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FORMAL RESEARCH OF SECURITY PROTOCOLS
BASED ON PROCESS CALCULUS

ABSTRACT

With the wide application and rapid development, computer net-
work is gradually accepted by many key departments, which leads to
various and complex requirements of security. However, many existing
security protocols are proven not to be so reliable as what were expected.
Meanwhile, the network systems still face up to various threats of new
or old attacking methods. The complication of network environment
makes the attacker possible to launch various attacks from the flaws in
the protocols to break network security. So security protocols are crucial

to network security.

Formal methods for protocol analysis can make the designer focus
on, through system analysis, interfaces, hypotheses of the environment,
system states under various conditions, exceptions when some conditions
are not satisfied and invariant properties. Formal methods can also pro-
vide, through system validation, guarantees of securities of protocols.
Recently, formal methods for protocol analysis are mainly of three kinds:
methods based on modal logic of knowledge and belief, methods based
on theorem proof and methods based on process calculus. Among them
three, since process calculus descriptions approach the nature of proto-

cols, it can depict the running process of protocols precisely. When using
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process calculus for protocol analysis and validation, each principal is
modelled as a single process, all these processes run concurrently and
communicate in a synchronized manner through shared channels, and
the resulting concurrent system is regarded as the model of the protocol.
Process calculus methods can utilize both basic theorems and methods
from algebra modelling and methods from abstract programming lan-
guage analysis. So, methods based on process calculus can be divided
into three aspects: model checking, validation through bisimulation and

program analysis.

There exist some research results based on process calculus in this
dissertation, solving some problems never be solved before. Research
foregrounds have also been concluded and prospected. The main contents

and contributions are as follows:

(1) A primitive has been extended in Spi calculus so that it can verify
security protocols with time stamp. And based on this extended

calculus, the authentication of Kerberos protocol has been verified.

(2) Till now, There are no other formal research of security protocols
focus on anonymity property. In this dissertation, Whether iKP
protocol has anonymity property is discussed based on applied pi
calculus. And its authentication is also been verified at the same

time.

KEY WORDS: security protocols, process calculus, Spi calculus,

Applied pi calculus, authenication, anonymity
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E:= 0|cz).E|¢e).E|7.E|E+E|E|E|E\L|E[f] |

Almy,...,my) |le=€]E;E | [<er...ep >Fpue T|E E
1423 SpifiISpiiRH

19974F, Abadifll GordonfE pifii & 35l _EE . T Spili & 9], ‘e Ht 723 n
S5 AR B A S 1 0, AT AR D (58 R 0 Y 48 22 A sl o X PP 7 VAR B Dolev-Yaofht

10
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R, BOE PR AT I RE— D HT e -5 MU I AT 2 BRA S, R AR 45 1

=
o

Y Spidt 85 M 2 A A — S BB TAE, 41 Amadiof! Lugiez /3 41 T % #K
WP e il [13],  AmadioMll PrasadfE 43 # 2 4= B B3I % 2ok 2 199 5 A 38 g
BEAT T 2RI BRI [14].  Spili 5Bk fU2 H AT s Z AH N A7 R0 T H SCRF, i H.
W FUR SR BT OR% E FAGIE P A T . FRAT e T — DR, M T R A
BE 6 UIE A7 A6 I TAVRR 1) 22 A W S 2 PR G AIE, IR XA & T 1) Spitd &, Wik T
Kerberos WX A UEYE

20014F, Abadi%% & 2T lambdaiti 5 3] Applied lambdaii H K &, ¥ pi
B Rk Applied piffi% (6], Applied piy# S 4k2K T pivd &5 FIF A IE, 30
TR ST . R IR 744, A8 I 44 0 o8 O e . XA
REAR % 2 Mo Ab PRARMERCHE Y (e R L $Al 55> i HoW e e Uil i 8 AL ik
WARTTE . Behn, M AR SHNGEE. MYVEMZE, R EER R 5.
AT Spit 5L, XA SEAN TG 0 R T )% R A A AL A8 B 1 v, i A IR 4F
(3 F P, AL RERIA A3 A A 2 2R I P GRS T 2 %0025 5B I il an
e, ff% . Hashp$. 24 EHAERGE) o DL Applied pilf H OB, ABATT 74T
T 2 AN (5] FRATIFIA Applied pilf e LHSEM KR, H—KEXT
AU EE 2 YE, FF HEAET ikpth il R385 B 44 1%

1.4.3 ETHBERENRZSHER SRR
1.4.3.1 fREVRMIE AR

BRI LA S — PR AT RARS R SR BT EoR, e Uil i) B 305k
FER L) TR et R B X

Al RS 2R I BER HEAT SR IR, X R R G Al 3 A @ BE S B
PO CIRASEH K (B SEBL, B Implementation) o [, %% % 2407 200 2 1)
PE TR AT H JE A RS 5 3T R A (BRI M I &2 AR A, RO e, B
Specification) , AR F A KGR FH 98 R SFEVE R 1€ R 40 S8 B IRDIR AR e 18] & A
Wi AT G IR o BRI R T E AR RIAVRES A 0], B, AR SRS K

11
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I, AT AR IR T B

AP ASE RS, 00 43 A 36 E 22 4 B 05 1T (K ARR M AR B 65 G Lowes% [ HF 5T o
G.Lowekt 2 el 12 5 FH B AL I AN CSPHERE, Bl adt By BA7 2 Mg
dHEfERE ) (Bleiwr. B 78, B M. RIS S E IR S Ml & gk
LRI T 2 AU REEIRER . G.Lowe[RIFE A Ph BUW 22 A it CIEYE) H
A CSPHERE . H1hn: Pras b n] DURIR Dy 7328 o AN AT D% DR T B BERE s i DA IR
PERDE SCRAT T 5 Wooll Lamirdie t R AR “— 8tk 2 3, Bty
N CSPRERE: 78 HLE P Y BLAR 7S SR AR BAE N W 58 - EARA R — Y
BAT AR, AR ST E MR A (AR BCORE ) SE iy BIY— X
BOSAT AT

G.Lowe i /] T2+ CSP I BRI T H FDR. FDRES P4 CSPEERE,
Horp— A 2 A Ry CSPRERE (/ESEEL) 5 F3ah AN A i AH B 22 4= o 1Y)
CSPHERE (fEAMNE) - FDRRSEEMAS R LB PTAAT 8 (B , falli
AL AERTERER AT A 4 CCSPHRRZ A R SEI A TS IR « MRS
BURAT AR S VI, D 2 e e 2 i S a RN, FDRAGR A
AN VBRI AT (B BB R R SR )

G.Loweld 51t T Casperfe /7> [56] » ‘&M LA ZAiE LT B
FEO A BEh 4k CSPHIE, NI KT TR 73 Hrid e .

TR B AR B O R, R, R AR R, B A
HOR MR F I ROy RABEIEIE” ) . AT BRI B A A 5 4 X
AT 05 2P B U T 35— . — MV 0, s — I A 3 SR 7 ) e 4
BSOS AT BB 7 AT A B R BB Ty I, B

W, RS G BGE T A EOIAT . SRR REE R T A AV
PRRIRHEAT % ISP, (E SRV ST % A I SE B0 9 R B 4T AR & K T3 1
BB ROR A5 2 oA FED BRI B A AT 2 4 DML et — K 90 1 A8V B
WL BIIEST. AR ST A, G Lowet i [57]: 41 FRE— M E AT Phis i1
NRGHE (HE T 5 HWAE A, BRI RGO R A BUR A
BRYD) o [IIGE &8 2O F IO BB (A 3 077 J% ik £

12
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ge g PALIE AR S . AT RGBT I S LR S W scie gy L il
s e praiE v A i 8, JF Hae BAT - IRIER - RS WERAE
AT (R P U R 8 AT H -3 B 3L Mok ity 3 B M 22 PR BOR KIS DL, B ALEAE
BARG L@ A TR S 28U eI maR.

5 OBl 2R A SR H BT BR . R Ml n] AR e 5 2 1K B
(St PRBURPIR & 2 1) R R T 55 (1 o A0 AR A U AR 22 4 il it AT
BRIy, RO X MU ) 2R R S AT IR, i dn, BRI AT I i B A
Ry B 2508 et 91 Cifg IF AR d e i o sl o s sl g s BUE O, 20K
ki 2 PR A B S PR H 2 5 38 T s i S R A M R 45

N T HE— AR BRI R, P BRI R R I B A 3 T AE R
WFFCAUE N AR H 2L R 54 7575 Partial Order/7ik, LU iR A 2% 7] .

1.4.3.2 EHRPIGIER AR

RV SRR S AU ) fe A M 2, B RS AT S5 il

B A S AR BERE I ST RENE )2 N 1 T AR GE AR ATRE > S0k 1) o 2 i R 22
o SR BRI B EAT 2 4 Up LT A SR AE 1 2 2 AR 2R — A 24
PRSCHERE (5L 5500 B s o BEARERERE (RN M AE i () CRIZE 2% b 20 855
L RO VS AE AN I S8 B AR R XKD A iRk
e HARC R G AR AT AR 1 2 e

R E AU B UE B (0 AT H i 2 282 A Spili S LI, Abadifi! GordonfE:
Spits S G T MK AE A 5C R A N BEREMIAT N S b, IR 2 U 2 4k
Bt GAEPES PR e Y HIIASE O Ao Az . 0, fREs v O: DUCSAE R
A B SCHERE A P ASAR [ (1 DR A5 B EAT A 1 A w00 8 8 ) B SCREREAT 0 56 4 Al
Al GRS I, Wit 2 R vE: VAEYER € XRA AN, 82 BLIHR
SR O AROKE X BRARAL (1 P BUREVE 5 2 A BSOS LA R 3L, B P OIS
L, HERRR TR C 2 BRI TR T RE S T EEREN BRI R, A
BUNVEL PhsCIe BRSNS 2 G L AR

Xt Spili S IR FLAAU R R AT VF 2 248 A TWESE, Q1 Abadifl Gordon i S5 9T T

13
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Spivi S HARU T [12],  Borgstrom B 5T 1 Spi B I BB AR [29, 30], HoAhA &
H T AR A SRRt T 2 A5 KR (23, 24, 38, 40, 42, 51,

1.4.3.3 TEFSTHEAR

FRIF 30T [65) 1 H IR AL 7 — AR P R M TR 75 78 & A BT I D0 T RE DR R
i H, ST T A RGN A3 A T H, HESERIT R
EHRM . UL, S TR 0 R A e A v g 20 TR R . T4y
PrEAR EZEA DR BT BERAI . SRR RS,

BRI — DRI T AR, T TIT A T VR 2 T sUAHE SRR A ke AN ) 0 5
PR i) . SCHR [64] ZRG T METEHR R BT — LB A AHESL . s i 7 b FH T
BERATESCHER B2 R, BITIR TR R R AR MBI R 8. (HE, HEnE
BRI 2 A AR T o #T

PRI BT O R R N A e 4@ R T I — MR E I AL BEAIEAS A HE
REVE TR R S MES R A MATEY, —MEEIR I B %
FRFF A AT B A2 0005 R e WO R P i A B 2 R 22 TR B8y, ook
W FIERT Canm s S M R FRZAERRT) o 8 TIA R — A SR 1)
PRI AT, SCHR [7T5] TR T —A k-CFAME, KRR TEEDHTI ZH &1 b s
BWZEK. B, 0-CFARIRT ERSCEKRMHT. Mk > 0bf, e e
HRI . AA LR UE B E ARV AR AR S R e, BRIk, A Bk 2 5
K AT 45 K e MAEA LA k-CFAGTIARAR, W8 — k-CFA, 235 k-CFARI
AR UBREESE . B ATk o] DL & S0 e M orE Cngdli im0 . fh S g e
TR, IR B LF B 45 K o BI04 T2 A A DG 1) A 32 B2 th )
FHAR K Neilson KA FE KRN Pisa K% Degano# #5245 2% & K EAT 1 [20-22, 31],
BOEMATEVER— AT H 32 T LySalfis .

BV — NG AR 5 — 2D v 1 5 AR SO 5 R 2 W 3R IK T 2225 TR (1 1k
o WIRARE, DABETE—ANAEFRUETE SR BUE SUbR 1 1 ST A % 18 1%
B IAIPE T o AREARTEETE SO I UE B ARG T A T SO IR IR . A AN TR 75 2R E
W IEAIME O R MATAE . IR T2 N 2 FE S ke dia, H TR,

14
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I FLAE IR 7 AR T 58 2 A RIS L 22 A 1 o 2 A AH DG 1A e S A 8 N FH mT AL SC ik
[17].

RUARGCOH) ZNHTERFES, DR v e r i AT EZWAT N, X7 h
A L] GEXTE K AT U B, WARAE S BRSOk, — AN RAT
DAME A AE A R R R 7 SR A M R e SR — N RIEE RARE S, AEm
THEHART TR, FRUXRTARBHLZEKFFLR, Wi UEE TR
SRS BRI R . AT L X— A ERBED — AN RE W — KA. i, 78
lambdalif 4, Ae.af—DERM, 0 — a, XHan LB IEERE, ESE
& 2 E B H T LU Robinson Sk N EA I 1 RIA AR k. —MKA
BT B AR R P S8 (B a) . RIAAL ERAAR RS BITAImAL,
IXFE B EREE 0] UK B — A A SRR R 4R 5 T G . S B HE PR 500 F >k INTE 5 58
PRI BN SCEREE R HE e AT o SR A0 SRR 1 4R B SR A T — AR P AR X
ANRIBREE RS R Fh a2y DU T A e A28 8. o 4 B —A
VBT A RE P IE 2 A1, B AR /MEF RSB RE . @ N RI RS
Y MGG AR B vk by B ok . BRI S RIRZ R ARG & — ), it
WA R SHM G . BTG, gt Hrm. KB R LN,
P effects, FRFRBIFAIEEH 8 LI BRF— RN . Effects REEH H 1F A KB HE
BEVERY RS, IF H AR P A N N P R . R R
Gih — NI R RIS . AN RN IR R R A4 UL, 455540
FOoRA RISk HAME R 1. SEbrrh, WHEZMADNREN K RIBEHIH .
FESCHR [1] ', Abadit 56 28R RGEWEIT T 75 Spili 5 A DR 1k, A SCHR 2] Hh
TT AR RGO, F1 Blanchet & 1E & T 3T Prolog ZHIFE 1) F sh 36 1iF
T H [3]. Gordonfll JeffreyZ % T Woo-LamAs 8 mb 6} Nk (M &, 2R AL R GEWF 5T
T Spil# H P AU YE [45], XAESCHR [46] P ST T A AR & AR FITE B, JEITFR T
FH3) LA CrypTyc. Cardelli S50 T — MW7 %, KA LI [37], 76X
Bk [33-35]1, Cervesatof@ t 747 K84 MSR(Multi-Set Rewriting).

L5 EBMRABTSHR
HERHSOR T PP BLIRHE L PG P A B 5 S0, T LIRS 220 B30 38

15
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APREFE o A BRI 6 2 A U U T RIS UE IR, Bib PR A AN 2 Al ol iy —
AR IERE, XL R AE AT, R TR 2 R IS Sl TE AT R D A
AT RINIF R RGO AE 2 VBN R AR AL o ) b A s S0 22 4 BB 4T 0
HrANSG ANy, BEATSE T BERE S SR O QRO [ A IR U B 5 U5k, S T ik
FESE AR D S R R P vt i 5 R P o0 M ik DAL, e RERR ALK 22 4 B iU
115559 NS WSE U RIER ok 16 5 NNIER U 17 R T s 7 AR 98 2 s 2 N O N 1 D T o
LA AU UEBOAR TS 1T, T2 M s ikAT BN A

(1) ASCHR T 5L TN R B sy — R R 7 58, AbadifE[9)5E s, Fk I [l oy
WO AT DG HEREAREOR T, (BB IS 25 i R 5 5 AR SCHE Spiisii S A
A2 match 725 H 1 3k T I T2 e DS uE K — Mg o s 56, R It
PRE T 1) Spiis IR T Kerberos MMM WAEYE, Jf HAgH T HAAUER g9

(2) ASSCHRH T B A4 PRI SCRIUE R (0 — Bl ik, H A i ARAT Hefh i T3 REAREO
e A4 PEBEAT 32 SCAIE W] AT 5008 SO R IF B IXFIE W] U5k W T+ Applied
piE S, AEW] T ikp PSS AR R, fERe SO, EFERM T —H
TR 7R N R I i 5 T AN SR A e ARG 3 P RV R VR UE T T ikp
HIATEDE

1.6 AR LEH

A IR, AR, AR EALIWT,

5215 5 ST AT N RS T (097 Spidii s, I FH Ik 3 U Kerberost il
(RAREYE,  IF AL T WS e 55 1 i

ST T SURIF BB 44 PRI — Fh 73, JF HIE T Applied pil#iss, iFWiT
ikp PRI BB 40 B 4 s IR, FEACEE SR, SR T R (0 90F W) 7 35 197 T o R B 25
WEWT T ikp B A IE A

ARG TACSC TR, R FLIA T o6k TR AR e A LA T
D7 I I S T AR IR e B AR,
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F_E ET SpiRBRIREWMINS I

jillls

2.1 35|

19974, Abadifll GordonfE pifii 5 [ 5EAE LEE ST T Spi 5 [9], ‘e ft 7 n
BRI N A S5, T DAAR 5 R R X 48 22 APl o IXRI O AR 3 Dolev-Yaofbt
M, ABGE P AT I B — DA TT e 5 B AT P BRAC X, RIS UE B &5
. FIH Spilf AT 2 A — S E T TAE, W Amadiofll Lugiezsh #T 7 XK
W AN [13],  Amadiofl PrasadfE 73BT 22 4> W U B0t 5 (107 SS9 1 e ) ik
1T T Z0RIFN PR [14].

KerberosthSU&—Fi N T 0 A A 005, DAL= B 0 SEak, 6 FH P 2 i 28
IEHEFEAT IAUE R 1Y 5 9 2% 22 A (R IR 5% o A2 2 TCP /IP W2 BTt (R 55 = J5 IE M,
Kerberos B3 1] LAFE {22 4> (R I 2 A TIE, A A & 75 SRR & 7 U ) 0 286 v 1 B JIR 55
%, HATC&IF RS T 55

AN FE T 3G — A TR TR T Spis S, AR LA I E Kerberostpidl
RIATEYE, IFdaH T 6k,

2.2 SphEEAIEEIEX
2.2.1 SpiEEAEX

Spifh LT (term) R0 F 52 XIAE A+

L,M,N ::=
n # (name)
x A7 i (variable)

(M, N) %f(pair)

0 % (zero)

suc(M) Ja k5T (successor)

{M},  HERSKINE MK % 3L (encryption)

17



F_E BT Spig BMREWMYUSH

15w S, A ME— T, £E Spilfd S P HG IR xS (M, N), 87 IS5k s
SCIA{M Y} s RN TAETAE R BUPRREAT . XL FE A REIG N ist 5 1 ik
RE1, SINEATI H AR T 4 22 2 Uil e i o

HERE (process) Mg FH I I~ RO 2 L HIEE A

PQ,R:=
M(N).P it (output)
M(z).P A (input)
P|Q 524 (composition)
(vn)P PR il (restriction)
P 52 il (replication)
[M is NP VL (match)
0 ZEHERE (nil)
let (z,y) = M in P X} (pair splitting)
case M of 0: P suc(zx): Q ¥E/) 3 (integer case)
case L of {x} in P fift % (shared-key decryption)

Hod, xR let (x,y) = M in P, R MEXS (N, L)F1E, W) 457
ANP[N/z)[L/y], BWHA 0. #E 5 Lt fcase M of 0: P suc(z) : Q, WH Mt
OfIil, MR NP, EMURAFEFA N, ME suc(N), LR AQ[N/x], HAb
TR 00 FREHERE case L of {a}, in P, WIRLIEH KNSRI NI, gs
FAP[N/x], BN 0.

fE(vn) P, PR S22 BRI (bounded)s £ M (z). P, PHIAS R o
R AE case M of 0: P suc(z) : Q' &8 ofE 9 — A0 QP22 IR,
RIS A2 BRI, WIFRn AL H I (free). CRERE P AT I A B4 &S A
fa(P), P BHZRREMNESNH fo(P)o MRS f,(P) =0, WFRZIERE LA
R

2.2.2 SpiEREHIENX

AT TAGE AR T & Fh R AR

18
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EX 2.1 (J3AXER) MR EWEHZK R (reduction relation) & A W1 ~ AL E

MR AR
P> P|'P

[M is M]P > P
let (z,y) = (M,N)in P > P[M/x][N/y]
case 0 of 0: P suc(z):Q > P
case suc(M) of 0: P suc(x):Q > Q[M/x]
case {M}, of {x}x in P> P[M/x]
EX 2.2 (HEHEM) AREN (structural equivalence) g i 2 T #1455 =AU
T ERE BN AR
PlO=P
PIQ = QP
PlQIR) = (PIQ)|R
(vm)(vn) P = (vn) (vm) P
(vn)0 = 0
(vn)(P|Q) = Pl(vn)@ if n ¢ fu(P)

P>qQ P=qQ
P=@Q P=P Q=P
P=Q Q=R P=Q P=qQ
P=R PIR=Q|R (vn)P = (vn)Q

EX 2.3 (REXHR) A HKZR (reaction relation) & MilnerfE pilii & [66] 5] A
MR R OCR, A HRRAAGTE MR M(N).PH M (2).Q KA —
RGN, ERHES AR .

M(N).P|M(x).Q)Q — P|Q[N/z]

P=P P>Q Q=Q P—Q PQ
P—-Q P|IR — QIR (vn)P — (vn)Q

19
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Spiti F AT 3 Ab—FhE/EiE S, MR FER R (commitment relation)[11]. A T
ESCAPRFR, HIEEE LA ARED

FEX 2.4 (R (abstraction)) B ILME ()P, Hf o2 R E, Pl
R Frt— % ()P, MoZE— DI, WA F(M)Z%R7R P[M/x].

EX 2.5 (B (concretion))  HAIWEE (vma, ma, ... ,mp)(M)P, Hr, PR
B ma,ma, . ompdt MAT PR IR A . O (v m)RER (vma, ma, ... omy), BT
LLRAG AR AE (v m) (M) P

o FdR i G F AL I, Bedile LAZ L (interaction X & FQCHI CQF
i
Fac £ (v n)(P[M/z] | Q) CQF £ (v n)(Q | P[M/x))
JITBL, ZRHEK AT AR
EX 26 (BHREFXR) LKA (commitment relation)51F P 5 A, H PR
AIERE, AP, & B AL OC 3RA— 3R A1 R A4 e
m(z).P -2 (z)P

m(M).P = (v)(M)P

PpmF Q5%C PLC QOSF

P|Q -2 FaC P|Q -1 caF

P-4 Q- A
P|Qi>A|Q P|Qi>P|A

P>Q Q%A P A Ad¢{mm}
P A (vm)P = (vm)A

AT L A5 3, AN AL LU A AORRTE — BN R I e il e T2 3kAT)
Xt EIRE HERETE SCIAT T RE, € 30T 20N R RIS

15 Spis ST, U SCT X (pair), AT —AN B A2 A Hh R BAE R 2
I ooy, BIEAMEH Z 04 (tuple): P = (21,20, 23, ..., 3,), 20T LLH

20



F_E BT Spig BMREWMYUSH

A TICHENE: P = (... (x1,22),23),...,2n) » FILIFEAT AL Spidi 51 %
wkhe), Kk T RIETE.

A, FATE Y R T PR BEFE (pair splitting) (038 2 let(zy, 20,.. ., 2) =
M in P, & X HWMFE MZE—AZ 504l (N, Noy ..o, Ny), WA BE R 1) 45 R 2
P[Ny/x1][No/xo] ... [Ny/xn), MRS, S0 T FHFE (nil).

h TN Z U IR SO T, FRATE T D LA S R AR o BERE R
Hfigr %

c(x1, 29, ..., 2,).P = c(y).let (x1,29,...,0,) =y in P

case L of {x1,m9,...,2,}; in P = case L of {y}, in let (v1,22,...,2,) =y in P

VF 22 22 4 P ORI TR) R DR IR B IR 22 4% o FRATTAE AT 7 BRI %1 (¢) /2 75
TEFEA G RO B (o) FE[10]7, PRS2 T % SOB Y Jat 7 oK it 3 I 1v) 8K,
R AR A 5 SCIX — JR B B VR R TG o ST, FRATTAT DAE I i SC— AN S8 UL e i
(match) 57 K5 N TR BRI IAE: [t is o] PRIR: WUR tfE oy, AT LABET Pt
M, 75 NIEREPH 2E o

2.3 FHMXAER
231 MWIRFEM
T 8 LA EET (Testing equivalence), B 5T 2 & X—ME1E T, RiRER
AL AN R AR R ). FRAT e HBEREP | 3, MR miE A%, FFH m2
PR SANRAE B A aEiE, R
m(z).Q Lm  m(M).Q |l m
W PAETHTHISMECLERR P, FFH P L 3, WA P 3. Kk, BARA:

Plp P—-Q QU7
Pyp Py s
TATR: —oedl (R, 8) € X h—AM, XA —oedle i—AHEERE RA—/MiliE
ARG WIAT -
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EX 2.7 (MiKFM)  WLFEHP ~ Qul & XX TAEEKNIK(R, 5), (P |
R) I8 =HHMAHQIR) B

2.3.2 Framed BEHIXFR

TSN I RAEARE A B S, 0 T SEI A I AE,  AbadiE X T —FfT
MIEAA R R framed LAY [12] 0 JX P B AU 5% 28 30 1o oy 3 A AT 318 0 ik
FEPRIQZ B S R AR, LUK S A B ol 28, S [N BLR IF 3 20 m A R 2
ISR, RIS T EATRENE AT B AR R

(1) MR DRI (name) 1y, RIE T HET0] LLY; R 2 PAT QYT 44 H1 4R
B WAL frRlERES .

(2) BB R NERMINES, Bk, NSRRI (M, N) R LR
EX Sy PSR MA Qs No A1 th &k FiBIES .

SFFW s (frth) B M« N, St B0 a0 #3 H

Eq Zero Eq Variable
(fryth)F 00 (frith)F oz - x

ne fr (M,N) € th
Eq Frame Eq Theory
(frith)Fn«<n (fr,thy- M < N

(frithyF M < M’ (fr,th)+ N < N’
(fr,th) b (M,N) < (M', N')

Eq Pair

(fr th) - M < M’
(fr,th) F suc(M) < suc(M")

Eq Suc

(fr,th) = M — M’ (fr,th)F N < N’
(fryth) = {M}yN < {M'}

Eq Encrypt

AT EXCHEBCR, W E e M, WUER NPT SR, AR
(fr,th) - ok:

(1) —H(M,N) € th, W:

22



F_E BT Spig BMREWMYUSH

(a) MM, HAFEMDI MR MoAERF M = Mgy, I HANEAE Ny, 15
(f?", th) l_ M2 < Ng;

(b) NFEMIR, HAFEWADI N NfERG N = Ny, JFHAEAE My, 45
(f?”, th) }_ M2 — NQ;

(2) X}F (M,N) € th, LI (M',N")€th, Wk M=M, WN=N,

BA1E XY TCA(fr,th, P,Q) N —A framed HEFEXS, FEXMNPUICHF, PRI QA&
PHHERE, frieESe, thaBRid. JFEM (fr.th, P,Q) € RKER(fr th) F PRQ. I
i, REFER—FF framedBEFEI R R, BRI, WORAT (fr,th) - PRQ, WIAT (fr,th) -
oko I, FATHIE PP framed FEFEICRUIT

EX 2.8 (framedfEIKFR)  framedE U X R SE X W F: X T (frth) b
PSQTT NI = A AT

(1) ik P - P
WAEE—A R Q' R Q — Qs JFHA (fr.th) - P'SQ'.

(2) WHE P -5 ()P, FH ce fr:
WAFAE — % (abstraction) (x)Q', 1% Q@ — (2)Q'» JFHEXN THA H4&
% f(P)U fn(Q) U fr U fo(th)” AHIAZMES {(n I FFTA I MAIT N, g
(fru{n},th)F M < N, WA (fru{n},th)+ P'[M/z)SQ'[N/z].

3) MR P (vm)(M)P', ce fro FHES (MISHES fa(P)U fa(m(th) U
frAMAz:
WA E — A 2L (concretion) (v n)(N)Q', Q - (v n)/(N)Q', &4 {n} 54
H (Q) U fn(ma(th)) U frAAAAS, I HAFLE—X (fr' th')s  (fr th) < (fr' th)
b, (fr',th") = M « N, H (fr',th) F P'SQ’,

EX 2.9 (framed BAEIEM)  framed BB K REFRAFEE — A framed K R
S, 1 SHI S~HER 2 framedBEAU K FR o 1M framed AL EEAT GIAAE ~p) 2RHEK
HIHT framed HARHL IR .

XTI th, BATSEMEBARES fo(th) = U{fn(M) U fa(N) | (M, N) € th}.
T framed [ FR i .2 2% SCHR[12)
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2.4 ETF Spig BRI LIEIE
LEARTH, BTATHH PR S 5 38 k5 E—F Kerberosth i IIAUETE .
2.4.1 Kerberos 1Y

KerberostX[67, 72]/& % TCP/IP W 2% ¥ vl 5 = J7 NIEEh L. & ) DAERfit 22
MG NIE, AT ARVER T Ui MG N RS &5, BICS RS T
5 o

Kerberostp AR i B, % F* M Kerberosfii 45 %% 1 3k TGS (Ticket Granting Ser-
vice) B4, 1E RV TGSIRSF 2. MIFEIE. Kerberosik 45 25K TGS FH TGS %5 7%
MRAZEPIINE G, RIBHE . BIZEIRA4 TGSIRS#, &5 M TGSk
55 A SR N IR 45 48 05 . WO RIS, % P KRR R IR 4% 45 SR R Ak 4 Y H
MR 5525, a0 R A 05 AT BN IR 45 ds A, IR 2% #8002 1% 2 U5 0] i R
%

A TAE T4 Kerberosthil, ASCAEH T —2455, W13 2-1141:  Kerberost
WA R R

(1) %3 Kerberoslik 5 2%

% 71 Kerberosf 45 #% K ILTE R E, %M B AR E 4 & TGSHR % % 4 -
(c,tgs)o

(2) Kerberosfli4s #5217

Kerberosfik 55 #5 W1 B %0 20 G ik, 77 A2 — AN AEE 7 TGSk 45 4 2 [H]
R SEHS, FHHE P WA IR FE ™4 TGSEHE, H
Kl TGSUESE & 1B 4y, JFH TGSHIFAE 2 P10 Hon# . TGSEE 1 k% X
N Toigs = (c,a,0, Koygs)o Kerberosflt 25 s 5 3 i Fin 25 117 B R 1645 % )
{Kergst o A Tengst e, ) o

(3) &3] TGSk 4%

ZPHB WG S AR AL RN - E R, 193 Kerberos/lk 45 #
ekt e 5 TGSk %S #e i1l % s A - B, JFH S wmEHmE. ™
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* 2-1:  Kerberosth il (14’5
@y AURNE
c E R IES
tgs TGSk %% %4
s N FH i 55 2% 44

a BRI 2% ML
v SR AT ROk 1B TR
t I T RAC

key # N

K, sMRE %S

K., xH5yfaiiss

{m}  CAEHK I m)SE %5
Toy Ay

Apy  MaBlyf) %56

AR N Aeygs = {ot, key}o [FIIN K Kerberosfk >k 1 &5 — Fft fin %5
B — AL 4 TGRS A%, 1 RIRHOY IR 45 2% 554l o (X — I LAE— M i f
Jr AL SE R, X TFREFORUGZBND , BRIEATGSMS & MW BT
({Actgst i, o { Letgst i, ) o

(4) TGSHR%s s 3)% F

TGS % # W BER G, HHCMRE S M TGSEH, AR5 1 H 4
(25 UG A PR A S . g, TGSERECEONAS ) E S TGS T E R,
RPIEZ % 4 Py S, I B0 rb e I [a) b ic 7k ZE40 AT 2808 1k v
VG Py, A RV BRI K e AR N RS 48 S 0E, JEHIR S5 2% L A 2% B
w, REIGE . MRS S EENERUT: T, = (c,a,v,K.5). R, TGS
N VRN B R 45 8 7= A AN I S G, IR R R TGS L &6 %
BN . ARG KD IR S5 2 44« D0 i 11 2 1l 8 R0 Bl 25 4 S Al — i 3R [m] 25
Fo (s{Best,,, ATestk,)o

(5) & ;3N R 55- 45

BPIGAEAERI, BERIRSE A4 R S RN [RI AR G A,
RXWF: Ay = {c,a,t}e HEFFIN RS #4523 028 I Fo% 5, 3% 5] 3 R8s
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BT RRAPIRE B (Aot (Tsdye)e SRS EUEATHICHIA, WL
B PN ST AT DA 7 R 55 35 S0 TS 1040 2008 111 FH 2 5% 7 1 1
BTN, WATAET .

2.4.2 Kerberosthil e TR

& X Kerberosiik 55 #4458 52 % 7 K IIEIE Y cperr ST E LB TE RN ES S ¢
MHE, R R ZICH (w0, 14gs), MATAILEE I ¢, I ITE L H A28 SCLH B
M0 ({ Kavvig Yo, s AT re0gs }K e
Kerberos 55 L AR W1 F

KERBEROS £ ¢y (e, 00s) G ({ Ky b, ATowns e, )
Hof T, e APUEAL, A SRR B e ORISR |« 20/l 254
AR LI R 2AG AL : (20, G, Vs, K )

TGSIR 55 4 BMCE —ICH, (weipher, Yeipher)» & T A CHIFAFT 85 PRI 25 —
B, WHEUS SRS PRI — AN, WA SR 0 LAME B
(A1) match 58 W c, JIEREH— A =54l RIS 34, 12 ik
URIBLFT RS B 554 (5, (Kb o (T} e, ) TGS B0 1 2 T

TGS 2cigs(Teipher, Yeipher)-Ca5€ Yoipner OF (e, Tay 0y T}, 0 COSE Toipher Of

{Yer Yts Yrey to, 11 [Te 15 Yl [ye 15 )G (8, {8 ues t o, s A Ters T )

5 Kerberosli45 8 —FE, T, MUE—ANPUIEAL %/ 4H (B SChEa |
R PHEE . ARG IR E B IA: (0, s, 0a, Ko s)e

7R 45 S BB TG (onphers Yoipher ) E 556 1 CL KA BB IT 45— A
Br, WIS SRR RIS, AR SR LM A
AT AR B, LE% A SRS . R RS SRR R AL At F
S 2(eiphers Yeipher)-CSE Yoipher 0f {Tes Tas Tuy Tr} i, 0 CASE Taigher Of {Yer Yar Ui}, 0

(2 i5 e)-[Ta 15 Yal-[th 15 To)-Co(reqipher)-Ca5 Tequipher O {Treqhsy, i1 FlTreq)

BT T RAE, R PR 4 T L 1 T SR AL B 4, I I
F(x) KR B 45
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% E S KerberoslR 4548 K G K, A2 —Jcdln, H A IR BT
—ANEL, WA RSTGSIS SIS IR %S ARG XA P2 i, 5%
RS ANAS IR 5 AR SORIETGS RS #5, W ey, 835 —A~"Jcdl: effH
HTGS k&AM s HM TS %30, ARS SN RS S NSEH N, #8
A7 T AN B B 0 37 7 A 0 S D o b S )R R B A 8 AR B AN SR A B
HIMRSS 2, WS e sy, I a] LY ) g5 25 o
C(REQ) £tker (¢, 195)) o Leipher: Yeipher)-Case Toipher 0f {Kegs} g in Cugs(({Actgs} ..

Yeipher)) Ce(Zs, Zeiphers Weipher)-€aS€ Zeipher Of {kea.}y, , i

C_S< ({Acws }kws ) wcipher) > Q(REC»

KHL, Aot N0 (et key), BFER 4 (¢), 4TI %I (1) F1—AN%H
B key, ERAVHERI RS T, #HABEMEIFRAEREMEH. A A2 =04l
(c,a,t), BIEES 4 (c), &P HbE (o) FIATITZ] (1), REQIRRE A N H 5544
FR R, I R 55 7% (RO A 4 I I IR 55 2% s LASKRAS S TR 55 2% FR Wi .

BT S A YRR LA, A EE R AR, Bk, BAREA
Kerberosth 80 (1] 28 48 7] AAT W1 R 5 o 3 IX A R 48 B AL B n % 0 i 5k
REQ1,REQ;,...,REQ,, WRFKLRWT:

Sys(REQ1, REQs, ..., REQ,) £(vK ) (VK,) (v Kigs) (VK 1s) (VK s)

(IKERBEROS|'TGS|'S| [[ C(REQ:))

i€l..n

EXH, TATCEL T ZA TGSHR S5 % F N RS 48h —A X —fifLIE AR 5
[ 3T
2.4.3  KerberostiiSUIAE TR E X

AT AR P (authentication)f3 Wl F & X W14 52 75 Al LA IAE
Bk B KL T o SpREIE — AN FR R IR Y, 75 28 5 SOz U
0 (specification), AR5 UEWIX AR PG K, B AGHR A 0 P SO P 300G
WE RS k. RSk, FRATE SR LS (testing equivalence)ﬂ\%?\ﬂ{iﬁlﬁ
Kerberos S A TEE
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X FAERMWE R REQ., REQ,, ..., REQ,, #fi
Sys(REQy, REQ,, ..., REQ,) ~ Syssuec(REQ1, REQ,, ..., REQ,)
2.4.4  KerberostMY BIHSE
X T KerberosfiR % 3 FMITGS RS 45K U6, AT S STHAIERPER, JREAF R
it DRIBERNE H5 T AL AR 17
KERBEROS,.. = KERBEROS

TGSspee = TGS

Xt 1 AR 55 o AN XU AT A5 B A 3, D BT T n] BLXAE E P (NS
FHPIFRA RIE REQRIS 4%, ERREKIE T —MRATEIE p; M5 a 2 L
Ja, MAZIBIERE—Ma 5 TRI, &/ EWULE S ERE F(REQ), Wik, M4
AN AR R -

Sspec éCs(fljciphem ycipher)-case Ycipher Of {iL‘C, Ly Tty mk}}(s m
case xcipher Of {yca ?met}xk Zn [xc iS ?Jc]-[% iS ya]-[xt iS yt]

cs(Cheipher)-case chepner of {p},, in P(T'RI)
Cupec(REQ) =(vp)(C(p) p(x).F(REQ))

SYSspec(REQ1, REQs, ..., REQ,) é(l/p)(I/KC)(I/KS)(Vth‘g)(VKcytgs)(VKC’s)

(\K ERBEROS pee|!'TGSpecl!Sspec| || Copec( REQ:))

€l..n
2.4.5 Kerberost BITAUE 4 A F2 Bé

TR, A Kerberos i3 (I AUEPE IRIIE B/ — ] 2 1 B

SFFATE IR (R, B), WHRA (Sys(REQ,, REQ,, ..., REQ,)|R) | 5, N
Gl E 8 T Sys(REQ., REQ,, ..., REQ,)E R, 1 A& ¥ & 1 W &6 30 1 LA
Joi B R R E . X R RO A B )RR 56 E [y is ), AR A VER A
F A5 30 18 038 5 B A e 0l i e B A K, i S AR ZE . T
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SYsspec(REQ1, REQ, ..., REQ,) " LAl Sys(REQ,, REQs, ..., REQ,)H H [ 1] 4
HOEIE, W (Sysspec(REQ, REQ,, ..., REQ,)|R) || 8o KZINK, Kt

Sys(REQ., REQ,, ..., REQ,) ~ Sysspe.(REQ:, REQ,, ..., REQ,)

R, b TR A5 A 2 3 A I DR e RS A T IR Rl b, 2R RmT DAAE 326
— ANV R AL I TR BB AE W) Kerberosth S AN 22451, 8 Jo A B I I (replay
attack)o XTFIEAMT S, WERTRAT I [z, is y | VCECI, TP 2 AN A2 RS 1
T S AN AT LA 5 B XA )

BATE AR F(2) £ (z), i ed—MHridiE,. 4

R 2 co(u).ce(u).cou).co(x).co(y)ly is x].d(x)

WA (Sys(REQ1, REQ,, ..., REQ,)|R) || d» H&H (Syswye(REQ:, REQ,, ...,
REQ,)|R) | d, JItLL:

Sys(REQ1, REQ2, ..., REQ,) # SySspec(REQ1, REQ>, ..., REQ,)

2.5 HHRGHEXIME

AbadifE[9]Fe i, FE T AR st T LU R BERE S SRR 0 A, (BARIF R 48
R TT %o AFRIN T — NIRRT, [t is o). P KRS WER tfE oA, nT L
BEAT PHERE, A5 HEREFHLIE

[FlE, ATER] Y& 1) Spil L IIE T Kerberostp s AUEYE, I HArH T HIA
UERINESS TR IAUEPEASE T AE T I B ORAE T, — FLN () B, i B SCRE G
IRAREAETE
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jillls

3.1 3

20014F, Abadi® % # 2 M T lambdaiii 8 2] Applied lambda# & IH &, H pili
Y& Applied pilii 5 [6]. Applied piifi 54k A& T pilst 5 1 A5 ROF R A, 0
T RBRISE R TE o T BAMUSGRJR T4, AT L 44 R R B B o 3K N B
BEAR 75 S Mo Ab AR ME R S (s . el &%) 5 g L e Uil i AL filig
WARTTE. B, M RSBEE. YRS, R R R % i 5 0E
FHXF T S8, IR AN B AT 2L R 8 12500 R G BR R T 0 s, NI R &F
e, Bk BERIAFI AT A S 2RI P GRA T 2 A% 22 5B L,

=

. fif#. Hashpi%l. B4 58 ERTE) o Applied piffi & [6])42 H T M54 FI
FRASSEM RPN G R, A2 S AP R AEGAE B AR 22 il [4, 5, 7.

HL 38 45 02 DATESENLELIR P 2% IS BR R N F & AT L 4G 3), Hito&s
BRI AN 2 U7, O M ST I R Rk T R 45 O,
HL - ST BRSO T 22 4 IO MR JSURN D) REAT A5 5 Ik HLBE 2K e R T IR B8 FHAIE 1) 22
RPN, AR I T ST Y SOE A Jofh 1 e A K, AN AP
PV RTFE. BEATESE . HAT, BRI H S A SOEE AR W L, ] £
UEEAT ) S BIIA B BE 1 224 B SR Bk v SN URE % 5K 27T 1) 7

A FHH] Applied pilfit SRR MR HL 1S AT — — IBMA W) $2 HE ) ikp PRl
JE I TIE P A LI 44 1k
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3.2 IBEFIENX
3.2.1 Applied piiEERYIEX

BAIELE X A —REES, HPaEHERAMNEHT. NEe 1%,
Applied pifdE S I wE LW -

LM N =
a,b,c,... % (name)
T, Y,z A& (variable)
f(My, Msy,..., M) f €3 A% (function)

Applied pifi HHEFE R, —FoE st RE, HERIAE X5 pif I A
[Fs o —FOEsm 7 Ry Ak RE, B T R i R s
Pl T L Applied pifsi 5 1 EHHEFE (plain processes) Wl :

P,Q,R::=
0 bty
PlQ HATEE
P 2l
(vn).P 5% R
if M = N then P else Q 41
u(z).P LN
w(M).P K 4

W AR PR IA R S pil F AR, FURAERMERE if M = N then P
else Q' M = NRIEMZE—FRBAHSE, MAZM™HE X EWAaEmE. 45
Q=0, KN BEWITHANA if M =N then P.

WA T 3% e (active substitution) [T, W LAY A ¥ e 2E 72
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(extended processes), & X1 F:

A B,C =
P i
A|B HreEa

o)A AR
(vr).A A E B2 R
{M/x} T
T e Applied piyi S AR R, LTl RESRADL T L e K 4R YR 2 R
let & = M in..., BEZAFERE {M/c} ] LA —ADBRE S, PrRike ik
THRIRIERE, PrA LA EEREA LRSS R
ve({M/z} | P)=let x = M in P

3.2.2 Applied piiERERIIENX
Pk X Applied pidst &) &5 FE 2 o
3.2.2.1 LGN

EX 3.1 (Hik5EN) 455 (structural equivalence) =8 XAEY JEIERE L1
BAMEM KRR, EELTLEN a—Hot BN . 2550 e L.

PAR-0 A=A|0
PAR-A Al (B|C)=(A|B)|C
PAR-C A|B=B|A
REPL lP=P|\P
NEW-0 (vn)0 =0

NEW-C (vm)(vn)A = (vn)(vm)A
NEW-PAR (vn)(A|B)=A| (vn)B if né¢ f.(A)

ALIAS (ve){M/z} =0
SUBEST  {M/xz} | A= {M/x}| A{M/x}
REWRITE {M/x} ={M/x} when¥ F M =N
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W IR S, AR —AN Y R R AR W] DS e — AN 3 B 45 R — A i i A 1 I
ITEA, FRN B T2 R4
A=wn){v M /vI}|P

3.2.2.2 WML

EX 32 (MMAER)  AHLER (internal reduction) i 745K 5 4 Fl L F i
ARG R, EIRE AR

COMM a(z).P|a(x).QQ — P|Q

THEN if M = M then P else Q — P

ELSE if M = N then Pelse @ — Q Y/ M =N

F pive S B pived S WK AR L ¢ 28 0] LA R o8 R AN S5 R S 15t
a(M).P | a(2).Q = ve.({M/z} | a(z).P | a(z).Q)
— ve.({M/z} | P|Q)
= P|Q{M/z}

3.2.2.3 IRSEBIFEX

Applied pit 5 (IFR 5 He A2 15 SOZ AT PIRRE O ZHP e, AT DIt 2
], RIS B FATHERE . Applied PTEH bR 5 7 BE X i LAY
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Jil:
IN a(z).P ™ PV /2
OUT-TEAM a(y ™ p
AXLp hsg
OPEN-CHANNEL b A g

v.a(M)

AT Az e fo(M)\{u}

v, u.a({M)

OPEN-VARIABLE ve. A T— A
zal LMy u {M/z} | AHES

A5 A u R fEad
SCOPE vu. A - v Al

A2 A bu(a)N fo(B) =bn(a)N fo(B) =10
PAR A|B-* A |B

A=B BB B =A
STRUCT A2 A

3.3 EMRKRAR
3.3.1 MBEEMN

WER AT TE alX S — R, WED, WRAFERAS B3 (context)*CT ], A#
BA —* Cla(M).P], BATATECH A | a.

EX 3.3 (WEZEM)  MEZM (Observational equivalence) (x) & 9 et FE I
KA RV IR FR . RIEXWT, Wk AR BUA:

X BTN SRRSO ERARRE, B REORIEIMTR G IR TS B R IR S
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1. il Ay a, W B a;
2. W A A, M TR R, 5 B—*B, JFH A R B
3. XFHAME LT, FH C[A] R C[B].

WELZEAN B AR F LT pilE AL barbed Rl &% &, HAZHATE XK “ barb” #
barbed[F] &K Z&55. KL, £F barbed [ 4x5¢ &R L1k in] DU ) e k.

3.3.2 BESEM

FASEM (=) RARWASFREMATMTHELSE (frame) #AS BE B AT ] & HEFE T X
e M, HEALZEE i AR e g R R Ot R I B A AN 52 B AL IE SR YT R 3R .
AT EH of v REK IR —MELE oh A 32 IR L B it FE (M /2 AR &
a T AR G AERE SR 3 (domain), C4E dom(yp).

EN 3.4 (EZEMESE) HEXRMHEXRRN (M = N)p, WRMWAT MA N 7E
HEZE o R A, MHMNSHFEAL i o, To=vn .o, Mo= No, JFH
{1} N (fa(M) U fa(N)) = 0.

EX 3.5 (BEEEM)  WMHES of o FR S (o ~s v), Bldom(p) = dom(y),
FHXFHAA I MM N, (M= N)e {HAS(M = N)p.

AN R I RE A (A =~ B), BRI SR S i ST I o

3.4 ETF Applied piiE ERIF N LIEIE
3.4.1 ikp Y

ikp P SU[25, 26]HH IBMA Wl AE19955- 42, & — 4L IE T A PR A i, v H
T Internet FAFH - RHIAL 5 o 4% T S8 254 LARECR IANF 73 4 1kp. 2kp.
Skp =ML Al R AR AR . S 5PN AR RIS (buyer), 58T
(seller) FIEEIK 77 (Acquirer) 41 p. 7EIX HLFAT T ZRBEFTHE Tkp sl 2 41

h T RER Tkp PR, FRATTHE S SO SR ATH SKx RE R X IR % 5H,
i PK(SKx)RaRILH NI ATFEH . [, RATH H ()RR 0 5050 ok 5
Ex()ERHANTFEH PKHATING:  Sx ()RR W SKxyMITHF24
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% 31 i ikpPhdFT s

155 RARE

Desc VAT AR R, bk, RS, (A RIK T 445%
Saltp WA SETT P B, RIS 5 77 N Desc
Authprice WS35 PV ST it 1) B A 4%

Date B s e RN TR, R B 1k AR ey

Nonceg BT R BENLEG R B 1 R My

IDg G IAR I, ORI HIAN PR A B 5

TIDg B 5 7 EIIAE SR U, HISRIX AN R 152 5
Ban W K5 B R K

Expiration W77 (5 AR R

Rp W35 IR A H AR IR R BEHLAL

IDp W S5 kRS, 7742050 IDg = Hy(Rp, Ban)

Despcode  ¥WKTTIIN A, 7R 58 A S 1l A Ik

TATE ST — LR A P SR I AT 5, FE AT AR IR 35 a3k 3-197 41
[, BT 1kp bR BN AT BB, O 7RIS, AT BN AT T
MR 3205 Ikpth U H NP AN W07 A8 7 A K (Initiate) . 458
J7 W AR AS T 15 3K (Invoice) s WS J7 A58 7 S 3 AT (Payment) 8985 77 In) 4% K7
HI 46 K (Auth-Request) B IK 7 [0 5585 07 W W2 K (Auth-Response) #5877 1)1
SEH NS R (Confirm), PRGRATT

Initiate: B— S : Saltg, IDpg
Invoice: B«+«—S : Clear
Payment: B— S : EncSlip

Auth-Request: S — A : Clear, H(Saltg, Desc), EncSlip
Auth-Response: S «— A : Respcode, Siga
Confirm: B «+—— S : Respcode, Siga

(1) W7 W B8 5 SOl I I K. RIZM R Saltp, I Do
W SET7 P AWML R, EH A IDp = Hy(Rp, Ban)W & IDp, R4
T ABEHEL Saltg, —EEAERIE T, KGRI IIEK .
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% 3-2: ikpPhUIH RS
HE RENE
Common  Authprice,IDs,TIDg, Date, Nonceg, IDg, H(Saltg, Desc)

Clear IDg, TIDg, Date, Nonceg, H(Common)

Slip Authprice, H(Common), Ban, Rp, Expiration
EncSlip  Ea(Slip)

Siga Sa(Respcode, H(Common))

(2) A TTm NI ST IE K RIRTH R Clear
BT IC S T 8] Date, FF H = EBENLEL Nonces, IXPIANTCZHE — KRN
FRMME—k . B P2 TIDg, VI Hi(Saltp, Desc). A F85EE 7 bR R
T DA P W) S ol I B AN A% 15 S AuthpriceZE ST Commonid B, - HH
B B 2 548, BEJS, K IDs. TIDs. Dates
NoncesFl H(Common)— KWK TT o

(3) WKy RS TP AT . KIXH R EncSlip.
Wy ST A3 BN T 0 et s, WS 20M IDsy TIDg. Datew NoncesHH T
J5A W B H(Common), SHTETTHRE) H(Common) VELLE, 45 AHSE N
AU S AT o K Authprices  H(Common)s H 7 BIE H-RIKS Ban.
IR bR RS R BENLEL R 5 RAEHIIBR Expiration JX L4 B ¥
W5 B T BTN o R e B 7

(4) BT M KT g K : RIZEE Clear, Hy(Saltg, Desc), EncSlip.
B8 B S Clear B Hy(Saltg, DESC), % [R5 A5 R 10T 18—l R %4
HWRTT, HOEEK.

(5) W5 1B Ty R A K s IR JE. Despeode, Siga.
BN TT S B BN Clearf? 8 IDg. TIDg. Date. Noncegs %K
B R S PRI EncSlip, 33| Authprice, Ban, FExpiration, Rp.
SR X L85 R E R H (Common), I H IR 2 H (Common) AT LB . #574H
e, PKEAZ B 45 AR H S8 44 R RS 7
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(6) FHETT TN K SE R KIEW I Despcode, Siga
BRI BB TT, 5L S 21 A
3.4.2 1kpthiFERUFTT

8 Tkp RSB AR - BATTH € e I (R4 44 MR B )
LU

T, UV Vo= terms

A, B, S, x1, xg, -~ variable

Cgs, Csp, Csa, Cas, -+ mname (for channel)

Noncey, K4, Date,--- name (for nonces, keys and time)
f(1y,---, Tp) function application (f € %)

Horpr, AR SEFE T =R AL

e, AR R, o H (uy, ) BRBRIESIR S P(u) &R
NIFEH: {Th RoHAHMESHE AR TE4: decrypt(w, v) FomHBH
fit%:  checksig(w, u) R ATFHEHARMME T4 checktime(Time, Expiration)
A I IR TR 17 i S

H, RBCEOIMIE N R ERE, A Initiate(uy, ug), Clear(uy, ug, usz, Us, Us),
Common(ui, Us, ..., ur)s Slip(uy, us, us, ws, us)s ARequest(uy, us, uz), AResponse
(u1, uz) M Confirm(uy, uz)e

BeAh, RO R, MmN E B MR,
U Initiate.j(Initiate(uy, ug))3 7~ 3% $ Initiate( )RR B 5 5 B XIS HUE
WA Clear.j(Clear(uy, us, us, ui, us))s Common.j(Common(uy, us, ..., uz))s
Slip.j(Slip(uy, us, us, us, us))s ARequest.j(ARequest(uy, us, us)), AResponse.j
(AResponse(uy, ug))Fl Confirm.j(Con firm(uy, uz))s

i PO R H,  BATTA W R IR AREOH A5 0 & -

Decrypt({z}pr(z), 2) = ©
checksig({z}., Pk(z)) = true

checktime(time, Expiration) =

true if time € Expiration
false otherwise
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Tuple.j(Tuple(xy,---x;)) = x; for j <i, Tuple € {Initiate, Clear, Common, Slip,

ARequest, AReponse, Con firm}

A7 T T E MIAREINEE R R, BTt ] OB AL HiiR 1IKPIRX T . B
AR 73 P R SO AR E X
HEESN: AT EahE ok e S B

o © {1 = Initiate(Saltp, [ Dp)}

09 def {xy = Clear(IDs,TIDg, Date, Noncegs, H(Authprice, [ Dg, T1Dgs, Date, Nonceg,

Initiate.2(xq), H(Initiate.1(x1), Desc)))}

o3 & {25 = {Slip} pr(ska) }

oy {x4 = ARequest(xy, H(Initiate.1(xy), Desc), z3)}

o5 {x5 = AResponse(Respcode, { Respcode, H(Common)}sk,)}

o5 & {z¢ = Confirm(AResponse.1(x5), AResponse.2(xs))}

FHE X FE AR IR, AT B AL X T
(Pg), BYETT (Ps)FIEEETT (Pa)o
P Y (vAuthprice)(vDesc)(Pg | Ps | Pa)

Py % (wSalty)(vRp)(Crs{zi01) N(Csp(aa).if Clear.5(xs) = H(Authprice, Invoice.1
(z3), Clear.2(x,), Clear.3(xs), H(Rp, Bang), H(Saltg, Desc)) then (Cyg(zs0s)
((Csp(x6).if checksig(confirm.2(xg), Pk(SK4)) then Fg(x)))))

Ps © (vIDs)(WTIDg)(vDate)(vNonces)(Cps(1).(Csp(w20) | Cps(xs).(Conlrso4)
| Cas(s).Csp(we06).Fs(25))))

Pa & (WSK ) (Csa(zs).if Slip.2(Decrypt(ARequest.3(x4), SK4)) =
H(Slip.1(Decrypt(ARequest.3(x), SK4)), Clear.1(ARequest.1(xy)),

Clear 2(ARequest.1(xy)), Clear.3(ARequest.1(x,)), Clear.4(ARequest.1(zy4)),
H(Slip.3(Decrypt(ARequest.3(x4), SKa)), Slip.4(Decrypt(ARequest.3(z4),

SKa))), ARequest.1(X4)) N checktime(datetime, Slip(Decrypt(ARequest.3
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(14)))) then ((vARespcode)(Cas{ws0s).Fa(24))))

TEIXLEHERE D, B Fp(x), Fs(x), Falz)& HERELTT, WHEITHEKTT
RPN VRV (RINEE S

3.4.3  1kpWSGAMETERIIEIE
e, RATEEHE IpH U AERE. 2 A BROFBEF M i,
R B RVE, THER ST 7 E R a8 7, IAIZA i —E /2 i
W) ST AN o IR B TRA T 2225 e U AR PR . DRk, FRATTA 2 s 3L
TR 3.1 [FEIKIAENE] BRP - P, WRAE g PR
C'as(AResponse(Respcode, {Respcode, H(Common)}pr,))
WIFE T2 |, b e A7 AR

C_BS({Slip}pk(SKA)) and Cga(ARequest(Clear, H(Saltg, Desc), {Slip} pr(sk.)))

TERR FRATTAT LIRS PR 55 (correspondence assertion)[83] 2 fif eI A 5 B
B — BT TR AR, D006 7 2t £ W 3 7 A& TG K

WHRAE n P A74E Cas(AResponse(Respcode, {Respcode, H(Common)}p,))s
V) 58 B B DK T R T 5 E T S A T 1 B . eI I Bang Sk 3 iE 16
7 G . DT A H(Common) X % 45 45 77 10 & 4y, B B R AT 06 52
Crs{{Slip}pr(si,)) M Csa(ARequest(Clear, H(Saltg, Desc), {Slip}pr(sic,)))e

[FRE, S TA 8 7 M S 7 AR TE,  Fedl T nT AIZRAL A o HAE e ¥, phid
ANFFIR
3.4.4 1kpriEZMHRYITE

AT EA Y. MBS, TS LA R, 5 2 A
Wt b At A W 2 R RR 44 1 o AR AEikp PN I AN 58 4 S B ST iy B 44 1,
R LR P PR R A% I 55 o AR T IR E B, BT Rg AR B S5 x4 B U A
WA 2% A Wi 2 ] DADRAS & [ P A
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I 3.2 (WEAIERME) XTI MMM, FA1H Pe(Bang) =~
Py(Banly), MBI ITLE Bang BATE AP
WERR FRATTE e ORI HESE
33 o1 (Pp(Bang))h
{z1 = (Saltg, H(Rp, Bang)) | x5 = {Authprice, H(Common), Bang,
Rp, Expiration} prsk )}
X po(Pp(Ban'y)) A
{z1 = (Saltg, H(Rp, Bang)) | x5 = { Authprice, H(Common), Ban's,
Rp, Expiration} pysk.) }
R B S0 T8 45 7 A 4 Wy 2, FRATTAT @1 (Pe(Bang)) ~s @2(Pp(Ban’y)),
WA Pg(Bang) ~, Pg(Ban'y), FRMEKTT K AN it 20 85 85 07 A 28 A 25

HEX T ¥ KT, BT Slip.3(Decrypt(xs, Kja)) = Bangft o1(Pg(Bang))
S, AHJELE @o( Pe(Ban'’y)) TASKAL, FrCAFATAT UUHEE Pg(Bang) #s Pg(Ban's),
FETRIE) 2 T7 R T W T AN ORFR IS 44 12k

3.5 A ITE

AT TR A T 0 g SCRIE B (9 — Rh oy ik, IF HoR S RiE B O vk N A T
Applied pif & . HHEY, 205 G MHBURE S diH BN M(id), #% TAEE T
idfid', FATA:

M (id) ~4 M (id')

WA R Z IR m I 4

AEER M ERJEUE T ikpth RGBS A T R AR 4
PE, M EEIK AR ER LB A bE . RIS, SRR T o 0 5 ok N X P T

CGEBE 3.1) 1A &A% Ge A4 1 D B 14 73 E0F B T ikp DS R DA TIE 2
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41 XI1ELRLE

ARSCAE RS RESE B, AT — Lot 2 2 BB A T 9T . T2 DTikAT LA
LVIN-¥

W, S A O R AAIERAL T AN ERR S B MR o X FRATTXS BT AE 22 4N
MRTB TAER—A R4, o UG 0 TAEFT T T — MR MR . sl
XA ST IR I, T AT — AR 58 B 1K) 2 25 50 18 SOk e G R D7 v H T AR R
FUNG AR AR DI ) B PRSI i FRATTH AN T RO R & ) 7 & Fpoy ik, I Hodk
AT T AT 2E RS, AN IEARTE RN 2 2 OB LA AT 2k . Bl X
FRF TR, ARG FRATT IR R A 2 B R AY), 1T AR SO0 T-3X 373 (R ok, AU
H TR T — B Bt R 46

H, SR T TN R L — MR R TT %6, AbadifE (9182, TN TRI BRI
PSR T LA ik R SR T, AR B g R T R XA 1) R B A T g
R )8, FETF R SR T RS m P ERR . AP R, R ER S
WA Y7 58, ARILIIFR A BB 4 i, BAREE U T — 428 match &
TR T B Ja B, ARIE ST O FRIRAN N TR T XA SR TN A . [
), YRR TR SpilE LI T Kerberos M AIEYE, I HLIRH T HAEMIESS
M EPEERIE R AE T BRI AR R, — ELIS TR MO, 12 W iSOHs JE V2 AR IE A
HEHE: .

W=, R TR AR SCUEWI — R 7k, OF B XMk B 07 vk N T
Applied pil &4, UEH] T ikp BB A4 PE . [N, fEdbie o, FRATRAT T
— TSI A 5 ¥R I FH R IR A BT 5 T AN S A G AR I B SO IR 73 (R 3 B SR
e WU R EIAESS, WAl A5 4438 R i RS BAT AT o A5 B PR Bk L, OF
HHERA R T m, SRR Z MR e 10 82— UEW T ikp IR IR AR
P o 1T I P AR AT A R TR SO B 44 PR EAT e SORTIE W IR I8 SRR
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i, ASCERFE T BEREE S 2 e S M Et AT T SR B RGE, X
FERAERX I LA RIA S, AT B AR A A BT I 8] 56 B
Rl 3 55 /N A RS 63— S T Ji — 22 O IF ST A, B SR I (3 SRR B SC
Jitk, HETCAH TEONRENEIR, (HIXEHUAFER ST I T, DIAEA S
B BOERES o

42 RRIIERE

H 19964, 9L[H%# Gavin Lowet Fl CSPAELALEL M T FDRAIL T Needham-
Schroeder 2 PRSI — AN EATT AR R IR il i, 6 -k Rty B 1) e 2 D DU Ak
W — B AR, SRR R 7 VAN W e 48 o AN B AR Y 1)
S5 PR 5 AR U R A A (AN i, BTIBSESE A
(0 H gt T — NP S, i e AT SO e e, TR i
SR ZRIAE B RE 7, 0] DK e 4 D iSUF 9 B 2 g v 14D 1) J0 3R 16l = A3
Gy RERLEEST . 2 AR I T SCRZAE BT A o B, 3 = R A T Ik
o AHRIE W, AT LA I REAT RIS, I =7 AT R ) R BRI ST S

4.2.1 fEBIRYEESL

TR AL AT 2 AT, 5 B — A 4 B e o 3K 7 3
Wi EW. N OF LIRRE Y. B TR R AR, B S A i
(OO ER b AR D 9 S DAE O D0 T T DL B M i, T 2 00 R 3R B
SRS 7 T AR 20 PSS HLR N TE T A aE Sy, %A
R A LU [ A AT R SO . T A A DS % R
SRR AR, AT R AT AL SN I FLA
BBk, TP BB 7 4T

P SR P AR T L AR B0 0 220 D10 S PRI BT 3, (L DAL
AT T RO, T L B “FREE R IR T 2k, TR
WO FRBE (BRI MU B Bt ) IR R Rk A ) AR
S BT AT RO MORE, FOU R 2R A B R % I
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E N D ERSAE
o(M).P | c(2).Q | c(z).R
EXAE (R IR 7R 2K PRE B P IR AN IERG, sk b, Fik —AS) #0302 3E 5 N A
(o TRIFE, IR0 B 5 R G W A7 A0 (R PR RO AN B
AR, X T2 IERIZ T, CARBRMAEEE AL, Bl T 24 F 420
F— MR S5 as AT INIE, 1% 2K I (Replication) kK ZI Kl 1) :
1S| Ay | As | ... | Ay
MEHEAEA 1S = 5 1S, XL 2 RAERT A SR
BRI, de] ) 3 — AN 3 S Al B i, [R) IS ST B AR b 5% ol 2 4 P Jo PR A
A, EIT IR .

422 MHRAIFERULEX

AT ERERREA, ] A I H ™ &R VU ) — A W 225 I8 AT
FETTI, B AT RS S AR TP A AR P AR AN P b SRR R A
R, JEMAME. AFHE. JRIE. BRSO T B ST i ) R

FBUAEAN G RS BERRE L — AN R ) 10 e eV Uk, AR 2 OB
Hewrgerh, Pl 3 220 AR AE A ¢ F R ZI I P AN JERE 55 P58 22 1) () A8 1. fg
IR BRI FIE (Specification) A 5281 (Implementation) 5 #8355 (A8 H.fg Sy 4 [,
DAY DAE B P B A SO B B R . BRI AR O RIR L, il A
#r, framed% 4, fenced%EfY, WRASENESE . AT LUEE R O A 1 HABHLSEA
KFZR CUUA SO g A 55 8 SOTFUEW] T WS 44 1D Ko PR, X T H AT
AN O R TGV SRk T, FRATTAR BRI 5 e S T I LB G ok e X
‘Bo Hr, WFFORTE AFU R R BRSSO A T ET I N A

MR, X TT B AR IR T2k TR R 5, e w] AR B R ) E 1w -
KB XA 8 AP iT,  bean g SCIAUE P (R 0] B % 1 & (correspondence
assertion)(83], WAz T & Fi HARB A (R DGPR3 L. [FIAE, FAf M (privacy) #il
AP (fairness) #E B A AT TINS5, 0 T-3X Lo o2 (R VR ZUE 50 A B agh & — A
AR ZI B 5T PR A
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423 ERoth

A7 EIEHR B, 5 T IR H Ao e i, e B A R
ARA LA, B T S H BB B A BAT AR T B Ak 73 i %
iU EENAESS . T HIR AT, BRI Ek, fir 3k B,
FeAr 17 A AT R A Sh AL SR IE 1 RO SR 3BT B BETE AT SE B . BTEL, AEAER Y
b, BATER TORUERERASS, AT RIS IR VAL, R AR .

H AT T ERR S WA =M s BRSO . BRI RS,
ARFFEP MR, R =ROERE AR SE %, FFEATHE R DO fE .

i 3R S A B R A I BOR LU, R SV R A 3 S A AN ol
R REAT N IR (trace), RJE R B & n] LUE B H I # A2 Hose, 1B
JRE N SR B 2 BB U AR, AR BRI TR S B ik AT T HR A
RANHIR I, BT LA, JATT AT LATE o g 328 R v S AE 20 e ) A 285 380 SRR R ) 075 3 R R
PRSI PE BT, 78 70 de ARS8 BB LU e st AR S R NG 0 5 32 o

HAFANS UEBOARRN AR E SC2 A U R 7 i AT R . "85 53 SR ik
ISR AL PR D, i AN RERE PR BT (B, kB0 U7 ik it B P U HoAT %
PERT, TR B EANBEUE B PR SR A D o (S BRI BOR — AN 8 RO AL HE A
MHF AL TR, K2 B E ARG AW V5, dndrsert B sh el TR 21X
AT TR E AR ) R FESE, S ) U AT B SRR, DR RT BORE G
FIMPIRS IR, AN FF PRS0, A A AT R, IR BT SRSk
PR PR, fusioniB HLK MWB LSS IXFE— Bl vHEI . (HIX P AL 21T
E R e N AL AT RN S SIS

REJP I AT ARG — TR A AT S BOR, 3l SRR ACH] i P BSOS 75 B %
LU S WL R o S BBl E . B H BXAS IR R, RO T
BURAEPEA DR P Fes, Tl I IEOR I A e, BTy KL vt i — Fle 2 ki
Ho REE ARG A A N A 2 R R R
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