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13 Shank’ s/Pollard’ s lambda
pahy
L (x mod q) (mod ord(y) =w) |
33

x (mod q) : x& & ¥ =E(ql -lord(p)2
il = lord(1)/2 ‘%}lﬂ%i :’Lg_]. _/;~_ 91;}

(Il = 3.2] Key-recovery attack( | )

| 0<x<q = (mod p=q- w+l, w smooth)j
L 4

[ ord(W<q¥ z=f(y; mod p)& FTF |
443

j=0. 1, ., ord() - 1o A5ed, N SHE AFE
ZEey & AHE3le] wHEEH. ¢
if (zZ f(y mod p)) then x = j (mod ord(¥))

343 e CRT.
li (x mod q) (mod w)
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(£9) y=(p-1)/a(over Z) ©}3 t=(p-3)
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e, el Lol a8 wE HAA Mol
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o] At 4 FA S %9 Diffie-Hellman 4|
+ 44 #2E 4 AR FAT Diffie-
Hellman ¥#A|& siZA&% A oAt 4E
¥ S e daFe oM7AA ¢EA upt
ot 3t EHE H4-$¢, & p-12 Euler §
F o(p-1o] 2T £FETLE o]FjA 7
< (smooth3l 7 %) 3] A= Diffie-Hellman
oracleg o] &3t olAH 4 FAE HEEH
G AL Qe F 4 9l dxEEE A

Diffie-Hellman ##¥& 1§ GF(p)el #H& %
5% dol=g Zevzn ¥ 4 U 2y
p(p-1)o] 2 APLEET o] Foi3 A4
= ojAd 4 EAE A E 4 e dxd
F2 ofA7A AdHA UA donz Had
olg} & 44 pel WM Diffie-Hellman
—E—Xﬂﬂ' oAt 4 EARF Y¥THE FH ol

2 Aleldh %Y o(p-1)°] smoothdt 7§
o],qu]_z;\_ A& F= d32E&3 Diffie-
Hellman oracleg ol§3t4 ¢(e(p-1))o
smooth¥t 73-¢-2| o|Aldl4 EAE F+= 4
ZE&g AAE 4 g, o9 2 HAHE
hEsE AZ A olAd 4y FAE 4
A E 4 A+ Wdel AAY Diffie-Hellman

AE Fr Qo) ol
Ao =9shl @ Aols

(s |

A & derz, £ A, oAd4s EA %
f=g*(mod P)
4
oAt EAE E 4 x dxAF
f=g(mod P) f=g(mod P)
4 4
@(P)ol A smooth¥t {-& (M) @(P)ell A smooth3}#] ok F& (N)
U=f
fori = 2to Q-1/p
{U=g*=DH(g, U, f)}
fora = 0top-1{
Lor Pl ea
if (U =g @ "7
then {y=a mod p : exit}
+ (by CRT) 3

Pohlig-Hellman algorithm

2
x (mod M)

combining these answers for all prime
divisors of Q-1 with the CRT. we get a
solution for y mod Q-1 and we compute
hy mod Q. Repeating this for each
prome divisor Q of N and using the CR.T.
again we establish x mod N.

X =

4
x (mod N)

1 4

x mod @(P)

a4 prt EAYD




ol Abel = EAlel] Z|ukgt bz wia)e) b Aol #HE A7 55
b &z F
1) A4 7)ol g oj4dle EA ¢
R ERO) JEWSR Ry
@ ¢(P)=P-1
=MxN (%, M:smooth &, b AN 8
N (= QX ---):smoothd}X
%) (& 3.1)2 Pohlig-Hellman®] %¢xe]F& A
=MX(QX-) £3led oAl g AAT £ g 2P o
® ¢(p(P))=e(P-1) ., AR A4 $HH4 34 ATES e
= @(M) x p(N) J Flelt). o]z Qlsted p=2q+1 HEje) 2P

= (M) X (¢(Q) X ---)
(2 o(Q)(= px--)

:smooth §})
=@M) X ((Q-1) x--)
= @(M)X((pX---)X--)

@ x=h(mod Q)(¥}, hx=
GF(Q)” 22 LAd2)

P
i

® Diffie-Hellman oracle&
A

o] &% ol Atth
E 5 & dxEFe AA:

%09

34 el

S =20 g

{(E 3.1) 1024B|E 220 CH&)

o AMSE

o} 2L AL AFTIHEAM £ £=F A
A7) 3t AALAE oo A5 2 &
q (&, ord()=q) 7} H == prime order A]
B I2§5¢ Ay o AL 2EA
9] Pohlig-Hellman %t312]%#} Pollard's lamb-
da ¢178]& & L3l (1/2) - max(u-k,
log(gr)) ¥==2 vepds (&, x=2, kKiFF
2 Are ¥E ¢ 2 n§H)e 2
). e, BE Adiez HAsdn At
45+ v s EE {AI37] A= 160

= O

=2

E

vjE ] & Al&3lejop e} (o] : DSAelA
1608B] E 9] A4 B Alg-gd}).
IRl 2ZALe| o|2tchg 2ol Chet 22 MBS

2ARE 58 o A2l 27l u (ME)
64 | 96 | 128 | 160 | 192 | 224 | 256
2% 81% [45% [18% {10% | 1% | 0% | 0%
27 100%|68% [38% |25% | 12% | 2% | 1%
24 100%|84% | 55% | 32% |22% | 7% | 2%

4. TR 5 Aol o
Z7 ay

4.1 Nyberg-Rueppel M HFA O] 2| A

Nyberg-Rueppel-2 o} At 4= EAo] 7]ubst
WA %9y GAE AR E LAt
AT WA 2L SAE AP AL B
8] 1-pass (A3)AZF 7] 28 =2 5g= 4
A BREs Adx ged. 2y
Atsuko Miyajix- ©}&3 72 Nyberg-Rueppel
o AEuAe WA EAHE ARFA.

2}

E z].2
- =]

-]

=2
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® congruence-equation attack '@ A% WA
Al %AM8}le] known message attack
Al-8-3}e] existential forgeryE o} ()
YE 41. 4.2 F=x).

® homomorphism attack :@ congruence-
equation attack-S- A3t Zle =z chosen
message attack©. 2. Yg9}2] wAxE ¢
2% 4 A5 Nd= 43 F=2).

® redundancy attack : Redundancy& o©]-¢&
3 o

known message attack®e =

existential forgeryE® d+o (ME= 44
Fzx).

® recovery-equation attack : o}%d 4
Sle] HAZA L& o83t existential
forgery® d+vv Ui E 45 F=).

1) Miyaji®] “congruence-equation attack”™"®

h AN s

l MR(p) - N3 94

l

4

known-message attack

commitment, r;:r;=o* (mod p)
M, (2 s):a-k=b+c-xa (mod q)
@ Mo 5 % (mod p)

(a, b, 0):(£1, £r/, £5)9] AH

3

HALE aF o) £F

congruence-equation attack

commitment, T :

AT §)

I = n/a (mod p)

& M B (mod p)

a-(k-1)=(b-a)+c-xa {mod q)

(a.b-a ¢ : (1, &7, §)9 AA

[HHE 4.1] congruence —equation attack( 1)

[ MR(p) - A9 B4

l

L 4

known-message attack

commitment, r;:r;=0* (mod p)
M9, (1, s):a- k=b+c- xa (mod q)
‘ﬂ', m:y, « I: (mod p)

(a, b, ¢): (&1, 1/, £s)e] AH

L 4 4

ENI ya¥ ol 4%

congruence-equation attack

commitment, : i fi = n/ya (mod p)
A9, (%, §)a-(k~xa b, c-a) :
(1a) =b+(c-a) - xa (mod q)
o, @ T - % (mod p)
(1, ¥, 82 A=A

[PHE= 4.2] congruence —equation attack( 1l )
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) e A 2ol A4 & 2T 4 AUk
NR(p) - A% wWAlol Bhgs e o,
Congruence-equation F72-& #4341 og3 NR(p)-A% B4 :
M8 A A5A

random k €r Zg
r1=otk (mod p)
r-=r"'-m (mod P)

(rz, 8)

m=ofya"r; (mod p)

=1, (mod q)
s=k-xa-r/ (mod q)

olul, d2jo] W AlA] mel] W MF (r, )
E 43 Q& 9 (known-message attack), m. i
8§ &3 Zel AAEH, dA A g
mell A% ME (r.5)& H=¥€ 4+ U4
(existential forgery).

NR(p)-A% A4 gl
Congruence-equation attack :

o & g9 AA m MY (r. s)
e 7 .
® f (mr,Y)g"=rg"=0" (mod p)
(%, n € Z))
® m=ma"(mod p)o|z} &,
— existential forgery
r: = . (mod p)
§ = s-n (mod q)

@ (5 8) : mY M%

[ MR(p) - A%

2) Miyaji®} “homomorphism attack”"®

Geol A B gr%e], Nyberg-Rueppeld]
MR(p)-A% HFA & congruence-equation 37
o 2]al existential forgeryE deid £ Sioh.
o] wz3l7] 98, A% HAel redundancy
& 2719 Jen 2AL A4 %e 47t
. 28, redundancyE F7}siviet=
homomorphism attack$ ©}-8-8}4H (non-adap-
tively) chosen message attack©. 2 universal
forgery® 2ol 47} v

w2ty o2 FAL 7] X ol A
A= 422 WA ()M} ¥4 7} non-
homomorphicgt EA& Zt=5 AA o 3ot
%8, homomorphism FZA¥yd-E 2 A4Fe 9
8 NR(p)-A= uHAe] dEzQl S-&&okql 7]
28 Z2E3dx 44 34¥ & U

7hH M =

| ghef vl 2] ak=b+cxsa (mod q)olA

b1 ¥ cxle]d

J

congruence-equation attack

4 known-message attack

[ MR(p) - A% +redundancy

4
g

o
&

existential forgery

web=3 ( fem, o p, q ya)old

homomorphism attack

o) (nonadaptive)
chosen-message attack

(1) o=r"‘m — (2)

phism-like §4& Zterte A3 §A o)

f(r;) 'm homomor-

universal forgery

phism 37 0] 4Fs= 72 f7} homomor-

[HE = 4.3] homomorphism attack
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() el A

1-pass 7] ¥ T2 EFo] t&3 7g o,
homomorphism 7 #3h§& AHgA74,
chosen-message attackel] 98} FH A= Al&3}

A8 ¥YU7E Raax T3 o] NATIE
AR E 4 slAR

1-pass 7] 3k =4

AR A

A4 B

W4 k€ Z,
m = o (mod p)
(r2 8) : by NR(p) -AH

(12 8)

m = gya"r, = 0¥ (mod p)

MAF Kas :
Kas=ys* = o (mod p)

X A7) KAB :
Kas=m* =0 (mod p)

1-pass 7| m¥ 24 3t

shomomorphism attack :

FAAE HAA mE Gg3 Zo| AH3)
o A& AZRE W Ax] mel| 9 & NR(p)-
M (r, s)E Wopdlel (chosen-message
attack).

l € Z, m = o (mod p)

a8 YA, ¥4 x Er Zg Adst 3,

mE B53 Ze] Ay
m = ¢« = ma"' (mod p)

oldl, n=l-x 2 34, WAA m=o (mod
p)el NR(p)-A% (r )& H2¥ 4 W
.

tfoz, FAAE AHEA BAA (5

-3

s)

e wges ¥ Aol
A7) KeE 45 5 AA ",
Kas =ys* = or~(mod p)
=m~=og>*(mod p)

3) Miyaji®l “redundancy attack™?

Redundancy attack-2- known-message attack
22 ozl mel WE M (rn, s)2Z R Z,
AelMe Mz & #e ZAT ZAAME
s 22 e e nF A, g8 4

A mell W ME (n 5)E AR Aolo

7h s

L

MR(p) - A5 a4

|
i

4

known — message attack

mel] N3 M (2 s

)

4

redundancy attack

oo o

M=% (m- ') (mod p)

(. mod q)+n-q (% 1), (%, n € Z;)

{7 = 4.4] redundancy attack
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4) Miyaji® “recovery-equation attack”"® hH N s

® a-k=b+c-xa (mod q).
o (a, b o) : (1 *r2, £s)9 AHXA
@ m = oy 1, (mod p)

2 m=M:ys (& M €x Z)
l £:=(M-ya) - @ - ya~ (mod p) |
2 2 UV e&Z
| (a(b), €):(M - yx) - @™ - ys =M - & - ya'(mod p) |
2 2 2 2

| (r. s=a(b)) for m |

[7] @ = 4.5] recovery —equation attack

() &l A AR

NR(p)-A= utalo] &=} &9, recov- NR(p)-A14% %4}:
ery-equation FAWHE A4 ke o
Q Qel® A mol 4T APE NZY 4

AR A A2
de k €r Zg
f-;iil(.mrzd(i)od p) (1, 8) m= ofya"r. = o* (mod p)
r/=r; (mod q)
s=k-xa - ry’(mod q)
NR(p)-Ad wAo g M- o’ - ya' (mod p)
Recovery-equation attack: M- a®® -y “(mod p)=M -
o’ - ya¥ (mod p)
o3 gL M- a*-yse*(mod p)=M -
o2 g . o’ - ya¥ (mod p)
OMerZ,.U V e Z iii) .. s=-U, e=V+r)
@ "AIA m=M .y (mod p) g 3} ® . .(r:=M-a’ -y, s=-U) for
® n=M-d -y (mod p) & ¥Er} m=M . y."
@ i) a-k=b+c-xa(mod q)—k=s+xa
xf (mod g 5. 54 U4 AWl o

_—_—;(a:l,b=s, C=I'2) “'g‘a Bo]-tg
i) (M- ya) - @™ - ya™(mod p) =
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A
A

5.1 SOILX| M| olxts

b Rt —_—o

AT

dubx ]l YA AMgurAS AEET A
A2l A NE AESte MY AGAS
gd% 4 Qe AA AF 7sE 23 e
o2t FANI] ¢E A2WE o] &3 YuhH
d GAE AE AL g7 ZE AR
A FHzE FFEA MEY A9 &
Ad¥ & SAIEe] Qo oY FHo dF
71%& AFIA HY oz A MUY ]
T A Ee =29 7M5Ael A 25 4
Ba A Apgtez: AP AIYe
A 4 932 A AdFE M =
Al MY =88 Wolof e AT wAE
F-QubA] A wpACel e} gt

22y}, Yvo Desmedt-& secure mental
game(/f 3= 51 #F)3} divertible zero-knowl-
edge BACIGE 52 F2)& AHgsted HA
7t 22t g5 AFAEE AP EE M
5o AGAE AN 4 e Wl EX)
gt AL AXIHAS F FUuA A
Aol 2ale] A3 gl MEAst AAe] 2
A M Feg FAE 5 AL

511 AEA7E a2y oo AFAE

B4 ¢ Agde P

2 F wA AEEA e g #HL
Ad= 519 293 Zo] MR} HAFA
9] challenge/response L2 EFE T3] A=
9 AL AFAAA FAAA F= AR
7t "ot a2, ol FAL7} challenge
#E AR AARA G Gpd = g8
7 FAE2 challengei Fteoz RE AAslo
Z2EEE YT Ay MBI 2 o
2 AFAsE= A9 AFAEE A ¢
4 AAg=. 22y challengei #HEE 53
challenge 7t AAlslE FAANA AH A7}
B2y ASAE F § Aoz MuAs
TRE 34 99, AZAE5L challenge/
response Z2 EF9] ZAAE AT 4 gAH
. weta] el d FAIAHE AT Yo
73527} secure mental gameg o] &3} chal-
lenge 3t-& AALESA HE, 49 AFAEL
z2 g AHE AHY + AARH. (=
o] 7)A] 8] secure mental gameo| &t ©}4=2] At
Eeol 7478 §18E Fi ojud AIE A
AT, e AARES AAY gHpH
AALe] Azt fjoll, o2 A dFH3A A
A A & » o d3¥9H dLES
i )

o HF
(G40 Id X
1) “distributed secure mental games”
2 B Ad
MIX
239 2} challenge A9 =}
response

J oo mental games



oAb 4 FAlel ZibR Gz w9 ok Ale B A7 61

MEA7Y B2 o4 AEAEdd A3 dE
=3 27}
2=
AE2h
C. 1
MIX
X2 | challenge | AFRH(E( ))
IESEODSE
C. ©n
X327t
rE2E
HE A

% challenge=f(challenge:, -+, challenge.) where,
f( ) is “distributed secure mental games

[PHEE 5.1] “distributed secure mental games™ HHAl2 Al2 Hied

o H

}

[o]]]
rr

2) “divertible zero-knowledge proofs” & o T2 e Z(ZKIP)L E3] o) &exx}). 18}

ol &3+ Wy oldf, A7} ma: HFAs MEAY A
Z27k8] B4 7le] Eo], challenge/
ohH A = resPonse #HE ME=x 520049} 2Fe] W AT

R NBAS AFA Abe] B2 opeh ARA

ol Agstadsel. 2 B APl o AR} w2t P22 Aleldlx ZKIPe]
A e AgAE H2 AATE $Ad A ™SI (T A& divertible ZKIPol 2} 3
& NAsh AZA Abele) A4 WY 3 oh) APl APAE ¥ BE 5 QA Aok

B 2ol = A J
J divertible ZKIP
MBA7E B2 b5 AE3Asd A8 A5
R
2478 7 . iy
RERY
2E2E HA=3}
h...d ch’ = (ch) ch
. r'ZTIF .
L r=1£1(r") r'ZT/F

¥ (f, f V)is “divertible ZKIP function”

[PHE = 5.2] “divertible zero-knowledge proofs” O|25H= it

(=1
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5.2 convertibleft £014tX| A{HEIAIO) of
FA A

J.Boyare M@AS WDy & URE =3
AZezd £ 34 A AW =x A
34 97 q9e 2%e) O Agez W
A2 4 3l HE B convertibledt 3
QYA AR OE AL 24

Markus Michels %2 HZ& A A 3)r}e
d%" A FepulElE A3l ElGamal
3 H<utA] Agaa]2 total conversiond 8t

Fole Yele) WAR B AP 9z}

1sstdeE AL AAEd Ohds 53 F
Z).
n N s

L J. Boyar's ‘convertible undeniable signatures” I

T — totally conversion
[ sl =9 sSelule g #E ElGamal-like 4% W4 |
I T — universal forgery

Ae HFAM Aoz F 79 AFE

XA A€

ge}u| el 7} Al-&-5 oo}
gtk d¥iAdQl ElGamal-like AHHH o e AA949
AZd I FeElo[e =z ARS-3int,

[PHH = 5.3] convertibleEt Fold

6. 7\8u] T2 T Ulg T4 U4y

6.1 Saeednial| A}H|CIZ 27| 7|¢t 7| &
o T2 =Tl oAl pap

ACISP (Australasian
Information Security and Privacy)'96 =A%
39l A, S.Saeedniaf-> FAIFH AAbFol
A agx< JMAAE AR (ID-based)ol] 7]
urgl 7|8 z2egs AAH AF: FHT)
(self-certified public key)ell 7]u+gt 7]8u] =
REZE AgsiH.

t o] ZEe] Algst A AF FA T
71dbgt wrAl2, M. Giraulte] whA|s} wwdg

Conference on

o, Abg-zie] (FF), HAAEAE) Ho=z
RE] AHgAe] 3718 FHAsed FUMH
TTP(Trusted Third Party)9] F/07)& "L=
1A v AAHe] U

Z4F 52 S. Sacednia -2 7] 2w uh4)
oAl 4 TIPREE A dF FH7IE ¢
# fed olziy Fyeix A AU
HA el H$3le = G 2AA AF I
& 2% 47} gleng, 159 FAH(E B
2], M. Girault7} A<t AH4E 3& BHF5s
72 A&E AF3ATE Nd= 61 F=).

0

Zh) N &
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ZN7] - b= o (mod n)
witness : w = f'V7' (mod n)

a cheating user can create

37 :f = B (mod n)

witness’ : W = w* (mod n)

o AIFE 2

7 - B= o (mod n)
witness

w = (BD[redundancy])*"'(mod n)

& e 03

[JHE= 6.1] Saeednia®l AHHQIS ZIH7| 7|4t 7| S| TREZO| OHXA

6.2 Koyama-Ohta2| ID -7t} 5|0|2 7| &
Hf Z2EZ 2| otM M EAM[25]

Koyama$} Ohta: Crypto's7 ZA| 32| A]
AAAE Axol 738 (identity based) 3]
4 7 ¥ ZE2EE& AGsds 2152
ring®d, complete graph¥, stard) = A 7}%]
Hejol 7] el WA & At e, o ol
Al stardgjo] 7} AgAelnz 304 F|Hu)
yralo g Ao Aggsicl. a8 Y. Yacobi:

7. 718k ¥4 4y

Ad
~

HI

Koyama-Ohta®] stard 7] 2w} u}3)e] %35
ol F7Azte] middleperson attack © 2 %E] g}
AdA 4EE AFHAS F $5AHA T3
A stary HEHIZAM AE|e} AHERL Ate]
o $ixste] AENA AN = AMEALE. AL
E2 A el ABE A4 Flide] A
2 719 FB71E FHE & WA €5 ¥
o o] Aol A TF5HL THA Aol
g 71 3 289 JHx A=
e U= 62 F=).

oo Jo

= of

7.1 ElGamal& A
analysis[26]

02
0
1z
=2
=
o
3
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Fault analysis3t tamper-proof #X]e| '8
T Fe e EHa FH& 718l 2vlE st
=9 iR ik AAe G FAY AR
Elol g wd7)e] dRE HYAPozH,
23" 2 e deldle] olzRH »Y7
g B¥Y ARE FFAE IS T
3t

Biham#} Shamiry DES, IDEA, FEAL %3}
22 vgy] ¢3e)&e fault analysisg At

393, Bellcore Q746 FA7] Gz &
% RSA 92]9] fault analysisel] w3 d3&
st

330 AsiaCrypto’964ll 4] Yuliang Zheng2-
2utE 7= e P47l FAE JMEe
kAl ¢ 2 ElGamal ®}4]Eo] o8 fault analy-
sisg A=t M= 7.1 F=)

ohH A s

Fault analysis

Hjgy] ¢ndF

DES, IDEA, FEAL, etc (broken by
Biham & Shamir)

N dndF

RSA (broken by bellcore)

4

ElGamal family

ElGamal ¥4 £ tl¥ Fault analysis

H/W F&°] % Falsification

® S/W SjAb-d A7) - A9 “seed” FE A3}
I e dH AR 2EHe e FHE g
® H/W SAl-ds A7) - b5 A7 e &9 33

g 7Rt
$
H7) 53
FAAE NP0l AT U5 E dadtel wYIE AL
34 + At

[PHE= 7.1] EIGamal® M3 WAlol| LSt fault analysis

W gtz Al2"e) A #7 A s}A
FAHES AR £ TN 3 w9l
o} o]l A gtz AL AT A3

Ae S ) Seless A4 e
o Z2Eg AAS FAHAE B FdE
gt Wk @AM, B dFE 712 A
FE olpde EA MY QAN =
N2 R4 £4 9 goz AUY A=
$ gx Azxde A6 B =e FAL

2 Alsdg.
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1908 29 AZ¥ATE ARFHEH SA(FHAD
19989 3¢ ~ A AZARGm AVAHA 9 AFEH FHR AHA AA

1996 24 Addddm AT IS 24(FFHAD
1998 39 ~ A AZAATm A7AA 2 AFE FEHR HA AA

1994 29 AlFAdstw ARt S2Y(FIHAD

1996 29 Addddz YRy gt 24 (FFHAD
1999 29 AF@dgn AuFa qdd S (T}
19999 ~ ¥z} IFARB A AYdFY



68 BERBRESEE (199. 3)

9 % =

19769 29 AFadgn AATEHHR SJ(FH}

19789 29 A @Az Y S (FEHAD

1988\ 29 AlFAdstm o AAFEIA(FEuAL

1978 44 ~ 19804 3¥ [IFAAFAE TS A7

1985 99 ~ 19861 8¢ A& FAFTH A 47

19821 39 ~ ¥A AFINdw A7AA P HFEEFRRE 2e
19961 49 ~ 19989 449 AR3} FX9Y3) AEAY

19999 ~ ¥ [IFAARY 3 B3I

19999 ~ #A AFaAddm HA7Az 9 FFEHTIR Fp
19999 ~ ¥ AFBAdm FJRFANGY 4%

{

t

l

% FRA) Bof 1 Fo|E, HuolE



