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Verifiable Secure Data Deduplication Method in Cloud Storage

XIAN He-Qun'?, LIU Hong-Yan'?, ZHANG Shu-Guang', HOU Rui-Tao'

'(College of Computer Science and Technology, Qingdao University, Qingdao 266071, China)
%(State Key Laboratory of Integrated Services Networks (Xidian University), Xi’an 710071, China)

Abstract: Data deduplication technology has been widely applied in cloud storage systems. Under the premise of ensuring data privacy,
how to effectively perform deduplication in semi-trusted cloud storage environments becomes one of the primary issues in cloud
computing security. Current schemes rely heavily on online trusted third parties to manage data labels and to keep track of the number of
users. The trusted third party plays such a vital role in those schemes that it is indispensable even at the cost of unsatisfying efficiency and
potential bottleneck. A verifiable secure data deduplication scheme in cloud storage is proposed, which doesnot require any online trusted
third party. The dual-tag scheme based on bilinear mapping is adopted to conduct popularity check. The tag is used to retrieve files
without leaking any exploitable information. A modified group signature scheme is designed to prevent the cloud server from forging
popularity query results. Users can verify the authenticity of query results from the cloud server. The multi-layered cryptosystem is
adopted in the proposed scheme, in which different encryption strategies are applied according to the popularity of specific data. The
correctness and security of the proposed scheme are analyzed and proved. Simulation results show that the proposed scheme is secure and

efficient.
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B FH P 50 R (1 DR S8 5 T P 2 Ak A R A7 A 1040 2 0 I P TG 28 AT BT 4% 03 R G0 B 2 A e
RGP DA R AR . T R TR S I 55 H P M B A 22 5 IS5 4%, 1 5 IR 45 34 BT H0ai A7 i A 2.
X R B A5 MARAS b 0048 T % 0 38 0 R 25 B2 418 110 g =Xk S 77 FH P o A R A2 A B A 1) K HRON H P
FyE K S 2877 2R T RE TR S = I 42 6 7 (cloud service provider, [ R CSP) % ik % F 44
Ji ) B e A B A A 2 ) AR P R DT ARG e AR T 500 A e A th Bk 4 2 42 S50 90  B $ K (data. deduplication),
R ZAH P bR W BRI, 2 R 45 28 AR B — 0 B 75 DL, Tt G vk P G i B DL B, B ke T
A4 A fids 2 TR R D 2437 5 LA (1 78 D 2 77 fidk R 4005 3 ) T %5080 ) #2424l Dropbox .« Wuala Mozy . Geogle
Drive 55503 8,70 4% 4 R 40 T B0 I 2 R AT DL O BRAG fmTE . 90%~95% 14 7 fifh 75 5K 78 5 i I H &R 48
AR AR AT FRAE 60% L _E IR A7 il e Sk B4,

FG I B AR LA T R P A R T s, L[] B AR R TR ) 2 A ) R A T B I T SR A ORIE 2
I 22 A BRI B T S B0 T A ROHE A MM B ol T R B e R, P T RS S K B i TR A & 2 i 45 2L
SR, 00 2% 4 o 0000 ) 45 40 PR AT R0 36 7™ A2 B DR TR s Wi B0 A K [ ) 50, 7 A (] P 2% 5 A 0 o 4 77 =X i) 4
FHTR A5 0 85 SO AS A [, DR T 2 iR 25 i AT 40 8 S 20 80 2 05 ke 1 ) — B S s ) 3 A R o
o B () e 251 1) B2 H R 2 A7 i 28 A AT PR ATE A i 2 —

AR s U B 8 A A A 1 A7 TR e ) AR 43 DAy IR 5% 4 o 50 A IO o R 2 i S ) . P s e A
S FEY 2658 Ay 3 ) A I % A A B (E B T £ A R 2 95 258 T U I 4 s v K0 ) SR BT A R A
A% B R i, R 2% A AT T AT A W AT M R AR % 7 2 BR A A AR AR 0 45 38 Mok AR £ 55 28 ik R 4R
KR (10 0 208 7475 5 AR Bl Ak T 530 1 R B, v S5 ) 5 R 4 D S Kb ) R e 8 K gl A A S
5 I A L, e B ) R AT T N R B B BT 280 T L T S N 1 A A TR AR AN L
PEAE e g B I SO AR TR BT 28 25 A Dt ORI JR) B 1, 38 5 R A Y 1 57 f 22 4 T SREEAT e %

H AT O 1) 2 A A E0 I 5 58 32 B DG 1) 22 4 1) R A o] 7 ) o 3o 7% b 7 1 2 IR 25 4 1L 42 B ) o 3 e
BB R BTG RS 28 = 7 NS L, = IR 4538 vT Re1EAT (3K 94T 4. b AR 22 5 E AR H5 471
A B (0 P B R AT 2 S8, I A [F) B SR HUAS [R) P CR AP 455 . 224 2= IR 45 345 11 25 FH 7 X S i 1 28
TR0 o I3 ok O A 1 5 S, T A4S A e Ak TR n % X R R IRAT M AT LA CSP AT 2 A,
A, BEAR T 55 O P B0k 1 o

AP T —FPa] BAIE & 7 it 24 I ¥ /7 %€ (verifiable secure data deduplication, fij#X VSDD),f# ¥k T {E
AME AR EE 58 = T7 MR 5535 DO BT B T 0 2 3 5 AR 110 T80 A 2t 4 ) 7 R85 01 114 Tl 88 A SC ) Dk mT U i n

1) XS M WA 1 1 5T A3 T XA B AR 7 58, 58 B 40 1 52 0 e DA R kAT AT B 1) A i e

AE BT A 28 = 77 AR 558, 9 FLAS Ik @ AT ] 54k W 5015 8.
2)  PRHTRET R MEIE 4 J7 0T 58 = 7 S DL, 523 T 1 7 6 2 IR 45 2R AT A TR R
[l &5 5 0 56 00E, PTG R B b IR 45 s O E BT AT IR
3) W T 2 2 A R TR 0 R AT B T SE BT & v PR O N A BRI T
NG SRR BUEEDIR: N
1 MEXIfE

3 A A 5 B ) TR R G 2 (A0 A e A 1k )8, Douceur 85 A BT IREE H T S OR % 1 RN TR
R BRSP4 7 S —— IS 8RN % (convergent encryption, i Bk CE)P 142 77 S48 FH B0H B AR A Sy B4 In 5% %5 4, 7
o SRR A S RS 0T A TR (R 8000 v 0 2% 43 20 AH R 19 2% 30 R4S CE ) s B sy R0 (H 2 85008 145 BV B, 5
57 B L A S R P AR CE AN A A U — SO RN i s B e AU,

9T G AR SAON % (1) % 4 58 L, Bellare %5 A& H T 4045 N )57 (message-locked encryption, fij # MLE),
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RALEE 5 VT IE 09 = 0k 2 o AR IE M £ 7 ik 457

(AT R AR AR b S 0 Hcdis 1 7 S22 421,

Stanek %5 N $ H AR A B (01T B SR A [7] (1) {5 2 48 e U365 SO0 19 2 A 20 50 BT, DU AR o A 304
RIAESAT i S5 2, R AT B s 5% A BT B0 18 (8 0 % 2R G B0 B AT 2 2 0, SE T A% 7 il Bl I 74 T s IR
JH P IR S A7 BRI RO 10 22 A N B i 07 RS IN T 38 =05 R4S S AR 5 e 55 4 1S, LA 1 e AR B i AR IS 5y 1 %2
5325 By BN IR 25 45 B TN T R GE 0 Bk, S AN 58 Puzio S5 NEE A B B =05 ik 45 25 00 Bl = ik 55 s
AT RN 1) perfectDedup J7 2112 )7 210 ik 56 55 WA ok K500 S 504 A VR, EL AR VXA AT B0 Beadh A7 3 52 3
P B 3 T AR AT SR B, 2 IR 25 230 DR A7 2 AN B 45 0% )5 R0 VR R k3R B 2 IR 45 23 10 B £ 75 25 B

Liu %5 A P URAE A B AT A5 58 = )5 55 2 (R R4 1 3 11 1 IR 5% 48 s 2500t h) 55y e U 04 1) 5080 4 DL
Ji 71, V4 ] Password Authenticated Key Exchange(PAKE) P30 iE1T 25 41 28 #8170 K1 w9114 A 170 B8k 160 1 7 45 71
A IR (1 85 BH 0T B0 0 2%, 45 B0 [ 10 85 50 5 10 1 07 8 A BE, e D7 SR 3B M T 58 =00 R IR N %, 42 A 15 3
T AR S AR AEAN F P AR AR B 2 T S AR P AT PAKE Bl BAAS e I 25 B X ok T
AN TE SIS R A AT, 35 PR T 2500 W) R ) BT 2003 0 P A R I SR AR T 9% 5 22 (s k.

BHAE ML R B S5A5,h T B AR ST ™ 0 B 1 ), 2 I 55 s 7 27 RS 9 R 8L 5 HL
SILHOH 10 3 48 AT BUE BV Hur 2 A8 T 3R T BHL SO 25 (randomized  convergent encryption, i F
RCE) R4 25 57 5 BRAL i 10 A e 7 5 021 46 R 5t s 05 P 4 6 0 1 o s R, S B0 9T A LI 28 25 7 L.
TEAZIT P A% B 1) U2 s A (B AR AR R 5 2 132 ok B CSP I 95 28 Bk

AT BT R N R Cul S R T B T S SR 1 B I Ry PR R A
BE &K, AN o Ao BUE AR A 2 50 o7 B T SR I X o S TR T o IS 4 I ST 4.
JT A 5 0 R HCJR P o S W, BIAT A 2RI SR [24 38 3ok A S B B S B T R 8 0 AT 0 T A SRR A
$RH T RN v P N R e, F P OB T4 ALY TEE & L% EH %y 48 3 BEEE 0 L I 1 R
T AT UL Singh A SR T TR BISLSEHUR]L RE R B A B 2 AN B IR S5 4% 10 B )
J5 %23 3% 75 % 3T Permutation ordered binary(POB)% ¥ 2 45 5 HLAHE (1 B FA R4 SCHR[2614- ! T 2 WA %L
o (RO 25 5 48, Uy 28 SR R ASOR B 52 P A, 35 T AR 00 2 s

h T RAIEECHE bR VR AN M S R W SO R, R T SRR B B =07 IR 5% 48 BUR & = 45 M AT B R AR IR
LS PR T R A PR B =05 P TR s IR 45 A B RAT B AR PR (8] 45 BT IR 2 R 45 28 )
A DA 3 HA (0 SRAT IR, 30 B FH A P 2 4 PR ARG PR o 2% 77 X, 22k 30 AU e A 35 SR MU 7 5 7R ) 6T A )
LA SR T R BRI () 2 A i e 4 B M) 5 9%, TG 5 RIS B = U7 AT R B R BEURRAT B ) A A,
SEPLT A SRR HE I

2 F&FIR

2.1 Wegtmst
XLk T PR S A 3 S A A (1) T T LTV & — A IR 3R (G, +) BN(Go, +) A AN 0 B (K I 0 A 2, 3L
FICH A 0y F 0.5 (Go, ) A& —AN n B B AT I BE, LA TR A 1 IR B AERE(G1,1),(Go,1),(Go,) L A2
HIOUH B DR 4. 501 SR A7 AE— A TG BB €:G %Gy G, 1 A LA R 50, U R 1% — 76 R 5 @ S 2k P i g 28290,
o XM
1)  VP,P,eG,,QeGyii & e(P+P,,Q)=e(P,,Q)-e(P,,Q);
2)  VPeG,,Q1,Q:eGy,iili 2 e(P,Q,+Q)=e(P,Q))-e(P,Q,);
3)  MHLEM PeG,QeGy AT a,beZ,ili i e@P,bQ)=e(P,Q)™.
o EiEfLYE
1)  VPeG,,P=0, {77k QeG,, flif e(P,Q)1;
2)  VQeG,Q#0, /F1E PG f#15 e(P,Q)=1.
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2.2 BEHLSINE

S Bds M HEAT IS0 B, BARIRAE i 25 2% 80 K=H(M), 3% 3L C=E(K,M), 3/ I& 75 B 8 H:{0,1}"—>{0,1}",E
R SIFR IR 2R 55 25 TARYE CE ¥ SCH W2 A5 5 15 A — B S0, 3 ot st AT 2500 ) 70 AF e 000 2 ANl 2
Fr RSk U AR5 Alice A H3E M7 Bob 70 £d M, B M'=M.Alice T EAL R (Ca, T(Ca)), HHh,Ca 2
M’ (135 3, Ca=E(H(M),M"), T(Ca)Z M' IR KRR, T(Ca)=HEMHM),M)).24 Bob ItJ5 & % Ce=E(H(M),
M). F5IH T(Cg)=H(EHM),M)), 3 ¥4 (Cp,T(Cp)) I 15 2 = Ik 55 %% . = M 55 45 2 B AT 70 DT B 1 2048 b i1, T(Ca)=
T(Ca), i S AT 5 I 2, M B Co (AR B Ca 80 IR 45 5, Bob T & M 25 B H, 159 2 K 45 2 MY X IR
PR IR — SOvE 8 208,

N TR CE n] B H B bR AN — 30 BB 98 & 3 T RCE J5 B I0G 1A% 4 BEHLE B 0 2 % 4 L
FHAR M A3 C=E(LM). I Co=LeK I K=HM).H ' iF 8 C=C/||C,, 74§ C FiAriR T(M)=HHM))Kik%E
R Es AUORAE KRS T BB B T P Al 85 5 1R B 42 b TR S v S T A T F T =
S5 A A $ s JC 1R RCE 5y 38 52 29 28 55 28 By, DR b AT DG 20 303 S22 A, 4 B3040 o R 1 A v o, AN R
RCE.BRTE 24k BAEAE— 52 1R BRAH B T~ 36 /3 3% PE RCE A AR45 ) 32 i S FH 70 B4 ) oy e v,

2.3 &

JTRR AR T L (BO) WA R H R BUE R P ARG FEIH S A BB P RS SR A A A, TR T
0 B AT IE AR 25 PO AR BB 7 TR SR B 25 B B0 FR N 5 R — B S BUE) BC R R AR
(PKG) W ™SR A3 T B 40 (043 2 # % (HIBE) 7 £+, P ID W LARATEAERREH P S0 1E
SPUPKG Kk 2645 e 4 sl F P B 23 /BB AFO6E . BC 23 SR S nas 7 R A SRR BH R AT i 2% HIBE #4
X AT o 2, BE R R R R AR BORA T, IX PR RE AT R BC IR S, R T BRI KT BC e A K.
HIBE (1) %4/ ik FE 4 & 1 s,

Root PKG
Dy Hik: {IDy)
UD\,ID5) UIDLIDy Do iDs) {IDs,IDg)

Fig.1 Key distribution procedure of HIBE
K1 HIBE )& 910 e id #2

WAR Z ARSI P B Re A 4h 1 K 7 4 HIBE J5 2 £ 240 0 5 AP BR.

1) Setup: ¥ 4A 1L B %, (mpk,msk)<Setup(A,|S|), it A AF1|S|,PKG 1817 5 B & A= 8 77 48 R 45 2 1 FA 5
(mpk,msk). 3L, mpk 2 JF,msk 1 PKG % 1z.

2)  Extract: FA 52 H 5 %, uskiq«—Extract(msk,id). %y A msk AT 7 id, %t 7 FA%T.

3)  UserKey: ]/ FAEH V15 bR 55, uskig<—UserKey(id,uskia ). A P id A P A4S 2 idI-1 FL 4,1
Az TR B2 B % P RA .

4)  KeyEncrypt:) #& %8 0l 43 4 LLUR BN B B (Hdr,K)«Encrypt(S,mpk), C<—Encrypt(K,M). 4 A #1501 )7
£ S=(ID,ID,,...,1D), 41, 1<i<|S|.BC A F mpk A= iR kA5 5 Hdr RIS 1G240 K.k M o BC ¥ 2
TR B KO MO aT454% 3¢ C,) #(Hdr,C).

5)  KeyDecrypt: HI /" fift % a1 53 g I BL: K« Decrypt(S, 1D;, sk, , Hdr,mpk) LA &% M<Decrypt(K,C). H]
FURINE O ID AAHEN 3R ECE. 0 S IDe S, P A ORI AA B SRR A S Ko BET i K
figas Cl2,
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RABRE T EEG) AR A RAEM E 7k

2.4 i+ #&Diffie-Hellmania] # (CDH|a] &)

WG KR K EE P SR B BE G (1) CDH ) Al i3k 3 T 45 52 (1) PAPPeG 1L, abe Z;

KA T Q=P% eG.
3 F =

DT R e e 2R BAT DA e 3 Db AT HdE R AR AT B

459

t s el AU AT B AEL X Tt M,

county R z IS5 2% T L R A U UBCRR (W 7 20, U HESRAT 208 23R M T 0 county<t, LA B SRR
P B, 7 B R B S22 4 1 0 2 SRV AT O Bl G 306 U7 10 ACRR 1 FH P 52 AN I i K 20 i (0 BR A FE T

WA 24 county =t B, B IR 245 th AR TAT IR & F o0 AT IR A
NTwA
) sz a0 P AMU R = RSS2 5 22 4

2) B e M ORAE R 1) s R M B L e R T S TR AIE

3) B P A R ST AT U SRR K RT3 i) e

e MR AT 5 i ) B A L, e 10 5 S N i B AT BAR LA L

4) AT L BR AT I UE A DR AT R I 1) LE A R A AT B 0 45 SR AT I

31 AGEREEHFRIE

ARG
Wik 2 iR, VSDD U5 R IR GBI AL S 3 AN SLAR K AT

3.1.1

BC F1 CSP.{E & St idt v i, BC g F 7 B4

EPﬁ/l\ﬁHF‘ I I XA v.CSP g RN Hedls BT A7 2 8 (3t 0 0 7 it AN G52 i 5%, vy S LB 0 0 1) 7 761D P 4

L 7 Mk 55 4% AT A L SRR PO i A AL

® J:ﬁéﬁx

M2 W BC Wt A
O p— BAIFFRIN
BY. e [ §H-u]

= Ja kLAl 4’
CSp
(2) RGEHH

Fig.2 System model
K2 HRGhiR

Jﬂﬂﬂ” Alebiil 24

Cloud server E E

Cloud storage

CSP

(b) HHhisH

B AT F R AR INAT B, FR B S 52 25 IR 55 4 A7 il R0 0 0 45 T P A [0 008 A 2= 3 ANA7 A, WA
G PRI A WL R O 5 4K At AN AT SEME 1K) ID S B xR T R
BRI, 2 e 55 % S0 AT i R A B AT B 1 DT RBLIR. D T BT 1k 2 e 55 4% B A AT S A A R R

P R Bl 25 4 A% 52 2 i 55 4, AN B i AT BOIR S AT I AIE.

ATTGER I 2 2N 2R 48, T A B T 43 D0 AT B A AR SAT B A O AN R AT BE R AN R
a7 AR AT Hde, R SR s B N 2 R RCEAMNZEIE T SR & % 91 v HEAT XK o 4

BEACK H RCE s,
3.1.2 BT
E AR S S BB B A T 28 R BT T R DL BRI
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1) AMERICTT % R B T AT 43 B AR R 4 4 i A i e 5 BE AT IR W, AT 6 e kAT
FA
2)  WERBLTL IR T RS A AT 2 R 55 A A U S AR A I S A AT PR R SRR R LR
o} 2 AT At 1) B AT AT T U ).
3.2 SR

AR N xeR—7 HNEBREE S Z hBEHLEIUTE X3 (G1,+).(Go, )23 HE I S K 2B P BN A 28 7 A
T AGARE, H g IHBE Gy (1 — ARG ONEMEWST 6:G xG Gy H hy— Nt o 8, JAE P N {0,137 >G,.
Hash /W 75 bR B LR 0 {0,137 {0,176 T 34 M,K=Hash(M) 4y 2L J37 (1 14 75 {8 E(K,M)—~C F o i i 2%
B kAT M AT RR NS, D(K,C)—>M Rl % 81 k s C EAT il .Sig R s % 4.

FEAS I 8 5 B 8 5 43 R R ID. B 7 4 US={U;,U,,Us,..., U b 55 B 9 5 3 85 2 {ID4,1D,,IDs;, .., 1Dy}
J A ALSE Gy A2 4855 1R — H5H 4147 U 1) A BR 11 F P 48 & B B M X B (9 B AT AUEE K Gp, #5 1Dy Gy, WA A H
U S M A D7 BB
33 AIRIFMEEETERIERMER*

15 VSDD 5 &1, 2 e 45 45 S 53 440 2 TP 80 10 BT A A1) 3R File_list, I 4544 W3R 1L1F File_list 4514 b £ 4l
FrRiS CSP w77l B 2 AV T —— 5 N OG R, 25 A 45 ml T I A 2R e A O E 4R 5800 0 T B 1= i
55 A LR 3 AT RE AR 45 SR P T SO R AT 2 4 T O A 56 A8 4 KR UF AT RE AT 4 SR IR L M
Pt 4 T AR AT AR A I, B0 28 44 4 0l 0 7 AT FE A U B A 15 08 B AT R I A A b R, S SR S AT A,
WIFATFERR A 1,24 0.

Table 1 List of File_list
F 1 File_ list 5%

5 Frif L %4 Sig Gio WAT R
Ry Ui,B Ci (b, €0,nUMo),( O1,&1,nUMy), ... (&, &,NUMe) IDy,...,ID 1
R, U,,B, C, (6, 80,nuMmg),....{ G, &,num;)(i<t) IDy,..., ID; 0

3.3.1  HEbriRR R A

AR SR FH B R0 2 S 00 XSO b LR Ry SO 2 0 O e ] P oK B b N AR s S e, s RS
WIS KR I File_list 5138, I W02 508 2 15 CAFE 7 2 ity SUOCPE bR U 3 FIAS B /B an T

1) XFHEE M BEHLE R 280 u(ueZy), IF i i K=Hash(M),4 U=g"®hM™ p—g!:

2)  FHPHEUBME A Hdl bR R i 3& A% 17 3K upload||(U,B)|[ID, &% 42 = Ik 45 s

3)  mRSSE R AR SR S 3 T File list 5138, 25 & S A7 45U, B, 75 e(U,B")=e(U",B).

T T T A U2 M ok S5 SR B0 ] ) I R A S AT AE 2 0 R QU B A Bl A7 1, & u,Hash(M) B A~
KANSH,CSP ILIEMRYE AN S 5L U,B HEAT 95 28 iy, I i 41 W7 H P 84 11 B SO i
332 H¥Es4

W PR A SR, BB O A7 AE 2 0, CSP 2 IR [FHZ B 19 AT BEAR . — B CSP Ph & AT B il
S5 100 2 5 SR GAT B i8R 10 AU 18 K AR SRR B 44 G R AT OO B R A A T R AR T
BT R IR AIE 25 4% B AT S B GHAEAT RE A R 45 R IR AIE, B T CSP DS AT BE 7 H 45 5RO TT RE.

FH BB B0 T o5k I8 7 80 ke county R AT BE B t.45 countyy<t, U2 805 oA AR AT $edhs, 1 7 i 2 LA
%G IS4, 0T R R S 4 53,35 county =63 P BCE B4R B T AT B IE, ) CSPJE TR BB %
BB 2% 4.

Bt 25 42 UUBE 2R 10 T S AT A7 500 25 44 S50 (6, e,num), TP (6, 6) %5 44 num J2 o 41 3 (1055 2 1 50
BRI GE SZ MAEE R OR R, b — 85 AU R — A5 S E R % 44 7 R B4R F.
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BALRE 5T IR0 & AR A RAE M E ik

B 678 B 1R B 2 0p=0,46=0 LA S numy=0;
1) BEHLEEEZH x e 2, JFHEATT JEINE B x RIXG A

461

2) T U MR CSP IR [ ) K 2 4 (G, A numi ), JF R BOR M OEAT A BB U INAA B y, e 2,

RN Yimyig;
o; =(X+Yy;+z)HM)-4_ H(M)
3) M UL 2, €Z,,Z, =20 W4 =y, +7, ;
num; = num,_, +1
4 PSR oL a,num) R iE ST CSP;
5)  CSP W B Iudl )5 FEAE 44 BE L T BT — AN 4 o5, 4 s EUE D (65, i numy), o i
0=0;1+o=(num;*x+y;+z)H(M);
6) Ui X224 AT IR, AT 2 3 (1) 2 15 BT
e(g, d=e(num;*x*g+2;%*g,H(M))
08 IOV, A R 25 [R5 6 BOHm S AT 2 1 ) 7 2 LE A 1.

()]

7 G 3o 25 i 55 4 3R (] A 040 25 44 R AT 00K, W) BT YR AT R A0 5 R 10 I B 2 A4 R R B

num L5 [ EAR LU A, P P B e ) T 400 1 AT B
333 s At

AR B (LA T BE AN ), PR e b A% 23 0 WA B i AR A AR SAT Bl (9 A% P S B b AR oKk

(5] ()

S1EE pplead 1320 ppmgimommeD
e O Ty o tﬁ:}t =
(o iﬁ;rm@mu S ITEHRER C renmeR )
T
RS 55 B [T s
£ ) .
ATl SRS . @35 G,
BRI s7: ki |pes ,  EcREEIF
THAE 58: F% RCE ) [@EcinltE

. ENEA Se.GLRRE
iTEiRE H

T

Fig.3 Data upload procedure
3 B AR R

RIS AT bR A SRR R B bR IR T ID A% 2 B g5 A 25 IR 55 S R0 Ko als A ik
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2544 RIVAl 7 vl 96 0E 25 i 55 445 3R [ 11 40 28 44,45 200 25 44 96 TR A 2, PR AT 45 4 (2) MR 418 260k &5 2R 7 i)
K Hdn M 2 AT Bt 3 A AR AT B, JF PAT A (K 454 G P e i S 4R county=t i dlE
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R Z N AN sl i LR #eE 3845 BC 384T Setup S35 3045 RS T A /FAEH T (mpk,msk), Y
AT mpk dl st 4 Z 90 A Extract HE R UserKey 595, 7 1T 3R 43 544 usk;e. BC it KeyEncrypt 5%} i 2%
B v 3EAT N b (Hdr,S,C) A2 8T 1 vl ] KeyDecrypt 5325, fi#55 C,, T3R5 035 25 4 v k1508l M,

B BRI,
o M RAEIATH

1) fEH v AR NI PR S H s S A AN TR P A R] v BEAT A2

2)  RM RCE i F ENLEFE 24 L.
3)  WENE:C=E(L,M),C,=L®K,C;=C,||C,.
4)
o B M AT E
1) RH RCE i H Lk £ 240 L.
2)
334 HUET®

SN EINEE . C=E(v,C5). JH " # C KRIEE = IR 554 AUARTE K 1.

W2 P S Ci=E(LM),C,=L@K,C5=C,|C,.

Ml B H bR U H P ID Rk g = e g5 . _BAR I 1D Al A 2495 1 7 2 1) A B L RCARVE T P )
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Fig.4 Data download procedure
4 Hdln R E R

2 M S5 A AR R T P R Bl T 28 SRR, S MR ks b R, A IR 2 S 2 A EAE AR 2 i A T
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1) X SCHEAT A% :C3=D(v,C).
2)
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41 FIFERINAE MR

F P T B A B b R A 25 IR 55 8%, 1 0 50 A 4R [ GBI VSDD 5 G235 T WU b AT S50 (1) 2 4k
TUAT BSE RAST I, 50 b R 1) 2 4 P S S R AR IR T R0 iR 2 Hash R ER P et e 2 F

LMW 52 X h 6:G %G =Gy, HiH1,G1=(0),g I BE G, KIAZ B IG. th BLF B B 22 4 {0, AT 43 5 B 1.

B3 1. XA S Hash,vM,M,e {0,1}" . M=M’,Hash(M,)=Hash(M,) ) i % J& a] ZLm& 1), o] ¥
2 6.5 Pr[Hash(M,)=Hash(M,)|M=M ']<6.

EIE LEUEFRIRAYME—1E). WEEE M RIS 4% U CERBEHLE U, JBH M AR U BYR T 4E B R 55
e rh U=gHashW™ B—gt Y] U AR MY BERLIE £ o, 5T U =g MO Br=g 124 ALY M=M"H,
e(U,B")=e(U",B) 7. Bl M=M ", I3 (e(U,B")=e(U",B)) I < AL 1] ZAME 1)

Pr[e(U,B")=e(U",B)|M=M']<6.
B R RO IE AT UE B AR A7 4F MM (875 e(U,B")=e(U",B). Rl
e(U,B)=eU’,B) < e(g""™"™, g") =e(g"™" ™", g")
(g, g) MY = g(g,g)TnM
< e(g,9)™" ™ =e(g, )" ™.

B A u F R A P BEATLIE B 1 2 550 M 2R T u2u', BT Pru=u’]<6.

W51 HE 1 iR, 45 MM, ] Pr[Hash(M)=Hash(M")]<6.

AN e — ek, AT 453 1 Hash(M)=Hash(M "), A TTii e(g,g)" " Mxze(g,g)*as"™ "),

X5 R AR T &, I LB S AS Bz B BN Ok A — S0 B, A 1T el A2 12 80 2k kBl a5 5. ot okt v e 2
P bR AT ME— k. O

B 2(HIBIRIDAIESR ). F MWL A& H U EREBEHLAL u, JEH M AR U, BYER 174 = IR 55 2% P,
Horh, U=ghesi™™ B=g" CSP #4(U.B)YAER M B b5 UL 0 Uy AR HO MR BERLIE B o it S U=
gHashMO™’ Br—gW' M s R I TE A (), B A7 7E e(U,B")=e(U",B),{H M=M " () i 2 2L 7T 2L 1

Pr[M=M’[e(U,B")=e(U’,B)]<6.

I U AR O P W e(U,B)=e(U".B), LI e(U,B")=e(g"™*" ™™ g")=e(g,)"*" ™™™ [ #} Hash(M)=
Hash(M").1E a1 51 31 1 7R, v] 15 H M=M " i 10 R 0E, B0 A R 2 10 1 J . 3 2 12 X e ek Pl S5 45 =X B
A F)— 4. O
42 BIEEAMREMIER
421 BdlR% A4 IERTE

EIE BB BREMIE). P ORI $E 25 4 5 10 35 5 — A28 44 B ] 4 Wi H B B 25 44 1) IE A b

IE AR ROIEVETE B R R B M B BT 1 AN (0, 4num) & IE AL IR i+ AN SR
(G5, Ai,numy) & 5 1% ), H P 0 <S B 28 44 BE W] 3 75 24 (6o, Ao, nUMg)—> ... —( 8, Ai,numy) ... —>( 6, 4j,num;).

PRI R 235 1 A28 44 2 TE A ), 0 2 552X e(g, B)=e(numy*x*g+4;%g,H(M)).

R 25 4 () A6 38 5 1%, vl 45 65, 45,num;).

o;=(x+y;+z)HM) -4, H(M)

o, A=Y+
num; =num;_, +1
0,=0; ,+o;=(num; *x+y;+z,)H(M)
9j_1 = 9j -0, = (numj_l *X+ Vit zj_l)H(M)

A =Y+ 2
num;_, =num; —1

=e(g,8-1)=e(num;_ *x*g+2;_*g,H(M) 55 2R, BEES j AN (621, 4 1,num;_ ) & IE A ).

CE
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[Fi) B L 30 1) 328 4, B ATT AT UE W] 1 4550 e(g, On)=e(numy*x*g+2;%g, H(M)) AL, B 55 i+1 A28 44(6;,4,numy)
T 1A 3K 58 A o I, PR P AR BE AN B
g5 L RTIR, P n] ol g e S — A 44 I UE, 58 BT BEA B 45 4 BE R I B0 IE . O
422 HARZB AWM
S b R A A4 A TR IE B U T BT AN T PRt v 2 OO 23R [ (R AT R 4G R
F P #8505 2 I 45 4 3R [0 B st i — 28 4 AT B0 UE. — HL 25 JI 45 o Oh it 7 5000 28 4, W) 2% 26 42 K G VA T 3oL B0 i
7E KU 2 4 10 R 3 R R op 2 AR 45 7 LN 1K S B 468 b AN 45 AUEUE (050, Ay numy ) RIS 5 P A% 1)
2t (o1, i,numy). A or=(x+yit ) HIM)=Ai - HIM) IR HOM) AT x O T 250 IR 55 4 10 5 2 RS 50, 25 I 55 4 D6 M
BEAT 55 25 Baks R HOMYBEAT S5 U AH DRy 25 0 55 3 AN o B BCH 71 TGRSR AT 25 41 TR G 2 IR 45 45 1 0y Py s 1
Tl B B H8 25 42 (05, A4, num) (67 ] B 2 AR ARG
EIR ABIEEZRERM). WA G, LIt CDH v 8 R A vy, A 5 % HAT 1 44 M T AN REAR 4 4%
2 H W Bk 4
B A AR B AL TS HULASE R F AT F 1 TSt 1 B 2 44 (R B 48 Pk, O 0 T de K T R 1R Bk 1R PR 2
ARLSCHR[33 1A 7 /AT UIE 1.
W 1. BT A AR R A FAEH y DL B BC R A AR A XA 7 R 44 Pk A e SRR kAT T
T AR ABE W XHAT W B AR 2 G0 IR R 0 2 0k R AL R M BL R AN s 6
U, U, BRI BT P U, A4 Sigy, = (6, .4, .num, ) He,be (0,13 A ZERF BN P U, AU, Bk
WA B IE 125 44 8 — ELAXE I 1E B, IUSE W% 25 44 7 AN AT 1 44 1
BB ARENS IE A5 I I 2 4 # R U BB AT S 8 x LR Uy IRy, T LALATT LU S
v, =(um * ) HM), g =y, HM)L W =6 v, =4 LR Z; =7, 9 =4 HM) -1 .
Bk Z, H(M)eG, JilhfffE abe Z, 73 Z, =ag,H(M)=bg ]
e(g,w, ) =e(9,6, —Vi, — ;)
=e(9,6,)e(g,v, ) e(9,4,)""
=e(g,(num, *x+y, +z, )H(M))-e(g,num, *xH(M))" -e(g,y, H(M))™"
=e(g,z, H(M))
=e(Z,,H(M)) =e(ag,bg) = e(g,abg).
UL R R AR IR ALY, 7T 1w, = abg X BEWR A AR P T RF G, (¥ — 4 CDH Rl LK B G, (¥) CDH
i) 750 % PR M 1), JIT AR AT 1) 28 44 0 5 LA T 4 1 O
4.3 Rk BCSPHIIE
KU M, 255 B AT HD AR L LA 1 B A (U, B), o U=g ™™ B=g #EXUSCAFBR YU BY =
JIR 554 CLANT S 8N 9.2 80 Hash(M) & 56 T 5508l A B (145 2L B A i 45 S0 LA A TR CSP m s M EAT 55
It A0 T 280 2 i P BB B 0, DG CSP JEVk 3k 13 u. 59— Ji i, b 7 HEAT 55 28 Moy, CSP 77 2 L 40
240U 1 B 73 5] Hash(M). A U iF 5453 21 Hash(M)*u, & — 4> 85 506t 4Rk ) 7. 7 9 1 Hash(M), 18 75
H1 B UH 5S40 u, 3K SO /N B O B &, T B CSP A LG MR A 2 3547 55 28 Bt 181 G, CSP G vE A Bt A iR
(U,BY I 4% MR AT AT B SO LB VSDD Jy % nl KA K 1 CSP ) 2.
5 HESXBSH
AT ERH C+HiE S A H CMPRY, PBC), OPENSSL. PBC_bcee i 0 HEAT 7 528 4T 6 & B
4GB BT NAE. 4 1% CPU. 1Mbps i 52 M TR E L 2 IR %5 248,18 4T I ERE R R Linux AE 50 T AR E
512 BRI 3 AP AE S 0 5 element 9K/ 160 ELF, HL element € Z5 .
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h T BALL B S 1) S B R B AT TR 2 B 1) File_list 41 R EAT BEMLAL B AL 7SR PRSI 2 000 MR
Bl I, HAR ST B A AT B 0 PE BT 101 Bl i AT BE B BEE N 7.

AT NTBAT TF R SLARM AN J7 1, 55 perfectDedup 7 AT LL#, 4041 VSDD J7 Z M PEREL# th T
HE 0B XA R GEATAR N HRAT 1 0, DR LI ) TR AN T N 523 45 2R

FATRE A FARRR B b 22 2RSS 4,70 LT 3 AN sk 34T B s 56

o Bt LARGAT Bt A% B A AR A% 58 WA A3 o AR AT Hd.

o W 2(UNAT FEE R A ) A% B AR A IR A 5 B i AR VRAT O e 5k AT Hdie .

o W 3(WAT B AR B AE AR AR 2, B AT Hd.

51 BIEFH

BAIVNI S _EXF CE. RCE BB 1K) 5 S AT R e LR, Ll e 2 SR L3R 2,36 2 FZEX) VSDD Jj Il f5
THE AN TR BEAT T 20 B A A5 T4 7 1, A% 0 5 AR A 5 B A SRk . Bl AR R R v B o A%
F10 i Al s T 2P A AL Bl T A B o TR 7 5 P A i PR A A G T A A T S AR A
SNV I 85 B A 6 B MU S C,Cr, Cig,Co, Ce 70 0 7 Bl AU . 75 B 1A Bl v IR . ol 28 42
B TSSO S T AT IR SO L T BRI I A5 1R 85 SO Cre s s I R rh E B KRR .Cop
Fos 1 S AR bR IR B C,, C, 3R 7R ) R I35 T 13 25 x A v O RLAR.

AE RCE J7 G M1, 3 Co BLAE P AN 40 48 0 85 T 45 85 SRV P i 453 1% 3C. 5 CE Rl RCE J7 %4
EE,VSDD J7 SAE S b AR R S K T84 T8 5 1, O ME S T A8 A4 S T8 LA n T 9IS S
KB AR RN B W 22 RSN TS B 2 A 56 UE P T DR UE B 22 4 L B 1k CSP B I R AT
RS A, VSDD J5 ZE M B AT IR SRIBCAS [7] BRI % 435 e, mJ < I 0 2 1) B ol O

Table 2 Comparison of performance

F2 PERELLAL

S WAF TT 4 A TT Y
FAG BRI FRIWEIRIEL | SN B bs PR
CE Cc+CT+C|D CC Ck Cr
RCE Cc+Cr+Cip Cc+Cr Cxk Cr
VSDD #it47 # s Cc+C+CiptCsjg Ci+Csig+Cc Ck Cr
VSDD AT | Crt+CiptCsigtCe Cr+Csig+Ce Ck+Cy Cr

52 HEKM

AT B BT VSDD U5 SR BATIC SR IF 7 M 1 3 Pl 5t Hdi s A0 e 5 P FH A0 I T S5 36 £k
MDS5 A Ay i e 7y bR 5, F T 9926 B B b il LUK 36 44 107 A SE R ABS AR by R e 1) o 250 2L A4 )
S S5 R 3, Tasn R 78IS AT WG 75 b8 KT I 8], Enc 1 Dec 53 il 3 75 20405 1R 0 85 R0 g 2 7 FH IR (1]

Table 3 Comparison of CE, RCE and the proposed scheme in terms of execution time

% 3 CE. RCE UL #8735 E AT I ] Le g

CE RCE VSDD Jj &
HAKEEE | BI(s) e g . iR S
s s : ——= — ——— v
fo | PR B PR SR | e | i | R R

Thash 0.025 2 _ 2 2 3 3 2 2
ey Enc 1 - 1 » 1 ) 3 B
B i 2% Dec - 1 - 1 _ _ 1 5

N L e Enc Enc Dec Enc 2Enc Dec 2Dec
2y S Il

BIEHFIFHE) | 05 | P | 1005 | +0.05 | +0.075 +0.075 +0.05 +0.05

N T PR AN 5N B AR R PR 55 5 AR i A SN T T RS A 8 P B AT T T 3 AL
BEASLIG, SR 4 R W3R 4 NP5 Fros A AN ) AR 0 B v B 0 AR AT Hdl . WAT BB . AT Ml Of

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



466 Journal of Software #% 4% Vol.31, No.2, February 2020

T3 APRAT Bt 10 A% B A A SRS AE 25 I 55 s v AR A, AT S AT %0 7 e ) B 3 T A 48 KR G o 46
5 A S 56 4 SR T DU L B AAT S 1 L AT 4 A A, At g 5 ) i T 9 R AR I T #0555 A
i X PR A AR AT B 75 B B AR SR A AT EE R M T A% RCE N )3 3.5 I 55 s i 1 oF SOT A AT LE,
B S VT ST R AR R AN KA 2 T SAT 55 th 2l 55 A R 4.

Table 4 Time span used by server and client side in different scenarios (ms)
T4 AT S5 A i AN 2 S BT R 4 I () (ms)
SMB 32MB 128MB 512MB
I 55 % S ) i I 55 % i ) b I 55 % i ) b I 55 % i ) b
75| 3264 1565 11 254 2 643 31551 6573 160 992 18 532
Y52 3141 1160 9964 2053 25810 4934 135 650 14 257
Y53 1298 925 2 605 1024 4675 2 805 9 684 5663

80

@
=1
T

I (%)

99930

20

2e%

o%!

32MB 128MB SI2MB
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Fig.5 Computational cost of client and server in defferent scenarios
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FH S 6 25 AT UL, VSDD 77 22 I I 18] FF 48 BH 5/ T perfectDedup 77 583X J2 [A 24 perfectDedup 77 5 5 ZEAR 4
B S0 B 2 1 A DL R HEAT A 1 R R B I (R ACL A1 7 perfectDedup 7 S H M P 7 5 SN
TELR W58 — O EAT A8 T, LA 58 B0s AT BE .M E VSDD 7 £, Jig 4k b A% 5 Al 2= i R ] 1) 50 i 25 44, B RT ff o
B AT R A, 5 B AT E A 1) 45 SR 10 56 . SCHR (20780 SCRR[25190 (1075 AN IX 20 B 347 B, T A 2 dim 34
Tk B FA B #0450 FH 4 ok 2 % (1 I 85 Sk g AT OR3P . VSDD  J7 SR H0Hs 1R i A7 B SR F AN [) i) s o 7 =K,
A 2 AT 7 1RO () R4, 42 2 R BRI AT 2805

AN perfectDedup 77 % SCHR[20] 1977 %€ LA SCHR[25]H F 75 S8R4T T Gl AA IR [1) 45 1 LEASC AE AN )
Wsc T KA R ARTR B _EAL 2 IR 55 4%, e vt HL 0T FH B0 38 I ) 4, 52 36 45 Rt ] 9~1&] 11 o,

G AR B AR AT B N4 AN T5 ST AR IR 1) A AR BE A B A AR Y K, VSDD U5 &
J o TR IS TR R W /N T A D7 R GX PR 2 VSDD 77 2250 B i A UURH B4l 45 44 AT T ARk oot i SCHR[20]
TS R T S RS X RCE I (K85 SCREAT A8 2 s, SCBR[25] b 1R 07 58 7 B0 20 A B AT 25 P sk
IS ZA MRS S HEAT A H LA AL VSDD 7 5 24 O AT R A VAT B I P 0T A i b R
B4 AL RTRT 5250 45 RR W R AT R 5 I N 28 4400 7 A8 T — 8 A I TR) 8 AR AR MR e A0 A0 T HoAll
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53 AEFSLRK
AT VSDD 77 & 5 HAAR R T RAT T IR G H LK 5.

Table 5 Scheme charateristics comparison

R=5 TR RHE

UES VSDD perfectDedup SCHRL] SCHk[13] SCHik[14] SCiik[20] SCHk[25]
T ARy v x v * * v *
R 55 B AT 1 X N x x N x x
ot B S AT B 2E 4T I \/ X x X v X x
BT A BT \ x x x x V J

6 u_.\ =R ,ﬁ Etﬂ

ARSIV T AT BE IR SO i A N T 75 8. VSDD 7 8 5k T R M e St T R FH RS AR TR T
K (¥ 7 P FEAT B 10 20 R S0k PR R 28 44 T 58 S DU Bl O 85 44, 97 1k 25 i 55 s O 3 AT 2 A i 45 2R 5
SER R 4% o s B A S s ) 2 4 A7 i A0 A% 33, 5 T 2 )2 0 2 0 x) B B AT I e K Bl 2 AT 8
I 55 AR TAT e i Ok 1 AR TAT B (0 % 42, B HIRAHIOR B CSP K 73 28 Bk 55 [R5 A B, VSDD U5 A& )
S5 =7 55 s, SEDL T i P B0 N LA s 2 44 B R I E, T 2 T KR B R 4 0 T TN s AR
IEBBEAT PN AN IR AIE. SR 25 HY T PRAR 10 22 70 B AE W] T VSDD U5 51 2 ek Al BRI HdE 2 W, VSDD Uy
FA SRR = g5 s Ly R BO A7

DR SR B r L, SEBIL N R B 10 23 e A RN AT BE R 20 T iR I AL R AR D ST L
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