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J54~ % #48 (single instruction multiple data, & 47 SIMD)# R i# — ¥ R A3+ H A= -k 20 %

EEiE ARAMEHES T AT LB AES K

HEES S TP309
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Abstract:  Fully homomorphic encryption allows valid operation on encrypted data without decrypting, providing a new solution to data
confidentiality and privacy protection. However, current fully homomorphic encryption schemes are faced with challenges like large size
of public key or low efficiency in calculation. To achieve an efficient fully homomorphic encryption scheme, this work provides an
identity-based fully homomorphic encryption scheme employing the idea of eigenvector and arbitrary cyclotomic rings. Compared with
existing scheme, this identity-based fully homomorphic encryption with eigenvector is able to successfully avoid the evaluation key,
resulting a true identity-based scheme. Compared with special cyclotomic rings whose degree is power of 2, utilizing arbitrary cyclotomic
rings may double the efficiency of encryption schemes and further improve the efficiency of calculation and memory using SIMD
technique.
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2oV R R AT BT T BOR ARG 1T QU i B2 294 L Tk A A R T 2 v R
AR RAEAR P, E A5 21K 7 #ES) AUA J AR BSARA DR 47 ) 055 A P 1) R 5% L 28 BN U = oE SR R IR T 22 A 3%,
BV A BB AE 252 2 MR S5 AR PR R TR vy LGRS 8 O AR BEAAAN M. 4 [ 285 T 2 ¢ ) F2 VR i 55 45 A6 AN i
WA AT R B HEAT A A8 S, D 8 O i ok BRI AN T B

BB AT 1A 2 [ 285 o s AR 1 5 3 A7 5 SO SR AR A IR e K T 8, G e A7 280 B3 B, — B AR
) 157 P T 6 e Az e T A o R PR (1 B VR (e IS R M 5) 1 D 2 B R P RA B 1 A
JSHT AT AR 5 =T R SE (RT3 =05 s R 55 d 4R S sl ™ B AT I ), B A AN A PR P R AT 8 4 B A0

SARFI(CL T R IBFHE A4 55) 450 40 £ Bh 32 5525 5] (evaluation key), Jo ik SEIL 20 iE & X LK IBFHE 1445 &
2013 4 ,Gentry %5 N\ 7 3F 1 18 578541, R FREAE 1 2205 130008 T 38 — B IE & X E [ IBFHE fA6] X g fA K £
DR ST i A BTN (ST 7 N Ay (AN AN 7 ool 7 B 2y v N R i L SR B el = R S (o W PR
F SIMD S5 H AR R ke, A SCHR T AT 3043 R B L 1R B 1, i B 2 B 1D RAREAE 17 5 7 vk 42 1 T IBFHE fA A L
Gentry 2 H 1135 | IBFHE R HI(LL T fRIFK GSW A4 ill), A ST 1) 44 1l 55 22 1) 44 85 3008 S AR AR T+ — i 53 ob LAT:
B IR A FE AR B S5 7,38 0] R SIMD A A 4545 A B SC ] 36 W 22 40y W S0, K K3 TH 28 TR R T B30
AICH 1WA E AT 4 FA IS KR 55 TAE 48 2 S A A SRS F (IR REA0R. 46 3 i 4 it
) i AN SR ) T 75 B 0 R A B A T 4 AT SO0 TR PR L ORR A 1 A E WL IR i e R e A B 4 e

S AT R FR L IR R T SR 5 R AT 325 2 TR B A PR A 1 P T 03 o0 85 41, 52 J5 IE WA 3% 38 | FHE 4k
HIE) IBFHE M5 1 56 4 i B4 5 556 LA b Py 2848 1 i 46
1 #ExIME

4> [F) % i (Fully homomorphic encryption, i # FHE) H1 Rivest 25 AR 1978 4F 1 Ycdit 85 3 b on % 4 1
o 25 i B0 A ) 285 1 0T, T A 8 SO AT SR as B AT AR 45 B 1) BH SO I 2 R B S s B RS
R 1 8 L ) 25 0 35 1) A T S IAfE J85 R K L E1) 2009 48, Gentry 76 21 116 SC P L T S0 ARURG J D K 385 1 4
—ANHIEE X BRI A RS 02 44§ (gentry A4 il), 438 7512 Sk 45 20 58 il v 1E Ji e T SR I JL AT B 4 ) A U
WFFESE AR, 2 Fofr A [ 245 235 A4 1 23 3 1 B
1.1 £ REZME R R I0K

TP 4 () 285 D 25 A o) S 9 35 7 1 502 S a0 R AR B 5 A () R B8040 oA DA L2 (L) 28 1 HRAR A% 11 4 ()
ARG (2) B L4 AN ARE]3) 3T LWE(learning with error) i 8 (¥ 4% [7) 245 0 % 7kl (4) 3T
RLWE(A L= LWE) i 81 (1) 4> ) 25 Jin % 4 1.

(1) F1 FRAEAR (1 4 (7] 2 0 25 A 1

AR RSCBL T A A s Ak A Gentry ARG s SR R . AR RO TR
B T L ) 4 1) 25 Jom 2 A ), LA a2k 380 s 208 i D A e 28 LD, T 25 I s ) S 9 FF) KR R T R 45 0 Geenttry A4
IRAGTT 22 13 Gentry R85 RS I K (9 ) B, Smart 25 A\ B ALK TT %2 kA SV AL SV #R A 43 R
AR /IN AEL B B A B A0 5 2 P ek v A T SV A1 10 JE AR, Gentry 25 N P45 L Gentry s 4451 10 55— Rl 4k 77 %,
B GH A, GH A& HI48 T 3= BRARMS VR EE R IE48 1 SV Al b 59 A 2 (B 06 3 9048 o R k47 7 fi 4k Bt
Jii, Smart 25 NBHE 1 T SIMD $AK:SIMD $ARA T & —FpIF47 AR 6 SV BRI GH AR 3L al b, 4 v
) 5% s B F WY S ()R AT 3 A, 8 455473 28 SOOI 22 3 AR EL ST (¥ W S, T LA R SIMD. 52 AR T Ly /s B 47
B SOt I [ % S0 RS v 2k b R D 24 i) 0 B S

(2) B LA R A vkl

2009 “£,Van Dijk %5 NI Bl (6 4 [7] 2 00 2 1A 11, 12 1 A1 3 T 4 B0 B30 Bl g K 28 DR I 50, R Oy
DGHV A . 12 ¢ i) 45 A4 ] 20, 48 T~ A AH 2 B RS RROK, 2805 A1, T V2096 A2 532 o I FH 1) 5 K281 H ik ik,
Stehlé 25 A 75 SCRR[7]H0 K385 R A4 Hh1) T 55 52 2 B 240 S (A% (AK 1A o) 22 4> 250 A% AR s 70 e S AR 461 b B AL 3%



B S A ARG EME AT F 08 4R A4 FARH 1489

BB AT R LA Gentry 18 18 30 v h A R 2 Al 19 77 35 (LU R AR Gentry J73%)H 3 1% 7772
T (P AAR T (1] %2 4 1 DA 20044 ft— /N B4 b IR AR 18, B B i 42 5 B 1 (sparse subset sum assumption, &% SSSP),
R AR W 1 58 B e = T AIE B 3 A1, Gentry 7 325 i R K e S ) A B, BRI A A Gentry 5 VA b I A RIS
AR )T 2k FE AR ME B AR,

(3) HET LWE i) 8 (1) 4 [R) 25 0 %% il (LA T #FR LWE 44c3l)

BRARRS 1 1R 22 A S 10 880 100 X i 1 5 R 45 BIAIE W IR b X 28 A Bl E e A ME T vk b — 2 B fR.2011 4F,
Brakerski Fil Vaikuntanathanl®liy it T 56 T — fks b D sl 1) B 4 [ 245 % K60, Fk o BV 443k, BV 4RI JE T
LWE |1 B 5 3 A8k b R4 A B BV AR FH ) LWE. Il 50 i 1tk 75 21 T 7= 4% 3E 0B 5 B BV 444 (1 i
B ST % AR Brakerski 25 A M S7E LAt B R HY 5 B0 4 i (key switching) B A, S BT 5 S 7 1R K G
0, A4S BV A 1T B8 2k BE R O HE PR

(4) =T RLWE [n) & (¥ 4> [7) 4 n 85 44 il (LA R Bk RLWE 4 361)

2010 4, Lyubashevsky % A\ M21¢ 2 52 LT RLWE fil {1, RLWE i {1 5 LWE fii 55 45 F A48, DXL e 2 22 1t Ak 7
vEAl DB F P 2R B RLWE ARHIA ST T LWE MBI £E AR £ 0% B b B A 341 0 LWE il
TE— B8 SR I 028 AN g (191 QR s 4 o R 50); H 0k RLWE Ak il v 1) s i 7 ek vl L — IR H 3 21 Zg B nAS
PHRENL S 540 2T LWE A 6 n k3632 15 UK A R PR 4 S A8 3, 84 RLWE Ak il v e 8 %6 45 B g,
5 A A v B AR R 1A% I, 7T L A At kA (canonical embedding) sl A # 2 $ ik A (coefficient embedding),
B2k b 3% SRS H A RLWE A TIAR 35458 H 1 BRI AS R 2 A 2

i 2L SAE MR R R IR S A [ 2 I R O 2 B T

H T HG 5 0 i B 5 T R, O L LT 4R B (4 5T A 4, 4 Brakerski 1 Vaikuntanathan™3142 i ) 3t 2 T
LWE i) F4 f ) JEL B ) 365 3 T RLWE 1] AL 1K) 4 (7] 24 0 3% 4 fhl i )5, Brakerski 25 A S0E LWE ) 8 5 RLWE
] L — ok, BR O GLWE 0] #, H 5 IR T — /N5 T GLWE Il i 1) 4 [7) 28 Jon 8 44 ).

i, 25 2 R4 FH 2 AT R B, 4 [ 22 20t = 0 0m] DA 1

R IR PR AR 45 g 17 PR AL () B AR 4 T AR 22 0k J5 i 5 RE TR B 43 AT A, 7 R G A2 e A MR RT 3R LA
AT R IR AR ) 4 AT A5 R AR P AR 1 200 2R e 22— 38 = e R BR BRI o ik 58 SIMD 250K, ekt —
S B R AT REFR L 10 S BB AT TR A Lyubashevsky 25 AU g 2657 R0 T, i, 18,
SRS FHAT B SCRAR i (H 5 ZE iR /b
1.2 EFEHIEREMEBARS

1984 4F, Shamirl™® % Y g 4 T 25T~ 5 43 19 11135 (identity-based encryption, i #R IBE) il 3% & — Fh A 75 Z2F
510 2 B s A A A FH P #0102 T B 45 5 7 A B el e A L A i, T DA T BETIE, T P R
B AT AR 5 =07 A B T A A AR 1S, T L IBE AR S T 5 1A DG IR T SR A7 i, T LA SE AT Rk R
B98N B B RSE AH T 3 2001 4F, 7T R TSRS 1 IBE AARHIBE 7514 1 Boneh 28 AL Cocks 2 AM14) 431
P U0 SCHR L6, 170160 77 ¥ 2 S 5 T X0 2k ek e St B 800 e AR — Ik ) 1B ¥ U 4 20 s ) ¥ A s g 18 P T g e ik
T 54 s 4 451,2008 4F, Gentry 25 N\ 1875 Regev i p il P Lt 42 H T IBE #Acl, AR W T 2L CPA %41k,

DAL st AT 1 8 it L 380 ) T 0 3 14 4 [ 2 0 2360 A 1 5 50 470 o 2% A 1) 5 4 () 245 Jon 2% A Sl A &5 4, )
FHSE T 5 473 Jon 2 A4 i R A0 B4Rt — 20 B8 i 4 () 25 o 8 A S 1) 200 % AERTT 7 (MW, IBFHE. A4 #8 75 ZE 45 Bhig
RSB, IE AR ELIE B LRI T 5 00 0 35 A1, 4 SCHR[19].2013 4, Gentry 25 A\ 72 SCHR[20] P42t T 44T )
7V BT M B G B SR T B IE R X B IBFHE 4. Y Ah, Gentry R S48 HY T AR AR BR 4y IR %
e .

2 & FIA

A IEHEH K52 A EAAO, . k=133 T R 5O L1 e x5 L 4 0 HOh (| X l= (2% ) it 8
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Ja|Xll=maxifxi. i Zp, e m /N L5 m TR I S A () L B B

) OO Xy CF ={x= (%X, Vi B 2y T | AN TR el o] T H < O 5 U
H ={X € C7 | X, = Xy 1, Vi € Zy} JEBFE LS I Beos A SAEL S A4 0 s e 0 D 2225 W o
2.1 HEEAY

H SRR T SO H B O 1B, T n SRR ik B={bhaH (7 B 41 4 g e 1 4, B
A= AB)={T 2,0, 12, € Z| ;WAL BB/ il — AN 24 HLAL 542 76— A 4 BUREBF U7 BU=B', A(B) 11471
S HE B MG K, 5 XA A 2L B AR £ 47 410 X (et (B) ); ZE R SRS T AT 85 L /At s XM s o
AR 1 B KA ()=, allXllz. AR B A 5E S A ={y e H 1VX e A(X,T) = X, %Y, € Z) A S F i

(A=A,

T 50,58 ST BR 8o He— (0,110 p,(X) = exp(=m(x, X}/ s*) = exp(~n || X |[5 /s?) I — 1L 1% B8 B 7l 45 21
SSRGS A Dy FMER B R 57 ().

EX 1 T H P E— i o G # B A A+e FISEEL >0, 7] X A+e b1 29 s 0 49 Aii ok

_ p(x)
DA+c‘s(X) - ps(/l+C) .

2.2 S EIESER) MR

X T IE B m 7R A BRI A I m DA SRR G, A9 B 3T 5K K= QUSn) BRI m ik 43 18 B0, & IR /D
2 W S m Ky R

#n(X) =Hi€Z*m (x- o) e Z[x],

H, oe CR O m A S5 AR (610 o, :exp(znﬂ/m) K5 QO (OO AE—A AR R, 1 G 2
. gn()HIREC n =] Zy, |= o(m) STH K BEEQLE n e i i, JF L ($0) jqm = 6 ém ) e KA —
2 3, I 2 BERR Ol S (power basis). JIT 1 4 ik 43 [ 26, BT m BFUER 2 (9%, BT m=2"k k17 484

W K=QUn) T n A E IR o 3 T HEA i e Z)) o1 1R Qrf 76 3 (%5 A58 4 Gy WSROy ¢ b v
o K = K 5 U

o) =(0,(a)), . -

A BRI omT LLSE K A 6 2 [ R 4

o X T acKa MIKRTEEGE X (| all,=l o(@) = (X, le@F)

o L I0HE N maxi|oi(a)l;

RETr =T, o K > Q& XH AR ZR:Tr(a) = )" oy(a) SR X TAER abeK Fl ce @i b il 2
Tr(a+b)=Tr(a)+Tr(b) ! Tr(c-a)=c-Tr(a);

XF K AT E R 7 AR e R A

I"={aeK:Tr(al)cZ}.

TR 2% 5y AT LASGAE (1Y) V=11V 02— A4 NER AL, B 1VFE ot B T 748 0 1 6 A

T 28 53 [ BN E IR 5K S R E R A SO I, T A BT R AR A T I R e O LR E T T2
P e R

TEX 2. R=Z({n) sk 22k p s LT

(1) mOBEEAFEHRE A p st ST () o

(2) A m AR m =T, m 23 p=@p, Jerp b R=Z(¢n) KR IE.



R FARHAE G EHE LT 69 2 F A0 AR 4] 1491

2.3 RLWEa) 5

EX 3(RLWE #375). X T se Ry (B#)M K, Ef—ANIRZED AT P4 Ry x (K /qRY) LI RLWE 4
AT A, P — AR AR 7 U0 R B A BEH LR % aRq, L% e« Wi i (a,b=a-s+e mod qRY).

E X 4(DRLWE {Bi&). JoikUAT 2R AR 4 LR A 3705 1 AR Ag o O A, Hor
PLIEFE s < Ry 550 2 DR Ry x (K /qR™) HH 42 BEAL I IR R R K A AH EL AR (8 Bl B 12/ DRLWE G ofBL i

TE 0 N o R S BOR ZE A ) RLWE Il 0 5 T84 FL 3R AT T DL B AR 8 SL—AN 0 A 3, o
RY 10y BE LIS 22 405, 5 4 b it RY 1 (1976 3 bl FRATTAT LLE 0 X 4,4 DRLWE, 21X 4 A, 151 H )
Ry, x Ry SRAF (¥ 1) L T 22 T 288 11 25 #3022 4 A, I 811 2 ARG o Rl e i e ) 110 32 8 R 7 22
.1 THD ) PR IRAE R DRLWE g ofE | AN ARSI T 2 M1, T84 DRLWE, 75 [FIAEHC B I HlRE 2 At
I RN L [P P],, o PR 0 TLR I REH [DRAT A AN B L B pRYINTT 5, 0 Ry L
—AMERIGE, W LABIAS AN R AR SRR 1 A2 10 A 0, X T p=1, 49 B 2240417 [P], i DRLWE, ot | AN HlEE 175
BT N 1-DRLWE, .

EIE 1 4 p Mg RHFUEEL [ RAER  DRIES A2 B UM TT i, 0 Ry EREEICER Ak
DRLWE ol X T 4552 M40 H | AN HFERS 2 M, 984 DRLWE of¥178 A B % 2 #hiFE 1 y =[p¥?]
TEL5E -1 ARl It 2 e 1.

24 ETHMEESMERS

A ARE FHE 434 4 Bk 38 81 24 1k KeyGen. % Enc. fi# % Dec. [ 124 Eval.il 3 FiEE L —
FBe 1) 2 3 Jon s A/ S KA T [0 285 T B 0 o IS AR g 128 SC I 38 B, LA 1 2 UL SCHR[2].

IBE R — 500 4 L SE0E £ Setup. AL Extract. % Enc. % Dec.Setup &y 2B il &
AN FAVPIXEExtract X TS 4r ID SEECH 7 RA; INAR A 5 50 A P I RALL AR B 0 P ARV A — A
IBE 44l [ iyt 2 FHE &40, B IBFHE R, —f# 7 4 5 Pk S50k Setup. FAFIFEHL Extract. 0% Enc.
fift % Dec. [FZSIEH Eval.fii 4 8k IBE MW, [RS8 H LS FHE R i) Eval S5 AH .

3 FESERLERABERENEESINE KRS

AAE A LPR AP, I 7E L Ah 148 AT 540 B A L3 AU 1) e A TR 2 n 8 AR e e 4 A
SIMD B A — AR T 1% A i 1 25 .

3.1 LPR$AMKRHE

AR T BT R SCHR[14] 2S4[0 A2 T i A il ] DL AR Ok 5 T 540 IR 0 2 4 1.2 R=Z(&m) ok m ik 43 181 4
,p.q ok BT e A p o U SCZE ] Rp,q 2 RLWE 9IRS, 4 122, Wik K, 1 [¥13% 42 5 W7 59 417, D,
J& R B B AT AR I35 2 3 AN 4 :LPR.KeyGen,LPR.Enc,LPR.Dec.

(1)  HHYVERSTE LPR.KeyGen: 4 a=1,1 ec ¥sq,...,51-1€Dg 2 si=(sy,...,5-1), 2 Fa¥] sk=s=(1,~si)eR' 7

Ry L5 BEHLIR ay,...,a1, % pk = Az(a, = Zie[l]aisi,ai,...,al_l) e Rl A8, T LUR TR A-s=5p;
(2)  n# 5 LPR.Enc(ueR,,pk): il %5 pif L e) « [ p‘}’]pRv &« [p?]

w+pRY

A —
t’l,u+pRV ,ez,...,e, F[P‘P]pr < €=

(er,...e)eR) FHFIH L c=¢,-A+ec(R));
(3) f#E5 %k LPR.Dec(c,sk): 4 d=(c,s) mod qR", % ! B 3 =t-d mod pR.
TE A I8 TSR [14], 55 F 22 et T R 2 PR
EIE 3.1 2% r>2n.gM O [ (1+1)-DRLWE, o1 JEHE ), LPR A 411k I H % IND-CPA % 4x k.
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3.2 fKHlHEIA

ERAH g4 1=l logg LN=1-1" U RY H9—ZLUF 3 p=(pa, ..., Pa) (A 3C o IR i ik 5 330 21 B A i 0 o o £ 7
SR/, WS 2.2 1 TP AR B 5k B L), 0 5 e SUART S LA 2R L

o XFae(RY),BitDecomp(a) = (a8 @ g, ) € (RY)Y FHT 5 2 @y “HEHIFRIO | AN LLAS;

o KT b=(by by ) € (RON5E LR BREL

Flatten(b) = BitDecomp(BitDecomp ™ (b));
Powersof 2(a) = (3, 2a,,... 2 a,,a,) € (R;)".
A 1 L0 bR B B AR Ok R R KRR B 0 B — AT B AE I R UEAT eR B AR 2 Ok AR R
AE.KeyGen. JN# 5L AE.Enc. fi# %5 ik AE.Dec. % IS5 ¥k AE.Evaluate 1X 4 4 847
(1) AE.KeyGen: 15564 a=1,lil e€ ¥sq,...,81.1€Dr 2 SI=(1,..,51-1),5=(L,~si)eR" {E Ry EI I B ML ay,... 4,
4 pk=A= (a, = ziemaisi,ai,...,a,fl) e R' 4], FL 4] sk=v<Powersof2(s)eR";
(2) AE.Enc(u' eRp,pk):sGA2 N A~ LPR A4S 0 1Y% 30,2 50 0 C I AE—A4T 73 ) S 1X 28 0 10 45
B C e (RN, 48 SUARIE by C « Flatten(y' - I + BitDecomp(C)) € (RY)™™™ (In 1 N 4 LA A F);
(3) AE.Dec(C,sk):it 54 C-v=/-v+BitDecomp(C')-v=g/-v+C'-s iR B I HU — 47 BIA], 4 Ci 4 C 4L i 4T, 38
yi=(Ci,v), i th 7 =yilvi;
(4) AE.Evaluate(Cy,Cp): A% SCHEME Cy I B 3L 100,Co MBS 1. 2 C -V =1V +8,,C, -V =p,-V+e, 3L
e F ey N A~ LPR A4 s 0 (5 305 v AR K 25 J (B N A eg-so+(e,s), i 45 A pR 1531
WL 0).
FIZIEN (Co+Cy) v = (1 + 1) -V + (6] +6€));
[AZSHIEN (C-C,)-V=C,-(1y-V+ey) =ty (1 -V+€)+Cp-€) = oy - tty -V + g1, €' +C,-€p = 41, - 11, -vmod pR .

3.3 AERHIE#HIESREMSH

o LML
il SR A
Yilvi =(C; )1V,
= (4 (1), + BitDecomp(C)) /v
=u v lv
=,U',

Hodr ()i TR M B 1y BOSE 14T, C) 3RoR C'IIER i 47

i+ CI A — AT #E % 0 73 210 %5 45 5L, BT LA (BitDecomp(C)),v) ¥ 45 Hh 2 0.

o RTREIM MW

EE 2. WRASH n=n(1),q=0(1),L=L(A) N %4 S HAN 2 Wi U R 0 = (AN E s 75040 Dy,
r>2n-q""*? (") n=>21gq, 7 DRLWE, B % [ fii 42 ~,AE 45 IND-CPA ‘4[],

TIE B - 5 HEAIE B SR F 2 3R 21 AT BA 7 v, AdVgame[ADK 2 X B0 # A € Game H1 34

e GameO0

Game 0 BIFR#EM IND-CPA ¥ xk: Bk & C i FH #8742 i 57k AE.KeyGen 228 4 pk, -4 AT 45 o &
AA AT U T 7 35 i 160 0 DR B3 PR W SC g4, 41y € Ry ,C NP BEHLIE $E 85 2 b i 5 S ¢ I AL
S UrdE AA I ¢ I SC Ok . MU A ORI R

Adveea[ Al =| PrIA(pk, AE.Enc(pk, 1,))] - PrLA(pk, AE.Enc(pk, 4))]| (1)



RAK FA ARG FAELT H 469 2 F S F IR H] 1493

e Gamel
Game 15 Game 0 ({IX BI7E T A8 77 X .Game 1 19284 pk B3 R 1A BEHLIAS . d SCHik[14]
HEW 7.5 T 41, A4 pk 5 R'_E I3 AT 40 A5 (M G B 4 27 AW LU Py B A [X 4 Game 0 5 Game 1 [{MEZR /N T 2740,
IR
|AQVGame1[A]-Advepa[A]|<2 (2)
e Game?2
£ Game 1 [FREfl I s S48 o, B SO i COR TS O 1R S A2 A (RY)™ 235 BE AL K. o S ik
[14]51 21 8.1 55 DRLWE, fB 8 o] 41,18 BT 5 18 S0UR 19 O PF A 1] X 43 (/). R G A X %) Game 1 55 Game 2 (1)
MEZE/NT n 1R 2208 R 510 4F negl(n), DA A
|AdVGame2[A]-AdVgamer [Al|=< negl(n) 3
e Game3
£ Game3 t1,C & HH IR Bk e 85 SCAN I3 bbb S50 2R, T B AN (RO AR k.
Hi C=Flatten(z/-Iy+BitDecomp(C"))%H,BitDecomp *(C)=4/-BitDecomp*(Ix)+C'. i T~ L if Game 2 1 C’ %k ¥k
5 (RN LI BRI, B 1, BitDecomp ™ (C) 15 (RY)™ LM BEHLA i vH AN AT X 43, BI,C 55 (RY)VN LBt 4y
M EA T R 55, A7
|AdVGamea[A]-AdVgame2[A]|<negl(n) O
R 7E Game 3 H BRERE DT A B SCER IR NI S o0 A, oS E bR S TR S8 Ay, IR A 7R
Game 3 T REELTF A 50 0, B
AdVgames[A]=0 ®)
gt nal(3.1)~ A (3.5), I3
Advepa[A1< 2 +2negl(n).
D5 B, 7E DRLWE, M ¢ Az 115 B8 T  Advepa[A] 7T 200, BT AE 4l /& IND-CPA [, % 4> P 1 IE. O

3.4 SIMD# AR

MSCHR[B]IK 3 47 7 LU H, SIMD 4 AR S22 — B AT AR H 7, SIMD BR A4k S I 5] LWE 44 sl Al
RLWE 44 i, S B T W5 0 SIMD 4 [7] 25 11 2% 1 1) 4122 Sc gk [21] 0, Gentry 25 AT T (445 SIMD $ AR 78 A ) %
b0 A 2R 59 W K M R AR, T R 2% B T3 T AR U SE BN AES in 8 4035 s 36 1291 SiF W A Ak ol /6 — e e
B b ERT AR T SE B,

FRTT 002 4 AW SC 2] Ry=RIPDROE H1,R=Z(X)/ ( 4n(X))) 73 8 0 A1 [/ B 38, 435 T 85 £ B SC 500 e
TIX LTI ARG B ATE Bl R, 0 & W SCEAT I a8, B M1 24 T 647 N8 T 1 BR 10 BT AT W SC L, A
SIMD $ K K B TH 0% 35 £ 20 2R B Tk 23 T B AN B 0B AT 3 e, W, A0 P 9 20 Tl BT 548 Y SIMID A%

LN B b, — i p #54 JTE E () — A 2 T AR 2R SR IHE X pR BEATERARME. A d=0 il p°
REHLIR m I K%, 4 h=p(p),% a=1 A m/p® ZE UK p HIFRVED ST, t1 SCHR[6]%1, dn(X) 7T 2 1
T, (f.00" J2 pR AT 53 pf ph...pl e e=g(m)/(ha), pi=(p, () VS H g p* FLWG I A [ ) J LA,

55 3.2 4 (K1 IBFHE HR, W SC45 8] 4 Ry, AT 5 2L 0 b 20 A, SEBLIFAT I8 45 ) AT A3 MR kAN — A4 %
T, A T BRI 05k AN B S
35 MBS

AE PRHIAH LG GSW Ak il B K 1R DX st 7 T4 FHAT 2 40 [0 A SR AR R R ok 40 R A b 4R T 4 [ 3 43 AT i i,
T LA [7) 22 A 4 R 00 A 20 200 58 R 1) 0 B 2k 2R e v T 30k A0 45 9 20 B8 B 040 74 £, 33K 2 o1 T 4% 7k 2 ot B
(K153 150 2 T K gy () =224+ 1, B 45104 B8, 45 m IR 256 I IF AN B i AL 22 4k 4, L BRI 512, 8K 1T 7E 256 15 512
Z AT VE 2 ATIAF) 5 512 A IR 22 A Ph (R, B 00 257, 3 KE, A 785 20 B B 5 05 R 43 52 B () 24k KO 230 - W43, 06 4
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I BB SRR S A 22 D VIS AT R B BN 0 55— AR 3AAE T, e n] DOR A v [ 8 4 5 R AT X1 43 TR ok, W
SCAF AR AT LA A1k 22 43, 3t RE S RE SIMD $R.

T LA T BARBIZE A A 22 ATk A TR BB A HT X g S B R A B EY, e 4 S B di 257,m R4
I 2 15 X K n=g(m), 4 GSW Al n=512,AE A [t n=257. 7] LA H, 19 7l A 861 Ff) 0 2 S b 22 2 00 3 5.
A Wi ARG A B4l 1=10.26 vh ik S Nk He 3 Lig 5 B T AE ARHIR IR i ST b I A 1Rl b
T340 AE PRIAH LE3E T LWE 1) 8581 s, A B RS AR b 45 /8, A SCRR[8] 1 BV A il 47 481, 46 4% 4 £ n=192 1)
THOLR, A PR R ik 2] 50.6MB.EE 3.1 A& HAE il i) A8 R SHUR A 75.3KB.

Table 1  Analysis and comparison of efficiency
Fz1 AEIHHE

W |« n | llogql | s ERE | MEERE | YR (KB) | BRHIRST (KB)
3000 KT 301 K3
GSW | 257 | 512 30 03000 Yol | 299 % 150 1500

3000 Zfe | 301 M
AE | 257 | 257 | 30 75.3 752.9
93000 | 299 Uil

4 FEESERLERSFERDENET G NHAME KRS

4.1 EERERIFAITER

AR R IE T AT RN L BT, SR SCHR (18] (0 AR, R EER L IR B T 1R A AT T 3R R B T e B )
N SRR T B 1 A

XA Ae R 5 X

o AYA)={yeR"Ay=0 mod qR};

o L[ (AN={zeZ':Az=0mod g}.

SIH 1. 4 AANA),LHA)E XWTF45 B R LI (AT — A2 b & R AT — 4 Z-3%, 754 BRbT &£ A (A)
1) — 4 Z- 3.
4 NG A=L(B) I — 2L UF 5L B={b}, AN n 4, F A2 0 H h—A AL ¢ SREIRMEBE A A+e, I8 408 1 i 5
KA, T LA B A+e _E R RF G 28 10 0 20 A1 11— FR 0 SRR (¥ 75 vl A SampleR H AR FE U T :
1. i iel,...n:
(8 MHIEBH c&amhc=) cb Hrh,cel0,1];
(b)  BEHLA{c—LcH ik —A o s, H AN f;
2. i f=) fb.
P N R BN R bk 5 1R R CRAE 7 VA AT B T T R B T TR I R R IR 4 3 2D
(1) EPEHIFE A b REY LIYSIBEHLAHIRE, RS 4.0, UL (A) I —ZLAF BE 2 R 1 — 4LIF 2 (19 G 3
B6), A AT A IFSE T AR BT T
(2)  PBATTRREL fa 2 LA fa(X)=Ax mod gR;
(3) i ue Ry EIFEL I & X, 2 e TS L S 2 At=0 mod qR IR AR5 FIFIBG ) T JEAT AT 5CR
B SRAGF oA At LT 25 880w 020 A 19 1) 3 v B x=ty
4.2 EFEMBILAMEBKE
FESET 503 (K A 58 SCHEALIGT R H {0,1} — Ry P S 3 WL O LPR A BT (158 4.0 T b 42 i Fa T ],
VUJAT S PR L3 (BN AIE 170 55 (% 56T B I 441 IBAE 1
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(1) %A IBAE.Setup: BB T T A AT T oA B Fa, 2 2 AHT 0 AR RT LPR 4RSI B AF], ERPI N T;

(2) ABIHREC IBAE.Extract(A,T,id):4 u=H(id),{f /i T 347 R4 KA 5 BVH P A s « f.8(u) 5

(3) a5 IBAE.Enc(A,id,m)AE & 6 id I # B SC meR,, 1564 u=H (id) e Ry i H 2 3

c=LPR.Enc(m,u);

(4) =5 IBAE.Dec(s,c): 14T LPR.Dec(c,s).

4.3 IBAERHIEERMESREMES

B 3.1 5 C T LPR A 6 1E 6 1k 20 7T 0, IBAE A4 1 1F i 1k ) B8 O6 T 22 b A i R o

TEIE 3. F7 LPR {1 % IND-CPA %4k, 7F L AHIFE R' 3551 Bt ML o> A, A 4 IBAE {76 Bt HLGT
RN J& IND-adaptive ID-CPA 2242 [1].

IE WA AEAE — ST IBAE AR 2 U (o) B AZE IND-ID-CPA Bk i xk Hh L 34k e(R 1] 220,
H BA Qoragle VXM 7 U 0] BUR 5% 14, B4 FATT T LLRL 3G —ANEE XS LPR Al f Beiki # B, ILAE IND-CPA Xy ahijife &
TN & Qoragle-

Hriti# B I LPR AR th A8 u” e R B A BEALILEL ie{L,..., Qoragie}, T B IBAE Hrifiiii ik

(1) BBEHLIE ST A RIS § U id =i A RAE el (id un L), IR AR A e, UL

LPR.KeyGen, = Ji 2~ R0 B8] (uy,89), BRAF — 70 41(idj,u;,87), 9K Uy A2 45 A,

(2) HHURPIIREUG R AT A LLEOY id U7 AR IO R AR — e tE R i A T2 id 15 im0 BEA LI

a5, R, B R B B AR AE R =0 4(id,u,8), 8 s A4 A s=L AR A K — AN BE LA I 220k

(3)  ALAUB G S A A SRR I S 1ag, g RPN AN K R A B A L id i R et Bl AL

W, 45 Tl i, B (il U, L) IE AR AR AE L B84 B AN B LA F 2 1k 75 0,B 1) LPR A1 380k i 2 1 Bk
il 5 AR PRk, 15 BBk S ¢ IR AT A

A b I A RN B e Y R RE R 4 RO E,

LERCIREFE A B BEAT &k IR HH 45 R R N 1 Qoragre(HF id " =id; [ ER), IX I, B R Dh 540l IBAE Xt
TR AR AR 1 AT A X T Bk Sl AR 3k e, B Bty IBAE #3454 & Qoragle- O
44 ETHHREFEETHRNERESETIMEEL

KRATA ok 3L T RLWE 19 IBE # il (GF Hoilh 2 3 2ok 57) 464k 2 IBFHE (17735, 1% 7 15 2% SCHR[20] 7 4
77 V5 0 G BRI 28 e 35— AN IBE f il A2 A 5, 4 38 0T DA 207 VR AT 5 45

Q) ML id A RPN sigeR AR LH ¢y e (RY) IB4 sig 3 1 00 1

(2) 7 cig I T 0,384(Ciq,Sigy=0 mod pRY;

(3) oML RE (RY) LML A A Al X 53

EIE 4. A IBE 45 E WL Bk 3 45, I8 4 i A il aT LA AL S — AN IBFHE 44¢Hil.

EWIBFHE AT E 92 08 B A3 1 A4 O, OE 8 E I E AP AE 1,4 ' logg [ N=1-I"y i W]
L ue{0,13, 0% A E Hna 5L R N AN 0 s 45 5,4 Cry oA Nxl BIHERE, H e 18— 47 43 il 2 X 4 2%
i C,y = Flatten(u - 1 + BitDecomp(Cyy ), #5 Sig J9 54 id %R 1 FL 40, B4 R % #1847 AE R 35 Sid ke
F o FEBHRITIR 55 3.2 AR A,

4 vig=Powersof2(siq), 4 H F P (2), Cy Vg = gV +Cly - Sy = 42V, mod pRY M fift 35 J2: IR Tl 1 A A7 AE —
Bkl DO B IE IBFHE it X 43 Cly il (RN b i35 A9 S B, I e 4 5 (3), 122 i 25412 mT LA AN W] 228 %

({140 34 ke DRLWEG, , B IE B T 2% Pl 5 4 M i BEAGHE 0
WARE 4.2 TR IBAE R FIH 3 4HE T, Mk B EHE AT IBAE RIS 5 3.2 I AE Hl

L5135 A IBFHE 1A HI(IBAFHE #Aihl). A Uil AT 254 B4 BF 45 b B A AR e Mo, Xtk 15 AE 17— £F, IBAE
Pl T S SIMD AR AR FHAE i A3 AN ZUIE R X LM IBFHE #4400, A Lo 2 Brakerski % A0
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& 1 AR AR A 7 S Bk 19 DA 254 B 28 BRI PO HEA T AGIE, 0 ELIER 75 AR 40 & . P REL
45 MESFTSITLE

5 SCHR[L9]4% 1Y) IBFHE(GZF fR#I)AH EL, IBAFHE 44| LL RLWE [r) 8 1E b S, BR] 1 25 3038 5 R0R 8,
D o 82 AR A AR K AR, 0F B3 Se RSP 4.3 2 44 T IBAFHE 5 GZF AR HI7E M 7] 22 4 441 T K%k
HGp M 508 b n A A T A T R P 2 (R Ry B R 0T 7 ) B AR 4 H00), A 4 B I 192,GZF AR I 2 RS
53 A INEE N B RIS S AW 4y T IBAFHE 192 81 ST JUA 8 88 A 83, IO A B RS R RIS 5 4k i F
IBAFHE A AT 48 1] SIMD A i 25 25 4 ] k2532 w5, b 48 3.4 715 (K 2007, BEAR R 7T 2% 4 h=g(q) N i B
ALIBAFHE 1025 16 5 22 0] LRI NS5 h 453 W1 52,40 IBAFHE IR N i 28 3% Rk vl $2 755 0 h £7%,GZF 4R i A4
SRR b IBAFHE W RA S 230 b i &, OFA I RT3 N IBAFHE 15 GSW Hl 5 T B 473 1 4= TR 2 A il A
Ll b1 T GSW  rfv 4 il BT A8 T 1) Sl 445 o 2 AR ok 40 R0 B TR 0L 58 8 [R) 46 22 4 4 4 GSW ol 1) 4 i &2 /D 22T
256, 3 FI ST 3t 248 K A LA SRR T 33.3%. 53 4h,GSW  [AI £ TE V4 A SIMD Hi AR,

Table 2 Analysis and comparison of efficiency
x2 FEISUAE

il n | llogql | e szupE | assieE | APUGE | BT | A SIMD Bk

965 000 /X | 5000 /X3 .
GzF | 192 | 12 ‘ ‘ >506MB | 76.5KB %
965000 Y/ | 5000 Y "

3000 3R 301
GSW | 256 | 30 75KB 750KB %
93000 M | 299 ¥ "

3000 ¥k 3 301 K
IBAFHE | 92 | 30 56.25KB | 562.5KB i
93000 % | 299 ¥ =

5 IE\ éélz

2V ST SRR A ) AT 4 T 5 (R A 0 R R0 25 4 A I 595 B
10 52 1R A S 44 AR 6 2 B4 R B ) 2 0 0 4 D A A 00 9 4
LR AE 552 SIMD R 8 FIFERE A2 BIER 321 T — A IBFHE #5401 ML 471 IBFHE #5305 K
KT
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