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BoERoME Sl AAFUEAe EEAH IS-95A9] AT Az HE Hed
Az 5 AF 7] 44 FRYFL Atdrh A% 7 A4 LnYFLe AF 2w
A5 B89 oracle HAAFE" Vo) Frz FHFo N A2l B FWAH 2
A4 SN0 JASAT 2T FAY 4 /PEe Agse] Aud dndEe 29
548 Bosigr B =Eold Add ndFe AT FEo WeE $ote] GSM
3 PACSSH 22 & o554 HENE 5 4d + Ao

IO.IS-95A Q1% &g s A

1. IS-95A A5 Y

IS-95A, GSM 8] 1 PACS% E % challenge-response & 2| <l
st Ao’ %, 71230l 9ejel challenge rﬂ OJE{ & FW olF
2 9% gudgdEs F339 response, F, I FAH dHolE
AT olFgxa F4g LYoz AF MY dHolHE A3ty
oIS FHAY AEAR F3T)

IS-95A 9} 749 challenge©l 3  responsed  AAEE  dx
AUTH_SIGNATURE®Z} W3ttt AUTH_SIGNATURET ¥ 13 #o] 152HE H
el & fd&H oz 3ol 18H E 2 responsed A4t

et
2
Wb
o
£
u
i)
[
N,

RAND_CHALLENGE ESN_S AUTH_DATA SSD_AUTH
(32) (32) (24) (64)
{

Auth_Signature
Procedure

!

Auth_Signature
(18)

O8 1. AUTH_SIGNATURES| A 4t

2. 0% duEFe AA
1S-95As #ad w2 5aMiMde Az dnET AF 7 Y4 LnYF
“Jumbel’olgte AATFE ALY o, e Fee FAYFE AL £ Yo A
Fargoh AAGFE 2R E AEse U BEAEY GaAES FEE 3
223 RE AME Ahges g2 FRAGY ojsBAA sl nEAYst 7
5% Bool #48 A&¥ AAFTE AR Aol FAAUY. B =R AAES
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Ag3te] Q1% dnelne P
REFEE AHEE dAsFr: MDY, sHA-1"Y, RIPEMD-160", HAVAL™ %
o] Atk ¥ wRAAL o) ol g 2AM T pEdte] rxE BAdA dF
st Eol Aol wedstgith. 19 28 AUTH_SIGNATUREY FZolth. 7 ghg=d|
AE 2 39 @A A1k (step operation)S 83] HHE-Fhr},

28 390 a~h¥E 2HE dA¥SF7 AARE dAAE o, X>>>s & 328 E dlo]
B XE sl e8%on ¢Avle due dudn. ME 7 de=e i aAd

.
i

a0,

=

oM AHEEE BME QY doldeln K= 7 dhesti @AY g 4524 2
3,4 shemol e ALgETh HAMFNN ASHE FEEFE GF 2L A 7
20 Vg wzs Ae AAs] AgHL 1, 2 ez T4 32948, 29n
3,4 Bhgrolis 5Us REUSE AU

266-bit initial

RAND_CHALLENGE | ESN_S | AUTH_DATA| SSD_AUTH
(32) (32) (24) (64)
1st round JL
2nd round Message padding

3rd round N (258bits)

8 : 32 bits modulat addition

Truncate to 18 bits

7% 2. AUTH_SIGNATURE %28 &9 T2,
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Ade  AFYG ¢ dAARE T F R HF £l E HBIFORMA differential
attack!™ el dju]atA Tt 28T SHA-1& a%h b @A2E F Fo £FolFo] o,
HAVALS &%+ 83 h dA2Hd ¢gols e AL o2 differential attack
of ginistct He 45 %‘:4%?'58 Yoo, £3oj5 g AEsts Y2 AAs HA
3 MEsln ¥ ¥ AXY ofdolsS AR3IozMN differential attackS AT F UL E
g & vt B ausoAe f%%%w’:" 283 ¢ AA2EHY THTE Y&tk
RIPEMD-1602 MD5% @Avich b2 &3 o) 5%& A4, HAVAL? SHA-1Z
A& &8 ol B FLS AL39 Tk RIPEMD-160o0A &= &8 o538 5~159 gow &
dou MD5AME Az diojy G320 E)d digtd ddiL4rt HEE U o
s de # £l HALEE oW 5 AWE 2N FEE o) frte
Aolth, o2 Bl A £ olF P 329 ulExrt HA @olok i, E@¥TE 49
SEs sl dARHAGA ARdF 229 g4 24" %46& L

¥} @ ojeBd e AANIE REGE FEEAY 2 &E dse Ao ¥e ¢
gk B gngSdes Redsdd 2 cAA2Ed ¢l e HEAY, FEFS
Zdo] F £ olFue 5 6, 7, 10, 13, 14, 158 o vy H ™3] wdsto] A}

4

£33t ¢ GA2HY A 112 Ao
MD4e} RIPEMDA A& 2 gAld ol A AF& sl A ®] 8 &Ao 3ol dy
o] A< Fagd™ Y RIPEMDS 74 % RIPEMD-16090 A% round 1-201 4 7}7}ho)

 2-38fcdAMe da gold ¢Ynr®E &9t w2 round 1-2044
Ad F goje 2-38e=d e 7ol UEER STk B A EolA
o)#l gk WE a#ste ol ¥ 13 Fo] ¥ wAAE WA A 2WeRIEY] G
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dolel= 8719 2HIE HEE yyold 2zt steEe dAdAtd AHg e

E L 98 dARY A

gAEA
P, 012 345¢6 7
1 01 23452¢67
2 36041725
3 15620374
4 6 4213507

Mgt Q15 duelg 2568 EQ 91 delErt s v, IS-95A IF WY
FoAM = 1528129 dHolE 7t d¥EE g 1044 E 2] w99 7] (padding) HIolH & W&o
ofgtth. 1% 4% 152HE 9 HolH & AL&3ste 256HIEQl 9 dlolHE w=e WS
E25t3 Zolth, W2)olA AUTH._DE 24BlEo|mZ 32HER (HEY] st 43 o
olE 9] Zo] 152(0X98)E 8HIEZ B A&t padding Hlol8 & A3t

RAND C | ESN_S |AUTH_D:0x98SSD_A[0] |SSD_A[1] | PAD[O] | PAD[1] | PAD[2]
(32) (32) (24) 1 (8) | (32) (32) (32) (32) (32)

W(0) W(l) W(2) W@3) W(4) W(5) W) W(T)

PAD[0] = RAND & ESN_S & AUTH_D
PAD[1] = PAD[0] & SSD_A[0]
PAD[2] = PAD[1] & SSD_AN]

w(2) = AUTH_D || 0x98, Il : bit concatenation

19 4. AUTH_SIGNATURE ¢85S 93 dolg =A%)

FEe HA Z2M2AEL superscalar 7EE A A o] pipeline processing?] 7Hs
Se2 fAdse BAAAS oled Txo 2 HAGH AZEdC FHo u &
o™ M g 3e4 @ wAANA WAE a Bl AN2E o] wpE ohg WA
o Reos Yoz ALEEA oy wEel va A B 4 YOomZ pipeline

processing©] 7} 38ttt

3.2 3

AF dxnF g E¥o] 7H-okd HAol= AYA, SAC 28l J&Y vAd¥y
o] At sAC# dmel gl JYF ¢ wEs WG F £ 7 vES} WY g
o] 1/20] B QvlstH, A&t v dFgold dHH &9 5F vEE %9 MY
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HAZE FREEA @SS ongy. e AF daeFol o BEAE A=A HA
st Wyger  FAA EAUHE AMgst &9e AgAdEs H
equidistribution test, hamming weight Z12] 1 runs test® AF&3Ith Q& 709 vlAY
A AALE 938l linear dependency test® AF-&3t}. equidistribution testS E3to] &
d diolg] Hglo] #UF BXE 71X =2 HAFSIA, hamming weight test® 3o &
do z HEoA lo] g gEo] 1/291A4 HAREH 223 runs test® Foto] &Y
o] Z+ HE QIR A o] H HEJ] thste] Wyt e gEo] 1/29A ZHAE

TAA A (statistical analysis)ol@& 94ol9 WG Z2 A2 HE 7§ dA9 #53
(observations)& 7FA5L 9o, ol2]g #ZA7} EHE HHS 7FA=7 A4}
ok 714 BEA7F AA7IE vtete A EE 978 (null hypothesis)ol 2k dhi, gho <]
395 MerlA (alternate hypothesis)olgh sttt 543 B4 e =9 H7HH
ko] zpolofl dFslE FAAE AAET FAA L] AMLALS GE F Jdort FAAG
A4S BEA7E G MR RS v EAAY FEEEVT P Fod
), P(x>a)& 922 EAA aol 3t #94F(significance level)old} &} EA X2
FH AME F9 FEF AARANE Hlaste @ 7HEY AEARE Y duiy o
AL 5 E A= 00501k QAR 7F 0.05% He FrtH o] Holx|ut Aot AEH
A28 WY g&Ho] 0058k gu7t 9o 28eg BAX} ARG F FedE
G714 e AEarh B =FoAE chi squared goodness-of-fit test”]q&™ Ag31o
SAA Y A FUrR Y YRS AH I

ztzhel ot gio diste] T HYS vhE dolgE AL&3ste] 208 vIE 3
Fisher-Pearson test&! £3te] 20719l §o4ZozRy e §957S At o 3t
S YA 0059 vudt X 2v 7 FE FAH B4 AAE Yeid B 29 A
A o] JEEHNLE Q5 Ludse 48 dlojE A 1o AA|stE vl &l 20%, 50%,
80% ¥ 9msict. Axg A B o AAQ JAF dnggy €L FAHR &
338 EANS 71YES & £ Art linear dependency AANE 913 HHLS 3 I A(row
reduction)& 33 A3} full rankE 7FX| Y, o) L g 4= g K

244 Fee ouwh

J&.
B
Y
_I 1
~
2
> T

£ 2 9% ¢ugdse R wod+E

MR e . ) .
R equidistribution { Hamming weight runs SAC
20% 0.0714665 0.0662347 0.839401 0.670356
5096 0.143139 0.413732 0.156449 0.199088
80% 0.522117 0.546972 0.175676 0.34747
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Ad dHolHZ A4 e SSDe SSD_Generation @18 &
83t Atk SSD_Generation ¢ EF2 ol5x A AH, dY dolg, oF
T A-keyE JH o2 7HAG. A-keyl 64H|Eo|n ojF ol o H 2 AW v

oln

5 AdEdTt. A-keysr @A o] F 33 o #¥® HLR/QUT AErR ¢ A
t}, o] % o] SSD Al WA AEZE F28H, 1Y 59 o] SSD_Genaration A 3}e
gelelels: M AHSe]  SSD_Generation A& F I ojF I

SSD_A_NEW$ SSD_B_NEW & SSD_Generation Zake] %3 gto g MAd),

als
¥

-

| RANDSSD(E6) | esne | A_KEY(64) ]
|
| CAVE |
l
| ssD_ANEW®6H) | SSD_BNEW®64) |

19 5 & Y dHIo]E(SSD)Y A4t

2. Oracle 3| g

AF 7] AN Yuelge HAANS LR sty 9F ¢nYEI I FHE
Abgete s o B doMiE dF 71 44 dudse 28 72E AFTsE oracle
A5 545 Yo e et e

Oracle siH v tad 22 42E& %Rt

A2 1) 8300

TdE Ao diste] AAFrE $3L doid N2 9E dHEE ‘413}. 712

AAFFE 28 RO dustd U@ A dsted AARTE F A 7F
g A% 2 BU9 A%E Uy @Bl a2y %8B 4AL e H4¥4 H
Ag o st 5 duink A2 o2 2¥E doh § Hx)= He 4y

Moo olEst Ae Ay

olt

ek
ox

rlr
°§ﬂ

M

A Foltt, ol2]d WY E H(x)7F xol #% EE B
A X (partial information)& #7|& Q74L& A F 3o
44 2) AFs4& Zen

Aol g5 HAL UEFgdE BFstn FolR s gl tisle] ojw oz
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B AAEHATA A58 + dv 58S Zeth FoAR 48 x9 si4Agk col dislyo
c7t x¢ #AHAYA ofd
7b iojof g}
Oracle hashing®] Aeol& ofell 3709 2FzxHo g FAH
Z3 1) ¢4 A (Completeness)
c7t xol HE A &3to AA=EAGn & o, #F <38 E(verification algorithm)
Ve x% ¢ B& woled ol
%3 2) 384 (Correctness)
cZb xol dste] A% HE 283t AHHA Fuctn & o, x9} ¢ S do}
OJEE VE £d & glrh thA] 3, & x9 yo YA ssAgoz ol
RE F e 92 4™ x, v & cE FE A0 ErEs.
7 3) vl A4 (oracle security)
c=H(x)Y c& 7t ats xol #d o HRE dg F vk Avrt c=Hx)H
= xE 27 A8 A =S dHEN & £
AAT AN AP S Faste] ofelgh o] 3/Me] 7HhE oracle hashingg TEE
o)}l
gddg 1) Hx, r) = r, h(r, x)
hi sl gFola r& Zol7l £ Agdo
Sol& B£=1600] HAsith HFH dHAH S
AgkS Adet ool AE AT UAA
AT hel S5 AFF4S g vEgded /4%
2.
A9 (r,8)-uAR> *
okof A7 ol #3805l = oWl adversary A9} distinguishier Dol tiale] olae] =4
o] 4y, A+ he Hix, ) = r, hir, x)2 (0, 1}" Ao A" g22 st
(r,8)-HE ot}
| Prob(D( x, A(7, #(7, x)))=1) — Prob(D( x, A(», b7, »)))=1) | < §

A714 {0, 1} = Zol7l f#d olxd& Jehdd, aya x9 ye FZ 49
re, (0,11 27H 52402 £28 AHoloh
e 2) H(x, r) = 1, h(r, h(x))

SAda AEde de 1) T 2ok A E fAlsHA A 5 ok He 2)

A&

il
tlo
I
f
)
r)
o
e
m
ofN

¢t 51 8) & (verification algorithm) V

=
=
P
u
=

= B=128, SHA9 7
rol tiated xol
std s otk FRYL
holl wa olelel Helg w

— U

.,,

o

e

Je “E

re N
AN o
2 o
>

V)
flo
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7b Hef 1) B kAo givistd el 27 EAZEE dE DE FAGESY 9L A
HalA k7] wiolnt
g 3) H(x, r) = r, h( r, h( ry, x))

o) FzE HMAC ( Hash based MAC )#o] 7128 s AAsAch

r,=r@® opad,
rp,=r@®ipaa 181 ipad & opadt LAY A4 ol SAAI AFAHL 99
299k Zo e 3)& 4 o ¢Aso kst dy 3)o] FAGEH e 1)

e 2) TAGEAG 92 HFHHEA &7 dEoln.

3. Oracle S|ATTE ol &8 AF 7] 44 s

ALY AF 7] AA dRYFS 240 AANT F2 FAAM hir, h(x) B2l oracle
hash &4 72& F3o AF 71 A w7ty S M= oracle hash ¢ g H7}
Aeste AYRT r gol dS¥e &S g ey 1524 EQ Qg F AF 71 A
HAANA 1F 71 AR &7 £88 deoh v & RANDSSD(S6HIE)7L glow, o) &
WAHASF r gk o2 ALgdTh

7HHE¥EI AF 71 A4 ¢ugFY AAAJA F2= 2¥ 69 vety don Mg F

< o Z2rh 256HE diolE 7t ATl dEE 4= dAANS AH

192H]__—°4 dolel7} &8 E} o] AHATFE F2oz2 TP hiw)gh 8hxb A7)A w
T 286¥E 9 4 dHeolg ol

#A 1) 29 87 ol 152ME 1Y dloletE 2560 E] 1A A TTY ¢, W2
2 e

74 2) FA DY W, s dgoz @ 14 A8, £9 houtE te3 Zoh

h_out = h( W, )
= {h_out[0], h_out{1], h_out{2], h_out[3], h_out{4], h_out[5]}
B4 3) 12 siFgkez U2 1924 E9} randssd S6HIEE o] &84 1Y 83 o] 2
b AT 48 diole W,E 74

#A 4) 2z HATFY EHe gdFF #@o] Axddrn
h( Wy )
{h_out[0], h_out[1], h_out[2], h_out[3], h_out[4], h_out[5}}
#74 5) h_out?] 1928 E2HE AF7) SSD_A% SSD_BE thg3 o) o

SSD_A = {h_out[0], h_out[1] } ,

il

h_out

1]
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SSD_B = { h_outl2], h_out[3]}

256-bit initial random
constarts

z [
1st round g
s
2nd round g
5 ESN(32) | A_key(84) {Ranassd(32) | Randssdi24)
3rd round d
e
\’\ 4th round B —
-
192bits " 492 bits
rd ; 192bits
VA AV
7 AY
— 56bits
256-bit initial
random constants
loading
(256bits)

-

1st round
2nd rou

nd
3rd round <
4th round

— 192 bits
v d

-
192 bits

E 32bit modular addition
— 128 bits
4

f SSD_A(649) I SSD_B(Gd)J

a9 6. 9% 7 AX ¢nYFe =YAE

ESN [A_key[0]|A_key[1]|Randssd[0] [Randssd[1]:0x98| PAD[0] | PAD[1] | PAD[2]
(32) (32) (32) (32) (24) (8) | (32) (32) (32)
Wi(0) Wi(l) Wi(2) Wi(3) W(4) Wi(5) Wi(6) Wil7)

PAD[0] = ESN & A_key[0] & Randssd(0]
PADI[1] = PAD[0O] & A_keyll]
PADI[2] = PAD[{1] ® (Randssd(0] Il 0x98), Il : bit concatenation

2 712 A E A% dHolE w7l

h_Out[0] [h_out[1] |h_out[2]{h_out[3] |h_out[4]|Randssd[0] |[Randssd[1] ;0x98 PAD[O]
(32) (32) (32) (32) (32) (32) (24) i(8)
Wa0) Wa(l) Wa(2) Wa(3) Wa(4) Wa(5) Wa(6) Wa(7)
PAD[0] = h_out[5] & (Randssd[1] Il 0x98), Il : bit concatenation

a9 8 23 dHAE HE 4™ o]y wix.
4. 9F 7] A4 ¢nHdEY A 54 HE
oz dyElEoAe BAuwM 3y FAE A equidistribution test, hamming weight

test, runs testE FaAstgon, 71 A%E E 39 YelJE ZE testE FoFFEol
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ARG Aang AF 7] A4 dugie] 2YEAE 5S4+ Aok

£ 3 9% 71 A4 dagdEd A woaE

Y= Ag%ﬁ TE equidistribution | Hamming weight runs
20% 0.286993 0.994108 0.928421
50% 0.358905 0.799294 0.989545
80% 0.587574 0.246302 0.913677

F REUTE AeHY
E 2

o, 3%—"#“9} 4t =ele 5 REdaE AMESIATh ed AF dugdEe CHd
o2 FEHA2Y, Pentium-100MHzl AN 452 43 A3 1200008 $=8) 0.87x7}
2a 5. w3 g A% duelHS oracle AFTF Fez AR AF 7
A dneEs FAAT a2da BAY BN PP Agate Add gneEe &
W EAMS HEAM3Yu. &8 BEA HMo] Al8% HALZE  equidistribution test,

hamming weight test, runs test, SAC test ZZ# 3 linear dependency test’} 2t} %7

2 BMe 283 A & =TddA Mg dF dne s AF 7 WY dndF
3]

ROl A Ak dmeAEe 9 dolgel Feis &2 dojHel dolE

43 GSM¥F PACSS #Z& 1 & ofFdal AT A&ddn FdsA Hed

4 E

= grk ]
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