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Abstract

With the increasing number of online accounts, password management systems are widely used to
generate, store, and autofill site passwords. However, conventional solutions commonly rely on low-
entropy master passwords or persistently stored root secrets, exposing them to offline guessing and
secret-leakage risks. A physical unclonable function (PUF) can derive device-specific secrets on de-
mand and reduce such dependence; nevertheless, damage to or loss of a single PUF device may make
the master secret and all derived passwords unrecoverable. To address this problem, this paper
proposes a PUF- and envelope-encryption-based 1-of-n multi-device recovery scheme, allowing any
intact member to recover the same group master secret independently without requiring the host,
network connectivity, or other members to be online. Group initialization, single-device recovery,
face-to-face onboarding, and group rebuilding procedures are designed. Security analysis and a
two-member Tamarin model show that, under the stated assumptions, the scheme protects the
group master secret and detects tampering, replay, and impersonation. All ten security lemmas are
verified. The scheme, while retaining the advantages of PUFs as hardware roots of trust, therefore
mitigates the recovery single point of failure caused by reliance on a single PUF device.
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MBS PUFIRAE QR Y], FFMOLE R — B K AR — W e B AR I A AR A, ]
Mt K IFIRAEAFE B35 2 G R TTTIRME LS, IKEN AL 6 & WME. Host (LAY
SRR R R4 B B ST B A U AE BV S AT Bl A7 i, H R R AU Host. 1 45 s HLA

D
A FEETAEQT
(1) $RHEETHOL PUF SAEMRAME SN 2 B R ITURIKR SN, 52 B A AT AT 1-0f-n

(2) WATBHEIIE . AR L T T AN AN 0 RE B Host 5 B3 W 4% IR 5% KA
RIS, FEoM T R . (EAEREE .

(3) EFHFXUR AW F & P BRI X T N2 N7 Tamarin 75 808Y s 76 Fr e 57 e HAB & R,
JLIRAIE 10 2451 H, 45 K450 verified.

2. XI1E

DABARAE 7 RANRE A 1 A, T AE A FH I AR 8 3 i 25 FH 3k s bR iR 1H 8. Cambou 5542 H 1) ]
F-hE PUF 2B B 7% (addressable PUF generator, APG) &z .2 S &4 e fs PUF FH T JC 808 2 11 4 2B 1k [6] [8],
ARX IS A 3 0 ) B 8 B 7 g — RS AR 48t 4 ME— PUF & ANTT R, WAl 2EAS eo3s BE A il s
A GO T B 5 — 57 PUF &K E A — 3 F0%, JFEHERHR.

BT PUF IR A %5 5H 1 58 22 1T Im) P BC I, <t 3 AORSE Hh oA B il o RS e M BRI B . Liu 25 [9] 2 24
L A% PUF RR A & JL [F— P S B EE . 2% B ARHWK &[5 —%4H; Barbareschi Z5[1) Group-Key
PHEMAP [10]LA sink 75 s H1u0e AREEFRD P A 4ERF HELH 2% 50 Feng S5[11]2E T PUF S HI R B M & AR N
Satd T wt AP ] O s RN 7 NP

(t, n)I" PR L 2 Rh 25 BRASH RE D 40 BRI 2 M 0, IR BRAE A IR TR 2D « A 570ME, M
FTARAEAL TAEIEHERE[12] I B B 0 AR &R AR % L 282 7 115 Erinle 28[13]4518 T 4kt
vt WS 2. ASCRA 1-of-n MSZIRE: B CER AR E R K, BRITAN R HE T TR T7
R DTt A PR, PR R YRS KBRS .

FIDO2/Passkey & {4154 [ A EHIMIE . Bindel Z5[2]50#T T FIDO2. CTAP 2.1 5 WebAuthn 2; Buttner
Y Gruschka [3]HLAR 7 &40 € 5 AP REYE . [FRD BUTRE TR & I, (R 224 5 mT R PR AdoMs ] 20
KR WA ERERMA SR T 2 3 &L= H— 0444, Oesch 5 Ruoti [413Ffl 7+ =3k 0 &4 H 3
AR RS AR 3 B A8 %242 Nair 5 Song [5]3 H RAAEME I Z R R N SEH TR, RETEEAL
[ B PUF b & 1) JUAR 2, (EURIE AU S AME AR AL - A AR A

SRS DL — R — 0% 9] . Rogaway 5 Shrimpton [14]45 HATHIE 2245 AL FE, NIST SP 800-
38F [15]4n#EAL T AES-KW/KWP . AT 1A 328 F s SR (R IE N, T AEE 25 E2e AV a R T
W WAL o BURITRIGE H T A R AR E AR B A S B R A AR Bh B . FL Atk R A
e AR Ay FE455E helper data MU #5005 S5, SeHlgs RS BAR BENLE 2 98450 [16] . X AZE[R]
T helper data 7E15 Bt & X F5eaANilkEs, A RE drfar th A B BLIEHENT PUF 4.

3. MEFARSRGHRE

ARITTRMRO KR SE: S MA AR E & PUF IS &R IR AR, DML (S B3
B A —FF FAREE K, T H K 08 PRUR AR 0l a1 4 o R B 1 2 0 A 3 1RO 2L R B L P AR i ) 2 1 2 S
Wit Ra2 577, BELR 5BEE#
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3.1 BREFEFEE

15 F s i B A AR A — B B R 5 — S B [ 14] [15]. FEASCH, w3k 102 256 AL i
K, B N SN ke 2R LS B IO k2 BB R A K, BEREA & EE . G
TR LA 5 04 WA fiids K JE, AR K. 3l SRR RN P AR IR PEURAE 1 4. B, K 2
BAOSEEMILFEMER, MEHREARBZIKERMAD,

PUF{(C)# /" % Ni Xtk C MmN . HF PUF 4t n] i 52 06k 75 FIBR AR (LI, B0 4% 45 & A T4l
BhEHE helper A AR E HRBLBS Wrawi [7] [16], FHilid HKDF KA AR S e 43 B [17]

W, =Stabi|ize(PUE (Csmg,e),helperi) 1)

raw,i

w, = HKDF(w,,, ;,@,exp,32), k =HKDF(w,@,BID; || wrap,32) )

Hdr, “exp” A “wrap” RNAE KR BEFRZE, BID AR & A TR helper; il LA TFARAE, 1H Wraw,i A1
ki AMEBISCREAAM ;. Hoe 2P T45 7€ helper 1B & e 305 B G, Fase i s BAA 298 10 &1 i
AN KK 256 A7 K2 AN B L S BRI F TG % A 7 B
B Ni L PEME— (¥ nonces, I AES-256-GCM JERIIATEIN &3 %e K [18]. SRIRHUIE ad; 46 5€ P
WHRIR. BID; fll “envelope” #r%:
C, = AEAD.Enc(k;,nonce;, K, ad, ) (3)
K = AEAD.Dec(k;,nonce;,C;,ad; ) (4)

A SCK (nonce, CYFR A% Ni 3B E A LRI BFE AT helperi f1 BIDi. 45 AEAD #5%&
IAE R A Ko B FAS R B4 AT A2 B B 26 R — K, AT — ] s B L S dd B B 5
WA K, To A B 03 [FI I R8I M) AR SC IR 1-0f-n K 52 45 0 - BELLWT A6 4k 538 i A N 238 ] Ed25519
A4 IRV Bk JR[19], JHilid X25519/ECDH 2 IEHL 3 @IE[20]; XA RIEAS 5 HH KRk
SRR

32. RGHERASHELA

RG-S H P . Hoste PUF BRG10¢ Ni DR AT B 0k 25 48 1A D 26 FANER A7 Aid . B D1 B & HAUAT PUF
FRE . BHIRA . B4 [SHEESMAE LSS S 4IRE; P EYIE AT NS5
WA BAUE AR, FEAE A8 A 58 AR H 24

Host A ZERI U6 AT AR 53 4E 47 B B R T 8 T A RIFRAE A TS, AT PUF 5L, AR
SRR . WY K. SMEFEGE T RAF helperi. BIDi. A4, B2 noncei 1 Ci, X LLXHE
PINLEE HEANE N 7 R BRAL RT3 (H IR . 5 48 B m0 R ] R AN mT FH 2K

PUF JEUAAMA N F E AR Wrawin TS HEHT Kiv 2544 RLEH DL K AR 38 I ) KO ASUHE R B72 ¥ 46 32 4% N A o
T I, BRAEL RGN T 48R . WIdA e G, R EAH R IS 5 WA BRI AR E 1l . PUF 1
A HASH UKL, 5e R 5 B AT AR A4 Host. W% B A 53 5 00 TR B K IR IRAE 3 5511 4

3.3. BUAMEE

Wik ] se e T g%, RERS ST PHINT. BLot. B, BEEOMIFATRE D UOER, JF R
I I B A A A7 T B AR BRI . AR nonce AIME % 30 Bl i nl R A H S A LS
e, IR BN AL R R E TS
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PEE— DA A M B L Bt 5 58 A P T — 2 a0 5 st s B ot (R A7 B PUF #2 16,
Al FREHZ AR A UG S IETAF XL K, h i B 4 IR AE 114

AR PUF G, MIEIE . SOBEE N B PSR . 7 S0 FH 8 46 P9 30 10 1 o Pk
Csingles  HLANKT AN H TR AR 97, PR b 28 it (1) BT R Pk — o) 7o} 119 e e e A 5 o 52 B BR 1) s H 2% s
FPEWI AR R B PUR PR, 0 m] RRUSCERAS JE I F 10 B B e 4 AR 25 o M T B v N
WP REMEEE Weaw,iv ki B K, D 045 SE B R A SR AL B . FH P W ek id BRER R A% T SAS, MR %A
MATESS 5.1 T/ hT. HARRALE WAL, nonce AN SRBEE—5, DL PUF FISDHITEIUES 2 50 2
W 5 2R AR ROV TR . AT RAIRAAELRSS « RS IR . 4000 BERE . A1 ) OR 25 B 5 % by
©h,
4. FERFIT
41. BPEWERERR

AKTJ7 KA 1-of-n WK BEAANLAEY—A> 256 7 R K, BANIA B& R B 5 PUF JRA M
ALK, IR E R — Ko AR e B R A B S E RS IR K, TR 5 (RN R 2R
B, AZEERAGE TR LS, F s A A I ELA K f5.

g Ni AR IR IRAEZE A AT W, IR RS i AT S ATTFR IR BID:, K BID 45 E 214
BB A AR A SRR 135073 B AR R -

sk; = Ed25519.KeyGen (W), pk; = Ed25519.Pub(sk;), BID; =H (pk;) (5)
k; = HKDF(w;, &, BID; || wrap,32), ¢, = HKDF(w;, &, BID, || contrib, 32) (6)

T (B)E G LA AR A ) BID S Il 2 XA FAEH : F(6) I A A AR 258 25 10 ¢ 5 DTk [17] [21]. wis
kiv ci Ml ski (X FE B & A5 AT TP RLETARAE, B AR R R R
4.2. BHAVRHE R R EHRE
REAAIA N — PRI AR, Host AN 5 STVC AR AL o #0461 Ja 4228 BID: 5 pki, Host 4% BID
HEF T BB AR Mini JE VR, BAARARINE 1 PR, &Rt 58P, H P FE i bAoA 2 ak
FAEH, PURILBCAIEAN . B a7 X
M et = SHA256( context;;, || M ) )

digest
AR AR5, & P18 ] Ed25519 AEIIR X25519 A4H, F45 007 B . 2 1EAR IR AT Maigest
Y03 F)%5 44 transcript, H 75 B v A UE AL 25 I o B 4% 4% IRIE S e ¢, 1% BID T HHE K F7# commiti
B
K = HKDF(c, [|++1| G, M ggeq GroupK, 32), commit,, = SHA256(commit || K || M g4 ) 8)
B8R, &RAUES kLR K FES IR AR A ST S Ko 20 T2 o0 R B Tk ()
ik, T EESE B O ) oA R AR R[22 Host BEASBESRTE K, HASAE S ¢ R S A IE »
43. RANESRHEER

HBL A AT TN AL 3R A5 21T Ko B IH B AT 3K S L I X25519 A 815 %077 nonce, X
BEPERZE. oldinew . . A%, nonce AL iEAR I F— transcript 54 INIEH (SAS); H
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Figure 1. Dealer-free contributory group initialization
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AR K Rl EE: IMEEPAMREIR K, BIAT EARBERNN S . PURR . i OR 3 s 22 i
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5. REMSIERALEIE

AELEARAU NS Tamarin 755 RAETHAT PR 2. MHREIRIENAESR 3.3 745 K
M R B R e e b, TS IIE ] TAS B SO R 5 %4 A bR, ASERT X PUF BEAF . B HRE
i BCR AR SEEIL Y SIAIEE

DOI: 10.12677/sea.2026.155066 711 Bk TR R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sea.2026.155066

5

¢H
=

43

N old N new
[ A TEHE R J [ i J
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|
|
»!
=
|
|
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<
|
|

@ At -
transcript 5 6 ( @ AHitHE— J
£ SAS transcript 55 SAS

@ o Hx IR |
Winh SAS —FEgks:

@ o old = Sign(sk old, transcript)

»

@ o new = Sign(sk new, transcript)

<
-«

® IGHf ECDH + ® [d— k_session; %
HKDF — k_session fF AD

® AEAD {k session} (K, AD=H(transcript)) !

o
il
@ LG A RRANLE
i+ C_new
Wi A B v
" K AO%E
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Figure 2. SAS-based face-to-face device onboarding
B 2. £T SAS HEXHZ&ENE

51 ERANMREMESH

R K PINLE B PUF MRAA% . HKDF 387 B F1 AEAD {53 2L [A fRiE. B2 3R 1 helper
data. 513, nonce A4S IET, AREIEGR/ DA AR HAREN FKE K £ Hlid PUF 15, il
(B TE B FETENIRAT Weaw,in K BURES G K, U RIARA Y K A JLIRAE 3SR F A ml Re it o Ak, 1-of-
n ZEREE T AT PR R IR, AR A AT — 58 B AR L O AL R] K IV TE R B s o ST HR L G 6o 471 22 o J
46 PUF W N, S PABRIE T REE 1, R PUF A, Bfe b, BHIRE SR E T2 R HE, K&
B H B P DR AS s X s it R R AR A B S0t U, A BB S0 T 3 58 A 3BT O AR E

WIGAAET, FH P TGS T B R SR 2 Maigests #5045 FHIB I 4658 S« A BRI 21 AR IR IR DIENL 25
AL TTHR . Host X1 STICAR 55K, TOVE I THREOMALTHE K commitk I T-#fIA % % TS K —
o BRI, 1% A ARG B A A Z ], AUTE AEAD ARZEIGIE i 4 th K, HIG Host.
R 255wl At ol 7 7 2 o S8 B B ) 4 6k A7 T 3k LT 2 g A 46 R 5

TG T N 414 SAS Hiih. Ed25519 2544 . Ikl X25519/ECDH. HKDF 5 AEAD A&, FF3Ext
Jr 8. fAf. nonce ML ifibRil S N [F— transcript. £ IE#IEZAT SAS B, HiL. BHEELHE
W24, SAS Bl AEAD B0 FE R . & 1 B A% 0 BPE SAS A—SURH i gk 4k, A AMAUERE R AL H
TR N ARG ARG E BI TG &, Tk # T fe St b (RN Bt . B 7a8 0 U K B0E s o A
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7 o SEHUR MR IR B IRE, DR BRI A ) — i, I PR SRR SR B HLAE K
WO PR3 24T nonce A iil; —4ERSER NFC W] /DA 7 ) DX i 46 F B0 IEEIE . Nfz SAS %2 4 EAY
FEHI P SE Azt B2k 82 BRI AL

BEAh, AR A K S S RNE R A K 55 S8 IR, SRl R AN
Bhih SRt IR 1% . T7 RAPARAUEE & BRSO ST SEAIRSS B IR R
Rl ARLEERRAS . BT R PR S Z W e 4 RN K5, B B A DT f Bl .

5.2. FENALIEE

AR A Tamarin [241%F n = 2 BIBFEWIAEM . BB A VKT ANTHDN TN 2 AT 75 AR, B (1 I
i #7E Dolev-Yao MZEHRI[25], o] 58 45 H AFFH{E1E, FHnl@id PUF_Compromise 5435 £ 45 KU 15
BRI ZBEG R TB) PUF R 45 38 il M P as B ) e 46 B 5 it % - HKDF. AEAD
24 53 )R FHEEAR B b iR el @ 250 2 B R . £ Tamarin 1.12.0 5 Maude 2.7.1 FREE A0 58 B440E
A RIAS AT A [T 755, 10 2% 51 FR4573R [] verified o BOAIEE B ARV CAT AT £ PUF P15 3 A 301 2%
PE. SAS ME—1 . NZHIMIE K2 iimME—E, S5 WAE 1, Hrh NALAUEA DG 4518 LU P 58 i E i SAS #
AT .

Table 1. Tamarin verification results
5% 1. Tamarin IiEER

G1E: | BEF 1 ghR
Lla. Lib WILEAL S5 R B 5 N H R FE AT $AT verified
kct_sources. seed_secret Y RIE S PUF Fh {525 verified
L2. L3. L6 Bitat . IEFMNHGE 1 K B V(o vr 22X PUF Z 651 51) verified
sas_unique. L4. L5 SAS HE—ME. NHUGE K i —M verified
Running Tasaux 142.0 index | Reloadfie | [Actions»> | [options» |
s AR -

case PUF_Conpromise
by contradiction
qed

Applicable Proof Methods: Goals sorted according to the "smart' heuristic (loop breakers delayed)

. 1. simplify
lemma
2. Iinduction
lemma L2_genesis_K_secrecy [reusel:
i a. autoprove (A. for all solutions)
VN Ks #t %] b. autoprove (B. for all solutions) with proof-depth bound 5

((Genesis K Derived( N, Ks ) 280 A (K(Ks) # s. autoprove (S. for all solutions) for all lemmas
{3 SomeNode #tc. PUF_Compromised( SomeNode ) @ 8
Constraint system

last: none

formulas:
T S NKs##
case split case 1 (Genesis_K_Derived( N, Ks ) @ #) A (K(Ks ) @ #)
b i
% SomeNode #tc. (PUF_Gompromised( SomeNode ) @ #c) = L

‘subterms:

‘equations:
subst:
conj:

lemmas:
W N s #i#k
(PUF_Seeded( N, s ) @ #) A (K(s ) @ #k)
=
3 M #tc. (PUF_Compromised( M ) @ #tc)

v ab#i (Neq(a b)@#)=a=b)
4

Figure 3. Proof interface of the L2_genesis_K_secrecy lemma
[&] 3. L2_genesis_K_secrecy 332iFFARE
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FIUEGNIE B . PUF M SR IARR e M. S0 se il R RO e R, e, M ekl
B, R ISUEH DS B PUF_Compromise filt & i S& A PE 22 i 57, ANUE ) B R4 BA W Hu
fe71s F P ki B R 252 SAS [1E T IR A TE B AL CRAESE B A o

6. &t

BESXT R — PUF B 1R BE 2K AT R B0 R Je 4t o 1 2 ToVE R I 1), A SR Y — T
PUF 58N 1) 1-of-n 2R TURETT 5. & HARSFM A S PUF IRAESSLERE Y], Il
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