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lishing security parameters that are used to exchange data on 
a secure connection. A piggy-backed key exchange protocol 
is defined, with which these security parameters are advan­
tageously exchanged. By piggy-backing the key exchange 
onto other already-required messages (such as a client's 
HTTP GET request, or the server's response thereto), the 
overhead associated with setting up a secure browser-to­
server connection is minimized. This technique is defined 
for a number of different scenarios, where the client and 
server may or may not share an encoding scheme, and is 
designed to maintain the integrity of application layer com­
munication protocols. In one scenario, a client requests a 
server to propose a message encoding scheme. If the client 
has security-sensitive data to transmit with its request, it 
waits for the proposed scheme before sending this sensitive 
data to the server. Otherwise, the server may inform the 
client of the message encoding scheme in the same trans­
mission used to send a response to a client's request. 
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PIGGY-BACKED KEY EXCHANGE 
PROTOCOL FOR PROVIDING SECURE, 

LOW-OVERHEAD BROWSER 
CONNECTIONS WHEN A CLIENT 

REQUESTS A SERVER TO PROPOSE A 
MESSAGE ENCODING SCHEME 

RELATED INVENTIONS 

This application is related to the applications having Ser. 
No. 09/416,332 entitled "Piggy-Backed Key Exchange Pro­
tocol for Providing Secure, Low-Overhead Browser Con­
nections to a Server with which a Client Shares a Message 
Encoding Scheme" (now U.S. Pat. No. 6,751,731), Ser. No. 
09/415,827 entitled "Piggy-Backed Key Exchange Protocol 
for Providing Secure, Low-Overhead Browser Connections 
from a Client to a Server using a Trusted Third Party" (now 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,775,772), and U.S. Pat. No. 09/416,100 
entitled "Piggy-Backed Key Exchange Protocol for Provid­
ing Secure, Low-Overhead Browser Connections When a 
Server Will Not Use a Message Encoding Scheme Proposed 
by a Client" (now U.S. Pat. No. 6,694,431), all assigned to 
the same assignee and filed concurrently herewith on Oct. 
12, 1999. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of the Invention 
The present invention relates to a computer system, and 

deals more particularly with a method, system, and com­
puter program product for providing a piggy-backed key 
exchange protocol. This protocol is used between a client 
and server to establish security parameters that are used to 
exchange data in a secure manner. By piggy-backing the key 
exchange onto other messages, the overhead associated with 
setting up a secure browser connection is reduced. 

2. Description of the Related Art 
Traditionally, complex distributed applications have been 

designed around the client/server paradigm, where the appli­
cation logic is split into two integral parts. One of the parts 
provides the client functionality, and the other provides the 
server functions. Each of the parts is then installed on the 
respective hardware. Such an architecture has the funda­
mental drawback that the application usually must be tai­
lored around a particular user device and vice versa: the 
application must function on the particular hardware and 
software profile of the intended user device, and the user 
device must meet the application requirements in terms of 
form-factor, processor requirements, storage capabilities, 
etc. This coupling leads to the implementation of the client 
functionality being fundamentally tied to a single type or 
class of end-user device. The client implementation typi­
cally must be modified in order to operate on different 
devices or operating system platforms, and separate versions 
must be provided to address the inherent differences in the 
devices and platforms. This leads to increased complexity 
and expense for application development and testing, dis­
tribution and support, etc. Because of the proliferation in 
client device types, it is becoming increasingly demanding 
to provide applications that reliably meet the constraints 
imposed by the different device types. This proliferation also 
creates a greater burden on end users who must similarly 
obtain and manage different versions of their application 
software, one for each type of device. 

In the face of these challenges, there is a clear trend 
toward delivering applications to users in a form that is 
accessible via a more standard infrastructure that is available 

2 
on most hardware and operating system platforms. One type 
of standard infrastructure is the browser. (Note that the 
browser implementation itself is generally non-portable, but 
the intent is to have the browser represent the only platform­
specific code that developers write and that end users must 
deploy.) Within this standard infrastructure, application­
specific content may be retrieved and presented to the user. 
Moreover, application-specific logic may be executed within 
an appropriate scripting environment provided on the client 

10 side by most browsers, including Netscape Navigator® and 
Internet Explorer. ("Netscape Navigator" is a registered 
trademark of Netscape Communications Corporation.) On 
some devices, the scripting environment may be separate 
from the browser, and may support richer (though still 

15 portable) application logic such as those applications written 
in the Java programming language. ("Java" is a trademark of 
Sun Microsystems, Inc.) 

The tradeoff that comes from making the client infrastruc­
ture standard, however, is that it is also generic. That is, 

20 while the infrastructure is not written for the needs of a 
particular client application, it is able to act as the client for 
a wide range of applications. In this generic client environ­
ment, the problem of implementing each application shifts 
primarily toward the server side. (Hereinafter, the term 

25 "browser" will be used to refer to the generic client software, 
including the associated scripting and application environ­
ment(s ).) This, in turn, somewhat complicates the tasks that 
must be implemented in the server software, as the server 
software must adapt the content to match the capabilities of 

30 the particular browser executing on the client. Alternatively, 
the burden may be shifted to one or more computers in the 
delivery chain between the client and server. In particular, a 
variety of transcoders and gateways can be envisaged in this 
delivery chain. Each of these transcoders and gateways may 

35 potentially have knowledge of a target client device's par­
ticularities, which the transcoder or gateway can then use to 
adjust data generated by a server application that is being 
delivered to this client. The Wireless Application Protocol, 
or "WAP," is an example of an application architecture 

40 which may employ this type of multiple transcoder and 
multiple gateway environment. 

In such an environment where data is being transmitted 
between a client and server while passing through interme­
diate transcoders or gateways, data security is often a key 

45 concern. A client may need to send data to the server that is 
considered security-sensitive by the client or the server, such 
as when a person's credit card information is transmitted 
through a network for use by an electronic shopping appli­
cation executing on the server. In addition, the content 

50 dispatched from the server to the client is often considered 
security-sensitive. A simple example of this situation is the 
same electronic shopping application just discussed, where 
the server may transmit an order confirmation to the client 
that includes the client's credit card information. Many other 

55 security-sensitive transmissions exist, such as those that 
occur when using electronic banking, online stock trading, 
online bill presentment and payment, etc. The problems that 
may ensue when sensitive data is exposed to an unintended 
recipient, such as a computer hacker, can be quite serious. 

60 While gateways, and transcoders in particular, may be 
designed to modify the application content in legitimate 
ways when forwarding it through the delivery chain, sensi­
tive content at the same time must not be disclosed to such 
intermediaries. (U.S. patent application Ser. No. 09/352,534, 

65 now U.S. Pat. No. 6,763,460, which is titled "Method for 
Transmitting Information Data from a Sender to a Receiver 
via a Transcoder, Method of Transcoding Information Data, 



US 7,039,946 Bl 
3 

Method for Receiving Transcoded Information Data, 
Sender, Transcoder and Receiver" and is assigned to the sane 
assignee, defines a novel technique for use in such an 
environment where the security-sensitive portions of a 
Hypertext Markup Language, or HTML, document are 
encrypted while leaving the remaining portions in plain 
text.) 

4 
provided in local area networks or the wired Internet, each 
message transmitted in a wireless environment such as SMS 
(Short Message Services) or USSD (Unstructured Supple­
mentary Services Data) carries a rather high cost to the user. 
Thus, establishing the secure application-level session can 
be an expensive operation. Second, the message exchanges 
used to establish secure sessions are not easily encapsulated 
within existing application-layer protocols. These protocols 
consist of an already-defined set of primitives for commu-

A number of security protocols have been developed for 
use in client/server and other networking environments. 
Examples include the SSL (Secure Sockets Layer), TLS 
(Transport Layer Security), and WTLS (Wireless Transport 
Layer Security) protocols. (TLS is being defined by the 
Internet Engineering Task Force as a follow-on replacement 

10 nication between the client and server applications, and it is 
usually impossible to introduce the additional protocol 
primitives required for an application-level security param­
eter negotiation. 

for SSL, and WTLS is being developed by the WAP Forum 
as a security protocol optimized for the mobile computing 15 

environment.) These protocols all share the characteristic of 
encrypting all data transmitted through a network connec­
tion or communication session, thereby preventing an inter­
mediary, such as a transcoder, from inspecting and/or modi­
fying any of the data being exchanged. Consequently, these 20 

transport-based security protocols are ineffective in environ­
ments having transcoders and gateways that must legiti­
mately modify and therefore inspect some non-security­
sensitive sections of the data stream. 

To enable intermediaries to perform legitimate content 25 

modifications, end-to-end security in a complex delivery 
chain such as that described above must be provided at the 
application layer (referred to equivalently as the "application 
level") of the client and server. This means that security­
related functions such as encryption, decryption, and authen- 30 

tication are performed under control of the application 
software, as only the application is able to distinguish 
between content that can be transmitted in plaintext (i.e. can 
be exposed to and acted upon by intermediaries) and content 
that is security sensitive and must be protected end-to-end 35 

(i.e. cannot be exposed to or acted upon by intermediaries). 
When application-level security is employed, the application 
invokes the services of specialized security software or tools 
to perform encryption, decryption, and authentication. Once 
the sensitive data has been encrypted at the application level, 40 

lower-layer functions of the system (such as the communi­
cations protocol stack, which is responsible for packetizing 
the content into messages, transmitting those messages to 
the destination, and re-assembling those messages into the 
original content) are unable to decrypt and modify that data. 45 

More importantly, such sensitive data also cannot be 
decrypted by the intermediate computers in the delivery 
chain, since these computers neither execute the application­
level code shared by the client and server nor have access to 
the security keys and credentials used to encrypt the data. 50 

Similarly, the raw data corresponding to the encrypted 
content is not visible to hackers who might try to intercept 
it. 

Accordingly, what is needed is a technique for establish­
ing and maintaining end-to-end security sessions at the 
application level while maintaining the integrity of any 
application-layer communications protocol and without add­
ing undue amounts of communications and message 
exchanges. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

An object of the present invention is to provide a tech­
nique whereby a secure session can be established between 
a client browser and a server. 

Another object of the present invention is to provide this 
technique whereby a minimal number of message exchanges 
are required to establish the secure session. 

A further object of the present invention is to provide this 
technique whereby the session uses application-level secu­
rity. 

Yet another object of the present invention is to provide 
this technique whereby the integrity of any application-layer 
communications protocol is maintained. 

A further object of the present invention is to provide this 
technique in a manner that is adaptable to a number of 
different client/server environments. 

A further object of the present invention is to provide this 
technique using existing communication protocol messages. 

Still another object of the present invention is to provide 
this technique when a client requests a server to propose a 
message encoding scheme. 

Other objects and advantages of the present invention will 
be set forth in part in the description and in the drawings 
which follow and, in part, will be obvious from the descrip­
tion or may be learned by practice of the invention. 

To achieve the foregoing objects, and in accordance with 
the purpose of the invention as broadly described herein, the 
present invention provides a method, system, and computer 
program product for use in a computing environment having 
a connection to a network, for establishing a secure, low-
overhead connection between a client application (such as a 
browser) and a server application using existing message 
types. In a first and second aspect of one embodiment, this While an end-to-end security session established at the 

application layer provides advantageous security protection 
in the marmer described above (i.e., allowing the secure 
exchange of information between application endpoints 
without being subject to decryption and/or modification by 
network intermediaries or hackers), application-layer secu­
rity also imposes several drawbacks. First, a number of 
message exchanges may occur before a suitable set of 
parameters can be agreed upon. For example, security 
protocols require a key exchange phase where the client and 
server exchange and negotiate parameters such as the cipher 
suite and session key to be used during this security session. 
While this may be of little consequence when using high 
bandwidth, relatively inexpensive connections such as those 

55 technique comprises: piggy-backing a request for a message 
encoding scheme proposal onto a first message sent from the 
client application to the server application, wherein the first 
message uses a first existing message type; piggy-backing a 
first portion of security information onto a second message 

60 sent from the server application to the client application, 
wherein the second message uses a second existing message 
type and wherein the first portion comprises a response to 
said request for a message encoding scheme; piggy-backing 
a second portion of security information onto a third mes-

65 sage sent from the client application to the server applica­
tion, wherein the third message uses the first existing mes­
sage type; and piggy-backing a third portion of security 
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information onto a fourth message sent from the server 
application to the client application, wherein the fourth 
message uses a third existing message type. 

6 
type is a response to the HTTP or WSP GET message. Or, 
the first existing message type may be an HTTP or WSP 
POST message, in which case the second existing message 
type is a response to the HTTP or WSP GET message. 

Preferably, the first message requests a secure page from 
the server application, wherein this request further com­
prises an identifier of the secure page and the second 
message sends a response to the secure page request to the 
client application, wherein the response further comprises a 

The first existing message type may be a HyperText 
Transfer Protocol (HTTP) or a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) GET message, in which case the third existing 
message type is a response to the HTTP or WSP GET 
message. Or, the first existing message type may be an 
HTTP or a WSP POST message, in which case the third 
existing message type is a response to the HTTP or WSP 
POST message. The second existing message type may be 
an HTTP or WSP REDIRECT message, or a www-Authen­
ticate message. 

In a first aspect, the first message requests a secure page 
from the server application, wherein the request further 
comprises an identifier of the secure page; the second 
message sends a redirection message from the server appli­
cation to the client application, wherein the redirection 
message comprises a redirected identifier of the secure page; 

10 content portion encrypted using a session key generated by 
the server application. The request to select a message 
encoding scheme preferably further comprises an identifier 
of the client application, a nonce of the client application, 
and optionally includes a timestamp; and the first portion 

15 preferably further comprises a set of information encrypted 
using a public key of the server application. This set of 
information may further comprise a nonce of the server 
application, encrypted using a public key of the client 
application, and a security certificate of the server applica-

20 tion. The first message may further comprise zero or more 
parameters required for the secure page request. 

the third message sends a subsequent request for the secure 
page from the server application in response to the redirec­
tion message, wherein the subsequent request further com­
prises the redirected identifier of the secure page; and the 
fourth message sends a response to the subsequent secure 
page request to the client application, wherein the response 25 

further comprises a content portion encrypted using a ses­
sion key generated by the server application. In a second 
aspect, the second message sends an authentication message 
from the server application to the client application instead 
of sending the redirection message, and the third message 30 

sends a subsequent request for the secure page from the 
server application in response to this authentication mes­
sage. The authentication message may comprise a redirected 
identifier of the secure page, and the subsequent request 
further may comprises this redirected identifier. 35 

In the first and second aspects, the first portion may 
further comprise a security certificate or an identifier of the 
server; the second portion may further comprise a set of 
information encrypted using a public key of the server 
application; and the third portion may further comprises a 40 

nonce of the server application, encrypted using a public key 
of the client application. The request for a message encoding 
scheme preferably further comprises a keyword indicating 
this request. 

The set of information preferably comprises: zero or more 45 

parameters required for the secure page request; an identi­
fication of the client application; a client nonce; and option­
ally including a timestamp. 

Preferably, the request for a message encoding scheme 
further comprises a keyword indicating this request and the 50 

set of information comprises: zero or more parameters 
required for the secure page request; an identification of the 
client application; a client nonce; and optionally includes a 
timestamp. 

The redirected identifier of the secure page may be 55 

identical to the identifier of the secure page. 
In a third aspect, this technique comprises: piggy-backing 

The present invention will now be described with refer­
ence to the following drawings, in which like reference 
numbers denote the same element throughout. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a computer workstation 
environment in which the present invention may be prac­
ticed; 

FIG. 2 is a diagram of a networked computing environ­
ment in which the present invention may be practiced; and 

FIG. 3 illustrates the basic architecture of a system in 
which the preferred embodiment is being used. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENT 

FIG. 1 illustrates a representative workstation hardware 
environment in which the present invention may be prac­
ticed. The environment of FIG. 1 comprises a representative 
single user computer workstation 10, such as a personal 
computer, including related peripheral devices. The work­
station 10 includes a microprocessor 12 and a bus 14 
employed to connect and enable communication between 
the microprocessor 12 and the components of the worksta-
tion 10 in accordance with known techniques. The work­
station 10 typically includes a user interface adapter 16, 
which connects the microprocessor 12 via the bus 14 to one 
or more interface devices, such as a keyboard 18, mouse 20, 
and/or other interface devices 22, which can be any user 
interface device, such as a touch sensitive screen, digitized 
entry pad, etc. The bus 14 also connects a display device 24, 
such as an LCD screen or monitor, to the microprocessor 12 
via a display adapter 26. The bus 14 also connects the 
microprocessor 12 to memory 28 and long-term storage 30 
which can include a hard drive, diskette drive, tape drive, 
etc. 

The workstation 10 may communicate with other com­
puters or networks of computers, for example via a com­
munications channel or modem 32. Alternatively, the work­
station 10 may communicate using a wireless interface at 32, 
such as a CDPD (cellular digital packet data) card. The 
workstation 10 may be associated with such other computers 

a request for the server application to select a message 
encoding scheme onto a first message sent from the client 
application to the server application, wherein the first mes- 60 

sage uses a first existing message type; and piggy-backing a 
first portion of security information onto a second message 
sent from the server application to the client application, 
wherein the second message uses a second existing message 
type. 65 in a local area network (LAN) or a wide area network 

(WAN), or the workstation 10 can be a client in a client/ 
server arrangement with another computer, etc. All of these 

The first existing message type may be an HTTP or WSP 
GET message, in which case the second existing message 
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configurations, as well as the appropriate connnunications 
hardware and software, are known in the art. 

FIG. 2 illustrates a data processing network 40 in which 
the present invention may be practiced. The data processing 
network 40 may include a plurality of individual networks, 
such as wireless network 42 and network 44, each of which 
may include a plurality of individual workstations 10. Addi­
tionally, as those skilled in the art will appreciate, one or 
more LANs may be included (not shown), where a LAN 
may comprise a plurality of intelligent workstations coupled 10 

to a host processor. 
Still referring to FIG. 2, the networks 42 and 44 may also 

include mainframe computers or servers, such as a gateway 
computer 46 or application server 47 (which may access a 
data repository 48). A gateway computer 46 serves as a point 15 

of entry into each network 44. The gateway 46 may be 
preferably coupled to another network 42 by means of a 
communications link 50a. The gateway 46 may also be 
directly coupled to one or more workstations 10 using a 
communications link 50b, 50c. The gateway computer 46 20 

may be implemented utilizing an Enterprise Systems Archi­
tecture/370 available from IBM, an Enterprise Systems 
Architecture/390 computer, etc. Depending on the applica­
tion, a midrange computer, such as an Application System/ 
400 (also known as an AS/400) may be employed. ("Enter- 25 

prise Systems Architecture/370" is a trademark of IBM; 
"Enterprise Systems Architecture/390", "Application Sys­
tem/ 400", and "AS/400" are registered trademarks ofIBM.) 

The gateway computer 46 may also be coupled 49 to a 
storage device (such as data repository 48). Further, the 30 

gateway 46 may be directly or indirectly coupled to one or 
more workstations 10. 

Those skilled in the art will appreciate that the gateway 
computer 46 may be located a great geographic distance 
from the network 42, and similarly, the workstations 10 may 35 

be located a substantial distance from the networks 42 and 
44. For example, the network 42 may be located in Cali­
fornia, while the gateway 46 may be located in Texas, and 
one or more of the workstations 10 may be located in New 
York. The workstations 10 may connect to the wireless 40 

network 42 using a networking protocol such as the Trans­
mission Control Protocol/internet Protocol ("TCP/IP") over 
a number of alternative connection media, such as cellular 
phone, radio frequency networks, satellite networks, etc. 
The wireless network 42 preferably connects to the gateway 45 

46 using a network connection 50a such as TCP or UDP 
(User Datagram Protocol) over IP, X.25, Frame Relay, ISDN 
(Integrated Services Digital Network), PSTN (Public 
Switched Telephone Network), etc. The workstations 10 
may alternatively connect directly to the gateway 46 using 50 

dial connections 50b or 50c. Further, the wireless network 
42 and network 44 may connect to one or more other 
networks (not shown), in an analogous manner to that 
depicted in FIG. 2. 

Software progrannning code which embodies the present 55 

invention is typically accessed by the microprocessor 12 of 
the workstation 10 and server 47 from long-term storage 
media 30 of some type, such as a CD-ROM drive or hard 
drive. The software progranmiing code may be embodied on 
any of a variety of known media for use with a data 60 

processing system, such as a diskette, hard drive, or CD­
ROM. The code may be distributed on such media, or may 
be distributed to users from the memory or storage of one 
computer system over a network of some type to other 
computer systems for use by users of such other systems. 65 

Alternatively, the progrannning code may be embodied in 
the memory 28, and accessed by the microprocessor 12 

8 
using the bus 14. The techniques and methods for embody­
ing software progrannning code in memory, on physical 
media, and/or distributing software code via networks are 
well known and will not be further discussed herein. 

A user of the present invention at a client computer may 
connect his computer to a server using a wireline connec­
tion, or a wireless connection. Wireline connections are 
those that use physical media such as cables and telephone 
lines, whereas wireless connections use media such as 
satellite links, radio frequency waves, and infrared waves. 
Many connection techniques can be used with these various 
media, such as: using the computer's modem to establish a 
connection over a telephone line; using a LAN card such as 
Token Ring or Ethernet; using a cellular modem to establish 
a wireless connection; etc. The user's computer may be any 
type of computer processor, including laptops, handheld or 
mobile computers; vehicle-mounted devices; desktop com­
puters; mainframe computers; etc., having processing and 
connnunication capabilities. The remote server, similarly, 
can be one of any number of different types of computer 
which have processing and connnunication capabilities. 
These techniques are well known in the art, and the hard­
ware devices and software which enable their use are readily 
available. Hereinafter, the user's computer will be referred 
to equivalently as a "workstation," "device," or "computer," 
and use of any of these terms or the term "server" refers to 
any of the types of computing devices described above. 

In the various alternative preferred embodiments, the 
present invention may be implemented as one or more 
modules (also referred to as code subroutines, or "objects" 
in object-oriented programming) of one or more computer 
software programs. Alternatively, the logic of the present 
invention may be implemented in hardware or firmware, 
which is accessed by the executing software of an applica­
tion program. Regardless of the physical form in which the 
implementation is embodied, the embodiment will be 
located on the client workstation and on the server, prefer­
ably as server-specific and client-specific parts. (Alterna­
tively, it may be desirable in a particular situation to provide 
a single implementation which embodies both client and 
server capabilities.) When implemented in software, the 
logic implementing the technique of the present invention 
may be integrated with the code of an application program 
(including a browser application executing on a client), or it 
may be implemented as one or more separate utility mod­
ules, which provide services that are invoked by such a 
program, without deviating from the inventive concepts 
disclosed herein. The server machine or process may be 
functioning as a Web server or process, where the Web 
server or process provides services in response to requests 
from a client connected through the Internet. Alternatively, 
the server machine or process may be in a corporate intranet 
or extranet of which the client's workstation is a component, 
or in any other network environment. 

The present invention provides several alternative tech­
niques for establishing a secure, low-overhead connection 
between a browser operating on a client workstation and a 
server. A number of alternative embodiments are disclosed, 
which are adapted to various client/server environments. 
Use of the invention is particularly advantageous in wireless 
environments, where each message transmission is a rela­
tively expensive operation. Further, the invention is advan­
tageously used where messages are transmitted through one 
or more gateways or transcoders. Because the present inven­
tion uses application-level security, message content that is 
not considered sensitive from the application perspective 
can be made visible to these intermediaries, enabling legiti-
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mate modifications (such as filtering message content by a 
transcoder) to occur while still preventing access to sensitive 
information that will have been encrypted by the applica­
tion. 

The present invention achieves low-overhead secure con­
nections using standard, existing messages of the HTTP or 
WSP protocols. Thus, the expense and difficulty of attempt­
ing to integrate new message types into the implementations 
of well-established communication protocols is avoided. 

10 
The novel manner in which the overhead of establishing the 
secure connection is reduced is to piggy-back the key 
exchange protocol defined herein onto the initial message 
transmissions between a client and server, as will now be 
described. 15 

A common browser request using the HTTP protocol is a 
"GET' message sent from the client to the server. Typically, 
a GET message specifies a Uniform Resource Locator 
(URL) of a requested Web page and may contain other 
information such as: parameters to be used for dynamically 20 

generating some portion of the requested content; identify-
ing information about the requesting client; the type of 
hardware on which the client application is executing; etc. 
Upon receiving this GET request, the server responds by 

25 
either sending the requested content, redirecting the client to 
some other page location, or perhaps returning an error 
message for various reasons. Another message type com­
monly sent by a browser is a "POST" message. A POST 
message also specifies a URL, but instead of requesting 30 
content stored at the URL location (as in the case of a GET 
message), a POST message includes the content to be stored 
at the specified URL. These concepts are well known in the 
art, and use standard HTTP messages. While the discussions 
herein are in terms of using HTTP GET messages, it is to be 35 

understood that the inventive techniques described apply 
also to HTTP POST messages and to any other message type 
(including message types defined in protocols other than 
HTTP, such as WSP) having analogous semantics. 

Often, the content that has been requested by the client 40 

will be considered security-sensitive. In addition, the param­
eters or other information the client sends to the server (such 
as a client password) may be security-sensitive. (Hereinaf-
ter, the term "parameters" is intended to refer to any type of 
security-sensitive information the client transmits to the 45 

server.) Therefore, it is necessary to protect the data by 
encryption before transmitting it through the network. In 
order that the intended recipient (that is, the client in the case 
of encrypted content, or the server in the case of encrypted 
parameters) can then decrypt the transmitted information, 50 

the parties must establish a common security session. In 
particular, the client and server must agree on the cipher 
suite to be used and the session key for use with this suite. 

10 
A number of symbols to be used in the description of the 

preferred embodiments will now be defined. 
M("msg") is the encoding of some message, "msg," using 

a particular message encoding scheme "M," such that 
(1) only the expected sender and intended recipient can 
retrieve "msg," and (2) both can verify the correctness 
of "msg," i.e. that the retrieved "msg" is in fact the 
same "msg" that had been sent by the sender. These are 
the properties of privacy (provided by encryption tech­
niques) and authenticity (provided by authentication 
techniques), respectively. 

meta-Mis the meta-information or description of message 
encoding scheme M. meta-M may be encrypted infor­
mation, such that only the intended recipient can con­
struct M as a valid message encoding scheme between 
the sender and receiver. As used herein, the term 
"meta-M" refers to a particular encoding scheme Mand 
the key that is to be used with M. 

Cert(X) refers to the certificate of party X. A digital 
certificate is a data structure that includes sufficient 
information to enable authentication of the certificate 
owner's identity. In particular, a certificate created for 
use with public key cryptography includes the certifi­
cate owner's public key and identification of an encryp-
tion algorithm that may be used when sending 
encrypted messages to this owner. These concepts are 
well known in the art. 

ID(X) is the identity of party X. The manner in which a 
party is identified does not form part of the present 
invention, and any appropriate technique may be used 
without deviating from the inventive concepts dis­
closed herein. 

p(X) is the public key of party X. 
q(X) is the private key of party X. 
Encim) is the encryption of message m, under encryption 

key k. Hence, Encp(XJ(m) is a public-key encryption of 
message m using the public key of party X, and 
Encim) is a private or shared-key encryption of mes-
sage m using the shared key k. 

T is a timestamp. 
N is a nonce (e.g. a value created by a random number 

generator), typically used in public key authentication. 
According to the SSL key exchange protocol, for 
example, each party (client and server) generates a 
nonce, and sends it to the other party. Each receiver 
then digitally signs the nonce provided by the other 
party, using a private key associated with a public 
certificate. Each party then sends that public certificate 
and the signed nonce back to the other party. Each party 
then validates the digital signature on the nonce using 
the public key associated with the other party's certifi­
cate. In this manner, each party is able to authenticate 
the identity of the other. Because the nonce is generated 
randomly within each session, it can be used to mini­
mize the possibility of a successful replay attack. 

N(c) is a client-generated nonce, and N(s) is a server­
generated nonce. 

As stated previously, existing security protocols such as SSL 
require a number of message exchanges for negotiating this 55 

information between a particular client and server. The 
present invention, on the other hand, optimizes message 
transmission by piggy-backing such information onto 
already-required HTTP ( or WSP) message flows. In particu­

Using the symbols defined above, transmission of an 
encrypted message from one party X to another party Y is 

60 then represented abstractly as: lar, the initial client GET request may be used to transmit 
parameters securely, along with the request for a particular 
Web page, and the server's first response to this request may 
be used to securely transmit the requested content, in the 
novel manner to be discussed. Thus, the secure exchange of 
information may require no more messages (and no new 65 

message types) beyond what is already required for a 
non-secure exchange. 

X--> Y:M ("msg") 

(Note that the message flows depicted herein do not specify 
the non-security-sensitive message content, such as format­
ting information that may be carried as part of a server 
response, as this type of information is not pertinent to the 
present invention.) 
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When public key cryptography is used for M, then this 
abstract message flow may be concretely implemented as: 

X--> Y: Encp(Y/'msg") 

which indicates that X has sent a message to Y which was 
first encrypted using Y's public key. 

When private ( shared) key cryptography is used for M, on 
the other hand, this abstract message flow may be concretely 
implemented as: 

X--> Y: Enci"msg") 

which indicates that X has sent a message to Y which was 
first encrypted using a previously-exchanged and exclu­
sively-shared key k ( according to the requirements of private 
key cryptography). 

The manner in which one party X informs another party 
Y of the message encoding scheme M that X wishes to use 
for secure communications may be represented abstractly as 
follows: 

X--> Y: meta-M 

In other words, X informs Y of the encoding scheme M that 
X wishes to use for transmitting secure messages by trans­
mitting meta-information "meta-M." 

The public key representation of this exchange of encod­
ing scheme information then may be: 

X--> Y: Cert(X) 

where X sends his certificate to Y, a message that Y may 
interpret to mean that X intends the parties to use each 
other's public keys as encryption keys, using public key 
cryptography. (As is well known in the art, techniques exist 
that would enable Y to retrieve X's certificate and public key 
independently from other sources, such as by accessing a 
certificate registry.) 

When using a shared (i.e. private) key for message 
encoding, a possible analogous concrete transmission might 
be: 

X--> Y: EncPCYJ(k) 

where X sends the shared secret key, k, to Y after encrypting 
the key using Y's public key, p(Y). (Alternatively, the parties 
may exchange the shared secret key in other ways which do 
not require a network transmission, as is well known in the 
art.) 

In addition to or instead of sending this public key or 
private key information as meta-M, the transmission may 
specify the cipher suite (such as the Data Encryption Stan­
dard, commonly referred to as "DES") to be used. When 
using public key cryptography, the sender's certificate may 

12 
a security exposure). It will be obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art how the flows may be changed if nonces are 
not used (for example, by encoding transmitted data using 
the recipient's public key). 

FIG. 3 depicts the basic architecture of a system 300 in 
which the preferred embodiments of the present invention 
are being used. A client browser 305 (or other client appli­
cation) is installed on, and operating on, a client device 320. 
This browser 305 operates at the application, or upper, layer 

10 of the software stack. An HTTP or WSP communications 
protocol engine operates as a lower layer in the client device 
320 (see element 315), as well as in the server 340 (see 
element 335). A network connection 345, which may pass 
through a number of gateways and/or transcoders (not 

15 shown), connects the client's communications protocol 
engine 315 to the server's corresponding communications 
protocol engine 335. A server application 330 operates at the 
application layer of the server 340. The embodiment of the 
present invention is situated logically at the application layer 

20 where it can be invoked by the software 305 or 330, as 
shown at elements 310 and 325. Note that the present 
invention may be implemented using a client-side HTTP 
proxy with a security plug-in which handles encryption and 
decryption for client-side HTTP applications. This 

25 approach, not shown in FIG. 3, is particularly advantageous 
when the client application 305 cannot be modified to 
directly invoke the functions of the security layer 310. 

The present invention may be used advantageously in a 
number of different scenarios, wherein the client and server 

30 have varying degrees of knowledge about each other and 
varying degrees of commonality with respect to message 
encoding schemes. Four different scenarios will now be 
described, along with a different preferred embodiment of 
the present invention that is specifically adapted for use in 

35 that scenario. Each preferred embodiment provides an inde­
pendent technique for securely transmitting and receiving 
content, and an implementation of the present invention may 
provide support for one or more of these embodiments, as 
appropriate to the environment in which the implementation 

40 will operate. 
An optional optimization may be used for each of these 

embodiments, whereby the sending of a message under 
some existing shared message encoding scheme M is 
equivalent to sending the same message encoded under 

45 another, not-yet-shared encoding scheme Mx, provided that 
a description of Mx (i.e. meta-Mx) is also transmitted. The 
meta-Mx information is encoded according to the existing 
shared scheme M. This optimization is represented 

be used as the meta-information transmitted, where the 
certificate (by definition) specifies both an encryption alga- 50 

rithm and the sender's public key. 

abstractly as: 
X--> Y: M("msg") is cryptographically equivalent to 
X--> Y: M(meta-Mx), Mx("msg") 

Timestamps, nonces, and/or various identifiers are usually 
included in security-protected messages in order to avoid a 
range of possible attacks. Timestamps and nonces can be 
used to avoid replay attacks and to increase the crypto­
graphic strength of a cipher and thereby avoid brute force 
attacks. The preferred embodiments discussed below pro­
vide for optionally using one or more of these values. 

The flows of the preferred embodiments are depicted 
below as using client nonces and server nonces, as a 
technique for enabling both the client and server to contrib­
ute part of a shared session key. By using input of both 
parties to generate the session key, and then using this shared 
key to encrypt session data, security is increased beyond 
what would be achieved if a single party generated such a 
key (where an error-prone implementation of that single 
party might reuse the same key value repeatedly, leading to 

As an example of when this optimization may be desir­
able (for any of the preferred embodiments), suppose the 
encoding scheme M shared by the client and server is a 

55 relatively expensive public key technique ( either in terms of 
computational requirements or bandwidth utilization, or 
both). If a large amount of data is to be transmitted, using 
this encoding scheme will typically be undesirable because 
of the prohibitive ( computational and/or bandwidth) cost. As 

60 an alternative, one of the parties may propose using a 
simpler shared-key encoding scheme such as the Data 
Encryption Standard (DES) algorithm. Mx, in this case, is 
DES, and thus Mx("msg") refers to the message encoded 
using DES. M(meta-Mx) is then an indication, encoded 

65 using the "expensive" technique M, that DES is to be used 
for encrypting and decrypting the message. M(meta-Mx) 
may further comprise an encoding of the key to be used with 
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the proposed Mx scheme, if an appropriate key is not already 
shared by ( or otherwise available to) the parties. 

First Preferred Embodiment 

In a first scenario, the client and server share a common 
message encoding scheme, M. In this scenario, it is assumed 
that both the client's and the server's certificates are avail­
able to both parties if public key cryptography is being used. 
When using private key security, it is assumed that both 
parties possess the shared key. The novel piggy-backed key 
exchange protocol of this first preferred embodiment 
wherein the client requests a Web page (referred to simply 
as a "page," for ease of illustration) and the server transmits 
the requested content is represented abstractly for this sce­
nario as follows: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", M("parameters", ... ) 
Server-->Client: M("content", ... ) 

14 
The GET message, with which the client requests Web 

content, preferably uses three sets of encrypted information 
in this embodiment. The first is encrypted by the client using 
the server's public key and comprises identifying informa­
tion about the client itself and the server, the client's own 
nonce, and a timestamp. (As stated earlier, this identifying 
information may be specified in various forms, provided that 
this form enables the respective parties to use the identifier 
to locate information such as the certificate of the identified 

10 party. For example, the identifier may be used as an index 
into a database of stored certificates, or a database of stored 
public keys. Or, the identifying information may be the 
certificate itself. In addition to using the identifying infor­
mation for certificate or public key retrieval, the party 

15 receiving the identifier of another party may subsequently 
use that identifier in determining where to send a response.) 
Next, the client encrypts the same information using its own 
private key. The third set of encrypted information com­
prises the parameters that the client is securely sending to the 

20 server, the identifying information about the client, and the 
timestamp. This third set of information is encrypted using 
the client's nonce. 

Upon receipt of this request and the security information 
piggy-backed onto it, the server decrypts the encrypted data, 

25 and optionally authenticates it as discussed above. The data 
encrypted using the server's public key (described above as 
the "first set" of encrypted information) is decrypted using 
the server's private key. The data that was encrypted using 
the client's private key (the "second set") is decrypted using 

30 the client's public key. The data that was encrypted using the 
client's nonce is then decrypted using the client nonce that 
has been obtained from decrypting either the first or second 
set of data. 

The first of these two flows indicates that the client sends 
an HTTP GET request for a page located at a particular URL 
"page," along with parameters (and perhaps other informa­
tion) that have been encrypted according to the shared 
scheme Mand piggy-backed onto the GET message. (In the 
preferred embodiment, these encrypted parameters are trans­
mitted in the GET message in separate request headers; 
however, it is to be understood that the encrypted parameters 
may be transmitted in many other ways without deviating 
from the inventive concepts disclosed herein, such as by 
appending them to the requested URL.) In this manner, the 
security-sensitive parameters are protected from exposure to 
an unintended recipient (including any intermediaries in the 
delivery chain). As will be obvious, the server is able to 
decrypt the parameters to use in servicing the client's 
request only if this server is the intended recipient of the 
GET message. 35 

The optional timestamp which has been shown in the 
message flows of this embodiment, as well as the other 
embodiments below, may be used by the server to avoid 
replay attacks (whereby, e.g., the server compares the times­
tamp to the current time at which the request was received 
and discards the request if this comparison indicates that 

Note that the flows depicted herein show use of param­
eters with GET requests. It is to be understood that these 
parameters may be omitted when a particular page request 
does not require parameterized information, without devi­
ating from the inventive concepts disclosed herein. Further, 

40 

it is to be understood that the order of the elements ( such as 
identifiers, nonces, and timestamps) depicted on messages 
herein may be altered without deviating from the concepts of 
the present invention. 

The second flow indicates that the server returns the 
45 

requested message content, designated simply as "content," 
after encrypting it using the same shared scheme M. Thus, 
the privacy of the content is also protected, and the client 
will be able to decrypt this protected content only by using 

50 
the appropriate key (that is, the shared key in a private key 
system, or the client's private key in a public key system). 

Message authentication may optionally be performed by 
the receiver of each of these messages (and the messages 
described in the following scenarios as well) following the 55 
decryption of the message. The authentication process 
ensures that the message came from the party who claims to 
be the originator. Techniques for performing encryption, 
decryption, and authentication are well known in the art and 

some predetermined time period has elapsed). 
Assuming that the server's decryption and optional 

authentication and timestamp verification procedures com­
plete successfully (and no other error situations arise), the 
server then encrypts the requested content using shared 
session key k. (Alternatively, as will be obvious, the server 
could use the client's public key to encrypt the requested 
content. In this case, the client would be able to decrypt the 
content using its private key, provided that the receiving 
client was the intended recipient.) This encrypted content is 
returned to the client, along with the server's identifying 
information and the server's nonce. 

The session key k which the server uses to encrypt the 
sensitive content may be generated using some shared 
function, f, as follows: 

k=f (N(Client), N(Server)) 

where the client-contributed nonce (which the server obtains 
upon successfully decrypting the GET message, above) and 
the server's own nonce (which is then returned to the client 

do not form part of the present invention. 
An example of using this novel piggy-backed key 

exchange protocol with public key cryptography is then: 

60 in the server's response message) are both used in comput­
ing the session key. The server computes the key prior to 
encrypting the content, and the client then uses the same 
nonces to compute its own version of the key for use in Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(server)(ID(Client), 

ID(Server), N(Client), T), Encq(Client)(ID(Client), 
ID(Server), N(Client), T), EncN(Clien,i("parameters", 65 

ID(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: Enci"content"), ID(Server), N(Server) 

decrypting the content. As will be obvious, the receiving 
client will compute the same key value used by the server 
only if it is the intended client. A benefit of using a shared 
key to encrypt and decrypt session data is that encryption 
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algorithms using keys of this type are typically much less 
expensive in terms of computation than public-key encryp­
tion techniques. Alternatively, an implementation of any of 
the preferred embodiments may substitute public key encod­
ings for those shown herein as using shared keys without 
deviating from the scope of the present invention. 

Alternatively, the client and server may have already 
exchanged a session key, which they may then use for 
subsequent message exchanges using private key tech­
niques. In this situation, the piggy-backed key exchange 10 

protocol is: 
Client-->Server: GET "page", Enci"parameters", ID(Cli­

ent), T, N(Client)) 
Server-->Client: Enck(new/'content"), EnciN(Server)) 
As can be seen by comparing the first of these two 15 

messages with the corresponding message used for the 
public key approach, the client is not required to send the 
first and second sets of encrypted information but instead 
sends only the parameters, client identifier, timestamp, and 
now the client nonce as well, all encrypted using the shared 20 

key k. The server then decrypts this information ( as has been 
described) and uses the decrypted client nonce with the 
server's own nonce to compute a new session key (using a 
shared function, f, also as described above). This new 
session key is then used to encrypt the server's response, and 25 

is represented in the second message as "k(new)." The 
server then encrypts its nonce using the original shared 
session key k, so that only this client will be able to decrypt 
the nonce properly. Once the client has decrypted the 
server's nonce, the client computes its own version of the 30 

new session key, and uses this new key to decrypt the 
message content. (Alternatively, the client's public key 
could be used to encrypt the server's nonce instead of using 

16 
The novel key exchange protocol of this second preferred 

embodiment, wherein secure information transmission to 
(respectively, retrieval from) a server is provided by piggy­
backing security parameters onto existing message flows, is 
shown abstractly by the following sequence: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", Ml("parameters", ... ) 
Server--> TTP: M2(Ml("parameters", ... )) 
TTP-->Server: M2("parameters", ... ) 
Server-->Client: M3("content", ... ), meta-M3 
The first of these four flows is the client's request for a 

particular Web page. The client encrypts its security-sensi­
tive parameters using encoding scheme Ml, which it shares 
with the TTP. Upon receiving this message, the server 
determines that it is unable to process the encrypted param­
eters, as it does not understand ( or perhaps does not have 
code that implements) Ml. Thus, the server forwards the 
message on to the TTP, after first encrypting the parameters 
yet again, this time with the encoding scheme M2 shared by 
both the server and the TTP. This corresponds to the second 
flow shown above. Assuming the TTP successfully decrypts 
the message using M2, and also understands and implements 
Ml, the TTP will then perform a second decryption using 
Ml. This makes the parameters available to the TTP. In the 
mobile communication example discussed above, the 
parameters may contain information about the user of the 
client device, such as his account number with the mobile 
service. In this situation, the TTP would typically check the 
account number, ensuring inter alia that the subscriber's 
account is not delinquent. Assuming the TTP successfully 
completes its decryption process, and any other checks such 
as this account verification, the TTP will then re-encrypt the 
parameter information in a form the server can use. In this 
example where the server and TTP both share the M2 shared key k.) 

Second Preferred Embodiment 

In a second scenario, the client and server do not have a 
common message encoding scheme with each other. They 
do, however, each share an encoding scheme with some 
trusted third party (TTP). This is the situation frequently 
encountered in mobile communication systems, where a 
central database is utilized to administer the sign-on of 
mobile clients into the system. For example, such a central 
database may be incorporated into the central subscriber 
management system of cellular mobile communication net­
works such as GSM (Global System for Mobile communi­
cation), CDMA (Code-Division Multiple Access), PHS 
(Personal Handyphone System), etc. Being connected via a 
separate data communication network, such as the wired 
Internet, it is safe to assume that any traffic between the 
server and the TTP in this scenario travels over an estab­
lished secure connection and is therefore not bound by the 
same restrictions as between the client and server or between 

35 encoding scheme, the TTP uses M2 to encrypt the param­
eters, and then returns them to the server (shown above as 
the third flow). The server is now able to decrypt the 
parameters, and uses them to create the requested content, in 
the same marmer discussed earlier for the first preferred 

40 embodiment. In the final flow shown above, the server 
transmits the requested content, after first encrypting it using 
some new scheme M3, where the meta-information describ­
ing M3 is piggy-backed onto the transmitted content 
response to the client. The client, upon receiving the mes-

45 sage, uses meta-M3 to determine how to decrypt the trans­
mitted Web content. (Note that when the server encodes 
meta-M3 properly, only the intended client will be able to 
decrypt meta-M3, and thus the message content as well.) 

Note that while four message exchanges are used in this 
50 scenario, only two are between the client and server, and 

thus the overhead associated with the browser connection is 

the client and the TTP. (Accordingly, there is no pressing 55 

need to minimize the size of message transmissions between 
the server and the TTP.) 

For the flows depicted below in this second scenario, the 
message encoding scheme shared between the client and 
TTP is referred to as Ml, and the encoding scheme shared 60 

between the server and TTP is referred to as M2. A third 
encoding scheme is then preferably established between the 
client and server, referred to as M3. Each of the encoding 
schemes has the properties described previously for scheme 
M. Further, because M3 is being established dynamically, it 65 

becomes necessary to transmit the meta-information, meta­
M3, which describes the scheme to be used. 

not adversely increased. In addition, once this exchange has 
occurred for a particular client and server, the encoding 
scheme M3 remains available for future communications 
between them. In that case, they now have a shared encoding 
scheme, and may proceed according to the first preferred 
embodiment. As will be obvious to one of skill in the art, the 
server's response could be transmitted to the client by via the 
TTP, where the server would send the requested content to 
the TTP (encoded using M2), and the TTP would then 
decode and re-encode this content (preferably using encod­
ing scheme Ml) and send the encoded response to the client. 
This would remove the need to encode meta-M3 and to use 
M3 between the client and server. However, this approach 
requires additional message exchanges, and as stated earlier, 
it is preferable to minimize the number of messages trans­
mitted due to concerns of cost and/or bandwidth limitations. 
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Further note that if the client does not need to encrypt 
parameters or other information on the GET request, then 
the message exchanges between the server and TTP are not 
strictly required. Instead, the client may simply transmit an 
unencrypted request to the server, which the server will 
process and send back to the client encrypted according to 
some scheme M3, which the server then describes to the 
client using meta-M3 piggy-backed onto the response. 

An example of using this second novel piggy-backed key 
exchange protocol with public key cryptography is: 10 

Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(rrPi("parameters", 
ID(Client), ID(Server), ID(TTP), N(Client), T) 

Server--> TTP: Encp(TTP)i("parameters", ID(Client), 
ID(Server), ID (TTP), N(Client), T) 

TIP-->Server: Encp(Server/'parameters", ID(Client), 15 

N(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: Enci"content"), Encpclient)(N(Server)), 

Cert(Server) 
The GET request uses a single set of piggy-backed 

encrypted information in this embodiment. The information 20 

is encrypted by the client using the TTP's public key, and 
comprises the security-sensitive parameters (such as a sub­
scriber account number and password); identifying informa­
tion about the client, the server, and the TTP; the client's 
own nonce, and an optional timestamp. The server takes this 25 

encrypted information, and as shown in the second message 
flow, transmits it unchanged to the TTP. As shown, this 
corresponds to applying a "null" encoding for M2. (As 
stated earlier, the server and TTP may have a persistent 
secure connection already established between them; in this 30 

case, the client's encrypted information can be transmitted 
on this secure connection in the second and third message 
flows without concern for compromise of the sensitive data.) 
When application of a second encoding scheme is required 
for transmitting this data, however, the server would either 35 

use a private key it shares with the TIP, or the TTP's public 
key. Once the TIP has extracted the client's parameters by 
decryption, it re-encrypts the information using the server's 
public key (alternatively, using a key shared between the 
server and TTP). In addition, as shown in the third flow 40 

above, the TIP will typically encrypt the client's ID and 
nonce, and transmit these back to the server. This is benefi­
cial for enabling the server to know with which client these 
security-sensitive parameters are associated, and for identi­
fying the client to which the server's response is to be 45 

transmitted. Once the server receives the TTP's message, it 
decrypts the content using it's own private key (alterna­
tively, the key shared with the TIP). The server then 
encrypts the requested content using the shared key k, 
which, as in the first preferred embodiment, is computed 50 

from the client and server nonces. The server also encrypts 
its nonce using the client's public key. Preferably, the server 
piggy-backs both the encrypted server nonce and the serv­
er's digital certificate onto the client response, as shown in 
the fourth flow above. As is known in the art, one field 55 

typically specified in a digital certificate is an identification 
of an algorithm to be used when communicating with this 
certificate's owner; thus, transmission of the server's cer­
tificate informs the client of an encoding algorithm that may 
be used for future transmission to this server. (Alternatively, 60 

the server may transmit its identifier instead of its certificate, 
which the client may then use to retrieve the certificate from 
a certificate registry or database.) 

If the client is able to generate (and propose) message 
encoding schemes, then the optimization described earlier as 65 

pertaining to all four embodiments whereby a new scheme 
referred to as "Mx" is proposed may be used beneficially in 

18 
this scenario, in order to reduce the required trust in the TTP. 
Using this optimization, the abstract message flows 
described for this embodiment may be replaced by the 
following (where M4 is used to denote the encoding scheme 
Mx generated by the client): 

Client-->Server: GET "page", M4("parameters", 
ID(Server), ... ), Ml (meta-M4) 

Server--> TTP: M2(Ml(meta-M4)) 
TTP-->Server: M2(meta-M4) 
Server-->Client: M3("content", ... ), meta-M3 

In other words, the client uses the encoding scheme Ml, 
which it shares with the TTP, to encrypt only the meta­
information describing M4, and uses M4 (which is not 
known to the TTP) to encrypt the security-sensitive param­
eters, server identification, and other data. This information 
is then piggy-backed onto the GET request and sent to the 
server. The server then sends, in the second flow, just the 
encrypted meta-M4 to the TTP, encrypting it first using the 
scheme M2 shared between the server and TTP. (As 
described earlier with reference to M2, if the server and the 
TTP share a secure persistent connection, then M2 may be 
null without comprising the security of the information in 
the second and third message flows.) The TTP decrypts the 
meta-M4 information supplied by the client's original mes­
sage, and re-encrypts this using M2, for transmission back to 
the server ( as the third flow of this optimized exchange). The 
server is then able to decrypt the meta-M4 description to 
determine M4, and subsequently uses M4 to decrypt the 
parameters originally sent by the client on the GET request. 
Finally, the server generates the requested content, encrypts 
it using (as shown in the fourth flow) some new scheme M3, 
piggy-backing the description meta-M3 onto the transmis­
sion of the encrypted response. Thus as can be seen, the 
sensitive parameter data is not exposed to the TTP, but is 
shared only between the client and server. (Alternatively, 
instead of using a new scheme M3, the server may choose 
to use the same scheme M4 generated by the client for 
encrypting the server's response to the client. In this case, 
meta-data does not need to be piggy-backed onto the content 
response.) 

An example of using this optimization of the second 
embodiment, where the client is proposing a new scheme 
M4 using an existing scheme Ml, is shown below: 

Client-->Server: GET "page"; EncN(Clien,/'parameters"), 
Encp(TTP)(ID(Client), ID(Server), ID(TTP), N(Client), 
T) 

Server--> TTP: Encp(TTP))(ID(Client), ID(Server), 
ID(TTP), N(Client), T) 

TTP-->Server: Encp(Server)CID(Client), N(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: Enci"content"), Encp(Clien,i(N(Server)), 

Cert(Server) 
By comparing these four messages to the four messages 

of the exchange which did not use the optimization, it can be 
seen that the difference in the GET request is moving the 
parameters out of the data encrypted using the TIP's public 
key, and into a separately-encrypted field that is now 
encrypted using the client's nonce as the encryption key. 
Similarly, the parameters are omitted from the second and 
third message exchanges. The data sent to the client in the 
fourth message represents the same information sent when 
the optimization is not used. As an alternative, the server's 
certificate does not need to be sent when using this optimi­
zation if the server application finds it acceptable for the 
client to continue communicating by using the TTP as a 
go-between in the manner that has been described. 
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Third Preferred Embodiment 

In a third scenario, the client may initially use an encoding 
scheme which it shares with a trusted third party, but not 
with the server, where the server has no trust (and possibly 
no shared message encoding scheme) with this TIP. Or, the 
client may simply believe that the server supports-and will 
use-a particular encoding scheme proposed by the client, 
when this is not the case. In this embodiment, an additional 
request/response pair must be sent between the client and 
server to achieve a secure message exchange. This request/ 
response pair preferably takes one of two alternative forms, 
each of which will be described in turn. 

In a first aspect of this third embodiment, the request/ 
response pair uses the novel technique disclosed in the U.S. 
Patent Application titled "Exchanging Supplemental Infor­
mation Fields Between a Client and a Server," having Ser. 
No. 09/415,646, which is assigned to the same assignee and 
which is incorporated herein by reference (hereinafter, the 
"referenced patent application"). This referenced patent 
application discloses use of the REDIRECT message of the 
HTTP protocol ( or the equivalent message of another pro­
tocol such as WSP), which the server sends to a client in 
response to a client's request for Web content when the 
server wishes to request supplemental information for use in 
fulfilling the request. As disclosed therein, the supplemental 
information fields are specified in the request header of the 
REDIRECT message. For purposes of the present invention, 
the server specifies one or more security-related fields as the 
requested supplemental information. The novel piggy­
backed key exchange protocol of this first aspect of the third 
preferred embodiment is thus shown abstractly by the 
sequence: 

Client-->Server: Get "page", Ml("parameters", ... ) 
Server-->Client: REDIRECT "page", meta-M2, .. . 
Client->Server: GET "page", M2("parmeters", ... ) 
Server-->Client; M2("content", ... ) 
Here, Ml is the message encoding scheme which may be 

shared between the client and the TTP. Whereas in the 
second preferred embodiment the server forwarded the 
client's encrypted information from the GET request on to 
a TTP for decryption, in this third embodiment the server is 
unable or unwilling to send the message to a TTP. (Or, as 
discussed above, the client may erroneously believe that the 
server will find Ml acceptable.) Instead, the server sends the 
REDIRECT message back to the client, along with the 
piggy-backed meta-M2 information. (Note that according to 
the referenced patent application, this REDIRECT may 
specify either a different URL from that in the first GET 
request or it may specify the same URL. The notation "page" 
in the second and third message flows above refers to either 
case.) In effect, the server is disregarding the parameters 
from the first GET request (which it cannot decrypt, not 
having the Ml scheme available), and asking the client to try 
again using M2. This has the effect of proposing a shared 
message encoding scheme, M2, between the client and 
server. Upon receiving the REDIRECT message (and 
assuming the client finds M2 acceptable), the client re­
encrypts its parameters, using M2 this time, and re-issues the 
GET request with its piggy-backed re-encrypted parameters. 
The server is now able to decrypt the parameters using M2. 
The server encrypts the requested content, again using M2, 
and returns this content to the client. 

An example of using this first aspect of the third preferred 
embodiment is: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(rrPi("parameters", 
ID(Client), ID(Server), ID(TTP), N(Client), T) 

20 
Server-->Client: REDIRECT "page", Cert(Server) 
Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(Server/'parameters", 

ID(Client), N(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: Enck(new)("content"), Encp(Client)(N 

(Server)) 
As in the first-presented example of the second preferred 

embodiment, the original GET request uses a single set of 
piggy-backed encrypted information, and again the infor­
mation is encrypted by the client using the TTP's public key 

10 (because it is the TTP with which the client has the shared 
encoding scheme Ml), and comprises similar information. 
(In the scenario described above where the client errone­
ously believes that the server supports Ml, the first message 
flows of this third embodiment would substitute the server's 

15 public key, or a shared key which the client believes the 
server can use, for the TTP's public key and would omit the 
TTP's identifying information.) However, the server's 
response is now to send a REDIRECT message, along with 
the server's certificate, back to the client. From this server 

20 certificate, the client can determine the server's public key 
as well as an encryption algorithm (i.e. M2) to use when it 
re-requests the page (according to the semantics of the 
REDIRECT message, as defined for the HTTP protocol). 
Thus, the third message shown in the above exchange 

25 indicates that the client now encrypts the security-sensitive 
information using the server's public key. The server then 
encrypts the requested content using a new shared key 
k(new), which is computed using the client and server 
nonces, as described earlier, and encrypts its nonce using the 

30 client's public key. The server piggy-backs the encrypted 
server nonce onto the encrypted content and transmits this as 
its response to the client, as shown in the fourth flow above. 

In a second aspect of this third preferred embodiment, the 
REDIRECT message is replaced by an HTTP www-Authen-

35 ticate header. As defined by the HTTP specification, the 
www-Authenticate header provides a technique for a server 
to request additional information from the client for pur­
poses of authentication, before the server will complete the 
client's request for access to a particular Web page. While 

40 the HTTP specification defines a single type of authentica­
tion (i.e. "Basic"), it also specifies that the server is free to 
use any other value, where the use and interpretation of that 
value is then browser- and server-dependent. According to 
this aspect of the third preferred embodiment, the value will 

45 be a keyword such as "PasswordRedirect," and the header 
will preferably include a URL to which the client should be 
redirected when replying to this message. (As stated for the 
first aspect of this third embodiment, the URL may be the 
same URL from the first GET request, or it may be a 

50 different URL.) In this manner, a URL redirection capability 
is optionally being tunneled over the HTTP authenticate 
mechanism. A browser implementing support for this Pass­
wordRedirect keyword will understand, when receiving the 
www-Authenticate containing this keyword, that the server 

55 is using the extension disclosed herein to the existing HTTP 
authentication mechanism. The browser will then gather the 
requested credentials, and re-issue the request (in the same 
manner depicted above for the third message flow of the first 
aspect), where the URL in this subsequent GET request is 

60 now (when specified) taken from the www-Authenticate 
header. 

An example of using this second aspect of the third 
preferred embodiment is: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(TTP)("parameters", 
65 ID(Client), ID(Server), ID(TTP), N(Client), T) 

Server-->Client: www-Authenticate(PasswordRedirect 
"page"), Cert(Server) 
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Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(Server)("parameters", 
ID(Client), N(Client), T) 

Server-->Client: Enck(new)("content"), Encp(Client)(N 
(Server)) 

22 
In the initial GET request, "M?'' is some verb or keyword 

that indicates to the server that the client has no encoding 
scheme to suggest, and that the server should propose one. 
Because the client has no way to encode its security­
sensitive parameters at this point, it does not transmit the 
parameters. (Alternatively, an implementation of this aspect 
may use the absence of parameters to indicate that the client 
is requesting the server to suggest an encoding scheme. In 
this situation, "M?'' corresponds to omitting any parameter-

Note that the third and fourth flows of the exchanges in 
both aspects of this third embodiment are identical to the 
flows of the shared key version of the first preferred embodi­
ment, which was defined for the shared-encoding scenario 
that the client and server have now established by the 
information transmitted on the REDIRECT or www-Au­
thenticate message. 

It is also important to note that when the client encrypts 

10 related information and to the absence of a special verb or 
keyword.) In response, the server sends a REDIRECT 
message back to the client, along with the piggy-backed 
meta-M information. Thus, the server is asking the client to 
try again using encoding scheme M (to be learned from the 

its initial GET request information using the TTP's public 
key, as illustrated for the second embodiment and both 
aspects of the third preferred embodiment, the client is not 
required to verify whether the server to which the GET 
request is being sent has any trust in ( or shared message 
scheme with) this same TTP. When the server implements 
support for both the second and third embodiments, the 
server may choose whether to proceed according to the 
second embodiment (i.e. by forwarding the encrypted infor­
mation to the TTP) or according to the third embodiment (by 
returning a REDIRECT or www-Authenticate message to 
request the information according to a different, now-shared 
encoding scheme). Alternatively, it may happen that a par- 25 

ticular server implements only one of the second or third 
embodiment; in that case, the server will respond using the 
response appropriate to that embodiment. 

15 meta-M information), which then proposes Mas the parties' 
shared message encoding scheme. Upon receiving the 
REDIRECT message (and assuming the client finds M 
acceptable), the client encrypts its parameters using M, and 
re-issues the GET request which now includes the piggy-

20 backed encrypted parameters. The server then uses M to 
decrypt the parameters and to encrypt the requested content, 
and returns this content to the client as shown in the final 
flow above. 

Fourth Preferred Embodiment 30 

In a fourth scenario, the client does not share an encoding 
scheme with any other party. This may be the case, for 
example, on a very minimal client device which has insuf­
ficient storage to hold certificates (and therefore message 35 

encoding schemes). Or, the client may know that for a 
particular target server, the parties have no shared encoding 
scheme. This fourth preferred embodiment has three alter­
native aspects. In the first and second of these aspects, an 
additional request/response pair must be sent between the 40 

client and server to achieve a secure message exchange, as 
in the third preferred embodiment. In the first aspect, this 
request/response pair begins with the server sending a 
REDIRECT message, and in the second aspect, this pair 
begins with the server sending a response with a www- 45 

Authenticate header which preferably includes a redirect 
keyword and URL. The manner in which the REDIRECT 
and www-Authenticate are used for these two aspects is as 
described above for the two aspects of the third preferred 
embodiment, and thus the details will not be presented again 50 

for this fourth embodiment. The third aspect of this fourth 
embodiment uses only two message flows, and is described 
following the discussion of the first and second aspects. 

In a first aspect of this fourth embodiment, the request/ 
55 

response pair uses the same novel technique of the refer­
enced patent application, whereby the server sends an HTTP 
( or WSP) REDIRECT message to a client in response to a 
client's request for Web content, so that the server can 
request security-related supplemental information for use in 

60 
fulfilling the request. The novel piggy-backed key exchange 
protocol of this first aspect of the fourth preferred embodi­
ment is shown abstractly below: 

An example of using this first aspect of the fourth pre­
ferred embodiment is: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", NULL 
Server-->Client: REDIRECT "page", Cert(Server) 
Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(Server/'parameters", 

ID(Client), N(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: 

(Server)) 
Enck(new)("content"), Encp(Client)(N 

The keyword "NULL" is used in this example to convey 
to the server that the client will not send its parameters until 
it learns, from the server, a message encoding scheme that 
can be used to transmit the parameters securely. The server 
provides this information by sending a REDIRECT mes­
sage, along with the server's certificate, back to the client. 
(As stated above, from this server certificate, the client can 
determine the server's public key as well as an encryption 
algorithm M to use when it re-requests the page.) In an 
identical manner as described for the corresponding message 
of the third embodiment (both aspects), the client now 
encrypts the security-sensitive information using the serv­
er's public key. Also identically to the final message of the 
third embodiment (both aspects), the server then encrypts 
the requested content using a new shared key k(new); 
encrypts its nonce using the client's public key; piggy-backs 
the encrypted server nonce onto the encrypted content; and 
transmits this as its response to the client. 

In a second aspect of this fourth preferred embodiment, 
the REDIRECT message is replaced by an HTTP www­
Authenticate header, in the same manner described above 
for the third embodiment. An example of using this second 
aspect of the fourth preferred embodiment is: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", NULL 
Server-->Client: www-Authenticate(PasswordRedirect 

"page"), Cert(Server) 
Client-->Server: GET "page", Encp(Server/'parameters", 

ID(Client), N(Client), T) 
Server-->Client: 

(Server)) 
Enck(new)C"content"), 

Client->Server: GET "page", M?, ... 
Server-->Client: REDIRECT "page", meta-M 
Client-->Server: GET "page", M("parameters", ... ) 
Server-->Client: M("content", ... ) 

(As stated above for the first aspect, an implementation of 
65 this second aspect may use the absence of parameters to 

indicate that the client is requesting the server to suggest an 
encoding scheme.) 



US 7,039,946 Bl 
23 

As noted with reference to the aspects of the third 
embodiment, the third and fourth flows of the exchanges in 
these first two aspects of this fourth embodiment are iden­
tical to the shared key version of the flows of the first 
preferred embodiment, as is appropriate for the shared­
encoding scenario that the client and server have now 
established by the information transmitted on the REDI­
RECT or www-Authenticate message. 

In a third aspect of this fourth preferred embodiment, it 
may happen that the client does not need to transmit any 10 

security-sensitive information with the GET request. In this 
case, the number of message flows between the client and 
server according to this piggy-backed key exchange protocol 
is reduced to two. This exchange is represented abstractly as: 

Client-->Server: GET "page", "parameters", USE- 15 

_ANY_M 
Server-->Client: M("content", ... ), meta-M 

In other words, the client indicates on the GET request that 

24 
computer-readable program code means for piggy-back­

ing a first portion of security information onto a second 
message sent from said server application to said client 
application, wherein said second message uses a sec­
ond pre-existing message type and wherein said first 
portion comprises a response to said request for a 
message encoding scheme; 

computer-readable program code means for piggy-back­
ing a second portion of security information onto a 
third message sent from said client application to said 
server application, wherein said third message uses said 
first pre-existing message type; and 

computer-readable program code means for piggy-back­
ing a third portion of security information onto a fourth 
message sent from said server application to said client 
application, wherein said fourth message uses a third 
pre-existing message type. 

2. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
wherein said first pre-existing message type is a HyperText 

the server may use any message encoding scheme. The 
server then responds by encoding the security-sensitive 
content using some scheme M, and transmits the meta-M 
information that will enable the client to use this scheme as 
well. 

20 Transfer Protocol (HTTP) GET request message, said sec­
ond pre-existing message type is an HTTP REDIRECT 
message, and said third pre-existing message type is a 
response to said HTTP GET request message. 

3. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
An example of using this third aspect is then: 
Client-->Server: GET "page", "parameters", ID(Client), 

N(Client), T 
Server-->Client: Enci"content"), Encp(Chent)(N(Server)), 

Cert(Server) 

25 wherein said first pre-existing message type is a HyperText 
Transfer Protocol (HTTP) POST request message, said 
second pre-existing message type is an HTTP REDIRECT 
message, and said third pre-existing message type is a 
response to said HTTP POST request message. 

4. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
wherein said first pre-existing message type is a Wireless 
Session Protocol (WSP) GET request message, said second 
pre-existing message type is a WSP REDIRECT message, 
and said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 

35 WSP GET request message. 

As shown by this GET request, the client sends any 
30 

information pertinent to this request in unencrypted form. 
The server obtains the client's public key using the provided 
client identifying information to retrieve the client's certifi­
cate (or to otherwise look up the public key). The server 
encrypts the requested content using session key k, and 
encrypts its own nonce using the client's public key. (As 
described earlier, the session key may be derived using a 
function of the client nonce and the server nonce.) The 
server piggy-backs its encrypted nonce, as well as its cer­
tificate ( or an identifier which can be used to retrieve its 
certificate), onto the encrypted content and sends this to the 
client. The client then uses the server's certificate to learn the 
message encoding scheme M that the server has used, thus 
enabling the client to use this scheme for decryption. Thus, 

5. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
wherein said first pre-existing message type is a Wireless 
Session Protocol (WSP) POST request message, said second 
pre-existing message type is a WSP REDIRECT message, 

40 and said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 
WSP POST request message. 

the client and server have established a secure connection, 
45 

and exchanged data securely on this connection, using no 
more messages than required in the current art for a non­
secure data exchange. 

While several preferred embodiments of the present 
invention have been described, additional variations and 

50 
modifications may occur to those skilled in the art once they 
learn of the basic inventive concepts. Therefore, it is 
intended that the appended claims shall be construed to 
include both the preferred embodiment and all such varia­
tions and modifications as fall within the spirit and scope of 

55 
the invention. 

We claim: 
1. A computer program product embodied on one or more 

computer-readable media, for establishing a secure connec­
tion between a client application and a server application 60 

using pre-existing message types, said computer program 
product comprising: 

computer-readable program code means for piggy-bag a 
request for a message encoding scheme proposal onto 
a first message sent from said client application to said 65 

server application, wherein said first message uses a 
first pre-existing message type; 

6. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
wherein: 

said first message request a secure page from said server 
application, wherein said secure page request further 
comprises an identifier of said secure page; 

said second message sends a redirection message from 
said server application to said client application, 
wherein said redirection message comprises a redi­
rected identifier of said secure page; 

said third message sends a subsequent request for said 
secure page from said server application in response to 
said redirection message, wherein said subsequent 
request further comprises said redirected identifier of 
said secure page; and 

said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 
secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

7. The computer program product according to Clam 6, 
wherein: 

said first portion further comprises a security certificate of 
said server application; 

said second portion further comprises a set of information 
encrypted using a public key of said server application; 
and 
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said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 
application. 

8. The computer program product according to claim 6, 
wherein: 

said first portion further comprises an identification of 
said server application; 

26 
application to said client application, wherein said 
fourth message uses a third pre-existing message type. 

15. The system according to claim 14, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) GET request message, said second pre-existing 
message type is an www-Authenticate message header, and 
said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 
HTTP GET request message. 

16. The system according to claim 14, wherein said first 
said second portion further comprises a set of information 

encrypted using a public key of said server application; 
and 

said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 
application. 

10 pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) POST request message, said second pre-existing 
message type is an HTTP www-Authenticate message 
header, and said third pre-existing message type is a 

9. The computer program product according to claim 7 or 
claim 8, wherein said request for a message encoding 15 

scheme further comprises a keyword indicating said request. 

response to said HTTP POST request message. 
17. The system according to claim 14, wherein said first 

pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) GET request message, said second pre-existing mes­
sage type is a WSP www-Authenticate message header, and 
said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 

10. The computer program product according to claim 9, 
wherein said set of information comprises: zero or more 
parameters required for said secure page request; an iden­
tification of said client application; a client nonce; and 
optionally including a timestamp. 

20 WSP GET request message. 
18. The system according to claim 14, wherein said first 

pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) POST request message, said second pre-existing 
message type is a WSP www-Authenticate message header, 

11. The computer program product according to claim 6, 
wherein said redirected identifier of said secure page is 
identical to said identifier of said secure page. 

12. The computer program product according to claim 1, 
wherein: 

25 and said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 
WSP POST request message. 

said first message requests a secure page firm said server 
application, wherein said request further comprises an 
identifier of said secure page; 

30 
said second message sends an authentication message 

from said server application to said client application; 
said third message sends a subsequent request for said 

secure page form said server application in response to 
said authentication message; and 

35 
said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 

secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

13. The computer program product according to claim 12, 
wherein said authentication message comprises a redirected 
identifier of said secure page, and wherein said subsequent 
request further comprises said redirected identifier of said 
secure page. 

14. A system for establishing a secure connection between 
a client application and a server application using pre­
existing message types, said system comprising: 

means for piggy-backing a request for a message encod-

40 

45 

ing scheme proposal onto a first message sent from said 50 
client application to said server application, wherein 
said first message uses a first pre-existing message 
type; 

19. The system according to claim 14, wherein: 
said first message requests a secure page from said server 

application, wherein said request further comprises an 
identifier of said secure page; 

said second message sends a redirection message from 
said server application to said client application, 
wherein said redirection message comprises a redi­
rected identifier of said secure page; 

said third message sends a subsequent request for said 
secure page from said server application in response to 
said redirection message, wherein said subsequent 
request further comprises said redirected identifier of 
said secure page; and 

said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 
secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

20. The system according to claim 14, wherein: 
said first message requests a secure page from said server 

application, wherein said request further comprises an 
identifier of said secure page; 

said second message sends an authentication message 
from said server application to said client application; 

said third message sends a subsequent request for said 
secure page from said server application in response to 
said authentication message; and 

said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 
secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

21. The system according to claim 20, wherein said 

means for piggy-backing a first portion of security infor­
mation onto a second message sent from said server 55 
application to said client application, wherein said 
second message uses a second pre-existing message 
type and wherein said first portion comprises a 
response to said request for a message encoding 
scheme; 60 authentication message comprises a directed identifier of 

said secure page, and wherein said subsequent request 
further comprises said redirected identifier of said secure 
page. 

means for piggy-backing a second portion of security 
information onto a third message sent from said client 
application to said server application, wherein said 
third message uses said first pre-existing message type; 
and 

means for piggy-backing a third portion of security infor­
mation onto a fourth message sent from said server 

22. The system according to claim 20 or claim 21, 
65 wherein: 

said first portion further comprises a security certificate of 
said server application; 
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said second portion further comprises a set of information 
encrypted using a public key of said server application; 
and 

said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 
application. 

23. The system according to claim 20 or claim 21 
wherein: 

28 
header, and said third pre-existing message type is a 
response to said HTTP POST request message. 

31. The method according to claim 28, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) GET request message, said second pre-existing mes­
sage type is a WSP www-Authenticate message header, and 
said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 
WSP GET request message. 

32. The method according to claim 28, wherein said first said first portion further comprises an identification of 
said server application; 

said second portion further comprises a set of information 
encrypted using a public key of said server application; 
and 

10 pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) POST request message, said second pre-existing 
message type is a WSP www-Authenticate message header, 
and said third pre-existing message type is a response to said 

said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 15 

application. 
24. The system according to claim 21, wherein said 

request for a message encoding scheme further comprises a 
keyword indicating said request. 

25. The system according to claim 24, wherein said set of 20 

information comprises: zero or more parameters required for 
said secure page request; an identification of said client 
application; a client nonce; and optionally including a times­
tamp. 

26. The system according to claim 23, wherein said 25 

request for a message encoding scheme further comprises a 
keyword indicating said request and wherein said set of 
information comprises: zero or more parameters required for 
said secure page request; an identification of said client 
application; a client nonce; and optionally including a times- 30 

tamp. 
27. The system according to claim 21, wherein said 

redirected identifier of said secure page is identical to said 
identifier of said secure page. 

28. A method for establishing a secure connection 
35 

between a client application and a server application using 
pre-existing message types, said method comprising the 
steps of: 

piggy-backing a request for a message encoding scheme 
40 

proposal onto a first message sent from said client 
application to said server application, wherein said first 
message uses a first pre-existing message type; 

piggy-backing a first portion of security information onto 
a second message sent from said server application to 

45 
said client application, wherein said second message 
uses a second pre-existing message type and wherein 
said first portion comprises a response to said request 
for a message encoding scheme; 

piggy-backing a second portion of security information 50 
onto a third message sent from said client application to 
said server application, wherein said third message uses 
said first pre-existing message type; and 

piggy-backing a third portion of security information onto 
a fourth message sent from said server application to 55 
said client application, wherein said fourth message 
uses a third pre-existing message type. 

29. The method according to claim 28, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) GET request message, said second pre-existing 60 

message type is an HTTP www-Authenticate message 
header, and said third pre-existing message type is a 
response to said HTTP GET request message. 

30. The method according to claim 28, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 65 

(HTTP) POST request message, said second pre-existing 
message type is an HTTP www-Authenticate message 

WSP POST request message. 
33. The method according to claim 28, wherein: 
said first message requests a secure page from said server 

application, wherein said request further comprises an 
identifier of said secure page; 

said second message sends a redirection message from 
said server application to said client application, 
wherein said redirection message comprises a redi-
rected identifier of said secure page; 

said third message sends a subsequent request for said 
secure page from said server application in response to 
said redirection message, wherein said subsequent 
request further comprises said redirected identifier of 
said secure page; and 

said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 
secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

34. The method according to claim 28, wherein: 
said first message requests a secure page from said server 

application, wherein said request further comprises an 
identifier of said secure page; 

said second message sends an authentication message 
from said server application to said client application; 

said third message sends a subsequent request for said 
secure page from said server application in response to 
said authentication message; and 

said fourth message sends a response to said subsequent 
secure page request to said client application, wherein 
said response further comprises a content portion 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application. 

35. The method according to claim 34, wherein said 
authentication message comprises a redirected identifier of 
said secure page, and wherein said subsequent request 
further comprises said redirected identifier of said secure 
page. 

36. The method according to claim 34 or claim 35, 
wherein: 

said first portion further comprises a security certificate of 
said server application; 

said second portion further comprises a set of information 
encrypted using a public key of said sever application; 
and 

said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 
application. 

37. The method according to claim 34 or claim 35, 
wherein: 

said first portion further comprises an identification of 
said server application; 
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said second portion further comprises a set of information 
encrypted using a public key of said server application; 
and 

said third portion further comprises a nonce of said server 
application, encrypted using a public key of said client 
application. 

38. The method according to claim 35, wherein said 
request for a message encoding scheme further comprises a 
keyword indicating said request. 

39. The method according to claim 38, wherein said set of 10 

information comprises: zero or more parameters required for 
said secure page request; an identification of said client 
application; a client nonce; and optionally including a times­
tamp. 

40. The method according to claim 37, wherein said 15 

request for a message encoding scheme further comprises a 
keyword indicating said request and wherein said set of 
information comprises: zero or more parameters required for 
said secure page request; an identification of said client 
application; a client nonce; and optionally including a times- 20 

tamp. 
41. The method according to claim 35, wherein said 

redirected identifier of said secure page is identical to said 
identifier of said secure page. 

42. A method for establishing a secure connection 25 

between a client application and a server application using 
pre-existing message types, said method comprising the 
steps of: 

piggy-backing a request for said server application to 
select a message encoding scheme onto a content 30 

request sent from said client application to said server 
application, wherein said content request uses a first 
pre-existing message type to request content from, or 
deliver content to, said server application; 

selecting, by said server application without using infor-
35 

mation from, or pre-arranged with, said client applica­
tion, a message encoding scheme, responsive to said 
content request; 

using, by said server application, said selected message 
40 

encoding scheme to encrypt security-sensitive content 
for sending to said client application, responsive to said 
content request; and 

piggy-backing security information onto content response 
sent from said server application to said client appli- 45 
cation, wherein said content response uses a second 
pre-existing message type and responds to said content 
request by sending said encrypted security-sensitive 
content, wherein said piggy-backed security informa­
tion enables said client application to determine said 50 
selected message encoding scheme, such that said 
client can then decrypt said security-sensitive content. 

43. The method according to claim 42, wherein said first 
pr-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) GET request message and said second pre-existing 55 
message type is a response to said HTTP GET request 
message. 

44. The method according to claim 42, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) POST request message and said second pre-existing 60 

message type is a response to said HTTP POST request 
message. 

30 
46. The method according to claim 42, wherein said first 

pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) POST request message and said second pre-existing 
message type is a response to said WSP POST request 
message. 

47. The method according to claim 42, wherein: 
said content request requests said security-sensitive con­

tent from said server application, wherein said request 
further comprises an identifier with which said secu­
rity-sensitive content can be located; 

said security-sensitive content in said content response is 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application; and 

said security information secures said session key while 
enabling said client application to securely recover said 
session key. 

48. The method according to claim 47, wherein: 
said request to select a message encoding scheme further 

comprises an identifier of said client application, a 
nonce of said client application, and optionally includes 
a timestamp; and 

said security information is secured using a public key of 
said client application. 

49. The method according to claim 47, wherein said 
security information further comprises: 

a nonce of said server application, encrypted using a 
public key of said client application; and 

a security certificate of said server application. 
50. The method according to claim 48 or claim 49, 

wherein said content request further comprises zero or more 
parameters required for said server application to use when 
said security-sensitive content. 

51. A system for establishing a secure connection between 
a client application and a server application using pre­
existing message types, said system comprising: 

means for piggy-backing a request for said server appli-
cation to select a message encoding scheme onto con­
tent request sent from said client application to said 
server application, wherein said content request uses a 
first pre-existing message type to request content from, 
or deliver content to, said server application; 

means for selecting, said server application without using 
information from, or pre-arranged with, said client 
application, a message encoding scheme, responsive to 
said content request; 

means for using, by said server application, said selected 
message encoding scheme to encrypt security-sensitive 
content for sending to said client application, respon­
sive to said content request; and 

means for piggy-backing security information onto a 
content response sent from said server application to 
said client application, wherein said content response 
uses a second pre-existing message type and responds 
to said content request by sending said encrypted 
security-sensitive content, wherein said piggy-backed 
security information enables said client application to 
determine said selected message encoding scheme, 
such that said client application can then decrypt said 
security-sensitive content. 

52. The system according to claim 51, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) GET request message and said second pre-existing 
message type is a response to said HTTP GET request 

45. The method according to claim 42, wherein said first 
pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
(WSP) GET request message and said second pre-existing 
message type is a response to said WSP GET request 
message. 

65 message. 
53. The system according to claim 51, wherein said first 

pre-existing message type is a Wireless Session Protocol 
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(WSP) GET request message and said second pre-existing 
message type is a response to said WSP GET request 
message. 

54. The system according to claim 51, wherein: 
said content request requests said security-sensitive con­

tent from said server application, wherein said request 
further comprises an identifier with which said secu­
rity-sensitive content can be located; 

said security-sensitive content in said content response is 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 10 

application; and 
said security information secures said session key while 

enabling said client application to securely recover said 
session key. 

55. The system according to claim 54, wherein: 
said request to select a message encoding scheme further 

comprises an identifier of said client application, a 
nonce of said client application, and optionally includes 
a timestamp; and 

15 

said security information is secured using a public key of 20 

said client application. 
56. The system according to claim 54, wherein said 

security information further comprises: 
a nonce of said server application, encrypted using a 

public key of said client application; and 
a security certificate of said server application. 
57. The system according to claim 55 or claim 56, 

wherein said content request further comprises zero or more 
parameters required for said server application to use when 
preparing said security-sensitive content. 

25 

30 

32 
60. The computer program product according to claim 58, 

wherein said first pre-existing message type is a Wireless 
Session Protocol (WSP) GET request message and said 
second pre-existing message type is a response to said WSP 
GET request message. 

61. The computer program product according to claim 58, 
wherein: 

said content request requests said security-sensitive con­
tent form said server application, wherein said request 
further comprises an identifier with which said secu­
rity-sensitive content can be located; 

said security-sensitive content in said content response is 
encrypted using a session key generated by said server 
application; and 

said security information secures said session key while 
enabling said client application to securely recover said 
session key. 

62. The computer program product according to claim 61, 
wherein: 

said request to select a message encoding scheme further 
comprises an identifier of said client application, a 
nonce of said client application, and optionally includes 
a timestamp; and 

said security information is secured using a public key of 
said client application. 

63. The computer program product according to claim 61, 
wherein said security information further comprises: 

a nonce of said server application, encrypted using a 
public key of said client application; and 

a security certificate of said server application. 
58. A computer program product embodied on one or 

more computer-readable media, for establishing a secure 
connection between a client application and a server appli­
cation using pre-existing message types, said computer 
program product comprising: 

64. The computer program product according to claim 62 
or claim 63, wherein said content request further comprises 
zero or more parameters required for said server application 

35 
to use when preparing said security-sensitive content. 

65. A method for securely establishing a connection 
between a client application and a server application, further 
comprising steps of: 

computer-readable program code means for piggy-back­
ing a request for said server application to select a 
message encoding scheme onto a content request sent 
from said client application to said server application, 
wherein said content request a first pre-existing mes- 40 

sage type to request content from, or deliver content to, 
said server application; 

computer-readable program code means for selecting, by 
said server application without using information from, 
or pre-arranged with, said client application a message 45 

encoding scheme, responsive to said content request; 
computer-readable program code means for using by said 

server application, said selected message encoding 
scheme to encrypt security-sensitive content for send-
ing to said client application, responsive to said content 50 

request; and 
computer-readable program code means for piggy-back-

ing security information onto a content response sent 
from said server application to said client application, 
wherein said content response uses a second pre- 55 

existing message type and responds to said content 
request by sending said encrypted security-sensitive 
content, wherein said piggy-backed security informa­
tion enables said client application to determine said 
selected message encoding scheme, such that said 60 

client application can then decrypt said security-sensi-
tive content. 

59. The computer program product according to claim 58, 
wherein said first pre-existing message type is a HyperText 
Transfer Protocol (HTTP) GET request message and said 65 

second pre-existing message type is a response to said HTTP 
GET request message. 

sending, from the client application to the server appli­
cation, a first message that uses a first pre-existing 
message type, wherein the first message requests infor­
mation from the server application and includes a 
parameter portion, the parameter portion containing 
zero or more parameters that may be used by the server 
application in creating the requested information; 

selecting, by the server application responsive to receiv­
ing the first message, a message encoding scheme 
without using information from, or pre-arranged with, 
the client application; 

using, by the server application, the selected message 
encoding scheme to encrypt the requested information 
that responds to the first message, the requested infor­
mation created using zero or more of the zero or more 
parameters; and 

sending, from the server application to the client appli­
cation, a second message, responsive to receiving the 
message, wherein: 
the second message uses a second pre-existing message 

type; 
the second message contains the encrypted requested 

information; and 
the second message has security information piggy-

backed thereon, the piggy-backed security informa­
tion enabling the client application to determine the 
selected message encoding scheme, such that the 
client application can then decrypt the encrypted 
requested information. 
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66. The method according to claim 65, wherein a client­
provided nonce is transmitted on the first message and is 
used with a server-provided nonce to create a session key for 
input to the selected message encoding scheme in the using 
step. 

67. A method for securely establishing a connection 
between a client application and a server application, further 
comprising steps of: 

sending, from the client application to the server appli­
cation, a first message that uses a first pre-existing 10 

message type, wherein the first message requests infor­
mation from the server application and signals the 
server application to propose an encoding scheme to be 
used for securely establishing the connection; 

sending, from the server application to the client appli- 15 

cation, a second message in response to the first mes­
sage, wherein the second message uses a second pre­
existing message type and requests the client 
application to re-send the information request from the 
first message, and wherein the second message also 20 

transmits a description of the encoding scheme pro­
posed by the server application; 

sending, from the client application to the server appli­
cation, a third message in response to the second 
message, wherein the third message uses the first 25 

pre-existing message type and re-sends the information 
request from the first message, along with zero or more 
parameters to be used by the server application in 
creating the requested information and first security 
information for use by the server application in 30 

securely establishing the connection, according to the 
described encoding scheme; and 

sending, from the server application to the client appli­
cation, a fourth message in response to the third mes­
sage, wherein the fourth message uses a third pre- 35 

existing message type and contains the requested 
information, which has been encrypted using a session 
key created using the first security information as an 
input, and wherein the fourth message further com­
prises second security information which was also used 40 

as an input when creating the session key, the second 
security information encrypted such that it can be 
decrypted only by the client application. 

68. The method according to claim 67, wherein the 
parameters are encrypted using a public key of the server, 45 

according to the described encoding scheme. 
69. The method according to claim 67, wherein the first 

security information comprises a client nonce and the sec­
ond security information comprises a server nonce. 

70. A system for securely establishing a connection 50 

between a client application and a server application, com­
prising: 

means for sending, from the client application to the 
server application, a first message that uses a first 
pre-existing message type, wherein the first message 55 

requests information from the server application and 
includes a parameter portion, the parameter portion 
containing zero or more parameters that may be used 
by the server application in creating the requested 
information; 60 

means for selecting, by the server application responsive 
to receiving the first message, a message encoding 
scheme without using information from, or pre-ar­
ranged with, the client application; 

means for using, by the server application, the selected 65 

message encoding scheme to encrypt the requested 
information that responds to the first message, the 

34 
requested information created using zero or more of the 
zero or more parameters; and 

means for sending, from the server application to the 
client application, a second message, responsive to 
receiving the first message, wherein: 
the second message uses a second pre-existing message 

type; 
the second message contains the encrypted requested 

information; and 
the second message has security information piggy­

backed thereon, the piggy-backed security informa­
tion enabling the client application to determine the 
selected message encoding scheme, such that the 
client application can then decrypt the encrypted 
requested information. 

71. The system according to claim 70, wherein a client­
provided nonce is transmitted on the first message and is 
used with a server-provided nonce to create a session key for 
input to the selected message scheme in the means for using. 

72. A system for securely establishing a connection 
between a client application and a server application, com­
prising: 

means for sending, from the client application to the 
server application, a first message that uses a first 
pre-existing message type, wherein the first message 
requests information from the server application and 
signals the server application to propose an encoding 
scheme to be used for securely establishing the con­
nection; 

means for sending, from the server application to the 
client application, a second message in response to the 
first message, wherein the second message uses a 
second pre-existing message type and requests the 
client application to re-send the information request 
from the first message, and wherein the second mes­
sage also transmits a description of the encoding 
scheme proposed by the server application; 

means for sending, from the client application to the 
server application, a third message in response to the 
second message, wherein the third message uses the 
first pre-existing message type and re-sends the infor­
mation request from the first message, along with zero 
or more parameters to be used by the server application 
in creating the requested information and first security 
information for use by the server application in 
securely establishing the connection, according to the 
described encoding scheme; and 

means for sending, from the server application to the 
client application, a fourth message in response to the 
third message, wherein the fourth message uses a third 
pre-existing message type and contains the requested 
information, which has been encrypted using a session 
key created using the first security information as an 
input, and wherein the fourth message further com­
prises second security information which was also used 
as an input when creating the session key, the second 
security information encrypted such that it can be 
decrypted only by the client application. 

73. The system according to claim 72, wherein the param­
eters are encrypted using a public key of the server, accord­
ing to the described encoding scheme. 

74. The system according to claim 72, wherein the first 
security information comprises a client nonce and the sec­
ond security information comprises a server nonce. 

75. A computer program product for securely establishing 
a connection between a client application and a server 
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application, the computer program product embodied on one 
or more computer-readable media and comprising: 

computer-readable program code means for sending, from 
the client application to the server application, a first 
message that uses a first pre-existing message type, 
wherein the first message requests information from the 
server application and includes a parameter portion, the 
parameter portion containing zero or more parameters 
that may be used by the server application in creating 
the requested information; 

computer-readable program code means for selecting, by 
the server application responsive to receiving the first 
message, a message encoding scheme without using 
information from, or pre-arranged with, the client 
application; 

10 

15 

computer-readable program code means for using by the 
server application, the selected message encoding 
scheme to encrypt the requested information that 
responds to the first message, the requested information 
created using zero or more of the zero or more param- 20 

eters; and 
computer-readable program code means for sending, from 

the server application to the client application, a second 
message, responsive to receiving the first message, 
wherein: 
the second message uses a second pre-existing message 

type; 
the second message contains the encrypted requested 

information; and 

25 

the second message has security information piggy- 30 

backed thereon, the piggy-backed security informa­
tion enabling the client application to determine the 
selected message encoding scheme, such that the 
client application can then decrypt the encrypted 
requested information. 35 

36 
message that uses a first pre-existing message type, 
wherein the first message requests information from the 
server application and signals the server application to 
propose an encoding scheme to be used for securely 
establishing the connection; 

computer-readable program code means for sending, from 
the server application to the client application, a second 
message in response to the first message, wherein the 
second message uses a second pre-existing message 
type and requests the client application to re-send the 
information request from the first message, and 
wherein the second message also transmits a descrip­
tion of the encoding scheme proposed by the server 
application; 

computer-readable program code means for sending, from 
the client application to the server application, a third 
message in response to the second message, wherein 
the third message uses the first pre-existing message 
type and re-sends the information request from the first 
message, along with zero or more parameters to be used 
by the server application in creating the requested 
information and first security information for use by the 
server application in securely establishing the connec­
tion, according to the described encoding scheme; and 

computer-readable program code means for sending, from 
the server application to the client application, a fourth 
message in response to the third message, wherein the 
fourth message uses a third pre-existing message type 
and contains the requested information, which has been 
encrypted using a session key created using the first 
security information as an input, and wherein the fourth 
message further comprises second security information 
which was also used as an input when creating the 
session key, the second security information encrypted 
such that it can be decrypted only by the client appli­
cation. 

76. The computer program product according to claim 75, 
wherein a client-provided nonce is transmitted on the first 
message and is used with a server-provided nonce to create 
a session key for input to the selected message encoding 
scheme in the computer-readable program code means for 
using. 

78. The computer program product according to claim 77, 

40 
wherein the parameters are encrypted using a public key of 
the server, according to the described encoding scheme. 

77. A computer program product for securely establishing 
a connection between a client application and a server 
application, the computer program product embodied on one 
or more computer-readable media and comprising: 

computer-readable program code means for sending, from 
the client application to the server application, a first 

79. The computer program product according to claim 77, 
wherein the first security information comprises a client 
nonce and the second security information comprises a 

45 server nonce. 

* * * * * 
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