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2.2. CRYSTALS-Dilithium[2]
2.2.1. Dilithiume| M|z
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2¢12|E 1. CRYSTALS-Dilithium

KeyGen(1")

1. (sl,sz)eS,I]X@f

2. A—R™!

3.t :=As;+s, mod ¢

4.t -2 +ty=t

5. return sk=(d4,s;,8,.t),0k=(4,t,)
Sign (sk,u)

1. yeASLfI

2. w = Ay mod ¢
3. w, = High, (w,2y,)

4. ¢:= H(ullw,)

5. zi=y+ecs,

6. if llzll, =y =8 o |[ectyll, =n

or || Low, (w—cs,,2v,) =y —p

I
then go to step 1.

7. else

h::Hz'ghq(w—csz-‘rctO,Q’yQ)—Pﬁghq(w—csz,Q’y?)

8. return o = (2,h,c)

Verify (vk,u,0)

1. w,"= High(Az—ct, - 2d,272)— h mod (¢—1)/a

2. return [zl <y =B8] Ale=H(ulw,")]

| Low,(w—cs4.2%) ||  <%—0, lctyl <
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3.1.1. HAETAE AMA|2i2|

HAETAE: W< y& hyperball®] w53Z o4 4l
gatar, A AA A4 hyperball
rejection samplings 533} F7|7|9} Arde] =7]
£ Z9ehs].
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3} 7o) Asgict. AWe] E£7} bimodal 7H-Al
b +ER Xéglﬁoﬂ w}a} aL é!ﬂ HhE Z el of

b=14 o], A9 7ZE FAA Ay =Az—tcE
uhEs2] okEr) Wb modulusE gollA] 2¢E WA
a3 9= t=¢j (j=(1,0,..,0) € R¥) = w3}
=5 Al g 712 bimodal rejection
samplings 53] TEWAE U 22ZH unimodal 7}

¢12|F 2. HAETAE

KeyGen(1")

1. (ald,,,) <R "'

2. (sgenr€gen) =8 %S,

3. b=a+Ad,,, 8., e, modg
4. (by.by) = (Zow, (b,d), High,, (b,d))
5. 4= (2(a—b))+qjl24,,,12ID,) mod2q
6. 5:=(Lisycn:€5en Do)

7. if f(s)>np*/T then go to 2

8. return sk=(s),vk=(4,b,)

Sign (sk,u)

L. yHU( (1/N)R (k+l)(B))

2. wi=Ay

3. w,:= High,, (w,0,)

4. by <—{0,1}

5. c::H(HighQ([(w.,ah),LSB(yo),u)
6. z:=(2,,2,) =y+(=1)c -5

2(g—1)

7. h:=w, — High,, (w—2z,,0;,) mod™ "
)

h

8. if llzll, = B then go to 1
9. else if 22—y, <B A V=0 then go to 1
10. return
o = (Encode(High, (2, ,256)). Low, (2, ,256),
Encode(h),c)
Verify (vk, 0 = (z,v,h,c))
1. z: = Decode(x) - a+v and ﬁ:Deoode(h)

2. wy = h+ Highy, (A, 2;—qcj) mod” 2(g—1)/ay,
3. w = LSB(z,—c)

4. z:: ['wl . ah-i-w’j—(Alz:—ch)}/Q modtq
5. z—(;l ;2)

6. return [c=H(w ,w ,u)]/\[ Izl <B]
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2715 =2t o|F o B3t &E2 4l rejection
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2 encoding® 7% entropy loss7} HAJgiC)
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3.1.2. HAETAE ¢t™A =

02

HAETAE®| A - MLWE$}
BimodalSelfTargetMSIS2] ofz]g-ol <9|&3d, &1
AL F AR AR AR A2 s
AH gho] b 3 ko] Brbsdlthe AE oS
3le]  UF-CMA°|4 UF-NMA=Z2 #gid A
[11][12]5 Hlck FA7]25E vd7]e] ARE ¢
ol 2] E3lE 71 MLWES] ozl &&3ta A
W 9% E7}154L BimodalSelfTargetMSIS2] o1&
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3.2. GCKSign[13]

GCKSign> v dstae} Abgojsta
TR g Apzle] Ak Al 7k AApA A
7o, 71E 7IHM4]e] A TN 8TE=
F7HE el 2738 AAs] $l6)

Knapsack (GCK) &2 Al
One-wayness (TMO) 45 #
AAE R

Generalized Compact
T A Target-Modified
oJstar o] & 7Hke®

3.2.1. GCKSign AA|elz|

GCKSign< 20091 Aqsl Lyubashevsky[4]4]
Az 710 A2 7 FAde e AAEE
o] Dilithium[2]2c} zhebsict. 71 F4 8471
chefa A2 A 34 et ol ut
2ha] 7h zhet Heje] sE fAshEA] A1 e
2715 FolaAt spaleh. 71E2] 71 [4]el 7IRE A
= AEA Aolste] ALgenn 71 7ol A
3 FHelA a7E= F7HA el 2] BH e s
39

Ashsict.

&12|E 3. GCKSign
KeyGen(1")
1. a=(a, ...
2. 8= sy,

) «— Hn
) -— Sm

@y,

Sm

3. t—F,( Z
(a,

4. return sk=(a,s),vk = (a,t)
Sign(sk,u)

1. y—Sy

2 v By =3

3. c—H(v,u)

4. zz=y+tsc

5. if z& 5, then go to 1
6. else return o = (z,¢)

Verify (vk,p,0)

1. w:=F (z)—tc = E(

i=1
2. if z& 95 ; Ve H(wp), then return 0

3. else return 1

71 714419 A FH-S GCK
2k |2 =gt ‘&l‘é =
ek A, o)z A v 5
t="F,(s)5 A3} %@ﬂ"ﬂ?ﬂ (a,t) 5 Frh
rewind technique% ol g3l FAAZNE FUT
y=F, @)l A8 AZ e A AW (@nsh (@)
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A (3)E wHEElA] i W] U2 o] &alolm 3.3.1. NCC-Sign MA| 2|

SHoll A7 Slek 919 Aol BE AR e

9oz et 7|41 fFRlE A 7] 7129 43 JWES FR n=2'% wEse

N

FaA A
3.2.2. GCKSign or&A =M

GCK-TMO A& [daelF 4]9F #o] A9
=}, obdA F9 ol A rewind techniqued o]
ko] 7 e x AW (2.0), (2'.¢ )& AT

S y=F(2)—te=F,(z") -t & W&
olulz = 2", e=c’ O |BR  F (2—2z")=(c—c)to]
. z=z—2',c=c—cE a=23=2(B—L,)¢
3t GCK-TMO 4|9 o] ®rt}h. &, GCKSign
°] EUF-CMA¥AlE GCK-TMOTAIZ 2e4lo]
7hs-stet

Aze HAE Adede W, Aesl Al
GCK-OW  (Onewayness), GCK-CR (Collision
Resistance) wA12Fe] g4 A Hoz2xn A=
+ A9 RS AYF = olek AT 7Yl
GCK-TMO <417} GCK-CR +A| 2 2gAgs ®gl
. A4zl <y (nay=p)d A

F(zc ') =te]lng GCK-OW,, = =94 39
th. v < Be|lB®, GCK—-OW,, .2 =9A 3,
HAEFHoRE GCK—CR,,, & 294 #AF B

° % GCK— CRrunﬁi

Foa

Ty,

o v, gt w >4

gdxde] Ho] AEACZT  GOK— TMORA=
GCK— CR,,, ;&A° o&gol 7]ubghg Hich

212|E 4. GCK-TMO &H|
Given a = (a,...,a,) ER™ and tER,
find x &R, cER,

(17
s.t el

<o llzl, <4 and F,(z)=c- ¢

3.3. NCC-Sign[5]

NCC-Slgl’l% %7]‘ Z,:‘j/] 31]—5‘1— O:]:rl-i‘o’] 01’_‘5_5__7]%04?-
Y 2% PR AR A AP AL S
=, Dilithium3} 5% 7|3l B3} non-cyclotomic
ringS A-L3sle] HaAld T4 Ao A EE A

A= SAet.

R, =Z[z]/ <a"+1>elA &2 %25 pell disl
R,=Z[z]/ <a?—1>elA AA=A} F, Bt
cyclotomic polynomials AF&3tA=d o]l& Al
Qlel/p(x) o] FEA[14][15], A2 Z-Fob ZLF([16]
o Zlzl/o(x)odlMe] F FFHAE (ring
homomorphism)¥} 72 tjekdl 44 F2E 714
3 9Jck =3 n=2"a cyclotomic polynomialel4]
£ Number Theoretic Transform (NTT)S AR&3 4=
ol EEAQl thekA] - ddate] shgsiel ey
ol AAHEL FAd T4 IAA FAY F8
i aFelct.

NCC-Signoll M= &4 poll diste] pa} Z-Fo} 1
¢p(z)=a’—z—13} inert
modulus ¢& AH-3H= NTRU Prime field[17]5 AH%-
st 1S AASTE n=2"E AHgekA] kgo
A gEtele] A9e] Feo] yolx i Dilithium®] 3Hs
71 3ot FURIEE gEtr|elE AE3A 243
Arh. =3 NTTE AM-8lA] %322 Toom-Cook
and Karatsuba®] t}3}2l A1 A4ks AF8-3}9ic).

NCC-Sign ¢378]&2 Module -T-Z°l|4] Ring -3
2 w75 7 oleldl Dilithium®] Sae]F [dae]F
113 sdstez ksl

2 non-cyclotomic

3.3.2. NCC-Sign QMM =4

NCC-Sign& 37071 246 v 7]e] AR7} s
2] = 712 RLWES] oj#gol 78t A% ¢l=
E7V5A-S SelfTargetRSISS]  oJefgof] A&}
Dilithium3} 3 Z91% 2 UF-CMA+ UF-NMA
2  #4dioe] 753tz UF-NMAE RLWE$
SelfTargetRSISE 2|54 =t}
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4] 2708 KpaC AAA 7145
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4.1. HAETAE

HAETAE<= bimodal hyperball ¥¥5 =38]3}e] ¥
718k el 2715 Feol Ak tgict. bimodal ¥ ef
= §AI5}7] $13l challenge ¢ A5 {-1,0,11 & T
A% Dilithium®} 2] {0,112 o]Fei#] 9}, a3
9] entropy7} %3] FREA] oF2o wel o 3
T $Jo]E (hamming weight)7} 7]22] Fiat-Shamir
with aborts 7|9F 7| ERT} Al 212 Qe 49
o =717} F7}48l A v 719 rejection samplingS-
3l el Al N scll o] vheEE Rk v
D7 AR RN AHe] s E9vh 2Ev
7] A TA A A B2 7)ol & rejection samplingS-
FasiHA 7] Aol =il

A AAFIAANME 5 yE  hyperballel|A]
sampling 3} ®-S A]7be] A~ Q=2 9lt). discrete
samplings  3}7] &M=

continous hyperball uniform sampling =33} &}

hyperball  uniform
31, continous hyperball uniform samplingS- $13} 7]—
A9t samplingS 3 sllo} g} &, W y o =
12520 W&k AlTEE 7H-A18k sampling &2 HFJJSH
oJo} 3}= & discrete hyperball uniform sampling2]
AbEFo] W
A QA FH-S HAETAES] 4% #atEo]
= AR =2t AR =RlE FEkdch
QROMellAl UF-CMAS} UF-NMAS| 2jg4d 315
Ko]7] $]3] commitment y<] min-entropy7} =tk
Az, A¥ 78S interactive Z2EZE W7}Io] A
E?ﬂ 14 #l% u] witness w,challenge c, response z
$Eh WUAE olgslel AAA AN
cz)° +E7} tEA BEs o] 83l FHge)
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