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Abstract
The key schedule of the Data Encryption Standard is analyzed, and it is shown that the
properties of the permuted choice PC-2 transformation and the number of bits that are left
shifted during the key generation are critical for the security of the algorithm. More precisely,
we were able to mount a low complexity related-key attack on DES with slightly modified key
schedule although no related-key attack is known for the original algorithm.
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Introduction

DES [5] is a standard published by the National Bureau of Standards in 1977, and it describes the
Data Encryption Algorithm used for encryption of commercial or unclassified governmental data.
The algorithm is a block cipher that uses 64-bit blocks and a 64-bit key, but eight of the key bits
are used for parity checking. Therefore, the actual key length is 56 bits.
Differential cryptanalysis [1, 2] is one of the best known attacks on DES. It is a chosen plaintext
attack that exploits the predictability of the propagation of the plaintext difference. Because of
its generality, differential cryptanalysis is a powerful tool for assessment of the security of many
cryptographic primitives (e.g. encryption algorithms, hash function etc.). Related-key attacks
[3, 7, 8] are another class of attacks that can be applied to a vast category of encryption algorithms.
In these attacks, it assumed that the adversary can obtain plaintext/ciphertext pairs using different
keys. The actual values of the keys are unknown, but the adversary knows some relation between
the keys.
Related-key differential cryptanalysis [8, 6] combines these attacks. Namely, the adversary can
choose the difference between the keys. One of the keys is randomly selected and the other one
is computed based on the value of the first key and the key difference. Now, the attacker can
submit for encryption chosen plaintexts to two encryption oracles that use the aforementioned key
values. The key schedule of DES is completely linear. Given a key difference, the adversary with
probability one can predict what will be the key difference for any round key. However, although
the propagation of a key difference is totally predictable and DES can be broken using differential
cryptanalysis, there is no known related-key differential attack on DES [8].
In this paper, we present related-key differential attack on DES variants with modified key
schedule. The analysis gives an additional insight in the design of DES, the key scheduling algorithm particularly, by answering some questions about the resistance of the cipher to related-key
differential cryptanalysis in spite of the key schedule linearity.
The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly describes DES. In Section 3, we present an
attack on DES variants. The paper ends with the concluding remarks.
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Figure 1: Mixing transformation representation of DES
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Description of DES

A detailed description of the Data Encryption Algorithm can be found in [5]. By moving the
components of the DES encryption rounds (e.g. over fan out point, over bitwise exclusive OR etc.)
one can obtain equivalent representations of the DES encryption structure. Davio et al [4] proposed
several equivalent representations that can be utilized for cryptanalysis or efficient implementation
of DES. Here, we will use the mixing transformation representation depicted in Figure 1. The
initial and the final permutation are omitted since they do not contribute to the security of the
cipher.
The two 32-bit halves of the plaintext are first expanded to 48 bits using the DES expansion
transformation E. The result is processed by a cascade of eight rounds, each round being a
conjugate of a key independent nonlinear transformation by a linear transformation accounting for
the action of the key1 . Finally, the 96-bit output block is shrunk to 64 bits using a pseudo-inverse
transformation E −1 .
1
Cascades of linear transformations and nonlinear substitutions are also considered in the Shannon’s seminal paper
[9] under the heading mixing transformations.
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Figure 2: The key schedule
The nonlinear transformation F is a composition of the DES S-box transformation S, permutation function P and the expansion transformation E. The S-box layer consists of eight S-boxes
(S1 , S2 , . . . , S8 ). Each S-box takes as input 6 bits of the 48-bit input block and yields 4-bit block as
output. The resultant 32-bit block is permuted using the permutation function P . The expansion
transformation takes as input the permuted 32 bits and gives as output 48 bits. The permutation
P and the expansion transformation E are specified in Figure 1.
The 48-bit round keys Kn (n = 1, . . . , 16), are derived from a key K using a key scheduling
algorithm KS. The calculation of the n-th round key is shown in Figure 2. The permuted choice
PC1 selects 56 out of 64 bits of K and permutes them to derive the two 28-bit halves C 0 and D0 . The
key bits 8, 16, . . . , 64 are used for parity checking, and they are discarded by the permuted choice
PC1 . The key generation continues in sixteen rounds. In each round n, the left shift operation
rotates Cn−1 and Dn−1 by two bits left except in the rounds 1, 2, 9 and 16, when the bits are
rotated only one position left. Finally, the permuted choice PC 2 selects 48 out of 56 bits (24 bits
from each half) and permutes them to derive the round key. The permuted choice PC 1 has no
effect on the security of the encryption algorithm and we skip its description.
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Analyzing DES variants with modified key schedule

In this section, we will analyze a variant of DES whose key scheduling algorithm is slightly modified.
First, the round keys Ki are constructed from Ci and Di using a modified permuted choice bit
selection. The new PC2 is depicted in Figure 3, and it differs from the original in five positions.
Second, the number of bits that are shifted left in the key generation rounds 2 and 9 is two instead
of one.
Let us consider two keys K 0 and K00 such that:
∆C1 = C10 ⊕ C100 = 0101010101010101010101010101
∆D1 =

D10

⊕ D100

= 0000000000000000000000000000
3
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Figure 3: The new permuted choice PC2
where C10 , D10 , C100 and D100 are as depicted in Figure 2 when the round keys are derived from K 0 and
K00 correspondingly. Note that for any key K 0 one can find a key K00 so that ∆C1 and ∆D1 have
the above values. When the relations (1) and (2) are satisfied, we have:
∆C1 ≪ 2 = ∆C1
∆D1 ≪ 2 = ∆D1
where ≪ 2 denotes a 2-bit left rotation. Therefore, for 1 ≤ i < 16, it will hold that
∆Ci = 0101010101010101010101010101,
∆Di = 0000000000000000000000000000,
∆Ki = 000101010100001111110100000000000000000000000000
and, for 2 < i < 16, it holds that
0
00
Ki0 ⊕ Ki−2
= Ki00 ⊕ Ki−2
.

Consider now two plaintexts X 0 and X 00 submitted for encryption under the keys K 0 and K00
respectively such that:
∆Lin = L0in ⊕ L00in = 00101010011110100000000000000000,
∆Rin =

0
Rin

⊕

00
Rin

= 00101010011110100000000000000000.

(3)
(4)

After the expansion transformation E, we have:
E(L0in ) ⊕ E(L00in ) = E(L0in ⊕ L00in ) = E(∆Lin ) = ∆K2 ,
0
00
0
00
E(Rin
) ⊕ E(Rin
) = E(Rin
⊕ Rin
) = E(∆Rin ) = ∆K1 .

After the first key addition, we have:
1
= 0,
∆L1in = ∆Rin
1 ) denotes the left (resp., right) half of the input to the nonlinear layer of the
where L1in (resp., Rin
0
00
i will
first round. Since Ki0 ⊕ Ki−2
= Ki00 ⊕ Ki−2
for 2 < i < 16, the differences ∆Liin and ∆Rin
be zero for all subsequent rounds except the last one. The difference at the input of the nonlinear
layer of the last round will be:

∆L8in = ∆K16 ⊕ ∆K14
= 111111111111111111111111000000000000000000000000
Assume that the adversary has access to an encryption oracle that uses a secret key K 0 and an
encryption oracle that uses a secret key K 00 so that the relations (1) and (2) are satisfied. According
the the previous discussion, one can mount the following related-key differential attack.
4

1. Select a plaintext X 0 uniformly at random and compute X 00 so that the relations (3) and (4)
are satisfied. Submit X 0 for encryption under the key K 0 to derive the ciphertext Y 0 . Submit
X 00 for encryption under the key K 00 to derive the ciphertext Y 00 .
8
2. Given Y 0 , Y 00 , ∆K16 and ∆K14 , find all possible round keys K16 that give a difference ∆Rin
equal to zero. Increment the counter corresponding to each of these keys by one.

3. Repeat the previous two steps until one of the round keys is counted significantly more than
the others.
The right key will be counted each time steps one and two are repeated, and the probability that
one of the wrong keys will be counted as a right key is significantly smaller. Therefore, the attack
requires as little as several pairs of chosen plaintexts. If the counter maintenance is efficiently
organized2 , then memory required for the counters is less than 1KB, and the complexity of the
attack is about a hundred block encryptions.
The attack is not limited to the modified permuted choice specified in Figure 3.We can mount an
analogous attack for any permuted choice PC2 that has the following property: there are differences
R
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where ∆L
12 (resp., ∆12 ) is derived by rotating ∆11 (resp., ∆11 ) two bits left.
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Conclusion

A version of DES with modified key schedule has been analyzed. It is shown that the permuted
choice transformation and the number of bits that are left shifted to derive the round keys are critical
for the security of DES, and even a small change of these operations can drastically decrease the
security of the algorithm. Namely, by modifying these transformations, we were able to mount a
related-key differential attack of extremely low complexity although there is no such known attack
on DES.
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