RAE2EHR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

[doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.007614] [CSTR: 32375.14.jos.007614] http://www.jos.org.cn
O A B S BT RSB Tel: +86-10-62562563

TLS 1.3 thil Z &R LA
BER, & F8 % £\ RBEY

SIS =, AR IR 518055)
(W IRV Tl K2 PR 23 1) 2 422 5%, S EIT IR 150001)
BE1E#H: 5KF, E-mail: yuzhang@hit.edu.cn

8 E: TLS il ERE M & BF e aAlt. BT EM T OREAEERETLZOEA. E5K, TLRFFR
RARAAES) TLS AR AL, LA TLS 1.3 FHAFT ER#E. Ad, A RLIRF B A5 Jbfas
FF B RBEEF, TLS 1.3 49 %2R @s & Rk, mEasidk. w624 M4, AR OpenSSL 4+ 52 IR
). 3 sk K e R AL E R P BEAA S A AR A, AT LR A AEAR R T EEA MR F R F
A RZ R, B st TLS 1.3 WX LR A o R AT @A 48, 0K, 27 TLS 1.3 Al X AR it ir o £ 44
22 st B AT, TR BAUH] . SR A A Be B X 3 AN @ AR Aash. &5, §4 TLS 1.3 il R
PARAHEIADER, A AR O e SRAR

JHRIA): TLS 1.3; 85 %4; 0-RTT; 7 KA 547 ; A

FEES S TP393

HrC g A R MV, KT, TR, TR, TLS 1.3PM 2 A T 45R. B354k http://www jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7614.htm

J3 5| %3 Bai JY, Zhang Y, Zhang B, Zhang WZ. Survey on Security Research of TLS 1.3 Protocol. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal
of Software (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7614.htm

Survey on Security Research of TLS 1.3 Protocol

BAI Jun-Yang', ZHANG Yu'?, ZHANG Bin', ZHANG Wei-Zhe'?

'(Pengcheng Laboratory, Shenzhen 518055, China)
*(School of Cyberspace Science, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: TLS protocol plays a critical role in ensuring the privacy, integrity, and reliability of network communications. In recent years,
both industry and academia have actively promoted research and development related to TLS protocol, achieving significant progress,
particularly in TLS 1.3. However, with the increasing complexity of network environments and the continuous evolution of attack methods,
the security of the TLS 1.3 protocol also faces severe challenges, including replay attacks, risks to forward secrecy and vulnerabilities in
software implementations such as OpenSSL. These attacks and vulnerabilities not only pose serious threats to user privacy and enterprise
data security but also profoundly impact the trust system of the Internet and the broader digital economy. This study first provides a
detailed introduction to the development and underlying principles of TLS 1.3. Subsequently, recent security research on the TLS 1.3
protocol is systematically categorized, compared, and analyzed from three aspects: protocol mechanism, software implementation, and
application configuration. Finally, the current state and challenges in the TLS 1.3 protocol security research are summarized, and
suggestions for future research directions are provided.
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TS SCIL TLS P k.

M3 N BTE RS, I8 XU fE ATl N Z i %548 (application_traffic secret) X0 FH AR HEAT I 25 A& 4.
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2.1.2 I MRY

LML FREF T E, FEAEF UG E R %S HORE 2 1R R B, 108 s Jek
3 AR AT 20 A Ab R, O AT B B, SR G R AEAD S UATIE NS Bk AT IS AL 4. BRIy B B
Ja X H AT AR AR, A S PR IR BRI BAR TR RE IR,

(1) 7 F ks

NSRS A RS T AR BE A (B, e S IR 2R 3 R, B REFHE. N
PEANEE B, T2 R RS BN 4 i A FE.

(2) N &%

F A SCHR BT ABAD BIEINE % SC. TLS % SCEHR 45106 HE 4 N BOHR AL, thillAk. WEKE
HUI 2. O R R B 150 B S RO, B e SR A W] DU BA SCI B R TR AL, % BN T
2 TLS 1.3 ZHIRA T AEAE.

2,13 EBEPY

L SR F U TR — B, L E 02 DR 5 (0 38 JpL ) 5 260 38 A3 005 HH A SR 47 10 B T e PR .
e B R R B MBI 4. SC IS F R IR R BB I B WA 7 G sl O-RTT R AR R I% 4531, Wil
Epui

KHE.
2.2 TLS 1.3 ##F RTT Ki#

TLS 1.3 7 TLS 1.2 fy36at B4 742 K0, Lhan/eic kil 25 AEAD Z M HAR I Sk, R TF
PUZE ZBRFFZS RSA F1 DH 254310, 1X Lo ok RORIE 8 T TLS VMl F B 22 4k, b4, TLS 1.3 385 AT 1-RTT
BEF K O-RTT &%, KIEm THRFHER.

RTT 72 round-trip time [ 5, B SRR A (8], %FF TLS 1.2 K, 58 BB FLFHA RTT. 5 1 > RTT K
i% ClientHello I ServerHello ¥ /2., F T i 2 A2 e 50 DL B WS S 40, 35 2 A RTT K% ClientKeyExchange
H1 ServerKeyExchange 78 2., a2 (T —> RTT Wi (W EEMSHOT # A . BF UG, B RS
SRAE T DL 4 ik B, N T IR S BRI RCE, TLS 1.2 B3I T 2GR EHIH], R 1 A RTT #tAs e bk
P, R TR R 7 0 5 AR 45 vt 4R F 1ok F2 ) i — /N 451 1D (session ID) 3£ TE 22 4% (session ticket), JF7E
TLS ER W 5K 206 12 S SR — BT R, a0 SRR P s AR PO R B 250, R TR 0] B 231 1D 2R 18
& ClientHello ¥ 5. & 1% 45 IR 45 3, MR 55 o W SR [R) R Wk B2 2 18, (K6 AH 9] 19 23 1 ID dfid ServerHello M 2R HI45 %
FR . FeA, W5 AT LA 2 i o Je e e sk R A

AHEG TLS 1.2, TLS 1.3 @ — 0B FHLHIBEAT 704, MER T TLS 1.2 B Fid 2§ ServerKeyExchange il
ClientKeyExchange 5 3%, Jf: Hiliid KeyShare ¥ JERMMALFH FAZT b 72, (675 TLS 1.3 A% 1 A~ RTT BIAT 58 48
F. Bb4h, TLS 1.3 5% QUIC Hrist % i+ T —A 0-RTT FdE L% /7 %, O-RTT /& —Fh V5% 7 uiti 7F AL IR I 8] N R
TN EHE P UOLE, BILE SR T U1 28 — 25T 8 A sl Fu VP P i R 36 I8 R 3008 1T AN 0 35 338 - st 25

TLS 1.3 (¥ O-RTT E AR 5722 81t PSK 2847 eIt AR 45 v 5 FH (1 I s R iS4, 7258 1 4000 B B
FI A7 RO R IR 4 i JZ Bl (XFRON Early data 365500, 55— 3843 7 Hiodks ) 25 31 56 B2 138 T 90
ZJE K. O-RTT FHAHHE A BeHCHT By, o & (R N) AT AR R SRR JR 4 B 2 IR E T R IE 45 TR
25 % ZIRIR P E T — Sk T 85 A8 e 0 AU AR v, S SRAR R O-RTT AL, WU REZTE B Z 1R i B 8
TR PR 4 .

JaCE 5 & TLS 1.2, TLS 1.3 SERIBEF M 1H K E 1 RTT X Lb.

2.3 0-RTT HiEFEHHH

7E TLS 1.3 K% 13 Z /i, TLS 1.3 ZHFFh 0-RTT Ff AL 5LH], 455+ (EC)DHE [ 0-RTT filZF PSK
ff) O-RTT. 1B |- 8 i) %2 4= 19 j, T (EC)DHE (1] 0-RTT ML C AW K. T 1 20 7/ 443X R 0-RTT ML
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Client Server Client Server Client Server Client Server

4 Y, 4 Y, 4 e, s,
%y, i Ly, i Ly, > ey,
> e - i - ary,
. « R | . TEEET | . PSK ##3{ e
SeRET 4 (1-RTT) | s (I-RTT) | s (0-RTT) >
(2-RTT) et Pl - e
S v €

N
2 ¥ i ¥ A ¥ il N
M B AL W AL W A E T DO
KO Data Data
Q\\\‘g‘\
L] “aoolication
pplication
Data
(a) TLS 1.2 VS (b) TLS 1.2 £1E KA (c) TLS 1.3 B ¥ i%$z (d) TLS 1.3 218 E
(2-RTT) (1-RTT) (1-RTT) (0-RTT)

5 TLS 1.2 A1 TLS 1.3 ¥ RTT *f k.

23.1 3T (EC)DHE [¥] 0-RTT HL#l

5:F (EC)DHE ) O-RTT ML TAEGRAR WA 6 Fros. B % ;i O 5 Mk vt il (EC)DHE % 8284t I
BARZEE P RE TINE RS R, g b, XA B S2br e — 2SR DH L2 o, IRGIRE—E
B[] P A7 il 2% 55 4.

FEHTHE
g Sig\(g") g
K] «gv.v:(gv),\' g K, «g"
------ [0-RTT #i#fi ], --—-»
K +g"=(@) g Ko+g”
e=====[further iﬂ(ﬁ]& ------
Client Server

Kl 6 %:F (EC)DHE f#] 0-RTT #L|

TEREFEPATHIZE | AMHEH, B i RIE— M (KR 09 DH 3522 g% % 0-RTT %41 K, M Ki=(g")'=g¢".
BRI AT DA BB 25 8 085 0-RTT Early data £ 37 k3%, 8 )5, IRt H S ¢ RIS (BB M2 0-RTT %dl),
HRIBL T u—A ¢ KA R SR A LB, U5 A il e N2 % 47 Ky=g". LG BRI R K, .
232 T PSK f 0-RTT HL#|

- PSK HJ O-RTT HLHIZ H AT TLS 1.3 FrifEH BRATE 2 19 0-RTT ML ZALHNIER B S XU wn S 2 f Ok
SR TERRTF, IATEIHRE N O T EHAR T, & i o IR B 2 1E IR R R 46 I 55 v,

i 7 fios, 2T PSK B9 O-RTT FEAEHAMBL. 5k, B i RS iR ZiER. & it ClientHello
T8 1S 7 A LA B 2 A7 1Y) PSK TRIL B AT 1% 88, I8 I pre_shared_key #7 & 41 i T FI 1) PSK #RiM.
N T SRAERT 22 A, B ik 22 RN TE key_share 37 & HPARME—ANFT IS DH A %A, 75 0], 2 7 vigids m] LA
KB IARAE, Hons s K, MR8 ST R S . 76 TLS 1.3 v, “Ju R 37 (235 477 2 15 W45 U5 76 2 i 42
T T AR £ 1E 11 PSK, B35 I8 i 75 417 U S 1K B AN AE — % (EC)DHE 48 - H v £ 18 1 &2 1 2 57
%51, 73 AR PSK Al PSK-(EC)DHE. IR 45 st 2% 5 J5 24 & PSK & 5 A 2L, JF1E ServerHello 11 5142



10 RAFF AR SR g K o e il

LB I DH 280, B A, %0 )7 o AR 55 g 2k T I DH 2991 PSK Wi Hh 2 0 3 91 T ) 2RI 4E. Bh)s )
T R AR ] 20 3 Bt 88 B K HEAT N e, 2 7 S AR 55 il el SR K SRAORIE 218 22 42

Client

ClientHello
Server

Kl 7 2F PSK 1) O-RTT #Lifi

233 O-RTT H¥iwatt

AALL TLS 5E B4R F 5 &5 1-RTT 2R, 0-RTT 2B (1422 8 RS9, B8, 0-RTT HUHE A BE R IE AT M) %2 4
M, A BRI IR LR PSK JRAE RIS AT NS, K, O-RTT i REEMRIEIE R 2 MRS E. 5w BigTF
JE PRI 1-RTT B35 S U 28 IR 55 %8 1) Random {E 32 AL, 12 0-RTT $dE A #i T ServerHello, Rl
IR P E R
24 I &

TLS 1.3 7E TLS 1.2 Zfili FRE TR F I FEH R T 2 AR, 185 7 HECEAS 2 A AR F R, 5N
[ O-RTT WL F0 VR 7 St 1F B 0 F2 I R 306 0 2% T I FH AR 3 0000 T O 75 S5 457 IR 25 2 1A 2, AT S 35 080D 7 e 4z
FEIR. AR, O-RTT AR T VTR 1) % 4 K, 048 A ) 2 A R0 E OB, 75 S 7 P AR 3 S i Ao b iy 7 DA R 2
2 4. 0-RTT 4% /2 TLS 1.3 244l o 1 #4 T IRF 75 7 1), 2R 4R O-RTT 24 A T — 2t A HIR R T
— BB R TS R, ASOBAE S 3.2.1 T hxix 675 kAT R

3 TLS 1.3 thill#lEl= <

P22 A1 3 BT — B VL2 A A A% OO 7 1) 7, AR Ak 7 vE R W T2 B v 22 Ve EAT R G o #
IR, 38 BT AR (N R RS, 7T BN B bR R GHHATIL . A AT ANIGIE. T b T IR AT
SRR RGN, BA AT A EZ N, BRI &0 Sugh oA R . SRS, B TiEL
FF TG )ZE 22 440 M, T SE B2 R L2 20 07 DU 58 22 4 R ARt i v

HATEEX TLS 1.3 (22400 i E 2 R AR P IR SR A IR, M 2014 45 4 HRARES 1 iRBEZR, ) 2018 4 8
AR IE 2, BN T G B o 4R T 22 A it R 2 iE WA R IT T IR A A AT 9, B4 22 40y
MR, 22 4 J@ PR IGE FIIE B
3.1 BmMERISRE

FEIESAH TLS 1.3 Pl A M, & 2ot 2 028 i 4 W O FERHE 42 CK (Canetti-Krawezyk) #0712k
TR 4. CK BRI BT 1 RE J1 AT T R sV, S BB L6 FF U 48 IR B2 A r 3L AR Mok g 7, BRI
o I A B 1 58 A ). BARSR UL, Bk T LUE T . FEEAME O B, MR AR BT B A O
B kA, BikEie B LU R A4 ge

() SiRRSBE: 15K 7SR &0, Bt G0 0T 2 1 43 B0 2 2 1l RS, Wik DH (4.

(2) IHEBHEW: 15 R 2R UG, B R B I B 13 B 18 % 4.

(3) B S 53 Bk e TUE Sk, 15 BIHHAFAEH LR AN 251l A DG I B AE B
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AR Fe VR BT BRI — T AR 2 R I I RA B B S — T B IR FARH, BETE B it — B IR R
Bt g
32 HlREEM

I B 00 22 A S MR T Al PPAl L A MR AR o AR AR, 8 LT WM USCHE TH W A5 2 S P B ) B B 2 L ) 2 4
TREE. TLS I INLEE . se . AT e S e A, Wi R ER i 2 1 2 4 5 R A, Rk 7@ s X
FH1E RAHR 2 AW TLS 1.3 EF I EERM T S EFHLY S, SEMREse. EHMENERTL. &
PHNIEZATIX 4 A2 4@, o bl = BRI T AL MR se B v R

() if%H % s

1F )9 AKE 5538 He i I O EL B, TLS 1.3 Bt 1 25 B £ 35 400 12 LR 2 4Rk

o FA—BUE: A AR BEINYINS 577, TE5C BTS2 18 5, BV HAH R 0 2135 25 4.

o HAANBENLME: Moo AT TSR 22 T R) PO TV X 43 AN B BH A2 36 B LU ) B 2 i 0 AN — A [
K PE I BEML 7 o, RO # JCi AHOE B R RIS iE B T T BUE B

(2) 58 AR 7 %4 (PFS)

PFS 248 R Bl 2 575 F sk =4 18 B AN K I (R 1A R 88, AN S 52 2 ji i F I 218 2%
BRI e A S T I 2 e e 5 D ) B S, W R TR B R I A A T A B .

(3) PLE MOy T (KCI)

MRS 577 KR, EH Bl B Ry SR EE, (AR E AT R T 5 %% HME
J7 BN ER L4 E. B PR ORI T BB R U 7E 5 FL AR S U I AE I 1 B B S

@) GhriEe 4

VS B PRE 5 X7 25 BE SR IE o 77 41 B, BIZE P S i A I AR 55 88 B 2 LS 1), ELARSS B8 B I 2% P o &
Pt 2 B ST

(5) HUEELR S
Wik B JER AL R R I SCA 2.
(6) FERENELRY

Wik & TeiEe e Dhid B OO SR T A B O Rl
3.3 thilREM S

PRS2 A o3 AR AT P I BT LA AT AR G o B A R, AT B8 E P I 22 4 s 1R 75 RE A B ARAE.
P22 A BT, 2B 45 S BT SR P 2. 45 5 AR RIS 1 A SRR 2 il JF il 24
HET 1007 2R T H s 22 A R U7 ik, H SRR 2 Dolev-Yao (DY) BRSP4 (SRS AL ) f2 A9t - 55 52 2% 3 (0 3 A
R S K R Y B S 5 P IR A B BAR B R Sk 5 S A ke, SR 5 2 U A AR R R 2 e R
E. R, 75 Bl R, Ty T R E M AT, S BURZ IR SN RIE L e )E
SCR LR, T SRR 0 I R AT & et 5, RBOA N T 5. O 7 fRiAe 7 A 72, Mk ARS8l 7 E 3o

SRR T BAT CryptoVerif ' b abh, WF 784 20l ¥ FE 4 5 (1) %2 A 554, 41 BR (Bellare-Rogaway) # A1 1,
CK %1 P2 eCK ki A 1 MSKE (multi-stage key exchange) 1574 B3 ACCE (authenticated and confidential
channel establishment) #7544 DU RSB 0 20 M TLS 25 KB 28 in 2 Wivist, AT 32T+ 2 4 0 M v ok

TLS 1.3 Ml &4 M A RAR A 8 Fras. W i s H AR W B R Ebr e 5, B Je 7 i h il Sl e e &
Hez 2@k, inkET (EC)DHE 1) 1-RTT 52 %48 F A1k T PSK/PSK-DHE (] 0-RTT 2 T I e fir 2 41 () 2 1 % 1
AfE BTt S E L bR MRS, LA AEAD SREIRHEHLE A B B AR AP SR HE T 15
A BT SRR A ST H AR B SR  ATAREY, RIS o H AR B T BRI P W A e 4 R AT T AL, IR R
i IE B 22 42 BN A AE AT 2t (07 SISIE P i3 22 4 J 2 15 Wil 2.
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—
. b o eI EEIREZE
(EODHD) i

1 ETF O-RTT #F —— e A L ‘
(esirocoms | RS I el AR
- — ; ! — !
e N— BT S IR o] |- E[cmcmmh
Viay: R {Iﬂl ! [omarin el
Y wavs | ([ TR LT

TLS 1.3 Pris e g @I TR AR UER] 2242

B8 TLS 1.3 ZaisEAmME

33.1 BFHUSHT

TLS 1.3 JEF 2441l LI A A B BRI BOAIE sUbR iR B, 7658 1 B BL, B A3 R 2% 2015-2017
SRR AT AT IR F VAT, UERA T 1-RTT H8 FALHIK 2 AP, I0AF T ##45 RSA FI DH %8P i BIAAFE %2
ABRA, LK O-RTT AL AF1E B 17 224 A0 2O el AU . 33 8 3 M7 j A R ath 35 B i 4 B8 S R IE s — 25 4R
THT TLS 1.3 Bk 4tk JBFH T AL AEEFEIFRINT 0-RTT 224 KUK i B AIHE 77 (B 3 . 7255 2 BB, B
¥ TLS 1.3 FHAl 2 & GHAT 7R, 35068 1 bR e HEAT T 58 58 %% 100 RIE B, A0 3 3 IR AR 41
VERUE A B, NoREN T 28 1 B BEF C AR .

(1) HEE M B

2015 4, Dowling 25 A ¥ 2% 05 FI1£59% DH-based #EAT T EHABEAS40 0T, JE T BR BURAR T —Fhy
SR MSKE 2242 /p (A 2, B T AN B 1 B vp R T I DH %458 e 08 F B il i 18 2 e A e &
BrMIIE 22 4. fF & A RESE DH-based (112242 73 BT il 78 55 B2 58 07 (1171, Dowling %5 A I8 T 2 B Be 2 428 e
AN UL ST B SIRE A YM A, AR S YR B (5 F (T8 2 AR 2 22 4 1. AL, Dowling %5 A
TLS 1.3 2 if K E M BUR MO AR B ML, UEI T 244 7 it ml LA F 0 M 218 R 1 22 4. (H2, Dowling
BENFFARSHIESR 07 5INH) O-RTT EFHLHI 221, KA 0-RTT HABER: W NS FREEH il

5 AY, Jager 2 N IR REZR 07 HEAT T 400, F HURE IR T I SR R PRCSH#L v B 7 5 3, (H 244
Al LAFE e 37 5 T B B R PKCS#1 v1.5 85 mUR T TLS 1.3 1 QUIC Whl, E e JE Al M 22 4 % (1) RSA
AEA AR SR AT RS 35 5 BRI

2016 4, Li 25 NI 558 10t 038 T BGHAT T 500220 0, FIRERE T BR AR I T — A 2047 0-RTT
B 2 2% MSKE 22 4 /3 T8, Li %5 AR B T A5 284 ] DA 35 R I ARCAS TLS 32 ML 2 17 1 4% b 41 4 22 L,
IGAE T 1-RTT B FHFI R AT 2. GMUAE. AT <4 tE, 8 0-RTT FEABIRALAT 20 & f4E. TE 10
FHBEF & 2 AR T2 E NS, B2 M B SRS H T B A AR 2 WE WL @S i

Fischlin 25 A\ "Rl Dowling %5 A\ [ FEXT HE 2 10 #E4T 7 %4240 #7. Fischlin 25 A &1 BR BALIER T HE R
76 TR FAR ML T S (R 3 M B S0 IE %0 4. Dowling 25 N FESEIFY /& T 2§ % T 5% 05 Il DH-based 143471,
WERH 7B % 10 3T (EC)DHE 158 4B T2 fit 7 2o if % S AT /) 22 4%, {H3& T PSK #1 PSK-DHE ] 0-RTT #2
F ST B 2 A, TOVEARIERT 2 A .

Krawczyk £ A\ POEF CK BARLR I T —Fh B0 GIE SR 1248, ASKF B FIAILE (unilaterally authenticated, UA) %%
FHAZ WA T 24 3 B AHIAE (mutually-authenticated, MA) #4838 #e b8, FIBFUERE 17— K38 UA #0mT PAH b T
FL g3 T 58 T G ¥, 1% T 3 BT B 13 % 0k B A UGIENL . Krawezyk S5 AHE H 1977 75 SRR
et 5 SIS AEALEIEAT A0 4T, FEIIRE R AR RN T — A UK AR s AL

2017 4£, Lan 25 A\ P 5% 18 #E4T 120 H7, T Dowling 25 A MR H 122 [ B 22 4 /0 WA AR B 7 85 e vp
(1 1-RTT #&F R AE TLS P BOR A AR AR S LR, B AE4 fit 2538 2 4 A B 3 DIE %2 4. Bhargavan 25 A P21 3
ProVerif £ S A CryptoVerif THEARRIXT 22 18 H11f) 1-RTT 58442 T, 0-RTT BT Sl sl i e a1tk it
1T THEHA.
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(2) 1IEARAEHTIN BE

2019 4£, Chen % A BT QACCE #EA BU%F TLS 1.3 A1 QUIC WM BEAT T IR ANT EL 4 b, IEWY & A1 14E 8 18 %
Ay BUrAE LA TP Jk3 B 5 T B AL 1 AR A7 (1 22 A RAIE, 5 O-RTT AJLHI# A7 76 §if 1 22 4 R 2 Jg 80t 1) .

2021 4, Dowling 28 A\ Pk — 4 & 7 2 fiT i) MSKE #7522 4 03 W V%) S /0 M 7 TLS 1.3 1IE sk
Hf 1-RTT 58 %42 F & 0-RTT ML 1% 4. Diemert 2 A\ PO%E T MSKE BEAUNH TLS 1.3 1E :WkRiE#EAT T 4047,
FEEE T TR ) e AR, {H A, Diemert 25 N R8T T TLS 1.3 i i 42 F 90 3UZ 05847, BP3EF (EC)DHE K
I-RTT 58448 F, JEARXT O-RTT B FHLHIBEIT 2547

2022 4E, Bhargavan 25 \ P73EF ProVerif 4f TLS 1.3 BaALME#EAT 7 20 B AHIE Y. Brzuska 25 A PY3EFR &4
B TLS 1.3 #E7T 7 AT ¢ A o0 MR 52 B4R B, 4045 1-RTT #8 F-A1 0-RTT #2F.

2023 4 Fischlin ™ H 7 — 5 58 Bt A9 TLS 1.3 Pl 254k sTealS, FFHEAT 1 52 B0 % 4 0 AT RIIE B S8 % 1
LR, 7E TLS $8 Ful v, 75 7 i AR 55 o i A FE 0 7 b i %580, sTealS E TLS R FRlfEd 5l N T — R it
ML), 75 0 A A8 e o P T I B, S 5 4 58 = 0 W8 R LB AR X R AR AT LA I TLS S8 45 1 &2 4, i
B R 1R AR A5 T S T
332 O-RTT Z&40 T

O-RTT ML F7E 2015 4E 7 A RAGIEZ 07 s 51N, H2e A b 248 T Dl ae 4 40 r 1) 5 1) .
i, AT RS O-RTT MLHIEAT %2 4 3T, ATt i i) 22 4 v AN B e B 1 B R AL 7 2.

(1) O-RTT ML %453 Hr

2016 4, Krawczyk 55 A VBN 0-RTT HUHIEAT 7 oldt, $2H T —Flopi 103 852 ¥ i OPTLS, 45 H T B
BT R IE T CK R AT T %R0 2% 0. OPTLS WU 3E 7 LA RSA AL & G st B, 1 A& LA DH AR
il 28 = N B, AMUARIE 7 TLS 1.3 9 0-RTT ZEK, [RINHE 187 (7 22 A PE R sa Gl oK. TLS 1.3 B
09 ()5 KH T OPTLS HEZEMY 4 Fh TAERE A2 EH 5 77, B3 1-RTT (B#48). 1-RTT. £T PSK 17 0-RTT
FIJET (EC)DHE [ 0-RTT. H T-#77E 24 MK, 2T (EC)DHE 1 0-RTT 7EHL%E 13 132 % Cremers 25 A 1
T Tamarin fF5BBINT R 10 H 1 O-RTT 48 F-3E4T T @RI 2347, UEBH 7 B8 ) F0XA] S 4 DA E 15 B0 T #5956 2
BRI 2 A EER.

2017 4F, Cremers 25 A 3 — B 0B % 21 #H4T 7 %4400, [FEEIET Tamarin T BAEW T EE K 1-RTT
PRI 0-RTT 32 T #0754 215 22 A ARG ) %2 4 25K . Fischlin 258 A 745 4 TLS 1.3 H1f#) 0-RTT ML 7 76 H il
KU, Fischlin 28 A0 #1 7 2% 12 3T (EC)DHE KJ 0-RTT HLHIFE % 14 LT PSK # 0-RTT WL B &35 %
PR, R T Z AT R Z B B A oy MR VS () ] B B ROSGEE T O-RTT e 4k (R .

2021 4£, Drucker 25 A V3 TLS 1.3 3£F PSK £ 0-RTT HLHIFELE Selfie ET B i, Selfie BdiF A T TLS
1.3 AN i) B2 SR o) IR 55 4 A0 20 i kAT 65 3 5 4 BAIE 3 — S SE2, R B SR SR A8 PO AH L B8 4 AT SR 1. Sellfie
BradifE TLS 1.3 bR IE SR AT G s A IS 1 AN Bds. Lu 28 N 38T Scyther T EXt TLS 1.3 #1f# 0-RTT & FHL
HEAT T AT, BIAFAE KCY Bk A e, 4R T — R ML EE 7 O-RTT Hiodls 2 4tk

2022 4, Davis 25 A\ 13T MSKE B HAIER 17 TLS 1.3 H#) PSK 48 -4 4x k.

(2) O-RTT il 22k

BESE O-RTT il [7) e 4 0 28 Fi ey il L, AR AR AR 9L 7 — e g fig 5 & 770 (L% 5), S w] 27 i 5 4
SR SILHT 17 28 4 FRAE, 38 A1 e o S 2 b — 2D P A 2 BH R 2, R S o 82 Y 7 T 47 2 T W 12 Ak k.

2017 4E, Giinther %5 A\ P78 7 555 18 f¥) O-RTT ML, 42 H T — Pl i 25 432 e bl i3, B FA B ] [R] 25 A
PKEM 1 % Ji 25 G 3 B LI SR A — > O-RTT 25400 i B s, (A2 R Hie 7 U R M i 5 R 0 Je Bk vk
Giinther % A48 Hifif P O-RTT 25 5H B i Vb SR 170 22 4 A0 5 RIS il A0 ) S S S A2 A EEO ML, 17D A2 A5 5O 25 i Ak
R A 10 75 30 R Giinther %5 A3 BT 38 0 — AN 1) 02, 3N 8] 6 AR B SR 7 7 o A0 R 25 s 4k 7 — A
[l 5 Bt Ao, A AN 1) TR PR, B B BE e M K, (ELRAE — /N F i) B 4 R, R 45 it v LA SR ) 2 o ok 2 2
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B, W4 B A R YR B B 1) 1) B e B R, TG b Ao 1 3 R BE R A IS K I ) . BT Giiinther 58 A$2H
f{) PKEM J5 28 AR A 15 171 0 1278 SI2 e b A P, 51 % B 5 N T70Ke 2000 FBE B 1) B P T 1) 2 4 55 LRI 288 T L85
>, %} TLS 1.3 H* Early data [FINE S FEFL S R AT T o0k,

#5 O-RTT it Jj EXfbL
Rl IF 22 B R

ik et B el BE R VR T
. -~ TERTLS 130 O\ Z RN, % RER (T E B & R, oA
(8] FIFREVERE CKEM) # B S ms R ik TER PR
o 0 N TE LS 1305 W53 15 2 RN, 77 W T Hi%e e, 31 00 7 DAL I
[67) AVRIEHIIOLALHIPKEM 8 B g o g RS
o) VRSB RIS LS TS gt s tepkemis
cor  AMDBENLRE oM IEETLS L3P, D07 BRIE JE T RSANMIPPRF 5 Pl TF B 6K,
[69] (PPRF) = B SIGTEE R, A ARA TR RS UPPRE T R I AR
T TEE FIEETLS 130 AT oA S
(701 (TB-BFKEM) I TR T %]

2018 4, Derler 25 A 84 7 JE T 7 [ i 6 8 (Bloom filter) 1 BFKEM 4k 75 &, 38 n T 25 45 % 0 380% .
2019 4, Aviram 2 A5 —B4R T 3T R R O BE ML R 52 PPRF HOARAL T 5.

IR R EARER S R AT, (R HR I AR HEAT SR P BE IR, 2020 4, Dallmeier 5 AU VoK 3 T A5 B
IEJEAR 1Y) BFKEM Ak 77 % B FITE QUIC Bt rh 3047 7R, MRS R BRZ 7 23 i SRR 1 TH S TT 4,
{ELEXT CPU TSR I AEFF R A BUR I35, %07 AR FLAT B A 1.
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S,

O FARYE AL HR B B TLS F2FF M0 fl 7 MRS, o v A & BEMKENRK. 75 3 &,
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TETALERTE S, 56 2 WY BOR 3G TLS FE P R4 N . 7E1% 0 B, 1 S 3R — e B W aa P B m LA
FH ARV B A a6 5 B B R T IO RE R O SRS L BT R S g LA R R T 1 R BY AN SR AR S B
AR IX b T3R5 K& 1 A A 1, B TLS st B

2023 4, Luo %5 A PR H 7 — ol 1 3 605 41 0 S G BRI T B Bleem, 38 3k 3 (8 25 RABHL IR R St
RS BREE R 51 SR IR AR i 2 81, AT R K ERTE T TLS B4 N 9] (0 )5 . A% 45 (0 P SRR AR Dk T
WAL T AR A AR, 1T Bleem 43 7E 5 81400 1A i 22 AN B A, M 368 7 58 22 9 B SCIR A5 25 1) Bleem it
AT R G T B SRR S S ML, 38 3T K B e AR A 2 A R R 51 S B R. Bleem SRHIAZ H X
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55 3 B BURSTFBIEEAT 0 . 3 E i 8 T A R R, S s BRI Ak, IR RN RTFR T £
T e e mg, e 5 FH ) — P SR S w2 F AR AR I R AR B i R (R AD 7 o R B R 5 ) R MNER,
SRR miniset. g FE R, SRS TOVEY K 55 26 00 B0 AEE A R I .

RT3 7] TLS BMSOIRAS 23 1), BF SN AR T T PR SCIR A AT DY BEAURAR S R, AT
S A S WS SRR A T e R R N R A, BRFE T TLS Bl e A 0 2k .

(1) T [ HM SR A B e A

2015 £, de Ruiter 2 A "9 YA 11 ) TLS P USCIRAS 10 58 SO0k, 38 5o AR A L2 SI AR A TLS
J2E FR AT R SCIRAS HL, SR AR 2 HEWTIRAS LS HRAE 7 v A7 6 (R 2 B R B de Ruiter 5 AT T 14 4> TLS J#, 1£ 3
X TLS FE (GnuTLS. Java Z2E487Y & OpenSSL) 35K T 24w H.

2016 £, Somorovsky” 2 HH T TLS BOBI MR HELE TLS-Attacker, Hl T1FA% TLS ¥ 2¢ 4:1%. TLS-Attacker
FOVF 22 RO B30 PR 7 B 42 11 B 22 19 1 S TLS W B AME O B A 2, LLIIR TLS R 14T M. 36 Ti%A4E
28, Somorovsky $2H T — NP BB 5 3K AL TLS BR 25347 9. %07 10T LA ShA8 20 55 e ORI Py A7 33 1Y
TRARE DL, M ErE 3 AT 2 AE M TLS £ (f245 OpenSSL. Botan F1 MatrixSSL) FRILT 7 M THHA
A ) /R, GLHE 2 ASETE) CVE .

LA, Bk % (P O A5 # UDP B0, 5 TCP I EL, UDP $2 At 1 % i S AN 4iE 38 25 REAR
XS T HAE VoIP, BRIEHEA . W MA QUIC Hrilh iR, T fRAF X 2k 5t b (1) U B A& 4, DTLS
PR S R B, LAE Y TLS HMIAE UDP L7844, DTLS (3 Bk 2 S0 UDP [ MRS FIUAR W] S5 464 X8
MBS DTLS &AM Ik EE, HINATEARZ TLS 434 o 6 i % R R

2020 4E, Fiterau-Brostean 25 A\ U719 V4% T ) DTLS PR PR ZS A8 T & DTLS-Fuzzer'™. DTLS-
Fuzzer %f TLS-Attacker M BVHESLHEAT 147 F&, 3900 7% DTLS #hs i3 Fr, LUE MR JZ UDP 2 I TCIRS FIA T 4
#51E. Fiterau-Brostean 25 A ffi i} DTLS-Fuzzer %2> T 13 > DTLS FERPIRSHFR, RILT 4 248, Hiha
¥5 1 AN % CVE RTRA 1 ASHI SR IIESR TS CVE JwiR.

IRERERIM T2 B T ICRE OIS 7 BRI, SR, 7EXF B84 10 F A7 % 38 B.4075 (AT IRAS
LSRR AT RSO IAR I i oK 22 0t S 10 2R S8 R T L A A7 5 AR DR 458 P T i AR D 1) .

2022 4¢, Ba & A\ VO T [ A DR A5 DU 2K BRI, Ba 45 95 H BE S0 HE R N B R4 IR N R
Sk, DR ASOR X 25 75 B AR Ak — R BURE 8 S I AN SR AR AT 12, R X SRR O AR HE R AR
AU SR b ik A 7E AT WA A B DO P 5 0 T ] 7 2R A5 43 8. Ba 2 A A SO A Hp Ak AR IR A A
T HBUEA AT b, XA B RIE GRS R FR) kA4 H &, JF8 N T8 Top-50 FFEMUFIESE 7
A, AN X R A AT F B IR, FEEASI AR BRER A ECLS EATIE T A1, AAE B EER RS 23 (R ik
SR, S 2 SR T 8 A WLATUH i R ) 4 A% i K G 1 R B % (£34% OpenSSL Al mbedTLS F), K I T
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(2) T DY BRG] S BRI

ST DY BRI USRI 7 v, BRI R D SO R e, (R8T 4 R AL 5k I 4 Bl A0
SE4 H AT SALIAE T SR 177 B R PR,

EEST i B, 2024 4E Ammann 5 AU T 3T DY BRG] S BRI, w7 LUK N 2 P s 7E B & S
SEEL R R A e, R AR DY BRI F A R DY ST AN T RE IR A ), SR R T AR
S BRER I 28 ok T IX AN A, DY BRI 4 B 3 R PAT Bk, DA R AR e R A 7k, xRy
S RE RS DL S5 M AL R 5 22 4 AR SR O 0 36 o IE SR TE O 2 (5, A2 33 5. 4 AR [ ) 25 4 5
BE) BEATHERL, TR ISR A 38 4R B . Ammann 25 A\ SEIL T DY HRSURDRI RS dspuffin, HK T
OpenSSL. LibreSSL Fl wolfSSL J, e Z K3 1 7 > CVE i, Hrh 4 28 CVE Il
43.5 TLS SN TS

i e 910 J, {8 R LR SR e N DU 9% TLS 23 i3 AT AR VAl . 1B B 32 22 T A2 BT A E ity
V£ MR FE PR AR B 22 4K I 28

W FEN BB 7 38T 2 20 W R 2 2 TR A3 7 2%, B FHASOR U R . 4536 g s T LA A T e ke A 448
TERHRAT A R B, 332 1) s SR I P AT S s £ B B A A . P RO b L E S 2, — 28 78 o5 R Fghx, WA 7 =
R, BRAEER. TLS HUCIRES MBS R, B — R WH A FaAR, W ATHE & BRI T i e &5, 28 g f
R TR, W AFLU™), libFuzzer! " #23E T 8 25 3R 51 G B4k, 0 HUAIE I ¢ A4S D 2 X A0RA 0 0 5 1 58 0
L U A A ELHE DU R L2, PARAE RIS F A 22k DX L R SIS 55 45 P A7 TR, i N 36 3IE 2R 11
T SQL A XSS ¥ENSE Web I, A8 AT A TR 45 -5 B4 B SRR, 1B 2 T
T 5 R S5 IR

FEFE T AT DRSSO U b, 25 58 B SO B e B R I PR ot B0 AR [R) R, AN R R &
AT B O H 2 Al se oy 2. R, B 0N SR T T 22 0 MR 4 A T 0 R v, Skadt— 2B R T TLS &
PR A 2243 TR B % 500 S [ S B R 4000 22 5, AT R BT A s VI B34S — B30k

2017 4E, Walz 25 NUOWEH 7 36T 22 0 R A TLS 38 F Wl B Gt 5 i, 7l A T AR ok B 3 L Z AR
TLS 32 T3 5. A L H AL G A I L2 i TLS-Attacker™”!. NEZHA!"., tisfuzzer! " Al scapy-SSL_tls"",
TR R T B Re0E 5] kT 2 i 25 5, HAE R TLS 18 F3H B3 B po R B 5 2. Walz 25 AR
7 OpenSSL. BoringSSL. wolfSSL. mbedTLS Al MatrixSSL [, KIL T 16 4> % 41 4.

2022 4E, Machren 28 A\ UM HY 7 3T 4LA MR TLS IR L H TLS-Anvil. Machren 25 AiAA TLS SEILHLFE
FEERIET TLS BE IR 20, RS2 M e S8 & &K (combinational testing, CT) A& —Fhi% i
KR Z R ER, BT 2502 10 1035 SRR 2R, ARG LR T TLS 22 A8 I v, 25 BBk A 2 A 751
AL, RIR 52 25 52 AR N IO SR W4T S 2 75 IEH. TLS-Anvil A LA R H R G i S 4 41 A, JFimid
NAPRIEET TLS F5 & S HUE 58 B0 T LB A AN S 5088 (IPM) oK 5 IR B ML AL TLS-Anvil WK T
13 /4~ TLS JFE, RILT 23 A~224 X%, EHE wolfSSL Al MatrixSSL HI# ¥ CVE JRiH.

2024 4, Zhao % N OB H T — I T 2 4 DR A BORI MR AHE S TLS-DeepDiffer, & i TA& M TLS PhBCIR A&
HH P ), S RER 3 I B BOIRAS A 8] Zhao A5 AWK T 27 A TLS &, KIL T 24 D22 418, G35 4 4
£ CVE JwiFF 1 AN##) CVE .
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TLS 1.3 PriHLii 22 4 7 SR BAG 2 T 0 78 N 78 53 A3 I AIAIE A, AN 22 L] L g . DRk, B &
Xt TLS 1.3 PRSI Bes K 2 20 JLA7 RS TLS B3 S i 4 2 ek At B It , SBT3 S 22 4 A W i i
AT (G O-RTT AL S 7 5 A B0 i) 2647 Boads. 1 T A SR R X e 5 7 =K
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T K PR A S TSI (RIS TT DA 22 4 1 22 IR BIAT TR AS e AR 45 SOIRES ). 75 00, AR 45 i 75 2 8 I &0 9 11 By 2 78 I
i, G075 O-RTT HdE H A 7515 B B SR 30 E £ b A RUchE.

(2) PSK # 4t R Xk

PSK HLH 70 VF25 7 b R AR 55w E L 45 o0 7 sISE D i — AN 2540, SR 5 76 TLS 48T bl A R AT B 1 30iE
Ao, R PSK 24t T ¥R LI, (B A IEA LI BEC B, AT R 5 NI TEI 22 4 XK. a0 PSK #4AA
By AN 1] e LR IR, B S 2 A RS A L SEAR R A PSK B A, LA 45 & 8 PSK AR HAAUE AT
At S B O AEALH 2 1 VR VE. AL, TLS B hr v 2 A 22 [R] i 4 B 4058 PSK WIE SHIE 5 AE, BRIEH B
(13 AL FeVE I 52 SCT i) ¢ A 45 5 X B R AIE 5 3. AR SCHESE 3.3.2 TR A 2A1 Selfie Zoai Y& TLS 1.3
Pl IE 3R A Ja 4 R BLE S 1 NEEXT PSK R XLt K.

(3) {8 Bt

A 10 B ok 2 e i o A s A P2 AR T EIAE L, Q0P AT B ) Dl REAsE 2B H ik e <5 Sk SR % 1 S A
B E. B TLS 1.3 5|\ T AEAD S MENIE . 4i— 14 iR AN BRI PUE 28 1 1) f 198 F i 3, SkRIF TR
Y 5 PUINE T8 S AR 1 i R AN D B e S (A5 3 B (9 ] R, (B AN Be S8 & By 1k i

(4) BB

BUAL, A — S} 57 5 L5 45 44 SR AT T Brh 24,

2023 4F, Mus 25 AR T —FhE % RSA Fil (EC)DSA 2544 (1 Ik Jolt. Jolt Tk 15 26 76 2 42 4 i jot
PR N RIS R A, BB 2 4 000 SR 5 R A IEAE R 25 44, FETE Lk 72 A HE I H 28 44 %5 8H. Mus 258 AR
T 53K TLS B B e, Bk | Jolt BUti R AT .

2023 4E, Sullivan 25 A U'EE5E RSA F1 (EC)DSA 244 VLT T KIS M, 458 i 45k 20 A 3= ) /9 25 300 2 4y
BT BT 73 6 FHERI 27 124%4. Sullivan 25 NIGIE T F PKCS#1 vI1.5 37 7 3 RSA &4 BL I E55
P, R AR K T RSA 24 % 4.

(5) I AT

B QUIC A1 TLS 1.3 PRSI & 2, Mkl £ (1 37 F AR 7 TLS W BUM 2 A& S s, AL Seift s i i
A SRAR KB, I3, B 5038 I FH R S 5 S AN TLS N i 2 H R B EE B R AE S S B 25 it S A 0 R 4925,

BRI BT BE 5 ST T I i s A T AN () 40 838U, (ELTE A TR 1 ) 28 A 45 o S B0 K 1A S8 1 1 o
[%. 2023 4E, Xie 25 N UPHRH T —Fhin s i 84> 2575 ¥ Rosetta. Rosetta 833 TCP J& K137 &1 5@ A LH A H 3 B
22 SRR TCP B X, e R T IEAFEREE T X TLS I i i 1 0 B0UR.

2023 4, Niere 2 A MFEHFIF TLS 1.3 {05820 A SR AUEE HTTPS i, M &eid B k42 3.

2024 4F, Xue %5 A UM B TLS 38 F1E N5 SORK MR HACEL & Xue 5 NTRA T T 9L (1 4% il
T A AR R PS8 T, RIKE IS YR L 272 — /M E fe 4, B35 1) TLS 48F, I B nT LATE 2
TR RPN R, BT XA R I, Xu S8 AR T — AL 22588, BRE MO i il R 45 B8 X PR FR 4L,
AT A RS W HE i 2 AR 2.

4.5 TLS B MHaetik

HHT TLS 1.3 Bl BI9E T K B f 6 oK s o P ARG 5 il 208 8 B30y, ik S B RAR A R0 FERS . TR AF A B
SRR Bl 2R Il AT A, SR T AT AR S R T .

2024 4, Zhang %5 N U3EF Intel A0HEHS AVX F5 A5 ENG25519 5%, S KRB R AF 154 04T R Ju ki
TR 5 R 2R vk, ana PRI AR B 3Tk, JR3E T OpenSSL FE#EAT 1 IR, FEAENNRIGAE TiZ 5 kT LIt TLS 1.3
B T HE AR5 25%—35%, DNS over TLS (DoT) 25 1 [ AH IR 55 28 i B4R 15 24%—41%.

4.6 IFEEsHr

EEXE LR TLS 1.3 BB AIA SR 7, A SC RIS RS SOk & R BT AR SO T A0 E bR A0

AR A IACHD 2 F50 AR I 25 S A5 T X 2k AR EAT 1 42 6 5% EL AR A0 #r, a0k 8 Fioms.
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[105] 2017 TDSC BTFHRE 2253 MK v x 16 16 0 0
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"M[109] 2022 UsenixSEC PR = HA MR 13 N Noo23 23 2 2
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[95] 2023 UsenixSEC REHHRE SRV ERERSYS 27 B N v 0 0 15 10
[110] 2024  SANER RSB R ZE 51 27 v x 24 24 5 1
N [101] 2022 UsenixSEC REHSRE EEIEN 8 N v 12 12 8 8
021 2024 S&P UL 877 HEH/DY RG] G 3 N v 0 0 7 4

T — R SCERIT FEDTLS VML 1327 %2 4 1) UH i NIRRT I U CRORCVEIRTAUE; NCRR B U

I 8 Hn] LUE B, #F 55N RLE 2015-2024 SEXF TLS PRl K AESEE B IT T KRB AL, 3 TR 298 Rl
FEFRR T AR AR BOER. WAL R TR SR AR BT 70N 2o ZER I E A%, 2 TLS #AER
it S BT 5 DL IR 22 4 ] .

TEARA AR R o, BTN 52 BEdd 3 B S BARSKAE M TLS Wl RS MR, FE45 & BOli
FRYZIE TLS WA b FPR S 4 2.

FEAE SIS A I o, BF 98 S 3E F B ShHL 3 =3 07 vk B 3h A B 7/ B AE 35 308 1 451, 45 & 22 20 it
AR I BIAE PR 10 . AEIX e 7 rh, BB #8S2HF TLS 1.2 ARSI, 2020 ££ 27 J5 (19 TAETFUE S E-E TLS 1.3
FRAGFE.

T RPN 3R TAE B SRR AR, AR ORI B8 STk BT R DI (] BUAC 3R AT T MBI Gt AR SOk )
SRR B 1 NI Re 51 22 A ke BB WSS HLIDRE R 2242 1) J, A7 T security issue Fl security bug iX
— A ;5 2 ZROA ] g e A R A AT S PR B M 2 AT, B CVE IR RN, ST X4 s (B [l R AN
B, A SCAEGE T kAT 7 X4y, R 8 AT LA HY, Luo 2 A PSVBRE H Ao T 1 ¥ 2 200 (0 B0R0 0k v
Chen 25 N\ IS H ) 2 0 R 5 3045 1 T AR 22 AR R, (4500 70 N B3 B R R R 4.

4.7 N 2

ZE LRTIR, AT PREE TLS AL B R e ot WHA N R SE G R /AT~ RSO I 0 4 A 3 2 5 AR R AU
TLS H A B R VB EAS SRR, 32 T — S5 RO VR R 1238 8 T 24N S G IR, 762 T F57 40 0 IR S A i =,
MFREFRTG SO FSHAT. AP ST RARI TLS BPE 12 Hh i) 8 R 27 B s ANHIE 5 360 B . 78 35 TR0
DR 22 AR rpr ) BF 90— J7 TR H 7 T R B SCDR 2SR B 910 ) 2B SOk e AR ik, RAAL Ak 7 Rk
IR T AR ARHLE], SR T T SCIRA 2 [ s AN YE R, 55— AR T T 2 A DY AR
SRR B A, FEFF T MRS PRI 250k, AT AT LA SE = sk bth, e IR 2 I P03 R 2 4 1) R

5 TLS 13t ARERS

PSSR B RIRE /S TLS 1.3 W 2 4xiif FU RO B B AT 7, SR BEORTE TLS WAL SEf s 2 AL i B 1 AR
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FHELE B0 F APT iz AT 5 SCUE TR0 S5 5. AT 2 2 i B FH R 3 JF R R R AR 24 (6 L )5 2 4R
etk RGN 22 5L RV RLFRR P B 8 SGIE T3 IE SRR, AN 22 A RE T3 50F 25 2 A B PR e 8 2 e N e A
Dyt 5 22 4 B, A7 AP SUREICE ARV 1) R 3%

51 BREFHNARERS

511 BB %4

R4S 28 AN IEH AL B TLS 1.3 WTRES M55 AR (K2 A k. flln, AR25 2846 0 T 55 m 2 Siksig e T A%
AP SURA BT B, A3 TLS IFRA S RRA B 44 1 SR, IX#0 T e Bk & SR T sfe 2 il Sy, b 4 gt 17—
S W T L SR ) s AR 45 R G A 1 i 4

SSLtest (SSL server test)!''. SSLyze!""™. testSSLI!'"'F1 TLS-Scanner! & Tl 7 35 4 i) TLS e & 243 T
Fo, AU R AT TLS Ph it 71, B RE IR 4 E RIS . & de, T 1a] LA AR 55 2% SCRF 1 TLS B
BORRCAFINES B, IE50 b7 W46 2 55 0 25 BOANHRE A A5 105 FLok, BT BAEAT TLS PhSCUR A, 4 201 TLS
P 40 Heartbleed. POODLE. Logjam. DROWN % th4b, B SFFIE P4, DLIGIE AR 55 2 3 LAY X.509
IEB A 2, BRI PRSI, —EH EHMENGIUCH . 275 sy .

BRAL, SR FABSR T — S I 592, 2019 4F, Merget 5 A U VERXE TLS Pl CBC 28 45 2 U 78 Bk i s
T REAEATHE T B TLS-Crawler. 2023 4F, Sosnowski 25 A U242 H 7 TLS Hristiaf#i 38 80H 5 T A DissecTLS.
DissecTLS AMY AT LAFAH TLS WS i B 24, i w] LUK H AT P8 SO s A G @R PRI, LLSEH B & C&C
JIE 25 2% HO 4 SO 2024 4F, Sosnowski 25 A I T 2 B AR KT DissecTLS #EAT T #E— 254k, $H EFACTLS.
EFACTLS 3 i I 2 364 Ak 5w, 78 707248 F-RI AR TLS 18 F P 3ifg 1015 2., S KPR B H PR AR TLS & AR
512 SEEHER4se

SR ZEHE ML 3 7 S5 % 1 B R B RN S O R T T R SR, P ChRME R T HIEAR T
VB TR, i 5 A Ut B ] ELAAR S B IR 5% 4 Sz ML IR B SR P PR B A 3, s SR R s B R 4 e R
TLS Ph S Fr 2 4. ik, BF 5 N SEF XS Bt i) kAT T BF S AN BGALE.

2023 4, Hebrok % A\ Rt TLS 1.2 A1 TLS 1.3 923 15 2248 BARSLHLEAT T IRABETE, X 9 3K TLS 1
R ERT 3 AN Web I 45 3 B0 P 20 240 A i U 28 S0 T R G0, R I — LU AR L) J2E A7 55 40 4 S,
SE M H A2 TLS 259, Hebrok % A3ET TLS-Scanner il TLS-Crawler T H.5F TLS AR 55 28i3k4T 1 KIS
Fli, RINL Amazon X3k IR 55 2% Hh I — AN SR ER R, RIS VE G A DT T 6 IS5 25 (19 TLS Jii.

2024 4, Radoy %5 A\ "Vt 2 TE T4 2 75 45 32 3043 X T & MLcets POEAT 19T, 40 IX TS HLICE i i AEAD
NIE N2 503 (W AES-GCM) A1/ Carter-Wegman MAC J& MR 1k 2 % 4H. Radoy 25 NI T 6 Z4E ] AES-
GCM E{ ChaCha20-Poly1305 J% 5k TLS AARHFE, &I 4 3K TLS AURS FE A 5 52 B Pl 5 ML
52 BERiGNARERS
52.1 NIRRT APT iR

TLS I & Fir AT 22 4% 2 487N o] s () = BE 20 Bl 4. AR, FH T 45 Rl s APT [0 154 FH 7 =X, 15 5 A 2
FEFITHABE K] TLS %¢ 4 (AIF 7 SE B P AL AR oI5 B, ™ 2 i 25 o0 ) 22 4. TR, WF 72 N B A5 BTG ot A T B R SR A
TR FE P TS 5 APTiRA.

2019 4E, Rahaman 25 A\ "%+ 5% Java 18 SR T 2 T8 875 S0 W 35522 AP iR R T CryptoGuard,
FH AT Java F2)7 HI S5 EH 2 H5 . T TN A B ATL £ DA A B 55 A IE F5 36 IE 554729, Rahaman 56 N & /6400 17 16 Ff
SRR AP 2 FH RGN 43 M7 5 1% AR5 B R RS AR U1 R R S AR Java B2 5 250 22 4
FARRG; S5 B IR . bR SCBUBA T BEBUR K75 AU T S T — 41 APT R FH RS I BV, SRR BRI T 44k,
Rahaman %5 A Xt 46 4N K HY Apache 3 H Al 6 181 > Android B FIHEAT TR, KL T 1277 MRFATA.

DU RIVF 2 i S HFEE X Java, C/CH++F1 Python i 5 HIMZ % APL i H1E L, 12 Go 1T W IR L R BATs A
WeFzdim. 2022 48, Li 2 A U REN Go 18 5 BT IESEEL TR T & CryptoGo. CryptoGo Fl F i3 s Wi B AR Sk
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R Go 185 10 H A1 12 Fha5 g 2% F 5 L. CryptoGo Xt GitHub (1) 120 NV Go 15 5 I H 47 7 1,
KB 83.33% (1] Go 1 5 M I H 22/ A74E — AL SRS 2R .

N T VA APL AR FHRIN T B AR, 2022 4 Ami 25 N U T MASC RHESE. iZ4E 4246 F A2 S I %t 9
AN ML B 2R RGN T 23T 7 R PEAG . Ami Z5 A0 LA IR SCH ) 105 Fhastin 22 APL R 4T it
1T THRER, T2 9 KK, ARG WX R AT AT 7 RGN SR, 183 Hori (i 2508 E A AT A8 e = AR
T2 A, e AR TR AR A gEAT I, RILT 19 AR,

2024 4E, Chen %5 N\ 0 2052 APT 3 FIAS MUEAT T IR NBF AT, B0 AR I8 ST Hh BITRE 72 (4 APT 3% F AT A DA B
R RN 22 A R RFN BAR SEILEAT 7 VR A EEECRT R S840 AT, Chen 55 A 20 AT AR 13X 26 T B dar il 25
R5 SRR 2 (B 2288, DA R o elodh i T 5L (s B A ] B 3 7 R BB 5 M), Chen 55 N 48 H, LART T/EM)
NS B AFTE — S5 A, SRS IR | AR S A Y ) g 20, BRI 3 BT R AR .

5.2.2 NSRRI

HoEE P ) E LIS IR RR A B A 4 . MAC IAUE BRI 28 sl B8 IE, X T P B0 HE A 22 A M 33 G EE
SR, T KR8 TE BAR ST A 45 5 48 W I LR B0 IE AP R T S 3 22 A KU BE X IX — R A R, WF AL 4R H 7 — 4k
Kl 732, 2020 4E, Wazan 25 A UL A7 K857 SiE -BISEEAT 7T 5, RIUITA TLS i E£2H05 K B4 2
BT UEASIGAE, Uik 45 25 0F P2 754 i 4, 1X 48 WEB P 455K T — 52 UK. 2023 4F, Fischlin %8 A P2 T — il
] 5 UE B 56 AP WA U 7 v, Je I SRS AL SR B Sk IR B #h 2 25 4 . MAC BUSHUE ¥ SE ARG oo
RN RBE BB [ R LRI UE A IR, TR 280 BT k35 kX — S S EL R .
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