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C'o®@C1=C’'=C'=mp®C1—>
Co®Ci=mp®Cc1 —>
Mp=C’0®C’'1®C 1
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Weak non-malleability may suffice

a <— Ps(x,w)

a

If (Co, r) is a valid opening

C=Co®C1
z <— Ps(x,w.C)

—z Vs(x,a,c,z)=1



Weak non-malleability may suffice

a <— Ps(x,w) _a

W-NMCOM

2

a

< Co,I <

If (Co, r) is a valid opening

C=Co®C1 Co, I

z <—Pslxwe) oz Vz(x.a,c,2)=1
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* Adaptive input, parallel/concurrent composition
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