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Abstract. Introduction In the modern world of computers and networks the idea of expanding of personal computer
resources with the help of cloud storages and computation looks more and more lucrative. However, usage of
these resources may endanger data being processed. In last twenty years several algorithms of homomorphic
encryption were developed allowing solving of this problem among other applications. However such algorithms
are usually constructed as public key systems for long term storage and processing of data. In this article two
algorithms of homomorphic encryption optimized for single data processing are proposed. Purpose The target
of research is development of data coding system which allows safe data processing in public clouds. Results
Two homomorphic coding systems had been developed, first is based on representation of numbers in the form
of polynomials, second based on further representation of polynomials in the form of sets of values. Developed
systems allow approximate calculations of coded data without decryption allowing processing of real numbers.
System has high level of protection and provides high precision of calculations, comparable with standard
personal computer calculation precision. Structure of coded data allows parallel computing. Proposed system
allows safe data processing in public networks. Question of finding of optimal parameters for the system stands
open both for high precision calculation of limited sets of operations and repeatedly good precision for big sets
of operations.
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1. Introduction

People have long been interested in the idea of hidden computing. The need to decrypt data for
subsequent processing made it vulnerable. Now, with the introduction of public networks and
the ability to process data on external, often public, resources, the task of performing hidden
computations on encrypted data has become extremely relevant. To address this challenge, in
the mid-20th century, the idea of homomorphic encryption was proposed, a method of transforming
(encrypting) numerical data that allows operations to be performed on encrypted data without
decryption [1, 2].
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First, so-called partially homomorphic encryption systems were developed. These systems typically
allowed for one type of arithmetic operation without decryption. For example, the RSA and ElGamal
systems [3] enable multiplication without decryption, while the Paillier and Benaloh systems enable
addition.

For a long time, attempts to create a fully homomorphic encryption system or combine several
partially homomorphic encryption systems into one have been unsuccessful. The turning point was
the introduction of a system developed by Craig Gentry in 2009 [4]. The system is based on ideal
lattices. Numerical noise is added to the data, making it impossible to decrypt without knowing the
key. The system allows for any arithmetic operations without decrypting the data. As the number of
operations increases, the noise level increases as well, but the system includes a procedure to reduce
the noise level. This allows for an arbitrary number of operations without decrypting the data, but at
the cost of increased computational complexity.

Development of homomorphic encryption systems has significantly expanded the possibilities for
conducting calculations in cloud and collaborative systems [1, 5].

In 2010, a revised version of Gentry’s scheme based on integers was introduced [6]. Despite using
a different mathematical foundation, this scheme employs Gentry’s method of encryption through the
addition of noise and a noise reduction procedure. However, many fully homomorphic encryption
systems are based on lattices [7].

Along with systems that perform precise arithmetic operations, usually on integers, systems that
perform approximate arithmetic operations have begun to appear, which are applicable to performing
operations on real numbers. In 2016, the CKKS system [8] was released, the first system that performs
approximate calculations and is designed to work with real and complex numbers. In this system,
data is first represented as circular polynomials, and then the problem of learning with errors in
the ring is solved to create a homomorphic encryption system that has a public key for encrypting
data. However, this system is designed to perform a finite number of operations, as increasing the
number of operations increases the complexity of the calculations and negatively affects the system’s
security. The re-encryption procedure proposed a little later [9] only partially solves the problem,
as its use leads to an increase in the complexity of calculations, which does not allow it to be used
too often [10]. A detailed comparison of the CKKS system [8, 11] with systems that perform exact
calculations, such as the BFV system [12-14], is provided in [15]. It should also be noted that although
the presence of a public key opens up additional possibilities for using the system, it is not necessary
for solving certain problems and negatively affects the system’s security [16, 17].

This article presents several variants of approximate fully homomorphic encryption systems that
use a fundamentally new approach to creating systems: representing numbers as polynomials and,
additionally, replacing the represented polynomials with a set of their values at points. Although
this approach does not allow for the use of a public key, it provides near-absolute security by using
session-specific keys that are not transmitted outside of the trusted PC.

This method can be effectively used to process large amounts of data on external (unsecure)
computing resources (so-called public cloud computing).

2. Usage of polynomials for construction of partially homomorphic
encryption system

Simple homomorphic encryption system can be built using residue number system based on Chinese
Reminder Theorem (CRT) [18, 19].
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This system can be further developed by replacement of residual number system with a polynomial
representation. Let’s discuss this approach in more detail.

Let’s suppose that a sequence of arithmetic operations has to be performed on a set of numbers.
We will encode the data for calculations in two stages:

1. We assign to each number a polynomial such that the value of this polynomial at some point x;
is equal to the number. The value of x; is the same for all pairs of number-polynomial and is the
secret key of the system.

2. We will choose a set of points. Values of polynomials in these points we will use to define these
polynomials. (It is preferable to choose points where the polynomial values can be calculated
relatively easily.) We will assign a set of values in the selected points to each polynomial. This
set of values will be the result of the encoding process.

Let’s combine into sets the values of all selected polynomials at each of the points (each set consists
of the values of all polynomials in one of the points). Now, to perform any sequence of arithmetic
operations on the original numbers, it is enough to perform the same sequence of operations within
each set. Indeed, since the result of adding (multiplying) two polynomials will be a polynomial
whose values at any point will be the addition (multiplication) of the values of the polynomial terms
(multipliers) at these points, the resulting values match the values of the polynomial that would result
from performing the given sequence of arithmetic operations on the polynomials corresponding to
the original data. Let us call this polynomial the result polynomial.

The degree of this result polynomial (m) can be easily estimated by the degrees of the original
polynomials. Indeed, when adding polynomials, the degree of the result can be estimated by the
highest degree of the terms, and when multiplying, it can be estimated by the sum of the degrees of
multipliers.

Thus, when we receive m + 1 calculated values back, we can perform polynomial interpolation and
obtain the result polynomial.

By calculating the value of the result polynomial in the secret point x;, we can find the final result
of the calculation.

Let’s evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed method. This method retains
both the many advantages of the original method (simplicity of calculations, ease of parallelization
of calculations) and the main disadvantage (the absence of a division operation). At the same time,
the presence of a two-step encoding operation and a secret key allows for high data security without
the use of false requests or other additional techniques for data protection.

3. Approximate calculations

Integer homomorphic encryption systems do not allow calculations with non-integer numbers.
When working with real numbers, in particular when performing division, it is necessary to perform
approximate calculations.

Approximate calculations are widely used, especially in technical and physical problems. This
is because many data can only be measured with finite precision, and many elements can also
be produced with finite precision. Increasing the precision of calculations leads to an excessive
increase in the complexity [8, 20, 21]. In the same time there is no reason to increase the precision of
calculations beyond the precision of measurements or production, as the precision of the final result
is determined by the precision of the most inaccurate value.

When a computer works with real variables, it also limits the precision of the calculations, and
these calculations are strictly speaking approximate.



Krouk, A. E. Usage of polynomial representation 15

4. Representation of numbers as polynomials

Let’s improve the encoding procedure so that we can implement an approximate division procedure.
This time, we will encode the data in stages and evaluate the resulting system at each stage.

Let’s replace operations on numbers with operations on polynomials. To do this, we assign to each
number a polynomial so that the value of this polynomial at some point x; is equal to the number.
The value of x; must be the same for all pairs of number-polynomial and is the secret key of the
system (we will call it the “secret point”).

In this representation, it is easy to implement addition and multiplication operations, but there are
problems with implementing division. Indeed, in most cases, it is impossible to divide polynomials
completely, meaning that there will be a remainder when dividing.

J) rx)
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However, this problem can be resolved by considering division as an approximate operation and
choosing x to be sufficiently big. Indeed, since the degree of the remainder r(x) is less than the
degree of the divisor g(x), the following formula holds

r(x)
() x—o

However, this imposes restrictions on the encoding procedure. In order to use this formula, it
is necessary that x be sufficiently big, meaning that the value (weight) of the leading term of the
polynomial at the secret point would be significantly greater than the sum of the values of the other
terms.

In addition, it is necessary to complicate the system somewhat in order to be able to divide
polynomials in the case when the degree of the dividend is less than the degree of the divisor. We will
use not polynomials to represent numbers, but constructions f(x)/x¥, i.e. polynomials divided by the
degree of x. In this representation, when performing the division operation, we get the opportunity
to multiply and divide the dividend by x* (division will be carried out after calculating the result of
the main operation, by simply adding the corresponding degree of x to the denominator) so that its
degree exceeds the degree of the divisor. Choosing bigger values of k allows to improve the operation
precision. In addition, this method can be used to improve the precision of division even when the
degree of the dividend is greater than the degree of the divisor.

5. Homomorphic encryption system based on representation of
numbers as polynomials

Let’s build a homomorphic encryption system that satisfies the principles described in the previous
paragraph. We will calculate multiplication, addition, and subtraction in the traditional exact way, and
division in an approximate way. To do this, we will assign to each number in our system a polynomial
divided by the power of x (f(x)/x¥) such that the values of the polynomials at a secret point (the secret
point is the same for all polynomials) are equal to the encoded numbers, and replace operations on
numbers with operations on the coefficients of the polynomials. It is impossible to restore the values
of the numbers in the system without knowing the secret point. The absence of the need to transmit
this secret value and the ability to choose a new secret value for each session ensure high security of
the system.
Operations on polynomial coefficients are implemented as follows.
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Division. An approximate operation. First, the degree of the dividend is increased by multiplying
it by x*, and then division with remainder is performed. The incomplete quotient is used as
the result of the division, and the remainder is neglected. Increasing the degree of x* allows
for greater precision in division, at the cost of increase in the complexity of the calculations
and potentially the complexity of decryption. Finally, x* is included in the weight factor
(denominator) of the element.

For example, when dividing x + 1 by x3, you can multiply and divide x + 1 by x?

xX3+x*1 ( 1)(1) 1
==(1+=)(3)==.
x3  x2 x/ \x2 x2

If x° is used instead of x2, the result will be

X0 +x° 1
x3 x5

1
=(x3+x?) =

this provides greater accuracy, as the polynomials are completely divided.
Multiplication. Polynomials are multiplied classically, and the weight factors (denominators) x*
are also multiplied. For example:

e+ Dx 1 (x+2)x72 = (6% + 3x + 2)x 3.

Addition and subtraction. To add and subtract elements, they should first be brought to
a common weight factor (denominator) (will be x with the highest absolute value of the degree),
and then the polynomials are added or subtracted using the classical method. For example:

c+Dx P+ x+2)x2 =X +x)x 2+ (x+2)x72 = (x? + 2x + 2)x 2.

It is necessary to choose an encoding algorithm to implement the system within the restrictions
described in the previous paragraph. That is, it is necessary to choose the value of the secret point to
be sufficiently big, and the coefficients of the polynomials to be chosen so that the leading term of
the polynomials is sufficiently heavy (that is, so that the leading term contains most of the value of
the number; with 70% of the value, the error is approximately 10 times greater than with 90%).

The following algorithm was used during the analysis of the system.

The degree of the polynomial and the weight of the leading term as a percentage are selected.
These are the parameters of the algorithm.

The coefficient at the highest power is calculated so that the leading term has a value equal to
the specified part of the encoded value.

The next coefficient is chosen so that the value of the second term is equal to the specified part
of the difference between the required value and the value of the leading term. And so on.
The constant term is selected as the difference between the required value and the values of all
other terms, ensuring that the required value is accurately matched.

Let’s consider the algorithm’s operation using the following example. Let’s encrypt the number
100 using a polynomial of the second degree at the point 10 with a weight of 80% for the leading term.

- With the selected parameters, the value of the leading term should be 100 x 0.8 = 80. Since the

degree of the polynomial is 2, the coefficient for the x? should be 80/10% = 0.8.

The value of the second term should be (100 — 80) x 0.8 = 16. Since the degree of the second
term is 1, the coefficient for the x should be 16/10 = 1.6.

Finally, the value of the constant term is obtained as 100 — 80 — 16 = 4.
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Thus, the number 100 is associated with a polynomial 0.8x? + 1.6x + 4.

When encoding using this algorithm, the weight factors x =¥ of the polynomials obtained during the
encoding phase are always assumed to be equal to 1 (k = 0). However, during the division operation,
the weight factor may change and participate in further calculations.

Additional measures can be taken to improve security of the system:

- Variable polynomial degrees: the polynomials describing the different points must have different
degrees, but at least 2.

- Variable weight of the leading term: the weight of the leading term for each polynomial (or even
for each term in each polynomial) is chosen as a random number within a specified range that
ensures acceptable precision, such as between 70% and 90%.

To decrypt, it is enough to calculate the value of the polynomial at the secret point (taking into
account the weight coefficient x¥).

Let’s evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed system. The main advantages
of this system are its completeness (it supports all four arithmetic operations) and its high security
due to the use of one-time, non-transmittable secret keys. The main disadvantage of this system
is its computational complexity, as it requires operations on sets of numbers instead of individual
numbers, and it does not support easy parallelization of calculations, which is very convenient for
external networks.

6. Usage of interpolation for operations with polynomials

To increase the security of the system, as well as to facilitate parallel calculations, each polynomial
can be represented as a set of values at points. After that, operations are performed not on the
coefficients of the polynomial, but on these values. As the operations on the values at different points
are independent of each other, they can be performed in parallel or, for example, as separate tasks
for cloud computing (including in the public cloud, due to high security of the system).

There is no point in describing these arithmetic operations in detail, as they are literally operations
on values (numbers) — addition, subtraction, multiplication, or division of values.

In principle, to speed up calculations, it is possible to use the values of polynomials at small points,
but research has shown that this leads to a noticeable loss of division operation precision. However,
this allows for the construction of an effective partially homomorphic encription system for three
operations (addition, subtraction, and multiplication), with a high computational speed that can
compete with modular arithmetic (such system was described above). At the same time, as long as the
values used in the calculations (or a part of them) are comparable to the secret value, the precision of
the operations is sufficient, allowing for the freedom to choose specific values or patterns for their
generation. For example, to simplify calculations, values of the form 2 can be used as long as at
least one of them is greater than the secret value.

Encoding process follows these steps:

- Encoding of values with polynomials (as described in the previous paragraph).
- Selecting of a set of points and calculating the values of the polynomials at those points.

The values of the points in the selected set are also a secret, and are also not transmitted anywhere,
which contributes to the high security of the system. The number of points in the set is selected
based on the estimation of the degree of the polynomial that should be obtained as a result of the
calculations.

Decryption process follows these steps:
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- Estimating of the x~* weight coefficient on your own computing base (this is easy to do because
all operations process it uniquely) and the degree of the resulting polynomial (to determine the
number of points required for decryption)

- Calculating of the values of the polynomial at all points, taking into consideration the weight
coefficient x¥ (that is, multiply the obtained values by x*).

- Restoring of the polynomial using the interpolation method.

- Calculating the value at the secret point (again, taking into consideration the x~* weight
coefficient).

To further improve security and reduce waiting times, an excessive set of points can be used
(decoding can be performed as soon as sufficient number of values is obtained). This reduces the
impact of various delays that occur both on data-processing servers and during packet transition
through the network (so-called transport coding) [22].

It should be noted that in order to improve the precision of the system, when evaluating the weight
coefficient, it is possible to include a multiplication-division operation by a weight coefficient of
a relatively high degree in division operation (as in description of division in the previous section),
which allows for a more precise division operation. Let’s refer to the degree of x used for the
multiplication-division operation as the correction and use it as a parameter for evaluating the
precision of the operations. Using higher values of the correction can result in an increase in the
degree of the final polynomial, which can lead to increase in complexity of the decryption process
and number of points required for decryption.

When using the interpolation representation of polynomials, the coefficients of the polynomials
and their degrees are hidden. This makes it unnecessary to use the additional security measures
mentioned in the previous paragraph, as they can negatively impact precision. Moreover, using the
interpolation representation allows for the selection of a specific structure of the polynomials to
facilitate subsequent calculations, such as encoding numbers with monomials of a given degree (i.e.,
using 100% weight in the leading term) without compromising security.

Let’s evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed system. Usage of interpolation for
polynomial operations further enhances the system’s security while reducing overall computational
complexity by representing data as independent sets that can be processed in parallel.

7. Results of experiments

The system was tested both with and without the interpolation representation of polynomials.

The system’s functionality was tested without the use of interpolation representation. Proposed
methods for increasing the system’s security were also tested. As a result of these tests, the division
precision sufficient for engineering calculations was proved. As this method is inferior to the
interpolation representation, the purpose of these tests was to verify the feasibility of the idea,
and multiple tests were not conducted to verify the precision.

Multiple tests were conducted for the interpolation representation. The interpolation point sets
were selected according to the principle (i + 1) « 25, where i = 0,1, ..., as they allowed for more
precise calculations, and 2/, as using this set allows for faster calculations. The secret point was not
part of either set. The results were obtained for different values of the correction parameter (the
correction parameter was introduced in the section describing the use of interpolation for polynomial
operations) and different numbers of interpolation points.
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Table 1
Single division error with leading monomial weight of 95%
Correction Number of points Average error rate Maximum error
Selecting points based on the principle (i 4+ 1) » 25
1 2 2.6-10716 1.5-107%
1 3 1.5-1071 7.1-107%
2 5 1.5-10714 7.8-1071
Selecting points based on the principle 2!
4 5 3.1-10716 1.6-1071
Table 2

Multiple operation (8 divisions, 7 multiplications, 2 additions) error with leading monomial weight of 95%

Correction Number of points Average error rate Maximum error

Selecting points based on the principle (i + 1) » 25

1 2 5.8-10710 3.2-10715
1 3 2.1-1071 1.4-10714
2 5 1.6-10714 7.6-10714

Selecting points based on the principle 2!

4 5 4.9-10"16 24-10715

During the tests, two important results were achieved. First, by using a weight of 95% for the
leading term in the encoding algorithm, the division precision was achieved at the level of the PC’s
precision in performing precise (addition and multiplication) arithmetic operations (due to the PC’s
inaccuracy in handling real-number variables) for real numbers (with a maximum deviation of 10714
and an average deviation of 1071%).

The results of the most interesting test runs are presented in Tables 1 and 2.

Secondly, a research was conducted on the growth of the error as a function of the number of
operations performed. In this research, significantly less convenient encoding parameters were
used, with the weight of the leading term for each point randomly selected between 80% and 90%.
A large number of operations was achieved through consecutive divisions and multiplications (with
one more division to ensure that the degree of the result polynomial was 0, before taking correction
in consideration) of various randomly selected five-digit numbers. As a result, it was possible to find
parameter values (albeit not optimal) under which the increase in error with increase in operations
number is almost non-existent.

Examples of errors for such parameter values (with different numbers of operations) are given in
Tables 3 and 4.
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Table 3
Error for different number of consecutive operations
Number of operations Average error rate Maximum error
3 2.4-10710 1.3-107°
5 2.4-10710 1.4-107°
17 2410710 1.3-107°

Encoding is used with a leading term weight of 80%-90%, and the values of the points (where the
calculations are performed) are selected using the formula (i + 1) « 25.

11 points are used for correction of 8.

Table 4
Error for different number of consecutive operations
Number of operations Average error rate Maximum error
3 9.1-1078 4.4-1077
5 9.1-1078 5.1-1077
17 9.1-1078 5.33-1077

Encoding is used with a leading term weight of 80%-90%, and the values of the points (where the
calculations are performed) are selected using the formula 2.

14 points are used for correction of 12.

8. System security evaluation

The system decryption is performed in two stages. Let’s try to assess the security of these stages.

1. At the first stage, a polynomial is determined based on the values. The main problem for

unauthorized decryption at this stage is that the attacker does not have information about
the degree of the polynomial (this information is calculated on the base computer and is not
transmitted anywhere) and about the points where the polynomial values are calculated (these
values are also not transmitted anywhere). The attacker may attempt to obtain some information
by using points in the set that are close to the secret point, but he does not know which points
in the set to use for evaluation, and the accuracy of the evaluation remains questionable.

. In the second step, the value at the secret point is determined using the polynomials. To
determine the value at the secret point, secret key is needed. This key is unique for each
calculation and is not shared with anyone, so the attacker does not know its value. If there are
several values in the result, the attacker can try to exploit the higher weight of the leading term
and find the relationship between them by dividing one polynomial by another. The information
obtained in this way depends on the specific polynomials used for the encoding. For example, if
this attack is performed on a system used during research, the result will be inaccurate because
the weight of the leading term is chosen with considerable random error during the encoding
process.
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9.

Conclusions

The paper proposes a method of approximate homomorphic encription that provides sufficient
precision for engineering calculations. The conducted research allows to hope for the existence
of encoding algorithms that ensure the precision of the system’s operation at the precision level
of PC operations with real numbers.

The high security of the method and the ease of dividing calculations into parallel processes
make it suitable for use in public cloud networks.

The ability to increase the number of points and the division operation parameters allows to
adjust the precision and speed of calculations.

The conducted research shows that there are system parameters under which the errors of
multiple operations do not accumulate significantly.
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Wcnonb3oBaHue nNpepcTaB/ieHUs Ynucen B BUgEe MHOro4/IeHOB
ANA peanusauum CKpbITbIX NPUGAMKEHHDBIX BbIYUCIEHUN

A. E. Kpyk

CaHKT-MNeTepbyprckmin rocyaapCTBEHHbIN YHUBEPCUTET a3POKOCMUYECKOTO MPUBOPOCTPOEHUS,
yn. B. Mopckas, a. 67, CaHkT-TeTepbypr, 190000, Poccuiickas degepauus

AHHoTaums. BeedeHue B COBpEMEHHOM MUPE KOMIIBIOTEPOB U ceTel BCE Gosiee IPUBIIeKaTeNbHON BEIIISAAUT
BO3MOXXHOCTb PACIIMPEHHUS PECYPCOB [IEPCOHANBPHOIO KOMIIBIOTEPA 32 CUET 06IaYHBIX XPAHUJIHII ¥ BEIYHCIIE-
HUH, OQHAKO, UCIIOIb30BaHNE TAKUX PECYPCOB MOXKET IIOCTABUTb IO yIPO3y G€30I1aCHOCTb 06pabaThIBaeMBIX
IaHHBIX. B [T0CIIe/{HIE ABa/IIATD JIET [TOSIBUIOCH MHOKECTBO aITOPUTMOB roMoMopdHoro mudpoBaHys, I03B0-
JISIIOIIMX B YACTHOCTH PELIUTD 3Ty 3aa4y. OLHAKO 9TH aJITOPUTMBbI IIPOEKTUPYIOTCSI B OCHOBHOM KaK CUCTEMBL
C OTKPBITHIM KJII09OM, IIpe/Ha3HaYeHHbIe JJIS JOJITOCPOYHOr0 XpaHeH!sI 1 00paboTKY JaHHBIX. B faHHOM
CTaThe MPeAIaraeTcs ABa alrOpuTMa roMoMopdHOro mrbpoBaHus, ONTUMHUUPOBAHHBIX AJIsL O4HOKPATHOH
00paboTKy AaHHBIX. Lleaw Llenpio paboTsl sIBISETCs paspaboTKa CUCTEeMBI KOAUPOBaHUs HH(opManuy, 1mos-
BOJIIOLIE TPOBOAUTH Ge30IacHyI0 06paboTKy JaHHBIX B IyOIHMYHEIX 06aKax. Pesyavmamut PazpaboTaHbl
[iBe CUCTeMbI CKPBITHIX BBIYMCIEHHI: IIepBast, OCHOBAaHHasl Ha IIPE/CTaBJIEHNY YHUCEN B BUJE MHOTOYJIEHOB
Y BTOpasi, OCHOBaHHas Ha JaJbHellleM IIpe/iCTaBIeHNN MHOTOYIEHOB B BUJe Habopa 3HaueHUi. Paspabo-
TaHHbIE CUCTEMBI IT03BOJISIOT IIPOBOAUTD IIPUOIVKEHHbIE BBIYKUCIEHUS Ha, 3aNpPOBAHHBIMU JaHHBIMH
6e3 ux pacurudpoBKY, YTO [103BOJISIET IIPOBOAUTH 06PabOTKY BelleCTBEHHBIX Yyrces. CHCTeMa OTIHYaeTCs
BBICOKMM YPOBHEM 3aIUThl ¥ 06ECIIEYNBAET BEICOKYIO TOYHOCTH BBHIYMCIEHU, CPABHUMYIO C TOYHOCTHIO
obecrie4rBaeMo CTAaHAAPTHBIMY BHIUNCIEHUSIMY KoMIIbloTepa. CTPyKTypa 3amudpoBaHHbIX JaHHBIX [103BO-
JIsIeT [IPOBe/ieHYE [TapalIe/IbHbIX BEIYHCAeHNH. [Ipe/iioxKeHHas CrCTeMa [T03BOJIsIeT 6e30MacHy0 06paboTKy
[aHHBIX B IIyOINYHBIX 00JIa4HBIX ceTsAX. OCTAETCS OTKPHITHIM BOIIPOC OITHMAJIbHBIX [TaPAMETPOB CUCTEMBI 3a-
muTs nHGOPMaINY, obecredyrnBaoIUX 60Iee BHICOKYIO TOYHOCTD /ISl OTPaHUYeHHOro Habopa omepanu,
1160 ITOCTOSHHYO TOYHOCTD s GOIBIINX HAOOPOB OIepariuii.

KnioueBble cioBa: 00GJIauHbIe BBIYHCIEHUS, TOMOMOPdHOe HndpoBaHme



