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B onBoMie 2EY o5 dugEy £S5 95 dugEFd 22 vEr] 43 AL
Hol BAH B4 HAS] A5t AMEE o8 7HA randomness HIAE WSS 74
glo] 1 "‘4“—,; randomness test 2] power = T ol A] 15" Bl a8kt Oiﬂi power &
randomness test 7} nonrandom 3+ B|E AEYS dvh} A& A AR ¢ e 7E Y
E}LH“‘“ ATolty, 1gal, AEY 45 gumFy %% Rl ahlv]—u‘«] %74]@' 54e

%4387 98 MY mgHolota AAHE HAE WHES Zol o] HYES AHEE
&4—% Atetcy, Fo R AtH WHES ol &3], DES, AES 2 ¥¢11#]F, SEED ¢ 57
A 5AS #4359
1. M2

Wy 9% A|AHe EE 9435 diarg]F(block cipher)® ~EH 4% &I1g| F(stream
c1pher)°5a e #7t doh 25 45 ¢agEe dugstazt st AANE 22 2
719 2o 7 yolx 4z ¢g58E | whal], ~2EY o5 %1"4%% Al A &
C1R= ‘_’H—\? 7) ~E ¥ 1} modulo-two addition & 3t ¢35 3 A| 7}

2E¥ ¢35 g FY A= gussE A AMgste 71 2E-Hol Uojit random
13 7}011 gt vt 7] AE#O| random 31X FoiA A} 7] 2AEYS 5

A A Bt walA, 71 AE Y] randomness & A e ol 2EH 45 4agEF9
o}qu__ ZA5= wyo] "t}

BE o35 dag]lFe AL AEY 435 I
randomness-% Aote WY AATezE GAESE
Adug]Ee AEE SA35h7] g o Yoz
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g 474 £ ded, ES 43 ¢uyFY g5E ol H&E9 74 HEES
PO 2 3+ boolean function ©]2+il FZH3IAE W, -9 24 B EF] dZE 7 H|
E T E JEEe 2 Aste Zolt}

A& A, 3 ZNA = XE7HK dE] ¢el A randomness BHIAE WHEO did A|gic)
728]31, 4 Aol & randomness test BH 5 2] power function & Bl W3l 2EY g5 &g
Z3 55 ds dugFe FAA 5EAHS F5AHs7] Y MY ag&Holgtn AAHE
HAE 985S Zol of WPHES ALES A8 AQtsiy 5 A A= DES, AES $1H ¢l
%,SEED 9 5A13 §4& B35, v ez 6 JollAe 2E8E 2ok

2. Power function

7+ randomness test A1 A B AIZFC] 7] 2t (critical region)oll BolX A HWH Foi o 7}
A (null hypothesis)< 7]Z}o] = A = 31, alternative hypothesis 7} ol Al Aot 28,
o 7tA4o] Atdolgtn @At 717 Yo Hold 7t Qlar, o2’} B9-E Type lerror 2}
g}, o] wo &L ata g} oloE WHE B Ao 7]Ztgo] ofd o] WolxA
g 7HAo] wolEAAnete HAAEE F 7Ho] ARl obd F7b At olHE BE
Type Il error 2}3L 317 o] wje] &&S Betar shr),

Randomness test ] power & % 7} H,7} AM4l o] ofd w]l =, alternative hypothesis H, 7}
AHEd o MRS 713E £ Ade FEoltHTl. =, Power © 1-f7F HY, [0,1]9] &S
7FZ t}. Randomness test & power & ©|§-3to] F0]Zl randomness test 7} alternative hypothesis
& nE2E BE 2EYS driyd AEEA gohd £ JdE 7HE ¢ 4 Atk HE 2EHY
o] 7] no] ¥AsL 7 FE ot FAXHE W, randomness test 2| power = F A Fol
3 7tHo2RE Holgd F&5 AXA Hu ¥, HE ~2EHY A7 no| FUE FE
power = & 7F8tAl Bk whEhA, power function & ©] &3t o§2 7}A randomness test &
g £ Qo

B =79 dF£9 randomness test ol A ALE3F 4 tFL o5 2

oH,: HIE 2E¥ st ZF HEEO| Pr(s;= ) =p=12% LT £XE 7, NZ
=H2<e nsl9 o] random variable s, 52 FAH A},

Non-randomness & A 3}7] ¢38t 53 Z& F 7149 alternative hypothesis & &
=AM E AN

ﬂ_
M

X8 /MR, A&

i

eH : HE 2E¥Y S& Z} HEEOS] Pr(s;= 1) =pz12 TLT
S HAQ n7l o] random variable s, 52 A o] o}

eH,: HE 2E® S& Z HEHO] Pr(s;=1)=p=122% YT EXE 7IA 3, M2
EdHo|A] G2Pr(s,=1|s,=0)=Pr(s;=0|s,, =1)=q=#12) n 712 o] X random variable s,
EE 7459 AUk
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ip-1213} 1q- 1219 gkol F7184% randomness test & power = F7}8HA| H a1, o]
A Z78te AE} 242 nonrandom HIE 2E#HE 2 AASE HAEHS & ¢+
o}

Randomness test 2] power function & HgHOZ 317 Hsia & =M= HAA
At 5 7}A alternative hypothesis H), H, & W2% HE AEYE ARGtk 2249 p
o & qo gl sl Zzt 10,000 719 HIE 2ELS AU olE g BE 2EY
AA817] 918t9] combined linear congruential generator & AM8-8FRATH3]L. 1851, 7149
AR Al 79 FT 5%, 1%E A8l
Folx p (= gl Pt dol n¢l HIE AEH 10,000 HE FHH ol spAskaL,
ztzbol] dis] BAFS A agia, o) FAFE 7hed 71A9ge "WolAe A&
MEE A4 BEY A4 10000 22 Ve gS #3530 gol Fo13 randomness test 2l
g8 pEE ¢ dlFsE power function 2] #tol T} Power function < p=1/2,q=1/29l
sl Aol 2 p,g>1/28 W power function 2 &2 p,q< 12 4 WY %I ZA
2h=3

o ulo

3. Randomness tests 2 &
B Aoxe AEF74A &3z 98 7FA randomness test HH SO s 7hed] As)gio)
3.1 Frequency test

Zol7k nQl HIE 2EHoA 07 19 /AFrt 2Lt 2ExH e 7HE FAAsks
Wl © 2 uniformity test, equidistribution test 2t % &t} g & HE X

Sl z=2«/—n-(2‘—-—%)% EERTEE NODE W57 HE 2ELL dol7t

b(bin, 1 <b<n)?l subblock 5% W 4%, 247t subblock & EAWE7 5YT 7HE
ARt HHE A7)

3.2 Runs test

HE AE"dA mn 9 W5y 27 random @718 #ASE Wolt, o714, run o}
& HlE AEYAN FYT gtol A& de FA$E LI Runds 12 o]FoX
3 $-(block)? 022 o|FoA BHf-(gap)7t Uow, HIE 2EZAA HA rn MF7H
random 3+ 7}E EHZESE runs test 9 B|E 2E"A zhztel Aol s Fdt= run 9
B ¥ 7} random 712 EHl A E 3} runs distribution test £ YHE AT

3.2.1 Runs test

2ol nel ME 2Ed dis) RS A mno) ASesn shw
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= BEATEE NODE TEVH47.
3.2.2 Runs distribution test
g 1
dol7b i) run ol sl 19 runblock)® W59 02 run(gap)®] N4 7+zt B, G kil
a7, 4ol i<l block(gap)®l W9 7@k e =
n—-i—1

2
2i+|

+2

e,':

o] a[12],

k 2k
Bi—¢ ()
oSl S
i=l i i=| i

AHFE k290 x2 BEE WETHS)

|
o4

2
W goy Jgges e ——2——% AHE-SETH(1].

0 o
1z

oZ

ox
g3

3

g 29} 79}01’]- Block # Gap ¥ shHhE Aesto] o 2 A sl &+
% 16 ¢!y test F Hrh24).
17 2

XZZZ(B,' ;@i)

i=1 i
71X = runs—OJ dol7} 170170l vh& FEL A9 flokal 5t} 17 0] o]
£ 7k muns & s o g o AAEAT24).

3.3 Change point test

HE ZEfoA] (HA HEo dfs 2 ojd9 19 H&I 7 o]F9 19 HEE H
asted 1ozpolzh Hujel HE e Wolths)[7]. o] HAES AL AA AEH A
19 vl &o) W7t gloe Aotk o] 7ML #As7 st BAFLS Ul)=nS[r]-1S[n)
olthi4l. 97IM, t=1,..,n1°13,n WA 2EL HE Fo]il, ) 2EH A4
1 o] 7lFolaL, siee (B EZA Y 19 Algolth

unel duig 5 Hdd AL Molgtar 3t 5, M = Max|U[]1°]'8 tail area probability

M’
a= q=e "Shlin-SiaD 7t %1:]'[14].
of a9 #%2 GF HAA HEHE @oluE, ¢F Ao ALY e 20 F ARG

.

3.4 Autocorrelation test
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HE AEQolA] Ad7F Agvtg "o vEE 7he] 434 (correlation or dependence)S
AA st Wl
g2 1

X={x; x;=8; @ 5,9 }
X 7} iid.(independently and identically distributed)dtthx 7}t §3.1 014 A3
- . 2 M 1 3
frequency test & A8 % ok GebA, S zd=7—A7[A,,—7], d=[sz,...,th

min(d,n—-d)

T EFATEE NODS W2A o701, A7, A= 5;® s, 0lTh X9 7} )

E3te] = ¥4 (Independence)S 7H3t7] 948l s o 2zt ] _:;;-.g 3k Wk Algsio) u}
1, A87 dY o, X9 HE £ mind,n-d)7} cthd=n2 € W, X9 37| izt

(50> Sa)> (515 Sae)s - « + » (Sorr Se)N N3N §3.7 9 2-serial test & THT[1].

n—d-1

dol nQl HIE 2EY 9 7z} HIEES getal & o, 4= 2(1—2s,.)(1-2sd+,.)% %
i=0

o] 00o] Har EAko] nd 7} "oHi], nd 7} 83 & HAS (230000 BAF = =
n_

i=0

2
09 M4E ny, 19 ASE noleha FUL ©, g5, 9 lO@e (ﬂ) 7 93, A,
2
o 7@ e, =(ﬂ] (n—d) 7y BoH1)24]. ©] 71H#S ol &3] chi-square test & 3},
n

3.5 Poker test

Hamming weight test 831 % 3}, Zo]7} nQl M A B|E 2EHE Zo]7} b<l subblock
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2 U¥9S 9, 7z subblock o] E3tE |19 A LA BEH U= ME gHA
E 3t Aolg{i)7]. vh&H 22 7d#RE 2= ARFE b2 chisquare H|AEE Fho)

b -b R
€= x8,i=01,..,b
i

o] 71,8 & subblock 52 7=E e &, %:so]u},

3.6 Universal test

Universal source coding algorithm[17][18]9] X & &% AOoE HE 2EH9 ¢FHFE o] §
gt} HAESE WHolg7](5]. AAZE HE 2EHS ¢Fdc Uil ¢FH vE &
Eg9] dol& YEd 4 AT #k(ameasure of entropy) = AH8-3l] A i{11].

o] #& A3l s HE 2EHE Zo|7} bl subblock 2 UFolof 310 whElA,
AA BE 2EH9 o] n=(Q+K)b H|E7} Bt} Q £ initialization block 9] 7§40l a1, K
T HZET block 9 7H0lth. Q block oA Tab A& A3HA Hevl, Tab AXE 2h2
o] bHE sjgio] mizjutoz WAlgE 9|7t Ho) HAEES 9% BAES

1 0+K . -
fy= —[ > log, (i ~ Tabl.s(z)])]
K |iZgn

oltt. &7, Tab[s()]E bHIE IE siy7} vt Loz LHPYH Ao}, o] HAEES
3l7] $1sk HA dolE Q=10x2° K=1000x2° ©]t}H11]

Q% K7F A9 24& w5 B, BERFARREY SAF z &

_ fb—Eh
by

. - g 0.8 128 -
E, & Var(f)= £, F7 3 4ol c(b,K):0.7—7+(1.6+T)K b ol 1]

3.7 Serial test

Serial test = Z 0|7} b Q] overlapping subblock Sl thal] 2°9] sjelEo] d YA BEXH
o & 7tE BAsE RAolth4] Good & TAH O Z chi-square X & WEE B 134 2
2 FAZFE A3t rie6]

S % A& z3
L. 0 —0p 2b-1 b21
2. 9200, +0p, | 27 b22
F 1:Serial test & AT Good & A
2 2° = n-b+1 ’
104 0 =—— , 0["’—_5”_] o]il, @f=00It} Subblock 23 Y& Aol b
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off Wt b-serial test 2}a1 g-T}

3.8 Binary derivative test

dol n¢l HE AE® ] binary derivative & A&3tE F HEE modulo-two addition 3}
of M= MZL do] n19 HE 2EHS %QE}[ZO].
g EW vE 2EY SoA, AMHA binary derivative d(S)¥ ThaTF 2T

S =01101000100111
dS)=1011100110100
714, d(S)E S k MA binary derivative 231 gHct,
ztz}e) Binary derivative 2F ¥ ele] H|E AE®o| )3l frequency test & %83t}

3.9 Linear complexity test

HE 2E¥ § & w50 7] 98] 3.2 3% LFSR(linear feedback shift register)®] 4 24
o] & Linear complexity L(S)gt3l stc}(7]. ®HY L(s)@ gkol Lolgtd, 2L o] A&ZQl HEE
Z Berlekamp-Massey ¥ 18] &2 o] &3 EE HE AEHYS AFAE 5 AoHiol wet
A, BE 2E"o] AFAHA A sl7] HAME LY gol Aot gy, 2EY gD
dngFolME 7] 2EH] linear complexity 7} R A9 GAE FA 4FE FA
522 linear complexity & ZAAlstE AL Fasth & + Qi

d& 5o U 2L VE 2EYDS

01011001010100100111100000110111001100011101011111101101
e 2 #ANos 2EE ¢ 9
u(t4+6) = u(t+5) @ u(t+4) @ u(t+1) ® u(t)
uzpa], of B|E AE 9] Linearcomplexity‘f: 6°] "t} Random ¢ H|E 2EH9] A9,

dol nol & A4 Lo & Bl Zolx, Bl gf o AFEEE waos) wekA,

=A% z=\/%(us)—%)f EFATEE NODE wE2A "oHis5]

oA A g Linear complexity test ol 4 random 5}5}"7 H77t @ HE AEHo| highly
patterned ©] At} T highly pattemed B & substring & EIR A& F7F doh wEbA,

linear complexity profile ¢ H3E £ Hars} ok SHE HIE 2EY §9 HLRH i
WA BEZAZ ¥ substring ola}ﬂ stxb. el ar, LS)E S(i)9 linear complexity &}
3 &, LS %l‘“‘% S 9] linear complexity profile )2t & ©)3}31[10], ©] linear

complexity profile & 5 line & WEA FoHi10]
ghd, L(SG) > L(SG-1)°1 9 jump 7F BT @k do] nQd BE 2EA jump
o A% Feba 89, nol 2 W FE S2AH o2 o] Zojm, Bilo) §01 ac}. w

4
oA, BA% z=‘/—g(F—£]
n 4

Afode 2EY Yo £F o] AL oujsAl HH, G AL ot
L jump o AVE "374?4_’ A=, jump @ =7 change 7} FAAFAS w2l linear
complexity & xo]E 23ttt & jump 7F FARE o] L(S@) -~ L(SG-1))°) TH2]

F[

rir

EFHTEE NONE WEA AvH2) Jump & F7F 3 &
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Jump o AA A& Fela 83, o8 277t i jump o #EHE JgEta 9, 2
717b i 9 jump & 71Uh@ e, =27 xF 7} Aoh2]. wekA, SAH

752 :Ek:(o,- _ei)2

A= k-1 °] chi-square +¥ & W&t}
B8 43 @3g]EFolA 9 linear complexity test © ‘:]-%34' Zo] F& 4= Q) dol7t n
A EF 4% ¢ EolA Linear complexity 7} L1 559 /+& N@)olegti 39,
min{2n-2L,2L~1}
N"(L)z{z forn=zL>0
1 forn>L=0
7b Ach15)
T BE BEEo] 0¢ 2EH9) linear complextiy & 0°)gtal Stt}AH, ol ndl E
£ 9] linear complexity = 0 oAl nA}ol9] & 7}xt),
E29 47t S Y ], Linear complexity 7k L ¢ B35 9] 7|tjX &=
e, =N, (L)27" xS, for0<L<n
7} #11, o] & o]8-3] Chi-square H|ZEE o).

3.10 Sequence complexity test

HE 2E"9 AHg HEREY £x13 o8 HAlg o Q2 %‘Eﬁ(pattem)ﬂ o= 7H
FE 1 HE AE™” 9 sequence complexity 23l HTH8][9][4]. A& E°] v 2L 2
of A]
1000111101100001110 = 1/0/01/1110/1100/001110
&9 complexity © 6 ©] U}
(819 23t Zo|7}F nQd HIE 2EY9 HA complexity © 7} "ok uabA,

log, n
o] & HE ZEHO| randomness & 7FA L A& 7holl tlg 7 Al gk(threshold value)© 2
AL-&-2H4][9].

3.11 Avalanche test

EE o35 ¢udBolA HE 3 HEY vANS of HaHow Y5 F HELEY)
Hro] vt E of B8 4% ¥¢igF2 avalanche S4& TSIt do6)[71[5]. =,
PEo g HEZ AR E o d5FE9 Zzte v|EVE vl SEo] 120 HYH S_%
AT Yde]EL strict avalanche AL 7’%@5}1 st [16][71(5], ol&ld A2 S B ¢
3 dugFol wFe= te HAE = AL Fasiga & F g

dE Zo], B2 o5 AzEZe BE Ay|s} 1288 Eolxu HES F u|E} ulAY
S o] G35 FNA vl R W EES 7§45 E random variable X 2}il 3Fzp wY £o B
g 9435 ¢

)
JN

A% Eol, arlel A9 Ast bAAY Ao 2L Husted 8% 7] 18WE

ol =
sg]Folgl X & Bernoulli random variable & W24 "t} uield, X 9 H
d.

7} fdi6). 9714 N2 X 9o §E9 7}
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5 &

318} Zo ds] avalanche test & @0t N =axbx128 0] R
Y FYFEFE 03%F AL W lx-64|sL4JJ=5x3 Q) w avalanche A A& W
N
3 & 4 qloiel.
Strict avalanche 5432 =33}7] 98 V,-j'—é* HEY WA v EV vyds o, dEE
o A wEZ vAR 19 #}S M2 384 ¢F F 09 @ 7} A £ random
3¢

variable o) 8}11 &Ab. AA MWZ9 A4t s

e
Ky

ra ﬂll°

—l—’

N
BE NODE w2A Foh7). A7, o= ;Zv,”,

p=l

4. AHAWO Hln 2A & SEXHO randomness tests & EH 2| Kl Al

2 Ao A= §3 9 randomness test FHESN W3] power function & T3 F o]ES v
BAgch agla, 49 A3AE vgoz o2 7}A randomness test 3 F H|E 7] ¢
AN 2dol EAAH EA EAE 95l Z&49 randomness test FHES 2EY ¢35 &1

=3 B2 o3 dugZo Usia ztzt A s,
41488319 Hin 84
Zo)7} nQl HE 2EYo] ztzte] H|EEo] 03 10 Y& FEo] ¥ n¥Y 5HH

Q) Bemnoulli trial 2 7 AE 7tE A3 W< frequency, runs, runs distribution,
autocorrelation, poker, universal, serial, binary derivative test o |3} alternative hypothesis H, %
H, & = Zo] n_10240°l HE AE¥ 10,000 & A&t 79 F 5%9 1%
3l power functlon S AgHoR T

H E i—‘::%’% AT 7:_1014 subblock @9 2 rolAl HAESIE A9 §3.1 9
frequency test S subblock o] 2 -8-3t= W, §3.59 poker test, §3.6 <] universal test & 7
2ol = subblock & Zo] b=4,60°] Hal Z}Z} universal test & 2 &3}7] Y3 HA HE &
EY9 doldn = 102,400, 387,840 ¢ HIE 2EY 1000 ME AHEsIAcE §34 9
Autocorrelation test & 7-$-ol = frequency test 99] H]WE Y3 n = 20,480 0], Ag d =
10,240 91 HIE 2~EH-E AMEEA T

Adel AFE E2-140 AAFATE. E29 E39 ARE HurEd §3.19
frequency test = H, & WE& HE 2EHL2 & AAS 5}11“]' HE BEE HE 2EY
A AR F UL ¢ F v F, frequency test & HE 2EY Y 4P S HAS}

O

7] gsfME dast Eﬂ*FO]X]“} H| E & 719 5%” S AA}I] A E AHEE 5
=& & & Ak 2AY, §3.2.1 9 mnstest & Fols ook MR HE ~EYY 5
WAL AAsy] st AR E F UZFE & F + 24t §3.22 9 Runs distribution test«\
Aeol= W 13 271 By 39 vl&l a&FHoleta & 4 U

E59 Ad42 BA §3.4 9 autocorrelation test = H, & W2 = HE 2EHS Z HF
g 4 gtk & 2= HE 2EHS Z AAZS 5 %lt 7HE Zotry] A H 49
ZIE  Frequency test 2] power function 91 X 2 ¢} vl 3} & uw, autocorrealtion test &
W13 U 3L frequency test HTF 22 power & ZFHUI o 4 glon, WY 29
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&% frequency test & H] %@t power & ZFH T & 4 o oy, WY 29 A9E p-
172 (@ = U2)¥ 9 power function & #°] 9 FF ot} ul$ 2 e e U
ot BAFOE ul§ A% @S AT Ak AL Julsr Rl W TL o
*FE}J— g+ o A, H.a s HE 2EYS F H4A4d 5 A 7ME gt

H7] 943} = Autocorrelation test & AF&3FE A KT Frequency test & AH&-8te Zo] Frt

-1

%49 3%.501]/\1 W 13 9y 3 9] power function & KW 1 glo] H|&EE ¥ F
ded, ol B 13 Wy 39 AojHo] W 19 Hfole AY d HE 2EHUL
o] 4AAE #7] Y&l gl HE 2EY 59 7 HESY FEL 54351 e wd
W 32 FES 4t A, B =79 42 frequency test 22 HIRE 3] d
=n/2°]‘3§ o5 &9 Aol7k Q7] wWiLolth WA, WY 13 Wy 3 & vstr] sl

=10240¢) HIE 2E"e] dlsl d=n4=2560 ¢! HIEEE 33 3'5641‘ 7% 249

HH el power 7} HIA‘?}" 4 4 Atk E o] A9 n=20480 o]i d = /2 = 10,240 Q!
do Ao va H, & WEs HE 2EYS o= FJx AYY 0‘%% ¢+ Aok
2214, runs test Y} runs distribution test ol ¥] 3] 4= power 7} ZHch,

22 d 9 akoﬂ s HE 2E"S HAse =8 °L°}H7] A8l d=2,4,8,1024 9l
q]gﬂ “o“ﬁ 38 /\}_9_5}04 H, k=3 u:]—j;% u]r: AF%IJ,} H, TL]— 2= B]F‘ AFFQO 7424
vk 2 AR He6d HT7HAM € F Axol AY d9 “‘Eﬂrf'ﬂ i3l power function |
el & A7 (S8 ¢ F AT Y 49 A= Qol n¢l HE ~Egod
el 1<d<n ¢ EE dol EH?SH H2EE 317] WliZol no] & 7Z$ power function & T+
81717t ol weby, B =R E 48S shx &t

HE 2EYS YA Hol9 subblock THZE HrolA g2Es = A9 §3.19
frequency test = subblock ol 223l B3 Poker test 2} Universal test &) power function &
E 8~11°) YehAc} vla A3} Universal test 2] power 7} TS B|AExR T 2}

E12~139 AHAE H¥A §3.89 binary derivative testd 79~ 2-serial test &} l-bmary
derivative test = WX & power & 7HA Jokil AA4F & ME}- %3 runs test 2o+ H, &
W2 HE ~EY S binary derivative test 7k T 2 A& @t} 18] 3, 1-binary derivative
test 2 2-binary derivative test = H} %@ power & 7}A 3 Q)

H 14+ §3.10 9 sequence complexity test & §3.10 904 A threshold Ftol o3l
power function & T3k Aotk & 14 9 sequence complexity test 2] power & ATt o] 4
Tolle FAdTE oAl §3.10 9 threshold k& A& T o2 o] HAEES T334 Bl
HE A~E#-L v]$ nonrandom 3}tk & 4= o},

-{ﬂ

42 AE8 245 2NelEC SHEY SHEME flol &ALl randomness test &
3]

AF7A 9 L& 7&11]'}011 o & 7}A randomness test WHHE F g3 72 gHAE
HHEL ~2EY 435 dugEY 5AF EA BAS sl 5829 randomness test ¥
Hoz AA|g},

Frequency test — § 3.1

Frequency test & subblock o] &&= W —§3.1
Runs distribution test 3 1-§3.2

Change point test - § 3.3
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Universal test — § 3.6

1-Binary derivative test — § 3.8
Linear complexity test — § 3.10
Sequence complexity test — § 3.11

HE ~Edo #94E dAs7] st 7Hd BdFoln de &8 frequency test
g MY A AlQbsta, wE *E%‘g subblock &8 UFold HAESE WRom
frequency test " 3 &} universal test & AM§E A& ATl ¥]E universal test 2] power
7} ©E H2E] H]3] 2A 9k subblock 2| entropy ¢F ## Gt} HAES}= universal test 7t
frequency test &F FY3sthilE AZMe 4 gl7] wFZolt)h. Poker test & B¢k BIE AEH
& subblock 2.2 U5olA B AES}E frequency test & H| & power & 7T & 4
AR R frequency test & subblock o H&-ah= WHE AT O Z M poker test 7} HAET
T AE WEE FE 29T 5 Utk

Zﬂ_]_ runs distribution test & ol = ©o] HAEE F4stA E?-}O HE AEY Y

£ ol block £ gapa‘ol FoiHog tg dold vg Bg5& UglRE ol&
& e AEA HALE & gloh B3 B =4 48 A O}O}X}U} ta garE=s
THE HE 2ERol ¥PF 4 T nonrandom & HIE AEYE ARG F U=S(7]

change point test & Al-8-3 Z-& A e

1-binary derivative test 21 7 9-% runs test 9} serial test &) W& ¥ttt & F 4.
a3, 2EY s dselEe] hdAME HAslr] 98] ¥ B a ¥ Linear complexity test
9 HlE ~EY Y vﬂlag 7k subblock ©] W Wol EAgt= 7+ HAMEY
9 @k sequence complexity test & AH-8& A& Ak}, ©] sequence complexity test & g
HE ~EH9 FIE 2A3517] 9§ autocorrelation test 9] W Rth § &2 o] t}(7].

4325 2435 202E509 SHAH SH2M2 26t0 & WA randomness test 2

A Ee 2EY A5 dagEdd %ol 7)1 2EH randomness & HAE
h=i= A andomness test S 1UlE H &g 7 Qo ut
A4S E Alo]9 "_’% A& H#As7] Sg gy g2

W 1 (4]

Nonrandom ¢+ HIE AEYE druglFo HFo=z A4S & A9 td HEF 435+
o] AL 7FAa Joid 45
B350 )3} randomness test S S35t

2 4]

Random 3 H|E 2E™S dng|Fd HEoZ ¢ A YAHE 457594 &8
bitwise XOR ¢ A= v HEH d3Fo] SHAHE 7HA JAhA random §F HIE A
Ego] & Fojt}, o] n|E 2EH| &) randomness test & T},

TE hd S5 E Aol HHA S #ASY] A Ao 3 13 WY 2004 A
93t o)L} 22 randomness test WS AR A& Ak},

[m

F

%
85}7]

Frequency test — § 3.1
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Runs distribution test W5 1 -§3.2

Frequency test & subblock o 83} W -§3.1 & Pokertest—§ 3.5
Change point test — § 3.3

1-Binary derivative test — § 3.8

Linear complexity test — § 3.10

Sequence complexity test — § 3.11

§4204 2EYE 435 FnFE 3l AA FHETG iR E X & £
o 28U, HE AEYS subblock 28 WrolA HIAESHE WO 7, subblock 9
A717F AAA =W chi-square HHAEE t7] 93] Bag 7|thgt e 7t ZotAA HEE
Frequency test & subblock o 83t ' thAl poker test & AFE-31H ©] & subblock
WA T Bl2E7} 7b53bch. Universal test & BI2EE 317] 98 Q3 v|E 2EH]
Zol7t £% 43 gaglFY £5 AviHYg a5z A8 57 gl

AF7NAE FEEE 7hY g5 S-S A4 e $ds A8, &
2 93 %'7317‘01]*‘]‘_ o] Wby eld BF ¢35 gaglFo] wEsof st TAH 54
% 3l avalanche A2 & UEF3= 7ME Agste Aol Faslth utelA], §3.120 A
HH avalanche test S %% g% duglFe 5AF EA BEAE J3 AR RE AL
t} A Avalanche test = HiEo g HEV} v S o ¢35 F9 Z} BEE0] random 3HA vt
AE 712 A3 Plaintext avalanche test & 712] 3 B|E7} vlHA S o] 4579 7} H]
EE09| random 3] ¥t = 7HE A3t Key avalanche test & A2t 4= Qo)

Plaintext(Key) avalanche test — § 3.12
5.DES,AES #2221 11¢2|5E,SEED 2| SHA §4 24

DES, AES #2118, SEED o Wit $A4 54& #4389 & 15-18 o eIt
49 73} DES, AES #5.%312]%, SEED = 5% BE# 52 a4 AAss o
2EEo] tha] randomness & W3} 0.0, avalanche test 5B

SEED 9] A, =82 A3 548 oA E4st9 E 18-21 Oﬂ ‘JrE}LH‘RiE} Ag
A3 28R Eo|THEE HET YSE YA AAS
randomness & %536} 2B, Avalanche test & 7 $-o &=
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2 TEdAAE Z]:L”]'X] de] 42X o4& 7}A randomness test FHES H 2] ¢S
AlaEe] BAAH ZAE 5gHoz sl7] Yste HlE EA45ATh. R+ randomness
test YHEL BE A2EYE0] K¢ Fo]il FYgH(independent and identically distributed) &3
g 7HAH 7—} HESY go] 0%= 10 d &80 Zus 4 7I1HE& 2718 89 HE
*E"”]«] randomness & AT webA, olgg F S Hojus HE 2EH o
t
7N

3

3 Z+Z}e] randomness test £} ¥riy AEHO R 7”4" g F de 7HE A8 -‘?45}
&89t} Z+7b9] randomness test ¥ E 2] power function &
&3 7E vad & 2EY 435 ¢ugsH EF ¢35
=

457 A8 g mgdolan AAHE HEAE PESS

s
o] power function 9] 7I'd
o]-§3to o= o] ¢

.‘

udze $AY 54

o -Ho o gt
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Power Function
por 0=0.05 a=0.01
I-p F R Runs distribution Runs distribution
req | Runs Tz [wws | 00 | R T [ 9de [ 9ds
0.50 0.0526 | 0.0456 | 0.0625 | 0.0333 | 0.1265 | 0.0102 | 0.0084 | 0.0148 | 0.0077 | 0.0886
0.49 0.5199 | 0.0472 | 0.1991 | 0.1233 | 0.2339 | 0.2880 | 0.0087 | 0.0670 | 0.0395 | 0.1593
0.48 0.9812 | 0.0495 | 0.7207 | 0.6265 | 0.5325 0.9236 | 0.0095 | 0.5043 | 0.3960 { 0.3693
0.47 1.0000 | 0.0648 | 0.9902 [ 0.9805 | 0.8783 | 0.9998 | 0.0133 | 0.9579 | 0.9264 [ 0.7552
0.46 1.0000 | 0.0948 | 1.0000 | 0.9999 | 0.9924 1.0000 | 0.0249 | 0.9998 | 0.9993 |( 0.9740
0.45 1.0000 | 0.1699 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 [ 0.9999 1.0000 | 0.0569 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.9995
0.44 1.0000 } 0.3073 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000 | 0.1297 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 { 1.0000
0.42 1.0000 | 0.7362 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000 | 0.5067 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.40 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 [ 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 [ 1.0000
X 2 : Power function (H1) : Frequency, Runs, Runs distribution '8 1,2,3 n=10240
Power Function
qor a=0.05 a=0.01
1-q F R Runs distribution Runs distrituion
Teq uns  Sre T T ard 2 | 3 Freq Runs e ] 2w | Y3
0.50 0.0487 | 0.0537 | 0.0658 | 0.0348 | 0.1323 { 0.0093 | 0.0098 { 0.0155 | 0.0080 | 0.0908
0.49 0.0562 | 0.5237 | 0.3233 | 0.2377 | 0.2498 0.0143 | 0.2843 | 0.1601 | 0.1075 | 0.1656
0.48 0.0625 | 0.9815 | 0.8878 | 0.8314 | 0.6102 | 0.0146 | 0.9223 | 0.7560 | 0.6754 | 0.4416
0.47 0.0669 | 1.0000 | 0.9984 | 0.9974 | 0.9419 | 0.0154 | 0.9998 | 0.9949 | 0.9905 | 0.8652
0.46 0.0692 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.9989 | 0.0180 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.9931
0.45 0.0755 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.0215 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.43 0.0821 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.0242 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.41 0.0962 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.0280 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.39 0.1176 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000 0.0425 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000
0.37 0.1271 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.0456 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.35 0.1529 [ 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.0595 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 { 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.33 0.1610 { 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.0720 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
0.31 0.1877 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 0.0853 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
£ 3 : power function ( H2 ) : : Frequency, Runs, Runs distribution *3 1,2,3 n=10240
Power Function
‘;_‘“ 0=0.05 0=0.01
P TR T 2 3 A 1 i 2 3
0.50 0.047000 0.131400 0.047000 0.009900 0.027900 0.009900
0.49 0.045400 0.612900 0.045400 0.009600 0.330900 0.009600
0.48 0.051200 0.988600 0.051200 0.010900 0.933600 0.010900
0.47 0.061200 1.000000 0.061200 0.014100 0.999700 0.014100
0.46 0.094400 1.000000 0.094400 0.024600 1.000000 0.024600
0.45 0.170700 1.000000 0.170700 0.053200 1.000000 0.053200
0.43 0.509500 1.000000 0.509500 0.279100 1.000000 0.279100
0.41 0.905300 1.000000 0.905300 0.756900 1.000000 0.756900
0.39 0.999200 1.000000 0.999200 0.990800 1.000000 0.990800
0.37 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000

i 4: Power function ( H1 ) : Autocorrelation test, n = 20480, d=10240
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Power Function
‘{ or 0=0.05 0=0.01
d I 1 T 2 3 | I 2 PEE
0.50 0.047600 0.135700 0.047600 0.009800 0.027000 0.009800
0.48 0.049500 0.149700 0.049500 0.009700 0.032900 0.009700
0.46 0.054200 0.161700 0.054200 0.012300 0.039700 0.012300
0.44 0.053600 0.182000 0.053600 0.010600 0.045900 0.010600
0.42 0.052700 0.194100 0.052700 0.012100 0.051900 0.012100
0.40 0.058300 0.210700 0.058300 0.012300 0.061900 0.012300
0.38 0.065400 0.233500 0.065400 0.017300 0.076800 0.017300
0.36 0.066000 0.258700 0.066000 0.013800 0.084500 0.013800
0.34 0.074900 0.276600 0.074900 0.018400 0.105700 0.018400
0.32 0.082600 0.310300 0.082600 0.022100 0.123200 0.022100
3 5: Power function ( H2 ) : Autocorrelation test, n=20480, d = 10240
Power Function
por a=0.05
1-p d = 2560 1]
g I LA K] d=2 d=4 d=8 d=1024
0.50 0.047100 0.053800 0.048500 0.049900 0.048000 0.049000
0.48 0.049900 0.053900 0.050900 0.054100 0.051700 0.052300
0.46 0.072900 0.091800 0.099400 0.102300 0.093900 0.093600
0.44 0.173100 0.246300 0.304100 0.313200 0.296200 0.278500
0.42 0.442200 0.604100 0.729200 0.736600 0.725400 0.687200
0.40 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
3£ 6 : Power function ( H1 ) : Autocorrelation test, n = 10240
Power Function
qor 0a=0.05
1-q d =2560 uiH
e 1 I d=2 d=4 d=8 d = 1024
0.50 0.051900 0.050000 0.044600 0.050800 0.049900 0.049600
0.48 0.049400 0.051900 0.048500 0.054900 0.049900 0.049600
0.46 0.052400 0.052900 0.093400 0.052400 0.049200 0.047100
0.44 0.052200 0.054400 0.303600 0.052100 0.051000 0.054300
0.42 0.052600 0.055600 0.733200 0.057300 0.058300 0.051300
0.40 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
% 7 : Power function ( H2 ) : Autocorrelation test, n = 10240
Power Function
‘i_"pr 0=0.05 0=0.01
Universal Freq Poker Universal Freq Poker
0.50 0.079000 0.051000 0.046000 0.015000 0.010000 0.016000
0.48 0.176000 1.000000 1.000000 0.069000 1.000000 1.000000
0.46 0.879000 1.000000 1.000000 0.734000 1.000000 1.000000
0.44 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000

3 8: Power function ( H1 )
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Power Function
‘;_‘;’ 0=0.05 a=0.01
Universal Freq Poker Universal Freq Poker
0.50 0.059000 0.033000 0.036000 0.019000 0.006000 0.008000
0.49 0.090000 1.000000 1.000000 0.024000 1.000000 1.000000
0.48 0.428000 1.000000 1.000000 0.206000 1.000000 1.000000
0.47 0.954000 1.000000 1.000000 0.894000 1.000000 1.000000
0.46 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
3 9: Power function ( H1 ) : Universal test, b=6, n=387840
Power Function
‘}_‘: 0=0.05 0=0.01
Universal Freq Poker Universal Freq Poker
0.50 0.082000 0.055000 0.045000 0.023000 0.001000 0.013000
0.49 0.086000 0.978000 0.913000 0.024000 0.738000 0.764000
0.48 0.132000 1.000000 1.000000 0.052000 1.000000 1.000000
0.47 0.308000 1.000000 1.000000 0.149000 1.000000 1.000000
0.45 0.957000 1.000000 1.000000 0.880000 1.000000 1.000000
0.43 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
3 10 : Power function ( H2 ) : Universal test, b=4, n=102400
Power Function
ql_‘:; 0=0.05 a=0.01
Universal Freq Poker Universal Freq Poker
0.50 0.059000 0.046000 0.055000 0.010000 0.005000 0.016000
0.49 0.080000 1.000000 1.000000 0.019000 1.000000 0.999000
0.47 0.875000 1.000000 1.000000 0.728000 1.000000 1.000000
0.45 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
3 11 : Power function ( H2 ) : Universal test, b=6, n=387840
Power Function
P ‘l’fp a=0.05 a=0.01
1-BD 2-BD 2-Serial Runs 1-BD 2-BD 2-Serial Runs
0.50 0.048500 | 0.047400 | 0.049100 | 0.045600 | 0.008600 | 0.009300 | 0.010100 | 0.008400
0.49 0.421400 | 0.375900 | 0.415500 | 0.047200 | 0.215800 | 0.184200 | 0.205400 | 0.008700
0.48 0.962500 0.950700 0.960400 | 0.049500 0.883600 | 0.861400 0.868500 0.009500
0.47 1.000000 | 0.999800 1.000000 | 0.064800 | 0.999400 | 0.998900 | 0.999200 | 0.013300
0.46 1.000000 1.000000 1.0C0000 | 0.094800 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 | 0.024900
0.44 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 | 0.307300 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 0.129700
0.42 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 | 0.736200 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 | 0.506700
0.40 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000

3 12 : Power function ( H1 ) : 1-BD, 2-BD, Serial, Runs, n = 10240
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Power Function
o =005 =001
4 [-BD 2-BD 2-Serial Runs I-BD 2-BD 2-Serial Runs
0.50 0.051200 | 0.047900 | 0.050100 | 0.053700 | 0.008700 | 0.008900 | 0.009000 | 0.0098C0
0.49 0.430300 | 0.378700 | 0.425700 | 0.523700 | 0.220300 | 0.187900 | 0.213800 | 0.284300
0.48 0.963700 | 0.950100 | 0.959100 | 0.981500 | 0.886100 | 0.863400 | 0.870100 | 0.922300
0.47 1.000000 | 0.999800 | 0.999900 1.000000 | 0.999400 | 0.998900 | 0.998900 | 0.999800
0.46 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
3£ 13 : Power function ( H2 ) : 1-BD, 2-BD, Serial, Runs, n = 10240
or I Power Function 1 Power Function
PO M ihreshold = 768.657504 | 3°" ' [Tthreshold = 768.657504
0.50 0.000000 0.50 0.000000
0.48 0.000000 0.48 0.000000
0.46 0.000000 0.46 0.000000
0.44 0.000500 0.44 0.000500
0.42 0.076400 0.42 0.044600
0.40 1.727200 0.40 1.000000
0.38 0.998600 0.38 1.000000
0.37 1.000000 0.37 1.000000
3 14: power function ( H1, H2 ) : Sequence complexity test, n = 10240
A 54
S Frequency test on
Frequecy test Runs distribution test subblock(b=2)
% of failed samples % of failed samples % of failed samples
g F o5 E frojez ol
5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%
i el W W i HY
1 2 1 2 1 2 I 2 I 2 i 2
DES 545 | 626 | 0.82 | 091 8.14 | 7.81 1.58 1.82 | 475 | 467 | 0.87 | 0.86
CAST256 432 | 413 | 1.01 | 103 | 696 | 708 | 1.77 | 1.71 | 494 | 507 | 098 | 0.93
CRYPTON 4.3] 3.89 1.07 | 0.84 | 7.37 | 6.67 1.90 1.52 | 5.17 | 4.85 1.02 | 0.80
DEAL 4,16 | 4.15 | 091 1.09 | 6.99 | 7.04 1.64 1.65 | 491 4.68 | 0.97 | 0.83
DFC 423 | 3.85 1.09 | 090 | 7.35 | 7.23 1.87 192 | 488 | 4.96 1.00 | 0.97
E2 4.23 | 4.02 1.13 | 0.87 | 7.32 | 7.10 1.71 1.52 | 5.15 | 486 1.00 1.04
FROG 4.46 | 3.89 1.06 | 092 | 744 | 7.40 1.73 1.92 | 5.01 4.57 1.06 { 0.84
HPC 4.21 350 | 0.88 | 0.81 7.31 6.93 1.81 1.68 | 5.12 | 468 | 093 | 0.87
LOKI97 4.31 4.03 1.02 | 0.89 | 7.38 | 6.77 1.71 1.87 | 0.50 | 5.10 1.03 1.0t
MAGENTA 4.21 4.41 1.08 1.19 | 699 | 7.44 1.69 | 2.17 | 5.07 | 498 1.05 | 097
MARS 4,01 4.44 1.02 1.01 7.31 7.50 1.87 1.77 | 4.61 5.14 1 0.83 | 0.93
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RC6 423 | 394 | 098 | 098 | 7.43 | 7.27 1.69 173 | 494 | 477 | 0.87 | 0.90
RIJNDAEL 400 | 425 1 096 | 1.03 | 739 | 6.92 1.82 | 1.83 [ 481 | 497 | 090 | 091
SAFER 4.11 | 3.69 | 093 | 091 | 7.26 | 7.17 1.68 |1 190 | 5.09 | 485 | 0.85 | 0.99
SERPENT 423 | 4.15 1.07 | 0.91 7.26 | 7.34 1.84 1.83 | 496 | 5.27 1.02 1.06
TWOFISH 417 | 424 | 096 | 0.74 | 7.27 | 7.24 1.82 1.85 | 499 | 522 | 0.93 1.00
SEED 391 | 453 | 096 | 1.26 | 7.20 | 7.81 1.65 | 2.08 | 496 | 5.61 | 091 1.29

E15: ¢ugdFe A SHATHI(EES 428 Atole 53HA

18 2)

A 54

Jm

Poker test(b=4)

Change point test

1-Binary derivative test

% of failed samples

% of failed samples

% of failed samples

¢agE T TE T rE ol E
5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%
W I 2 o ' '
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

DES 521 | 534 | 132 | 1.08 | 327 | 3.51 | 0.38 | 0.62 | 5.02 | 5.19 | 0.87 | 0.81
CAST256 541 | 5.15 | 1.28 | 1.32 | 394 | 396 | 0.82 | 0.80 | 4.59 | 4.53 | 093 | 0.99
CRYPTON 5.18 | 483 | 1.31 111 | 385 | 390 | 0.87 | 0.78 | 458 | 423 | 1.02 | 0.89
DEAL 534 ) 522 | 1.30 | 1.21 | 389 | 3.73 | 0.78 | 0.74 | 450 | 436 | 093 | L.I10
DFC 489 | 494 | 121 125 | 417 | 416 | 085 | 0.73 | 473 | 467 | 1.15 | 098
E2 5.11 | 481 1.16 | 1.30 | 4.19 | 407 | 0.70 | 0.73 | 473 | 444 | 1.02 | 0.95
FROG 527 | 498 | 1.45 | 1.43 | 406 | 3.72 | 0.74 | 0.70 | 475 | 449 | 1.10 | 0.96
HPC 534 | 453 | 1.29 | 1.20 | 3.67 | 387 | 0.64 | 0.67 | 477 | 446 | 1.08 | 0.88
LOKI97 527 | 507 | 1.38 | 1.22 | 416 | 419 ] 0.85 | 0.73 | 497 | 470 | 096 | 0.90
MAGENTA 5.21 | 5.31 120 | 1.43 | 3.75 | 3.89 | 0.70 | 0.80 | 479 | 5.27 | 1.1l 1.15
MARS 493 | 546 | 1.24 | 1.39 | 393 | 396 | 065 | 0.70 | 451 | 492 | 093 | 1.03
RC6 520 | 499 | 1.22 | 1.26 | 398 | 4.19 | 0.66 | 0.69 | 4.63 | 456 | 0.96 | 0.90
RIINDAEL 5.06 | 491 1.31 1.30 | 394 | 396 | 0.61 | 0.75 | 464 | 471 | 0.94 | 097
SAFER 495 | 458 | 1.19 | L.10 | 419 | 3.84 [ 0.73 | 0.72 | 461 | 444 | 091 1.06
SERPENT 5.14 | 492 | 133 | 1.39 | 392 [ 400 | 0.66 | 0.81 | 452 | 470 | 1.07 | 1.04
TWOFISH 538 | 538 | 1.33 | 1.36 | 383 | 552 | 0.69 | 0.49 | 465 | 442 | 1.03 | 0.85
SEED 494 | 536 | 1.25 | 1.35 | 397 | 403 | 0.87 | 0.79 | 452 | 525 | 1.02 | 1.25
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H3| =% vol 8.No.l

AH &4
Linear complexity test Sequence complexity test
R =
SelE thg;gigsx"alitil&s.;& 0 % of samples less than threshold value
A 2 Wy Y 2
OB | Smighion | omesion | 010
CAST256 6.5354 10.9564 0.18 0.21
CRYPTON 17.3048 9.7844 0.24 0.20
DEAL 8.0662 14.1982 0.18 0.13
DFC 17.0311 9.7086 0.19 0.13
E2 9.0728 7.0220 0.18 0.19
FROG 10.8202 6.0724 0.18 0.16
HPC 8.9636 8.0204 0.15 0.23
LOKI97 4.5556 14.4136 0.16 0.15
MAGENTA 10.6714 7.2682 0.16 0.16
MARS 4.4014 10.8198 0.16 0.25
RC6 10.1944 8.485 0.13 0.16
RIINDAEL 7.4654 12.1396 0.21 0.24
SAFER 13.4940 12.4020 0.16 0.24
SERPENT 10.6818 12.2960 0.22 0.14
TWOFISH 11.2594 8.5838 0.17 0.15
SEED 18.1484 10.0808 0.19 0.17

E17: ¢ug)Z9 EAF EARN M EEY G435 Alole] SHA, 9 179 2)

439



SHES =28 vol

8. No.1

dugF Avalanche test SEED 2| 2}-¢-=4 Avalanche test
63.9933< X <64.0067
CAST256 63.9991 HEESF | 639933< X <64.0067
CRYPTON 64.0006 2 63.3396
DEAL 64.0030 4 63.9987
DFC 64.0002 6 64.0059
E2 64.0021 8 63.9995
FROG 63.9994 10 64.0014
HPC 63.9988 12 64.0011
LOKI97 63.9989 14 63.9993
MAGENTA 64.0067 16 63.9957
MARS 63.9963
RC6 64.0031
RIJNDAEL 63.9995
SAFER 64.0016
SERPENT 64.0030
TWOFISH 63.9977
SEED 63.9957

T 18: ¢ugZ9 £

EA ¥4 IV( Avalanche test )

Frequency test Runs distribution test Frsiﬁgzi (tg,:tzgn
g = % of failed samples % of failed samples % of failed samples
TrE FolFE A

5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%

2 2.82 0.58 1.92 1.84 3.03 0.45
4 4.26 1.02 7.15 1.68 5.15 0.99
6 4.29 1.20 7.40 1.73 5.15 1.02
8 4.05 1.06 7.16 1.71 492 1.05
10 4.13 0.92 7.13 1.82 494 1.02
12 4.06 0.90 157 1.82 494 1.02
14 4.12 1.03 7.10 1.68 5.09 1.01
16 391 0.96 7.20 1.65 4.96 091
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=SUFEESE3 SEUHS =F8 vol 8 No.l
2 430 0.92 7.28 1.64 4.99 0.89
4 433 1.03 7.29 1.88 493 110
6 5.93 1.30 7.28 1.54 4.95 0.92
8 4.10 0.86 7.72 1.93 4.89 0.94
B2
10 4.03 0.99 7.39 1.86 5.09 0.87
12 420 1.20 7.52 1.87 5.03 0.96
14 4.17 1.05 7.30 1.82 531 L1l
16 453 1.26 7.81 2.08 5.61 129

¥ 19:SEED 9] 44 544
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Poker test(b=4)

Change point test

1-Binary derivative test

sec & % of failed samples % of failed samples % of failed samples
FoFE fFolrE TrE
5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%
2 343 0.82 3.54 0.64 342 0.63
4 5.14 1.28 4.24 0.82 4.61 0.89
6 5.13 1.23 4.02 0.77 4.90 1.15
e | 8 5.01 1.18 3.72 0.65 4.62 1.05
10 5.12 1.07 4.26 0.78 4.44 1.02
12 5.06 1.30 4.03 0.64 4.55 0.90
14 5.19 1.45 3.95 0.65 4.60 1.02
16 4.94 1.25 3.97 0.87 4.52 1.02
2 5.60 0.15 3.87 0.73 451 0.89
4 5.47 1.37 4.00 0.64 4.93 1.18
6 5.09 1.31 4.02 0.67 4.70 1.06
8 4.88 1.28 3.91 0.69 4.66 0.98
T 2
10 5.14 1.26 3.84 0.79 4.69 1.00
12 4.83 1.22 423 0.82 4.85 1.09
14 5.27 1.33 3.91 0.82 4.67 1.10
16 5.36 1.35 4,03 0.79 5.25 1.25
¥ 20:SEED 9 TAY SAHALH HCEES 4T Alol9 594, W 114 2)
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