ZeroMorph Z£ig

® Yu Guo yu.guo@sechit.io

Zeromorph [KT23] 2 — 1 EF KZG10 B MLE ZINRAEEHE, BX L, Zeromorph AER—1TE—MRMAIES, TUETFTAREHN
Univariate Polynomial Commitment 58, Ltbal FRI-based Zeromorph F .

Zeromorph B DE R RS MLE ZINFCHY Evaluations B TR{EEE ) {EX Univariate ZIRE TRH@E) . ITMUEEERFLSE, T
X MEZRDAT KBS

IPfR Zeromorph MUK BEET X B 4 Boolean HyperCube FEVERZIRAVIERR, AREAIM@IIEF Univariate ZINRASE .,
MLE 210z

FT8H MLE (Multilinear Extension) ZIAzt f 2% X7 Boolean HyperCube F#—3 Multivariate 2Tz, EHES—PEE— R
BOREEARET 1, Bl f = 1+ 2Xo + 3X1 Xo B— P MLE BT, i f =1+ 2X2 + 3X1 X, + X1 WARR, Bh X2 BREATF 1
— MLE ZIA AU R 2 — M Boolean MEEI—MAREHELE, B f: {0,1}" — F,, BONRELEN n, FTER—TZHAI MLE
2zt f(Xo, X1, X2) 8RB, XNSHXEATUE—#H (a0, a1, ..., a7) XN TREBE) KRR, ZHETF Univariate ST HH (=
&1 &, B Evaluations form,
X, f
az as

ag ar

aq as

Xs

ZAA—1 MLE 2t eI BURA TRE) kKR, B Coefficients form , FRRATF:
~ 1 1 1 . . .
FXo Xuy ooy Xn ) =D oo > Firei X X7 X0 (1)
i0=011=0 iy =0
HF EE=4 MLE ZIRXWHF, HMAINBESR:
F(Xo0, X1, X2) = fo+ fiXo + foX1 + f3X2 + f1Xo X1 + f5 X0 X2 + f6X1Xa + f1X0X1Xo (2)

= (fo, f1,- .-, fr) 79 MLE STXMRKEE, STEEN MLE ZIMRABFTZ2H (Multivariate Polynomial) , EARTARBEES
SERRE ZIMFNIHEERINE, AR EEITIEHIIEBET Lexicographic Order,

XF MLE 2K TRER) &R, HMTTUEXA:
f(X07X17'~- ZZ Z @iy - i, g * € 7’07117 '7in717X07X17-~~7Xn71) (3)
10=01,= in-1=0
Hrh eq 53 —4B%TF n 4 Boolean HyperCube {0, 1}™ £ Lagrange Polynomial:

eq(io,il,...,’L.nfl,X(),Xl,... H( 1—2] (l—Xj)+ij'Xj> (4)
=0


mailto:yu.guo@secbit.io

MLE ZIRHE TRER) M TRHE) ZE%5F7E N log(N) WEkEE, XERERANITE.

FATATLUMER ZeroMorph JE—1 MLE ZIR EIZ— Univariate IR, Bff—miR, 21§ MLE SIRNE Boolean HyperCube Ry T
{EEE] METE— Univariate 20 89 TRHEE,] .

MLE ZInz{Zl Univariate Z Izt
B R BI TR T BRI R, ZETE— MERE 2 8 MLE SR

f(Xo, X1) =2+ X1+ Xo Xy (5)

AHINE, B Boolean HyperCube FRIS{ERTA:

£(0,0) =2
{(1,0) =2 (6)
f(0,1) =3
f(1,1)=4
WMRKF ZeroMorph 5%, ERIMABEIZEIGTHY Univariate 2Tz :
fX)=2+2-X+3-X>+4.-X° (7)

BRIRHEATE— Univariate ZINRAEIES R, BBATMNF AT AT EEIE/ Univariate SIRINAEIE ., H120, BIRHEATEUTH KZG10 &iE
J5EH SRS:

SRS = ([1}17 [T]l’ [7-2]1’ [TB}la LR [TD]la [1]27 [T]% [7-2]% [7-3]2’ R [TDh) (8)
1RIE KZG10 MOBGREDE, BIHE f(X) RiEmT:
em(f)=2-[h +2-[rli+3- 7] +4-[7* (9)

EEBNBHS [[f] kxR MLE ST f BETFTIIRIA Univariate ST,

ST BRES
X—%, RINTETESHMGER. HTHLEL, RIFEBZH MLEWESR, 8 f € Fy[Xo, X1, Xa] <
B2 f RR—TRBSER, BENRNREREE—THES, HRATEHNE, STHXANETMT:
&(Xo, X1, X2) = co (10)

BNBETXHE—NEHSAR S —MT A Univariate SR, BEBRNEECERBESER, ZRE—1=4 Boolean
HyperCube £, Fig X, X1, X2 € {0,1} a0@EYE, XS Boolean HyperCube FAYBREERH co, BAXtEKREECHNSERN
(co,coyCoy---yC0), FTREMMWMA Univariate SN

(el =co+coX +coX? 4+ coX3 ...+ X7

11
=c- I+ X+X2+X3+...+X7) (1)

BRNBER— TR MLE SR & (Xo, X,), EARE—TERBWR, 8& (X0, X1) = co, BATKEM Univariate ST :
(€] = co + coX +coX? + coX? (12)

=co-(1+ X+ X%+ X%

BATAIAEE], BT MLE 2 ¢ M & WAHBR R TRE—H, BENIMEIZA Univariate STRRHFR—#, XERNTER
Univariate ¥ & Multivariate BIZ IR, EMIMNSERRTHFERS T Evaluation Domain BIIEEY, ¢ A Evaluation Domain & 3 4 Boolean
HyperCube, ffi ¢’ i Evaluation Domain 2 2 44 Boolean HyperCube, Fltt, HFHEANTEZHANSERN, FEERHET Evaluation
Domain AUI%HE, 3T MLE STz 3k, MEB TR Evaluation Domain 2 n 4#Y Boolean HyperCube, FRAFAMER TMEHCSRT, EMR

SHEMLEFHEn, B0 [[f]], . FES éEMNRE Evaluation Domain - AIBREIFRF= AN RER Univariate IR :

Hé”z =cy+ coX + C()AX2 + C(]X3

13
[7]s = co+ coX + coX? + o X + co X + coX® + coX® + co X7 (13)

BREFEVINSERIS

WFEBENFHD MLE 2=, NREMNEEEENAERE, i fi1(Xo, X1) 7 fo(Xo, X1) , BUOSENSERRTHR



fi1(Xo0, X1) = vo - €g(0,0, Xo, X1) + v1 - q(0, 1, Xo, X1) + va - eq(1,0, Xo, X1) + v3 - eq(1, 1, Xo, X1)
F2(Xo, X1) = v} - eq(0,0, Xo, X1) + v - eq(0,1, Xo, X1) + v} - eq(1,0, Xo, X1) + v} - eq(1,1, X, X;)
BATMNMR: f1(Xo, X1) + fo(Xo, X1), ESERR:

Fi1(Xo, X1) + fo(Xo, X1) = (vo + vp) - €q(0,0, Xo, X1) + (v1 + v}) - eq(0, 1, Xo, X1)
+ (UZ + U,Z) ° eQ(]-aOaXO;Xl) + (UB + U’3) ° eQ(la ]-:XO:XI)

FRTENERMII:
[1F1 (X0, X1) + Fo(Xo, X1)]]2 = [[£1( X0, X1)]]2 + [[F2(Xo0, X1)]]2
BRI, FENSEXTEENEELEEN MLE SINRNEAHKIL, BIMEAMEERR:
la- flln=a-[[flln, YaeF,
B, Bl [[f]], XGRS SHRERSMY, FHE———ME (Injective and Surjective)

{REE] S LERTBREY

(17)

(18)

BNERE—MRSWMAIER, RIF— D4 MLE B &(Xo, X1), EFE=4 Boolean HyperCube FEIEVES (vo, v1,v2,v3), BAE

IFNMZAY Univariate SRR J9:

[[é]]g =wvg+vr X+ ’U2X2 + ’U3X3

(19)

i Xo - &(Xo, X1) thEAEZE— MLE 2R, %EH 3. ©7 Boolean HyperCube EHEVER: (0,0,0,0, v, v1,v2,v3) , BIBIIUG

T, FENURET &(Xo, X1) T4 MLE SR MOBUE, W TFEFR:

X1 A X]?
1 'U2 U3 0 0
(%] U3
0 0
v v
0 1 > »
1 X() 1 XO
1
v V1
X, !
E(XU,Xl) X2‘5(X07X1)
XTB50EE, RS X, = 08, BARZOXBERE, T& Xo, X1 MBNZHEAFNS ENESHT, M X, = 18, 2K
Xo - 8(Xo, X1) 5F &(Xo,X1) . Bltt Xo = 1 PEESTNTS ENEST ¢(Xo, X1) , #—SBRATTUEXERLEL:
([X2- s =X*-[[d]] (20)
IRIBHESANT -
[X2-¢]3 = voX* + 11 X% + v X0 + 03 X7 = X* - (vg + 01X + 02 X% +v3X3) = X* - [[&]]5 (21)

XER X #FT [[¢]] HRER, EETREBRILTIIRAE 3 440 HyperCube MIBMIKE (B X, = 1 IXHE) .

ETREET ¢ =% HyperCube ERVEVE, FHMISERIMFMBINBIRAE Xo, FEMEN 0 ER 1, SHHNBERN X0, X1 BX,

tt, ENRERNFT _UEFERESH M, MIMER 3 48 HyperCube, WTER:



X, A

V2 U3
V2 U3

Vo 1

e
1 Xo
1
A U1
Xo
é(Xo, X1)

®E)IEHR, ¢ E=4E HyperCube EMSERH (vo, v1, V2, V3, Vg, V1, V2, v3), IBATFRMEIZIN Univariate SIRAA:

[[E]s = vo + 11X + v2aX? + v3X? + voX* +v1X° + v2 X0 + v3X7
= (14+ XY (vo+ v1.X +v2X2 + v3X?) (22)
= (14 X% - [[@]2
FEMZRFLGRAMBE: =4 HyperCube FRYEVERFSBHHEMM, (]2 58 X* e [[&)..
BRI, ¢ 7EPU4E HyperCube LRYEVER (vo,v1, V2, V3, Vo,V1,V2,V3, Vo,V1,V2,V3, Vo,V1,V2,V3), BRATFTIREIFIAY
Univariate ZINR,N:
[[@la = vo + 1 X + 02 X2+ v3X> + v X* + v1X° + v, X8 4 v3 X7
=1+ X+ X5+ X2) . (v + 01X + v X% + v3X?) (23)
=14+ X*+ X5+ X2 [[d],
IEARLERY MLE RIFHE— NS 4ERY HyperCube , A& HINEL4E HyperCube THIEHIE ISR, BATHTUE X — NS IR R L,
Dr(X), EERTRXMESIRME:

Dp(XM) =14+ X"+ X% 4. 4 X Dh (24)
22, [[@]la = 22X - [[)2-

MLE STz AREEIE

TODO: XM REVERR IEFRFRIEL?

E TR EIRRZ ANENX S MLE Zl Unvariate ZIN MRS SCIN MLE 9 Evaluation Argument 1%, B3, BEEZWEFIA cm(f) SRIRIE
fEEA SHEVERERSE, i fuo, u1)? BIMNBAEZE—PETF KZG10 # Evaluation Argument i, TTHE2ETF Univariate 217
X, ™I MLE SR, KZG10 BT ZWMAREERE, T

F(X) = f(2) = ¢(X) - (X - 2) (25)
BRI g(X) #0755 cm(q) fEN Evaluation Argument BERR. FRATHATAITNE MLE ZE— P SHRIA, LEAD (w0, i, .. ., un_1) EBOK
{EIERRE)RR, #1LJ9 Univariate ZINRAE—m HE S = EARISKEIERIE?
PBX [PSTI13] A 7 —1 LA E BN Z T 2 LR A
n—1
f(Xo, X1, s Xno1) — fluo,ut, -y un1) = Y qu(Xo, X1, .o, Xno1) - (Xi — up) (26)
k=0

mg f(Xo, X1,..., Xp 1) 2= MLE ST, BACAUFE LN TANLR:

f(Xg,Xl, ce aanl) — f(’u,(),’u,]_, .. .,un,l) = anl(XO:Xla e ,Xn,g) . (anl — un,l)

+ Gn—2(Xo0, X1,. .., Xn3) - (Xn—2 — up_2)

oo (21)
+ q1(Xo) - (X1 —u1)

+ qo - (Xo — ug)



REER MLE 2R f(Xo, X1,..., X0 1) PE—IRIBHSESREN 1, ¥F f(Xo, X1,..., Xk), BN (X), —up) BXZE, &
HSMAPERBSERIR Xy, FAAY f(Xo, X1, ..., Xno1) TR (Xn-1 — un—1) Bl (Xo — uo) XERR, HAFINESHRX
MRMS TR PRNA MR —EEZ DAL, BRSESI—NEHNESTR o, UATFE—TERNRESTR, MEELFRE VLES
G we (’U,O, ULy .- - ,unfl) RIKIE,

BAMBRIEX M RENRER v, B

f(u()auh"wunfl) =7 (28)

BARNTNRBEBEXNNEATE (BERE— MLE ZIR) D5I##1T Zeromorph BREY, SRR Univariate I,

3
_

[[f(Xle?'“?Xn*l)_v]]n = [[ qk(X07X1""7Xk71) (Xk_uk)ﬂn (29)

~
Il

MR EAINENESY, FLHEAIAT MBSt E L EEX:

=

n—

[[F(Xo, X1, s Xn)]ln = [[v]]n

[ (X0, X150y Xio1) - (Xk — ur)]]n

. (30)
=2 ([[X,c -Gk (Xo, X1y oy Xie1)]]n — uk[[qk(Xo,Xl,...,X,H)]]n)
RSO [(Xo, X, .., Xl B EEBEE f(X), B (o]l 2, SBE9E 6(X),
([]]n = 0(X) =v+oX +vX2+ ... + X" 1)
SHERIRE 8, (X) RHKRET:
[v]]n = v- ®a(X) (52)

BTERGIN [[Gr(Xo, X1,y .-y Xi-1)]]n, X—TRSE k 449 HyperCubetB 7 El n 44 HyperCube t, AGHEHTIET. RIBRIEANT
e, BB k 449 HyperCube E4ZE4H) 27 F /v, MTIE n 4 HyperCube:

[1£(X0, X1y, Xk 1)l = @ w(X7) - [[f(Xo, X1, -, i1 (33)
BRET, BN &, 4(X2) ERT—MAEN 2F RNEE, EEXEFUT:
O, p(XM) =14+ X% + X2 4 4 x& 0 (34)
ENRB@EN:
(1,0,0,...,0, 1,0,...,0, 1,0,...,0, 1) (35)

BRE—MREERNZ TR g(X) € F [X], %2 deg(g) < 2%, BARTR &, (X)) g WERT— 28 — 1 R2 MR g(X) # 2
EFRMARGMEEST 2" "k, REBET 2" — L RWSHR.

BEAHT [[Xi - F(Xo, X1, ., Xp1)]]n X, ATAELEEIR?
BAVAIAS TS FADECHMET, B%E f(Xo, X1, ..., X_1) FIME— k 4 Hypercube £, REUTU—NFKIM X, CHE
BT —"k + 1 489 HyperCube, THX1#i Hypercube FTIAH WM, —HHHET (4 X, =0K) , 3—BHER
f(Xo, X1, ., X 1) o FRIAERASEFIA ®,(X) B2, 35— HyperCube fESE, HAEREN 2511, SAEIE k 4 HyperCube #47
" hlorEE, FRENSET FTENSHI.

B i1 (X) - [FX0, X i) (%)

FXALE %, FEXS Univariate STA [ Xk - (X0, X1, ..., inl)]]n HARBE, RAEEES—1"EEN L+ 14
HyperCube /1, X}, ~ 1EARE, T X, = 0 BHWKE k 4 HyberCube f(Xo, X1,..., Xk 1), X5HIMEEH HyperCube HKR,
MNEEBREHE X? XHOBUET, XEMATAESR X, FIXIRM k 44 HyperCube I8 (MWEMIKEEBIIBMUXE) -

Xk F(Xo, X1, s X)) = X2 - @0 (X2 [[F(X 0, X1y, X))k (37)

TER—MIENFITET, HFk=3,n=>5, ZORNBARANDS %4 HyperCube, R ETFRMFHRRBLMERE, ST =M
RILA, RNEOTAERE, HNAIUER, RS X35 = 0 =BT T5AIEIFIIN f(Xo0, X1, Xs), T X3 =10, Z#IAKESAT,
M FEADNBMIEN 5 4 HyperCube, He#y f(Xo, X1, Xo) AAKEBMEIT HD, e X3 = 1 AXMNKE,



x, A x A x.? x A
vy V3 0 0 0 0 V2 v3
v v 0 0 5 : 0 0 s v
vy N : N
0 0 : . 0
V1 > \* : 0 ?} Ul\ >
Xy X, N : X .
. v5 . 0 0 Ly 0 0 X V4 Us
X;=0 X;=1 X3=0 X;=1
A \4‘ X4 =0 X‘? < A X4 =0
V2 U3 0 0 0 0 Vo v3
Ve . : : .-
L I 0 0 : : 0 0 V6 vT
viy, 0 0 > 0 ()*; Vg v
X, X X X
x, Vi U5 v %0 0 % 0 0 / 4 v
X;=0 X;=1 X;=0 X;=1
93 23 2
Do(X7) - [[f(Xo, X1, X2)]l3 X ®y(X7) - [[f(Xo, X1, X)]3

Elth, FATRILASSE Zeromorph MY ARSI :

1Ko X1, oo Xt~ 0 20(X) = 3 (X2 @i a(X2) — - 20 (X) <[00, X, Xl (39)
k=0

EF KZG10 i Evaluation Argument
AR LTRSS HA Zeromorph FRXE—1XTF Univariate ZIMNER, HITEER:

fX)—v-2,x) =Y ( X @, (X)) — @n,k(xf“)) - Gu(X) (39)
k

2 f(X) 5 g(X) EXATF:

F(X) = [[f(X0, X1, Xn D)]]n (40)
Gr(X) = [[qr(Xo, X1, -, Xp1)] ]k

HAVZIERR F(Xo, X1, .-+, Xno1) TR (U0, U1, - - -, Un—1) LAEVER v, BARNRBEHRE FANSARESTASET, XBHFA

Schwartz-Zippel 3132988, ik Verifier BEHHLE— TR X = ¢, #AFiL Prover 124t ( ) 7 4r(C) H9fE, DMET Verifier IiF FEAIZER
=AML
FO =0 @a(Q) = 30 (¢ @rr (™) —ur- Bui(¢™)) - @r(0) (41)
%

FEREARG, BER Prover SEFR EZEHIR §r(X), A TRIEMLE RESMNK AL, HNEERHERFAEHNEZINN §r(X) BOREER)
F 2k, B0 deg(gx) < 2%, AR Prover ;8 H1ESAZIE,

TER FRIER KZG10, #RMETIER deg(gr) < 2 #7535, AXEAUNBEET KZG10 # Zeromorph i, —MELEAIET KZG10 f9
Degree Bound IERATMYEN T :

o Prover {24t cm(gy) FHMIINE cm(X P21 G (X)) %3248 Verifier,
o Verifier IF FEIME:
e(em(dy), [TP721s) = e(em(X P24 . gy (X)), [1]s) (42)

B X021 g, (X) WERBRIE Gu(X) 9 Degree 395751 D, B KZG10 #9 SRS o, SEAGENSIRA) Degree B3 D, FLMIR
Gr(X) 8 Degree BT T 2%, B4 deg(XP 21 ) > D, XHFRFEM KZG10 9 SRS ST HE, RZMR Prover FILAER A%
XD241 . G(X) , WRIEAT deg(dy) < 2.

Evaluation iEBA1Y
TEREAL— N ERAZODINTH, HESBR,



NHEEA

o MLE 21z f #o7i% cm(([f]].)

o RES U= (ug, Uty .., Up_1)

o KEZRv=f(u)
Witness

o MLE 2Tzt f 7£ n 4 HyperCube FHIS{EMNE a = (ag, a1, .. .,a9 1)
Round 1
Prover RN S MAIEE

o WHEn PRBMLE SR, {Gx}

o HERE MLE SIRFTALEIZIRY Univariate ZWR Qr, = [[Gk]]r, 0<k<mn
o WEHEEEMEE: cm(Qo),cm(Q1),...,cm(Qn 1)

—

n—

f(Xo, X1,y Xn1) —v = (Xi—up) - Gu(Xo, X1y, Xp1) (43)
0

bl
Il

B Prover it&, m, = cm(XDW”_zk “Qr), 0<k<n, R deg(Qs) < 2* # Degree Bound iR, —H &I%4 Verifier
E=#8: Verifier REMEHE C € F
5% Prover HEHMSWRN R(X) 5@ZWRN H(X), FHLi% cm(H)

. 8 R(X),
n—1
R(X) = F(X) —v- &, (§2" w1 (¢ —up - B, k(CQk)) - Qu(X) (44)
E=0
o 8 H(X) BEAE cm(H), 57 R(X) 7 X = ¢ SBUER TN
_ R(X)
SR Verifier IIF FTENE
o i cm(R) MIEIE:
n_l i i+1 7
em(R) = cm(F) —em(v- ,(0)) = > (¢* - @i 1(¢* ) — i B, 4(¢?)) - em(Qy) (46)
i=0
o WIER(() =0
e(ecm(R), [1]2) = e(cm(H), [7]2 — ¢ - [1]2) (47)

o WF (mo, 71, ..., Tp1) BEEM, BIIFRENRESHRE Degree Bound: deg(Q;) < 2!, WF0<i<n
e(em(Qi), [rPm ) = e(mi, (1), 0<i<n (48)
SRR
o FART: (2n+1)G,
o Verifier t&&: (2n+2)P, (n + 2)EccMul®
A

HEDINFE NI F’iylﬁ‘t B8 Degree Bound B 2n P G, XEARBEN. A, BT MUMEMIERX n 1 degree bound, T
ERER 2R B

e Verifer feRA—HEHLER B



e Prover B n MEZMARESE—IE, 83 ¢(X), RENIHAEXLFHZIMNAM Degree }55EE—ME, BIBANINE LI Degree

2n71 .
n—1 .
B XZ" 2 (X)
k=0
e Prover £3% g(X) #97&i% cm(q)
o Verifier RARENER ¢
o Prover &2 s(X), BEX = ( REENE, BIs(() =0

o Prover MBS hi1(X) HIGHE Degree 337FIHAM Degree Bound D, #AFIEMR s(¢) = 0, HA&EEE cm(hy

s(X)

. xD-2+1
X—-¢

hi(X) =
e Verifier F2%5 cm(q) 5 cm(q;), AIMRIBETENZER, FEE cm(s) BEE:
n—1
cm(s) = em(g) — > A+ (¥ gi(X)
=0

* Verifier RBEF? Pairing IEHENAIRIE s(¢) = 0, MTi#§E] n 1 Degree Bound iEBARIL
e(cm(s)7 [TD’"”_TLH]z) = e(cm(h1)7 [Tl —¢- [1]2)

tesh, Verfier BRI AR —HENE o, #H—FRE r(X) 5 s(X) WEVEITER, EAENANME X = ( SOBEHHE,

(49)

(51)

(52)

(53)

TERMAIRAE Zeromorph tHIX, M Zeromorph i83¢ [KT23] Section 6, MAMAREERIEZ D Degree Bound iFFAREE—#E, [E

i R(X) BREIIALRAEE—RE., XETUUERTE Pairing IEERIITIITE (X MRAERRERE Zero-knowledge BIER) .

Evaluation iEBBtHY

AHEAN
o MLE 23t f BA8IE) Univariate 2Tt £(X) = [[f]]n #07E3& cm(([f]])
o RER U= (ug, U1y, Un-1)

o REZERV = f(u)
Witness
o MLE 2Tist f H9kEME a = (ag, a1, .. .,a2-1)
Round 1
FE—H: Prover RIFRMZ M LHIEE
o HEn NREMLE ST, {g;}")
o HERE MLE ST FFIEIEIN Univariate SR Q; = [[¢i]li, 0<i<n
o WEFHREENMIEE: cm(qo),cm(qr),. .., cm(gn 1)

[

n—

F(X0, X1y s Xn1) —v = (Xp —up) - qi(Xo, X1, -, Xp-1)

~
Il
o

Round 2

1. Verifier KEREHLEL B € F), FAsRRE S Degree Bound IEHA
2. Prover #i& q(X) fEARABZIMR {¢;(X)} KB, HREEFAE cm(q)

n—1
_ Z/Bz . XZ"—qui(X)
=0

(54)



Round 3

1. Verifier Z3%HEHNER ¢ € Fy, ARBEZIAE X = (LHEE
2. Prover it Hy(X) 5 H1(X)

o H&Er(X),
n—1 - ;
r(X) = £(X) =0 8a(Q) = Y (¢ Puoia (€)= i @usil(¢)) - 0i(X) (56)
=0
o T8 s(X),
n—1
s(X) = g(X) = > B¢ gi(X) (57)
k=0
o HEHZMRN ho(X) 5 hi(X)
_ r(X) _ s(X)
ho(X) = X_¢’ hi(X) = X_¢ (58)
Round 4
1. Verifier RARNE « € Ty, FARRE ho(X) 5 hi(X)
2. Prover it h(X) H&%EZE cm(h)
h(X) = (ho(X) + a - hy(X)) - X P21 (59)
Verification
Verifier
o 193& cm(r) HOEIE:
- ! i+1 i
em(r) = em(f) —em(v- 2,()) = Y (¢ @i 1(¢* ) — wi - By 4(¢?)) - emig) (60)
=0
o #3E cm(s) RIFGE:
n—1
cm(s) =cm(q) — > B¢ - em(q)) (61)
=0
o BWEr(()=05s(¢) =0
e(em(r) + a - ecm(s), [TD72HH}2) =e(em(h), [t]a — ¢ [1]2) (62)

B4

-

Zeromorph BF ERIF2— M EIENMIY, BYS MLE MREREZBEIE] Univariate ZINAREL, ASFIA KZG10 iSRS Evaluation
BIIERR, BEXEIFIHEWENE Zeromorph 54 FRI 1HX3ESLI MLE PCS,

Reference:

e [KT23] Kohrita, Tohru, and Patrick Towa. "Zeromorph: Zero-knowledge multilinear-evaluation proofs from homomorphic univariate
commitments." Cryptology ePrint Archive (2023). https://eprint.iacr.org/2023/917

e [PST13] Papamanthou, Charalampos, Elaine Shi, and Roberto Tamassia. "Signatures of correct computation." Theory of
Cryptography Conference. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2013. https://eprint.iacr.org/2011/587
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