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Background: Hybrid Mode

 Classical (Traditional) Crypto
e Quantum Computingdi| Q™ SHX| Q4|2
* B2 Legacy A|AHEIOIN AFRE|L O
e Classical Computerdf CHet 942 H| WX Stable
* Post Quantum Crypto
« O[EHY 82 08 Consensus?t = X oA
o AAXMQI QMM (e.q. Side-Channel, Concrete Attack) H| 1™ Unstable

* (Ring-variants 0| CHeh) BiS{X|X| 252 F|HO| EME Pted= RAIE = Sl8

I



Background: Hybrid Mode

« QF2IO| H|Z 88 Y5t INMELE, Classical 2t PQC £ A0 AF2E 24E X|ot
e CNSA 2.0 (NSAOIM 2ratste otsst anzis me) A SIO|HE|EE ARS HS 2ads| AE

e TLS 1.3 0f Hybrid 2| w2t 3! Hybrid A|E& X|6tE BEE =wes) &2d S

L

Questions
o JAHHOZ HEH SAI0 AFRSH=T}? = Construction

-+ O ehd-d= R410t=217

Security



Brief Recaps

* KEM?|Z g

KEM.KeyGen()

]

KEM.Enc(pk) - pk sk

Voo

k C - C

|

KEM.Dec(c,sk) [




Brief Recaps

* IND-CPA Security of KEM
* M3 pk, §2F c2REH E k Of CHer §E S & == GICL
* (pk,c) 7t FO{T! A0l A,

o AMHZE cOiSSt=ky V.S, K OM RER(E MEHE £y t 12 27t

(pk, sk) < KEM.KeyGen()

(ko, c*) « KEM.Enc(pk) & ki « XK




Brief Recaps

* IND-CCA Security of KEM
o SM| pk, ¥2E cZREH L& k O CHor HES & = GBI
e (pk,c) 12|11 Decryption OracleO| =0{%l &=H0f| A,

(@)
o AMHZE cOiSSt=ky V.S, K OM RER(E MEHE £y t 12 27t

Oracle Dec(c)

if ¢ = ¢® then
return |

kE « KEM.Dec(c, sk)

return k&

(pk, sk) « KEM.KeyGen()

(ko, c*) « KEM.Enc(pk) &




KEM Combiners [GHP18, PKC]

o "CCA"KEMZQ| 1N|MQl At} QM 4
 WANT: &F 1702| component2te= CCA =M A= E CCA!

e Recall: Classical + PQC Z20]|A{, StLi2tE QS FA|Q| QFX 0| HEE|0{oF &

=

°
2
;
ikl
ro

o pk;, sk; 8 ¢;52 th=3| Concat (Parallel combine)

« O] BE2 X[S7A|= EZo| el A2 Gl A ES

Algo K.gen Algo K.enc(pk) Algo K.dec(sk,c)

00 For i+ 1 to n: 05 (pk,....,pk,) + pk 11 (sky,...,sky,) + sk

01 (pk,, ski) s K.gen. 06 For i+ 1 to n: 12 €1 ..Cp +— C

02| pk « (pk,, ..., . vk, ) 07 (ki,ei) +s Keenci(pk,) 13 For i + 1 to n:

03| sk + (sk1,...,sky) 08 c+ c1..cn 14 ki + K.dec;(ski, ci)

04| Return (pk, sk) 09 k+— Wik, ....,k..0) 15 If k; = 1: Return L
10 Return (k,c) 16 ke Wiky, ... kn,c)

17 Return k

Fig. 4. Parallel KEM combiner, defined with respect to some core function W.



KEM Combiners [GHP18, PKC]

* "CCA"KEMZ2| #A|HQ! Aot eFdd =4

o] FE: 2 KEM2| 2= ki & O EH e 2elof?

Algo K.gen Algo K.enc(pk) Algo K.dec(sk,c)

00 Fori+ 1tomn: 05 (pk,....,pk,) + pk 11 (sky,...,sky,) + sk

01 (pk,, ski) s K.gen, 06 For i+ 1 to n: 12 €1 ..Cp +— C

02 pk <+ (pky,...,pk,) 07 (ki,ei) +s Keenci(pk,) 13 For i + 1 to n:

03 sk + (sk1,...,sky) 08 c+c1..Cn 14 ki + K.dec;(ski, ci)

04 Return (pk, sk) 0q k+— Wi(ky,...,k,.0) 15 If k; = 1: Return |
10 Return (k,c) 16| k— Wiky,... kn,c)

17 Return k

Fig. 4. Parallel KEM combiner, defined with respect to some core function W.



KEM Combiner [GHP18, PKC]

WANT: &F 17§2| componentz2txz CCAO|™, Z1t=%= CCA
ol HE 2 KEM 2| AutE0l k; 2 oA e AHelX[?

Takeaway 1 : k. = H(kq||k;) & IND-CCA secure o} X| 2L}, (H?} RO O|2tE)

(11 KEMO| IND-CCAG{2tE) 21 KEMOY| CH3}

C; # C; O|THA Dec,(cy) = k, Ql C, = B2 £ RUCHH, (c1llcz) £ Dec Oracleqf Zol&t = QU2

= Dec Oracle?| iE 2= £IAH 8 75 Oracle Dec(c)
if ¢ = ¢* then
return L
(sky, pky) — KEM,. KeyGen() (Dky||pky Ky, cl|cy)  Pleasedecrypt | o gpM Dec(e, sk)
(sk,,pk;) « KEM,.KeyGen() R CI”CZ return &
/

(ki ci) « KEM;.Enc(pky)

k E3 k
(k3. c3) « KEM,.Enc(pk,) V5 g @ kg =k, b=0

ko < H(ki|lks) E|Se' hb=1

ki « K




KEM Combiner [GHP18, PKC]

WANT: &t 17§2| component2t= CCAO|H, Z1=E CCA
s3] T2 2t KEM © 220l k; S 01D X8 2IX|?
« Direct remedy: k. A8dg I 2F KEMQ| &2 2 ¢; = Z0| EX}
= H(kq||kzllc1llc2)

v ¢p # ¢; O|HX Decy(cz) = ky € ¢; & HEEIE THE ke 2H A ELIL

Takeaway 2
Thm. H?} Random OracleO|1, 7+ KEM = StLt2t= IND-CCAO|H
H(kq||k,||c1]|c2) Combiner = IND-CCA




KEM Combiner [GHP18, PKC]

WANT: &F 17§2| componentz2txz CCAO|™, Z1t=%= CCA
S4 FE: 2H KEM 9 ZBH29! k; S 0% X2 2QIX|?
0|0 = 7N S QstA|Z|HAM & O EXFst ConstructionS & X|QF

2L} 34X Real World M0 118{&|= Construction Ol =,

ke = F(my, o mi, (0)|cyllc2)

For some block cipher «

ke = F(kqllc2) @ F(kzllcr)

« F:PRF /m: |deal Cipher O|t4 IND-CCA « F7} PRFO|™ IND-CCA
« F:RO / m:PRP O|H IND-CCA * F:Random Oracle=2C} 2fot It



X-Wing: 2024/039

« KEM Combiners2| Hf#1S 7|0 2 8}0f, ML-KEM / X25519 O] EMS &3t X| X3}

IACR Communications in Cryptology https://doi.org /10.62056/a3qj89nde
ISSN 3006-5496, Vol. 1, No. 1, 22 pages.
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Core Observation of X-Wing

* ke = H(killko)= E2 KeyS “4'dot= CFE CiphertextE H& & U0HH QHIOHK| RUS
e Ciphertext Second-Preimage Resistance (C2PRI)

"(sk, pk, k, ¢) 7} =O{X|EEtE, Dec(c’,sk) = k QI EE CHE ¢’ £ 3t= Z10] 022"

Definition 7 (C2PRI). We define the advantage function of an adversary A against KEM
second preimage resistance as:

(k™ .c" 1+—sEnc{pk)
ci— Al sk pk B ™)

sk, pk)+sKeyGen( )
Adviity = Pr [DEC({‘.. sk) =k" Ne# ]

Note: sk7} 19, IND-CCAZREH REkl= YR

« Theorem (Informal) : IND-CCA KEM,, C2PRI KEM, & H (k,||k,)=E XTSI IND-CCA

Theorem (Informal) : ML-KEM& C2PRI £ Tt

a0

ShC}

-



Why ML-KEM is C2PRI?

e Theorem (Informal) : ML-KEM& C2PRI| £ QIZE5ILC}
e Lattice-based A =1 H TS OfL| 10, FO-transformation=S AFESHAl 124 2

« O H&5|=, 2|5 Key (K or K)E =& [f Random Oracle G 2t ] £ AFESH| IHE

« [O2tM LEFHO 2 FO-transformation=2 A= 2 & CCAKEMR R & It

ML-KEM-768.Dec(sk € {0, 1}768F+96 ¢ ¢ [(, 1}256(duktd.))

.‘S*IBPKE — Sk[[] : 334k]

phprp « sk[384k : T68k + 32

h Sﬁ:[?fi%k + 32 : T68k + fi4]

Z 4+ Sﬁ.’t[?ﬁﬁk + 64 : TORE + ‘E}ﬁ]

m’ « PKE.Dec(skpkg,c)

(K, v

K .

c .

if ¢+# ¢ then
K« K

return K

Figure 11: ML-KEM-768 decapsulation [NIS23]



X-Wing

Cororally: DH KEXZt IND-CCAQ! &ZH0f|M, C2PRI KEM2} H (k4 ||k2) 2 Z&6HH IND-CCA

» KEM, 0| IND-CCA, KEM,?} QTS| g2 25 FHSE A.

+ KEM,0| 98

« &, DHKEX?} ¢l

FA] 2

—

T KEM, 7} IND-CCAQ! e =niz mlg
XS}X| QLOHE IND-CCA KEM & H (ky||ky) 2 X881 IND-CCA ?

o OfX|ZtOf2lH|k 0|2 False ®

+ DH KEXZt C2PRIZ BHEGHA| BS0FAM ¢ 2 M=Fah o= GlTt.

Takeaway 3 (X-Wing): DH KEX, ML-KEM 2 C}31} &0] 286l OK

ke == H(kx|lknml|lcx)



X-Wing %&£

X-Wing private key (2464 bytes):

ML-KEM-T68 private key
(2400 bytes)

X25519 private key
(32 bytes)

X-Wing public key (1216 bytes):

ML-KEM-768 public key
(1184 bytes)

X25519 public key
(32 bytes)

X-Wing ciphertext (1120 bytes):

X-Wing shared key (32 bytes):

ML-KEM-768 ciphertext X25519 ciphertext
(1088 bytes) (32 byvtes)
\./ ML-KEM-768 | X25519 X25519
SHA3-256 /7N shared key |shared key |ciphertext

(6 bytes) | (32 bytes) (32 bytes)

(32 bytes)

The initial X-Wing label is encoded as 6-byte ASCII string "\.//7\".

Multi-target failure attack =
YOI5H2| RISH, pkx & =7t

ke = H(kyml|kx|lcx|Ipkx)
« Bl 2242 IND-CCA notion &2

capture E|l= A2 O 2 2L

— AL

* pkx?t 0= S8 Ot

- L pky GlOHZIOF §50 G0| 0f< O|0O] ...

« SHA3-2562 256-blocke = &%)

2. DechITh pky = g% AHLtSHx| iz 2

Private KeyOll pky B2 X%

3. 20| ML-KEM-7682 ML= 0|97

Previous Work=0| 2EX0I 0|RZ O|ZHZE


https://groups.google.com/a/list.nist.gov/g/pqc-forum/c/C0D3W1KoINY/m/99kIvydoAwAJ?pli=1

X-Wing: d&

X-Wing-Hash-CT (ML-KEM-768 2| Ciphertext® £7}8ilA Hashdt= gh4l) 1t H|w
O

* Hash &/50| &0l 2t32| g5 7Hd

o X-Wing
08 X-Wing-Hash-CT

10° | |KeyGen  [Encaps _|Decaps
X-Wing 70942 139374 116930
X-Wing-Hash-CT 70976 150708 128336
Ratio - 92% 91%

Kyber 52732 67624 53156

=
e
=

120

100

CPU clock-cycles

80

[P
Keypair  Encaps  Decaps

CPU clock cycles (AVX2)

(a) Benchmarks for X-Wing and X-Wing-Hash-
CT AVX2 implementations.



Side-Note. TLS 1.3 2| Hybrid KEM

e TLS 1.3 0|M Q| Hybrid KEM2 k. = H(k,||k,) & ZIsH =

Workgroup: MNetwork Working Group
Internet-Draft: draft-ietf-tls-hybrid-design-12
|_x| O I_ Published: 14 January 2025
[ Intended Status: Informational
Expires: 18 July 2025
TI_S ,] 30-”* i XJ_'_ H |'2 EE EI'”*' xlg Authors: L. S.tebil_a S._Fluhrer S. Gu.e.rj:m
. — T [ _ = University of Waterloo  Cisco Systems U, Haifa & Meta

Derived KeyZ hashotq HE6H= 2820 US Hybrid key exchange in TLS 1.3
e " gk 8= HAX]'0|lz KEM Yo 2= 2
= KEM Y2z 252 o= A2 =+ U=

3.3. Shared secret calculation

Here we also take a simple "concatenation approach™: the two shared secrets are concatenated together and

O |'IL S O | %EH El HFAIO x | E E = HI ﬁ Ll El_ used as the shared secret in the existing TLS 1.3 key schedule. Again, we do not add any additional structure

(length fields) in the concatenation procedure: for both the traditional groups and post quantum KEMs, the
shared secret output length is fixed for a specific elliptic curve or parameter set.9

In other words, if the NamedGroup is MyECDHMyPQKEM, the shared secret is calculated as

I concatenated_shared_secret = MyECDH.shared_secret || MyPQKEM.shared_secret I




Thank You !
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