TR B9t PH23-PCS (—)

£ Improving logarithmic derivative lookups using GKR ([PH23]) 1BXH, fEELLHE T —"148 MLE 35K
Univariate Polynomial #8E, SBAILIRBLRLTENMIFER, BEE2XMMYERR T ERELF SN
%, bR AT FHERRTEAY Shift Argument,

XM ARNEEMBIEEIFEE Shift Argument (18X Appendix A.2) ., EIR, fIRII#E KZG10, AKX
™ PCS Adaptor BJIERR{UXBIE BT G txR, AN F,. &, XEMTF Gemini-PCS 5 Zeromorph-PCS
(KT23) , EEEENHT G, TR,

MMNABERS Virgo-PCS BEMz 4L, #RE MLE WZIMNCEEME— KM, FEEEF A Univariate
Sumcheck IXRSER, TSRFMIERR . B2 PH23-PCS AR Prover iR MLE Lagrange Polynomial #ER{E S+
B9{E, MITIREER Verifier B95138; T Virgo-PCS MIFIAT GKR MYEMEIX—m, B—1TAREZ4E, Virgo-PCS
3R MLE ZINNFERE— Coefficient Form BIFR/R, HELL Virgo-PCS FlIF GKR BEER5ER MLE ZInTH
Evaluation Form %l Coefficient Form BU%&#%pi+E IE 4 AVIERR,

RTNERIIZET [PH23] IEXHRXT PH23-PCS B9fER, HLWHT PH23-KZG10 B9— PRI CREBIASKIE
BX X ER B

RXFFMNTE PH23-PCS-Adaptor ERRIE, AEL4AH PH23-KZG10 B9—MEEIHINEE,

1. [REEHLAR

TERRTE Prover EHERA— MLE 2Rz f(X) 8 Evaluation 281, Hf15%ERT MLE SRRMEN

N-1

F(X0, X1, Xn1) = ) ai - éq(bits(i), (X0, X1,..., Xp 1)) (1)
1=0

XEN=2", 4ZH1E f(X) & X = (uo,u1,. .., un_1) RERN, BINESHE
STV La, - éq(bits(i), @), R THERE, BABIN—AHHOEEE, HPHE—TE ¢ = eq(bits(i), i).

1R n = 3and N = 8 B4 ¢ BERTINEERREEE:

co = (I—wy) (1—u) (1—wuy)

c1 = Ug (1—wu1) (1—us9)

ce = (1—wu) U1 (1 — us)

cg = Ug U1 (1 — us)

cs = (1—wg) (1—wuy) U 2)
cs = Ug (1—uy) U

ce = (1—wup) U1 U

cr = Uo U1 U2

ANEY, CHTEENEE—FENME, il ¢; 2 s MENER, XEREHEE—FEHNE, Hb

(1 —w;) RERZHBI O, T u; R HEI 1, LE 7 EA=DEAEE, DBIH uo, w1, us , XRT
(111) , XIAPFE 7 W #HEIRR, XU cs SR=MUEE, 2305 uo, (1 — u1),us, &R (101), F
2 5l IR,



M PH23 B BRBEE, BB RILALL Prover oFEEIE ¢, AEIER ¢ NEB— RS2 RB EEN T HBIHE
EIEWENXH), MRATLA, B4 Prover BiEBA— Inner Product X &, BIEJBAIERR (a@,¢) = v, XERENT
iR f(X) =wv.

&t PH23 HILERB MY D R ER o
1. JIEBA ¢ [@M=HY Well-Formedness,
2. kA (a,¢) = v,
R
2. Well-Formedness of ¢

4reE s = 3 B9 ¢ HBIF,

Ch — (1 —U()) (1 —ul) (1 —’U,z)
cC1T = uo (1 — ul) (1 — ’u,z)
Cy = (1 — UO) U1 (1 — ’u,z)
c3 = Ug U1 (1 — ’u,z) (3)
Cq4 = (1 — UO) (1 — Ul) U9
Cy, = Ug (1 — Ul) U9
Cg = (1 — U()) U1 U9
cy = U (51 U2
MM
Co 1— U9
e 4
o ” (4)
TR, R co ZIEFRR, BARATAIIET IR FENLORER
co-uz—cg- (1 —ug)=0 (5)
SKIERR ¢y BIEMBAY, $E TR, WE
co_c_l-wm (6)
Co Cg Ul
FRULEEATRI DAY, 202R co RIEFARY, BATHEM TNARFIVRIET co, ce 2 EMHAY:
corur—co-(l—uy) =0 (1)

C4'U1—C6'(1—U1):0

TR—F;E ?‘Zﬂ]jull—l:ﬁﬂ C1,C3,C5,C7 ZEIEE%E’J .jj bﬂ]_JL/(EE Cp,C2,C4,Cq ?&Tﬁﬁ% ﬁ.ﬁCO,CQ,Czl,Cﬁ EJ Z_
— 4 FRIERRIERA:

C()"U,()—Cl-(l—’uO):O
CQ'U,()—C?,-(].—UO):O (8)
cg-ug—cs-(l—ug)=0
c6-ug—cr-(1—ug) =0

a4, BELEEMN L 4 2 4+ 4 PMREX, HNESH co EFMRIBIRT, BILAIERR cq, co, 3, 4, C5, Cq, CT
TN, @E ¢ NTRZENHEX R TERMR:

B E0



C4

C2 Cg

(9)

C1 C3 Cs5 Cv

& H A/vn 8 wARE F, WREFE, H = {l,w,w? wd w! W’ wb W'}, EhweF, 2 8 /R&fI
B, #B3 {L:(X)}N,' 328 H L9 Lagrange Basis STz,

RIEBRATATIUBIN c(X) 1EH ¢ 12EB Lagrange Basis iBHIS I :
N-1
o(X) =) e~ Li(X) (10)
=0

REWE, c(w) =c;, Hbi=0,1,2....N—1,
#H—%, EEIERR 1, c3,c5, c7 PN AREXNTUEH A — P ZIMAIRER:

(X —w)(X =) (X —®)(X —w") - (e(X)up —c(w- X)(1 —up)) =0, XeH (11
AN X = w?, EENAREXMIIR T :

c(w?) - ug — c(w?) - (1 —ug) =ca-ug —c3- (1 —ug) =0 (12)

AARN X = w, X = wh, X = ®, BATAIUEZNER c1, c5, o7 EHEMRLRSER.
(X — w)(X — ) (X — ) (X — ) RPN ZHRAGE— Selector S, HEETHEM X {E.
MDA E, BA1TUFIA n = log N NS ARIEIERR ¢ #9 Well-Formedness,
F N = 8 #BIF, BAIREIIA 31 Selector BTzt 50(X), 51(X), s2(X),

’UH(X)
v, (X)’

Hepvg(X) 5 vy, (X) 9312 Domain H 5 H; # Vanishing 2. T H; = H 0F#, #E#HETEN
Group Tower X%

i=0,1,2 (13)

{1}:H0CH1CH2CH3:H (14)

fteA IR S AN T
(15)

B, Selector BT so(X), s1(X), s2(X) HERRWT:

50(X) = (X — w) (X — )(X — *)(X +1)(X
51(X) = (X - @)(X — ) (X — o)(X +w)(X
52(X) = (X — w)(X — ) (X + w)(X + w?)

SMIARED

W) (X + o) (16)



R co EMMARSRATNETHN TANSTRLR:
so(X) - (e(X) — (L —ug)(L —up)(1 —u)) =0, XecH (17)

RIE ¢y EMAARFXFTIURTAN FTENZIRAR:

s0(X) - (e(X)uz — c(w* - X)(1 —u2)) =0, X€H (18)
TEERIE c2, s EMHARSER:

s1(X) - (e(X)ur —e(w® - X)(1 —u1)) =0, Xe€H (19)
Bfa, 1RiEc1,c3, c5, c7 EHRNRER:

s2(X) - (e(X)uo — c(w- X)(1 —ug)) =0, XecH (20)

3. 1iEAA Inner Product

IEBRREE — D EBD ZIERA (a,C) = v. 1RiI% a(X) BRMAE d %, Bl a(X) |g= a, B2 a(X) WEER
la(7)]1, Mt e(X) W&E, [c(7)]1, FENIRILAMER Univariate Sumcheck #MYRIEBAAIFR,

Univariate Sumcheck

XEBHNLEE— 1T (Remark 5.6 in [BCRSVW19], Sec.3 in [RZ21], Sec.5.1 in [CHMMVW19]): HEERY
P(X) € F[X], —M&5F8 H C F, P(X) AIMs RN

P(X) = ¢(X) - vu(X) + X - g(X) + (v/N) (21)
XE v £ P(X) 7 H LaskA, B

Z P(w) =wv (22)
weH
Eit, HOTUERRXNEEEAFTEENAR, MR a(X) - o(X) TUKRTAHTENER,
a(X) - ¢(X) = ¢(X) - va(X) + X - g(X) + (v/N), deg(g) <N -1 (23)

B4 (a,é) = v,
Prover BT q(X) 5 g(X) HOGE, 2R/ Verifier Btk ¢, Prover RMEXSIRE X — ¢ SAVE,
AAfa Verifier BiE FEFXNEEMIL:

a(Q) () = a(¢) -vrr(¢) + ¢ 9(¢) + (u/N) (24)
Prover ] Verifier B@d—MN—TZMRAFESE, Ll KZG10 3IE a(€), ¢(€), ¢({), 9(¢) HIIERM,
AT i@IT KZG10 iR A BAIERR g(X) B Degree Bound, Bl deg(g(X)) < N —1,

Grand Sum

HE, FHATERAER Grand Sum HCRIEBFA N a2 AR,

Univariate Sumcheck f—MNESEEEES T — Degree Bound 4958, Bl deg(g(X)) < N — 1, xuFihiX
TREIKZG10 thiYeEH, EEHTHMIMILE, XAEEMNNEZRERN, thas|I T2 Pairing iTE. T
Grand Sum X IE#% 75|\ Degree Bound AR,



Grand Sum tHYXEIB KRB F Plonk [GWC19] A #Y Grand Product Argument, X MMYXE&ER [BG12] 12
H:Ilo

BigE—12IR f(X) FBTE2 fW0lE, BARME—MENEE 7, BE:

zZop = Qg * Cp
Z1 =20+t a1-c

29 = 21+ Qs - Co (25)

ZN-1=2ZN-2 t+aN-1-CN-1
NEREEEHIBHE AR

Zop = Qg * Cp
zi:zi_1+ai-ci, ’iZl,...,N—l

BTN SR 2(X) SR4%H5 Z, B
N-1
=)z Li(X) (27)
1=0

Heh L;(X) 2 LEEX#XTF H 8 Lagrange Basis S,
REHMAIMFIATE=NZSMRLORRERT 2; WBEA, MMFRIE 2(X) BIERKE:

Lo(X) - (2(X) —a(X) - cp) =0
(X-1) (2(X) — 2(w™ " X) —a(X) - ¢(X)) =0 (28)
Ly-1(X) (2(X)—v) =0
ERXERNM 2(w ! - X) FRR 2im1. FEB=ZNSTRYR, RIETRKINERETRANSANGHLE

VU,

FUFI— Univariate PCS i), HCA0 KZG10 30 FRI, BTRTLLER iiee S st st sy E B
4. 333& KZG10

TR EEFIHAZIMAAR, HAIRIAET KZG10 MICKSEMAXEZIMA FXRVIER, BET, HNEM
ENZMAAR, B—LRXT c(X) WEMENLR, FIERXT 2(X) WERMHNLIR,

po(X) =s0(X) - (e(X) = (1 —uo)(1 —w1)--- (1 — up1))
p1(X) =s0(X) - ( (X)up—1 — c(wTH - X)(1— un,l))
p2(X) —SI(X) (e(X)un—2 — e - X)(1 — un 2)) (29)

pn(X) =8, 1(X) ( (X)up — c(w- X)(1 — uo))
BIERZIMANRN
hO(X) :LO(X) : (Z(X) —agp - Co)
hi(X) =(X = 1) (2(X) = z(w™" - X) = a(X) - ¢(X)) (30)
hg(X) :LNfl(X) . (Z(X) — ’U)



HATRI AR —1 Verifier 121E8 o XL Z A RGN —NANZIR, iEHh h(X) :

hMX) =po(X) + o p1(X) + o - pa(X) + -+ + " - pu(X)

31
_|_an+1_hO(X)+an+2_hl(X)+an+3_h2(X) ( )

MRE5 ZR2EWN, BB h(X) # X € H ENBEHHE, REHRNDE A(X) £ H L240AF, EEd
K85 H 19 Vanishing 2= vy (X) fERER, BIFFE—T Quotient SR t(X), &5

B(X) = 4(X) - v (X) (32)
SRIG Verifier #kE— 1 BEWLS ¢, B3R Prover HEH &% a(X), c(X) Mk 2(X) t(X) £ ¢ 2bH9EE, UK

2X)EX=C w ! omEE, T c(X)EX =C( w,(- w2, ..., C- w? ! QMEME, FREEXLERIER
KZG10 Evaluation iEBR 7,410

e — (G(C)a C(C)v C(C : w)7 C(C : w2)7 te 7C(C : w2"71)’ Z(C)v Z(C : wil)’ t(C))

(33)
Tkzgl0 — (ﬂ-a(g)a Te(()s Te(Cw)s Te(Cw?)y » + =9 ﬂ-c(c.wznfl)) T2(¢)s T2(¢w1)y ﬂ-t(())
Verifier B5EINIE 7,10 BIERRNE, #R/E Verifier BTITE TEANAFSZIMAE X = ( SAEUE:
(@) = 28 (0 = L i =210 0= 2L
g
v (C)
L -
Ly 1(0) = va(¢)
o N(w-¢—1)
REET ., PEENMENZINNEZEEITE TENE:
po(€) = s0(¢) - (c(¢) — (1 —up)(L —u1) -+ (1 — up_1))
p1(¢) = 50(¢) - (c(Qun1 — (@ - O = up 1))
p2(Q) = 51(¢) - (c(Qu1 — c(w " - ¢)(1 — u1))
L .y
Pa(0) = 801(0) - (c(Oun — e(w- O)(1 — ) (3)
h1(¢) = Lo(¢) - (2(¢) — a0 - o)
ha(¢) = (¢ —1) - (2(¢) — z(w™" - ) —a(C) - e({))
h3(¢) = Ln-1(¢) - (Z(C) — U)
A a FRAXLEZHARME, 53 A(():
h(¢) =po({) + - p1(Q) + a® - pa(Q) + -+ + " - pa(() (37)
+ ov’”1 ho(¢) + ™2 - hi(¢) + ™ - ha(Q)
RENE THNEX2EHIL:
h(¢) = £(C) - v (©) (38)

H vy (¢) 8 H 89 Vanishing ZIRNTE ¢ LRIBVE, H Verifier BITiTHE,



5. PH23+KZG10 thHiXifiTE (EEEhR)

AXFEAAIREZRIDINIMEE, (UNBT PH23+KZG10 —MESBEENINAR ., MYEBESH=F5:
e MLE ZInz A9 Commit
e MLE ZI5zAY Evaluation Argument FIIERERTZ

e MLE ZI5iztAY Evaluation Argument FI3&IETRTE

Commit

MBBAE—NE n DRAKI MLE ST, F(Xo, X1, .., Xpo1), EXWTF:

N-1

F(X0, X1y, Xn1) = Y a; - éq(bits(i), (Xo, X1, .., Xno1)) (39)
=0

X2 d = (ag,a1,...,ay_ 1) TRiZ MLE ZINE {0, 1} Boolean HyperCube FHIEYE,

B%% Prover iE— P —TZMK, £ a(X), EEE Domain H FREVENRER d, FHEH H BAIMEIFH N
o HEH, H—MRE—1 FFT RIFAREFE, ERIMEA—T NREMR (N-th Root of Unity) SREREMTT
(Chw) F4:

H=(1,w,w’?, ...,V (40)
M4 a(X) EXAF:
a(X) = ao - Lo(X) + a1 - Li(X) + -+ ay_1 - Ly_1(X) (41)
w8 {L;}V ! ®RETF H 1 Lagrange 2Tz, HENMTF:
w; - vg(X)

Li(X) = — A 2) i _01,...,N—1 42
(X) = i (12)
XEBog(X) A H £ Vanishing ZW, EXMTF:

vr(X) = (X - 1)(X —w)(X — w?) -+ (X — ™) (43)

#RI5 Prover itE153) a(X) WAEIZRX, TR KZG10 B9 SRS itE o(X) B9&i%, ek C,
Co=bo-[1]1+b1-[rli+by-[T2]1 - +by_1- [TV 1 (44)
XE (bo, by, ...,bn-1) F a(X) WAETFR:
a(X) =bg + b1 X + b X2+ -+ by XV (45)

Evaluation jEBB1#Y

FiBAY Evaluation Argument 21§ Prover [g] Verifier iEBA—1Z IR &A1& Cr FAIXNMAIESR n NREEH MLE
SR f E—DAFR (o, U1, - . -, Up—1) BIBVE:

f(u()aulau%-“)un—l) =7 (46)

XE, BMNEFRIKSTAEAT/RNBRERE—TATE, IEh v,



NEBA
1. Cp = la(7)]1: ¥FEE d = (ag,a1,...,an 1) B—TZHARXEE, HHPd EF MLE ST

f(Xo,X1,..., X, 1) 7 n-4 Boolean Hypercube FHIEVE, thE a(X) £ H LHEYE.

2. 4 = (Upy Uy ... Up_1): MLE BIAR (X0, X1,..., Xn 1) BIRES
3. v MLE 2Tzt f(Xo, X1,. .., Xn 1) 7£ U AE9BRME,

Round 1.

Prover:

1. MEZHR o(X), where ¢; = eq(bits(i), @)

2. 8 o(X) 8% C. = [c(7)]1, H&REC,
C. = [¢(1)]1 = KZG10.commit(¢)
Round 2.
Verifier: KIZHEHIE o <3 F,
Prover:
1. #93& Selector B, s0(X), 51(X), ..., sp-1(X)

X X% -1
si(X) = va(X) X" -1 o
zHi(X) X* -1

N

. 191 ¢ iR 2 m po(X), . . ., pn_1(X)

po(X) = s0(X) - (C(X) (1= ue)(1 —wr)... (1 - un,l))

Pr(X) = sk 1 (X) - (k- o(X) = (L= unp) - c(® " X)), k=1..

w

. MEBEEMEIMN 2(X) , HE

z(1) =ap-co
2(w;) — 2(wi-1) = a(w;) - e(w;), i=1,...,N—1
2wV ) =w

4. MBARZM ho(X), h1(X), ha(X), HE

.n

(49)

(50)

(51)

(52)

(53)



h(X) = po(X) + a-p1(X) +a® pa(X) + - + " - pu(X)
—+ O.’n+1 . ho(X) —+ C\.’n—i—2 . hl(X) —+ O.’n+3 . hQ(X)

6. it® Quotient 21zt t(X), #E
t(X) - vg(X) = h(X)

7. HBZMRARE Cy = [t(7)]1, C. = [z(7)]1, #&ZEC: 7 C,
Round 3.
Verifier: REMHRES ¢ 5 F)
Prover:

1. 8 s;(X) £ ¢ RA9BVE:

50(€)581(¢)s -+ »8n-1(C)
2. EX—1#9 Domain D, 88&n+ 1 Pxgx:
D = {w,w’,w!, ... 0¥ 1}
EHIBEE D' = (D £ Prover Eit# c(X) BWRESANES.
D' = (D = {Cw, ¢w?, (... W, ¢}
DB (¢ w),e(Cw?) (¢ wh), e e(C W), e(Q)
18 2(0), 2(w - ¢) 5 (C),a(Q)
L RIEXLEZINREE:
(a(¢), (), e(¢ - w),e(C - w?), - e(C-w™ ), 2(0), 2(C - w ), E(Q))

. &RI%E KZG10 A9K{EIERE

[ B UV

(o)}

Theglo = (Ta(0)s Te(€)> Mel¢w)s Me(Cant)s - - > Mooy Ta(0)s Ta(Gr 1) Te())
Verification
A R TEMNTR:
[ Ci, sy Ceya(€), 2(0), (¢ wh), 1(0), |
e(Q),e(¢ - w),eC- @), ye(¢ - W),

Ta(Q)s T2(¢)r Ma(Cw)s TH(()>

\ Te()r Te(Cw)s Te(Cw?)s + = =0 Te(cw?™ ) /

Verifier it&E s0(¢), ..., 8n-1(¢) , vu(¢), Lo(¢),Ln-1(¢) -

Verifier BEIT FENER, RERNSTR a(X), o(X), H(X), 2(X) SHAMRETIHHIITITE:

(54)

(55)

(59)

(60)

(61)



KZG. Verify(C,, (,a((), 7
KZG. Verify(Cy, ¢, t((),
KZG. Verify(C, ¢, 2(C), ¢

KZG. Verify(C., ¢, ¢({), me(
KZG. Verify(C., (w, c((w), Te(cw)

?
?
?
?
?
?
?

©)
©)
))
KZG. Verify(C., Cw™, 2(Cw ™), T 1))
)
)
)

KZG. Verify(C,, (w?, c(¢w?), Te(¢w?)

2

KZG. Verify(C,, (w?" ', c(Cw®" ), T oo™ 1)) =1

Verifier AZIMAE X = ( AHBVERIIE FEHNARER:

) -va(Q) = (Z o' pi(Q)) + ™ ho(Q) + P h(Q) + " haQ) (63)

X po(¢) ,Pn(€), ho(€), h1(€), ha(C) MIEXINT
po(¢) =50(¢) - (c(€) — (1 —wo)(L —u1) - (1 — up_1))
p1(¢) = 50(C) - (e(Qun1 — (@ - (1 —up_1))
p2(¢) = 51(¢) - (c(Qur — e(@® - O)(1 — wy))
Pa(€) = 3n1(0) - (e(C)uo — efw- O)(1 — un)) (9
ho(¢) = Lo(¢) - (2(¢) — ao - co)
hi(Q) = (¢ = 1) - (2(0) — 2(¢w™) — a(©) - ¢(0))
ha(€) = In-1(¢) - (2(¢) — v)
II_,\z:I:

PH23 PCS Adaptor &1§ MLE ZIRT(AY Evaluations BREFEI—P—rc ZINAY Evaluations, AFHEFA TKAIE
B1 >RRIE MLE ZINNIZERIIEFRE .

B S B S RACTIRHER MY,
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