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* rely on interactive assumptions (+ ROM).

Can we have efficient round-optimal blind signatures in ROM,
from non-interactive assumptions, w/out pairings nor lattices?
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Differences from Previous Talk

Our work Previous Talk
Settin Hidden-Order & Prime-order Prime-order
9 Pairing-free Groups Pairing-free Groups
Efficient, Round-optimal, from In ROM
Goal standard non-interactive w/out AGM
assumptions in ROM nor GGM
Starting . . Blind Schnorr
noint Fischlin Framework 2 Blind BLS
Main Blindness against malicious Concurrent one-
challenges signers, efficiency more unforgeability
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