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Consider dig = Hash(hk, (x;, ..., x,))

M

> Desiderata:

Recall: SSB hash binds you to a single input x;

. - multi-input hash Key idea: Instead bind to a function of the inputs!
function
- local openings | For our application, will bind to the function
- If leaves are all 1 "
Enc(0), lmpOSSlbIe Yo x) = Dec(sk X
o e fXs s ) \/1 (skpke: %)
=

- : Construction briefly: MT with FHE following [HW15],
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