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1) Defines NIZ¥PYK in a composition—friendly way

2) ldentifies standard security properties that are both necessary

and sufficient to obtain UC NIZE®WK in the global ROM
3) Realizes efficient UWC NIZEBYK inthe global ROM using the

randomized Fischlin transform (Fischlin '@5, Kondi & shelat '22)

< Implications: plug-and-play NIZKPoK for any application
(regardless of composition)in the global ROM.
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¢ Theorem: the randomized Fischlin transform (Fischlin *#5, Kondi & shelat *22)
is a straight-line comptler. ©)
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