B39% HeAH

S s o it B N OB

Computer Science June 2012

MARIERRSE NN AR

BER
(BERIBAFEFHAER HM 450004

B OE LAER AR 2002 5K %S Edy Cramer #= Shoup H AR i, A LW AL HA G R B RAFS2
B, AW EH SMEBURA, “BHYH"F PRI RDHIEN ARG BN TR, LR G TXHAAEREESH
W RGER T B Tkt CCA 2 AR BEARN LI, B 2 BR T EMHELHIUR, e A F o 4kiE 80 47
RHRWIL R ZBHER I T FAANER N R RIERA B A ZHE. NBTRHFEAREALEHGHS
BRI TREAZAGREL RFPELEANEL, TS TAHFEV AGETBETHER,

XRBIA AHFEARL, TERRFME,CCA &4, B, OT Hill, T FIAKIE, B4Rt h , Kt iR
REZES%S TP309.2 XEARIRE A

Research on Hash Proof System and its Applications

ZHAOQO Xiu-feng
(Institute of Electronic Technology, Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou 450004 ,China)

Abstract The notion of hash proof system was first proposed by Cramer and Shoup in Eurocrypt 2002, There are lots
of research results about hash proof system since the notion was proposed,nowadays, some revisited versions were pre-
sented. “Projective” and “smoothness” are two important prosperities of hash proof system. It is found that hash proof
system is used several contexts except used as a means to build efficient chosen-ciphertext secure public-key encryption
schemes, such as password-based authenticated key exchange,oblivious transfer, deniable authentication, zero-knowledge
proof , commitment, etc, We addressed the definitions of hash proof system, analyzed the derivation relations and security
level among variations,and discussed the applications of hash proof system in cryptography.
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tion protocol, Zero-knowledge proof protocol, Commitment protocol
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Cramer F1 Shoup™ ¥ W& L T W% iE B R 48 (hash proof
system, HPS) 52 B4, A IE REAEN — LR S
EZFIEH ARG, TR I FRER R T A IEH] CCA2 Z411
ARG BEITEHREWMS S RE LRSI ZH
5, BRIEA & MEURA, 4110 . 1G85 B4 (smooth
projective hash function, SPH)™ |38 universal, #& % ilF 9 &
g0 AT IRIE ) Y-F ¥ 3 08 & R (verifiable Y-smooth
projective hash function, V-Y-SPHD™ | Eif, Weel #2117
A Hh B B Z5 JE BA & 48 (extractable hash proof system,
EHPS),

MAEEHRGER TELSHNERE L PHERNAZ
LR ENBTEMHFDEH KSR, MEFA4SIA
JiF [ 2% 45 32 #: (password-based authenticated key exchange,
PAKE) tp 1[251) R £ & 1& % (oblivious transfer, OT) t
{018 BT FFTAIAIE (deniable authentication, DA) Hpi %)
FIRENIRUE BB (zero knowledge proof, ZKP) B M | A ik
WO,

i3

AR E R B RPHE RS (6117313 %),

2 Cramer-Shoup 7E X

2002 4, Cramer 1 Shoup 32t T W4 7 IE 9] R4 LA,
HFRHAE N T EEMEDFHG B TR CCAZ BAPH
HikE. RAEERARGERFLENES XFEXEX +
B NP &S L, B X 4 L Hi—HEHcEM X\L $i)—
MEVTERITEREY. MEIEHREN B2, ¥
BRI TR AL REWT AT X588, RN E
. FEREN IR ERPHEIEHERE NT €
L BEBHF R BSOS H EEE, Ea N E 124
FEEM—BEE RGN B EHMSHEES . B
BEEH”, A ERESYH T € L flz€ X\L Bif
BT W A RO RS X .

2.1 EHRHRERE

A XM AERESEE, S H=Hwex HH K FRIR
RO EET R EA BN REK, Hy A X B ITH—4
. FEE T kR He=Hy . 8418 F=(H,K,
X, ID JyWa 7 1% (hash family) , @A H, H— W% RE

EX 1S % IR, projective hash family) 4 L /X
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B T4, S AARIEENES, S o K>S HEE. WFE
AR k€K H, AL AR « (O HE, R H=
(H,K,X,L,IL, S, ) (X, L) (WBH M AR . BH, ROTFK £
REFH B 0. K—S WEHRE REL s=a() AREEH.

EN 2GE L ¥ % &%, universal projective hash fami-
ly) 4 H=H,K,X,L,IL,S, ) ABEMAEE, S =0 H—
A, EEH ECRK FXHIERS

R H 2 e-universal ¥, BT FHAH s€ S,2€ X\L,
el W2

Pr Hy (2)=n A a(k) =s]<ePrl a(k) =5]

R H J2 e-universal, B, INFXT FHAH s€ S,z€ X\L,
" € X, x7#x" ;7o EILHE

P H.(x)=xANH,(z* )=xn" Na(k)=5s]

<P Hy(z* )==n" Na(k)=5]

R H 2 e-universal B9, W25 « (O HE, BME H, BE
A L SEHE M FEEMN € X\L, IEFFR H. () FHER
EL RN e, WHFE H R e-universal, i, WERW 2 RS,
SHFAEER 2 € X\L, 7 « (B F He (=) BEWKHEFT >3
FREEN z€ X\L,x#x" , EWEN H (O WMBEEZEL R .

XEFEWHH R universality RIGHIERREHB L
TREIEH CCA2 %4t 4 T 4. Universal 11 universal,
R—ANEEERBWEES, REBH TRAER LI unvier-
sal 2 universal, MIFL B M % 15, I Cramer F1 Shoup 45
T — A E S, R RS A IR .

EX 3CERBE 7 5, smooth projective hash family)

4 HEBRERER, HBMTHFXEXTWENERU
(M VD, FEPLESE k€ K, BEPLERE € X\L, L #F
* EMLUWD={(z,a(k), 7)), VI = (z,a(k), H: (2)), ¥
H R, R UGD A VUD B « #4519, B) [UGD —V
(D) |<e.

2.2 FERHRAE

FEBRRRERTRBE S AR RS, X 38, 8R4
SHTFERRBMENEX. FEHEH. I ERE2SH
€ RSERNEE S THEEBILE x, AT FAREH A%
B I54izsiE,

ENX A(FE 5 T/, subset member problem) {5
SHEEMUD en s FE— L LEELF A WBRERIH. F
ERAEBMENE—NLWARAT SN ERESES
X, LMW, 5 L EWM 56X R RCXXWH X MTE£,
BNES L={z: Jw;s. t(z,w) ER}.

ENX S5O KM T4 5 R (8 8%, sample subset member
problem)  FRFE L5 A B2 AT SRAE R, 2500 B T 3444

D EHIFT R FE—MEREE BA 1 REBR—
A5 A=(X,L,W,R<1,,

OBEATTRE: FE-ITHMBLMRNBE, WAZH
A=, LW, EM il x€EL MweW #18 x N MR
L St vl 2Ry 53537

QIR TR, FEBMELZTREYE o MALH
A=(X,L,W,R) EMAITTE 0 € X, i th 21 =4\, z0),
BINR xo €Ll W4z WATR X\L GitT BS54
A AR x0 €xX W4 x1 WARE X I BRI 5 4
i

BN 6 (P MET 4 5% 5t 6] B8, hard subset member prob-
lem) Ff M= (1) en 2 RMET 8 AR5 B, B P53 A0 = 1)
{A>x R ALy BRI X0, o A< 1,2z, €RLCAD,
wERX(AD\L(AD .

2.3 BRARKIARSE

EFREETERR ENERT, 4 48 AR A IEN
REMEN .

ENX 77 iE B B 4, hash proof system, HPS) 4-H=
(H,K,X,L,II,S, ) B (X, L) MBI T, M A TR R 5L
A, R R T A FMRERS K H=(H,K,X,L,11, S,
DN MBMBEIEARLEP.

OXFAEH AEMEE LEK FHEFUNELAT
HE () ES;

OB EREK ML, TUEHITE H (o €L, XA
BEFRA P RIMEREL;

(DBE «B),z€L, K z MIEE w, FERAREY FH
VI8 Hy (), B f(xra(B))=H, (z), RE® f AAFE
B

WHFERBMEER TR OPHITE.

TN 8GE B ZIE &4 , universal hash proof system,
UHPS) 4 (DX —B¥, BRIk B 5 Ik L s
. & MATFEERRE,MBRT A LHAFIHH—F
B IDpo. 4 PHMB—MEHIERRE, MRFLE
B 8% B R oD, fEAXT FRTA R =0, MBAM ALX, L,
W,R1€[ L1, EB A, SHARIEW REG P XBRMB LG
#FEH=H,K,X,L,II, S, ) 55— e({)-universal (-univer-
sal, , smooth) It # i H=(H,K, X" ,L* ,1I,S,a" ) &
S(D-AE4BEY, MFK P R e (1) -universal(-universal, , smooth)

3 BEMRFHIERARS

3.1 Gennar-Lindell 7E X,

FESCERL 1], IR 7 R AR — R SRR
IEB ARG A Fitit CCAZ Z2mM A%, MEXEL2]F,
YEH B F CCA2 &4 B A2 A fil i 1 X R Se R R
1, AR — T EANE R 2RSSR L.
R TERET O AESE YR8 8 L &, Gennaro il
Lindell ##k T Cramer-Shoup X} ¥ 7% iE B3 R 4t 0 R 4R € 3L
FEAR T “BUBHE”, DISR T “SEHE”, H “ 3 A IE I R
G HRR R B R T IR S A R

FREE 7 Cramer-Shoup & X HEF EH N TEE
LA TER, X FEN 2 L BHFERETHR
Ba: K>S HBREEH =D LUIE—HE H. (0 HE.
M REENBREEARRRETORY, HAARESEY
ERM— A TRz X, HHBEESH .=y, &
€L, ML E s, =alk, DME—HRE H (D).

BYHEME  7E Cramer-Shoup & L, VIR HEER = A%
S35 X\L HEHLIE BN, Bl € X\L. WHR =z BEHF T
BEEN, NBELRALTEN 2 X\L 2S5 RN T
BiE. BHELFIENAR UMD VH ,UH) =(2,q
(B),x ), VIH) = (x,a(k), Ho(x)), i k€K, n' €11, =
EEEN. HENTFTEN € X\L, UMD VH) £GH AT

K4M, B} UCD =V (H) , WI#k H= (H,, K, X,L,II,a,) &
IS 19 .
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3.2 Kurosawa-Desmedt £ ¥

Kurosawa fl Desmedt'™ Z£i% 3t IND-CCA %4 #1B-& N
TR BT IR A R M A BRI Cramer-Shoup % 3, %
H e-universal, ¥4 H75 (strongly) universal,.

EX 9GRE YR, strongly universal projective
hash family) 4 H=(H,K,X,L.II,S,a) HIXFE A5, %
1B A€ rK E X HIBERAAT .

R H B8 universal B, INBXT FHAE M s€S,z€ X\L,
M rCIL A

Pr[Hk(x)ana(k)=s]=ﬁ
Fr H £:58 universal B, MR FFAER s€S,x€ X\L,
o GX’I;ﬁx* "Nyﬂ* EH,%E
1

Prl:Hk (x)zﬁ{ Hk (I* )21{* /\a(k)zs]:m

3.3 KahiEX

M TiEE 42 OT hill, Kalai'” 82 T Gernaro-Lin-
dell I RRHFM A RS, 12 T FRIEHM Y- E R H#
M F %, H5 Cramer-Shoup £ LKW EM A RED
RBNET 58— B0 T PR, B, B0 T AT e .
3.3.1 Y-FERBRYLHIHK

EX 0V FREERARE 4 H=(H:,K,X,L,
1, S, o) R EMEFRERE M WHREHRHR, EWNENEH A=
(X,L,W,R BN z€ YN, K YSX\L, B R (o
(&) s Hy () Fa(l) s O BGEHA T X 438, K k€K (A,
€ rICA), R H=(Hi, K, X, L, 1L, S, a) & B M T4 5 i
M Y- B E 7 AL

R Y- R A RIS Cramer-Shoup & X H )
EREMAFIEHRENXIARNA B Y- FEEER T
RPN TER B UEESES A, Cramer-Shoup £ X HH)F
BHEMGERTREN A€M, B2, Y- FREERM FEA
z€Y AL, T Cramer-Shoup 5& S i - 2R X F ML
W x€rX\L B3

A ABEEHXE—NENR? FRAETYTRELHTE
BEBELs A MR, 4 Y=X\L,REHEX\L) -
BRI, AW, RO mE RSG5 T
BERGTENEEEERER TH A BB, JHik,
SCHRLA B 7B SRL X F YEX\LUER Y- gk,
3.3.2 TREHATEAR A

EX NERIEFATFRERAEE HRTFEEREM
M J& Y- Pl B TEREAS , 0 5w 2L [ A AT SRt i R AT SRk
BAT KB, BB E Y-FT8AE, B FEEREmE %
@9%A%1fﬁ%5ﬁzﬂ(/\9xo s 1) E‘l‘gﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘: l:lﬁq’g_f b& {0’
1} f#8 z, eY(A) B

(DX TFENEHAFNEDN 2,0, F 20 EYW, B &
Y (A, JU BCA, 0,21 ) =03

L b€ (0,1}, BH €L, Hxis €A, z)  H3A &
(Aszosx)=1,
3.4 WeeEX

2010 4FEFE L |, Wed FE Cramer-Shoup & X FZE R b
FIA T IS A IE RANE S, TTHBMBEIEHR
FRE—REHROEZTTERNPIET RE, 5 Cramer-Shoup

e 20 o

(938 PG 7 UE B R GE B X AE T A “ A UE I VR B T
“SEE”. BR, ST @ R AL R B R A A
HIF— AR Z 44T Cramer-Shoup & X Hyi# Fi & 7 IE
RGO T TR AR5 R, T Wee & B BT HIBUR IS 75
MEB RGO T B XEZ 4R A . F R AT B va A E W R
88, AT AL FT MR CCA-Z LM AHINE KRS .

4 EXZEMXEF

4.1 REXRSH
XEBAVE LSRR REM AN E L2 BIR 4%
FLOME 1R, HP>"RRRERR, ‘SRR KKK

.
| [ #exz |

| wmeemEsTsaieR
R

B%FRARFE |

[ Cramer-Shoup & 3 ‘

Gennar-Lindell £ X —| L Kurosawa-Desmedt & X

1 MAEIERREE L EREXRR

4,2 REFZHSH
B AE X 2 F%E X 10 T HIEBE cuniversal;=e-uni-
versal il strongly universal, = strongly universal, 7 #p iR

WTEM KR,

it ’—Ilfﬂ-univer‘salﬁstrongly universal

JEER . “=>7Rik H %Tﬁ—'—universal B, [ F BT A
s€S,z€ X\L f €I, M TRV EFZFRLE K , FRBSL

Pr Hi (2) = A (k) =5 J< T Prlath) =]

RAFEE S € S, 2 € X, Rin € 11 78 5 F BBl ik £ 19
kGRK9;ﬁ‘

A A A 1 A

PrlH(x)=nNalk)= sj<mPr[a(k) =]

ﬂlg/[\ ’er.ﬂ: kERK 9%‘

Prlo(k) =5 1= %, PrUH, (D=rNal)="5]

= 3 PlH:(®D=nMalk)=s]+
IGH\(C\H

P H, () =nAa(B)=5]
g%ﬂ—lpx[a(k):?]w{m (H=rha
A
(B)=5]

II]—1
<TTII

=Pr[a(k)= 2]
AT A R 8 BT AR

Pi[ H, (x):n/\a(k)=s]=l%‘l’r[a(k)=s]

Prla(k)=s |+ Prla(i)=s ]



LB Pr[Hk<x>=n|a<k>=s]=l—1—,, BEEY S, HiR

strong universality,
“<"{B% H ¥ J& strong universality, M ¥f T A K s€
S,z€ X\L # o€ I, 5 FREML B k€ K, FRIL:

-

P H,(x)=xn|a(B)=5]= T
PrlH.(@)=nAa®)=s]_ 1 JEOySEN
LR kPr[a(k)_—‘s] T IREERERAIRE
P Hy ()= Aat) =s]=7 & Prla(t)=s]

< | ll[ | Prla(k)=s]

BEENL 2,HH Eﬁ—universalityo
RIEATEA M T EM KR

#ig 2 I—ll”-universalz Sstrongly universal,

£ 3  smoothness(Gennar-Lindell £ % )=>smoothness
(Cramer-Shoup & %) .

EW BRI A 15 H 3 2 Gernar-Lindell & X #)F
B X F T AR E XA R UGD f VD , 5t
FEA € X\L, BEHLER €K, BENLERE » € LU =
(xra(k) 5" ) s VD =(z,a(k) s Hi ()) ,UHD 1 V(H) R4
AR 0. A FREPLERY € X\L, UMD
VD BRESHTAE X 487, Btk H 3% 2 Cramer-Shoup &
M FEE.

& 4 X\ L-smoothness (Kalai & ¥ ) = smoothness
(Gennar-Lindell & X).

BB BRI R AR H W Kalai 52 SCH X\L- P34,
M3t FE—EETFERAFEE ML A4 Y=X\L,
WRYCX\L, BT HFAEXFAEINEE UMD M
VD, W FE €Y, lENLERE R K, BHLER ' € 10,
UMD =(x,a(k), 7)), VIH) = (z,a(k), H (2)), UH) fl
VD RS AT R G0, WAXFREN—NEEFER
RmE M #sel A 3t FE8A z€ X\L,BEVLERE k€ K, Bl
Pl »' € ILUH) = (z,a(%) »x'), VIH) = (x,a (&), Hy
() U R V) BEEHATT X 430, B H 7% & Gennar-
Lindell & SCH 1.

5 NMA#TR

AN RS FH T RE CFRBESH BBOAAHNE
A REHE PR .
5.1 CCA2 REMAPME

1998 4, Cramer 1 Shoup!™? £ F ElGaml {4 &1 # % 1)
CS AR RSB —MERRER R T IND-CCA2 &M B nE
TR AT R E SR LA e BECOREE AR d i
DH [RIRR, T A3 A8 B B 2% i il

2002 4E , Cramer F1 Shoup™! #£ CS W%’JB‘JEWLMT?&
FLRETMHEIEHRE RS T EMERLS IND-CCA2 4
) Crammer-Shoup JIFHESR, REAAXBHEF BB AIEN &
GRS E, IR P RE R ESEIES,
Crammer-Shoup fE3 K AR AT f N A H ) £ 2R L
212 FIWr i () 8 (in DDH,DCR,DQR) .,

BJE, B T A A M FIER R " WiE CCAZLM
MER SRR, BiE,2010 EXEH S E, Wee Eaf
AHBE R AIER AL TETIHEERER CCA2 £2
ST I HESR , FLE A SRR A “ T UL SE DA 4 »
AR (ABO B R) 7R E L HIEY] . Wee IIEHESE
B E 2 RAMA N R BB E# .CDHD .

5.2 ETFOSNEMBABEHIY

ETO4MINERS BT P UE— A
8.5 FidEHOSRTLAERBENSEES . B T K
HIAIE B BB R E AP R E R E R
PHEEMK M REHHRSEHSRER, AR FET
AP ERFERRAR T R S0HE LA , BB 35 N 32 FR | i B S
# AEBCROL A

2001 4&, Katz % AP % ff CCA2 %4/ Cramer-Shoup
gk SR EAGRE T 55— MR T iHEZ 2K
PAKE #{, B A T FERER A REEE, B,
Katz % A B A AR P BB R & RS, 2002 4,
Cramer 1 Shoup 2 i T -IE 81 % MBS .

2003 4E, Gennaro I Lindell™ X+ KOY i B7 B 1 & 15
G TS, RAFEHRY Hash BB SHMBMEL ¥
HHRR T Cramer-Shoup MRS, B i THFEREAT
PAKE i) —A—MHESR, FR G GL AESR , (- 7T DL L)
fbi % T DDH Bt . — KRB R B N WERBBEHA
FLEG&PN., F¥, 7€ KOY/GL MMl &L b, FI A FE#K
B A REOVAE, BT KEXT 04 NEESA T BT
FF,

KOY/GL M EA BB 5, NS S FHEL
#B%EH o K CCA RL2MMERAE . RE MWUSHEFFE
et I O 4 0% 30 BRI RF R A B RHE, B E
BRSO B R A R BCK L TTE R (B O FREH
WA REE, RE SR EANBRLIRNSEESH. A8
NS E5HTHENEE S EES, TEEN R EESAI K
EEBITF .

5.3 FEBELHTW

FEZEEALH 1 (Oblivious Transfer Protocols, OTP) J&
FRFEP R — AU T T LR L&, BT 5 Circuit
Evaluation, 22 £ T8 AT, M LR EFH . £R
LREMDBIIRN B, ZREWAEWMER mo Flom, K
# RPIA —MEFE LIS o, IBUTE G B UUH R B84
BAE 8 me [BRAHNE m— 58, REERNFTEREBE R©
btz el A

2005 £E, Kalai™ ¥ Y H] FI V8 8 04 7 B H= (H,,
K, X, L, D% T —4 OT thill 98 FIHESR . HELR
HEVBRERA RN TTHRESE”LH OT il MIhEE,
FIR PR SRR WCE M %2 2, P FE R T4 8L R B Y
“HAEHE"RIFERENE L,

R, ZI AR T L EEF TR S, B
HETH T RIEEWE TS o-, € X\L, BIBCE R Dk
#F 20,1 € X, ATTA] LIRS ERISGPAE B mo Mlomy . AT
B B A B R BRI BB B mo F o , MRS —F
HLBIRARIE 20 #1 2y PELSH BT X\L. Hf;,Kalai 72
I F RN R YRR LR T Y-TRiF K R FER

« 21 o



R E Y- PR A R

2006 4F, G %% AU 3t Y-SPH-OT #4il(# UCHER T
B THN AMERRAERSLBIUHHERT Y-
SPH-OT $LE UC %2 M, & A AMEHBA T ARA UC
T, T BB B E X SO BAEER B E B, 3
#RO1L2, 1354y BUEE R T “NCE 4kl ” 0 “DTD & §1 7 e U R
Y-SPH-OT Hr3 Ay BASCIE B, » AT AT RASEBR“BH 0TS B RS AT
HEE".
5.4 WIHEIARPIAIE N

FERFRIEAT R FPUEA UMY, Dwork 218 H T 317
A 75 1A TA IF (concurrent deniable authentication, CDA) &Y #§
Ao AIHNAEMBE — B H MBEF I i /il
RBBFIMEE T BBIHEE m AE, BRENHE R AR S
3 FEHATH B KRR ; FaT, T8 m BIATEE T ARRE 5 3
T UEB £ WE R BUE T AERE B m, R AR
AT AAKEDY . AR T Z 2R EREYE, 3
HREMEAZBRDU B FEERE A TEFREFTET
BABRINA.

ENER, B R NEETENEHE, A THENIE
TH 8, AT LU o AR 335 A A T X434 3R 52 BRTE B
5 AR T AE A P IR R e A B (VSPHD , JR R 2
VSPH EAHE AR X 531 i, B W (Bt ) B X 43
NP o) B B 5L SR e L 5L SRR 2 W B R 1)

SCHRL 14 16 F 7T B8AE - 1 425 i 2 B BORT Ak AR 1 I 48 1
B, F95E T — BT AT B IR GS . SCRRL 1418
AL BN AL ERERS SR, CI15]ET
Rl VAW T HHREEAREG R HE T RIEFERE
O B, AT B AAEF AUV T B VSPH, N8 %& T
PM T ERCRAE SRR,

SCRRL 160 I B MR A B A SE R MM 1E T — AR

MY A ey » ELBEAC A S o 5 P 4B 1 52 BATE M 20 B
PSR 52 IR 22 A Y

Ry PV TR B T 52 T A5 IA 0 (LN TR
B T I — R P AR TS T UMM T A, 4
B BB Den— Aen; » Den— Ay AL U AT 01
0T S ATE B AT A A MG, 223 SR T , £ B T )
(BT , B L ARTE X SO BT 86 T B T A
5.5 BWHRIERR{hY

BRI AT i Goldwasser % A i, HFTE
BN B A A TR, Rt A £ 7 HE GAE
PSS 2 T AR MU T KRR 8
. BRIVGEFYMUR SR — B R S, T SR
EHEE S R B R RIRR T BS A S 25
fnR,

SCRRC 17 IR “B AR S AT T 554k, 3811 THESB 7T 3
WA RIS . TEAE T HER AR A E Y DA B
AT 160 0 I O — A A A, T ELIRIE & T DA £ 07
M A RIESE w B R, FIN SR w AR TR HE
MRS B (w,w) € Q2o o R IFZ ., XM
ARAATFNER Q MIIEE HRER AT,

A4 AT HE R B9 B LR DR i T 8 — SRR 00 B A

.« 92 .

BRI, HANERIEE A ARG IE I H N B0 5 YA gEEn
WELHERALR., FIEELENNET, . BIFE e
R B 2 R O E S8 5 SR BEAE WO UE 38 AN A T 5 Bl s 48 25F
HEEENEMAER. D50 BRI R B X T gL
BEES

CERL17 13T Gennar-Lindell & XM IR H S5 E K
5 TIEE T RER I B MR B WS, P E A LS %
ER IR R T HMR UC 29,

5.6 AN

AR R ERE D — N ER L AT HFE R
PIER R Z 2 E2H B URET OSMERNEA R L.
FREER LT AP B AR BT BRI AR R I B, ARSI B
RPN —ABEE = RENAFE CFEAREN B A
WCHH Nz, REFRAWAEAR RN, B B E (b
ding) FFE ¥ (binding) . Fril ksl , BFE A& C AREMHER
RFREM z WAEMEE, B EHREN c WRFEC R
BEFT I R =, AERFTFF R HAB A .

SCERC18TE X T — R AT S B 7K i (extractable commit-
ment) ¥, FriB AT RIS — DR M E L, PR oA
B %% (extractor) , B T DA AR BB M ARG S 50 (BI. H 89 CRS),
HAT AR 4 5 CRS 4375 BAH R 4, 3F EL T DL AR K
3 C BRI E «. 5B F LI % K2 (Gennar-
Lindell 52 30 , SCER[18 14 T &4 R EUYI 7RIS

PRI B AR T F A HIE (certification of pub-
lic key) , HMRIEMA RERN B P B L E BN BRH. BF
K7 R AR FMIRIEE AR, MR EE AR
HIRHELRS WU P S8 B 9 RAER . VBB A4 P i R
FIRBBUR B 22 ARV, ST T AAEAE , B IR R
T B “rewinding” AR , NTI{RIE T H Z .

BERE FANBTHRHEUEARELHETENSFE
SO T B X Z M X R ZE2RFLRIHENAH
B, BETHRSES R0, TA B EBREE R
SMEERE . B RIER RER ) ERM AR, KX
B TAEA B FEAARE 75 0E W) R G0 4 BB AR, (R HE MG A E B
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