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Abstract

Recently, ubiquitous computing is being actively researched and one of the main technology in ubiquitous computing
environments is recognized as RFID system. The RFID system has much benefits but simultaneously has some problems
such as user's privacy violation. Therefore, in this paper, we analyze the privacy problems of previous methods and
propose more secure and effective authentication method to protect user’'s privacy. The proposed protocol is secure against
replay attack, spoofing attack and tracking by an attacker.
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