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Result:

Sort a list of values, if unambiguously possible, using the results of all a; — 1 < a;
comparisons.

Comparing numbers a and b both ways results in the cases a < b —1 (a < b),
b—l<a<b+1l(axb),b+1<a (a>b)

Toposort on a < b.
This fails if ar b, b~ ¢, a < ¢ (sample 3).

If a = b, the list can only be sorted if there exists such a c to differentiate between
them.

For each pair a = b, look for a ¢ that determines their order. Then toposort.

O(n*) is probably too slow (note: O(n®/bitset) is doable).
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...but it is needlessly complicated!
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Statistics: 31 submissions, 5 accepted, 18 unknown



