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T2 DDHBEAM L LT, X7V v IS E XX s ARG S 03 H
D, ZDFEAICE T THIZEED 5N T 5. X7V v TGS, GRIE L
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HZ OWH#G) ED/NSK T2 LICHENIL T 7 LT XADHET 5.
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CRMEa R b OB LT %53, ECDLP IC/§ 2 %1% 0 R W iEEGE
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Z DLW DWW TARE X, generic algorithm & b %1% X { ECDLP % f#
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Z O F THMIRICET 2 W D2 DOER KLY Z OWE IOV T
N9 5. I 5IC—ROBE LOBEBONEETE (DLP) M OHEHi#t D HELE D 72
TR ETH 2 6 L2 BERCHERTE (ECDLP) 122 W TEHT 2. (S5 3CHk &
LT [5] % 5%.)

# K ofR¥Ea% K °RT. AR TRBMHIEOLU T OERZHHAT 5:

E% 2.1. K %3{2'32: LT CL17CL27CL37(147CL6€K (‘:3‘% :O)C‘:g‘%ﬁE ’ED{
TOLIITERT %:

E: f(z,y) :=9* + a1zy + azy — (2° + apx? + ayx + ag) = 0.

E %M TIEED (v1,y1) € K WCBWT, (9f/0x,df /dy) # (0,0) DI Y
SO EE E 7 K LoHihf s X80

B£E5 EK) ZRDEIITED 5
E(K) :={(z,y) € K*: f(z,y) =0}U{O}.

(fHL, O 3RS ET2.) ARTIREHCH D D%VIRD P e B(K) L3
WIGHIE P A0 95, TilD L) ICHESEZEXLET S LT EK) IF
EREZ R (HL Py = (25,y:) € E(K) £T3):

e O ZHfILLE T 5.
L Pl O)ii)_&fﬁ% —7)1 = (fl,—yl — a1 —a3) &'3‘%
o P1# Py DEZEPy:=P1+Ps EUTDIHICED S:

% if T 7£ Zo,
A= 322 + 2a011 + ag — a1y

if x1 = a9,
21 + a1y + a3 ! ?
T3 = )\2+a1)\—a2—m1—x2,
Y3 = )\(331 — 1‘3) — Y1 — ayrz — as.

EEE m I L T m o P e E(K) DMz [m]P TEY. S5IC[0]P:=0
EL, [-m|P:=—[m]P £¥%. tk K »ERETH? & Z HbdhoEHRE
qIEHLTK =Fpn TH2BEE, BEF,) 3AREECHS. f6>TCP e EF)
Aot e L CHBRKRIRE (P) 28T 5.

RIZBEBOSEE (DLP) IO WTHEHT 2. #f G Ot #G TR,
HIR#E G Lo DLP &%, Aol g, T € G ITR L TUTDEM%iH7:
T X € Z/#GL BEHET 2% 6132 N%2 Rk METH %:

T = gX. (1)
LRIz Z 0 g0l % Weierstrass model & & 3.
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ns. Zogh, B 5 5 2 5 3 AR ORTHTEICE LY T, — %
AN D &k 912 ECDLP 2#%7. Hls, ECDLP &k 7,P € G I LT
DT O&MZM7T X € Z/#GZ BHIET 2% 612N E25HH T 2T
H5:

T = [X]P. (2)

AR Tld, “HIRME EoBEHOSEIE? SEo—ic X CEEH I B 0T
WL 72, B> DLP EREFHA L. Lo L, FRcEE 07 ci3 s
fET 5 DLP 2D W TEZ 2BHED o, —RIVICIZEREE G 134 R
BECERIN, Emd s, Hl2 (2) TH5Z5N1% ECDLP 4, G 13
E(Fgn) T3 7 MR (P) TEZX 5.
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FRRIDNIE L 72 2 X ) [T R GRIE Fyn, it B, LOKIEIRE (P) 5%
HIRT 2008035 5. ZDFERDOHIE LT, DLP 25 2 2 &M#E G Dk
#G T ARELREBCT S LR, B(Fy) ETO ECDLP 2FIHT %25
HlEn BFEBERDIHNIGERZ LR EDETFONS. (BEE LT [15]
#2817 %.) YOI T ECDLP Zf#< 7432 ALICDOWTHHL T L.
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BRI [25] KOTSRS, 26D 7Y R LD,
HZOARZ G L LEZIL, REPITIE OWH#G) TH LI LA
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3.1 Generic algorithm

AFETIE 5] DES 19.1 IHDWALIT D generic algorithm 7L 3V X
LDOEHRZRHT %:

EE 3.1. AR G VBEZoNTVSELT, GIREBIILZUTOHED A%
19 713 X L% generic algorithm & L .43

o JHTEHE

2HRHE Fgn k0 DLP &%, ekl G =F}, LD DLP D2 L TH2.
3Shanks @ baby-step-giant-step DFFHERIZIEMEICIE O(VF#G log#G) ThH 5.
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3.2 Shanks @ baby-step-giant-step

Shanks @ baby-step-giant-step [28] (2D W THHICHAT 2. KX (1) ©
Ing, KEHE G = (g) o DLP 2 T Ee%2E2 5. £T M = [#G]
ELTh= (¢ "M Z3HL, M FDOY R+ BL,GL %35 T %:

BL = {¢':i=0,---M~—1},
GL = {Th: j=0,---M—1}.

(BL DFFHIE baby-step, GL DilFIE giant-step & XXt 3.) Y R b
BL,GL %M~z , G ¢ = Th! 2L, X =i+jM (mod #G) %i&
T ZOTNTY RALIE, VA PDOERT OWHG) MOBHHEKX ) O(V#G)
DF—FREFEMZBHEEL, I512Y A OO Z L BEEFTORET
O(V#Glog #G) RO ZFEITT 5. ZOT NI RALDERL BRI
RINTOLHRF—F—L LTORHERIIED S . (B3E3CE LT [15]
2%F5)

3.3 Pollard D p E& )\ &

% 3.2 fi G/ L 72 Shanks @ baby-step-giant-step (ZHEE 7 7L 3
ALTH LN DT — Y IREF2EMZ LI E T 5. —JT Pollard @ p 5
A 1d birthday paradox ZFIH T 2ERNE T LY XL THS. LoL,
T — & B2/ baby-step-giant-step IZERTT o /A& <, KAl G &
D DLP %f# < 72D B R FHEOREIEX O(VH#G) TH 5. ZOfiTld
HARWNZ p k2B T 5 [7]. GEL <IZ [5], [15] 2RI Nniwv)

CIZCHHE32MiE MU DLP (1) 2&< &9 5. FARWNE pikTik, £9
KR G 2 =2 DIRIEFA CMEZFFOH VI D D DR WES G,Ga,G3
WZaEd 5.
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# 1: ECDLP 2B 7 3 3 EH idd#
g oo fEH ¥4 X (bit) 4F =5

ESES 112 2009 Bos et al. [2]
B2 OfRIE 118 2016 Bernstein et al. [1]
Koblitz 113 2014 Wenger and Wolfger[29]

RIZ (a5, b;) € (Z)#GZ)2 1K LT, by =T gb € G 2859 {h;} %% %
Z). 1EL, an :bo = O,ho =€ (6 Ci G @%‘ﬁzﬁ) é: L,

(ai—|—1,bi) (hz S Gl),
(ait1,bit1) = (2a4,2b;)  (h; € Ga),
(ai7 b; + 1) (hz S Gg)

9%, ZDESRDBKDLO:

Th; (hi c Gl),
h,‘+1 = h? (hl S GQ),
ghi (hi S Gg).
%Kﬁ%@ﬁ%i’@&i (hi,ai,bi7h2i,a2i,b2i) 0)177‘%{%*%1/7 hz = hgz tf% 1 %%‘%
T2, ZDLE TUghi = T@igh2 THD I LSRR D:

Tai—a2 — gb2i —b;

7T #G B TARERFRE LD L) CRESN L0, HOHERT
gcd(ai — a9, #G) =1 2frcE s 2 LD 5,

X = (bai — bi)(a; —az;)~"  (mod #G)

ZEHET LI L TR X PR ons.

p EOFERICOWTHHAT 5. {h;} 37 v ¥ L 5EFITHIUL birthday
paradox 12X D, i = O(VH#G) T hy = ho; LR DMERN 1/2 Uitz s L
W TE 5. £7, (hiy i, bi, hai, i, boi) 25 (Rist, @ist bisy, b,
A(it1)s bagir1y) ZRIET 21213 3 MIOREHE 2 M L T2 THSH 2 &b
5, &l T O(V#G) BORHHBE Z NI E § 5.

Z 2T ECDLP I2B¥ 2inEOREN LI RO Z AN T 5. £ 1 Off
R p EZ YR L 72 generic algorithm (2K 2bDTH S [18]. 2D &,
M D H B D 7% SR RO WA OME 2 MA L T, ECDLP 2% R
KRS TN T RLRERFERIN TRV L2 EKRT 5.

4 ECDLP B9 2iEHHEE

5 3 fi T R7z & 9 12, generic algorithm Z 2% Z & T, ERICGZ 60
7-HIREE G £ DLP 13 O(V#G) BlO#HEE, A 8RR 2 L23C



E 5. — I CHRMA Lo DLP &, BiffiikCR—BUARE & &, HEGHRE L
FIEN BV AICET 2 52T % 2 & ORI X D /S WEHEE, [
L HEFE RN quasi-polynomial time T2 Z LS TV 5. (G
L <iE [5] [8] Z&M.) WE4E, $58GHREEZ ECDLP IZEA L 72W1%805%E® &
NTW3. ZOfiTlE, IEEEHEEIC O W CNLICHI L, 2712 ECDLP I
BATZBIGEE L L Tfibit s Semaev @ summation polynomial & Weil
descent IZ DWW TS, (ZEHRE LT [15] 22815 %))

4.1 IEBGEEE

FEGHRER RS ZoBEIC T oNE 0, 2o ZDODEBITD
WTCHIAT 5. 5 4.1.1 iR 2 HEGHRENE ECDLP % i# < Hanic k<
M S LTE D, 4.1.2 fi TN T 2 IEEBGIHEEIZHRAE Lo DLP % f#<
LA I CHHEN T . AR TS 2 BEGHRIE 1, %8 2 REGEHR
2 EXRT LTS, AWM TIIREGHREE 1 z2HhDGEmze T 5.

DIF o0 REZHNT 2. HEGHRIEREEOARIICEMN 2 2 &3
TEBD, iEMEE L2 0Ic 52 0N BRI OEGOWE 2R T
2728, —MIICIE generic algorithm 12/ HI 172\, 28 4.1 fiiTlX (1) T
xRNz, HIKHHEE G = (g) EO DLP #5261 Tw3s L35,

4.1.1 BEEEE1
ECDLP %## A 285412 X A b 265G HEE 1 oOMEZLITICE 2 5,

AR TR L K I3NB G OENES FB = (m,---m,) #BE
T3

B3R (relation) ¥RREXPE:
(i) a,beN Z#ENY R=¢°T € G %557 3.

(i) FRIOWR % M7 T e; DML (c1,--- ,e0) BEAET 2%
HSE LS, (ET B 4 6 I3 2 WA AT 2

R=]]=. (3)
=1

X (3) X relation & kIE%. 2D relation 2> 6, KFIEEDIT
BT o BNz R L 2808

a+bX = Z eelog, m  (mod #G)
(=1

5 RINC ep ICIE FRDEA STV B0, B (3) ZMrT (e1,-- -, es) BELET BRI
0.



BRSNS, HBOFETI (a.b) & (o1, ) ZEEALE
N7 N VRO (£721350) & LTHRGET 5.

(iii) (i), (ii) DFHEZ T %MHED relation HF 545 £ THDIRT.

IRMACERERPE: BORIRRBIE ©fF o (U7 ATFNT R L C, #G %215 L T 21751
fEzfr) 2 E TN 272§ X, Xy Z5HRT 5.

e=gXiTX2,

(AL e 1 G DRI E T 3))
BEBUOH ST EERRE: X, ' (mod #G) DFET 2% I F 2K T

X =-XX;' (mod #G).

LR k92, EGHER IO O RS> S MR S 5. PIEER
BECIXRTIEZRET 2 L LT3, fillicd G ORBUCHH T 2 #fiis%
(Bl Z I ZERRIEARGEZRTLEA L L) 2R ETL2ILHH D, ORI
B FR 2 2 M IERIICERTE 2 1ZENZ 0, o T, STHRIC X > T
VI B % — O DR & L CTBA T, BEGHE R b =>DFHE
BIEL SR IN TV LERTIHALH S,

KRB OB E I RBGIRIE O 2 IET 2 HELEETH L. DT
R ICRD 5 N2 WEICOWTHNT %

o RTF-HEDME s 1oxf LT, MIBREBEE THONLTIDORES
X O(s) THB. £oT, TORETOITIRIEDRFRIX, 2 EHK
2<w<3INLTOBY) THhHD, HTIEEDME s (XATHE74 R
DINZ VBT EDRHEE L,

e Relation 23135 N 2 HERNTREZIR D H < & 2% K 95 ICHFIHIE %2 R E
T2RENH 5. ZOHHIE, T OMHEEIME & BIRFERER CORIE
ZREDIBTHBPREL %>TLEHI L TH L. WTEEDME s 2
INEWVIEEZ DRERIZNE { %2 5. fE> TRIRIRR BN & BB RE
DFFFHaZAMI L —=FL 7DBRICH 3.

e Relation ZitH 9§25 a2 X FAVNS K42 L) ICHFIEIRZBRE T %40
Wiid 5.

05 4.4 HICHIY % X )T, FRBGHRYE 1 T ECDLP %z &< 854, relation
(3) #AEMT 27 DICHMAN R ZRNTFHEDILTH 2 HHEEONTRTE
HEERBFETTI0ENH 5. ZDFE%Z point decomposition & X .
EAETIE Semaev @ summation polynomial (£ 4.2 i) 12 Weil descent (5
4.3) T 5 2 & THEVARBABRREERL, 2% L 7 —HEE R
TE27NTY AL EZFHL T 2 & (B8 5 fill) T point decomposition
ZRTT HMAPHED TV 5.



4.1.2 BEEHEE 2

AIRA o DLP %M < 56 Bk BEUARE &2 £ v T, Ridofs
BETHED: 1 20 LEH L 2 BEGEHRE 2 ofilans X SN S, Az
MRS 2 LT DffiZHiAMIE L CTHREZR WY, 55GTHEE 2 % ECDLP
WHEH T 25k b H 2 7- 0, O CHEIFUISHANT 5. ZOELLEHANEIZE
RIRREEICB VT, 52607 DLP 2%E# 3% T #& £ 7%\ relation %
AT 5L L, T #RTFRIEOIG TR TR %2 BEBOTBEHE BB a4
52 ETHD. LUNCHEEGHAE 2 oMtEZ2 5.2 5,

RS ERRPE: K THE FB = {m, -7} ZXET 5.
BERER TR

(i) TREDEAZ W7 TIFEREE e DI (€1, -+ ,er,eni1, - es) DIF
ET2D02HEL, BIET 5 R 6IEZNEEIHET 5:

S

L
== I = (4)
=1

{=L+1

Z D relation 1B T ORI IET 5

S

L
Zeg log, m¢ = Z eelog, me (mod #G).
=1 (=L+1

N7 MV (eq,--- ,e5) ZATHIDIT (£7213581) & L TRIFT 5.
(ii) (i) D Z T % %D relation 335405 X THEDIKT.

TRAACRERPE: BIRIRREE 5 & N I A D# log, 7y, - -+, log, s
ZRD 5.

BEBOIEETERRE: a.b e N 23# N R = ¢*T® # N HEDITLTET:
R = H 7'('?.
=1
ZDEE b (mod #G) BHEET 2% 618
X = (Z telog, mp — a)b™t  (mod #G)
=1

MR NEDZ &S, BERBERE TR L 7% LitoH AT
2T X B35,
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4.2 Semaev D Summation polynomial

% 4.2 HibIgETld ECDLP 22w i s 5720, R (2) TRI NS5
IZDWTHER 5. HEGHAD: 1 T ECDLP %< 356, BIRERBR I v
TEAR a,be NI LT

R = [a]P + [0]T (5)

ZEtHE T 5. R R ZWTEIK FB = {r, - , 75} OHI

R = Z[ez]ﬂ'z
=1
& LCHRHET 2EHE, Al point decomposition #ilA, ZNA3AJEETH UL

logr, R = Z[ee] logp m  (mod #(P))
=1

i35,

Semaev (&, BEEDY 2 TH 3 THHRWAHRA F,o LOEHER E 23525
N75412, point decomposition DFFEIZH AT 2iEE & L T summation
polynomial Z$2% L 7z [26]. CD¥fr, E ZLTOHTET I LA TE %

y? =2° + Az + B. (6)
(fHU A,B I3 Fpn OILT A:=4A3+27TB? £ 0 27z TbDET 5. )

EE 4.1. ¢ 135 D EOFBBEHDORELL, E: 2 =22+ Az + B &
Foo Lo FEHMERET 2. DL ZE 2 <m e N ITX L TH m-summation
polynomial S, ZLAND X ) ICERT 5:

So(w1,02) = m1 — 29,
Ss(z1,x0,23) = (21— 22)w2 — 2((w1 + 22) (w1202 + A) + 2B)a3
(129 — A)? — 4B(21 + 22),
Sm(1, Zm) = Resg(Sm—nm(T1, s Tm—nr—1,2), Svr2(Tm—nry -+ s T, )

(iftm>4,1<M<m-23).

722U, Res BH&AERET 2 [4]. m >3 DL E, S, (NP TRIFR 2% IH
ATHY, IOICHRLEH 2 TN LT deg,, (Sm) =2""2 ThH 3.

Summation polynomial S, IFHFEAY 2 7213 3 DEAICH HARICIERTE
% [14] [15] [26].
Z ZC point decomposition IZFIHT 3 S, ODWEZENT S: b
T, T € E ob)
Sm(TL, ) =0 (7)
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Rility ek,

Pit 4+ Pp=0
%% P = (73,7 € E(Fpn) DEET 52 LR3AMTHE. 2D S, DIEEZ
R LT, BIRERECE 2 57 (5) © R 2T FB = {m,- -, 74}
DILDHIT

R=my + -+ 7, (8)

DEIRTIEE2EZS. £T Q= (2,y) € EFypn) O z EEZDTO X
KRG T B!

x2(Q) := .
Smi1 D Tyr W& 2(R) ZfRUAL 725K

Smt1(z1,+ ,2m,2(R)) =0 (9)

2R ZEzEARILELT, 2D (71, -+, Tm) € Fgn)™ BFELTZET
56, ZOLE KT TN LT T =1a(m,) %D m, € FBBHFET 5% 513
relation 23MF 5415 7.

REFGRER (9) 22 E L 2 DI, Frobenius GRZ A L 7% &
(9) P ORERI N5 TRl DENABIT A Z I FEREZ SN 5!

0= Serl(xla"' ,.’ET,“I'(R)),

n
0=z — x4,

(10)

n
0=2a! —x,.

RO 4.3 fiCl3ELREOTE (10) % fiF < 72912 Weil descent ZE A L
T HBICOWTEHT 5. £ 7L 7 —HEEFIH L 7z RECTEA D
fRRIC oW TIEE 5 BiTHINT 5.

4.3 Weil descent

Semaev 12 X - THE A X172 summation polynomial % #JH L T ECDLP
% iR S FEEGTHEIRIL, Weil descent ZE AT % Z &12 X - C, Diem % Gaudry
LICE>THRINT W% [9] [16]. Z DHEiTIE Weil descent ZF/L, %
Nz N AABTER (10) 2R 72D ED K ) ITHIHT 2023 HT 5.
%7 Weil descent (ZBH3 2 LN OfiEZANT % [15):

SHAE L 2 WIA1S relation MRS V®, R 2D B L CRMOHRE 2T Z &1
75,
TZDHAY relation BELNED, R 2LV AB L TEMKDOHEZITH 2 LIk 3.
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R 4.2, BHANE ¢ LHRB n T L T, Fpn % n KILD F, X7 b
WM E L TALEZOREEE {61,...,0,} £T5. 51T f(z1,...,2m) €
Forl21,.0,@m] £95. 2DEE Z:={z;: 1<i<m, 1<j<n}ITxL
T, MFOFERZ7-T f.(2) € F,[Z) D37 12—24HET 5.

P10+ -+ 2000 Zmd01+ -+ Zmnb) = 3 O fi(2).
k=1

S5, D (Tr,  ,Tm) € (Fgn)™ IINLT f(71, -+ ,Tm) =0 TH D%
5\, b5 z; € Fy BWHAEL TUT DSz 79

n
o= ) %0
i=1

fk(Z2) = 0(1<k<n).

fiE 4.2 125D, For FRED m ZHRBOTERIZ F, FRED mn ZED n
ORBGEACEI NG, SOICHIE 4.2 1285 flzr, - ,2m) % (9)
DIAD LI E L7z & E1Z, Weil descent (T & - THENAREAH K (10) 1%
Fy 28D mn ZEBD n+ mn HOEXTHK S 102 DUT OTF O RETT
Bz nsg:

0= fi1(2),

— .q
0=z, — 21,

(11)

-
0=2z% ,, — Zmn-

Weil descent %179 BIIZHEART, 28 & EXOMEENE & S ITHEMT % 53, @7
REOTEAZ BRIk ) ZTHADELBDORE % ¢ L H/INSLTESLT L
PHIETH 5.

HATFHEEOFEE T KT % Z &, Weil descent 1 & > THRL I 115857
RETTBEADLEBOEEZHIN T 2 LB TES. £ Fpn DDHD F, X7
PLEZZEMZ V EL, ZORIL% 1<n' <n &9 5. Z0LERTHE
FBZRDEIIZED 5:

FB= {71’( S E(Fqn) | :C(Trg) S V} (12)

COWRFIEDFEICED z; 1& Weil descent 125> T n/ MO 2z ;
(1<j<n)TEINED, HEKX (9) 13 F, FRED mn/(< mn) ZHD n
HoOREABRNICE BRI N G, Bz Zzn s OREDGEAUC Frobenius
map (SRS %5 2] — 2 5 = 0 ZINA 7 BUT OIE DN ARBTREAZ fif



C(HL Z"={z,:

0=r(2"),

0= fu(Z'),
0=2z2{, -2,

— 4 _
0= Z’m,n’ Zm,n’ -

13

1<i<m, 1<j<n'}CZ Tz ;eZ L¥5.):

n ZBNSKTBE (13) DEBHBV %5 2 LIk ) 202 TlTih

WG a2 MRS B8, (13) 23ME%Z b OWERL THoTLE ).

4.4 ECDLP [cET2EHETEEZOBME

ECDLP IZHREGEIEZEH T 2864 2 HIEREI N T0 5 [15]. 20
TR, im0 ED 5 N T B IRENL AL E LT, BEGHEE 112 Semaev
@ summation polynomial & Weil descent #E AT 2 HENEIT 6N 5.
DEiTIEZ DIFEIT O TSI L, Z DFHERGHGIC OV CHT 3.
$12OBMOLD, X (2) THIND E(F,) L0 ECDLP 2352 57T

W3 ET 5.

T=[X|PeG=(P)CEF:).

ECDLP ICBEY 3885E%,

DEBRERRE: HTHIE FB % (12) O X 9 e 5

B ERRERPE:

(i) a,be N 2% R = [o|P + [0]T %5¥ 3.

FB= {’TF[ € E(]Fqn) | .’E(’]T[) € V}

(ii) Semaev ® summation polynomial S,, 11 D Tpi1 IC 2(R) 21X
ALS, Z3Uzx LT Weil descent #9479 % Z & B2
A (13) ZiElHHE T %:

0= fl(Z/)v

0= fn(Z/),

_
0=z, — 2,

8m RMEE I NARETH 3.
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ZOENRESGT R ERE, FDE

(Z00, - Zmr) € (Fg)™
DT 575 613°, ZDIRITNIET 2 (T, -+, Tm) € (Fgn)™ 2
kv p, WG V ORI 0y, 0,0 € Fpn ICHLT

=Y Z €V
j=1
RS 5. 20X ) —o2DM (z1,- -+ ,7Ty) WKNLT

(xilv 7H) = (x(ﬂ-&)"" 7x(775m)) (14)

i 7o S AT FIEDITTDM (7p,, - -+ e, 1EEZ 2™ MAEFET 5.

2L
R=> m, (15)
=1
27§ D2 RO, MElDOFEAZ W7 TIFATEL ep DA (61, e5)
BRET B!
R =" ledm. (16)
(=1

Z O relation (16) (& FELDFEE AN IR T %

S

a+bX = Z eslogp mp  (mod #@G).
=1

EERDFIE T (a,b) & (e1,-+,e5) ZHEA LR PV ZITH
DAT (F721351) & L TIRET 5.

(iii) (i), (ii) DEHEZ T3 % EE D relation 235405 £ THD K.

IRMACERERRE: PURIRRBIE ©fF o (U7 ATFNT X L €, #G %215 L T 21751
fEzfr) 2 E TN 2729 X, Xy Z5HRT 5.

0= [Xl]P + [X2]T
BEBOHEGETEERRE: X, ' (mod #G) DFET 57261310 LT %K T:

X =-X1X;' (mod #G).

FEL 0 61F, HiL < a,b ZROEL T R 24K L T, AKOGHEZHT 5.
0 SCH T %2 ECDLP 2% A 784, #G B TORELFERE R L IIGEEIN S 720,
X' (mod #G) BHEL B HERIZMEETE 2.
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S5 EEOT7T LT RLADFHHEEICOVWTERT 5. ZOFEEDHE
R I E O [15] TE LD HENTWV S, I 512 [15] TIE, E(Fyn)
FE® ECDLP 2852562 T3 L LT, ¢ 7 n ICHRTHNZIWEA KN
ZDWMDBAITOWTHFL TIHMH L T3, ZHUIES o S 15 5
HHARDS, Fon (n 1335%) £721& Fpn (¢ BEKT 0 3 H0/0hE V) LTERS
NEbDNRL D TH .

AR 2 FElOABICE 56T, Sy @D m & n/(=dimV) 13—
HIIz

mn’ ~n (17)

LD E)ICBEES NS [14]. (COLICHELBWTELH S [15]) %
72, Sma1 DRI AT 72 AR NIX
o(2m") (18)
THDIEPHMBENTVS [14].
BAMRIRSRBRE CER L 72 R 2% (15) D & 9 ICR SN B HEE Probgy, 12
WCEZSL. TIHho0imOHENR L LT, RTEEOME s 13

s~ #V (19)

Zii7z & LTRY. ZOMIE, 7 VY LOEAL 7 € Fpn 252607
FEH AR D o FERELE U TR AR T 2R 1/2 Th DB L &,
U z EEEZ RO GBE DB OWIFHEN 2 THL I LTH 5.

51T, ZofioHNE LBROBEGEHES: & 2 0GR OG22 K E
PICHET AL THD7D, g << n DEHITOVTHERT 5. (ZOHD
Bitr, B g >>n 088 bEEROFHETEIXIZIEHETH 5. S5k L
LT [15] %217%.) 2oHA, (19) &)

s~q" (20)

NI RYASR

3 Probgum &, KTHEE FB IZET 2 m HOmofTHT 5 AR
R € E(F;n) OEGTHMED 2. 20740, Z0 X9 7% m HOTOANTE W
THEULZ2EEZHEATEZ LRKEL TV 5. MONHHEZERE L T, RATFHE
FB 25 m HOIGEBEIMALGOEDRIIKENLIC s /m! THS. F1z,
E(F ) OO ¢ THHI L L, (20) £

s™ 1
Probgym ~ W ~ -1 (21)

NI RYASR

MIARBERE TR TN D7 v 7D O(#V) =0(s) THBH L L (21) £
D, BIRIRERERE ©F44T X 415 point decomposition DA

O(mls) = O(mlg")
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LRHi S 5. fiE> T, point decomposition DFFHLI A+ %2 Chemp & T 5
&, BEIRREBPE ORI R

O(q" m!Cacmp) (22)
L7 5. BIBREEBRE ORI, FATAMREATV IR 2 < w < 3 ITHL T
O(s*) = 0(¢") (23)

Thb. £oT, (18), (22), (23) & b, &EDFHHEEIX
02™ + ¢" m!Caemp + ¢"') (24)

Th 5.

Z CCHIE L 7% 5 DD point decomposition DEFHE R Caemp DEFliTH
2. ZOFtERITENAEOTEA (13) 2@ 720 ICHhELFHRETH 5. H#
VRBAGRERZRE L L FFEIZOWTIEE 5 ficHAT 5.

5 HBREFICKEITZEINBSERDOEE

HOLAREOTRER (13) 2 AT 2L HALEATERINIA T7LIE0 XK
JTLTH B, TOMITHRI) LHAEAS F bAEKOMEEZR>LT 5. 20
k9% F ORBSN MBI Z R & R ik LT T ot
ZHAGDE D HEPASNT VD

o Fystyle D7 NI XL (5 5.2 fili) 12Xk > TELHNES F 02X
ﬁﬁ¥%ﬁ“ﬁ5ﬁo) 7“1/ 7“% —%E GBDRL %51‘%3‘ é .

e FGLM (% 5.3 fiii) Z#F|H L T GBpry, ZEHAETFO 7L 7' F — 5K
GBLEX Iz ?ﬁ?@'@_ 5 .

GBrex &, F THEZ 6 28 AREGER L FH U BOLESZ RO BT
BMAZHRT 2L HAESTH S, £/, F TERINDEA TP 0 RIGT
bHbLE GBrpx 3HIEBICHT 2 EHLEREZ G, 612, 204
BHEHADR%EZ GBrpx DLOLEHRIARAT 2 & CHil- 2L HEK
2135, ZORHEZZEDIRT L TEIREGBERD 2 TOME RO D%
Iﬁﬁﬂ#ﬁfﬁfﬁ‘ﬁj‘% ZEWTES. Li?‘t, GBiex @§+%:X NS GBprL
DZENLDRKEOCT EPBBRVICA SN TV, 22 CTET & GBpry, Zil
B L, FGLM %M L T GBpry, % GBrpx (&7 %

ZDfiTIE Fy-style D 7L 3Y AL E FGLM DFHHEEICO W THHIC
THT 2., ¥4 K 20K X % {21, ,om) BAEHOERLEL, F =
{fi,, fiy CK[X] £ %. 3561 X TERINZE2MROELAE T(X)
TET.
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5.1 EIRBAEREILITF—EEDFHE

55 i bR kI, LIHALS F ©5 2 o 28 REUT A% g <
iz, 9 Fy-style D7)V 3V XL T F O GBpry, it B 208035 5.
ZOfiTIE Fy-style D7)V 3 AL ZHRET 8 E LT, 7L 7 F—HE
DIEARINZFHE T TH 5 Buchberger 703 ZLDF—HKA ¥ % FiH
5.

EE 5.1. ZHAX f € K[X] & K[X] CBU2HHEF < 5260 Tw3
5. COEMFICBAL T f TROREWHE HTL(f) Z2BHE LW, 20
B HOL(f) ZVAMREE X 8. 510 HCOL(f)HT<(f) ZHHFHEA L L O
HM(f) T£T7.

Buchberger 7L 3 XL TIE, S HLIHADEHE &L LIHALESIC X 24IHAD
DR Z#EDIRT 2 L TrL 7 —HRZEET 2. LKA f1, f2 € K[X]
D S LI Spoly(fi, f2) IEFRD L) ITEFEINS:

ICHI(HT<(f1)7HT<(f2))f ~lem(HT<(f1), HT<(f2))
AM<(f1) ' HM_(f2)

Spoly(fi, f2) :== 2.
(25)
7272 L, HIHE my, mo 12X LT lem(my, me) (& Z2 06 DiR/NARFHIHK &
L, ZOREUE 1 £ 55, Fystyle D7)V TY ALITEWT, (25) IKBins
fi DEELEAT left-side & XX, FERIC fo DE5FZIEARIL right-side & &
WE 5. Spoly(fi, f2) DRIFETIE, f1, fo ZZNENHIERME L2 b DDES
(mafs s my € T(X)} O 5B —5T 2 HIFHSNORL (my f1, ma fs)
ZIEN, ZOEZHETH I L TZOHEEZHEL T 5. THUIHREICE
WTIRAKDIEZ HIBRT 25RO — b Tdh 5.
RICHIHALESIT K 2 LA DI O WTHIHT 5.

EE 5.2. fi,fo € K[X] £ELEEIC, HTL(fo) THIDUINZ fi OH M
PHEL, ZOREE Oy £T5. ZOLE

CuM
HM(f2)

LT3, COEEE L D f 12X BHIEMK E XU,

fza=fi—

f2

fi o I3 (26)

- X
%I K 2 FUHEIER) (26) 32 BES F Ot X 5 0 [BIBL Lo HEf

RIS 5 2 L2V CE,
h— s (27)
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DEIHICRT. COBMEIFHIC FI2Xk3 f OffifIE X5 £, (27) D f3
WX LT F Ik 2% 1 M EFETTERWEE, 51 f1 D F I
XBFRE LR

Buchberger 7V 3 X L CTEITEI NS LHEADERREDOFEZEZE |
F270L3Y AL E LT Fy-style D7 LI ZADBETFSNS. 6 5.2 fiT
Fy-style D 7L 3) ZLIZOWTRN %, Buchberger 7 /L3 X A DFEHIC
DWLTE [6] 22N,

5.2 Fy-style DPZILTVXLEZDEESE

PV TF—RIEE R L EL 7L XL E LT, J-C. Faugére 12 & -
TRESINL By, 703 XL [10] KO Fs 73 ) X4 [11] DHEET 5.
(D%, 2N ZnZ B Fy, Fs L X8 INs 20713 Y AL/ L
7> —HEOFHEOEHLEZ R > 72 b DTH S, Fy 1 Macaulay 751 (EFE
5.3) DWEZMMT % 2 & TELHADMEREEOMRNZTH). ZDkIH %k
TNATY RXLIE Fystyle D7) XL E XiIEN 3. Fy Tld Fy-style D7
LY RLIT signature &0 ) R ZEAL TARELR S LA DL PEkR
LTw3,

Fy-style D7 V3 ZLDFHEE, FEAWICAT E T234THERES F»
BT 24 T 7 AVBEFRDOEGHETIHHii ST W5, IEFRDEGEITIE, Fizic
Rz —2BMML T F O8%HAZ AL 7 L CitEEZHIT 5. 2D
72 F DHERT A4 T 700 RLD EE, BRILL LEADERT 5 A
FTVIEMRIZ 1 RILE RSB,

DT CHORICHIo VIR D, ANET2LHAES F BMERT 2477V
0 Xt B FRPEREOGEICREL THHT 2. A 7707 L7
F — KGR Macaulay {771 OfTERILHEAR E 72 5.

5.2.1 Fy-style D7ILIAY XL
Fy-style D7)V 3 A LTl Macaulay {77102 1751 2 FH T 5!

EEDS3. F={f1, o} CK[X]|13H 5 de NIZHLTdeg(f1), - ,deg(fr) <
dY 27T ET D my,me, - € T(X) IZHLTIE my = mg = - DR
DALDET D, IBIT ¢, 1 deg(tyjfi) <d ZWiZzT2TD ¢, ; € T(X) &
L, tiyjfi Zzeci’jyzmg (Ciyj,z e K) DIIHNRHTEETE, ZOLEFD

Hdeg(f;) 1& fi DEXITH 5.



19

d XD Macaulay 175 My(F) ZULTDX I ICEET 5:

mi ma

My(F):= tijfi | cij1 cije

Fy-style D7)V 3 ALTIESERE d Z 12, S LIHAD left-side, right-side,
PO IHAL S DRI THIH S 115 ZIHA D & B S 415 Macaulay 17510
ol zdm L <L 7 —RIEZERE T 5. AL, 208airdlici LT
ITEREE (7 AME, MEMLERLY) 2179 2 L THBIEZEEL,
DS 7'V 7 F —HROLZ T % [21].

Fy-style D72 ALK 25MEORHEE LT, ZDFHEIE—MBICKE
DAY ZMEET I ENET NS, Fy-style D7 ILTY ALTIE, 2D
TNV RLDOMWHE b, A=A (Bf) BI7512H%9 C Lickst2 (g,
Macaulay 7O ITHTH 5. ) ERGANN—RTHONIHZHEE L T 5
MORENZ 7 NIV XL E L THBIRETEDRH 5. BURETETIZ A=A 1T
FNITRINDIMEHBADBLRD 2 Z EXHNTH 5720, {T9]D R /8—
AMEHRFEL 72 B LEET 57039 X4 (Lanczos W72 &) 2%
RIICHIHTES. Lo L, VL7 F—HERZEHT 2 Fy-style D7 L3
AL TR L ROTINBBETH 570, A= A2 RRE L%
SR CHE T2 2 1 —MINIc#E L v, Fy-style D 7)L3 ) X L CTIERTAL
PELT FDAN=AMEZFH L THTIIDH A Z2/NSLT57 0T
A I (structured Gaussian elimination) ZFIH T 2% Z E BRI N TV S
[10]. Magma 7% &TD Fy DFEEINET 7y 7Ry IV ATH 570, ZDFEHI
IAHTH 23, fiff L 72475 2 mdICGHE T 5 7 912, iz iz A8 — &
MEZEPEIC L THEXTY) hOmEMLERZFETTLEEIAOND. 2DkD,
Magma CTEEINT VS F, O XI) BRIFENLZFLETCIZHEHTI A€
BIIFBRE L TERIEZEEZOND.

5.2.2 Fy-style 7TV XLDEEE

Fy-style D7)V 3V 2L CEBICHEHT 250K E XX, AN
SIHAE G DL TR DB KRB D A S TIIIFEITIZFMTE 20, o
T, Fy-style D73V R LDEHEEIL, Macaulay {77 D FIRIED G E
EFRUCA——TLpoiHiisns3, (ZUIREGTHEZ RED > T3

22 8=2 5152 ) B e LT, $I1213, d ZHHED» S WO REL Lz e &I, 6K
TR SN2 STEACKIET 2170 BRIC 2 B H 2 Z EBFITF 5N 3.

By OFEEFMICE, F5 1< X 3 AREAFHREOMEEER L 72\ Macaulay 1151017/

BEDFIHEEZ AL 22 LICkh s, —H, Fy-style D7 LT Y ZADGA TS, ECDLP Ok
RIEZBRE L CRTHIDOY A X% & 0 FEICH T 2018 b & 5 [14].
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CERERT2.) LoT, VL7 F—EKDFRERIZ 7L 7F —EIKDILD
WRAXEE D L3928, DXETHD Macaulay {17 DS BIEDRIHEE &
A

D XD Macaulay 1751 Mp(F) OH% A RIEERXA 77 VOEEITIE D X
OHIEADMFBLA T2 D, 240U, m HOLEHD & \EZFF L T D il %%
SHHAAEDLEOMETH 2. THOI A X% N L525LE REBLOE
HiZ NV THB D5, Fy-style DFFERIZUTO LI ICRb 5N 5:

o(3)
m

—77, B2 7V 7 — BB DO IR D HRARRE D 1T ERITTORE % - T
Ml ST 2. BEDTTETIEA 77 WIS X > TE % Hilbert ZIHAD
degree of regularity Dyeg %5 D D 156 OFHi% 52 57280, Dyeg DRE X
ZAHET 5 2 L iCi D,

ZIAEA F D3 regular sequence & KN BTEIC% > T0AUL, Dy, 13
FIZBET 2% HADORBOMTMNZ 51503, 29 THROLEHIZIEZNG D
REDEETMA S Z L2/ %, F 23 regular sequence T2\ & Zik, 2D
A 7 VDILT regular sequence IZ2 5 bDEHMB L, Z2DETEFEZLDL Z
& TREL Dyeg 23T 5.

KEERICERE v1, - 2 EL, 1 RITGERAT TN I D f1,---, fr(k >
m—1) TERINTVE LTS, 22T, d W& f; DRETdy >dy > - > dy
895 . k=m—17T fi, -, fr D’ regular sequence TH LT,

Dreggd1+"'+dm—1_m

TH 5 [20], [21]. LD L, regular sequence TR WA T, FHEERIUH 0 M
TTHIULFRED 2 LR 2D [21]. £72, IEARDEGHITIEEXNZITH
T, IV 7 R DILDIRARRBADFHI S 1% .

—HT, AT TNVDOERZZFRML 726 DA T 7 IVEEDOFX(L % 4
KT A, AR TOFMBZDF M2 2. £/, F 0LER%Z 7%
DT L S TGAITIE, B LA EDEEICERAIID m — 1 82 regular sequence
2% 5. 22T, FENAHAER L LTHEXILE DHBERD X vy 703701
D ERTE L, D regular sequence DA ZIE L CRIHEEDIHIE % % /5
MED H 5. FEMIIE R Z 2 BIARBEIVICIE [12], [14], R EDR TG T 5 B
DEEZD.

Dby fERICGZoN FIZWLT, 207 L 7F—HELEHT 5
T L%, ZD Dy ZHEEICEHIET 2 5ERBIRRTIIH SN TR, 2
2T, F HEOF >REMN 2 MEE Z I LT Doy %2 AIREZRBR b BIE 13T 9
DMMEPED NTVSE. ZDOXK) REFEDPS, 6.1 HiTHHT 2 first fall
degree assumption (FFDA) OEAIGERI LT 5.
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5.3 FGLM &Z0DitEE
5.3.1 JLI7F+—EEDEIEFZH

K FOZEABR R=K[X] DA T7NV I OFERZ 7LV 7F—HEZH
WTRD 2 H7EE LT, T oFFERATFICET 2 7L 7 =K% kDT, £
DLV EHERD S MEICE R Z RO TRAL TV L) HEBH S,

DgE, ~MICEHERAET 7L 7 —EEE T OEKFRD 5 EE Buchberger
THATY AL Fy 2 ETRDZDIHNEB L v, ko T, BRBOLEE
NEfF% L, 7'V 7 — KSR O T WIEIEF BT 5 7L 7 —
HEZRkDTE E, FFEAET 2 &, thoHEFICBET 2 7L 7 — K2 K
& %, HEFFZH# (Change of Ordering) & W32 LD O K DRI 11
Tw3. FGLM [13] 1% 0 KotA 7 7 vicxt L CRIEAEE 0 L CHEIERZ
PaZfT5 7L RLTHS.

5.3.2 FGLM ZILJUXL

ATTNIDB0RTGATT7ADEER, FRE R/I 25 K Lo
ELTHBRILTHY, I O K KB 2FHOMEEERMTH 2. LT T,

< WHETEL 7P K G2k 2 f &% NFL(f,G) B2 LIS
'3‘5. FGLM 7V 3 X A4ld Algorithm 1 TH2 6541 %.

FGLM 73 R A DMK b 2 <) ([CBT 20 & T 2 ZIHAD
ATTN I OHRICEEN D%, REREEICK D, h & < 1ZBI9 2 FIETHL
DEEZBDSHRTL LI bDTH 2. HRZLERL f, = h+Zt€B At
Thsd. 2ITBIR, ZNETIHESNS Gy DILDUHIH (243 H IS
ENT03) O ENTHED Pl »EAA ff%rﬂ’ﬂéfzn'cw%. fhlxt:at el
L5559 % a € K(t € B) WWEIET 2 £ &, fulaima, 8 Gy (OB,
ELBWEE A D BISBMENS. < T8 7 —HKERD
2ICiF, h LTz ETCIHONL HDOEDILTHHE DTN DDA
ZEZUL L. 20 Algorithm 1 @ 11 fTHOEKTH .

GV <ICHTE T OV 7 F—HETHLI EhD

fh|)\t,=at, el NF‘<(fh|>\t=at7G) =0
TH 5. NF OBIZEIC XD NFL(fuln=ar, G) = E|x=a, 213%. E%X% R D
HIERIC DWW T 2 L

E= ch(/\t;t € B)s

ses

L#HFL. TS BT 2 B RIEAAES (G o L oiIEA T
bllizzn k9 tﬁlﬁﬂio)ﬂm) TH%. koTE=013

cs(Ae) =0 (Vse€b)
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Algorithm 1 FGLM 7L 3 X A

Input : 0 XKJGA 77V I D < I3 7L 7 —HE G
Output : I ® <1 BT 27 L 7 —HE

LG+ 0;B+0: N+ 0, H+0;h1
2: loop

3:

4:
5:

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:

6
7
8
9

E < NF4(h,G) + Y _ MNF(t,G)
teB

if E=0 %723 M =a, € K (t € B) D3 % then
G1+ GLU{h+ Y at}

teB
H <+ HU{h}
else
B+ BU{h}
N < NU{z1h,...,znh}
end if

N« Nn{t|t BHIEKXT, $XTD s € HITNL sft}
if N =( then

return G,

else
h+ N T <, 2B L T/ HIER
N « N\ {h}

end if

18: end loop




23

ED. cs(\) E N D—RRABEDT, E=0%2KF Ny =a; BT Z LI
PR ORBIIFESINS.

5.3.3 FGLM ZIJUXLOtESE

FGLM (2B 2 F4at51%, NFL(t,G) DFME L fula,=a, € I ZHT
M = ap WHET 2089 DB HRERRZ RO CGHRZEMHETH . T
DAt o FNE, BIEADO Y A FMEER ETH D EHTE S, LN T dimg R/T
oy EBL T OFESOMEBESEL .

e NFL(h,G) DFlH

h#1DEE h=x;h £EFBDT, NFL(h,G) = NFL(;NF(I/,G),G)
W&,z BB f = NFL(2:f,G) @, R/I DFIEZER & LT
i S 1T 2 RBUTHIZ KD TEBIIE, —2D NFL(h,G) 1%, BRIk
DTH2IETDNFL(W,G) »6FHl 42 TIHETE 2. ZORBTY
DFER, v HOHIEN s € S ICBIT 3 NFL(255,G) DAtHTH 2
D, N EBICGIRELTH 22 HAHL 2036479 2 &£ T, 2, (55H
(i=1,...,m) DERBUTIHZ O(m~y3) TITH 2 LI TES.

o IR A D KM

BAT Y TITBIT 5 N ORISR G L O(3) THT 228, 21
&ALV — 7 OEEL (O(my) TH B 2 EWRIND) FUIHRDIET &
O(mA*) £%>TLEDH. Lo L, & NFL(H,G) b% se S D—RkA
ELTEMEL 72 b DIEEHZ TREFL TR IHE, #i727% NFL(h, Q)
WKNLE=0%8%2 N\ =a DEETEHED P, TO=MEKIC
LBRAHBEICEIVHETE, 1 AT Y7 0(W?) £4hd. I5IL, 20D
FRD 0 THRVEE, ZORREMIMATH MBI E W) MR
7enb. koT, V=7 DR EEOLE T, SIEHRARMBTHIEL %
% FHE O(my?) TH 5.

PLEICX D, FGLM 743 XL DFHERIEZ O(my?) L% 5.

Summation polynomial 2> 5 F§k S 11 2 BTG HEARDEE, 28IL 25
(i=1,...om,j=1,....,n") D mn/ HTHY, % 2z ; ITHL 2l —2i;=0
DA FT7NVDERRIZAS> TV EDT, RO E 4 ¢ fThs. Lo
Ty lEE4 g™ L b, FGLM IC & 2 FEERANER 7 L 7' —HEEK A~ D IEIE
MO RIEFERIE O(mn/¢®™) £7%. L L, ECDLP O8Iz —i
IS v IR ERMICEHTE 21Z 8IS W LA NTWE M, fit- T,

Mz gy 1 ZERBGRRDMBOMEE LS L2 £ 25, ECDLP #{88GEHRE o S5
&, v BREVIZER S5 relation DEEDHINT 2. ZIUIEEGHEE L REDTEAZ
R DD 2 EICD %D 5. Lo L, HKFE Tl v ZHIINE 9 CEHEAIEZ EF s 713y
ALIFFELIN TR,
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ECDLP % IBGHEE T B4y, Fy-style D7)V 3 AL CTHELE S5
Baz MR T, FGLM O Z 1UIEHTE 213 SIS/ E o,

6 ECDLP IcE9 2EHHEEDOHRER

ECDLP (B § 2 feBGEHREOWIEE ICOWTIE [15] It v 6T
B, Flizz o 10.2 fiTld E(Fyn) £ ECDLP % ¥EFS BRI CfF < 2K
AHEIEOEBAREIC OV THERENT WS, ZOHERDF—T7— FEko
T\ %DM first fall degree assumption TH Z) Z DfliTIX first fall degree
assumptlon ZOWTHIT 5. 7, FAEF, ICE1F %5 ECDLP ~OfEGEE

CEOEM 23] 12DV TH RS,

6.1 First fall degree assumption (FFDA)

2012 4F, Petit & Quisquater & first fall degree assumption (FFDA) & X
BN BIREZBEAT S Z & T, E(Fyn) 1D ECDLP % $EEGHAE T 720
(AL 72 E I R SRR BRI O (207 logn) o 2 2 L &R L7z [24]. HL
C' 3 2 KDEBET S, ST, IRXE n BB X Z 2000 £ HKE VY
ElE, BEGIEIEDOFE 2 A T iE generic algorithm D Z Lk D/NS KRB 2
E%xALTz. LU ECDLP 128 1F % first fall degree assumption O %4
IZOWTIEREGRD TN T S [15}. Z DOFiTIE first fall degree assumption
BT 2 FEORBIRIC DOV THR S,

6.1.1 First fall degree assumption (FFDA) Z{R%E U -5t HEE5F

ECDLP (Zh7 255G HRE T —#AVIC FGLM DEtREREIZ Fy-style O
FHRE Cr, £ D/NSW72®, point decomposition DEFFEE Cyemp (& Cr, T
FHEiS 5. S 51T Cp, 1& degree of regularity Dye, THREI 115,

ZD Dyg ZEPIT 2 E LT, Petit & Quisquater & first fall degree
Dfiyst ZBAL (ZOfITH X = {21, ,2n} THSHZ EITER.):

EE 6.1 LHAB R =F[X] IKNHLT Fi={f1,,fs} CR &7 3.
B2 hi, -, hy € RIZNLUT, Darge DT D% 72 THRANDRETH
5 & Z, Dt & F O first fall degree & X S55:

o S hifi #0,
o deg(Zle hi fi) < Déirst,

® Dgps¢ = max;(deg(f;) + deg(hy)).
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(:@ﬁﬁy@%) A {21,1,-" ,me/} THHZ LITTE
degree (AT L T T OIRGEZEAL 72

(RE 6.2. f € Fou[X] 3BEH 2, ICH LT deg,, f <2 —1 ZiiizzT T
%. Fon % Fo-X7 FVZEM L L TR E EDTHT R FIVER V OR%E
n L35V ZFHLL f ~D Weil descent THEK I 41 % # RETFER
IR 2 LIHAERE F CF[Z] L L, E51C Fy KRTD 27 — 2
EMATEEE Frpob £T5. TDEE Frpwobh D Dyeg 2V TUTFHLD
hYASR

eI

) 51, first fall

Dreg ~ Dﬁrst .

Summation polynomial Sy, 41 D &y, 12 7 € Fon ZRAL LK S i1 (0,0 =r
BRE 6.2 D f DEZERET. ZORODISICUTOREZEAL TW5:

{RZE 6.3. f 7 summation polynomial 7> & EK I N7 LIHATH > THIK
E 6.2 IZRR YLD

RAE 6.2 D f 2 Spsi|aysr=r CHIBZEIEED Frpop 2 Fs,, ., Frob
£9%. ZDLE, Petit & Quisquater 13 Fg,, | mrob TG A5 A 2 HAEK
FEREZM I EICHEHLAEAELELT, 7y 7 /L7 —E7 LY X
Lz TRLTED ARGE 6.3 Db & TENZMEL 72 DICHELEFRRE Caemp
X O((n')@Psrst) T, Drgy & m? ERBED > T 5:

Caemp = O((n')*™"). (28)

72720, 2 <w < 3 IFEATHIRETSIRE R L § 5.
(24) 12 (28) ZRAL T E(F2n) LD ECDLP %f#< 7= MBI HE
Ctotal(IFTL) %gilzﬁﬂjj‘%

O™ + 2" mI(n)*™ +27'%). (29)
IIZT12<a<liZNLTn =n*m=nl""Lt95% ZDLE
m! ~n'"*logn'=? (30)

DI D V2D [14]. FE- T, (29), (30) £ D

Ctotal(FZ") = O(Qtl + 2t3 + 2t2); (31)
t1 = n2(1_0‘),
ty = n®+n'"%1—a)logn+wn?"Yalogn,
t3 = wn®.

Lo TRIT 32 LT, (31) Ta=2/3 #RAT S LIk DD F 25

2/3

Ctotal(]FQn) = 0(20n logn)

2R LEBC I C <2 %21,
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6.1.2 First fall degree assumption (FFDA) Q&%

KE 6.2, 6.3 & first fall degree assumption (FFDA) & ki1, W< 2»
DHERTIE FFDA % <R3 2 853, 21z FIH L T For L ECDLP %
fif < T I E LI REE B > Tw5 [19], [24], 27). L2 LZhoo
CHRIZBWT FFDA IFFEHE LTz, & 51 236 O SCHR O Bl I 5
THONL BRI For DIERRE n OKE XIF, [19] TlE n = 26, [24] T
& n =20, 27] Tld n =40 $TLA>TED, generic algorithm 12 X %
ECDLP 2B 9 2 5MEDsk (R 1) ICHRTT 5 L/hS v,

FFDA 238 Y 327 % WA IAAET 5. Bl Z XL HRES By C Flag, 2o
& By CFlas,xy) WERA 6N E LT, Fy, Fy @ degree of regularity % % 1
ZM Dreg 1, Dreg2 & L, ARRICZNZND first fall degree %2 Deiyst 1, Diirst 2
ETD5. IHIHTRD D ET 5

Dﬁrst,l ~ Dreg,l << Dreg,Z ~ Dﬁrst,2~

U By, F, IZBWT FFDA 8D i>TWw3 2 L2 EHT 5. Lol
F=FRUF, CFlzy, - ,z4) ICDWTERLZ, F D degree of regularity
1& Dyego TH Y, £7 first fall degree 1& Dpysi,1 Tdh 5728 FFDA 13D
ST\,

FFDA OIEYMYEICEEM 2R $SRERMBIAET 2. Bl 21 [17) TIE, w22
D n <40 12X LT E(Fen) £ ECDLP % S3 ZFIH L TR EziT-
TEDY, Dirst & Dreg DFENE n IS 2B RE G272, llL, Zhix
FFDA 23R DT\ E#FRELTW» 3.

PR & 912 FFDA 13K D 2D T LMD 27700 T & S EE T3 F 726
HINTE 5T, £1T9KEBIERETORMEFHBEDOWEE D T I N T
72\, L L, summation polynomial & Weil descent %z #JH L 7z ECDLP
BT 2 EEGHREIRIC X o T, 1K & RIERE TOBUAEIEER DB 51Tk
BLTORWI E2EET S L, FFDA 3R THWV LIS [15).

6.2 T, ICB9T3 ECDLP LIEBGEEE
ECDLP 7213 Tid7 <, (1) D& 9 %D DLP 2 SEIc i, KHl
B G DNBHVNE EBF OB cEIN GG, MILHER2F p 1IKk->T
k
#G =[]
i=1
DEHCEINDBLE, 2D G LD DLP (3 Pohlig-Hellman & 7L a3y X
LT
k
0 (Z(eiaog #G + m—)))

i=1



OB TIPS 2 EBHSNT VS, E- T, 5 THH T 2 XK REED
WBUFFERE D X ICHREL TV D

2016 4, Petit & 133K LOEHINER E(F,) (k1) % ECDLP % fi# < 58
12, R EIEED R BT 72 L BEE p IS WTLU T DD Y 2o & FITHR)
LR LN 2 IBEGEHTEORF IR OBRE 2 HRE L 72 [23):

k
p—1=:85T, T::Hpj%pl/m.
j=1

7220, p WEZoNER B UATOFELE LY, m EFHT % summation
polynomal S,,11 THZA6N3 LT 5. F; DRFH TN T TH 5
bD%EV ELTHTRE F ZRDXHICHET 5:

F ={m; € E(F,) | x(m) € V}.
CDEE, x(m) 3 F, IZBITS
L(z)=1-2a" (32)

DODRTH 5. 2D L IFUTOREBDOEEELE L TRTIENTES,

Lj(x) = P (jzla"'vk_l)a
Ly(z) = 1-a,
L@) = (Lyo-oL)(@).

ZDEEMUTOLENTE Z 6 N5 REBGRENZ M Z & T relation %
BB ENTE S
0 = Sm+1($1’1, v 71'm71,$(7€))7 (R = [(ITP + [b]T c E(Fp)),
Tijyr = Lj(ziy) (i=1,--- ,myj=1,---,k—1),
0 = Lg(zig) =1,---,m).
CORETEDFHBRDOFHIAL G Z STz, 7z 23] TIE I ORE
BRI L0 OO TRICOVTIBR STV 358, 20-bit FLEDK

I D p ITANT 2 EEAERDI WA I LT 5 7210 C, BRI P AR IR
BOBE L X >TZ\n,

T FEH

AR TIETEDSNEFEA AT DN T %, summation polynomial & Weil
descent ZF|H L 7z, ECDLP ICBi T 2 fEGIREIC WG L 72, 2O
155 £ 4/ TR LT p; # py THBBEIZ R,
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NI, P —_A G [15] 25, COMOGHEGEOMEZEEB L 726 DT
b 5. [15] TIHENARBITHER 2 M C TTEICBIT 28083 23, S ooy
1% first fall degree assumption & & DIFEICHE LRI TH D720, ZDE
REME TR E LT Fy-style D 7)L 3 XA E FGLM #flAaGbHE 725k
BT 2fii2 a8 7-. £7: [15] ARSI NBICHER I N, TR LMK
#t E(F,) 1o ECDLP % #&J& L - fi 8GR [23] 12D W THFHHIL 7.

%6 fiicii 7% X 912 BE(Fe) £ ECDLP %M@ < fEGHEET, 20
SRR PUERRERIENIC 22 2 E FER L T BRI ODFEET S, L L
first fall degree assumption 7 &', FIH L T 2 KEDIEYS X4 L b LRGE
INT B LIRS %\, Generic algorithm & ECDLP % fi# < 18 ¥GHE L
DU TEREA DI, [15] THBRENTVS & 5 12, B ETHIE I Ph ]
EVOREIDOHBURIZE TS ECDLP 2MEITTw» 550 Th 5. FHEGHE L
DEEE, RO N7/ S A RE EORHIIERIC 31T 5 I8 L 028E 10375 v
ZEh o, BRI Tl ECDLP Z A L 725 D% 4% generic algorithm
DHERICL > TRHEINERETH 5. £/, TORSHERKE LICE TS
ECDLP Zf88GEIHEILETHECHEAIT, 8 5.2.1 fii TRz X 912, Fy-style D
TN ZLBWREEDAE) ZHET LI EDEEHELLRSTVS., T
D &%, ECDLP ICB¥ 2 HBGIHEIEN B i cHMI TR w—K & LT
F%. L L7%A235, ECDLP (BT 2 iEBGHEIL O ENAIE 5% b iEH T
DNEDDH 5.
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