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A Study on the Effective WTLS System Implementation
using Low-Computation
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Abstract

With information communications and network environments merged wire/wireless
networks are generalized. In this viewpoint, WAP is used by communication protocol for
the data communication in the field of wireless environment. WTLS developed for the
secure communications optimize TLS adapted wireless environment in the TCP/IP internet
protocol. But WTLS denote WAP security problem, end-to-end problem, and power
consumption, etc. Therefore in this paper we proposed WTLS cryptographic algorithm
eliminated WTLS disadvantages. Proposed algorithm solved power consumption, calculated
complexity, and security problems because it is not unique but hybrid form.
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