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1 EF
AT, A MU—LAKE RC4ICK L TCOREMEEHMEMEE 2R ET 5. KT
i TIE, FIZUATFDO - 2%{T-o7x.

1. RCAIZE LTI E TITbi T & T MM OF 4.

2. SSL3.0/TLS1.0 2L =T RC4 KT T 256 022 M.

1.1 RC47)L3Y) XLICEAT 2REHEEN

REMZRA MY — AR ST VT Y ALTKT HBEE UTIE, @AIsE, W
R e, SEEELE, TRIKERZRTOND. 20D OKBIZOWTHTE
D RC4A DFFHTIRBUZ DUV TR L 72,

PRAIBEE L, F— A MU — A LTI D H TR 2 BV &SRB D B
THY, —oDENSAERESNTEF—A N =2 EHAVWIKELEROEND
ERENTEF—A N —L2OEAEZAVIHBIZSTENDS. FEh, single
key (strong) distinguisher, multiple key (weak) distinguisher & FEIZ4L5. RC4
W% LTiE, 2255 word % — A b U — 4% V7= single key distinguisher 723
b R 72 B L LT Mantin (I X V2R STV [16]. £ 72 multiple key
distinguisher & L Tl b5 72 H D1X, Mantin & Shamir (2 & Y #2242 Z417= 300
BY ORLDIENSAERSINIZF—A R —LD 2byte HEZFIHL7ZHDTH
% [17). Z OBIKE B EANB I R LB E BN S T0D, A M) —AKSO
HAODPREELERIITH D Z & OBEMEORHENIANTLE .

WEBIRBIE BT — A b U — A0 bR & Sl 72 DR BE 2 2R D 5 1L
BThD. HOHEFELNONTIRIELZRD D Z ENTEIUXENLFEDOF—A N —
LZRDDHZENTED. WEREBOEFHA AT OGEIE, ThURETOF—Z b
U—AbBHTES, RCAICH LT, 224 O0HEBETEF—R M) —LA0BRN
EOIRRER R TR O DT AT Y X AN Maximov & Khovratovich (2 & 0 #2882 &
NTW5 [19]. ik, BESEOY A X% 241 bit LLEIC L THEeMEnm EL
RWZEEBEWT S, LLARD, ZOXWEIL 128 bit key & WA D%
EX AR S PN

PEEBEL, =AU — LD MER L EERDLLETHD. F—A
U— b &SR OMBEAFIH LT, 212200 58T 128 bit key Z#3RKD 27T
T Y XL Sepehrdad HIZE VIREENTND [26). ZOXHEIIRY OdH 5
F—R R — 2 L REHE OBMRE W TRERR OB EIT O XA T DK
BT, ZO77u—F CHENQRGIRETHERRICR 2 T LVWEERD
DS, REERIR L U CRIRICH G A ®RITHE S TV 5.

THIBEIL, MATHLHF—A N =2 THTLIHETHY, REBHRK
B L LT, Mantin O FHIKENH 5. Z OB T, 1 bit OFHIA 24° byte
DF—A M) —2%H21E 85 X— FOMERTHIIL, 1 byte ®TFHIA 250
byte ¥ —Z F U —AZHEZIE 82 /\—& L NOMETHRINT S [16].



ZOMOBEEL LTI, Key collision (Zxtd 25l [18, 5], WHNKRED & Fik
BHEENRINTRD D H5EC (23, 2], F—A M) —20LHEEEZRD 551k [12]
REBEINTND.

UED X512, RCADTNTY X NBERITH T DHTIIEE AT TV
0, BENREBIZR 5 X REBITHED & ARSI TWRY. Ll
N6, EPELE L OBRINEZIZTE, EHEER LY+ T v ) XA
DIRBINTVWDHLHEELD, R EN T 128 bit security Z# L T\ 5 & I3F
RTRVN,

1.2 SSL3.0/TLS1.0 Ll LT RC4 #FIAT 556 DR LM

SSL3.0/TLS1.0 Ti, RC4 OFAEHEL, master secret & FEIEI D LA FREE
WMEFLMNS, Ny oL LT MAC BsE W CAERESh5. ot
BUZB U CRENT 21T o 728, MEgstEa Ao 5 2 &M TE Rholz. & 2 TREE
iTiE, 'y > a VEICHERT random IZAEKR IS B D E Lz, RC4 D5
(KT 28 L LCIE WEP/WPA IZH T 2 MBRHEL TH LN, ZLOKE
VAR ITE D LR T EO Mg AR L2 ETh 5728, SSL3.0/TLS1.0
U ETORCALIZK L COMAITEHELWEEZ S,

SSL3.0/TLS1.0 LA E T RC4 #FIH L= A DBEMN L EB & 720 5 DB
L LT Broadcast setting TOWBEZE % 7=, Zhix, FUFEXE2—FEORM
B2 HWTH 5L L TED R AEET 5. 2O setting TOKRE L LTI,
F—RX FNU—2LD2byte B2 01272009\ 2 & ZF|H L7z Mantin & Shamir
DEEEN DD [17]. ZOKETIT QIN) O2—FHOHFTHER SR B XD,
LD 2 byte HEARFET 2 Z ENARETHDH. Z 2T, N ILRC4 ONEHIRGE
DY A RERT/RT A= THY, SSL/TLS TIE N =256 D37 XA —ZBRHN
bd. EHIZ, Maitra HIZL Y Q(N3) O —F O CAER S L-K B30
5, Lo 2255 byte H b BV R CRETE 5 2 L ASRENE [14). L,
FFRD 2513 H < £ THRIRFEMTH Y, FEERIZ Broadcast RC4 ~DZ2 41
EER DG, TORMIKD.

1. 25D bias Z AW EEN S - & RS2 BEBR 72 D).
2. FBRZZN DD bias DA T, B XNLFEXLERDDH I ENTE DD

3. [17, 14] OFHlTiX, B THE 5 3C8E PR TR L T\ 528, FERE
DOWETITED L BWVDOIFB L MLEL 2 D).

4. 1 byte B & 256 byte LIFEDFELIIRKD D Z ENTE LD

AFHIETIE, Broadcast RC4 (ZxI4 5 B e DT 217\, LRt OBEMICx L
TH& %5 % 7-.

FTHDIZ, F—A MY —LDFPHD 257 byte (2B L T, BEFD bias £V b
AN DD bias ZH IO, GEAEZ 5 272, 26 DH L bias O



JiMBETFD bias L VIR 223 L TE, 2 b0 XK Y58 bias DRI
&V, BEFED bias DA WIS, P —BICRETLH I LR TSV, £
2T, FBRIOVESCE T B AT D BRIE, B L bias & BEAFD bias & 9 £ <
MAEDOETHEI MENDD. BxlIIN 5O bias %8 L 7= Broadcast RC4
SO TTHEEZ i 72 bias O set (optimal bias set) Z3E M L7z, optimal
bias set [ZF—A kU — A DHIDH D 257 byte DI L8V bias DEALEE XD Z
EMWTE D,

Wiz, EFRO optimal bias set & VT, BRI ST 25 2 5 CTIT W,
BB\ Z LB S SR A IR L I R b o 72, AR E LT, 2R BREDR
L THAR SNBSS H L, optimal bias set ZHWSH Z LIk, HifE
#0.5 LLETELD 1-257 byte D4 byte #H it T& 5. £7- 22 FRE DR 53
¥ThHoTH, 7y, Zy, extended keylength-dependent bias 72 & D\ bias D
B L CEmfER TEITARETH 5.

I BT, 258 byte LAEDYEL 22 L R 2 HiExR G 2 7. T OFEIT Matin
IZ & W 7x &7z Digraph Repetition bias [16] &, Af& TR 7= Z1-Zo57 D opti-
mal bias set ZFAEHE T, BRAICKRD TN HDOTHD. ZOFEEHN
HZlizky, 24 BEOR 53U, 258 byte LABED 3L & B 5 3L D A0 53R
HBHIELNTE3D. Zd Digraph Repetition bias 1% long term bias THh 5729,
258 byte LIBEDAEE DXL ERD H Z LN TE 5. HIRMICIE, #1HD 250 bytes
~ 1000 T bytes D F3CiE 234 D Hrp 2 8 CARR S L2l 5300 HHESR 0.97170.
THEHATRETH D.

ARG T, Broadcast RC4 D SRR 72 22 M % 53 2 72 12, Broadcast
setting TOEICE T | T ikt 72 bias O set ZEH L, FHEMEEZ HWTHLER
W55 308 & e & RAE D o 7. #E% & LT, Broadcast setting ¢ RC4 %)
ALESGAE 2 BEOR S XEHED S Z L2k, 250 bytes ~ 1000 T bytes
DIFENERERE S L OHNLEITAFETH D, 72 2M BEOKF L TH-T
HEFE DI byte MR TROL Z ENAHETH DH. S 512 SSL/TLS O
&, session fEIZ 72 DN AR Z L5 728, Broadceast setting i Multi session
attack & L TH B %2 5HZ LN TX 5. Multi session attack TIE, BEXIZRDI-
X7\ 7 Y IR LI session TR CALE CTHWHID Z L Z2BE L TH
% [3]. & =T, Broadcast setting, Multi session setting T®» RC4 Offi H % H
WL %G, FRORBICEENRLETHD.



2 R MJ—LEES RC4DIEE

RC4 (3 1987 F1Z RSA Data Security #1:0 Rivest IC Lo TBF Iz AR
BOANY —ARFESTHDH. RCAIXY 7 MU= TIC L5 EEAEEEREICENL TR
v, Adobe Acrobat X Lotus Notes 72 EDOPHHDOT 7V r—3a o R0f & —
Fv N7\ b2 Th b SSL (Secure Sockets Layer) 3.0/TLS (Transport
Layer Security) 1.0, ##t LAN o ~'m k=L CTéh 2% WEP (Wired Equivalent
Privacy) & Y WPA (Wi-Fi Protected Access) 72 & TIA< i Tk Y, &b
EHONLTND AN —AEED—2Th 2.

RC4 IR SN TLBR, £07 3 Y XLTHEARTH o725, 1994 FI2
VA A= RPA o F =3y b RICEA TR SV TEEITEREN AR S 2B
W/ olz. LaL7en s, RSA Data Security fLIZAR S vz 22— REARIC
RC4 LFEHTELT, Kfiahiz=— FiZ ARC4(Alleged RC4) =¥ arcfour &%
LS5 RCA EEMREMEL T DT L TY XALELTA U F—Fy b L TAM
IINTWD. KFHMETIE, ARC4 7Y X% RC4A L A7 Uiz ECzet
Z el 247 .

RC4 IFrERORMES K 5. K13 8 bit 2>5 2048 bit D] TIER T
& %. RC4 ONERIKEE S 1IN (= 2") HOERDEHRNLRY, TALNDOESE
Hn Ey hOBERTHS. n 1L RCA PUEHAL (U — FE) Thd. £72, RC4
IINERREBO T2 DORA &4, §j #HNTEY, THLN n bit ODEK
ToH%. SSL3.0/TLS1.0 BAETiX #REI1L 128 bit, n =8, N = 256 ML T
WH7e, RFMTIEZDONRT A= DHERS.

RCADTNTY RNIIEA Y P a—1 > 7703 Y XA (KSA : Key Scheduling
Algorithm) & #EIELE AL T L 2 U X 4 (PRNG : Pseudo Random Number
Generator) DI SND . ATV a—U 7T NTY ALTIE, WEHED
5 N i OEEFR OB CTHERR S L2 WERRBZ AT 5. BEHUELEAER T v Y
ALTHE, WERREEZEH L2235 1 word AL CXF—A NU — A Zy, ..., Z,,
L EERT D 2T, rIFPRGADOT VY RETHD. Z, 1XFXDO r FBHD
word P. & XOR &N T, WEXD r FHD word C,. #4EKT 5. RCL DTV
Y XA Algorithm 1 1Z/R$. 22T, + 1IN &2EE LEEFTNEATSHS.



Algorithm 1 RC4 Algorithm

KSA(K): PRGA (K):
fori=0to N —-1do 10
Sli] i j«0
end for S« KSA(K)
7«0 loop
fori=0to N —1do 1141
Jj <« j+S[i] + K[i mod [] J <+ Jj+S[i
Swap S[i] and S[j] Swap S[i] and S[j]
end for Output Z < S[S[i] + S[j]]
end loop




3 RC4ADZEMIZDOINT

ARFETIE, REMRA R — AT LT Y XA 5B T D akn 0,
WERIRBEIE L, SRR, TR A R OICBE ORI OV TR~ S,
WL OMOFRERICBE LTI, BREITY, EBRICHR— b L. 450
IR T T RE R bV < 20Nz 5.

3.1 EAIKE

F—A MU — L& EMEEE L T DRI, multiple key distinguisher
L single key distinguisher ® 2 FE¥HIZ /0T B 5.

3.1.1 Multiple Key Distinguisher

multiple key distinguisher I%, EBOMEED AR SNIZF—A N —LD
A % WG LTz distinguisher Td 5. RC412%F9 % multiple key distingusher
& LTI, FSE 2001 {2 Mantin & Shamir DR L72%—A U —2A® 2 byte H
D Zy O bias #FHA LI b OB ® D [17]. ZOKBETIE, Zy = 0127 DHHEN
random 725550 1/256 & b LT 2 5@\ 2/256 T 5 bias ZFIH LT 5.
CHUINERIRIEDFFE DR ZTG - L TV DIEAICHER 1 T 2y =0 DA X2 b
MBEAET DD THY, BRI HIEH I TWD . ICHK [17) TiX, #BNC s
7¢ sample 2% RAR S 2 7= O OPREZ L. FOEETH X T\ 5.

Theorem 1. [17] 20454 X L Y IZBWT, event e DIEZ HHERN X Tl
p, Y Tip(l+q) THLHE, O(l/pq2) D sample NHIUX, constant probability
of success TX &Y ZiAREETH 5.

ERROFr—ATIE, ezF—A YV —2D2byte HAN0 & L, X ZEMELEK
DI, Y Z RCADOH IO ETHE, p=1/256,q=1&,725. ZZTqlk
relative bias & MX41 5. Theorem 1 KV, Z @ bias ZF|HT 5 &4 2008 0 D
R DETHEFL SN Zy OEGHHIUT, BENEEH L 0.64 DR THEIT 5
ZENFRETHD. £, ¥—AFU—20D 1 byte H® bias ZF]H L= KE Y,
CRYPTO 2002 T Mironov {Z X VRES N TS [20]. ZAUFBERRAYZRFE 1T
7o, EBRMNZ Z1 OFHIWO B DH L 2ROTEY, TR T2om%E M
WHZ EIZEY, F17008 Y DR D8 TR S LI Z1 OEER BT, B
PEELEL & B CAlA T 2 Z L AEECTH D, Z @ bias OEERAYFEII 2011
fF1Z Sen Gupta HIZ K> TITHALT [11]. 26 OKBEIINID DL byte DI %
FIFHLIEBETH Y, 1D O byte ZIFET 5 FHEOLEITHS Z LN TE .

FSE 2004 T, Paul & Preneel i, #1 D% byte % #5T T & Bl B8 % 54T+
HE72 bias ZJE R LTz [24]. ZHUd, Zy1 & Ziye  (r=0mod 256) (23T
Zpy1 = Zpyo (272 DHEZD random 7e55 & el LT, S LIZ< V) bias Th



i“% 1: Z’l‘+1 =

(r =0 mod 256) ® negative bias [24] D FERIE

2

’ Zri1 ‘ i ‘ Zyi1 = Zpyo \ZIRDWHER ‘ relative bias ¢ ‘ 1/pq? (log 2) ‘
1 2 0.0038903282 -0.0040759808 | 23.87727406
257 258 0.0039051189 -0.0002895616 | 31.50768417
513 514 0.0039062651 0.0000038656 | 43.96175242
769 770 0.0039063384 0.0000226304 | 38.86275678
1025 | 1026 0.0039063974 0.0000377344 | 37.38752028
1281 | 1282 0.0039064339 0.0000470784 | 36.74915037
1537 | 1538 0.0039064805 0.0000590080 | 36.09745983
1793 | 1794 0.0039062736 0.0000060416 42.6732758
2049 | 2050 0.0039063195 0.0000177920 | 39.55682356
2305 | 2306 0.0039063602 0.0000282112 | 38.22674488
2561 | 2562 0.0039063480 0.0000250880 | 38.56528602
2817 | 2817 0.0039062629 0.0000033024 | 44.41610739
3073 | 3074 0.0039063370 0.0000222720 | 38.90881872
3329 | 3330 0.0039062725 0.0000057600 | 42.81099952
3585 | 3586 0.0039063775 0.0000326400 | 37.80599883
3841 | 3842 0.0039062429 -0.0000018176 | 46.13906766
4097 | 4098 0.0039062867 0.0000093952 | 41.39928939

5. BERRIICIE, Z) = Zo IS/ BMERIT, 1/256- (1 — 1/256) THY, 7 > 256
BT, 1/256 - (1 — 1/256%) 127¢%. Theorem 1 £V, Z; & Zy T
224(=28.28%2) @ sample T, r > 256 IZFWTILK 240(= 28 - 216%2) @ sample
CTHEMMICITHBI AR TH S, L LR b, EBRIISIE Zasy & Zass DA
1% 232 CIBIFIRE Ch o7 2 LW E SN TV D [24]. ZhUE, BET L55ED
AR IPREERT VI LICER L TWD 2, FEmpREMITh - T,
Tz ITFEAMIC Z O nagative bias 2 BEE S 572912, 240 @ random (24 L7k
BE AV CEHEMEREI T2, RLICERBERZ2RT. £1X0, 21 & 2
IR W CITEEGREE ) OETHBIFTEETH V. Zosr & Zosg DEFEITIE, [24] &
FIRRIC BERRIE & 0 FEH 2@ W bias Bl STV 5. ZRUBRICBEL TiE,
AT —2716 FLE 0 negative relative bias 2MRH XD R&ETH DM, FEhr
TR TE 2 o7, 2L 2% LLED sample 2384 B/ bias THH 720,
FBRD sample B+ TRVWI EBRKZLEZZ HND. 1272, ZOERIZE
0, Zs13 & Zs1a 15 Zaogr & Zaoos TV, Zpy1 # Zpyo DA X2 kO bias %#F)
FALESEE, Vi< &b 240 @ sample TIEEAT D Z ERNEEL W & ERIB L
T5.



0.003930

0.003925 [t

0.003920 r

0.003915 r

Probability

0.003910

0.003905 -

0.003900 L L L L L
50 100 150 200 250

Round number (r)

1: Z, = 0 bias DEERE (1 <r < 255)

#£2 7, =0 (r=256,257) DERIE

’ Z,. | 0172 50k ‘ relative bias g ‘ 1/pq? (log 2) ‘
256 | 0.0039004963 | —0.0014729472 | 26.81415714
257 |1 0.0039115301 | 0.0013517056 27.06200663

FSE 2011 T Maitra 5%, H71® 3 byte B % 255 byte H @ bias #% /A L7z
[14]. 71D 2 byte B 0 1Zff-> TW5 Z &iE9 TIZ Mantin & Shamir (289
IREFLTUWZAS, 3T [17]) T 2 byte H LABE TIXFEIFR D bias ITFF(E LRV E T
BENTWz, L Lens, EERIZIEX 3 byte H2*5 255 byte H & [RIERIZ 0 12
> TW\D Z & ZERMLEBWICHL R L [14]. ZhbzfHd25 2L c2%
@ sample TR ITEMELE L BT x 5. 112 240 @ random (2R L
T~ AR A B T2 BRI & R T

Fex 13 & 512 240 O random (ZA L L7 BAEHEE O CREFBEER 217\, R
2 OF LV 0IZET 2 bias #F R L7z, ZbEHNDZ &2k, 256 & 257
byte H & BT 9 Z L WATREIZ A2 5. Z D bias (A 2 HERAYZRFE I A2
R, ZIER 2268 L 2270 ) ample CHEAITE 5725, RGO 255 byte %45
TI324EIC b %t U The b T 77 72 multiple key distinguisher 1272 %.

10



3.1.2 Single Key Distinguisher

Single key distinguisher X7 > # MI&EIENTZ — > OWMBEHI LK ST
F—A MY —L2EMEES LT 2K ETH S, EUROCRYPT 1997 T Golic
X Z, & Zpyo OFc FALE Y NEICHBIRH D Z L E27R L, 247 byte DF—R b
U — L OB K> THEATATREZ2 0 W B A 49242 L 7= [10]. FSE 2000 T, Fluhrer
& McGrew (2 X > T Golic DHENUR S, Z, & Z.4q HOHEE (Digraph)
ZRIHT S Z & THERF—A b U —AD byte 5% 2306 word F Tl S H T
W5 [8]. & HIZ EUROCRYPT 2005 C, Mantin 7% Digraph O#E&% S 61245
i L7z Digraph Repetition Bias Z# 2% L, %Z72%—R Y — LA byte % 2265
word IZHI L7=. 2 HlE, #IiF— R U — 22D AFEET S bias TIEAR <,
EE D bias IZB W THAT S bias TH Y, long term bias & MEXND. FD7
O, FHOF—A Y —LEZETLRECBOTOANREETHD.

3.2 MRNEPIREBETHE

WERIRIBIE LB — X N U — L0 LR S & Al 72 NERIREE 2 sk D 2 B 8
T®H 5. ASIACRYPT 1998 € Knudsen 512 L - T RC4 {ZxHd 5 NERIKAESE T
BEARR T [13]. T 2T, NERREEIE N = 256 D54, 256 DB E 1 byte
® 250 pointer i & j Tfﬁﬁkéﬁéﬁbf) PHRROFE L 21790 (~ 256!) &
RiEs 55, Knudsen HDHEIZF—A MU —L%2FHT2HX 0 242 72K
BRTNTY AL THY, WRICET 5 FREITYIIREBOREIRR O HIRE
FETHDH 2T FTHIEEND. HRMICITF—A h U — A ENERIREE TR
% S;7YZ) = (Sr—1lir] + Sr—1[jr]) mod 256 OFEAERZ FTRhHEMITRD T
W< BA BT Knudsen 5 OARERT VT Y XL ZRSELFERITEETHZ
L CEEEAHIEL TV D [28].

CRYPTO 2008 € Miximov & Khovratovich {2 & ¥, Knudsen & O % ik
B U8 LW GENRE SN [19]. ZOKETIE, d-order w-generative
pattern & FHINDHEDF—A MY — LD F — %FF LT 224 0FFEET
F—A M) —LDONHREEZTXTRDHZENTE D, UL, FEgEOY
A A% 241 bit LL EIZ Lfﬁﬁé@ﬁmhbﬁw’k%ﬁ%ﬁé LOLRD 5
INU T OSEICE L XL &0 EIT 20,

3.3 BEEEKRE

PEEERERL, F—A N — L bWEREROLBETH L. SAC 2010 T,

Sepehrdad B2 XV F—& b U — A& L NERIRRERT, B s OB ZFIH L T,
2122.00 2B B CRMEREZ RO D T LT RAPMBER SN TN [26]. = D3
WERY DD F—A b — L & FEER ORI E AW TREBIRR ORI EAT
YEATOKET, ZDOT 71 —F T Practical 7Rt R E CHREAREIZ/R D Z &
FEEL W E B2 DY, RS L L CKIE Iﬁz%%er””E’iﬁwﬂzé?mu\

11



Weak key [ZH:D < EEIEHES W OEEI N TV D, Weak key & 13, #
ZEAO—EBIIFEL TV DIHOELSTHY, SRIOFr—ATIE, @RIV
RN BRI R E 2 FATT 2 2 LN ATRER R R D 7 T A TH 5. 1995 4,
Roos NFFE DBV THR—R MU — ADIEHHE & §ED HEFE byte IZFRVWVERE S &
HZEEFRL, weak key & L CEF L7z [25]. HEMAEARD H 5 27109 (|
4 C Roos @ weak key 23MFAE L, Z OHEZIWTITHRZRE OFEIZ 16 bit 4y O
REBWT LN TED. Lo T Roos D weak key #FIH T 2KETIE, #HO
BRRITBWT 251 (=216 /2109 bit ORI RH SH. S HIT 2011 4F, FFk S
predictive state %\ 7z weak key # E# L, Roos @ weak key b Z AU EHE X
N5 ELZR LT [29). Predictive state &1%, FSE 2001 T Mantin & Shamir
IZE VRSN PRGA IZBIT D01 NEREN SN 2 OF—Z Y —
LDITHITE DFFER e NERIRRETH S [17]. a word DNERIRAED S b word D
F—A M) —LNFRITE D EEX, ZhE b-predictive a-state & FES. FH 5
I predictive state ZE < $EDO KA HH L, weak key & L THER L. F
5 D weak key DHESIIL predictive state D/XT A —H% a,b IZIKTFT D, HFIC
5-predictive 5-state Z JHWZIWBDEGE, FEDF—A N — L& G58DO b
il 2771 C weak key 23MF(E L, FEHED 40bit 7y DIEREEMETE 5. HEHER
[ZBT DHIFFE 2529 bit 5d v, FFEDF—A MU — LK LT 29! OFtHEE
TI128 bit AEIETHZ L3 TE S, EL, ZOXREIRFEDOF—A M —
LB ST BB IZFEIT SN DB TH 5 0 Roos D Weak key & 13#72 5.

Fox i, & BIT predictive state & V% weak key DHIEEETTVY, [FIFFIZ weak
key O#EAEH L. F95F DDESR LT weak key LAZMZ E predictive state
PEENGFIETDHI E &AL, #ilz/e weak key & L7z, 72, weak key D
BN E CHRSER SN TR o120, ARZOREICONTHIAMIZL
7o, Fex DEF LT weak key (X 2 E TRE SN SFR D D weak key, Roos
D weak key # 2 THNELTEY, ZOREIL 21185812725, ZOFHMIZEIL T
WESCHR 21, 22) 2SBS0,

3.4 FRIKE

THBEL, HHTHLF—A N —L2E2THRTLIHETHY, REWRLE
& LC, EUROCRYPT 2005 T#E S 4172 Mantin O FHIKLERH 5. Z DX
BClE, Recyclable Fortuitous State & FEIEIL % state ZFIH L, 1 bit DI
245 hyte DF—Z F U — L& 21T 85 N—t v FOMERTHIIL, 1 byte DT
A 250 byte DF — A b U — A& 2L 82 /—F 2 M DORERTHENT S [16].

3.5 ZTOMOMLE

ZOMOBEE L LTI, Key collision (Zxd 23 [18, 5], WHNKRED & Fik
AN FANCRD D 7ERL (23, 2], F—A MU —LAh DR A R® 551k [12]
BREBBEINTND.
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FSE 2009 T2 L 0, RC4 @ Key collision (219 % FHli 23424 S 4u7- [18].
Key Collision &%, RIULF—A N —LZEMTHEBRIBEEOZ L 2RL, —HH
(IS & FEEIL D . RC4IZE T, pointer ZBRUN - NERIRARI 21684 (~ 256!)
T 572, birthday paradox (2 XV, ##5& 2 105 byte LA EOGA X FAE 72
KSA T& > T collision (35475723, RC4 DHA 1L 17 byte key TH-TH
THET D Z ERERIIC RSN, FERNICEH 24 byte O collision pair A3
EBR SN T2, ZOKEIX Chen HIZ X 0 — (b EH [5], T OICEE LB
BIZR Y HEERBRICFHATE D Z L baREnTe [4].

SAC 2007 T Paul 52XV KSA Ofifhr & LT, WERIREED & R 8 2 20 SKH)
(2R B FIENMBR S - 23] Z4UE, FSE 2008 T Biham H12 & 0 72 5%
BOWRMTONI 2. ZOBEL, BEEPWEIREZ M- T\D 2 & 25T
ROWETH L5720, EHEAIZIE RCL DORZENEITITE L7220,

SAC 2011 T Sen Gupta 52XV, ##OFE JIZ#KTF L7- key dependent bias
BIBEINTZ [12]. 2D bias ZFIATHZLICL Y, F—A M) — 20 b#ES
RDBHZENTEB.

3.6 RC4ADEIEFEHREDE LD

LED L 12, RCADTNITY X ANAERICKT DMHTIET LY X ABNH
SHBARE, #Z <AThILTWAHD, BEMNRERIZR D KO RBEBEITBED & 2
AIEINTW W, LLaenb, #EELEE OMBINAES IZ T, 25%
REVFREOT LT RABREINTHWDIERLY, BHEREKRTI128
bit security Z#EL T2 &1TF 2720,

13



4 RC4 % SSL3.0/TLS1.0 UETHW:IEENORE
HEIZDNT

ARETIL, W57 /LT Y AL E LTRCA 2 %BRC SSL3.0/TLS1.0 (V7245
é\@fé‘ﬁkob‘faﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘é.

4.1 SSL3.0/TLS1.0 T® RC4 OFAAE

SSL3.0/TLS1.0 Ti%, #HIZAHEE~—Z D Handshake 7’7 k 2 /L %170,
master secret & "X D 48 byte DFENGHREZILH T L. 20d LI, ZOfEL
G SNy v 2 B (MD5, SHA-1) & L <1 MAC B8%% (HMAC) JAWTH
RO session key, PIHI~Z7 bV (IV) ZERKT 5. Z OFFARICE L Tl %
1To72M, MEFtEE RO Z LR TE ot T TRMITIE, By a
VHIZ RC4 THWOLN 2 MEHEIE random IZ 5 2 bN5 b D & Lo, #OAER
DFEIZ DV TIZLL F Ok E SRS L7z [9, 6]

4.2 WEP/WPA [Zxf L TITh =R EDEA TR

WEP/WPA |3 RC4 ZF|H L7 LAN 2B 5 F=2 U7 47 hau
Thd. LN G, WEP X 2001 452 Fluhrer, Mantin, Shamir {2 X Y g
FIPEZFER S AL TLARE (7], 2 < OB HFEPREINTE Y, Bumay22 Ko x Ff
o7 haLThDd, FOPTHIMARKEL LT, SAC 2007 T Vaudenay &
Vuagnoux (2 & 0 #£22 S 4172 VX attack 232817 5415 [30]. VX attack (X5 L
TWEP #OMEFHET 2 ENTELLBETH D720, M WEP #%[n]
BIHZ EnAREL 2%, ZZTWEPIZIV & WEP #% by hMEfET B2 &
THESEEZAR L, IVIINry T EICBRENERESND. Sblcing
R L7238 SAC 2010 T Sepehrdad HIZ LV #EER S, @EK EONT v
k% 9,800 EELAIT 5 Z & THEZ 0.5 T WEP #2FIE ST LE D [26]. 2D
WETIIH TR BAERET D Z L TLY £ O WEP #OBEMEEEFF T2
ZENTED.

%72 EUROCRYPT 2011 (23T, 4,000 #0347 > ks 2BHIT 57210 T WEP
% B11E 3 2 B Sepehrdad HIZ & - TIEI N 27, 20 &L & WEP #
DEEIZKRT HHERIZ 0.5 THDH. ZOBBEITEEMOBEL D bias 20 HAIIZ
MM L, IE LW WEP 828 =iICERE T 5. & BIZZ DOFikE WPA OBRER
AT 2 EnTE, 28 oy MEFIFT % 2 & T 128 bit @ Temporal
Key #1452 LN T& 5, 272 LEEIEICET 25 EEIL 2 Tho. 22
T Temporal Key (X WPA [ZEWTHES{L LB S ORRICHI SN 8 THY, F
AN LI m st b A S,

PLED X 912 WEP/WPA IZ%f L Cidix BB FIEMER S TR Y, iR
LAN iZBWTIN6DEF 2T 4 Fu hab T, ZaeIClEe1TH 28
HLWEEZOND., — T IO OBERITEARI TR FE O A BT E D a5

14



X M

c
= RC4(k,, M)

2: Broadcast Setting

PEEFIH LK TH 5=, SSL3.0/TLS1.0 Ll ETo RC4 (2xt LT oMM
HELWEEZ D,

4.3 Broadcast setting TO RC4 DE £

SSL3.0/TLS1.0 B LT RCA THIEMN R L 720 9 X% L LT Broadcast
setting COBENE 2 511 5. Broadcast setting TiL, [ UFE3C% B72 5 %
BEMNNTH S L TELHEEMET SH. AT, IO Broadcast setting
TO RC4 D Z & % Broadcast RC4 & FESL. [X] 2 1 Broadcast setting OEZE %
R O setting (X, T YV B —PHEORESE TR (L LT SSL/TLS
TEDLIGEEREN, BEBEO2—Rr—R L LTEZLND.

Broadcast RC4 ~OXE %, FSE 2001 (Z Mantin & Shamir {2 X V) #1 TR S
iz [17). Z OXBEX, mulitple key distinguisher THFIH & 7zF—A F U —
LD 2 byte H23 012720 09 bias ZFH LTS, 2 bias ZFIHT 252 &
T, QN) OD2—WHOFRTHER S NG IR HIL, FLD 2 byte H & FFiE
F% L ASERIICTTRETH . & HIT, FSE2011 T, Maitra 5121 0 Q(N3)
D 2—YPEOFETHER S NI SR HIUE, F3LD 2-255 byte H AR ET D
ZENTEDZ EDNHGmOITRENT [14]. LRI D OKBIZOWTOFEME
UGN

4.3.1 Mantin-Shamir Attack
Mantin-Shamir Attack THW TV 5 bias [ZLL T ® Theorem TH 2 Hi15.

Theorem 2. [17] KSA O PRNG OYIHIREEN {0... N — 1} OE#HOHE
B5 random \TRITNTGE, F—A MU —20 2 byte B 01272 DHEFITH
2 Thd.

N =256 DA, 2 £72%. ZO bias % VT Broadcast RC4 ~D X # X

W@ Theorem TH-2 HiL5.

15



Theorem 3. [17] —i# Y O3 M IZxt LT, kY Of#EH#H%Z T RC4 T
et SNz s s oW ... .cW 45 k=QN)ntx, cW. . .0k o
BB M®D 2 byte BEBENTHZ ENARETHH.

ZiUZ, Theorem 1 DFHIKEORIHERE LY REL LA TWD. C, = PdZ;
DR L Y, Zy = 0 DA, Cy = Py, BN 5. Z Z T Theorem 2 £V,
Ty = 01X 2 fEDHERTRAT D, LoT, k= Q(N) D C ekt LT, Cy a1k
({Z count up LC, lxH %< count &Nz Cyr & P, & 5. N =256 DA, 28
Y OLLEO random (AR ST FAESE CARR KAV 5 LD IR 5 3L D 2
byte H # @R CRETE 5.

4.3.2 MPS %%

FSE2011 T Maitra 12X Y, Zy PISD Z3 — Zoss HIREAERKIZ 0 12 bias LT
W5 ZENARINTE [14]. Mantin-Shamir OFR3C T, KSA D% ONERIREED
random (& N OEEOELS N HBRINEND EE L TV 523, Maitra 51X KSA
D% DOWERIRREIZ blas 03 5 Z & Z2FIH L T\ 5. BARAYIZIE Mantin 7R L7z
AT KSA %D bias #FH LTV 5.

Proposition 1. [15] KSADHE, 0<u< N-1,0<v <N —1IZxLTLL
TR T 5.

~—

1 ((N=1lyv 17(M)U).(M)N7u71) (’U<u
st A (R - () (5 <
r(So[u] = v) { 1 ()Nt (N
F72, 2D bias #EE LT & 22, PRNG TOD S,_1[r] = r IZB7 % bias 1T
@ Lemma TH 2 61 5.

(v > u).

Lemma 1. [14] r <3, S,_1[r] = r (T2 D0EH pp_q . 13,

r—1
Pr(S,_1[r] =71) = Pr(So[r] =) - <<;]) - ]1[) +1/N.

DL E, Z, =7 IZB79 % bias (FLLF D Theorem TH X Hi15.

Theorem 4. [14] 3 <r < 25528 WT, r FHOH D 01272 DRI

1 Cr

Pr(ZTZO)%N+ﬁ.

I Te U TOXTHEZONS.
B N—l ’I‘+ N—l N—'r—l_ N—l N-—1 .
o= N N N
N -1 T‘Z_ 1
N N1
BARHI72 ¢, @ bound 1ZLL T D@D TH D.
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Corollary 1. [14]

1 n 0.98490994 S 1 0.36757467
N N2 -

Pr(Z, = 0) >

N N2

UbEXy, 2hbHd bias #ANAZ LT, N = 256 DBEA, 222 @ ko
random |ZA4E B S VT2 AR S CA AR ST G5 30D 0> B3O 3-255 byte H
AR THRETE S.

LELOEEREIZ OV TIE [11] THE 2 3232 T B S 7.
Lemma 2. [11] r» <3, S,_41[r] = r IZ725MHFIE, WTHZHILD.
t

Pr(Sy[r] = 7«),<1 - ;f)r—irirz pr(kz}[.t]N: 7“).(7“ _]tV_ 1>k_(1 ) 1)T_3_k

N
t=2 k=0

2T, Pr(Sit] =) IFUTTEABNRD.

NI Pr(So[1] = X A So[X] = r) (t=1)
Pr(Si[t]=7) =< Pr(So[l] =r)+ Dowsr PL(So[l] =wA So[r] =7)  (t=r)
> wzt PT(So[1] = w A Solt] = 7) (t#1,r).

DL E, Z, =729 % bias IFLL T ® Theorem TH X Hi15.

Theorem 5. [11] 3 <r < 255 (CBWT, r HHOH I 01272 D HERIL

~1+CT
N T N2

ZIT e = [N -Pr(Safr] =7) — 1].

Pr(Z, =0)

VI E XY, Broadcast RC4 ~DXK®E L L CIiE MS KB MPS K84 H\5 2
LTk, 22 P DS XRS5 2 BT BAITFE LD 2-255 byte KD Z &
MNTED.
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5 ITARTOEXIFHZEHAIEEL Broadcast RC4~
DS X B E

ARFETIE, Broadcast RC4 123 2 F 72 2 ZRMEOFHMEA1T 5. BARMIZI3HT
L\ Broadcast RC4 ~DKEBEFIELZIRET H.

51 [FL®IC

Broadcast RC4 ~D¥® L L Ci%, Mantin-Shamir OKE & Maitra 51285
WEENM SN TWA. FSE 2001 €, Mantin & Shamir iIZEX > THF—A F U — A
@ 2 byte H Zy @ bias ZFf] L7z Broadcast RC4 ~DBER YD TIRE I T
17]. ZOBETIL Zo W OIZRVRLT W EEFIHAL, 1 FEEOETH LT,
Q(N) DR HEETERS NI SLEEDDH T LITED, FLD 2 byte H AR
ETEAZ ENRENT-. &51z, FSE 2011 T Maitra HI12 XY, Z3Zyss B 0
IZ bias 5 Z LR EN, QN3) DR L8 THSL SRS 30 B
3 byte H7»5 255 byte H bFERIZEH TE 5 Z LRSS 7 [14].

LM LARRE, ZA5IERCA D bias IZOWTOH L £ THRAALERETHY,
b E L EITEREO Broadeast RC4 %3 2 W SUH T MBI ST 2 BRICiX
LN ORI mnzET o b,

1. 26D bias & W KER S o & IR 2D
2. EERZ IS D bias DA T, BEGNGELZRDDH Z LINTE 50037

3. [17, 14] DI T, BO TLIEARRE B S0E FIR (Q) THATL TV 575,
EEOBETITED L BEWVDORGE IR D )T

4. 1 byte H & 256 byte LIFED Y-SR D H Z LN TE D D77

RETE, EFROTRTORMIZH L TORZEZ 25, £7, Z;=00D& X
D Zy WZBT BH LWSAAT £ bias #RE L, ffH%E 5 X 5. Z® bias % Mantin
L Shamir @ Z, =0 @ bias EAELETHEH = & T, #HHAIZIE 2V Ll ED
S TEXD 1, 2 byte HZEHT 52 LN TE 5. 1 byte BIZBE LTI, bias
MWD Z LT T CICERMICH BRI S AR I TV 20, 11], ZHhE AW
TE DS DL TR TTHIEIEHA TE 2003530 > Ttz H
BEMOIZ Z @ bias Z W BB AR T D L 22 U EOTFT — 2 B3 EZR 5 Z &
NDTREND. 2D, ZO bias i 1/27 OF — X BOK) 217 CHHTE 572
¥, Broadcast RC4 (2% 5 IEH ITH %72 bias TH 5.

I, Z3Zoss ICBWTIE Z, =0 LV HRE72 3 DDOF LU bias Z3 =
131, Z, = r & extended keylength-dependent bias Z7~9. Z Z T, extended
keylength-dependent bias IZ SAC 2011 TFEY] 4172 keylength-dependent bias [12]
PR L7287 L\ bias THD. T HOH LU bias IOV I B RINBE L 5
Z, ILICERMBIELWVWI L 2R L. ZNH0OH LV bias DN Z, =0

18



bias & ¥ < 2R D ERSICEI LTI, Z, = 0 bias DB ZHW D L H LV bias D
BIZL Y, EXEBICRETE R, F2T, BRICEXE T B E2HERT D
BRE, oo L bias & Z, =0 bias & 9 F<MAAHEDLETHEI LERH
5. FxlI DD bias & BJE L7 V3 TTHEEITAE 72 bias O set (optimal
bias set) ZEH L7z, F7=, BEERIIZLGEIIEZ2 DS Zagg & Zosr IZBA L THERM
\CBEIC A7 bias 3R L, optimal bias set (212 72, HARMIIZIL, optimal
bias set (FF— A & U —ADHIDD 257 byte D4 byte (2551 D H RV bias D
EETHD.

WIZ, LFLO optimal bias set & FVNT, SERRICESCFEHEERR 2 5 HEE TITV,
B\ Z 03277 sample $X (B 5308 A DR & I RRE S 5. AL LT, 232
REOR 2 DHTERINTZRE SR HIUE, optimal bias set Z#H 5 Z &1IZ
L0, HE% 0.5 UL ETELD 1-257 byte H D4 byte 2T TX 5. 1,2 byte H
X extended keylength-dependent bias 72 & D & HIZHEFED & bias 1% 224 FLEE
DG LD THEERCTHERIT 2 Z LB ARETH 5.

%12, 258 byte LA &2 2R L < Red 2 HIEARET D, ZDFEIL EURO-
CRYPT 2005 T Matin {2 & ¥ 7R 4172 Digraph Repetition bias [16] &, AfH
TROT= Z1—Zasy O optimal bias set ZFLAE DT, BRINIKD TN H D
Thb. ZOFEEZANDZEICLY, 22 REORS )G 258 DO
RDBHENTESDH. 22T, Z? Digraph Repetition bias IZ, long term bias
Th o7, 258 byte DD T X TOEL 25X HRD L Z ERT
5. Flo, 2o OIEYE S FHRBESFER CRMGE L 7.

PLEX Y, BT, Fox 2L T % Broadcast RC4 (X3 BB IL 9 X TOI
IERDBHE L DA NHRD D Z &N TE D45 TO Full Plaintext Recovery
Attack TH 5.
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5.2 F—X M)—LDO#HLL)Bias

AT, Broadcast RC4 ~DBIERIZHG 72 4 DDOF L\ bias, Z; = 0|Z; =0,
Z3 = 131, Z, = r & extended keylength-dependent bias Z#HT 5. Z; =
0]Zy = 0 bias I&, BEAID Z5 = 0 bias EfAGOETHWDL Z &2k, P %
2UT Y DI N HRD D Z LN TE DRI bias ThHhD. Z3 =131, Z,. =7
& extended keylength-dependent bias 1%, Z3—Zass IZEBWTIIBEMD Z, = 0
LV HRERIOOH LV bias THDH. £7, 4 bias [Tk U CIIBEEFR7RFERA %
LChH T, EBE & g U CTIES 2R T 5. Z0®%ICIN D OFEE B &
LT Zy...Z955 (B9 5 bias DH )25, Broadcast RC4 ~D KB T i 72 set
(optimal bias set) #4247 5.

5.2.1 Biasof Z; =0[Z,=0

Zy=0D L XD Zy BT 58 LR & bias 24T 5. Z O bias = H
WD ZET, XD 1 byte HIZEAT 22 RNRBBELMNT HZ LN TE S,
DICZOMELZ > EF<FAT L Z & T, BEECHEMTO key OHERIKZE S A[HET
»5.

FP, Zo =00 L T D Z \ZBET 58 LW ST & bias % LL N Theorem X
nhH2%.

Theorem 6. Pr(Z; = 0/Z2 =0) I&

Pr(Z) = 0/Zy = 0) & % - (Pr(So1] = 1) + (1= Pr(So[1] = 1)) - %) n %

DN | =

Thb.
Proof. IR 2 5D case IZDOWTEZD.

o 50[2] =0
SR [17) £ 0, Pr(So[2)|Z2 = 0) & L TH B0, Zy = 0 2B S 7= 5
AL, Pr(So[2] =0) = 3.

ZIZTC, S =1 8 RETDHE,i=112BWT j= S| =S[l]=1 &%
L. ZDEE,

Z1 = So[So[i] + Sol4]] = So[So[1] + So[1]] = Sop[2] =0,

LA K3 DA R NERT
Soll] # 1 DHFAI Zy =01 BN L ThH LT HE

1 1
Pr(Z, =0[Sy[2] =0) = i(Pr(So[l] =1)+ (1 -Pr(So[l] = 1))N)'
e So2] #£0
B 2y =0 IC 2%ENR & ThHET DL,
1 1
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0 1 2 3 256

S 1|0

') 1 Increment

o 1 2 3 256
110
1] (=][i]=1)

Swap(S[i], Sl

0o 1 2 3 256

110

Z,=S[S[1] +§[1]] =§[2] =0

3: Zy = 0|Zy = 0 ® Event

Plky,
L
5
O

Pr(Zy =0|Zy =0) ~ = - (Pr(So[l] =1)+ (1 —=Pr(So[l] = 1)) - *) +

DN |
N |

ZZT,N =256 D7 —AIZONTHEZD. Pr(S[l] = 1) I, Proposition 1 &
DRDDHZLINTE,

Pr(So[l] = 1) = %6 ((2156> + (1 - (2;)6» <2;)6>254> = 0.0038966.

Lo T,
1 1 1

Pr(Z1 =012 =0) = S(Pr(So[t] = 1)+ (1~ Pr(Solt] = 1)) + 3 - o2
= 0.0058470 = 27 "H8 = 278 . (1 4 271009,

240 > random 238K key 7> 5 AR S 72 keystream (2 L 5 FEBr U728, £
BRI 0.0058109 = 28 - (1 4+ 271036) L7p 0| FRRMEAS F40CIE LV 2 & 2R
mTET.

F72Z D bias 1B Pr(Z; = 0N Zy =0) I,

Pr(Z1 :0/\22 :0) :P(ZQ :O)P(Zl :0|ZQ :0),
THZ2bM, N =256 D& X3,
2
Pr[Zl —0A 22 — 0] _ % X 277.418 _ 2714.418 _ 2716(1 4 20‘996)'

Z @ X 9 72 bias I& digraph bias & FRIAL, 3CHK [8, 11] THET AU TV 5723, Long
term bias & L CORGTH L7, ZOXI RAMOF—2 U —AIZBITD
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FEFITE bias ITHRE S TWR.

TDZy=0DEED Z; =0 D bias &AW TEIFEA7 Broadcast RC4 ~D Y
SESCHEPHERR TE D, F, BEICHMTONERIE (8) HRIBEA~ S
FRRETH 5.

Broadcast RC4 X% Mantin-Shamir Attack [17] & Z @ bias Z#AGHE D
LT, P EREIKKRODBEPHERTE S, ETHEE LT, Rl
VAESCIZRE LT, 21T O R DB TR B L SN B ARG,

1. 28 OB B 2 byte H Py 2557 [17].

217 DIEFFLD 2 byte H Cy 12 %F LT, Co Py é’%’%b o ZRDB.

Zy =0 Db DEEIR, 210 217 .2/256 DR LNED.

FoOTZbDIZH LT, bodb IV FSNTWVWDSCL &2 P &ET 5.

Ll

Step 4 IZHB VT, Pr(Z; = 0/Zy = 0) = 277418 = 278 . (1 4 271.009) Fapr
D 0 ~D bias "5, C1 =P, ® Z, = P, 12725 T35 H DA, Theorem 3
£ 210~ m DI G XNORERETH .

Lo T 2T ORI HPETERSNTZHE N D, FXD 1, 2 byte H % mifife
BCEHHTHZENTES. 1byte HIZBAL TIE, blas B3HHZ &1E79 T
[CFEBRIZ B ERRIC R STV [20, 11], ZHEHAVWTE D LS
WD T Broadcast RC4 ~ attack [ZJGH TE 2003500 > T elo
7o, HAZ, Z O bias AW BEE KT D L 224 DA — 4 —0 bias T
HHT-0, 24 REOT —ZNNET/ D I ERTREND. TDD, =
® bias 13 1/27 OF — X 8@ 217 THHTX 5728, Broadcast RC4 (2
DI R B ETH .

PERIREE (82) HEBITKE = 0 bias % VT RERIRIEHEE B IC b ST X 5.
Zy =0, Zy = 0 BB S Uz & 212, So[l] = 1, 80[2] = 012725 TV BT
=13,

P((So[1] = 1A So[2] = 0)](Z1 = 0 A Zy = 0))

- T Pr((Z =0 2o = OS] = 11 52 = )

— 256 ~ 255 . 1 — 2—1.5677 (1)

L%, ZHUCBL CHEM CERAITo7- L 24, fERT 271589 L7y
HEREAELITEIL TS Z & 2R L. Lo T, Znoi@ifllsnr
B, Soll] & So[2] & 271589 D ffg= CHERIFIRETH ¥, random guess O
BB DORHERIL 2716 TH D70, 2144 f£0 advantage 235 5.

& BIT, WERIREE-#EH D Roos DLLT OBIRAZ WV 5 L SEOHER & PIHE
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Thb.

Soll] = 14 K[0] + K[1]
Sol2] = 3+ KI[0]+ K[1] + K|[2]

ZRBIFEREN 0.371, 0.368 ORERTRAZT 5 [23]. £D7w, Z, = 0,
Zy = 0 MBI S 7z & & FRLAHEN L7355 ORI, 0.371 % 0.368 X
271589 — 9=445 L 70y FEOHERNT K LT 2115 50 advantage 38 5.
Z O, Broadcast setting TIXREE LHIM TIATRIRETH 5. BRI
i, F9, 21 OB BEETHERSNIZRE T IN S, ELOD 1, 2 byte H
FUMTHIENTED. ZOEHREZANT, F—A NI —LA0D 1, 2 byte
BEROTHLILOEHEL, Ero@filgeEs 3745,

5.2.2 Bias of Z3 =131

Z3 \ZBTHH LV bias LT 5. Z3 [ZBH LTI, BEFFD bias TH 5 TR
14, 11] ® Z; =0 3 < i < 255 b, Z3 DA 1T bias BEEGRIE & FeTh 72 v/
LD T ENERMITAM LTS, ([14] @ Fig. 1, [11] @ Fig. 8 ). =
D7, Broadcast RC4 ~DOKEE %2 2 1= 6, FERE & TR 0 %< O/
BYXENMEICRD. xl, 20 Z3 kLT, Z3 =0 L LT
Z3 =131 @ bias &3 A L2, ZOMEZRIZLLT D Theorem TH X L 5.

Theorem 7. Pr(Z; = 131) &

Pr(Z; =131) ~ Pr(So[l] = 131) - Pr(So[2] = 128) +
(1 — Pr(So[1] = 131) - Pr(So[2] = 128)) - 1/N

THD.

Proof. Sp[1] =131 772 So[2] =128 DIGEEE 2D . i =1 DG, j = So[l] =
131 £720, Sy[1] & Sp[131] @ Swap 12L& D, S1[131] = 131 23S T 5.

WIZ, i =208, j =131+ 51[2] = 131 + Sp[2] = 131 + 128 =3 & 721,
$1[2] & Si[3] @ Swap I2 LV, Sy[3] = 128 Bk T 5.

BB, i =3D%HA, j =34+ 53] =3+128=131 L7V, S5[3] & S2[131]
D Swap IZ LY, S3[3] = 131 & S3[3] = 128 WKL T 5. Z DL =DM
Zs = S5[S3[3] + S3[131]] = S3[131 4 128] = 131 L 72 %.

PLEXY, Sol1] = 131 232 Sp[2] = 128 DA 1M 1 T Z3 = 131 D3KALT
L. KA DA Ny FERT.

MDA TD Zs = 131 RHNLT DR % 1/N &5 L

Pr (Z3 =131) ~ Pr(Sy[1] = 131)- Pr(So[2] = 128) +
(1 —Pr(So[1] = 131) - Pr(So[2] = 128)) - 1/N.
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0 1 2 3 131 256

s [ T ] [ ] r—
s [ T ] ] | (252
>< =131 +128=3
ot 2 3 o = i=3
s [T 1 =] [i] | i Z3es

>< =3+128=131

0 1 2 3 131 256 23 — %[83[3] + 53[131]]
S| [ | B | 7 S[131 + 128]
=[3] = 131

4: Z3 =131 ® Event

ZIT, N =256 D —RTOWTE LS. Pr(So[l] = 131) & Pr(Sp[2] = 128)
I%, Proposition 1 LV RkHDH Z LN TEH,

1 255 256—1—1 255 131
Pr(So[1] = 131) = = - ((256> + (256) = 0.0037848.

1 92 256—2—1 ) 127
Pr(So[2] = 128) = 5 - ((gg) + (222) = 0.0038181.

IEoNE
Pr (Zs = 131) ~ 0.0039206 = 278 . (1 + 275:089)

L7 %, 240 @ random (2K L7282 % 4% keystream T FEER Tl
Pr (Z3 = 131) = 67350014/23* = 0.0039204 = 27% . (1 4 278:109),

Y HEREIT S IE LW E AR LT,
ZZTCHEED Z3 =0 @ bias & DL AETT 5. 249 O random (AL L7288
#1942 keystream TOFEERTIT,

Pr(Z; = 0) = 0.0039116 = 275 - (1 +279512),

Lipolz. KoT, Zy = 131 O 2388 bias THDH I XN 5b. £DD,
Broadcast RC4 ~DBEET Zs IZX LTI, Z3 =131 0N Z3=0L 0 %< Hh ¥
VRENDZ LI B, Z3 =131 EHBICHWDILEND D.
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0 i=r i 256

S, 0 r
1 Swap(§ 4[i], S-4[i])

0 i=r i 256

S r 0

Z =S[S[r] + Sl =8[r] =r

5: Z, =r @ Event (Case 1)

5.2.3 Biasof Z, =r

Zy =1 3 <r <255 @ bias #RETDH. UL, BEEO Z, = 0 D bias
LIFERUA—F —DMERT 3 < r < 255 ICBWTIFEIET % bias TH D720,
Broadcast RC4 (27 2 WEIZIB W TITEE R bias TH 5.

Zy, =1 OfERITILLU T ® Theorem TH X HiLb.

Theorem 8. Pr(Z, =r) %

1 1 N-2
Pr (Zr*r) ~ pr—l,O'ﬁ+pr—l,r'N'T+
1 1 1 1
1- r— ‘XNt Pr—1pr " 7 T 1- r— - Pr—1,r 7277
( Pr—1,0 N Pr—1, N ( Pr—1,0 = Pr—1,r) N ) N

Thod. ZZTpro1o=Pr(S,—1[r] =0), pr_1,r = Pr(S,—1[r] = 7).

Proof. i, =r O & &M Z, 13,

Zr = S,«[ST [W] + Sr[jrﬂ = S,«[ST [7’] + ST—l[ir]]»
= Sp[Sp[r] + Sr—1liv]] = Sp[Ser] + Sr—1lr]],

TERIND.
ZIZT, D 4DOD case IZDOWTEZD.

case 1: S,_y[r] =0AS,[r] =r
case 2 : S, 1[r]| = r ASy[r] = jo—r (j£r,r+7)
case 3 : S,_y[r] £ (0,7) A Splr] =7 — Sy_1[r]
case 4 : S,_y[r] £ (0,r) A S,[r] =

case 1 & case 23T Z, =r il B A X RT, case 3 & case 4 13T Z,. #r
27254 X N THDH. LLT% case lIZOWT Pr(Z, = r) IZ72 DR EHT 5.
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0 i=r i 256
S r i-r
1 Swap(§ _4[i], § 4[j])

0 i=r i 256

Sr j-r r

Z =S[S[r] + Sl =slil=r

6: Z, =r @ Event (Case 2)

Case 1: S,_1[r]=0AS,[r]=r
TOrE, Zy =SS+ Sealrl]) = S +0] = S, [r) = L7209, Pr(Z, =
r) =1&%%. S[IEjICEVIESREMTHY, k(14 XV, j>30
HaE, jidrandom (255 F 9720, S r] DELREY IXR2WERETS. 20
&, pro1o=Sralr] =0 EERT DL,

1

Pr(S,—1[r] =0A S [r] =7) =pr_1,0- N

5IZZDA Xy MERT.

Case 2 : S, q[r]=rAS.[r]=j,—7r

IDLE, Zy = Sp[Sp[r]+ S, alr]] = Spljr—r+r] = Splir] = Spar] =7 &2
D, Pr(Z, =7) =1t%%. S [r[IZjICLVIESNETHY, Sk [14] LY,
j > 30HEE, jiZrandom 255 FE 5728, S, [r] DEBIR Y IRV ERET 2.
Jr=rDEE, S Ir] = 012720, Z, = S.[S,[r]+Sp—1[r]] = Sp[0+7] = S,[r] = 0
2720, Pr(Z, =7) =0 Thd. E£lnj, =r+rDEE, S[r] =richiy,
Zy = S, [Sp[r] + Spa[r]] = Spfr + 7] £ r 1272V, Pr(Z, =r)=0Thb. ko
T, j#E T+ ORMEERMIZTHERD .

ZDEE, pro1, =S alr]=r LERTDHL,
Pr(S,Al] = 0A S, = 1) = pr1y o

622D A Xy FERT.

Case 3 : S,_1[r] # (0,7) ASp[r] = r — Sp_1[r]
Z, = Splr — Srcalr] + Spcalr]] = Splr] = Spfr] &b, o0& %, S =
r =S, q[r] 1L S, a[r] £0 LY, riZiFesniz®, Pr(Z,=r)=0&75%.
ZZT,

1

Pr(S,—1[r] # (0,7) ASp[r] =r = Sp—1[r])) = (1 = pr—10 — Pre1,r) N

Case 4 : S,_1[r] # (0,7) ASy[r] =7
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0.003940 T T T T T
Experimental value

0.003930 Theoretical value ------- |
) Random -------

0.003920 |

0.003910 |
0.003900 ff .

0.003890 |r -

Probability

0.003880 |- —

0.003870 |r -

0.003860 |- T

0.003850 L L L L L
0 50 100 150 200 250

Round number (r)

X 7: Z,. =r OBEHE L EEE

ZDELE, Z.=8r+ Sp_alr]] £720 S,4[r] £0 XY, ridiFlebinio®,
Pr(Z, =r)=0&72%. 22T, Spqr] 20222 r>0XY, r#r—5._1][r]
L7020, case3 & cased [FMIL7R event TH D78

1

PI‘(ST_l[’I"] # (077") A S’!‘[T] =T—= Sr—l[r]) = (1 — Pr-1,0 — pr—l,r) : N

UEXY, ZOMoevent TiX Z, =r N % DR TRAET D L,

1 1 N-2
PI‘ (ZT‘ = 7") ~ p,r7170 . N +pr71,r . N . N +
1 1 1 1
(1 =pr-10- N “Pr—1r- N (1 =pr—1,0 = Pr—1,) " N -2)- N

O

ZZCpr_i1, i¥ Lemma 2 IZ XV EREATRETH 5. [FERIZ, pr_10 /% Lemma 2
EERLIZLLTO

Pr(Sy[r] = 0) (1_J1V>r_2+§§ Pr(i}[.t]N: 0) <7~_;]_1)k (1_;),«_3_,6’

TRDDHZENTEXD.

X 7 IR L 210 DT U H BTEIR LT DAER LT — A B U —ADHE
BEOWIED 7T 7 % T. WEOTNNH D01, BEREOHAEOBRIZEE T
ETVRNANRY IREELTCNDEEZRLND. £DTD, ZABTERICID
bias ZFEH L7 EIXFRLZVD, F—F—I3H > TND 7, FITHEL T
HARY MIBELTUIHD A BITWD EE XD, T D bias 1% Z3—Zoss TIFAE
L, Z, =0 ® bias L [AFLETH D72, Broadcast RC4 OBEOEIZIL, BE
THDVENDD. Z, =0 & Z, =r OB HOWTIE, 5.2.5 HiCTilamd 5.
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£3:Z.=-r,Z. =0, Z, =r OFEBRIED LI

v | Pz =-rn) | Pz=0 | PZ=r |
16 2—8 . (1 + 2—4 811) 2—8 A (1 + 2—7 714) 2 8 (1 + 2—7 762)
32 [ 278 . (1+275383) [ 278 . (1 4 2-7880) [ 9=8 (1 4 2-T-991)
48 | 278 (14279938) | 9=8 . (14 278043) | 9=8. (] 4 2~8:350)
64 | 275 (1+276496) | o=8 . (1 4 2-8244) | 9=8 (] 4 2—8.664)
80 | 278 (1+2°7224) | 278 . (1 4 2-8407) | 2-8 . (1 4 2-9.0%2)
96 | 278 (L +2-7911) | 278 . (1 4 2-8577) | 2-8 . (1 4 2-9:351)
112 [ 278 . (14278666 | 98 . (] 4 2-8747) [ 9-8 . (1 4 2-9:732)

5.2.4 Bias of Extended Keylength-dependent bias

Extended Keylength-dependent bias & LT, #EE [ 23 16 byte DEIZ Z, =
—r (r = 16,32,48,64,80,96,112) & 72 % bias 2R T 5. £ 313 TlE%k 240 12
1) % Extended Keylength-dependent bias, Z, =0, Z, =r OEBREERT.
#& 3 7°6 Extended Keylength-dependent bias 23MtLo> 2 -2 X V) 587172 bias TH
52 Lmgyhnd. Extended Keylength-dependent bias i3 Keylength-dependent
bias [12] Z4L3& L7281 L\ bias TH 5. Keylength-dependent bias (Z3THR [26]
IRV TERMIT R S 4, SCEk [12) CIEIA G2 bz Z, = —1 @ bias T
BB, L, SCHK[26] TIXL = 16 DA r > 48 D/3T A — X TiF&ZEI
NETZIRNE LT = 16 OFBRE LR L T, HxIFERICE > Tr =
16,32, 48, 64, 80,96, 112 £ T Broadcast RC4 ~DHBIZHRTHHZ LB TR L
7. X110 123 3 @ Extended Keylength-dependent bias D35 {H (Experimental
value) & 3Cik [12] OBGRA A IV TEH L 72 fE== (Theoretical value of [12]) @
77 7 %9, K10 525, Experimental value & Theoretical value of [12] 2K
XRTIRSD NGNS, SCHK[12] T <48 72 ED/NEWVWRT A—H D
BEDODHREEZEZTRY, 72, r=k-1 72O byte 240 K LFE > HH D2
FIBEL TR, O3 [12] OB GRARITERIRE L TEKEZZR LT
WRVY, T DRER AR L, RHDA N FEFER L CTHERIC bias D
I AR T 5.

Zy = —r BAALL TV D & & OWNERIRES K OMRREER 2 it L7-RER, LT
D 3 DO LRI K X 72 bias ZF2 A X M5 Extended Keylength-dependent
bias 2NHZ SN DH T E AR L.

Source Event 1 : S,_[r] =2r A S,[r] = —r
Source Event 2 : f,_; = —r

Source Event 3 : f._1 # —r AS,_1[r] =0
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% & By, By, By OFERIE & ST 2 T

| v | Pe(B) | Pr(Be) [ Pr(Z =1 |E) | PuEs) | Pr(Z =-r|Es) ]

16 | 0.0000196 | 0.0038998 0.0266066 0.0030881 0.0185482
32 | 0.0000186 | 0.0078119 0.0057877 0.0036847 0.0242181
48 | 0.0000169 | 0.0039107 0.0039338 0.0038805 0.0195860
64 | 0.0000160 | 0.0156367 0.0039003 0.0038698 0.0146792
80 | 0.0000154 | 0.0039061 0.0039464 0.0038687 0.0104982
96 | 0.0000147 | 0.0078133 0.0039161 0.0038525 0.0081722
112 | 0.0000143 | 0.0039030 0.0039195 0.0038742 0.0066151
SOl f, IR

LB L, HA NSV b B By, By KT 5. Ei, By 3 SERL
724X R THY, E, i Keylength-dependent bias #7294 X hTH 5.
1=16 & LIZHBBITBT 588 AN FOFEFEAZR 4 1TRT.

Keylength-dependent bias (Z3WT Pr(Z; = -1 | fi—1 = —1) IZLAT® Lemma
ThHxzohs.

Lemma 3. [12] fi 1 = -1 D&t & Z; = | OWERPr(Z; = —1 | i1 = 1) I3,
1 1 1 I 1 N+1-2 1 1+1 1
Nﬂl‘NHN[“N} N Ny

N N
141
- {1 - 1} Pr(So[So[l —1]] = fll)‘| ;

N N

ThbH. ZZTPr(So[Soll —1]] = fi—1) 1¥ 1 <1 < 32D & &3k [12] @ Propo-
sition 4 [IZXVEHE I, [ >32D5H8I1X1/N &7 5.

Z, = —r (r = 16,32,48, 64,80, 96, 112) D=3 LL T Theorem TH % &
ns.

Theorem 9. Pr(Z, = —r) I

—_

PI'(ZT = _T) X Pr-12r- N =+ Pr(ZT =T | fol = _T) : Pr(fol = _T)
—I—PI‘(ZT = —r ‘ Eg) . PI"(Eg)

1_ Pr(f,—1 = —r) — Pr(Ej3)

+ 1 — Pr—12r" N

N

N?
T&)é ::Tpr—l,Qv' = PI‘(S,»_l[T] = 2’[”), PI‘(E3) = Pr(fr_l # —T’AST_l[’I”] =
0).
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0 i=r i 256
S, 2r -
1 Swap(§ _4[i], S -4[i])

0 i=r i 256

S -1 or
Z =S[S[r] +S[ll =S[r] =-r

8: Z, = —r ® Event (Case 1)

Proof. i, =r DL ZHJ1 Z, 1%,

Zr = ST[ST‘ [ZT] + Sr[]r“ = ST[ST [T‘] + ST—l[iT]]
= ST[ST [T] =+ Srfl[ir]] = ST[ST[T] + Srfl[r]]v

TRIND.
ZZT, RO I OD case lICOWTEZRB.

Case 1: S,_1[r] =2r A S;[r] = —r
Case 2: f,_1=—-r
Case 3: fr_1 #—rAS,_1[r] =0

Case 1 3T Z, = —riZ7b A X FTHY, Case 23 Lemma 3 LR L 7=
AR M THDH. Case SITEBRMICHETE S NTA X FTHY, Case 3 ZHERK
T AR FO—FHZOWTITMIATZT LTS, Lo LIS TE TH 720
N H B DT, ERRFEAT open problem &35, LLF, £ case IZDW\T
Pr(Zr = _T) FEMT 5.

Case 1: S,_1[r] =2r AS,[r] = —r

ZDEE, Z, = S.[Ser] + Secalr]] = Sel(=7r) +2r] = S.[r] = —r &30
Pr(Z, = —r)=1&7%25. S [r]iZjickvigshiETdY, Tk ([14] Lo,
Jj >3 DEAIE jidrandom 1255 F 572, S.[r] DELRY T2V ERET
5. ZZ7T, pro1or =Pr(Seoafr] =2r) LEERT D L,

Pr(S,—1[r] =2r AS.[r] = —r) = pr—1.2r - l
’ N
M 8IZZ DA N AR
Case 2: f,_1 =—r
Lemma 3 % | = 16 DA Z, = —r | frog = —1r £V A X2 MIHEIE
LTEZXD. ZDEE, Soq[r] = 0A S [Sp—2[r = 1]] = —r ThHUX, Z, =

Se[Sr[r]+ Sp—1[r]] = Sp[0+ Sp—2[r —1]] = Sp[Sr—2[r—1]] = —r £ 72 5. Lemma
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0 i=r-1 j A 256

S A -
1 Swap(§ -Ai], §--[j])
0 i=r j A 256
S, 0 A -r
l Swap(§ - 4[i], §-4[jl)
0 i=r i A 256
S A 0 -r

Z =S[Slr] +Slill = S[A] =-r

9: Z, = —r ® Event (Case 2,3)

3T fiu1 = L DOFHEIZBNT S, 4[] =0AS[Si2[l —1]] = =1l L7251
YEMEBZLNTWS., ZhE AN L,

Pr(Z, = —r | E3)-Pr(F3) = Pr(fi1=-r)- % + {1 - ]1/'}

i_'_[l_i} 1_iN+T_2 1_i1+r+i
N N N N N

r+1
. %_’_ |:1—]17:| PI‘(S()[So[T—l]]:fr—l)‘H'

BYIZZDANRY baRT. 22T, fro = —r OFRMHERIZONWTHRND. #
Ex#16 L L1-E%, Klz] = K[z mod 16] £ 725, ZNEBETLHEr=16-k
DEZX fri=—riF

frn = k(KD + 4 Kis) ¢ AR D)
= —16-k (mod N),
L2y,
k(K0 4.+ K1) = —16- & — S FAOE =L g,

2
T TR BN ST B AN T 5. k= 1,3,5,7 DAL (K[0]+
L K[15]) BRATE T OO 1@y LR #ERIZ /N ITRS. k=2FBL0
k=6DLEITIX28Y LRDTDMERIZ2/N, k=4DLXITIT48D LD
ToOMERIT A/N IZ BT 25 2 L3 h D, ZOMEIEE 412X > TERMICH

R LTN5.

Case 3: fr_1 #—1AS_1[r] =0

TI0EE, SIS ofr— 1] = —r THIUL, Z, = S, [S,[r] + Se_1[r] = S0 +
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# 5: Case 3 DFMAT X f=2 OB imilE & SEERE

’ T ‘Pr(ZT:fr|E3)‘

16 0.0074864
32 0.0073027
48 0.0071216
64 0.0069428
80 0.0067656
96 0.0065898
112 0.0064148

Sp_olr =1]] = 5, [Sra[r —1]] = —r £ 725, Ko T 9 LRERDA R M &
D bias B L TWD EE X BND. R Pr(Z, = —r|Es) 1% Lemma 3 (23517
% Pr(Si[Si—o[l = 1]] = —l|fi-1 = —1) LRBROFIETEH TS &

1 1

r+1
Pr(z, = —rlBa) = 5 + 1= 5| -PrlSalsulr — 1] = =)

ZZ7T, Pr(So[Solr — 1)) = —r) %

255

Pr(So[So[r — 1] = —r) = Z Pr(So[r — 1] =z A Sp[z] = —r),

z=0
WCEVRET 2. BREIIR S ITRT. R4AOERMEE KT D L, KREREN
HHZERDLND., ZEY, Case IZBWTERBRADOA XY NBFET D
EEZEZOND. RIEROA R hOFERIZRFEIZ DU Tld open ploblem &7 %.
10 12817 % Theoretical value O HIZ 133 4 DEBREEZ H WS
PhkdD,

1
Pr(Z, =—r) = pr_1or- N +Pr(Z, =—r| fro1=—1) -Pr(frc1 = —7)

+Pr(Z, = —r | E3) - Pr(Es)

Pr(fr_l = 77") — PI‘(E3):| . 1

1
+ |:]- —Pr—12r 77 — N

N

ZZTpr_12 1Z Lemma 2 T L72LLFD

Pr(Sy[r] = 2r) (1 - Jwizlzt Prisili = QT) <r — 1>k (1 - Zb)r“,

t=2 k=0

TRODHZENTED.

B 101C Z, = —r (r = 16,32,48,64,80,96,112) ® Theorem 9 |Z L % FRFM{E
DTT 7 &g, FE BRI TORENAES 5. ZIUTHREOHE
DERICEETET TWRNA RS FORERIELEZONDN, A—F—13H->T
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0.004100 T T

T T T T
Experimental value —+—

* Semi-theoretical value ---x---
Theoretical value ---%---
0 XN Theoretical value of [10] ---@---
T 0.004050 [ Random - |
< .
i
N
© 0.004000 | _
£
2
E
<
Qo
2  0.003950 _
o
0.003900 L L 1 L 1 i

round number (r)

10: Z, = —r OFGafE & EHRAH

WHTZ®, EERBLEOBATIZZOEUXTHLTELEE 2D, £, ik [12]
OHEGHAL Y ESEETETCWDL I EDRHBTE S, b, R4 RLEESA
A X2 N OERMEA Theorem 9 DEFHZUTRA L, MEFREZEH L. HHLL
i % Semi-theoretical value &3 5. 10 X 9, Semi-theoretical value |Z &Y
Theorem 9 %I 2 b — b5 2 & CHUBEOWENHERE TE. £4 0%
BB E o 7B A X b DR 725 HMIE open ploblem &3 %.

5.2.5 Optimal Bias Set

3 6 |Z optimal bias set Z7~9". Pp, P3, P, Pug, Psg, Py, Pog, P112 \ZE3L T
1%, RE TR LIZBEF D bias £V H 9072 bias #WBICHWS. 22T, Z, =0
[14] ¢Fx DR L. Z, = r DHEEITS. K112 Z, =0 & Z, =r OFRIE
vt ZOREY Py £TIEZ, =7 D bias MRKEL, FTNLIKE Z, =0 B K&
725728, KR 6 TIEEDOL DT D L HITEIR LTz, Lo T optimal bias set
WX, Z1, ..., Z955 COHRHIE bias D set THD. ZILUIDOWTIHKRE DO EBRIC
£V, EYMEERIET D
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0.003940 T T T T T T

0.003935 |- r 1
0.003930 |- 1
0.003925

0.003920

Probability

0.003915

0.003910 | S

0.003905 - 1

0.003900 L L L L L L
20 40 60 80 100 120

Round number (r)

X 11: Z, =0 & Z, =r O (3 < r < 255)

5.3 Broadcast RC4 [Zx 9 5 X fiZinEER

Tz i3, Je1F & EE LT optimal bias & IV T, Broadcast RC4 (2514 % fifgai
FREAT -T2, FEROFEMILULTO®Y TH 5.

1. T F DK EGONL P 2Ll 5.

2. 22 DT UENIER LT-EBHT P 2L LT 2% M@ Y O 530 A2 A RL
T5.

3. AR L7zRE 5 X D% byte (2 LT, B ERZERL, kb U bEnTwn
%t D% optimal bias set T XOR &7eb D & L, P, = C; @ Z;(optimal
bias set) TV X ZEITT 5.

P ZBEL T, 5.2.1 THRR72 K 91T Zo 1Tk D 541 & bias # V5720, Py
EETLIEDOBIC Zy =010 > TWAD S DA RIR UBERZERT 5.

LR OERE, 256 @0 DOYILITH LT, 26,...,28% @Y OMEBENSAER SN
WG5S L CIT» 72, ) 1212 PP, Ps, Pig DERFE R 2R3, Silihixk
BICHW DK S SCEE, OISR 2R LT\ D, I 2 CRlIhiER & 13 256
BY OFXD D BATED BRI LT ERT DO TH A, 72 & ZITTEED byte
IZRUNT, 256 DTN T, 100 DF-LD 7 —ATE L X EE L TE 1Y
AT E=R1E 0.390625(= 100/256) & 72 5. KLV, Py ok LCix 28 L kD
W5 S0 & R IHER A B Uik, 212 FREE CRIhERMN 11272 5. ZNE T,
[17) TIEQ TREL DN TNWD DR TH 7208, A 8l1Z Ol 5308 & R HEsR D
BIERZ B &0 LTz, [RIRIC Py, Pig (2B L CIERER DRI CIX, 216 LLE LW D
P C b o TSR IIER 2 11T 5720121, 220 BEOR 5 XXHBMLETH 5.
AEE L RO Py IcBT 2R OB Lz, [14] TRENE P ICBL
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T T T T T T
1.000000 |- ]
0.800000 |- i
5 {
ks .'
o 0.600000 ,’, i
n- {
a 1
g /
w 1
o 0.400000 ! i
8 1
5 /
@ -
0.200000 ! EZ rrrrrrr _
o e
: . PP5 """"
o 16
0.000000 Lot oe i . .
5 10 15 20 25 30 35

The number of ciphertexts (2%)

12: Py 23,516 DN 5 30O BB D) iR

T, 224 DL EORE 5308 B DRSS B Ui, 231 TR CROIIMEREN 112
5.

RIS, W5 SCEU TR 2 BB O =R & byte fElZ@B T 5. X 13 1253
$3 224228 232935 DIGA DL D% byte DR % 7~3. Z Z T Random
12, XD byte & guess L7=38 ORISR IE 1/256 = 0.00390625 T 5.
W S A 0T 2 LT U OB as 5L, 232 DL EORF B30T~ T
DI byte THENMER DY 0.5 & E[A1%. ZiLid, optimal bias set 23 =R D
V) bias set THHZ EEEKL, fikil/2 set THDH T LR35, LaLagen
5, 2% F TR S SCRARIR LT, RN 1ITiE2n Ry, 2, 1 &
V) bias & 2 FEIZE N bias DZEN/NI W EBFRE TRIERZ 11T 5729
WIZEDICEL OB IEBRMETH D & THRINS.

14 \ZHEESE T AL 2 D12%F L T optimal bias set 2 XOR L7238 D kTh
ez R Uiz, 2HUE, 2 DOEMICIE LWEIREDN TV BEAEZRIE L
THRIEES »7272®, Random |2, LD byte % guess L7256 OEHERIX
2/256 = 0.0078125 L 72%. ZHIZ LD L 23 OB S CECCRUMERIT 11278 -
7o, ZOGEFEXOEIT—REITITENR N, & byte X2 DFTKY 2 Z &M
T& 5. ¥£72 AL 3 OFEMICK LT optimal bias set 2 XOR L7=% @ Table
1512779, Appendix (& & HIZFEM7ZR I 5 308 & iR ORRE R T 7 7 7 %
B L Tna. Z 2 TES—FEEICH LT, K 13-15 OEEERZ5 570121,
1 CPU core (Intel(R) Core(TM) i7 CPU 920@2.67GHz) TH 1 H2 5. AGFF
i i, 256 FREHDF ST LEREZTT> TN D.

Optimal bias set % HV 7= Broadcast RC4 O SCMAEFERERIZ K D BB L Dk
RO % W 5 SO TR 232 O sample 3003 B, 1-257 byte O
I byte 2 HHEHR 0.9 DL ETHERIT 2 Z LB ARETH D, £, FXDOHEAD
100 byte 35 KL U 257 byte OEFEIZREI T 2 A% 1/256 (or 2/256,3/256) -5 12
TR DS AR 8 IZ/R Y. T random guess (2% L C 5 FELL EDT Ko
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T =T H DI E HRAD 100 byte & 257 byte £ TIZBWTEHME L TW5.
225 L) T 100 byte OF-C%& 4y mtle R THERIFRETH 5.

Lk XY Broadcast RC4 (25 LT, 232 O 53X H UL, 1-257 byte @
K53 DL byte & @ (0.9 LLE) TIRETHZ ENARETH D, Fi2, 1,2
byte H=<° extended keylength-dependent bias 72 & DfESR D&\ bias 1% 224 FLE
@ sample TEMERE THERNT 5 Z ENA[EETH H.
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14: BF 538D P, (1 <r < 257) OXBRLBESR (two candidates)
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15: W5 53080 P, (1 < r < 257) ORISR (three candidates)

5.4 258 byte BLEDEXDELFE

AEITIX 258 byte HUABED X OB M HIELZRET H. #ifiE T
@ optimal bias set W= FiEIEF—A R U — L DHIHID byte DAIZAEL D
bias (2 ER LTHY, r > 258 OO P, OEITITITEHA TE RV, r AKE
VWS byte 218503 2 72 OIZIIEE DOFR;ZTA U % bias (long-term bias) Z |
BAT20ENRHD. & LIS long-term bias X Mantin 12 &> TIRE I
digraph repetition bias (ABSAB bias & bFHIN TV D) [16] THDH. FHx i
Zi,..., 2257 ® optimal bias set & ABSAB bias #flAfirt 5 Z & T Pasg LA
B byte ZZRIRINCE LT D HikE 52 5.

5.4.1 Based Long-term Bias (ABSAB bias) [16]

ABSAB bias I$F—Z U —A®D 2byte HALD T ARV (digraph) D534 D
FEMHORRY D Z &L THY, [FU digraph ENF ¥y 7S TR IS0
ZLIZEALTWS. ¥yv S SIZTABAB S SIEEL, ABCAB 7256 S

C, ABCDAB 725 S13CD DX HITERIND. Fry T SORSEZGEL
7o& &, ABSAB bias (ZEMARITIZLLTOXNTR ST Z L TE 5.

Zo || Zisr = Zryarc || Zrysra for G >0, (2)
ZZT|| X byte DEAETH D, K (2) DEAZAEFRIEL Theorem 10 TH-x HiL 5.

Theorem 10. [16] For small values of G the probability of the pattern ABSAB
in RCY streams where S is a G-word string is (1 + e(=478G)/N /N) . 1/N?,

G DIEN 5725 ABSAB bias Z[RIRFICHM T2, 70O bNLHERN RS
bias % RIRFIZEL Y 2 2 HEIZIELL T O Lemma TR E 5 discrimination % 1|
T 5.
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Lemma 4. [16] Let X and Y be two distributions and suppose that the inde-
pendent events {E;: 1 <i <k } occur with probabilities px (F;) = p; in X and
py (E;) = (1+b;) -p; in Y. Then the discrimination D of the distributions is
>ipi b

Z @ discrimination D 1ZH— bias DFAIE D = p - ¢®> DL I ITHIET .
Mantin IZ bias BB 040 & T 2 X LA R 1 — o Tl 572004
TN E LU ® Lemma TH 2 T\ 5.

Lemma 5. [16] The number of samples that is required for distinguishing two
distributions that have discrimination D with success rate 1 — a (for both di-
rections) is (1/D) - (1 — 2a) - loga1=2.

Z ® Lemma (% Broadcast RC4 O3 LK EEIZ VT, discrimination D
VT NVE Neiphertest D352 HALVTZ & & 1T blas 23 A T2 00 (D3KALT D
AR B 12D T o H ANy (DAL LW AE) I8 By C X DHERD—E
(constant) 12725 Z & &R L TWD. ZDO—EDERE Pryistingush & 2il9 2.

5.4.2 ABSAB bias & optimal bias set Z#&&H & - FRMEH %

Broadcast RC4 O E T K EBEIZRBW T, ABSAB bias lZUA TOHERIZ L -
THFIHENS.

(Cr || Cry1) ® (Cri2+6 || Crista)
=(Pr®Z || Pry1® Zr1) ® (Priy2+c @ Zryotc || Pres+a ® Zrysta)
= (P ®Pryorc ®Zr ® Zrsova || Pry1 ® Prysya ® Zrgp1 @ Zrys1a)(3)

ABSAB bias DA v b T B (2) BT B L X, ERMEF—R b YL
DIFRAPER S, PG XORRA (C || Crgr) ® (Crizya || Crisia) =
(Pr @ Pry2yc || Pry1 @ Pryzic) = (B || Pry1) © (Pryare || Prysrc) M55
ns.

LML, ARL— 74 U— R FETHE, @INKEOLSICG DO
NI DAL AEDOETHHAT 2 Z LIFREETH L. G OERRRD &
&, rZEOICRATZE LTHEMRAITRE LR ->TLES. Hl2IE, (round r and
G =1) & (round r+1 and G = 0) (2T 2 BRAZ B 21258, BRXOLM
TehTh (Pr H Pr+1) D (Pr+3 || Pr+4) & (Pr-i-l || Pr+2) D (Pr+3 H PT+4) 2
X2, ZoX ST LA LGELNRWGE, RieD G D ABSAB
bias ZHEH S THHTE 229, Broadcast RC4 O3 LB 2 3511
WCRATT D ENHEEL 70 5.

T iZ, BERIOFIL byte DFH A W2 BRI DI 1EIZ K- T EERORMEE
g+ 2. Flzix, (round r and G =1) & (round r+ 1 and G = 0) IZB7 5
Bt A B2 %6, b L P, Py BEOPoyo O A FANCHER L Tz &
T5 L, BRADOEMORMEEIIT G &b (Prys || Prya) P L D ICFE CREIC
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b, ZOXITGBRELLZEROBBRAE -T2 & THERMITEE
BT DI ENTREL 2D, DL X, Pi,..., Py i3 optimal bias set 72> 5 #E
W25 & LT, Pysg LABEDYSC P, for » = 258,259, ..., Pyax % ABSAB bias
Ao TRRANE LT D HEEZUTICEZ2 5. 22T, ABSAB bias D737
A—HITGE=0,1,...,Gyax £T 5.

Step 1 HMEHUTDONT Cosg—3-Grraxs C258—2—Garaxs -+ » CPyax 28T, 7=
258, ..., Pyax BEOG =0,...,Gyax DETOMAEDLEIZH LT
(Cr s || Con ) ® (Cor || Cr) DI DDIEE Thgume[r][G] ~H & >
M5, 22T, K (Q2) BT HEE (Croz—c || Cro2-c)®(Cro1 || Cp) =
(Pr—s—g || Preo—c) ® (Pr—1 || Pr) DERALT 5.

Step 2 r=258 %t v b7 5.
Step 3 P, OfEAHEHIT 5.

Step 3.1 G=0,1,...,Guax PETITH LT, BEICHHIL TV D
P 3 Guaxs- oy Preo DMEEZFIA LT Teount[r][G] DD M IE
(P || Pr) DI2DDOBEER Trargelr] DA D v MIIZEBR L T~ —
T 5.

Step 3.2 BEICHEIL T2 Py DIEZFIA LT, Thargelr] 125 P, DI
DDOBAER Tyyess|r] Z1ED. BRI, B2 b7 Py (SRS
% P, DAY MIE Tharge[r] D2 HIREH LT Tyyess[r] I 72 B
T5. Tyuess[r] DH CHROBENEVEZTE LW P & LCHERIT 5.

Stepd r&x A7 VA NT5H. bL, r=Pyax+1 ThHiUI7Tr=aY XA
T35, &5 TRITINE, Step 3~

Trnargelr] 7253 byte 4T 2 & &, N2 — 1O S T2 BEHOR2TH D
ELVMERDSFERBI SN D & ZITIE LWVERHERI SN D . BBol@EfiNT 4 a7
AT D EARET D &, Tharge[r] 72 H OHERITIE LUWMERDE DL DRI
(Prasstingusn)y ~' £72%. Step 3.2 TIE Py 2T Trnargelr] 705 Tyuess[r]
WCEHT 52 LT, ol EMOMEE N2 — 12006 N -1 ~ELLTW5D.
Tyuess[r] 7> & OHER TIE LUMERI DS B 4L 2 MR (Praistingush)™ F L7210,
Tmargelr] 1252556 & T 1/ (Praistingusn) N T < 725, LIeA-T,
Step 3.2 O T — 7 )L Offi/ MBI SR 2 F KL TE TWD Z Enbnd.

5.4.3 Experimental Results

Ferx DTN XLDOEMEZRT IO Poss, - - -, Pag1 (Payrax = 261) 278
LT B EREIT o7, ABSAB bias D37 2 —2 X D OIMAIR T HFEED
il LCGpax =63 &R LI- (ZoL &, D=2"20) LBOEIEIHITX
DG ST 230 5 23 OB b E L L L, WRICFIAT S Py, ..., Py
t Z OIS A5 optimal bias set (candidate one) & FVNCTHER L 7= & 0 % H
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0.400000
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Round number (r)

16: By 530D P, (192 < r < 257) OKERLIEE (one candidate))

W5 BATEEIL 256 [l & L7z & &, Poss, ..., Pt @ﬁ’gi@&%ﬁﬁ%%i@ 91z
AT 22O LT, X 13-15 O FEBAE R A S S5 -012iE, 1 CPU
core (Intel(R) Core(TM) i7 CPU 920@Q2.67GHz) THJ—E /2D 5. e, &
WHRLDIFIETHND Prgg, . .., Pasy DEITEORLENHESRILX 16 (277

BULLERVNZ 21T, B30 23 o L X2, BURBIOTFEIZAWS Py, ..., Py
THEE 1 THEHILTER WV byte BHDICHBED BT, Posg,..., Pogr T2 THEER 1
THEILTETWD. ZHITHEHD bias %%ﬂﬁAbﬁf%UﬁHa‘é LT, B
DIFEIZHN DI byte BHOTNCERLREOFEITZIFIZ < Ro TN D
OLHEMTE S, AEBRTIE Py £ TOETEFEITL T 52, ABSAB bias
IZ long-term bias Th D72, FILED byte DIETCIZIBNT & AR OMER T
BBELTWLEALND. Lo T, Fx DBRMO KT 23 OK 5T P,
(r>258) ZI\FMER 1 THILTDHIENTES.

ZITC, YOS INGZ DT & ED Poygy IEOETTRIIEERIZONTH
%%. Lemmab & D =27280 10, 23 ORI DIUE, W Praistinguish =
1 — 107! T random stream &iBIARETH DH. T DL &, BRoT MR T v
BRI TI D EAET D &, (N — 1) OfE- TG B 1E LU ME 2 i
TX DHHERIT (Prdistmguish)N_l Tz onsd. Lo T, HxOBETITFEXD
(257 + X) bytes BIZFER (Praistinguisn) )~ = (Praistinguisn) ™ VX TH
FTARETHD. 2L xiE, X =20 and X =20 & &, mIERITITNEN
0.99997, 0.97170 1272 5.

41



7% 6: Optimal bias set

r ‘ Strongest bias for Z, | Prob.(Theoretical) ‘ Prob.(Experimental)
1 Z1 =0]Zy =0 (Our) 8. (14271009 278 (14 271036)
9 Zy =0 [17] 8. (1+2°) 28 . (1 4 20:002)
3 Z3 = 131 (Owr) 8. (1 + 278:089) 28 . (1 +28109)
4 Zy=0 [14] 8. (14277381 278 . (14 2-7611)
5-15 Z, =1 (Our) max: 278+ (1 4277699) | max: 278 . (1 +277:33%)
min: 278 (14277718) | min: 278 . (1 4-277-539)
16 Z16 = 240 [12] 28 . (1 4 2-1671) 278 . (1 + 274811
17-31 Z, =r (Our) max: 278 (1 4+27770) | max: 278 . (1 +277576)
min: 278 (14 277892) | min: 278 . (1 4-277-839)
32 Zss =224 (Our) | 278 (1 4 2-5:176) 28 . (1 +275383)
33-47 Z, =0 [14] max: 278 (1 4+27789) | max: 278 . (1 4 277-868)
min: 278+ (14 278049) | min: 278 . (1 4 278:039)
48 Zsg = 208 (Our) 278 (14275051 278 . (1 4 27°938)
49-63 Zy =0 [14] max: 278 (1 4+278070) | max: 278. (1 4 278.046)
min: 278 (14 278222) | min: 278 . (1 4 278:238)
64 Zgy = 192 (Our) 278 . (1 +276:085) 278 (1 4 276-496)
65-79 Z. =0 [14] max: 278 (14 27824) | max: 278 . (1 +278:223)
min: 278 . (14 2783%) | min: 278 . (1 4 278:376)
80 Zso = 176 (Our) | 278 (1 + 2-6574) 278 . (14 277224)
81-95 Z. =0 [14] max: 278+ (14 27847) | max: 278 . (1 +278:39)
min: 278 . (14 278568) | min: 278 . (1 4 278:565)
96 Zog = 160 (Our) | 278 - (1 4 276:970) 278 . (1 + 27911
97-111 Z, =0 [14] max: 25 - (14 2-559) | max: 278 . (1 4 2-857)
min: 278 . (14278738) | min: 278 . (1 +278722)
112 Zi15 = 144 (Our) | 278 (1 + 277-300) 278 . (1 + 28:666)
113-255 Z, =0 [14] max: 275 - (1 + 27579 | max: 278 . (1 + 2-5760)
min: 278 - (1 + 2710042y | pin: 9-8. (1 4 2-10.041)
256 Zas6 # 0 (Our) N/A 278 . (1 —279407)
257 Zss7 = 0 (Our) N/A 278 . (1 4279931
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T IR DOEE (1-257 byte)

= S0k ‘ candidate 1 ‘ candidate 2 ‘ candidate 3 ‘

231 0.78499 0.89455 0.91912
232 0.91469 0.97662 0.98624
233 0.96840 0.99860 0.99947
234 0.98302 1 1
235 0.98925 1 1

7 8: random guess & i L C advantage O & 2 5305

fRHT AL LDOES ‘ candidate 1 ‘ candidate 2 ‘ candidate 3 ‘

100byte 225 225 225

257byte 229 229 228

#£ 9: P (r > 258) DR IR,

’ # of ciphertexts ‘ Pssg ‘ Pssg ‘ Psego ‘ Pogy ‘
230 0.003906 | 0.003906 | 0.000000 | 0.000000
231 0.039062 | 0.007812 | 0.003906 | 0.007812
232 0.386719 | 0.152344 | 0.070312 | 0.027344
233 0.964844 | 0.941406 | 0.921875 | 0.902344
234 1.000000 | 1.000000 | 1.000000 | 1.000000
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55 F&H

AFETIX, Broadcast setting T RC4 Zfif 5 55 Ol 1T ~>72. £, BEmo
bias £V LIV 4 DDH LW bias 2R L, EBROICHHEELZ. 2L T, Hxlx
N5 D bias BFE L2 CE LB I E# 7 bias D set T& % optimal bias
set ZEH L7, WIZ, L7 optimal bias set Z T, ZEERIC I SCifHE LR
R TITV, BRI EE 7R sample 31 (K55 3080 & pliohifes & 3R RS -
Too RERE LT, 22 OB DHECAER SRS X0 ®UE, optimal bias
set ZHWDZ LIZE D, 3 0.5 LL LTI 1-255 byte H D% byte Z1E 0T
& 5. o, FEFIE OV TW RN Zosg & Zosr (ZBE L CREBRINIZKBIZH B2
bias #%H R L7z, TNE I LICHWS Z & T, EXD 1-257 byte 23ME T AREIC
5.

212, 258 byte LA Z R L b LD HIEERE L. D HiET EU-
ROCRYPT2005 T Matin (Z & Y 75 S 4172 Digraph Repetition bias [16] &, &
TR Tz Z1—Zo57 D optimal bias set ZRlAEHE T, BRIIZKD TN b
DTHDH. ZOFEEANDZ LIk, 224 BEDOK SIS 258 byte LA
DEILHRDDZENTED. ZZC, Z® Digraph Repetition bias (X, long
term bias Toh 5728, 258 byte UBEDEEDT X TOYL ARSI HRD 5
TENTED. HIRANTIE, FDD 250 bytes ~ 1000 T bytes D1 234 »
SL72 DG TR SIUVRE 5300 DR 0.97170. THEEAIEETH 5.

PLEX Y, Fx OBWBETIE, ROV 2B DL HEH TE 5 Full Plain-
text Recovery Attack Toh D 722>, BIERRT —F ETHEFRETH L.
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AFHIIZ I T DRI REBEFERO —MITRERFEERA T 4 THEN R 7 —
HPC 7'V v R AT 58 L ONERIEF InTrigger 77 v b 74— L& W TE
L7z, ZZICRLTHEERT.
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17: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 2!® samples (one candi-
date)
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18: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 220 samples (one candi-
date)
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19: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 222 samples (one candi-
date)
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20: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 224 samples (one candi-
date)
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21: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 226 samples (one candi-
date)
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22: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 228 samples (one candi-
date)
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23: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 230 samples (one candi-
date)
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24: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 232 samples (one candi-
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25: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 23° samples (one candi-
date)
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26: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 2!® samples (two candi-
dates)
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27: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 22° samples (two candi-
dates)
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28: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 222 samples (two candi-
dates)
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29: Success probability for P. (1 < r < 257) with 224 samples (two candi-
dates)
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30: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 226 samples (two candi-
dates)
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31: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 228 samples (two candi-
dates)
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32: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 230 samples (two candi-
dates)
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33: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 232 samples (two candi-
dates)
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34: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 234 samples (two candi-
dates)
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35: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 2!8 samples (three

candidates)
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36: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 220

candidates)
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37: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 222 samples (three

candidates)
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38: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 2%

candidates)
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Success Probability
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39: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 226 samples (three

candidates)
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40: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 228

candidates)
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41: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 23° samples (three

candidates)
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42: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 232 samples (three

candidates)
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43: Success probability for P, (1 < r < 257) with 23* samples (three

candidates)
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