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Mendel–Schläffer “Malicious
hashing” (2014): “constants
in hash functions are normally
expected to be identifiable as
nothing-up-your-sleeve numbers”.

New: W
curve “B
with a B

MS numbers

d:
e seeds
NIST] curve
been derived is
ving an essential
y analysis

o-random.
urves shall be
eudo-random
ds that are
tematic and
y.”

Wikipedia: “In cryptography,
nothing up my sleeve numbers
are any numbers which, by their
construction, are above suspicion
of hidden properties.”
Microsoft “NUMS” curves (2014):
“generated deterministically
from the security level”.
Albertini–Aumasson–Eichlseder–
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