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So given Q = Q1 U Q2 U Q3 U Q4 U.....U Qn, and if it is given that Q is
NP−Complete, and given that each of Qi ! = NULL forall i in [1,N], then
we can conclude that....each Qi forall is NP−Complete, i in [1,N].

No :). Proof by counter example:

Q1 − SAT language
Q2 − 2SAT language

Q2 is "subset" of Q1.

Q1 is NP−complete, Q2 is in P.

Cheers,

Radek Hofman
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