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Abstract Improved Rotating S-box Masking Scheme (RSM2.0 for short) is a world-famous countermeasure against
power analysis attacks. This scheme was first proposed and implemented by the committee of DPA Contest, aiming at pro-
viding advanced encryption standard AES-128 with high standard security protection. By combining both first order
masking scheme and shuffling technique, the contest committee claims that RSM2.0 gains the resistance of non-profiled
attacks and is capable to resist several kinds of existing profiled attacks. To study the practical security of RSM2.0, this
paper first proposes a general detecting method to systematically locate the potential vulnerabilities in RSM2.0 and then
conducts the research from both profiled and non-profiled perspectives. For research on profiled attacks, the paper pro-
poses a “leakage fingerprint” exploitation technique to crack the random masks used in RSM2.0 with nearly 100% accu-
racy. To further reduce the computation and storage overhead, this technique is further optimized and we put forward for
the first time an objective matric “Mean of Nearest Distance” (MOND) to evaluate the performance of fingerprint exploi-
tation under the condition of selecting different leakage positions. For research on non-profiled attacks, we devise 4 kinds
of second order schemes which can bypass the shuffling countermeasure to crack the whole 128-bit master key with high
efficiency. In the phase of experimental validation, we upload to the official committee two profiled attacks and four
non-profiled attacks. The official evaluation results show that the best profiled attack of ours needs only 4 traces and
100ms processing time per trace to reach 80% Global Success Rate (GSR), and the best non-profiled attack requires 257
traces and 50ms per trace to compromise RSM2.0. To further improve the practical security level of RSM2.0, this paper
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also make a series of discussions on possible improvement strategies, thus setting obstacles for the threats proposed in this

paper.

Key words power analysis attack; DPA contest; profiled attacks; non-profiled attacks; improved rotating s-box masking

scheme

1 fiIRES=

1.1 (RSB ESELFRRE

M BE B HTH A Kocher 1 VcH Hi LUk,
R BIF R SR U413 Y 240K 2 0 R 0 1R v
S 1 S L 40 TV ST e B 40 W ki 0 o TR BT
B0 S 1 FL AR S B eh BN b 40 AT SO R B
3 2 TR SV AE S B B ) — A A R T 2
{OEZ T

it B 4 b7 B0k SR B R 7E IS AT I A e
72 R T S ) B DA B R 18 4 M DE A g A
TS R BT S AW . TRk, b TR HUX R Bk,
DI b3 Al R P R AR 5 R A R M R
ST AR R L BB

RN AR L PP A P 2T 53 14 A VR N
Z A . WIS NBENLEL 3, HE g e
48 o ey Rl Ay e R U T A 143 SR 2 AN I
T4y, RN ARIERE 343 b M A BE R o Xy
FAT I T R e ) M 5 2 S R R A
TES 2, DRI B 5 3K 00035 308 A0 DL 1 A 4 0
D7k, WISCHR[7-8]e 557, LR TR O AR
IF) 24k i Ay B G S LR 22 VAR . TEREHLR B %
(ISR, &LRE By Sl i 76 S AT I R IR
) I 220476 N B ATLAEE IR, B T L 5 T 50 v 4% 4 4 i
A FRIARAT IG5 25 52X Sk B AL A S e ) 5 %
fil kvl 2 L B 220, 3 T S 248K 22 B ) o I %)
M55 5P R 2T v B e B

SR, TC V2 HE T A 2 L P AR H 7 52
B URIRAEAE W 2 . NS A VE I 1 B R,
& b n B HERT 7 IO et B ik, Rl
G AET 0 YIS T 285 B el ASISTARSY
1) i A 9 5 B0 T 4515 R % 2 v IR 6 1
(R IB6 5 il Fe M 5 L, AT T LA P A 0 M R A
AT B I . ST A L Ty e RV RE A7 FEAH 5
(Bt et . 152 BB R SR VT S B AR 2, L
5 7 SR L B 52 R A 10 35 T 5 e s L g i,
AT(l AES 535 16 4~ S fA8He 2 1)) X FiE 0L T, 3l
i BN _L3R A R 9 A A R i g R,
Wi B AT AR RE 5 AT 5 TC AR U b ()BT 55 1 2
VRS RINRE R . 557, ARV IS 10 A Bk,

HEBE 7 28 T A SR IR 00 S I 22 A M AR TH Rl 1k 3 %
(1 o T R B S A BRI o P TR B LRSS (0 A 1, A7
fitr, TEEL, THBRERSAN AT Py T AN 1 B R i
ATAIR, LS HERY T7 ZEAN W] Tkt G 1R 2 5 | NBAI I PR
R BIR T -

AT HE BT S - 4 SR (R I Mk, e 3R
75 70 1R 22 A S 1A TR) IR SR R AT B 114 PR A1 A0 8 U
FE4Y, 5T 8 o T By S 0 ok R v 4 48
R 5 L 9 b 5 s AR U S B 8 B 2 iy Ay
SR 1 1 E Tk

1 LRB T R, SOl ekt S G
J5 (RSO RSM2.0)E Ayl JLAESR H (1 — A7
R0 )7 SRR T4 S e AT E E W i B &
RAEFN T LB 03 H B KL (1 HAE 5 1) BR sz 7
16 AN e e I LIt S & N D 2
] R, %07 R AR T 384k 5 R oh
PRIFES . Sy —J7 I, AR R R S N T ALY
Ve UF S S s A ) R i BR AT T A SR,
HET SRR HERD )y 58— T8 Ay BEAR SR SV P A A o
(K12 AARIE . FARKUL, 5 R AR IR iE R S Srehd
T3 ZE(FFE RSM)AN[A] 1) 52, RSM2.0 7 Zil it 5| AL
FERDIH 77 R0 BI% AES B E s 5K 16
ANAELETE S B AR AT AT B LA AR, it
M REMELE P4 R i i 2k A RO S Sfk it
PN E . RS T % LR, RSM2.0 J7 F 4]
BE IR ML B AL B R AR R A ) s — 2R 5
A, WIPRIE AES R BE A5
Ae s A FH AT ) BN LA AL EAT R4 o Jl sk i T IX
PB4 77 v, RSM2.0 & & B4 7 28 1 s
b 2 AR B A B T ORI 4 5 o
1.2 DPA contest [EfRfll{5iE K&

DPA contest fll{5 18 KFE4HT 2008 4, Ho k[
R M A R A WE T B BE A 28 0, B AEREOR
VGG U [ B 5 i o RO T8 B B AR, Ik AR )
AL HT N BB A IE B N 383 6

FE T DU BEAE — TR B e g8 h, (G HE
5 5 LB A 4541 RSM2.0 #4477 % tH DPA Contest
KA 325 1 IS BL Il 8 2 A B S 38 10 Bt H
br, fEAERVU I N AESESGE T . BE, Ok
WFFEN BRI — 37 B B A AR = 2E T R R I 97 2%



XS A FHu gAY g S G iEhd T S AN 1 2 4l I R ST 35

R, EAB BRI 6 UL LI 2 4 K&
BE0Z BT LS5 A8 7 R TAE bt 2 T
KT LR 5 2 TR T
RSM2.0 Bl 5 %1 i 44 Bk s RO I Bk L & 1%
i RMVEAM LR, 7E5 3 Trh, YT O AR
RSM2.0 [FJAH A 5 T A DL K IAG W FUAELE 1) ) PR
PER M CLor B, A T SRANIRA TAERIAZ, A
THE D AR RSM2.0 1 RS PERFITHE LS, HIR
GWTSHELL, ACAESS 4, 5 B b PRGN IR T 44
RSM2.0 Bl 75 28 ISR 28 Beiti J %8 LA S ARBRAR 2
BuhiJi %, JREAE 6 FONA SR 12 4 i
THEF R II B A0 58, LAHIRENS 5635 RSM2.0 (1) B 18
J7 E B, M4 THETF RSM2.0 J5 102 42544

2 RSM2.0 &£

AT S0 RSM2.0 J7 510 Sl FEE AT [ml i,
AR TINHFTR I, B8 S [ 52 FE A 22 B S 1%
J7 E 5 EIR ) RSM J7 ZE (1 — S8 3R] il (AR R
K&, N TGRS, FICHERARR A, AT
A IERT 5 B2 AR 16 3 SCT HEAT 2 .
2.1 RSM2.0 #Z L INREARRIR

RSM2.0 75 %2 Mk AES-128 #£/0V B i 53
(R AR AR AR 7 5 HIEL T SRR 1) RSML 5 €, %3458
TIJ7 S 2 AP 5 A MO TR SN B =N 4L, At
153 02 ] e FERS AL 4] M (], BENUIRAEE S0 00 DL 2L
SR ST

XA, FERE B i B AL T
FoE WL E I B AT AN . Bl h e 16 AP
PIANIAII 8 Loy [l s FEA (B H XS (2 K S
2 SCHR (1617 0 oz /N B A I 0 o D E A T 7™ 4%
). AE VA2 BrBeise g fed, 2% &3 fs i
ANET DX 3 DA R 2z A M A5 ) S, 2% ] 5 48 ) A3 20 4
FEOFT SR o SO 1 [ R R 2 A P D
ERA {2, 4, 6f MM ERBAURAARA {0, 4, 8}
WO A R D E 3. HERD AR AL o AT
TCEERM[i], i€[0,15] W PR,

M ={0x03, 0x0c, 0x35, 0x3a, 0x50, 0x5f, 0x66, 0x69,
0x96, 0x99, 0xa0, Oxaf, Oxc5, Oxca, 0xf3, Oxfc}

X BEA UM A A =, R REE I i
PR B P s S BOR, HAA v oo &R
X Bk F R U AR AN . BEN U FE £ 410 16
MoeE, HATCERMBUEEEIN 0 2] 15, 8411

O RSB HRA ) B 7 P A

VER A5 1 e S B L A AT, i 3kfS RSM2.0
T3 S HER A FH (0 SR BE ALY « SRR B, A
BEHLmES AL O[i], ie[0,15], ME—MuE T ik
MIHERDAE, B M[OG)] - %3k & MR {E B 5 5 0 2 5
P AU R TR AT S B8, AT K BT A UK e )
HEATBENLA AR . (T REANBENLZR 51 OG) #B &5l
SEI HBR I 5150 A1, A MOG)] 763 MR R AR
FIA 16 ANE e HERS A ¥ 50 A, DRI AR AR Ty
N 4 LR PR RS T & .

TLE B 5 BE L RS B2 FEAE BRI 25 i F
FREAT T, JF LB T E a0 A ki
SERFNN . HBENUmMBE AL, AR5
0 2 15 —ABEPLE ] LK 16 A~ S & HAT 7
HHATEEL. SEFr b, fERUNE SR B 5K
2 F BP0 EL P B AL SO0 A SP10[] » HAdok
Ui, 7 HE TR 16 MRS T30 I
P SFO[] AT SF10[4],i €[0,15] 112 515 ok B3k 47 91 2k
PEJZ IR B e AT

WX iR = A RSM2.0 H BRIk, B
FERT AR SRR SVE AT ) 5 KIEAR TR
TEIXLORI b, HERDAMERIHOE 2.0 J7 B N T)
TR, e A FH O 23 B A DA AT ARk o ) R
PGB RD (E L et 2 S AR v R AR e 2 S
A IR R TR HE RS 45 S, T A R o s B9 T A g 2445
) I A (35 S

> I (AddRoundKey, AR):

X BEHLHERS TR 3 RS E T SRR T i
WH AT LA e AR, S ERAE S bR
AES-128 AR R FE— 5.

> WREKFEHAH (MaskedSubBytes, MS):

VE R ARZ AR e, ZIAEAE 16 N
1 S & AR, LA REAS S AR AniE AES-128
(S EfT AR LA ARIE S &k HERL 1) W] A By
M. 52, S ANEAHE S SIThiE 2 — At
HEH T (A0 X © M) R — AN FH B 1) i s 1
AT A TP X @ M. IXFERIBETT H
PRAERE I I AE R IR 2 ST A A

MaskedSubByte,,; [ X 1= SubByte{ X @ M]®M",
XL SubByte[| R FhrUE AES-128 1) S &AL HL,
X REENTEW S FHANMZRY T EE, M,M'
a3 AR FH LREAT S0 RIMEL AR B (9 i A HERS 5
AR . FEHIH, fE RSM2.0 #ith, M A1 M4



36 Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2019 7 H, 4%, F4 M

et A ] e RS A A M) HARAR AN G 3 . R,
W E RS S AL AE 16 MBI, R
MaskedSubByte, vy (171 1 A MaskedSubByte; ),
i€[0,15] « Horfig i ANEEHE TR M15] 1558
AN GEHERD TG 38 MO M T S5 — A A HERD S &
(A N RS, SXAE—k 16 MR S GO TH[E e
HED L P HEAS TR AT IR R T AN TE A B . T
XAIE R TR S &7 Wit AR H .

> fT#AL (ShiftRows, SR):

W5 i AT 4 DITR IR AR | AN,
b i e[0,3] o i ERAF S hrUE AES-128 TP IATRE AL 1R
VEORFFAH A o

> FIIB¥E (MixColumns, MC):

PAT FNREHAE 1 R/ D AR T AES IRES
HFEP S GER . T AR 2 Rk,
ARG —F N T RGN 2 T A4
THEL P A O S e E, A R A A TR

MC(X1®M1,X2OM2,X3DM3,X4® M4)"
=MC(X1,X2,X3,X4)" ® MC(M1,M2,M3,M4)"
KILA Xi B Mi, ie[L4] A AERIE 4 NMRATT
4 ANMNFERDAE . [RIT H1T 21V 2 e e,
A NHERS AR 0T i T R ) L%
WA ARGk, IER Dy ik, 5 22 RS A

A FEA BeAF LA IR I PAT

> F#ig4Mz (MaskCompensation, MCP):

VB HH A1 0 2 6 2 1) FE AL 2 450 1) B BT,
T AMELE SRV P R JE AT o B T AIE A F [
SERE R A E N A WG S &4k,
RSM2.0 (1) 55 Ah— KRF U B 56 FH LAEAT S IR
AP i N FERD (. /£ RSM2.0 1, B35211 16
AN TR O gk o0 S RS E MO+ ],
i €[0,15]) BEAT SRR, Hor r e[0,9] A I Sk 15
£, BUESE—R205 40 o AT IXRIESS r+ 150
R B NFERRSEERE " d 4 Mask, , 1ZHRE
178 SR s

M[OOWr] M[O@A)yr] M[O@BWr] M[O(12)+r]
M[O(IWr] M[OGHWr] M[OOWr] M[O(13%r]
M[OQyr] M[O(6)r] M[O(10Wr] M[O(14)+r]
M[OQBWr] M[O(Tyr] M[O(11)r] M[O(15%r]

N T SERGX W H AR, R A (MCP)
DA R A = AP BR: Eeie h 2 Rh
() 28 1k TR 2 Jo 45 20 10 A #0525 Rpk i s ot
k. oG, Ffh A RSM2.0 Bt 2k il

FH TR B N 4 R DR B 5 i o 1 & R kAT S B

T 3R 75 50 4 10 A0 2 FE R AR A HE B, AR Z il oy

MaskCompensation, (4i5 4 MCP, ), X r e[0,8]:
MCP. = MC(SR(Mask,,,)) ® Mask,

r+l
R, WA -+ 1R SR R S L
RAMEHEIIRSHERE MCP, AT 8, irse 51
T i R (L A 0 53k 1 A8 3% 1K) R T EL ¥
3 TR I SR — R A A FE RN EAORS, AT 5 1k
Fe R L IAERDE AL e, 41T RES T A2 RSM2.0 J7
EMBFESR. MR AIGER r =9 RICHAELR
e AR, (X, © Mask, )DL K K, 435504
REARY I AR HE I LU i 8 (R 8 3 9
MC(SR(MS(K,®X,®Mask,)))®K, , ®MCP.
=MC(SR(SubBytes(K,®X, Y®Mask, ) yPK,  BMCP.
=MC(SR(SubBytes(K, DX, ))) ®MC(SR(Mask,.,,))
@K, OPMC(SR(Mask,.,)®Mask,
=MC(SR(SubBytes(K, ® X,)))®K, _,
i LR O SR 1 W) RELAE T, AR SR A RN R
(r =9 P AFFAETRIEBRA . BUAh, H TR
PR FEFEA T 25 N R A A FE RS IR A 40,
CAEAEEAT B Jm - RE (NI FE R A 2 3 e 2 i e NS 3R AT
IR AES-128 % 30 {5 B PRI, 2558 A MEERS
R FE B MaskCompensation, 5 56 1 6 1 2035
AN, CPRAHE R T LA B T 22 U T il
MaskCompensation, = ShiftRows(Mask,,)
XRE, S5 AL A 2 R AT DL AR
P WL VR i
SR(MS (K,®X,®Mask, )YOK,,OMaskCompensation,
= SR(SubBytes(K, DX, PMask,,))®K,,DSR(Mask,,)
= SR(SubBytes(K, ® X4))OK,,
=128 — bit Ciphertext
2.2 RSM2.0 Hi£iiiE
IR BT S RIEA DD RERER N3, RSM2.0
I RARSEFURE T AN EE 1 b —FediaR . (A8
TEMAE, FER OIS RAEIT 4R 2 AT, RSM2.0 J5 %1
YRR S, iz o i AN AR A
PRI, DAL 5 SCRR[19-2114E A 1 22 B i s
B S By 3t sk B (1 2 4y . e 13X
7y WA IFA A ORI 1L, P IX LA TT
AT
Bk
LN
16 AN X =[X0,X1,---, X15];

®Mask

r+l

RSM2.0 I FERD T Z.



XS A FHu gAY g S G iEhd T S AN 1 2 4l I R ST 37

BEMLImAZ B4 OG),i €[0,15];

AL SF0[i],8/10[i],i €[0,15];

fath:

16 i # S X =[X0,X1,..., X15];

1. E&LEHY BRI, K15 RoundKey,,
re[0,10],

2: RoundKey, <— RoundKey, ® Mask,

3: X =X ® RoundKey,

PR R A IR R e pR AR AT/

4: FOR{each re[0,8]}

S:1IF {r=0}

6: FOR{i e Sf0[0,15] }

7: X; = MaskedSubBytes;,,(X;)

8: ENDFOR

9: ELSE

10: FOR{ie[0,15]}

11: X; = MaskedSubBytes ., (X;)

12: ENDFOR

13: ENDIF

14: X =SR(X)

15: X =MC(X)

/AR R P INERAE */

16: X =X @ RoundKey,

17: MCP. = MC(SR(Mask, . ,)) © Mask, ,

18: X =X® MCP,;

19: ENDFOR

/* R ¥

20: FOR{i e §10[0,15]}

21 X; = MaskedSubBytes ;.o (X;)

22: ENDFOR

23: X =SR(X)

24: X = X ® RoundKey,,

/* Ciphertext unmasking */
25: MCR, = SR(Mask,,)

26: X =X ® MCPR;
3 &3 RSM2.0 A EH ARG IEMRIELE

3 EEHRIMESHBRME
3.1.1 WEHALLE

#E H AT, DPA Contest 3038 V4.2 BB
RSM2.0 SEERILRAT T 17 P2 Bedi s %, Hp
JERER AL B 8 B, BEIARCKRIE 9 FhCEEYE A
DPA Contest V4.2 [ Bt By 75 [ 3122).,

MR ik b, Mok o R B SE R it R
rH R B AR i e R 20 e B R AR A R
T % 73 B R T R SR R 0 AT, 1 TGS H bR
T B 52 R et M A R AT S 50 0 2 ) o AR
PR Kb, oo A Be A 21 i A R
rh R 5 LB 0 Y. 1) FL 8K A v 2 TR) PRI IRSS OK R,
DRI SR ABE A 8 3 AT 77 V24 A Ll AR AR AR 2 23 W7 g 4k o iy
(1) 5 B Bk e

MWE W B TF ] A Sty E iR oA, &
RRZ K T ENEASRE I A%
PRI 1 7004 3 O = 00 X R A AT T it R %)
Wi BEJG, (EXHRYBL, %5363 1050 I il g B A L
BB 5 500U P AL 2 5 2 A R e CPA s
TERSIAR S5 o B0 B AT T iR . Liu Junrong
55 Li Yang 25 NP2 o o S R RE AL, 30 3o ) P A
BRI o SR BN - LR 51 LA R 16 SR
S I A, Buti o LR A S A
TP ERGE R, 2015 45 8 Hrt Y —AMEX S5
N 346 A8 1) Bk T B8 VB R . 1% 7 VSR
K-means EIEE LN B8 & #h 2k T itk 2 b AT o 2R
I R AR, B S TR S B B B B o DG G 2
SEfE I R L F RS AT T S 1 7 SR T i I A
PIURAS BT » S5k E, FRPURN S 7 %
KT ZERTBEN A HERS S ST I I A 1L e 4
AT SEBR AR o

T Zdenek Martinasek 25 F5Y N 03 15 548 FH
VR (¥ 22 78 B v B AR T RSMI2.0° Hh R 8% e 2H B4 T
W . BHIGTE T ZRIA Y, Martinasek P IA T 3
JIr A P A 3t R P AT 8 7 45 4 47 6 1) e it 8 K L
B S0k 3, T ST LR B 48 22 10 B
Jiike BRI, B AE RSM2.0 I 40 Sz BLYEAC S,
BATRIEGEE 7 AT . H B AT,
FEBARSEIL Y, RSM2.0 7 E AT B A 45 E Rl A 52 2]
FLIPERAELR Y, DRI X AT B A B (9 B o ik
GEIF LW A 5 o 17 2 B LAZ B A1 B g g LA
104 2% RE 5 MR B il fit RSM2.0 J5 %, SR T
BT A I Bk J5 S 52 bs BRI T Re 30 AT 1R 51 VR i
PR R R ER (728 4.3.1 ANk T T ik, 5
4h, Hideo Shimizu %5 N EHA] ARSI LX)
BHA SR S & T 7 %k, b s
(1) R R A U A B e J B 12 R R R
T RSB .

KRt 2 4b, Tobias Schneider %5 A\ 7E SCHR[24]H
FUT Welch [ T WA 7 ZEAEAN R 50 B 1 8B i H
FREEE, FE4g —Fh byt et 1 i 5 K 58 3 H



38 Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2019 7 H, 4%, F4 M

V42 B Bt e i A2 A b, A BL P B A DU
RSM2.0 S sSe i 7E (1 22 A . AN, %303
HB AT HE— ST R A 2 M ke 5 AT 5 B 1)
Wit . Zdenek Martinasek W7 SCRR[25]H X4 T
PR BLAR 27 20 i 16 22 2 AN 48 SR AT HERY - S
A A MR R ) B &

BT LR R GRS 2 A, Sl T RS
PEAL 1 H AR I 77 G T AR AR ATHH I (W Mo 77 SR,
HBNASCERRR 2 %A AT R R SCk o] A, [H
WAEA SO A IR R I 07 ZAT e 5 0 HT .
3.1.2 HEIEFF A

gty IR X RSM2.0 IR HE 1 7 22 1) &4 WF
FORF, B TAEHARNITE S FE 4 B (1 Bt
TR A, HoAh T Bl U R R BARE LR L
R[]
> BAREL AL A R BN TR S B 2 W R

ekl & . K2 HCIRA T RISt i fE )

Gy N = ASD IR, R SR P REAR Bt g v i

BENLIRES B4, B s A AP ATHERD S &l

FPARY FLPEA, B E AT HERY S & A7

B REMELATRE . NETAZEA

AT IOARAZ T7 LR AL 45 R EoR A, XM

o SR 23 3 AR K AL oE S () Y, O HL

FH L3 5 2 P A B 5 | N T A 22 T i 0 e B %2

[ Re & 2 H & .
> TERENLAE DAY B, B B ek 2 Bl

T3 G of B — A7 B (1 HE AT i e i R i AT

B Bk, 2006 T 6 HoAh v EALE TP AR AR

K AE R EEBEAT R, I 3 ol I AL 0 o i

BREFRRCRART, AR AR I A5 1) R, 7 254

WA B, O Bt g7 ik £ 00 H bs b A

P B R ORI e LT S &AL E

M ER BT B AR, TBsA R RSM2.0 (e

() HAth 22 eI T R G5 TS, Rk

Bk 77 S BN H B SRR AR AR AR K ) it

2]
> OB S BRI 0 e A TR O B A i K

RSM2.0 J7 E A% ED S &N

FEND A7 B AF A LA S AH 408 i e v e 5 A T

X4 ), Bk L Re g A7 e, &5

i 8 () SCE RRUAR T A6 52 (18 4n T B0 24 T e

T itk 525 p 5 0L 7 B 4 BT ) o
> LT HTA B 7 S A0 AR SE BB B 43 52

AT T 3 T 2%yt R 0 o A AR

BRI, X e Xl 7 R s by B33 JE AR AR Bk 26

T (B35 K Z) 1 B, profiled attack). #t 5 2,

R RS AV AR, (B EASEkE

X} DPA Contest F /7 A ZE 43 i EFR I RSM2.0

H A& AR B Bk 9% 073X — 22 4 75 W B sk

B PR 5% 1 o

Jy—J7 T, {EH AT RSM2.0 R HEhd 7 & D4y
TR 2 LB B Z B 50, IR IR A
B0 PR IR ek O 5 IR AR N 2 02 &R g v E T
RSM2.0 #0477 E M LA BE 7. SR, WNIAC
AN TR F S 2 SR BA I AR R BT 55 1%
FHOR IR TT R o
3.2 ARG IRIES

R TR IR Y 7 AR I £ 0] R
ARSCAE SCHR[26-27] TAE I Al bk — D42 T 5%
RSM2.0 (RGP iRAS I 7%, 0t ER FR S0 AR 1
TSI ES G D0 UL SR N R A B AR AT T 4 1T 1) e
53 Ar, RIS AR S R R — R A B Tk
g5 T AR AEN S A3 A, TR TR RSM2.0 5
R BEE BRI, AEBRRE B E AT,
DL AH Y. 1R 875 481 77 ZE 0 700X = R 28 E A N I R 4
PERFTUHELE

WA S i B AR S0 AR BE R, EEX) b
1 rHRE B PR A L B P R IR AR T T A X
— R, ATE ST T AL R RSM2.0 Uy S
A AR E o SEFr b, Gl e SE s 5 i)
WM E AT K I, AE LS 0 TR HAT 1L
JEBir RS S S SAT R AR X AN HRE R
IF, WAERE G AT FNRYE B FER M
e, REZFELFERAE RS I R R E R S AT« 2
Tk, ASCE Yo kA T AL S R AR AR )
R ZFLP 7 ST I USRS Bt e o, 1A
T 65 1Y) i e R T b R T LY B A AT B

B0 Bt ATLAAE AL 8 A o B R P i s o B o,
v Al P 0 77 92 A e ik S A R TG A ), AT
(PRI 0 R I A A B 2% e I 2 11 22 ANt i o R mT
fE 22 10 3 R A0 O AH DGR IR HE B Mt 5 45 1, IR A Al
FHRERR Bty 7 SRR THER R . A X — RS
(R AH DG B 45 L, oty 5wl DA FH o 40 2 B0k v 55
FACL PG 1E S AE o — ik 7 B Ak 52 MR A 2R O I 1)
7 0T 4 A 2 BE LA RS 00 IR HE R 26, (]I s
P& i By 7 A AR e LU IR B R M B 5 iE
Rt teAk, AT BRI — S0, TAPrFEkm2
P E AR AR S Y S AT HEM RSM2.0 R A 15
ERCH AR AT R, XK, ARER R R



XS A FHu gAY g S G iEhd T S AN 1 2 4l I R ST 39

Bk 77 00 Bi 18 7 8 060 OB AR AR BBk
RSM2.0 [SEEBVEEES, Witk FRATT T4 th ) Bk 07
SRR S b I A B A LA e KAk

SR b, R R AR R Bty % 5 SCHR[28]
T R PR R B B 4 P ) et A SR AN
A, P TP e Boh e . F 2N
FAETFASCF /I T RSM2.0 S8 Ta)HERD AL _F- 1)
WV B R T Bk, R I LA 5 TR B R DL R B
AR, T A A W o S A A K P
0] b5 H A B AR 25 e A DG IR I R v
[ULEPIRLON L X B Gy

M AER AR 2 B B AR GBI M Bk B, A L
RSM2.0 7 &8 Tt o7 &, Tt — B hd 77
St o ST R AR SOl BOR B A — i Mol 7 %
T S T A RIS AT OR B 1 P A R TR
(1) e st vk EAT B TAR B, B 3 mT DAAE S5 4R 0K
B B A 2 S — [ Mot 7 DPA, CPA 5%
B L I AT IR

EFX RSM2.0 75 AT B Baki 19 = 22k i A

T H S TR A A A ) BE AL HE
T EAT AR, PRIASAEAE T LA B B0 R (0
AN T AR RS A AT R 00 vl S5 ) i 6%
07, BT ELTBI AR, HEAY S AL E
DLyt % ATETE A B Beh i AR o BRI, BATIHRE
R R T o L o 0 0 O B R L2 VA
B AN FIRASSZELT AR E B RS PR (14 R )
R, TRV 3 0% v A v B A HE RS 1 1 £ R it
Ffn E o WA A FUX 4 e m ik R, AR
By B T S B AT PR AE K

ToJa, MR AT R R, BATTINE
HR TR B3 A A 73 DA A o AR At i i S B AR T
7 4 X0 B 5 X AR ASEAR A e PR B AR 3 o AtAT] =
BT O BT B AR ARSCAE RSM2.0 7 e
FUHH A I L0 AR AR 5 AR AR AR A I ] Ji T4 5
(1977 2205t ] DACSCGIE L 3 B A RV Y T, 3
BN b R 22 M7 B A SCHERD 5 B 55

2i ERTIR, A S RSM2.0 SEBL RS PERTST
HEZE LGP 1 iR

MHEZAELCRTIAE A
BRI AT
R SR i
R T RS
EEARSM2 OGS ) ) —] FAIEATE U
%éﬁl&ﬁ?ﬁff@é #Ml\ﬁbmjﬂﬁﬁﬂ(
TG DA R

DI E Sy {

ARBAR I BT 3

Bl 1 X RSM2.0 BrfE A ZBI RS FRIESS
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HW-M[] 2 2 4 4 2 6
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HWeM[] 4 4 4 4 2 6
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Figure 6 Deviation model for HW recovery where p = 0.65
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Table 3 Mask identification accuracy under different
length of fingerprint and deviation model f,(Y|X).

N 6 7 8 9 10 11

0.65 72.7% 83.5% 86.3% 88.0%  943%  95.9%
0.50  50.3% 59.3% 65.2% 68.7%  755%  82.1%
035  34.0% 43.2% 47.8% 55.7%  59.6%  68.4%
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g RIMAEMIDIRS™ 201, 16 MR 5IHE
[0() +7]%16, ie[0,15] ¥l 43 ) 53 vH 55 FF hn 2% 3k
AL, Hpre[0,10]. 52 1, 7 RSM2.0 7%
IS BARID R, 2R 4 1 = 4452 3% U HH 4k 04T
AN TH SR OO Y TR AN RS A ) e A &R 5 )

x4 CREABPEFEHREEMENRES
Table 4 Sensitive instructions in assembly code
TG AR AT A AR 2

5 412 AN R R, IR LR G FRAL
AR SR KA TR R N, A
A A I 22 5 | 3 FR) AT X 4y o A RSM2.0 HH RIS
RKEMH, O@) HEUE 0 2] 15 fHEs, X FRZEE
o N R o & O Bedl o & o, o oen=i,
ie[0,15]. R 5HIHT o Al RAuEXS
IS R B A

x5 MENZRESIBESERINAEEXNRR

Table 5 Hamming weight mapping of random index

a0 0x0 0xl 0x2 0x3 0x4 O0x5 O0x6 0x7
HWed[] 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 3
a0 0x8 0x9 Oxa Oxb Oxc Oxd Oxe Oxf
HW-0[] 1 2 2 3 2 3 3 4

BT Bk 6 oo O] E RO A, AN B
[6() + 0] LA K [6(i) + 01%16 Kt Uf 25 1K 2R 51 F/ U5
M H G Lo iR A OB R R, Hh i
MEG AT 16 Bl BesE Il = 51741 H.i €[0,15] :

G pony = Seq{HW[0(i) + ]| r €[0,10]}

G poripnts) = Seq{HW[6(i) +r1%16| r €[0,10]}
FHEATLLRTIREL G piprey A, TR T
FIVC T RN 210 H T B 5o G (19 Jfr A 65 W i S A 3k
JEo) e AR, PIA K AN BT X 43 3 4 43 i A
[0[4]%16] LA JZ [0[8]%16] Ay &L 4fi i, FF H AT X 43
FEHI RN 4 NIiE .

F 6 BENRIZINAIFE 16 NMEMNESIFT

. A A7 RO N A7 i . .

(1071-1073 47) R Table 6 16 guessing sequences of offset fingerprint

1d HI,X+ o(i) r= 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

add YL,H1 o(i)+r G/‘p(g[o]%lf,) 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 3 1 2 2

andi YL, OxOF [0G)+]%16 Gpepwr 112122 3 1 2 2 3

Grper21%16) 1 2 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 2

s, N N N N Gf (0[41%16) 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 2 3 3

LTS 4 A A S AR 5 I B o .
/p(0[8]%16)

LoO(@)+&,Lo(0@()+r)+&,Lo([0()+7]%16)+ ¢ [ G 2 1 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 2 3

Bt Ee e . AT P RATEZ R E AR Grposppe 223 1223 2 3 3 4

e o e S Gy piosrs 2 2 3 2 3 3 4 0 1 1 2

Mgk, H 10 Fehnas ol R v IX v (1 A ik 45 S A JWW) S 3 1 2 s s a3 34 o
S Y Lo T b [ p(6[6]%16)

BT W R R R S 1R SUB A Gy ponopie) 2 3 2 3 3 4 0 1 1 2 1

Tfp(O(i)+0) = Lo Seq{[O®i)+r]|r<[0,10]} Grponaisie) 23 3 4 0 1 1 2 1 2 2

L. = Groorray 3 1 2 2 3 2 3 3 4 0 1

+Seqie, | r €[0,10]} Gpompaw 3 2 3 3 4 0 1 1 2 1 2

T omsorste) = L o Seq{[O(i) +r]%16| r [0,10]} Groapaey 33 40 1121223

g POG)+01%16) Goaapy 3 4 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 3 1

+Seq{gr | re [0,10]} Grpenisiwie) 4 0 1 1 2 1 2 2 3 1 2

© A THEBRRIBMTFL, “mod 16”7 BHEAHIEANTE F— N BIagbR
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LB v T BRI R 5 e 8O Bk AR
B R AR SUT A R, AT RENLE S [0G) + 0] iR
LR 53 A LR AN D B
< BB LR BEHLE 9138 D Thiom A

T cociysopatsy MRS 8Lt J5 i W S Sy LT

ETE‘&}?@J be([O(i)+0]) e pr([O(i)+0]%16) °

W 2 Kb E M 16 ANENIREUT A S

pr([O(i)+0]) 23 Mﬁ?([O(i)+0]%16) }?ﬂiﬁﬁ Hﬁﬁ’ el

HAE R TR ) e o ok AT U B

[0G) + 0] TR

O(i) = argmin Euclid (M 4, 0:)>G p017))
0/1

o@) = ar%{“,}in Euclid(M 4, 1oays0p016) O ppatar j1soreie))
J

RXFE ok, AR TR D] S ) P SR HE f R RE g
IEF] 100%MTT$E &, &K KEKRT 4 IESHRL
e 50 5 A2 BU R BEAT BRUCR S HE R, BRI

O(i)+0,i €[0,15] o MNP AHTRATTREDS N RSM2.0 5%
HPERIUH AR 11 M E St B R 2, Rk
TP 3kt R 1R P R B L 2% 1 | 3t R 4R SRR 8 FH kadk
AT U B

h Tk R UE AT I &R 5 R S0 B HE
PR, RATIAE AR ZKF B e s IR B N 3T T
AR LSS o AR LIS, BATT RIS AN [F] IR R 4L
K25 VMR 22417 R R g AT T PRAl

5 4012 AR, BATTE Soonr St A
(R Y B P 52 At 22 ) S R 3R R o B A R PR 30,
BATHA R X €{0,1,2,3,4} & X 00N T 34 &
MR AL E (M IER B A, JF HA% Y €{0,1,2,3,4}
SE SCA ST A B M e A5 B A I 45 R E, X
FE f, ATRAH A Q) AT E X, Hh 6 Ror it 23k
TLEREL

Horp, R E 2 0.35 FRIMEAR /AR IR
K 7 Fiow:

(A+p)/ 255X - X)+(1—p)/2+5Y — X —1) X=0
f X[ X)=4p*6(Y =X )+(1-p)/2%3¥ =X -1)+(1-p)/2*5(Y - X +1) X=123 3
A+p)/2%8Y - X)+(1—p)/2%5¥ — X +1) X=4
/* MERGEFORMAT
R 7 (T¥=0) Ho0os o OE123) 1905 o (11X=4)
80% 80% 80%
70% 70% 70%
60% |— 60% 60%
50% 32:50% 50% 50%
300 30% 300
20% - 0 20% s 20%
o 70 3230% o o RO %
1802 [ ] 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1802 [ . | 1802, 0.00% _0.00% _0.00%
0 1 2 3 4 X-1 X X+1 0 1 2

E7 p=035 THHENRBESIMEREERE

Figure 7 Deviation model for HW recovery where p = 0.35

XHLFER A RN, MBEAATE X PRI
B A2 2R 5| UG Y 10 deME B KA I (X
IrAFRIAE O A 4 JXPAME), S (1470 i 5 D00 Ak
HRYBE p M(1-p)2 WAER R IN{E. X
MEAR BRI RS S B, SRR EAE 4.1.2 N
T A R 365 (1 i 22 W A BT R AT T IR . B
Ja, AR SR I B 2 5 Al R AR T

MRAR ERF, R ARDL 22 A 4 L5 4 A
FREUR T I A RN A o Al Ui, Bl B R
it VL DU B DS B 3R (1 L T BRI R R S0
FEFIEETN, ) it s i SOHE 2806 BE LR 5 1B EAT I
o PR 2 . BRIEZ Ah, XTEEER 3 W ANAE ]
FERR ot i ZE LR 5 AR SR ECKE T, BEALR 5
K3V A L B ATLHE RS (R R AR 0 S8 o SRR 0

T EE i T RENLR 51 AR P ORI B Ve DR
SR AU B IR W] X 2 4R SUK BE B 2 21

x7T FEELKESTRRERE f(VX)TH
REA RS IRAERE
Table 7 Offset identification accuracy under different
length of fingerprint and deviation model £,(YX)
AN 6 7 8 9 10 11

0.65 89.9%  91.6%  944%  96.8%  97.1%  982%
050  752%  84.5%  88.5%  93.7%  95.0%  97.7%
0.35 60.5%  72.1%  77.5%  86.2%  89.8%  93.4%

ROV, IRk 7 AR, 4
TRECK R R 11 ANTCEM, 5 ri iR A 1)
PR A ZE 0] T fe 25 (R 4R SOROMTEE A A S i /s R
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{FIRAE p=0.35 IXFFImmE S IEE R, BIMLR S 1IR
TAERR AR IR BERS ik 93.4% o F 3 1) 5256 Kk 4 1A,
i FE FR S 5 7 AR A X BENLZR 5 R A R oA
{8 50y H R A AR s i e
4.2 HERFHSMEELMMIL

A B FE HR ORI B ARAE SL B B
THE DL AT it D2 U5 40 #A FEREAT 40 A1, S IEOAR
PP TT S TF e, FEHEH T AH IR PEA $a5 bront
ANFEARA SRS T BT EYERREAT AL TEAN .
4.2.1 FEIRLURAL

I I BER G, 8 FI B 247 & 1R RE
a7k R T DL A R A o) A v R AT R, ]
S 1 9 5 i 8 () W]t TR R A T B B 05 R A i TR

MR Z R by b, FEHERSGHR SO S L A,

Wik 5w e AN e SO R A 4 34T
T AR, R R L 1 A M EE A 1R I
FRR I FT A7 ity CEASEAR EICH 122 b o B 5 B ASEAR DT T
B, Mok #5069 R T g i R 5 S A R 1 A
[Fi) 25 20 (1) 90 W R AT 18— DU E LA 3145 5 M T B
Sl B A (R O T A5 . PRI, 7E WS R G 52
PR 2tz ey, B ARAEHERD 5 SO 5 51 7T 1X 43
(T B AT R 1 40 R M 25 48 20 1) K At B Ay X 2
Bk B A 0o i 25

Bl tef i itk 2 i g0 B ok AR 14 95 R RS A A )
B, AR 2 6 11 A fe 8ot #4675 P AT
B on MIEMITA A AT R, L
nell,11] . ARSI EIR IR 8 P, LK 4h
R, EIIE 16 AR SO 351 T X 43 1 iy
PR, BT R EERACK S 4, HiZKE T
(] X ot B A B AL A R AE— . MFIHE 8 ik
NP E R 4 (Rl 7 B A e Tl R i ST
By, ARG T AR GG & M[OG) + 0] FFUR K
7 B T IX A R R A, B I R A
LEAd RS T LAy I BRAR 24 42.86%

xS HIEBELUREAXSMUERE
Table 8 Shortest distinguishable position search in
mask fingerprint

Len il g5 A7 & AJ DX it R 7
HAERE ey
Len=1 11 oG
Len=2 55 x
Len=3 165 P
Len=4 330 {0,4,5,9} LK {1,5,6,10}
Lens 162 {0,1,2,4,6}% 138 Ff

IDACRA iR

® 9 UKL 4 it BEA G2 1
{0,4,5.93 15, [RIFEA2 M Bpe i e S DL E 1 Js 0 571 2%
H TiZAE AL RN 16 MESIRSUE IS, i
R AT LU AR S8 AR ] (I 8 8081,
RIS 4 1) ot A P 4R S02 FLSAT AR,
XA PIRAUE T3 3 A 2 1 i ik B R
R ERIES A R

*9 MEMEHE{04,59 T 16 MERDIEL
BMFS
Table 9 16 guessing sequences for mask fingerprint
within index positions {0,4,5,9}

e (o A

0 4 5
EERAe2]

o

Grpaiop
Grpan4)
Grparn
Grporniop
Grpornizy
Grpornsy
Grpone)
Grpons)
Grpua )
Gy
Grpme)
Grpam
Grpwepsy
Grpons)

Grporian

o e N e e N - = T = T - T N N N (ST (S R ST S )
(o N . - = T~ N N N \C R ST S B =T N )
NS S = A T ST S R N N o)}
S =, N N NS T N W SN NS T N SN N S (S R e

Gy

MR, RPN BG g seh, AHEET Biibie
)44 2% d AT X 7y g Bk R A BT 56, AP D sK
o 11 A0 o 5 s A2 A i B i S0 ) K B e B Y Moo P
A R T R0 DA T 4552 (R SR 2 ) - 4 —
A I AR Pl R

SRIM, WK 8 WIATE M, Xt # 4 vl 4%
Z IR I A E T ERTR ALK B e, Bid A
SRAFAEZ Pl RE AL B AL Gk . il hn, kPR
45 it B R SUR T B N, A7AE 462 FlnT BEIF i EE
PrEEIOT 5 P, Ay AT A7 IX L8 AT e 1) 6 A
B R A Ik tH BRE d R Ak ER ER A E
MR T Bk 5 S PR B Hh e O 1 [l

BT BRI, ASCH R T RART iR AR
2] (Mean of Nearest Distance, I SCfijFR A
MOND)” [P 4 Aok i vk 5 M % 48 S0 B2 4 A
T, EHCAN [R5 A7 B T R S B G R SRR .
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T Bk AR SE B R U 1 R o B AT REAE 2
S s/ R A U 45 0P F1 ) I AEUR A R
e, PGS T A A e 41 5 2 S a4
Fe S Ia) (R BE A8, JF v S P B B AT AE e
JE b S e HE T e A v I AR A R U B 1R M
SRR . HARK UL, MOND #5845 1) v Sl ROy A A
50V 2 FR:

Bk 2. HEMY4REC MOND S50 H.

LD

R PPl OHREUKEE: N;

REVPAS TR B2 A7 5 {x1,x2,--+,xN} ;

-

HAAE T ARSI MOND fiih5;
HVH SRR R RS0 51 ) B Q3T e 2
I: Sum=0;
2: FOR{each ie[0,15]}
3. Min = Maximum,
4: FOR{each je[0,15] and i#j}
ISP FR ST FIAE N AN MR A7 1) 2 e fi e

12y
5: Temp = Manhattan _ Dist(G 4, v1111)> G g 1)
6: IF (Temp < Min)
7: Min = Temp;
8 ENDIF
9: ENDFOR
10: Sum+ = Min;
11: ENDFOR

/1 SR B AR A B T

12: MOND = Sum*1.0/16;

13: RETURN MOND;

ML 2 (SRR DL & MOND bR ) 5 X n)
11, MOND R 15 B Mo 5 H AU A S DR
L T I A AR P 12 e 570 A £ L Y4 (VA
{x1,x2,---,xN} F EL T oAt MOND %/ () itk 2847
B A RO B A B R, R X PE FR AR
F LT, ARG 1 2] 11 T ]
X 73 it 25 7 B 34T T MOND Z %t 4, e
MOND Z FU{E s ok (K13 XA AT T AT T HEP o 3045,
TERAMBRLCKE 4 rh, MOND Bl KA/ i ok 1 f ]
X ittt E A7 E WIS 10 Frs:

F, B 3 AE SE B PAT I R i S0 (1 i 7R
O SE T CURRE B S A TR T S U S A
TR A BRI R Ja Sl F (i BB Fe UK - Bl S, AR
P _Fadx R, ek E R PR SUK SN MOND 14

DRA T XS I 1R T DX 73t ke 7 2K JRE T 52 o F Bk ik
e, BT RENS fe P AL 4 B R 80K BE 4 AF T B3R S
R HERf %

7 10 MOND #RA {8 5 X i #5555 47 8 xf B &%
Table 10 Maximum of MOND and the corresponding
index positions of mask leakage

] X 43 (Pt g MOND K AR B W [
IAER S ] X gyt A
Len=1,2,3 0 T
- 2625 {0459}
Len=4 2 2625 {1,5,6,10}
- 375 {046,710}
Len=5 138 375 {03.4,6,10)
4875 {0,1,2,6,9,10}
Len— 2
en=6 9 4875 {0,1,4,8,9,10}
6.125 {0,1,2,5,6,9,10}
Len= 2
en=7 %0 6.125 {0,1,4,5,8,9,10}
Len=8 161 675  {0,12,4,6,8,9,10}
75 {0,1,2,3.4,7,8,9,10}
Len=9 55 75 {0,1,2,3.6,7,8,9,10}
75 {0,1,2,4,5,6,8,9,10}
Len=10 1 8.25 {0,1,2,3,4,6,7,8,9,10}
Len=11 1 9 {0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10}

4.2.2 FENURB RS

L5 ¥ M i i SO A B AR TR R 1R DA ],
N ICE e BT T AR S A G 52 IR P AR R T Bk
i, Yo 2 e i A I i R R B R 8K, LA
Zdp AT T 0 28 L 9 T DXt AT

AR 6%F 11 Mm% a0t @47 & h A
B on MUE MR AAE AT I 8 R, K
nell,11], HEMRILEEI MR 11 s, Lk
SGERRW, TELRAIE 16 MW RSO T 51 P R 1T X
SRR T, BT MM SR A AN 3, Hix
BN F R X Attt @A 2 A 35 36 Rl g BUE
T

Fx11 REFXSEBIEEEVERR
Table 11 Shortest distinguishable index positions
search for offset fingerprint

Len K Jlk g5 47 B 41 A B4 B 2 VA 2R
Len=1 11 ¥
Len=2 55 ¥
Len=3 165 {0,1,6},{0,1,7} %5 36 Fi
Len=4 330 {6,8,9,10} %% 296 Fi
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Xt LE LA (O[0]+ 0)%16 Ay 447 B 1) dee o K 5 ok
5 LA B M IREL £ 11 hHRB AWM EEK
JEy 3 it A AT LUK Bu 2 I E TR RO AT
FFRSBFARE) 40.0%0 19 T B0 AUFHE R 45 R 1 IEH PRI
ek, 12 F AT R AN UCEC R S A T
EL{0,1,7 9t A7 B 1Y) 16 FinT G 10 B i SO I e
Hlo NEH AT LG H, b AT R AN E I 51 2 8]
BE AR S B AR 2 e, B A E -
(1) i B 45 SR FI A BEA T BEATL W F% 2LV P 52

F12 HEMEASFO,1,7}THI 16 1
(CEeipreplls2dl
Table 12 16 guessing sequences for offset fingerprint
within index positions {0,1,7}
1

r=

Grparopste
G/[J(H 1]%16)

Grporsie

[

[

[

Gypoarste
Gyparsiite
Grpaspste
Gyporste
Grpassie
Grpaniorsie)
Grpon2sie)
Grpaersio
Gyparmte
Grponiie)
Grponsrsie

Grponarsie)

N D = = W W= NDO N R WD = W

1
1
2
2
2
1
2
2
3
3
3
1
2
3
4
0

AL W LW N NN NN == == OO

Grpenisints)

AR, 2 B0k 38 AR A4 A7 10 oh SR A7 i 0 5
TR T R it SR fR sl K 2 5, Buhia &
SLRE P AR R B () T A AT X it A b i G
RE % S5 AU S U A 26 (1t A o AR
SRR I R AR S T R g e, BATTIRIRE
R b3 ) « A0 FR SUE 25135 {H(MOND
FabR) 7 WHCEEA T 2 11 TR KBS 28 Rl IX 43
R A B AL A ATV, JRid s N MOND Hufg
AR AL IS J o IS () B L2 5 itk S A 8, VPl 45 S
% 13 for.

Wk, Bk 5 78 5 bR AT B LR 5 1 O ) i
it rpa] DI i A Al 1 B R 6% 42 52 1A 0t T B (R HE v
S5 7 Al 8 R S ) R A BRIK I R S A FH M 4R gL K
. BfiJn, AMAE 13 g3 MOND W% K A8 K H:
JITRE NG (R AT DR 43t i A, B0l PR A S b 4

H R SR SO BRI S bR I BEHLR 511K R
e RENS I DAL BEAL R 51X MU B 0 U HE

%13 MOND R A ESM LN RS HEMEXRE
Table 13 Maximum of MOND and the corresponding
index positions of random offset leakage

AT EEAL MOND AR KA A Y AT X 43iit
BEE FEE Ay
Len=1,2 0 T
- 1.625  {0,4,10}
Len=3 36 1.625  {0,6,10}
Len—4 296 275 {0,4,6,10)
35625 {0,1,3,6,10}
3.5625 {0,1,4,6,10}
Len=5 461
en 3.5625  10,4,6,9,10}
3.5625  {0,4,7,9,10}
45625 10,13,6,7,10}
Len= 462
en=6 6 45625 {0,3,4,7,9,10}
Lensy 330 53125 {0,1,2,4,6,7,10}

53125 {0,3,4,6,8,9,10}
6.125 {0,1,2,3,4,6,8,10}
6.125 {0,1,2,4,6,7,8,10}
Len=8 165 6.125 {0,1,3,4,6,7,9,10}
6.125 {0,2,3,4,6,8,9,10}
6.125 {0,2,4,6,7,8,9,10}
Len=9 55 7125 {0,1,3,4,5,6,7,9,10}
7.9375 {0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7.9,10}
7.9375 {0,1,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10}
8.75 {0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10}

Len=10 11

Len=11 1

43 FHHAMESEFIFHER
MNSE B BUh SRR, 24 i R 48 80 ARk
fift 7 BENLHERD MIOG) sRBENL I A OG)a, 4T
PSR AHERS S A bl a2 R
— AR S A AL T S H AR b ) E R T Re &
SHTe AR, 7E RSM2.0 [R5 ZEBETEh, IX P84 #E
fih S frRE Bt R O AL ERAE AT R
R, AFRdeH, RSM2.0 5 iR EF ) #
5 S FrIIELT B9 8 SEPLZ A7 A6 AT LB e el
(1122 AT o R IX —Seid iR, B o] IER R
BEALAEAD AT~ T RSM2.0 %852, H
ST AT IR HME P S 5T 0 AR AES-128 S35 SE I
I HTHERE FETEIX 1 6
43.1 FEFPisdiwRE
KNG A LGS RS S & ELF BB
T BLAE RSM2.0 28— 50 in 2 ik FE 18 51 R 54
Ho SEBR F, 78 RSM2.0 FIRVETHE G RE T, AR
BEAE 51 DY A 6 25 (0 TR AR 4l R 270 2 5K 43 il i
B, Horhie[0,3] HAH (i +1) 5@ XA 4 =T, 1
Wi' s SR G w1 B PRI A5 A
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Wi'=(WODWI®W2DW3)®2*(Wi®Wi+1)® Wi

LA b TRME 2% (Wi @ Wi + 1) B R (1 8),
Wi 4% B B e gk adt 5 A7ds v, e AEAE
Resmitt i . M SEbr b, FEASNRIE RN, A

wi A ERUOAHERS S St AR, Bk, 18
ML e g I ar$2 1, Ao S0 E
AE LM R AT AGEIT AL P B9 AL RSM2.0° k4T —
B e T o

E:iyimmm%%%%mﬁwmmm

wo
w1
Sy L T
4T | AR
w3

oW1 2(WOSW)

wiew2 2(W1DW2)
28 1) Xtime

wmews | BRELEL | gnems)

w3ewl 2(W3OW)

8 FE—RPHELFIHHETRE

Figure 8 Bypassing vulnerability against shuffling defense in the first round

Ty AMEAG PR, B B X Bk o A (R A
5 8 LLERM 2 B 8 Bron), BiMd# Kk
T 256 NICE RIE T3 B 25 T T BLX 43t
IEHR A, R BGE 2 B s R IR 2 T 16
AN FEBAHFEAT
432 EHAWRE REJTVEE

AN 2 B R A FH AR E A i R 4R S0
HiAR X} DPA Contest 241 252> 51 RSM2.0 Bt 7 %
HEAT S B A A7 R SIS0 A0, IR R T AH N 9 R 7 P
(N

B AL T AT B i R A R R R 8
FLARE L HL(ATMegal 63)idH 47 R 4L . e RAEm L
BRI ZR(F 5 ) WaveRunner 6100A)fD A FLfEHR Sk
e TE K, NP PR R W E A 500 MS/s, MK
B v W4 15 ) 200MHz.

HhHARSIA W ERE gds, Hh—
Bt I S AN TE, HS3E % N oW
o 1T 55— 2 il 2 D (I A 23 2 S e 4R 3 1 B AR
T HEATIEREVEAY, FLiZEREE HhER KT AMA TF.

ANTHES IS 16 4lReR ik, fR4LAeR
e —ANBEHL 128 LA %P FARER oy
2 AL 5000 4% fg Sl £k, T A 4% il 26 U
1704402 N RAEHURAA %, 18R T RSM2.0 #ERS 77
SAE 10 B E Rk R B AR Y FL B BE R FE . BEAR,
LR e M2 0 W ) — SR S HR RS T 5
FeH, G WSSO, %4, shuffle0 $4H, shuf-
fle10 %041, BN EAS . S35 0 LRI A JF
(1 B 1 2 4R A Skt JL b 1 B HEAT TAL B, s
WE LU VPAY, REAE STOE P, BOMRA @S, DAk R 5t

FOA BE & i 2R 4R & 1A 42 MO Bl e %

37 T, FAAE B A FH DO A8 AR AT 1
BEVEA, EEVEALTEARIIT 00 4ERkE 2 S 2P
HY 1) )% 2 % (Success Rate, SR)-5 %% Ml 4 (Guessing
Entropy, GE). R4 F WAL KVEL 24k, Bidir &
2 W UAEA] 1000 4568 12k kAT L2 P,
T 0t Jb R v g 4% T 286 11 - 25 A B I ) [ A 4 N
PEANAESE, DR PP A T S v A I o 52
W& J7 10, B B3R A ARG 22 7 A IR 1) Ik 45
ar EHAT, DAORIETEBEPEAL I 2PV o IR 55 AR &
Yekf /K Xeon 2411 E7-8837 15 CPU, ¥tz LN
2.67GHz, FHH.A 256GB [N 1745 1] .

FETAE 4.1 LS 431 /MR ) RSM2.0 Bty
MERLLL S B8 1t s ilil, T T ) 9 o 50 48 1) i 7 %8,
HIXP RN 7 38 O I T T AR v

TATE SR 16 A TFMhizek] i A TS
(B 20 i g 4 DA SIS R 4R, b e — MRS H
RAEAT AR Z ], 5y — AN R AT U S Bk
SIHERG REIGE . B, T8 AT 28 AR B Ty
A AT A M R R SOR MR, FRATTE
SRR O3 S R v 45 S8 5T (1) BE AL O B2 2504 AT
WOIle A T IR SEBRAERA 2, FATT IS £ 4 4 vh i
FUERHCT 1200 ZcREE IhEk, IR AL TRECS
B RGBS 15 B N 20k 7E R 14 L
KA 15 o TR R s M2k % s 715
A7 Pt 55 KA AR B 25 5, AN A1 1R R )
HER AT ] FRP 38 FEAS HAT S B 3 S DRIk, R
125 L TRk Tl Gt /) PR O % 7 6 B 1R R 0 AR AR
HAE DL



50 Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2019 7 H, 4%, F4 M

14 BT EIEQMREIEILIRRERE
(BT )
Table 14 Identification accuracy of mask fingerprint
for the byte of least leakage

Length 1 2 3 4 5 6
Accur.  17.5% 55% 66.8% 80% 84.8% 92.5%
Length 7 8 9 10 11

Accur.  99.8%  99.8% 100% 100% 100%
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Table 15 Identification accuracy of offset fingerprint
for the byte of least leakage

Length 1 2 3 4 5 6
Accur.  27% 63.7%  832%  87.3% 97% 97.8%
Length 7 8 9 10 11

Accur.  98.3%  98.8% 98.8% 100% 100%

R S B R WY, B R Tl
Fifm A% 7 1AL, MR T SUERIRAES SR 100%
g B DU R

T BB 2 K04 BE 5 1 T O 22 B AR (KD T 42 1,
FATRE G FIRT 4.3.1 5 B R S8 32 ORa (KRS
S GARAE, M0 BRI HI B TRVE i N T TR BEA T R
i BL AR R H

BT BRATRAZ N E T %, BTl T VRAIE
iRt Horb 2 Rs% GSR ITEAL S R anE 9 &
11 fiose 45 BRI BAHRAS I £ 7 S 5925
AR T EL AR 915 205 AR OC R B A 45
TS, 11 AR IMZAAEE Ll 80%I1 425 i)
A RSM2.0 P75 IR, - 8 Zc g i 2t
LICKE 820 %5 DA PGE R fs KA FRAR A 10 UK X T
g3 A R AR SCS R B A A S I T 5, SRR
R wask, %5 fANTE 4 A he i 2ot ie ik
2 80%IH1 4 Jm A, HANTG 2 4% e i 2l AL 0 i
AR S DA fe KABLAR T 10 P PPAS TR AR 225K

MACHE AT I 18D ¥ Ay BER A, AT 5890 30l
200 ZFPLLA 100 AP 1 ) I 1) A AR 28 A Ak B AL
A1 18 LA e 8 (0 R B I o DRl AN PAT i T
FREEA, FREBERT T BAT5 AT S Mt o

5 ERMEARERBIF

5 b R M RARCR B A AR, A
H A RVERE X RSM2.0 7 ZE I AR B R Bt T5 7

IR I AE AR Bl 4 (K2 B e ik 3 3RS
MAF By H s e 26 rh S ECHR 1R K R e e e A £,

1.0F

@
S
T

I
=)
T

<
B
T

Global Success Rate

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Number of traces

B9 #EY-CPA WEHAEME/BINFITMER

Figure 9 GSR evaluation for fingerprint-CPA at-

tacking scheme

ot
)

o
=
T

<
IS

Global Success Rate

N
[}

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Number of traces
B 10 #EL-TA WHEHEHNLEBBNFITHER
Figure 10 GSR evaluation for fingerprint-TA attack-
ing scheme

NI TEV2AE B0k FF U T (B BEX H b 15 7 1) B 5K R
o YA TR A RS A 0 ol () — PP S 2R R
FERERR R A 4% DPAR), CPARY, MIAD"4E

55 28 B[R BEAR 2 Bk AR L, b M AR R i
TAPY LR BENLRE I il SAPY bbb 2 (i ok
W REMHE 2 ReE . Hb T IERBR I
FE O B e ) SR AR AR &, R e AT AT
S TR TR 22 4
51 FFEEEBRLEHRRE
5.1.1 HERITEIRA

o RTJi G MR AR 2R T L R

T 3.3 THR H I IR RS I U, ARk X
IR AS RSM2.0 AR R i H IR A0 AR IR A
MCP, [l i . 7 RSM2.0 T4 ZErhfifi
BEHLIE 2L OO B T SRR J5 5 1) P AR R Bt ML
RoME, FEME MCP, (IR I FEAS O] Tkt 5 1) 7 B2 4E
RTE. R ET, B o1 BRIE AR



XS A FHu gAY g S G iEhd T S AN 1 2 4l I R ST

Mask,,, , ME— I 4 LR BENLZR T idx Yot o SEAER

MTlidx +0+r] MTJidx+4+r]
Mlidx+1+r] MJidx+5+r]
MTidx+2+r] Mlidx+6+r]
Mlidx+3+r] MJidx+7+r]
T MR AN T AAL, Masky, , R
MIPT A ATREBUE R AT 16 Bho IXFE, LA Mask,,, , %0
NAEHE AR UMD IR A S b E A 16 Fhn]
RE, PG AZOPR A B AT DL 2T PR S 4 A oK
DL AE G et it ok B rh B A . SRm, 78
RSM2.0 75 &, SASEIPIRE Mask, ) W#s £l
OO £+ B I BT R 51, A a4
KA OG) AL [R5y A1, DR 3 350 7 IR A2 4
IRA Mask, 1746 16" FUFIE A by T 1768 BT AT (M4
PRSI, JEFRE 16%16' P AE A Ao 1M
XA TT A AE BEU5 52 PR AR RN B & TP AR AT o vk
Wi . I, RSM2.0 [RAMEHERS A= il B 0 A 25
AR, TR AT I A R e AR R B A S
S ER AR B i SR A RE R 2
Iy AP EAMEE R AR pla B ) ) ) R
DRI 2 B IR AE AN SZ BT 7 E0RY . %41
B RURAE FEAMEHE RS TR IR AE B B, A 55 d A\ HE 1
WA Mask, KM, AMEHERL S — 870 P AR ™ A2,
FEREAMEEHE D A AT Y IR BT A AL B R A [ E
220 s b AR AH N R B O vtk R, 18 11 fRoR T
IR R AL fiE M
« REHIN RS ERR
BRAMEHERD IR A A1, RSM2.0 H IR 250 In A

Midx +8+r]
Midx +9 +r]
Midx +10+r]

M

51

HIUd, AR 2 A
MTidx +12 +7]
Midx+13+7r]
MTidx +14 +7]
[idx +114+r] Mlidx+15+r]
[F AR ok Z L R4, DO 3 B0 A 1) — o B o
o XA, H TR BEAT R G B N AT R AR
17 200 R A e ) HE IRAE S5 LR R B . AE AT
B, U R PN A B A 2 AT RS K 81 TR
EEARG R AT . 52, BV E9n
A 5 73 2 I A L 2 T TR i
HE R A ) R HE RS EAT ORI, W 12 BT,
Forp X AU AN 79 T K, LA K o3
AR S I\ B USRS LR T B 3 7 . )
EAT VR 2, Pl 20 (0 350 2 11 v 1) PR 28 4 A [
FELEAMEE IR S IR A B B ZE L (RUIE 13 7
S =AM ER AU ED) o PRI T AL X P A
¥ e M 5, Ok AT DA RO L e B 4 T
BAT A g B Bk

MR ER — TR i)

PN =RNTTN =g
AE BEIERE |

Mask,
v

AV g e gif|
i Mask, |4 TS| TV | gy M IR

A\ A\
NS Mask, R N> Mask, HIRASHO S
(R 3CHERE)
B 1 #MEEREIRE R B R A A iR
Figure 11 Exploitable vulnerability in the derivation
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Figure 14 Official evaluation result of GSR for the
attacking scheme aiming at Xtime input
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