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Abstract—In the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL
ELECTRONICS, vol. 55, no. 6, Juang ef al. proposed a password-
authenticated key agreement scheme using smart cards. Although
the scheme of Juang et al. has many benefits, we find that it suffers
from three weaknesses: 1) inability of the password-changing
operation; 2) the session-key problem; and 3) inefficiency of the
double secret keys. Therefore, we propose an improved scheme to
overcome the weaknesses and maintain the benefits of the original
scheme. In addition, our improved scheme reduces the storage and
computation costs on the smart card compared with the scheme of
Juang et al. We believe that our improved scheme is more suitable
for real-life applications than that of Juang et al.

Index Terms—Authentication, key agreement, network security,
password, smart card.

NOTATION

We first define some notations used throughout this paper.

S server;

U user;

ID U’s identifier;

PW U’s human-memorizable password;

Kg master secret key only kept by S;

Kgy session key shared between S and U

h(), h1(), and ha()  cryptographic hash functions;

Ex() symmetric encryption algorithm using
the secret key K

I concatenation operator;

é bitwise exclusive-OR operator.
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I. INTRODUCTION

ITH THE rapid growth of industrial network technol-
W ogy [1]-[6], user authentication takes an important role
for achieving the dependable network environments. The goal
of user authentication is to provide the communicating entities
with some assurance that they know each other’s true identities.
There is the additional goal that the two entities end up sharing
a common key called a session key known only to them.
This session key can then be used for some time thereafter to
provide privacy, data integrity, or both. There is a vast literature
on authenticated key agreement schemes. We refer the reader
to [7] for a more extensive historical discussion and to [8]
and [9] for formal model approaches to design and analyze
authenticated key agreement schemes.

A smart card usually consists of a microprocessor (8 bits
for 47 low-cost cards and up to 32 bits in the newest gener-
ation of smart cards), memory, and some interface. Usually,
the interface is a serial interface, but also universal-serial-bus
interfaces or radio-frequency interfaces for contactless smart
cards are possible. Smart-card commands are coded in appli-
cation protocol data units. Some smart cards contain crypto-
graphic coprocessors that can assist the main microprocessor.
These coprocessors are usually used to implement standard
cryptographic algorithms more efficiently or to perform more
complicated arithmetic on large integers.

In order to provide a better support for user authentication,
smart cards are used today in thousands of applications. Here,
smart cards usually execute cryptographic computations based
on secret keys embedded in their nonvolatile memories. Due
to this popular usage of smart cards, much attention [10]-[15]
has recently been paid regarding the security issues of a smart-
card-based authentication system. In the typical scenario, a
smart-card-based authentication system always involves two
entities, i.e., the server and the user. At first, the server issues
the smart card to the user. This smart card is personalized by
the user’s information. For security enhancement, the user
usually selects his human-memorizable password for the smart
card. Later on, to log on to the server, the user, with the help of
his smart card, runs an authentication session with the server.
For the subsequent secret communication, the user and the
server need to establish the session key after the authentication
session. Clearly, the authentication session is frequently carried
out between the user and the server. In addition, the user may
want to change his password for the smart card under some
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situations. Therefore, the password-changing process is needed
to provide it for the user.

According to the aforementioned security requirements,
Juang et al. [16] proposed a password-authenticated key agree-
ment scheme using smart cards. They broke new ground by
pointing out the threat of the smart-card loss. As shown in
[17] and [18], implementation attacks can use the side channel
information, such as timing measurement, power consumption,
and faulty hardware, to extract secret keys from the smart card.
Therefore, Juang et al. assumed that, once the attacker steals
the user’s smart card, he could extract all secret keys from the
smart card in order to impersonate the user for unauthorized
authentication sessions. The major contributions of the scheme
of Juang et al. are to address the threat of the smart-card loss
and the use of the elliptic-curve algorithm for reducing the
implementation costs. In fact, most of the previous schemes are
insecure under the smart-card-loss assumption. Although the
scheme of Juang er al. has many benefits, we find that it suffers
from three weaknesses: 1) inability of the password-changing
operation; 2) the session-key problem; and 3) inefficiency of
the double secret keys. That is, it fails to fully meet the security
requirements that this type of scheme should achieve. The con-
tributions of this paper therefore include an improved scheme,
in which the aforementioned weaknesses are eliminated while
some desirable features are added.

II. REVIEW OF JUANG et al.’S SCHEME

For a self-contained discussion, we briefly describe the
scheme of Juang et al. [16] before demonstrating its weaknesses.

A. Parameter-Generation Phase

In this phase, S chooses an elliptic curve E over a finite
field Z,, with a large prime number p, finds a generator point
G with order n, selects a random number « as its private key,
and computes the public key Pg = x X G. Then, S publishes
the parameters (p, E, G, Pg,n).

B. Registration Phase

This phase is invoked whenever U initially registers or
reregisters to .S, and U can use his smart card after this phase.
U and S perform the following steps.

Step 1) U selects a password PW and a random number b
and then computes h(PW||b). U submits the identi-
fier I D and the value h(PW ||b) to S for registration
via a secure channel.

If ID is a new identifier, then S sets the card
identifier CI =1 and stores the record {ID,CI} in
its registration table. If S issues a new card to U that
registered before, then S gets the record {ID,C1I}
from its registration table, computes CI=CT+1,
and updates the record {ID,CI} in its registration ta-
ble. Then, S generates V =h(ID,Ks,CI)and IM =
Ex (h(PW|D)||ID|CI|TAG), where TAG =
h(ID||CI||h(PW|b)). S issues a smart card to U
that contains the parameters V', IM, ID, and C1.
Step 3) U stores the number b into the smart card.

Step 2)
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C. Precomputation Phase

Before the start of the log-in phase, the smart card gener-
ates the nonce N¢ and then computes and stores two points
e and c over the elliptic curve E, where e = Ng X G and
c= NC X PS.

D. Log-in Phase

After the precomputation phase, this phase is invoked when-
ever U wants to log on to S. If U and S complete this
phase successfully, they can authenticate each other and use the
session key K gy in the subsequent secret communication. The
steps of this phase are shown as follows.

Step 1) U inserts his smart card into a card reader and inputs
his password PW. The smart card computes Ey (e),
where V = h(ID, Kg,CI). The smart card further
sends the message {IM, Ey (e)} to S.

After receiving the message {IM,Ey(e)},
S decrypts the parameter IM by the
master secret key Kg and obtains the value
R(PWb)|ID||CI||TAG, and then, S computes
V =h(ID, Kg,CI). Therefore, S can use the key
V to decrypt Ey (e) for the point e. Then, S checks
if the following are true: 1) the value T'AG is equal
to h(ID|CI||h(PW||b)); 2) the identifier ID is
correct; and 3) the card identifier C'I is correct.
If any of the verifications is false, S terminates
this session. If all of the verifications are true, S
computes ¢ = x X e and Mg = h(c||Ng||V'), where
N is the nonce chosen by S. S sends the message
{Ng, Mg} to the smart card.

After receiving the message { Ng, Mg}, the smart
card computes and checks if the value Mg is
equal to h(c||[Ng||V). If it is not, the smart
card terminates this session. Otherwise, the smart
card computes Kgy = h(V,¢,Ng) and My =
h(h(PW||b)||V]|c||Ng) and then sends the message
{MU} to S.

Upon receiving the message { My}, S checks if the
value My is equal to h(RL(PW||b)||V ||c||Ng). If it
is not, S sends a wrong password message back to
U. U can input the password PW. Then, the smart
card computes My and sends the message { My }
to S again. If the number of the password verifica-
tions exceeds the allowed times, S terminates this
session. Otherwise, .S accepts the log-in request and
computes Ksy = h(V, ¢, Ng).

Note that all messages in this phase are transmitted via an
insecure channel.

Step 2)

Step 3)

Step 4)

E. Password-Changing Phase

When U wants to change his password, the session key K g/
needs to be established through the log-in phase in advance.
This phase requires the following steps.

Step1) U enters a new password PW* and a new

random number b*. The smart card computes
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Exo, (ID,h(PW*||b*)) and sends the message
{Ekg, (ID, h(PW*||b*))} to S.

Step 2) After receiving the message {Ex.,, (ID, h(PW*||
b*))} and decrypting Ex., (ID, h(PW*||b*)) to
obtain the parameters ID and h(PW*||b%),
S computes IM* = Ex (h(PW*||b*)|[ID||CI||
h(ID||CI||h(PW*||b*))) and then sends the
message { Ex ., (IM*)} to the smart card.

Step 3) Upon receiving the message {Ek., (IM*)}, the
smart card decrypts Ex, (IM*) and replaces the
old parameters I M and b with the new parameters
IM* and b*, respectively.

Note that all messages in this phase are transmitted via an

insecure channel.

III. WEAKNESSES OF JUANG et al.’S SCHEME

In this section, we present three weaknesses of the scheme of
Juang et al.

A. Inability of Password-Changing Operation

Consider that U successfully completes the password-
changing operation. It means that the smart card replaces
the old parameters IM and b with the new parame-
ters IM* and b*, respectively. Obviously, the smart card
can use the new parameters V, IM*, b*, and PW™* to
log on to S. However, the old parameters V, IM, b,
and PW are still valid to log on to S, because IM =
Ex(h(PW|D)||ID|CI||h(ID||CI||h(PW]b))), and S does
not directly check the parameters PW and b in the log-in phase.
We need to point out that U often executes the password-
changing operation when the old parameters V', IM, b, and
PW are compromised. In this case, the attacker can imperson-
ate U no matter whether U changes his password. Furthermore,
this weakness may potentially destroy a security service called
nonrepudiation, which means no denial of a connection with
the operation. It is possible that, after the password-changing
operation, U still uses the old parameters V', IM, b, and PW to
log on to S and then denies this log-in operation by showing his
new parameters I M*, b*, and PW*. Usually, nonrepudiation
iS a necessary security requirement in electronic commerce
applications.

Another drawback of the password-changing operation is
that it is vulnerable to the so-called denial-of-service attack. If
the attacker can determine the password-changing phase, he can
block the message { Ex ., (IM*)} in Step 2) of the password-
changing phase and then randomly send a same-length message
{IMy # Ek,,(IM*)} to the smart card. Since it is not able
to verify whether the message {IM} is valid, the smart card
should replace the old parameters with the error parameters.
After that, U cannot use the smart card to log on to .S without
the reregistration operation.

B. Session-Key Problem

As in the definitions in [19], a key agreement scheme is said
to provide the explicit key confirmation if one entity is assured
that the second entity has actually computed the session key.
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The scheme provides the implicit key confirmation if one entity
is assured that the second entity can compute the session key.
Note that the property of the implicit key confirmation does
not necessarily mean that one entity is assured of the second
entity actually possessing the session key. In many applications,
it is highly desirable for a key agreement scheme to provide
the explicit key confirmation. We can see that the scheme of
Juang et al. merely provides the implicit key confirmation, be-
cause both U and S cannot confirm that the other has correctly
computed Ksyy = h(V, ¢, Ng) after the log-in phase. However,
in general, the three-pass key agreement scheme can provide
the explicit key confirmation. Hence, the scheme of Juang et al.
is inefficient due to the three exchanged messages in the log-in
phase.

Furthermore, the scheme of Juang er al. does not provide
forward secrecy [19] for the session key. Forward secrecy re-
quires that, if long-term private keys of one or more entities are
compromised, the secrecy of previous session keys established
by honest entities can be unaffected. Obviously, if the attacker
obtains the master secret key K g and the private key x for the
elliptic-curve algorithm, he can compute any previous session
key Ksy = h(V, ¢, Ng) with the help of the corresponding
messages {IM, Ey(e)} and {Ng, Mg} transmitted via the
insecure channel.

C. Inefficiency of Double Secret Keys

We can see that the scheme of Juang er al. requires S to
keep two keys secret, i.e., the master secret key Kg and the
private key x for the elliptic-curve algorithm. In common sense,
it is possible to only use one secret key for achieving the user
authentication and key agreement service. Therefore, two secret
keys mean more overheads without the security enhancement
for the whole authentication system. Furthermore, we need to
point out the drawback of using the elliptic-curve algorithm in
the scheme of Juang ef al. Since S uses the private—public key
pair {z, Ps = x x G}, this elliptic-curve algorithm is a public
key algorithm, which may involve the certificate mechanism,
e.g., X.509 [20]. To maintain the certificate framework, the
public key infrastructure incurs a nontrivial level of system
complexity and implementation costs.

IV. OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

To overcome the aforementioned weaknesses, we propose an
improved scheme, which consists of the parameter-generation
phase, the registration phase, the authentication phase, and the
password-change phase. If the size of the message is larger than
the size of the block of the symmetric encryption algorithm,
our improved scheme employs the cipher-block-chaining mode
[21] to provide a protection against unauthorized data modifi-
cation such as deletion or insertion.

A. Parameter-Generation Phase

S chooses an elliptic curve I over a finite field F}, such that
the discrete logarithm problem is hard in E(F,). The set of all
the points on E is denoted by E(F},). S also chooses a point
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U’s identifier 1D
Identity | Other Access Valid Other
field fields |right field | data field | fields
' '
Sub-identifier /Dy Sub-identifier IDg defined by
defined by U S

Fig. 1. Verifiable identifier.

G € E(F}) such that the subgroup generated by G has a large
order n. S publishes the parameters (p, £, G, n).

B. Registration Phase

This phase is invoked whenever U registers or reregisters to
S. U and S perform the following steps.

Step 1) U selects the sub-identifier I Dy; following the ap-
pointed format and then submits it to S for registra-
tion via a secure channel.

If the sub-identifier I Dy is valid, S selects the
sub-identifier IDg and generates the identifier
ID =1Dy|IDg for U. Then, S generates V =
h(ID||Ks)® h(PW) and IM = Ex (ID|r),
where PW is the initial password selected by S
and r is a random number to provide the identity
protection.

S issues the password PW and the smart card to U,
where the smart card contains the public parameter
I M and the private parameter V.

Step 2)

Step 3)

Explanation:

1) In the scheme of Juang et al., U selects and submits the
initial password to S. Therefore, it needs the parameter b
to prevent the insider attack [10]. However, S determines
the initial password for U in our improved scheme. This
design not only well adapts to the style of the card issuer
but also thwarts the insider attack. After receiving the
smart card, U is able to immediately change the initial
password using the offline password-changing operation.

2) Our improved scheme requires that U’s identifier 1D
should have the appointed format, which can be directly
verified by .S. This rule avoids the registration table in the
scheme of Juang et al. Fig. 1 shows a simple example.

C. Authentication Phase

This phase is invoked whenever U wants to log on to S. After
a successful completion of this phase, U and S can authenticate
each other and share the session key K gy for the subsequent
secret communication. The steps of this phase are shown as
follows.

Step 1) U inserts his smart card into a card reader and
inputs his password PW. The smart card randomly
selects an integer r¢ from the interval [1,n — 1]
and computes G¢ = r¢ X G and then sends the
message {IM,G¢}to S.

Upon receiving the message {IM, G}, S decrypts
the parameter I M by the master secret key K¢ and
obtains the value ID|r. Then, S verifies whether

Step 2)
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the identifier I D is valid. If the verification is false,

S terminates this session. If the verification is true,

S generates Gg = rg x G, where rg is an integer

selected at random from the interval [1,n — 1], and

then computes Ksyy = hy (h(ID||Kg)||(rs x G¢))
and Mg = ho(Ksu||Ge||Gs). S sends the message

{Ms,Gs} to the smart card.

Upon receiving the message { Mg, G}, the smart

card computes V' =V @ h(PW) and Kgy =

hi(V'||(re¢ x Gg)) and further checks whether the
value My is equal to he (K sy ||Ge||Gs). If it is not,
the smart card terminates this session. Otherwise,
the smart card computes My = ho(Ksy||Gs) and

then sends the message { My } to S.

Step 4) Upon receiving the message {My}, S checks
whether the value My is equal to ha(Ksy||Gs). If
it is correct, U and S successfully authenticate each
other and establish the session key Kgyr. Otherwise,
S terminates this session.

Explanation:

1) If U and S correctly execute the aforementioned steps
in the authentication phase, they can accept each other’s
identity and establish the session key. The reason is that
TschzrsxrchZTchs.

2) It needs to point out that our improved scheme employs
the elliptic-curve Diffie—Hellman algorithm to achieve
the forward security.

Step 3)

D. Password-Change Phase

This phase is invoked whenever U wants to change his
password PW with a new one, for example, PW*.

Step 1) U inserts his smart card into the smart-card reader
of a terminal, enters the old password PW, and
requests to change password. Next, U enters the new
password PW*,

Step2) U’s smart card computes V* =V @ h(PW) @
h(PW™), which yields h(ID|| Kg) @ h(PW*), and
then replaces V' with V*.

Explanation: Unlike the scheme of Juang et al., U can freely
change his password without any interaction with S. S can
be totally unaware of the change of U’s password. Hence, it
reduces the possibility of the insider attack.

V. EVALUATIONS OF OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

The characteristics of the scheme of Juang et al. have already
been demonstrated in [16]. In this section, we focus on the
security, functionality, and efficiency of our improved scheme.

A. Security Analysis

To evaluate the security of our improved scheme, we need
to assume the capabilities that the attacker may have under the
smart-card-based authentication environments. We define two
adversarial models as follows.

1) Basic Model. The attacker is allowed to fully control the
communication channel between S and any of U. He can
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inject, modify, block, and delete messages at will. He
can also request any session keys adaptively. However,
he is not allowed to compromise the long-term secret
keys. All authenticated key agreement schemes including
the smart-card-based schemes must thwart this type of
attacker. Hence, we call it as the basic model.

Special Model. The attacker is allowed to either compro-
mise U’s smart card or compromise U’s password, but
not both. Clearly, the attacker that compromises both U’s
smart card and U’s password can impersonate U, since
both of them precisely identify U. It is a trivial case.

2)

Having defined attacker behavior, we can naturally divide the
security of the scheme into three cases.

1) General case. The attacker merely has all the capabilities
defined as the basic model.

Smart-card-loss case. The attacker not only has all the
capabilities defined as the basic model but also com-
promises U’s smart card defined as the special model.
It means that the attacker knows all parameters stored
on U’s smart card. Note that we put aside any special
security feature that could be supported by the smart card.
Password-loss case. The attacker not only has all the
capabilities defined as the basic model but also com-
promises U’s password of the smart card defined as the
special model.

2)

3)

We can easily see that, if our improved scheme is secure in
the aforementioned three cases, our improved scheme is also
secure under both the basic and special models. That is, our
improved scheme provides the sound security promises. We
demonstrate them as follows.

Claim 1. Our Improved Scheme is Secure in the General
Case: If the attacker does not obtain U’s smart card and
password PW, we can omit the smart-card factor and treat our
improved scheme as an authenticated key agreement scheme.
The reason is that both U and S merely use the shared secret
key h(ID| Kg) to authenticate each other and establish the
session key. The Bellare—Rogaway model [8] can evaluate the
security of the authenticated key agreement scheme. Based on
the Bellare-Rogaway model, we prove our improved scheme
secure under the following assumptions: 1) The elliptic-curve
Diffie-Hellman problem is hard; 2) the hash function h() is
the pseudorandom permutation for key derivation; 3) the hash
function h() can be treated as the random oracle; and 4) the
hash function hz() is the secure message authentication code.
The proof needs a lot of background knowledge related to
provable security but has no any trick. Therefore, we omit it for
simplicity. Note that, once passing this security evaluation, our
improved scheme can achieve the goal of user authentication
and key agreement with great assurance and certainly can
prevent the well-known attacks, such as the replay, parallel-
session, reflection, interleaving, and man-in-the-middle attacks.

Claim 2. Our Improved Scheme is Secure in the Smart-
Card-Loss Case: If the attacker obtains U’s smart card in our
improved scheme, he can derive the parameters /M and V'
from the card. Since the parameter /M is public, the attacker
additionally learns the parameter V' compared with the general
case. We can see that V' = h(ID| Kg) ® h(PW'). Without U’s
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password PW, the attacker cannot directly use the parameter
V to corrupt U’s authentication session. The extra threat in
the smart-card-loss case arises from the fact that the pass-
word space is usually small and much easier to attack than
random cryptographic keys [22]. For U, it is very difficult
and troublesome to memorize a long or irregular password.
Hence, the attacker can guess U’s password PW in a relatively
small dictionary and then verify the guessed password using
available information and devices. This dictionary attack can
be further classified as the online and offline dictionary attacks.
The online dictionary attack is easier to detect and limit, since
the attacker actively tries different passwords against S. The
standard ways of preventing such online attack in practice are
to either limit the number of failed runs that U is allowed to
have before U’s password PW is expired or reduce the rate
at which U is allowed to make log-in attempts. The offline
dictionary attack is very powerful since it can be performed
offline; therefore, the attacker does not need to interact with
the legitimate entities and can use a lot of computing power.
Therefore, we only consider the offline dictionary attack on our
improved scheme. The messages {IM,G¢}, {Mg,Gs}, and
{My} of alegitimate authentication session and U’s parameter
V' cannot help the attacker to verify the guessed password,
because the corresponding value rg X r¢ x G is not available.
Furthermore, the password-change phase does not assist the
offline dictionary attack, because of the absence of any verifi-
cation step. Based on the aforementioned analysis, we find that
the extra parameter V' cannot enhance the attacker’s capabilities
of breaking our improved scheme compared with the general
case. Therefore, we claim that our improved scheme is secure
in the smart-card-loss case, because this scheme is secure in the
general case.

In the smart-card-loss case, the attacker can randomly choose
two passwords and then use them and U’s smart card to change
the password by invoking the password-change phase. If U
gets back his smart card, U’s succeeding log-in requests will
be denied. However, for practical purposes, such a denial-
of-service attack in itself is not considered as a security breach.
U should accept this trouble just as someone, who loses his key
for the door of his house, can burden another new key and lock
for the door. After all, U loses his smart card. Moreover, U can
reregister to .S by invoking the registration phase.

Claim 3. Our Improved Scheme is Secure in the Password-
Loss Case: In our improved scheme, the password-loss case
means that the attacker learns U’s password PW. However,
it cannot assist the attacker to break our improved scheme,
because all values IM, G¢, Mg, Gg, and My in the legitimate
authentication session have no relation with U’s password PW.
Therefore, we claim that our improved scheme is secure in
the password-loss case, because this scheme is secure in the
general case.

B. Functionality Consideration

In this section, we discuss the security functionalities of our
improved scheme, which are not provided in the scheme of
Juang et al., and then draw a simple comparison between them.
We examine our improved scheme as follows.
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1) Usability of the Password-Changing Operation: Con-
sider the password-change phase of our improved scheme. If U
wants to change his password PW with a new password PW*,
U’s smart card should replace V' = h(ID| Kg) @ h(PW) with
V*=h(ID||Kg) ® h(PW*) after successfully finishing the
password-changing operation. If anyone tries to use the parame-
ters V* and PW to log on to S at this time, .S should terminate
the authentication session. Our improved scheme does not suf-
fer from the nonrepudiation problem, because U is responsible
for his password by himself and need not interact with .S during
the password-change phase. In fact, S identifies U by the value
h(ID| Kg). Due to the offline password-changing operation,
our improved scheme can prevent the denial-of-service problem
that existed in the scheme of Juang et al.

2) Desirable Key Properties: In our improved scheme,
U can be assured that S has actually computed Kgy =
hi(h(ID||Ks)||(rs x G¢)), after he successfully completed
Step 3) of the authentication phase. The reason is that S
needs the correct session key Kgry to generate the value
Mg, which is equal to he(Ksy||Ge||Gs). For the same rea-
son, S can be assured that U has actually computed Kgrr =
hi(V'||(re x Gg)), after S verified that the value My is equal
to ho(Ksy||Gs) in Step 4) of the authentication phase. Hence,
using three exchanged messages in the authentication phase,
our improved scheme can provide the explicit key confirmation.
Furthermore, our improved scheme achieves forward secrecy
for the session key. Even if the long-term secret key h(ID|| Kg)
or Kg is compromised, the attacker cannot get the previous
session key Kgy = h1(h(ID||Kg)||(rs x rc x G)) without
the value rg or r¢.

3) Small Verification Table: The scheme of Juang et al.
does not require the password table but needs to maintain a
verification table to store the parameters /D and C'I for each
U. The verification table must prevent the illegal modification.
Otherwise, the scheme of Juang et al. at least suffers from
the denial-of-service attack. Our improved scheme needs the
verification table only to store the revoked identifiers I.D. Since
few identifiers I D usually can be compromised, the verification
table in our improved scheme is smaller than that in the scheme
of Juang et al., particularly when there are a large number of
users in the authentication system.

4) More Identity Protection: As in the claim of Juang et al.,
the identifier /D is included in the parameter /M, which is sent
to S and is protected by the symmetric encryption algorithm.
Only S can decrypt the parameter /M by using the master
secret key Kg and get the identifier I D. The identifier ID is
never explicitly transmitted via the insecure channel. Therefore,
both schemes can provide the user’s identity protection. Con-
sider the smart-card-loss case. Since the smart card contains the
parameters V, IM, I D, C1I, and b in the scheme of Juang et al.,
the attacker can obtain the identifier /D. However, the attacker
cannot get the identifier /D in our improved scheme, because
he cannot derive the identifier /D from the parameters V and
I M without the master secret key Kg.

Table I summarizes the security functionalities that are be-
lieved to be provided by the scheme of Juang et al. and our
improved scheme. The names of the functionalities have been
abbreviated to save space: NPT denotes no password table, PU
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TABLE 1
FUNCTIONALITY: SCHEME OF JUANG et al. VERSUS
OUR IMPROVED SCHEME
: Scheme Scheme of Our Improved
Security Juang et al Scheme
Functionalit uang )
NPT Yes Yes
Password - -
PU Register Register / Change
. IKA Yes Yes
Session EKA No Yes
key
FS No Yes
Practical Very practical
Others VI A
IDP Half Full
TABLE 1I

STORAGE COST: SCHEME OF JUANG et al. VERSUS

OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

Scheme Scheme of Our Improved
Storage Cost Juang et al. Scheme
Smart Card 512 bits 256 bits
Server 291 bits 128 bits

denotes password usability, IKA denotes implicit key authen-
tication, EKA denotes explicit key authentication, FS denotes
forward secrecy, VT denotes verification table, and IDP denotes
identity protection.

C. Efficiency Comparison

Herein, we only compare our improved scheme with the
scheme of Juang et al., because both schemes employ similar
cryptographic tools. We follow all parameter assumptions in the
evaluation of Juang et al. For the scheme of Juang et al., we do
not take account of the part TAG in the parameter /M.

Assume that the block size of the symmetric encryption
algorithm is 128 bits, and the output size of the cryptographic
hash function is 128 bits. Assume that the modulus in the
elliptic-curve algorithm is of 163 bits. This means that it needs
163 x 2 = 326 bits to store a point in the elliptic curve.

In the storage cost concern, our improved scheme requires
the smart card to store the parameters V' and I M instead of the
parameters V', IM, I D, CI, and b in the scheme of Juang et al.
We can further estimate that the parameters V, IM, ID, CI,
and b in the scheme of Juang et al. need 128 + 256 + 32 +
32 + 64 = 512 bits of storage space, where both the identifier
ID and the card identifier C'I can be 32 bits, the random
number b can be 64 bits, and the parameter /M must require
two blocks. Correspondingly, the parameters V' and /M in our
improved scheme need 128 + 128 = 256 bits of storage space,
where the identifier /D can be 64 bits, the random number r
can be 64 bits, and the parameter /) requires one block.
For the storage costs in .S, we focus on the secret parameters,
because S must expend more resources to protect them. S needs
a 128-bit storage space for the secret parameter Kg in our
improved scheme. In the scheme of Juang et al., S needs about
163 + 128 = 291 bits of storage space for the secret parameters
x and K g. We list the storage costs of the scheme of Juang et al.
and our improved scheme in Table II.



2290

TABLE III
COMMUNICATION COST: SCHEME OF JUANG et al. VERSUS
OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

Scheme Scheme of | Our Improved
Communication Cost Juang et al. Scheme
Session Run 966 bits 1036 bits
Password Operation 512 bits -
TABLE 1V

COMPUTATION COST: SCHEME OF JUANG et al. VERSUS
OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

Scheme Scheme of |OQur Improved
Computation Cost Juang et al. Scheme
Smart Registration Operation 1H -
Card Session Run 2M+4H+LE 2M+4H
Password Operation IH+2E 2H
Registration Operation I1H+1E 2H+1E
Server Session Run IM+4 HH2E [2M+4H+1E
Password Operation 3E -

Consider the communication costs. In a normal session run,
our improved scheme needs exchange data IM, G¢, Mg, Gg,
and My, while that of Juang er al. need exchange data M,
Ev(e), Ng, Mg, and M. Let the nonce Ng be 128 bits. The
communication cost of a normal session run is 128 + 326 +
128 + 326 + 128 = 1036 bits in our improved scheme and
256 + 326 + 128 + 128 4 128 = 966 bits in that of Juang et al.
For the password-changing operation, our improved scheme
need not exchange any data, while that of Juang et al. needs
exchange data Ex, (ID,h(PW*||b*)) and Exg, (IM*).
Similarly, we can calculate the communication cost of the
password-changing operation for the scheme of Juang et al. In
Table III, we show the communication costs of the scheme of
Juang et al. and our improved scheme.

In Table IV, we tabulate the computation costs of the regis-
tration operation, the session run, and the password-changing
operation for both the scheme of Juang et al. and our improved
scheme. The names of the computation operations have been
abbreviated to save space: H denotes the cryptographic hash
computation, E denotes the symmetric encryption or decryption
computation, and M denotes the scalar multiplication computa-
tion over the elliptic curve. Consider the computation cost of
the smart card. We can see that our improved scheme is a little
more efficient than the scheme of Juang et al. Due to the limited
hardware resources, the smart card is always unable to pro-
vide powerful computation capability. Hence, it is a desirable
feature. However, our improved scheme requires .S to perform
an extra scalar multiplication computation compared with the
scheme of Juang et al. Although the computation cost of S’ is
dominated by the scalar multiplication computation, we need to
point out that it is unimportant, because S always has powerful
computation capability in most application environments.

VI. CHALLENGES ON OUR IMPROVED SCHEME

It is a difficult task to design the password-authenticated key
agreement scheme using smart cards, because the designers
face the difficult task of reconciling security, functionality, and
efficiency requirements and sometimes must make design de-
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cisions that appear well motivated but have unintended conse-
quences. We outline two challenges on our improved scheme.

1) The first challenge is from the security of the smart card
in our improved scheme. The security of the smart card
is mainly dominated by the attack ability. To our best
knowledge, currently, no technique can estimate the at-
tack ability for the smart card in a general way. Therefore,
the definition of the smart-card model is a tough job due
to dramatic different potential attacks, security require-
ments, and environments, which are always determined
by many unknown factors. For designing our improved
scheme, we assume that, if the attacker obtains the smart
card, he can know all parameters stored on the smart card.
However, new attacks on the smart card may compromise
our improved scheme in some ways.

The second challenge is due to symmetric cryptographic
techniques in our improved scheme. We avoid the asym-
metric cryptographic technique to achieve efficient im-
plementations in practice. However, it leads to the fact
that our improved scheme cannot be efficiently extended
to the multiserver scenario due to the key management
and trust problem. In fact, how to adapt our improved
scheme to the multiserver scenario is a meaningful topic
that deserves further research.

2)

VII. CONCLUSION

Recently, Juang et al. proposed a password-authenticated key
agreement scheme using smart cards. In this paper, we have
shown the weaknesses of the scheme of Juang et al. and further
proposed an improved scheme. Our improved scheme not only
preserves the benefits of the scheme of Juang et al. but also
fixes its weaknesses. In addition, our improved scheme further
reduces the storage and computation costs on the smart card
compared with that of Juang et al. Therefore, we believe that
our improved scheme is more suitable for real-life applications
than that of Juang et al.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors would like to thank the editors and the reviewers
for their useful suggestions and comments.

REFERENCES

[1] C.L.Hwang, L. J. Chang, and Y. S. Yu, “Network-based fuzzy decentral-
ized sliding-mode control for car-like mobile robots,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 54, no. 1, pp. 574-585, Feb. 2007.

G. P. Liu, Y. Xia, J. Chen, D. Rees, and W. Hu, “Networked predictive
control of systems with random network delays in both forward and
feedback channels,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 1282—
1297, Jun. 2007.

C. Lazar and S. Carari, “A remote-control engineering laboratory,” [EEE
Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 2368-2375, Jun. 2008.

D. Dondi, A. Bertacchini, D. Brunelli, L. Larcher, and L. Benini, “Model-
ing and optimization of a solar energy harvester system for self-powered
wireless sensor networks,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 55, no. 7,
pp- 2759-2766, Jul. 2008.

F. Gil-Castifieira, F. J. Gonzdlez-Castafio, and L. Franck, “Extending ve-
hicular CAN fieldbuses with delay-tolerant networks,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 55, no. 9, pp. 3307-3314, Sep. 2008.

[2]

[3]
[4]

[3]



SUN et al.: IMPROVEMENTS OF JUANG et al.’s PASSWORD-AUTHENTICATED KEY AGREEMENT SCHEME USING SMART CARDS

[6] P. Marifio, F. Poza, M. A. Dominguez, and S. Otero, “Electronics
in automotive engineering: A top—down approach for implementing
industrial fieldbus technologies in city buses and coaches,” IEEE Trans.
Ind. Electron., vol. 56, no. 2, pp. 589-600, Feb. 2009.

[7]1 A. Menezes, P. van Oorschot, and S. Vanstone, Handbook of Applied
Cryptography. Boca Raton, FL: CRC Press, 1997.

[8] M. Bellare and P. Rogaway, “Entity authentication and key distribution,”
in Proc. 13th Advances Cryptology—CRYPTO, D. R. Stinson, Ed, 1994,
LNCS, vol. 773, pp. 232-249.

[9] M. Bellare and P. Rogaway, ‘“Provably secure session key
distribution—The three party case,” in Proc. 27th Annu. ACM Symp.
Theory Comput., 1995, pp. 57-66.

[10] W. C. Ku and S. M. Chen, “Weaknesses and improvements of an efficient
password based remote user authentication scheme using smart cards,”
IEEE Trans. Consum. Electron., vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 204-207, Feb. 2004.

[11] D. Z. Sun and Z. F. Cao, “Improvement of Lee-Kim-Yoo’s remote user
authentication scheme using smart cards,” in Proc. 2nd Int. Conf. FSKD,
L. Wang and Y. Jin, Eds, 2005, LNALI vol. 3614, pp. 596-599.

[12] D. Z. Sun, J. D. Zhong, and Y. Sun, “Weakness and improvement on
Wang-Li-Tie’s user-friendly remote authentication scheme,” Appl. Math.
Comput., vol. 170, no. 2, pp. 1185-1193, Nov. 2005.

[13] T. FE. Cheng, J. S. Lee, and C. C. Chang, “Security enhancement of an
IC-card-based remote login mechanism,” Comput. Netw., vol. 51, no. 9,
pp. 2280-2287, Jun. 2007.

[14] J. Y. Liu, A. M. Zhou, and M. X. Gao, “A new mutual authentication
scheme based on nonce and smart cards,” Comput. Commun., vol. 31,
no. 10, pp. 2205-2209, Jun. 2008.

[15] D. Z. Sun, J. P. Huai, J. Z. Sun, J. W. Zhang, and Z. Y. Feng, “A new
design of wearable token system for mobile device security,” IEEE Trans.
Consum. Electron., vol. 54, no. 4, pp. 1784-1789, Nov. 2008.

[16] W.S. Juang, S. T. Chen, and H. T. Liaw, “Robust and efficient password-
authenticated key agreement using smart cards,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 2551-2556, Jun. 2008.

[17] J. Kelsey, B. Schneier, D. Wagner, and C. Hall, “Side channel crypt-
analysis of product ciphers,” in Proc. 5th ESORICS, J. J. Quisquater,
Y. Deswarte, C. Meadows, and D. Gollmann, Eds, 1998, LNCS, vol. 1485,
pp. 97-110.

[18] D. Z. Sun, J. P. Huai, J. Z. Sun, and Z. E. Cao, “An efficient modular
exponentiation algorithm against simple power analysis attacks,” IEEE
Trans. Consum. Electron., vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 1718-1723, Nov. 2007.

[19] S. Blake-Wilson and A. Menezes, “Authenticated Diffie—Hellman key
agreement protocols,” in Proc. 5th Annu. Int. Workshop SAC, S. Tavares
and H. Meijer, Eds, 1999, LNCS, vol. 1556, pp. 339-361.

[20] ITU-T, Recommendation X.509-the Directory: Public-Key and Attribute
Certificate Frameworks, ITU-T Study Group 17, Aug. 2005. (equivalent
to ISO/IEC 9594-8).

[21] NIST, Recommendation for Block Cipher Modes of Operation, NIST
Special Publication 800-38A 2001 Edition, Dec. 2001, Washington DC:
U.S. Dept. Commerce/NIST.

[22] S. Halevi and H. Krawczyk, “Public-key cryptography and password
protocols,” ACM Trans. Inf. Syst. Secur., vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 230-268,
Aug. 1999.

Da-Zhi Sun received the B.E. degree in electronic
engineering from Nanchang Institute of Aeronauti-
cal Technology, Jiangxi, China, in 1999, the M.E.
degree in control science and engineering from
Nanchang University, Jiangxi, in 2002, and the Ph.D.
degree in computer science and technology from
Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China,
in 2006.

He is currently a Lecturer with the School of
Computer Science and Technology, Tianjin Univer-
sity, Tianjin, China. He is also with the School of
Computer Science, Beihang University, Beijing, China. His current research
interests include applied number theory, applied cryptography, and information
security.

2291

Jin-Peng Huai was born in Harbin, China, in 1962.
He received the Ph.D. degree in computer science
and technology from Beihang University, Beijing,
China.

He is currently a Professor with the School of
Computer Science, Beihang University. He has pub-
lished more than 90 papers on the Internet, web ser-
vice technology, and network security. His research
interests are in the areas of computer software and
information security.

Ji-Zhou Sun received the Ph.D. degree from the
Department of Computing (Informatics), University
of Sussex, Sussex, U.K.

He is currently a Professor with the School of
Computer Science and Technology, Tianjin Univer-
sity, Tianjin, China. His research interests include
virtual reality, network and parallel computing, and
image processing.

Jian-Xin Li received the Ph.D. degree from the
School of Computer Science, Beihang University,
Beijing, China, in 2008.

He is an Assistant Professor and a Research
Staff Member with the School of Computer Science,
Beihang University. He has authored over 20 papers
in the International Journal of Peer-to-Peer Net-
working and Applications, Symposium on Reliable
Distributed Systems, Symposium on High Assurance
Systems Engineering, eScience, etc. His research

‘\
interests include information security, trust manage-

ment, and distributed systems.

Jia-Wan Zhang (M’06) received the Ph.D. degree
from the School of Computer Science and Technnol-
ogy, Tianjin University, Tianjin, China.

He is currently an Associate Professor with the
School of Computer Science, Tianjin University.
His current research interests include information
visualization, scientific visualization, and image
processing.

Dr. Zhang is a member of the Association for
Computing Machinery.

Zhi-Yong Feng received the Ph.D. degree from
the School of Computer Science and Technnology,
Tianjin University, Tianjin, China.

He is a Professor with the School of Computer
Science and Technology, Tianjin University. He has
published over 80 papers. His research interests in-
clude Web service, electronic commerce security,
and knowledge engineering.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues false
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


