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— reduce many AETs to Merkle roots
— concatenate and hash to sample weights and index set

— run one instance of FRI
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DEEP-ALI: reduce AET +— Merkle root FRI: LDT

— reduce many AETs to Merkle roots < any order v’
— concatenate and hash to sample weights and index set

— run one instance of FRI < “simultaneous”

RAM cost remains! x x xx
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