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Group-Testing Homomorphic Authenticated Encryption

SHINGO SATO!?)

Abstract: Homomorphic authenticated encryption (HAE) is symmetric key encryption which performs com-
putations on encrypted data, and guarantees both confidentiality and integrity. However, existing HAE
schemes cannot detect invalid encrypted data in the case where decryption rejects a ciphertext generated by
the computation on encrypted one. In this paper, we introduce the concept of group-testing homomorphic
authenticated encryption (GT-HAE) which can detect invalid ciphertexts. We define the model and the
security of GT-HAE, and propose generic constructions which satisfy the formalized security.
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1. S®IC
‘i L&)‘ ifC, [1] munEHElﬁo)#ﬁQH"J%ﬁ‘Zb:i@ma 70 VT4
1.1 B=® 7“72@%3‘5 ZEY THAE A2 T %2 Z L DR[RET H

HEEBUEERERE S (Homomorphic Authenticated Encryp- 5. 2L, 2o DHATE, AXAINZEE LG
tion, HAE) [5] 1%, 7 — X WSt U7z F FEE IR BB OS2 HEENI L 580, #EUEL o —3
RILERESTH D, et U THESE L E2tOM WHBENE I NZEE XD RETHE 2 L2FISEINT,
7‘:7’8?(?:5713‘ T — X DMENED 2 WIS EE AT RENE & CRAE HEMOBEXDHD ENPREAIN=DOERIET %
U7z % BT % 2IE58TE, 77V FEtEPE Y ZEMTER.

7T =R oWk % DIAPE Z S, I AAT —7, £M#BE (Group-Testing, GT) & » 2Lk, [5

bUTns. 2D &5 BEE b ORESEIND 1 >5TH S MWD EEINZ 7 A T LOEEOH L LHBIET 4 7

HAE I ZERHTH H, ARFTIE, ZhCEREHTS. LEBHT 270 barTthh, liicmET 258t

W70 HAE 770 U TR 2 AL 3 2 755K 5] NTOBREERKTHRIET 2 2B TE 5. 2o

BERZ 2B ADIGHD B b, BEEHRINADSH E LT

b ERIWRRR R AHGE ST AL 72 ¥ A DA BE U CBEAERTSE (3], [4], [6], [7] A
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1.2 FHAROEHK

AT, REAZINHBEXE RN TE 2, EERERK
HE% B3 5 MEFBUFRAERE S (Group-Testing Homomorphic
Authenticated Encryption, GT-HAE) 28 A 3 5. ZD &
IR KRBT 2 2 itk b, HELE TR ONES
XDEERRMLUIGEIC, IS A SN ARERES
FiE LIES RIS S X DA ZHBNME T 2 Z E HARETH 5.

AREFFICBWT, GT-HAE DET L e BEMEERL,
ZOEAME L BRI 723 GT-HAE O — IR %
2ORET 5. BERNZERKIIULTO@ED TH 5.

o GT-HAE DEFVZERL, WIEMN, EaM, iden-
tifiablity D X 2WME 2 EE T 5. MEMHEE LT
IND-GT-CCA %42, 584t LT UF-GT-CCA &4
e, Zhd b HIRVL N SUF-GT-CCA Bt & E
AT 2. EHREE XD AEREES % IEL < #5
3 % 72 identifiability 122U T, ident-completeness
¥ ident-(weak-)soundness % EX (LT 5.

o LITD GT-HAE O— MR Z LT 5.

— GTHAE;: HAE Ai®\¥ GT 7u b aih S5l h,
ROBEMEZHIZT:

IND-GT-CCA % & 1, sUF-GT-CCA % & 1%,
ident-completeness & ident-weak-soundness.

— GTHAE,: HAE /558, GT 7 v + ai, f#ikIErEE
YHAFT —F 2 X~ b (Zero-Knowledge Succinct
Non-interactive Argument, zk-SNARG) 2> & i &
N, ROBREWETI=T:

IND-GT-CCA & & M, UF-GT-CCA & & ',
ident-completeness & ident-soundness.
TS ORRDE N L LT, GTHAE, 352250
T sUF-GT-CCA B2 Z#EM T % DIz LT, GTHAE;
FEN LD b5V UF-GT-CCA B2t 2ifi/z3. — /T,
identifiability 1Z-2WTIX GTHAE; X ident-weak-soundness
/2T O LT, GTHAE X 2 &k b 5V Z 2t
ident-soundness 3T 5.

B, 2o ORI EY) R BEE AR EEA S 5
Z itk b BRI GT-HAE A R2E 60 %.

2. #fg

ARICBVWTRORLEEAVS: EOEH n i< LT,
[n]:={1,....,n} £33 nflDMEz,...,2, &, AT v
I ADMAEE T C [ LT, (2)ier ZA YT v 7R
i BICEENSMH2, DFIETE. R bl DHF
W% x, &35 A0 X D (i,)) % i ; 55, Bk
NS RIHLT, FEOER >0+ RkEVWAEN
WCHRLT f(A) = oA ) DD DL ¥, fFIZAITBWT
FHTEZIFE/NIVEVW, Ff(A) = negl(\) Latid3 3.
D BHERD 1 — negl(\) D & FEFRIMER L VS . “FERP
ZIAARERE” % PPT il 3 5. fERN7 L) X4 A

MUT, gy Alz;r) 1, 2 E AT LTEBr ZHOWTy
FHANT2Z e 2EHKT 3.

X212, HAE & GT-HAE 2 #%3 3 b/ -T, 2] T
A X NMER labeled-program 2 EFR T 5. 7 ~ULZER]
T e Xyt—I%EM M Ii2x LT, labeled-program P &
(fir,.. ) THEREH, f: M - MEEIBETHD,
Ty, T ET WX f DANTHTZITNVLTHB. m e M
Hr llBWTHSEhs%51F (i € (), labeled-
program P = (f,71,...,7¢) DFHEIE f(my,...,mp) TH
5. 7, 7~V 7 ZBIF % identity labeled-program %
T, = (idf,7) £ ¥ 3% (idf : M — M FEFEER).

2.1 #XRAEFES (HAE)

HAE 77303 4 DD ZHERE 7L 3V X 4 (KGen, Enc,
Eval, Dec) TR XN Z: X2 U T 4 T X =& N\ ITH
LT, M=MN%2XvE—IZ/, T =T\ 27~L
ZEfl], CT = CT(\) ZWEECZEM, FFrad s 7 — b TR
TNBEEDZEME F 35,

o (sk,ek) «+ KGen(1*): ¥ a2 V74 X7 X—% 1%

ANe U, MR sk & FHMSE ek 2 19 5.

o ct <+ Enc(sk,7,m): W& sk, 7L 1T, Xvt—
PmeMEANEL, BB cteCT 2T 5.

e ct « Eval(ek, f, (cty,...,cty)): #Fiif# ek, [ f € F,
EE DM (cty,...,ct)) BANTE L, HILWLIEESXZ
cteCT #tHhs 5.

e m/L ¢ Dec(sk,P,ct): % sk, labeled-program
P=(fr,....m), EEXceCT AN L, Xy
=Y meMILBEES VARV LEHNT 2.

Z 2T, KGen, Enc IZfERI 7 L2V X 4, Dec I ZRE M
TNAITYXALTH5B. F7z, HAE /5 RIE correctness &
compactness Z /=3 Z L BEREX NS,

E#& 1 (Correctness). XKW D LDt &, HAE 77 R
HAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec) & correctness % /=3 :

o &TD (sk,ek) < KGen(1*), ®TD 1€ T, &TD
m € M I LT, ct + Enc(sk,7,m) 7 51X, JEHIHY
fi#3 T Dec(sk, Z,ct) = m 3K D 31D,

o BTO (skek) « KGen(1)), i € [ 1B 22T
D1 € TEETDmM € MIZHNLT, i € [(
CIEED f € FIZBWTct; + Enc(sk,7i,m;),
ct + Eval(sk, f, (ct1,...,cte)), P = (f,71,...,7¢) 72
51F, EEIAEZR T Dec(sk, P, ct) = f(my,...,mg) B3
J& D LD

EF&E 2 (Compactness). KRB D ILD L X, HAE 7730
HAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec) \& compactness % iiti7= 3 :
ETOEFXF 2V T 4T RA=KANIHLT, H25ZHK
poly HIFTE L T Eval(ek, -, -) & Enc(sk,,-) DHIITH 4 XA
=4 poly(\) TH 5.

X, BB fmyicrs Ctp(erne, 2EFHT 5. HAE R
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(KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec), [BlIi& f € F, MDELE T C (], X v
=YD (m;)ier € MU BEEXOM (cty)ier (il
WZH LT ety + Enc(sk, 75, m;)) i LT,

Fomier = F((My)ier),
&f,(Cti)iEI = Eval(ek, f, (ct;)icr)-

Y55, (m))jer € MY (cty) e € CTHITRL T,
f(mi)iel(mj)jeﬂ = f(my,...,mg) & CNtfy(Cti)ieI (ctj)jgr =
Eval(ek, f, (ct1,...,cty)) THB I LICERT 3.

HAE 128\ T ciphertext constant-testability (CCT) %z
W7z e EE L.
E&E 3 (CCT). KM HILDL X, HAE /X HAE =
(KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec) 1% CCT %7z 3 : £TD (sk, ek) <
KGen(1?), 2TD f e F, &2TD I C [{], &TD (ct;)ies €
cT iznt LT, FREHERT Cty (cti)ic; D constant >
not-constant HIET 2 PPT 712 X LDBTFEET 5.

HAE A oZelte UTHENE L B2 VW TER
T3, 273, BBEE{LAS 7L ENC ZEFKT 3: ENCIZ, BF
7V (r,m) € T x M 225, (1,,-) € Q125
X, L 2R, 25 TRrRIFNUL, ct + Enc(sk,7,m) ZiR L
T, 0« QU{(r,m,ct)} £F5. TIZT, QIEENCHKZ
INIRNTEZ 7TV ZDREDVAMTHS.

FEEME & LT IND-CPA Z2 1 ¥ IND-CCA B2t
EFIND. ARTIEIND-CPA ZLMEDOAREERT S
(IND-CCA Z2MEDEFEIX 5] #SME X).

E&E 4 (IND-CPA Z2M). KPMHILD L &, HAE J7
HAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec) I& IND-CPA &2 % ii7-
T ERED PPTREE A = (Ag, A1) WHLT, 7 Py
T=

AR o=
(sk,ek) < KGen(1*); Q < ;
(7%, mg, my, st) < AENC(ek);
b & {0,1}; ct* < Enc(sk,7*, mp);
b+ AENC(ek, ct*, st)

BACBWTEHATE 2IZL/MZ V. 22T, st IZIREHER
THDYH, Al (v7,-,-) € Q &7z F challenge (7%, mg, m1)
EIRAITT 2 2 ENFFINR.

4P LT UF-CPA 2421, UF-CCA 2421, sUF-CPA
Zat, sSUF-CCA MM ERINS. AFETIX sUF-CPA
ZEWNDAEHET 5 (UF-CPA Z2M, UF-CCA &2 1,
sUF-CCA 2D ERIZ [5] 2 BHE X).
E&E 5 (SUF-CPA Z&ME). XMW DLDL &, HAE /X
HAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec) i sUF-CPA ZZ& % {7z
T AEED PPTHRBEEAICHLT, 7 KAV TF—Y

Prib=V

N | —

(sk,ek) < KGen(1*); Q « 0;

suf-cpa L .
Advipga (A) == Pr [A wins (P &) - APV (ek)

BACBOWTEEATEZIFE/NI WV, 22T [A wing %,
KRB IDOERE T 5

e Dec(sk, P*,cAt*) #* 1, D

o RDOVTNLDED LD

— ct & not-constant TH 5.

— Ct DS constant O & £t THD.
727L, ct = (?tf*,(cti)zel, P =(f*1,....7)), I ={i e
[ ] (rF,m,ct;)) €QAM E MAct, eCT} 2T 5.

2.2 &£H#&ZE (GT) 7OR3)L
GT 7m ra oo ERFNA e LT, 51 ohi

TATLOEEIIH L TEROIAEE RS, SR

BIHLTEENET7ATLRIEBELTTANTS. 2h

DT AMERIIGUTHMET A T2/ ET 5. REL

LT, 74710 (7)) BEDT A MIBWT, BT A

T LD 1O EHIET R MERIEGEERL, 2Tk

TATLATHIUIT A MERIZBEZRT LT 5. AT

¥ d-disjunct 1772 W2 GT B haLz# 2z 5.

E&E 6 (ddisjunct 1741). XK H L2 & &, 175

G = [g1,...,9/ € {0,1}*** X d-disjunct TH % (%

i€ [T LTg € {0,1}¥): {FED dHDFINZ k

NV Gsisoi sy LERD G €{gr,....90\{gs1, -, 95} I

LT (s1,...,50 € [0]), g = Vi g, ELT, B3

ze W 2BWT g"™ < g, YD, ZIT, VIEE Y

MEEOREMY T 5.

d-disjunct TAIZH WA Z 22k > T, LHDT 4 T &

BEZONTEA dADOBET 4 7 2B T2 22

A[BETH 5. d-disjunct 1741 G € {0,1}*** ZH W7z GT

7a bt arolE oM EERT 5 LHO7 4 7 4124

YFY IR AEREDYET, 4Ty I RO ES

S(G)={jliclNng,; =1} ZEHT 3.

(1) J <+ {1,...,0}.

(2)Ficu lTHLT, Si(G) TEBT ATy 7 R%D
D74 TFLERRBAELTTRAMNRITS. 7R MERDE
Mo, J+— Nktes, ) £ 5.

(3)J 2HHT 3.

TDYE, G ddisjunct 72 51X, KA TG

ATLDAYT v I ADERTHS.

2.3 ERGIEMEL OB T —F 21 X2k (zk-SNARG)
AR TIENBAMEETREXR 2k-SNARG DA% E 2 5. M
R R C{0,1}* x {0,1}* IZA3 % zk-SNARG X3 2D %
TR 7 L 3 ) X A (Gen, P, V) THIR SN 3: R CFE
FE2IN2EFR% L(R) = {z | Jwst. (z,w) e R} T 5.
o crs< Gen(1M): EF 2V T4 T RX=X 1AM EATjE
L, common reference string crs Z 715 5.
o 7w« P(ers,z,w): crs, A7 —hX ¥ bz, Gl w 2 A
He L, it r 25 5.
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e 1/0 < V(crs,z,m): crs, AT —+ X bz, il %
AN L, 1205 HNT5.
Z ZT, Gen, PIIHERIN 7 LT Y X4, VIXIREE 7 LY
RALTH%. zk-SNARG IZU T D 4 DOWHEEM T &
DEREINS:
Completeness £T®D (z,w) € RIIMN LT, XHE D
ALD:

crs « Gen(17);

Pr |V(ers,z,m) =1

7 P(crs, xz,w)
Soundness EE®D PPT 713U XA AN LT, K3
[EARYASH

V(ers,z,m) = 1A
x ¢ L(R)

crs < Gen(1);
Pr

< negl(A).

(2, 7) « Alcrs) } < negl(®)

Zero-Knowledge PPT 2 X 2 L — & Sim =
(Simo, Simy) BEIEL, £E D PPT 7 L3 Y X
2 AR L TRAI D 20:

’Pr [1 — AP (crs) | crs « Gen(l)‘)}
— Pr {1 — AS™ (crs) | (crs, td) Simg(lk)} ‘
< negl(\).

ZZT, Simg(1M ik ers & b Ty TR T td BARK
L, Simy(td, z) XFEA « 24K T 2. F/, 5772
NV P*(z,w) 1& © + Pers,z,w) ZiRS. 771
Sim™(z,w) &, (z,w) ¢ R%ZHIF L %KL, £5T
UL 7+ Simy(td, ) ZIRT.

» 5 ZIE poly BIFETEL, BEAY 4 X &
Gen,V ORFEGFHHEEDE 4 poly(A + |z]) TH 5.

3. KHEERGGZE I 3 EREEES
(GT-HAE)

GT-HAE /7R3 6 DO ZIHAF 713 Y X L (KGen,
Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt, GTident) THR XN 5: £F 2V
F 4RI A—FE NI LT, M = M(\) % R vt — %
B, CT = CT(\) BHEE 2, T = T(\) % 7~ 22,
FRINZF— P THEEINZEROZERMEY F 23 5.

o (sk,ek) < KGen(1*):zF 2 )T 4 87 X =& 1A & A

T U, W sk L iHiisE ek Z 1T 5.

o ct <+ Enc(sk,7,m): W& sk, TL T T, Xvt—
meMzANEL, S cte CT ZHNT 5.

e ct < Eval(ek, f, (cty,...,cty)): aHHsE ek, E#E f € F,
CADIEE X DM (cty, ..., cty) ZATTE L, HT LWV
BX ceCT #HhT 3.

e m/Ll <« Dec(sk,P,ct): M sk, labeled-program
P=(fr,....m), BEX e CT AN L, Xv
= meMPIESSYRL L EHITS.

Succinctness

> 1 — negl(\).

o (cty,...,ct,) < GTctxt(ek,G, f, (cty,...,cty)): aFfff
# ek, d-disjunct 75 G € {0, 1}»>¢, [ali% f € F, ¢ A
DIEE DM (cty,...,cte) ZATTE L, FILWV w lD
S XD (cty,...,ct,) ZHIT 3.

e J < GTident(sk, G, P, (cty,...,ct,)): MEH sk, d-
disjunct 7% G € {0,1}**¢, labeled-program P =
(f,m1,...,70), u DB XD (cty,...,ct,) ZAN
L, IRNVOEE T 2T 5.

Z 2T, Gen, Enc IZHERHN 7 LTV XLTH Y, Dec,
GTident IZIREMET NIV XL TH 5.

EF & 7 (Correctness). FEFE 1 DFEMFIWTMZ TRD
b io¥ %, GT-HAE 77X GTHAE = (KGen,
Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt, GTident) {& correctness % i
72F: BTOD (skiek) « KGen(1'), £TD f €
F, &2 TD d-disjunct 17751 G € {0,1}**, £2TD
€ T 2To (my,...,m) € M
Lcty) = 0 DD

(G
xf L C, GTident(sk, G, P, (cty,..

Mo, ZZT, P = (fim,....m), Fi e [{
WXt LT ct; <«  Enc(sk,7;,m;), (cti,...,ct,) <
GTctxt(ek, G, f, (ct1,...,cty)) £ T 3.

GT-HAE @ compactness ¥ CCT I ZNZFNEFK2 T
3 LFRRICERINS.
GT-HAE OZ2Myr LT, MEM, 582, identifiablity
ZENMET S FF, UTOX I N2 ERT 5:
e ENC: IEB{bA 5 7V ENC X, EBLZ =V (r,m) €
TxXM%EZIRS. (1,-,-) € QKB L &R
. 2 THRITNIZ, ct + Enc(sk,7,m) ZiR L T,
Q« QU{(rm,ct)} £F%. 2T, QIZENC %
INEIHTZI7IY EZDIEDY A MTH 5.
e DEC: B4+ 527V DECIZ, B2V (P,ct) 2%
ELD , m/ L < Dec(sk, P, ct) ZiK¥.
e GTIDENT: GT A4 7 27 )b GTIDENT %, GT
7 = VY (G,P,(cty,...,ct,)) & % F B Db,
J + GTident(sk, G, P, (cty,...,ct,)) ZiET.

MAEM ¥ LT IND-GT-CCA 2, 2t LT
UF-GT-CCA Z&M ¥ sUF-GT-CCA Z MR ERT 5.
EFE 8 (IND-GT-CCA ©2M). XKBWHIL>L &, GT-
HAE 77X GTHAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt,
GTident) (& IND-GT-CCA Z M 27z 3 : {EED PPT
B A = (A, A) ICHILT, 7 KAy F—

ind-gt-cca
AdVGTHgAtE,A (A) =
(sk,ek) + KGen(1*); Q < 0;

(T*7 mo, My, St)
“ AgNC,DEC,GTlDENT(ek);

N —

p & {0,1}; ct* < Enc(sk,7*, mp);

Y AENC’DEC’GTIDENT(ek, Ct*, St)
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MARXBOWTHEHRTEZIZE/NX WV, 72720, AlRMTO
eI NG:
o (7%,,-) € QTH 5 challenge (%, mg, my) ZFITT 5.
e DEC & %\ ik GTIDENT 24t U T illegal labeled-
program P 2817 L) BFITT 5.
Z 2T, stIFIREERE U, KEH/z 3 & & labeled-program
P=(fim1,...,70) X illegal THB: H2i* €l ={i¢€
[0 | (ri,my,ct;) € QY DITFTEL, 5o = 7% B2 fo # f1 DI
DD, mpe = mo I LT fo = fimi)icr» Mi= = my 120
LT fi = fimys £5 5.
EHE 9 (UF-GT-CCA/sUF-GT-CCA % 4a1k). KA D 37
DY %, GT-HAE 773\ GTHAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec,
GTctxt, GTident) I¥ UF-GT-CCA &M 23 EED
PPTHREEZ AT LT, 7 AV F—

fgt-ces
AdVgT%—iA(iEC,Z()‘) =

(sk,ek) < KGen(1*); Q « 0;

Pr [A wins (P*7&*) - AENc,DEC,GTIDENT(ek)

MARCBOWTEHRTEZIZE/NEIW. 22T, P =
(f* 7, . 1) &L, RO ILOFERE (A wins] €T 5:

e Dec(sk, P*,ct’) # L, 7D

o LIFDWFNDHED ILD:

— [ #% not-constant T® 3 .

— 2 constant D Dec(sk, P*,ct") # fTH3.
ZZTf = fomers I =i €[] (r7,miycty) €
OAmMm e MAct; eCT} 2T 5.

E 512, sUF-GT-CCA ZaMix, FR (A wins| ZFR\WT
UF-GT-CCA ZatE FRRICER I N D . RO D LDOH
% AVERSER () IS8 5 [A wing &5 5:

e Dec(sk, P*,ct’) # L, 7D

o LIFTDWFNLDED D!

— ct & not-constant TH 5.

— Ct DS constant O & At THD.

L, et =ctp (criyiers I = {i € [0 ] (77, my,ct;) €
OAMm e MAct; eCT} T 5.

Identifiablity & LT ident-completeness & ident-soundness
ZEFT 3. ident-completeness IZETDIEHR TN IL %
GTident DHIT J IZEDHRWEEMIZH L, ident-soundness
BARERZ V2 THRINT 2RENETH S (4 255).
E&E 10 (ldentifiability). X23K D LD L %, GT-HAE
R GTHAE = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt, GTident) i&
ident-completeness % 7= 3 {EED PPTIREH AT L
T, 7NV T=Y

complete
AdVGTH},)AEEA()‘) =
| (sk,ek) « KGen(1); Q « 0;
PriAwins =~ « ENC,DEC,GTIDENT
(G*,P*,ct], ..., ct)) « ATNSPES (ek)

HANCBOWTEMATE 2 ZE/NEW. 22T, [A wins =
[DNJ#L] 2L, D JIEUATOXIICTERINS:

o (Cty,...,ct,) « GTctxt(ek, G*, f*, (ct},...,ct})),

e J « GTident(sk, G*, P*, (ct},...,ct,)),

o D= {7/ ]ie[l]ADec(sk,Z:,ct;) = L},

o D={r/|ie€[f]ADec(sk,I,:,ct;) # L}.

F 7z, (ER D PPTHEHE A LT AdvSiinea(N) <
negl(\) TH % & & GTHAE X ident-soundness % {ifi 7z 5
AdvEiaea(N) 1, [A wins] = [D\J # 1] TH 3 Z & &k
WTHIRD AdvEea(A) CARICERS NS,

x5 g, D5 oW R’ 2%
ident-weak-soundness (&, D = {77 | ¢ € [ A
Dec(sk,Zrx,ctf) = L AE} THB I ZRNT
ident-soundness ¥ [AIfRICEREIND. T I T, E; BRI
DVDHERETS: Hdje[u BFELTIe S;(G) T
HYH, EED ct € Enc(sk, T, M) iZxf L T TFOWThd
DD ALD:

e ct; 7 not-constant TH 3.

e ct; 7 constant hD ct; # (E\t:
ctj = Cty ctnynes (CVrgs; @), T ={i €[] | (7}, my,ct;) €
OAm; e MAct; eCT} &5 5.

4. GT-HAE O—fEB9HERK

4.1 REAN1

Z DMK TIZ, HAE 53X HAE = (KGen"®®, Enc*®,
Eval"®, Dec"*®) ¥ d-disjunct {751 % V5. GT 71 b2
V% GTetxt & GTident AT 2 Z 22Xk oTA v E—
UHREASNEES 2B T 2 Z EA[RETH 5.

18277\ GTHAE; = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt,
GTident) IZXDEHTH 3: LFXFxa VT 487X =&
AMIRHLT, IRV 7. € T(A) & me € M(A\) Y]
WEY, IRVEE T = TO)\{7:}, X v t—I2EH
FM=MMN{m} T3 %k Gec {01}*¢r
i W EHLT, Si(G)=1{j|jellng, =1}
3. G € {0,1}"*f i € [u] IZHF 3 labeled-program %
Pi=(fr,...,7) £F3 (ke [()TNLT, ke Si(G) %
BIXT 1, k¢ Si(G)BBET 1. T 5).

o (sk,ek) < KGen(1*):

1) (sk"*, ek"¢) < KGen"**(1%).
hae(

ident-soundness

2) cte «+ Enc"*(sk, ¢, m¢).
3) sk = sk ¥ ek = (ek¢, ct,) ZH ST 3.
e ct + Enc(sk,7,m):

ct « Enc"¢(sk"*¢ 7 m) 2115 5.
e ct < Eval(ek, f, (cty,...,cty)):

ct « Eval"®(ek"® f (cty,... ct,)) ZHHT 3.
e m/L < Dec(sk,P,ct):

m/L « Dec"*¢(sk"* P, ct) ZH 1T 3.
e (cty,...,ct,) < GTctxt(ek, G, f, (cty, ..., cte)):

(
(
(
(
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(1) %€ u LT, LTOMIEEITS:
(a) BB ct; = &fa(Ctk)keSi(G) PENT 5.

(b)) &k ¢ S;(G) WXL T, cty + cte.

(¢) cti + cti((ctr)rgs,(@))-

(2) (cty,...,ct,) ZHIT 3.

e J < GTident(sk, G, P, (cty,..
(1) J < {m,..., 7}

(2) % i € [u] TR LT, Dec"*®(sk"*®, Py, ct;) # L %
51, J — I\ {7k} resia) £ T 5.
(3)J 255,

HAE 77 correctness, compactness, CCT % iifi7= 372 51,
GTHAE, 3 2o %23 Z LTS TH 5. GTHAE;
DOREMIZOWTER 1, 2, 3D H LD,

I 1. HAE 73 IND-CPA Z2tE & sUF-CPA &M% i 7
T2 513, 8RN GTHAE, 1X IND-GT-CCA &M% ik
729

IR 2. HAE 73 sUF-CPA &M Z i/ 372 513, 857
X GTHAE; & sUF-GT-CCA &M% /=3 .

FI 3. KK GTHAE, 13U T O identifiability % i7=3

e G W d-disjunct 17 ¥l 72 & X, GTHAE; &
ident-completeness % it /= 3.

o G 7 d-disjunct 1751 TH H HAE 23 sUF-CPA Z&M%
7237 51X, GTHAE; X ident-weak-soundness % jifj
729

2B OIHICBEWT, A % GTHAE, I25tF 3 PPT X
¥, ¢ % DEC & GTIDENT iIZxf L THRITE N7 Y D
03 Qi I
4.1.1 EE 1 O

Z DFEMATIZ [5] O CPA R4&Ed & CCA ZAMADIRE
AERAOFEZFIHT 2. RORENST — 2 %E X 5: Gamey
BEE D IND-GT-CCAZEMES — 24, Game; & Gamey 128
WT DEC % DEC, KEHE L= sr—2orr 35, DEC,
FEEZ TV (P, ct) ZZTED, LTFOLEEITS:

(1) P illegal 72 H1F L %K.

()T« D 2L, %ic[fiTRLT (r,m,ct) e QR5IE,
T+« TU{i},m+m ct;«ct &7 5.

(3) ct CNtfy(Cti)ieN f<— f(mi)iel £y 5.

(4) ct 2% constant 72D ct = ct 2 51F, f ZIRT. 5T
AU L RiRT.

Gameg & Game; DA AIREM 2 7/R$. DEC; DUIHIC
BOTUTOWTNODERNEZ 57213 HUE, Gamey 1
Gamey & EffiTH 5:

Bad;: (ct A% constant %> ct = ct)ADec(sk, P, ct) = L.

Bady: (ct 7% not-constant, F 721 ct A% constant %D
ct = ct)ADec(sk, P, ct) # L.

Bad; 122\, ct A8 constant 7*D ct = ct D ¥ =, HAE ®

correctness IZ & D Dec(sk, P,ct) = f T D Bad; A3l Z

LZHERIIFEHTZ 21T E/NI V. KoT, Bady 252 Z %

., Cty)):

YEDA DEC, DY Ial—Ya VIFEWT S, Bady I
BIFB 7Y (P,ct) 3521 GTHAE, DBETH D,
sUF-CPA Z2E%2Ht 2 PPT 712V X4 F O 2350
ISR END (i € [q)): FFMMEHE ek Z AL T 3.
(Te,me) € T(AN) x M(\) Z3EL, sUF-CPA K27 — 4
BT BEEA S 7V ENCPY IZHITL C ct, 2158 5.
Q  {(me,Te,cte)} ¥ L, AT ek = (ek™ ct.) 5% 5.
#+% 2 )V ENC, DEC, GTIDENT 2 FD & 512 I al—
9 5%:

e ENC: BEBtZ7 2V (r,m) Z2ZII M- 725, (1,m) %
ENCPUIZHITLCct 282, ct ZiBL, ct # L7825
X QO+ Qu{(r,m,ct)} £ T 5.

e DEC: i HFHETOZ =V icx LT DEC; DM % AT
5. i ZBHDZ Y (P, ct) IZBWT, Bady DM %
=3 LT (P,ct) 2O LTEIET 3.

e GTIDENT: GT 7V (G, P, (cty,...,ct,)) BZITE
5. J«{m,...,m} &L, &i€ uicnfLT, kil
D DEC F 5 7 )UK LT (P, cty) ZFITL, ZDIE
m; 2D, m; # L7251 T« I\ {mk}res,c) &
35, J %K.

F72, A (75, mg,my) ZFEIT L7265, LT OME 21T S
(1) (7%,-,-) € QR HIFERT 5.

(2) (7, my) & ENCP* ISR L C ct* %2185 (b < {0,1}).
(3)ct* ZIRL, @« QU {(r,mp,ct*)} £F 5.

Fs/ O 128 GTHAE, OBETH 3 & v I#TR 0@
DTH3. Xo7T,i€[q LD union-bound ik b 220D
Z— LEWHHITE BHERIIE L ¢ Ade‘K’EC;?uf A\ TH53.

KT, Game; W& B W T [Prp=b]-1/2] <
Adviaebir(\) TH 3 2 ¥ 2R T, IND-CPA % 4k
®Wi% PPT 742 ) X4 D 2T 5. D 1%, LIT
DEEBRWT FYD EETH B

o AD (7%, mg,my) ZFEIT L 72 5, challenge & L T,
IHREFITLT ca* WS, ct* Z AR L,
Q<+ QU{(r*, mg,ct*)} £ T 3.

o ADY €{0,1} ZHALEZS D b ¥ 2HAT 3.

Challenge D LEIZ DWW T, AR D Game; TIE Q
QU {(r*,mp,ct)} EFT Z2DIIK LT, DP* TIX Q «
QU {(r*,m,ct)} ELTW3. (7%, ct*) % &t Ha[FH
HESHEINEEZ ) (P,&) BRITENL &, >
Ial—varyiREKTE L, 20k5k P
illegal TH 2720, (P, &) DRITIFEELZIA TS, ko
T, D% 13 Game; ZIELL 32l —bFLTW3. %77,
AP b =0 Zif=TV 2HI L7256 DP* b IND-CPA &
T — 2BV THHT2 2 2 3HLNTH S.

LB & D, AdvERaea() < q- Advls_ile‘ii?u_f()\) +

Adv)iae Dere (V) 21E B2 O
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4.1.2 FIE 2 DA

SEFE 1 OFEA L FkEIC LT, DEC % DEC, ICZE F
PR, — N EELD. ZOLE i€ [ RLT,
challenge O JLFE % BT 5@ v [F 12 LT sUF-CPA
TRV ER B PPT 7420 24 B0 pifp & h
%. ZEHINTHF — LT sUF-CPA BRMICIRETE 3
CEEHLNTHS. i € [g] D union-bound IZ & D,
AdVERRES(N) < (g +1) - Adv:fgiguf (\) 2185, O
4.1.3 FIE 3 DA

GTHAE; 7% ident-completeness % jiii /7= 3 Z & ® /R~ J.
AW % (G (1. 1)), (ct],...,ct))) & T 5.
Dec(sk, Zy+,cty) # L 22D (7] ,cty) € J Z2iitz§ (77, ct})
#EZ5 (iell]). (r7,ct)) e JITkD, &2TD i€ S;(GY)
EWi72F j € [u] .KBWT, Dec(sk, P}, ct;) = L TH 5.
L2 L, G* @ d-disjunct 4 ¥ HAE @ correctness 12 & D,
Dec(sk, P}, ct;) = L TH B HERIIMETE 2138/,
& o T, AdVEIREA(N) < negl()) BF 515,

GTHAE; 7? ident-weak-soundness Z¥ifi7= 3 Z & Z/R 7.
DEC Z/EH 1 OFEHIC B 2 DECy ICEHE T 2 LM —
LEEZD. TOEHEZ sUF-CPA B2t X b kA A r]
RETHDHZLITEM L, 2DFEHTRLZED THS. T
DEFIZBWT sUF-CPA &M %1% PPT 703V X
AFMO) 2D X5 1R T B (5 € [ul): EE 1 D
BB YO pEIcLTAS RS I aL— b T
B.AD (G (f*, 7, (cth, ... ct)) BHAILE Y
&, ERICHN ST (..., ct,) ZFEL, (P;,ct)) ZHA
T2, ZOLE, ADBHRMFICED, % i € [(] BTFE
LTiec S;(G*), Dec(sk, Zrx,ctj) = L, 7/ ¢ T THD, ct;
WOWTHIT DWW ARALD ZD:

° c~tj 73 not-constant TH 5.

e ct; 7 constant 2> ct; # (/:\t; TH5.

7, 77 ¢ JIT&D Dec"*(sk"*, Pl ct)) £ L THD,
(P;.ct;) 3 sUF-CPA R — AT B 5B TH 5.

LRI ED, AdvETaet a(V) < (u+q)~AdvsGlf::§EhF§,,f (\)
z215%.

4.2 EEAR 2
ident-soundness % i 7z 3 — MRS GTHAE, Z/R$. Z
DL TIZ, HAE /538 HAE = (KGen"*¢, Enc"®, Dec*¢,
Eval"®®), LUF DB (Rene V Revar) W3S 2 ZABAMRAE AT HE
72 zk-SNARG Tsnarc = (Gen, P, V) 2R3 %.
o BAMR Repe:
— Identity labeled-program Z, ¥ HAE DS cthae
OERT—FXV T 5.
— HAE O k¢, X v £ —2 m, Enc"® 12Xk %2 m
DIEELTHOWSNZELE r D ZFFE 5.
— cthae = Ench®®(sk"¢, 7, m;r) ASEL D IO b = B
Repe 21727

o BR Reyar:

— Labeled-program P ¥ Eval"® TAR S 055X
&' DMERT—F RV T B

— B DOM (cty,...,cty) ZEHLT 2 (i € [ iTXL
Tty = (Z,,, cth® 1), m 1& Rene WRS ZEEH).

— &" = Eval™(ek, f, (cthac . . cthae)) o, 4
TD i€ [() LT V(ers, (Z,,, cth®), m) = 1 B3R
DiLo & ZBIfR Ry 27T

(GTetxt, GTident) 123 LT L300 Tlsuare % 58AT 2 =
L2k o T, Vers, (Z,,, cthee) ;) = 0 TH 3 FIERIES
X (Z,,, cthae ) DTFETHUZ, Honarg D soundness 12 &
DR XS, 2 W5 DA ident-soundness ZZK T 5 728
DT7AT 47 TH5. £z, GT-HAE D compactness %%
B 72912 Tgyare D succinctness AER X5,

8% 77\ GTHAE, = (KGen, Enc, Eval, Dec, GTctxt,
GTident) Z XD X SR EN2: T = TA)\{r},
M= MONM.Y, Si(G), Py = (f,71,..., 7)) % GTHAE,
LRBRICERT 2.

o (sk,ek) < KGen(1*):

(1) (sk© ek™) « KGen"*(1*), crs + Gen(1*).
(2) cthee « Enc"®(sk" 7. m.).
(3) sk = (sk"* crs) ¥ ek = (ek"¢ crs, cthoe) Z HiF)
5.
o ct + Enc(sk,7,m):
(1) cthee « Enc™@(sk" 7. m;r).
(2) 7 « P(crs, (Z, ct@®), (sk"*®, m, 7).
(3) ct = (Z,,cthee 7) B 1T 3.

e ct < Eval(ek, f,(ct1,...,cty)): ct; = (Z,,,cthe m)
(tell]),P=(fm,...,7¢) ELTUTOUHEZITS:
(1) &" « Eval"™(ek" f, (cthac, . . cthae)),

(2) 7 « Pers, (P, &™), (cty, . .., cty)).
(3)ct=(P,&"" %) 2HHhT 5.

o m/L + Dec(sk,P,ct): ¢t = (P, &7 icxt
LT, Viers, (P, &)%) = 12561 m/L «
Dec"*(sk"¢, P, &"") AT 5. 25 TR
LZ2HNT 5.

e (cty,...,cty) < GTctxt(ek, G, f, (cty,...,cty)):

(1) & i€ u iTRNLT, ROWFEZITS:
(a) &™ & Gy cpoeryen o (C1™)gsi(a)).
(b) k€ (1A LT, k € 5,(G) 7 BIE ctl, + cty,
k¢ Si(G) 75 BI1E ot « ct, LT 5.
(¢) 7 < P(crs, (Py, ctr™), (et ..., cth)).
(d) &t = (P, )" 7)) T 5.
(2) (G,...,G) AT 5.

e J < GTident(sk,G, P, (cty,..
(1) J+{m,..., 7}

(2) % i € [u LT, V(ers, (P, /"), 7) = 1

~hae

2D Dec"(sk"® Py, et ") £ L i, J

. Cty)):
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I\ Tk} resia) €3 5.
(3)J 25 5.
GTHAE,; DEEMITOWTEE4, 5, 6 25K D LD, R—
POEE L, Zh s OFFHIEBED Al T 5.
I 4. HAE 2° IND-CPA Z 421k & sUF-CPA Z 41 % fiii
72 U Isnarg P8 zero-knowledge #iii7= 372 513, 18R AR
GTHAE; 1& IND-GT-CCA R& %725
EIE 5. HAE 7% sUF-CPA Z &M % i 72 L Isnarg DY
zero-knowledge * fifi 7= 372 &1, #8E 5 R GTHAE; &
UF-GT-CCA ZE&MEi3
EIE 6. 28570 GTHAE, 1ZX D identifiability % iifi/z 3
o G B d-disjunct 17 %] 72 & X, GTHAE, &
ident-completeness % /=3
o G B d-disjunct {75 TH Y Tlsnarg 23 soundness % it
72372 51X, GTHAE, I ident-soundness %7z 3
4.2.1 FIE 4 OFEAOHE
A% GTHAE, 1243 % PPT E#H . 55. UTORE
Wr—r%EZ5:
o Gameg: HBH D IND-GT-CCA & M7 — A.
e Gamep: Gameg IZBWT, ct* DAEITE W T Hsnarg
DI 2l —2& Sim = (Simg, Sim;y) % W TAER 7
PHETIDCEBLIREN T — 4.
e Gamey: Game; IZBWT, DEC 5 7 L% XD DEC;
WCEE LI "eMsr —
(1) EEZ Y (P,&) #2UWB (G = (P,&",7)).
(2) I« 0¥ L,&ie[TMLT, (r,m,ct) € QR
BIX, I« TU{i}, mj<m ct;+ct&35.

~ hae ~ s s
(S)Ct <—th(cthac) 517f<_f(mz)zel (\:j—%
(4) & = &" »o V(ers, (P, &), 7) = 1 2 51E

f%::j. 5 TRINGE L BRT.

Gamey & Game; O @k Al A 0] B M & snarg P
zero-knowledge 12 & - TRIEEND. T DL &, ct
DAERIZE N T Simy 1N LU TEEE L(Rene V Revar) I

BENR (T, ctheer) & AT 2§ 2RI, HAE O
correctness IZ & DT E ZIFE /NI VI L ITHEET 5.

Game; & Game, DBl AT AEMEIE HAE @ sUF-CPA %
ko THIEX NS, ¥R s, EMH 1 OFERICELY
% Gameg & Game; DA RIBEME O filtti & RIBkIC L C,
Msnare DUIREBANT % M FRVT sUF-CPA Z&ME 2T
% PPT 7 VAV RALZMRTEL/DTH 5.

Game, IZBWT [Pr[b=b]—1/2| < Advgl;‘;ggpa(» 23
RO, ZAUX, snarg DU EBEINT 2 M ERWTE
1 DD DP & [FFKC LT, HAE @ IND-CPA %4
W5 PPT 713 XL DS AR TE 2720 TH 5.

MRk b, EH 4 DRENT. O
4.2.2 FIE 5 OFHOHE

UF-GT-CCA Z&MW s — 212BWT 71T VU XA P O

H DI Tgnare P I 2L —& Sim BHWBEF — AICEH
T 5. ZOEHEIX Isnyarg D zero-knowledge 12 & D RFE X

3. EELELZEWNS — 228 WT, Tsyare DU Z B
M3 2\ z2BRnCER 2 OFEH & [FRkIC LT sUF-CPA %
MRS PPT 703V LRI N5, [5) OEH 2
CARFEDER 2 OFFHIC & D, UF-GT-CCA 2L S
R, sUF-CPA Z 2 b o 5. O
4.2.3 THE 6 OAOHE

TEHE 3 DA & [AARIZ LT GTHAE, 1& ident-completeness
il e R ENS.

GTHAE; #° ident-soundness % i 723 2 & Z /R 5.
UF-GT-CCA &5 — 2128 W T, GTident DT V 23
ZHT 57518 T — I\ {rihees, @) ( € 1)) £ F %%
Mo — 2 CEET S, 2O &, Vs, (Pt ), 7) = 1
A0 Dec™ (k"™ P, &) = L AR & RIFIE, 2D
EHFEHAN X NRD. ZOERIE Z 2HHRII Usnare D
WX DEHTERIZE/NEW.,

COREW S — 2B WT, Hsnare D soundness % filf
% PPT 73V XA F i ZRD &S5 IR NS crs
ZANIE L, (skyek) ZAEM TS, £H L7 sk Z HWTH
SHUAEYIal—FF 5. AD (G P, (cth,... ct}))
BHALES, (&y,...,ct,) & J ZFET 5. A DFEFIS
kD, B3 (i) € [f] x [ BEELTi € S;(GY),
Dech‘le(skh“,ITi*,ct’-‘) =0, V(ers, (P, cthaF*),A;) =17
DD, Frd g (P, a ), 7)) 2N 5. 2o
X558 L(Rene V Revar) KB DICBERWVIZD DD 5
TVICE-oTZHEI N 5729, soundness Bt o 5. O

soundness
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