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Result Number of rounds Assumptions BB use of adversary BB use of primitives
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Conclusions and Open Questions

Delayed-input BB HVZKC from the BMR protocol

The weak-non-malleable commitment needs to be modified
Rewind security may be unnecessarily strong for some applications
Open problems

» Concrete efficiency using OWFs

e 3-round non-malleable commitments with BB use of OWFs

* Extension to the many-many setting
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