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Abstract: TLS protocol works between the transport layer and application layer in TCP/IP system. The safety of transport layer is
effectively protected by providing a series of security services such as confidentiality, integrity, authentication server required, as well as
optional client authentication. In order to reduce network latency, TLS1.3 protocol adds the support for 0-RTT data, through caching
long-term public key of server by client, and the long-term public key is directly used to generate a session key to send part of
application layer data in the first message. For three kinds of 0-RTT mode, this study uses Scyther tools for formal analysis to obtain two
attack paths of the 0-RTT data in CK security model, and an optimized protocol is proposed based on the 1-RTT semi-static mode.
Through security proof and formal analysis, it is proved that the protocol is resistant to KCI attacks and replay attack against 0-RTT data
in CK security model.
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Fig.2 Basic handshake protocol flow
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2.3 THO-RTTHIRMIHER

TLS1.3 5 3 PRz 3 3 0-RTT %45 :1-RTT semi-static,PSK,PSK-DHE. & 3 2 0-RTT ¥ (1314 BAZ H
IR 1 RN B B AR 2 0 3 M K % 8 R

@ chello,ceks, {Early Data} g R
7 0
shello,seks, {ssks, MAC g (chello,ceks,shello,seks,ssks) } SO

Client < Server

Fig.3 Handshake process that contains 0-RTT data flow
B3 % 0-RTT %udl 48 T e
Table 1  Protocol notation
F1 FFoEX
chello,shello B R

ceks,seks i 15 25 4H g*.0”
ssks g2 KA Y o
ssks” 2544 I 5w %

Table 2 Key derivation table
FT2 HPHIFHE
[LEN ceks seks ssks stk eadk atk htk  cost

1-RTT semi-static g g’ g° g*© g* g°.9v g¥ 2DH
PSK - - - psk  psk psk psk -
PSK-DHE g ¢ - psk psk  pskg¥ ¢¥ IDH
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TR g ORI B 1 S AL R 55 2 T A B RN RS s v R R R A
2.3.1 1-RTT semi-static 1\

B 5G4 #T 1-RTT semi-static 5 3. fE{FH Scyther 5123 4L 1) SPDL % 5 HEAT R IR I, 24 T DX 73 I i FAEH Al
K FAGH AR SR A I 535 51 25 7 i I N Bl WL tempx AT tempy (19777 325, BT (sk(c), tempx), (sk(s),tempy) & 7 %5
3 IR 55 i R I I LB, D g 1(sk(c),tempx), g 1(sk(s),tempy) & 7s 25 i« [l 55 4 (AT IS 23 B9 IK 4 tempx F11 tempy
T AR IR XL AT A I FA SR e it i T, BB LR AE I B FA B ATD R 2 22 A I b A A SCAE L K BB A g 22 A B A,
XA RS Fo VR Bk B — 7 MR 2 13 ] 1) 25 A B (I S RA B) B b 7= — 77 9 If B R, B 35 B A T 31045 T i
) e ok 41 R g 77.Scyther 1 B 7F Settings F7 25 BT R4 T 9 22 AR AR 1) % 5 10 AR A 4fE Cas CremersB23%f CK
S 2 AR R 9T, CKOBE Y A VPR 49 08 U7 AL SR B SR A T S R 1 o DR ) DA RS CKOBEZY N
FRITT 17 {25 P Long-term Key Reveal after claim(PFS). 2587 Mtk #0425 2 i Actor(KCIP*NFLIR 2 #5 Bl State
Reveal. It A0, X7 b 1 17 3 52 88 B 38 B SR R PT C 40 & 18 M 2 i Session-Key Reveal. [A I, i A5 Y 1 %
B 4 BToR e n A< Verify automatic claims”#H47 H sh304E, &5 40K 5 .

= ]
Scyther: tls-1-3-semi-static.spdl

claim status Lomments Fatterns
Pratocol description | Settings M3 semijatic ¢ Uadsemissicel  Secvttemgx Ok

Verification parameters

Maximum number of runs '5|
(0 disables bound)

Matching bype typed matching

Adversary compromise model

Long-term Key Reveal Others (DY)
Long-term Key Reveal B Actor (KCI)
' Mone (DY)
Long-term Key Reveal after claim aftercorrect (wPFS) —
@ after (PFS)
sesslon-Key Reveal
Random Reveal
srate Reveal
Automatically infer local state
1 attac
Advanced parameters s
Search pruning Find best altack - Do
Fig.4 Setting attacker model Fig.5 Attack paths of 1-RTT semi-static mode
K4 wERCTRY K5 1-RTT semi-stati #5220 ) B it i 4%

MIZAT 45 R0 LU H:Seyther TR 73 il 70 2 7 i FH R 5% 45 1R AR BES B0 ICRAT S #2 v B3 2 50 L% e gk
AT T B0AE, F5 X6 X7 H B 1) IR 2 P i) — 350 PE Niagree 1125 P Nisynch #3847 564E. 5% T Early Data 3 HI#H1
PRI AL, 45 B R AN T4 1) (Fail), 73 A A 5 17 vt A0 AR 55 455 i A7 48 I b 07, s 71 attack™ 154 P &5 5 7410 19 B s
A2, 5 il ] 6 R 7 BT 7R Ah Scyther 38 43 B HH T — S8 FL A ¥ e, Wi BE AT EL re/rs RIS 5L negote/ negots
FRIATL S T, 3 2 2 BT B UAS T 3 R v A A2 B SR 90, A P i 8 S 56 T DA 85 0 0 i ol 2 1 22 4 12k, B
PLEATI 2 e MEANE 2 R YU ] 22 Wiy 2% 1A AIE J5 T, Niagree F1 Nisynch BT 7 B0 W05 B 7 A B0 g 42
56 A [, 3 150 B % A3 e £ 2R B0t KCT A8 12 XU A IE 22 4.
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Run 1

Bob in role ¢

Assumes s->Alice

Yar tempyi#t] -> tempy#2
Var negots#l > negots#2

Var rs#l -> rs#2
Run 2
Alice in role
A | Assumes c->Bob
sencd_ | Var tempx 2 - jempxifl
M1 Var Data#2 > Data#l
“\\‘ Var Earlydata#2 -> Earlydata#1
et Var nepote#2 == negolc# 1
\\\ Var re#2 -> re#l
I~
~
] S~ Y
send_2 recv |
M7 — | MI
‘x\\\‘““ “-‘\____‘\_-
L ] ~—_ Yy
send_3 i
Ml \\\ M7
¥ ] ) ——— |
recv_4 T recv_3
M2 |y MIT Leamn* Earlydata#1
~
"‘-\-.\_“_“‘
Y __‘1"““1 Y
reey 5 " send 4
. 2
sl(M4) v M2
~—_
L 4 T L 4
T
recv_6 1 send_5
M8 | gl(M4)
—~—
~—|
Y T I
send_7 T semd_6
MO L M8
~—__
~_
| J T— L 4
recv § e
MI10 .~ M9
1 .
~—
T ‘:: &
claim 3 RBob S ST send_
claim_c3(Bob.Secrel. Earlydata# 1) MI10

Abbreviations:

M1 = reft] negoted|

M2 = rs#2.ncgots#2

M3 = gl(skiAlice))

M4 = sk(Alice) tempyif2

M35 = sk{Bob)lempx#]

M6 = KDF(g2(M3.M35))

M7= gl(M35)

M8 = {Alice. M3MACM LM7,M2,gl(M4),Alice, M3, KDF(g2(M7,sk(Alice)))) | KDF(g2(M 7,M4))
M9 = {Data#] JATK(KDF(gZ(g 1{M4).M5)).M06)

M10 = [Dmaft] | ATK(KDF(g2(M7.M4)), KDF(e2(M7,sk(Alice))))
M1l = {Earlydata# ] }M6

Scyther pantern graph for the tls-1-3-semi-static protocol, claim tls-1-3-semi-static,e3 in role ¢.

Fig.6 Early Data leaked in 1-RTT semi-static mode
K 6 1-RTT semi-static 153X T [f] Early Data jlit %
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Run 1

Bob in ole ¢

Assumes s->Allice

Var tempy# | > tempy#2
Var negois#] > negots#2
Var rs#l > rs#2

Run 2

Alice in role s.

Assumes c->Bob ¥
WVar tempx#2 > tempx# | send_1
Var Data#i2 -> Data#t] M1

WVar Earlydata#2 —> IntruderString |
WVar negotcf2 > negotcfl
WVar rc#2 = rc#l

send_3
| Earlydata®1 jM6

Construct* M 11

Abbreviations:

M = rc#l,negote#l

M2 = rs#2 negots#2

M3 = gl(skiAlice))

M4 = sk(Alice pempy#2

M5 = skiBob)tempx#1

M6 = KDF(g2(M3,M5))

M7 = gl(M5)

M8 = [Alice, M3MACMI M7 M2 gl (M4), Alice, M3 KDF{g2(M7 sk(Alice)))) ] KDF(g2(M 7 M)
M9 = [Data## ] JATK(KDF(g2(g L(M4).M5)).M6)

M0 = {Data#1 JATK(KDF(g2(M7.M4)), KDF{g2(M7 sk(Alice))))
MII = {IntruderString | M6

claim_s6{ Alice Secret, IntruderString1)

Scyther pattemn graph for the 1ls-1-3-semi-static protocel, claim tls-1-3-semi-static,s6 in role s.

Fig.7 KCI attack in 1-RTT semi-static mode
7 1-RTT semi-static #2=XF [1) KCI K

6 TR AR & 1-RTT semi-static #30F Early Data (3l i 72, 94 run 2 1848 H HI %42 £ 7R 1E
WP B L. T DAV 21 A B335 % 7 3 A1 €0 1) Bob(C) I 47338 AR 45 4% A1 16, 1) Alice(S) & 3% 3 B M7(Rl Bob
{1 23 B e 5 T AT AR BIX 4 0 8, PRI I CROBE RS Ak Alice 3K 75 Alice (K 3L B, it o 55t T T 0 % Early
Data )% 8] eadk IX B TR 3K M11 7 5L, B AT X I0 5 in & (1) Early Data 3T fif 2.

AR EHd T
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(1) B/ C 54 H S IEREAE,C AT A QR S I A #1750 HH % 8 eadk, ] eadk INFE£E
14 B K%K Early Data. Jb4h,C BT B S K% H A AY;
(2) Tili ABGER C I S RIEH CHIAHILL RN G # Early Data % 3C;
(3) A CAHMEEE LSS RIN S WA H %4 eadk;
(4) A ffif] eadk fif#% Early Data, #5453 15 3.
7 IR B G AR A 1K 1-RTT semi-static #1208 F KCT B (1 RE. B & 26 9038 & 7 i ¥ £ €4 Bob(C)
i) 473 0 R 55 2 11 A €4 Allice(S) R I%TH B M7(RI Bob 11281 IR FLAR SR, TRk CK B S5 1E Alice 3815 Alice
F A I RA T, T o 55 1 5 4 eadk. B, ok 3% 7T DL A C0h i — S8 Early Data,JH eadk I & %45 Alice, N
Alice 251X 2 O 3 K1 & 2 1F /& Bob KX ¥ Early Data, Jf 4k £ 3EAT 2 J5 IR F) P BUARURE . IX A, B0t g 6
F3H'E 78 Bob [ Alice Ri%¥ .
BN NILEE By T
(1) % C HRS A S IEH A, C A A AR EIR S kK30 2 81 5 11 35 4 eadk, ] eadk I AE
%14 B &% Early Data. Jb4h,C T2 1) S K% H A A
(2)  Bulisr A#EE C I S KL C A,
(3) AMH CHAHMEEEE RS HFERIW S WRIHAHAH H % eadk;
4) AW LMER i Early Data,fif F eadk % Ki%45 S,S M IAhIX4&THE K BT C.
25 LTk MR PE Scyther 20 #7145 R, 1-RTT semi-static A3 T 1 O-RTT FiE 475 40 T il
(1) O-RTT 4% A PFS &4
(2)  TCVEHEHT KCT Bk, B SR 55 % 16 K 30 AL AH 4 0t 2 90 B T, DU BBk 3 m DA Dy 25 1 AT 735 4 ) iy 1)
MR %% 2% ROIFAT AR IE ¥ Barly Data. 48, B 2 #46 IR 25 2% 10K IHAA B B 4525 5 % 2 i @ At
ST LI
(3)  O-RTT H[¥H4iE i 8 i 195 372 4 E0 L
2.3.2 PSK #x
Wk 2 FroR, 78 PSK O T 0 26 B 0 e — APt 2285 psk 5 HAL IR, 7EH] SPDL & & fifiR I 4% psk
& XNy const # KN T KBS A 68 1. & 5 Verify automatic claims”#EAT H sh KA, 5 2 Wi & 8 T4t 4.
|

Claim Status Comments Patterns ‘

Hs 1 3PsK £ th_ 1) PSKel  SeretData Fall  Fabumed  ALleast | stbsck allazk

Ch 13 Pske?  SedetEatydats  Fall raluned  ALleat ] stiack

b 13 PSic Seore megotc Fall Fabubed  Ablesstlabback | 1ablack
Bls_1_3_PSKod  Secretrc Fall Fabihed  Atieast 1 attack

bl 3 PSKCS  Secretmegots Fall Faiifed  Atioast 1 Eack

b 13 PSkes  Secrskrs Fall  Fakified tack ‘
Bls_13 PEie?  Alee Fall  Falsified ok

bl 3 Pien  Weskagres Fall  Falsified AL

th_ Fall Fabified AL

th, Fall rabificd  Atleast 1

(1 Fail  rabilied  ALleast 1 allok

b 13 PIKaZ  Seudhen Fail  rybified AL

th 13 PSKa3  SecetData Fall  Pabified
13 Fikse secrertaryascs Pall  ralsined
11 eerer egors Pall raiuned  ari
Th_11SSEAR e e Fall  Fatuned a1k

b _1_3_PEK T Al Fall  Falified &t leank 1abbar
bl 13 PsksE  Weskagrea Fail  Fabified  Atleast 1

Fall  Falsified  Ath

tls_1_3_PSKs10  Hisynch Fall  Falsified  Atleast 1.aktack

Fig.8 Attack paths of PSK mode
8  PSK LA Sl e 42

© PHEBEABK IO hitps/ www. jos. org. cn



2858 Journal of Software k4% Vol.32, No.9, September 2021

MIZAT S5 R AT LG 0 R psk itk 38,00 Early Data F11 Application Data #5062k 25 42 4V, B — 3 W7
EE] PFS A ER X T PSK B XU B W i AL BRI B A B 2 15 2 ] ol vl o e 7 R e A Y
AP — A psk 5 H 2% Pl 5 B0k RS 04 3 P 0 R A AT T L 44 Finished ¥4 & 1) MAC,
Bt A i 9 s,

Run 1

Bob in role ¢

Assumes s->Alice

Var negotsitl > IntruderParams|
Var rs#l -% IntruderMNonce |

'

send_1
re# 1, negotc#l

l _-“_-““H

scnd_2
{Earlydatad 1 }psk

LT
=

recv_3 Construct * M3 )
-

M2

'

recv_d

M3

send_5
M1

n

recv_6
M1

claim_c7(Bob,Alive, *)

Abhreviations:

M1 = {Dara#l }psk

M2 = IntruderMonce | IntruderParams |
M3 = [MAC(rc#1 negotc#1 M2 psk)}psk

Scyther pattern graph for the ls-1-3-PSK protocol, claim tls-1-3-PSK.¢7 in ole c.

Fig.9 MAC forged in PSK mode
9 PSK #:0 T 1) MAC fhi&
LEZ B P, — S EA psk (K B0 38 T LA 3R 3038 %5 7 3 1K £ €4 Bob(C)IF) ClientHello(Bl 137~ 4 chello)
B, b i&E—A ServerHello( H 3R 7 4 shello) ¥ B IR [0 45 Bob;f 5 v H XS W I¥] MAC, % K i% 4 Bob, I
LB MAC %581 stk F8 T2 4 htk #H psk 5 .
RS R .
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M
(@)
3
“4)

®)

At ge,

Wil AR — 8 J7 IR ) i C 5 S5 a4 S AU TIIL =45 1] psk;

A B C L S M il 2T C i S KIEHIH L,

A it —A ServerHello ¥4 KLk 145 C;
A ] psk 15—/ MAC,MAC [N &HE C K%M ClientHello ¥ 5.« A Thi& ) ServerHello ¥ &

PLK psk FI1E;

A ¥ MAC [ psk s Kik4h C58)08% 1-RTT BT Dh 3 iR 45 28 5 C @5 &4,
AT LA, X PR R 1) 22 A M e A I T psk AR Z,— B psk B B0 3 3R I, 2 AN P iU A2 AR 0K AR 754 H

2.3.3 PSK-DHE #izt
PSK-DHE £ PSK #ixX [t JEfk L34 7 —%¢ DH A #&,f#f Application Data i & PFS %2 HK N T X 43
I B FABH RN I FAEH, R 5 28 2.3.1 1 AR 77 sUER s 550 7 it 5 IR 45 4 TR I s L AH G2 AT 45 B an 1] 10 o,

Clalm

Done.

Hs 1_3 PSK DHE ¢ ks _1_3 PSK DHE«A

Status Comments Patterns
Secret tempy Ok Mo attacks within baurds
tls 1 3 P5K DHEx£Z  SecetDats ok Mo attacks within bounds.

I tls 1 3 PSK DHE:3  SecretEarbydata Fall  Falsified  Ableast ) attack. 1attack I
tls 1 3 PSKE DHE.c8 Serret neqotc Fall Falsifiesd  Atlease 1 attack. 1attsck
tis_1_3 PSK DHE«<S  Secrebrc Fall Falsified  Ableastq attack. 1attack
Lls_1_3_PSE_DHE:S Secrel lempy L] M atLacks withir Baus
Us_1 3PSk DHLe?  Sewelnegols Fail palsified  ALleast 1 allack, 1allszk
s 1 3 PSK DHERE  Sewelrs Fail palsified  ALleast 1 allack, 1allack
ts_1_3 PEK DHE<D  Alle Ok Mo attacks within baurnds
tls 1 3 P5E DHE£ID  Weskagree Ok Hio attacks within bourds.
tls 1 3 PSK DHEI1  Miagree Fail  Falsified Ableast 1 attack. 1 attack
tls_1_3 P5K DHE£IZ  Hisynch Fall  Falsified ALleast] attack. 1 attack
Els_1_3 PSk_DHEs1 Secret ermpy (e ]9 Mo attacks within Baurds
Els_1_3_PSK_DHEs?  Secrelnegols Fail rFalsified  AlLleast 1 aitack 1attack
Ls_1_3_PSK_DHESY  Secrelis Fail ralsified  ALleast 1 allack. 1 allack
ts_1_3 PSK DHEsd  Secretbempy ok Ho attacks within bourds
Lix 1 3 P5K DHEsS  SeuelDals DK Mo allacks wilhin bourds.

I te 13 PSK DHEz8  Secelfarhelats  Fail  faleified  Alleastallack 1altsck I
tls 1 3 PSK DHE?  Sewetnegetc Fall Falsified  Ableast 1 atback. 1attsck
tis 13 PSK DHE3E  Secretre Fall  ralsified Atleast 1 attack. 1 attack
tis_1_3_PSK_DHEsS  Alive Ok W attacks within baiinds
tls 1 3 PSK DHE=10 Weskagree Ok Hio attacks within bounds.
tls_1_3 PSK_ DHEs11  Hiagres Fall Falsified Atleasti attack. 1 attack
tls_1_3_PSK_DHEs12  Hisynch Fall Falsied  Atlease1 attack. 1 attack

Fig.10 Attack paths of PSK-DHE mode
K10 PSK-DHE ) Bty 42

2859

M 10 0] LA Hi:Data [ Secret J& ¥4 OK, ]l Application Data ji% /& PFS %¢4x. i1 T PSK-DHE #£38 [#) ¢
Fi5 1-RTT semi-static 3L, HJR 048 FT IR 45 2 K 3 B AT 10— 48 DH A8 e ik 1 L = 2 LA,
(A 6 AT LU 21): PSK-DHE #4:3: H1 Early Data [ % 424480 1-RTT semi-static #0158 % A A B PFS %4, AN

AERPT KCI By B B 2w 11 (@) AN 11(b) s, B i A2 5 1-RTT semi-static #8520 T B 4H .

2Bk HUF ST
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Rum. |

A x> Al
Vartempy#l > tcmpr?
Var megts] > negoes)
Varsfl > rsf2

Aammes € >Roh
Var tomput? > tcmpreE]
Var Data2 > Data¥l

pasy
B8 — {MAC(LLM M. pek | KDFi MM
M9 - | Dot ATR (KD 2007 M5 pskch

2 M7 M3 M6 psky MY
a¥] JATK{MO e}

et ®
[Data | ATRUKIF2 (M5 M 4Lk}

Scyther pattern graph for tse ts-1-3PSE-DIIE peotoeod. chim dhs-1-3-PSK-DIIEcS i rode <. Scyllas pticrn graph b e th-1-3-PSE-DHE prooced, chrim th-1-3-PSK-DHE 56 im ook 5

(a) PSK-DHE #{30 R [#) Early Data it % (b) PSK-DHE #X F [f) KCI Hili

Fig.11 Early Data leaked and KCI attack in PSK-DHE mode
P4 11 PSK-DHE #i3 (1) Early Data jiit # fl KCI % il

3 MMULMUA R

M Bk 85 B 0T LU kT — AN BEAE IR DU 5% #5 KW AL B ) BT 2R U, 0-RTT Hodi s A A9 AN i e 4 i skl I,
X in) X T Google ¥ QUIC ML IR FEAETE A0 2 B 2 QUIC Wit = %2 B FH 7 3w Y s b, 75 Tm) 194 3t I 3
WATH GET 154 @ AL 155 1 AN K, I EL O-RTT Hh (1 80 B0 T e JT AN AR v, i 22 4 M vl DU % 22
RLARTNRS TAEH] POST R4 55 1 AN SR I8 £, B AT (5 R JREE 3, R 126 40 TR 5% 4 i RO 8 2 L J2 22 A PR SR AR
e PR 55 500 AE X RS B0, 0-RTT H50Hs 1) 2 4> ) 00 200 2% B8 56 b, JIR 55 24 K S FA 0T 1 1 28 B L 27 A7 1]
S A% B a1 IR 5 2Rl I ServerConfiguration 1 EUK K 1 20 4 K 1% 45 %% 7 viig. ServerConfiguration [ 54i5 45
BT,

struct {

opaque configuration_id (l,...,2°16—1);

uint32 expiration_date;

NamedGroup group;

opaque server_key (1,...,2"16—1);

EarlyDataType early data_type;

ConfigurationExtension extensions (1,...,2 16 —1);
} ServerConfiguration;

i expiration_date ¥t /1% ServerConfiguration F11 %A FH A BR, 8% 5 5 A /N T 7 KAWL & U, 5% ) it 2 A7
IR 2% 28 “F s A AN AT 7 K.
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3.1 AL B EEH
M ServerConfiguration FKJA7 20 F IR mT DL th, 350 g it S 000 9 Ml 2 A7 2P i 25 A B 300 T4 T 0 i)
BRI ST — € (5, JF HAR JE % AR AS L fi vk O-RTT B 192 4 1k il /L. OC T~ O-RTT ¥l (1 22 43 7k 1)
BURSE S 2 b I T I 45 2, F TR PFS MGt KCT Bidi A SCH T 1-RTT semi-static
BBk 77— MoBr 1 3CRF O-RTT B i W i3, i Wip s nT LAY 83K BT KCT Beati, $2 i 1 0-RTT 8l (¥ 22 4> P p i
AR A EL R R 1] 12 F s, el P T L <A B D B S04 i, AR I ) i/ J5 Barly Data i SV SEAS_E 78N T %
F g%t Barly Data FN #1244
@ chello,ceks, {Sigy ) (Hash(Early Data), TimeStamp),Early Data} g
Clent < shello,seks, {ssks, MACy (chello,ceks,shello,seks,ssks) } 4 Ser

Fig.12 Handshake process of the optimized protocol
K12 Defe il i i T

MR 25 A EW B2 P 28 1 408 )5, 1 56 TH A H eadk X O-RTT 4 AT i 25,88 J5 A8 45 7 i 1) 28 BH 6
o R R 44 REAT R 5 A2 I 5 IR 1) B AT BRI G AR K 6 8] 8% TimeStamp JEC7E RS 44, [ AE B 1b T BT I 1]
TR 11 B o5, AN T B FE R T 19 TT €, T 5 Early Data (1) Hash B EAT XS Lo 4n 5 = AN UL EC, A XA & — A5
R %% P S R A% R O-RTT Hodl ik 25 4% N 12 108 B 7 B 25 53X AN 4.
3.2 AL AR £ AR
AICKMT CK ARG FIR U BU3EAT 70 A, i BLLE WIS (R S ER B T Re % 11 4k W U e vt A B L
B o LA e R S
i FHILT game B T7VERTRAL WM 22 4 P HEAT 23 B7 IR W AR 28 44 S0 22 2 ME R Gap-DH 1n] 8 1) 52 % 1tk
DA B3 B H R B 22 A P T B N i WX BE BT KCT BUah AF B e R i3 & DL P A
(1) session-key query £ i [f)% 914 Early Data )% eadk, i /N /& Application Data [1) %1 atk;
(2) & XULECHI 216 0 (chello,ssks) AH A (KT 2 1 (LB X eadk, ANEFXT atk).
EIE 1 EMBRESSIE BRI 2 4tE . SR Gap-DH IR MENE, %8 S H R B 2 &0k % imss 4
BLHI ) 22 A PR T 32 T U A 0 B RE 8 HIK T KCT Biii.
o IEHTE
s — N WL I S 5 A BUEE LR 2 chello, 84 chello ME—iR 531 ceks=g®. th 5 & Ui, % F—
X T TC (1) 25 % Wi TT 1) chello,ceks,ssks #fAH [A], DA 6 V145 HH A [R) 1) eadk.
o A
TR E L —F % Game.
(1)  Game O:AL4L T LI B SEHAT I FE;
(2) Game 1:I]R%52SIE B AT Dhit P N5 Game 0 A 5], 76 12% 4% b, Moy 2 48 FH BEDLAE ssks™F0%F o,
TR 2y %5 42 5 FEAmAT AT FH T IE ssks [R5 58 2 22 4 1), PR Bk 35 0V i A Game 1A A2 0, ks
AR b 5 O it R 45 2 IE 35
(3) Game 2:eadk {122 AP AZUFRR K ATE s Btk i 2 BT, UERAEIN S Game O AH ], {H A2 B i 2 A Re A
party corruption £ il £ 1% YAk HP, BUili 3 A i g, B ABEHLE AT g R IX 2 ) g AR ¥E Gap-DH K 3
PR AR SS ) 9,0%,0° 1 DDH & #I T $2 1, 75 o 2 I Y B Mo 3 i 45 Game 2 83 55 7] T
SKA# Gap-DH i 4
(4) Game 3:eadk ¥V ZUF K ATE s Mk 8 2 T UM 5 Game 0 AH [F],H 2 Bt & A e 4
party corruption 7 ). £E %7 Xk Bl E — AN 4 i S U I B LA AR 53 — AN 1 eadk . Kl

© P EBEABRFUFET  hitpa/ www. jos. org. cn



2862 Journal of Software k4% Vol.32, No.9, September 2021

HHF RO .
> %) eadk I session-key query I AN 404 eadk”, K4 chello #chello;
> atk,sfk H A atk IR #2350 eadk .
IR i, B % G VE S Game 3.

(5) Game 4:Earlydata ) ECSEVYENIATSEPE AZ RN L Game 0 AR [R], Beati 2 8 1230 % 0 T BEA LA ACEE
Sigqo(Hash(Earlydata)).[K 5 Fl +45 44 Earlydata (9554 sk(c)RIELVEL AL e 410, B LA B T 3 o1 13
Game 4. 195 72 Ui, Boidi 5 ] LLE T party corruption i s it #2, 97+ 5 eadk, ¥t — 2515 3 Earlydata [
WA H DI Sigg o) (Hash(Earlydata)) 2 W 3 (#), DX G £RAIE T Early Data i1 5\ U5 50 52 P R A] SE %

g Bk A PSR B 11 ek 5 £ ke AT 5% 7 B O 3 Early Data i & AT AT 2UR$T KCT Beif.

3.3 MALth BRIk o4

FIH Scyther "1 R AGAL J5 B PR BLEAT 4347, 1% LR 4 5 T s T 5 ) 75 AR 03 B0 25 44 S5 P I 4k

B2 10 I FAB AT D600 L 4% P 45 e A JB k.

(1) 1 CK BAL N I T2 44 I RA ST 3R 2 AR % 11

2) BHWMAPHRAIFN.

A2 Scyther X} F {0 C Kbt LA — MR BLIE sk(c), 28 T X 431l i A R I FASH, 2 BTFE 28 2.3.1 1+
P22 T AE sk(e)Ja AN BEH LI g w7 58,4k A2 (sk(c),sigx) (K 2R 3R %8 44 B4 (sigx b BHLER). H X
B IR R 3 B 2 2 T 190, 08 2t g 2 100 8 T 0 200 22 1 (pe(c), sigx), 1T pke(c) A& 201D, BT LUK Pl ik 7 A& b T
£33 sigx, FE N FBCE T CK A RTH2 F,C A sk(c)th & A 1K, 38 4 (sk(c),sigx) A A AE M 4 0 T45 %0 1
e AT sk(ce,sigx) K R REE 44 AP Lad SEGIE W AE T B 40 pk(e,sigx) 1 pk(c),If H & CK AR AL i1
sk(o) B AN 4 T HE N sk(c,sigx) 3R /& %2 4 (1.

AR 2 7 1) S 560 & A i “Verify automatic claims” 4% 73 T H AR 2 AN 56 Wi S 56 &5 S 10 20t i 40, AN B AR
TR B R0 i HAR 22 Bl AR ) S0 VA 35 8, BRG0P M A2 SPDIL 35 HHOINA claim i ).

e claim(c,Secret,Earlydata);

e claim(s,Secret,Earlydata);

e claim(s,Niagree);

e claim(s,Nisynch);

LEA8 R I ) e B R T £ “Find all attacks” 1 A& “Find best attack”, A5 I i M 821217 45 W, & DLAT
B B B AT I ) [ — R el an i 13 .

FE—PABAT IR P Bl AR i Bob(C)RI 2~ B IF AL IR 55 &% - Alice(S)75 RIS IR, vH ST X —
UCHAE ) eadk, N T #4321 Early Data FIX Y (%5 44 45 5 — s AT R 20l 5 ) DURFIZ P 450 RAE ) 0-RTT
HUTHT PR B M 3X — A 1 eadk BN KX 45 %5 1 S Bob, 56 J# %) Early Data f) 5B i

BB

(1) %)/ C RS S IEWIEAE,C M HILKERE C AN S WKIAA AR % cadk, H cadk

TR S 1 453 B &K% ) Barly Data UL % Early Data 2 [ 28 4 00 A0,C 75 22 17 S K IE ML (5
C haH;

(2) Bk AR C In) S RIEMILUGEAS C 1A LK% J5 1) Early Data #1 Early Data i 221145 44 ;

(3) A C B UGHEAE K APIRE AL S 55 KUK S 1YICIIARABITF 55t In % e G A5 19 eadk;

(4) AffH] eadk fi# %3143 Early Data fll Early Data i 2[5 44

(5) £ CH ST —UaliAE A o LURI P BR(4) P 3K 43 /1) Early Data F1 Early Data 14 % )25 44 -4 A i

& " If) Early Data 1 Early Data % 2 (125 4, 5 S 9H 2 1 5.
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Run 3

Bob in mle ¢

Assumes 3->Alice

Var lenipy#3 > IniniderMonce?
Var tepotst 3 > IntnuslerParams |
Var il 3 - IruderNonee |

Run |

Tob in ok«
Assumies 53> Alice send_|

Var tempy¥ | - lempy#2 oM gotc 3
Var negoisf | > negoish?

Var rs#] > rs#2

Rum 2
Alice in ke &

Assumes ¢->Bob

Var sigeh2 > signh3 ‘:":| -

Var temp#2 > tempadl] send_1 scid_2

Var u..r:z > D,.,,.'r e | negorctl| sk Bob)acmpait3)
Var Earlyclaishi? -> Earlyduisit

Var nepodc#2 > negoioll |
Vior o2 < ol |

send_3
pR(M LML
T

Abbrevial ons
MI = Bob.sigad3

M2 = siAlieiienmpyal
M3 = pliskiAles))

M4 = skiBobjsempuit
= KDF(g2
|: ¥ M‘E :: = :tclr::lrf;m M4y
seid 5 .
ol i o sl M7 = Earlydatab3, | hash{Earlyatad 3) k(M 1}

ME = | Alice MAMAC(rc# | negoicl | Mbrs# 2 nepots# 2.2 WM 2 Alce M3 KDF M6, ki Alce)))) | KDF(2(Ma.M2))
M4 = [ Datab | JATKIKDFEAEIM2LMA)MS)

MIG= (MTIMS

ML= [M7]KDFE2M3 sk Boblicmpat 3)

M2 = phiBob.siga | )| Earlydaratt ] | hashiEalycaat 1) skiBobsg ) M3

senel_§
| | Dratat | JATR(KDF E2iM6.M 213 KDF{g2iM bkiAliee )1 |

Scyther paiiern graph For the new-tls-1-3sema-satic protocol, ¢laim mew-ls-1-3-sem i-satic sl ke s

Fig.13 Raplay attack to Early Data in the optimized protocol
13 ik B F Early Data [ 5 {30

XFEE 1-RTT semi-static £ 20 claim(s,Niagree) BT i (1) KCI Yok (an i 14 From) ] DR BLAR AL B s b, 3
i R I% ) Barly Data BUHE A/ 8K 457255 7 wity BT 32 1A B0, oo o L 6% o L T B F 80 M0 1-RTT semii-static
FE30 ) Barly Data #0415 4 IntruderString, BB 38 [ < SCHE BN E X B RE B0, B0k 5 AN ] AT 0 &,
L2y UK H R0 Y R AT AT R B 0, 3 XU, 5 R KT A T 8 v ) R o

g L RTIR ML Z W 1-RTT semi-static B3, %040 W I A8 45 47 K PT KCT Bras, B0 F 1 22 1 (¥ 0 B 5 4L
PSK-DHE #2305 1-RTT semi-static A5 30, [FAF il LS FZ JL A6 1 30 JE %, 7 Early Data b ii— 225 44, B
AMRAE 0-RTT H ({85 RE W AP KCI B 38 3 M1 45 T 1-RTT semi-static 12 AIO0 AL MUK 22 45 Pk S L.
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Run |

Bob in mole ¢

Assumes 8-> Alice

Var tempy# ] -> tempy#2
Var negois# | <> negols#2
Var rsffl > rs#2

Run 2
Alice inrole s

Assumes c->Bob

Var tempa#2 == tempx# 1 semd _1
Var Dataff2 - Data#l Ml
Var EarlydutatiZ -> IntnuderString |
Var negote2 = negotelf

Var ref2 -5 reifl

recv_5
2l(Md)

QR

Abbreviations:
MI = re# | negoac#|l
M2 = re#2 negot s#2
M3 = gliskiAlice))
M4 = skiAlice JaempyH2
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ME = [Alice. M3 MACM LM7.M2 g LiM4) Alice, M3 KDF(g2(MT7 ski Alice ) )) | KDF(g2 (M 7,M4))
M9 = [Dataf | JATK(KDF(g2(z ] (M4),M5)).M6)

= Sz M T M4 KDFg2(M7 ski{Alice))))
MII = [ IntruderString 1 jMB
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Fig.14 KCI attack in 1-RTT semi-static mode
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Table 3  Security comparison
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Table 4 Main password tools comparison
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