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HOBOE HAIIpaBJIEHUE B MAaTEMATHYIECKON JIOTMKE — TEOPUIO CJIOZKHOCTH (POPMAJILHBIX JOKa-
3aTe/TbCTB.

ITepesox pabots (1] ma anrmmiickuit s3eik (cM. [4]), Boimosmennsiit gepes 15 jer 1mo-
cJIe ee MyOJIMKAIMN, MOYKHO CIUTATh 3aC/Ty?KeHHOI oreHKoit (byHamenTaabaocTu. [Ipasa,
3/1eCh He 0DOOILIOCHh 6€3 HEKOTOPBhIX «Ka3yCHbIX» MOMeHTOB. Tak, aBTopbl paborsl [5| pac-
CMATPUBAIOT KBAHTU(MUIMPOBAHHBIA BapUaHT IIPUBEJIEHHBIX BBIIIE IIpeobpa3oBaHuii, yKa-
3bIBas B KaueCTBE IIEPBOUCTOYHUKA CBOIO paboTy, JarupoBanuyo 1982 rogom, n 6yKBaaIbHO
TOBOpPSI, 9TO «...NIPOTO3UITMOHATBHBIN BApUAHT JAHHBIX ITPeoOpa30BaHUIl OBLIT MTPE/TOKEH
Heiirunpiv B 1983 roxy (ceblika [4])».

CJI0KHO OTCJIEINTH MOMEHT, KOTI/Ia BIIEPBBIE B IIyOJTUKAIIUSIX CTaJl HCIIOJIb30BATHCS TEP-
muH «1peobpaszosanus Leiitunas (Tseitin’s transformation). Oqaako Ha cerogusaIHUIT JeHb
JIAHHBIH TEPMUH IPOYHO YKOPEHUJICS B HAYIHON JnTepaType (IprdaeM, TIIaBHBIM 00pa3oM,
B OTHOIIIEHNN MTpeobpa30BaHuil, ONMCAHHBIX B MepBoil nurare) u dburypupyer B paborax
10 CJIOKHOCTH (POPMAJIBHBIX JIOKA3ATETHCTB, TI0 BePUMUKAINN TUCKPETHBIX aBTOMATOB, 110
obpalleHuno JIMCKpeTHbIX byHKIMi (eM., Hanpumep, [6—8| u MHOrHE JIpyrUe).

Hacrosiiast 3aMerka mpejcrasiisier coboii BBeJeHe B 0030P, HMOCBAIIEHHBIA HCIIOIb30-
BaHMIO IpeodbpazoBanuii leliTuna B psie obmacTeit MaTeMaTHIeCKON U IIPUKJIATHON JIOTUKH.
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VIIK 681.03
IIOYTU COBEPIIEHHBIE HEJIMHENHBIE ®YHKIINN
M. 3. Tyxuaun

[TosiBileHIE PA3HOCTHOIO METO/[a BBI3BAJIO HEOOXOJMMOCTH Pa3pabOTKH MOXOJI0B K 110~
CTPOEHHUIO TeX KJIACCOB S-OOKCOB, KOTOPbIE ABJIAIOTCS ONTUMATBHBIME JIJIsl TPOTUBOCTOSHUST
JTAHHOMY MeToj1y. BosibIioe 3HaveHme nprobpesio BBeieHHOe B |1| moHsTHE IOUTH COBEpITeH-
Hoit Hesmueitnoit dyHKiwm (Almost Perfect Nonlinear, win, cokparmenno, APN-dbyukmn).

Oyuxius F: GF(p") — GF(p") nassBaerca APN-gynryuet, ecaun g mobbix a # 0
u b uz GF(p") ypasuenue F(z + a) — F(z) = b umeer He 6GoJiee JABYX pEIICHUIA.



14 lpuknagHas guckpeTHas matematuka. [lpunoxenne

HawubGosbimuit uaTepec mcciegoBaresieil mpukoBaH K ciaydaio p = 2. MHorme cpoiicTBa
APN-dbyskuit, 3amanabix Ha GF(2"), onucansr B [2].

B cuy Toro, aro mocrpoenne HoBbix APN-hyHKIIIT — MT0BOJIBHO CI0KHAS 381194, UMe-
10T Ba)KHOE 3Ha4YeHre Te MMpeodpa3oBanus (PyHKIIHIA, TPU KOTOPBIX COXPAHAIOTCS CBOMCTBA
«obITE APN-dyHKIIIETH>.

[Iycts F, A, Ay, Ay : GF(p") — GF(p"). Ecom F — APN-dbyukuus, Ay, Ay — abdun-
Hble TojcTaHoBKU 1 A — addunnas dyuknus, o F' = A; o F o Ay + A — Toxke APN-
dyukmusa. B srom ciaygae F' u F' HasbiBaloTCs pacmmpeHHO addUHHO SKBUBAJIEHTHBIMI
(EA-skBuBasientabivMu) u addunuo sxBuBaseHTHBIMI Tpu A = 0.

Jlo HemaBHETO BpPeMEHU U3BECTHBI OBLIN TOJHKO Takue KoHCTpyKimu APN-dyukmmii,
KoTOpble Obln EA-sKBUBasieHTHBI cTeneHnbiM dynknuaM F(x) = x4 HaJ KoHeuHbIMU 10-
JISIMU, OHI TIPUBEJIEHBI B [3].

B [4] 6p110 BBegeno nonsarue CCZ (Carlet — Charpin — Zinoviev)-9KBHBaJI€HTHOCTH.

Orobpazkenust Fy u Fy mons GF(p™) Ha cebst nasbiBaiorcst CCZ-9K6U6aAEHMHbLMU, €CITH
rpadbl oTobpaxkenuit Fi u Fy, To ectb muoxkectsa {(x, F1(z)) | x € GF(p™)} u {(x, F»(z)) |
x € GF(p")} aBisorcs abdUHHO SKBUBATIEHTHBIMH.

CCZ-sKBUBaJIEHTHOCTDb siBJIsieTcst Gojiee o0mei, deM EA-3KBUBAIEHTHOCTH (KarKIblil
kjacc CCZ-5KBUBAJIEHTHOCTU COJEPZKUT OJUH WJIH HECKOJIBKO KjaccoB KA-skBuBaIeHTHO-
cru), u coxpanser cBoiictBa «6biTb APN-dyHKIneit» u «0bth AB-dyHKImEH>.

B [5] npusenennr cepunn APN-dbyukimii, CCZ-5KBUBAIEHTHBIX CTENEHHBIM (DYHKIHIM
uast mosieM GF(p").

B 2006-2008 rogax 6w moctpoenbr cepun APN-dbyuknuit, ne CCZ-5KBUBAJIEHTHBIX
creneHHbIM byHKIMAM Ha 1oeM GF(p™), 601bIMHCTBO M3 HUX TPUBEIEHO B [6].
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