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Abstract  Security verification analysis of cryptographic protocols is one of the most important
fields of researching the information security in network. Although common ways to analyze the
security of cryptographic protocols (such as formal analysis, computational model analysis, and
computational sound formal analysis) can theoretically verify or prove whether cryptographic
protocols are secure, they can’t guarantee that cryptographic protocols are secure in the process
of implementation on real code. However, if cryptographic protocols are verified or proved to be
secure during the process of implementation on real code, it can be insured that cryptographic
protocols are implemented safely. Therefore, it is worthwhile to focus on the field of researching
security verification analysis of cryptographic protocols implemented on real code. In this paper,
first of all, we summarize the research status of security verification analysis of cryptographic
protocols at home and abroad. Furthermore, we summarize the research status of security verification
analysis of cryptographic protocols implemented on real code, and there are four branches:
automated model extraction, automated code generation, operational semantics and program
refinement. Meanwhile, we compare, analyze, summarize and comment the latest achievements in

the research of security verification analysis of cryptographic protocols implemented on real code. In
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this paper, taking common programming languages as examples (such as C, Java, F#, and so
on), we carry out the discussion and focus on four kinds of security analysis. Based on classical
abstract theories, automated model extraction analyzes the security of a cryptographic protocol by
applying an abstract mapping, which maps the properties of a cryptographic protocol from
concrete program state space onto a corresponding abstract model. Automated code generation,
based on the specifications of a cryptographic protocol, generates the codes automatically and
analyzes the security of a cryptographic protocol with these codes. The security analysis of
cryptographic protocols implementation on real code which is based on operational semantics
analyzes the security of the properties of a cryptographic protocol, such as the sequence of the
traces, the match of messages during the process of the implementation of a cryptographic protocol
and so on. The program refinement security analysis analyzes the security of a cryptographic
protocol by applying the relation of the program refinement. At the end of this paper, we prospect
the research direction of security verification analysis of cryptographic protocols implemented on
real code in six parts: Model checking techniques (such as program refinement, program verification
and so on) are applied to analyze and verify cryptographic protocol implementation on real code;
Based on Dolev-Yao model, the security of cryptographic protocols is automatically analyzed and
verified on real code; Programming languages (C/C++, Java, F# and so on) are applied to build
models or frames (F7, CoSP, Spi2Java. etc.) in the process of security verification analysis of
cryptographic protocols; Security verification analysis of cryptographic protocol implementation
on real code is based on semantic security; Computational sound formal analysis is applied to analyze
and verify the security of cryptographic protocols implementation on real code; Concurrency

security verification analysis of cryptographic protocols implemented on real code is developed.
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read (buf, len);
mac (buf, len, key, keylen, buf+len);
read (buf+len+MACLEN, MAC LEN);
if (mememp(buf+len, buf+len+-MACLEN,MAC LEN)==0)

event ("accept", buf, len);

in(x1); in(x2); if x2=mac(k,x1) then event accept(x1)
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}
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load_buf (a, len) ;
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return ret;
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L
&

MERAE L 2 o an PR BUACAS B N AR 2 R R AN
RE TR AL P AT FEPETE B RN BE Y R R A i TR
W S R an s B —20 T RIS 2% b R B SOk,

Cif 5 B IR AR 90 b 1 %% 05 B I 2 2 0
TE3 A © B — 26 0 58 iR L (H R 8 N BR i 2 % R
PR RS S PREAT 1 &8 42 5K CBLan B 4y A iE L £X
P 58 AR . SCHRE37 JIG i Rk B A A T 1 T
M SCHRL43 4R IR A O0 ) TLS Pl 2 4> 5 ik
5301 s AT #E OpenSSL M85 F ME A7 36 01F » {H I A7 52
A RN R G 53 B R A3 ATr s JE 2 OpenSSL &
IFEA R, & LR, BT CIlEE RS %5 U
WAEACRS g b 192 4 B0 UE 0 B A e idE — 20 etk
3.1.2 Java i 5 BRI HL 4> B

Java iIEF R —FHE M X 2 E R BT ES .
RO 115 5 B A5 B 1 S BRA HAT DX S
PRAERAL. BT Java i F M, THHEIES
JIG 2 25 4 Tl (L AN 25 JE AR BTHs 3D 3 A P AR
T PATAT S 3 A LI L BRI 4% H CAPD) 4% S e ok
I, LA Java 1 5 15080 4 B0 25 0 B A Pty
B A B UE 43 A S 30 S B N LT T 4 0 AR R
FEZRFAE e 32 O MR 45 Java 15 5 A5 B 42 B A% 28 69 P
W A B UE 53T

(D) e T15 2w HE SR 4y B, FH 25 4 B L 1) 15 2
T HEZE J5 ¥R 43 Bt h WA BRAT I A7 o 2 4 ix gk
1ol il 2 5 E A5 B A B AT I 7 AR 1945 B i
ke RGBSR PSS AT AT i FE AR SR L.
AL U s Java BERY B IROAS 5T 2 Ak 115 B HE R 110 22
B AIE 53 HT

Jif(Java information flow)t* g — Fh ¥ F ) 25
UG B % 440 B T 5. B W AE 2 B 115 A
(AL 85 DA TE 2 M 0 S SO 2 B AT A5 2 A .
SCHRL4A5 4t T AE 22 1) %5 5 b IS0 AD AT 22 42
HEZR BT i HEZR 7 02 1 B (5 8 T 2R G 5 X % 0
B RS RAT 0 8 PR RE AT 22 A B0 iR 43 A7 Jif HE 42 53
Mrh 3 AU : D Java FE 7 A 2 BEA 19 B
Z 535 @ PR N R P DA S Y Jif HESR ;D 43
B S 5%, Hln. i fE4 7€ POKER" W £ 3
W% AR AT P AT 55 3 S 5%
WA HAT 2 POKER thil th RN 5F
H#AEVE Java A0S, L, 72 POKER Pp i) % 4
B E 43 A7 v E A T HE SR AR R 4 i e A 1Y S BT B
HE. HIHAE i REZR 0 35 05 D S A B ik 43 B » 75 T
i Jif fEZR LI 223K 1y pe{ Owner —=Readers} ,type
AR UER) Java 2B B, { Owner —Readers} 3% 5 A8 i
BRI, B4, boolean{ Alice—Bob} Fx Alice A

55 Bob A [A] 9 AT 352 HUAF B M. BRIl HE 28 1Y % B
PRI A B I 2 A AN 25 TR 5 IR 2 S5 A ) L, ]
BN E 2LMESELERE P EZR2RIE
3 A TG LAR JUAS I3 18 8 Pk A O 4 45351 O i 22
SR BEAALEHRAETLZ R Q%
ERRPATIE R RS S TN S
MR 7 @ L8 % B 1y 42 42 28 B AR 5 PR R AU 1 AT
A7 @ A Aar i ] 22 4 2 AU E 1 A AR AT B O
SRR G P R By =15 if (a==0) y=0,
X R AR W] AR B AL o By, 402k i
AR R BT y=0 M fE B Z K. i 2 — > B
G R L 2 TR, JIZ M T Java i 5 A%
U A 25 B I I 22 4 B E o0 AT ELARC I 2 25
mk[45].

(2) BT RE7 3 14y M. B A U 30 B T 4 11
TS AT SRS ST B A7 2 28 4, X 2847 O 2
b A AR AT I R 4 AT R R I . B %
F AR DR AR 7 AT AT S 110 O e 91 s o 5 ) A
FHUR | e K08 P aR [nl {55 e s 7 e AR A5 SR0AT /Y
MU TR A . e AR POAT Y S e AR AR
AT A5 LT - 38 19 98 43 oy P e o 3R B SR
[A7 4 Java B2 9 i 5 # ORY PR BSOS $0FT 22 42
B UE 3 BT J7 5. X Bl o3 B O7 k4 — Bir 2 4 FOL
(First Order Logic) A shilF W T ., # 7 WSS
AT BN BRSO B 4 L TSR JH JSSEM™ (Java Secure
Sockets Extension, 3% & —Fp F5 #fE 22 2B Java £
FARRE A FARXE SSL P (] Java 15 5 g5 ) i
Fre&e 2 B0 Uk 73 #r. JSSE 2 1 5 R #Y SSL % 22 5 ik
I3 M RSA AR S i 550 1k A 55 4% NE. 53 4h
TRy 42 1 43 A O VA AR 1y AR Hh i B4 R 0 AR
R A AT B A AR JE AR R e AR S AT B AT o
CFG(Control Flow Graph) [E#i%: H % , 7 Dolev-Yao
BRI B T A — B 22 58 %0 25 4 By R A7 4 4 B ik
I3 M. BAR SR W SCRR49 ]

R v WA RV 5 1 R SRS S B A T 2 4
B UE 3 BT i &%, SCHRL50 IS JSSE 2 1 H AR B
HEAT AR B X i 15 JSSE 2 M HOR 53
TR PR | A 22 42 30 43 A BV 25 B R SUAR
T PATHE T HAR AR R A TG W5k 32
e B B PR SO AT 1Y 2 A S E A3 B, SR (51 4
HH B R SN TE A0 RRCAS . Ry B A Y 0 A 2 A B I 11
1% A @ v SCRRLS2 142 B B SystemM 245
IIER ST, SystemM 4 H & 36 F AU 2 8 U %
ARSI BT BRI VE 2 BR 4 10 47 S s B AR
MY  JFRIIE R G 2 T 5. 2R BEFE ML SystemM
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9 B SRR, 2 — P S U O P AU AR )Y 3T (Functional Programming., FP) i

BRI R RIS BT X — AR PR
[ia] i

Java BRJF i & HY %5 8 P BURE B 4 IROTE — &
JE bkt C o 5 Y 2 H P ) . %85 B PR 8 T 4
e A0 o A o O S B TRAT B 22 42 B Uk 23 A
Java i 5 HA RAFE R AE X 2T %04 U
TE 2 B AAA T 22 42 36 E 4 B 1) 5 JC ¥ 400k B2 2% 1 31 By
BOIRJZ W 2 A B0 AE 53 Hr . Q0] 400k 52 20 A BA B3
BREMETE T BB SRR AT 2 et — M ETR
T2 B [ 3L
3.1.3  F#ifE AR I By

F#J&—# SML(Standard Programming language)

RN

oL FEIE S A 5854 15 A5 0% 050 U i) 42 42
PR T 2 A DY AT C I Java 5 R R
P S E YRS AT I AEFE I AS - i, C iF
& APPSR PRAT 1Y 2 A B TR S B TC IR T R TR
B8 KR AHE SR Y 7 TRT RS ) 5 Java i 5 A9 3528 1k G 15 AR IE
R J3E 53 B 85 B PR AR AT Y 2 4 M. R F
T AR S TR 4 B % A B 2 4 IR IE 4y BT T 4
ARG S ZRRAES . F2 i 5 i ik RCF
(Refined Concurrent FPC)E ¥ 1 A- {30310 1 2 W
TR T 18 SOR IR WM B . ] — B 2 48 R ik W]
SIS E EARACRS B AL 22 4 1) %5 1 B DR M T
TS AR AR % 4. RCF JBAEE W& 2 FiR.

% 2 RCFiEEBR

Value expression Annotation Value expression Annotation
asb,c name A,B.i= expression
h constructor M value
M,N:: value M=N function application
Taysz variable M=N syntactic equality
O unit letx=A in B let
Ax. M function let(x,y) =M in A pairsplit
(M,N) pair match M with hx then A else B constructor match
hM Constructor application va. A restriction
a? Receivemessage off channel ArB fork
assumel® Assumption of formula F al!M transmission of Monchannela
assertF Assertion of formula F
BT FHIE T h L2420 % P 3RS P AT %2 B 5 BRSO AT Z ] 9 25 88, JF#E TLS Bhill |

ARUEST AT, SCHRLSS 48 1 —Fp B 9 5 i T AE I 5
R T H ProVerif fliE AR T H CryptoVerif T
AT R W UE S B, 3K TR J7 3 0 A 2 S P I dh %

B I DSR2 T U = 7 N i A SO
3T ProVerif T.HAMrggH, 18 6 & T CryptoVerif
T H a5 8 (LR 4550k B 2 2% SCHk[ 55 D.

Verified Parts of TLS Security Goals FzCode |Queries | Time | Memory
Full Handshake Authentication 1418 lines 2 27s 60 MB
Full Handshake Secrecy 1418 lines 2 25s 80 MB
?{glluill(llﬁiigkdke & Authentication 2194 lines 2 8min | 460 MB
Egg&ﬁﬁ?&?(g%ﬁmd Authentication (Record Only) | 3344 lines 2 11 min | 700 MB
Eﬁllﬂi‘ﬂflg}f e(lgi{%{i%(,rd Authentication &. Secrecy 3344 lines 10 35h 4.5 GB
g:l{vz,é}zf%a\ed Application | User Authentication 3855 lines 2 1.5h 1.2GB
Kl 5 CryptoVerif T B4 #r45 R
Verification Result F# Code Cypto Assumptions | Games | Time
Record Authentication (Theorem 7) 1967 lines 18 lines 15 19s
Record Secrecy (Theorem 8) 1967 lines 25 lines 14 0.3s
PMS Random Secrecy ( Theorem 9) 2497 lines 33 lines 18 1.1s
MS Authentication ( Theorem 10) 2497 lines 23 lines 8 24.0s

[l 6

ProVerif T. B/ 7 45 R
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L
&

MIE 5 R 6 R, #E F £ 35 5 R SR T i
T4 E 5 M7, CryptoVerif 1. B kb ProVerif T
B i R F & 35 5 00 A0 R0 5 08 b B 46 9% 0 B )
BRI 7R F e i S BB SR IO SR 4T 0 A
THER A Y 9% 0 B IS4 4 36 T 3 BT S e A5t £ e
AP S PR PAT 1Y & 4. DA AR L Sk
[56 182 1 2 i 5 1 A 52 RO AT 2% 1) 85 1 P iS22 4
BUE SN M 7 . X RN TR R A B BERLSTR R B i
& A Y B AL AT B AT AR R B Shn 5 45 4
1) 2 4 59 Uk 43 A

A FE RS BA 584 115 SCES R L 8% Y B
WA AT Z 2 BIE M B T A RIS L4
BSR40 B B T 3X — FEAE A9 00 55 B — 28 F 2 Y
He G, SCERLS58 182 Hy CoSP HE 42 i) %5 i b A%
AT B % GR35 53 AT, 76 CoSP HEZL hfix A -8B,
71 2 B I 23 R 45 44 HORDRAIE D 102 42 g P Y
AR HRE XA T BRA FIEHEHE . S 5EAR
TSI LA S R ISL P S 45 4 A5 AT L S B 58 4 IR I TR I
LA R PER A SEPE. SCRRES9 4 s L T CoSP HE 42
WCHE T % s 3K i 0 T T AN AN S A B R P AR
PHAT IO S 4 4 ) P RIOL 2% 55 R0 1 28 & IR IF
M 1 HLAE 38 54 i A 3 CoSP AEZE . MM R 1E B
LA R PER T EEVE. SCERL61 42 % A 5t i 1% 38
2H A HE 42 (Universally Composable Framework, faj
PR UCF HEZR) % 4 Uik o3 7 125 1% 07 kil i UCF
HE B2 53 A7 28 55X %% A Pip 18022 4 T P 1 AT S L ORAE
CoSP HEZLF & UF B J 57 » 3 40 43 #r 1 B 2 25 Sk
[61]. fH & UCF HEZ2 T iy %5 B Bip SR i R AT 1 22
YRS BT AR Sl 2 5 B AR AT 22 ) Y 22 B
TEHE TRAUHESL Sy Fr v, SCHRL 62 148 I 78 FA AR
1) %885 B DI SR A RS 28 4 B0 Ik 43 B 7 vk X Fh T TA AE
PEAT % A 56 E 43 A iR F RCF 28 B0 3 H R
i BT #E S L, 3 3 Tarski-Knaster A3
RO 25 I O SO BT I AR B i X
B4, DT BE G b O o 2% 0 DI 8L 2 4 S v 1Y) T R
Fo A6 B 2z 4 36 1E o3 By w) i B Dy« (1) 6 B ) g2
AR B Va2, (CLA-ANC,>P),C,GEN)
KRR A (2 P RRid 4. A R ER T
P ERAE; (3) IR P @A, W 2 RCF fi#
B, T iE—2 T #1825 % Lk k.

MR ETE T B B Y 2 P AR PAT 2
AR A J7 vk R E AR 2 Mgy B R B A B
B E R F A X SR — i R ORIE R Y
PRSI 2 4 i R 1 AT S P R A % R T AR A S

BRENAT 09 42 A B0 i 43 BT A7 75 22 B 76 7 5 B AL 4 i
AT G B A E L2 4 B UE 43 AT R O T
THEAEI R 18 S 4 01 3% 05 PSR D PHA T 2 42 B9 iE
SIS AAR K I BIF 5 2 ().

3.2 REBHERREWIES

A 3 A R 2 5 B DO 1 il S A5 5 4R
T 52 B A 1) LR B TR 2 ) A7 A 2 5 O R R R IR
SR AR MR R R T B, O, JE il R R
R ZREM, oCO) BB 8 — PR F %
BT T — 2o B fAR Y 2 B e O 3 — A~ BAR R RD
(M, ,O) Frm BRBERL, o( F ) Fm Bk g #E, C 1R
FEREREHI, BT IE S BT B S SR
E Rk M= 3= (M, .O) =p(J). H 4
PR AT A il — M EL A AN AR AE . (1) A 7E XK
Pl Bt AT S B T SRAKIE R ; (2) P 55 =&
R UE BN B R

— e PRy e E (Fln, C.C++ . Java
W E S WA IE T S, B LA A 5 0 % 1S B AR
T FRAT 1 22 4 B UE 43 BT 5 86 folT ) 40 9% 45 530 5% ik T
(CIBEFRMIFIES .M Java i 5 EWBRIES). &
BB XY 1 SML E S (il in, F# 35 5) & i
BT AT 1 %2 42 M 43 # o 22 fili I ASE R 48 0
(3. 1. 3 W E i) rik T #r.

H A A5 [ 2l A 5 25 55 U 12 4 50 0E 23 By
BB — S 1 N A C B S A Java 1B
(1 25 B P ULAC A B Bl 2B B 2 42 3G IE 43 BT
3.2.1 T gmiEa RS B 3h A Lo A

C i 5 B U IS AT 1 22 42 56 3IF 43 Hr To 12
B AR AT 2ok A A 6 A B G 15 4 3 e )
B R 4 A AR RS BOAT Y A R A Y. BT DA g R e
(Complien 78 CiGF W h A EEALE. HikanE%
YRS ES A 2h 2B B2 4 3 UE 43 B VR T . (1) 4 i
AT R AR (2) R iR T B 4 FAR D AT, S
BRL67 48 th XML 15 5 % 5% U SRS B 30 A %
T P AR AT B 22 4 56 43 #r

i 13 VR R AR AR B T L Sk o A el il 42
P USRI 2 e 8 L R Bl AR RS A AR 1 22 42 3 HIE 43
N = B TR AR LR N R R RIS G L (e
kL6914 th 2 5 B A 2 B 3l AR 5o 7 ik, X
ol 5 5 78 2 B U4 42 B0 UE 43 M I 4 Prolact™
P SE S 1 ## AS FF. Prolac 1 5 4 ¥ 42 Prolac
IR S 4 C 1B 5 R, — i 40 o D i
VA, MR R E BRI AZ T 5 7R
i) o feff F 4t B LA A%/ 7 0 B A] e k. 3
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JEHE T Prolac i 5 4 4% 1 TCP B4 4 50 Uk 43
B g (8] T 55 A BRAL O AT 23 i & Bl i 5 00 2% 0 Py
WEE A B0 E 43 A 1 3 P . X AR et SCRRL 67
$& AR B 3h AR Y 22 A 5 TR A B X R B O
i XML i 5 45 P A MR € 3L 9K 5 8 3 2
Ve 3 A U I B ISOARS . JE T g E 0 AAS B
Bl L B 7 200 R RE S8 BRAE AN [ BR 45 T AN [R]
822 4 DRSO HURE J8 0l 2 B8 2 2o 1 5 SR . B RO R
JE SRR RE SR A I 50 5F T B, FS Bl 2 i 1) % R T
WL 4w PRI UE S — A 52 2% i) R, 2 IR B D3 i
& T sl A i 10 4 42 Ja PR g k. SCRRL71 4% i gk
TR HIE W 45 28 4% (ZNCryp) 2 55 P 80 RS S 7
822 42 B IR 23 A 33X b 23 At O 125 30 E G 3 e 7 AR Y
A OIS I AR B L & I B BSOS AR 4% Bir
Bty £ 4x R kSt D s AT 22 4 gl 2 i
ZNCryp i 225 A AT B Be & 90 A4 BE 247 560
B DI i) AR 2 4 . AL S B 23 ol B vp JF AN fiE
HE4 By Be 38 & %8 4, R I ZNCryp %2 450 1E 5 #7475
AR T g 0 R TR S Y B I 4 B IR
0T SCHRL72 48 4 1 AL YE IR 5 FEE T = -Phil
f) ZK-POK (Zero-Knowledge Proofs of Knowledge)
i VA o BT T ¥ X R g BT O v B IR o R IE B B
WL A2 I UE 43 B 04 6 IF P 0 2 5 1 5 T EL P ag A
8 AT R ) 28 AR IR W L O 3 2 % AND AN
OR BFAFPH BAT4E Bk 20 B RSy 22 4 k. teoh,
Z 70 /2 DAA (Direct Anonymous Attestation)
BER L PR A 1 AT SR R LR AL A Al B g BRI
Z4i (Isabelle/ HOL) " 13 FI5iE 1.

BT AR B AR HPIE 22 H T8 E 2 Fh i
WY 26 A B0 0E 43 Fr 7 s, Sk [ 70482 B3R5 5 R AR
B A U v %5 BT C+ HiE S 1
T D SRR PG 22 42 M T A7 00 B AR I 1) 55 2 1)
M) FF , IF HLAE i B0 4 145 20 52 B i . EJ2 o ik
PRAUE RS 42 8 PR B AT HEPE. SCHRL74 148 11 ZQL #&
TG 5 g i A 10 2 1 RIE B PR 38022 42 36 ik 43 A 3X
Fofr 7 ¥ o8 25 o 5 A T B R R AT 2 4 Bk 43 BT L H
k2 5835 AIE D) BE. A & S i A0S A 3 A4 L)
WYY 2 A Y T 2 % BRIk,

BE T G 1F e 1) B T D SCARI $hA T 4 4 6 Tk S A
A AR BRSO Y i B By 1k SRS SR AT
A TR AH A — A B AR e AR i B I
2 JEPER AT SRR L T HL VA O R F 4 A ) L
W% 5 AR 58 36 To i AT A T 56 3 FHB0HE .
3.2.2 BT Java i F W A 3 AR BT

Java JZ 10 [ X G 4 FE1E 5 & T — Tl i B V1

5 Gl Java 09 REAHLEEAT i FE) . A R AF 18 5 45
T EH k. BT L, Java JE LML Y 42 4 1k AT ok R R
RASIAT I 2% k. Java o 5 A0S A 242 B 2 54 P
BRI AR R R M =T =M, ]) =
(D AEXH C=J . B RIR k£ Java 1B 5. N iR
P ad-hoc W 4538015 19 & f v SCRRL75 142 A0S B
A oA TR AGVL ] TEW] Java i 5 58 bRt
B AR AT A B o D50 17 T . e 285 i Bip 13U R A
12 4 k3 A LR AR AU B 3l A2 BUFD AT 36 I
IF AT LA E 3 A 300 A % 65 B A R o AT A R
ad-hoc P 2% 3 {55 1) 5 #5 H

Fe P A R B E S O TEACAS B sh A B
SIS BT SCHERL 76 4 H Bl 5 45 5 1k 8 5 (Al
CSP (Communication Sequential Processes), Spi,
Hajyle &) 05 B 2l 4 500 4 4 3 ik 43 B, 3 Fh 43
M1 5 2 & K Ak Mondex ™ B il i il SR A 25 ) 5
Javacar 22 B4 4E . T 43 B %5 5% B AR A5 $00A T 19
BAE. TR R AR PAT AR A R 4
Ja 1 ) AT A PR IE B PR IE B A & 4 E PR A &
B 5 BARACRS S AT ST i A 3 T T AE 42
(il . JMLES, Spi2Java™ | JavaSPI#" 4 ) % i
LA IRy SCHR (81 142 3 W] A F Mondex > i
A7 B G PR A 95 UE 4 M. 3% o A O i R m
PR G FL b 48 2l A UE W RR AR A AR AR O 0 %
T PRSI 1 22 42w Ve AT A A . DU AR AU RS B 3)
AT R RUE PR I e S M AT S 2P T
%22 LIRS STk,

W OBV 28 H R T Spi-TE B 2R AR e AR
i3 2 PR SRS 8 Bl 2R B N Y % 1 R SRR I AR
fith. DLy BE it SCHk (82 142 Hh a4 Spi-i8 55 19 By
B B 3 A B U SCACRS |, 23 A 85 5 B A RS AT
4 4. Spi-il 5 R IA XAl =% Sk[82]. BT
Spi-{E 8. SCHRL79 142 ) Java i 5 #9509 B iU/ 0 HG
H 8l AR o B J5 25 B Ol Spi2)ava HE 38 53 #r J7 ¥
Spi2Java HEZL 3 Hr J7 2 HI Spi-i 53 0k 3 1K %5 4% Pp i
A, A shalf A gl 2k B 1 Er s A B4 Spi-
T B HIM SOV 5 4 i Java i 5 AT SRAT 0 DR LA
fth. Spi2Java HEZE 43 H J5 1 By FUAL 2% | 43 B s L K&
BT ERIX 3 A 43 4 K. Spi2Java HE S (1) % 1Y
IR AT 22 42 30 TiE 43 A 19 00 A (1) IE 2
R 5 PR USRS X6 7 8 Java A0 HS 5 (2) Y820 2 B By
Begl Ay A i 58 DTS BIACHS A B2 — 5%
ek B ARG BE BR O B AR B Z IR A7 A
— Al Po JEi% B P 2 Spi iRk o R0 E

P 7S R . — AR TR A B 40 7T DA B Pro —
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Plool, | FREEHARIAAT. i T 17 76 30 RE 1 5 e, 3
T Spi- 5 A AT B 3 A2 o B 5 A BE IR UE
T B UL 22 4 J Ak 1 AT S k. S T AR TE TR TSR i )
WAL =2 [ e 4ot 1) 22 42 Ja o PT 5E  SCR (83 4 s —
F T Spi2Java HE GRS 3 3 A W0 B kL JF
Tt Spi2Java #EZE | 369F SSH-TLP(SSH Transport
Layer Protocol) Ppisl % 4 J& P 1) 7T 52 . g PR 3iE B
WOHLYE B 4 i A )L PRI RY 22 42 Jm v B AT vl 5
PR, SCHRE84 T4t 3 M Beik: (1) X TAE 3 M., 77
TEREHAR T8 T, (M) <<T(M); (2) XF T 44 #y 1
MR CAATER P ECE T.(OMDOY R T(M); (3) &
# Param (M) & [0 TE #6816 . W% (EH 2 FH 7 34 ag A
HARESHCEEA. SCHR 85 1 88 ik — 2D 42 i 3k T4 =
T HEEAE R AT SEPEIE R 7 k. S i — 22 T RS
SCHik[84-85].

1e Bk Tr v R A 3 A o A o7 AR T
BEAZ Ay HR 4 2 6 P 0 52 B L BRI A
0wl DIAE g RS0 91 4 SR A8 AR A Sy B SO E Y
— BBy BT Spi- {8 520 A 7 R JC IR AL BT AT
ARG, I X R 7 B BR A (1) %5 5 i i
FEFE Y 7 51 A6 A B 9 Ak B g e A 28 5 N T 3l 4
5 (2) Wi 8 A BRG] BE X i 2 sy FR M L S
BkL[81]4" ¢ Spi2Java HEHL, $2 i H7 1) Expi2Java™
HEZL 4387 J5 . Expi2Java HE 42 68 i 2 U3 13 A sh 9L
TR E U A B 4K HR TG TR 4R I PR L2 4 s
AT SR, SR (80 J £ H el #F 11 JavaSPT HE 28 73 #r
T3 X RO J5 S PR Spi-tE B4R S B R P A
L R IK M2 LA Java 1Ry g B R RS 55 Br Ph0iE
& BARPE R E 7 Frs. 52 TR S AT I
SCHk[80 .

Java abstract model
Message m=new Identifier("Secret message") ;
Nonce n=new Nonce() ;
SharedKey s=new SharedKey(n) ;
SharedKeyCiphered(Message) mk=
new SharedKeyCiphered({Message) (m,s) ;

Java concrete implementation
Message m=new IdentifierSR("Secret message") ;
Nonce n=new NonceSR("8");
SharedKey s=new SharedKeySR(n,"DES","64");
SharedKeyCiphered mk=
new SharedKeyCipheredSR(m,s,"DES",
"1234567801g=", "CBC",
"PKCS5Padding", "SunJCE");

ProVerif model
new ml;
new n2;
let s4=SharedKey(n2) in
let mk6=SymEncrypt(s4, ml) in

K 7 JavaSPI HEZE i 2

A% B 3 A 8 ¥ G BB AR TE SO0 25 5 B
PEATHLE T R B 3l A i b AR R AT 2 2
WESr BT ACES B 3 A CZ e R e — R AT A
RO J5 s  AH KR 5 vk R T TE — B R A BB ST
MR 8 C S YR BB 22 o X3 )\ Java i
EE R B REE DRSS S e A Tyl
WA SE PR PAAT 5 lt A AU 2 ) A7 AE — & 19 22 B
QAT 45 /N B AT Z 18] Y 28 B2 33X A 2 1 R) A
3.3 ETREBXNRERIESH

AR SO D SRS SR AT 2 4 B ko3 B L) 3
it 2 JE i (OB o 8 OO 280 s A RS g A 1 22
AL RTINS 5 S AR AT O R R A
P, — SR B0 S IRl oA 7 12 R I8 b0 5 52 A
SRR B B WOE B m R A R A (N, Rk
FEWCE BB Y 14 B VE B (Message Matching)).
BETARAE R SO B T D SRS AT 22 42 Bk 0 A,
A #RAEE T B (540, Scryther, Scryther-proof ,
Tamarin, Avispa %) R 73 #r PR % 4 1. T 4y
S 2 AR B BAE TR o0 B L H 6% By
WA hAT % A5 Uk 3 A

(1) 3£F Scryther " B 25 15 W0 53 B

A SCRY B S B2 Bk 0 A v] LA B 285 53
Mg it Dh i a8 5. AGE AR AT R % 42, 960l o A 9 K 1Y
ZWPSACRS PRAT 22 4x. SCHR 87 142 i iy %5 A P il
ISUF 047 T EL, Bk~ Scryther. Seryther 53525 T
C/Java ifi 5L A5 . B0 A5 e — A JoA A
255 W P, F Scryther 1530 LIR/R R

Protocol (I,R) {

rolel { };

roleR { };

}s
Hb LR 7R S 5% 0 )TN AR
AR, BRGNS EE L
%5, Scryther T H#4F 15 SC% 1 Ph US4 22 55
WAt #2240 F (L Needham-Schroeder Ppil % Ky
B AR NS B0,

OF ¥ N:0E (RGN

BNF 5 45

Setname’ :=alt, | alty | -+ | alt, , JEH FTRHES
G A BRI HE T RN A AL | 7R R B

@ % B U B -

RoleEventy : .= send () | recv (), I£ 1 F /R
RoleEventy B A4, 451 1 send O sreco() 3% 75 25 15
WS 5 # Kk EIUE B
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@ FAETE SN
e=send; (R, ,R, ,m)
KAKN,F> (inste)<< U { Gnst) (m) }
(insts[e]*s)EF
(F\{inst,[e]*s) U Gnstys) >
=recv, (R, ,R,, pt) (inst,[e]+s)EF
<CAKN,F> (inst' ,e)<AKN,
AKN/| —m,MatchCinst, ptsmsinst’)
(F\{inst,[e]+s) ) U{Gnst ys)}>
XH AKN R AfREHA RN, F 2R PRk
TG s inst TR 2 HIME . pr FoR DT FEKE .
@ NS Pl CRR
NS Pl B 5 I BEAEIE LR,
NS(D=UI,R,ni,sk(D),pk(D),pk(R)}
[send1(I,R,{ni,I|}pk(R)),
recv2(R,1,{|ni,V|,R}pk(D)),
send3(I,R,{|V|pk(R)),
claim4 (I ,ni—synch)]) P
NS Pl 2 5 R #AEE LR,
NS(R)={{I,R.nr,sk(R),pk(R) , pk(D)},
[recvl(I,R,{W,I|}pk(R)),
send2 (R, I,{|W,nr|}pk(I)),
recv3(I,R,{|nr|pk(R)),

[ send]

(5

[recv]s

(6)

claim5(R ,ni—synch) (8)
I.R FRMilZ 5% sni nr FoRBEVLEL V. W FoR
FEAi AL B

® Scryther I FH CRLTF C/Java) ) NS Hpisl 8
BN 8 frs.

protocol NS(I,R){
role T

1

2

3

4 const ni: Nonce;

5 var nr: Nonce;

6 send_1 (LR, {Lnijpk(R));
7 recv_2(R,1, {ni,nripk(1));
8 send_3(1,R, {nrjpk(R));
9 claim_il(1,Secret, ni);

10 claim_i2(1,Secret, nr);
11 claim_i3(1,Niagree);

12 claim_i4 (T,Nisynch);

13 ¥

14 role R{

15  var ni: Nonce;

16  const nr: Nonce;

17 recv_1(LR,{ILnijpk(R));
18 send_2(R,1,{ni,nripk(1));
19 recv_3(LR,{nrjpk(R));
20 claim_r1(R,Secret,ni);

21 claim_r2(R,Secret,nr);

22 claim_r3(R,Niagree);

23 claim_r4(R,Nisynch); }

Do
=

& 8 NS il Scryther i& 5015

© Scryther 1& F ) NS P 308D R A7 45 1 0
Kl 9 Frs.

B9 NS PR AR PuAT 45 1

@ i 25 RN 10 s,

Run=2
Bob in role 1
1-—>Bob
R—=>Eve
Fresh niz2
Var nr—>nr=1

v

Send_1 to Eve
{Bob,ni#2 }pk(Eve)

nitial intruder knowledge

Run#1
Alice in role R

1->Bob
R—>Alice
Fresh nizl
Var in—>ni=2

v

Recv_1 from Bob
{Bob,niz2 pk (Alice)

v

Send_2 to Bob

{ni#2,nr=1 )pk(Bob)

Pk(Alice)

Recv_2 from Eve
{ni#2,nr=1 jpk(Bob )
Send_3 to Eve
nrz {nr#1}pk(Eve)
Recv_3 from Bob
{nr=}pk(Alice)
Claim_r1
Secret: niz2

B 10 NS PR ag el 45 3%

MR DI TS AAT (1950 B 285 2R il T Needham-
Schroeder PR IGE AR ST H 18] A Bl | B B ok 45
TIERE n 5 0, IE IR, BAR T i 72 2 25 30K
[87]. Seryther T H 43 #7 77 & i) M s 2 AL 5 i 27 It
TEARE 9 AR 1 22 4 FL 0, A S M A5 B BUE
TRIAT N2 4. A R 2 A2 ] RE 5 S0 A B IS B
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FR 31 S P A i B [ 28 % . LA ) 2 1 3 1L
BAETE X2 W3R .

(2) % F Tamarin T H 1% 15 P50 Hr

Tamarin"*" J& 43 H7 %5 5 P B A5 0 A T 22 4 1 4
VETE TR a] 8 3l 3ok 25 04 B Bk A7 22 4 3 3k
Br. Tamarin 75X %25 % Pp 022 42 5 3iE 9 #r ) 25 1 5]
PR IEAT S B AT O . IR 5 AT 2t Tamarin
TH 38T 3 22 2 B R DR S 22 A BTk A A 461 A
Diffie- Hellman Ppi ™", TLS Ppis™" A K 3 21 %% 41
AP 4. Tamarin T H A9 35 4E 15 S8 65 Hp i
PR %2 42 B0 GIE 43 BT 3 A2 40 °F (L Diffie- Hellman %5
PP R B CR ] R B DH 380

(D Tamarin 53

— B2 42 P AR 2 i begin Al end R B E.
begin KR LAY IT 4 s end 7R PR Y45

security_protocol_theory :=

‘theory’ident‘begin’body‘end”.
body := (signature_spec| rule|axiom|lemmal]|
formal_comment) +-.

PR EE A, Tamarin iHEANH AP 5, F
%% Tamarin F} @,

@ Tamarin 1) DH 3 10E L TE.

DH PpisC2 % P10 i b 30, & 1 % e 2 AL T
O EC B A PRCSE B R R 5 IR AR RS 5. B
Tamarin J5 ] AL, DH PG50 i L3RR R

Input
builtins: dif fie-hellman
functions: mac/2, g/0, shk/0 [ private] (9)
rulesetpl
[Fr(tid: fresh) Fr(x: fresh) ]—[ ]—
[Out({g" ymac(shk,{g" ya:pub,B:pub))),
stepl(tid: fresh,A:pub,B:pub,x: fresh) ](10)
rulestep2
[stepl(tid ,A.B,x: fresh),
In({Y ,mac{Y,B,A)))]

—[Accept(tid ,Y*) =[] (1D
ruleRevealKey

[]—[Reveal ) ]—=[Out(shk)] (12)
properties

Vij tid key.Accept(tid,key) @i&.k(key)@;

= J1.Reavel @1 &.1<i (13)
output

Accept_Secret (all—traces)

veri fied (9 steps) (14

@ L H AR Tamarin & F B DH Pp 3 20 4
anE 11 fis.

Proof scripts
Lemma Accept_Secret_Counter:
all-traces
"7 #i# tid key.
((Accept(tid.key)@#i) A (K(
key)@#j)) = (L)
simplilfy
solve(Stepl(tidA,B.~x) >, #i)
case Stepl
solve(!'KU(mac(shk,<Y.SB,SA>))@
#vk.2)
case cmac
solve( | KU(shk)@#tvk.5)
case RevealKey
solve(splitEqs( & ))
case split_case 1
solve(!KU(Y*~x)@#kv.5)
case Stepl

SOLVED//trace found

qed

K 11 DH #piX Tamarin i& 5 35804015

@ 3 B Tamarin i 3 B9 DH P 4 i2
iR 12 B R

R AR B0 1045 52 0 41 Diffie- Hellman
BB AT o T A S L B B 4 G
g5 g M9 A, B ST i B 5 % SCHR 8900,

SEF HCE B AR ST R B LR %
ST 5% SO L9 ). B A LT TR
AL 3 R

& 3 Scryther TEEL

Scyther Scyther-proof Tamarin
CSF 2012
Mai CCS’08,
fam AV 08 CSF 2010 CAV 2013,
referen D
clerence S&P 2014
Compromising .
dversaries Naxos, UM, Signed
adversanes. . Diffie- Hellman,
protocol security
Example group protocols,

hierarchies, IKE,
ISO/IEC 9798,
ISO/IEC 11770
(key establishment)

O/ TEC
applications ISO/IEC 9798 APIs/ protocols
with global state,

ARPKI

@ TamarinManual, http://tamarin-prover. github. io/manual
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Out(shk)
Ak ool KU - IKU@I@HE2
; ‘

Q#vk cmac[ !KU(cmac(shk,<g,$B,$A;:)V):[>

v

R > vbisend

Fr(~tid) Fr(~x)

#vr:stepl[]

. A

C #vk2 :coerce[!KU [(gA~x)]/\>

Out(<g~x,mac(shk,<g~x,$A,$B>)>) | Step1(~tid,$A,$B,~x) ‘

v
Step1(~tid,$A,$B,~x) | In(<g,mac(shk,<g,$B,$A>)>)

#i:Step2[Accept(~tid,g"~x)]

K 12 DH i Tamarin #5318 1745 R

BT — MCE A 8 Y D SR AT 2 A Tk Sy
Hral L A 2l 501k 350k W B i 42 4 Ja PR g A T
F R I % 42 B0 UE 43 HF T 245 « Scyther-proof™
AVANTSSARMYYEE, iy F 5 W I R AS F— — 51 2%
WAL TR AT S A/ NS BB AR N A SCRR.

BEAEVE S 5 T WIS 22 4 B UE 43 BT o LA 5 A
EAE N IEA B 2 i TR iS5 E
A H A AF WAT e A BOAR AT DAY % A B B AT H
Bl 02 42 53 A AH 2 J0 T DR IR Bl I 22 4 J R 1Y ] 5
P A0 DR IE 2 B Bl IS 1) o S22 4 B AR 52 B 1R
17 A TRk — 2D W 5E.

3.4 ZWHHUBURERIESH

A 53 A8 2ok 72 A5 SRR il AR A 5 BRI 22
() 7 ARG A G 2R 08 700 o A2 280 v ) i o J v LA
— PRI AP R 1k 2 A 1 B 0T 5 S BN
FE2 AR Tl SRR A BN AT A A 4 20 A 7
VAR A R R R R AT TR R W
W PSS PRAT £ 4 5 HiE o A AF 5T 2 A — st
JEARET
3041 AEARATIN T H PR S B

A A DN 205 R T 1 2 4 3 ik 43 A A
T3 il T 85 0 P s A T 1 22 A Bk 43 A KR
T 155 J2 00K ARG I 5 955 R I 1L 22 4 6 IE 4 A Y R
S RSN M B D e B, i Al FDR (Failures
Divergence Refinement)!™ [PAT (Process Analysis
Toolkit)™* 454 Ak K T H 5 43 17 2% 1 By il CSP-
HERE I A

FDR #0791 & %5 6% U3 i 1y CSP i & J&
LAY RS Hr. SCHRL 10T )42 Hh A D I & R e i A

L R e on e AL R R I UK AN i s | R )
J& FDR 1Y K R 25 3 ()R 0 68 5 A3 BIR S X 9 & pp i
() CSP F 72 J& P 14 1 8 P 4G D 80 IR, 42 & FDR
(A I %5 % FDR2 %t FDR #E 47 #edk (1) 38 A []
MITE 5 (2) Btk Z W] 20 Y AL B s (3) i/ CSP KL
DU) A R A X SR SR 2 A5 s (4) R AR
Bk (5) Gl M X LS (6) $2 H™ AE Bir B
(54 L B2, 55 41, FDR2 B B F Casper ™ T A
A SVAMS T H 5 v 48 4 /e BT W € 71, 1 F FDR2
ANBEPR AL 58 35 (1 & A A UE AL ], FDR3 %I FDR2 fE
HORA G : (D 55 RERUERE Ty 5 (2) sk e
Sy FIPE. B FDR3 /] % 9 & M 45 358 T /1) CSP
R AR 0I5 N A AT RS AL 20 A T A RO I CSP ik
TR BT, {H 2 FDRS JC B fif Ptk 25 23 a) 48 4
[i) R ) 22 4 Jeg P A I, T A 2 2% SCHRL 104 ],

PAT Kb THZREF A O M5 A
VRS R A — Bl A IR UE AT A X ORP A AT O i
Ak P B U SOAS A B 2 24 S M. B G 2k il ke 1)
2R 285 S VR R 2 A AR o AT O R TR X — )
SCHRL105 14 AR R AG: 0 5 55005 2 B 1) 4 ) D 3022
AT TR X BN Ar A O R PAT RS AL A I 3
TS & 0% 0 b SO AT 22 4 30 Tk 20 A TF
4027 k105 ],

Kb THZ 3 Br CSP #E R @ M & 2 0% F 5
. XA AR B 23 A AR B8 1 Y B DO &R
Frinf BAT A3, nI X oAy CSP k2 i 47 42 2 56 Ik
I3 M ABTE SE PR Y AR IRAT L T A e B RS A
B B S 2 4 Ja P4 6 ik ) A8 C R 7 R 2 =55 ) 3
EHE — J& Ve o A XY . HF R A F5 1) CSP i 2
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A0 T 8 5E AT i CSP #EFR 4307 T B AT 15 3 £ 4 WEKTEESHIEL
—‘ﬂiﬁﬂ:% Level name features
3.4.2 %%r?*%,fjcﬁ*ﬁ Lo security properties global, protocol-independent
oy . - L | Ly guard protocols roles, localstore, nomessages
*I%*%{hﬁ*ﬁ%gﬁlﬁ%/riﬂir%Z“ﬂﬁEE"J*%’pﬁ L, channel protocols security channels, intruder
éé/ﬁzé ﬁﬂ %ﬁf? C '—3?%)? C/ﬁ%’éﬁ%ﬂﬁéé% , I)_I\IJ %5'—:’_‘? Ls crypto protocols crypto, Dolev-Yao intruder

C5C'ZMAFFEM N (D KR ¥ 7= 4 117
HE R AT A AR s (2) TERE P AU AT B J
FRIF AT ARG AL AR 7 e 4.t st 2 10 RS AL O R )
BIREZ T IRFF AT A.

P A A 2% 6 D SO AT 2 2 B e 3 BT
PN J7TE 2 (1) He T g i i A6 1Y IR B0 PRS0 5 (2) ik
TRT 5 5 EORS A I 0 R . T g 5 A8 R Ak
1) %5 i B AR RS 59 i 3 B SCRR [ 106 ] 48 i PILS
(Parametric Inter Language Simulations) ZH & % 7%
A AL I UE 43 7 7 15 FR pilser i 3 a8 K 1k 43
Br. SCHRL107 148 3 56 TR J2 19 2 07 11 50k 1k 1 %5
T B B A FRAT 22 4 B0 I 4 B (% 1 1 A RS R
CH+/Java i 9 5 ). % AR )2 T8 Bt 5 —
IR 1 5 (DSL) , 48 8 2 5 1F 5 % 65 B
W IFEa R AL o B, T e R AR S 2D TR
Al 2% bR N A SR

g T O A DR AR R T Ao R b i Al
42, SCHRL108 148 %5 5 b Btk A7 73 28 9 007 & g AR
fth  AEARAS AT 3] 18] 52 20 s Ak He ik F. SCR[109 ] 42
HE L T A S SCIRS AR 43 AT 7 kL X 5 VR 2 Y
PATE W IR TR, IR B T B P &
A UE A3 AT DRSS RS A0S Iy 32 AT 5 A b
B HARTT AN AT g 58 4 5 T4l 5 CHIDRS AL Al 72
FEOAT R M2 20 A7 38 0 A Ak Lk 25 3 i 1802 AR
AL AT 1 I F R e FIE W] 4 4

I FRG 156 R B &85 D IR AR RS S0 T &% 4 50 E
A3 SCHERLL10 48 Hh AE 58 A -8 B3 00 ik Jy vk 3K il
IR = YRR TR B R G R PR A
FEX] RE R AR AT X0 96 1E i AN 6 ] SMT
ATEWIAE Ak 2R 0% T W L& 4 i T k. SCiHR(111 ]
$& U oK 2 28R Ak 2 A Bk g A i ik 4
7R XA T3 8k SR I RN GRSy A A T B
BRIB YN TG0 SR AN B BT 0 B s R B R
HAT BEAR R A VU KT8 40K 16 7 vk 1) B AR S
it Lo AR S ] P BS0ES B0 SR AE T 3% 4 Lo Dhal
HHEYL L, L. i TREA R 72 H 2 oy i
BB ARG A0 B W U2 4 55 UE 43 B A %R Y 132 A
W52 2% k110,112 ],

TR 6 i 2 O o B o i 1) O B EOR B Y R
A 50 I e e v — > E S I 5 00 3. BT RS A N
TR YA 42 B 43 A7 O IR VF 2 R H
OB A DG T Y [ L. 51 B 23 A 2 2R 0 1 45 1) % Tt
PR UCACRD I S AT I 1Y) 22 42 3 UE 43 T, B2 )7 1 S B
0 5 0 U BUAR AR BRA T 19 52 T 3K 2 [m) A0 A XA 2%
F18 5 B M ISL 22 4 B U 4 BT W 5 R AE A T %
3. 4.3 A5 BRI AL o B

T 7 s A7 i A5 B AR — AR P AURS S AT B
. A PR SCACRS $ AT HA A5 JSUR R AE (] 4 R
KO FRUT o B e 422 1003 B 5558 el A AR 7 AR
T {5 S AR AE 2 A 2 B DRSO 22 4, B R 2 ) PR
RASPAT 1Y 2 4 T 1 » 5 DR 9T 3 1 DG SR 113 ]
OB AR S — BB Y AE S I A I I A3 BT R
B, A E % B (Readers Writers Flow Model). B
S8 RWEM A5 B 75 5 it Bl A A AT 79 42 42 363k o3
B 7 A DL AR AR BEAR P LR 3 /4> Jy T (7% )
(1) BB 3& T U SCAS 8] 19 Bk 23 A 5 (2) RE A3 ik B
PSE 4 JE v i T M5 (3) BB 75 A N 2 A P U
U TE A A I A S5 BT AR B I Y 2 T B AR
AT 224 SCHRLT 14 T4 H 58 35 15 B U A0 R P A 1L
LA KR 3 AT X 23 A O 125 0 20 R AR i B IR
AR PIAT I 7 A 18 15 R+ A A R IR R 5 12
BOE 250 SR A O B A R R TR A PR e 0
UEZPHT A L SCRRC 115 142 iy C o 5 72 7 AL 2w
T R R4 B U A i ) o 38 AR 5 2R B RS B AR
S PUAT 1Y) 22 42 350 43 A 3K o 5 125 fifp RS [) e
DX 2% 3 A5 1Y 5 R D L2 4 56k 43 AT

K AL 11 %% 5 B SRS AT & A B ik Ty v AN Y
AT AR UE 73 A 25 5 i 22 42 J 1 3 T DA W
T PR S PR AT AT O 22 4. X848 4 o) LA R
— BT

AR 5 1 85 0 DIp 18022 42y BT o DM S B $hAT %2
NP LY AW L & I EE SN A= B e D 4
AL G 22 A IS B4R 1L AT 1) 22 42 40 BT L AELTE 4
NP LB IR 2 4 5 S PR AT 2 4 Z 1) Y 22 BEAT A
IR,
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4 BEERFFARTME

FA 0 1 85 B D 150722 4 B IE 43 A 2 DR L 22 42 4
BT B — A>3 07 [l 33 B 09 22 42 B3k 3 A 7 5 A8 [
AL G B A PRI 2E A 0 TR 43 AT T i DL R P A
PEARAD B 52 BRARAS AT S WF 588 5 5 43 A 285 1 PR 1
A HAT 4 e SO 4 DT R : (D) AU
AR BRI LIRS J2 A7 1Y 30 58 55 A0 Y T8 R AR
A S50 o0 B 2 B DR S 22 A P I 2 o e P T
AR 23 [A] R HE )L AN o 22 W A 7 HAR AT Y 40
WL C il S B4 BB, AR R s (2) AU A
A R IR 7 & (140, Spis XML 46) X 4% fith
PR T RS 20 Ll i BARR 7 175 A 3 AR
WO 73 A % o Db IS ) 22 A P G A 2 T LA sk e 1A
PRSI 25 AN JA AE AR TR T AS 2 2 A7 7 o ) 8 44
(Bilan . C il 5 Wik S FEMEE RIS A
AT AT Z M AAAE 22 8E 5 (3) # AR 1R 40 #r - R
AT 58 8% 05 LR P 16 5 (1, F £ 35 35 L Seyther
& C/Java i85 55) HLIE % 5% U0 U0, 8 A4 A 05 L4y
e 8 A D DL 22 A P 33X b 5 ¥ B A R BRI A AR
WE A R EM D AFTE R BGE A R TE 0
PropislIe 2 4 42 5 (4) B K 16 23 B < 1) 485 14 Bl i
i P AU 2Z ) AR A G 3R L T A R PP IR A 3 (), AT
3 AT B R DM ISL A 42 A L 3K A 1 A R I A R
JPARRS AT BIAT R o D8 AN 0 B AR A5 TT 4% FH I B
T B R PRS2 A T M N ) T 5. B S AR X D
2 RS AR BE 1 /. BRIt 2 A o AR 4hs 32 29 B0, 32
LAl B PRI 0 2 4 B R 4 A, B R R —
S AR A T AR R BT Y 4 B E S BT
2 AR IS BT Z AR 2, v] LA ALY
Heis H.

PR 2% 14 85 i BRI 22 4 90 Uk S5 BT AR R IR A

(1) A S5 B 228 118 85 R A 0 B AR (1 2 9
b R 5 TE 55D X 9% B B ISR BRAT 4 4 3 IE o)
T 3 5 i WY 22 R B 38 ) Je P AE il R A A 5 2R AR
AU B A] A A — BOPE R E 4 L R A3 B 9 A B Y
IRE AT 2 Bk A T — 2P BT

(2) BT Dolev-Yao 5 AR B 1ty %5 15 Pp 80 AR 15
F 3l A2 A Bk 43 A 3% 28 20 BT A B S5 8 1 5
HE T HOR 920 047 5 B8 [ ) 5 iE ProVerift
TSR B B IR (B E BEUE W) CryptoVerif T
H BRETE L8 AE Scryther T ELZE, gtk 88 T & 5
B T ER A AT AR 9 1) 85 5 D 022 4 s AT DR LAY

AR S AT I BIF 5T 308 2 —.

(3) LA i iE & (i, C/C+ -+, Java,
F %) Sy 3 b #4455 0w E 42 (5 4, F7, CoSP,
Spi2Java 55) ) % B Hp 1L % 42 500 43 A7 7 . )
L B 780 A 240 o 28 i A A AU A T R AT %2 42 TR IE
GIBT A R — 2 TR R IX T (R B 5 1)
FH A4 P B FH AR R 43 A7 B 10 28 4.

HOWR BT S5 A b () an, C i 5 48 £l
B NAE IR L 58 o X DL R ) B R S5 1 AR 2
T IS 2 4 B UE 23 BT 2 — AN R 50 3

(4) 18 S22 41 % 6 B BUAC RS SR AT 22 4 B 3IE 43
Br. AR 4 = 1 {5 0 3 1 O OBl o 0 R L 2 R
SR N RIS B4 O R AR N % 0 B IR AT R 2k
UEST AT A4S 56 1 HA S BR 2 SCIAIF 5% 7 7).

(5) TR FE ML 204k S 5 0 2% 1 U il 22 &
B UE 2 B S 22— IR 3 BT i B A B T
BRI (3RO 511 BB R CAR BEAD . 40 fa] A1) F BE
A U T PR R T AR A S BT AR G 1 % 1 P
WU A I 43 T 2 (159 1 Ff i I8 2 —.

(6) 25 5 U LI 2 AT J2 5 %8 4, P s 4 A K
W 2 25 (8] (L, KB » =i B SO (5 B R B /%
£l -0y SV G S R A LA R RIS
G203 AT R AR 5 o0 A7 X I 48 WML 22 A T i 3.
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