AIST

BAN:®IEEH 5 Protocol Composition Logic~
T4 70OV DHRIEBHDTIE)

(%)

A

A G

E Wt AT L FREIED

Rt —

k-hasebe@aist.go.jp

G JE5h

BIC KFEXFEHEFR

HITITREN EE 43 I i 3 B SO AT


mailto:k-hasebe@aist.go.jp

AIST

AREEHODEB

JORILDRMZ S ERREEED BT
Y ZERIBRI AT EZ BN

I F DR EREEAF AR R GRIEER) Fi
EDERICOVTOES (BEID) FEN

il

A

HITITREN EE 43 I i 3 B SO AT



ars
EEDE

ORIV HTFEDELER
fE R

BRI kBN EE
Eﬁ'-iﬂ"]ﬁj\*ﬁ" /f@fl"nJl

BAN:HIE

N

il

inm

Protocol Composition Logic (PCL)
Basic Protocol Logic (BPL)

(ZDMDREBEHFEICOVTIIRX DR THENFE)
STEEMDITFELEORRICOVWTOMREDEN

HITITREN EE 43 I i 3 B SO AT




1. AT HTEDBEER

IR FE et Ml F A S IR FT A



ros
SIS HTIED L (F5R)
ﬂ’ﬁ INHY /] / D)
B st
* Clark-Jacob, A Survey of Authentication Protocol Literature, 1997
* Ryan-Schneider, Modelling and Analysis of Security Protocols, 1998
» Boyd-Mathuria, Protocols for Authentication and Key Establishment, 2003
Needham-Schroeder LowelZ&kY)
(1978) NSZTAka)LAD  Abadi
Dolev-Yao  BANZHEE WEAKRENSE -Rogaway | ISEE!
(1983) (1989) })95) /(2000) (2006)
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ros
AR HTEDER @

/REMTIO—F B\
BANZ4IE Inductive method
o ATiRIE Protocol Composition Logic (PCL)
« GNYHE
e SVOimIE
>< NRL protocol analyzer >
Casper+FDR
Strand Spaces
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- o MultiSet Rewriting (MSR)
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/ﬂ

-

/&SRR (syntax) . ——— Traces [ZB9 5 abstract 73
HEREITD
iz RO HEERIA R
[A— B :{T,, N,},.:]
B believes PK (A K,) B received {T,,N,}...
B believes A said <TA,NA> elieves  fres A
B believes A believesl,3 t:\I,I3 — )/
BB 7Z7a—F:

EALGTILI)XLZEZAT,
__—— £TO traces DFHIMSEHED

-

/—'ﬂt I]*EA
HREDASEE L p=TnER) DES

_—— TOtREER
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SEBAZE vs. KM

/&SGR (syntax) :
iz X BIHESRIA R

[A—>B:{TA‘NA} —1]
B believes PK (A, K,) B received {T,,N,.}. .-

B believes A said (T,,N, B believes fresh(T)

B belees A believes Ng

|

=k

_ N o

TP L o= ToER) DES

mE DX IGERERT
—&IZKY ., Syntax TD
?FEEH‘%#‘ traces O LT
YLD EEREL

/
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RIEM 7O

/

FEERIRT I

Vaos

K2k

:mIERY (EEBAZRAY) 7 7 O0—F (Theorem proving)

R AR

ZEEDOFERRIZFIA
s1E BA 0D B | A AV AT g€ (compositionality)
Intruder M 1TENZ BIERIIZTRD

BT 7 0—F (Model checking)
ZEMDIEAKLYL. BELZTOEX (HWE)DFER(ZFKL
Intruder MITENZIETERIIZIRD
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BAN I

Burrows-Abadi-Needham [Z& Y 1gi
A Logic of Authentication (1989)

(Cf.) The Logic of Authentication Protocols (Syverson-Cervesato, 1999)

ORI DD NRIBHRAR
122 (belief) DB EZZEAN (F-FLMESHREITIEALY)

R DEBOREICEZE
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BANGRIBIZ KA HTDI

(1) Idealization

1. A—> B:{NA’A}KB 1.A—> B {N,}s

2.B— A:{N,,N.}.. 2.B—> A:{<A<$>B>NA}KA

3.A—> B:{N,} 3. A->B:{(AcesB) BE(A<5B) Y
(2)7aka)LDRE

A believes PK(AK,)
A believes PK(B,K;)

. B

() 7aObaILDEARTYIT T EIZHERR

(ForarofE)] (A2 BNl [(ETHRISRYIOCE) wmue.
(fEam1) B> A{{A>B) Y] | (EITHRICKYIDIE)

($E3/: ORI ETRICHEYIIDIE)

SmIEHE R
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BANGRIED S5

PE X PIE X THAEFELTINS,

P 4 X P & X ZZITHE o7,

P X P [EMDT X EEoT=,

#(X) X [ fresh TH 5,

P«XQ B KIEXP &Q Tshare ShTLNVA,

> P BKIEIPODARBTHS (MERIE KL TERY ),
(X}, X3 K THESEIATIS,

A ZLLND T L.
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BANERIEDE:E

P believes X :P [ X THAHZEFEL TS,
P received X :P I& X &2 (+Ho7=,

Psaid X P [EHDTXZE&Eo7=,

fresh X :X [& fresh TH 5,

P<£ 0 - KIX P & Q Tshare shTLV,

PK(P,K) #BKIEXP DODARETHS (MWEREIL K TKRI),
X} X [3§2 K THS{EIh TS,

X ZZTP, QIFEFEITHAIN. X [FAYE—FDEDTHHEES
WIEXTHHAIGELHYFS
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BAN:HIED #E:mER 8l (451)

Message Meaning:

P believes PK(Q,k) P received {X} .
P believes Q said X

T

RFE1) k(X Q DB TH S,
(RE2) P IE {X}, E2ITEoT=,

(#53®) Q [EH DT X Z&E Tz,

Nonce Verification;
P believes fresh(X) P believes Q said X

P believes Q believes X

(RE1) X IZ fresh TH B,
(RE2) Q [IM DT X E&E>T=,

(#55%) Q [XE|TED session T X #iEoT=,
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BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097 k2L, 1987)

(1) ZFarajLdidealization

AUoFiLnTaraln:
[ 1L.A>BA{TNBY,,

2.B— A:B.{T;,N;, AN,}

| 3 A BIANGD,, ,

Idealization

KB

S -
|dealize Sthvt=7AOka)L:

r . A
1. A> B {T, N}
2.B— A:{T;, N, N} .

| 3 A5 BN, )
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_ZaisT
BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097Baka)L, 1987)

(2) Z7ALILDREZEHKE

-

/

EERICDOVTORRE:
A Dbelieves PK(A,K,) B believes PK(B,K;)
A believes PK(B,Kj) B believes PK(AK,)

\

)

~

Freshness [ZDW\TOIRE

A Dbelieves fresh(N,) A Dbelieves fresh(Ny)
A Dbelieves fresh(Tg) A Dbelieves fresh(T,)

~

J
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BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097 k2L, 1987)

(3) RIBHR/ICKLYTORLIZEALTRYII DI EEEH

K, (& A DR (RE) BIEZRFDAvt—T%Z(TH>T=,
%_ [A_) B :{TA’ NA}KA—l]
B believes PK(AK,) B received {T, NJy: T, [& fresh
B believes A said (Ta N, B believes fm) W
/i B believes A believes N,
A EZ DAY E—SEET B (& A HRED
tylav TN &

[B— A:{T,,N.,N,} .] Eo=EELTILNSY

A believes PK(B,K;) A received {T;,Ng,N,} . VM

A believes B said (Ty, Ng,N,) A believes fresh(N,)
A believes B believes N,

NV

X MBS FIEA DD TGO T, #HimlE—RE,
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BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097 k2L, 1987)

DHTDIER:
1. Authentication QO RIIA X RIIZFEEAH 1=,
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BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097 k2L, 1987)

DHTDIER:
1. Authentication QO RIIA X RIIZFEEAH 1=,

2. [T DFVIIEATLaFILTRLNZEDIELEN

R D,
Ny, DHRDHYIZ T,
T4, freshness %
FyIHES,
[B—> A:{Tg,Ng, N} ]
A believes PK(B,K;) A received {T;,Ng,N,} . VM
A believes B said <TB,NB,NA> A believes fresh(N,) W

A believes B believes N,
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BAN:RIEIZ KB AT

(CCITT X.5097 k2L, 1987)

DHTDIER:
1. Authentication QO RIIA X RIIZFEEAH 1=,

2. [T DFVIIEATLaFILTRLNZEDIELEN
ERBAHE S,

3. 1T, DFzYIIEATLaILTRINZEDRYH
ERBAH KD,

T, ® freshness #
EHELE NV A
i P SR 75N

[A—> B:{To N3]

B believes PK(A K,) B received {T, N}y, MN
B believes A said (T,,N,) '

B believes' fresh(T,)
B believes A believes N,
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BANZHIE D B 7E =

Idealization D REE

FHr=NTBRHE
Idealize MBIETHRALIEHRMNHEE

RILHDFE(PCLEDEE(ZHLNT)
=X A0
1I=I Ib\d)*ﬂilb\b\$% ':M\gtﬁd)h\ ?
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BANZ #E D imIE

AT E@IE (Abadi-Tuttle, 1990)

GNY @ (Gong-Needham-Yahalom, 1990)

SvO i@ (syverson-van Oorschot, 1994, 96)
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AIST

Protocol Composition Logic

Durgin-Mitchell-Pavlovic 5[Z&Y &2 (1999)

Datta-Derek-Mitchell-Pavlovic HIZ&YFEE IS FF

(http://www.stanford.edu/~danupam/logic-derivation.html)

Hoare S@IEZ#EICLI-HHA R
A3 DR -SRICA>THREZITA D,
24 (sound) == KR

Computational trace model
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Hoare :HIBD 1% FI FE

JOra)L=T055LERLGT
JOragjLidiiETORI)LDHEEERRDT-HD

2D EETEA

JAkra)LnDEE
(REESRIER (CTEE)

olz]ly

|

JAkraJLOETTAER

J

EERMZELR:
[{LL O RY L >TLINLIE,
JArILDETIOERATD
BTRIZKHT YHREYILD]
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Vars
PCLOERKIGTZATT

COmEMRETANDE. ...

n JORILDYLERICEE T AHEERA AIHE

[New(n,); New(n,); Send(n,,n,)], Has(A,(n,,n,))
[New(n,); New(n,); Send(n,,n,); Rec({n,},,)]» Has(A,(n,,n,))

w HEICEAT SHHERE ATEE:

[New(n,); New(n,); Send(n,,n,)], Has(A,(n,,n,))  Has(A,(n;,n,)) > Has(An,) A Has(A,n,)
[New(n,); New(n,); Send(n,,n,)], Has(A,n,) A Has(A,n,)
[New(n,); New(n,); Send(n,,n,)], Has(A,n,)

-

 JOr3LICET A EE. TORL ORISR THERE XS,
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ros
(Formulas)

PCL®D

[l[[
i
als]

Action formulas:
a.:= Send(P,m) | Receive(P,m) | New(P,n)
| Decrypt(P,m) | Verify(P,m)

Formulas:
.= a | Has(P,m) | Fresh(P,m)
| Honest(P) | Contains(m,;,m,)
| - | QONQ | X | 0@ | O Abbreviation:

a, <a,=0(a, NOO)
Modal formulas:
AR

ELICTS & aya (ToiavmiNEaERT,
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o
PCL®MD 2N EHEZm#R Bl D151

NEE®D
Bl Has(P,{m}.) A Has(P,K™) — Has(P,m)

Honest(X) A Decrypt(Y ,{m},,) > X =Y

HE SRR Bl D11
Pl ¢ ALy O Composition
o[S;S'], 0
[1x ¢ o[S]x @ £12L2CT S [£. Send T3
Honest (X) — ¢ Honesty X @ role @ initial segment A,

HHNIE X D role £1K
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PCLOEMKREEEETE

PCL® Z ik &® (symbolic model):
Trace (R]gEZ7ARIILD run) DES

saTE AV N

(%51) [Send(m)]; Has(X,m) A&

(ED trace IZTHLVTH. Send(X,t) HfE o= Has(X, ) YLD, )

PCLOfE=1%:

Fe = Fo
(PCLTHEBART AL (£, £ TOHAEE traces [THLVTH)
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ros
Composition D5

(Cf. DDMP, J. of Comp. Security, 13, 2005)

1ISO-9798-3 B ka)L:

1 Diffie-Hellmanfgfd: X7 Aka/L N ( Challenge-response ZAk3a/L R

1. A= B: g* (mod p) LA->BImA

2.B— A: A
2.B — A:g° (mod p) = A:ngm.n, A}

3.A—B:{m,n,B} |
\_ y, \_ s { }KA )

‘ composition l

KB

C 1s0-9798-3 FOkaL |
1.A—>B:g* A
2.B—>A:9°{9*, 0" A} .

L 3.A—>B:{9",9°B} .. )

1ISO-9798-3 ZOka)L M secrecy XU authentication ZEEBH
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ros

Composition D5

s

<
Diffie-Hellman##E2: £ 7 A k)L
1. A— B:g® (mod p)
2.B— A:g° (mod p)

\ J

g%, g° @ freshness A\ PCL TiEFBAH kS,
02, gb M secrecy NI ELTEA,

Challenge-response A k3L )
1. A->B:mA
2.B—> A:n,{m,n, A}
3.A—> B:{m,n,B}

KA
\§

KB

J

m, n @ freshness Z{RE 3 5& . authentication A PCL TEEBRAH 3k 3,
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Composition D5

EFBADT7AT7:

[DH] freshness of g2, gP

J | s

[DH’] freshness of g2, gb

i

‘ composition l

JOraJLEIREELTEH
freshness (228 (3 &N

[DH’ U CR’] Auth

freshness of g2, g° [CR] Auth

J | sk

freshness of g2, g° [CR’] Auth

m, n IZZhEFhg?, g° KA

DH' U CR'=1S0-9798-3
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fth D composition® Jits FA {5l

TSL
IEEE802.11.i

Contract signing protocol

Isabelle/HOL 2k AEL
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ros
PCL@ *IJ VARNY Fnﬁﬁlla\\

ZJ'Ok3aJL® authentication. secrecy ZEEBAT HDI(Z
+R7EE5E

Hoare iIED AL EICKY . SEBADILER-
BRI RIZ&S flexible 7 AL D EEBAA AT HE

m <D property ZARZRDPFIZEALI=CET., HEM
M1 -> T\, (Cf. Hasebe-Okada, 1ISSS'03.
FCS'04)
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SCLO B1L o

(Cf. Hasebe-Okada, BPL, Rule’05)

£ L authentication MEERAIZRET L. S wIBHIZHEIEIT D

2= D% il b G ni )
0

Hoare @B DN ELLY, — BB R/ EE(TTHRIC
Rt ES,

[S]lp == S—>0¢
(S O 175 DFIERTREE)

S

HibIZkY ., BEM DEELERRBEF OREBERRNED
N5, (Basic Protocol Logic tll?,;\o )
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Vars
BPLOEXRKILGETZATT7 (1)

?Eé’l‘étiﬁi:[ Fp = fo ]

& : HLLEH © A BPL TEERAE KL ITNIX, I T 5%
BT HIENHFES,

L

® &L T authentication ZEKRT AR IERZIAE. O DA
(BEARMLGRBOIOVR)EEART 7LV X LELDS,

4 N

ZOka)L0) authentication xR 3 HER

/ STERIR %R \ (24 it EIE)

ZE DR X SEH REIETILOEH
\_ <§mmum%jntxm$my/
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ros

BPLOEKLGETZATT7(2)

Hoare :RIB D #4EZHEBRL =2 & T, composition DEHEMN

LD,
s

Z’Aka)L® authentication NMRI=N5L57%., ZALILD
YLk -ERRAIZ5 25,

(cf. Cervesato-Meadows-Pavlovic, CSFW’05)
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BPLOERHZT AT 7T (2)

TRV DERRTYT 5t HBPLIZ L DR 4TS
¢~ i Ti\N
=l S=1 | | BPLEEBA1
:
JOralnREHEE

fREL 9 BBPLAEBAMTELE
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ros

BPLOEKLGETZATT7(2)

JORIILDEBRRATYT Xtht>9 ABPLIZK ST £ 4 ST
Jaka)L1 BPLEEBA 1

j JOra)LiksRER A

Jaka)L2
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ros

BPLOEKLGETZATT7(2)

JAakrza1
JObaLOBKRAT 1. A—> B:{N,, Ak: e g en Ll
2.B—> A:{N,,B}..
JAakajL1 roTCmrTT T

j JOra)LiksRER A

Jaka)L2
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ros

BPLOEKLGETZATT7(2)

Jakaj2
JObaLOBRAT 1. A—> B {N,, Ah: e g en Ll
2.B— A:{N,[N,| B},
Zak3jL roTCmrTT T

j JOra)LiksRER A

Jaka)L2
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BPLOEKLGETZATT7(2)

ZArLDOHER- AR

JOra)LDEFRE T IS LTI=REB D ZE

Jaka)lLi

/
l JOra)LiksRER A

Jaka)L2

”

LICKDHR 24

~ ~ BPLEEHAT

~

BPLEEEA2

SEHD LR
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BPLOEXRKILGETATT (2)

JORIILDEBRRATYT Xtht>9 ABPLIZK ST £ 4 ST
Jaka)L1 BPLEEBA 1

Jaka)L2 JAara)L3 BPLEEAA2 BPLZEEA3

N7

JAakajL4

BPLEERA4

JAraLZEHRR-FRES LEAD, BPLIZE>TREMM
RS-0 h:)bé%&a“é:a;b% k5.

1




AIST

BPLD FHGHER

e EE
RERBEM (Yl arD#HEHIRLI-=LT)
R ABEH ZFI A
Composition rules [Z&A7OIJLAERL

= Secrecy® 73T (cf. Meadows-Pavlovic)
= Computational semantics
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AIST

PCLD &x1x DL rE

Computational T EKIRZPCLIZE X 5, (REMAE)

1l

Ayl

Symbolic 7THRE DS L \HEER{A R T computational 7%
ETILIZDWNT D HEERA AT BE

JOk3a)L® composition £ A &E
BLAOBBRAXT—LIZHLTEHELAEEZRET HETHIIG
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CPCLODEXRIGTATT

{ PCL @ syntax ]
lﬁié'l‘ét (soundness)
4 N

Symbolic model

« Ayt—=: fuctional / algebraic
o trace: 7723 nD%|

- J
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CPCLODEXRIGTATT

PCL & syntax

-

lﬁié'ﬁt (soundness)

-

Symbolic model

« Ayt—=: fuctional / algebraic
o trace: 7723 D%

~

=)

CPCL @ syntax

-

Computational model

« Ayt—: bitstring
e trace: FERFHILT Va0 D5

J
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CPCLOE R EZ L

|

PCL @ syntax

|

lﬁié'l‘ét (soundness)

-

Symbolic model

« Ayt—=: fuctional / algebraic
o trace: 7723 nD%|

~

(EARHITEELELY)
_~

CPCL @ syntax

Computational model

« Ayt—: bitstring

N\

e trace: HEERFRILT V3> D5

J

N
Ayt—I%bitstring&EL T
ETILE
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CPCLODEXRIGTATT

PCL @ syntax

-

lﬁié'l‘i (soundness)

-

Symbolic model

« Ayt—=: fuctional / algebraic
o trace: 7723 nD%|

~

=)

CPCL @ syntax

Computational model&®

‘e

|

-

Computational model

« Ayt—: bitstring
e trace: FERFHILT Va0 D5

J

PCL®Msyntax|Z &k %abstract level COHEE/AY. computational
model®D L THIELWMERRIZIEDKIIZT 5,
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Symbolic trace D5
Computational trace ~MDZE &

e ; _ 2
Symbolic traces:
HAytz—2 {m}, & functional T
A sends {m}, B rec {m}, algebraic ZZH D EL TS,
@ =O\;?) -----
lrec{m} ~
N 1 y
N

{m}, % bitstring ELTIRZ 5 &
trace [XFEEREFRYZRdistribution &£755,

/
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CPCLOEEB(FELZLEER)

Has(X,m) MZ & :
PCLTIlEAvt—T% functional ZHH D ELTHREK (L

(B0 Has(P,{m},) A Has(P,K ™) — Has(P,m)

1l

m Possess(X,m): X [ZAvtE—2 m % ppt CTHERHE XS]

m Indist(X,m): [X [&, AvtE— m DS 7 L
bitstring D X FllZ ppt THIEALY]

RIS F D" (GolE)NDER:

Q=P (EHAEHER)
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ros

Computational Semantics

Computational trace model T :
T=T(Q,An)

i

m Q: protocol
u Al (PtCDRENZFD)IMESR

® N: Security parameter

T\ @ DEIR (BR[| @ [1(T):

@ NEEYILDES7%: traces NDES (€ T)

=
= IE

it @ NETHD QF @
T f(n + 4> KE73 security parameter®
[ L2 1J(T, T(n)) |>1— f(n) £,&T. negligible function f [Z3xL T
T BLREET @ AR,
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C
=&
X2 T4-7ALIIILDHBEADITIEDHKE
BAN:GHIE
PCL. BPL
ATEEMSTTFEEORBZROWME
(DO DFEIZTDWNTIZIH/ N TRBNFTE)
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