¥3=15
4 4+5+1 =10 6+ 7+10—-2%4 =15
5 5+2+0= 7 8+10 + 7-2*5=15

6(0) [ O0+0+1= 1
7(0) | 0+3+4= 7

6+8+1-2x0=15
7+1+7-2%¥0=15

6. Lower Bounds

AF7A] =98 FAE A, site i7} 713
Ve 4XE olF7] fa BE o} sitedllA] A
Y= Askel] A v|Hopuk s, o712 F
round3ltol] o] Feizjel g}, 2t dAA site 17}
BABR= siteE9] # A4-E keb AL F round
2] messageiL®o] Bud V& 7R #o} (k+1) *k
N9 siteell A& mA 4 k. WeF F round
grol| A=]7} o} o] Ariwd, (k+1)*k=Nojejo} &
o, 27e k7b 0(/N) e e}, mtet 7
sitevlt} ¥ T2 EE-S Ay, ZE I
EZE) ulgt k9 @& Ay z2ejmE, dAE
o127 s O(N,/N) message’} B&3}n], &
=59 22 eFo] optimal Y& & F Stk g
o] BAMPHE 7} round 359t A=ty Y,

O(N*N'©) 9] Baldx 22 egs g3y 5 glo
g} 71 o). o] 72 A4-5l & messaged] AT
round 35 Alej2] tradeoffe] H=z}al zeolch

7. Finite Projective Planes®] 7%
7.1. Z & 2}l w7 (Orthogonal Latin Squares)

lete Prolectlve Planes& T%317] $ls A=
3 wbAe] wighg Fa glenz, o
# BAES AR g 2§ Alske 3
S2]E Aash] upsich

Heol 7.1, nle] faE ox 3, o= ek g
Wk Q& sted n?709 entryE 7F3 A e
(Square Matrix) o] B %% & 71§ order n9l =}%l
4t (Latin Square) ]2} &k,

2lel wh4(Latin Square)«] RAEs 74 1,
2,--,nole}t 2k 7 kel W 7‘3 51:‘ ay 7 S,
= |l el =H3bed, n27H-4 A" 4l (g by) 7t
2E AZ gEogdy, S SE Z‘-]ill(orthogonal)
e 2k} (% i=1.2,-,n 283 j=1,2,
<-,nolch) 7F4 28 orderd 7Hzl #hel Aol
A 7.10] Feix)ar, H&she PR A (g
by) 7} Foizlt.

OofId| 7.1. order n=3<1 i =g ¥
231 213 (2.2{3,1D(1.3)
S;=|123] S,=/132 (1,1){2,3)(3,2)
312 321 (3,311,202,
o2, 7 olate] gl WAHER o]Fezl
AgE e Bak olelsk H i) ol 2hd WA e

7t o] A wolw, o] AE AR Auql =l W
2% (mutually orthogonal latin squares)® °]#

oA Agtele} wei.

H2| 7.1, order ng! A2 Axwql =y WAHAES
n-17§ o]A &a¥ 5 glch
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n=702] order nal ME AAmel &l WAHER
213 3 (complete set) o)} &t
8 ubAe A s, AMA
AR n“7H-4 A F .?_7“ g

Aol A /‘1 2 ok 5L FAlel AMujdsiol
goh sbd Al dstede, 2 ek WA Al
o] glaTo] =S #4, F, 1,2, n, HE M
A= =% by ¥ch
ol 7.2. Az Azl g WHER oF4al
b Alge] ohg F RAS S gd sk R%
218+ (complete standardized set)l2}h ¥t
(1) 2 2}l wpAe] A 139} AaEe) Al &

Aoz wed =] ek
(2) o) Agre]l & = WAL A 1d0] AdF
FAH R vl =] et

Mzl 7.2, 459 9450 289 F dv B
%= poll Bisted, order nal ME Azl 2pE W
AEZ o]FoiAl skl TFE Ae] A= st &
i,

2g 4 ek
7.2. Finite Projective Planes®] A4 <3elF

o] #ol| 4} Finite Projective Planes® &3k
ob 2] 22 Aekate}. Finite Projective Planes® 7}
Ao Aa ghel wAe] ghd EF Al el A
whgol zch Al 7.1% 7.200 wel ojedt 2

- =
WA order nol 259 Hed o EAFE & 7

order me| Finite Projective Plane2l|
o

K=m+1°]g} 312 K-271¢ &% A 2hd #
HE, 5,5y S0l FolAlthi 3zt Finite
Projective Plane®] 7+ A1E-& &3 22 NxK

Ade] 7 ol laln EdEh

i b
W

Ny
M, :

Np
My | NT | V| Vi Viq
M | NT | Vg | Vi Voq
Mg | NT | Vo | Vi Vg

N x K

o}, p=K-1°]2 g=K-2°|=,

w=[12 - Kli«
i
M= | 1<i<K
(K-Dx1
Ni=EK+1 K+2 K+(K—l>]1x(k_1) + [r r -

Mens 1 <0 CK-1013 r=(K-DxG-1Deleh
(N, vhAlet it Nejojeb deh)

NTE N, o) 5 4e mBgeeA 4 3l
N8 A daeleh Z,

i

K+1 7
N'lr= K+2
K+(K+1) (K-1)x1
Vi (i=1,2,-, K- 1°]-T’— =12, K-2)= 37

S 2 o1Fo1n kA
Ac), ehel BAEE Be qto] BAIskAL

1
Sy=Llj Jk-vxk-n

2
So=L1 Jexvxk-D
K-2
Sk.z =Ll “Jk-vxen

I;’_}'; lij c {1,2,"',K—1}°]E}-
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Nioh ebd WS, S1.Sy, o+, Sk o, ol WSk, V= s W=[1234] Ny=[567]
the3} o] uhge] i}, =[8 9 10] =[11 12 13]
F“Nj+1 at llll th row '5"
"
V~ Nj2+1 at 1112 th row N] - 6
ij L7 ]
. o
Nj+11 at li](K_l) th rowj (K-1)x1 1 2 3 4
- M=|1| M=[2| M=[3| M=|4
B, N/ N9 jpHA ool 9 94E epich L1 2 3. 4
arelgel orel, Vi N o QAER olF

Aaz, el WA S A o] Ve 4 ke
HAE A7) A AHEEdSE °.—.-.P n

-

ol

AL
OIMl 7.2. N=13%dl, N-& m=39] §+2 £dd
T ook &, 13=3°+3+1°]ch 2] 3 Aol

2% Az 2.4°) o2} order”}t 3¢} Finite Projective
Planeso] #a§& %+ 4 <lch. Finite Projective
Planes®] 7 AFEE F537] S8, A g«

3+ 4 ZF Y] Feslch, m=30|mi,
A ebgl wbAe] sbd 35 3%he Z7)7) 3x34
2709] 2pel v, S 3} S, o] ek §,5% Sy
v5# 3k
123 123
S] = 231 Sz = 312
312 231
S S8 Al1del A #4, F 1,2,3,0)%
Si19] Al 19 gk ApAE Aol w, S 7 S, EF
/571_;11 a}_F{| Bol-z}o]o o}— - olb} oL]y—J 01] HZ]E}
Finite Projective Planes?] A1%-& c}&3 e =2
717k 13x49 YPH2 189 5 <)
- w ;
N,
M, N,
N;
My, | Ny | Vi | Vy
"
My N, Var Vi
M, N Vi Vi
L 1 13x4

V11;Vg1‘"}’ V‘:,-]“‘ /—11"11' S -" | lag'
A 38l 2la) A w

V=

Vi =

Vlzv VQZSI}‘ Vg) ’IA] S)

aleh.

P
s

Vip=

ulRjeto 2 gle) o
sted 13709 7+ AE5S

32 Obo

o},

[ 8 at 1 th row |
9 at 2 th row
L10 at 3 th row J

[ 8 at 2 th row
9 at 3 th

L10 at 1 th

row
row |

[ 8 at 3 th row

9 at 1 th row

L10 at 2 th row._

(11 at 1 th
12 at 2 th
13 at 3 th

row
row |

11 at 3 th row
12 at 1 th

L13 at 2 th

row

Irow 4

[11 at 2 th row |
12 at 3 th

L13 at 1 th

row

row |

of

Feo] Aeh.

—

HE](column vector

)
kg gro] A4

A 288, el

13 |

12

3—01

L
=
A

T,
i\

B
{
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1 2 3 4 |
1 5 7
1 8 9 10
1 11 12 13
2 5 8 11
2 6 9 12
2 7 10 13
3 5 10 12
3 6 8 13
3 7 9 11
4 5 9 13
4 6 10 1
L4 7 8 12

7.3. Labeling €¢32l%

7.242] dae)Eel ofsix AHRE NxKPH 2
32 kAl g4 Foll o)ste] o qt Auf A9
sk o] Aoy AGAl F FE o437
SLNxK3Eel 2 358 f43 Ay AA)e
Labeling & 22]&E 270372 Jicl.

NxKa#ldoja 7+ 58 eapzo s o]
A Ade] F=2 2bd(Label o) ¥o3Ad 4 Ut
e, o] w7 A v Al Liel deeizkes
A& 5 ¥ gk, &, 334 Projective Plane
7+ A 7} AGAL 4 Fell 93te] 1 A jo} A%
Frdg A Lot dA=EE 2 o)eidl 5L s E
zr 5 AAsA ehdo] oo} gl

&2 4 A

Lo

22{E . Row Labeling
A1y L o2 =g gt
for j: =1 to m begin
N;o A 9xE g s
N;& 23312 o= 3¢ L2 #hde ok
end:
for j: =1 to m begin
for i: =N; o] A U4 to N,'P'] wpx]at 44
i j+1& 23 e L LE =SS
&tk
ghio] iz 7] edotomA j+1-& EstA 9)

e Ae L, 2 ee 2.
end

o elAdls N=133] 7ol Labeling ¢32
& 3T Aotk

!

1 2 3 47)L
1 5 6 7 |Lg
1 8 9 10 | L
1 11 12 13 | Ly
2 5 8 11 | L
2 6 9 12 | Lg
2 710 13 | L,
3 5 10 12 | Ly
3 6 8 13 | Ly
3 7 9 11 |L
4 5 9 13 | Ly
4 6 10 11 | L,
L4 7 8 12 | Ly

7.4. 23 % (Complexity)

AW 2 o] eby FE Fjle] Foizinid,
o] wa]&2) time complexityt O(NxK)eolc},
K=m+1°}Z N=m(m+D+1°]2=%, B3z
ON*®) & O(KH & & + srh =3, order
K-1e =Ax =td 949 std #2F Aol
O(K) el ke + ook a8lEg, o] *xg
%% AFS-alA, Finite Projective Planes®] T%-&
O(N\/N) 9] time complexityS 7% A" 5
stk

8. A £

2 =ode Ao W EE siteEolAl &
Ak=le] dde ARES vifETR Zhe d9E A
AvstaL, 1 A4 AL ZE siteEolA dHAESE
ghe o dx Z2EEE % adEql B4 9
He Al 7 ositer) Ala"ve] o2 RE
siteZol A 29 ARE AajFa o2 ZE site
E2RE 493 ARG Wiz pud F4F
Axrske WL & round 9] message 2ol 2|3




HEXR o

YA T2 F 27

UA & olF = AT O(ND N2} message”} 4
83 7o) @Aelrh (v, N& £4HA28lel] 3o
e site52] Frolrt.) olEldt e Heksly] 9
8], & =Folsx Finite Projective Planes® °l
23] 7 siteEol A1 HER U sites o) ATk
messageE ¥ 24 F round®] message L3}
2zt round@ttk O(N,/N) 2] messageS AH&-3ted <
AE o] B4 whH-& A}, =&, o] %Al
ubye] 4] ©]8-E]3= Finite Projective Planes®] 7}
site?} <l#d AYES FEs A dnEL
A ket aL, o)zl ANyl A, Hagh A4,
§ Alabst e O dx] FA AHE4E IS
ook,

gE el leld, ZF 7IIAELS HR3 mes-
sageE ‘Hd3le 72l ol % messaged] UF Ex
AE-g 2l8 ¥} el messageildle] Ha s}
E3], tizbite] BAlstel A Al aEyie] mE V)l
AERYE AHRE Aok 398 7] Ful
kA (Conference Key Distribution System) ol 4
B =] AlAg BAbHo] messaged] TF F
o]7] gl Ao S48 4 gloeje} 7| E).
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¥ =

Mol A= 3o A ARERL kAl ) B E
Zghc,

n=(P,L.DE& A5 Ag Pe} A5 A3t L,
A7) (incidence relation) 1€ %+ Finite Pro-
jective Planeg vleliviz &zl P9} 9458 P,
Py, --eol2l dhan, Le] f4AaES L), Ly -2t &=k
A Pz Al Lol sl odg o), (P, L= I
43517 "ok v E, A L7 A P& AuE,
o} &gtch. 34 171 9 A (symmetric)

Ha|: oW n=(P,L, Dl wsled, F(P;)=L;°le}
d, (P.L) €I°1=% 3he AukA} &5 F:P—L7}
S i

S 2= G(PUL,DE 2ejsl ¥zl 1=
G #AES A Po LE 714 undirected ©]%-
g zolck. AHe2] 2.1, 2.2, 2.3¢] @}, m&
Projective Plane®! ordergl &wl, [P| = |L] =m®
+m+1olth ®3, G degree m+19) regular I
A Zojct, 2@ Z G P-saturating matching, M-&
FE AL S AAL 5 F& Folal}, alaz,
P-saturating matching, M2} &5 9zl 7

o7 Z¥ak)

< P9 gloje) A Telzteta, N(S)E Sell

F3 e ofd pio QR wE

A4 Ligs A

gole} sia}, Hall-4 A& 2] (marriage theorem)
of wte}, pol RE H-2A% Soll oisted, IN(S)I
[S| e]&bd, P-saturating matchingo] &g o

2
N 3
F slrh

ofefell 4], o]7le] AAE ZaAlZ G(PUL.DE

S1g Aol e nelFTh oW ¥

IN(SI <isylzl 7Hdstat, IN(SlE S8l %

A &k(incident) A& ohE AE

TR Syell dis,

453

SRS ZH“I‘C’]E}’-

g A1 s} o]ake] S o] Ao AT B
Erh. zEER2 IN(SPIE Azl s, See)
el AR A5 ASE Hoke AR 3¢
&H4 gt o] ¥ IN(Sk)Ml gl & Akl

Qi S0l AE AES) AT Nyol

W}, "o 2,10 aA

ISyl * 3 del A4 4

BERREE R

age) A%

[

IN(SP! N

ofch. 2] 2.3¢ wa}, o]

ISpl * (m+1)
IN(S =—“—ﬁ
otk IElmZ sbel e},

IN(SPI  m+1
'Sk! Nay

olch, ZElER m+1 <N,°l™,

o},

el 2,30 2o
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