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Abstract: A new approach and an idea for exploration are presented to the concurrent deniable authentication
based on witness-indistinguishable (WI) within the framework of universally composable (UC) security. A
definition of an ideal functionality for deniable authentication is formulated. A new deniable authentication protocol
is proposed based on two primitives of the verifiably smooth projective Hashing (VSPH) and non-committing
encryptions (NCE). This new approach is practically relevant to VSPH based on the Decisional Diffie-Hellman
(DDH) assumption and NCE based on the decisional composite residuosity (DCR) assumption. Compared with a
timing constraint and public directory model, simulation of the concurrent protocols is not needed to restrict an
adversary capability in a common reference string (CRS) model. The protocols are forward deniable and UC
security against adaptive adversaries. Unlike previous proposals with the CCA2 public-key cryptosystem or
multi-trapdoor commitments paradigm, the new paradigm leads to more efficient protocols.
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T AT G AR R Ty R ARAE T TINAIE ) 54 B AR, TS KA 5 T UC 2400 7H47 T TAAEARLEL.
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Dowork® N EWFFT 4T 2 50 URAE B 1) 8, 32 B 7 9547 7T 45 40 WA IE (concurrent deniable authentication, fij
PR CDA) B3 L7 75 DA DAIE B 54 22 W5 2 65 00 904 JG 010 SR, (L 2, B2 WA 2% S i 10 65 = 0F WA 904 JE ot 2 i o 3
Tk L 1 A R 2 1) A S S AT A5 A DAIE . 28 44 DGIE HLI A B T35 AP R 52445 N 3L T-DH
(Diffie-Hellman) i B3 T AN 8 19 7] 77 A A IE P .Caos 4R L 17 1) P i A 5 T 25 £ 75 U UAE ),

P BIATBAT AW B AE XAG IR 2, To vk A0 2 T 07 B0 7 v b AT W IR 2 A 2y il i — e g
T8 B AR AT DUASE FH 45 B I AT I W 22 A T R 0, 7E B 58 Bt B8 ) S B0, 2 T I (R e 4% 2, Dowork 5§
ANAR T CCA2 22 A s sl 1) 7T 47 DA A AIE i B 35 2 3 S (B B0 780, Aumanin 25 A4 T 4] 485 s 35 A A0
CCA2 ¢4 s vl 452 H T 31 KB40 A ) B0 7T 75 DOUAAIE B 2 Aumann 7 2 357k 1, Deng 5 A2 H T
PNV % B /N 1R 7 G2 BLAHL IS Zhuse A B, Deng /7 28 76 Al T e 735 B 550 ik 532 S50 IF, 1938 7 (10 e o T LA
SEELAT Oy 3 R AAE ),

PR SO T AR A IR 2 i BRI AN A8 ) A = U7 R W R % 2 A T B B R 3% 3 T AL A SRR
R, — BB B T RS, R I3 10 P 3R A 58 4 5 8, Ut 28 T LRI T a6 38 1) b 86 45 Jh 1) 58 = J7 i W
Rk R 2 T8 E T B, 5 BB CE A B AT o) 5 DA 1 . Raimondo %8 A JEF £ B 1] 4K %5 (multi-trapdoor
commitments, f& X MTC) P T H2 080 16 T 75 AT A2 SRR Dl i 1) 7T 5 AP,

EIRIX S WS T AT T A DA VAIE [ S, (L2 T 32 010 BR324 43 T AR 0 A vy o S R B, gy
A AR F) J5 B K, DML A A N TR B8 LA 6 W 8L AR R AT 2 A M 5 5K Canettid H T 5 D S B ) 5226 AT B 855
i FH ) 42 2 (universally composable, fii Bk UC) 2z 4 5 271 (201,

DAl SEIRUC 2 4 B AT RIS A DAIE, B TR AR G SCR. AR SCHFHT T UC 2 2 1) AT T A A UE B FEUCHE 42
BERS T B T A 322 BB R UCARZS JC IR 55 A MR 1 b 2 07 L 1) R, 5 B 190 I (v A A0 ASE 2R 0 2 3 ) Sl
T2 7 0 AH L, AN 75 B BR 2 B0 5 A8 D) WS A B g o3 BT R T 22 A B DG 8. Aumann g N g X T
AT e ST (0T DGAIE DM 2 4B R PR SC 4R T B R o i 7 110 T A DCUAIE B 2 AR B
I Bk 5 B 27 1 W] T A IE BAR bR S F ye-cpa.

h T SEILAT AR N UE BEAR B8 B ecp.a AR SCHR T — AN SE 30 AT 75 DA DAUE P 3000 35 45 14 % 45 W 5 T n] 3 E
S0 HE 5% WG 75 o B (verifiably smooth projective Hashing, & #& VSPH)M 1 4k & 3 i %% 44 ] (non-committing
encryptions, fii 7k NCE) ™2 1) 1 NP [R] xfi: 1~ 45 5 5% 1) 5,V SPHIE ek 06 755 B KU 1 B3 SRR (50 45 ) R B bR
FECT-HE 0 A5, A6 0 SRAE 2 7T 56 00F 1. A5 S AT 9 JE 3 3 - 30F AAS AT X 20 T3 0 DV SPH 6 Fl B3R R AT I K 3
o A o S TR R 16 3 R T A DA BV O e AR R A L TR, ARV SPH ) 5 52 2% A7 Sk R s B AL I

R B, SRR % T AT B I P SRR A L TR B (R T AR A

1 UCZREERIES

UCHE 42 010y s e 5 (i AT 55 16 ¢ 4 2 SCHR S T Kl 7 325 %5 UCHE 4 ¢ 4 s S M BSURR 4y 3 ] 53 4
A AEUCHE S, B St iy — 22 L K 22 00 oI 1] 181 R ML A 48 6 A8 L IR WL AE — 0
25577 PR SR i AR i N i AR A TR A DA S5 1R A N R i T AR B R A A P DL R IR R
AN Bt 2 SEAR B ARAG S — AN AT Ry T 3R U SUOFAT I8 47 102 45, UCHE QB A7 — AN p IR 1)
Bt 5 LR B2 EARRAT SN MR B Z VAT RO7 NS Bt B % 245 75 A0 A BEHLZ7 3145 1) A e AL el £ O
PR 25 (¥ i

LSRR AT ISR TR IR A REAL 4,2 i 8 A5 1B T M 2t S 5 T7 Py, P I BE TR 2
5575 ORI R T A5 TR A TF I, R N2 5 7 S 00 2 Al S M 0~ TR A P SR I ¢ 2 T B
FE BT U6 s AE AT AR B R S 57— BB A S 507 Wik B AR 545 2 507 W R IRIR S
I (1910 Bt A AN STVE B BENUAE ). 2 REAL 14 k2, )RR M Z S BB A 2 57521847 Wil i) 1028 FLAR 6
MR G BN Bor=rzrarsra, o rn A0 A0S 0 R X={REAL 7.4, /(k2) }een,ze o0y I IC W REAL 7.4, 7.

PHAR R RE P 1300 B AL R R 7 A IDEAL 5, 7. PEAR R e A0 475 P AE R K0, P AR R 2 50l 2 S 00 o 17
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Bk R TFAEART R 44918 R 5T B A% 4 FATT FINAGE 2873

) EMIZ5T7 pl, pyyee, pl ZRA R EGA T VRS0 2 2 B B NS 5 J7 2 18] U REAS B B AR bR F e e 4
518 OB A, B SANEE W B A R I N R R S 5 5 — B B IR Se i N R A5 S AR 8 8 AL R B,
[ ), 29 AEL b 0 T 3 i A5 R M e R, Bt 3 S 6 ) 5 I SE AR Y R A (9 B8 ) — #E . A IDEAL 5 7(k,2,r) R 7n 1 Z
Yk s. PR R B FIE AT B I AE BRSO 3L BB B rmrars g, 2050 A S T 2
X={IDEALy,s57(k.2)}ren zefoay M I AN IDEAL 5 .

(X 43 35 AE BLAR G FE A SRR 2 AR — AN X 3 8 Mgl 272 RS 5 M, 3 5071
WS 2507380, Z ] LR S W 4 85 S AT TR A BRI % A S B AR R BT F

EX 1. An€ NFEIA R K mLn 7 Ul R il F o) 52 6 22 4 SEIF, 35 % AT A oo o A BB A7 AE — AN FAR
i B S AR AN IR B Z0 T 50 A5 25 M IDEAL g g ,F1 53 A1 25 W] REAL 4 72 2 TSI 1) o SEAS AT X 43 1), 97 %
RA

REAL, , ,cIDEAL, ., (1)

2 AIEINANIE YR T 2R E

WMRBEF WIS 5 77 AR 25 07 N WA B 2 15 2, WK A erase B8 e A 280 SR Mo 7 ] LA 3R A
2 5 05 LE D BCBRAT S 2 v 1 BT A I AL B A £ S A B 254 U2, UK > non-erase 8 [ #0340 o 25 A8 D B AT IF
BT BN T 2 577 %R Bk 38 RN WS B B B0 38 72 U 08 B i)k A% b e Wb S 5 07 B B A 3 IE
B 1) 2 s 3 Bk A 18 3@ . B0 2 (H R 3R 0 1 B0 ) T A 3 2 2% H3 (common - reference string, i #
CRS) R B 22 JEA [R HIM AT LA AL FFATUC 22 4 5 S AR s D st 2 0 AT W D 2% CRS A 70 A1 ¢ 17 2L
WSO ST EALZ 5 I ATF S5 AT CRSIE R A ST/ non-erase T3 5 155 84 T [ 38 I T o7 25 5 23
B 1% FHFFTUC A I Al 5 DA DA IE 3L
2.1 AIEINMEI IR £ BAR

LEXR P A DA B 0 22 4 H bR BEAT 8 SR, S x 8 SCRI IR 7755 34T 3 89 2 15 1 R A IE 38 TR
SBCT R SRS BB AL 55 £ ko 11 L AR 2 T B2 DA UE B9 JE s B DAIE 9 6L R DA TR 6 - MA C (o Kpga) 319
SBNIEH TS B SK 7 T8 B NIE A T A FFE B PK ; G %2 A IR A2 1 B AL 1 R B0 SMT (Rugac)-

AT YAAE VM 224 H AR i 2 47

(1) IERAPE SRR m AR VAR T ARG R ST BUE 0 T UGEH B m B4 W R %,

(2) Purb i A Bty AR 8 W E 3 TARZEYOIE 2 TR 1 By ma, .. FEIX L8 B PT BE 4 1738 WY 16 i %
AZEFRION UL (90 01 8 E B R IGIE % THR AL T 35 WU 45 ) ARl & A s S B o T W7 6 B A — A
D 35 5 COWEATE R, I AR E B T ) B M 1 B2 e 3 RANAIE T B (my,mp,....,). B0 6] 350 o 4 0E J37 4
WEZR 2 A BT ) 1 Bk 35 4 $ 25 DUnT 20858 (AR A ).

(3) T AT INNE A B i F AR S0 b AE F TR A E T Eom, B4 5 4 — AN Bk # 4, 8427 — A 2 T
(8] ) AT A5 N A B 28 Scpa, U7 BC 2% 1) % Sim-Trans(m MAC(m,kyic),SMT(kyac)) 5 W B30 52 B 047 1 $r H
Trans(m,MAC(m kyac) SMT(kyrac)) FEANT] X 5317

(4) 1) AT AR AR T 0] AR DA A B 380, DA IE & P RS A5 R R 7R K Int(m, SK 1, SMT (k) AR 35 1 i m
(9 UIE RN 35 45 B SK A7 AE — > 2 0L B ) (9 11 1) 1T 5 WA AT B85 S-cpa, TR 50 N SK o0 Trans (m, MAC(m kyac),
SMT(kp¢)), i B3 S cp, o 5 S5 m ) DAL A7 A5 A5 B Sim-Int(m,SK 7, SMT(Kky4¢)) 5 ¥ SE (8 Int(m, SK 7, SMT(kpsac))
AT XA,
2.2 ATEINNET SR ER A8 &R £

LEUCZE A HE R o AR SO I “ B AR bR B0 F e-cpa” 58 SXCRT A5 WAAE BRI 22 AR A T 204k 1) AT 45 DA DGIE i
AR B F pe.cp B 1 TR 36T NP UL IE AAS 1] X 40 5 22 A0 UIE B 28 00 (52 5 28 SR8 B B SOAH L iE
NASTT X 43 A LT 3t 48 3R AT B SCRT s i 52 43 T30 A SO e e 1) N 28 o 4 g 3E AN AT X 43 [ 8, 3 3o 7
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TR EF ye-cpa ) 4 A BEEBLW R UOAIE 2242 H 5.

Functionality Fyc.cpa
Fuyc-cpa proceeds as follows, running with parties Py,...,P, and an adversary S, and is parameterized by a security value k&
and a relation R,
Message source registration:
Upon receiving a request (/dentification,Sid,PKr) from party 7, and if this is not the first message from 7, then ignore
this request. If yes, then record PKr<@UPKr, ¢ is empty set. do:

1. Upon receiving a witness message (w,) from party 7, then record list-wr<@u{w,}, and send (Receipt,Sid) to R and
to the adversary, be{0,1}.

2. Upon receiving an arbitrariness message (I/dentification-prover,Sid,x,) from party 7, then prove R, (xp,list-w). If
R,,(xp,list-w)=1,then send (Identification-proof,Sid,x;) to R and to the adversary. If is not, then ignore all subsequent
requests.

Share information secret transfers:
1. Upon receiving a message (Send,Sid,T,R,xyx1-5,0=ap||a1-5), Xp € R,(Xp,list-w), X1_5 & R,,(x,list-w) from party R, then
send (Sid, @) to the adversary. («) is an assistant message.
2. Upon receiving a message (Send,Sid,R,T\kyac-o.kmac-1) from party R, then record (Sid,kyac-o.kmac-1)-
3. Upon receiving a message (Send,Sid,T,R,xy,wp,c) from party T, if R,,(xs,/ist-w)=1, then send (Sid,kusc-») to party T.
Authentication:
1. Upon receiving a message (duthentication,Sid,m kyc—») from party T, if me{0,1}", and existed record (Sid,ky4c-o,
kmac-1) then send (Sid,m,MAC) to the adversary, If is not, then ignore an authentication message.
2. Upon receiving a message (Sid,SKr,c) from party T and a message (Sid,rg) from party R, achieve emulational
information(s) as interior status information of party R, then send (Sid,s,a) to the adversary.
Verify:
Upon receiving a message (MAC-verify,Sid,m,MAC,s) from party R, do: if (T,MAC,s,a) is successful, then output
acc=1, if is failing, then output acc=0.
Fig.1 An ideal functionality for deniable authentication, Fyc.cpy
lgl 1 ﬂEU\U\iIEfEﬁEIZIi&FUC.Cm
T RV Y AR E R AR #F  SETE W B, T 4R DA GE T R, AT DA I TR AN W] X4 W858 FE B 4
W (Bt ) S A v 1) £ G DA UE 2 3 B WA L, e MAC 8 4 32 U W DAt WA 8% 8 7 /e B e o ) 45 R A
ANBEDR M AAE A8 R —ANIE N — BLE AN AT X 2 04T 45 5, 3t 1k N Lo B
FAE B R A% . RUE S (K B AL S 917 O AN A8 U5 LS IR A B RO S R A5 BT
A A R B A L0 T O I B A, e A A R A S 20k 7 B SR A EL L. — O i, T R AE
P RO SR, PR BCRAT TR E T T A A AR 5T g — U5 T T SR R U AN T X 2R B BT B T
PASRAGUE N X 7015 AR BEAR R 5 (A o e A5 R ) DGIE S S B A5 R, — FURIA 5 2 8 AE N5 Bt &=
B Fa . T RRTT RAF I L AE EOR B RO MO AN AT AR A B SO R TR R e L FATIAE R 2 8
W7 I T INGHBOAE S o SEIURY ) W A5 A, DA R 0 200 [5) I 07 i 10 45 EURIIE A A JE 4 B 30 A5 B AR R S h AL 1
FJC R AE R A B A5 B BT R A R 5% R W T T A A 07 L ) R A R e S 2
1%, o= ap| oy, Fe b e {0, 13 || 3 7 B VA IE T Pk 0 10 45 LA — 8 20 S B W 7RI A DA A7 B ) LR A )
AT S ER A 8 4 A s, AR S SR B Y B AR R Kooy AR B A UG RO%E A TR A TE A AS
B3R b (MR .
NUEBY B Tl g 3 == 5 85 £ R SR AT VAR T J5L . [R] I AR 40 TR Bk 35 15 I SK A BB RO S ) BE AL Bk Al 15 8
rpAH AAUE R Tok5s, 571 S5 A8 20 Al B A5 R oA 58, I VA UE 3 TH AT 7 LB UE AR B
SAE B B E W R S UE s W R A R 07 FUME AR 3L AT R0 4 32 R 3% A R R OAEE.

3 MMRERE

A SCAE H VSPHFINCEAE Ay W i3 A 41 A4V SPHGH I 3% 03 SRAF T 7 50 T 1100 2% 2 [ e 3R A B i = 4 Ak 11
PO B 265 45 B Kaacovkarac—r. B T-VSPH I $ 58 %5 £ 505 5 SR J5 22 (R AE W AT OC, R it A< 32 BA DDH(decisional
diffie-hellman assumption) fi ¥ > %1 15t B VSPH 1) # i& . A% 3C () NCE % + DCR(the decisional composite
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Bk FURTIEATRT R o698 A T 6% 2477 FIAAIE 2875

residuosity) {5 5 Mk it A TIN5 AR BB T LA SR 1 B R 2 A6, T LA 07 FL AR BRI R W SO T
5 L% S0 AT ELAR BN 1) 22 A W43 Bl W v A FH AR AR T 0% 0 B AR TR Bk 2 0 2 4 v AR )
3 B B0 AL AN S R O BRI & ] AR A
3.1 VSPH
Cramer-Shoup 15 ¥k 5E X T #5475 B 55 L5208 75 B0 8O DA 3T — SRR 35 100 75 5 Bk, — D A
TF B % a G A5 R B 2 U R 8 I H=(H K XL, 1T, 0). % {Hy: X—> [T} € & LAK(E) 0 B IR G 75 R
R G XOBTH DS TRV A R BB N R & K2 6 7 U G e U B s B Bk— o, B o= k), o 37
S DR B D) U oA AN S SR T AN AT BRAE SR A X, {0, 1 WRT— ASNP S RR X<, )
E=(X WL R AR Y I 35 L={x:Tw.s.(x,w) e RHE AR T 1. VSPHAE & T $L 52 W A5 bR BUFN R 56 11F IR X 42 B 02 )
RS T PRI T A D ) R D S B SR R S D SR [ T G 1
FEX 2(RT 3 E B XMEF 5 A SR PIRR). R A 88l b Il /M PR E R AR R B S A i
(1) T BBUAT SRR AEAE — AR 2 T R P(n) n=1" RFEAS B A2 E= (X, W,R) 1.
(2) BT SR BE AR AR — AN N T2 &= (X W,R) e MIVI R %6 2 T X B30 02 it g e LT we W A8 15 1 43 AT
FELSGETEN] 20 (138 5] 43 A
(3) A Jk 51 A R AE AFAE — A N A S E&(XWL.R) e M RN TG R xoe X HI A R £ I 3 1L NO-M, i HY
x1=NO-M(&x0) AT AT W1 Roxg € gL, B 21 ) 53 A1 A& Y X—LGE v R 200 1R 353 5 43 A i A € p XK 21 R 53
A AR XLV T 200 B 3559 3 A
(4) HERK AT B AR AFAE — AN BT R0 = J0 AL (Exox) AR 2 1 a0 H VL YV, T 3G E A7 75 Lb R be (0,1)
14531 € YeX—L, 1
(@) W Sxoe Y Huxye YL, B4 YV(Ex0,x1)=0;
(b) AFAE LLdED, Wi Hxy e Lxy_ e NO-M(Exo), A YV(Exo,x1)=1.
EX 3(IEFWEHERE). FR(HK,IT,o,P) =2 W M5 18 D ) MR BE5% 6 75 2R B, 45 6 B S5 401 Ee MAF AR —
NEBSAEBEE— Nxe L(OFE— M hkeK(E), a=Lk), 1 f(x; fk), w)=H(x).
EX AFEM R FBIEEHRHELE). W(HK I a,f) 7 WAET 5 B 1) M R SR S B 0G A eR 2 4
RPAEA S &= W, R) Ry € Y, He P 2 YEX=LIN (18 (kyp), Hix1-)) R (Bkp), TTe—{0, L) R AN AT X 4311,
3T DDH{E % (1 VSPH(DDH-VSPH)M:
(1) 8 Da v REE BEHLIEFE (u,v), 2 U=g",V=g"xo=g" e L(&). X B ,w=usZilE A
(2) R ) 2 AT KA BN Rz e pZ g 22U, x1=g7, Blx € X(H-L(D).
(3) ARRK A AT BEAIE. (xolxq)=1.
(4) BLDURAFBEEA T 1A Rk AR 2 B 5 B o= Bk, r) = Vi WA 75 bR BUH (o) =x* U
Hilxo)=xt U=(g") U=(g") (") =(g") (&))" =( g )= kr)".
3.2 JEARIEINE AR
ek N (NCE)H 5 Mk 2 B i (A B9k 241 6%, 6718 0 (G E;D F3R).F T 2 mith L2 5 75 I B0,
SCHR[A6]HUEW] T DCR BB AL i) NCE Al LA AR B 5 %= W] #4999 &\ (string), Tl DDH B¢ 9 NCE X g AL 2 22 T X
23 [1 YA S (it), % B8 10 5, iS22 B oy A SO P Sl 0 0 2% 1) % SO AT © (S5 Bz 5, i LA DCR ik
oyt 22 42 J5 i (5 T DCR BB NCE (43 WL SCRR[16]).
B B2 BH A VR G (phs sk zp) G (1Y) ko 22 A B 5 zp S B AR B, (0 sk) J2 55 10
BEALINZE EILE: c«—E(pk;m,rg),mit 3, e %5 3, rpre FEHLER.
i 5 LD m<—D(sk,E(pk;m,r))=D(sk;c).
JERLINE FILFi o'« F(pk;sk;zp;rp),c' /& g% L.
REFLS A VLR sk« R(pk;skizpic'ymrg) sk & ME TS B A% FH sk mT DU % o' #5921 B SCm.

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



2876 Journal of Software #4F35 3% Vol.18, No.11, November 2007

4 FHATRIEIAAERIY

AR T 56 E ~F- i 55 05 Ay bR B8R 5 SCORIMYE 5T, A S 3 VSPH S BIE AN 1T X 73 RS 2 5 G A% i 6 A S
B A R AT SR MO AR A R I B K SR R (oo ea) i, B ATLAZE 36 6 A5 R 501D 5 B0 R, A Pl AR Al
DA Ay B KB A8 03 05 A R B AR B BERLAE 45 I (Koo, Kaacn) T IS AR AR T 00 85 26 B0 3L (co,cq), HH
T Ay bR B AL 20 A R R i) 1 R A R R SO I @18 S AR I BT S

FORF A UENAT B BB YIRS G RAEAS B, v] DU e A S B 3R B BB 2% D (Fuc-cpa €
SRV IR S ) AN E AT B Ekrikaac—pore). 7350 B BEHLIZEFE0G 7y bR B 255 D345 5 A B8 B P % B
THEBE B (0, oy W0 SR BEE B B S0 AT WA T 1R IR P 0, — BB 3R A8 B8 % B, R 16 4 7t vT LAAR 9

DR AE SR IR MR 3 A5 IR BEAT B3 3 DI A AR A 17 B

AR RAF AL T I E ) A DR AN T B ABGE A A8 A R S B, T SR AN TSR A IR A F W R T LA
1oL B0 UE A A 48 DM SCIRAT AR PSR S 3T B BE, S0 T SR S T R DR AR I SK (u,v,2), A TR M PK(ULV g,
Xo,x1,m). 5 A, S 1 T A FANCE AR i 75 B2 4 1 (phsskiz )~ G(LY) ki % 4 B 8z p 2 BB . (pessk) 72 25 10 B
(K SEBLTT S P 2 o, 6 rp T G AIE V-1 5 I Ay bR 4L T DDHER MY i

z uv.
geGi; uvze 4 . T R I glg"+1then .
. Sid 1 " rﬂkav"kalyrle{l }
’ 1d,Xp,X1-p, U, V,m, k
U=g", V=g', z#uv: prt1-b P > kMAC—OkkaMZC—l(_{l k}
= g = 101
xp=g"", x16=¢" w=V f )‘®a;(pllz ]f )
- i n=H, (x1 ; 1,71,
Hyw)=x! U=(Fg)=ap o Sihavavorury u e
= vo= H,_ (x0)DE(pk;ksac-0,r0)
=Y 0
id Mac
kMAC—b:D(ik;Cb) Sid Mac.s,@ »  a<{apap}
Tor S {1} a—{a} =)=V g
s=[(R—rpV]+ §, Mac=MAC(m, knac—b)

Mac=MAC(m,kyrac-»)

Fig.2 UC security deniable authentication protocols
2 UC &4l A IE Bl
UC-CDA Hpi3L 1)  H :
1. TR JIEF THEFEX, L, JSCHE T WM i) R PSR A B L™ 25 = TG 2 (g, W), F2
Xp€ L, (xp,Wp) €RR,X1_p € RX—L.
TR IUE A wy.xy_p B AR 122 R SN O-M(Ex,2) 77 6 AL FINCEAR 46 1 (pk; sk zp) <G (1Y), [ R K
E(Sid xpx1-p,U,V,m,pk),Sid /L UC-COAMMSUIFAT 5 20 1847 I — S W BSE Bl ) 2 T AR .

2. R>TARHEEWEI I B (Sid xox1, U, V,m pk) B W& RIAT HE 54 rT 30 UE SE YV (). AR Y V() =0, U #3
Lk R Y V() =1, Ik 5 1 A AN [ £ B ATLGS A5 R 5503 B (o, hea) TS H ) (o), Hy (15)) AT BERE
BPRVE Bk, r), SRAF PR 2 (oo, 1) e RBE ML FRA5 T2 (K aracorkarac—1 ), I = 7R 05 085 A8 il
B L (co,cr), HHBEHLIY Hyo= Hy (xp)®co, y1= H,, (x1-5)Dc, Ia) TR I%(Sid, 00, a1,p0,p1,7 ) 3% B I ZAE
Bkyrac—pLkarac—okac-1 34 T A5 VAAUE P B0 S DA GE DS BE ML 25 B r o200 8057 5 P I AT A DA 4k
LAERSY

3. TR CHNE N w, B & W e, 5 H, (x5) =10k, @, w5),6=ys®f x5, 05, W) 3R AT kagac-»=D(sk; cp) MR b
WA L FH B A B ) U I B B B Bk, ) 8 T R B U L RIR B N T 7 R
A5 B 5 T FAAE W B BAAETS Mac=MAC(m,kyc-p). 11 RK 3% (Sid, s, . Mac).

4. R Wi a{ay, a1-p} a=f(s,rp) A BL, AR AL, BT RENE koo Lk nac-o.karac—1 3, W5 UE Mac=
MAC(m,kypgc-p) 3T 75 8L
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5 UC-CDA BIZR£MESR

R ER AR bR BUF e cpa 158 X AEREATUC-CDAWIMMIK 22 A P o i 2 1, AT S IE B P A 5 22,

SR 1. FIERUESTE BRI Ay bR E B0 3 P B2 A ] 2K U 22 4 1) 6 T A I Y 25 % UC-CD AL 22
4 SEHL T BEAR PR ECF e cpa FRO I 1) T A7 AL,

E B MO R AR 2645 B Ly ko p HE A B B A R RI% 2 RE 4850 % 53 ap, g PRSI SR FFUE A AR

B

wy, A LLERAS R W8 75 bR B H, () =1Cxp, apwp) FH 35 2 it kpgac—p<—{hnrac—oknrac—1 - AR SAT 85 K5 B i
T B Bty IR R B L Dl o 7T 75 DA, B 55 50 550 0 Bk )= g 90 2 BT S L o T
T8 CANHERE S R P VAL B A B AN O B2 BN 8 (k) TR — AN, Vi g™ =V g ARAR I
I AR U (R BT, AT vs+r =ik try, AT DUAR 25 55 M43 B s=[(rp—r g V] +ky. B 38E N B 25 BURE K03k 3 345 4% 58 2% 9
{ap, ar-p}, BT B 5 A T 1 R SR AL (s, 0) 360 VI, X FR BT 42 (3L 14 (e ) P A 32, DR L B o 5 A i 1) 288 =
77 UE W52 2% B 5 BB AH G, RIVHI ) AT 45 PR J L. O

3138 2. BE T CRSELAY, W] R IEF i % M Ay B AU 22 2 10 % T B & N B 57, UC-CDAWMY % 4 5L T 3
KR EF ye.cpa I A5 B AL

Y G R A B 5 SLRAE Y REAL, , ,cIDEAL,. ¢ , .

A A SR 3 R (IS e 3B AT UC-COABMIL I 2 15740 T LA Ho s — A B8 R B o 1
H S(FR g 45 BLAS). AE FRAL R it bt ST LA A5 B0 AR 08 BUF - cpa SR BENLZAE T SR A TR @A A WP i T4 A A
5 I SRR o (AR 6 7 TS, A ARG R P A8 HRR A (7 ELAR ST AN AS B, S AR R A A 2 A8 H.
PR )7 EL 2% ST RS B AL T-CRSAE DY ) B 43S T A1 45 W 7 (1) Bl AL I 75 B 250 5 (Ko, kea ) 11 R 3% J7 NCE ¥ FA £
sk.

PiEL 4 S M AR Bl T

(1) PRSCOTAR 75 R A IR, T 45 0 B 1 17 1

i B8 S FAF A AL 2507 FUSCHh sl B, 07 2038 S A F Z0Se sty J 0 2.

(2) ik R ARGEIRA, T A5 B0 I 1 1 0

TEBRAR L R b ) L2 SERAF(Sid), SR 5 26 1k X T B SR v 1) R 26 3 TAN B WL RV 1) L I B SO 5
AT B 2% SR HL 1K) R 126 3 THR A% (B) AR 0L RE 0L 10 422 AL 5 R WSUHUHR (e, 1), 300 TF 250 1 3R B DA SR T
CRSHERY 4 LA SIEFE (ko, k), VBT H, () IE R IR 8 1 5035 () B R % W] (a0, 000); 56 T CRSAEMY, 117 5L
ESHI 5 B A SV G (phsskzp) <= G (LX) 3RAF Al B A5 18z p, 5 B KT (pk, sk, [ I R R 40000 3% 5135 Foc' < F(pk;
skizpire) B BTN S ). A BEHLE R ¢ , <—{0,1}‘m|;H‘ﬁyb<— c ® H, (xb),&ﬁ*ﬂﬁi%y]_b(—{(),l}lml,%ﬁ%
oy Blko), Blks)}. B T WA 2 5 J7 # AT 4 BUBE, B BAATS 225 S5 L (R 2 (vo,x 1) {yo .y, Blko), Slkr)) 3, (D) #B 2 Bl
W53 (1, T] I 486 477 B PR B SO RIFA) PN S CHts 181t e 40000 2 5032 A FH 1140 000 2 BE AL S 5 () A2 B L 2 A 1.

(3) TiEL R ARMEIRE, T FFUBAH B ) 00

A7 L 2% SHE N FBAS TL IR A7 0t A b B Ik A 3R A5 0 S T(A TR T) B 1R8I (g o) A7 L 4% STE A A8 T A4
T( A ¥ wy B AL 2R 15 BL2%S) 1) AR R U F e cpa BRI (B) I 31T N F yecpa 1 RE AL TS B (engacp) LI 1, Fue-cpa
AR R A LR DR AR R 2R 3 S UL WD) X I 7 LA STE N B A IR 7 B B b BT R R AR 3R AR
) BLSE [ epgacop, T CRSEEAL FI N 35 SHVK By~ EWh ngacpore) e BENLIEE FE 1y {0,133 5y pé—c, @
Hy (x,), BEHLE PEy1 {0,131 IF K% {yo,y1, Blko), Blker) AT ZL I R ¥ Py 36 2 49 Lt i AL o s S22 925 A5 1
InE RIS 2 (rp) 2 BRI AT

(4) i FLRZ BRAL SR BUR LT 2T B (karac—ovkarac—1) T, B0t B ABUVAR, TA A SR H 15 0

17 LA STE A 58 EL K4 B FE T, A 45 (Kagac—onearac—1) SR OE LS 07 ELERS. i T 07 FLES SERAT T 4 BB RER A1 1
(katac—odearac—1) (R 1 Fyc.op BRAR B P L A5 QAL S0 28 2 S5 U WD) T84 005 B0 28 STE W FB A8 B4 B A Fid v At
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)5 RA N3 S0 E - e« E (pheym, ) FUEL SE (9 (kagac o, kanac1) 72 A2 T B (e1,¢0) K (71.00)-

(5) 1 ELRKRIETH B (o) Z S, THI R B (1155 i

Wi AN H S Bse E"](kMAC,UykMACfl)'fE BRI 2 AHE Aw, F1 &?ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ(/{b)y B4 iﬁlcb=yb®ﬂxb;ﬂ(kb),b)‘ﬂ)2
ey [AIF A BL 2% SHE A8 H AN IRAG T 40 BB REE B 1) (s c—ohaacon ) OB BB THE AL 1) b, 1 FH R #0085 1 2
JRELIER sk < R(pk;skzpic'ymirp) 42 RS AU B sk LI 46 P9 342 B (0 BL Ik it o A 0o A SR 38 45 I
ST BRI B kppacop T 15— BT EASSE KL 4 sky BRAL S Bos B A, A0 1 R FL8 B sk, AR5 47 B0 B2 400
X ¢ BID: Ky pe—D( sky, 5 ¢y ) JAE T EAS AR M kpracp T B P kygc 15 BT — 5

fiELds S I 5 AN H AR I SLHLRBE 07 B T P BOL 4G BARRFIIE AN 1] X 23 5000 1 43R A4

REAL, , ;cIDEAL; 5, WAEW. t1 1 Z M0 A KByl 25 757 A8 HARAG 10 fr AL 5 BLAROL R v Z R0 S R A Py 8
AT AREIA ARG B A Z (45 B AR AT X 43 PEAIE W Ak g 475 B 2% S 1 P9 35828 T 45 B 5 A0 A8 T4
FLINA T X 43 01T 2 5 07 75 0 U 0 0 e TA0 6 A0 0 A e T80 A 11 T 5 A T 1K 4 T 22 1), BRT bk A S AN 75 0 B
T3 15 TR AN LA AR 4 RS W T BRI AN T X 4y A L 8s S RS AR IL 5 AR AE B/ ELI AN ] X 4y
P B 25 VR 240 A T S ST T B I A R B e A

RAE T T 47 B2 AN 1) X 49 1) AR 8 F AU R BB, B i 2 A9 2 WO R, BUiki 35 AFRAT R 1635 TIRE A wy,
T 2L

JRAF % M BEAFAE — AN 0] 20 (R R 22 T B 50k B WL wy B0 B n] LA I 1000w, R X 43
xe pLMxe p X, 15K B IR TR A 1 4 B 53 1n) AT 2

R E — A2 E(X, W, R) LA — A TC ExeX.

(1) BHHLIERED, 2xp=x.

(2) FIHEENO-M()F™ Axey,

(3) 4 (xo,x1) R4 ML #7 B, FH 3K 14 B T 8 BY AN ) w .

(4) 2wy, =w,, MR B F B A xe g L. AR wy 2w, W W Bk B BT x € g X.— 75 1T, 201 R 90 60
xp€ L, I AAFAE— AN 0T 200 (1 Ak 26 22 T Bk 35 B Ailwy, 5 AR SCE X 2 7 J& ;55— J7 T, 40 Rexp e g X, W)
x1p € R XX} F XX PG B, w2 AN AT TR 09 (55 218 E 7 BRAL ) BE AR AN A7 A5 AN n 2008 (1) 1 %6 22 10 5 Moo % B S 4, AR
ANHBeAFAE FFEBE ) B # AR Z,

THE TR IR 75 T2 AN 0] DX 43 (9 B R 326 38 TR U, 0k 3 A9 o R 36 38 T A 7 520 T M P s Wi A o B 1) 1k
FARIE K 3% TH BEIRT (kaaco karaca) P I — A B 3 AT BRI 43 A 1) 25 SCAR S IR AT IX 43 42 ] 20008 (1.

KT o) BN 5 5340 RF= A Ky ey ® Hy, ()10, 13 REAN AT X 53 1 (Fh 05 L 35 S5 20) AR A
(AR FE A7 A xg € Yilxy € Y, 75 ), Wp s 4% b 56 Fh e {0,013 A 2k — [k A e € ¥, 8 2 MR F =l ik 121 o 5%
e 765 B BT R TR (UL 5E S 4), [k ), Hy, () TR (Bea—p) {0, L") JE AN T X 53189, T [ By ), c0® H, (x5)] 5
[Bky1),r{0, 132 150 43 A1 (.

T (co.c) MIBEHLIE 51 234 AL 203 5 ()P A LS STRBLIN ¢ «F(pk;skzp;rr), ¢, «{0,13" #5475 2037 5
(2)rh i EL A ST ALK = E(phikanac—pre) {0, 1" ARAR A AR V45 25 0 ) 1 ek J3 o) Ay 0 L4 4R Al ) —
WA SC T ) 305 30 IR e, R ¢ FE AN AT X 231,

5 T-non-erasetb 2 (1] 7 ELZ AN 0] X 43 (1477 BL 38 S 47 2 2 T T 205 205 5 5 BB AL B3RS A BEHLAT
w7 BEALAE S 25 05 10 A S B, n & SR ERI RN LG B (re)~ B8 3R A BUELIE R BE A LA B (re)~ REHU
I L FI BENUAE R (r ) A B SR B AL AT JEL 2 e =l 7 0 0 5 A 51 1) 22 4 P ORUE S 7] X 23 4 55 40 46 1
K5 (4 B F ARAG T iS5 77 BB (kac-s), U7 FoAs S AE 7 30§12 3t R 0035 B sk A0 4545 0 20

MR i A B 58 REN S5 77— BN R EE S O
EIE. LT CRSELM VSPHFINCE & 42 4 1M A7 AW, % T & M (1 Be s 2, T A5 A E B I UC-CDA % 4% 5K
IRELAR R F yecpa-
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LA AR B ORI, P30St 1 AR T3 098 S me AR RAAIE, IE A 1 J 7.

P Al

(1) HHE VSPH UM I, B R CRAE AR 8 SR A FRIE A AR RS AN T DX 73 ) AR 51 BE 2, 250k ik B SR UE A
(K7 S W] 22 1 DA IE 7 AR A S B A R A AR T 3 X UE T B DU RS I e B 1 0 1) i M

e X.

(2) MHEVSPHIF B 3 H 5L o= Bk, )=V g N RAFAE S 2 4K A5y, M S 51 B 1 0 i 7] i, VSPH U R %2
A=)

(3) iy T ik e =2 il 3 90 Uk v R AALE

CIEEVN R

(1) MRAETIE 1 MCE RIEME T U8 PG B R IE T5 A I A5 B (karacop), [7) I 052 6 08 0 R34 3 1
P A ST 077 B, B M 2 T A AR (I 7T 75 A ).
(2) AR 512 2, Bl R S 3 A TH A A5 B (Rasac o), BOE A L2405 B (Rag o) EAT T IR, K%
F RN 2 SEIL T S8 A ] A A
BRSO F & B Bt UC 22 A 05 TUA% S O BRSOV R & J2= 0 20, VRN 40745 55 51 21 2 3E W AH AL
3K TT A U AP B AR ARAT 36 T R A BN TR B AR 5 B 2, Be 3 1) 85 3 ¢ mI U B ARGE 5B 1,4
W PR A B B AT L AR BE LS B2 250 20 A 1.
FRWCTT W TR AT 3 SRAF R OTT B £ S AR 5 B 2, A8 0 L2 A5 B (k) T 17 L
PiHAs S WA LA H A5 A A AT AN AT DX PE 5 B 1 A5 B 2 R SR O
6 HHEXIIELLR
FFAT AT AT AAAIETT SE I B TR 4 R
(1) PRSI ATIE B 2 A k50, R AR DGR DR B 34K 22 A Y, B IS 22 4 PR 23 A2 15 D I IE W), P
VATl BE A 20 e
(2) WIRISLAR 25 R FURH G ) B A 22 4 i T
(3) PSRRI A5 R0 M8 G DAL RAT — K A8 L BT W ISP 3 A5 52 2% S8
(4) PRI SRR B0, D 2 5 T AE AT R R T A TR R B2 SRR R 1y ASOr R AR
PETT S L.
Table1 Comparison between the different schemes for concurrent deniable authentication

x 1 AFKIFAT AT AIAIETS AR

Dowork, Aumann and Deng, Raimondo, our's
etal’s Rabin’s etal’s etal’s
Setup assumptive A timir]g Public Public A timir)g Common_
constraint directory directory constraint reference string
Constitution CCA+ZK CCA+ZK CCA+ZK MTC+ZK VSPH+NCE+WI
Security model Sequence Stand- Stand- BCI_( UC_
concurrent Alone Alone security security
Adversaries model Static+erase Staticterase  Statict+erase  Static+non-erase Adaptive+non-erase
Complexity of communication 0(2ml3) O(m) o(?) O(mlc) 0o(1)
Complexity of computation 2m|NIZK|/3+E+D 4m (3+E+D)/4s (IMTC|+2|1ZK|)im  (6+2|NCE|+|NCD])Im
Interactive 4 3 3 4 3
Forward deniable Yes, not prove No No Yes, prove Yes, prove

AT T5 58 10 22 A g ST AR B4 ) R I TE) SE I L oy 3L H S AR SCHE T CSRAEE AL, F FVSPHRINCE 42 ) T
Wi-based 1] 7 45 ¥, N [ - CCA-based F1 MTC-based [¥] 4% 44 .Raimondo J7 % [1] & 4= iF W] i F BCK(Bellare-
Canetti-Krawzyk) 73 #1455 5 770 e i i3 BCKARR TR A3 R AL — AN V15 20 WS 0 I\ T ok 3 B 0 B8 704 411 B 40
A SCABSE I Bk 3 6% ) B 5o T 1T 18] 7 75 Ak, CC A-based 7 58 TG vE SE IR AT iE W] %2 4>, Raimondo /7 5 7 B AR &
R WS IR, AR SO AR VPSH R P 5, AN T T G LA B
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M B SCAIE V5L & B A7 |m|, Aumann i1 Rabin 77 5552 3% 1-bit A7 7T 75 A W IE 1,8 15 B 24 % O(m),Deng
7 ZFKAE B2 0 ¢ P BEIAL B s-bit A7, 3815 B 24 BE 4 O(r).Raimondo J7 % I T A IE 17 & bit 7 5 2
R T 17 (MT C) 38 15 52 242 BE AR G, B 8 MTC AL HE =5 (1] 2 c-bit 47, 84 38 15 A2 B4 O(mic).Dowork 77 Z& il
ASCTTREAL T 2 H AR AR LS R S {5 B {H 2 Dowork 77 & T SEBLIFAT BIAS AT D i MR 0 AT T
2mi3 KK AEAE & AHAIE B (non-interactive  zero-knowledge, R Fk NIZK), (815 B 22 b OQ2miI3) AL HEN T
SR AEAE SR R VSPH,NCE 3B T AT AN G i Lo R A B A A 15 R 2R FE B2 O(2).

PL Aumann Fl Rabin J5 28 1-bit 7 vl 55 2k O JEHE B8 — IR B0k SO BT 184 i i AL ]
|m|-bit FTHELAE ZR N dm. A FA0RAIE B 10 52 2Rk | ZK| (140 Deng 7 Z&|ZK|=3);CCA2 A 8N 52 76 M |E|,
iR 58 52 2R 1k S | D) (91 4, SCRR 15170 | E|=5,|D)=3); 22 [ 1A VB B 52 2 MR |\MTC| (vl T sE B 3% MTC 5 R 124
JEAE AN [F),MPC [ 32 2 M A7 A1 22 5t AN SC DA AR 1t 7 AU E0E). AN ) U7 28 1 BU I T B A2 2 1 L3R LA I UC 224
BRI A O BORATISAT 0 52 Z 3R T Wil 2 5 J7 ZR PEAR O B Th 8 AN [F) T S Ath U7 8 IR AT 1847 10 23 TR 2 2k A
RS AR, A B S AR A T 0RT BT A R U

7 % i

AL T UCZ A R IFAT AT 75 A E BT A 5 SCT IFAT T 5 DA DGIE B 2 A R - U CHE B ) 2L
RE BB B yccpa, [F) IR 25 T AT B0 ATE V- 3 30 54 6 Ay B ORI A AR U I3 AR R 3 17— ST K OFAT AT A DA A IE D I &5
K AE N IC S 2 B v i T 5 L% T 1) W A A R I A Y ) A A R A I RE S B 1]
N Tty JRAE Ly 38 2 MR 150155 22 48 mh AT UPRAIE 23~ PE AN 22 4
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BT R&INIEL A (4) MESEGE %A nEMY, MG sHR, MEhiles, NEREERRK, BfE%4e, LR
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Z. EXEX

AR o WA — ALl L 22 WUl http://www.tc2008.0rg [FFERT RZEAT o 18 SCU AN R A FF R R H AR W 2 AR PP AL AR
SR BRI R R, CRMEA ek e BE, FERAEIE 60000 S MR GRICKZ2ER CGRSCOY
R, SRR SCRAEZOMIT] CRBURZ M) GETD R#E.

=, EEZA0H

HESCH#IE: 2008 4E 4 30 H  StAHIMAN: 20084E 6 H 1 H  iRMEMEMER: 200846 H 20 H  Efi: 2008 47 H 1 H

M. SPBRAR

IR M Ik VR N T IR AR 12 5 B TR R PR B B AW

IR 4fi%: 450004

WRN: 250, JH ST

© ik

HAFIFFET  htpi/www, jos. org. cn




2882 Journal of Software #4F353& Vol.18, No.11, November 2007

E-mail: tc2008_zz@163.com
1. 0371-63538081, 0371-66094401

© PEBREBAIHTUR  hupy/www. jos. org. en



	UC安全模型框架
	可否认认证协议的安全模型
	可否认认证协议的安全目标
	可否认认证协议的理想函数

	协议的安全原语
	VSPH
	非承诺加密体制

	并行可否认认证协议
	UC-CDA的安全性分析
	相关工作比较
	结  论

