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Abstract

This paper presents Lucifer-type encryption algorythms with variable length of block size of
32,64, and 256 bits by varying the key byte access schedule and the unfolded convolution register
of Lucifer. The intersymbol dpendence and exhaustive cryptanalysis of the algorithms are
examined and compared. We also present the methods which improve the intersymbol dependence
such as moving the location of key interruption and autoclave selection of S-box.
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