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[CPW'Ro]

o UWM (along with LTDFs) implies (bounded)
leakage and tamper-resilient signatures.

o Indistinguishability obfuscation (i0) + OWF =>
UM

o UWM => Wibthess encryption (WE)

© In fact a-CWM for a = O(logl) implies WE.
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Intuition for Proof of (static-instance) Interactive Security:

Recall y <« nIWPRF . F(fk, (x,c)); where ¢ = Comm(0;r)

— Game O Original game
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— Advantage of Adv. in Grame 2 is negligible.
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(}pem Problems

 Connection of wikthness maps with other erypto
primitives?

o For e, does wilthess map imply SNARG?

o If wol, is it possible to black-box separate
witness maps from falsifiable assumptions?

Does withess map imply OWF (under some
complexity theoretic assumptions)?

More applications of wikthness mops?



THAT’S ALL FOLKS!

THANK Y0U :-)
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