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Abstract  The choice of random distribution type and parameters plays a fundamental role in de-
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mechanisms (KEMs). With the ongoing deployment of post-quantum cryptography, lattice-
based schemes such as Kyber and Saber have become leading candidates for practical use. In these
schemes, the hardness of the underlying Learning With Errors (LWE) or Module-LWE problems
depends heavily on the statistical properties of the random distribution. To improve sampling ef-
ficiency and avoid the timing side-channel risks of Gaussian sampling, mainstream lattice-based
KEMs typically adopt either the Uniform Distribution (UD) or the Centered Binomial Distribu-
tion (CBD). However, a systematic comparison of how these two distributions affect KEM secu-
rity and performance remains largely unexplored. In this work, we conduct a comprehensive
comparative study of CBD and UD using Kyber and Saber as representative examples. We first
analyze the statistical characteristics of the two distributions and evaluate their impact on the
hardness of the corresponding lattice problems. On the security side, we quantify the trade-off

between resistance to lattice reduction attacks and vulnerability to decryption failure attacks. Our

analysis shows that under the same value range, the standard deviation of UD is at least +/4/3
times that of CBD. This larger variance results in harder lattice problem instances and increases
the security strength of Kyber and Saber by approximately 12 bits—25 bits. However, it also
significantly increases the probability of decryption failure, introducing new security risks. To
study the implications of higher failure probabilities, we further analyze decryption failure attacks
under UD settings. Since locating failure positions and recovering the secret key becomes chal-
lenging when failure probability increases, we propose two techniques to address these issues: an
iterative failure-localization method to identify likely failure positions and a majority-vote key re-
covery method to improve secret coefficient estimation. Using these techniques, the key recovery
complexity under UD can be reduced to O(2*") for Kyber512 and O(2*) for LightSaber, far be-
low the complexities O(2'"%) and O (2"*) under the original CBD settings. On the implementa-
tion side, we evaluate the impact of distribution choice on storage overhead and runtime perform-
ance. When modulus and compression parameters remain fixed, the distribution type does not af-
fect key or ciphertext sizes. However, due to rejection sampling, UD increases sampling time by
approximately 25%—65%. Overall, the choice of random distribution creates a complex trade-
off among lattice attack resistance, decryption failure risk, and implementation efficiency. To
better balance these factors, we introduce the Asymmetric LWE problem to allow flexible tuning
of distribution parameters and propose uKyber, a UD-based variant of Kyber. uKyber maintains
security strength and decryption failure probabilities comparable to those of the original Kyber
while reducing the ciphertext size of Kyber512 from 768 bytes to 672 bytes (=~12.5%). Further-
more, by adopting a multi-value rejection sampling strategy, the sampling efficiency of UD can
be significantly improved, leading to faster key generation as well as encapsulation and decapsula-
tion operations. These results demonstrate that properly designing noise distributions can provide
a practical way to simultaneously optimize security, efficiency, and implementation performance

in lattice-based KEMs.
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@ https://github. com/pg-crystals/security-estimates.



1656 it =

Hl

L

4 it 2026 4F

% 4 Kyber 70 Saber ZEHHEBEX EH CBD #1 UD T . BB F EXMBRFTHNEHR e BESEFREEETH

Kyber512 Kyber768 Kyber1024 LightSaber Saber FireSaber
FAH 43 A1 IX 1] [—3,3] [—2,2] [—2,2] [—5,5] [—4,4] [—3,3]
FOER S A1 20 CBD UD CBD UD CBD uD CBD UD CBD UD CBD UD
A bR U2 o 1.225 2.0 1.0 1. 414 1.0 1.414  1.581 3.175 1.414 2.598 1.225 2. 02
core-SVP B, J5i4h M ity
BKZ-IX Bt K/ 406 474 624 688 874 960 405 451 649 706 891 964
2 B2 458 ¥ (log,) 118 138 182 200 255 280 118 131 189 206 260 281
T A (log,) 107 125 165 182 231 254 107 119 172 187 236 255
core-SVP 57, % 7
BKZ-X K/ 408 476 625 688 879 952 411 454 659 715 902 962
2 122 258 ¥ (log,) 119 139 182 200 256 278 120 132 192 208 263 281
T A (log,) 108 126 165 182 233 252 109 120 174 189 239 255

4 BEHLS Fo 3T H8 KEM i 25 5%k X &
/Y 82 M 43 #r

AT DA 5 O W e 0 £ BE L 43 BT B AL 3 A X
¥ KEM 24P, i 35% 22 [n] & 0 f7 78, Ak
T LWE By KEM 8 5 A B4 5¢ 56 IR0 1 RIAAAE
B SCAERT N AN T JC Tk IE A iR 7 . XA T 3L
BRI AR B 45 L 30 FT R I U AL B A AE DGR B, I
i AT I FH % 6 2 8 0T fif %5 2 DL #e) mie) iz & S T %o e
(R 2 AR O BBt o e %88 R G o B T WS i
% W ST A il SR LA 5 RIS L R e 7 O T
TR R = A B
4.1 WEMBRBEX

B PR 208 Kyber #1 Saber HY B #1143 75 M
CBD B4 2 # [R] X [8] B9 UD J&5 , ff 25 2% WA % 1)
Ak, W 2.5 1AL, i R R Mk AR B Y
ISTC+G|..=|e'r—s" (e, +&,) +e,+e, | >q/4.
SRy A S il 25 O T K A R 3R L AR SR TS IS AR
RGEELE s, r e e se,,8,,e, 5010, BTt H
A ZR B ol ik 5 R R ABE R, 2ok 07

BRi& 1. X TR M KEM )%, i
BB S5 R m 45 R B0 i 25 R I 2 A
(VA IR

XA 2185 5 19 4% KEM J5 %8 (4 Kyber,

Saber) , B 22 B0 il 25 R WO 23 4 /OB A R 8%, OF
TR % i S J % 30 it C 25 F 5R1 2h pl
ST R PRI A% 2R B0 3 R D T A 22 ] TG i 2 A
KR RSB LR n MR R
A A B K i R T MR 6 =1 —
(1—08")"~nd", A python SZHL I i fif 25
WM SR B Al 538 L 821 Kyber il Saber 78 CBD Al
UD N2 R e 0, SCI 25 3 WL 3R 5, 2t bl
LA AR B CBD B4 B AR X (8] A9 UD f&, Kyber #
Saber F fiff 25 % WOBE 2 1 42 . JE IR Kyber512
(Fil LightSaber) , fff 2% KW i 2727 |
FEE 2722 RIER T TR 8 O WORE AR 1 Tl
PAFHE . NIST PQC i H b4 28R S/ 1 fif 5 3¢
i) FBRE o 2 WL UD T Y Ak R (>
27 OO Mk TR A4 R A I BB ) P AT i 4 )
JE B 22 10 5 WU SC, AT TR I 22 43 BT B B AR AR
W UE £ X ] UD 9 Kyber512 Hl LightSa-
ber 52 Br fif % ¢ W Moo 09 v AT ML AR SCTE L 4
2. 7GHz Intel Xeon CPU,1TB W7 56 #% Linux
MR%s % L AEE R CSH LM I E T
X H UD W) Kyber512 f1 LightSaber, 8 o ffi #L 4
JL B SC A SR 1 =2 BN 9 B U 31 24
200000 4 UD F Kyber512 By fift %5 25 W %5 S Al
10000 45 UD F LightSaber %5 2 W% S, N5
Seorprdept T g R B SR .

% 5 Kyber #0 Saber 7£4H E BUE X 1] 9 CBD #l UD T B fi# 2% 5k WA &

Kyber512 Kyber768 Kyber1024 LightSaber Saber FireSaber

FOER o A 2 Al CBD UD CBD UD CBD UD CBD UD CBD UD CBD UD
A bR U o 1.225 2.0 1.0 1.414 1.0 1.414  1.581 3.175  1.414  2.598  1.225  2.02
W%%m&*%y@& 2 139.1 2 25.4 2 165. 2 2 50. 3 2 175. 2 2 17.5 2 120.3 2 30.1 2 136.1 2 10. 1 2 165. 2 2 61
iy % SC8R (SOTA) 300 13000 220 8500 480 18600 420 16500 350 14800 710 26300
Y %% S8R (Our) 120 3000 100 2600 210 5000 180 4500 150 4200 320 8700
Wi 0" 0 0@ 0™ 0™ 0" 0" 0" o0e"™) 0 0e") o0e™




7 HRIASE A < BEAL > A5 X A% KEM 22 4P 5 4 B 049 52 1R 23 1657

4.2 MEMEBRYMNHFSHALE

E B L AT B FE R 11 fife 8 O 0 SR T adE—
A0 5 filk i IR A S 5 LR R B E
40201 W E R R WA

108 SCK R, i 8 5k AR T SO — A R
RIRH R MR Ty 8" =nd' (1—06)" ", % o'
Un A 8" ~nd' ~ 8, 3 W i 5% 5 W2 A KMt A
BAAN B . T M R e R R R BRSO
r W[ STCHO ]| >q/4. #HSTCHGOr 1 fH
M IE i8R IE S s 75 L 38 6 R

AR ZET GLr ] 5 S'C+6) r JNFF 5
o — M E R R M AF S . X T Kyber512
#1 LightSaber, fR 4 Ik 45 F1 &5 A R G Lr 10 5347
WA o FNUs, o o KT fiff 55 O T S 1) K A 5 ) B 5
SIS R L XFF UD R Y Kyber512 F1 LightSa-
ber, Pr [sign(G[r ) =sign((§"C+G) [r]) ] >>99. 8%,
R, T B ARG GLr TR A5 5 080 81 B 1 o O W
5.

4.2.2 B E R R WA

2 e B % G A A I B A S A fink A O i B AR
AR S . D’ Anvers 25 N R T T &
VL[] 2 (R R S P ) s i o R O MO L H Y R
TUOAE R A T 2 R B VR R A I R R,
X T UD F Kyber512, f# % KWL R 51k o~2 2",
VB DT I HERA SR AN 0. 04,

AN 1 BT 7R S A S8 3 B A v Mg 4 O ik
R e 2 4 1) 55 FA B 22 18047 % B A i A O
P BT AR OB — Bk ARG B A O A B
ER GBS T, HEE R 8k
WA B A A B AR AL O 1 A 3 B R AR T &2k
W% SC B0 e 0 AR IR T A 3 A
S T A M 2 R L

0.0201 (= 41—k
O R sh i i
0.015

£ o010

0.005

0.000

-500 -250 0 250 500 750 1000
LIPS e

K 1 UD F Kyber512 %547 5 fit %5 5 o 17 &
R 35 0 WL 1] 8k 22 [a) 8 4 S 1

"gix7. % ﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ@%‘”‘é‘%ﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%
HIA m FMERMESLT={C, . -.C,}
AR ﬁ%%)&&iﬂ’]é&)&hﬁ%
W1l Ak B B
F={C,.C,,.,C,}.P=
5 WL S g B i R W

2. E = Eleu.u
5 B Bt
3. FOR t€[k+1,m] DO

bR kSRR

{risry,

Cr/IC | /o RS 1

4. C,r::argmaxcierxr,,-[em.m |E - C;'A’ ‘/H C;” H 2
5. F=FU{c}.P=PU{r)}
6. E=E+cC'/|c |,
7. END FOR
B B
8. FOR d€[1,ite] DO
9. FOR i€[1,m] DO
10. r:=argmax,e(o,. |E - E\/HEH B
11. IF »r#r, THEN
12. E=E—C;/|c; |,
13. E=E+C/|cC; ],
14. END IF
15. END FOR

16. END FOR
7. &MWL i €01,m]

WILR AL B B, o A T RVE 5 1) ELE B R —
NE5RER RS WA PR —SHE, ¥ E
58 WIS Ous | cosOns) | 18K, 108 B AS 10 12 30
BRI, R TR IR S0 C R R IR &R
g S C"+G[r]\>q/4o EYE:C"/HC" |, i+&

__ISE| ST C | q/4—Glr]
\cos(@Es)‘— — — = —
ISI1EL. [s].lcl. [sl.lc].

o5 4 2 ] b Bt AL 1 LT AR B o 4 3 E 52

Fﬁmﬁgzwﬂﬂ@%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬂ%rﬂ? 0, L Ep
fii | cos (Ops) | TR T 0. E 2 FAE J5 1) A A5 2504
THE. R ke SRMRERME L F={C,.C, .\,
C, ) X R YR W B P = sre s MR

SRR E =) C /I | R R
R . S B R A A 5 5 W S A
ATARIERE . M T AN IEREC, R 1 5 AL
DrEIAR T E B PR, B A B LI 1
SR 3 €, B L B IR IR I E E
W 0 3 D WS BRI G B P ot R

SN




1658 it =N Bl 2 it 2026 4F
O AAVAA THE E . B C 0 0 AT B R HE Y BOME AT LY LA i AT R IR
VL2880 BE I FAEH 5 e A T %) o A T A 4.3.1  MERIJy LMK E R

PEARHEATIZ A R L T ) T ik i — 25 T RA A O 1) 5
KB T e KRR R, S, e R B AR B
WH BN ite =5 DLSEBLRLR AME T BE A4
1.2.3 BHEHH

WAL B B A5 D R 2% fiff %85 % W02 SC ) 2R I Ao
B, W TRERMELCAH|S'CHG| . =>q/4.4f
TERK r i | ST C +GIr]| >q/4, M 4.2.1
WL A ARE GLr A5 1 R BRI 7555 . RIX
S'CHGLr]>q/4.GLr M K.ST C >q/4—G
[r DSz ARt . e, vl 4% G L 1 B P M6
FITAT T RE R WL o 0 D A T — 4% Mg 4 O K
B S0 WU S B 2R B QL W Dy 5 A
R0 SR B B 2R B Q. MR Y Bt
BB ke 2% SCHY 2R WA B E 60 L 30 B ) A A TR A 4
T WA B I BER A B=P[r. =7, i €[k m ], H
oo, RORKRIUE SCC, FLSL A A WL, R
5T i O W S B T B 2B V=
Q' X (1/p) . KA T 0K Wy % ST 2 WA B B &
BN M2 B 2R B QY B R ME B B B L 1/8 Wk
W A e (H (AR B 2k B V b
4.2.4  SEERIE

XTF UD F B Kyber512 #1 LightSaber, 48 3 43
S FH 3000 Z% fiff 25 J< WU S, o T B R 3% AR 5
D E R A B, IR A R LR 6, B A A
S WAL B AE ke B 1L RS2 4 A LA Y B
0 F BT AW 4G LB BT AR 1 2R 8L Q" JRRE
ZIBIEEK . XTT UD T Kyber512 F1 LightSaber,
SE Q F IR A3 R A8 1 32, K 2 4 A
B R WA T A R B D B e =1, R
SR KECH V Ayl 2% Fn 2,

/N

% 6 UD T Kyber512 #1 LightSaber, 1k & £ # 3 %5
KMFTE X RMALE AR IR FE iRk

EARER ML BN, 1 2 3 4

WA AT BRI R 10% 64%  94% 100%

Kyber512 WA Q! 48 48*  48® 48’
E'Zi—g}%\%fiﬁmﬁv 28_‘) 2]IA8 216_8 222_8

WA AT BRI 79% 100% 100% 100%

LightSaber mWERE Q" 32 328 328 32!
RSV 2% 2l b ¥

4.3 FARBTEMEXRENLA
T 28 2 R AT 5 5 A B 2 )R T f) X gk
s W AE BRE R . R Uil R D Anvers 45

MR35 125 1Y 32 2 S KR S B T DL I H
S R AR T FAGH 1Y S B AR SRS B R AR K
UK Ak 125 Hh B T e A9 2 B Al THE .

ZHE— AR R M SC(CLGY L R T
r=0 HBERM. B ST C'+G>q,, TEI%M5E%
WAAET A R B S ORI A5
PS'C >q, —G [S)PS)

PEC >q, —G)

7P(2m_sjcif> q,—G —S.C!)P(S) -

PS"C > q, —G)

Teh 4k 2 [] v g ) e R R A W 3G IE A Y,
PRI I e 2 e MR DG R R AIR . 45 0 22 2% il 2% 2R I
B A(C, .G ) s (Cp oG o T 2R LR
ro=0 H¥RHIELRK,

Bi% 2. MM LW EE(C) . C -
bl [E1 S 0 YA

MRPE I ST PR B 1 2, FAEH R AL S, B (A 1 A
PGS, |S'C, >q, — G,k € [1am ]

CP(STCl >q, — Gk € [1am] | SHP(S)

 P(S'Cl >q,— Gk € [LomD
PO P(>) . 8C, >q—G-SC., |8,)

; 117 Pl >q, GO

P, |§°C >q,—G) =

s C:,:N }

(6)
e Puli]=P(2,..8,C >q¢—G—S,C),
WD, S,C MR Bon —1 AR S, C)
A A LRV A A . i e AR SO
4 R TG B 3) 20 (D T A543 7 U
23,.8,C — > CELS]
JZ#,F?Z « Var[ S, ]

Pfail[i] =P

9, —G—8C,—> CE [s,})
N/Z,-;&,-Cj‘)z . Var[gj]
$,C)+ >, CIELS,]—q, +G)

02 rQ
Zﬁéfc-/ » Var[§; ]

A

F norm

D



7 HRIASE A < BEAL > A5 X A% KEM 22 4P 5 4 B 049 52 1R 23 1659

HH L F o O AR HEIEZS 20 A R B K T ARA

K 6), IR FAEAREL S, (15 Kot 500 A, X RS &R
B 8 53 A1 O KA SR A 1 BIAS 2 A T HE .

XFF UD T Kyber512, SR HU I iR “ #5875 74 7 i
TTEPWE . A EHRES, TR m &
il 385 WU SCTT I 45 R ABE 6, 39 B R ABE 3 X6 g
A WEAE S HAG T . SCg 25 R an i 2 s,
T5¥E7 KA E 13000 5% fiff 25 2 W% 3C, LA 100 %6 1
IS /SRR IR

1.0 i
| |
0.8 | |
B | |
N
x 06 : |
= I I
K | |
= 04 : :
| | '
02 : %7
00 | — PR
0 2500 5000 7500 10000 12500 15000
A R SR
K2 UD'F Kyber512, % 8Kk & M 2h R 5 i %
2R W 3 ORI R AR

4.3.2  JU sk 2 fVH

JUAA] 7 3 ) FH o 4 5 [ o o AR 58 K B 1 A4 1]
T 5 ) T — B R i o e I 1] R 0 B
EAE M= 7 A THE . 45 5 % O Wy B (.

#ﬁ&%kfﬁﬁxMﬁVﬁ NG
QA/:E m 7"‘%& gi)ﬁﬁjc C1 9C2 s 0
%m&'fﬁﬁ: T1eTgs% 1, 9U1Uﬁ gT C;I >C], 7Go Fr%_‘
dezsa] p, PN BUE & K AN ) = W O ) AR
WY T R W B g, RS IR I AT ki
Ih] 2 (g BB R AR TRV 5 il B E=CL, /| C o |2 » 3
*cmzihﬂﬂdeﬁmgm?§0?ﬁﬁﬁ
LIE 2550 i JRE 350 B4 M 3 8 o 5L 8 B0 s i, ) S
C?*%*Go?%EZElamffﬁn%%*GUE
E R BT A BT, ~m - (g
[ >0 G = D) G/ R
RN : E = em - (g, —GD/ | D),
¥ UD T LightSaber, R B _F ik “JU{a] k>
AT . s B E 3 s, U ks

KT E 9500 FR M 25 2 W2 3C, L 100 Y0 1 B 24k
RN IR iR

.C,, M H

-G/

90

1.0 |
| I
0.8 | |
= I I
= 06 | |
™ | |
£ 04 ' '
5 I I
|
02 : IV
| — ZHERE
0.0 [ |
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

R D SO
¥l 3 UD F LightSaber, % #]1k & W 3h X 5
fif% 285 I W % SCHICEE Y 6 2R

4.4 SEREAEFRULEARE

B PR I R T i R D SR R S VA i
KMt B % BE ) OGS A . S R IR, D B R %
I W SCEN AT A R ER o B A &, LA UD T 1
Kyber512 ], 25 2000 4% 2% W %% SC B m] 1k &2 % 4H
M S=[—s.e] i 1024 PRI 939 4~ BT
DB X R B L, 7 IR SRR Y,
i % 2R RS 2RI N, 3R 2 13000 4%
441 SH SRR

R TR 52 5 5 2 B T 5 1 i % R D SR
HLOARSCER M T A EE T 2B SR IR EAESE
TSR W S a3 A s A P ST PR A2 T B A A
L I RN RE TR OAN A E & G R kA Bl V)
T s #2455 LWE 2908 b=As +e mod ¢ . 4
PRI — 2 ) R B H A 8 JF L IRA AR LR
RIATfife ) o R AR, S e R B

ELR M K W B e S50 25 2 3% SC R AL 4
HhATHE G TEAET m FRIWEL., % 7%
e S AT B AR E . WA RERG LS
THHAE b A5 b 0 00 E T BORBE 4 Rl
E(S;) . BfJ5HEHON & 2% AT — 2 R 8
H,fRA b=As+emodq Rt H R RE 15BN A%
HS=[—s.e]. &I EEKRRBMAD 8 iR,
BiE S T 2RI FEE AW E Ik
A cm FIRERBHELT={C,,C,,.C,}
it AR THE
IR I 2R AR
1. B,={C,,.C,,+,Cy,} +*-B
2. FOR i€ [1,4] DO
3. FOR j€[0,2kn—1] DO

# ={Ch1 sChiz s Ch )

4 FOR [€[1,m'] DO

5. P..ll,j]<C;, using Eq. (7)
6. END FOR

7 Palil=PS;) « 11", Pyll.j]
8 END FOR



1660 it =

2 4R 2026 4F

9. S, =argmax(P[j]) for j €[0,2kn—1]

J

10. END FOR
11. FOR j €[0,2kn—1] DO
12. E(S,>=mode(S,,) FOR i€[1.h]
13. END FOR
RABGFE RSN —FRUE b=As+e
14. Sorted_counts =argsort(E (S;) . count)
15. index=sorted_counts[ : 2kn/2—1]
16. Evic=E (S) (1aeny
17. fRAE & b=As+e IRERFRHHEK
18. RIS = [—s.e]

4.4.2 AR IGE

ARFTXF UD F iy Kyber512 Ml LightSaber i#F 47
SR ) A 2 R MO B SE 56 . B 4.1 Rl i
B 14 fife 235 0 WO ST, RN AL 2 715 9 T 36 W E i o R
W) A5 T B SRS 43 A 4.3 5 g <Ry
7R LR 7 B AT B AR A L O I AR T 2 Y
22 B A SEHE SR AT 2% K A2 T R 1 % OB

TR WEBMSE h=23.m"=m /2., EHF 2
Hrp REOT R m Y — 2% S = [—s.e] REAR
Ab=As+e HETEEEH. LREERWE 2 FE
SHCZHBEIL, X F UD T Kyber512 Hl
LightSaber, 2 804% 5% J5 1% T 7 (4 fife 25 2% 0% SO
30 3000 Fl 4500, AHE T CA WA E”
AT T3 867 3 B K 52 T 5 1 i %85 2 OB 8= 4 il
Wk T 7T YR 53 %

XFF CBD fl UD T Y Kyber768, Kyber1024
Saber il FireSaber /i % J¢ MM <f , [A A R I ik
ZHIEER AT R PAWRE . LR ERIME 5
7 B i R I SCRICEE A 50 6 LA |
4.5 BEBERMNTFTERENW

C R R SCIE BT B i B R E R
cost,  fift B R MMERE Ny 6, % FAYK I Fir 7 19 2% %% SC
BN W, D’ Anvers %5 AR Y« 48 W 3 58 7 47
A A AR T R R S B Grover 12
& W5 SR L ARUAS SC AR 28 Mt SR AR TR gk AT S PR
RIS I cost, =W « (1/0) =W /8., K7 .M
JHIE ARG 58 07 280 58 il 25 R DA 5 RO, 1P 1
T8V IREIR T I . e 2588 =
AR5 BRI R cost, . T
SRR M B R AR R LA cost, +V e
cost, . FEEPRIEH .V + cost, ZE/NTF cost, » B 1L
i 23 R MU 1) JB B R costipm = costy, =W /0,

FF UD T AY Kyber512,W=3000,0~2 **,V=
2V IR MR R B W R B RN W/e~

3000 X 27 ~0(2"),

X F UD F B LightSaber, W ~ 4500, § ~
270N V=20 DR R R T B Y A R E A R
W /04500 X2 ' ~0(2"%7%),

XTF CBD T Kyber512 1 LightSaber, i1 F
e 288 2 DM SR AR AR, M DA ST B 4R R A 3 R I
AR D’ Anvers 258 A 1 HY A9 05 B 5 B AR A0 i
BRI SO AR AT B R 2 AR R Oy B i AT R
WA, T CBD F Y Kyber512, T35 25 120 4 fi#
BRI % s X CBD T B9 LightSaber, 75 % 24
180 S fif %5 < W %5 3C . PA b &t % I i Kyber512 F0
LightSaber [ 25 2 W 5 09 2 5 A% B2 43 5 29
120X 2" ~ 02" ) F1 180 X 2"  ~0(2""%) ,

% CBD A1 UD T A9 Kyber768., Kyber1024 .
Saber 5 FireSaber . & B [F] #F 1Y {7 H J5 2 85 40 4= i
il 5 2R DU SC, AR i o A SO Y i 22 B AR 52 O 1
HEAT B 1 52, T VA i 2 G I ik 1Y B AR
SEESAE RN 5 o, # Kyber F1 Saber ) FEHL 53
A ey CBD 5 48 D A [R] BB Y FL Y UD J . Hofig
WM B A B T R BRAR L 2% ~ 2 A,

T B B RS2 7 NIST PQC # H 45 % 4 4 8
T B 2 R S LR R 2% A,
R, FEiZ B RN R, CBD 4346 T #9 Kyber 5 Sa-
ber JIr 75 (9 i 5 2% 5 100 YOBO B BR , i 35 2 IR
i JLF AN AT S5, XoF S PR 2 4 PR AR 5 e B /N . A
2T UD 4341 T fiff %5 2 W SO Jr 5 filk 6 2
i) 5 % FE 0 BRI, A5 e 35 7R W] i Y A A
YO WA 3 A2 1 K W% SO ok BT RE S o R A
e W ey T

2 b HAEE Kyber #1 Saber 19 B AL A MR
i CBD 4 4 AH [ UM X 8] ) UD JF AT, 5
SR UD B9 1 J2 PR ME [R]85 ) ) o A% 2 i T s
B 2 7 0 R AR R OE AR, 7R NIST fif Ef 3
A UK b R P B AT s AR R I S, K i IR
TR E 72, 15 Kyber 1 Saber ¥ 5
T A7 ik O WL 1 I

5 FENS RIS KEM SCERIEERIRNas T

BEAIL 23 A7 B4 8 £ U0 5505 7 58 1Y BRE 4 4k
JFEAEARA R AR B G R LS B RE . 7E X E
(4 52 We 23 B 7 T AS SCER B B B RS KEM B A7 T
GRS RS N H



7 HRIASE A < BEAL > A5 X A% KEM 22 4P 5 4 B 049 52 1R 23 1661

5.1 HENASAEWNEEFEEFENEIE
5.1.1 HPRKE

X F Kyber, Bl ¢ =3329<72" , i Z, h 1 &
BEE 124 ER, A8 pk: = Encode,
(tmod qllp) . Hrhi & kn N2, 78,0 N 32 F
TREMLEL, FAEH sk .= (k" || pk | H(pk) || 2>, H
i sk': =Encode;, (§ mod” ¢) . H(pk)Hl = £ H 32
T, TR TE AN A AR RO G i Oy U AR AT
Kyber BIAIKEIE J 12 « &« n/8+ 32 F5, A
K BEE g 24 « b+ n/8+96 F5,

X} F Saber %k =2, p=2" . WZ P HAIFR
B 13 N RR.Z P EN R E 10 11
BEm, N pk.=@ b)) . Hh b &k A2, 1
IRE 0 N 32 FHHALE., FAEH sk.= (2 [ H
(pk) || ple || s) o s W RBAEZ, LAFH% . H(pk)
M= #2832 FA5 . FEARUBBE A E T, Saber
AR B R 10 « &« n/8+32 FA4T, K
fH R (10413) « & « n/8496 F17,

Kyber 1 Saber #£ CBD 1 UD T A9 % 4 &K /&
W3 7 Frs 2 BEOR g i 7 20 1 &0 R L 40 R
ARAR I AS 2 %t B RN FA B K B 33 I 5
5.1.2 #wXKE

X F Kyber, 8 3 ¢: = (¢, »c,) » M4 JE 47 o8 5L
EXGEX 5) e, REUNT 2 0 d, A LERAEE
) RPUNT 2 HE d, DA, B Kyber
B K PERN length(e)=(k < d,+d,) * n/8. 1)K
FEBE(, d )REER KRR,

%t T Saber, B c:=(c, b)), H ¢, MEE
INTF T, %% log, T AMHFFER b ERY BN R
B log, p M IIFER IR, W IL Saber % K
N :length(e) =(k » log, p +1log, T) » n/8, K%K
p 5T AAER 8 30K A 4 A 028 i A8 4k

Kyber #il Saber 76 CBD 1 UD T %% 3¢ K &
W 7 Fros  AEABEOR R 45 2 800 &0 T
AR IS £ 5% 28 S B s B T

£ 7 Kyber #1 Saber 718 R VA X [E1 &9 CBD #1 UD THIZ$A . 23X K B R iE1TH E (CPU B HD) b &

Kyber512 Kyber768 Kyber1024 LightSaber Saber FireSaber
FAER 43 A X [ [—3,3] [—2,2] [—2.2] [—5.5] [—4.4] [—3.3]
PSR CBD UD CBD uD CBD UD CBD uD CBD uD CBD UD
AP BECFE) 1632 1632 2400 2400 3168 3168 1568 1568 2304 2304 3040 3040
NHEKEET) 800 800 1184 1184 1568 1568 672 672 992 992 1312 1312
BIKPECET) 768 768 1088 1088 1568 1568 736 736 1088 1088 1472 1472
Q oty PREs 192 110 128 154 128 154 320 186 256 228 192 110
Q poly_<om 256 410 256 292 256 292 256 372 256 456 256 410
T poly_som 2178 2838 1614 2386 1631 2412 2828 3556 2562 3725 2156 2762
A UEEL 90503 93678 153714 160314 246225 253367 60625 64378 114863 117396 188320 192253
EsE 3| 120314 129738 185361 191273 285712 293562 86690 91280 149045 153289 232354 238156
fip BNt A] 147688 156237 216446 224879 329308 337257 88416 92834 159308 162782 248367 253148

H:Q oty_pros ~

5.2 BEALS o X B IKRIE 1T E B

BEBIL 53 A1 72 A 0 58k 1 B A7 I [R] 7 AR 2 S
Wi, A% KEM Hr 3z 47 I 6] 52 0 A 572 Wi i 455 Bk 32 22
B HEFAEH | B AL AR S 1 22 4 22 0 X o) k9 A G A
22 AR R PR A 5 T B B S fh O A oR BB TR A
FIRAE Fr AT 0 O BE AL L 4R # (Pseudo-Random Bits,
PRBs) , %R J5 F| i iX #& PRBs MK 4> i R FE. M50 fi
AR AN I A BRI RN B TR B B DL SRR B s AT
P 5] 03 B =2 A2 Ak S 100 5 ) B 1 B AR GBI [R]
5.2.1 CBD %kt

Xt CBD RA: (WH L 9 EIXE [ —w.u] L
WA RAE—NMETE 1 PRBs Bt 4 Qe = 2u s
AJARIE 10020 B A R HARE . UZ I F TR

Quoty o s T oty o S8 B F U TG 36 A2 45 0 PRI $ik SB35 91T U B L J% 3 47 0 D

A WA B, R FE H CBD M2 WX £ e R, E i
T AR TR ECH Q oy o = n s T 75 PRBs
B Qo pri =1 * 2u

Bk 9. PO WA B, SRR

BN ANBEDLLARE 6= (b, by 2o aby, ) E{0,1)%

i BRI B, 43 A B — A BE AR

1. a=24"0b,
2. b:Z?:;/}ﬁ,
3. &\l a—b

5.2.2 UD %kt

XFF UD RFE, & XBIJTC RN M 2 2 1
WAL T log, M 4~ PRBs BIVAI AL Zh 2R A . 2R 1 X 1]
[—u u P ICRENEM=2u+1F3E 2 WRIK. T



1662 it =

Hl

it 2026 4F

o
£

H e RFEF 2 (LA R 100, L —u.u] K
UD KAt —MMEZE D # % log, (2u+1)7 4> PRBs,
YRR poo= ut+ /2" iR
FE—AMEF 3 P 55 AT R Qun =1/p e K
-2 it PRBs BURE N Qprs, =[log, 2u+1)1/p s
PLZ 3203 o0 AR O ), SR A H UD 1) 2 300
g ER, AT A RAETE Qoo am =1/ P e s
s PRBs $0 K Qo prsy =1 = [log, (2u + 1)1/
Do

B 100 WA Anu, 64 R AT

BN ABEDL LR b= (b, b, ) €{0,1}
i U, S ) — AR A

1. d =binary_to_decimal (b) // %5 Jy+ kil %%
2. IF d<<2u-+1 THEN

[log,, (2u+1)]

3. R d—u
4. ELSE
5. iR Al ]

5.2.3 isfTHFEIS> AT

1E Kyber #ll Saber F. 0 H S8 « € {2,3.4,5},
PLZ IR R, 0970 % A2 iR B, B0 Ay BRI iz
ATIFEL R T oy e s FRUCRAE B IBAT I R] R T, » W)
En DRBITNFHENEN T 0y wn=n * Ton/Paco
Hit, 25X R, 70 FE ERARE R T, =
Tpnly,hash + T poly_sam o

S22, Kyber ffi ] SHAKE256 5.3, &
WHT R4 136 71, B AR B — A4~ 2 30X T 7 19
FEEFEN N oy o =1+ Qera/ (8 X 136) 15 Saber
it Fl SHAKE128 54k, 5 I #F e i i1 168 F747 s
AR — A2 HNEFEREN Ny =
(7 Qpre./(8X168) 1. HI LT UL, 2 31 = A 1 T
PRBs Uit 25 5 W4 142 5 W 5% 1 48 250, AT 5% ) R
FERTE]
5.2.4 SR LG

XFF Kyber 5 Saber, 435115 4 CBD Fl UD
KT . ZHAR R, T E AT PRBs 4.0
iy RS TR 58 B LA SRR SR A T, TR B i s
Z 10 X R0 R A i ], DL KEM 7 28 10 % 81 4
B B 2% 5 % By BEaE AT I R, S 0 B BE IE A
2. 7GHz Intel Xeon CPU.1TB WNEEM 56 #% Linux IR
%54 > it sk 1000000 AT HYF-34 CPU J& 1.

mE7 WA, Y4 u=2m,UD RF 7 PRBs
W2 A EAEFE Y w € {3,4,5) 0, UD R
e AT PRBs B0 WG A AR FE I S L, SR, i T

UD SRAF A1 15 48 A A SR A R 500 1 247 98 T %
H# T CBD /%y 149 ~78%, R E UD KA E
2 W S T CBD RAEZ 2500 ~65% .
F Kyber 1 Saber ()% 80 Az b% | B 2% DL % i $F 2% 3
P4 & Z WX R ITC R A B I AN & 7 s - AE
MHTH S HCE T R UD SRAE S IE K Kyber il
Saber % 5 4= i . 3286 DL K fife 5 2 (38 17 ]

6 1& KEM Z£ M 5468015

g5 LAY AT BEBLO AR AT A% KEM 10 B
BB 7 ik 2885 DGR B 52 B 7 A I 8 T A 35 4 1)
S, 78 NIST PQC 4 = 48 #2 58 f 3C 4 1, Saber 1
THE TR UD MZE{K uSaber, 52305 6 (1) FASH
RGP 32 47 3 B s R L (I 2R A SRR X
FL—wu— 1] 22 R — iRk, AP
WP JE A SCHIA Zhang % A5 48 H A9 4E xR LWE
[R5 DA S 5 43 A S 800 RGeS & AR L JT 4R I
$EH R UD 1 Kyber A8 {4 uKyber,

6.1 REMSHEIERE
6.1.1 IEMIE LWE [n]#

IERUE LWE [a] 8 FABH 5 15 25 1] & 14 43 A 2%
W R BRI T2 T AR S S e . AR
M, 24 2% H UD i Kyber 28 & ¥ FHIE MLJE LWE [1]
B (u,=u,) MELLEFEGEN SR EAN T RL L
SHRBE R AR 2B R TBORE S 1 A . AN 4 TR, Y w, =
w, =1 B, J5 58 1 % 40 B AR T ) 4R Kyber, T8
P NIST PQC % & HFREER Y u,=u, =2
B3 M AR A TR T H iR A % SO e 2 4
A PR D SIS 3 0 A A5 A
6.1.2 JEXIFK LWE [n] @

R T A UD AR AR 58 1 42 45 S5 R il 2% 2R K
% A SCOR ) Zhang %5 AW W89 AE XK MLWE
(Asymmetric MLWE, AMLWE) 7] 8, 7£ AML-
WE [a] 8 H, BB FL 5 22 ) 2 09 43 1 2K/ B/
AHTRD S AT S5 B 22 3% 1 S 50 %

L nsqikslougsu, HIEBE.RHEH UD M
AMLWE [a] 842 5 AMLWE, , ., .+ X 1 55 491
(A.b=As+e) A< R ,s< (U, ) e<—(U; )",
KF ALWE [ 22 MR iE WL SCk[ 35 6 5% C.

Mk 8 i,k E uKyber I A SE u, =1,
w, =2, AL AT 22 o) it 1 R A AN IX | — 1,
1R —2,2] B35 RME, NILE Kyber 0% 258
JEE 0o 55 20 VO %6, ) 4 b 24 o B O B ML AR o RITR
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7 M
of | kyber512 ZAME e |
< 100 i
= 24T
& 50 B -
o 0w
XOUX o0
a 0 XR< & ﬁ‘ 1=l
X x "
-1 . e 50 4
KH o %o =
- = = 100 =
,,,,,,,,,,,,, kyber5l2 MR AMUERE |
— 150 &
0 1 2 3 4
Y9514 FRyberS 1228 HREIB MR (u=u,)
5250
-
22000 kyberres zogmE _ _om ™M
iy 150 -
i -
L"‘ﬁ 100 PR
& « R R -
Ry 50 gl
& 0 Yoo F o
ig %&x =50 o
?iﬂu " -100 &
= | x kyber768 @E@M?__*ISOE
X
X% -200 &3
*
s 250 &
0 1 2 3
151534 FKyber768 R Z KRN (u=u)
300 — —
ssol MLl == __________
= 200
i —
5150 o BRTE
100 . MRE IR -
X 50 &
£ 0 = - 0 g
% - - 4 50 =
x * 100 ¥
=4 o B
e e o o o o o = berl024, AN, 150
* -200 &
wt -250 48
sl -300 &
1 2 3 4

BI5I5A FKyberl 0247 KM BHO N (u=u)

4 UD F#TEMIE LWE ) Kyber 25 {A iy 22 42
S5 1 2 2 O S B Rl 2% UD A IX i
BRI+ FoR Ry R R X
AR AT SRR SR B[R] — 3 o B A TR
SN AR RS 280, od ) F IR

Z%f"ﬂ% e, ., E@Wﬁ?ﬁ@v@(&}fgﬁi‘ﬁ(c]u vdu)ﬂ/‘J
KN HHRFE nog ok FBLSEAAL ., uKyber 5
B S5 BT 2e A PR TIE I UL BF SR C FTRRE SR D,

£ 8 uKyber FEEESH

uKyber512 uKyber768 uKyber1024
256 256 256
k 2 3 4
q 3329 3329 3329
Cuysu,) 1,2) (1,2) (1,2)
Gupoug rug ) (1,1, (1,1,1) (1,1,
(d,.d,) (9,3) (10,3) (10,5)
GRHER 1 (AES-128) 3 (AES-192) 5 (AES-256)

6.2 ZEMSW
5 MLWE [n] {8 f%) % 4= 58 B R AL 2L, AR S0

% AMLWE [ 8 1) B A% 45 44, oF A — A% 1
) ALWE [aJ IR i . SR J5 FEFH Zhang 45 A5 42
B 46 T A B LWE 8] B3 B 4 5 o 5 vk )
FR i ALWE [A) 8, Zhang % A F 45 5cH: A F
i B AR ) B A 4> RN, IR S TS B T
ALWE [al 8 fl LWE [n] 85 % 4> 58 B 2 [a] /) 35 )L ¢
RALWE, 0, SLWE, o, Fila,
G390 R DB RN 1R 22 1) i R A AT AR E 25 . UL,
ARSCVHAE T uKyber TEAS B0 T 104 208

XoF T fipk 2 4 WO ARE S L SR B 4. 1Y A it 4 S AR
R BV uKyber [ 235 K WMHER . 03k 9
fis, FE AR ) % 2 5 90T, uKyber SEHL T 5 4R
Kyber HH3IT ) ¢ 42 5if B 01 fifk 2 2% TOHE %€

# 9 Kyber 5 uKyber R £BE 5% K BB 3T b

S BEMLAM A fReEkny s s RTE4e
FrifE2E o R o o R
Kyber512 1. 225 2 1% 118 107
uKyber512 1. 075 g 131 114 103
Kyber768 1 9164 183 166
uKyber768 1. 075 9 156 186 169
Kyber1024 1 9174 256 232
uKyber1024 1. 075 2181 261 237
6.3 TMERESHT
MH Kyber, uKyber £ 31 £ J5 Ifi P GO0 3. % 3C
TR R REBL AR FE T D, HAE RIS AT R SR

6.3.1 HE/NIYE SRS

Kyber R %8 LK BE 11588 s length(e) = (k » d, +
d,) « n/8, M®KJEM Kyber, uKyber 1Y J& 4i 2 %
(d, d DU/ s AT SE 0T 4 A 9% SO BE . nsk 10
7, uKyber512/uKyber768/uKyber1024 F) %% X K B
439 A 672/1056/1440 735, ¥ /N F Kyber512/Ky-
ber768/Kyber1024 ) 768/1088/1568 F 7., #H# J&
I Kyber, F-2145 5129 100 15,
6.3.2 H/RYLHREHL L RRIH AR

5.2 W4 XA —w.u] B UD REEAFAEIE
Y, 237 ok PRBs ff BV AE., DL u=2 B, u, =
[—2,2]% 5 A&, 20 F[og,5=3 11 PRBs A
RESi A — M EE . 3 4 PRBs Al /R 2° =8 4-ik
B AT RFEAE d >4 W T 240 46 F 51 R JE R
3/8., HIL, FIHTHE 3/(5/8)=4.8 4~ PRBs A fig il
DIU, RFE—AH. R PRBs IHAE. AU 2
{BLHR 28 SR AE R 5k AR AIRAE 4 A%

Bk 11 Z{HM S A fH 4 R A
?ﬁ/\%%ﬂblﬁ%&$ /;:(/)o 5/11 ”")6 {Oyl}

[log, Qu+D"]
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i IRAU, B9 m AREARTE L

1. d:binaryftofdccimal(/;) /) 33 ) A - gt
2. IF d<<(2u+1)" THEN

3. FOR j<-0 TO m—1 DO

4 c<d mod (2u+1)

5 d<| d/Qu+1)]

6. V<«

7 END FOR

8 BV, —u FOR j€[0,m]
9. ELSE

10. AL

11. END IF

MBI 11 s, ZAEBI S A4 R A0,
k— 1] A BERLRAE m AMEL # A [0 k" — 1]
T SIREHLRAE 1 AME oo SRIFHG o Fedle g b oE I
R s e, ) - BEEN w0 j € [1om J#I IR
L0k —1] By 351 4 Ao 2R FH 3450 43 A 46 48 % #f
FEIRE ¢, F F[log, (k" )14~ PRBs, 15 4 #if % K

Mog, (™)1

1— (k" /2 )

Moy =2, k=2u+1=5,8m=3,BIMN[0,4]—
IPERAE 3 4. Hillog, (5°)1=7 4> PRBs ¥ g+ it
AL o # c<<E° NG ¢ B R 5 SEHIELCh1b,0,) )5
ML, YRR 57 /2" =125/128, 4 7E
[0, —1] - RAE—/ME T 75 PRBs 40h (7/(125/
128))/3~2.4, HHEEU, L RE—-METHFZE 4.8
4~ PRBs # Lt . PRBs $ = il #8050 %,

KM AT u=1.k=2u+1=3,% m=5, %

PEBEHL log, (3°)]=8 4~ PRBs Jf-45 4y + ik il %%
co MR c<T37 0 ¢ el 3 ERIE(D,0.0,0,05) ) 5
BWEL o, RTIRAE I HER Jy 3°/2° = 243/256,
S35 R BE — AN E BT 75 (0 PRBs > B0k (8/(243/
256))/5~1.7,

2 10 B/R T Kyber A1 uKyber 75 %8 81 4 1%, &
%6 55 fige BT 2% B BERABH A5 2% 1) B OR AR T 75 19 PRBs
M SR EW uKyber RAE T B PRBs UK
2 Kyber Irig i —2F,

6.3.3 HEARMIZIT

Kyber # RG] R 25 1] 5 R A T 75 19 PRBs H
M A PR SHAKE-256 A= A% . B 2> ) PRBs 11 #E Ik
DT W A eRBI RS B R AR TR A bR B A8 1T
ha] . 2E— 2 uKyber {f B A« 22 (8 5 48 R FE 5 1
AR TR e M 3 5 5 R AR OB, T T
SR RE ORI 4 %% 1 AR U B i A B B B
iz 7R i)

ARYTE Kyber B C S H LB M LT
uKyber 8% i ] GCC 4 I O3 fifb . 38 H 2%
BHZE B 3526 A b 25 (R 35 AT IR TR] . S 56 A B G
2. 7GHz Intel Xeon CPU.1TB WM 56 #% Linux
R 55 %% » B A~ B B PUAT 1000000 WK, 483t 7 1
CPU Ji#1, scgegs Bk 10 FrR, uKyber 7817
B[] 7 1 2 A — g A . B an, A8 F Kyber512,
uKyber512 76 2 40 A4 Al B 2% 5 % F 2% By BL o & 43
B Z) 7% A YR 3%,

£ 10 uKyber 5 Kyber B 5Z 1 14 REXT Eb
KNCEAD TABEHL LS PRBs %L iz 47 [ (CPU JA 1)

/N Lop'e WAL R B e i 2% 4 E2 fiff b 2%
Kyber512 1632 800 768 6144 6144 6144 90503 120314 147688
uKyber512 1632 800 672 2126 2203 2203 84169 115509 142887
Kyber768 2400 1184 1088 6144 7168 7168 153714 185361 216446
uKyber768 2400 1184 1056 3189 3048 3048 149700 178861 209720
Kyber1024 3168 1568 1568 8192 9216 9216 246225 285712 329308
uKyber1024 3168 1568 1440 1252 3944 3944 242429 280667 317967

6.3.4 5 Dilithium 3= R AL Bk Dilithium ¥ % F] UD R kE, 1] 3£ 22 85 — (%) R £ 4

TEJ5 & 7R 5 8% b ¢ TLS B0,
e PR L ] T A AC i KEM 5 ] T IAIE
MR8 28 Ak . BEIRAZ BT 5 0 S B0 1 AR S T A
() BLSR AR A%, PR 1 1 ] 2 A ok B AR A &
ST EEE X,

Kyber 5 Dilithium [F]J& F CRYSTALS % %
B, I B NIST #E8 KEM FVEUCFE 4 2 bR i
AR — AL PR S E PR E S BT T uKyber 5

B, DT a0 A5 /A S B R OR R B A G R 1
TR ARG ERE S EEN, RS
Dilithium 41 & # & 19 % & T . uKyber # Lt 1% 4t
Kyber B H TR #,

3

7 i

AT HE— 2B TR 2 (¥ 2] o0 A 5 2 SRR R



7 4

AR SB 45 : BEAL 1 X A% KEM % 2k 5 VEfE#

#) 5% il 43 A1 1665

Dilithium SR#E R B9 3 50 R . Dilithium B9 FA4H

M s, s, W A XL — 5. 7] EBEAT B 2) BEHLRAE

nE 2.4}, AIEERFERCR A SCHE A HH 46 R FE

i B R 51 A5 43 A 4R 4 R AR % R
iRy A

%t F Dilithium-2 F Dilithium-5(p=2) , f 454
6.3 T RYHEIE  BEREEFE 7 4 PRBs BIATLL 125/128
M R A 8 3 AR — 2, 2] B335 43 A (i {H .
XFF Dilithium-3(p=4) , L m =5, BN REHLIE HL log,
(9°)1=16 4~ PRBs L 9°/2" By R4 1l 5 I 1E
[—4,4] B35 53 A (1A ) &> {5 19 F 2 PRBs 15
¥R (16/0.9)/5~3. 56,

ACHE Dilithium ‘B C 2% S0 LAl 529
AR M GCC 4iiF 2 O3 fifh, it H £
T AR B RD SR DL B % B AR LY B As AT B ]
SEH IR % 2. 7TGHz Intel Xeon CPU,1TB N 7%
(9 56 #% Linux i 5 &% . & 4 5 2% B H4T 1000000
WG CPU F . Sege 25 Rk 11 s
fbJ5 B Dilithium 7E 2 WU AR 0 FA 91 R AE L S %5

%HEEEB)’TEEE s A7 B ) I 2R T R 4R 5 Hoh A
RSB R D T 4 40% .,
x 11 SEHSHHFELFZFEE XX Dilithium
E1TRE (CPU BAHD MR R
WS LA AR RYIREE S5 R
J5 iR 1548 11232 106034
Dilithium-2
Ptk 929 7413 99870
Dilithium3 JR G 1604 17893 200767
Hithium itk 920 9970 170684
JE R 1559 20033 297608
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However, the systematic impact of distribution choice
on KEM security and performance is still underexplored.
The uSaber variant showcased only one UD instantiation and
lacked a full security-performance analysis. In deployed sys-
tems, sampling bias, implementation reuse and optimization
may introduce distributional deviations that widen the attack
surface, underscoring the need for a structured study.

This work examines how secret/error distributions af-
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