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An Efficient Privacy Preserving Message
Authentication Scheme for Internet-of-Things

Jiannan Wei

Abstract—As an essential element of the next generation
Internet, Internet of Things (loT) has been undergoing an
extensive development in recent years. In addition to the
enhancement of people’s daily lives, loT devices also gen-
erate/gather a massive amount of data that could be utilized
by machine learning and big data analytics for different
applications. Due to the machine-to-machine communica-
tion nature of loT, data security and privacy are crucial
issues that must be addressed to prevent different cyber
attacks (e.g., impersonation and data pollution/poisoning
attacks). Nevertheless, due to the constrained computation
power and the diversity of loT devices, it is a challenging
problem to develop lightweight and versatile loT security
solutions. In this article, we propose an efficient, secure,
and privacy-preserving message authentication scheme for
loT. Our scheme supports loT devices with different crypto-
graphic configurations and allows offline/online computa-
tion, making it more versatile and efficient than the previous
solutions.

Index Terms—Hop-by-hop authentication, integrity, Inter-
net of Things (loT), source privacy.

[. INTRODUCTION

HE Internet of Things (IoT) provides a self-establishing
T network of highly coupled heterogeneous objects, such
as smart devices, radio frequency identification (RFID) tags,
sensors. It allows devices to simplify the retrieval as well as
the exchange of data without human involvement in various
applications [1] and has a considerable position in the growth
of information technology after the computer science and the
Internet. IoT brings a pervasive digital appearance by engag-
ing society and industries, and enables a series of interac-
tions between human to human, human to thing, and more
importantly, thing to thing. The development of IoT has led
to enormous applications, such as smart home systems [2],
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intelligent transportation systems [3],[4], machine learning and
big data [5].

The machine-to-machine (M2M) [6] communication among
massive numbers of IoT devices will dominate future com-
munication network traffic. The integrity and authenticity of
the massive amount of data collected and transmitted by the
IoT devices are crucial in some applications, such as ma-
chine learning and big data analytics. Maliciously injected
or modified data can cause biased or wrong decision-making
and prediction. Therefore, in order to ensure the correct-
ness and accuracy of machine learning and big data analysis,
the integrity and authenticity of the collected data must be
retained [7].

There are two approaches to achieve secure message delivery
in loT—the symmetric-key-based approach and the public-key-
based approach. The symmetric-key approach incurs less com-
putation overhead compared with the public-key approach since
symmetric-key operations are much more efficient than their
public-key counterparts. However, key management is a major
issue for symmetric-key-based approach in a large scale hetero-
geneous [oT network. Also, if the message is only authenticated
using a shared key between the sender and the receiver, the
intermediate forwarding nodes in the IoT network cannot verify
the integrity of the message. If the message has been altered
or damaged during transmission, then the problem can only be
discovered by the receiver. On the other hand, public-key-based
approach can solve these problems since anyone can use the
public key to verify the integrity and authenticity of a message.
However, public-key operations are very computation intensive,
and privacy is another concern for public-key-based approach
since the authentication token is publicly verifiable using the
sender’s public key. It is worth noting that the privacy of a data
source is also important in some situations, e.g., when a wearable
device is attached to a human. If the attacker can identify the
sources of the data streams, then they could also cutoff a data
stream (e.g., via a denial-of-service attack) and eventually affect
the accuracy of the decision or prediction produced by machine
learning.

In order to address the abovementioned problems in IoT
and M2M communications, a secure, efficient, and privacy-
preserving message authentication scheme that can support hop-
by-hop verification is desirable. Li et al. [8] proposed a novel
source anonymous message authentication (SAMA) scheme
which could be used for such a purpose. Their scheme was
believed to achieve message authentication and message source
privacy with a lower cost than the previous approaches.
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A. Motivation and Our Contribution

In this work, we first review Li et al.’s [8] SAMA scheme and
point out a security problem in their scheme. In [8], a rigorous
security analysis has been provided to prove that no attacker
is able to forge a valid signature for a new message (e.g., a
message injected by the attacker). However, we find that the
integrity of the signing group (named Ambiguous Set in [8])
has been neglected in the design of the scheme. Specifically, we
show in this article that based on a valid message-signature pair
for a particular signer group, an attacker without knowing any
secret key can change the signer group and produce a new valid
signature for the modified group. According to the first design
goal of Li et al.’s [8§] SAMA scheme, which says “the message
receiver should be able to verify whether a received message is
sent by the node that is claimed, or by a node in a particular
group,” such an attack should be prevented. Our first contribution
is to fix the security issue in Li et al.’s [8] SAMA scheme
without introducing additional computation or communication
cost.

The SAMA scheme proposed in [8] considers that all the sen-
sor nodes in the network use the same cryptographic system (i.e.,
the modified ElGamal signature scheme [9], [10]). However,
such an assumption may not hold in large scale IoT networks
where different sensor nodes or smart devices may use different
security systems or parameters. For example, some devices may
choose to use the ElGamal-type system, but others may prefer
the RSA system [11]. The SAMA scheme proposed in [8] cannot
handle such a situation.

Motivated by the above consideration, in this article, we
propose a new SAMA scheme with better practicality compared
with [8]. Our scheme allows the devices in an IoT network
to use different (more precisely, RSA-type and ElGamal-type)
systems. Such an approach makes the solution more versatile
and provides a stronger guarantee on the identity and location
privacy of a data source since it can hide the type of security
system used by a device.

Moreover, considering the low computation power of the [oT
devices, we also apply the offline/online paradigm in the design
of our system. Efficiency is extremely important in practical [oT
scenarios, such as industrial automation, environmental moni-
toring, smart grids. In our scheme, a smart device can perform
some expensive public-key operations offline (e.g., when it is
idle), and only does the online computation when the message
to be sent is ready. Interestingly, we find that by allowing
both RSA- and ElGamal-type systems in our scheme, we are
able to reduce the computation cost compared with the pure
ElGamal scheme proposed in [8]. This may look counterintuitive
since it is known that the ElGamal system [implemented using
elliptic curve cryptography (ECC)] is much faster than the RSA
system. The reason of this counterintuitive fact is that in our
hybrid scheme, for most of the RSA nodes, we only need to do
RSA signature verification, which is very fast since the RSA
public exponent e can be very small. The proposed new SAMA
scheme is compared with the previous scheme in terms of its
execution time during signature generation and verification. We
also implement our scheme in a laptop and in a Raspberry Pi to
demonstrate its practicality.

B. Related Work

In order to prevent various types of attacks in data transmis-
sion, both symmetric-key and public-key approaches have been
proposed in the literature. In [12], two different message au-
thentication protocols were proposed. The first protocol, named
TESLA, is based on message authentication code (MAC), and
the design utilizes a one-way key chain and timed release of
keys by the sender. However, the TESLA protocol requires
synchronization among devices, which is difficult to imple-
ment in a large scale network. The second protocol in [12],
named EMSS, is based on cryptographic hash function and
public-key technique, and can achieve the security property of
nonrepudiation. In [13], an interleaved hop-by-hop authentica-
tion scheme was proposed to prevent the injected false data
packet attack by attackers or compromised nodes in the net-
work. Their scheme is symmetric-key-based, and the basic idea
is that multiple sensor nodes have to endorse a message (or
report) using MACs in order to achieve message authentica-
tion. A similar approach was also proposed in an independent
work by Ye et al. [14]. In [15], a polynomial-based approach
was proposed to achieve lightweight and compromise-resilient
message authentication, where messages are authenticated and
verified via evaluating polynomials. Li ez al. [8] proposed a ring
signature [16] based solution to achieve message authentication.
Their scheme utilizes a ring signature scheme derived from the
modified EIGamal signature scheme [10], and can achieve better
features and performance in several aspects compared with the
previous solutions. However, as we will demonstrate later, the
ring signature scheme proposed in [8] has a security flaw—it
allows an attacker to arbitrarily form a ring and forge a valid
ring signature from an existing one. Such an attack has been
considered in the literature of ring signature (e.g., [17]) and in
this work we introduce a technique similar to that of [17] to fix
the flaw without introducing any computation or communication
overhead.

There are also a number of research works on privacy-
preserving user authentication (and key agreement) protocols
for IoT and wireless sensor networks (WSNs) in recent years
(e.g., [18]-[26]). These works focus on remote user authentica-
tion, which is related but different from the privacy preserving
hop-by-hop message authentication considered in this article.
Moreover, due to the concerns on the physical security of sensor
nodes and IoT devices, the research on constructing lightweight
and physically secure authentication protocols for IoT and
WSNs has also become a popular topic in recent years. To
ensure physical layer security, physically unclonable functions
and wireless channel characteristics (such as the link quality
indicator ) are popular choices to enable security even if a sensor
node is captured by an adversary.

Several novel lightweight authentication protocols with phys-
ical security for IoT and WSNs can be found in [27]-[29].

C. Atrticle Organization

For the rest of the article, in Section II, we present the system
and threat models for cloud-based IoT. We review and fix a
security issue in Li ef al.’s [§] SAMA scheme in Section III. In
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Fig. 1. Cloud-centric loT network architecture.

Section IV, we present a new SAMA scheme and analyze its
security and efficiency. Section V concludes this article.

II. NETWORK AND THREAT MODELS
A. Network Model

We consider the cloud-centric network model for the proposed
SAMA scheme for IoT data authenticity in this article. The net-
work architecture is shown in Fig. 1. Specifically, we consider an
IoT network where smart devices may be deployed by different
entities for collecting various types of data and hence may use
different system parameters. We also assume that all the system
parameters, certificates, and keys have been installed in each
node before it is deployed. After the deployment, terminals will
collect data and send the data to the cloud or data center for
analysis. If a subnetwork (e.g., WSN) is ad hoc, then each node
may also serve as a router (or forwarder) for others in order to
allow hop-by-hop message transmission.

B. Threat Model

Since IoT consists of a large number (hundreds of thousands)
of nodes which are connected via Internet, there are many
possible attacks against the message transmission in the network.

In a passive attack, an attacker may eavesdrop the commu-
nication channels between different nodes and perform traffic
analysis. Specifically, the attacker may try to identify the content
of the message or the identity of the message sender. We should
note that since difference nodes may be used to collect different
types of data, the disclosure of the sender identity may directly
leak the message type, even if the message is encrypted.

In an active attack, an attacker may intercept and modify a
message (i.e., perform a man-in-the-middle attack) during trans-
mission, or inject fake messages into the network. Moreover, a
node may be corrupted and controlled by an attacker. When a
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node is compromised, we assume that the adversary can access
all the information (including the secret keys) stored in the
node.

C. Security Goals

In this article, we assume that all the data are in encrypted
form and hence only focus on the integrity, authenticity, and
source privacy in data transmission. We summarize the security
goals as follows.

1) Authenticity: The receiver and each forwarder in the rout-
ing path can verify that the message is sent by a legitimate
data source, which can be a specific node or a node in a
particular group.

2) Integrity: The receiver and each forwarder in the routing
path can verify that the message has not been altered
during transmission.

3) Identity and location privacy: The identity and loca-
tion of the message sender is well protected. As men-
tioned before, the identity and location of a node may
disclose some information about the data sent by that
node.

I1l. IMPROVING LI ET AL'S SAMA SCHEME

Li et al. [8] proposed a privacy-preserving message authen-
tication scheme for WSNs. Their scheme can provide message
source privacy and achieve better efficiency than the previous
approaches in terms of computation and communication over-
head. In this section, we point out a security issue that has been
neglected in Li et al.’s [8] scheme. Specifically, we show that
based on a valid message-signature pair for a particular signer
group chosen by the real signer, an attacker without knowing
any secret key can change the signer group and produce a valid
signature for the new group. We then provide a solution to fix
the problem and a suggestion to improve its efficiency.

Authorized licensed use limited to: University of Wollongong. Downloaded on October 18,2022 at 09:33:03 UTC from IEEE Xplore. Restrictions apply.
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A. SAMA Scheme

Notations: Let E(F,) denote an elliptic curve (EC) over a
finite field IF, where p is a large prime number. The set of points
(x,y) € T, on the curve E(F,) together with a special point O,
called the point at infinity, form an additive Abelian Group G.
Let G denote a generator of G whose order is a large number
N. Each user selects a random integer dyy € [1, N — 1] as his
private key and publishes Q 4 = d 4G as his public key.

SAMA Scheme: Suppose that Alice wishes to send a message
m anonymously from her network node to any other nodes.
Alice first creates a signer group S = {Q1, @2, . .., Qn }, Where
Alice’s public key is Q, for some value t(1 <t < n).

Authentication Generation Algorithm: Given a message m to
be transmitted, Alice’s private key d,;, and the chosen signer
group S = {Q1,Q2,...,Qn}, Alice performs the following
three steps:

1) select random and pairwise different k; € [1, N — 1] for
each 1 <1i < n, i # tand compute (r;,y;) = k;G;

2) choose arandom k; € [1, N — 1] and compute (1, y¢) =
kG — iz Q; such that r, # 0 and ry # r; for any

1 # t, where h; &L h(m,r;) and <L denotes the I left-
most bits of the hash;
3) compute s = k¢ + X;.k; + redihy mod N.
The SAMA of the message m is defined as

Sim)={m,S,r1,y1, .- Tn,Yn, S}

Verification of the SAMA: For Bob to verify an alleged SAMA
(m,S,71,Y1, .- - Tn, Yn, 8), he first performs the following steps
to verify the public keys in S:
1) check that Q; # O fori=1,...,n;
2) check that @Q; (i = 1,...,n) lies on the curve;
3) check that NQ; = O fori=1,...,n.
After that Bob performs the following verifications:

1) verify that (r;,v;) (¢ = 1,...,n) are points on the curve
and s is an integer in [1, N — 1], if not, the signature is
invalid;

2) calculate f; «— h(m,r;);
3) calculate (xg,yo) = sG — X7, 7;h;Q;.
4) the signature is valid if the first coordinate of X, (r;, y;)
equals z, invalid otherwise.
The correctness of the scheme can be verified as follows:

(x0,90) = sG — > rihiQ;

i=1

= | ks + Z ki +ridihy | G — Z rihiQ;
it i
=BG+ [ kG = rihQ;
it it

= Z(%yz)

B. Security Issue

In this section, we show that there is a security issue in
the above SAMA scheme. We show that an attacker who has

intercepted an SAMA S(m) = {m, S, 71, Y1, - Tn,Yn, S} can
change the signer group S and create a new SAMA &’'(m) that
can still be verified successfully and the attacker does not need
to know any secret key in order to do this.

Suppose that the attacker intercepts an SAMA S(m) =
{m,S, 71,91, -, n, Yn, S}, then the attacker performs the fol-
lowing steps:

1) choose a new user Q11 ¢ S;

2) randomly select kj41 € [1,N —1]
(Tn—i-la yn+l) = kn+1G;

3) arbitrarily choose j(1 < j < n) and compute (77, y) =

and compute

l

(rjv yj) - {rnJrlthrlQnJrl where thrl — h(m, rn+1);

4) compute s’ = s + kj, .y mod N;
5) output the modified
{Qla Q27 R Qﬂ,v Q?L+]} as

/ / / /
N (m) = {m,S arlvylv'"a/rjflayjflvrjayj»

SAMA for S =

!/
Tit1Yj4+15 -+ s Tns Yny 't 1, Ynt1, S }

We can verify that the modified SAMA is valid as follows:

n+1
S/G - Z rzhin

i=1

=G + kpt1G — Z 7ihiQi — Tt M1 Qi
i=1
n
Z(ri,yi) + knt1G — o1 hnp1 Qn

i=1

n
= Z (risyi) + (15:95) + (Pnt1, Ynt1) — Tngthnp1 Qnp
i=1,i%j
n—+1
Z (Tivyi) + (T_lpy_,])

i=1,i#j

It is easy to see that the above procedures can be repeated in
order to add any new users into the signer group S. Therefore,
the goal of ensuring that the message is from a particular group
cannot be achieved, which is undesirable when the real signer
has some preferences/strategies on the selection of the users to
be included in the set S.

C. Solution for the Problem

To solve the problem, we suggest to slightly modify the
SAMA scheme as follows: instead of using h; = h(m,r;)
in the signature generation and verification, we use h; =
h(m,ry,...,7rn,%). The idea behind the modification is to al-
low the whole signer group to be included in the signature of
each possible signer. The rest of the SAMA scheme remains
unchanged.

Security Analysis: First of all, it is easy to verify that such a
simple modification does not affect the original security analysis
(namely, unforgeability for a new message and anonymity)
in [8]. On the other hand, the modified scheme can effec-
tively prevent an attacker from modifying the signer group
chosen by the real signer. Specifically, we can simply threat
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m' = (m,ry,...,T,,) as the “real message” being signed. If
the adversary can change the signer group (i.e., the message
m’), then it can break the unforgeability of the SAMA scheme.
However, based on the result of [8], this cannot happen except
with a negligible probability.

D. Suggestion for Better Efficiency

We notice that the SAMA scheme and its fixed version can
utilize the online/offline paradigm to further improve its online
efficiency. Specifically, the computation of ;G for 1 <7 <n
can be performed offline (i.e., when the message is unavailable
and the node is idle). In this way, the online computation cost
can be reduced by half.

IV. NEw SAMA SCHEME WITH BETTER
PRACTICALITY AND EFFICIENCY

The SAMA scheme proposed by Li et al. [8] assumes all
the nodes use the same system parameters. However, such an
assumption may not be true in an IoT network if the nodes
are deployed by different users or organizations. Under such a
scenario, nodes cannot freely choose other nodes in the network
to form a ring. In order to address such a practicality issue, in
this section, we propose a new SAMA scheme that can be used
by nodes with different system parameters. Moreover, we also
apply the offline/online paradigm to improve the efficiency of
the scheme.

In our new SAMA scheme presented below, for simplicity,
we assume the message m is in encrypted form using a key
shared between the sender and the receiver (or the public key
of the receiver). In other words, we assume that only the sender
and receiver can access the plain message. Based on such an
assumption, we only focus on the authenticity, integrity, identity,
and location privacy in the design of our new scheme.

A. Our Construction

Our construction is based on the 1-out-of-n signatures from a
variety of keys proposed by Abe ez al. [30]. Since the RSA-based
signature and the discrete logarithm (DL)-based signature (e.g.,
DSA [31], Schnorr [32], or modified ElGamal [10]) are the most
widely used digital signature schemes nowadays, we assume a
terminal node in the [oT network will use one of these signature
schemes.

Setup: Each RSA-based node is equipped with a public key
(es, N;) and a private key (d;, N;), whereas each DL-based node
is equipped with a public key (g,p,q,y;) and a private key
x; where y; = ¢g” mod p. Let Ny, denote the smallest RSA
modulus among all the RSA nodes.

Signing Process: Without loss of generality, suppose that the
ring selected by the message sender (either a RSA node or a DL
node) consists of n RSA nodes (with indices from 1 to n) and n
DL nodes (with indices from n + 1 to 2n). Let L denote all the
public keys of the ring members, and Hgga : {0, 1}* — Zx,
Hpr, : {0,1}* — Z, two cryptographic hash functions.

min ?

1) Signing by an RSA Node: Suppose the real signer j in the
ring is an RSA node, it generates a ring signature as follows.
1) Offline sign
a) For each DL node i in the ring, select s; € Z, and
compute v; = ¢° mod p.
b) For each RSA node ¢ # j, choose s; € Zy, and
compute v; = s;% mod N;.
Store the 2n — 1 offline signatures {s;, v; } for i # j.
2) Online sign
a) (Initialization:) Randomly choose f3; € Zy, and
computes ¢; 11 = Hrga(L,m, §;).
b) (Forward the sequence:) For i = j +2,...,n, com-
pute ¢; = Hrsa(L,m,c;—1 + v;—y mod N;_y).
¢) (Connecting RSA to DL:) ¢, 41 = Hpr(L,m,c,, +
v, mod N,).
d) (Forwardthe sequence:)Fori =n +2,...,2n,com-

pute ¢; = Hpp (L, m,v;—yy;"} mod p).

e) (Connecting DL to RSA:) ¢ =
Hpsa(L, m,va,y5. mod p).

f) (Forward the sequence:) For ¢ = 2,..., 7, compute

c; = HRSA(L; m, c;—1 + v;—; mod Ni—1)~
g) (Forming the ring:) Compute s; = (3; — ¢;)% mod
N;.
The final ring signature is o = (cy, S1, 82, - - - , S2n)-
2) Signing by a DL Node: Similarly, if the real signer j is a
DL node, it generates a ring signature as follows.
1) Offline sign

a) For each DL node ¢ # j in the ring, select s; € Z,
and compute v; = ¢g°* mod p.

b) (Initialization:) Randomly choose o € Z, and com-
pute ¢j+1 = Hpr (L, m, g* mod p).

c¢) For each RSA node ¢, choose s; € Z y, and compute
v; = 8;% mod N;.

Store the 2n — 1 offline signatures {s;,v;} for i # j and

the initialization secret a.

2) Online sign

a) (Forward the sequence:) Fori = j +2,...,2n, com-
pute ¢; = Hpp (L, m,v;—1y;"; mod p).

b) (Connecting DL to RSA:)
Hprsa(L, m,va,ys5. mod p).

¢) (Forward the sequence:) For ¢ = 2,...,n, compute
c; = HRSA(L, m, c;—1 + v;—; mod N; ).

d) (Connecting RSA to DL:) ¢;,41 = Hpr(L,m,c, +
v, mod Ny,).

e) (Forward the sequence:) Fort =n+2,...
pute ¢; = Hpr,(L,m,v;_1y;", mod p).

f) (Forming the ring:) Compute s; = (a — zjc;)
mod q.

The final ring signature is 0 = (¢, S1, S2, - - -, San)-

3) Verifying a Message: Upon receiving an SAMA message
(L,m,cy, 81,82, ..,Sm), the receiver or forwarder in the rout-
ing path verifies the authenticity and integrity of the message as
follows:

a) fori=1,...,n— 1 compute ¢;yy = Hrsa(L,m,c; +
si" mod N;);
b) compute ¢, 11 = Hpr(L,m, ¢, + s& mod N, );

Ccl =

,J, com-
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Fig. 2. Our new SAMA scheme with mixed keys.
¢) for i=n+1,...,2n—1 compute Cit] =

Hpr(L,m,g*y;" mod p);
d) if ¢; = Hrsa(L,m, g™ y52* mod p), output accept;
otherwise, output reject.

Remark: In our construction given above, for simplicity, we
assume that half of the smart terminal nodes are RSA-based, and
the other half are DL-based. It is easy to see that the real signer
can set different numbers for the RSA nodes and the DL nodes
to be included in the ring based on the preferences of the real
signer.

Also, in the above construction, we explicitly assume a ring
structure as shown in Fig. 2(a). However, the real signing node
can choose any structure for the ring, e.g., it can evenly mix the
RSA nodes and the DL nodes in the ring [i.e., the structure of
the ring can be “--- RSA — DL — RSA — DL - --” as shown in
Fig. 2(b)].

B. Security Analysis

In this section, we provide security analysis for our new
SAMA scheme presented above. As mentioned in the security
goals given in Section II-C, we assume that the message is
encrypted either using a symmetric key shared between the
sender and the receiver or the public key of the receiver if
message confidentiality is a concern. We mainly focus on the
message authenticity and integrity, and the identity and location
privacy of the proposed scheme as follows.

1) Message Authenticity and Integrity: The message authen-
ticity and integrity of the new SAMA scheme can be guaranteed
by the unforgeability of its underlying ring signature scheme
which follows the 1-out-of-n ring signature paradigm proposed
by Abe et al. [30]. Based on the result of [30], we can ensure that
the employed ring signature is existentially unforgeable under
adaptive chosen message and chosen public key attacks. During
the multihop message transmission, each forwarder and the final
receiver will first verify the ring signature before forwarding the
message to the next node or accepting the message. Hence, if
an attacker wants to inject a fake message (i.e., breaking mes-
sage authenticity) or modify a message (i.e., breaking message
integrity) during the transmission, the attacker must first forge
a valid ring signature for the fake or modified message in order
to bypass the verification, which contradicts the unforgeability
of the ring signature.

2) Identity Privacy: The identity privacy of our new SAMA
scheme can be guaranteed by the anonymity of the ring signature

TABLE |
COMPUTATION COST (n DL NODES AND n RSA NODES)

Scheme OfflineSign OnlineSign Verication
SAMA - (n—1)Sp | @Gn¥ Ve
Online/Offline SAMA 2nSg (2n—1)Sg | (2n+1)Vg
IMAEP - (2n+3)Sg | 2nVg + 2P
Our Scheme (RSA signer) | nSg + (n — 1)Vg nSg + S nVg +nVy
Our Scheme (DL signer) nSg +nVg nSg nVg +nVgr

Sg: DL sign exp, Vg: DL verify exp, P: Pairing, Sr: RSA sign exp, Vr: RSA verify
exp.

TABLE Il
COMMUNICATION OVERHEAD
Scheme Complexity (2n Nodes) No. of bits (n = 10)
SAMA 2n|Gpr| + logg 3,360
IMAEP 2n+2)|Gpr| 3,520
Our Scheme | n|Gpr|+ (n+1)|Grsal 12,864

scheme. From the signing and verification procedures given
above, we can see that the signature generated by any member in
the ring will have the same format o = (cy, s1, 82, - . ., S2n ), NO
matter the real signing node is RSA-based or DL-based. Also, a
universal verification algorithm is used regardless of the type of
the real signer. Therefore, we can conclude that from aring signa-
ture, no one (including the forwarding nodes in the routing path)
can distinguish the real signer from the dummy ones in the ring.

3) Location Privacy: In order to ensure location privacy, the
real signer should choose as many geographically dispersed ring
members as possible to hide its location. Since the real signer
is perfectly hidden among all the ring members, eavesdroppers
and forwarding nodes in the routing path are difficult to identify
the location of the real sender given an SAMA message. Never-
theless, the selection of ring members should also be reasonable
and consistent with the network structure and routing paths, e.g.,
a sensor node should pick ring members who would use the node
as a forwarder when sending messages to the destination. How to
strengthen the location privacy, e.g., by allowing arbitrary nodes
to be used in the ring, is still an open problem and we leave it as
our future work.

C. Efficiency Analysis and Experimental Results

In Table I, we present the computation costs of our scheme, the
SAMA scheme proposed by Li et al. [8], and a recent ID-based
message authentication with enhanced privacy IMAEP) scheme
proposed in [33]. In the table, we assume the ring consists of n
RSA nodes and n DL nodes for our scheme and 2n nodes for
the other schemes. We use Sr and Vg to represent the signature
generation and verification exponentiation operations performed
by an RSA node. Similarly, S and Vg represent the signing and
verification exponentiation operations performed by a DL node.
P denotes the pairing operation used by the IMAEP scheme
in [33]. Tables III and IV give the real computation time based
on different values of n on a laptop.

In terms of the communication overhead, Table II shows a
comparison of the communication overhead among the proposed
scheme, the original SAMA scheme, and the IMAEP scheme.
Since the size of a RSA group element is significantly larger than
that of a DL group element when the latter is implemented using
ECC, the communication overhead of our proposed scheme is

Authorized licensed use limited to: University of Wollongong. Downloaded on October 18,2022 at 09:33:03 UTC from IEEE Xplore. Restrictions apply.



WEI et al.: EFFICIENT PRIVACY PRESERVING MESSAGE AUTHENTICATION SCHEME FOR INTERNET-OF-THINGS

TABLE IlI
COMPUTATION TIME (ms), 80-B SECURITY, n DL NODE, AND n RSA NODE
n=10 n=20 n=30 n=40
Scheme OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify
SAMA — 160.03 148.29 — 288.34 274.59 — 402.71 367.25 - 656.66 645.93
Online/Offline SAMA 79.63 80.40 148.29 132.95 155.38 274.59 174.35 228.36 367.25 294.15 362.50 645.93
IMAEP - 100.16 166.89 — 173.94 304.92 - 248.19 415.87 - 384.55 694.56
Our Scheme (RSA signer) 55.04 42.84 95.46 99.36 78.37 169.59 128.51 102.38 209.54 177.93 135.40 294.79
Our Scheme (DL signer) 45.45 28.97 78.53 90.73 62.56 159.57 117.06 77.41 203.33 195.87 130.52 311.39
TABLE IV
COMPUTATION TIME (ms), 80-B SECURITY, n DL NODE, AND n RSA NODE
n=50 n=100 n=150 n=200
Scheme OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify
SAMA - 682.60 607.45 - 1399.06 1461.48 = 2203.27 2183.22 = 3027.33 3068.17
Online/Offline SAMA 306.27 376.32 607.45 603.58 795.47 1461.48 963.55 1239.71 2183.22 1208.38 1818.95 3068.17
IMAEP — 399.31 661.07 — 831.80 1591.83 - 1295.49 2373.60 - 1896.93 3417.14
Our Scheme (RSA signer) 214.09 147.59 331.89 457.89 358.79 776.91 659.15 509.91 1196.53 898.52 754.42 1594.62
Our Scheme (DL signer) 238.22 141.17 339.89 444.53 324.57 769.84 694.00 460.57 1221.94 892.59 695.40 1586.39
TABLE V
COMPUTATION TIME (ms), 80-B SECURITY, « RSA NODE, AND j DL NODE
i=10, j=390 i=100, j=300 i=200, j=200 =300, j=100 =390, j=10
Signer OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS Verify
RSA 1233.64 1285.88 2494.34 1039.54 1004.68 2012.36 898.52 754.42 1594.62 730.70 500.73 1146.45 600.69 288.45 734.03
DL 1221.66 | 1262.10 | 2468.61 1040.66 955.01 1992.06 892.59 | 69540 | 1586.39 72738 | 39697 | 1127.28 585.89 | 135.87 | 72948
SOOI N Gur RSA signed OO S RSA Signed
[ our DL Signed [ our DL Signed
250 E=— SAMA 1200| 1 samA
[EEE online/Offline SAMA [EEE online/Offline SAMA
. MAEP 1000 HEEEE IMAEP
g g 800
g g
= = 600
400
200
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 020 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220
User number n User number n
Fig. 3. Computational cost for offline sign (n = 10, 20, 30, 40), referto  Fig. 4. Computational cost for offline sign (n = 50, 100, 150, 200),

Table IlI.

higher compared with other schemes, as shown in the table. In
particular, when the number of RSA nodes in the ring grows,
the communication overhead of our scheme will increase.

We conducted real experiments to test the efficiency of the
proposed SAMA scheme. The first experiment is conducted on
a Lenovo ThinkPad X1 Carbon laptop. The device configuration
is Intel(R) Core i7-7500 U CPU@2.70 GHz and 8-GB RAM
with Window 10 operating system. We implement theEC version
of the DL-based signature using the popular PBC library [34]
for 80-b security level (i.e., 1024-bit RSA and 160-b ECC).
The running time of every operation is calculated by taking the
average of ten consecutive executions. Our simulation is based
on the simpler architecture shown in Fig. 2(a). Since the number
of operations remains the same in other settings [e.g., Fig. 2(b)],
we can expect a similar result under those settings.

We also investigate the impact on computational efficiency
for different configurations on the number of RSA and DL
nodes. The result is presented in Table V and Figs. 9 and 10,
where 7 indicates the number of RSA nodes and j denotes the
number of DL nodes (In Table V, the total number of nodes is

refer to Table IV.

HE Our RSA Signed
[ our DL Signed
[C—JsAamA

[EEE online/Offline SAMA
N MAEP

Times/ms

25
User number n

30 35 40 a5

Fig. 5.
Table IIl.

Computational cost for online sign (n = 10, 20, 30, 40), refer to

1+ 7 = 400). We should note that in the offline signing phase,
the signing node needs to perform the verification (rather than
signature generation) operation for RSA, since we use the public
key (rather than secret key) of the RSA nodes in the ring. As a
result, in opposite to the communication cost, computation cost
of our scheme becomes lower when there are more RSA nodes
in the ring.
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3OO 700
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I Our RSA Signed

[ our DL Signed I Our DL Signed
3000 ] sAmA 600

[ Online/Offline SAMA
2500 M IMAEP | 500}
2000 400}
1500 300
1000 200

500 100
9 ° . . .
5 20 25 30 35 40 a5

20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 5 10 1
User number n User number n

Times/ms
Times/ms

Fig. 6. Computational cost for online sign (n = 50, 100, 150, 200), Fig. 11. Computational cost for offline sign on Raspberry Pi (n = 10,

refer to Table IV. 20, 30, 40), refer to Table VI.
e I Our RSA Signed 2000 e G RsA Signed
600) ] g:;wil_ Staned 1800 I Our DL Signed
[ online/Offline SAMA 1600}
500 || NN IMAEP
14001
@ r 1200
% £
é L é 10001
" soof
r 600
L 4001
200
25 45 % 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220
User number n User number n
Fig. 7. Computational cost for verify (n = 10, 20, 30, 40), refer to  Fig. 12. Computational cost for offline sign on Raspberry Pi (n = 50,
Table I1. 100, 150, 200), refer to Table VII.
3500 600
Qur RSA Signed N Our RSA Signed
=
[ online/Offline SAMA 500
2500/ N IMAEP
400
E 20001 @«
g ?E; 300
= 1500 £
1000 200}
020 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 o
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Fig. 8. Computational cost for verify (n = 50, 100, 150, 200), refer to Fig. 13.

Table IV. Computational cost for online sign on Raspberry Pi (n = 10,

20, 30, 40), refer to Table VI.

2500

2000
I Our RSA Signed

1800| I Our DL Signed
20001

1600
1400
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,, 1200

Times/ms.

1000+

o
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User number n
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Fig. 9. Computation time for different number of RSA and DL nodes— . . . . .
RgA signer, rgfer to Table V. Fig. 14. Computational cost for online sign on Raspberry Pi (n = 50,

100, 150, 200), refer to Table VII.

2500

From the above comparison (Tables III-IV and Figs. 3-8), we
can see that, in general, the computation overhead of our new
scheme is lower than that of (online/offline) SAMA and IMAEP.
Although the signing cost of RSA is much higher than that of
ECC, in our scheme, we only need to perform one RSA signing
operation in the online phase if the real signing node is RSA-
based. Moreover, if the real signer is DL-based, there is no RSA
oML M. W\ W . N W W signing operation involved. For the signature verification cost,

e sermmbert the new scheme also performs better than the other two schemes.
Fig. 10. Computation time for different number of RSA and DL  Overall, we can see that the computation cost of the new scheme
nodes—DL signer, refer to Table V. is much better than that of the (offline/online) SAMA scheme

2000

1500

Times/ms

1000
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TABLE VI

COMPUTATION TIME (ms) ON RASPBERRY PI, 80-B SECURITY, n DL NODE, AND n RSA NODE

n=10 n=20 n=30 n=40
Signer | OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify
RSA 214 200 226 350 344 390 548 490 482 607 512 532
DL 217 200 278 357 298 300 544 467 398 662 600 538
TABLE VI
COMPUTATION TIME (ms) ON RASPBERRY PI, 80-B SECURITY, n DL NODE, AND n RSA NODE
n=50 n=100 n=150 n=200
Signer | OffS | OnS | Verify OffS OnS Verify OffS OnS | Verify OffS OnS | Verify
RSA 715 614 673 1211 | 1123 1123 1694 | 1621 1546 1952 | 1830 1980
DL 743 621 732 1194 | 1034 1023 1484 | 1304 1434 1822 | 1800 1979
TABLE VIII
COMPUTATION TIME (ms) ON RASPBERRY PI, 80-B SECURITY, ¢ RSA NODE, AND j DL NODE
=10, j=390 =100, j=300 =200, j=200 =300, j=100 =390, j=10
Signer | OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify OffS | OnS | Verify
RSA 2380 | 2283 2890 2140 | 2019 2450 1952 | 1830 1980 1546 | 1501 1568 1473 | 1304 1211
DL 2333 | 2222 2912 2193 | 2001 2561 1822 | 1800 1979 1435 | 1343 1366 1322 | 1210 1123
5001 2500} I Verify
400}
2000
§ 300( 2
= g 1500
E
1000+
100
500
osernumeern 950 o 50 100 ég% 200 b250 300 350 400 450
Fig. 15. Computational cost for verify on Raspberry Pi (n = 10, 20, 30,

40), refer to Table VI.
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Fig. 16. Computational cost for verify on Raspberry Pi (n = 50, 100,
150, 200), refer to Table VII.

and the IMAEP scheme, and the advantage is more significant
when the ring size is large. On the other hand, the communication
cost of our scheme is higher than that of the other two schemes,
especially when the number of RSA nodes grows.

Experimental Results on A Raspberry Pi: To further test the
efficiency of our proposed scheme in IoT devices, we also
conducted experiments in a Raspberry Pi 3 with an ARMv7
processor and 2048-MB RAM. The results are presented in
Tables VI-VIII and Figs. 11-18. We can see that for a ring
consisting of 100 RSA nodes and 100 DL nodes, the compu-
tation time is about 1 s for offline and online signing, as well
as verification, which indicates our scheme is practical to be
implemented in real IoT devices.

Fig. 17. Computation time for different number of RSA and DL
nodes—RSA signer on Raspberry Pi, refer to Table VIII.

3000
I Offline Sign
[C——1 online sign

2500} I Verify

2000

1500

Times/ms

1000

=50 o 50

100

150 200 250
RSA user number i

300

Fig. 18. Computation time for different number of RSA and DL
nodes—DL signer on Raspberry Pi, refer to Table VIII.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, we revisited a privacy-preserving message
authentication scheme and showed a security weakness in the
scheme. We also provided a solution to fix the problem without
introducing any overhead. In order to provide better practicality
inIoT consisting of different types of smart devices, we also pro-
posed a new privacy-preserving message authentication scheme
that allows IoT devices to use different security systems and
parameters. Moreover, we applied the offline/online computa-
tion technique to improve the efficiency and scalability of the
proposed scheme, which makes it more practical compared with
the previous solution.
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