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\,\JLOS, or +the misery op +the unordered Fa;‘r‘

Let P9 be Fredicaks on unordered poirs
of some +jPe’ e, (or ol x,j)

(o) P'(x’fj) = P'(tj”‘) and O,.CX,&) = q.(:j,x) ,
andl SQPTJOSe we have +o prove Cfor al) x,j>
1) - P(X,j) = q(x,b)

SuPpose we can prove the wecker
-H'\eorcm )9
(2) P- (%90 A rx = q-(x,9)
'.3\7 fehqmiﬂa in (’Z) with X,b t= 3,)(

and c\PPea]mﬁ 4o (D), we WMmec\ia}-eb Se)-

(2) pP-(6y) A ry q- (x4,

and +hus the Proo? o]? (2) also estrablishes
e Coﬁ\juf\c}-iorw 0{7 (2) and C3):

(4) P'(X’fj)’\ (r.x v rj) N q.(x,:j) ,
w]nic]»\ 'S eC]uiv&]en]‘ 40 our demons}mndum
€Y Prov'lcled

(s) P'Cxﬂfj) = X r.y

* * »

The above describes what WLOG (= Without



ElwD1223 ~|

L oss qjgeneralitj) 15 usual ebout. 1n
Princ;r:le —~ag shown cbove = dhe technicue
< Pe,r'Fec"b sound , bul the roblem is thot
yn prachice 'ijr 15 onb '|'Do orten OIFIXEG'ed ’
Yo . Yhe mere “WLO Wwe coan assume rx
withour -F?:-r‘mu‘a-]-inj, let alone proving (5).
og)‘\"en, ‘H'\e under‘l‘.ljinj 53mme+r\:7 1S ho'}‘

mention ed e’iH"ler', ond Such omissions wmaoke

wmost "NLOS Fmo%" rother unSc:.}-fs.-Pc.c:-}orb.
*

*
*

When T was introduced o the +ec}1n'1clue,
('2) would  be Froved , and Yhe )oroo"? o{)
(3) would be omitlted on the SrOunc\ et
mutotis mutandis Yhat pr*ooF would be
Ahe Same. l:H H'\e %me we were sutficient
vofsue about quan#iﬁmhon andg 'Hwe role o
dummies nof Yo be able do see Jhat (2)
and (3) are the same +theorem, the texh
wal di@(’erence beirzﬁ introduced bfj Oy
use oF) (x,j) do denote an wunordered

P or.
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