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Information Technology Laboratory

COMPUTER SECURITY
COMPUTER SECURITY RESOURCE CENTER NIST f

Post-Quantum Cryptography: Additional Digital Signature Schemes

f X in %

Call for Proposals & PROJECT LINKS

Authority: This work is being initiated pursuant to NIST’s responsibilities under the Overview

Federal Information Security Management Act (FISMA) of 2002, Public Law 107-347. News & Updates

Call for Additional Digital Signature Schemes for the Publications
Post-Quantum Cryptography Standardization Process (PDF)
Standardization of Additional Digital Signature Schemes

Submission packages must be received by NIST by June 1, 2023. Submission packages received before March 1, 2023, will be Call for Proposals
reviewed for completeness by NIST; the submitters will be notified of any deficiencies by March 31, 2023, allowing time for deficient Example Files

packages to be amended by the submission deadline. No amendments to packages will be permitted after the submission deadline, Workshops and Timeline
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