NEQIA Jl¥ HSH IO Bt MAof

rk
rot
re
-

=& 2008-5-26
AN S HeH A2A] Bekud PAl) B AT

A Study on Security Model Design of Adaptive Access Control
based Context-Aware

o s
gy, Y=

oN

Nam-Il Kim, Chang-Bok Kim

2 9o 2 =Ee 7|29 WAl mde el 44l HIAle 2dS Adsich B E=RolA
HAoATES 2Bl A AV -‘HBH 71&9

XORBACS} CAACS} Z+2 AFg}oialz|wl motmdo] ofjdt
CAAC Hetmdo] A3r 2ol gle] AXUEE F78lrh o] Htmdoe] o) oL Fash FAFAHL 93|
AR 9 ARAYREE Bt §olatA £33 = vk EE, HIE AYoA E SOl ARG} oMIES T
ghef, AT = Sl BE 7 AUES Ak £ =RolA] AtE EArEAL A%t wE EXA AT A
F2gE Boll eSSt Hedsd ¥ AIUIhE FHoR ATY 4+ vk

Abstract This paper is proposed context-aware based access control, model by extending original access control
model. In this paper, we survey the recent researches about security model based context-aware such as
xoRBAC and CAAC. For exactly policy evaluation, we make an addition Context Broker and Finder in existing
CAAC security model. By this security model, Context information and context decision information is able to
be collected easily for more correct policy decision. This paper controlled access of possible every resources
that is able to access by user's event and constraint from primitive access resources. In this paper proposed
security model can be offer dynamically various security level and access authority method alone with specified
policy and constraint adjustment at user's role.
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