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Security reconsideration of a security-enhanced
Tame Transformation Method

KEISUKE HAKUTAL®)

Abstract: Tame Transformation Method (TTM for short) proposed by T.T. Moh (1999) is one of the mul-
tivariate polynomial cryptosystems. Hrdina, Kures, and Vasfk (2010) have proposed a security-enhanced
version of TTM. In this paper we reconsider security of the security-enhanced version of TTM proposed by
Hrdina et al. Under a reasonable assumption, we derive a necessary condition for the security-enhanced
version of TTM to be cryptographically secure.
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o, LEBLENES CHHI NS S EH0H Y LRI
—RITIE T VR LTEIRE NS LIRS T, AediTidE ik
THEE S OLEREN RA AT AN HDL. £
D7z, TV X IMERI N2 2 B0EN RO KM
DR & 2R LHAE S THRAI NS S EHENL T
FEROKMEEDOWEEMEIZIZF v v THH D, EB, <
DPDLERLERNRE B R DWTIXE OMET A Fa
INTWSE., 207, e MiiEELRHFETH D,
LEBLHRE ZIZ BT 2R LNRHET—~D0 & DT
H5.

L% IHAIG S D— A TdH 5 Tame Transformation
Method (TTM) (cf. [24], [25]) Ti%, #EG%FMIZ
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FETELZEBMEOLIHATHR (Bikd567 7+ v EHCLH
BB, triangular ZHHAH AFABELR) OEHESRE A
Bl e U, TTORBUEDE % DLIHNEGREMERL T 5.
L7835 T TTM B L2 TH 572D DBBEFRFITERI 1
7% HRNGE /P S DERME DL IHXNG /IR 5[
BEOWHMNETH 2. ARTIEZoMEZIEECREE RS
2B (TDP: Tame automorphism Decomposition
Problem) &\ 5. Tame Transformation Method D% %
MIZDWTIE, [2], [5], [6], [11], [26] % & OFERIHIS
NTVWEH, ISk TTM D/8F A — ZERDAMHIZ &
DNEFLTHY, —MflbI N/ TTM (3.1 fi) OG5
M 72 2 2 VEFHI X — % D TDP 2 FHEEMICREETH % H
ESMIFASNT VR,

—7, Hrdina 5 & Frobenius H c.[AM 54 % 7z TTM
DEWEFEEREELTWS [16]. LD TTM O%
2L TIEE Patarin DK ([27) 1263 2545k e LT
REI N, Hrdina 5 1& TTM O LM FEIC K -
T Patarin DBEZ[HS I ENTE D Z LIZDWTOHH
ZHHLTWE Y, EBRIZZermibInTtunanre s
PUIZDWTIFFHE L TWiaw.,

AFTIE, Hrdina 512 & > TIREI Nz TTM OL42M
BALFRICNT 2L E2HEEL, D (RELFEAON
%) FMHETIZBEWT, LEFEOZEEIER TR
57D DB EEL.

2. BEE - BREPEORE(E

ZIZ T, AWTHETSEEEZMD L. LHARNE
BizowTlE, HIZX (7] REEsRI N,

N:={1,2,...} ZARBEAEDOES, Ny :=NU{0}, Z %
FHBEERE$5. K2k, K =K\ {0} 2K K OFEH
YFB. Xy, Xy BRETE L, K[X,..., X, KK
L0 BRSFERBE TS, nleN, f; e K[Xi,...,Xn]
1<i<o &L, EED a:=(aj,...,a,) € K" ITHL,

F(a) := (fi(a),..., fu(a)) (2.1)

CEBETDHILIZE T, nHDOLHROME = (f1,..., fo)
EFK D5 KEANDE{REARTIENTESL, FIXLHE
REHLIEIEND. ME,(K) TK" 75 K" ~NDLIHAE
BEROEEGEZRL, Maps(K*,K") TK" 2256 K* AD
BEgeRofEstKT. £72, BME,(K) TK" 25 K»
ANDEHR L HAGEE2ROESERT. X (2.1) &b,
FAR 72 G5

m: ME,(K) — Maps(K",K") (2.2)

DEET 5. ME,(K), BME,(K), Maps(K", K") I&5 £
EUTOAMIZELUTERZZRT. ZhoDERITENT
WEF GG 2 At e T RMANERTH D, G I3H
RHPERE OB OYERBIG 4 TH 5. ME,(K) DILTH->T
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W RO T RKROESE GA,L(K) EEL. GAL(K) DT
ZLHARBERE VS, GA,(K) XEHROAERBIZEL T
AT, GAL(K) CBME,(K) TH5Z L IZiERLES
(b 2EEEMAVE L, K=F, 251E o™ ¢ GA,(K)
»2 0" € BME,(K) T® %% 5 GA,(K) C BME, (K)
MENTA). Ki=1,...,nilRLTdegf =1 ThHd&
&, ZHAFAMEHRF = (fi,....fn) 37 714 VHCR
FHREIEND. U TFORDLHA G4

Eai = (Xl, ey X, Xi +ai, X, 7Xn)7
ai € K[Xy,..., Xi,. .., X,] (2.3)

= K[X17 s 7Xi—17Xi+17 . ~7X’n]7

BZHAFBEHTHY, TOFCE,' R E;' =F_,,
THb. (2.3) DRDLIHARMER E,, 13FAH A E
BHEiIns.

7 74 v HCFRMEELEOES % AL, (K), FEAHCH
MEHREEROEE% E,(K) £ 5L, Aff,(K) & E,(K) &%
NZNGA,(K) DEHETH S, Aff, (K) 2 K"xGL, (K)
ThHhdZLIZFERL &S, TAL(K) = (Aff,(K), E,(K))
EBL. ZIT, (Hi, Ho) 3R Hi,H, CGIZ&oT
IS GOMAHEEZRT. TA,(K) H GA,(K) DI
DRETH Y, HHEDRE LTINS,

ZIHAFBEGHR ¢ € GA,(K) 1, ¢ € TA,(K) D& EiT
JIEE CE B G (tame automorphism) TH D & W\, F
I THRWVWEE (¢ € GAL(K)\TA,(K) D& ¥) ¢ IXEAH
ARG (wild automorphism) TH B &\,

DT oRDLEAREEE J, ¢

Ja7f = (ale +f1(X2,...,Xn),a2X2+f2(X37...,Xn)7
cesan Xy + o), €K (i=1,...,n),
fieK[Xi+la---aXn] (’L:l,,n*l), anK

1% triangular ZHAF M EG (£ 7213 de Jonquieres £ IH
RNEREGH) LIFENTED, EH2»SHHSNIZLHAR
WEETHS. LATERLE J., 2AOESE BA,(K)
ML ZEIZT S

BA,(K) = {Ju; € CAL(K) |a €K (i =1,...,n),
fi c K[Xi+1,...,Xn] (’LZ 1,....,n— ].)7 fn (S K}

DX E, TA,(K) = (Aff,(K),BA,(K)) TH5 Z & H%l
LNTWVWE. £z, FEOERKIZHL, GAy(K) = TA2(K)
THBZ PS5 NTWS (Jung-van der Kulk theorem
(18], [19]).

EREDIEH R EG ¢ € TA,(K) iZxtL, & 2IEETE
1 eNgy, e,¢ €{0,1} CZ, 0; € Af,(K) (1 <i<I+1),
0: ¢BA,(K) (1<i<i+1),  €BALK) (1<i<),
i & Aff,(K) (1 <i<1) PMFEL,

d)zaionoago---oalonoalil (2.4)
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DR DALD. K (24) & ¢ € TA,(K) DIEE S FRBL 45
fi (TD: Tame automorphism Decomposition) & ¥
K. I, ¢ € TAL(K) 2L, & (24) ORBOMS
F—EWTIE ARV, Zhid TA,(K) 28 Aff,,(K) & BA,(K)
DA TARWI &12#D ([7], Example 5.2.2 Z{).

E£% 1. (I-triangular automorphism, [1], Defini-
tion 2.3) ¢ € TA,(K) &, [+ 1M TOT7T 7+ vHCD
FIRIEAR L [ {HEAR D triangular 2 ERIE TG % AW T
X (2.4) D TRET D LN TERNVWE &, [-triangular

automorphism &\ 5.

FE L EH1L LY, ED ¢ e TA,K) 2L, 2
1 € Ng FAEL, ¢ & I-triangular automorphism T# 5.

WKIZHL, K OF#H%Z p = char(K) & FEL. RK A
WEM q DAERIKF, (p=char(F,),¢q=p™ m>1) D
E, 22) D5/, bELZLIZTS

mg: ME,(F,) — Maps(F2,F7).

q’"q

T, RO BT

e GA,(F,) — Sym(FZ)

ZERITD . 22T Sym(S) IFARES S LD
WarRT. AUTHKE,/F, iZxtL, F,/F, OABTE%
Gal(F,/F,) T&T. {LED A € Aff,(F,), ¢ € Gal(F,/F,)
XL, UTFOROSHREM Ao (XS, XE) 27 74
VERBERE WV, T 71 VEREEREROES %
ATL,(F,) TKRT :

ATL,(F,) := {40 (X%,..., X§) € BME,(F,) |
A€ Aff,(F,), € € Gal(F,/F,)}.

ZIT, %0 (1<i<n) L, XFIX€e Gal(F,/F,)
D X; ~NOIEfA%ERT. ATL,(F,) ZE5HOEHICE LT
WERL, 7714 VHEREL VS, Hodi, 774V
PARIBHRE ATL,(F,) &7 7 « >~ HCFRBEE Aff,(F,) D
i

Aff,(F,) C AT'L,(F,) (2.5)

75 a58BRPH Y, Aff,(F,) = ATL,(F,) M9 5D
Em=10DtE, »POZTDLEIIR5.
A4 sgn
sgn : Sym(S) — {£1}

ERHSEBE TS, 5B sgn IBERMTH O,
Ker(sgn) = Alt(S) TH 2, ZIT, Alt(S) xS LORK
HERT. WO G CGA,[F,) ITRL, 7, (G) 3

D ZhU, ¢ € GAL(F,) 2> DTIRE L, n BRSEABROA 77
WI=(X]=X1,..., X8 =Xp) WEBHREF, [ X1, ..., Xn]/1I
2B % B AR ERH Autp, F[X1, ..., Xn]/I DT ¢ mod I
BEZTWDZ iz 5.
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Sym(Fy) DEIHETH 5.

XEFREE Sym(Fy ) OERDHE m, (TA,(F,)) ORENFE %
FANB Z BRI EHARTH D, Maubach IZX BB FD
#E ([21], Theorem 2.3) AHISNT WS :

EI 1. ([21], Theorem 2.3) n > 2 & § 5. ¢ B&
B, &72ldq=2%51 71, (TA,(F,)) = Sym(F})) TH 5.
q=2", m>2725Fm, (TA,(F,)) = Alt(F}) TH 5.

FFEOfER ([21], Theorem 2.3) %31}, HRIK EDT
7«4 vHCARES, EAACFRMEGHOERE L TOD
REHERSNTE Y, Hakuta IZ X2 TORER ([12],
Corollary 1, KU [12], Corollary 2) D3RI TS :

% 1. ([12], Corollary 1) ¢ »& %, E7zlk ¢ = 2™,
m > 275 mg (EA, (F,)) C Alt(F)) A3 32D,

% 2. ([12], Corollary 2) ¢ =2™, m > 2, £/kldq¢=2,
n > 37861 1, (Aff, (F,)) C AlL(F7) 2D LD,

GA,(F,), TA,(F,), ME,(F,), OREBEHESE BT 5
ZDMHDFEFIZOWTIE, HIAIK[13], [14], [15], [22], [23]
nEEZRI N,

3. TTM &ZFDLeMmibF%E

AHiTlx Tame Transformation Method (TTM) & Z®
ZEMERALFREIZ DO WSS 5.
3.1 Tame Transformation Method (TTM)

TTM & Moh IZ & > TREINALLEBLHANE S TH
% ([24], [25]). ZIZTIIMMEZRRNLZLEZHKELTWD
728, X0 —Zidi 2 BRA L TW3 ([4], pp. 139-140).

Algorithm 1 TTM OEERTEFKT IV TY XL

Input: 1

Output: (pk, sk)

Sl 1MED o € A, (Fy) (1<i<i+1) %8R
LD 75 € BAL(Fy) (1 <5 <) %E#ER

te, e €{0,1} C Z %2R

F+ofom oago-noalonoaf_;_lETAn(]Fq)
1 pk < F, sk < (01,...,0041,T1y. .., TI, €€ )

SRS S R

: return (pk, sk)

Algorithm 2 TTM OHEE(LT IV T Y XL

Input: X (21,...,2,), BB pk = (f1,...,fn) € TAL(Fy)
Output: W53 (y1,...,yn)

I Qo) o (1) s

2: return (y1,...,Yn)

Algorithm 3 TTM Q57 T XL

Input: W53 (y1,...,Yn)

MERE sk = (01,...,0141,T1, ..., 71,6 €)
Output: ¥X (z1,...,%n)
L Fleo o oo o ooy o ooy
2: (z1,...,%n) < F7Hy1,...,yn)

3: return (z,...,z))
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TTM &, &EEH F € TA,(F,) »5x25hiz& iz,
TOHEMH FL 2RMFHET LI AN ETHD Z
&, BEXUOBKRES F o 2IEE CRBI G0 % G1H5R
TEHIEANETH S Z L 2LZEMEORIZBEVNT WS,
L7zhioT, — iz, ZHEAACFABMEH F € TA,(F,) »
SIEE AR B R i % GRS 28RN 7L T X LW
FAET DY, TTM IR T HZ 2N TE 5,

3.2 TTM OZ&M#EFiE

RIZ, Hrdina 512 & o> THREI N TTM D222 M58
{bF (16) 2@HATS. 22 TH &b ARGk T
TTM OZEMRbFEEZ AT 5. EEO TTM OL4
ML FE (16) IR AR S Z L izEE I Nz, Hrdina
512& % TTM DLWt Fi% ([16]) 13 Patarin DK
(27) TR TaMEe LTREI N 1<k<mD &
U, o\ € ATL,(F,) %

k
oM (X, X)) = (XP, . XPY) € ATL, (F,)

TEHTS. Moh IZE > TREINAZTTM T, 774
YHARMER 0; € Aff,(F,) (1 <i<Ii+1) & triangular
ZIHAFB G 7; € BA,(F,) (1<j<1) iZxL,

’
F=ojomiooy0-- 00 0moop € TA,(Fy)

ZABHBE pk & LTz, Hrdina 512 & > TIREI L2
TTM D% &ML TETIE, AL LT F e TA,(F,)
TIR%L, RDDIZ F,, Fyy € BME,(F,) (1<i,j<1),

ﬁl,i =070 (r009)0---0(T_100;)
o(rio apén) °00Git1) (3.1)
o (Ti4100it2) 00 (T 0 0fy),

Fyj:=05o(roos) o o(rj_100;)0p ™

, (3.2)
o(rjoojpa)o---o(noop),
B ZENEEINT WS, 4B, [16], p. 232 T,
l=1, e=¢ =172 F) OBAMREINLTVS.
Hrdina & 1%, TTM OAB#E LT F TlEk< By, Py
ZHWS Z £1Z & b Patarin DK% ([27) 2Fi<Z AT
EBZLIZDOVWTOHBZHIHL TVWBEH, EEIZZet
BHEAEETNTVEHE S PITDOVTIEFHMEL TV, U
72735 T, Hrdina 512 & > TIREI N2 TTM QL2
EFHEITH T 2 L2 Ml 217, EEIC LR
NTVBEPEPRE T DI ENEE L.
L ZAT, TTM ORRA#E F € TA,(F,) & (2.4) % i
729720, TOIEE CARMEERIEITFET 20, R (3.1)
RO (3.2) TEHINE Fiy, By 1

ﬁl,iaﬁZj € BME, (F,) \ TA,(F,)

ThHH, ZThSONEECFEMEADRITEEL RN, L
o T, MEE CEMEEAREEOB S S Loz 4a
BRALTFIEICN T 2 LRVl 2175 Z L IFTE AR,

Z ZCIREITI, ZORMERMTAZ 22 HNE LT,
Py, By % BHIIAE CRBS& & LTS 72 OFik
CRUBOOIE E QRS 2METL, 207V —AT7—20
b T oM OWEEWSIIZT B,

4. T 74 VHEBREPEBROEHRE L TOFS

LEROMEA 2T 5720, AHiTIkEEE L IEA
T o™ = (XP, . XP") € ATL,(F,) OWEE 5.

T 2. (RHNIEECEEESR (Mimicked tame auto-
morphism) [23]) ®@HHLRLIHAGH F € BME, (F,)
U, &3IHECRER G e TA,(F,) BEFIEL T

g (F) = 7 (G)

Witz L &, FABRIIEA CRBEE D Lns,
AHOEFRIIIATDOE B D TH S

FEE 1. (o) IERMEESERESRK) n > 2L
T3, EEDO1<k<miZiL, 2¥BEA%HERE &
o\ € ATL, (F,) \$BUREIEE QR EETH 5.

FEM 1 2R 3720, 4.1 fHiTIX Frobenius G4 D &
LUTOREERHAN, 428iTi oW OEfe LToRs
RIHRD. Fz, o OFEHE LTORSIHET RO
ke LT, EEE 12KV IDZ L ERT.

4.1 Frobenius BEEOEHE L TDORFS

A i Tld Frobenius B D @EW L U TOR S 2RET
5. EEORBp LIEBE m > 11T, Fy=Fpm &
F7 3 BB AR TH B, {Br,...,Bn} & Fy ® m WIT
F,-#REEME LTOREKLTH. Z0L &, EREEN
RIS B (cf. [20D. {B1,...,Bm} PIEHIETSH B
LE, D acF, WMFEL, 2TDi (1<i<m) ITX
LTBi=ar MO iLo. F, ® m kG F-fp2ei e
UTOEREEE {a,a? ,...,a?" '} 2L, FP 95 Fym
~D F, #0258 & LT ORMEL ¢ %

E Fr - Fypm

p() pmfl
(a1y...yam) +— aa? + - Fapa

e 22T, %i (1<i<m) IZHU, a;€F, TH
5. ¢ DHEHRIE

0 [16] TR 1<k<m—12LTW3EAN, 4 HiOkEHEE B2
WL 5770, 1<k<m&UTW3. YRENRS k=m
DEE, (o)) HIESEHRTH B,

© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan

i) 23] T, F € GAn(Fq) (23 U THRURRIIEE CRIB GRAE %
EINTVWBED, AFTIE BME,(Fy) £ THIRLZ5EDERIC
EHELUTWSZ IZERI N,
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1.
R Fym - Fr
0 m—1
ara? + -+ anaf = (a1,...,am)

THEH. FEEX; & X; B AWER BT 7 4 vHCHY
TR T € Aff,, (F,) %

]1(;;”) = (X17 cee 7Xi—17Xj,Xi+1, ey

X1, X6, Xj41,...,Xp) € Afl,, (Fp)

TEHTS. Fym LD p F Frobenius 5% £ £ 95 :
E:Fy—Fyz—aP. ZTOEE, RABEDLD :
% 1. (Frobenius Bf& ¢ OB#RE L TOFS) 1<
E<m&d3. ZDrE, pk E Frobenius 54 & DE
EUTORBIZEUTUAROERDHKLT S ¢
sen (4 (69)
-1 (p=2, m=2 k=1, $/2iF
= p=3mod4, m: B k: &),
1 (tofior ¥).

(4.1)

1
Proof. {a,a?f ,...

o T Y BEBEETH B Z e 0D

(’djil 050’(/})(&1, R 7am) = (awuah e 7am—1)
TH5. LIzhoT,
g (P oEop) =
( ) (4.2)

Tq (Tl(%) o Tl(’mm)i1 0---0 Tl(g) o Tl(g]))
MWD LD, A (4.2) OHID sgn 2 & 52 LIZ&D

sen(ry©) = [[om (m (117)) 43

%13%. [12], Lemma 1 WA Z 22k b, X (4.3) &
1 (p =2, m2> 3)a
sgn (74 (£)) = ¢ (=1)™~! (p=2, m=2),
(=) (p ER),

-1 (p=2, m=2, £=1F
— p=3mod4, m: {BE),
1 (zofior ),

CERTBHIENTES. Bt sgn, ny BENENIFUER
BBEMHRTHB I D5 sgn (7rq (5’“)) = sgn (7, (f))lC K
ik, X (4.1) 2155. O

4.2 oM DBRELTOBS

ARET IR A R S TR G o) € ATL,(F,) O
LTOffsaREL, ZOMGEE LT, M 1AL
DI ERT.

(© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan

HE 2. (n>20BAICHFZ o) OBRE LTOHS)
n>2¢L, 1<k<m&d5s. Z0OLE 2HHNLLIH
KRG 0" € ATL,(F,) DEHE LTO/EIZHE LT
TOHRDHLT 2

wen (m (71"

{—1 (p=3mod4, m: BE n,k: &), (4.4)

1 (xofor ).
Proof. V") € BME,(F,) %

() x X,) = (X" Xo,..., X
@1’]6( 1yeves n) ( 1 122y n)

TEHTS. DL E,

A = (T 0 ) o T o o (T2 0 2 o T )
MEOLE, Gsgn, m, BENTNFHERLEHTH 5
Zens

sgn (7Tq (4,0,3”)) = sgn (Wq (‘Pgtg))n

551z, oW =Mool THBZ M
' ~————
K i

s (v (41)) = (s0m (ra (1))

Thb. EEDxO = (2, 2) e Frl 2O ED

2135,

WMo THEEL, G o) o EUFTEHT S :
Pri1x© * q q
(T1, .y xn) +—> (2,20, . 2p)
(z2,...,2,) =xO D& X,
(1,0 y2n) —> (T1,...,2p)
ZDMD L E.
Gl " o BIIS IS RIE (FubbER) THY,
Tq <90Y,L1)) = Tgq H @571)7,((0) (4.5)
x(°>€]F'[1’”1

Ziiz g, A (4.5) 3IEBHD OV F) EOEBOET
b3, Ft, BEEINE O =@, 20) eFrliz
U, HS T

sgn (ﬂq ((p§71)7x(0))) = sgn (my (£))

sen (i (417)) = (sen (s (41)))
kn
:(H w@@%@»
x(0) epp—t

n—1

= (sgn (my (€)™
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eian, EXe@mE 1 LR (44) 2155, O

ME L, MOMBE22ELDIILIZLVRIEES.

% 3. (0" OBERELTOHS) n>1, 1<k<mi¥
3. ZOrE, REHESEAGS 0" € ATL,(F,) O
e LTORSIZEUCUTOERDHLT S ¢

wen (m (447))

-1 (p=2, m=2n=1, k=1, £/F
= p=3mod4, m: MBI, nk: &),
1 (zofior ).

BT, p=2/2Dn>2 851 m,(p) IFEBERTH 5.

Z32HVCEEH 1 27,7,
TEE 1 D

[21], Theorem 2.3 &V, p BARME X (p,m) = (2,1)
DL E 1, (TAL(F,)) = Sym(Fr) A0 2D, LizhisT,
ma(pl™) € Sym(Fr) = 7, (TAL(F,)) &% 0, H3MEAC
ARG ¢ € TA,(F,) WEEL T m (™) = 7, (¢) %
Pt s o KUK R E&TdH 5.

—H, p=2, m>2DE ¥ m, (TA,(F,)) = Alt(F?) %¢
B, 7, R 3 ED my(plM) € ALG(FD) AR D L.
£oT, my(plM) € AL(FY) = 7y (TAL(F,)) £72Y, 3
JIEL E‘ﬁlﬂ‘”%{%w € TA,, (Fy) DEEL T my(o(™) = 74 (¢)
iS5 o) IBIEE CRBE&THS. O

[16] THREI 2R 3.1) KUK 32) © F,Fyy €
BME,, (F,) EBAHIANEE CRMEAETH D Z & A3 EEH 1
MOEEBITES (R 4).

% 4. (Fi,;, Fo; € BME,(F,) ZERMIEE SRARERK)
n>2¢3%. ZorE, X (3.1) KUK (3.2) k> TE
BENF F,, By € BME, (F,) & BURHIE & R 5545
TH5.

REITIE, FEM 1 &R 42GHTS. —7, K3 & [12],
Corollary 2 £ D% 5 H7272HIZHES. R 5 IXIREI LD
FiR C EEOBRIE R WD, RFEOREIEY L LTRON
TAERTHY, TITRRTEL. KT, &5 (2) & [12],

Corollary 2 IZH3 2 —DDHLIRE > TV 5.

% 5. Lo E5ob 2T, LFPEALT 5:
(Hm>2mh2n>17%61F

7 (Al (Fy)) & 7g (AL (Fy)) (4.6)

NS ARVASH
(2)p=222n>3R5IXEEDOmM > 1ITRL,

7y (ATL, (F,)) C Alt(F") (4.7)
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MNEOIMD., EVWHZ L, p=22Dn>355IF1RE
DT T 1 VYR IIBERTH B,

Proof. A&BR (2.5) WL T 2056 7Tq(AfE (F,) #
m,(ATL,(F,)) ZmEiE+aTHs. £ L, @ ) PR
774yaaﬁﬂ5@(%éAeAm(ﬁbﬁfbf
(1)) = 1y (A) BT THIUL " BT 7 1
EORBEG&E 20, UizdisT ol ST 7+ v AL
FRIEGRY 55, ZOLE, n (A, (F,)) = 7, (ATL, (F,))
i T. 2hko, oY) = (X7, Xs,..., X,) DL
774 VHCHMEE TR L REIEEVA, Ih
|Z Frobenius G DMEPSH LN TH D, I-T, &
G (4.6) PRI 5. AABIG (A7) 3% 3 & [12),
Corollary 2 LG TH 5. O

5. TTM O&RERBIEFEDLREMBE

AREI T ER U772 TTM Ot FEICH LU TLe
WAEFHEST S, 5.1 HiTlE, TDP IZB#ET 2 FFERM
HEBMY 5, 52 #iTlk, Hrdina 512X > THREINE
TTM OZE&MEFIEINT 2 Zet2HBEL, 5 (Z
WMrEZOLND) FMETIIBWT, LERFEOZEMENE
BRUZEEL S N D 2D D BT EL

5.1 TDP ICFEE YT 2P ETERRE
FHR U7z & 542, TTM IZIEH & FRIE AR5 R E o &
HINHME I RO LEBLTEAR S TH 5.

% 3. (RECRAEEHR2#EME (TDP: Tame auto-
morphism Decomposition Problem)) JEH CFREE
B F e TA,(F,) "5z o6Nz2 &, ZOIEE ARG
DRTH DN (24) D o; € Aff,(F,) (1 <i <1+41),
7 € BAL(F,) (1 < ¢ <) z23HEITLMEZIHEA
C [ HB 540 R E (TDP: Tame automorphism

Decomposition Problem) ¥ 5. TDP %f#< Z &

DEHAEBRNIZNETH B 2 WS HEZIEHE & [F A G445
i€ (TDA: Tame automorphism Decomposition

Assumption) ¥\ 5.

& ZAN, TTM WIEH CRBEL K% 2#9 5 TDP
NEHEEMIIHETH 722 LTH, UFIZRT MTDP
PR Z RN LW 2R T S Z L IXTE R,

EH 4. (EMNIEECREEGRLHEEE (MTDP:

Mimicked Tame automorphism Decomposition

Problem)) 4“HH%IEAGHE F € BME,(F,) »5 %

oz &, ZOEMMIEE ARMNERIZTIRT S (D
F0, mg(F) = 14 (Q) 2iii7=9) G € TA,(Fy) IZHf
U, G ® TDP %z&t58 3 % Mz BRI E C A 55 A
SRME (MTDP: Mimicked Tame automorphism

Decomposition Problem) ¥\ 5. MTDP %#f#< Z &

— 253 —



MEHEENICHEETH 5 &\ S E 2 BHRIEE 2 R B4
DR E (MTDA: Mimicked Tame automorphism

Decomposition Assumption) &5,

TDP #%f#< 7V TV XLWBEIETNIE MTDP 2f#< 7
NIV ZXLEFET S, Thbb, MTDP #f#< Z 21X
TDP 2 Z e XV EARF WS 22 THB. S0z 5
&, MTDA 23 D 32274 51X TDA £ KD LD, ZD72,
TTM OZ2MORIL L 72 2 BEEFHHEREE LT, TDP T
1372 < MTDP OFHRKREM: %53 2 8B hH 5. Fiffio
BRAITED, & (3.1) RUR (3.2) D Fi,, Fy; € BME,(F,)
REBRIEE CRMEERTHE0 5, Fi,, Ry K823
MTDP 2% X3 Z & NTE 5.

5.2 TTM OZREMRIEDIZDDSERM

AHiTIE, Hrdina 512 & » TRESI Nz TTM O£
BALTFIRICN T 27 e 2HEL, ZHLERZ oD LML,
TIBWT, ERFIEOZEMEOHIDFAEL 257200
MEZMEEL. £7, DTOMAER2EHET 5.

EFE 5. (FMEMNIEESREER (I-Mimicked Tame
Automorphism)) F € BME, (F,) % &5 5L IHAG K
&35, FOWBRIIEE CRMEHRTH YD, FIZind
%5 (DFY, m(F) =7y (G) Z¥i§729) t-triangular au-
tomorphism G € TA,(F,) D55, t DE/NMEDP | TH
&, FIRI-EMWIEESAEER (I-mimicked tame
automorphism) TH2d & \\D.

EF 6. (RTEH (length function))
BA§ 0 : BME, (F,) — NoU {oo} ZLA N TEHT 5:

€ F 23 {2 1 = 0,
UF):=¢ (2—1)+ (e+¢€) F M IBHEA»RD 1> 1,
00 otherwise.

EFU, F A IS B L %, (F) BN R/MEC
Lo TEHET S, ( ZEIEE (length function) £\15.

AR 2. ERL FEEL ERLH LD, TECORIFEK
0%, RRHRLZHANES F € BME,(F,) (28U, /N
D t 12X 5 t-triangular automorphism THUH L 72BE D
X (24) IZHHNZE 7 7« VHAEREGH, KU triangular
Z A AT EBROEB DI D H/IME % RS 5.

FRIEB IR, UTOMEZEANTSH S, D
ABENZ X D EEMHIZEIZ S 5%, [17], Section 1.6 & [FARED
ST k> TRTZENTES.

1. (RIBEHDOME)
(1) (D F € GAL(F,) XL, ¢(F) = ((F-1).
(2) fE7ED F1, Fy € BME, (F,) 124 L,

[0(F1) — U(Fy)| < €(FroFy) < U(Fy) + £(Fh).

(© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan

ZIT, || EE OB TOMIMETH 5.

W1 XD, BURIIEE CRBEG B, By ORXIC
32U FOR (R 6) MHid 5.

% 6. (Fi by OREDLEBETR) FeTA,(F,) &3
5. ZorE, X (31) KUK (3.2) TEFHES N7 Al
JEE R Fy ,, Fy; ORXIZH U CEUFA RS 5:

6(F) — 6| < 6(F ), 0(Foy) < 0(F) + 6.

— i DREMIIE E SRR EAIT S5 MTDP DA E
WBEHIZAEE SNTVRWY., LrULERDYRS, ok
FERE LT[R, [9], [30] mEMBHSNTHED, £z, [3),
Section 2.4 DFEHE%Z MTDP (3 U CHEMIZHEME T2 Z &
IZ& D, RO Assumption 1 BWESLNBELEZ 65N 5.

Assumption 1. (-EHWIEECRESHRICNTT 2
MTDP OFE2ICET 2RE) [-EHHIEE R B 4
123595 MTDP DFHH &L ¢, n, LITHKGFET S, X 51T,
B L7 g, n 2 U, HEIEAIEE S RESEEIZT 5
MTDP O HEIX 2L THAMTH 3.

% 6 &0, Hrdina 512 &> TIREIhE TTM OL4E
MEFRALFE [16] Y Assumption 1 Db & T, EBEHRLX
NE-DDRBELZMIINTD LB TH 5.

FEHE 2. (TTM Z2MHEIEFE [16] DRI RIS
NBHDRELEME) Assumption 1 Db ET, Fi,, Fyy €
BME, (F,) (%935 MTDP %%, & O F € TA,(F,) (24
3% MTDP & b W#E & 722 72 D BB 1%

UF) < U(F1), U(Faz) < UF) + 0(p")
THh 5.

P By #ET 2802, 7714 Y HORAMES, RO
triangular ZIHAFMEHfEZ S5 F<ERIILIZE-T, X
@ Assumption 2 D3E DD EFZ H5ND.

Assumption 2. (131’1-7 1324- DRIDOTRICEAT 21K
) FiiFy; € BME,(F,) % |U(F) — (") <
(P, 0(Fyy) < 0(F) %3723 HERIEMGC X 380
TV, BWZ 5L, MEATEHMREZRVWT
UF) < U(F ), U(F5) < 0(F) + L)

B D YLD,

Assumption 1, 2 D% & T, TTM OZ2 skt Fik [16]
DEEMIZDWTATI MR Y LD :

FEHE 3. (TTM OZRLMBIEFEDORLM) Assump-
tion 1,2 D% £ T, Fy 4, Fy; € BME,(F,) IZ%9% MTDP
DEFEEIE, LD F e TA,(F,) 12332 MTDP Ot
EEIDKEWVL., VX 5L, Assumption 1,2 DH & T,
TTM Z2Ws b FEITERICZ2E mlbIhTtn b,
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6. ¥&H

AFTIE, Hrdina 512 & o TRE I N2 TTM Z2 iR
fEFREIZN T 242 %% %L, Assumption 1 D% & T
TTM ZeM b FEOZ 2N R I NE72HD
MBEEM AN (FEE# 2). 7z, Assumption 1, 2 D
H & TTTM et FEoZ el mbIhTtnsd Z
EERLUZ (EEM 3).

AFEOFERIL TTM LM L FIED Grobner FJEK AR Y
fDRBABIZF L TLETHD 2 ERTSHDTIE
W, SHOMEE LT, Assumption 1, 2 (ZBT BEE
FESEBRPBFA 72 FERH, TTM ZetEim b Lo LN
WD T2 &2 5 5.

HEE ARBIZEIE JSPS BHFE 3 THi%E (B) 16K16066 O
Wz Z 76D TT.
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