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Abstract: Encrypted video identification is an urgent problem in the field of network security and network management. The existing
methods are to match the video transmission fingerprint of encrypted video with the video fingerprint in the video fingerprint database.
The existing research mainly focuses on the study of matching recognition algorithm, but there is no particular research on matching data

sources, nor the analysis of precision and false positive rate in large-scale video fingerprint library. The resulting practicality of existing
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methods cannot be guaranteed. In order to address this problem, this paper firstly analyses the reason why the length of the ciphertext of
the application data unit (ADU) encrypted by TLS drifts relative to the length of the plaintext. For the first time, HTTP head feature and
TLS fragment features are used as fitting features for ADU length restoration, then this paper proposes an accurate fingerprint restoration
method HHTF for the encrypted ADU, and applies HHTF to the encrypted video recognition. A large fingerprint database of 200,000
videos was built based on the simulation of real Facebook videos. Theoretical derivation and calculation demonstrate that the accuracy,
precision and recall rate can reach 100%, and the false positive rate is 0 requiring only one-tenth the number of ADUs of the existing
method. The experimental results in simulating large-scale video fingerprint database are consistent with the theoretical calculations. The
application of the HHTF method makes it possible to recognize encrypted transmitted video in large-scale video fingerprint library scenes,
which is of great practicality and application value.

Key words: encrypted video identification; application data unit; transmission fingerprint; large-scale video fingerprint database;
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Fig.1 Video plaintext fingerprint and transmission fingerprint
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Fig.2 DASH Video Transmission
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Fig.3 ADU Request and Response in HTTP 1.1
Bl 3 HTTPL.1 Bl ADU i 3K 501

AT BB B SCHR SUMAR a1 SC B R WL Sl i S05 WL AR S0% Hf B SCHR SUEAT DL IR, 4 SR DG e
B, AT AR S P 8 TR A 2 TR AT 5 2 W 1 48 S0 R 2 g 5

FETIREE AL AT T3l U3 A STHROGS i S0P R SOUR A 48— B2 SN T WA SCIRR B A A ST 4
LIRNEACVSE

SESC 1. WISCHR S . PRI SCA5 S (5 S0

SEX 2. WISTHREL. WISCHRSUR H AL 4

SE 3. ESCHRSUE . PRI SO A% i S Rl 3 1) 4 S

SEX 4. ESUIREL. FHSCHRSUR H AL 4

SEX 5. ARETREL. WU ADU BN e 6 i, M A B 2 SCH I 15 38 SR B EFR 4L

SE X 6. fZIEFREr. i IR SCAS S A IR SUR RN D 1 {3 4594% a8 S0SE 300 W] SCHR S0 0 AR 4R
SURATIEIE S TR 4L

BUA BRI 7 VAL R S AU S8 I A 07 A 288 54 70 ol K 3 W) S 0 P RV ST B0 28— 2R 7 12
I A R 5 1 BRAT LA I SCAR U, e 1) A AR SRAT AR 38 SO 3K 41 3R S A I 55 i B M 4 1 T A 1
XHREANIT ADU R38R, A2 08 BB SR 1 4 3, 7T AT SR A S W SCHR B0 s 57 — 2807 vk At ELHAE 2 I R T
R S AL, ) IS e TR 5 SR X I 14 A i 00 e 24 i 1 S5 AL 44 ok D[] I R 58 0 £ o i 4% i 80408 ) B — 4>
e S AP K A4 R B 478 TCISS 0 s 5008 £ A2 i R A AT ik 810 000 2 v A S i 0 XA 48 S0 AT i 1) R AL A0
FRA TR ST — U8 A i S 491 1A 40 38, L] MO 5 SCHR B

BT bR RE SO S48 S0 (KR 322 7 3, BIUA TN AR 50 R 26 AR 59573 9P KSR, I B 4 s,



6 Journal of Software #.A+54R

AR AR
fetmira
v B v fe AL
B IEIRSL
WSCIREUE I ARBUE
| | | |
v v
USRS S LIRS IL R R # e Lt b
kA aioyrduton IR AL A SR
B MR
Ca) 6 PR SCHR L 34T BT 1 ) 4 PR 3 SCHR L AT RS

Fig.4 Encrypted video identification method
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Fig. 5 The key research point of this paper
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ARAE S R E R R ARSI SR G AR T TLS 0% S B A 1 3 AR SR B, 3 X AN S AR R
HZE HY TR SR I T vk A8 SR IR R AE BEAT BRI 15 2 HHTF 2 1E77VE 24 91018 7 HHTF J7iA&
& .

2.1 MENABIEETKERESRAERN
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Fig.6  Architecture of the accurate restoration method for encrypted ADU length
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P 6 N HcHis 5o A RS 1 B R VAR

T S E AR S5 A 7 OR 48 B (K A SCEE (5 R R IR L K S B L ADU B SO 3L 75 B4 0t
AbH) ADU B 37 i 5 T 4 R RRAS I SCH8 S0R A 7] (. R AR F 72 (2 B8 ADU KB (10 &2 JiR 5 ik, W S0 i LA
il 9 A2 22 B ADU KB, U St S R, 110 1) 4 (R AT 531 32 D o, 3 S0 v i ARG S0 B 46— R 4
ADU K P8 B A% i (¥ BRF 18] 5T 4R

T T S X I R AT b K B A 8, R B S A B I 1 A B K B R SRR, PR I LA 2 ) 15 3
X ADU KBRS #E S TR I [8] IR RS 6 ADU K B HEAT 2 1E B B ADU 025 B4 1) £ 4K 52 R0 R DGR AIE, 15
YISRIT () [B] AR B3R A7 1 5, 5 o] DUOKS v 52 )5 % ADU W S
2.2 HEE

BT 14 T 2 T AR B S5 8 SO L [ K03 4, AR SCR4E T Facebook (4 42, R A T 41 R (¥ )5 1%,

Bt st B SO S AL AT @ I 6T DASH WAL SIS 1) MPD SCRRARAT, 3R 45 A SCI HERA 15 8. MPD S 2
DASH #H#L8 ADU (70 SC4F, B8 7 AR ADU 15 B LA RS ADU % IE(E B4 DASH #8 x0A& %
RRATR 76 45 YR TS T 46 LA By R SR U1 I, 2 A 2 AR AT L 43 9% 26 1) MPD SCA4 38 i x4 MPD SCRFR I g AT,
FATAT ARG X LA B (RIS ADUD F9 B SCRRAE, B3 ADU (25085 &K B8 . MPD SCHF B2 i 2 A& i,
N T3R8 MPD U A 25 K B s 280 @ i PC PR LI S B NS 7E PC g AT o i) N AR B 78 58 3 28 3% £
% Facebook A [AI LA, H-F 3 P45 A 7] 43 3 2 st mT L@ Hp 1) A AR 2R 3R 453 MPD SCA (¥ BH S, 38 1 6 MPD SC A
BEAT AT, SRS ADU B3R 5 53X 2845 B T LU R M id ADU B g7 it

AATUE IO B 55t T CATE PC b HIVER S35 SC B4 . 52 36 0048 SR 42 0 v P O3 438 FSCA AL, 5 7 52 36 i s o P 2%
A7 25 1), DU AR 5 A7 5O #1082 4 B0 A i, 1 R ] LUK R IE B 3R BALAT ADU AR 3K 25 . bl 388 N R [ BR
H], R K IX AL T SR A ) 144P240P,360P X = Fi A [F] B 20 9% 38 21 1, 20 B 3 6 B 308 345 m) i A AL A0
fe4 ADU % 3 14551 4.

2.3 BANADUMRMS{EIREY

231 TLS MEHEERKERBERFEES T

N# ADU [ £& 44 52 5 00 87 1 BR ST B 30 47 DG B B A i A P8 b4 0T A S, ) D i v ff (L2 7
I AR S B R BRAT N B8 BT A I S G K EZ M Payload S, HHF M RN T 2 Fi5 B3k
¥, Payload S, #HXTHISCKEA T WA%, 00 Payload S, 1% IE B33 B SCK B (04, B -5 WA SCK B DL IR A
BT TLS BMSCIN 2 J5 B0 A% i 1 55 R A B4 1 Ji 81, 36 R HE i IR S A

75 H 1 B AT A SR 72, ADU 1 B0 K B R A1 5 A0 B2 05 FH SCR[ 1914 AL 9 TR i R 2R T
F X R —A HTTP 1 3R 0 mi S S8 057 F 2 30 K 2 FIh — A ADU (19K B2 AH 2 s bRt o 9 3k ik,
WE 3 Fion, N HER ADU F 845 HTTP Phifls TLS Bri. TCP PriltE 3% 5 4 fE iy TCP #di£.TLS N
BRI TCP M UE i, R g 3K TCP L[5 B IP Sk#i45 B, TCP MIE K4 RN 1.8 T 43t
WA R A 7R AK, B O TR EE BT ADU %530 TCP #0410 i 72 o Ok A 143 B AR L.

3 B2 S 44 MPEG-DASH 83 HLS 5% 2% i it 4 408, 405 2 15 F 1) HTTP 32 #0130, BRI b i B 7 s,
N FHJE ADU % % i HTTP B il 3258 56 5 ADU M HTTP Sk #B-& I 5 @i 33 138 F i TLS Pl kb3, 1 S 2 bk
R ARG AT RE S WESE . WS MAC (Message Authentication Codes) 18, Bl J5 IN% oA — R FIHT TLS B BLX
L TLS Bt — A TLS Skl 450, & Bl 2820 . A5 FK {5 B4 (5 80X TLS H BUSCA TCP 14
LRIk
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Fig.7 The process of encapsulating an application data unit to a series of encrypted TCP packets

B 7 R B s f et ey — R AN TCP #d il 72

ME 7 8T LLE L, TCP iR A Hm KEZ 15 ADU B AR K FE DR F7 A6 fm e 1% 28 fm & B 5 3 n 7 HTTP
SLEE S TLS k(5 8. T TLS #r0H HTTP Sk A0 B A 248 s oY) 40 v — 2% TLS | BUS N g4 TLS
JBCRERER 2 N TLS Sk = 2, 5 B B B & 8 n (0 Sk 35 B % F Utk TLS B % H 2 2 ADU &K
FEmAS 1 R R K.

HTTP Sk#5 BAE TLS F B R A BiRl o 4 7 20, W 8 FioR. 28 —Fhig HTTP Skiff 5 a3 Bdm iR £ — 4
TLS H BtH 28 —Fle HTTP Sk g —A> TLS Jr B Bid %t Facebook F1 YouTube HU¥E M4 #7 A&
B, Facebook it 85%HIFE A, YouTube M4 i RE A 212 R 8 (1) TLS Fr BR ¥ 4045 2 s 43 A 1. 1K 2 B
PRSI 5 245 BB HTTP Sk A5 22 b R 25 2% B4 7= AR 10, 17 A A0 4% i IAE 5 w135 R 10, 3K 75 3 B0k 22 o
DX [ B AN — T T B BIA 1 HTTP Sk /e v — AN S ) TLS A B, i HX A F B FE (443 A B AT 9 2
[ X 1156 [, 4 Facebook ¥ & 1X 4~ TLS A Bi & & 45 43 4ii £ [400Byte, 700Byte] 4. &l 8 (1) TLS F Be & s o0 A 77
31 SehRr g EAR A AR SO S O R T S e e AR 2.2 TRER SR E D, R 12% 1% IR B T
T T ) AE SR BTN F AR B A 1 RS 2 /IR 22, DR bt SR A X B AN R e AR S VR 1 3E
.

TLSH BB H7RL

e

HTTPSKER TLS H ERMIE 72

Fig.8 Position of HTTP header in TLS fragmentation.
K8 HTTP kL TLS Jy B i hr B

232 4HEELRE
ADU K A i 5 5 A0 S B 0 78 T4 a3 e TS Jim 28 H 0 45 41K B D 7% 1 D8 28 00 N 00 R AT 38 438 A
Sk =AM Payload S, HTTPhead L NrisiX = /MAEH)BARE LI 9 Fias:
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HTTPhead LJ9f&4i—1~ADU 1 N%5 4L Ny s NAE T —~ADU N
Pk, T AEHHTTP I SRS B BEHITLS Fr BN 3L
FITLS F BER K

" e

Payload _S.N—/>ADU N AR5 Ja 1 B0 K

Fig. 9 The meaning of the three features
B9 = ANMRRAEAE 85

Payload_S. FFAE I3 77 325 5K FH 10 2 S8 A0L T SCHR[27] 90 1 77 35 K 70 AR 2 J2 3R 15 16 B2 FH 2 8 der 2 R Dy
Payload_S..

Xt HTTPhead L Tl Nrps FFAEFIIEEUE LKL 7 FE] 8 Fros 1 R B AR 5. R 9 48 55 R ADU BA SC R B0 K
DAZRAE BB R FE i 25 HTTP SkEF B8 K FE A TLS Sk R0 K B2 R bk HTTP Sk Xt B 1 2% LK,
PLK TLS A BN S0 48 o 25 BRI AR B8 SCHR[29], TLS A BRI B 5 KA 16K B, i E TLS A BokiffE B, e
K KT TCP B s KK E MSS (Maximum Segment Size) K 1t TLS Fr B 28 4> E4E 4T TCP %L
P % LI HAEPRAS TLS 7 BUAS Ak, 730 )& TP A TLS F B $d & & i— > TCP $udl Ok %
SCHERI Nppg 3t 75 ZEHEAT I AR AR, ] 10 B, B — A S H 280 s A TCP s G E B pf s h | sk
[ TLS Fr BL, A RE3 2% B2 TLS A BEA4L

TCPHIE B FHITLSH

z o
1 a1 2 2 ||t 2 313 3 41 4 4
TLS KER @

N
1 2 3 4

Fig. 10 Combining TLS fragmentation from TCP packets
Bl 10 A TCP #4445 i TLS J7 B

TLS F BN M TCP 1 1P B4 k5 3, F 22456 TLS k&35 S RIAEITE 2 4E TLS Fr B i)kt
BT L% ¥ TLSPlaintext 4514 1, 8% T 1% TLS Fr B B AS 2,0 2845 2 IR AN 200 25 1. R it v] LAAE BT TCP £ 4
AL ) TLS B BELE B AR 2G4 TLS B BUW KBS B, RIS TCP 4 (1 sL bR K B 15 2.4 TCP
Bl 4 e IR B TLS A B AT ZE & TLS A BO KA K TLS B BUARSE B S0 i 458, o R
H—A TLS A BLKFETE 400B 3 700B 2 [A],1X > TLS J BUAL & 50 & HTTP Bl 13k 3845 20K K R I
N HTTPhead L3t % F 1) TLS F BOF 5L A BEIIAN LR T Ny

HHEAS ADU 433 0% 4% 4 J5 15 2] BN 3 BB 32 B Payload S, HTTPhead L1 NrisiXk = MEE, &2
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RUGTIX 28 ADU 16 B SCAR L, 3R A T IR B2 AT 42
233 FHEERBPEZFHRM KGO M

2.3.2 45 HA IR R AR A B B PR)  AS J FER R 77 vk T 42 A1 R R 645 B ADU 1) A Hicdi A, R AR SCHR[19] BA 2.
AR FEA R T B 3 Bs 1564 SR 3 (H 2 75 A 32 SEBR 1AL S 2 i Se PR i il R AR R 2. E R ILTE -

(D HRfEHnRTEER. BE. SLFPMILE;

(2) HHfs R 8 1 I W] R R TSR 4R R G0 I 1k R HH IR SR R I A

(3) & i IR %548 K% 1) ADU [T 15, 7] 68 BT 0 450K G 1 B AL Hh I 28 1 A6 9, 58 5 2% 7 i 28
TSR TCP #E4:, I I H B4 1 3K, o T 5 2% IS sl AR AN B LA T A A, X 230 1 A ADU #4080 T ES
H 14 TCP #E#:8#% £ 4> TCP ##;

(4) 2R A5y P28 1@ B3 0 548 7E V) 4 ik 2 UL 22 2 1) ADU

(5) APIERBOLRE I FS. PO S ERE S B0 SR 2Rt

TE R N 25 1)1 56 R 3 I B 7 100 7% S 66 08 40 1R 31 5 gk — 2 AR B Pl T 38 43 AR 4T 1 A e e R
I BT R R A BR, LA R 3 3 4 s T Ak B P 25 B i 1) T AR S, B AN TE A S I

TG T ) 4 A B (1 52 % 1 3 BRI AR A R R D SR B A A B A, 0 SR B R AR X B A T R T
VR AL AR B0 A SCHR B = AR AR 19 4 SCTE 090 Ak B 72 Hh 78 2325 58 T W 45 4% B 5 2 M A SR I ) R X 2
HHTF feks it 5 B SO B i BR324
2.4 EIERPELER

FRHE 1 7 45 I TLS fE 401 B IR 2, 1H 5 ADU KBRS i 2 IR H ADU_R A R :

ADU _R = Payload _S, — HTTPhead _L— N, x 0 (5)

ADU_R Jy¥ I 8y B 5 1 5 3-8 K B2, 0 N s vh > TLS Fr Bl 45 B i B2 0 i BE 5 m
R AR R ) TLS PSR A LR 88 0 A ¢, R HE B B 0, 6T AN (R TLS B0 3R A B 8 22 41 55 42 I
FRAE 5 HEAT AL AL A 19 31 018

HRIE 2.3 FTHIHFAESREN 7, % Facebook FEA[K ADU A% fi £ 4% 42 BURRAE, 358 F 75 41 75 04T B Wl Se K
bR, HEAT BRI £ S [B] A B 7Ry

ADU _R = Payload _S, — HTTPhead _L— N, ;%29 (6)

Bl Facebook ¥4l & f5 6=29,1 W] Facebook X #LAEHi#E4T TLS M wS, &4~ TLS N v B3gm 29
FAT R RS R

WECHEREE A S BRI 127394 ADU £ e 80 A X (6)THE T ADU_R FIBE LIRSl ADU_F LL#,12739
AN S5 RN B ORI s AW A i A BRIV HHTFE 5 145 3 048 16 8 2 — AN e M 28 2, 1T A 2 B L AR =,
BT HHTF J7 18 1E )G 8 B R85 K 4 T 81 SCK B HHTF 1T LU HE S R ADU K.

HHTF 7] DURS v IR B B SR R PN 1D A AL R AR 25 I 7 1) B A J S HE S 1) Rp AR I B 45 1
FrA KRR E: 2) DETCEIRTE HTTP Sk #8025 K R ks B 1015 5L, B AR & B 7 i TLS B o
fi 1 PR AR Z 55, WA S 5.

BiG EULZE TLS Wh b i R4 3E 78t 2 5 i 004 K B R A0 ST o Mt 0 v D B0, et B AL A 4 ke i,
FRAT A SC A B A TR A0 1), — R 0% A6 R R ARV A 7R TLS SR R 45 A 5% S 45 78 1) A3, 4% SC [ ik 7
AR AP R B, TLS 1.0 24 $ s 38 76, iy B 76 536 1 A 1) TLS 1.2 A& 4,%: 1 %) YouTube A1 Facebook %/ 1 4 #r
VA AT 7E AL S A0 A A ) R A TR T, DR I AR SR IO R A AE 6T TLS 1.2 0 5 4% fan AL 40 2 48 2 1%, ] DAAS 2|
ADU KR i 5 SR (A

HHTF 75922 Fir ABE =1 B HE i 52 )5 ADU (R 8088 4 B % U RHE I3 IS FE 7 HTTP Sk#BA TLS Fr Bix
PR JCBE PR 25 T T MR AR IR 551 & R0 £ iy 7 75 T 0 i FL 0@ i
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2.5 HHTF/AARIE R M

% T Facebook IR AT A BL, FATFI MK T YouTube DASH #40 H BX, 1T YouTube ERIME W AE H QUIC
T SAE S LA, CE 2 N 4% rh 28 _E 56 B UDP 703 1) 443 3% 115, YouTube # V% & 48 HTTPS. H R AL T ERE T
DR 2. YouTube &> ADU [l AN Ko 10 B0, A SCRET 376 A F BLIE S te 80 M & T 5t B SCH
SUE, FFEHEAT T A BI85 BRI BB 5 0 30(6) — FE AT A 2K (6) % 1% f i SCE AT 12 18, T3 5 B SCHR 4L
8,376 NH BB IES RS W SCHESUE MK JE 52 W& T 4L S e 808 nl UE IR 21 5 W S SORS HEL L.
AT AT R REIE FH YouTube ¥4 ADU 14448 S0 3T .

B4R, %F YouTube (¥ 525 FE A 43 1 45 S & B, YouTube FEAR S ERFFA B 8 A1 TLS F BL S o0 A 2, st =2
HHTF J5 %56 4 7] LL&EH T YouTube M45 ADU. H1 T Netflix 75 B 2430 # 5h B2\ (V5% ) 283 4 RS 3% e, A< S0 % Ag
AR HEAT IR AE 2 M B ALATIR 55 2% °F & (1178 55 1 75 Facebook 1 YouTube f{IJUR45 Jt £ 4 m LA BH
HHTF 777 1)3& FH v

RSB HHE REM A 7 =2 Note5. AWM E 5. =2 s5 M= s6 edge WK FHL LA 4 MIHRTF
Bl I, Facebook APP il TLS1.2 ¥riX B #Fik T % E£4 “ TLS_ECDHE_ECDSA_WITH_AES_ 128 GCM_
SHA256 (0xC02B) ” , M YouTube [f] APP f#f JI TLS12 W W # & H 7 W &% &
“TLS_ECDHE RSA WITH_AES 128 GCM_SHA256 (0xCO2F)” . B4R hnss B E A [|) A8 2 A J7 v 4038 .

FHU AT 0L HHTF J5VEAYIE AN [ SRR A3 3 25 P el %o 4% 20 24 v tH A5 380 ) 1A 33 R 1

3 RBUBASCIRGUEE I ELSIR A

3.1 KRBEBAIELENAE

9T VEAS HHTF J7 92 I 0 26k 5, a0 2000 32 K28 (1) A0 AT 48 80 J2E AW ATA R 80 J2E R A7 i T AT ) ADU K B2 I 3
T O, 1 e {5 B A4 3 T LA FR L.

BT 3k13 Facebook LS K BN AT TR S0 1E LA 2% A4 ™ M AR B, AR SCHE T G0 1 2% 1) B AR TR B 3 K 2
FEAOREATAR SO, R B A B G ST PE R AR R TEAE AR B R KGO0 T, 7T LANEE A Ge i 2= 4k i ik 5
K, B8 b o] LA K 2 Facebook LATITE S0 .

1 2 T EARAT AL AT A AT ADU 43 Aii 8 T B MREAR G 1 B HERA HEWT HH B AR G v 5, B AR 19 3 00 20
A L AR G A B SR T BLSE K Facebook MU 277 AN MR MR AR AL, KE . K. 5%
LR FRIE, TR A EUR KN 98 AS.65 A~.30 4> 42 /N FI 42 A AL ) 36 735 BT 4 A3 45 [ 1 min,2min] -
[2min,5min]+ [5min,15min]. [15min,120min] 4 >4 B2 X [].277 AR ADU Bl B 3554 77802 4. [H]
It SR AR T 17 50K S AT 1) 35 S s 5 DAE AT AR S 56 B 11 /23X 77802 A ADU KB A% 26 % FE 1Ry
% (Probability density function,PDF) .
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Fig.11 PDF of Facebook ADU length
Kl 11 Facebook FEAMLARN ADU K BEME % %

ot T AR AT 0 AR SR 5,277 A FRATHRA A% 1) i S0P S8 3 AN 5. B AR AT 16119 2l Facebook (1 s AALAT 1 B
K BE AT (H R BRI 277 M5 T 77802 ANAATUR B, B A AT F B IR AR 25 8 2 05 K, i AREAR 1)
A3 38T SR B 404 R ERATT AT AL T &1 11 s 77802 A ADU K PDF #4 8 — AN ) K B AR 43 4 40 2.

KA SUE IR R A R =35 (1D ESSRER 277 MU (20 LAAEAS B ST A 36 Al 43 il AR L
200 MESALAFI L T 55400 ANBLRLALAR . 3 L6 A5 )R AT FH B SEAL AT ADU /N 4—#F,ADU K& BEAL 7> A5 7E
FoX B ) B A ADU KB [0.9, LARFIX A1 s (3) BEAF=AE T 150000 A HLAR, X L A A AT ADU A% B
LA AR AE[30, 930136 I N, ADU KEEHZ IR 11 o MR 2% B8 oR 4™ A8 e 24 77 AR AR L AR AU v 57 205677
A AH,87523677 A~ ADU,F #4844 426 > ADU,ADU K fE¥{E Jy 70KB.

R AR PR A = A (D) RIER SR E S EH Y () A& THREZ 5 JALMWMIRL
A A AT )RR AR S0, TR G RT DA DAAS: 56 2 75 2 44 48 SUR T (R AL ATV I, 7R B0CR 7 Z 1% oL R AT s (3D
MR ADU K 2 4% JE L SE WA ADU K JEE TR R 38 85 55 o 007 A=, DR L 8 /N SRR AHE S0 1Y) ADU K B2 3 AT
5 HL521f) Facebook FLAT & — 1.

2 SC AR ) VE L 7730 2 2 AU ADU K FERUIT JEAT I AR S FE 1) ADU KB4 A 2 T 4l 3 g
JR PRI B AR S0, 58 4 0] LU T %o A ST 1 Bk AT 30 IE
3.2 ADULECHE A SILEHEE

A ADU 2 K B AL AT S0 FEAR I 3, 2 04T 0 25 MR AR S0l (1) Aty AR 1 &5 MO HHTF 73k B2 A F 54
ADU UG 77 vE A UG HC AR 2,9 25 1 XF L) Reed 7 v 8 FH 5 114 UG FC 5756 F0 T e A 2.
3.2.1 HHTF 53RN A F &4 ADU ILEL B AR H TRt %

WRIEES 2 RIS H G5 & BRI N2 ADUHHTF FiEA 2K EERE ADU R 5 ADU B XCHIKE
ADU_F & — B0, BUIRA51 2 1 78 1448 &, i DATE TR 50 I 1R 7V /2 ADU_R %6 T ADU_F #.2 J9ULTRE.

/G Fic Ak 28 e 5 UG i 45 SR AR A 0 1, VE O 28 5 35038 K /N B IR O R, R 3.1 R R K2 4R
SUEREAT 53 h7.

HHTF 77353718 1F a5 158 20 1 e 1R B 18 B R 15 3K FE R x, S5 4 AT R WSO gl K FE R IF
8 x VLR, S 14 4 MHE=RIC A P@), ) HHTF HiEE1E G KA S 4 MERICA:

P(4) =" fx)dx (7
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AR fo) B 11 T RER R el A c2 2 VLRSI B 4,08 HHTF J5 V45 1R 45 3 (12 i
PEAZ BT LA Py (A) = f(x) 9 T AL THE fx) AT B ADU K FEIE x, £ B AR AIRER £ (x,) RAL S A3 21
Parrr (A) = (%) -

AR 3.1 AL D4R SUE R @ ST PR B f(x) =7.9x10° 80 B, (4) 2 7.9x107°.

3.2.2 Reed AN AT &4 ADU ILELE AR HITE %

AT o 2 AR R 1) 4 S 32 BE Gy s 7R AL 2 B9 (R e T b, DR 0 T 2R T A 48 3o Ak )
TORN 2 B IS0 2% F5 B0 K B AN B 3 5 B30I A SR 1Dl SR TG 2 DL U 7 Y 381 JEC 5 ) 2485 R FR AR A I R
A X 3 ] BB H Rk U 2 IR SCR[20-231, 38 5 SCER[20]45 AR ST 7 v — BR800 2 BA SCHR GUEE L FE HEAT IT
e i o £ i 2 SCFE SO TS 1E . SCHR[2 1R R T [20]1 2 7, BAR A FR 808 IE (2 2 ) S Ly R UL S ¥ B, SC ik
[22]00 B A F 22 T SCRR[20-2 1] 11 7 R 2 55, TR AR SC 5 SCRR[2018E 47 X B 434, LA TR o4 B SC k[ 20119
F B HATAE IE JE VCEL I /5 15 FR A Reed 5.

5 HHTF 5t EC i Reed 753 o, SCHR[201 3 9% A 5 A ADU UG B2 #7735 B2 UL B 40 #r, 3 T SCR 201 115
IEFR BN A ADU 37 TIEIE,FR 45 1 T 1B B4 RN T 54 ADU IULEC ) 4 7.

SCHR[201 4R H T BB F B S AR e SOV BC W SCHR Sl 7 AR 22 (1 JE IR . HTTP Sk3x 45 ADU
WK Z) 520 A3 TLS SkEBXH AR ADU A1 HTTP k320 A 381K £ 0.18% 038 4. SC Rk [20]7E VT B i 41
o} I P A 22 5 AR TR SO AT T I B IE:

_ Total _ Received

Min —(30x525 8
1.0019 ( ) ®

Max = Total _Received _(30x515) ©)
1.0017

Reed 77742 3RE SR F] 30 4~ ADU A B AT WA IT L, 5 bk Min A1 Max /& ¥8 7% 4% 30 A~ ADU (&g
Ui E IR AT AEE 30 > ADU AR, F U Reed J7iH % B4 ADU K B EA X y:

ADU _R = Payload _S,/ p—q (10)

AR10)F,p A TLS SkEBBE A FTT S H,q 8 HTTP kIR 0103757 25, SRR [20]F p=1.0018,4=520.

R AR S B 45 /& Facebook i, 7 SCHR[20]72 &1 Xt Netflix - & #I, A& S 568 2.2 %5 ## Facebook
WA £ AT T E A A%, — 35 14551 4 ADU, Hirfr 70% I 25 5 30% M i &, B B S BN
p=1.003676129,4=589.48.

ADU _R = Payload _S, /1.003676129 —589.48 (11)

FIRAAKRAD)TEREARN ADU R FAEA A RSO IR ZE x=ADU _F—ADU _RINGENILE R, 5K EN
YIMERN 0,777 1901.87 friE % 43.61; MR LE v R ZEMIIME 0.588, 75 % 1799.17, bt % 42.42, 77 W45 i%
28 AR % 22 AR e T, DR MR AR A 2 AT AT ).

Bl 12 AFEATER 2 PDF,Af UL B Reed J5 VA& IF Ja 5k 22 2 B 40 A 7E-100 747 £ 100 772 [H].
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Fig.12 PDF of the ADU Length Residual with Reed method
Kl 12 Reed J7 ik IEJ5 ADU KBS 2] PDF

BBl 12 AT W, Reed %3R3 095 ADU K FERR 2 4 Aii v UM BB 73 A5, 2 R¥MHE, o NinifE % i
YE: X~N( &, o), 0] fd B I SR8 7K 22 1 3 (B K 0 Al iy T8 4R 7 22 10 34 8, P DI R SR k22 P A v 22 K AR il 18
PRBR 22 I AR HE 22,00 X~N(0, 43.61%), 5% ZE 15 IE 51 3 £5 b v 22 Y Bl 3 IR P{ -3 o <x{ u+3 0} = 0.997, Bl 5%
ZELE[-130,130] X ] Y AT HE 2 99.7%.

FIAH AR DREAT K BB IE J5 BT A ADU IGHEL, & %1 Payload_S., i+ 53 %] ADU R, XA~ ADU [ #
K E ADU_F {E[ADU_R-130, ADU_R+130]IX [l N IIHEZE . 99.7%, & SUZIX 2N Reed /5 3% HIVLEL X 1]
[c1,c2]f# F Reed 75 V%5 #E47 554y ADU ULHE J7 200,385 3k 5 ¥ 50 o G e X, DG fc B 48 S0 o i BR K FE AL
VCHE X 18] Y ) ADU N5 Z ILEE ) ADU, SR R ADU B SCHE 80K JE 78 VG R X 18] P B9 26 A2 99.7%.

Reed J7iEMIUCTL X (8] N[cl,c2] ,FEUCHCL X [l WA R W SCHR QUK E M EE IR ESF A HBER

P(A) = [ £ () fi) 9 110 ADU 8% 36 1 56 e o A0 -0, T AR D R D P A6 e g 5y —

4 HZL, x, N ADU KB 7 3, B A A P, (D) = f(x,) % (c2—cl) ,U# A Reed J7 23t 4712 I Ji5 UL L A

Prs(AD) = f(5) % (2~ ) = f(x,)% 261 (12)

Horp ¢2-c1=261 2 IEZ& 70 A R v T DL X 8] A L B 13 D9t 507 iR S AL
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Fig.13 Schematic diagram of matching probability calculation

Bl 13 DLECHER fi b o S = A
AR 3.1 PRl A I R A SRR R i 28 P DS Py, (A) = f(x,) x 261=2.062 x 107 .

3.3 MEMSIRR %

s AL 45 S0 AN LR ADU K 3 K 3% 28 ADU %8 1 56 J5 I 4 BRI, IR 51 2 6 45 UL BE (9 ADU
KA IEAH 5 48 S0 2 HH 1 BA ST B 42 PP {3 ) 3.2 19 (R VG e VR 3R AT VT G, an SR A SE B2 &k X ADU UL EC R Th
AR AR T i AT, B A TRR IR IR 3 B RN ke BRUTHEE AF — VRV ot A2, 18 1 B STHG 0% i — AN 300
PHCHRECH 7 A~ ADU LI B NS L e 80&H @ A ADU, AL ADU K4 HHTF Aikei#
Reed JTEE RGN x,..x, R k(k<i F+H & <j)/M&ES: ADU ILFEC I J7 vk ILHD, B a0 5 i AN s f& % ADU H
B kA~ ADU R SCIREUN kA~ ADU & 2RI 3T B, 0 >4 56 5 7 MUAR I & BRUTHC. hn 2 30l i1 & B
VG, RS k 75 ZEARAE VI-Aik i s 7 R G802 S it T i

& LHAT E N ADU AN$C)y j I BA SCHR S0 ADU NCH 1% SCAR TR 80 k BRUC TS 5L, T F4 E M3
P(E)H

P(EY=(i—k+1)x(j—k+1)x P(A), (13)

AXA3)F PA) ISR QK EAE LA x ILRCFHAF A R,

fe BEULIC A0 s MR Tl 7 ik, UG O 45 SR SR e A7 (R 1R 22, 1% 07 1% L BEAE KT K 48 SU% 37 5t v S i 40 20
XRS5 TR bR AT 4 T VP AL, SR 5 ARGE VP B 78 & B HIUEL, R AT FR Al B 2R 0 T 4 RE I HY 31 S
B
3.4 MEBEMSRA AT A ERRER TR

FE IR AR ) S0 DAl v £ P A 2 2 v R e o {1 3 AT DA DAY B30 A0 A 280k £ SI2 s %2
TR e K 0 SR TR ) 5 SRR HE TR (ELR & B R R 7 ZOR B SR B WE R AL ADU BiE £, SEFr b R 4R
B9 2 2 B B AT RENE /N, D5 ik (K AT R A 22 i AR N AR 55 T 2k B DTG 7 R L I A2 HE R R A v
AR R A X DA AR B R/ k.

SCHR BUEE T, 2 1 AR X B S8 E Ty 2 A R,
B SRS A ¢ AU, — AN DL S I 2 AR B SCHR SO N ¢ MEARIL FE I FE A s(s= 1) ISC
MG S0 ke BEUL G 2, WS4 E R ] AR N :
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P(E) =§ (14)

HARAB RN AR PE) == =k +1)x(f—k +1)x P(4) (15)
FeFP(A) Yy ADU K JE 188 00 A 2 UG BT P F0 4055, B2 45 UL 10059 4 W S 46 80— 5 € W) SC R G0 o,

le,JH:P(E)k%.

W A= DTN g e L L B SR AT S T T ELA SR FURE R B
TP+TN + FP+ FN
LU, TP= 15 SEATRHEICHR 110 1-s NPT TN, AR AR 20 2%, 19 51
_ TP+ TN _1+(t—s)_ l_ _ 1_ . . X
T i S = T PE) =T (kDX (k4 D)X P(A) (16)

R P=% A s A SO SRS UG IR K BYUCHE T, TP+ FP=s, {0\ 25 1k %6 /A 34, 72

ESR
po TP 1 Vi 1 1 k an
TP+FP s s/t txP(E) tx(i—k+1)x(j—k+1)xP(4)
#a%, R-——1L
TP+ FN

74 AT DUARAE AL ADU 9 UG 15 A% 25 4 5 1

Reed 7512 1 — AN UG FC R0AT0RT L AH 6 7 [ BA S Hg SO DT BL S, A7 VT e ADU R Xof 2 B S48 450 UG i 1) A
AT 99.7%,k AN FEELE ADU FIE AT S HA ST HE SUAR VT IR AR A2 0.997% 0] k B ADU R RE 58 4 FIB AT B 1)
B SCHR SR T HE SR A2 1-0.997% i > ADU WA (i-k+ DA ESE k Br ADU X% k Br ADU FUE AT TAR X S BH

SCHRGUHR AN UL IC FIRE 2 (1-0.997%) 0 Rl — NS A i 4> ADULRIE XS R B SCHR SO AT BA b BRIT

FEAIMEZR A 1 (1-0.997%)+D B fi] Reed LM &R N R,,,, =1-(1-0.9975) D 2 kN i bk KIRZ

BT T R peeq TEI 1, 0502 40 S 45 DL EE ML AR B9 ADU # B 8% A8 2 HRAE 8/ (AR ADU 2 IUIE, ) 75 45
i 1.

W RAE FH HHTF J7 3250 s B it 47 2 B AS 2 Ry = 1-(1=159)0F D =1,

3R 5 H |] 0L, 4# ] Reed J5 VA8 i ADU K 48405 i 4 R 82000 1,48 Fl HHTF J5i5 8 5 ADU K JE 8 4L
EEERET 1LREEEREN AKX, E2 TP+FN=TP,I FN=0.

fFHZ: FPR,,,, =%,?ﬂ s BN TE I VLEC ) B ST, R A 1 A2 IR DL B, He R s-1

NN FPED FP=s-1; [FFEFE NI SCHSUERIFTA ¢ MU, R 1 A2 B IER ISR TP=1,8 1 7 4
ROLHEFH FN=0,18 TP+FP+FN+IN=t,F L\ FP+TN=t-1 AC N A 2 2 30,75 3
FP s-1
FP+TN (-1’
KA B rp RS H 3 i KT 1,8 B 2R AT LR LN -

FP RReed =

FPRRMzT_:;—;:P(E)—%:(i—k+1)><(j—k+1)><P(A)"—%, (18)
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W Py (A) = 7.9%107°, P, (A) = £(x,)x261=2.062x 107 f& N 2 3 (16)— 2 28 (18), I K¢ M 38 75 20 v

=205677,i=280,/=426 fAN, 5 A{EH 2 MMiES: ADU ILRE (k=2) ,3 ANEELE ADU L (k=3) Al i HAR B E X
PIRIICHC K B R, 40 A4# F HHTF J7¥5F0 Reed J7 728 1E ADU KB Ja 76 K 28 38 40 22 31 AT 400401 UG e Ay B2 9 25
R 1 Fiow.

Table 1 Theoretical comparison of continuous ADUs matching results

%= 1 %4 ADU VLA 45 538 He i

KERGUE IETT k e 3 AR AR EAEES

HHTF 2 99.9997% 65.70% 100% 2.54x107°
3 100% 100% 100% 0%

Reed 2 49.58% 9.64 x 107¢ 100% 50.41%
3 99.89% 0.47% 100% 0.10%

R 1 7] W6 HHTF J7¥:4&1E ADU K 5 BT RUBHR 3, K 75 28 3 AN 4: ADU 37T BUIA BIHERR 2K
BHER ., BEFN 100%,BFHF RN 0.

3.5 fEALSIR A 75 A TE K BUAR e 50 BE b B9 S5 SR A0 73 A
T RRAUERR 1 PR PPAG B A0 IR0 kS e R O RO SO b AT T VRS IR, 0 B 2 AN 3
ANESE ADU ULRC, A3 1 277 AN FSAAE — + 77 FOoREaUl i 507 b UL RC ) 25 SRR Hon 2k 2:

Table 2 Results from continuous ADU matching experiments in a large simulated fingerprint database

2 OKMBRSUE S ADU VLIS 2 45

KERIUE LTI k TP FP FN TN

HHTF 2 277 2404 0 56969848
3 277 0 0 56972252

Reed 2 277 18157668 0 38814584
3 277 1407324 0 55564928

KR 2 FiRONHER AR . BHER . ERRAMEM K A X)—2a K (4), 7T LIS EIEE 3 LB R

Table 3 Results of continuous ADU matching experiments in a large simulated fingerprint database

3 OKBBAESUE PIES: ADU UL RS 86 45 2R

KERLEUE IETT k e 3 AR AR EAEES
HHTF 2 99.9958% 10.33% 100% 422x107°
3 100% 100% 100% 0%
Reed 2 68.1291% 1.53 x 1075 100% 31.87%
3 97.5298% 0.0197% 100% 2.47%

XL 1 ORISR 3 145 S mT UL, B 43 AT 45 JRILE K BEREHILTE SURE AP 19 Sl 45 SR AR #2001 4 22 i DA R 2R
WA T REAGE T ADU K J S5 14 DT R =, i i h 4 FH 192 ADU K B3 1) B8 2 IUC.
Xof S5 48 AT HE— 2 BB, AT E HHTF A& 1E 5 193 21 K U35 408 b 380 47 in 28 A4 5595
I 2.
(D W f#H 2 MES: ADU BT ILECIRTS A3 Reed 7 VEHAR HHTF ik s, H 3 MES:
ADU JE 4T VLD J5 vH A 2 A0 45 v, 3 AR {8 HATF J7 VR AE 0 R JE H 3800 100%, 3% 36 BH 7 A 3R 38 A 78 K $0 308 &
R A A AN TR M 1% 8 b X A 8] SR 1 X 9y FE AN 45
(2) e, AUERIEFR 2 JIR K, Bk A8 B HHTF J7 3 B8 #E 2% & T8 F Reed 753,18 A 3 A4k
ADU LR J& HHTF J53% 8 R 100%, 518 Reed 77225 i A ARAR, X &2 B N 7E K B 46 40 % b f ) Reed
%GR3 BB FP BEBIIE T KT HHTF J792%,1X S 8008 H Reed 77 125 A A A0 DU e 78 K 0 $0c s 2 vp 2 M % 22 PR i
ALK TR A S0 Hp 2 v R — AN AT X 5 B R .
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(3) BAZ. WM FENE AR MRS, IX U A 4 SR hn o 18 0F & 3 A IR 0 B R U IR X 40 B, I
B SCHR KB DA A 24 VP4l FiE bR AN G 2.

(4) fRPFAZ: Reed Fi%EMEFAZRIZ KT HHTF 5%, 418 H 3 A~ i&E4: ADU R I HHTF 77 7% BB FH 26
FabrA 0,1 Reed 772 KR BH 2R ATY SR A B i 2 1R 3 22 5RO 2 RN A FH Reed J772: )5 13 21 FPFEBITE X2 04
JE P EUE AR K, U R 28 i, B T DK B 48 SU%E IR P 28 2 — AN EEE R X 4 FE R 4.

(5) k=3 BT fa bRl b k=2 B, RO3G N & (i nT L3R /5 25 26 BB PH %6 (2 & R R 2211 ADU
AN 22 78 SZ R NP R R SR 4 B T B A B L D A BUE A B 22, B3 1 ORISR 3 B4 SR AT L, A ) HHTF
T e, R R 3 BRUTEC A vy L R AE 1 5 AR S0 IR R SR SCER[20,2 1] #R IR B ADU M EE SR
30,3CHR[23,24132 3 3 4% B9 B5, 40 24 F Facebook 9 90 A~ ADU.X Lk 2 T HHTF J5 98 )G 75 EH) ADU 4
FORR D S T i e A

B ER X AR R . AR A A A BH 10 43 b7 LT W3k W Rl 7 V45 ADU #4742 1 J5 #E4T AR AR T
i, 748 i 50 AN 25 A SR i b LG BT 2 7 1 SR B BH 36 75 K B 090 2 b i s 22 I AR K.

HHTF J5 1525 #E 2 B B 2248458 T Reed J7 2N Reed kX ADU KB & AR 1,08 T {RIF
VAT BE 85 4 R 1 H SR Reed J7ik0d BRAY ADU 75 B KK T L X 1), L 2 DT e X (8] 38 K & 530 FP 20 H 3.
TERBR AU PE3% 5 R, ADU Ui 2, IR RE K B VCIC X 8] P9 A7 75 58 2 B B ADU,L AL Reed J7VEH) FP 4L

A KT8 GO b 2RI n A R ) A 08 P = TPI;PFP AEAR YR, TP=277, K It FP jBOK, 2 1 A8 A

%,aﬁ FP+TN+TP+FN= RTL R H Forh TP=277 FN=0, W45 50 HUKE
5K, B H UL KO SR 1K 6 4 DG 5 00 2 15 46 0 HUBEAR 96 1 5 B T LA P+ TN 1 f2 5 2 B 25 FP A0 8411,
(BB 2 th 250 1. ph T L, ADU K J2E 85 W 5 JE 745 FIHT 2 BT T B2 609550 o v i A L 0 2

U543 % K HHTF J7 8RR A8 T Reed J7 3. 75K SCHE I 19 173 2 5K A8 S0 o Fil HHITF )73
5 ADU K Ji 5, H 7 5 3 M4 ADU (Facebook MLAA 6 B4R RCHHR ) kAT LLME A THL 51 120 LT Y 2
B, B A TN 100%, B2y 0,58 4 1 51 52 B 7 A 7 RO F R R

3.6 MEMIIRR 75 AN BUHE S E PR STMEE R 4T

N T ik PR AR AZ 1 T 92 82 T AN [R) RIS 4 S0 1A 00 A1 45 A /N B R S SO TR o3 ) A
HHTF 7750 Reed J7 A #EAT 18 1 5 75 2 (¥ SL 46 45 R A8 L SER 277 AN I — AN RR S0, 70 3 2 A
A3 ANESE ADU VLS A3 3] 1 277 A FLSEMUMAE B SUF H LRI &5 R Nk 4 Fros

Table 4 Results from continuous ADU matching experiments in a small real fingerprint database

T4 NHESIRGUEFES: ADU LR SR 4

FHZ AN FPR =

KERGUE LTI k TP FP FN N
HHTF 2 277 2 0 76450
3 277 0 0 76452
Reed 2 277 23152 0 53300
3 277 1964 0 74488

R 4 G RONHER R . BHER . ERFAEM K A X)—2a (@), 7T LIS EIEE 5 LR 4

Table 5 Results of continuous ADU matching experiments in a small real fingerprint database

x5 MU HSREUE HES: ADU LRSS R 45 R

=

KEREUE IETT k HE ER AR EAEES
HHTF 2 99.9974% 99.28% 100% 2.62x 1075
3 100% 100% 100% 0%
Reed 2 69.83% 1.18% 100% 30.28%
3 97.44% 12.36% 100% 2.57%
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% 5 Ma R LLE F):

(1DHHTF J5 ¥ Reed JiiEAE IE J5 & 4 3 H0 b7 #RAR BLAE (H 355 b R 45 HHTF 1) U T8 AR 4 304 & B oK.
UM T B A O SR X 0 BEAS v DA BCR th B2 (8 T B0 A SRR AR A RE A PRAY S0, A DU AN R AR
[Fi A ik 381 FRLAEE 4 RE A B3k 2 T R

(2) fE3 5 &5 R i HHTF 777%, R 2 2 &L ADU it Al LI 2 AR ) U0 $8 b5 (E R X R 3
[ 52 56 45 AT LUE 1,24 18 SUFE RUBE 2 =1 5 s e, 2 NME S ADU BHTILEC A #E 2 R 10.33%, 257 K
BT AR RN O IR B, 2 U 3 AN IES: ADU BEATUCEC. X Y6 T, B 25 18 S0 MUBE (K38 00, FP S 4
SR Gx L TR IR S /N BUAR S0 PR AR 1R 0 2 B K i S0 LR b 3 ), A BB AE K L 4 SO Hh BEAT SR
UE 45 R A BA R,

3.7 LWERBAMIEIE

R SR W] T s U K BY AR AU A R L IR S0 AR S ) AT L el T R VA S B S A R B W SR AU,
A3 R T GEik 2 R B AE ] 277 4> Facebook AL 77802 /> ADU K B 4 434k A4 2 17— AMELALL A K
R S0 2 BEAT A

N T IR UE SR 25 B 5 AU SRR B A ) S SR % AR TR 277 ML BRANHE A I 2 AR SIEE, 56 1
ZH A4 139 4~ Facebook MU, & 40215 4~ ADU, % 2 40345 138 /> Facebook #LAH, & A 37587 A~ ADU,#% [t
RIS 15,5670 A i it ADU K PDF, 34T AUD K2 #9 PDF % 3.1 Frid i 77 4 i 5 A K R S8R
P T 58 A AN AR A I P AL S S, i A ARSI A 3t o AR L ADU K 2 75 B S Facebook #L5 ADU K i
PDF, % WA B2 A5 ] 1 — 5 FO AL A A4, PR 3 9 A K28 i S0 S AN [ FRASEF TR0 e 0 DL JBC 7 95, 15 28 7 2H 50 56
SR WX PIARIA RS 3.5 I SLIEE RATMIIAEL 6,08 = AN [F R 5 80 PE VL C 9256 45 2R L.

A LA B, R A G B AR S I REA AN FLREA ADU N EOA R B0 HS B4R S0 BRI, 250 k AR Y
L, 2% TR AR 22 0l A 5 /N 1K BB/ 1) 22 931 58 4 W] AR D e A A 22 37 1R 1A 0 I AR D G o 4598 e — 3K
.

Table 6 Comparison of the results of three large-scale simulated database matching experiments

®6 = AAFIRRIBA AR S0% UL f S 96 245 2R L

— —
BT HABS  HAADU  BRIRSURRL g g #ax Bl %
W 1 1 ik
HHTF 139 40215 177939 2 99.9959% 12.00% 100% 412 %1075
HHTF 138 37587 177738 2 99.9958% 11.85% 100% 419 %1075
HHTF 277 77802 205677 2 99.9958% 10.33% 100% 422 %1075
HHTF 139 40215 177939 3 100% 100% 100% 0%
HHTF 138 37587 177738 3 100% 100% 100% 0%
HHTF 277 77802 205677 3 100% 100% 100% 0%
Reed 139 40215 177939 2 67.0524% 1.71x 1075 100% 32.95%
Reed 138 37587 177738 2 68.6022% 1.79 x 10~° 100% 31.40%
Reed 277 77802 205677 2 68.1291% 1.53x 1075 100% 31.87%
Reed 139 40215 177939 3 97.5414% 0.0229% 100% 2.46%
Reed 138 37587 177738 3 97.6198% 0.0236% 100% 2.38%
Reed 277 77802 205677 3 97.5298% 0.0197% 100% 2.47%

H13E 6 45 AT LA 31, R A B J 0% K RE ARk 43 LA i S A0 22 A P S IR ) 0 S R 2 ) 30 300 4
PR, WA SR 1) 512 6 24 S A i
4 HEFRIE

ARSI T — AN KSR LU 7 5 PO USRI K 595 & UORS HTTP Sk B4R AT TLS Ay BURFAEAE D9 ADU
KRR FERAL, $-H 74> ADU K EERSHER I T7 i HHTF, X396 A2 BER % SCHuds, mT LA HLS ADU
{1 e A A< J5E VR B 2 AR S B SC ADU K, 2R 388 1o B 8 G M RS UL ) R RIS S0 SESRAIE A 17, Ke HIETF 73k 8
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T Facebook FIINEMLAR A, £8 =+ 75 4R SUF R BIALAE B HER) 3 . EEAR . 42308 100%, 9 0
HATEE 3 ANELER) ADU, Fir s ADU NGRS BT I+ 70 2 —, BRKORFRAIR 100 3 SO R AL 7K.

AR SO RRATOR 3l J5 32 B PR Al A T AE A 2 . A AE AR . A AR X VYR AR, 7T DA A4S T S W 75 12 ) i
AIYE, H AT CA R SBUR BT E A T X 0 AN i 4 R, E R A B T AR KT Fie g R A
FAEIA 4545, SECA KIBE TSR TR T R B SO b A SCRI R IEAD TR — 2 A, BA R
FI .

AR T 3T TLSL. 2 I K AL fad A I PR 1 ADU KBRS #E 52 SR 5095 HHTF, 7800 %4 3
AL BRI 5 78 735 B8 1 R4 A B 1 v B 5 A SR B, BRAIE 1 AR DG I A0 X AR 2, AT RESE B S B AL 5
BT R BT TE B s #2 £E i ST VE BC R0 b, B0 25 18 W 2% 1% B A 50 (1 2 2 1, V4R I e S d
ik, PR Tk s HE S AR 40, 5 BUE K B Hdie P 37 55 o ) 1k BE TV AR

ASCHI T ADU e % et R v A I ORI VR 5 % i ) ADU < JBER 1 52 IR, {ELRE BRI I D O 2=
AW SE T, BUAE O — ek A8 TLS 1. 3 P iGHEAT I 1% oy, AR ORIF SR a5 R AORS 0 Pk, At 75 ZEE2 O 14
LAEL. BE4h, A F 2L T UDP ) QUIC PSCHEAT Iz A% i th 2 A FR i 55 2 —, X QUIC B 45 AL 3 B2 IR QUIC
PRSI S A% A AL A S B, 3K L I R R A U BT 7T
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