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(;, € {z,, z,, z,}* (1<Ki<t)
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2 g, ARgAR X Yo tid, a(X)Y),
B(XY)E E. E. D, D& thARAZ AH z,, z,,
z,, 2,8 ZEe ~EH a ,BE} i, o (X Y)E
(E,. Ey. Dy*9} BAX Y)Y H{E,, Ey, D)) *olt}. =

(e 2) TE {a, B, | 1<ist, 1<j<t'}el 3
24 two-party cascade TREFojg}
X, Y& AHeAEr g,

N (X.Y) = o(X,Y)
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N, ((X.Y) = a,,,(X,)Y) Ny(X.Y)
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vhE o ool thél required =9 &S

e oA fho=

we] xo FE

ZrEEe HA

& & o odE TREZ Hol wEo
de AE Bd F 5 dv. £d o5

A A & Tagged Key Mana-
d& 34 AAskE
21t} Longley-Rigby9l 3714 % "what if ol
g A LS AFeA et g #e @il
(a) A& 25 Alzglo] ohtt. (b) 34
‘ilw‘: Fske 7l

Eay

2~

o T

WE

o °1‘?¥(

ﬁlo

3.2 =2d A i

{modal logic)

)
e

tlo

olN

oly

JwHoE wed B RYEe g
& ol &3l s ZREF
Z+3 Ao W (helief) 7\]"ﬂ(knovv]edge)
Bdsly, =88 dgenn Taggs 7

Slas =2

=]

i
1T

,
i

”E

epistemic logic2 24



32 SEE RIS

(1995. 3)

doxastic logicZ 2 &9 =87} €t} o] H& &

Hel JEA 232 BAN(Burrows-Abadi-

Needham) 2&"Woz d#x i, old st
‘1’5}'—% E% ﬂ?:ml&m,zn,zl? @E}:—‘e_ol ‘Q’EQS&Q‘

o] Ry M= B (action)t L& =& ©]
gt len, Nz Fstd e 4 EE 4
el Z2E2S FASHA wattn st 9l
thooldl Mo zRE Z2EZ Y& & e
o2 7}A] FF(order) o BEE 7lEdte] FeE
S T8t ol E ol & EAsTH TdHoRA,
ZeEZe] 7z fEvit} A4le] Aol F gy
(2o =25 2 Ay dden), €+
o el (state of belief)He& ZREZ &g
ZlEem sta vk &, A9 e nHsHA

wm ot E=,

¥ A
(idealization) ¥ & &3l ZREZF
2, FXae dA3 ZaEZo ot a7
t}, =3, o3 7159 temporal reasoning® 2|
0] &4 BES oh8A ¥da, UE ooHET}

392w q2o] get,

& Aprste

3.2.1 BAN =2|

A
Asloltt o] =2lv ¢3 ZREZ Al YL 2
A Aol B (correctness), &84 (efficiency)
A4 (adaptability) & ¥¥ & Jvhes 4
Zm Qo T2 EFo| Helty ER

‘«Es‘
SAiL, Wreb WA E Higol ¥

o i owe w2
A
i

w@alr] fe) ZeEZe NS
3 F ATHA E4).

BAN =gloA, ZREZLS T2 EFJ /fYs}
3 e 7t B4l AR principal) P2l # A
RE £ ETE Poll oa] 4lE 7 f A" P
o8] FAIE ool MRl e} Poll 23] Ed wiA]
Ao g #A (relation)@ n&AHTY, EAE B
W dAA g A" AR E 722§ BA
2 7F "RQl& Wolok(belief) dt=it eolt}. B4l
AL FAY AAE FE of =E 130]
Atdolgtes AE 22 o, B2 dAles 1
A& With(believes it) 21 3l believe,
see, control 53 Z2 £olE A& =8&
A3t BAN =2lole 22 dA9 34 &7
gl gliz, wiMAledl el 2" 27} givka 7}
Fech o] BAN =28 43 Z2EZ X A
£317] AliMe e 22 9AE ARG,

W =H =gl

(Al 1) =e7F €2z 48 (known state) 2
BE APHA st EFo A2 =2gdE 5 3l
<A #glg 4 A &7 A, A BEE
A #dQ F4] (formulas =& statement) 2
2 g3

(&A 2] Z2EZe 24t gdASS oY #3¢
T oz yadri(o] sl Az 1),

(<Al 3] 7Fd (postulate)ole} B2le 8 T
2 Ee Fad) M e Moz R H4d)
o Ft A& 5 AF HE =ddt.

@A 13 A 204 EddAE A HE. BAN
=2l & F&3t7] HelMe 54 GARe] BE o
AR} Bele 4oz ¥gtsolol 3t dl, o]
T2 P believes X' 9} 22 712 JeEH, P

}X% ‘chU} ojm & Z=th. BAN =]dA
< oA A} 9d3, 1% P osee X
FAbE P7E XE gte WA E 418
Posaid X' "#A] oW &3t
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o, X7t sl HAAE Biite RE PE 24 L3) ke A& P ®"ojof stk Ag 9
gt & dnjelth @A 3& ¥ A& HE3 “]?&f} B AL FAl FARRE el g
= TGAE BAN w29 F& e w4l 9 BAUE 7HE vebdth Q7F X9 AR 7o
1] 73 (message-meaning rule), &2 &% I e HHEE tevds A& P vm, Q7 X§

rlr

# (nonce-verification rule)d #& 3 Apdolel eths AE Py vy, 9] P
(juris-diction rule)%°] ek, WlAlA] oln] 72| XE Wojolgt gt} ol Py A#HE § Qe &
M P Aol Qo vy K& FR3che At Aol e Aol wj ol

N

Ag Aau K2 gzstd 23 X7t §2 dAAxE Ao 2 3 & MEE Uz, FH7S
FAPo . Q7F JAVE 2R XE BWATE A iyl #AE sHde]l BANo & AAHA
£ P #43 UE £ Ut o] #HE U F A gk eiz) shd el M e ek, g3 =
742 288 MRS &5t (a) X 9 e 2EE A& Ad 2 Kerberos T2EZE, RPC

i

Al 7l K7} 4388 98l A REHUSS 5HE 7 ZzEZW NS ZREZY [TU-U X.509 X
g A4 2ARE 23 slejel 3t (b) Pe, W REZY g BAN =88 A&stn dg. &
A A 7b zpale] oo By, K& ote ¥ v Bl vEy] W]l NS ZREF s
& oW Fal ARl of@ BEuidw w AR BAN =2 @4 1, 71# 718 & & 3-14, &
AAgo] ofd S TE £ Qlojof gt = FH Z BEE FE 3-20] 2ok BAN =89 @

FHRE Q7 A7 XE E¥dvte AL Prp 2 A 2 ZREZ 7} GAE F2 o2 HEkste
edd, P Q7 XE 2dive A& ¢(ES) Rog, wAAE ojds WARZE HEste Ao
4 93, X7b A& (fresh)Athe 248 P7 2e 2 1 dE % 3-30 ®Hlrt,

S 27EHQ Fge) gk, Q7 AAE XE

E 3-1. Needham-Schroeder ZE2EZ2| HA|H J}H (assumption)

A believes B believes S believes
K, Ky K, K
A€ S Be—§ A<—>§ Be—S§
K Kis KAB
Scontrols A <> B Scontrols A <— B A<— B

K
S controls fresh(A 5 B)
fresh(N,) K.z
fresh(N ) fresh(A <—> B)

B 3-2. Needham-Schroeder ZZEE2| 2I1&E EX

A believes B believes

Kan Kap
A€e—> S A €—> 8

jon . Kas
B beliecve A < B A believe A <— B
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# 3-3. Needham-Schroeder Z2E 29| 0|45} ojjA|x|

Message Idealized Message

1.A—S5 1 A, B, N,

K.y Koy

2.5 —A 1 {NAyB,KAB, {KAByA}KIZ}K/\ {NA, A< B, fresh (A > B) ,
Ky
{4 <= BlK K,
. K

3. A= B 1 {Ky,AK, {4 <= B}k,

K
4.B= A 1 {NJK, {N.,, A< B}k,

K,
5 A—B: {NB—I}KAR {NH, A 5 B}K/\B

BAN 71¥e] =& wA 32 wA] 2014 HA3 foreward reasoning®t} 4& 297} 9}
g ZREZ 2 DA ol WA A
(postulate)ol&l Bl F2 713 13 g8 3.2.2 Syverson 28
stol, 7hdol Tbgem Ry el 270 g
Tl AT SE(E 3200 =P E Eael Syverson'"'2 KPL Free logic(Hintikka<l
T el 22 e Agstd A 2xd = possible world semantic logic) & o] &8 24
Goh= g2 Bao A kst Aoz o] el bk wE L AASAT o
BAN =8 71¥ 73 1% 225 BAN of oo AN ohe} WA A4 A4H Bd
FER RS LRESE oS AANE MBL g s o o naoma o TR A (FA

o =218 x47H?5H Wik whef o)y} oA 7} of 9o} vl S W] s Qo NS =

E'LE%OH% webia non LEoh2 A%E 9 ao gy s Aude moe) oo
17F €t 3%]”} AN =2| & o]ds} wA=] 29 Fo4we Jrstn o

kil
I Q3 Ho} HE 243 5
T/ H8E Eokelth BAN ¢ /b g 4 g} 3.2.3 Syverson-Meadow 2§
5’:

= AL BZstan oe st %l° =
gl “ " ur Zm o
e Wape AHE T Al S o Syverson-Meadow'”& Hl X% =g]o] 7]u}

e FEel REE Tl AbeAe W A8 o o oL A A e Adolzal
bdel AFEH R HAGHGE Jape otjE e

A

e
s

(L

NRL Protocol Analyzer'''? o] 9loj& 93 g

packward reasoning I & ABEN NRL o 0 et o1z olasin 90 180 2 o 2
. 2,110,121 . 2251 [
Protocol Analyzer . Intexrogator 2l WA 9= TeEze e ol NRL
glo] Alokr &) B 627 ol Lo =
Queens dierel Ah ° oA 9FE Protocol Analyzerg 1% 8¢ A1gF wia 2@
L) =

th. Backward reasoning Folzl B (&)

SR FE MR o9 F23lE 7% 9nsiy.

y
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g BMEY e ZREEHs YA Akl 7}
wattt. a8tel Rangan™'# Snekkenes®' &
BAN 28 "o} 244¢ A4 v},

3.3 =8 ¥ iy A

Beiber®™ & Syverson'" XY T2 EZ B &
A FHAA euyoldd Atk BEE AAISH
om, Aol FolFTAH i AFoltt. o]
e 4 Z2EFZY 43 g9 e el o)A
E 43 3o epistemic B4 Alstn, 4%
ZREZ et FE AlFE FEIT 5], A
Al 2zele] x]2] 28 (knowledge-oriented) Abko]
2hek 5= Qla, AR, BALL A2 =elof diE on
E(semantics) & AF T YE 3A oA §A
=28 A Fsh=, Hintikka?l #|¢H8t epistemic
=2l g #3g CKT5 o (epistemic, temporal,
communication modal operator&% L3 =
)& o] g3l TREZ FYF oo|HMET} e A
2o} Aref el BXA] (ignorance)dl AElE Z2 3t}
3 A 2w ZRES FFA, UERTE AN S
ol &3l AAe FAL =3A wx, v
vzl Q1E8RHE =3ta Utk 4F g4
KeyxMesg — Mesg, & (Key, Mesg) — Mesg” =
Enc(Key, Mesg) 0.2 A elali, B35 3F4E (Key,
Mesg) -» Mesg¢” = Dec(Key, Mesg) 3 A 9@},

15 Sr7te] #AlE vKey, YMesg, Dec(Key,
Enc(Key, Mesg)) = Mesg2 R T, 4T Alx
gol o4 A (ideal)d 8 - FE U2
Enc(Key, Mesg)$t Dec(Key, Mesg)7} "AA 2" 7
Keyel 2 2]o] glo] AWgd 4= glojof gt 7
&t g}, E3F, A2 (knowledge)., #3
(ignorance). 84 (learning)¥ 22 epistemic
HdE =dska Ao
2= NS v 7] Buf TREZ>
EZE AAE F BAN™ 3
shed B y] Foujo

=) xllo

rr

Snekkenes'™=
7} H|=¥ KPp Z#E

Beiber AFY} 2g* o] &

dgsttte A& Holm Uth. Merritt-
Wolper* ¢} Toussaint™'= H] 5% dejo] 71y
& AAlstsc,

I

3.4 ek wgd A

o] H WHdle drQd AP W =g
Al We] Ag 4 Jom, st ZREF ¥4
of 7b4 2 deA e AbY Welvt g, ¥
M AZEO =37bA] e Abg W
% 3-5° 4 Interrogator., NRL protocol
analyzer. Inatestoll th& Aok Wbl o] of
g =35 29 wustn o). =2k e W
FAQ Ak WY E &3 WMo R Abadi-
Tuttle 9] At BEE el 2 ¢

(2. 251

3.4.1 Interrogator’

(HEA
Interrogatore TREZ A Fojad EogA
e g E%O] 75878 backwardeli @
of W&k M AR Y8 Prolog TE
ol HAZ AP & ve T2EF HF

.

12 gt TEEZSE communicating
state machine & R dom vxzg
& Al ARz QlaiA dei7) dojert B E
4 YL B A BHE B o] Foix]
o, 2BAQ Fo] nly FH& ATt

)+ 4
- Knowledge A4 @ FdAxte} HF 24 ¢
T4 g 2
- Reachability 214 : back-tracking® °]
&3 TH ARE EM G
- Protocol A4 @ A% T2 g I g
AbeFol ¥4 7| (Interrogator)e] & el

g}, EdA A (transmit, receive), 7]
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AH, AR A4, oA Lo v AR 94) AR EAM fAdsln gk, BAv)E A}
B, 718A, 71 2 2¥ duE gges &g o, AR{FA AF BEg A% R
ot Aol 7heslch. 9ok B9d AHE e
SAUEe A s 32 Al vele A4, 3A 5t 21 AEel cl2e BRE 23 3 S AA
e} 27) A4 gl Aok 270 ylegc deozM 34 AU es g5stn g=g
- Algebra A4 : =249 tekstel o] & Folen, BAY Z2EZL A} o4
At Z) (word, belief, event)& AAtel= 7|4 =
ZF . Partial query. Ianguage
(3) ¥4 Z2EH checker ¥ static unifier 719 &< %3] ¥

(4)

NS T2 EZ%9 3 Denning-Sacco &
AV TMN* 9 944 T4& 289},

< g
Z2EZ Belw 74 SEe] Yrd Y @
& Fre) 4% s e Mol st ety
R R LI R P
R 3, 22swe AR o Aol
A 5 e w2l

Abgatel Hwa

EAA ] Bt e Eu

=
Z U, ZREFZ ENd HyA
(concurrency), ¥ %714 (asynchronous)

Apey 9

Fej =

2 ¥ A A (non~determinism)&
BAS 4 gith. T EZo] Bzl

Abekslm e 7hal g o] delglo] glct,

3.4.2 NRL Protocol analyzer2':?

(D

=4
Dolev-Yao""9] term rewrite ruleg o]&
3ted Prolog® ?fﬁ% AEsE B0
& 2R} 7k g ®A37)
A8l term rewrite ruled o] &3 Ao
B ZZEZS Aldetn BAstE Te ago
o FAA BHAM TeEZo Ale 7e
3, ZaEge) FHY S ALY do) e @
oj9] ¥ ¥ 54 (unobtainability & ¥ %=

}(4 o] ;(] Ao

=

(2)

(3)

(4)

HA gE) Ze Folnm

U & 9.

Y SE8 A

+ 4
- Transition 773 @ B4 4% 75 2 A~
el ZelA sy dagel 7S ofefeh
< Yoz e (7M., +& 13
ol vtEE L olnjgir})
If: {pre-condition}*,
then: {post-condition}",
EVENT: {event-statement} "
= Operation : 344 £ 7158 7)$3},
- Atom @ ZREZ 9] dole 74 g2 E
< 71&g.
- Rewrite rule :

& 7% et

oslgoldel zheks 4

= ZRES
TMN™e| 914 g3 BM Z2ea"g 2
sttt

M AFEAte A BT g 9 &Ey, A}
A7%E 977} Oiaé‘ﬁr(readability Ad).
A A bHA R By 5 x| g

‘*%iﬁ‘r

fud

=]
ORI A e w



3 Z2Eg HEH AG F Y V1Y

Hatele ZRES Al el ) &elok ah,
24g Wkt Al RS Ao AT
2E39 994, ¥ 5714 9 v 2942 4}

37
dotn EME £ gk ZREZ] XA
FE 2 AFH BE 7P o] Hoisiof gt

H 3-b. e 3 e HEX Al ¥ Ee| v
Meadow(9,12,16,21) Millen(16,19) Kemmerer(16,17,18)
AF¥de] | Prolog | Prolog Ina Jo
47] NRL Protocol Analyzer Interrogator Inatest
A
417 Prolog interpreter Prolog interpreter YACC,
T8 LISP interpreter
el | Backward(Breadth-first | Backward(Depth-first | Forward
LI order) order)
54 - Term-rewriting rule"’ - Communicating state | - Formal Language
- Folz EotA AHY =g machine - AZEO HAE 7Y A
A Fr(olw Aeirt BB | - FolF Bebd e = B (HAdA 28
g Ay B A FH(Z2EE AF 7% | - HaE AH = A Ahve
As L, RLEY = ZREF)
4 TMN*'(7HE34 &), TMN (732 W), TMN(Simmon &7 27)
EEE% BM[:%‘, NS:{H
s - RSAY <3714d 283 | -9 A5H S - FE A AR
% - RSAHE 43 71 2@ | - AHEAe A Ee
- Ateke] FHAA B 23 - AUt 2E ] dHE
- AH g2l e Ee TR - gE IR e ¥ 34 &
EFZ AN A g bl - v AP 1d 2
- Bl 8 FAMEY] AlFE A | - FAA FEe ZREZ B
o] g & 35}
- g b A4 38 23| - 248 404
- g v 244 1E *F
3.4.3 Inatest?® execution) & 3 B4t ZzgZ9

(I)E/K—]

wool Al 2 el Y A}

X

fiu

2t
% (formal specification) 7I1H& ¢33
Ego At A& (verification)o o] &3
Atk v 8ot} First-order logic?®! Ina Jo
AAE Hy Al Aoz o] g3, YACCH
LISPE o] &3l ##A3 4 (symbolic

7} ,4,54 “Eﬂt raq* il A}A; ;\}oobol_oa
seesel FAse o ol AHo2 A
Fot, otz duelE % HES FEEA
AteFatdct.
LR EFo| vhEaof & 54
ant)e] ¥ 31 % ] (theorem)= #4& | 2}&
oz PET, BAE wo V& s o gA,
FHA} o|v] o PH, dolob T HH, F

£ E¥ (invari-
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>,
o
o

Akl 5 4 securityd] g Fole w=

21 o & AAA5, AT A B3t
Al "Bgsln], 2% Ina JoZ 7I&sta Ut Aol EAhe A& AHA F, 71E] A
AdHer Z2EZS ATt dod, # g3 Wy 5o dla A4 (soundness) ¥ 93
Ag 228 ZS HAY & ZRafgoes & A (completeness) & 72 F f&& £l ¥
 TA Alvel e HAE Aoz 22 I Hata Yt} ofol] that iAo EA, Woo-Lam-S
dolth, RE A8 348 A gak & ofn| g2 Ag BEE ol &3 WU AFHE
Aol 7hsstch. Ao e AP NEE FEAE ot
Wi, TRIaAT A ZREZ AMYE A4
(2)+ A4 st gt}
- Type @ 7} A9 & HdAzghc}
- Constant : 2t Ze] F& A4y 3.6 HEYS o] &3 H uhy
- Axiom : 9% FFEd BT s A
et HE 2l (Petri nets, PN)& 1962 54 &
- Variable : M55 At} &2 Carl Adams Petriel 2tAp 9] =3¢ A]
- Criterion @ 2 o] thg wh&ajof & A& AAHAC. C. A. Petris #AFE A 2=
87 AGE 7lEdn 2] ¥} %714 (asynchronous) ¥ E Alole] &2l
- Initial : 2719] &7 AIgE 7] =30} o] B A7) Yl AlAE U AIAS Alo] g
- Transform @ 2449 T2 EF| 73 & 7] ols} A (causal relationship)® 7FA1A (2
Eig= Z g o2 ¥ st 2F B AFAk
o& sHEHud #Fg oE A7 HA
(3) 24 L2EZ (concurrent) Al 2=gle] 2ot 24 Ao A
TMN Z2E& "o thgt Simmons 4" & gub v ew wek EUE AAS(EY A
AT 27 mys g RA) A9l FE(AE A0l 37
2HE3ke] WA #4) 2 BNFG(EA ZRE
(4) < = Zo] Al Eoll A Sgo] sy,
Hl A (secrecy) W Z2EFo] A 24d 9 Varadhrajan "% Sassone-Varadhrajan™
7lEe R s, #ae XE w4 99 & JEYS o] &ata] AFEH Hote] 3 Hokol
Avel e s ZREEI A vIssiot & A Y $EF 238 (information flow modeling,
o z2eEzol Walyd W Erid v A4 access control modeling) & AFZslgion &
AEAY 3 BHE Feled ZrEF0 & B OEE(EE AT M) Atgsty] sl HET
Aol GH s Aloks] mE spA] M o] Zod ¥ o] S 238 Securitydl S AAIEH 2, 53], 4
2t 4 SEe fE JNE EFoR Algpiglon,
Denning® Bell-Lapadula EdeA A3 &
3.5 9ulE 9 i3 HL W Hzx Alo] A& EXRAP] Hg e s3F
o2 AtFETH ol E2 LA HH 5 FH
Woo-Lam™& 1% Z2EFE on|& 9 o Al REoRA, s ZREZO AMGH 4
FEE ol &3td BAsIHTh 71E Ak REEel = A &3] ojy},

Mol R EF HFA (correctness)ol gt & Nieh-Tavares®' ¢ Stal-Tavares-Meijer *”



Gz TREge] FEH AY g B Y 39
£ Aet Queens thEtellA £ s T2 E WAl 2% gl AdE B dddEdn
2 24 iyoeg G4 dEgd(Colored Petri VR BT, AlkE flEl ETREE 49 HE
Net) # & o] &3stad BM'"™ MM"", NS, gdle] gholel HAE X 367 o] 4%
Hwang™ % [SO ZRE# ™o 24 7154% [a=
B35

ol A=, AalEo] Aotshe F)Ru] TRE ¥ 3-6. Queens CHEF AL Z& ol Al 7|F

Zd L7 ke AE
o] &7k Abel 7} ATk

[e]

=3

Hol7] #&, HEM

3.6.1 Nieh-TavaresAtet 28

(HEA
4 HEAUNE o] gdto] dT ZREFY
AE Al 2E8E AAsta #Mete] Kby
o 7E&E Wt o A BRY L LR EF
e £ sAAET 5 FA4E (avered
abstraction)® Z¥ 3% %4l (formal
description) & /g3t 58], o] w4
tlolg] & Atojel Aokrt HAE sFAlE g
b AR FAE FAskey] da FAA
g Ajokste) Az} Rl TREZ JdEE

(2)

Aelsla b3 T REZ i B AE Ao
22 AAET) HAE AolxE BT A

7] el ¢ 4 "
penetration test) & 3 33 &
galo] LR Fo] Hot

=N
oy

Elexhaustive
Holsl, 0]
Ak e W

B9 A zulsh w973

Foll Ao} 7kttt

g o
o ol =¥

71) Al =8 FE 5

i)

i
>

A

S
ﬁ 10

o ®
4 X
2‘ g
)
tlo
=
r‘i“

x
o0 o0

>
-

é)é
=
Hu
it
i

oﬂaaq} 272 AE
HEh gl
% A%
Apegol

=
BE

o
b

¢
i
nu

oo
N

it

E
u
=
,J[o

|
j
i

=
iuj
o)
by
B

2

&
il
i
R

A el 28] ¢ ==
Z SlElE] Ato]o

71

off
‘o

o
Ju
N
-

IZREE Q4 HE2IW 22
Process = PARS]
Data input/output medium Zefo]
Data item ==

Data flow relationship HheEd &AM

Ao AAE
g Boli:
Ateksta, o1 8 Frl
Kol 7% &
gk, o] Ak g F
o @A veR) =t}
p=2 A e e E
A dEEE BAElE & Z2Ed qilEm AM
A Al EAjebAl wa,

glelo] LRE Fo] zhi= Hob

3lod i

RES Lz ¥

g B

o8
b #E

1=

~

(conceptual level) 2%
& A Q o] E1 <} 7]%77}11

/k?L

(functional level) S
54 dde &
B A

7}, WA

E

(manipulate. substitute, copy. paste,

delete operation)® W dto] Apekgic)

glell ZREZ] e Hok 548 ¥t

M &
of Wok 7]EE whdsta bl 34 HAES
Algte] HgE 7)ol fAwly e ZAFRT F
e gy & A st ”Vc!
up A A EehA (insecure) whe] 8
ZAbsl 7he Wi o ek wh o] -?:IHZ‘?P’q

et

=

=

Eg

¥

Zol HAEE ol

Oft

o

(3) ¥4 22 &%
BM ZaEg"
At

.”dlo
Me

)

ol
-

T MM ZRESY
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(4) & A 433 dFsteie PHe Latn, gy 2¢
=4 ] 9 ¥4 HAEE HELY ZREZ MY A ¢REE BASA
=94 EFE Agste 2R oo g £ e B4 UHES LAY, ol ZTREZ
Ale At B g go] B Alx oA ojul LH AV, delAA g Bt ¥

el 1 el 27171 B4l Y
dal Atk ww olde, 2AAE Alele

3.6.2 Stal-Tavares-Meijer Atet 23" delth weF 1Y ARt EAshd, Bekd
FE7E dold = vk RS 9v|dig
(1) E k]
4 HEUS o] &l ¢E ZeeES 3) ¥4 Z2&%
BEAsls wolt), sEYS o] &ale o AAZ AL ol F 54& 9% Hwangs =
T ZZEZ EEE Alo]e FB o9} & EEZ"3} ISO Working draftel e 3t
& 2¥H0oz AU wg BAME 9 @3 Protocol el tla] EbA Aehrt EA)
3, & A AMGE vhED $EAQ SheAE ¥ Y MR A3 B4
T2EZ dEES 23 Wy dgse 43, Hwang ZREZS 54 AdolA o
Agstdtt. Betd A (insecure state) & AAlel AE D gkel Aoz QubsA] &
Holsti, SHAA FZ(security flaw) g = SAUY, 5o FHAAE AFAE ¢ UL
Abst7] flal % el ¥4 (backward Eola it}
state analysis) & A}&-3t3ich
(4) <+ A
(2) Ak 5l B4 iy ol MM e 7ted BE B AuHE A
T2EZS ALy 98 23 sML 2= A glstofof gt ol = vl Felelx] 3
A AEUNS o] getn, MAE Al 7 Qb BHZE A, o B dee §
A2 AL F S F FAlA} Alo] EE 7] Bu) A Z 2 2YHeze FE & goi(RE B
B Alolol] 4Flte] BARTH 2AAE WA A AHE 22 7 ke A€ A1), &
A2 stEafo] AtAsta WAL WAG 4 9 T B E4 AA Y EAoln, 271 A
3, TREZ B SAE AL HS5x Alztete] BE Jhed AHE e dubAel
gt T2 EZ JEE s} sHA v 72 v W (forward analysis)o] B B4 A&
FEE AY A28 + gz 7pPeln, By S7EAT, BE B e &S sheA
< Sl T e B4 gL Agdct of °l =t
W2 Meadow" "ol ola) Agtd ¢z Z3
EF A% w49 2 F 89 179 8g 2 4. 89|52 B4
o] B &gctn B & ot BlY 1o
ds ZEEFZ A& f& 5¥s Ay o] Fit ol ¢tE TrEZ ALY AL 9

N

| 9 AR ddolst 4F £7g olgelal = @ ol Wel d7HW dn 7 wyse A%



%z mzeze) HUA A% L 24 7Y 4

7l A Za glen, olg A7 g ¥
dTE gwd] Psn e Aoty o] e
M olE WHEd HE A& vlwstd &
4~ 1°ﬂ H3lth, olE WHES FEH EAME
A Z2EZ F3Ad 4% uyFe] A
“6‘}“ ols ZREZO HOA FE AR F 4
Axla FHE &4 AAE FH}E f7is 7
2, 294 HI Wil /Mg dFste AT 2

o] &2 At (intruder, attacker)d XE ¥y
ZAME 1] Aole & 4 glvke Heojr}. o
2odge 2%
Aol g BF

= RE ARE

;%Toin}'\_ z=2

E 4-1. 2 ArY,

25 s B
a3

2AF o] 23} g,
A 7199 Dolev-Yao ') Abekat B4
& cascade ZEEZ| gt Foj9 1o &
E’“a @9]9} Aelz xdsta 1o} it
2ok Alefo} okal Ael E Al A
o Fr} EE'} 0 & ol Bt B
3 stt}. Longley-Righy"'
E_E_E]E Halsla, Eg
Adstnan 2t
214 H WEHel BAN
£ =22 Fdsinz
W,ods ZREZo 1 A% FR TEEE vt

24 7|HES |2

e M2 =2 =2 3 AtEf HEX HEZ|U(ZHA)
£ A | rule base modal logic epistemic =¢] state machine AR 58 18
term-rewrite rule | belief(trust) A 2] x| oF AbeF deadlock %7 =g B4
reducing knowledge (securi | ¥4, gh570d backword ¥4 =¥y 123y
ty) =9 TH 2 B backword ¥4
IREZ ALY 7V
2 | cascade' Kerberos, NS"®' Kp# TMN™ NS*, BM*,
ZZEZ| name-stamp " RPC™* . MM,
NsmllBM.’:ss' Hwang\m
=T | prolog prolog. KPL"* CKT5* prolog, Ina Jo PN H4 =4 A&
AR YACC, LISP Ve
2 A | FAL AT 58 | FF 2N FA oA A A A BN =27 A% AR, FAEE
A A4 7N AlZE, B4, A4 9 A BYAH AL
expert system Atk ol A3 | =l aF en g A
T8 A PN o|& a7 @&
W | A3 EAl B4 zzgZo 7t fE | ANY AFA Ao | A AR HE: | 24 Bl 23
2lnkA] Ao] niu} 2pale] Apeke] 27} Eord e w4
AME] A4 ¥y |38 Hed v B4, o]
H] A o4z} AR A B | AR 293 28
3 readability A<
A F 2} | Dolev-Yao'” BAN ™ Beiber™ Millen** Varadnrajan 04
Longley-Rigby"* | syverson" "!* Merritt-Wolper™ | Meadow"'# ™! Sassornie™
Meadow "' Toussaint ™" Kemmerer" * Nieh-Tavares™”
Rangan™" Meijer-Tavares™”
Snekkenes™®"
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