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ABSTRACT

With the development of wire and wireless based networks, a various security protocols have been proposed to protect
important resources and user information against attackers. However, many security protocols have found only to be later
vulnerable to attacks. In this paper, we introduce the formal methodology to verify the safety of security protocols in the
design phase, and we take advantage of the formal methodology which uses Casper/CSP and FDR tools by introducing the
verification example of EKE protocol and BCY protocol. Lastly, we propose a new BCY protocol after verifying it’s safety.
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OpenSSH T 2a#ox] whAd" Wy eEzZ L
330 Bt Z2EZ A AL old =z
2 <deje] EAlZ QlA® 4 glvh. FowlA EAl
Z #3sp] dsiMe TR Mo B oA
g Z2a9 ool E Apdske Aol T2 A7)
AZ o} giet.

B =EdAe A HZREZS A
g PRS-l 2AHE FF, AF7HA A=
23 e B TREE AP HA 4 AS W
HE sl 2REE ok 53], a2FdM=
Casper/CSP ¥ FDR 21% o|43 7% wiE
of W& A3 dFstzzl gk

B = FAE ohe 2ok Al 2 AelMe B
o Z2 g M-S AFsr] A A¥A 4y
2o sl A3} 22l Casper/CSP 2 FDR
ETE 0]43 EKE Z2gZ A 34 daE
S8, A¥A A 2 A5 b Ee dig oldE =
olaal gt} mF FA o|F WEHZ IAM A
45+ BCY Z2EEFS WAt A5% A3 o
F3t} mpAge g AL Wiz} Pt

1.1 2gH 2

BAA7L Axwld g 3 e 2dd A
Abetaal she 40 welA AL 73 v
Eojx FoiHS wl o] Axagle] i AL WS
Fdexg AEHoE FAasle AY S 7Y
dFol}

%, 2dA7)2 Ad F¥(state exploration)
& 74teg s A Ao] AlxHl(state tran-
sition system)¥} &AJe] FoAW | md A7 o
385 Foizl AzHe] AFstua e S4%
wEsleA g oty $siM AA AFeiFzt(state
space)& ZHAR}

zdA7e] AHE AFs ASETt A=k
Apdele), &, AR} Alxdle] mdd glEEty 8
T AR HAE Jehle £A45S Y 2
ALER 08 wdle] Ae)E Fapsle], £4& S
Ealz 7S qbEE HolFe] e o Rle] &
ZHGERE €A & 5 A & Fohe Aol

A mdle] Ay AR ASelle A ETE
A2 g8, AEE 5 gA =He= ol sl o+
v, f3 A Alxgle] Z28E Bt x2RD wd
Aboll A Bt A4S ulsle WS 2R FiHs
Aol Bet TR EZ] oA AR E =8 5 ¢
A "o}, SR, o] Hel TREFY A
o] Aelr) aohA] Zx] 9] Wil Bk ZE
EZY oA 2 wlHEoR wig ] o 1H
Z gl

EAd E7EE Oxford Wit FDRY,
CMU gl SMV's Bell d7aelx pis
SPIN® =Ze] 9j}.
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Al 299 A2 wdl Haje] Al g A
gholl dsiy Aoz g 4 gloks AHoloh F
3 37 Al dig 9L 3] 98 724 A
W (Structural Induction) %3 2L 7|&S A%
3l7] wiEo md Aol dAshE e Fde &
AL 2T 4 Jrk wige gL FHS 4438

BRoMe= 7AY E2gE wE 5 o= A
FollA AbE ARgo] Hasly] dEed 3E =
F7Fe Ego] "asfrhs FAlAo] qlvt
Bz el okdAe RAsy| Y7 deEe
BAN® GNY"" o] spitslelgir}, nol Z2E
2 A5TA AZTAE wddy stz o]lE FH3
= Y HelE FHslz drt dubHoE Belief
Logic &2 dz”olzlc}. Belief Logicg ©]4%
Bet TR eZ A 2 A uy vhest 2 A
A2 o) Foizlc}
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AR, Mol Zaegol A& ¥} g}
=4, #Hzx9] MAE WA
AR Bt R e el BA(goal)d WA

YA, =2 e Aeg

‘Belief Logicg ©]43% Rel Z28E A4 <
7% whel] g Jby HA, 3d w2 73 A
g tsds BANY, GNY'” % o 0@ Q7

e #Eab] wikieh

E1¢ dEAel et Zeed 279 9y
del % AEFHHE HFx slvh AFelA
‘T'e A2]%4(Theorem Proving) W44 2jvls}

M2 2447 (Model Checking) #4]%& 1}
Epdic}, 4 gk Hol ZREZ AE BT FdAE
FDR =7+ o8-8 <HA A% while] de o
2 9lch.

2. Casper/FDR E7E 0|25 ot I2ER HE

¥ AllAi= 7kl EKE =283 o4 g 3
A IS e wdAs) v 2elMX Casper/
CSP % FDR& ©]-43F Hol 228 % o4 4 7
Zipge] olsl Fah .

2.1 CSP, Casper % FDR E7

CSP(Communication Sequential Processes)
B xRERd P98 JYHos HAs) 9

1 EZREE HE &F

WERT A5 ol
SPEAR T BAN, GNY
PVS T o=
FDR M CSP
Murphi M Murphi
CADP M LOTOS
SMV M SMV
SPIN M ProMeLa
NRL M NPATRL

3 gE Zaax gAEel odojd dFo)r) M
CSP doe z=2AA9 EAA(Concurrency) 3
A2 28E $ 9] e, CSPE o] 43l Bgt
z2 839 Y9E WAL, FDR 2247 =45
ol 43l HAIAFE ¥A3y| 93 B> A} A
e, sAe CSP el HAlY Badez
8 AyA A T o] gL A7 xH¥S P
gt ol whe}, Bl ZEEZC| P9 F B}
3] Zdspr| 98 Casper B} /s gfep?
Casper® °]43lo] Hol ZREZe| 9o} 7
Fotaal sk $4% WHAR ¥, Casper AT
71%5% ol8sle AFog CSP oz wad +
olt}. shTez AE 449 OSP =¥g FDR
E:TL°ﬂ od?:-}s—} & ]nl/ﬂ QlZ T3 ke _1_@_0].,4:1\4
&+ TE3=7 7&43}74] gHep, vl dg dekeAd s
ksl ojllEE CSP wdor 27 =w uby
F BoiF7] wEel RBat FAHE $Asm A
<l =% Frh. Casper/CSP ¥ FDR E7-%
o]-2-3l z%;q]z—]o] Hol IR EF AA I A= yle
—"L% Lol viebd it
A AYHoz wAsty FFsaxt s Bt
_EE%-E— Casper® A Folo} g} Fad
AL Bl 2 e E 0 lAAS AALEy] Yl
Bl ZREF Y84 AEEHE A mdx
A 2deg sFoiof ok AMdelt} Casper®
o] g3l Hol X2 B ZI FAAE I wdd I
¥, Casper®] 74 7158 |83t aAgH o
CSP Z=& AAsA o S CSP 7=+
FDRY ¥<delz zH5slA vt FDRY w4
7 ETEAM, A 10718 e HolE Bad
4 3tk FDR =% o|43l4, CSP 4= +8
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ot =z e wdo] u]™A (confidentiality),
% (authentication) @ 22 Mk $A4& 54
F1e2 AzsiA =, B g $48 w5A71A

+ AF g 2dFe], ofd FA AvtEes)
7]'%‘3&"] %ﬁﬁ}Ei ZoEe}, mpx|gten abEl
S uleko g Hel TR e Fo| FAtH S

o] Zdlx= Casper®d o]83 ¥l T2 g 7

d

Z g olslE §7| $l9, Casper AHE: "7
el g &S vietoz EKE Z2E2e o
A4 A AQAE *7}]3}5% 3}

EKE+® #& Belovin® Merrittel] 2is) 7=
%2 Diffie Hellman 7] 28 whAla} fA1g 8
g2 o]FoiA gt} EKE+ HAY= 7]k Q154
AdA e g A4 BAst) 93 Al
otd ot} g2 BKE Z2EZ9 dAR] &
AEgE BoF3 9t

Message 1. A - B : {A, PK(A)Passwd(A,B)
Message 2. B -y A: ({PK(A)}Kab}Passwd(A,B)

Message 3. A -) B {Na}Kab
Message 4. B -> A : {Na, Nb}Kab
Message 5. A -) B : {Nb}Kab

EKE Z2gF oAx] £AEd4, A9 B= 7
7t 32EE Jehld, PK(A)Y PK(B)&= 72+ 32
=9] /718 9fvlsk, Nadt Nbe 2 5229 9

9 d4-2 slelzld, 8]z Kab$®} Passwd(A,B)
= 47 A 9 BY AlAYS AAY=g epdn)

2.3 EKE ZZEZ Casper HA

B Aoae oo HAlE EKE ZT2EZ oA
£3), CasperE 53] 94 7+ 44 dcie] A
W gl oln| MulS Ea] Bl Z2eZ EF uh
:IL

A oZ BAF5A} Jht,

tio oo alu

#Free variables

a, b : Agent

na, nb @ Nonce

passwd, kab : SessionKey

PK : Agent -) PublicKey

SK : Agent -) SecretKey
InverseKeys (passwd., passwd),
kab), (PK, SK)

(kab,

#Processes

INITIATOR(a na,passwd.kab) knows PK,
SK(a)

RESPONDER(b,nb passwd kab) knows PK

#Protocol description

0 >a:th

1. a-»b: {a, PK(a)}{passwd}

2. b - a: {{kab}{PK(a)}}{passwd}
3. a - b {na}{kab}

4. b ->a: {na,nb}{kab)

5. a->b : {nb){kab}
#Specification

Secret(a, na, (b))
Secret(b, nb, (a))
Agreement(b, a, (na, nbl)
Agreement(a, b, (na, nb))

#Actual variables

Anne, Bob, Mallory : Agent

Passwd, Kab @ SessionKey

Na, Nb, Nm : Nonce

InverseKeys = (Passwd, Passwd), (Kab, Kab)

#Functions
symbolic PK, SK

#System
INITIATOR(Anne, Na, Passwd, Kab)
RESPONDER(Bob, Nb, Passwd, Kab)

#Intruder Information

Intruder = Mallory

IntruderKnowledge = {Anne, Bob, Mallory,
SK(Mallory), PK, Nm}

Casper® )43 23 ZREF 9Al& Uuby

o2 878 A4 )R FAE} o #Free varia-
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bles, #Processes, #Protocol description,
#Specification, #Actual variables, #Func-
tions, #System. #Intruder Knowledge.

2.3.1 #Free variables

Bt ZREFoA AMEE = Ws 2§
A 23t

%}t be Agent E}YJOFE ZIAEE A3,
na®} nbw Nonce =22 d&F epdich
passwd®l kabye 74z ARgabel sja9zel AlA
71& oJvista sich. PKeF SKi= 242 370719 A
Q7)1 & uisksle 5 ¥l a@l3 Inverse-
Keys 288 53, 57|19} H3719] 7148 et
e},

shele

~4r

2.3.2 #Processes
CSP Z2ir2 ZHslA 2 7t 3AEES o

g W 4 geEg Aol
ayx BAlS Al 414 deks whgale]
¢} na, passwd, kab "7 4E Zka glo, "’]’

& 32859 Wh7ET AAlRr AiE 4
sichz 71 sks gleh, ol9} miaziAl2 b wiAlA]
& FAlsle A2 928 dwdsle. bel nb,
passwd, kab "WHH$E 23 glod o2 2~
EES 7SS AR AQl7lE 43 glviw
74 ska slch,

2.3.3 #Protoco!l description

Bt ZREZAA Az AdEE wAAES
A &3}

Ha 22 0. 1.2, 3 & AgEE wAAY &
A5 83 "ot 0¥ vlAlA = B AEbehe
A ZAEZF o BAlS slof sher| WAHeR
dedF7] S8 AMgEe] zc} z2Elm {m}{klE &
iz 715 k 712 4239 olAA] mE vehd
A e

2.3.4 #Specification

Bt L2 EFA AEsual s Het £4E
Aozl Hel &Aolzk =A w]WA (confidenti-
ality)® <lZ(authentication) £Aez & 4
Ak ZF Aol gt vl of-g3 g}

v AolRt AlF)shs Z1ESO] TRl e
vl AR me 9] olE S AEE 54

o, 1
Q% Wty S, BE Add
% oJA=AeIA Bal
e Sfelold}, ma
Ae] Qs $4lAl
& A % 9l

2mg
Secret 7]1—”— H]"W vehl 7, Agreement

= dF $4S zds] A AREEId o A
3] a4, ‘Secret(a, na. (b))'E “a: F2 AR
na§ btk FHsla vty etk orlz 3§
A==, ‘Agreement(a,b,(na.nb))€ "at 424
B na®} nbE o434 boll S Werl'E 9n

g Foldr}

2.3.5 #Actual variables

A B4l IAEES] W) B3t elglg Aefdt}

#Free variables A4 #d7} B4 s AEEQ
A ®#olebd, #Actual variablese EAld]
Zolsts AA EAEES vehlA o)

Anne ¢} Bob 77} a9} be] AA] 3AE o]&
< 9ulsla, Mallory:s ZHA IAES o]28
71271tk Na¢l Nbe 27 Anne 9 Bob 34E
7} WA 9 o]y, NmS 244+ Mallory
7t AAsE et ek

2.3.6 #Functions
#Free variablesell#} 7|3 g2 o3},
PKe 715 AAshe &5 ola, SKe 7id
715 AAske Fgelth

2.3.7 #System

#ProcessesollA 7]&dt A3} 2o ==
AA 32EES Ay HBE Hojir}

‘INITIATOR(Anne, Na, Passwd, Kab)'e
Alice 32E+ $41224 Anne, Na, Passwd#t
Kit A2E o432 slv= 9@le|s, 'RESPON-
DER(Bob, Nb, Passwd. Kab)'E Bob& $41a}
24 Bob, Nb, Passwds} Nb AEE <z 9}
= 2r R s

2.3.8 #intruder information
TAA 329 o) B3 AYBANE Helgh.
EZAAFE ke gg Hol TIEZ HAEeANE
A% 299 PP we} 2 Asb} webd 4
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Ak &, AL oW ARAY 3 34 5
2 glefel aheh ek Aokge] ebx)7] whol
o CSP7IY 3744 2de duHen thest 2
& 2AYNE 23 Ackn A,

ol
tlo

AR, A5 ZAEETY AGEe WAAE 7R
e

SR, AAAAQ FAAAA ALEHE HAAE 7}
2 uhg 4= girh

AR AAAQ A7kl AT YAsie] wAA|
=

oke] EKE Z2eZ oA, 3431 o]FL2
Mallory )W, FAARE 74 32~E59] ]84l Anne,
Bob, Mallory, #Hle] AAlsle 99 W< Nm,
RE FAETY 7] PKet AMlwe] A7
SK(Mallory)Z 23 slckx 7Hdstz et

2.4 EKE Z2EZ 24 g1}

Casper?] AT 7]%% olgalH, ollr] A
3 Casper 22T =E AFF22 CSP 2= AAs

A "}l A" CSP Z=F FDR =7 ¢1¥3t
A = 23 29 2 3] vehA Hrl
2.3.47o0 A o1F3t Bat $A4L AEsld, ok
ul

o 22 EES

ZAsHA Bt

? SECRET_SPEC TEM_S
? SEQ_SECRET_SPEC [T~ SYSTEM_S_SEQ
? AuthenticateRESPONDERTOINITIATORAgreement_na_nb [T= SYSTEM_1
2 AuthenticatelNITIATORToRESPONDERAgreement_na_nb [T= SYSTEM_2

AGENT_Anne
AGENT_Bob
Authenticate|NiTIATORAnne ToRESPONDERAgreement_na_nb
Authenticate|INITIATORBob TORESPONDERAgreement_na_nb
Authenticate|NITIATORToRESPONDERAgreement_na_nb

\! fiserfigkinieke weak.csp

a2l 2. FDR E&k7

- Agreement(b, a, [na, nbj)oil CHS BIHIE EoiF:=
CSP ojHi=
env.Anne.(Env0,Anne.{))

send.Anne.Anne.(Msgl,Encrypt.(Passwd,
(Anne,PK__.Anne)).(})
receive.Anne.Bob.(Msgl,Encrypt.(Passwd,
{(Anne,PK__.Anne>),{?)
send.Bob.Anne.(Msg2 Encrypt.(Passwd,
(Encrypt.(PK__.Anne {Kab)).{»)
receive.Anne.Anne.(Msg2, Encrypt. (Passw
d.{Encrypt.(PK__.Anne {Kab>)>),{>)
send.Anne.Anne.(Msg3 Encrypt. (Kab.{Na
2).0)

receive.Anne.Bob.(Msg3,Encrypt. (Kab,(Na
».0)

signal.Runningl RESPONDER, _role.Bob.
Anne.Na.Nb
receive.Anne.Anne.(Msg4.Encrypt.(Kab,
{(Na,Nb»).»)
signal.Commitl.INITIATOR_role.Anne.
Anne.Na.Nb

- Agreement(a, b, [na, nbj)oil Cit BIHE E0iF=
CSP oHIE
env.Anne. (Env0,Mallory,(3)
send. Anne.Mallory. (Msgl,Encrypt. (Passwd,
(Anne.PK__.Anne») .?)
receive. Anne.Bob.(Msgl . Encrypt.(Passwd,
(Anne,PK__.Anne)) <))
send.Bob.Anne.(Msg2,Encrypt.(Passwd,
(Encrypt.(PK__.Anne,(Kab>)>).{?)
receive.Mallory.Anne.(Msg2 . Encrypt. (Pas
swd,(Encrypt.(PK__.Anne.(Kab))).{})
send.Anne.Mallory. (Msg3.Encrypt. (Kab,
(Nay),(»)
receive. Anne.Bob. (Msg3,Encrypt. (Kab,(Na
2.
send.Bob.Anne.(Msg4,Encrypt. (Kab,(Na,
Nb»), )
receive.Mallory.Anne.(Msg4, Encrypt. (Kab,
(Na,Nb>),())
signal.Running2.INITIATOR_role.Anne.
Mallory.Na.Nb
signal.Commit2. RESPONDER _role.Bob.
Anne.Na.Nb

£l CSP olWEE2 CSP A&7/t od +
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A8}7] ofgr}. &A%k, Casper? interpret %=
o 7158 o183 HH A% A4S sdulishe vy
e FA A e e F WA 4 9lrh

0. A -> M(B) @ {A, PK(A)}Passwd

1. M(A) -) B : {A, PK(A)}Passwd

2. B -> M(A) @ ({Kab HPK(A) 1 Passwd

3. M(B) > A {{Kab,} {PK(A)}}Passwd

4. A -» M(B) : {Na}Kab

5. M(A)-> B : {Na}Kab

6. A -> M(B) : {Na, Nb}Kab

7. M(B)-> A : {Na, Nb}Kab

8. A -» M(B) : (Nb}Kab

9. M(A)-> B+ {NblKab

M(B) 715+ HAHe 5AE BollA AdEi=

WA A1 AR 2o Aadel 3AES Bl
A fAshs 44 Malloryd veldict. 9]
sAAGE G F8, T2 R (Nb}Kab/P AR
MalloryollAl &%= A& o =z 2 4dd
EKE Z2uZoaliz o1Z &A% n1Eshx] bt
= AME #91E 4 gl

EKE Z2EE A, 34xk= A4AQ
AEE F S1AEA AR E tR A2 A
TEQl AHF 913 4 Ql7] wiiel, A= <A
o] Ba3dk (NbiKab HEE 7l2sjAl ¥7] wF-d
Q1544 ‘Agreement(b.a.(na.nb)) 9} "Agreement
(a,b.(na.nb)) % $ukeiA == Aol

DEHAL Subshe 1 FHHE 9 9l
My F42ke] man-in-the-middle &4-& £
q WAA A BAS Aekstelel weh el
7] 9183 EKE (222E-8 o}&3 o] ¢4
& gl

for

}4"

Message 1. A -) B: {A, PK(A)Passwd (A B)
Message 2. B> A @ {{PK(A)}Kab}Passwd(A B)

Message 3. A -) B : {Na}Kab
Message 4. B -) A : {B, Na, Nb}Kab
Message 5. A -) B : {Nb}Kab

EKE ZReZe- zr7iHaded vl
7. :r WA oA Bl A 2ol
3 7—11 2] e AR AL ol e £%E

JH& oo

it

3. BCY ZR2EE HA ¥ &4
3.1 BCY Z2EE

BCY ZREEZS 7] WAz dAy] 94
&3 Het _EE%E/H, Diffie-Hellman %
MSR+DH 7] %8 Z2ESS Apgstw g™,
Tom CoffeyE GNYE ¢|&sle] BCY Z2EF9
A AEs Y. s o] EEeAE Ay
2 AFAG AR A FHIE Belske A 39
AF71R SE WAsA ¢z, BCY Z2EF <t
A& AFslgdct. Belief Logice 7[HRO.Z &
GNYE Eot Z2eF| Hgdiel JI5E4E 5
Baly] Hole A4S SAEY wWeHAY AL
FHstEdl 2 FAo] glvh meEkq, Tom Coffey
o] =F& BCY Z2EFIH Vel U ZA2E7 A4
A7) AR SK1#% SK2H M&E Al ke
AbdS ZHslednt, =3 GNYE o] £3F Zmupy
< AFEE FHETE AdsH v 23 e
Zkar 9ok
- BCY =282 = A
Message 1. V- U : {V, Kvd+, Kvm +}Ks-
Message 2. U -) V © {Rul{Kvm+,

{{U. u+}Ks-}Ru
Message 3 : V -) U @ {dataV}SKl1
Message 4 : V -» U : {dataU}SK2

Skl dgdl BCY EZREZOAN VE AMuls
AFAL olm, Us #A o584 AMEAH: oulst
A "ok a=jz eiAA] Sl WAk ok
A, S °‘7‘H-- washs A3 AdF|HE
epdrt. &, Ks- & 137|139 77E 9visiA
€}, “ﬂ*]XMl 32714 2ok A 7)Es 1S
#Fzs}7] v},

Aul 2~ A2 V7F Msgls AHzE UellAl A
£3 Fo, AMgAlE KK2 = {Kvd+}Ku-& A
Aslar, A7) SK2 = {RulKK2E& Al4tsiA =
o} 19} PR R, AWl& AR Msg2E &
Al gk 3.’— KKl = {Ku+}iKvd- & AAdslz, A4
71 SK1 = {Ru}{KK1}& AstA "o} SKist
SKZt Diffie-Hellman 7] 2% walg vehy
7] Wl KK1=KK2, SK1=8K2¢ A7} A
ot

—_

l"__uo
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# 2. BCY =Z2&& 7|5 ¥ o]
9]

A8 48z

AHlz AZAe 484

%712} A

X 32BN 44 99 us

X 3AES 347

al

X 32E9 7917
7] 4538 71(KK1 = KK2)
A A7)(SK1 = SK2)

%§§§§m<cﬁ

3.2 BCY Z2EZE Casper A

Al 3.1 A 713 BCY ZTREEZS EUE
Casper® o|43le] BCY Z2EZ9 39 ¥ wek
L7 wAsgT. B =Me sz
QZ7]% 39 #9 = Casper Zdol F7}algich
Casper RHl-& 7|EA0 2 8709 #rj& 1o
Zut Q23 #Protocol description, #Specifi-

cation, #Intruder Knowledge ¥ #Equival-

ences Al WA o ATt resleE 7
t}, 2% 1€ BCY ZREZe g Casper B4
2 RoF3 Qe a3z B =EedAe 4E 4w
Z-2 Ay diel FAA FEIE UA] F
Aol A 43 ES Ea gavlet FES dohd
A& Erbssiota 7Hdsta sl

OO

e

#Protocol description

0. -v:u

la. s - v : {v. pkvd, pkvm}{SSK(s)} % digV

1b. s->u : {u, pku}(SSK(s)} % digU

2. v -y u : digV % {v, pkvd, pkvm} {SSK(s)}

3. u - v : {rulpkvm}, {digU % {u, pku}
{SSK(s)}}H ru}

4. v -> u : {{{dataV}{ru}} {pku}}{skvd}

5. u -y v : {{{dataU}{ru}} {pkvd}} {sku}

#Specification

Secret(v, ru, (u))
Secret(u. ru, (v})
Agreement(v, u, (ru, pku. skvd))
Agreement(u, v, (ru, pkvd, skul)

#Intruder Information

Intruder = Mallory

IntruderKnowledge = {Vendor, User. Sam,
Mallory, Nm, PKvd, PKvm, PKu, PKm,
SKm, SPK(Sam), Rm}

#Equivalences

forall nu, pkvd, pku, skvd, sku, ru.
{{{nu) {ru}} (pkvd}} {sku} = {{{nu} (ru}} {pku}}
{skvd}

forall nv, pkvd, pku, skvd, sku, ru.
{{{nv} {ru}} {pku}} {skvd)} = ({{nv} {ru} } {pkvd})
{sku}

#Protocol description A4 v+ RHe T2
EZA oAz Aeg ZHE] Y8 A"t s
= A57®, ve AEA AR ol uE o)
7] AHgALE gniditl 0¥ AR el Al AR
AREAL urtb ARl AlFAE vel FALE sljof gt
APLS e F3 9lch. pkvd®} pkvmme v ¥
7S JehiH, pkut ug FAFIE oJuigt
SSK(s)& s AZ7]|#e] /HA7lE ebliA =4,
{v. pkvd, pkvm} {SSK(s)}} % digV & 4571¢
s9] M2 MHE AFAE 2vsiA "ok ol9f
o371 2, {u, pku} {SSK(s)} % digUx al%7]
# s9 AQl72 AHE JEdE Bdslw glch
#Specification A4 &= AEstas} s B
+4A1S Tt AT Secret 7)EE HE
J-& vehlle, Agreement 71EE 9% A4S
sl FRolth dE E°1, Secret(v, ru, (u))
£ AEA AR vis A9 EE ruE ARA u 3
I FHeta vtz wErVe ouE dEy
Agreement(v, u, [ru, pku, skvd})¥ "Ar]x
AFA v AR uellAl ru, pku, skvd AERE
ol&3le] ql&g wherl'E or|R M=t

#Information knowledget FZAF9| AFdA|
Al By Y8 AR AR AR AAS
olDA FAs el oz}, Hok b w@A] f-F)
ARE}, B 2 BCY Z2eZd g 344}
F1EQ o]&2 Mallory °l¥, It EE IAE
o] 347, 2l Q7] 223 Rust $9% 7%
2 e AAlY ol Al4d7] Rme 43 Utz
7¥d8kaL oot

e o ol

o

D

=
°
= 23
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#Equivalencess W A|x] Z&8Ae] Az 23
WAL A L] e AHgE AE £, A4
A {{mik1}k2 ¢ {{m}k2}kle Z& vz
A=) el Ao g o] ZHE
4 )},

vkl k2, m - {{mtk1}k2 = {{m}k2}kl

2o

9 #HA]2 #Equivalence A4 v F&o|

ehgst 2ol FAaA Hek

forall k1. k2, m. {{m{k1}}{k2} ={{m}{k2}} {k1}

ru} {pkvd}} {sku}
~{{ru}{pku}} {skvd) = ‘—}E}‘Q 7 Sle}.

A#AH2R  #Protocol description #tie} 7]
=2 4, 5 HAAE {({({nu) {ru}}{pkvd}}{sku}
={{{nu} {ru}} {pku}} {skvd} e} {{{ rut} {pkut}
{Ska}*{{{HV}{IU}}{Dka}}{SkU} ﬁﬂﬁ% T
ik, 13 19 wAAbell, =kl #Equivalence A
Ael Diffie-Hellman 7] 2% ®MAlel] o3t Wj&-&
7Iestd s A%, Aud 34 AGHE oA £
A Hlel

3.3 #3 &

FDR 247 =FF o]43|4 BCY TZEF
o] lellA Agdt vk ¥ AP HAE wFHen
A=A Els] mopel 2 A vl A (Secret (v,
ru, (u}), Secret(u, ru. (v])) ¥ <& &A1 (Agr-
eement(u, v, [ru, pkvd, skul))& $uksle= 2

ok Akae W & 4 ek

- oI5 &4 Hot F|oiF
la. S - V) : {V. PKvd, PKvm} {SSK(3)}
1b. S - I(U) : {U, PKu}{SSK(S)}
0. -» V : User
1a.I(S)-> V : {V, PKvd. PKvm}{SSK(S)}
2.V - I : {V., PKvd, PKvm} {SSK(S)}
3. (W) - V : {(Rm}{PKvd}, {{U, PKu} {SSK

(S)}}HRm}

4. V- I(U) © {INvH{Rm}} {PKm}}{SKu}

9ol Helb HAdA (V) 7]EEVendorZ §
A4 Vendorrd $Alste AlAAE 7l2AE
FAAE s Rl A BCY Z2EZS] B
b Fokye TARL Ve 307 PKvdE 7124
A oAl o] 83k AAE- FH (replay attack)el
7hsslths AE A% = gl o] 34E ube]
37] fslME wWAIA]e] el A®Z(timestamp)
F F3AY F2 QdsAweA AFA THEdE
deliFs dAAE BT 54 Azte] Ad ¥
o, Vo /715 AMAHEsle S welgeiof
Elis=

o

3.4 &3 BCY Z2EE

BCY =2 & Fe] k& /fAsy] s, + 7}
AAbeE aestde. AR, AdFAW 87k Vel U
oA Eulshs AFAY AL wo, AL F
AL U2g By 2)=ZE Frisisct &4, Ve
U7t 22 Rugt Rv ARE olgste] Al47](SK)
S AARIEE A3t 48w, (H)E
XOR <4ke o]£3t Vernam <33 dwzl&g
veha gl

Message 1. S-) V : {V.Kvd+ Kvm+, TSv}Ks-

Message 2. S - U : {U,Ku+.TSu}Ks-
Message 3. V - U : {V Kvd+ Kvm+,TSv}Ks-,
Rv

{ U computes : Ru )

Message 4. U -) V : {Ru (+) RviKvm+,

{U. Ku+}Ks-
(U and V compute : SK = (Ru (+) Rv) ]
Message 5. V -) U : {dataV}SK
Message 6. V -) U ' {dataUj}SK

A" BCY ZREES Casper/FDR e
o] 83l A8 Ax xﬂ**?l SK={Ru (+) Rv}
ARE FAA) 712 4 92, Vﬁ} UL A7
£ o] 85t 43 IAEE AlFEa A5 £ Qo)
= AE A5 4 g
m.d B

Hel ZREZ] AMSHE B4 ¢ b, ¢
3} dueF 2 7] 2% Aol G} A £ Qi
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22]BR, Qb B Z2EZS HAAsle A
St EAtsta oA A glot

£ =RodMe AARANA Hel 22 EZ <t
AYe Ak Wy B =7F 7 shch 28
2 27 v F de] AME A Sl Casper/
CSP % FDR %72 o]&3}e EKE Z2EE d
g B4 e FAAHS A3 RolFoss, Hgh
9 oldE Hol T2 ES AAd ofgh
A MEH=
CY iiig,] o}z—]HO A
A3 Q2L BCY ZREFZ

=5
a
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