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Key Recovery Attacks on Multivariate Public Key Cryptosystems
Derived from Quadratic Forms over an Extension Field

SUMMARY  One of major ideas to design a multivariate public key
cryptosystem (MPKC) is to generate its quadratic forms by a polynomial
map over an extension field. In fact, Matsumoto-Imai’s scheme (1988), HFE
(Patarin, 1996), MFE (Wang et al., 2006) and multi-HFE (Chen et al., 2008)
are constructed in this way and Sflash (Akkar et al., 2003), Quartz (Patarin
et al., 2001), Gui (Petzoldt et al, 2015) are variants of these schemes. An
advantage of such extension field type MPKCs is to reduce the numbers
of variables and equations to be solved in the decryption process. In the
present paper, we study the security of MPKCs whose quadratic forms are
derived from a “quadratic” map over an extension field and propose a new
attack on such MPKCs. Our attack recovers partial information of the secret
affine maps in polynomial time when the field is of odd characteristic. Once
such partial information is recovered, the attacker can find the plain-text
for a given cipher-text by solving a system of quadratic equations over the
extension field whose numbers of variables and equations are same to those
of the system of quadratic equations used in the decryption process.

key words: multivariate public-key cryptosystems (MPKC), post-quantum
cryptography, extension field, quadratic forms

1. Introduction

A multivariate public key cryptosystem (MPKC) is a cryp-
tosystem whose public key is a set of multivariate quadratic
forms over a finite field. It is known that the problem of find-
ing a solution of a system of multivariate quadratic equations
over a finite field of order 2 is NP hard [14] and then MPKC
has been expected as a cryptosystem resisting against attacks
by quantum computers.

One of major ideas to design MPKCs is to generate
quadratic forms by a polynomial map over an extension
field. For example, the quadratic forms in Matsumoto-Imai’s
scheme [21] and Hidden Field Equations (HFE) [23] are de-
rived from a univariate monomial/polynomial over an ex-
tension field, and those in MFE [27] and multi-HFE [8] are
derived from a set of multivariate quadratic forms over an
extension field. An advantage of such a construction is that
one can reduce the numbers of variables and polynomials in
the system of polynomial equations to be solved for decryp-
tion. Since, in general, the complexity of solving a system
of polynomial equations highly depends on the numbers of
variables and polynomials [5], [12], it is expected that an
efficient scheme can be generated by such a construction.

However, most known schemes in this type are less
secure than expected. In fact, Matsumoto-Imai’s scheme
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and MFE are broken by the linearlization attacks [10], [22],
Sflash [1] is broken by the differential attack [11] and (the
original) HFE/multi-HFE have an unwelcome trade-off be-
tween efficiency and security (especially against the min-
rank attack [6], [19]). These facts have made us suspect
that such extension field type MPKCs might have structural
vulnerabilities.

In the present paper, we study the security of gen-
eral MPKCs whose quadratic forms are derived from a
“quadratic” map over an extension field. As a result, we
propose a new attack on such MPKCs for odd characteristic
case to recover a quadratic map equivalent to the quadratic
map to be used for decryption in polynomial time. While
the complexity of the min-rank attack [6] highly depends on
the numbers of variables and quadratic forms over the ex-
tension field, our attack does not (highly) depend on them.
We actually succeeded to recover equivalent secret keys of
examples of multi-HFE in about fifteen seconds on average,
which were recovered in about nine days by the min-rank
attack. This means that, at least for the “quadratic” case,
the field extension approach is not practical for constructing
secure and efficient MPKCs.

2. Multivariate Public Key Cryptosystems
2.1 General Construction of MPKCs

Let n,m > 1 be integers, k a finite field and g the order of
k. The public key of a multivariate public key cryptosystem
(MPKC) is given by a set of quadratic forms

1 1 1
filxt, oo x0) = Z Cll(-j)Xin + Z bg )xi + C( ),
1<i<j<n 1<i<n

Sm(x1,-- - xp) = Z aglr.")xixj'+ Z bgm)xi+c(m)’

1<i<j<n 1<i<n

over k. Most MPKCs are described as follows.

Secret key. Two invertible affine maps S : k" — k", T :

k™ — k™ and a quadratic map G : k" — k™ inverted

feasibly.

Public key. The quadratic map F :=T o G o S.
FoknSpn Spm Logm,

Encryption. For a plain-text p € k", the cipher is ¢ :=

F(p) € k™.

Copyright © 2017 The Institute of Electronics, Information and Communication Engineers
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Decryption. Compute z := T~!(¢) € kK and find w € k"
such that G(w) = z. The plain-text is p = S~!(w) € k™.

2.2 Extension Field Type Scheme

There have been MPKCs whose quadratic map G is derived
from a polynomial map over an extension field of k. In this
subsection, we study such schemes.

Let » > 1 be a divisor of gcd(m,n), N := n/r, M :=
m/r and K an extension field with [K : k] = r. In extension
field type MPKCs, the map G is given by G = ¢1_v11 ocGodn
where ¢ : k" — KV is a one-to-one map and G : KN —
KM is a polynomial map over K.

&7
Gk N kN S gm D m

For example, in Matsumoto-Imai’s scheme [21], ¢ is even,
N=M=1(r =n)and

G(X) = x9'+!,

where i is an integer with gcd(q¢® + 1,¢" — 1) = 1. The
decryption is computed by Y? = G~ (Y) = X with (¢" +
1) = 1 mod ¢" — 1. Unfortunately, Patarin [22] proposed
the linearlization attack to recover the message based on the
relation Y9' X = X9"'Y. In HFE [23], the map G is given by

6= > ayx? e N X7 4y,

0<i<j<d 0<i<j<d

where d > 1 is an integer and «;;, B8;, v € K. The inversion
of G is computed by the Berlekamp algorithm whose com-
plexity depends on the degree of G (see e.g. Chapter 20 of
[26]). Since the degree of G is at most qu, the numbers g, d
cannot be too large. It is known that the complexity of the

min-rank attack to recover (partial information of) 7 depends

on d and is estimated by 0((":}?;2)“)) where 2 < w < 3 is

the exponent of the Gaussian elimination [6], [19]. Then
HFE with small d is not secure against the min-rank at-
tack. Furthermore, it is also known that the Gr’obner basis
algorithm can recover the message of HFE effectively if d
is small [9], [13], [16]. In fact, the degree of regularity
of the system {f1(x) — y1,..., fu(x) — y,} is bounded by
%(q - l)I_logq (qu — 1)+ 1] +21[9], [16]. This means that
HFE is not secure when ¢ and d are small.

In both Matsumoto-Imai’s scheme and HFE, the poly-
nomial map G is given by a univariate (N = 1) polynomial
of higher degree. On the other hand, there have been MPKCs
such that G is multivariate (N > 1) and quadratic, namely

G(X1,...,XN)

= (G (X1, s XN, Gu (X1, X))
is written by

Gi(Xy, ..., Xn)

= > elxixi+ Y BUX 4"

1<i<j<N 1<i<N
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for 1 </ < M. For example, MFE [27] is an extension field
type MPKC such that (N, M) = (12, 15) and G is a special
type quadratic map to be inverted feasibly. In multi-HFE
[8], N = M are small enough and G is a randomly chosen
quadratic map. Since N, M > 1 are small, the complexity of
inverting G is not large (see Table 1 of [8] for the efficiency
of multi-HFE). Unfortunately, MFE is also broken by the
linearlization attack [10] and multi-HFE with small N is not
secure against the min-rank attack [6]. In fact, the complexity
is estimated by O (("L’Z;’l)w) =0 (r(N”)"’) in Proposition
13 of [6].

3. Proposed Attack

In this section, we propose our attack for odd g. Before
describing it, we give several notations and lemmas as a
preparation of our attack.

3.1 Preliminary
3.1.1 Finite Fields k and K
Recall that & is a finite field of order g and K is its r-extension.

The following lemma holds.

Lemma 3.1: Let a € K. Then we have
(i) a € K satisfies a9 = a if and only if a € k,
(i)a+al+---+a? " €k.

Proof. Ttis clear thata? = a forany a € k. Since the number
of solutions of the equation x4 — x = 0 is at most g = #k, we

see that (i) holds.
Let b := a+al+--+a9"". Since b = a? +--- +
a?" + a = b, (i) follows immediately from (i). |

3.1.2 Matrices of k and K

For integers ni,ny > 1, let My, », (k) be the set of ny X ny
matrices of k entries. Denote by I,, € M,, ,(k) the identity
matrix and by O, ., € My, », (k) the zero matrix. For sim-
plicity, we write M, (k) := M,, ,(k) and O, := 0,,,. For
an integer [ > 1, a matrix A = (a;;);; and a polynomial
gty =co+cit+ -+ cqt?, put

AD = (d!

Dy o Y v |
lj)i,j’ g)=cy+ct+ +c e

For square matrices A; € My, (k),...,A; € M,,(k), the
direct sum A| & - - - & A; means
A
Al®-- DA = EMn|+---+nl(k)~
Ay
Recall that » = [K : k] and choose a basis {61, ...,0,}
of K over k. Define the matrix

Oy = (9j‘?i"1N) € M, (K)

I<i,j<r
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and the sets of matrices

i—-1
An = (A(q ))
N { J 1<ij<r

j—1
By = {(Bi(‘lj ))
1<i,j<r

. (™"
Cn: {(C(j—i mod r)+1

A19"'aAr EMN(K)}’

Bi,...,B, eMN(K)},

)lsi,er

Then the following lemma holds.
Lemma 3.2: Forany N > 1, we have
An =0On - My (k),
By =M. (k) - Oy, M
Cn =On - M, (k) - ©}).
Proof. First, choose A = (Ajj)1<i,j<r € Mp(k) arbitrary.
The (i, j)-block Al’j of On A is

i-1

i-1
=) T 4q .
Ay =0 Ajj+---+0, A

. (@) _
Since Al.j = A;j, we have

’ i-1 , i-1
Aij = (01A; + -+ HrArj)(q ) — (Alj)(q )

This means that Oy A € Ay and then On - M,, (k) C Ap.
j—1
Next, choose B = (Bi(q" ))1Si’ j<r € By arbitrary. The
(i, j)-block Bl.’j of BOy is

Btlj — Blgj + Bl(q)g;f 4+ e+ Blgqr—l)e?r—l.
Due to (ii) of Lemma 3.1, we see that Bl.’j € My (k). This
means that BOy € M,, (k) and then By € M,,(k) - ®1_vl'

Choose C = (C(qH)
- (j—i mod r)+1

The (i, j)-block Cl.’j inC -0y is

) € Cy arbitrary.
1<i,j<r

r-1

) @™ pa
Oj -+ G

i-1
Ci/j =C(q )

(1-i mod r)+1

i-1

1\ (@) i
=(c19,-+---+c,9;! 1) = (],

This means that COy € Ay and then Cy C Ap - @‘Nl.
It is easy to see that all of the numbers of elements in

the sets M,,(k), An, By and Cy coincide with q”Z. We
thus conclude that this lemma holds. O

3.1.3 Diagonalization

For a monic polynomial h(t) = co+cit+-- -+ cd,lt‘l_1 +1d

of degree d, let

0 -~ 0 —c
0 —C1

C(h) :=
0 1 —Cd-1

Cl, .. .,C,« (S] MN(K)}
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The matrix C(h) is called the companion matrix of A(?).
Then the following lemma holds.

Lemma 3.3: (Lemma4.1of[17]) Foramatrix H € M,,(k),
let h(t) := det(¢ - I, — H) be the characteristic polynomial of
H and h(t) = hi(¢) - - - hi(¢) is the factorization of h(t) over
k. Suppose that h(t) is square free and put d; := deg(h; (1))
for 1 <i < [. Then the following (i) and (ii) hold.

(i) There exists an invertible matrix P € M,,(k) such that

P'HP=C(h)®--- & C(h).
>ii) If Py, P, € M,,(k) satisfy
PI'HP = P;'HP, = C(hy) @ --- & C(ly),

then there exist matrices M1 € My, (k),...,M; € My, (k)
such that

PI'P=M & - &M,

3.2 Quadratic Forms

In this subsection, we study the structure of the quadratic
forms in the public key F when G is a quadratic map.
Recall that the public map F' is constructed by

F:To¢j_wlogo¢)NoS,

where S : k" — k", T : k™ — k™ are invertible affine maps,
G : KN — KM is a quadratic map and ¢ : k" — KV isa
one-to-one map. Since

ON =Wy 0Oy )
where Y : KN - K'isa map with Yy (ay,...,an) =
r—1
(ar,...,an,af, .., ..,a% ), the public key F is de-

scribed by
F=(To®y)oWnmoGoyy)o(@yob),
namely
F(x) =(T 0 @3) - (G1 (N (S(x)), ...,
Gu (N (S(x)), G1 (SN (SN?,.... (3
G By (SN

Since G|(X),...,Gm(X) are quadr_atic forms of X =
(X1,...,Xn)", the polynomial Q,‘(X)qh1 is expressed by

G, =X (0w ® G @0, ) X
+ (linear form of X(qH)),
where
X i=yn(X) = (Xt Xno X0 XD

and G; € My(K) is the matrix with G;(X) = X'G,;X +
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(linear form of X). Then, due to Lemma 3.2, the quadratic
forms f(x), ..., fm(x) in the public key F are described by

fix) =3 @xSo) (Ere -+ @ ) @ So)x "

+ (linear form of x),

where Sy € M, (k) is the linear part of S (namely S(x) =
Sox +s)and Ey, ..., E, € My (K) are given by

(Et,..., En)'

5)
=(Ty®;,) (G, . .

'3GM5ON""30N)I9

where Ty € M,,,(k) is the linear part of 7 (namely T(y) =
Toy +1).

3.3 Proposed Attack

According to the previous subsection, we see that the map
¢MoFo¢;,] KN > kM

is described as a set of quadratic forms of X =
r-1

(Xy,...,Xn, X;’, e X;{, )'. Since the polynomials

Gi1(X),...,Gmu(X)inthemap G : KN — kM are quadratic

forms of X = (Xy,...,Xn)!, there exist S’ € M,,(k) and

T’ € M,,,(k) such that the map

¢M0T'0F0S'o¢]_vl
:(q)MoT'o¢X4l)o(¢M0G0¢]_Vl)o(¢NoS'o¢I_Vl)

is also a set of quadratic forms of (Xi, ..., Xn). Once such
S’ and T’ are recovered, the attacker can obtain the desired
message or a dummy signature by solving a system of M
quadratic equations of N variables over K, not a system of
m quadratic equations of n variables over k. This means that
the advantage of extension field type construction is lost by
S"and T".

In this subsection, we propose an attack to recover such
S’ and T’ when ¢ is odd.

Proposed Attack

Input: Public key F(x) = (fi1(x), ..., fm(x))".
QOutput: Two invertible matrices S” € M, (k),T’ €
M,,, (k) such that

¢rpoT oFoS oy : KN — KM
is a quadratic map.

Step 1. Let Fy,..
matrices with

., Fn € M, (k) be the symmetric

fi(x) = x" Fyx + (linear form of x).

Take two linear sums Wy, W, of F1, . .
is invertible and put

., Fy,, such that Wy
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W= W, 'W,.

Step 2. Compute the characteristic polynomial w(z) :=
det (¢t - I, — W) of W and factor w(t) over K. Choose a
polynomial wq(#) of degree N such that

w(t) = wo(?) - wéq)(t) . wéqril)(t).

Step 3. If w(z) is square free and wq(¢) is irreducible,
go to the next step. If not, go back to Step 1.

Step 4. Find a matrix Py € M, ny(K) satisfying
wo(W)Py = 0 and put

r-1
P = (PO, Pé‘f),--- ,Pé" )) € M, (k) - O/

Step 5. If P is invertible, go to the next step. If not, go
back to Step 4.

Step 6. Let £; := P! F;P. Find a matrix Qg € My, (K)
such that

Fy El ®©0,-N
Qo : |= : (6)
Fm EM ®0,-N
for some El, .. .,EM € My (K).

Step 7. If the matrix

o
oy’
0:=| . |eOm Muk)

-r—l
Q(()‘I )

is invertible, go to the next step. If not, go back to Step
6.

Step 8. Output §’ = POy and 7’ = 0, Q.

We now explain why our attack is available. Due to the
equation (4), we can write the matrix W by

W = (OnSp)" (Wo -0 Wéq”l)) (©n So) @)
for some Wy € My (K). Then the polynomial w(?) is
w(t) = det (1 - Iy — Wp) - - - det (r Iy - Wé‘f'l)).
If det (r - Iy — W)p) is irreducible, the polynomial wq(¢) is
wo(t) = det (t Iy - Wg"')) ®)

for some 0 < [ < r —1. According to Lemma 3.3, we
see that there exists an invertible matrix L € My (K) with

L'WY L = C(wp) and it holds
0 - 0
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r— -1 r—
(L@...@L(q l)) (WO@"'@WS([ l))
(Lo - @L9™

( , ) . )
— C(w())(q ) QD C(wo)(q )

®C(wy) ® - C(wg) ™ 1.

On the other hand, (i) of Lemma 3.3 tells that there exists
an invertible matrix P € M,,(K) with

P'WP =Cwp) @& Clwy) . (10)

It is easy to check that P € M,,(k)@);\,l in Step
4 satisfies (10) by comparing the matrix WP with
P(Cwp) @ C(w0)<q"">). Applying (7), (9), (10) into
(ii) of Lemma 3.3, we get

OvsoP=c' (S @5), (11)

for some invertible matrix S € My (K), where
1
0':=( )@INeMn(k)
1
1

is a permutation matrix. Then the matrix £} in Step 6 satisfies
F, =P'F,P
—(On SyP)’ (E, ®---® E;q"“)) (OnSoP)
—Ge--eEY) (12)

for some E; € My (K).
From the equations (4), (5) and Lemma 3.2, we see that

r-1
E1€9-"69E§q )

) r—1
En®-—-@EZ )
G]G)On,N

Gy ©0,-N

_ (TO®_1) On @qu) ®0,,-2N
= M ) .

r

’ r—1
On-n ®GZ )

This means that, if the matrix Qg satisfies

007003 =(T,0m.m-m),  Oar, T, 01 m-201)s

N 13
ooy or (Op,m-pm,T) ()

for some T € My (K), the equation (6) holds for some
El, o EM € My (K). Then the matrix Qg in Step 6 exists
and it is found by the Gaussian elimination. From (13), we
see that the matrix Q in Step 7 satisfies
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010y} =o' (To--- 0T ") (14)

forsome 0 < [} <r—1. Combining (4), (11) and (14), we
can conclude that the map

qﬁMoT'oFoS'O(j)I_V1
:l//;,[lO(@MOT'OTOGXJ)O(lﬁMOQOlﬁJ_\II)
0o (@noSoS 0@ oyy

=3 0(QoTo®y) o WmoGoyn)
o(@yoSoP)oyn

is a quadratic map from KV to KM . O
3.4 Complexity and Experiments

In this subsection, we estimate the complexity of our attack
and describe experimental results.

3.4.1 Complexity

Step 1 includes several basic operations of n X n matrices
over k. Then its complexity is estimated by < n>(log ¢)? if
one uses naive algorithms for multiplications of elements of
k and matrices over k.

Step 2 is for computing the characteristic polynomial
of n X n matrix W and factoring a polynomial w () of degree
nover K (r-extension of k). The numbers of field operations
of these computations are known to be < n* by Keller-
Gehrig’s algorithm [18] and < n3+n? log ¢” by Berlekamp’s
algorithm [3], [4] respectively. Then the complexity of Step
2is < (r’n® + r¥n’logq) - (log q)>.

It is well known that the probability that a randomly
chosen polynomial of degree N is irreducible is about N~
[20]. In our case, while it is difficult to prove that W, given
in Step 2 is distributed randomly, Table 1, which is based
on the result of 10,000 times experiments, shows that the
probability that wg(#) satisfies the condition in Step 3 is
about N™!'. Then the attacker will repeat Step 1-3 about N
times on average.

Step 4 is for finding a kernel matrix of wo(W). Before
computing the kernel, we need to compute W2, W3, ..., WV
for determining wy(W). Furthermore, the number of opera-
tions to compute the kernel is known to be <« n3 [2]. Then
the complexity of Step 4 is < Nn3-r*(log ¢)*> = n*r(log ¢).
Step 5 is for checking invertibility of an n X n matrix over K
with the complexity < n3 - r?(log ¢)*.

In Step 6, the attacker computes 2m times multiplica-
tion of n x n matrices over K to compute F and use the
Gaussian elimination to find Qp. Then the complexity of
Step 6 is < m - n’ - r*(logq)?. Step 7 is for checking

Table1 Probability (%) that det (¢ - Iy — Wp) is irreducible for g = 31.
N 2 3 4 5 6 7
Prob. 49.2 | 334 | 252 | 195 | 174 | 137
8 9 10 11 12

127 | 112 | 99 | 9.0 | 82
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Table 2  Experiments of our attack for ¢ = 31.
[ n [ N [ r “ min-rank “ our attack
30 | 3 10 1h38m 1.01s
33| 3 11 — 1.57s
36 | 3 12 — 1.75s
39| 3 13 — 3.82s
42 1 3 14 — 6.58s
45 | 3 15 2d1h 5.08s
48 | 3 16 — 7.26s
51| 3 17 — 11.4s
541 3 18 9d16h 14.5s
57 | 3 19 — 19.6s
60 | 3 | 20 — 26.3s
50 | 5 10 — 7.58s
55| 5 11 — 10.7s
60 | 5 12 — 12.9s
65 | 5 13 — 24.8s
70 | 5 14 — 46.4s
75 5 15 — 38.8s
80 | 5 16 — 64.7s
8 | 5 17 — 83.3s
9 | 5 18 — 103s
72| 3 | 24 — 61.8s
72| 4 | 18 — 43.0s
721 6 | 12 — 27.9s
72 1 8 9 — 23.9s
721 9 8 — 25.5s
72 |12 | 6 — 16.2s
72 | 18 | 4 — 4.16s
72| 24 | 3 — 2.44s

invertibility and then its complexity is < m> - r>(log g)°.
We thus conclude that the total complexity of our at-
tack is roughly estimated by < (21> + r3n”log ¢)(log ¢)* -
N + rn4(log q)2 + n3mr2(log q)2 + m3r2(log q)2 ~ (rn* +
r’ndlog g + r’*n’m + r’?m3)(log ¢)* on average. When N
and M are similar and ¢ is not much larger than 2V, it is
0 (n4r2(log q)z), namely our attack works in polynomial

n+N+1)w (6]

time, and it is faster than the min-rank attack ( N+l

especially for large N.
3.4.2 Experiments

We implemented our attack by using Magma [7] ver.2.15-10
on Windows 7, Core-i7 2.67 GHz and succeeded to recover
equivalent secret keys. Table 2 describes the running times
of our attack for ¢ = 31 and N = M. We also attach on
Table 2 the running times of the min-rank attack given in
[6] by using Magma ver.2.16-10 on 2.93 GHz Intel® Xeon®
CPU. This table shows that our attack can recover equivalent
keys much faster than the min-rank attack for N = 3 and is
able to recover them also for larger N with feasible running
times. We thus claim that the extension field type MPKCs
with quadratic G is vulnerable against our attack and our
attack works much faster than the min-rank attack.

3.5 Remarks on Even Characteristic Cases

When g is odd, we can choose symmetric matrices Fi, . . ., Fj,
as coefficient matrices of the quadratic forms. However,
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if g is even, F; cannot be symmetric and we should use
F + Fl’ instead of Fj. It is easy to see that these matrices
are symmetric and their diagonal entries are zero. For such
matrices, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 3.4: Let k be a finite field of even characteristic,
N > 1 an integer and A, B € My (k) symmetric matrices.
Suppose that the diagonal entries of A and B are zero. Then
we have

(i) if N is odd then det A = det B = 0,

(ii) if N is even and detA # 0, then the polynomial
det (¢ - Iy — A" B) is a square of another polynomial of de-
gree N/2.

Proof. When k is of even characteristic, the determinant of
the matrix X = (x;;)1<; j<v € Mpy (k) is given by

detX = Z X1o()X20°(2) ** * XNo(N)» (15)
oeCn
where Gy is the set of all permutations among 1,...,N.

Now, leti; := o 1(j) foragiveno € Sy and 1 < j < N.

Since j = o(i;) and {iy,...,in} = {1,..., N}, we have
X1o-1(1)X20-1(2) """ X*No-1(N)
=Xo(ipitXo(i2)iy " Xo(in)in (16)

=Xoc()1Xo(2)2 """ Xo(N)N

From the equation (16) and the assumption that X is sym-
metric, we see that

X1o-1(1)X20-1(2) """ X*No-1(N) a7

=X1o0(1)X20(2) * * * XNo(N)-

The equation (17) means that, since the right hand side of
(15) includes both the terms corresponding to o= and o~
if o2 # id, the terms corresponding to o with o> # id
vanish when £ is of even characteristic. Furthermore, since

Xi1,..., XN N are zero, we have
detX = Z X1o()X20(2) * ** XNo-(N)» (18)
(TE‘SE\%}
where

Q) i={c ey |o?=id o) #i,1<Vi< N}

When N is odd, it is clear that 61(3) is empty and then (i) holds.

When N is even, there are pairs (i1, j1), . . ., (in/2, jn/2) such
that (i) = ji, o(ji) = iy and {iv, .. .,inj2, 15 .. -5 JN2) =
{1,...,N} forany o € 61(3). Thus we have
2
detX = Z (xilfl "'xiN/sz/z)
0'66}3)
2
:( Z Xiyji "'xiN/sz/z) > (19)
(reef,)

where {(i1,j1),...,(inj2,jns2)} depends on o.  Thus
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(ii) follows immediately from (19) and the fact that
det ¢ty — A™1B) = (det A)~! det (1A — B). o

This lemma shows that our attack given in §3.3 cannot
be used directly for even characteristic cases, because W, in
Step 1 cannot be invertible when N is odd and wy(¢) in Step
3 cannot be irreducible when N is even. We need to arrange
our attack for even characteristic cases in the future.

4. Conclusion

In the present paper, we propose an attack on general exten-
sion field type MPKCs with quadratic G for odd characteris-
tic cases. Our attack can recover partial information S”, 7" of
the secret affine maps S, 7' in polynomial time. Once S’,T”’
are recovered, the attacker can find the plain-text for a given
cipher-text by solving a system of M quadratic equations of
N variables. Though, in general, solving such a system of
quadratic equations is in exponential time for N, M, it is al-
most same to inverting G in the decryption process and is
much faster than inverting F directly. This implies that the
advantage of such a construction of MPKC was lost at least
the case that G is quadratic and g is odd. While our attack is
not presently available on even characteristic cases, it might
be improved in near future. We thus cannot recommend ex-
tension field type MPKCs derived from a quadratic map as
a practical MPKC.
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