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Abstract: With the popularization of cloud computing model, the outsourcing of data storage and
computing services has become an inevitable trend, and the issues of data security and privacy pro-
tection have attracted more and more attention from the industry and academia. Fully homomorphic
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encryption (FHE) cryptosystems, which can complete the processing tasks on ciphertexts without leak-
age of sensitive information, have the inherent characteristics of protecting users’ data security and
privacy. Moreover, since the lattice cipher has the property of resisting quantum attack and homomor-
phism operation, it makes the study of lattice-based FHE under the spotlight. Currently, the research
of fully homomorphic encryption mainly focuses on two aspects: improving the design and performance
of the schemes, and exploring the potential applications. This paper overviews the following: the three
phases of fully homomorphic encryptions, lattice-based design of homomorphic encryption systems,
and the problems which the fully homomorphic encryptions are facing with. This paper presents a
comprehensive review on the important research results in this field since the first fully homomorphic

encryption scheme proposed by Gentry (at STOC 2009).
Key words: cloud computing; lattice-based cryptography; fully homomorphic encryption (FHE)
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DU E R —MEET BB BT 2, AR T — N ERNE BT &, @XMy, s
PR AR B YR A JE P DA TR AR LA TH LR AR % U AR B it . TSR B[R, e 4
LAk T BRIk, NS — B EAERI b (e 28 7 0 po s i, an el CRAIE 2 v AU R RA 2 4
SRR, AR THE BRI M . R, R ERREIERE SR, S FE BT
FEM T 2% BT W4, AATDN B0 22 A FNRE AL ORI (0 2SR Bk my . BRIk, Gn AT 76 R4 Hiods 22 4 A
FREFARIRTHE T e 2 it 8, A& = TR R AR R 1K — AN S B 1) L

AFZ % (fully homomorphic encryption, FHE) [HEA:, Nz H a3t 7 2 LM &,
AT LEAN L 5 BURAE BT HE T 58 BOW % SCR AL EIMT 55, A & S5 A ER AR P B0 22 2 RIS FA I RE 1,
TEAR KRS LRk 2 L p30E 224 . sl id, AP vT DO B0 in % ) DL 7S 1% sUARATAE 25 3.
AR s 2 AL, 75 I JE NPT DASRAS B SC. B P SORT BAK 2= 0 A 36 SCEAT A B AR, RIS
HN% VR BRI A ML S B AR, R OS2 H R BEFA.

oL b, RSN IMES R H Rivset, Adleman Fl Dertouzos W = A F 1978 448 BB AL
% (privacy homomorphic) #&. fibfl145 HH—> “IREHHR)E (private data banks)” BN E: HP ¥
A NBUBEHRE INE JE A E— DA E MRS S, A IEMEwRE. Bk, MR AR, R
s P (1) AR DRI SE R B T AR A S B A R AR, 5 AT LUK AR Y S AT N R S B AP
S A E i e — e BB v i a4 RIS s AR E T 5 A e AR L 5
s g B 130y, <A SN T SR T SRS 0 7 1, TS 1 R A s 7 8 DU fe
AR AR O L, SRS INE M-S B EIE 30 4k, — BB AR <A

AT A 2 3 D 5k, 1 RSA 12 B1Gamal B ek AA 7%, Paillier & mkRA77 %t
MR R AR B 77 &, (HIX e 7 RALAE S AE#R 2> R A N2 (partly homomorphic encryption) 775, RIY
YH—MRASER, EaNEiEE, B LREEH. MEEETIFENMNER, LRSS HT Tk
HEPU R B0k 1 T W o v DK R 7 RS, [RIET, ATt i 0k A 2 B A ol ok 5 7 B O T AR e
K2 ORI T A, H 5 AR SR AT PR 7 B A SRR RIS I8 SRR, 38 T 1 4 [R) 25 5 4 o 1 A B35 5
T AL, ERISIMEMBSEI 30 4£)5, B A HIER X Ee RSN FEEEIL. £ 2009 £ STOC
E brei |, Graig Gentry (E T AT EA I A RSN R TR, NS LR Tix—2A
FF . AT S —BOX — G0 TAES T 7 @ BN, IR15 1% “EM HSEAELE”, fEAEsT
A [FIZS N IR IE 7 A8 R R IR, VORI — B KRR RO B T SR B0 B A AT 2 1 58 22 4 1)
A (REA R BRAL CRA 10 ) A PR, AR A TT Re i AR — S A 22 R F P . Bk, T H S
[ A [RIZS 08 7 8 B9 B0 2 SR A SR P LR B 3L 5] B AR, 17 4[R2 102 A s oy % 0 2 J fli B AR AT 5
AR — AN TR, 3 JLEESR, AR = RS2 K TCC EH M2 W, 4RI KN H 7R
A i T AT b 4B,

TEIR 9 ARSI R i f@ v, KRBT LRI A= AP, 25— B B Gentry 7E 2009 4F [ 515
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W TAE B3 45— Br R Brakerski I Vaikuntanathan & VR F 22k 2% 51 (learning with errors, LWE)
B¥S2H T FHE B9 3478 Ring LWE 8% FS2 T FHE 013, 55 = B2 Gentry 22 A B2 ¢ ypi A
IAVRFAE ) & (7 SEIL T FHE, 1% 05 Rt Uil i A Z MY Gentry-Sahai-Waters (GSW) J5 %, TE[H
BIEENATRB T EAH. BTk, AU (B TBEMET) SRSNERETN =1, 2&T
R T 4 D 0 25 A ) A 0 ) 285 0 2% T M ) 1 A o R e f 34 55 T, SRR 4 RS 5 1 R R BIDIR. 72
e A, FATE Sadh H ARSI ¥ E L.
1.1 2ESMEBENEX

EX 1 (FHERZME) 4 L=L\) A—ANEENRE. RN L —KHE {C, }ren Wi
—A L-BRAFRZFINE (leveled FHE) 77 %, %7 ZAHE M 2 TiUK 7] (probabilistic polynomial
time, PPT) %% (KeyGen, Enc, Dec, Eval) #1F:

- B STE KeyGen = —AMHENULSE, ‘G L2228 1 (RN, It — A4 pk AL

sk.

- INEHE Enc 2 —MRENLEE, ©U— 128 pk FI—MHE m e {0,1} A%, HfiE—4%
e

- RSV Dec — MR MEE, BEU =R sk MI—AME ¢ A, FRH—MHE
m € {0,1}.

- FFBEEE Eval faAN—2AH pk, —MEEHBE C € Cy, M—NEHELFIE c1, -+, coony, FHHH
— AN c*.

FFER N IR R R T

o IEFALE.

- WTFERE A, EE m e {0,1}, Fll KeyGen(1?) Hiti MAER (pk, sk), A1
m = Dec(sk, (Enc(pk,m)))
- XWTER A, AR ma, -, me, FER C € Cy, ATH
C(ma,--- ,ms) = Dec(sk, (Eval(pk,C, Enc(pk,m1), - - - , Enc(pk,m¢)))

o« ZEH (Compactness). % c:= Eval(C, (c1,pky,evki), -, (i, pk;,evk;)), TAFFLE— LI
K PR o] < Pk, N). #A)iE, %30 c FMK/NS ¢ F|C) ok, R, RVFRIEEHPIAN S N
i

o R, HAHIEEIA KT (chosen plaintext attacks, CPA) %41t FIbREME &k & S 4.
XA R 2 W & A R, FHIANE A R 2T, AT — AN FEINE R
REATT X oM B e =2 4 (AN IND-CPA %4211)):

| Pr[A(pk, Enc(pk, 0)) = 1] — Pr[A(pk, Enc(pk, 1)) = 1]| = negl())
Hrh (pk,sk) « KeyGen(1*).
2 2RISMERRIRK
WX G SCER I AT T BUE , B ATA Sk iE FHE W AR &, FZEA WM, —ME#K b

# T Regev ] LWE 7]/l [@], 5 A —Fl ) 52 #E L T Howgrave-Graham (Z) FRPUR VSN
(approximate greatest common divisor, AGCD) [, M JEF4% MM, ATdk—»5 40 A% T 28
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UL Gentry 775N K FHE #id; 25 LWE i, A S HESARRLI FHE [#4iE; 2T
LWE i, A AL RHE [ &5 FHE J7%; UWREET NTRU, FIH %A H SRR LI FHE ()
Wi, 20 A VA IS 7 R IR 7 A 7k o6 2 Pl .

Gentry-FHE ()

FH—AR F=AR
/ FE AR \
1
DGHV10 [ sv10 [ BVila 14 Gswis B2 LTV 62
l l v v l
CMNT11 B3 ss10 [id BVlib i) APlf = BLLN13 B3
- i
BGV12 L BL14 [

CNT12 B4 GH11a 9 i 1 BLN14 B4
1 \ Bra12 BJ HAO15 [ l
COK413 B3 GH11b 1 n v LLN14 [
! 1 AP13: [d cM15 B 1

5 v e B
CLPiﬁL ) LMS\ill b Bvie. A cotr
NK15 B4 GHS12a B9\ pyy gy, (2 BP16 Ed NTRU
l l v v
BBL17 7 cHs12b B9 s S5, EE Ps16 1
— ~—— « ~ _ SN~—
%i& @fg*%' (rlng)_LWE %?Ef’ﬂ%

B 1 AR &k E LA
Figure 1 Brief history of fully homomorphic encryption

ﬁﬂ@]ﬂﬁﬁﬂ?, 21 PR T R - AGCD BRI FHE £ 77 %, 5 2-4 FI0 435 & 3 4% Lk
LWE % —. = A2 FHE 775, 5 5 S0 T NTRU #E#7> FHE 28607 %.
TCEELSGHE TR E LWE B& FHE 7£.
2.1 EFRENEESMZERRIK
2.1.1 EETEAMEN FE—R) SR

Gentry [ FHE #6591t 2 2 T FLARKE (ideal lattice) L4 #4517 & (bounded distance
decoding problem, BDDP) FIFi F4F1 7 @ (sparse subset sum problem, SSSP), HAi& it #2 4 N ik
B B, W — AN REA R E S HE MR IR R & Je vk i L F 2 (somewhat homomorphic
encryption, SWHE) I 4], Fig B et 7250 T4& LI rs m s Sesl. BEE % SCis SR E s m, m
FIRBHE R, B E—WEN, e BPREL R Nk, 5]\ “Bootstrapping” F2/, FIFH B %1
JTIENT B SCAT R, DA R K, R R R IE A, WM SEBUE SRS RS E. REZTTE
AT DA S 4 [F) 25 0 28 Fr s SR AT B R % s 5, {H Bootstrapping FIISFE R REIINE G 1EAA LS E T
PLATE. I, FIFH Bootstrapping SEIL 4 RIS M0 & ARSI TCIEHPUIE B2 LB (CCA), Rk H
WISCHd (CPA) %4, BHJS, SOk [26,29) W14 51T Bootstrapping PR 47 BUME, FIFH FFLAR S HOHC AL
L5 EUA Gentry d FIERARNS ) H P2 b AR T, 3 s il S T R, (R s 2 A B n 4
AR 1 4 b, W 7 77 £ 5% Key Recovery Wi FIHE=R. #b4l, Smart Al Vercauteren
15 Gentry J7% W @l b, 2 i1 B AN BRI AN 3 SORSH I FHE J7% 1) 7680 L4 i .
1M Stehlé Al Steinfel FIF “7] 2B MER AR B IR” X — AR, X Gentry 7% (Ld HATRAL, TR T
BYUEM FHE 7% @], RVFFFAC LRI E E 2. (HlH T SSSP BB 70 i A i 2 H 22 & A 78 47,
N T FHE &AM T SSSP {1, Brakerski il Vaikuntanathan (i3, id) 2 NT 2011 FHRBET
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LWE B (B9)FHE J7 &, Z 7 EANFARE T 46 iR 25 i % i1& 7] 3 28 (Bootstrapping) HJ FHE J7
%, BUREARIT SSSP . LA, #r&EES AR FHE 7 EMHEAE.
2.1.2 T LWE @) (B, =) &FEFMEEIEEET IR

E EFTA, % 4 FHE ¥ RFIA LWE ECKSHL. T LWE [ Regev B3 42t DUk (73]
TSV YR, AT T I R AT B S I AR R, RS R AR I N R BN F1, B
BT 6 AL 2 45— AN BB B T R A ) L R AN RIS R G B SR ST T (average-case) fif ik
LWE [l @A AR IR B T (worst-case) ok — b2 &2 43 fBA ) R faj 2. {1 R, LWE )82 4%
E—A mxn MR A FlfE b=As+e (mod q), Bl s € Z), XH e € Z" &—/> « fi" 4
. 2011 4, Brakerski Al Vaikuntanathan 13 £ CRYPTO %% T 4% T Ring-LWE 5%
T HER M) SWHE 7%, H2e 4t T4 B BEARM LI m IR %7 B &, AFA Gentry
PIEARVE R (squashing) 1 Bootstraping #2/7% SWHE #{W N EIER FHE . [F4F, Brakerski
Vaikuntanathan 19 7£ FOCS &% % FHE 77 &0 R 52 45 F (br?E)LWE {Ri%. 77 &M< K
TR B LR AR IRE LR B A & 7 # (short vector problem) WM ME:. B4h, 52 #iH5 £AELL,

SWHE 7 %; @ #H —F# ) Dimension-Modulus Reduction AR K5I Bootstraping 725, A F
5 Gentry 45305 (31 577 93 B A 0 555 PR A 55 FL B 1 B A M T B 4 5| N BAMIR v, (B
1117 Gentry ] Bootstraping F2F RsZHEIEN) FHE %, Aitt, FHE MBI RBEN T 26 ek, BT
(ring)-LWE % B ) FHE WrEf. Wi%E, Brakerski 25 A (B BQV 77%) 7€ ITCS &% T REK
# Gentry ] Bootstraping #2)7K31F “EHFHE 7%, Rl Gentry MR MENELR, H o5 mit
i 7 1E Ring-LWE I LWE PF i N #4i&. BEJ5, Brakerski B ) PR 3k R R AR M it T — AN b
AR (scale-invariant) [f] FHE J7 %, B, 85 ¢ 5¥IMGLEES B 11 tWM%%M%ﬂ, TG 75 R 44 1
A2 #e (modulus switching) FEARIEHIBE S G, M5, Ait—P18A FHE 77 £MTHEREE, &0
(IE SUYiva T IR [@}.

2013 4F, Gentry 25 A B2 7E CRYPTO R 3 F AT MGAE ] 5 ok # @ FHE J5 £, B
HHT A M) Gentry-Sahai-Waters(GSW) 77 %, trdids FHE ML =B B %77 R IR I
R[] 25 T2 40 R 2 3 5 (T B P A PR A AN e ok S B, AT 43 GSW-FHE J7 AR . PR, 45
SR, IH, LRSS ERENAFEE - ZRASMETE—FEFEMHTEASH, MR F S
FUAARITTSEEL. BeAh, AT IRSEEL T T &1 FHE FRZMETEEN FHE X, BIHEE
B Bootstrapping TR 3k ST & R 0 FI 58 /F. 2014 4F, Brakerski A1 Vaikuntanathan &0 7 1TCS
FHH—FFIH GSW J7 ZH Barrington & H () 17 R 23t Bootstrapping #2511 75 5=, B H
Branching Program RSZELRIZAIZE. 4R, R4, Alperin-Sherif 1 Peikert i) 8 FH Barrington
B BRI AL TR AR F AR A B T — P A7 i 8] B A LA R B K B /NI Bootstrapping 27, L4,
i IFIF Micciancio F1 Peikert B9 g T R pE (gadget matrix)G = I ® (20,2, ..., 2M°edl) Z47—
PRI FHE 2. BRI R 2 KRR, B H &M SR o 77 £
2.2 ETEHNZEEMEBREEZWSEHRINK

FEARAT ) FRATHE TS TR FHE FR. £ TEHN FHE FR5E2EN Gentry FIHIER
0 R AGCD R T 9Bl BUAKY, 17 Gentry 982 B3, 2010 45, Dijk 2 A 141 42
H—NEa i TRYUEH N FHE F£ @], DL fE#E DGHV F . HH LT B8-S, Rl 74
I FHE B4+ % 3 R 15 FHE XFEE 21301, a7 Dodid R 8K 25520 i1 SWHE A%
e LRI Z B — A A R “AGCD 7. BJS, Coron 25 AM Dijk 22N 14 gy DGHV RN TE,
DGHV H #RHAHES . B HREHARTE, RIS BN FHE 5% (ea-2d) ARkt 2011 4,
Coron % A\ &I gy Gentry-Halevi X} Gentry f0% 7 ZHSCILEAR, B AHICR P I ZRE S #k
MR (AP O\'Y) Z3E O(\T)), AR A ARERIE LIl 7 B8 -1 FHE 7%, 2012 4,
Coron %A B3 5|\ ABIEGH AR ABTHEA OOT) ZIH%E O(N®). 2013 4, Cheon A ) 3] \ 4t
W (batch cryptography) FiAR, {83 AT DUN % il [ #& 4b#E BA SC M &, 2014 47, Coron %5 A [@], HT

D5 R R R AR ) BT A AR B3 H: (modulus-switching)” BEAR HAE H BB B
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Brakerski f] Scale-Invariant FHE 77 % [@], M)iE 2 ) Scale-Invariant FHE J5 2. 2015 4, Nuida
il Kurosawa, (Bl B3k 7 Cheon ZA 4 HIH %, B ESAEEREEN Q AN Zo, MR HET
R B .

2.3 BRSO

H R4, AT AR H. MAi = FHE, REEER T H A B KR, EMARME Gentry
Fr$eE i FI A Bootstraping 2 /7 K15 B AL B IR F S HAEN FHE 7 £00EN. fEAREF, WATEE
HLE A BT T 0 = A2 8 FHE 7%, £ —(UE TEARM 10 FHE J7 %%, Gentry 013 £ i 8 fi
2% B SR ) 3 2 S PR AR e 7S ) AR, MUTT 323 Bootstraping F£ 7. DAL Brakerski A1 Vaikuntanathan
TR NREME R FHE % [@’@], FIH Key-Switching 3 AN 4 B2 B 1K 19 %5 ST 206k 91 Ji7 46 2 B2
FIH Modual-Switching $7 A e % il 2 SC e 5 py I k. H 3 BAR SFE TR 240 FHE A F K8 T
Bootstraping F£/F. {H45 75 SLHUH AT B R FEAEA/ER FHE, 757 &8 Bootstraping F2/7. 2R11, ZEH
TR T AT IR, A Key-Switching (952 B2 18 Bh LU 70 i 5% BitDecomp(+) F1 2 [R5
7% Powerof Two(+) SRS2H, XA E LN S8R R EIK € = ceillog g 5. Gentry, Sahai fl Waters
= A B2 SAE AR 7V, EDRAEIRD A% SCAE MR RE M &, BIN T RAERE G, 44 T N
TR, MW T 2 441 Key-Switching I Modual-Switching iR, FHHEEN) &, R&EHEALE]
LB SCRZIK, DN SRR S TR G fRiF—3%. B55 = FHE —&, HZELI0E TR
WA AEER FHE, 1517 581 Bootstraping #2/7. It4h, XFF Boostraping f2F AL BB & T B 3E %
R, BAPEALE G SO RI A48,

3 ETHRHNEEESMESRSH

3.1 1RAARFEELR

FRXITGN B g8 5t e B 2 0 7 VEARAORERR. TEAL G2 % 55 24t 50 Ak, A AN AR 9 0 i 3 15 07 56
BT E, Z 85 A& i 0 B E R TEMR LM AW FT. 1982 4, Lenstra 25 A ) ’HK LLL (Lenstra—
Lenstra-Lovasz) Hik, O THEHE L AAEM TR, & JL RN KR, #ERARE LKD)
A & TP A Miami R4 E MM TRZ—. 1996 4, Ajtai #1 Dwork B A iR 78—
TR R AE R ) AD I 7 2, RAE SN 4EBUR I, AD & 77 £ 8RS, HE 22,
BAERTF 7T OS2 FEER R, BT, K0 %77 RS 5 T /N 4% (short integer
solution, SIS) A% 4% >] (learning with errors, LWE) [ 8. 31X 4 n] AR AT DAL L) B3R A e 01
TE T ks IR e ) R EORIE 24 (BRERIE 2 HERE) IRTHR &AM, 42 L 1 BB X M B0 7 S8k
P R R R MY, SRR/, fEHERT EER SRR, — M, BTk b X o
PIAHEM T ZEA T IINBERS: O BT E S Atk & AT FENL S 1) 2 4 BT AR E]. X
— R R A A L S HA A D S M e R B X . Ajtal FLTUEBA, A b R HE i @ B AL S 45
PR PR B S T e R S0 T (R PRI, DRIttt b (9 A B 55 T S8 AT LAGR R B LS5, {8 T-4% A AL B
VERME RN [, QIR TS = R A% AR BRI I )38 S8 R A R DL e ) & [E) ) gfeiis
B SRMSRAN IS B DA AR B, AH R T RS AT B O B ) BT R I A SRS T R, M A
HEITHFR . @A O FEL T | R B, 8020 TR T I R 1) R, B A T AR 2
T QIR HE ) BUS AR SR T 5. RIERE B SR I A S0 T EAMBEFT AL G 8 BH 2 1 22 W
R, T H A 22 A OR R, AN ARSI BT HR AT I BB, Ak, MR T S TR T 22 4 ) R P 3 A
5 R R FEAR Y, IX P 1) 2 AR RS 58 T AT PG S A5 .

3.2 ZA$% 3 (Learning with Errors, LWE)

HAHBELREN EERF A2 WS T (average-case) ik LWE i @I A LLTE AT
(worst-case) fiff th— &35 24 KT ALL IR T 5. 4T, 58 = =M Bi) FHE Mi& £ 5T LWE K 0] &,
fAi Bk Ui, LWE RBUZAE —A m x n P A M2 b= As+e (mod q), KWH s € Z7, XH
e €ZT A “H R E. B4k
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EX 2 (LWE 704i) X T—AM%mHE s € Z7, B ¥ MEIHEEFER = a € Z7, L8 e + x, I
i (a,b=(s,a) + e (mod q)), KILH Z x Zg L) LWE 7140 As .

LWE il H WA BRI RA: R (search) WA, &M LWE FEARIF IR Z &, HE
(decision) [RAS, &KX 5 LWE SE4I A1 5] BEHLFEAR.

EX 3 (Search-LWEn g,y,m) ST —MYSIBENL s € Zy (5T I IR B2 [E 52 1), 455€ T A
Asx HHEIE) m ANSLHARE (a5, bi) € Zi X Zq, NTTTHRE s.

EX 4 (Decision-LWEy, g,y,m) %€ m MSLFER (a;,b;) € Z7 x Zg, HH AR E W FHA
A (1), As,y, Hi s € Z7 R— A BEHLRENE A & 6 FTA 8RRk U =2 [l 2 1) 8L (2). 335
g, B (DAAT ZBE ) X4 Pl LA 216,

Regev B3 Hoxr ik 19, 63] iEW] T, X T 4S5, LWE il 8 5 8% i35 Ui 6 17 & (shortest
vector problem, SVP) [a] i [F] 1 [l 5.

3.3 Gentry-Sahai-Waters 5 £#ifit

FEAF T, AN Gentry-Sahai-Waters (GSW) 4x[R s hn#s 77 5 B2,

&k A4 BH, LN Leveled FHE J7 R MZ4H. ULF, BA% H GSW B2 Jy R fai Bk
%7 BB ATEHE K%L BitDecomp, BitDecomp ™! F Flatten K& XA, 1HZA KK Alperin-Sheriff 1
Peikert 7RIk 7R B24E /) (i T HIERE G.

- MR ESEGSW. Setup(1F,1%):

L &#% k= k(k, L) LRI — D g, 28 n = n(k,L) € N, m = m(k, L) = O(nlog(q)) M Z
EHE R AT x = x(k, L).

2. it params = (n,q,x,m). &, 4 (= [log(q)] +1 H N=(n+1)-L
- BHHEREEL GSW.KeyGen(params):

LS t = (t1, -, ta)" 20 HFHH s (1, —tT)T = (1, —t1, -, —t.)T € Z&TY
2. BLLEIBENLA IR B « Z7 " fl—AMER AR e « ™
3. WA b= Bt +e € Z" MR A = (bB) € 2y ™Y HE5I, X BA,

As = (b|B)s = (Bt + e|B) < 1t> _Bt+e—Bt—e

4. RIEIFAEA sk < s FIAEH pk + A.
- MNEBEEC < GSW.Enc(params, pk, u): MRS S 1 e {0,1},

L 4 G AL (n+1) x N 4T R, I — AR R « {0,137,
2. WHEIFERE L C = puG + A™R (mod ¢) € Z" TN,

XEFEFZNE, EIREN GSW FEH, % HFELEH Flatten(uI + BitDecomp(RA)) €
{0, 1}VXN | Horfr T g e

- RBEE 1/ + GSW.Dec(params, sk, C):

L MIANFAEH sk =s € Z)M! & T g/4 <271 < q/2. 4 C; N C 1% T 31
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2. 1£ (—q/2,q/2] TEENITH « « (Cr,s) (mod q); iEEE (Cr,s) = CTs I HA

cTs = MGTS +RTAs
= uw(1,2,4,---)"+R"e (mod q)

P C S T ISR TR BZI B T AR, BT p2'! + RTe.
3.8 0 = |x/277 1) B, IR (2] < 2772 < g/4 MERIE 0, J0R |z > 2772 WERE 1.

- IBEEAGSW.Eval(params, Cy,--- ,C)):

- BEEMEEEGSW.AJA(Cy, Ca): ¥t
Ci+ Cz = (i1 + p2)G + AT(Ry + Ra) € 2N

- EEFEBEGSW.Mult(Cy, C2): iH5 G71(Cs) € {0,131V FH#l C;G1(C2). HI,

C1G 1 (C2) = (11G + ARG (Ca)
=mCa+ATRIGT(Cy)
= p1p2G + ATR1G T (C2) + 11ATRs
= 1 p2G + AT(R1G7H(C2) + uRa) € Z{ TN

teAh, Wy LUEd T G — C1G ™Y (C2) KiFH [ NAND [,

E 1 X B, Mukherjee % B9 Jy e g BE A RE N TR MEEHAE w = (0,---,0 |
[47) kits SCGY(w)", HAILE GSW 7 R MR 2 SR MR EARA S (ToI8 R T BT ] 2 Mt 75 73
BIR/N). Bk, A5, AWK R AR GSW 5 RRIMS . 1Ah, Y g S 2 MFERE, EAFELE 5 7 —Fh
FERAHE Z, FREE. BRI S 0ok [B2).

3.4 REM

EE 1 X T2 m = O(nlog(q), 3% (m,n,q,x) B4 LWE(n,n,q.) BB ML, 4%
GSW /& IND-CPA Z41.

ZIEH R R EUPIREIE (A, RA) 53355 THE AT X410, 210 2R 7L Gk [32)
ZhH, AU FER.

4 HERBBEXRES

B Gentry B3 25— FHE HREES, SRSMHERE T KLEKERE, BENGEEEZ AL, 5
MRETERE, T U RERSNE NS, A3, B3 FHE &K&W~ LA 5T RIT
AT, PR T PRk .

4.1 ZREEMEZHNMEERZR
4.1.1 AEFZMERZ %5

FriB 2 AP IR, IRATRRZ T B, M (GERE) %, MESmeR. Hafeg—jin2
AR S, AT, IUA FHE A& %E T T AR Rrr FHE A%, oA — B3R R FHE 77
%R, BT R PR 7 AW SR8 2 LR, ER] A X Fh BT B U7 3%, 7E FHE A5 8- 5%
RILMBR T, 25REARSTER, WHEITHER, MERSEERKEEZ 8. S807 20N E
%, R AN SRR . #5158 —48 FHE 774, 2010 4F, Smart 1 Vercauteren — A B4 #2475
F I R 4 5 BRI AR A 2 R (single instruction multiple data, SIMD) FIFZ&#E1E. BE/E, &
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5 X FHE 7%, 2013 4F, Brakerski 25 A B 2 PKC |, RETH—ET LWE (0% CHE R
InE &, AR Peikert 25 A ) F 2 A S LR 2 2] — A Regev N7 RE SR T, B K
ZA R B33, FIH Regev IN% 77 X ZE 257 BT s, 20 6 $R15 1 1% 354 58 % ST Smart-
Vercauteren HJ SIMD [RZ&#:AE [@]. 35 =A% FHE /7%, Hiromasa ZE A () i 75— AR &
MZEZ FHE J7%, TH# HAO (Hiromasa-Abe-Okamoto) 775, %77 & X FE RIS M kA geikiz &,
JFAEAL Alperin-Sheriff il Peikert ) Bootstrapping F£FF, ffi# IR F M O~(/\3) 21083 O~()\2'5), M
MR AL T Bootstrapping #2573k 45 7] LA EAT SR FIASEAER FHE J7R. AW, %7 % R AiZ s
RS VR S — IR, 1i AN (Bl NZEF dual-Regev & (B Gentry-Peikert-Vaikuntanathan [@])
& T —Fh ] SR IR 2 Ldr FHE % 7R, HEET dual-Regev 7R, fifF Li AT RN
B R SOR SRS KON O(mlog q) TIAFEZ& O(nlogq), SR FE 4G K. FE)E, Li A Ed X
T Regev TR ) WIE T — PR — IR AT HOIE 2 e FHE 74
4.1.2  A[FZENE P R R T S S

FHE 77 ZHTHE R R, £ 55— N 2RI 8. a7 FHE 77 £ T, o8 ks
TR, A LU A

o HZFAR. Bl Bootstrapping $i A, Bootstrapping &% SWHE J5 Z#48 N n] 3 FrE BIK [F &S0
B FHE 77 RO, 2 a0 T LAAE [ e KR 18 51 AN S48 TR ST o] DU RCERVE I BR
BOdAT AR IS H N ME—IRZ. HEN WEHL%E FHE 77 28CRMRIE. 7 Bootstrapping F2FH,
AT T BB T [F) 2 TR A L, X {8145 DL SR FHE 77 RACRIRK.

o EXIZMK. AR FHE %, T R&SRELTRES, &0 BHLEALHRAERE (FE R
FHE) M4 SR, $i, f£2 T LWE ) FHE ™, %50, W7 #82 DLRSFh AR 1 K
Bildn, R ELMEAT AN R, MBS & RF K, Error — Error?; RABAS B AT &,
Error— O(||s||1)-Error; SR IEURHEE R AR T %, W KA T2 501 1- 96548 ||cl)1.

WA TERIE AR Z AR T, Wit iR R R E M MR R #20 FHE F%, —HEEDE
SN S B IE I R . BT Bootstrapping $ R 7 ZEKMITHE IR, T4k, AT LIEEIE D1
f=a Bootstraping FERFIZCR. W, Alperin-Sheriff 1 Peikert % AZE 2013 &£ CRYPTO #< F#EH—
SEFRIIRLZEYE (Quasilinear) B A Bootstrapping AR, AR TAEAR L2 T Gentry (e EYN
(SCN2012) ] “Ring-Switching” /7. {X4F, Brakerski fil Vaikuntanathan (1) 1] Branching Program
RELMFAIZH, 4 Bootstraping 1275 T £ WixUA UUE 71 LWE i, HHE 55 T 1847 0 H 2%
K. Alperin-Sherif 1 Peikert (2 M5t 7 —Fhiz 47 i 18] 50 40 HAH 524 K 5 /NG Bootstrapping 72 F.
bt f5, Halevi A1 Shoup W A (] FF& T RASESEE Helib, 73528 T Brakerski-Gentry-Vaikuntanathan
(BGV) Ji% W8 (RS R4 RV IR A5 8ffe, B ASEBL SWHE J7 % U4, Halevi Al Shoup P A ()
44 Helib Tf@@ﬁ%iﬂﬂmﬁaﬁﬁ, PLSRSEIL Bootstrapping F2/7. [Fl4E, Ducas 1 Micciancio(DM)
WA (ed) 25— T Regev ZIEI Bootstrapping 727, FE N HEAH L (23) A EARATT
T7 FASCHF AP HURF 2 . 2 J5, Chillotti 58 A B9 4 (external product) FIEA KK R DM J7
% [ HI%# 3L, HILES Bootstrapping i PR 5 I [AI/D 2 0.1 #, Z>F DM 7 &1 1 .

4.2 ZESMENREMEMRR

FHE B 7 B4R BB vHE R s RE T IR 2 PRk 7k, H A St 2 ge. R, B
B R DUTTE B 2 A R 0 T P IE BH 22 42 0 S i Ak ) 2 4= A S S5 AR 48 B0 35 B2 U A R 4o =28,
SRR PR B 2 A (CPA %4), dRE R B It 24t (CCAL %4) DL R
3 N PR B2 T N %4k (CCA2 %42). JAT, T FHE B&ECFRESEENENE, RSHFEE
BRE G YE (malleability), it FHE i A n] BEARTIE Sk £ %6 e Ui, Bl R) CCA2 224

e AT, REMPE FHE 77 R0IN% S0 JEf e 1, 34 FHE 77 &7 LUAF] CPA
T4 DB, KT TEM RS H T CPA MZ AR, 2010 4, Loftus A Bd g Gentry -+

ZH N AL bootstrapping &7 1 EZAL:, F R85 SC AT M 75 SN R 6 8 5.
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HAKH FHE 7% 08 o s vk 08y 78 go@ st FRABIRO % 4. A EW T Gentry-Halevi 1977
% P70 R COAL 24010, FFIE I 0 AT A0S 17 1 R U ML, SRASHR & B, LA, Loftus S5 A%
Smart-Vercauteren(SV) %1% R Gt — A8k 08 g%y Seeh, BUAERCFA — MEE TS AL, B S LPA
%4, SR RIET M MRS, PR R RT, IF FLIL 2 A T — R 3 R0 K U
W b5, HT M Smart-Vercauteren %555 & 48 ki 1 1H HE% (EP, short principal ideal problem,
51 R FE AR 0 B ot FOF) R g R AN R A, AR I T AR A M COAL %
%Mt FHE 772, H%| 2017 4, Cannitte 22 A T3 211 745N EIE& Y FH CCAL %4 FHE, A1
AT 58 AR SCK FE TR RIT FL B S N K FE O 1 B, TR COAT J240 4 R A 5 ol RT3 11 e A 72
B 5E 4R e

A—J7, S IAE FHE J7 ZRIBGE K. FIH S AR E BT (key recovery attacks) J7i%f
FHE %0 & — i B AR M Bt o7 5. LR, Zhang 25 A T4 0 F s 490 52 Bt S0 T %4
Dijk % A 04 J7 % {5, BJS, Chenal F1 Tang @ A 3 [FIREF F 2 4800 5 577 5, B Dijk 2
INED 3G r P Ah, IEXTE B EE AR FHE 5% (0, Brakerski fl Vaikuntanathan F#A4™
J74e WBRE Brakerski 2 AfKSCHR [L7) 77 %0 Brakerski B30k [BY]) 77%8) BAREE =A% Gentry %A B2
{1 FHE 77 %47 7 2. B, Dahab 25 A 9 QR FI 25494k 5 5774 Bos %A B4 34 NTRU
(t1 FHE 77 9201 T Yok, 5 AR, Chenal A1 Tang %5 A [0 Fi F 5 41k 5 50k 770 Loper-Alt 4
A B3 Fi Bos % A B3 3T NTRU (0 FHE 75 %98 T 8k, 7 MLIEB 4R Xty Li 2 A 0 4
A BB T I, SRILIEXT GSW 77 % B st s ik, (B Stehle T I35, %07 SRR L
FUF MR A ARk GSW 77 R (B BIE et, BEJS, Li 2 A B SR — R BRI 2 58] GSW 7 %0k
B 1 25 99 52 ek

BeAh, S5 E% Bt R Sy s — Rt FHE J7 224t id sos i i Bk 77 2. Rk, $iit)s (leakage resilient)
(t] FHE 77 % RG24, Berkoff A1 Liu i A B9 41445 =% FHE ) GSW 75 R4 — R b i 1
FHE 772, {Hi%77 S AUE b B LA s, [, Li 22 A B3 FIA Hiromasa 25 A B9 1) HAO % Hody
FHE 77, ¥t T —FHORe HAO 7%, 4, FISCH, Li A4 T 2 Hts FHE K, 5
A DA% 2050 2 b3 S ROMER. (5L BT, TR HUIR A0 55 =A% FHE 77 240 & — AN A JF 1 .
4.3 ZRESMEZENNAHAR

DL B 0 2 M A7 E — A3 7B B, VMO AE N 2, 25 B S AT 410, i e R
BHIN T R R % AR &, 15 S ERCEER T Z RRTIA R, NSO &R B 28K, AT BT 517
1485 25 T R P S AT, R R G FI RIS R0, AT IR 25 T A LR o P 0 2 R A
HERF . WS, AR DU S I N WL TR BiX — H 1.
431 HEFLRABMENLELTiIE

B, TR RS, F b, B AL KR, A2 5T BRI S, I AN B A 2 (A
FUATIE A A B 2 G 2 ST Y. LA 5 T, Alice A1 Bob TEHE —ANEREL f, HAKIE —/NH
% C AT ERNDAN o My FRE f, SKEHAT MPC IO f(z,y). XRZEHIZ Alice
AL UERA K y 15 S, Bob ALY SHUEMA K o BER. &4 %4 MPC P SGE 3T (3l
B) HERRSZIL, WA RAM THERRL, Sl A5 X5 B Se il — Ml S s B i g, SRS RIS
AR T BORIL RV SEABA TR S N FEER . FLBR AR S Bl 1 R BT S R B2, RIS 1“5 %7 1Y
BRAL, S XU T B KB W EIR S BB I . RS MERARRZ 2L T ENZ R —,
MAEH FHE $iR, X SREIRNEAZLE, (1304 FHE $HART DL &R0 MPC Yril. fi%+ FHE (1
MPC A 75 AR /> B 3845 52 4% AN 5 /D R A5 50 5

B, #T FHE K #it MPC 0%, BRTAERM T, — M2 T 1R FHE (threshold-FHE)
Ti R MPC . 534 — MR T 2% 110 FHE (multikey-FHE) J7 %k ¥t MPC L.

E T Threshold-FHE B MPC thi. #fE Cramer 2 A £} T BR [B) 2% 2% 7 %, Asharov 25
A B 94 i Threshold-FHE (%45, Al A1FIJi] Threshold-FHE J7%, £ CRS (common reference
string) MM T, BT LWE R, #iE T — M HEPE%E (semi-malicious) 8F 1 3-% MPC i}, JF
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FIFHEAE B E A1 (non-interactive zero-knowledge) i BI3E/8 — M KPLE R (fully-malicious) #F 1
4-% MPC thil. Bi)5, Garg A (520 5 P AR T [ 43k YR (indistinguishability obfuscation, iO) F
NIZK #i& 7 —/ME CRS BA R, MIFFSBEHTFN 2- 2 F (fairness) ] MPC 3. Gordon %
I fath, 7F Standalone #ZYF, 2- AP MPC VLR AT RESZILY. [FWET, Gordon 48 NSEILT
fE CRS AN 3-34°F MPC Wil B HF @ E E ik, &5 FH Asharov % A (31 F i PR A, 3R
B—AE CRS BT, HPUHEMTF M 4- 5 AFH) MPC ¥l T, AT EMRAE CRS BIAY T4
T Threshold-FHE ] 3-% MPC ##i{.

L. #FZ5T7PMEPAS—A FHE JREGEM A pk. BiJE, 52577065 HIRH sk dATp@ L=,

2. B 5T RER AP pk RINEF BRI o, FFEE 0 %

3. B2 5T RWEIBEANE G, AMPATIFERFARIZE. #5577 M HBCEH A RS BOR X R
SIS H G B SRE, fn, A B0 H AR 2 00K R H RS H R R EER.

#TF Multikey-FHE i) MPC t#hi{. Lopez-Alt 25 A B2 5 y#i i Multikey-FHE [, J7
H Multikey-FHE /7%, 7t CRS (common reference string) % T, 3F NTRU K% —f FHE H £,
Wi T —AMEHCE BRI 3- % MPC #2016 4F, Mukherjee Al Wichs A & FIF Clear #
McGoldrick Fi A B8 Fiigis ity GSW 77 %6 Multikey-FHE 7728, Mt 7 —/ME CRS BA R, Hik Bk
RN 2-% MPC Pl N, AV EMAE CRS B N T Multikey-FHE ] 2-% MPC Briil.

L. #Z 57T 8 HAE VARG A8 pk A sk, JRAER H AP I % A RN, KaRE
EPERE T

2. B HTTHWBISNE SR, APAT IR ASIBE G, M & BRI o E s R, 2
P BT A WA B 2 e s 4 RIS IR L I R S S 4 2R

&

il

H

BRI AT PR B, T Mukherjee-Wichs f) FHE 77 & (eg) NS FE B (single-hop) M RIS
B, WUITE 2R, T B S5 7HiE. 1 Brakerski A1 Perlman #i A BY Wity — 55z a0 A&
1) Multikey-FHE A%, RS 5 A7HEMANSER B, FESZREZHE (multi-hop) MFRFEZH. (H
Brakerski-Perlman 7% d HIARE S I RGP Bk RS2 8. [F4E, Peikert A Shiehian B A 3 Rick/
PRl MultiKey-FHE #1755, {HiZ 7 ZR% R~ O(N?) KT Brakerski fl Perlman K% 3CUsH O(N).
Ak, BiR MultiKey-FHE 7 & REEREHRAMBELER, Ml y = f(z1, -+ ,20). RMERREIRIFXS B
& HBANZEESER, By, = f(a;). Dodis & A Bl ) o P i i 2 3t = (function secret sharing,
FSS) 77 7%#i& 7 —F Spooky W%, I3 T iZIN% J7 £ A piO (probabilistic indistinguishability
obfuscation), Wit—"> 2-# MPC #piiL.

4.3.2 T RFEZINE 5 AL

FHE RETEIR KFERE FARY = vh 8 B RS0 224 inl /. FH P o] DK I )5 i 508 DL BB 7S SO 1 % U7
FEE . BRAESRIS N Z RV, FBITE AT LASRAG A SC. (2, P AT AR 2 0 i 3 SCHAT A = L
BAE. FHE & 8BRS 2 28800, RN SORZm A Ba AL, Ak, FIA FHE (9 & P SO B R
BB TH—PHRE. WAEEERER (private information retrieval, PIR) [@,@]’ WL R4 0 2
(privacy-preserving data mining, PPDM) FIN#H#E 2 (searching on encrypted data) Z5771H. {HS
EREMAE, TR (searchable encryption, SE) 1E NN LG R —FiEEF], 5 PIR MR EEX
FITET, PIR RS TRy H P & WAL, 100 a5 S £ 2 07 2 0 H TR 3 2k SO &2 4.

DL R 7T, 4 BIRER EA AR PR JLAS TAE. (D 1998 4F, Chor 2 A B3 ¥ il PIR MM
J&, JF R PIR R4 K&K H PIR {347 B2FA R B H 8 [@]. 2011 4E, Brakerski 1 Vaikuntanathan
BN B R LWE fig s FHE R b, 454 FHE $K, ®it 7 5% F LWE &1 PIR
A% R, Yi 25 A B L% Brakerski Al Vaikuntanathan #0465 BHE 5 8% 1, il 75T %
$ FHE (90— %% PIR R4, ¢ 2014 F RSS2 1, B Sunar 25 A B3 )

3Workshop on Applied Homomorphic Cryptography and Encrypted Computing, WAHC
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J5F NTRU f5 FHE 7% B2 St 7— /A0 PIR £%. %4E, Dai A B s apul sk
Sunar 2 A (Bd H PIR &4. M Li & A b2 N Brakerski A1 Vaikuntanathan P A\ K45 SR £ E &
M2 AR PIR R4, @ TENEHEH % 7711, Boneh %A By Fif] SWHE ﬁ%aﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂmﬁ
B, o T AR R R AR EENTEL (disjunction) BT JCIEALEEAE (conjunction) £ I A&, {HiZ%
7 R RSV B A HER R E. Cheon 25 A P4 FIF Brakerski 25 A 07 1) FHE J7 %, $2H—H 0kt
FEMEZL, AMEFT LU R &S L, RN LRSI E S S4E. BJS, Cheon A B3 g — 2B Mk T %
FEZL. B X F Bafh Ry Bt 12 48 75 T, 48 512 70 55 [R5 51 20 A 1 [RI B AR 97 B P R B oA & — /> B ZE I F 5
i3 B4 Cheon % A B 2 £ B FHE R 7 51 43 BT AR TS TE R BRFA T 8 XU 1) 3, I DGHYV %% FHE 75
g 0 g s B B O EE B8 (edit distance) MIFIAIZSE. JE4F, Kim A1 Lauter BiA 29 5115
BFAIZET LWE f0 BGV-FHE 7% 1 fI3tF NTRU 1 YASHE 77% B3 szul 7 a5 8 4 i 22
MR IR, AN, BT TS R, Dowlin 28 A (oS ) P e 22 99 24k S B 2 A MO0 9 90 .

Wi AT FHE HiARMAKRE, 446 FHE HAR, & TRARY LH LB EARBR LK
B, WAL EMEHNAZE (oblivious random access memo, ORAM) i AK [@’], 1M H (delegate
computation) [@], 1R (obfuscation) fod-fog) AT
4.3.3 4GRS INE P H AL 2 JHE

Bi%E Gentry 5 ANRIZE =18 FHE 7 RMIEH [@, Bl R R Y S R B @ A FHE 7E Rl
WP R R L S ThAe. B, BT S % (identity-based encryption, IBE) B0 113 3¢
TR E (attribution-based encryption) [7], BRI (functional encryption) [], JKEN %
i42% (watermarking cryptographic) [7], H—KHRIE (obfuscation) | PYS P DL R &R BE ML R 5
(pseudorandom function) fi2d-B30) s gk 2 pHE HOR, 5 S WD S5 TR IR Tl RE A2 22 1 25 1 2 A
HIRTHY R, (H I AR SO R YRS, A 2 200A.

5 RB&

T E IR RE, AT PR T SR IR & ki O 5 BT SRR 7T SO O B AU,
HEERR R IZ AL, X T30 TR R A R AN R d) R /A RIE RIS, B 2009 4, Gentry
A0 T B AR 1) 2 [R) A5 N B AR ) Ky 3 7 T AR RV R i, 3 2% T LA R U 3] 2 5 KOlb SR T2 5%
TEFFHUAR T A5 MO TORCR. DRI, AT A RSN A 22 D i =SB B, 3 1% 1 38 = AR 4 R 25 n 5 £
il (GSW J558) vt A4 (R 28 0 i e ) 190 0 e i P A 94 85 Ty T, o XT3 M 1) A IR S I s R AT
TRV S 4. 2RI T T — DU B R G LRE, S R 2% B 8, 20 M s
SCE A, B8 B B A R RIS A Tk — P e SRR, RN, RIS SRR, K
AACRYH 42 9 LU 2 s Ab BE A T7 T T ST 2P AR BNESE. BhAh, M ARSI 1E o —
AR ARV AR R B 22 SR, BRI B E AN SR X
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