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Algebraic Group Model lC 1T 3 Fiat-Shamir Z#2

e Exby) BRI BE2D)

B2 : Fiat-Shamir 2B QL ENFENICOWTIZZ K OISR ENT VDD, 7YX LA T I VET N
B BREHTIRIRENRE tight ICTERWI EAHLNTWS. L LAY S, REMN A Fiat-Shamir
BIZEHHT® % Schnorr B2 T, Fuchsbauer, Plouviez, Seurin [3XE 7 L3V X 1A% Algebraic 7235
B LR ORATREME 2 28 L, tight REEMAEHZMEETE 2 Z L 2R Lz, RS TIEE S 0GR —
@D Fiat-Shamir BB LB W TH BT L ERT.

F—"7—F ! Fiat-Shamir &£, Algebraic Group Model, ZZ2:3EHH

Fiat-Shamir Transform in Algebraic Group Model

MAasAYUKI Fukumitsul:®  SHINGO HASEGAWAZ:P)

Abstract: There exist many results on the provable security of the Fiat-Shamir (FS)-type signatures. Espe-
cially, it is known that the tight security proof for the FS-type signatures cannot be achieved in the random
oracle model. However, Fuchsbauer, Plouviez, Seurin overcame the barrier and constructed the tight security
proof when the adversary is algebraic. In this paper, we aim to generalize their results.
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T B57HDFiEL LTI, lossiness & I 3 HEHZF>
HENBFET 5 [2], [10].

% i, Fuchsbauer, Plouviez, Seurin [8] &, algebraic
group model(AGM) [7] & IFiZh 5, WE7 L) X A
% algebraic 2B EICIRIE L 72 E, Schnorr &4 23 tight

1. FLHIC

Fiat-Shamir (FS) &4 FS[ID] i, ID 7= ID I Fiat-
Shamir 284 5] ZH#H L THELN S T 4 VX VEHTTK
T»H DY, Schnorr B4 [14] R EBPRENR AR LTHIS

NTW3. FSBIBALIIBROMRSIC L 2MEDOR X 2 #;
DT TR, SAFBAHR N —TBHR Y O EHKRE
FHICBUI2HRER LTHEHTH 5.

FS BBZ D LZEMITONTIZZ K DIFERLZ IR T
% (1], [2], [6], [9], [11], [12], [13], [15]. HFiC, —fkD FS
RIBAZ tight REEWEEERTERVI EPHISATY

% (6], [9], [11], [12], [15]. FS BB T tight 2% EM
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BEWEROZE/RLE. 22T, 703 ) X470 alge-
braic TH % & X, ETEOBHEZDOBIENZOHOHE D
ATEALTED, §HE#EEE bL—2A[gERdODZ %
w3,

[8] DFERIE, HETZ LTV XLDETLVERIRT 2 Z &
THEEDETNVOEAEDAAREELZ ZEHTE 5 2 & B
LTWa. LAL%iAS, [8] dxt4iE Schnorr B4 D AT
%b D FSBDBELDHE IOV TEERINTWA

Z 2T, KX Tl [8] DAERZ —fRD FS BBHAD

BENCIR L, FOERNP B ONZ D, £/2Z2D72DIT

BRI DOWTERERITS.
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1.1 #R

ARFX T, [8] I Tmn&E iz AGM IZB % Schnorr &
#D tight ZEVEDN—RD FS BIBLIZBNTHHILT S
MEMAET 2. AGM IFRFEDRICE SR TH 2720,
MNRET2HRET MO OBMEDPLETDH 5.
Z 2T, REEEZRD ID /XN TH 2% 1D A 3] %
T BERN—X IDARZEAL, Zhe FS Z#LTHES
N2BHHREERONRT 2. R LT, [8] HEKD
FERDED LD, THROBHET VT X L2 R 7 v
Y ZLZHIRT 5 Z T, BEIFOD tight B2MICET 3
TAHEM R AT E 2 Z 2 22—k D FS BIBAICOVTR
L7.

2. &

Nt ZT, ZhZh 2 TOHERBOES L BERDOES
KT 2008 a<bioVWT, [0,b| CZFak bRED
LTOBBOELTHS. {TED N e N IZoWT, Zy &
ZN BN CBI2HRRE ZOHBITH 5.

MR 7 LTV XL AWZDNWT, y+sA(z;w) TATT z
WAL ARy ZHAT2Z%2RT. 22T, wid ADH
ERELETH 5. A(z) 1 EATT 2 1B %5 A OHINTHIET %
HWERETH 5. RN D ITOWT,y<$D Ty &0
Do TEIZ e 2RT . ARES X 2oV T, U(X)
XX LO—HoHThs. yesX T y+sUX) L
BERTH2. EEDOT7 VAV XL A (£713571 D) & A
712220V, [A(2)] & AT 2 SBT3 A ORRERIT
BTOEEERL, A (BXU D)) 3 A (%7213 D) 23t
LS 22 TCOHNOEEERT. DPT BXU PPT 3%
NENPEHEZTEARFE (Deterministic Polynomial Time)
b R ZIEAR (Probabilistic Polynomial Time) @
BTH5.

EEDO N XBUIZIEMHE ¢ tBE X\ LOHERD
ok (D"} ¢ (DP} coWTHU T2 oL
=, {Df\l)} & {D§\2)} 13 e-close THDEWVWS: EED
A ENIZOWT, (1/2) Yoy [Prlz=2 |z +sD{"| -

Pr $:E|xE$DE\2) | <e(N).

TEX A

2.1 TA4PRIESR

B4 DS 1, 4 THAH (Pgen, KGen, Sig, Vf) TEFEX
N3, Pgen Z PPT XTI RXA—REKTNVTYXLTHY,
ANDEF 2V T 4T X =& 1M 1L BHHNT X —
2 K #H115%. KGen 13 PPT #4ER 7 LTV RATH
D, AJ1 K SR LSERT (sk,pk) ZH /15 5. Sig 12 PPT
BHTNTYZLTHD, AN (K, sk, pk,m) I LEH
o ZWMNT 5. VEXIDPT AT LTV XL THY, AN
(K, pk,m,c) XL, B4 o 25 (pk,m) I LIEHR L &,
1255,

2.1.1 Completeness

completeness IZLLTD LS ICEREINDG: FED A EN,
(sk, pk) +—$ KGen(1"), m, o <$Sig(sk, pk,m) 2D\ T,
Vf(pk,m,0) = 1 BHEIZHD LD,
2.1.2 R2H

KEXTIE, 714 PEVBEHOR 2L LT EUF-CMA
TeMEEZ 5. EUF-CMA Z2Mi1dK 112773 EUF-CMA
7 —LhTERING. BHIT DS = (Pgen, KGen, Sig, Vf)
W (T, e,Qs)-EUF-CMA Z2Tdh 5 2%, IRl T CTEIfEL,
BHA TN Qs BIOZ ) ZITH5EROT7 ALY R
L AWKL, A DS EUF-CMA 7 — 220, b bR
€ T Gameg  pa(\) =1 2R B EVS. TR LA
7 7 VETIL (ROM) [4] DS, (T,€,Qn,Qs)-EUF-CMA
TRMZ, TVIVRE ARTYRELA T 7T Qy [H
D7 TVYEITS (T,¢,Qs)-EUF-CMA ZEMEEKT 5.

e AEBD T, ¢, Qs 1IDWT, (T, ¢, Qi )-EUF-KOA %
W% (T,e,Qpu,0)-EUF-CMA 2 TERT 5.

2.2 ID A

ID RN FIHEHAHE P EMIEE V OB D 2
HEMW 7w barTd s ID 5 X 6 HAM
(Pgen, KGen, P1, {CHk } kepgen), P2, V) T M K & H
% [1]. Pgen & KGen i3ZNZH PPT /87 X —XART
NI XL HERT VTV X LTHS. P& P IEP
DFEITT B PPT 7TV RLTHS. {CHEK}kepgen 1&
VIERF v LY cha DEBKETHH, S5 XA—&X K
THREINS. 3TEM (K,sk,pk) IZD2WT, P ZAT —
Fst a3y b XY b cmt DRT (st,cmt) EHIIT 3.
6 JHAH (K, sk, pk,st,cmt,cha) IZDWT, P IZL ARV R
res ZH9%. VIZ DPT BEE7 VTV XL THB. X 2
WZa h aVoEfEERT.

ID = (Pgen, KGen, Py, Py, {CH } rccipgen)s V) % ID F5
255 UTWID AIROBMELERT 5.
Completeness fEFE®D A € N, (sk, pk) +$KGen(K),

(cmt, cha, res) < Tr( K, sk, pk) iz o W T,
V(K,pk,cmt,cha,res) = 1 23 D3>, T I T
Tr X Fig. 2 12”3 PPT 73V XLTH 5.
Special Soundness LI T %ii/z=3 DPT 7132V X A
SS BFETET %: {EED A e N, K € [Pgen|, (sk, pk) €
[KGen(K)] Z 2 W T, V(K,pk,cmt,cha,res) =
V (K, pk,cmt,cha’,res’) = 1 7D cha # cha’ T® 3
AJ1 (K, pk,cmt, cha, res, cha’, res’) 12X L, (sk*, pk) €
[KGen(K)] £7%% sk* %17 5.
envzk-honest-verifier-zero-knowledge (epvzxk-HVZK)
DIF %723 PPT 713V X4 HVZK DEIET
%: AJ1 (K,pk) IZ2WT (cmt,cha,res) % H 7
T35, KEL, HIDH D Tr(K,sk,pk) O H A
DL epvzk-close TH 3. T T, K € [Pgen],
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Ga megﬁjcs'\f'ﬁ(k)

Oracle Osig(m)

L=0

K +$Pgen(1")

(sk, pk) «<—$ KGen(K)
(m*,0*) «8 A% (K, pk)

o «$Sig(K, sk, pk,m)
L=LU{m}

return o

return 1 if m™ ¢ L A Vf(K, pk;.,m",0") =1
1 EUF-CMA #— LY B#45 7L Osy

P(K, sk, pk) V(K. pk)

Tr(K, sk, pk)

(st,cmt) <% Pi (K, sk, pk) cmt
—

cha cha +$CHK

—

res «<$ P>(K, sk, pk, st,cmt,cha) €S
—

(st,cmt) «$ P1 (K, sk, pk)
cha +$CHx
res «$ Po (K, sk, pk, st,cmt, cha)

return (cmt, cha, res)

return V(K, pk,cmt, cha, res)

B2 IDAKXID & Tr

(sk, pk) € [KGen(K)] TH 3.

§-min-entropy EED )\ € N, (sk, pk) € [KGen], cmt IZ
DWW, Prlemt = cmt | (st,cmt) < Py (sk, pk)] < 27°
DD LD,

Random-Self-Reducibility T %Zii73 PPT 7L
=Y X4 Rand & DPT 7/L3') X2 DRand H3{F7E
T 5:

(a) fEED X\ €N, K «$Pgen(1*), (sk, pk) «$ KGen(K)

IZDWT, (r,pk’) «-$Rand(K, pk) TH 2 pk' D57
D, pk DL —BT 5.

b)) £ED A € N, K ¢
[KGen(K)], (r,pk’) € [Rand(K,pk)] &2 W T,
sk 2% (sk',pk’) € [KGen(K)] % ifi7z 3 & &,
sk* = DRand(K, pk,sk’,pk’,7) T» 3% sk* IZDW\WT
(sk*, pk) € [KGen(K)] 23D 32D.

2.2.1 ID FROREM

D AXoZE®IF 1], 11] €S, ID =

(Pgen, KGen, P1, {CH x } kcipgen)s P2, V) &3 %. KR-KOA

ZeMB X PIMP-KOA Z2MEIEX 3 127R T KR-KOA

F—=LB XY PIMP-KOA 7 — A TEHFEINS. ID A

(T, €)-KR-KOA B2 TH % &%, Kl T THIET 2EED

TNV XL AL, A D KR-KOA 12>, TbbH

% ¢ T GamelgkOh(\) =1 225 22 &V . RIS,

ID 7% (T, €, Qca)-PIMP-KOA % 4T 2 ¥ 1%, I T Ty

fEL, Ocha &7 7 NVIC Qeha BID 7 2V ZAT S {EED T L

TV XL AL, A D PIMP-KOA 7 — 425D, 372

DHER ¢ T Gamegmﬂ’éa‘\()\) =1¢R3ZeZ2WVWS. %

7=, (T, ¢)-IMP-KOA %4 M3 (T, ¢, 1)-PIMP-KOA %421

ZRKT 5.

[Pgen], (sk,pk) €

2.3 Fiat-Shamir E%

Fiat-Shamir % # [5] &, ID 57 X » 5 &
HH A 2E2 BN FET D B ID =
(Pgen, KGen, P1, {CHk }kepgen, P2, V) % ID 75 =,
b & X DZIER, {Hi : {0,1}* = CHi }repgen) 27N
Yo Hy Oy $%. ID 278i2F % Fiat-Shamir
B4 FS[ID] = (Pgen, KGen, Sig, Vf) I&, XD X S IZE&EZ
Nns:

Pgen ¥ KGen : IDDHDEFL.
Sig(K, sk, pk, m) Xyt —=Y m € {01} @
BH o = (cmyres) ZXRD K HSWKEHET

%: (st,cmt) <8 Py (K, sk, pk), cha = Hg(cmt,m),
res «$ Py (K, sk, pk, st,cmt, cha).

Vf(K, pk,m, (cmt,res)) : V(K,pk,cmt,c,res) ZHiJ1. 72
72U, c= Hg(cmt,m).

2.4 Algebraic Group Model & Algebraic Reduc-
tion

B {Gk}x 2T % algebraic group model B X X al-
gebraic reduction 1, fRBII7 LTV X8 A [12] 12X D
EgEIND., BN 7ALITY XL, EEICE A D
Gk ODILEEHET 2L 22 Gy LOHEBEDOAZMHT 2
WS Z 2 TH3. Paillier ¥ Vergnaud 1 Z D&%
UTOESITER L AD ANEh 2 M HOHER
al,...,ap €EGg T X=X KITHL we Gy 2N
TH2LE w= apap £8D (ay,...,an) € ZM #3
FEL, AR w & edIC (ag,...,ay) ZHNTITE. 22
T, (a1,...,ap) FEE (a1,...,ay) BT 2 w DFRK
N7 ML eI S.

TED M € N, a = (a1,...,an) € GY, a =
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Game:gfijA(A)

1: K «$Pgen(1t)

2: (sk,pk) <$KGen(K)

3: sk™ «$A(K,pk)

4: return 1 if (sk*,pk) € [KGen(K)]

PIMP-KOA())
Game, b4

Oracle Ocha(cmt)

L=20

1=1

K +$Pgen(1%)

(sk, pk) <—$ KGen(K)

(i*, res"™) <8 A% (K, pk)

(cmt™, cha™) « L[i"]

cha <$CHgk
L[¢] « (cmt,cha)
1=1+1

return cha

return V (K, pk,cmt®, cha®, res”)
3 KR-KOA 7 — 24, PIMP-KOA 7 —2 245 27V Ocha

(a1,...,ap) € ZM IZDOWT, (a,a) = w = Z,iwzl apay
5% wWaay T we Gy BEEZD (a,...,an)
WEBF BB bV (a,...,ay) € ZM OR7
(w, (a1,y...,anm)) ZRT. T8DB, w=(a,a) TH%.
AT I IRy ZRAT V7 ARITIRE R BEZ 5.
{Gk}k ITBF % algebraic group model (AGM) [7] & 13,
AP {Grlx KELRBITZ LY XL THZZ 2 E NS,
FkRIZ, {Gk }x 1ICBAS % algebraic reduction [12] 1%, R
B {Grlr KWHLRBNTZ LIV XLTHZ IRV,

3. ER—XID AR

AEITE, KRN RE T 2HEN—ZID e 2O
HzBAT5.

3.1 EH

AT, ID AROFRIRIETH 32— R ID A
ZEHDS. ZHUIKRE ID AR LID [3) o—FTH by, #E
R OB EZ TICER I NS, 3] ITH W, HEFRBIREKD
BB L UHR—Z ID ARIUATTEREINS.
EFE 1 (EFTEE). BRZERDE HF & DUT 27
§ (Pgen, {Lk : Dk — Rk }kc[pgen) CERINS:

e Pgen IZAN 1N IR LAFRX—% K #1525 PPT
NIRXA=RERTNVTY) XLTHS.

o {Lk : Dk = Ri}repgen) FRATHEE K € [Pgen|
THEZ N, EED K € [Pgen] IZ2WTLLT % i
A I

— D & Ry HEE

— Lg : D — Rg HUERA.

c,d€Z, x,y € Dk ITDVT,

Tihbb, EED

Lg(x-c+y-d)=Lk(x) c+ Lg(y) - d.

E&E 2 (HR—2 1D AN). #BERX—2 ID /75X GID & <
7 (HF,{(CHK,ng,Dig)}KE[Pgen]) TR E .
o HF = (Pgen,{Lx : Dk — Rk }xc[pgen) (FTHEFRE]
otk
o {(CHk, D, D)} kepeen) BIRATFHEE K € [Pgen]
THESN, FED K € [Pgen] IZDWTLLUT & iifi
729
— CHg CZ.
— D¥ ¥ Dt BBEAWMY > SV v VAR Dk b
DI
BEXR—2 ID X GD &b, ID /HR
(Pgen,KGen, P1, {CH K } kepgen), P2, V) E LT D X 5
W X5
Pgen : GID ® HF ®3 D & [F—.
KGen(K) : sk«$ DS, pk = Lg(sk) & L, F&HE sk ¥
INBHEE pk Z .
Py (K,sk,pk) :st«$DSt, cmt = Lg(st) &L, AT —F
st a3y bXY b emt BH.
{CHK}kcipgen) © GID DB D E[A—.
Py(K, sk, pk,st,cmt,cha) : L AKX res = st + sk cha
Z .
V (K, pk,cmt, cha, res)
1 ZHi).

: Li(res) = cmt+pk-cha D& &,

3.2 Linear Representability

GID 8 Z X — % K € [Pgen] IZ2WT,
(a1,...,an,aux) € RY x {0,1}* ¥ T 3. lin-
ear representability &%, {fEED w = 211:1:1 agay € Ri (

(O[l,...,()éjw) € ZJM) IZ2OWT, w DFEH (Oél,... ,Oé]v[) )
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LR, SS [ 1]

PROM [EH 2]

PROM, LR, HVZK [ 3]

KR-KOA PIMP-KOA

EUF-KOA EUF-KOA

B4 AGM IZBUI28~—Z ID /X GID &Mt FSHUEH FS[GID] 72D

BRI w=Lg(a) €785 a € Dg ITEH (BLIFZLE
) TEHILTHS. HMIRERIATOMED TH %,
E & 3 (Linear Representability). #f~X—2x ID 773X
% GID = (HF,{(CH, D, D)} kepeen) & T 5. (F
BE®D K € [Pgen] IZ2WT, K = (ai,...,ap,aux) €
RY x {0,1} o $%. UT %73 DPT 713
U X2 Rep & IRep D’F(ET % & &, GID 3 linearly rep-
resentable TH 3 W5
e Rep : K = (a1,...,an,aux) € RY x {0,1}* ¥
w = ny:l aray Tl T AN (K, w,aq,...,ap) I
ML, w=Lkg(a) 23 a €D THI.
e IRep : K = (ai,...,an,aux) € MY x {0,1}* ¥
w = Lg(a) ZHi7Z3T AN (K,w,a) THL, w =
Zﬁilakak 15 (an,...,ap) € ZM ZHA.

4. AGM IZ&113 Fiat-Shamir BEZL DR
=y
ARETIX, AGM IZBI} 3, H#X—2 ID 5R GID &
MY GID ZITIicH X5 Fiat-Shamir B4 FS[GID]
DEEWDOEBREEERT . HMROEFLDEX 41TR7.
DTzt hoElEEs XUFEHZER S 25, EH 2 OFF
PHIZOWTIEAR—ZDEEIC L D BlET 3.
FI 1 (KR-KOA — PIMP-KOA in AGM). GID % linear
representability ¥ special soundness & OB —Z ID
FHRETB. GID B {Ri}reipgen) (BT BB T 1
VR A KL, (T,¢)-KR-KOA RETHZ LT 2. ZOE
X, EED QL, > 11229WT, GID & {Rk}repgen 1B
F BB 7 LTV X1 ISH L, (T7, €, QL) -PIMP-KOA
BETH5. 12751,
. ) 1
T ~T, and € §€+|CTK‘.
SEBH. A % GID iZxX19 % PIMP-KOA fREWN 7 vV
ALeTH D AZHHATSE KRKOA 713V X
LB EHERT 5. B OHBEIEANEINL pk iZXTIG
T3 sk* DEFFETHS. B OHEKRNZEIEIE A OH
J1%FH LT GID @ special soundness #f#H 5 % Z
*THbH. AlE PIMP-KOA 7TV XLTH 5379,
V (K, pk,cmt*, cha®, res*) = 1, (cmt* res*) = L[i*] £72 5%
(i*,res*) ZHT 5. —T5, A& {Rk}repgen BT
ZREM 7MY ZL7DT, A DEEFIC A 2S5 H
HENT emt* € R WKEREEARZ AL Tw 5.
ZDRBREANRT P, V(K, pk,cmt*, cha’,res’) = 1 &
7% (cmt*,cha’res’) ZAERRT 2 2B TES. T74D
5, A D—EORET special soundness D% {725

(K, pk,cmt*, cha® res* cha’ res’) 285N 3729, sk* D
FHRDIAIREICIR 5.

LU OWMIEI &5 B OBRER 5 1R T. 038 & BT
£ APFHTZ2F 2L VI T 71D Ialb—>a
VTHS.

FylLoSFSILDYIal—ray 028, O3 ~o
TV (cMtf(a,a)+pk.p}) ICPWT, cha «$CHy ZEL, V
AN LIS 3. 72 ARREN 7 LY XA20
T, Al cmt DREARZ ML (o, 8) DEFHICZ TV T 5.
ZIZT, TNEVRP Lyg ITHIAL, cha & A ~NDIRE L
35,

sk* DFE. X 51285 B OEIfFICIE, B BMEIET 235
AN 51THE TITHREET S. BMEILLET, 20 A
B (i*,res*) ZHIIUIGE, B A3 sk™ REtHTE S %
Y.

5{THT B 2M2IE LR WEGE, A BREER &2 23
% (i*,res*) ((cmt*,cha®) = L[i*]) ZH AL TWwW3B Z ¥
REKTSE. 22T OE DEREID, VAL Ly 205
cmt* DRJK (a1,...,an,pk) = (a,pk) € RET ITBT
3 BT bV (af,...,ak,B) = (af, p*) € ZMH!
Z, (a*, ") = Laglemt*] ELTHWDHFT ZEHNTES.
IHFE ADBANITELT R DIT aq,...,an & pk &
WERBUT7 VTV ZXLTHY, FrLoIFT7 712
cmt* = (a, a*) + pk - 5* :Zﬁilak~az+pk~ﬁ* UL
V33 2IE (o, 8*) ZRRICHI LRTNERR S R
WeHTH 5.

ZZTw= nyzl apay DWW, linear representabil-
ity I2&D w* = Lig(a*) 123 o € D DFET 5.
Lo T,

M

cmt* :Zak -ay, + pk- g*
k=1

=w" +pk- " = Lg(a”) + pk- 5* (1)

DI D LD,

K (1) £ GID DEHE LD, V(K, pk,cmt*, —f*,a*) = 1
DS, Fiz, TATHT B 2MEIL LR WS, cha® # —8*
& 7% 578, (K,pk,cmt* cha® res*, —3* a*) & SS &
(sk*,pk) € [KGen(K)] 725 sk® N T 5720 D%
iz d. EX D, B BMEIEET, 22D A B3 (i*, res*)
PHNT 220, BIXIELKL sk 25tET 5%, 32bb
KR-KOA 7 — A IZBHITX= 3.

B ORSFIREE. A3 (T',¢,Q) )-PIMP-KOA 7=V X

cha

LIEDT, X520 O3 25D (cmt*, cha®) 16t LHER

cha

¢ T V(K, pk,cmt*, cha®, res*) = 1, (cmt*, res*) = L[¢*] &
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B(K, pk)

al
OZm (€Mt (a,a)+pk-6})

1: L= Lalg =0
2: =1
L% * ol
3: (i",res”) <8 A (K, pk)
4: (cmt®, cha™) = L[i"]
5: abort if V(K, pk,cmt™, cha™,res™) # 1
6: (af,...,an,B") = Liglcmt™]

7: abort if cha” = 3"

M
. *_ *
8: w = E apQy
k=1

* * * *
9: a =Rep(K,w",ai,...,an)

10 : return SS(K, pk,cmt”™, cha™, res*, —3%, a")
B 5 KRKOA 7LIVRAh B, Fx¥LYI453271D¥Ial—ar 0%

%5 (i*res*) BT3B, XoT, B3R ¢ T51TH
DIFILGAZ BT E 5.

BOT, EEDaIy P AV b emt* & §* IZOWT, B
WX B* NI cha® <+ $CHyx ZIER/ZD, cha® = —p* &
RBMERIZ1/|CHEK| THB. XoT, BIdHER 1/|[CHk| T
TITHOEIEEFEERTES. XD e > —1/|CHK]
Y7570, B 1% (T,e)-KR-KOA 71TV XATH 2. [

EIZ 2 (PIMP-KOA — EUF-KOA in AGM). GID Z#i~R—
A ID FTRETF 5. GID 25 {Rk }repgen (BT 2RI
TAaY XL KL, (T, ¢, Qeha)-PIMP-KOA Z2TH %
35, 0 E RO QL, > 1122\ T, FS[GID] &
{Rk}kepgen KHETH2RE T VLTV X LKL, ROM
WZBWT (T, ¢,Qp)-EUF-KOA Z&£TH 3. 72751,

T =T, € =¢, and Qg = Qcha — 1.

£ 3 (EUF-KOA — EUF-CMA in ACM). GID % lin-
ear representability, eqvzk-HVZK, §-min-entropy % >
HAX—x2 ID 5t 3%. FS[GID] %3 {RKk }repgen 1€
BT 2REB7a) X4 12Xt L, (T,6,Qpn)-EUF-KOA
HETH2ZL TS, ZOLE, FS[GID] 1¥ {Ri}repgen
WHT2REM7 LY XL KL, ROM 2B\ T
(T',€,Qn,Qs)-EUF-CMA &2 TdH 5. 72721,

T'=T-0(M+Qs), and

n (Qu + Qs)?

!
€ <e€ 2

+ Qs - €Hvzk-

SERA. EUF-CMA REM 7LV s A 2FAT 3
EUF-KOA fREMI 7 LTV X4 B /K5 2. B O
BICHTzo TOHERARNLETAT 47, B AlZedic
EUF OERZHNE T3 703 Xaktzd, ADBHEHL
IiExE ZDEE BOH 1 3T23DTHS. LLLED
5, AX EUF-CMA 713V X LRBDT, Azt

1: cha+$CHk

2: L[] = (cmt,cha)

3: 1=1i+1

4: Laglemt] = (a1,...,an, B)

5: return cha

cha

XEBDICFAREEZ TV ELFZINEBHASY
AAND T T YIHIG LRIT UL R 5720, B 1d EUF-KOA
TV YZLBDT, ADTVRLTT NI T VITHL
T, BEPFHTE 27 v X247 7 VERH L OGRE
THIENTES. LeL, BHATZ IV ZVIINLT
75 TERWED, [f5hOFETELL T I LI
WX F 2REE LRI RS2V, XoT, B GID O
HVZK 2R LBEL A S 71023 3IaL— T3 LT,
A ZHE (m*, (emt* res®)) X EE2 2 e 2 HIEL T
5. AbHOLUI-BEEZOEE BOoH e $352 8T,
B 1% EUF-KOA % — 22 FIATRETH 5.
PO X 5 B OBKER 6 12T, 03¢ 13 B i<
k55 X ntT 20D, O BBHA T 7 VD ZAZN
PIal—2arTh5.
SYUALASUNDYIalL—o3y 03 0 ADr T
U (ecmt,m) IZDWT, Bl Oy I (cmtyeme.q), m) &7 T
VL, ZORERZDFE 038 OEEL T 5.
ERASUNDITal—>ay OFF. AILkBBHNA
270 0% At BHHDZTY my IZOWTIE, HVZK
ZAHu (emty, chag,res;) ZEFE L, cha, & (cmty, my) I
B vXrxosrsrvofiheLTrunr s 055,
Z 2T, BRI Lylemty, my] DERBX N TO G ITENE
1213 %%, GID @ S-min-entropy 12 & h Z DHEHRIT
(t+Qp)/20 TBEZ6N3. 7TV ENE m T3
FHIX (cmty,res;) TH DD, T T B IE {Ri}repgen)
WHETZ2REM 7 LT XLTHD, £/ cmt, € R T
H 27D, (cmty, res,) DHITDOEEE emt, DFREARZ b
RIFRICH D LR UER & 0. B ADANIE (K, pk)
THH, WE K & (a,aux) € RY x {0,1}* ODFETH 3
728, K (a,pk) KBFBHRERT FLEDTD LS
FHET 3. HVZK OB XD, (cmty, chag, resy) 1I2DWT
Ly (res;) = cmty + pk - cha; £72%. GID @ linear repre-
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« % . 0% 08
3: (m ) (Cmt{(a,acmt* Y 4Pk Bemex + (emt, v ) 1o res )) 8§ AT s (K7 pk)

4: cha® «+ O?}g(cmt?cmt*,l},m*)

5: abort if m" € LV Lg(res™) # cmt™ + pk - cha™

6: return (m”, (cmticpe-.13,res”))

|
OF (CMt {0 3) 1 pk Bt (eme )} > ™)

O (m1)

LH[cmt, m] — OH(cmt{cmt.l},m) if LH[cmt,m] =1

return Ly[cmt, m]

L=LU{m:}

(cmty, chay, res;) «+$ HVZK(K, pk)
abort if Lgcmty, m¢] ¢ {chas, L}
Lr[emte, my] < chag

o emt = IRep(K, L (rest), ress)

return (me, ((cmtt){<a’at’m> pkechar}? rest))

6 EUF-KOA REIZ L TY RS B, SV ELXFIADY I al—vay O BLAS

IADYIal—ay OF
sentability & D Lk (res;) = (a, oy emt) £72% ot eme € ZM
D3 IRep ICE DEONZ 7D, emt, = (a, aycme) — pk - chay
LB ZHE cmty D (a,pk) BT BHRET b
VD (eemt, —chay) THDZZEZEKT 5. ko,
((CMte) {(asaus.cm)—pkechas}> €S¢) D327 TV my IZBT 5 FHH
FZINDREL D,

BEDOEN A PBEOERICKIIL 25 E,
(107, (O ) e+ (et e} T657)) B HHITT 2
ZZTCTamt iZ ADBBHA T I NVAND I Y THT
cmty FEZLITEIRZMALTHD. Foemty D R D
JTLTH D720, cmt* IZIEEE (a,pk,cmt) 2B 3 %
BARZ PV (0temes Bemte s Yeme*) DIRFELTWS. 22
T cmt* HIKS Rg DILTH S0, KB 7 Lra) X
LDEZRELD, cmt* BH-RFEEL LT3N T
X%, TROBEE (a,pk,cmt,cmt*) , HRE~T b
23 (0,0,0,1) THS emty ..y PHINCED SN 72D,
(m*, (emt} e 1y, res”)) & B OHA ETE, B & EUF-KOA
F—LIBMTES.
B OFER BLcRX5, t HEDEXR AT 7L
ZIVIZBIFBEIEHRIZ (t+Qpy)/20 THBXZBHN3.
XoT, BHAS ALY I 2L — a Y EEDOEIFERIZ
@S (t+Qmu)/2° < (Qs+Qu)?/20 ¥ %. %72, envzk-
HVZK 2 & D, 028 AFIELRVIR D, 028 D157
¥ Sig DI & eqvzk-close TH B Z BRI N 5.
A (T, €,Qn,Qs)-EUF-CMA REI 7 LTV X4, F
ROBIER ¢ THEZHNT S0, B3Pk b biEHR
¢ —(Qs+Qmu)?/2° — Qs - envzk T EUF-KOA IZFIT &
5. O

EE OEM 3 OB WT, B ORKNRE L%
(M, (Mt} ey res®)) ¥ L7, CHBANTEZ SR
7= R DILEFTRL, B oBfEHIcESh R DITD
HELLTHMABZEWNTEDLDTHS. LELLEND,
cmt* X A XD CMEY o)k B + (it e} D TE
260, emt DBREREICOVWTHBEXRA I /LS Ial —
¥ a Y OBPTRIE (a,pk) 1B 2BEANRT S AnBES
NTVWE., Ko GHRUIREERLHEZITS 28 Tomt* OHE
JE (a,pk) B ZHHANZ FAREETE S, Tbb
B~ A& N7z (a,pk) DAEFHT AT cmt* B H
NTBHZEDHARETH 5.

5. BBHOHIC

AT, 8] TRENLRBM 7 LTV 6%V
WEE 7 K % Schnorr BH D tight T DOWT,
—fED FS BIBHAANOHEHAATREMEZEE L. REW 7L
IV XLBREDHICEDETH 5720, BERX—Z 1D
KTz EAL, 2hz FS ZMLTEONBXH T EE
ROMNGE Lz MRe LT, 8] LHEEOKE, Thbb
K87 LY ZL%2RBIG7 L) XLIZHIRST % 2 8T,
BEFED tight Z2MICET 2 RAlREEZ R TcE 228 %
—f&D FS BIBHIZONWTRL.

AT FS BEBYL O RLMIEHAREMEICOWT,
tight Z2MB KO HEMNRFRICOATEH LD, [11] T
% Non-programmable ROM 1251} 2 ~A[REME DGR IZD
WTHEREINTWE. SHAVWEFEEZHOT, iof
ATREMEDAERZ AT 2 Z e BN TE 202 5% OBE L T
5.
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