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Abstract High-performance password recovery system is one of the important application scenarios of the Sunway
many-core processor. Many popular password recovery systems and tools adopt rule processing as a mainstream
password generation method due to its relatively high hit rate compared with the dictionary/mask based password
generation methods. However, current researches lack optimization for the rule processing algorithm on the Sunway
processor, which makes the rule-based password generation speed become the bottleneck of the password recovery
systems. By analyzing the parallelism of the rule processing algorithm at different levels, we propose several
optimization techniques for the rule processing on the Sunway processor. For the thread-level optimizations, we
explore the optimal scheme to parallelize the rule processing algorithm, which includes the optimal task mapping
technique, the optimal local data memory allocation technique, the load balancing technique, and the variable-length
rule storage technique. For the data-level optimizations, we analyze the computing patterns of the rule functions and
leverage the Sunway SIMD instructions to vectorize the rule functions and reduce the execution time. The
experimental results based on the SW26010 processor show that the proposed optimization techniques effectively
eliminate the performance bottleneck of rule processing and the rule-based password recovery speed is increased by
30 to 101 times.
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SIMD 3§ 4~ 4£ 3+ #L M) & H 3k 4T 6] SR AR B AT R0 R 2 SW26010 422 52 F ey o th sy B £ B, Eiffh4k
FERABRET HN AR, EHNEX Tk IEERIT 30~101 12.

EEE VRS, oA R A N AR, FHITE I8 4A S BB

REES%XE  TP39I

B 5 LA H R 2R 40 Ak R ORI <A A =2 o
AT Y [ 7 Ak B A RN R G M AR Y O R
R ik 22 1 i T O e AR R R A B A A A
2 B 5] 1) B A0 A 35 S B R 4 . 1 AR &R 4t T
HXAF B4 1 B 45 T B U T
Ab PRS- 6 E AR5 ]

— i AR FR e AT LA S E A A R A B
UE 2 A3 43, FHoef 104 A2 il 60 37 77 A AT RE AL 7 IE B
FA Y A48 2R 25 0], H 4 56 0E W) 67 53 364k 448
F 25 ) P 1A I E A YR 22 B T Ak
PR O R AR GEWE 50 O 1A B ik 8
MIFATARAL. B W 7 R F - 04, KRG
A A B UEER 4 K] 43 01 3 BE 45 R R AL A 0 DA% B
G, R 2 A WA IFAT AT S2 B3 X T 14 A b
B4y, kLo I FoR T T AL ) A A A T
HERS 7 = A R R, XA O BRSSP AE R A
A P RO T, R A ) A T b R AR, B
ANRE A i S PR FH 4 5%

BT R Y A A B Sy — P A A AR R
J7 3, ARSI e BA R IN AT AR A5 b S B AN
i 75 20 e A 0 i b 23, DAL O R DU A X iy T
Hashcat"™ FI John the Ripper'® % 3 3 1 4% & T. H
TAT I A A i 3L SR H T R0 Ak 3 A ek R L
PR TN A, AL 09 10 4 AR Rl R R Ry
REHL AT LA e R T8 22 016 8 530 fd T ) SW26010 Ak
i A, GBS 32 A% R 0] Ak 3R BE 24 2 3 MPPS
(million passwords per second), T SW26010 4b #f #5 ¥
AN A B 51 $h AT NTLM, MD35 45 11 %% 34 v i 3 i ]
ISE] 100 MPPS DL b, BUAT 7 58T H LAk B 45 14 A1 )
B e K2 A FE IS I (E R RE 1Y 1/30. Y g Ak 2
i S b W PSS S S e ¥ o8 i D) S R ]
27 — IR 7 5 T R A FRARE B A e A,
— AN ERER TN 64 N METEER 04, X T
% NTLM, MD5, SHA1 7& N 9 A 22 8 i, 64 > M
AR FE B 1 A8 I KT — A R E
A Hi s — 2 Y i R 22 B0 25 5B AR 1 HR
PR A Z B it (single instruction multiple data, SIMD)
B SEHEAT ) i LAk, 17T R0 Ak PR Y SIMD [ i
DAk ) S5t 20 RH S B 93, DR okt A0 0] Ak 3 552 1 R

FRIAF NG

R T G A B L % R D) Ak B R O 8,
HE— 2B R TF O APk 5 R G i M BE, 1 5 R A B AR
VB b AR N RS2 R, AR SO T I ]
JEA 2SO 5 B R0 A SR A AR T s, FE N
FEN BT A AL G 4 A

1) MR GE  BOH G 2 A2 B 2 B 1 B0 4cb B
SR AT IEAT BE, BT X H R Ak B AR A AT R Ak
P RN 1 ), B R T IR AT AT 55 B AL, S
LT ORI b BB 0 O AT AR 55 43 il RO A B 51
Jin .

2) % Gl i RIOR T A Jmy F B A7 i 74 (1ocal
data memory, LDM ) % [] A1 1 4 1A DU 45 405 4% 4
B0 Ia] 8, BT A G2 v X LG AR AR AL A 8 X
A HICHE A o B A B )RR AT, 3 P AR 2t A3
R T IR 14 | RS 28 i X 2K B L, A E A
75t 43 T SR s ofF K50 30 i sF i) RS A 0 b T
40.5% F1 44.7%; 38 3 75 K F A7 At 1L Dk 22 1 R0 D)
FCHE TC A T R 8 A A T, i3 {5 e I R E f
M T 89.0% Fl 89.3%.

3) EF X AZ ] 58 45 43 BC AN 34 20 S 2oy i 1
R IR] R T G AR B A L, R ORI
T AR DU b B R PHAT B (D T 13.5%.

4) X B L) bR B B BE 7T 4 AT R R
SIMD F82 AR, B2 1 41 RN pRi%k) SIMD
] 1t Ak 7 58, 25 6 O [a) 2 70 00 0] e 501 3 BB DT A7
B, I H R SIMD 45 4 SE P AL A iR 18 & S0 B T
KNG 5 FAFUCHC . T 45 8% 3l 558 B A 09 1) = 0
Ak, K 05 3 R R SR T ) B 3O KR T 509%.

S AR R, N AR T R )R, B
A H AR R G0 Y RIS 2 10 4k A 3 AR AN TR R
W AT T T 30~101 £i5.

1 ARE=SHEXIE
1.1 EEA RIS R

B EIR T A K 22 R A b il B HR R R
51] SW26010 kb BH &% A A% 20 2807, S AR A & — A
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Fig. 1  Architecture of a SW26010 processor core group
K1 SW26010 AbFEEH %L SeM

F AR — A RS, BEA AZ B 51 e 8 17 8 41 3k
64 > INAZZH B A% AL N8, F 4% 5 AL BE 51 i) 38 A7 4
RN 1.5 GHz, B4~ ERAL S S SR B K LR 2
%% SIMD I S K k. F A% L1 48 2 G247 . L1 5
GiAr ¥R 32 KB, L2 2247 K /Ny 512 KB AL [ 41
B MAZ AL 1A BOR K LR 1 4 SIMD i K 6.
B MAZIREL 45 T 64 KB (1) LDM, A A% 53] LDM
TFHS R 4 B R 4, R LDM #5327 F T A7 40
A AU . AR AR O T, B A A A o AR
M 7 it 2 1 25 177 19] 8 GB DDR3 A fEfik % . £ 5
IAAZ [ 5] AT DA Ak U 1] S0 A7 fif 2 b ) B a,
Af DL 1 H 2 A7 4% U7 7] (direct memory access, DMA )
J5 A 7 1) AT 4 755 U5 A7 1k

F84 4 )51 SW26010 A0 HEZR R T H 8 A 32 1%
THEY 64 b A T 15 4 2 1A R AL, 48 S IR T 3HF
W H B bR 8 b, 16 b, 32 b, 64 b B K1z 2 F BAKS
XURG BE i fB 5 Ah, 36 3CHF 256 b (1) SIMD [ & 45 4>
I FH HA Jgl SIMD $58 4 4E, SW26010 4b BH &% A1~ A% &
A st J 9] 5 22 0T DA SE R 8 WK BN T ki as B el 4
R AUKS JE V7 s el 8 Yk 32 b BBz . A, B
SIMD #§ 4 4 if 3¢ % 256 b B % iz & 15 4, I wf
SIMD [n] f 2F 774 ) B 0E Bk 11> 256 b I FE 4L,
XA I T R AR A0 RS L B B EE. A
I G2 F6 4 1T LA e R0 e S 3900 ) A 3 B9 o ) 3
3 FU] pR L
1.2 F 5 & eR £

1 A A B, B A BT R — AR 2 A
W . — 2R i 1A 524 000 bR B, G 2
U] BRI K5 AT DL SE BT 1A s i, #RE . B B
SEPRAE 1 3126 T Hashcat 38235 FH Y LU o5 %,
S R 11 FI T oK %4 %) 22 7] I, Hasheat ‘B /9™, 45> H8 00)

BRBCHS 54 £ SRV, B0 ™ =T

Table 1 Part of the Frequently Used Rule Functions
R1 E AR H E

AR (EREE TN RIS P
uppercase u KE A F4F
toggle@ TN PIHAiE N TR RS
swap@N *NM EANLE N M AT
reverse r SIS 1014 sh AT R
prepend ~X BEFAF X IMAHTER

Cr7 AT BB RN pR ETE HAR AT IS TR R T 1 A
o 2 TR ISR, Bl X" BRSO X, C*NM
(9 Z 80k N A M. 38 5553 B 2052 00 T B 04 T R
TIE - 2 38 1 2% B 0] o B iy 21 5 T 2K, R TR
WA B A0 S Ry T B R | R EL A A R
2
1.3 EFHNAAEMNOLEMR TR

7E Hashcat £l John the Ripper A7, #4522 2 &
JH Ho A v S8 iR A2 an & 2 o, e 48 TR
A R AT B A A2, P 43 il 48 0 —
LS A A B S B SR A T TR
D) 42 3 LAl A B SR A T LA AT R B
IR R, — RN 5 1 TR0 pR . B
AR 52 28 G2 MR U0 DA S 3L S AR DU S b LA 1
AENHAFN 1SRN, 2 A 3% A R0 A e A B
A R IR 4

Fig.2 Rule-based password generation process
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OB U] = A5 ER o, R BCHS b A R D) pR BR 81 R F =
oo fin wos fihs R T 4 £ = p, NHE TSR0 R
B TFUR , MU AT H L0 R R A AR R4 RID A2 A
ZH a0, al, SR 5 AR HE RID I8 FH A0 0] oA 0028 ok Bz 19
FLI R BT A% A 4 1 B EL a0, al, A BTG 4
B ¢, Z 5 A A ¢ 1 A A RO oR R, B JE —
AN HE I R KR £ e R ¢ B SRR T4 p, AR DU
ot R P E 114 g bR AR BR AT 2 — 4 T
A BB — AL 205 1 3K, PRI o 28 AR 1Y o
B UE 171 4 Hi Sy Bl 1A FOi VORI B R K 22 AR
e 5 2, 8 i H Ak BEE — > MR 5 O Ok Y
KA.

TR T DK A8, JE SR X ) A R A B Y A
FRFR A R0 Ab B, XA -] 2 A 0 AL BRFR A
LI A

B BT 1A AR U

B F A O P, HLUAE R;

faw s b A 4R Q.

D fori=0— Ndo

@ forj=0—K-1do

©) Giex; = ApplyRule(p,, 7,) 5

@  end for

& end for

©® O 1490 91> "5 Qe }

(@ procedure ApplyRule(p, ) ;

t<p;

@  {f, fir s fi} < ParseRule(r);

O fors=0—S—1do

W) {RID, a0, al} < ParseRuleFunc(f,);

®@ t «— ApplyRuleFunc(t, RID, a0, al);

@ end for

return z;

@ end procedure
14 ERIMEXTIE

HH T R R R A AR A AL B N ] T R )
TFRHLARGE, BrLLE AL T AR R Ak B 8 Y 14
PRI ZR G o8 B AR A . R BRI A
T — R pi g e K 20 Y AES Bk S A R AT
TN T %, 1207 B 456 R DMA $0R 53147 i K 4
AR T w2 AES B %, ML T BB AT AES
BRI AT 89% WY AT B IR 5 A8 M A 2 AT
TE K 2 6 F 528 T PDF, WinZip, NTLM X 3 fil &
AR A SN, %75 S8R BT MPI+Athread £ 2
PIFAT LB, I H DMA N8 Y) ) i 1 4, B

FEAME T 2RO A H H ST #as A,
PAL I A7 78 R D0 A 2 1 M B R 05 o Ji T2 B A A
A N BL T SW26010 Ab 3 25 52 3L T Office fill %5 5%
P PLA T 2, AL EOR 45 A IF4T . DMA Ui f7 1
1k SIMD ] #4655, Hi% 05 28 i 1 A A R 4347
[ S fi o f) ) A5 5 gk 1 25 MBI 9E T SW26010
AP S I MDS Bk AR AL B AR, (B RIAEA A T HE
A AE L 1 4. AT LA B, S HTEE T B R 5 AR
A B 00 1A 52 B 5 1 A U R i 2 R D A 3 2
AW A, LB 1A IR E RE AR
DA 2 B 1 B X Al A SR, i X R ) &k 3
k.

7 HoAth b B8V 5 05 1, Hasheat™ J2& H A £ 7 AY
AT GPU K L AW E T B, O T itk CPU 14 A2 il
T4 L 201 (] 51, Hashcat 76 GPU _ S8 T s i A1 A )
2 R A A AR A, (4S04 A R A B IR
TE GPU #% 0> 158 1, DT 3R e 1 K o 1 H A 5 i 1%
By HLAE R T 1A AR G B, {0 Hasheat F9 #1 U] pR %X
SELE TR AT GPU, 78 BB R 88 [ AT ROCR AR
s WA A N I T —FR T GPU Xt 114 i
TR AR, TR A T 5T 044
B, 5 GPU 2 2 B2 i, K 1 4> 2F R B AR A
T CPU T T 4 4B g A8 K 3 i =" 2
TR T O A R B 0 A AR B I, % A
I GE T 1A AT R IR, AR R T
WA B RS, B J5 R A5 AR B 14, %7 A R
FPGA X #E A% A5 il 114 A B2 AT 1 sk, se 8 1
¥ 12.85 7% 190 3% 1 . Zhang %6 A" FE T FPGA #2111 T
— Ffr & FH R U] b B8 i 2% (RUPA), fif P T CPU-
FPGA 544 A 5 R 4 14 A iU S, ff 3R Ge
RE4RTH T 245.4 5.

FEA PR R 4T 114 A R BB 5E HR , Weir 25 A
AL b B AR R R SCTJE 56 S (probabilistic
context-free grammars, PCFG) 2% 2] 2 1 0 4 £E 1) 43 4
FEAE DT A= s R0 ) 4, JH B 1 A% e M0 0 4 15 i A
A N T % 52 1 Bk Ui ; Marechal™ 48 H (1 rulesfinder
T HLA Kacherginsky"® 42 Hi ) PACK T H., E#% F FH
BLES 2% 20 A 3h 7= A HLW 4 5 Nam 28 A" ) X i s
B 4% Ty 1 7= 4 T REDPACK A £ | 450 0 &b 2
15 i R R T T B2 £ 26%; Li % AR T —
b 3 T RE RS L AR T v, T AR R R
DU 10 4 D iy v R R T T 104%. 28 33 7R Wt B4 BiF 5%
B R, H A7 AW 4h B 2 28 % S~ Hashcat 1 John the
Ripper H" 55 800 1 AR AR, HOR I i o= 42
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22 0 45 014 T R, A S JRE AT 3K B A 2 T 2% 1) 10 4%
8 S

2 MMABEERAIFTESH

21 LKBERFHITE

LREGOITAT AR T4 2 W T AT 55 o i b+
AR A ST B A 55, 8 1 2 TR, AR 0 Ak B
R, — XA R 2 A e LR /N 1 ik BB ST,

HAR R A R0 20 5 60 0 0 28 ok AR 5O T,

PRI IHG P DL — OB ) A A Oy — A A 55 R —
YR ) A2 $e v i A0 455 1 T YR I R B I L (R
X S H] 2 [ A TR R P G 2, IR AT 55 AN RE 4K 22
4053 BRI R BUZ K. S5 B 2 504, A A5 P
FRNAE R (R /NG3 590 2 N R K, DUJAI D) b 3850 30k f) B
1155 B o M<K, RS [\ AT 55 BoA A 6] Y 12 55
BFR] v, DUJARL D) b 3 AR 0 A R AT b PR b ) PAT B[R]
R T,= NxKxw. BT R0 b 30535 1 4 A FAE 55 B
W7 AT ASE 4 AT HAT, MR Amdahl 2 A2, HoAE I
FTALERES E AT IS 8]l T, = NxKxw/C, Hh C Ry Jf
A7 Ak P25 1 d5e R 2 RR B, AT ot A0 0 A G5 g 2k
Ynl FATIE N TT, = C, 16 SW26010 4b FH 25 B4 2% 4
By SR ORI Ly 64.
22 HEREHTE

) b 1 28 5k 3 e Ry R DU A AT 55
TS A B O T BRI SR T H 2 AL 5.
FE A b R A% 0, B AR 4 FAE 55 Z M E 4T
b1 R (11| RePE 7N il i ol S ey N B I 8
AT I R0 D) R 55 2 0 ) A e ) % 0 55 O B, R D) R 4
()P e o Tk T R A 46 1 PR RE. T A R ) AR
e T AT 55 W PHAT B3, I8 T SR AN R 4500 A5 4
2% ] 3147 FE . 7£ Hashcat £l John the Ripper 7 & F i) 51
DU o EAAT 41 b, 3 6 R 0] pR B B AR 22 HL2E AL B,
A B X O AR AT 0 RS

FRAE 1.3 5 (9 53 B, FLI ek B0 s Ay B4 p Fl
20248 a0, al, i it 04 g, H CIEF N R T 4
#& % 1 (application programming interface, API) 4l [§] 3
Fis. R SEE P, B A 04 p it K NS
FFECAL pIN) A7, i b 238 5 A7 B2 g[N] A7 A
N BUE D E T 1A 5 5 G0 RE % Ab 38 Y d5c R 114
KB, 38 5 I N=32.0L Ak, 1R R 48 D\ B S
O T A B 2 BT A B R L, AL
PIN] —EAFH T A A S5 4K pwd_¢ h, 2 74 04
0 A% i 200, 104 B R AR b g SCT AN 3 A o A

#define N 32
typedef unsigned char u8;
typedef struct { /* 114 G544 f4*/

u8 p[N]:

u8 L;

u8 pos0, posl, pos2; %555/
} pwd t;

u8 rule_function xxx(u8 p[N], u8 g[N],
u8a0,u8 al,u8 L) {
{} ERIpINIEEAT AbFE
return L_new; /& [BEHTAE G111 4K/

Fig. 3 The unified C-language API of rule functions
K3 N EREL C i ot — N ARy i s 1

5 UMRIE N AE 5 TN 4 B BB K4S . 280 a0, al
TR A3l A 0] AR S 00 U R B R R AN 1
5 FE 0] pR A ], L3 Sl 25 7 AR AR Ak, 2
W) pR BB AT T AE BB, BT a0, al B EUE X pR Bk AT
S WA

R4 bR 00PN 3 X 495 Bl pIV] BB K, B
W bR £ T 43y 5 2K

1) & F 45 [ A8 e

4= F 45 3 775 i (operation on all characters, OAC)
PRI 1A PR AT G 5T 4 BT 7R .OAC BREHH i
H A4 Sk A B AR EEHR, 74T gl 25 HALE
AR A A T4 plil, a0 A al B &% ROP(p[i], a0, al),
X HL B ROP 17 $6 AL /NG T 4 . B fE sl . %
7 A5 B AE A N 1 25 AR 46 R . OAC 28 T8 bR 4004 45

lowercase, uppercase, toggle % .

u8 L new=1L;

for(int i = 0; i< L _new; i++) {
ql[i1= ROP(p[i], a0, al);

}

Fig. 4 The computing pattern of OAC-type functions
4 OAC ZRIpREY AR

2) 6 5E FATAL

18 E F FF 2% # (operation on specified characters,

OSC) p& B 1y i+ A AL WA AN 1] 5 fir 7R . 5 OAC B
KA, OSC s B it 1A K S A 104K
MR, 15 A 5 A5 ga0] 24 A 745 pla0] #Y ROP
u8 L new=1L;
for(inti=0; i<L new; it+){

if(i == a0) g[i] = ROP(p[i], al);

else gli] = plil;
}

Fig. 5 The computing pattern of OSC-type functions
5 OSC AR
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AR A, AL B B L AT S T AR ] .OSC 2R
R PR B TS overwrite, toggle@? .

3) &AL 5

L5581 #% 3 (move across all chacracters, MAC)
PRI B B R AR RS AN TE 6 BT 2R MAC bR BRI i
A K EE L new SHIALAKEE L A—EHHR], L_new
HE T L, a0, al I PETE, B — > A4 gli] ih 5
NN TFAE plidx) EHFE B3, plidx] HIRLE AR idx
Wil Calelndex(i, L) 11515 5] MAC bR £ 35 reverse,
duplicate a5

u8 L_new = CalcLength(L, a0, al);
for(inti=0; i<L new; it+){

u8 idx = CalcIndex(i, L);

qli] = plidx];
}

Fig. 6 The computing pattern of MAC-type functions
6 MAC IR A

4) $5E T8

& % F 1+ # 3 (move across specified characters,
MSC) b8 BT S AL O ACRS AN 5T 7 i 7. MSC pRi KL
By B A K E L new RIFERET L, a0, al, (H 1A
B AT g[a0] R glal] iy LA B B 5 A T4 plidyx]
HER R, ARG B MRS A E AR A
[7]. MSC PR %% £ 5 swap_fiont, swap_back, replace N+
145,

u8 L_new = CalcLength(L, a0, al);
for(int i=0; <L new; i++) {
ifi==a0 | i==al) {
u8 idx= Calclndex(i, L);
qli] = plidx];
¥
else g[i] = plil;

Fig. 7 The computing pattern of MSC-type functions
7 MSC 2B kgt aiat

5) ¥ T BR

5 AT R SRS purge S UM R I — AL
W bR K, H AR S A 4 FheR g R 225,
[ 8 BT 75 . R BL purge (9 1) i & 2 B 11 4 p[N]
ASCH{H % T a0 PN 745, 8 F HRWFERFEN
SR MRS BT, R A qli] 5 e A
i ANFAF plidx]) H3EH N2, (H plidx] W07 & AR idx
JoE e i f L AT, R 5 AT AT B ASCIL
{H p[0], p[1], ==, pIN—1] F &, K It 06 200K IR 352 BT
LU T A B N A 1 A e e 440 i o A

u8 L new=0;
for(int i=0; i<L;itt) {
if(p[1] # a0) {
g[L_new] = pli];
L_newt+;
}

Fig. 8 The computing pattern of the purge function

B8 BR% purge TR

IR 5 SR R E AR 531 R —A for TG IR,
PEIRREC A O AR B L o O A K L new, Bi
PR purge 41, OAC, OSC, MAC, MSC p& % H 4 for
I P 22 ] 34 oM G &, DR I 45 70 R R 33 1]
PL9E 4 IR AT AT, RS G mT IR 47 BE SR L 5K L_new.
SR A AL ) ok B 52 B 7 38 J0 v 4% SW26010 4k 2
i M AZ A O B B OF AT RE T, 3K = R R A A%
o HEA 1 5B BUR K& AN 1 4% 256 b (1 SIMD i
K E, BAT HL ) o A S 0 U7 58 O RR R H: o Y R 4
Wi K e 3k B 4% 4R A AL 4 F A, G A
256 b f4 SIMD i K 48

3 BBEFHITRAER

31 FAZEFZHEIE

SW26010 AbBEES ) — DA H FEH 1~ FEE S
64 A IWAZAG 1, Horp T 42038 G 2 4438 2 3R 1/0 4
YE, MAZAE & AH X T SR nT AT s 3, 4%
TG R 4> LA RE YRS A TR RE . & 9 e
TSR R ML b P AR G B T MAZAT 55 BE LA
Pl v iy Ak B 2R G 0k T Ak R F2 A% . DAAZ B 5 N AF
3Ry, o, R TR AT A S AR A S
BN A v 8 TR L S R ) ST, O R S
A VR S PR A7 FUA B, A R T A B L R A

FH# 8 x 8 NIZ )
AT i A
LbM

LPNRES | EXd LR WL (20!

Fig. 9 Task assignment policy of the master core and the slave

core

9 EMZAES A ECHLE
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DA 1A ke . BRI B i 5 280, AR5 IR 3 A R 91
PEAT FIL 0 AR s DA AZ B 371) 3 S A7 3 A 3R D) A 46
1155, MR35 E A N 280, B IR 3 & X
() 4T 55 48 SR J5 DA R 0 5 48k, R D) 722 46t A B 1) i
A A EAAAET LDM H, {5 22 1A 55k 55 .
32 FESHHILE
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Fig. 10  Sub-task mapping scheme of slave cores
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HAPEER, TESMIEER (O TEER) o A B 0N 28 x 2% 1
AR P nhh, SRS AT N UE 25 CRLIWAE 28 ) , 72 N1
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By s S AR WA NN cracked.
@ cid «— GetSlaveCorelD();
@ p_idx, n < GetMyPasswordSet(M, cid);
@ r_idx, k <« GetMyRuleSet(M, cid) ;
@i« 0;
(® while i < n do
Pbufe—DMALoadPassword( P, p_idx+i, x);
J0;
while j <k do
Rbuf < DMALoadRule(R, r_idx+j, y);
cracked<—RunRuleProcess( Pbuf, Rbuf) ;
J=Jty
end while

® 666 0®ae

i<—itx;
end while
@ return cracked,
procedure RunRuleProcess( Pbuf, Rbuf)
cracked < 0;
s« 0;
fori=1—xdo
forj=1-—ydo
Obuf[s]«—ApplyRule( Pbuf[i], Rbuf[j]) ;
s—s+1;
if s = z then
cracked < PasswordValidate( Qbuf) ;
s «—0;
end if
end for
end for
if s > 0 then
cracked < PasswordValidate( Qbuf) ;
end if

return cracked;
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#define N 32
typedef struct {

u8 p[N], L, pos0, pos1, pos2;
} opwd_t;
typedef struct {

u8 name, a0, al, pos;
b
typedef struct {

of trfs[32];
Vo orule t;

Fig. 11 Data structure of the password and the rule
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Fig. 12 Variable length rule storage policy
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Fig. 13 Workload balance policy between slave cores
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PETE, A FPOLAATI SR AN fiE 72 4 K #E SW26010 4b 34!
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SIMD $§ 4K 547 4k BRI #5 20 AR 4 Ay s R 24

2) X OSC ZE AU pR &k, HAF A AE T HOX
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B BRI I 2 oR 0 P AR el 2 250 S N 132/



76

HENTR SR E 2024, 61C1)
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rh ] B AR B 2 AN AT R AL E, O H IR IS A A

4) X T MSC 26 B HL ) pR K5, FCARR R X R E 1Y
1ANEE 2 DS FAF AT A8 A2 4.ty Tl SIMD 45 4
BN SCHEXT SIMD [t H (Y BN ST R AT RS B, T LA
LB MSC 28 Y pR R R A 7 BEAE S A, RIVESEE
JH R AL A B RERG, SRS T 5 A ) Y
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Z A T 2> ) 50 F 4[] HEAS 2 174 )

5) X T BREL purge, th T X HA DN FARFIRIEZ
[F1) 7 2 B5CHE O, TR 0 LA SIMID g 4 S 3, A
SCATSTH 2R FH 35 8 e ki 4> B 00 kAT S B

e 138 SIMD I A B8 % By BE ity b, A SCHR Y T 4
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41 O<SHEE@MEL
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I EE] SIMD [a] £ 25 77 &, BT SW26010 FY i) 5
A AF AL TGN 256, LI B REE A7 1 45 104
4 B8040 43 2] o) 25 A7 2% I, 7 SR T A AT B
AEAE T 1) B A7 A7 i 0L, 19140 p[O] A7 it T [a] 1 2F
17 & WS 0~7 £, p[1] 47 i T 1] & & 17 a% 19 20
8~15 07, LAE 2R, 114 Hicdls ) 4k iy AL 350 25 4 IF
A FLAFAAE T X 104 v 2 5 08 B AT 48 A 3 1 5 A
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ROP 7E #4545, 1 41 T FH 0 HE U ok 5o, ol ] 20
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title, title_w/separator. 8 & K /NG 45 i) S BLR FH 4%
R0y 3R], AN 14 Fis, B e HIM A4 ¢ W R F
BRid I /NG F b, 45 RS 5Bk ASCIT & n
32, #5 R /NG FRE K H ASCII fH 0, 325 Fh 52 3y
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AN ] =7 45 1] RE B AT AN ) 09 AT 20 52, 3300 B8O
SIMD 5 4> #Y 7 2% 1, 1 HC TG 32 fdi 1 SIMD 45 4 i
B HUK T SIMD #5844 AN 6 5% 8b ] & i/l ik

u8 normal_toggle case(u8 c){
iflc = ‘A" && ¢ < 7)
return ¢ + 32;
else if(c = ‘@’ && ¢ < ‘7))
return ¢ — 32;
¥
u8 opt_toggle case(u8 c){

[*Fie = 64, Nla=0x20 */

u8 a = (c & 0x40) >> 1;

/% Fe =128, Mb=0x20 */

u8 b= (c & 0x80) >>2;

/% i efIIRShL =26, Ny & 0x20 = 0x20%/

u8 x = (¢ & 0x1f) + 0x05;

/E FIRSHAL= 1, Ny & 0x20 = 0x20%/

u8 y= (c & 0x1f) + Ox1f;

/% AT 64,128) X 18], HeMMRshrkb T
[1,26]1X [ G /2 M2 E e/ 7 8F),  lm = 0x20,
3 0m = 0x00 */

u8m=(a & ~b) & (~x) & y;

/AT T RES 0x20 53 B A SR RN/

return ¢ * m;

}
u8v opt_toggle case vector(u8v vc) {

/% VECOx40/2 F13210x4041 1256 bl ik, T [j*/

u8v va = (ve¢ & VEC0x40) >> 1;

u8v vb = (ve¢ & VECO0x80) >> 2;

u8v vx = (ve & VECOx1f) + VEC0x05;

u8v vy = (ve & VECOx1f) + VECOx1f;

u8v vm = (va & ~vb) & (~vx) & vy;

return ve v

Fig. 14 Toggle case function
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AL IR AR A bR L T H BT AR L I
B4 5 A BT X 2D FAR 317X 4 A0 B8
SPAERBWNIZE A EHATENEX LR
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FAE A AH R, RO mT LG o 38 iR 88 sh b AT i1k,

SW26010 4b B g5 42 1L T — & 1w A1 48 4, %
44 T LR I A8 3l 256b [n] &b 19 32 AN FAF, LA
B truncate_left 15, B 16 f27x T H: SIMD 1L i f&
A AR, SR AR 5 2 L new IR B 7175 55 ol 5 7E R H
simd_srlow $§4 HA7 22 1 548 2 VAT S8 A, B2 1 R %k
AT R0 A S AL % R0 pR 5 mT AR 1) 1 A%
NIFE A SLBIATOLAL, BlUn RS rotate_left, rotate right,
insert, prepend %5, s W T BIR LG Ah AN P AR
45 ETREREHML

7E MAC Il MSC 2 1 b B rp i A7 15 457+ B i
A & 5 FF A5 1 R, 1) 40 oK R reverse, reflect,
duplicate_all, 3X ¥& bR A [F] T~ 4.4 775 v 14 fin sk 20> =
Y SR, A58 3 iy O 1 P KOR g —, Rt e
12 Bl 30 3ok ) R RS 6 98 4 92 B N 3 2 U] e KR
ti] 1t P AL R FH T SW26010 Ab 3 25 e iy i VR Ve 48 4
simd_vshuffle, %46 4 RE 51 10 B FF A7 25 1 AT 8 1~ 32 b
HEARVEAE DT 20T F R HES), LR EL reverse iy Al
P17 JoRs 1 o) s TR e 48 2 DL AR i S i AR RS

u8 rule_function_replace(u8 p[N], u8 g[N],
u8 al,u8 al,u8 L) {
u8 L _new=1L;
for(int i = 0; i <L_new; i++) {
/% ASCIME 25T a0 7 7 5 #e Ayal */
if(p[i] == a0) g[i] = al;
¥
return L_news
}
u8 rule function replace vector(u8 p[N], u8
q[N], u8 a0, u8 al, u8 L) {
u8 L new=1L;
u8v vpwd; simd_load(vpwd, p); /*JINEE 4%/
u8v va0 = VECTOR_EXT(a0); /*¥" Ja0 A i) &%/
[ [Fl 8 vpwdFllva0, ASCIMEZE T a0k T
HEH B 90X e/
ulv vpwd_eq = simd_veqvw(vpwd, va0);
u8v vm0 = 0x0000001f; /* £ FlidA~ 7= 5 HERT*/
u8v vm1 = 0x0000ff00;
u8v vm2 = 0x00ff0000;
u8v vm3 = 0xff000000;
1253 AR AN 75 FE R B B B I 5 %/
u8v tmp0 = (vpwd_eq& vm0);
u8v tmpl = (vpwd_eq& vm1) >> 8;
u8v tmp2 = (vpwd_eq& vm2) >> 16;
u8v tmp3 = (vpwd_eq& vm3) >>24;
PORFFENOX ) T AL, AR E 0%/
tmp0 = VZERO — (tmp0 + VONE) >> 8;
tmpl = VZERO — (tmp1 + VONE) >> 8;
tmp2 = VZERO — (tmp2 + VONE) >> §;
tmp3 = VZERO — (tmp3 + VONE) >> §;
(KGR B R A 4B Rvmask, vpwd T ASCTT
{655 T a0 AL B AE vmask b A0xfF,  HAA0x00%/

tmp0 = (vpwd_eq& vm0);

tmpl = (vpwd_eq& vm1) <<8;

tmp2 = (vpwd_eq& vm2) << 16;

tmp3 = (vpwd_eq& vm3) << 24;

u8v vmask = tmp0 | tmp1 | tmp2 | tmp3;

u8v val = VECTOR EXT(al); /*¥" JEal NI &*/
/%58 a0 Fal (f & He/

vpwd = (vpwd & ~vmask) | (val & vmask);

simd _store(vpwd, p); /*'5 [a] 1 4%/

return L_new;

}

Fig. 15 Vector optimization of the replace function

E 15  BEEL replace RYEALAL

5 SIS

T VAL A TR AL T AR B9 92 BRACR, A SO T
e K Z O GO LB T SE 8, S
T A RHBEERIR, RN 2 s,

TR 2 R MR- & b, ASCIt 7oA R 1 4
YR Z% G SR R U o K052 BRLRRCAS T 119 2R ek R4
PR, 5 il 2% S8 B RAL U pR 0 5 B A w0 0 40 3
JIton . BRGEAH 5 I, ARSI T EAZ AL BE(MASTER )
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u8 rule_function_truncate_left(u8 p[N], u8 g[N],
u8a0,u8 al,u8 L) {
u8 L new=L-1;
for(int i= 0; i< L_new; i++){
qli] = qli+1];
¥
¥

u8 rule_function_truncate_left vector(u8 p[N],
u8 ¢[N], u8 a0, u8 al, u8 L) {

u8 L new=L-1;

u8v vpwd, simd_load(vpwd, p);

I Fvpwd SR AT F48 b*/

vpwd = simd_srlow(vpwd, 8);

simd_store (vpwd, p);

return L_new;

Fig. 16 Vector optimization of the truncate_left function

Bl 16 PREL truncate_left FITAIEALAL

u8 rule_function_reverse(u8 p[N], u8 g[N],
u8a0,u8 al,u8 L) {
u8 L_new=L;
for(int i = 0; i< L_new; i++) {
qlil=p[L_new—1-1i];
}
return L_new;
}
u8 rule_function_reverse(u8 p[N], u8 g[N],
u8 al,u8 al,u8 L) {
u8 L _new=L;
u8v vpwd; simd_load(vpwd, p);
IRvpwd AR /7632 — L_new N F1F*/
vpwd = simd_sllow(vpwd, (32 — L_new)*8);
FIGUEpwdt 18432 bR/
vpwd = simd_vshuffle(vpwd, vpwd, 0x01234567);
PEEIAEN32 b EUT AT T/
vpwd = VECTOR_SWAP32(vpwd);
simd_store (vpwd, p);
return L_new;

Fig. 17 Vector optimization of the reverse function

17  PEEL reverse a1 &AL

Table2 Hardware Resource Configuration of a Single
Core Group in SW26010 Processor
2 SW26010 AbIERE BAZAE MG RIRAE

BEPFBEIR SR E

B2 6 1

MAZER 64
T4 H/GB 8
JRfF A RIGB 64 % 64
0% /GHz 1.5

Table3 Configurable Arguments of the Benchmark

Program
*3 NXEFARESH
e 5 44 AL i

e Ry MASTER FARZH A ER
SLAVE PN A N
CWISE PR

ML R K S B AS OPT32 32b AL

SWV Hi gL SIMD 1Ak

4 Hashcat 1V SEHLAY IRAS, B3 4546 2 A0 38 4 745,
TERRIRITE, 5 SCLL AR SRR G 4 -0 0 e A
STIA" H A Fos —Fh BRI B E , 640 “ SLAVE-
SWV” 7R R F MAZ R A7 11 4 Az i, 0 0] bR 50 S B 4
XF gk SIMD #8548 35T 104k, AR e T swSee
PEAT SR PF, RS54 “5.421-sw-500", 4 13541 £k 92 5]
027, LI P RE A5 b ad o 132 B SW26010 4k B
i P S I N A RS O A 3.

SEE T 5 A HA A A Hasheat B 4 1E
S I 3R U £ 4351 A best64, d3adOne, dive, rockyou-
30000, unix-ninja-leetspeak. H: H' best64 J& F & F A9 #L
M4, d3adOne " AL 5 T 24> bR EL purge, dive & K
BRI, rockyou-30000 A1 7 PR %X purge, unix-ninja-
leekspeak M fU 7 OAC il OSC 2 5 K I ok %5, H L0
KEHR K.
51 FHATESBGHEH

F AT 4 FPBE LG T7 5T A AL 0 £
05 388 15 B |) . O 38 {1 DMA (%K. SE e b P &
MR QLY KR/NGr I 16 KB, 16 KB, 4
KB, HA 4y 64 77 7%, MU KR 16 384 4%,
PSSR FH 128 B AEf% . H & 4 v BHE T LLE
7 Y F 92 % B T, SPM-PIRO J5 % H A fie /I 1) $ 3%
i AF T AR /) 19 %540 3 4F B[R], /B 5 SRM-PORI FI
SRM-PIRO jX 2 i J5 % 22 BE R K, 1iil SPM-PORI J5 5

Table 4 Comparison of Communication Overhead of a

Single Slave Core under Different Task Mapping

A AZ I 38 (SLAVE) 3% 2 F 50 D0 Ab 38 05 22 5 30 0] o8
B BT T, AR SCINAR T AS B RRAS A R D0 R S B
R, Hid CWISE 4 45 48 & 4L B 1 4~ F4F, OPT32

Policies
R4 AEMESBHENE T BN NZHBEFFHIEER
DMA K4k
eSS HL HAF A /ms {5 H/MB
M4 FL
SRM-PORI 91.0 423 20 2560
SPM-PORI 132.3 61.4 1250 2500
SRM-PIRO 9.5 43.1 2560 128
SPM-PIRO 86.8 41.0 2500 2
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(1R 54 30 15 B R A P ) e K, X R Sl SPME B S
T EEAL B O AR i 2, [T 042 AME R
R B 2, E— 20 S5O0 U] 9406 A8 10 Ok 8808 n ,
1 14 R0 4 e () DMA A% 6 Y 8 n] DL 3G 3 i —
4510, B AE 1A R0 2 T AU P B0 T,
2% 38% 7. 2% 1] SPM-PORI )7 4.
5.2 M#%ZE P X E b AR 4L A

ST UE A 8 vl X EC LRI AR AL B REOR, AR
SCE MR T B LW A R SRR R
X3 A | %) 2% e X 4 TC SR W T 1% B84 3 A I Rl
A R, KRR R X 5) it B, SR s
FEWERE P 92 ph RN R 22 pPix O AR ) 25 i, SRR
W4 P 2% pfRT R 2 oo A2t 1 1 4 TR DU 45 i A 4
S vl T B AR RNy 64 T3 4%, LI AE K /Ny
16 384 7% 38 foe A0 5K W 1) PR RE B, SE I A L T
55 P8 f A 5% o DX R T ) A T DA 56 I B e
PR 15 o S AR, S a4 B an 4] 18 k.

O T EEN oo
450 | 22 JSMBEAE R E] 150
—— EEE
400 | | B
350 1180
£ 300 1160 2
= 1140 =
£ 250+ =
& {120 jz
7 2 1100 &
150 1a
100 160
50 2 40
o | RZIRYZ %‘H% Y 120
) ) Q Q Q - Q
g v/‘%/ q}b bb(b‘ Qb?’ %@Q %b"\
BT Y 9 9
o G\ bﬁ'
b(q'Q ’V\'L qb<
N 7
L VX RLE (x)

Fig. 18 Communication overhead under different buffer sizes

18 ARG X RN B 4

P18 vl 2% v X LA i S O 32 KB, LK
FUI g v K/ oh 128 B, b EF 2 (5) T 515 2 A9
PP 2% w14 50500 x 24 R 944, el R 28 o B ) 2k 4
Y EIh 20, T AE “944-20" Bt BT A 2 90 3 {75 s 1] [ B
WS T fe/ME, U P IS 25 5 ST 45 SR A, 56
TE T 3.3 745 v £ 40 3 17 1sF B0 S A8 ) o o . A EE AR
75 5 R W FIT A5 5 SR, i O RS X N ) % e XA
W B L AE B R 2 B 46 T 40.5% F1 76.1%, Kl
ST 44.7% 1 77.8%.
53 TRMNIEEHH

T 58 E AR K RN A A AL A O AR RUR, AR S
S T I AR K A A AL T S Y A S {E

PR ]R3 5 4, W36 5 Fros . i TaEE BRI 4
KLU bR BSORC R 2 A5 T 3, DR MG R A R R D i
BLH IS , 735 5 26 BU RO /9 R/ 12 B, RS i T
B A5 MBS o5 T A SR A7 25 18] A2 /), A 45 K DMA
AT LU 22 i M0 SR A7 R, AT A R s > T
AL ) DMA UK. [ s ply 60 004 4 6 R /N i
ZIN, WA 80408 38 5 P 8] R 368 15 5 20 31 2D 1 89.0%
#1 89.3%.

Table 5 Communication Time and Data Traffic Under
Different Rule Sizes
x5 AEMRVHEER/NTHEFHESEEE

A /ms
LK /vB xX*-y* i {5 H/MB
BLINAN[EN S
128 944-20 51.1 53.7 23.4
12 944-218 5.4 5.9 2.5

e ool y* o3 R B LAY 114 S8R R P AL AR 58

54 fSAFEHENH

Sy T I AR A ML B O A RO, AR S B
P T — AN 1280 J5 4% 114 7 i, = i g 11
A IR B KT, A RER L, &
KO AKE R 28, RGBT I B TR SR
IR 64 A DA Y R AR e $0A 7 B[] 5 $hUA T
IR AR A2, S5 AN IE] 19 B, S2se P {f ] T Hashceat
H 87 A 23R 5 5 1 K0 4 best64 A by it 0 0 4 , JE
T R 5 4 52 B RAS ) CWISE, 54> T /RS & i 1
ARk 256 N 19 Hh Al DL B, TR A1 8 i &
A A IR PAT R0 AR e i R B ) Ry 3110 s, B
4.80s, K M2 1.70 s, X EFEX 1.70s N, PRZE
MAZ AL F 23 PR S, WA 15 20 5800 LA i 7E 48
07 5, A DA I I D0 AR 4 AT B ] 120 4.15 s,
Fi A I A bR 28 250 TRk 2, PR 6 2 34 1
T3 58T DA [ 50 B9 R0 00 A% 46 AT BB T Bl 38 ) B
FEDT 13.5%.

R TR IE AR AR K/ IN R B 28k 349 A L O Ak 2R
(1R 52 W), AR SCSE 36 3 U T A ) T4 48 KN TR I A
A% W 371 190 0] 725 48 R AT ) [, 25 SR a0 3% 6 TR . 4%
F 6w LR B, B 7 58 R 45 I AZ AT B ]
(9 BB R T 3 ) B0t T 48, 3K 2 IR o 1 3 34 Al 8
W B ] B AR BAE S, R A T A TR
TAESE R /INEF (4 64) , P B 51 T 2 F1 87 4R LT
R M B £, IF HORBE SR 43 FI R A7 v (9 P 2
o, PRI T Y B R B T VR S 0 /NS T, A
W 1) 7 AR BT AR 4 1 O B0 /0, (Xt 5 BOR )
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7r480 480 480 4.80 480 4.80 4.80 4.80

6468 468 4.68 468 468 4.68 4.68 4.68

Sr4.41 441 441 441 441 441 441 441

41424 424 424 424 424 424 424 424

MIZATID

31403 4.03 4.03 403 4.03 4.03 4.03 4.03

21379 3.79 3.79 3.79 3.79 3.79 3.79 3.79

17345 345 345 345 345 345 345 345

0f3.10 3.10 3.10 3.10 3.10 3.10 3.10 3.10

MAZHIID
(a) BISIHETTR

7r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

6415 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

S5r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

41415 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

MIZATID

3r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

2r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

1r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

0r4.15 415 415 415 415 415 415 415

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
MEZFID
(b) SEIHTT

Fig. 19 Rule mangling execution time of the slave cores under different policies

B 19 IR Jr 58T AAZ Y R AL e i i 1]

Table 6 Rule Mangling Execution Time of the Slave Cores
Under Different Workset Sizes
F* 6 AR ITIEEXR/NT MR N A TR 8]

ol IR S CAESE RN pSUENIEIR WeZz/s Hifti/s
¥io g * 4.803 1.704 4,065
64 4.157 0.001 4.157

ksl 256 4.153 0.006 4.149
1024 4.165 0.025 4.149

T A FORB SRR T ST A TAER IS

A AZ 8] f1 9 000 A8 46 PR AT IR ) W 25 78 KL 25 B BE DL
FRE, B TAEERNEE NS PG WIE S KN
R
5.5 SIMD AL R xTEE

A MK T CWISE, OPT32, SWV ixX 3 Fh ki
) PR 50 ST R R A o P AT B R U R R A Y B
BREIAEL. A T 5 R BIF AT IR AL I RCR, SEge ok
T FL D) B 8 P K B R 24 9 11 A R A7, 840
St A B N A% g KU D) R 5O 5 A BE R 1S
(8 1A R4 D3R DA ke S iy o 14 e R A K.

51 20 Fb 3 T OAC 2 A1) pR 50 0 P AL 35CR , 8
RLI PR B P BR T PREX replace /N AR E T
KNG R ARE. R 20 ] LLA H, OPT32 RMUAS (1 At
B I 02 CWISE JRAS 1Y 1/3, SWV RRUAS 1Y 1]
JAHAE 22l CWISE WA 1) 1/6, OPT32 MiAS 1 1/2, iX
i B 8 T PR 2% 45 4 [R) s A B Y 2 45 B RE 8 A R0
OAC Z& AU A W] pR F50 31 #E 19 B b 1 3. DA & 20 wp i ]
DL & B, CWISE WA 1) BRI 2L toggle case IF #E 1Y B B
JE A2 R R B lowercase 1 2 15, X 42 K & CWISE
A o B B W — S A e NS B, Al

1400 - 777 cWISE
R\ OPT32 .
1200 |- BRRFSWV

1000 | 7
800 -
600

400

ST B /ey cle

200

(=]

FRI R £

Fig. 20 Optimization results of the OAC-type rule functions

120 OAC AR AL AR
SR W H R AR KRS FRE, 3 BT IR A
OPT32 Wit A Fll SWV Ji A< A 28 5% H T fL A6 I 19 R/
5 H W AL H AT & A I B S . OAC 255 B 1110 bR %5 v
W ALHE 3 R T S AF DS L (4 KU R B sitle, title w/
separator, replace. 1.3 ¥R 5 replace 1)1 RE W L & BE,
1T CWISE A Fil OPT32 JR A ¥ % FH T iF A F 15
DT C R e 75 22, PRt A PR RE A I 1T SWV AR 1
T SIMD FATFAFILIC 5 58, AU T T 5 A5 DT
0 2R, T LA A T UG C 58 U B AT IR AT R A
1, 4t 1 P,

21 L8 T OSC S BRI ok K i) AL RCR , th
TS H I ok S o b RO RS A HEAT TR,
It Lk CWISE RRAS #l OPT32 A $h AT st 1] I % 4, 1
76 H gl SIMD 5 44 b iy T 80 X ) B v B S
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BEATERAE A48 4, BESCIR AN T B o, B
JeLE A, SRJE N BT A AT AT R R 2, f ) il
I TR A AT B S O R ) B X PR
% SIMD {1t 1 I 9 LI BR K501 BE S 1T T e

1 400

WZACWISE
N OPT32

1200 F Wy
1000 F
800
600 |

400

SERHAT I R W cycle

200

-ﬂﬁg okl peE peB ocBl ol

N N 5 N

& g o @@
oY N \;\F\, N & &Y

& D ) I W

e ° .
N W L/ N\ N
Q N D 0%0 OI%C

0

U R %
Fig. 21 Optimization results of the OSC-type rule funtions
21 OSC KA R AP ALRCR

TE R H] SWV RUAS (4 AH 41 2 YR U bR 508 F =2 1]
i SIMD [ 4 £% 388 114>, i CWISE Il OPT32 hig A<
A FH Jmy £7 A% 38 11 4, PR TR 508 SWV AR R4l
CWISE 5, OPT32 i A< i B & 1, X 234 R K
FA) 114> 5 i 7 5 T8, T LA SE B g FH Hh # OSC 25 Al
LU R A i 2, Il 2 S BUBRIRERE T R

22 T MSC ZE AR o7 H LA K pR BT purge
F1 PR B nothing BIDLAL SR, Hod pR B nothing S5 I
A GAT AT 34, K e bR 5L nothing (9 PAT J8 01 5007 LA
VB S iy 12t pREC FH T 45 09 46 A, RIS R U] e $5T
B 2492 60 A IR 4 JE 91 MSC 26 R I0) pR B0fL 5 T 1
B2 WFFF R 8, X FE LT SIMD 45 4 M LL & #5 3
JEATRE T, P AR EZ AU B A e LB,
M PR AR B PRET purge M T R BRE VR, XELL(E
F SIMD 45 4 52 BUAR [ g, ir A SWV RiUA i S5 4%
] 15 75 £F a I B A AR T R A2 25 (R, K5 Al
AR B A X HBEAT HRAE, R R A5 R A ] )
T, X 5B SWV WU B BB purge LA T
— IR SIMD [i] 3t 7 fiff F¥ 8 F — ¥k SIMD [1] 1 fin & FF
7Y, HAEREAE Jy CWISE WA Fll OPT32 IRAS Y 3 4. thi
T R 5L purge 16 SEBR I 7 290 0.2%, L SWV
JAS B P BB TS B AN £ 6] R {1 g = A B 5

523 L8 T MAC 25 7 R 00) pR 5070 R fb 25 2R
WRRBKZEE TFEARBNEAE, UL truncate_left
BRI B R 191, XA R 24 1 1A R truncate_left 1

1400 + g7

1200 | B
1000 |
800 |

600 |

SPEEAT IR /ey cle

400 | NS
200 | % :
o LERR mﬂg oE el el ANE o
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Fig. 22 Optimization results of the MSC-type rule functions

and purge, nothing rule funtions
€122 MSC 2 BB p& % DL K B0 o6 B purge,
nothing BYEALARICR

Vi, 5 B8 23 N F A7 & 1 2244 30 1 B, CWISE Al
OPT32 lRA H ¥ AN BE — K S8 B, 11T SWV R A | 7] LA
33 ] B AR AL A 1 45 4E 4 o7 . LA R B ot B
e W R N AR RN e Y P SE [
4>, B SIMD #8A SEAREKAE A K EIR I, BT
FFHRAE, e > i pR A SWV AR Mg T
T &, #U0 append character, duplicate last N, truncate
8, X — ST OSC 2R RUKLIN pR 5K . 75 bR 2K reverse,
reflect, duplicate_all ', SWV JRA i H 1 1a] & IR Vi 45
A WA T 1AL B R RE R T
56 EBEBERALYR

] 24~26 R T A SCHE i LAk 5 28 i & 1R A
R, LM T AR O A E RE LT ET
NTLM, MD5, SHAL iX 3 Ff il % 55 75 (9 11 A Pk &2
JE AR R G 7 T, A SO IR T 2l A% 1A AR
BT % (MASTER) #1 M % 11 4 4 % ) 48 (SLAVE),
Forfr MASTER 7 %8 0 £ 5 1 & A . I 1 52
F 4 5031E, SLAVE J5 28 A SCHE B 5 58, B4 A i
504 550k By A B 5% . 76 KO0 R S S R  TE, AR
SCSE R T CWISE, OPT32, SWV iX 3 i fig A<,
Ht CWISE Jit 4 F1 OPT32 Wi A< L% ¥4 3k 1 F Hashcat,
SWV A AR SC 42 H i SIMD AL iR A . 241 & Bk
Jr& L LIAEE 6 F RIAL I R, Bl F
SW26010 3 #% A 3 #5348 4 SIMD 48 4, 5] i Jg 125 il
i MASTER-SWV J5 22 By L E. PR A A [m] 10 J0) 4% %
R R DU 5 L KL ) R B o3 A KA BT 25 S, ARG D
A VR S A BE TR AT T AN [R) A 3OS T BT AR
PR 5 A5 R 4 HE A7 D0, B A1 40 0 4 bestod,

rockyou-30000, unix-ninja-leetspeak, dive, d3adOne.



82

HENTR SR E 2024, 61C1)

2500
CWISE

500

SEEHAT I A W /cycle

2156

B N N 7
\ N N ’
\ N N /n
\ N N N N
A 5 A a il I ; /
1N 7N 7N AN ool A e o PR AN Elﬁ il
(] \J \ { s \) ¢
o \@§ @\/é\ & ¢ ¢ e\é\' & d@ 0‘“’ & -x ¢ s s\ Ny
N T LD N P LA Al O M MM S‘ W R
» &\Q 0 0 \ ¢ \ & \\0‘) O ‘\&o & W N{\ R v Qo
R A S < o RN Q‘C NI 24
& FoN &Q W 00 \&0
! W
FILU bR
Fig. 23  Optimization results of the MAC-type rule functions
123 MAC JERIBN R B AL RICR
|:I est64 [ best64
128 LEZA rockyou-30000 256 £z rockyou-30000
Y unix-ninja- M7 unix-ninja-
leetspeak 128 le_etspeak =
64 FERR dive B dive -
® N & 64k E
& E3 d3adOne g = = d3adOne 8e
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B ®16F E
£ = &
& & 8F 3
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Fig. 24 Password recovery speed of NTLM algorithm under
different implementations

& 24 REISZIITZET NTLM 8B 1A 5

PLNTLM 5% 4 491 53 1, X . MASTER-CWISE
F1 SLAVE-CWISE iX 2 #1548, W] LA & B A 1 2 B
A TG B 2.9% ~ 4.4%, 5 SR 3X S TR Sk 32 4% B4 0 )
Ao B FEE S8 /N T A% A 1A I UE S E, TR R T
P RE R 0, 10 A0 D) Ak ple S5 300 DA A S R K W
PETF, T A R R R AR AR 2 T 4R TE. X NTLM, MD5,
SHAT 3X 3 Fft 5532 1717 75, K R0 000 Ak 4 e 555 3] DA A% % 571
R B PERESE T4l 34.1, 41.7, 36.5 1.

%} . SLAVE-CWISE, SLAVE-OPT32, SLAVE-SWV
X3 AT S, AT LR B = LR AN [ RE ) 4 T Y
TG T 22 5. 16 bestod HLU 4 I, OPT32 Rl A i Pk
AEAIK T CWISE WA fil SWV R4S, X J& [H by best64 #iL

Fig. 25 Password recovery speed of MDS5 algorithm under

different implementations

K25 A[EISEPTET MDS BEM AR E

) £ f0, 5 K 5 A9 BRI BRI rotate_left, rotate right, XF
ISR R %, OPT32 RRAS Y 1 fig 6 AN . 7E unix-
ninja-leetspeak # W 4 v, v A7 (% A0 00 ok £ 35 A bR EK
replace, [H It CWISE Jit 4%, OPT32 R A< (1) 3 B AH 7],
1M SWV R A {9 3 B 42 T+ T 44.5%, X — &5 K 5 & 20
TR YR BREY replace W AT JE B £F . SRR B
TF best64, rockyou-30000, unix-ninja-leetspeek, dive ¥
4L |, SWV RUAS 1Y H 0) pR 5SiE AR 48 T CWISE [l
ARG E T T 12.4% ~ 266.2%, AT OPT32
JiR A fifi 2R GE iR B TL T 7.4% ~ 113.3%. 1 d3adOne K
M4 b, SWV RRA R HEEES T CWISE 4l OPT32
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