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Abstract Dynamic searchable symmetric encryption(DSSE) technology,as an extension of static searchable encryption, has at-
tracted much attention because it solves the problem of secure retrieval over encrypted data and supports data dynamicity. For
practicality concerns, most current DSSE schemes leak extra information (e. g. , search patterns and access patterns) to fast
search. Recent studies show that this leaked information poses serious security problems, the adversary with background know-
ledge of the database may exploit the leaked information to recover the query or reconstruct the database. Since this information
reveals along with the query process,scholars propose to refresh the encrypted database after the query to reduce the above po-
tential risks. However, this approach leads to huge client-side communication, storage.and computation overheads. Because the
client needs to download the results locally,decrypt them,re-encrypt them and finally upload them to the cloud. To address this
problem, this paper proposes a new updatable DSSE scheme that hides all the above information including access pattern,search
pattern. The scheme can update data directly at the server side without disclosing data privacy.thus reducing the communication
overhead of traditional update methods of the client side. The security analysis shows that this scheme can hide the search pattern
effectively. In addition,the communication cost of the proposed scheme is also significantly degraded when compared with the tra-
ditional scheme that executes ciphertext refreshing by the client. For example,in the case of keywords matching 100 documents,
compared with downloading to local re-encryption and retransmission, the communication overhead of this scheme is reduced by
70.92%.
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PP B A5 . T SOR R R O R LR v

FH A

[ i [ e e [ meiso [ s ]
|
H,(t, || st,) H, (1, || st,) ! H,(, || st.) Hy(, | st.,,)
® ® ! ® ®
0" || op,) (st llopy) I_ | (st |lop.) (st |lop..y)

| eid, | | eid, | | eid,,,

>
|

eid, |

A

HEIH

{1 UEDSSE H 77 1% 45 4
Fig. 1 Storage structure in UEDSSE

D Setup(A.DB, 1), RGN 2, A LR 58 % 81 A
W R AL AE A 2 A 55 45 0 %5 7 o B8 Y 28 SCBUHE . 2% ) il il
ANGEBEAER DB b, BEE DRI E A
W, & P e BB b, B AR WA 7 5 4, X b T ik ok
BT HER P A 2 0 W T A RIERE. &P ek
B3 B W, G A7 S EE ] w0 B P IR S Gt s ko) o5t 2
— N BEDL LR B AR R w R GE BT BELAE B ke
ECHARRAF I B R EBRE R w WEHE R, RS
v o W) 46 AL — A= B T, T A D LR B R R s AT
PKE 8k A4 A FAAXT Cple o sk) S FFHG N pk BRI
Bk 1 Setup Bk
LD e 2 QN
il ke MRS ARG 454 WC I T
& i

1.k>i<0,1>k;
2. WC<—empty map;
3. RETURN k,,WC
5 55 4 o
4. T<—empty map;
5. (pk,sk)<PKE. GenKey() ;
6. K% pk 44 P,

2)Update(k, swso0p»id WC,EDB) : T il , 2 F* 3% Fil
B A8 Z M AT 28 B, & F i AT LA ) 2 IR 45 4% oh s i/
B — > SCRS BRI N /I B — A~ G B 1) - SCRS AR IR AF X . %
RS/ W B — A 56 - 3C R BR R A X (s id) BT B A
opswsid) JiH op=add B del . T 552 1E 8 A I 0 B 354
I B A IR S5 4% o IR S5 A DA TR AL . X i/
5% A Y 1% 0 5 2% 7 i AT DR B SR 1 DG BRI (o sy s oee s
w, ) A B Z A R - SCRY AR IR AT X Cwy i) s Gy »id) 5o
Cw, sid) y s Xt 2 A~ I B A - OB AR PRUAF X BAT Update 553
B 2 AURAR T B SRR - SR AR YA X 1 TR

F P E ARt AR PRASAE B st IR AR we
BRI w WEB . MEFEE w HE BN E «~
Gt Lop) @D H, (o | st ) s M w0 | 0p) D H. (2, |
stop) IR by Ko o iID T EHBRERE. ZEK
BPREAR B Gorr s ko) TRAFE) WCLw DER T 10 THEE RS
LRIGEH (Louseid) RIEBN M5 5. 2R (useid) 7
FAE T
&% 2 Update B¥:
A :kesop,w,id, WC, T
i TR RO R SE H WC T T
e B
1. ty<F(ks.h(w));
2. stey li{o,n*;
3. (stesky ) <WC[w];
4. IF(ste,ky)=_1 THEN

$
5. kw<Zg ;
6 u<(0* [ op) DH, (ty || ster1)3
7. ELSE
8. uCste || op) @Hz (ty || stee1);
9. END IF

$

10. N<=N;

11. eid<n. Enc (ky » N [ id [ 00w 5
12, WCLw]<(ster1.ky) s
13. 1< Hi (ty || ster 1)
14,8 (L, useid) RIL 4G = M55 45 .
= R 55 do i <
15. TLJ<Cu,eid) 5

3)Search(k, ,w,WC,T) A8 KWL, 76 % F v Al = IR 55 4%
Z AT . PRI ARG DR LA D R & 5 v AR R OG 1)
w B RFE TR TN AR, IF LB SRS 4% B IR 540
AT R BRAE TN %% VT IC 9 ST AR TR AT IR (8] 5 2% P i 422 0O
i 2 SO AR IRAT . BRSSP BRINA B 3 TR
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&5 v S AR IO B 1R w AR AR B AR D s, W
I 2 7E 1% G580 % 7 0 SO 3R M1 %5, 5 A R 4, A 4
J . ANHEAT kIR ke R R A E MBS A, R
T BRI R, P il A BB AL AT R nask s B 1. st
FA, RIFE Pl H A pk % B AL AF 5 mask 159 5]
emask s I (2, st s Asemask) Kk B = RS 7%

MR RO EE ID Fl Del , 53 50 ok - A2 &
] % 0 E AL B A SC AR AR RS eid . SRJE IR S A% FH AL sk R
25 emask 133 mask , B mask 5% t. .5t MA, HH, =R
F AT RB] LN T H 3R B SC (useid) IR 25w N Gse, |l
op). WH op K del KIS B eid T INE) Del H5WHE op
K add W FIW; Del HIRTALE eid , WA Del 145 W A Del
HM B edd , 275 ST AR 0 B VR W TR T 55k 45 4 N B L 4
R Del ML eid W IE AT TN % 51 B0 eid 1Y% SCH
eid IFURIN eid BIEA ID T, XY st =0" W, R P25,
REID 4% . & 7 A B kB I SO AR R
AR AS B SCSCRY AR IR, 1 R LS R
&% 3 Searh Bk
HiA koo w, WC,T
Hith R
& P S «
1. Csteaky ) <WCLw];
2. IF(ste ky) = |
3 RETURN Q;
4. END IF
5. te<Fky h(w)) s
.kw’iz(:;
A<k ks

.mask<{0,1}2*;

© o N >

. tw< ty@mask;

10. ste<st:@Pmask;

11. A~~A@mask;

12. emask<-PKE. Enc(pk.mask) ;
13. ¥ (ty »ste» Asemask) Bk 25 = IR 5545 .
=R 55 i o

L4, W= 4 ID.R<0;

15. mask<-PKE. Dec(sk,emask) ;
16. ty<t,Pmask;

17. ste<—st:Pmask;

18. A<~ A mask;

19. WHILE st.!=0* DO

20, 1<H;(t, || sto)s

21, (u,eid)<T[1];

22, (st [ op)<u@H: (ty | sto);
23.  IF op=del THEN

24, Del<DelU eid;

25.  ELSE IF op=add THEN
26. IF eid& Del THEN

27. Del<—Del —eid;

28. ELSE

29. eid’ <eid?;

30. ID<-IDUeid';
31. END IF
32. ENDIF

33. END WHILE

34. 3R ] 1D 45 % 7 3
&P i

35. WC[ w < (stesky') s
36. FOR cid€ ID

37.  r<mx Dec(eidk') ;
38. R=RUr;

39. END FOR

40. RETURN R

EFER MR, b )y 58 % 37 18 S HR U A i i
S L AR, RPN o R a2 EN, ASER
T B 2 R R S e . G AR B Y U R B IR 55
A AN AN EL T o R 2RI AR L AT — 2P s AR
B H RIS HAF a7 0 = R o5 i L it ZH T . s RS
i T RE X T B 2 9 P9 A O R L O S5 R R P L 3 B A
WERF TR ERNE,

5 RESHTRIEHR

AR BB A3 T A ST R Ak
% 2 7L T UEDSSE 75 % 5 H At 77 %8 (9 %2 4 M %k Le 25
R AFERT A e T e W REX T L, A 2
R UK L, AT DSSE J5 %8 0 i A AR P 1 R = 7 A] 4
KEMBEFEL, AXHTREEAHT BRI RN L M T HE
IR 2R
# 2 UEDSSE 5 H A J5 & 0% 2R 1

Table 2 Security comparison between UEDSSE and other schemes

VS AR A RS #EHK i I R
7 %[15] NG NG X X
¥ #[20] N N X X
X #[36] N/ X X X
UEDSSE N/ X N N/

1 F i R R A R % 2 B0l DSSE B4 7 i, Wk
RSN TR H R % & DSSE 75 % 1Y J5 17 % 4 , UEDSSE
. 5 Ui B IS % 42 DSSE &

FHEH UEDSSE B &M% &, FATH Q kFRM
T — RIVEEAE, B AR T X (b w) (2O 5 (2, 0p,
weid) (EHT) ¢ BRI, & P A AT D R
spCw) = {¢] (z,w) € Q) 3R 1 £ ¥ 3¢ FE 1) <o 1Y B ) 35 2) T
Jist UpdHis(w) = {(t,op.id) | (t,op,w.id) € Q}, F/R LY
o PR BT 1 e )

EIE 1 #F FRE—AhEEHLE L, PKE & IND-CPA %
AN BN B, & IND-CPA % 4 i % FR N 25 8 5,
Hy s Hy oh R BEHL TR HLAY WA 75 06 50, 52 SO 37 oR 5 =
(y:Solup s Lj?SL‘nrch s Lj?updﬂlu) j‘j .

g5 = (| DB|)

Gsearch (q) = (sp(w) » UpdHis(w))

S = (op,id)

WA 3C Wy UEDSSE &2 B A v-H &R %2 MR8 R
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B2 A T 1) 22 42 ) DSSE r%.

TEBA - FR AT SR R 2 AR -390 S AR AR Sf IE B A S R K 4
PE . FRATHE 1 — F 5 Y U 4 FORE S 2% S R0 B S B B 3
R — &% B AR L 38 S HE BH U 11 A S BT X 43 o IE Bl B
S S5 AR A A R AT X 4

Game, : Game, WV ESE G DSSE W#xk, LA -

| Pr[Game, =1]— Pr[Real} =1]| =0 (3)
5 Game, i W BEAL o6 B A 1 10 AN TR Game, 4
Pr— DA H TR MF IHAERE (w.t) o ST ¢, LB BRI

Game, :

wfﬁ&i‘%ﬂﬁﬁﬁct BT WRAFTE W £, <~ MF[w];
gl t“« 0,114 JF ¥ ¢ APHEFI MF [w]rh . B h H B HL AR

BRI Eh B ATL bR BSOS W] XA 1, BT LA
| Pr[Game, =1]— Pr[Game, = 1]| <negl(A) 4)
Game; : TH PP B Game, £ 1] BE HL 5 75 £ A0 % 3
eid JEH E BRAF . ih T8 J7 580 IND-CPA % 4 1, Bl
BEHIL 445 H3 A S B 4% SCTE BB LI PL T A A TR B9 o A
Sl
| Pr[ Game, =1]— Pr[Game, =1]]| <negl(Q) (5)
&% 4 Game;
Setup
i+

$
1. ke<={0,1}%;

2. WC,MF, L<—empty map;
Update

B i

1.IF MF[w]=_1 THEN
2. twi((),l}";

3. MFLw]<ty;

4. ELSE

ty<MF[w];

6. END IF;

wl

$
7. ster1<{0,1}%;
8. (steyky)<=WC[w;

9. IF (st ky)=_1 THEN

$
10, ko<Z;

11, u=(0* [ op) @H: (ty | [l ster 1)
12. ELSE

13, u<~Cste [ op)@Hy (ty || ster1)s
14. END IF;

‘
15. eid<—{0.1}%;
16. WC[ w]<(ster1 k) s

17.1i{0,1>*;

18. Lty || steri J=<1;

19. % (1, useid) B 5 = MR 55 4% .
Search

7 J Y »

1. (stes k)< WC[w];

2. 1F(st., k) =_1 THEN

3. RETURN E

4. END IF

5. FOR i=0 to ¢ DO

6. Hiltw I steprJ<Lltw | ster1]s
7. END FOR

8. ty<MF[w];

9. kw’iZ(,* ;

10. A<k, /ku s

11, maske-(0,1)%;

12. ty< tu@mask;

13. ste<—st.Pmask;

14, A< A@mask;

15. emask<PKE. Enc(pk,mask) ;

16. 4 (ty o ste. A emask) BB = R 55 7% .

Gamey :Game; 5 Game, BRI Z AL TE T Game, {fi FH bl
PLF A5 R A e A bR B L, Bk 0, 30 02 % 7 o 8 0 H,
B A B 0

11{0,1}‘

Lty | st. 1<

—BGF, E Search WR = Ak 55 v 48 F B A0

Hi[to || st. J<L[to || st.]

H, EBENLTE WL, BAEGame;s FlGame, 5¢4 1R , {5 &
Tl fig 23 W48 B BE L B 5 HLAS S — 20« 7E Games, 1, Hi AN
S BISERT WRAE T — WA R A a2 Hy v, s
FUHET—KERNZHEM ¢ || se WRH, SRER T
WP Hy 0 AT, B B R B3R o/~ Lo, | s ]. 58K
T WL B BEML I F HLAR — B B [EAE Bad, A

| Pr[ Game; =1]— Pr[ Game, =1]| << Pr[ Bad] (6)

REHT M o | st EWTFHLH, B Bad A %4, HH

TP R o MR Z 2 HE THT RS
HAEZERK poly (O IR L H I Pr[ Bad << poly(Q) « (27%) 1
| PrlGame; =1]— Pr[ Game, = 1] | <negl(Q) P
Game; WIS ANRIE 4 R,
Game, :Game, 5 Game; XL, A
Game; W H, A [F] A& B, 8
| Pr[Game, =1]-Pr[Game; =1]| <<negl(A) (8)
HiE5 Games
Setup
% P
1. L,U,E,TW,ST,DT,MS<—empty map;

\tGOI

EIATX H, T A

2.v<0;

3.s<0;

Update

B i

1. ve—v+1;

2. L[v]iﬁ),l}‘;

$
3. ULv]<={0.1}%;

4. E[V]iﬁ),] [

546 (LLv]. ELv]. UL % 3% 525 0 38
Search

%
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1. s<s+1;
$

2. TW[s]<={0,1}*;
$

3.ST[s]<{0,1}*;
$

4. DT[s]<{0,1}*;

5. MSLsT< (04117
6. K (TWLs1,ST[s], DT s], MSLs D) % 2% 5 = it 55 45
TEGames T, %% P i PEBE B AL B 48 R A T
RILG M5 AS . TEGame, W F P9 38 R 4 M2 18 T BE HL
Hom s IF B4Rk 3 R 0 BE AL A 5. T BE AL B A 9
RN AR A PN R R AR — IR — BN A
R At BRI TE W 3. NI E BT A B R
st T 4 AFEALEL, TEGame, L # A s i] R R BAE
UKL TW.ST.DT.MS 53 530 sk AR . 77 5T Bl i
T A o T SRR AR OB R LA ST D I
MR 3 NEEVL T L B Games FlGame, FERAHE , B .
| Pr[Games =1]—Pr[Game, = 1]| <negl(Q) (€*D]
Games WA QI 5 FiR,
IdeaR,s (1) : A BLAUES S & F 1l % bR HiAS 1 , (LA 5 %6
e Ry A B AR A i — A T E LA,
Hik6 HHES
Setup
B i
1. L,U,E,TW,ST, DT, MS<empty map;
2.v<=0;

Games

3.5< 03

Update

I

1. vev+1;

2. L[vjiw,w;

3. U[V]im.l}“;

LRI~ (01175

5. (LLv]L.E[v], UlvD) K% B = 5 2%
Search

I

1. s<s+1;

2. TWLs]< (0.1}

3 STl 5T 0.1}

4. DT[s]i(Oyl P

5. Ms[s]im,l}*;

6. K (TW[s],ST s ].DT[s].MS[s ) &% 5 = IR 55 %% .

B B 5k 6 ron. BT UEDSSE &9 2%
ST o 7 R U AR AR B A RS S LN B 1Y L F BB R R R
Il ) RS2 T 0% 0 SCRY AR TR, BT T0 T AR R 4 2% 4 R R
5 SC 48 L IO S ) (1 48 R A EAE S PR TR A R
TSR AL B A0 7 A T ATL VR S A N A I SR A R, R 4L
87 B F Games J& 7T X 401

| Prl1deak s =1]—Pr[Game; =1]| <negl (D) (10)
g TR T DAE B E 3 1 BT
| Pr[Realh =1]— Pr[1deak s =11 <negl(l) (1)

UEDSSE J7 Z& whoim % $o i & 42 4 00, AR 48 n % 07 S8 19 %
e, T T v AR L% 30 ) 0 > TR % SCSC AR RR IR AT
e BB % T &

6 3SLI§

AREVEAL T UEDSSE 5 R M HERE I 5 FASTP )y 4 ik
TR Lo, RCRACH+HE LR, T
miracl L UE, % F RocksDB 74 & 7 i Al 5 AR 55 4% I
HIEUHE 3T gRPC J# S5 3% T i Al = IR 55 #% =2 1) /38 15 .
Bl RN L ESHAEE 128, H, , H, R SHA256 5 %:,
F XM CTR 8=y AES Bk, PKE R ECC Bk, A3
A T RF 4 A 358 T 10 R kR, 72T BN (Wide Area
Network, WAN) ¥ 58 F , = Ik 55 &5 #8 & 76 B A7 10 % CPU,
8 GBI A7 Ml 10 Mbps 7 8 (1 5 I = it 55 #% L, & 5 i 38 5 7
HA 8 ¥ CPU(Intel Core i7-10700 2. 9GHz) .16 GB NfF I &
XML, = 55 2% o A0 & 7 o 1) #4648 39 8 Ubuntu
18. 041 TS, 7E )R ™ (Local Area Network, LAN) 35T, = Ik
55 s vits KU v ) B 0 38 AE B LA b O T Bk B AR R
2B TR E R 30 KL BUFHME,

6.1 HESHEESEXENH
F 37T UEDSSE 5 FAST J7 % 4 B8 8 1 B T 42 4%

RHPHEERESEEERENCIRGSHWHIERE,
TE W B /E o, UEDSSE #il FAST B A& 41 &) oY 318 31 55 07
B A B SC A - SR AR IR AT X . PR R AR AE T FAST
75 % H UEDSSE h £ AR a. 070 HE BRI+ £ 5
Hor C &M BR 9 SCRIARIRAF IR 1] n, EER . ARME,
UEDSSE J7 £ 75 B i 2 21 1 45 5 oE A7 2 % 454, I e 49
FIHBEEE N O®a,) +00,) . B T4 3L UEDSSE 7 %
P % T BT 0 A M R AR, T BRI PR RO BT RE T R
BEAN  FAST J5 2% 7 bty it B R 45 A 56 48 1R) 47 it — IR S L
A1 ¢ ) B B YR 88, UEDSSE J5 8 22k 5 1> ¢ B 1) 17 fiff —
AR S E A — A% 4], K 1tk UEDSSE B9 % 1 35 77 4 T 45 23 7
T FAST Ir&.

#* 3 UEDSSE 5 FAST Hi¢ P g4 H7

Table 3 UEDSSE and FAST theoretical performance analysis
HEE )E WAL . R R
e ~— = P 375 e
HE B #Hx S # R
FAST OCay) O Ony) O O W[ Qa+loglaw))) X
UEDSSE OCay,) +00n,) O O(ny,) O OClwlza) N/

6.2 SRS

SRE MR T UE Bk s % e fE. UE J7 R B4R

e X R T B o AEL HC A LA A S v T AR I b 2
BB AT N A Rk B PR RE T BT T . SERBEALAE A T
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AN TR B A 0 1 SCRS AR TR AT L SRS SR TH N A 2 2 Y OF i
FEE . WA 2 BiR L 7E 1000 A~ SCREFRIRAF A5 60 F L 3 35 0 2%
BEASCRE AR R AT B 3T 5 18] 4 0. 399 ms, T4 A SR 9
THELEF ]y 0. 535 ms , 1] fif %5 7133 B 6]y 0. 528 ms, UE ik
) e 285 B3 5 R I % Bk 0 TR BR O 4 R 25 /N AL LY T o
1 K 2 B D B s T S R AR HURUD

07

~—= UEEnc

06 L —e— UEReEnc
—— UEDec
e
s | —
E
S o04f o= —— . - .
=
® o03f
02
01 f
oL " " :
10 100 1000 10000 100000

SCRSARIRAF B
& 2 UE 553k it 50 1 8
Fig. 2 Computational overhead of UE algorithm
K3 F 4 451 7 UEDSSE Ml FAST J5 & 3 3 Hh LY
TR TFEY , 5200 FL AR T AN () S B ) SCRY X RO B9 A B i X
B ~F- 249 BT B[]
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o -
§§' 04 f
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Eal gy |
K
é
= " ¥
0

10 100 1000 10000 100 000

R - AR R K

B3 LAN F (¥ 5[]
Fig. 3 Update time under LAN
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Fig. 4 Update time under WAN

WE 3 piR, LR E M &E T FAST %l UEDSSE )7
FTE LAN BEBET B0, 78 LAN RS F L, SUI 85 1R
£ 45 P 45 45 B T B0 IE IR 1R 22 IR T 7 A B I BAT R0
MR B 3 A L& B, FAST J7 & v, Bl 5 0% B 1) - SR X 280
BN A A AR - SCRY AR YA X G T 24 2R ) e L X R
B FAST J7 4848 25 T2 04T 9 16 fe B4, o 7 4504
VB 3% 4, DN I rh S B S BN A L B TR R B B
I L B [ i E A AS ST Bl (45 7 2 3 R B R 4R, (E7E
UEDSSE 77 % o7, Jin %5 7+ % J2 35 37 #4509 3+ 50 50, K
UEDSSE J7 % Hh 58 37 48 45 19 7 3 B 1) R 85 T Fe T — A
TE 1000 A 53l SC RS AR PR AF 19 1% BT, FAST J7 £ 171
I A IR 0. 011 ms, M UEDSSE 77 % 9 3 249 5 37 i i)
0. 441 ms, £ WAN FREE T, W Fl J7 28 16 #1 46 46 TF 4 5

BG4 SE 3R AN 1% o5 MR B A5 TR R, S B MR RE R B L
16 LAN BBy 22 .

R R, 2 R 55 75 0 T 2B S b BN & 518 %
A 4k U B SO AR R . SR 43 T 10, 100, 1000,
10000,100000 3X 5 4~/ [ 44 i G T 56 8 1) - 3O RS A3 LA X 1
S48 2 R TE B B0 % P o 2R B D4 R 0 4 0 O A 4 S
RFRIRAT RO BT[], P 5 R 6 45 T R M4 3BT N FAST
M UEDSSE 7 8 (19 5F ¥ 48 2 i 8] FF 45 . 5 5 87 B 804 I
FAST J5 %38 R 00t Ak 1) 155 A Bifl 2 2% S 30) - SC R4 A A9 430 i
B3 G 43 3 7 4 R H] 2 45 4. T UEDSSE J5 B7EA4:
A 2R A I R B ] A P15 B PKE N BEHL 45 B, = Ik
557 o 4 O A i et T il PKE i % 7245 B L X (il 45 1 430
FETE VT I SCRY O 10 I b 3538 0n . (H Bl 2 DT B 45 3 ny 58 m
PKE Jin % 55 1 04 77 8 9l 3 76 300 g A 18 R4 AR v,

£ wf Sa
s @«
%ﬁ_g 15 b
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Fig.5 Search time under LAN
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Fig. 6 Search time under WAN

7£ UEDSSE J5 % 1 48 R Wil b = ik 55 % 5 B0 g4 25
SCSCAS b YA AT N A Bk L & e o SR TR SRS bR
WAHE B #ETMRE. i TREEEMNITEEILT 5 EnE
VLA TR PRI 2 IR 45 44 i AT LA7E BRAT 3R 0 4% B0 U5 K B
W SCBR R [T 45 % 7 3 L B 7 S AT R A AR . M RS A
ity T 0 8 S BT 0 SR P ik T — S BN A7 %% 57 R BN
2 B R AR 9 B T B R 4 Bl UEDSSE 5 46 11 BE O
Wi, FEEASCHETA VLI 100 SO HE L T FAST 7 & 11
A S B -3 R AR AT X Ay B TR 85 O 0. 016 ms, fif
UEDSSE J7 & B i (8] F-85°4 0. 74 ms,

S G e B S 4R R R B AR b e L NS AR AT B
il R R B Jr 290 SIMPLE, % 4 %14 7 UEDSSE 5
SIMPLE ()38 15 FE 45 10 LL 30 45 2R . S50 18 B SO AR TR 4% 4% S
KR 32 T, ARG LB T G R X B AR [R50 04 SO R AR
TR HGEEITE . 78 UEDSSE F&E i8R A f 5 A% ap
A4 R 0 B A TR SRS e WA % SCHUEE . FE SIM-
PLE, % 7 3y 3 5 224 07 A 888 fn 2 )5 o0 A o 0 3k
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AR B MR 55 i L T A T N A SO R IR AT AR R
R L PBAE o« MBS eid . 3£ 4 I T 58 TR X5 1A 6] 508
SCRYARRAT T B3 R I E A5 T A H A R L 7R R 1] 100 43¢
BEFRINAF B 0L T . UEDSSE 3 /0 T 70. 92 % A9 15 145 .

F 4 WIS LR

Table 4 Communication overhead comparison

i 15 IF 4/ kB

i
10 100 1000 10000 100000
SIMPLE  1.13  10.97 109.41 1093.78 10937.54
UEDSSE  0.37  3.19  31.31 312,56  3125.06
LERIE A XTI 1 B A X BR TR O BAEA T

ST SR 7 3B RS R AR R S A 5 5 T A DR R ) R A
SCAR 3T — il B AT SR I A R4 1 R SR T ) 22 A2
By 25 TR BN 75 o %7 G R TS v R i S
RIAR AT  PRAT 18 R AR I 25 7 i 1) 2= IR 55 2t 42 36 o % Y 48
R TR P 2 R 2 IR 55 e R 2 A % SC SO R R R
A A 18025 8 X TR — A S B a4 2 9 e R [ Y
SCOCRAR R ABAN ], BT TR AR AR ik 26 2 S5 S 1 R
BUEE . ZenWrRl L AT R EA A IE R % 2 AT 1
AR IERE IR R, SER S5 R R WIA SO A LA e A
VR 28 S5 B AR P 8 i =X B0 5 52 e A 20 R AR 5 T 48

2 % x W
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