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Abstract: Authentication protocols are often adopted to reduce the security threats in mobile ad hoc network(MANET).
However, a vulnerable protocol might bring more serious threats to MANET. As a result, formal verifications of security
protocols become more important. An approach based on the communicating sequential process (CSP) and Model Checking
tool FDR was proposed to model and verify a typical authentication protocol of MANET, callced TAM. First, the
communication behaviors of all participants in TAM and its security (authentication and confidentiality) specifications were
formally modeled using CSP. Second, based on these models, the participants’ behaviors were verified by FDR and the
verification result indicates that the original TAM could not guarantee authentication and confidentiality. Finally, an
improvement was proposed and the experiment result shows that the improved TAM satisfies security goals and increases an
acceptable consumption in the case of a reasonable size of clusters compared with the original TAM.

Key words: MANET; authentication protocols; security protocol analysis; communicating sequential process; TAM

515

W Rl BRI TR

Vol.34 No. Z1
August 2013

SIS E TR, WIS W, SR
i,

5 342 4 (MANET, mobile ad hoc net-
work) 2 FH— 2717 4 o 0 R 2 B (R 7 30 15 i A
(AL 2B HiaMK RGN, S AR K
TATAT [ 52 A LRV A AN B Ay, T S e
A PR B BN s R B AH PR F SR L+ 1 4%
HERA OB B M5l A 4L R4 A T

Yfs B ER: 2013-07-31

Ol FT il SRS HIE, 3 [ 414
Mz EAToH0. 2. AHZ. A IRBIH(BEN.
WO AR DRSS R (L RE S . AR iEJ7)A%
R,

o1 E B RORNOTTIROR N A8, (675280 A
NP BA HBGE TRk, hfhah&ae

RSB BEEARRERESEIIHH 61100181, 61070186, 61100186)
Foundation Item: The National Natural Science Foundation of China (61100181, 61070186, 61100186)



%571 1)

KA EE: HeT CSP VEME 3 A 2N Z AEPMY TAM 1151 5 ot ©59 -

Ty 2 4w ] P s 22 4a 5 5 101 g R B
PEA 25 (10 22 Ay, AFILERBE R FEARSS, WEFTH
P TR 2 AT B U AR R vk 7 EATER Y,
TESLA"  TESLA++® . LHAP®!, TSVC!"". Structural
Results!". JATC!'f1 TAMP4%, TESLA & —#f
SRS O BEHEAT I R VIE R REATE M,
FHA R TFR SR, bz A, (|
JEAE T RBP4 . TESLA++PLE 3
T TESLA CSC3E 45 (1) — il 1) 4228 151 41 94 (143 J
DANUE P, e a0 s g ST B [ 547 A R DA I X R
B, AR R P SR R A BT R, BRI
18 DoS Hti MR A rT HABE 1 . LIN %555 T TESLA
Pl T MR G T & Tsvel', %%
T R S I AR T RE YR, A0 I BIE
HEE TG E R MAC SRIGTEN B FLsetE, Hf
AR ) S SR RIAR /N RIS TP S50 i, (R AR DU
A I RS BT A5 W g 40 v, s ][] 25 i e 1
A iA, BUUMER I T —FhEFE P AR AR
KT AH 45 G 10 2 A XA R J7 % structural result, fi#
YT A TERTGE IR SR I . O T B
GUANHR T — P 85 20 4L 28 A 1 1
(f1 45 £ EANIE R M2 7 % JATC. YOUNIS !
P T —AOE M R 2 A B AL SN 4 1 43 )2
ZARINUE 7 % TAM, Fl A () AN SR 1 s S AN %
PSR REAT I B IATE, #A N B TT4Y . IRER,
f A AR RN P S A TAM Pl gk T35 44
HI T M L8 IAUE Y TESLA AP A, HLoofk 74
B, & MANET YGE PR S BARER, X HEET
P b R A BB

IUE B SO I B ARV 5 B 21 23 ) 4%
W REAEAT A, S SRR LR R AR A Aui
O PR B TP IR 58 OB A5 RS« A T $efibae 4.
R AT A MRS DIE B SO 2000 2 4 i 1
A HAR DRUETE, EHUSE G R i
B A AR LB s 2)a FHE, fRIER 45
TE 7 BT AT FEH AR A O SSs 3)WiFtE, fRIUE(S
BRI s S A BE . B, SRR
PUHHvE . Se Rk R B S e

B ISLEA B AN A3 BT 7 305 0 SR FH ARV 11 7 it
P SCGHIEAT 3 AT RIS, DARS A B U2 15905 A2 5 08 %
A HARAT Z H RN TB, s v bR A B U
AR AT R, BAE e A NE. HAT, B
TR Ak 7592 25 BT B 375 () BAN 3248111

5 I 5 2 (b 2 1) U O L BRIy k(T
CSP [ FDR!""™ " B4 7 i (n SPTIE 5.
TRE 7R NRL PR Hras P hyas , CSP 2% 4
IR RGe b SRR AT M B S8
BL G (1) V8 SCASE IS B 380 1 4 A8 A g 2 30 B i ) AR
ST I CSP KBRS I 7 i BRI 2 4
) AL 45 R K] CSP R S 75 3 A2 22 4 LV 1)
L, SO PSR A A 2 A JE . Rk, CSP
TFIAESY TR B B AL S AUE B R 7%

ASCHR TR HEET CSP ALK I 7 VLt
%5 B AN INIETMY TAM BT 0. dt.
Ry Itk . 56 R CSP J7iknt TAM s 53
B AEAT ARSI, o5 T IAUE TR FIAL 2 M 25
A H BRI A AR5 R I T A FDR
Uk T TAM (1) CSP #52, £5 LR W] TAM Ak 2
IIEPERIBLE M 22 Ay et TAM T T
HE, BRI 25 SRR Gl TAM Pris a2 24> H
bro B RERISEIG R fEAIIEMER T,
Bedk TAM B3SO I i) FFRYS 7 AT #5252 Va2 A

2 FREHEIA

2.1 CSP #fix

CSP & & A1 H AR % Hoare C AR T 1978 4
MBI RIS M AREERE, & PRIk
R IARA AT A A g iE 5. Csp
BA RS A KRR I R R A
I, BABChTEREMAREREE G, B, CSPT 2
TR i ALy ST « AL A TR
WAL RS, WnBfE. ARG,
22 CSPEXET

76 CSP i, — AN — R AN E A fe— A F
IR IE e REPAT B Frk e X, 2R
SINESE A . SRR IADE S AT A B, EER
IR Al W RIS E . AR W 1E ¢ 5 0] W1
HIMFTEENEES X . CSP E T 5B ¥ s H
AN e Fi 3 9 o R8P, HLHEA IS B4 A0 )
Wk 1 P,

F 1, Stop Fonts b BERE,  Skip F R UERE AL
DNZAEPAT o HEFR Py R G PAT S x Fy 2 )5
FRINZ 10 o HERR Py ROREHAAT x FH y SR 136 0
X HERE Py AL P, RN (D) PR

P=x—y— Skip )

B=y—->x—>P



60+ B O % R %534 %
i“% 1 CSP %zlg;mmlj AETL CSPRE A BRMTEBL
By WX o Y NI
Stop k3R Skip MR 1 | wissssr || || omesens |
P,0 G4 up-F(p) YRR | HLIE, (5 | | IAEPE 2 v |
a—b O asP MR T4 =N ey
DxiADP() BRMESE | cxiAoPG) AN | J T ‘
N POQ HEREIFL ¢ TS }4—‘
PTIO s P|o EROFT
P 0 5 I Plo BT ’ FEIERX
s 38 7 4 P\X AR | WL 24 B kR |
P[R] R A P=F(P) JEVTEX Bl 1 CSP AL T R

HERE P3 s AR AN IA BE A FE AT RERE Py B P,
WERANRGEFE A x, WPATHERE Py Rz, W)
PAT Pro WEFE Py RonIERE Py AN Py # AT REPAT o 1
T Py A Pyl i X (2) P

B =FA0P,
b =RIIP, @

b )2 b o GRS M) T8 0 A7 2 A% 346 0 5L
AT S . CSP € X T JLHKAFIE: (Hil Receive Al
Send WL LAR B FbRAERAE, Hof, Receive
FORFMON L, Send Fom RILM B 718 Hear F
Say FRENZE W RN BRIEN B 518 Leak FnTH
SR e -

2.3 ET CSP HERIN 75 3%

I HEREAEL CSP RIS I TR FDR 2341k
UE BRI T 2 24 i o3 BT DA UE B e 44 1 T X
WM 72— Lowe!™ e R CSP Jiik
USRS IEL A XS Needham-Schroeder ™ 23 T 254/
VTR AT, RIS T s EbE. CSP
TINS5 2 24 E AR [ JH 45 0 %2
A CSP BRI 753 AT N 2 A A ) ) 7L

Wil 1 P, CSP ARG R DX EX
HEAT CSP @UBE, XU 2 5 E FINR & BT A
H CSP iR s 2) R iS85 R 1) 22 4> H B H CSP
TR N LA 3PSO RN 22 4 TG A5
K T H FDR, FDR #42R&ZFM], Kl isusny
TR AR TG IAT A A, W
PRSI A2 224 H bR, FDR 45 HH B8 4%; WifiAF
16, MRS R 24 Hbr. FEERERS, 2ttt
Y4y Casper(complier for the analysis of security pro-

tocols) AL T A BeHMMLK) CSP ik i = Akid A

3 IAMETY TAM BRIk o4

3.1 GANE#IY TAM &4

5l AU 2% A UE MY TAM 52 Younis $i2
(IR KA ad hoc 4% 19 2 38 23 2 GIE B,
IR R R BN 4, AN R — AN DL
IR AR R B, RS BA AR 1
RAYMIG, HRT AUy, B 22—
Bl B A1ZR I 245 O3 1 45 /) R 7 41 - TAML ) H 5 ) 5 1)
BRBCHR AN R AE IS MAC, message authentica-
tion codes)BEAT % P A% 1] (1) 71 B UAIE

O i
B2 RS 1R s 5 e kg )

Kl 3 frar, TAM AUESLE AT Eg0 0 W R AP 5R

1) K% S A M, kg Ay
AU S A BCE RSk, KM 3em S TERNES j A
B, RREBHIN TSR CH,: R L2 5]
Ko™, JEFIRA B R AL Ko™ IR R — U
(i, Mo, K" =H(K"" ) =H(K]"" ),
SR E SRR A K

2) TN [, A5 3% 5 0 % A H R
RN T 2%



%571 1)

XIALA S BT CSP il 3l A A LU 4 A E DM TAM 1) 2B -5 it <61

Packet,

HIKEN,,

MA C(Klmrur.x’ Msg,) C[‘l”

|Msg |MAC |

| e, | e O s o,
~\ lnter Cluster MAC ‘ :

“\Packet, u QAPE Msg | MAC(K v Ms ) | Khme |
A J

7;:155‘%}\1 —»gg%

A
Intra-Cluster MAC
Packet
CH—" 2 5N
B3 TAM AIEBLE

3) RI%E I AL K Ak
MACK™"*, Msg), SRJG) &I MAC [ 1R«

4) BN IR, M BCRE SsIE MAC,
WRISUEANE R, Wb, G uEE, %
K™ R MAC(K™, Msg), ¥ MAC FIT—A> MAC
P K s NS R, ARETERE AT R R .

5) RNFERCE AEH BT — AN R A | —
/\ /%n_. , .?’j?{%ﬂﬁ Kiiztlm,a — H( K[_intra,a)7 T JA Jﬂ Kiintra,a
SKIGAIE K™ Kl MAC(K,™™, Msg).

TAM A UELE A ELA 0~ B3R, Hor,
Ko ] RIEB FENCE 2 WL %] o Ko IR IE
gk 2 3L R B

Message 1: R—S: N,

Message 2:  S—R:  {NJT|T)|Tin} Kys
Message 3: S—CH: N[ {K;"""*}K_ps
Message 4: S—CH: Msg|MAC(K,"""*,Msg),

MA C(Kzinter,s’ MSg), - MA C(Kminter,s’ MSg)
Message 5: CH—R: Msg | MAC(K™"™", Msg)|

KlVlqu r

3.2 AIEHHIY TAM E4

CSP J7iEH4 22 A U isCH Ak I Rk R K A8 HLiok
s PR T 2 5 AT @ IAEEMX
TAM 1 3 NS5 Kki%# (initiator) S+ 7k CH
(cluster head)F1#2Y# R(responder), ‘&A1l 7
NZF Intruder ANAIE A0S, K TAM 41 4
/> CSP i f.

KRixd S H5iFE) CH MENCE R TG . &
g6, S5 RENINAED, i3 kIEE HEECE A
AHFEIII R 22 . R SRS R M@ E 401, W
K HAE T signal. Commitl_Initiator.S.R, %155 515
*5 signal.Running Responder.R.S HXN.o #R)5, S
HIr BC4 HAB S M B A A2l MAC, ¥ MAC )

HET, RGN E . R Ee IRIENLEE B A
RS SEAR TN, W R S 5 signal_Claim_Secrect .
S IR A i) Frr .
Initiator (S) =
LR : Agent, Ny € Nonce, Kii"’r“’r € SharedKey,
Krs e SessionKey - env.S.R —

receive.R.S.Nr —

send.S.R.({Nr.Ts.Ti.Tint} Krs) —

signal. Commitl _Initiator.S.R.Nr —
OCH : Agent, K", Kchs € SharedKey,

send S.CH.({Ns.K]""*} Kchs ) — 3)
send.S.CH.( Msg MAC(K"", Msg)) =

signal Running?2 _Initiator.S.CH.K""* —
signal .Running3 _Initiator.S.R.Nr —
if CH € Honest
then signal Claim _Secret.S.K""* . {CH }
— SKIP
else SKIP
ClusterHead CH IRk i, 5 RIEE SH
B R BT, CH BBOFRAIE S AR I .
W ken R, HRERRR @) Ir.
ClusterHead (CH ) =
OIS Agent, K", Kchs € SharedKey,

receive.S.CH. ({Ns.](f"’e”s } Kchs) -
receive.S.CH. ( Msg.MAC ( K", ng)) -
if (Verify (MAC( K" Msg)

signal Commit2 _ ClusterHead CH.S.K""* —
OIR: Agent, K" & SharedKey
send.CH. .R.( Msg. M‘IC( I([fnlra,r‘ Ms g) Ker )

i+l
signal Running4 _ClusterHead CH.RK""™"" —
if Re Honest
then signal Claim_Secret. CH.K"™" .{R}
— SKIP
else SKIP
SKIP

4

else SKIP
Responder R 371 BFEWCT /i, 5%k CH
KRIEF S HHTHAT, R W S AIEIE R IFE 7 a] [H]



e 62 . WA

24

i %534 %

A, RIEHEMOTIAIE CH BRI R, HER R
KEPIR.
Responder (R, Nr) =
OIS : Agent, Nr € Nonce,K""™" € SharedKey,
Krs e SessionKey - env.R.S —

send .R.S.Nr —

signal.Runningl _ Responder.R.S.Nr —

receive.S.R.({ Nr-Ts.TiTint} Krs) -

signal Claim _Secret R Krs.{S} —

OCH : Agent,K™™" € SharedKey

receive.CH .R.( Msg. MAC (Kf"”'“’r .Msg) Kmrasr ) - (5)

i+l

i+l

if(K.imm’r _ H(I(iimra,r ))
then if (Verify( MAC(K™" Mg )

signal Commit4 _ Responder.R.CH.K"™"
then — signal.Commit3_ Responder.R.S.Nr
— SKIP

else SKIP
else SKIP
CSP N2 B HRIETFrHE Delov-Yao FEH),
ANAZ 0] LU E 78 HoAth S AR MR T 9 5L (learnam ) R
BN B (say.m ) NZFHBEFRERIWILHFNIH IK £
A SRR S hrid, BE SRR, B,
Nonce fi. NZH X HI6 FIR ARSI S

ATHERE, 19 RIHLE M E . N2 E R IR a2 (6)
R o
Intruder (X )=

learn?m : messages —

Intruder (include(X U{ m})) (©)

Osay?m: X N messages — Intruder (X))

3.3 AIEHHY TAM BIR £H5E

TERE I VR R/, T 2 s
SRIFFF AR A 2. e AT fEd, By
A2 H5EWR LG, I HNZE AT I7 24
ANBEREIA 22 AT K, WA PRS0 22 421

TEAICH, FEVHS UM 2 AR L2 1
ARG . IANUETE 22 2SR M RIE S 55 2
] BT AAAE— X NR R, I HARIES 5
X2 U R B A AR AR AT, B ORI R — 3K
Mo IEPE 22 REHIA X (TR

Auth _Spec 2 Init _Auth _Spec |||
Resp _Auth _Spec ||| Clus _Auth _Spec
Init _ Auth _Spec, (S,R,Nr) £
signal .Running3 _Initiator.S.R.Nr —
signal.Commit3 _Responder.R.S.Nr — STOP
Resp _ Auth _Spec,(R,S,Nr)=
signal.Runningl _Responder.R.S.Nr — %)
signal Commitl _Initiator.S.R.Nr — S
Init _Auth _Spec, (S, CH,K""* ) =
signal Running?2 _ Initiator.S.CH K""* —
signal Commit2 _ClusterHead CH .S.K"""* —
STOP
Clus _Auth _Spec, (CH, R, K"™" ) 2
signal Running4 _ ClusterHead CH .RK"™"" —
signal Commit4 _Responder.R.CH K" —
STOP

B 22 A TS 2SR IRIEA L3 45 5 I
LSRR, N I AT A IHE ST EAN RS
FIPLEAS B MU 2 TEHA (B FTR .

Secret _Spec H||,..u; secrers Secret _Spec, (s)
Secret _Spec, (s) =
signal Claim _Secret?S!s?7R —
if R¢ Honest
then Secret _Spec, (s) (8)
else Secret _Spec, (s)
Oleak.s — Secret _Spec, (s)
Secret _Spec, (s) £

signal Claim _Secret?S!s?7R —

Secret _Spec, (s)

A5 TAM Bistef 215 4 (R RS 2 L
WAETEMIHLE PR 22 0E, WA TAM Bl
B ORAUEVUETERIHUE P, 3 2 224 H AR
3.4 AEHY TAM RUFERIAG N 5 Bis

i FHHEREACE CSP MIBEAY A I 4% FDR 73 #7 %
AU S AT Ak RN 2, R A B
2 CSP [ AA BEA MBI CSP b, 24X
XM g Casper fijft 7 AL P CSP 4
R FE . Casper ZmiEds AL CSP ik, &7
CSP 184 SR J5 R W iSLIr) CSP BT 2 A R TE 4 A
FDR, FDR i ZREF MK NS 5 HK



%571 1)

KA EE: HeT CSP VEME 3 A 2N Z AEPMY TAM 1151 5 ot ©63-

CSP MR AT A& A5 A2 2 A

Tk FEFEAREL CSP A AR I T FDR X
B A AL M ENIEE TAM ZEAT 2 1 R Y
oo, 45K TAM B 3o 2 A e, W
4 7R

©.© @ FDR 2.94 Academic teaching and research release

Eile ‘ Assert ‘ Process ‘ Options

Interrupt Help

Refinement | Deadiock | Livelock | Determinism | Evaluate |
Refinement:

Specification Model Implementation
_r+|[svsTEM | Failures-divergence | [SYSTEM £
Check Add Clear

N

X+ SECRET_M::SECRET_SPEC [T= SECRET_M::SYSTEM_S
X+ SECRET_M::SEQ_SECRET_SPEC [T= SECRET_M::SYSTEM_S_SEQ
./ _AUTH1_M:AuthenticaleRESPONDERTOINITIATORAgreement_kchs_krch [T= AUTH1_M::SYSTEM_1

>+ AUTH2_M::AuthenticateINITIATORToRESPONDERAgreement_krch_kchs [T= AUTH2_M::SYSTEM_2|

AUTHI} ToINTTIA

>+ AUTH4_M::AuthenticatelNTIATORToRESPONDERAgreement_krch_kchs [T= AUTH4_M::SYSTEM_4| /

= =
CHAOS(-)

DIRECT_MSG

[kchs_krch [T= AUTHI) 3

Deductions’
ENV_MSG
INPUT_MSG

OUTPUT_MSG /
] I
Loading /home/lic/tempfiles/TAM.csp ...

&l 4 TAM 1% FDR 2.94 45 5

56, TAM ANRE 274 B HAIE, 41 ClusterHead
TeiFANIE Source, Receiver Joi%NIE ClusterHead,
X ] BRI N 5T R BEBLRA )77 150 E 78 Source %
3K ClusterHead *} HE B H AT RIE, 50#% B 7
ClusterHead %>R Receiver ¥ e B THRALE . T
TR S 4 th i SO P 1 e 49

Message 1: I S—CH: N,|{K;""*}K,,
Message 2: CH—I S:  Nep| {Ns}Keps
Message 3: I S—CH: N {K""*}K,,
Message 4: CH—I S: N p2|{Nep} Kens
Message 5: [ S—CH: {Nu}Keps

%A R W NAZ 0] LAPR 2 Rk 165 2 5 B
BRI R IEFE FIR S 2 [] PRSEAE h, TAR SkATDAR A
HAERN TR RIE A S IURIEAT, ANREIERISE
RIEEW G, T s HAEYE .

HIR, TAM Afed U2 2 E . NMR#H
BEEATEIARS S CH FI R 815, nI3RIHLE
Ko NIRRT EEA AT SOHLES 1 1) B A3

Message 1: S — 1 CH: NJ|{K""}K.

Message 1: [ S— CH: NJ|{K"*}K.;

Message2: S —1 CH: Msg|MACK,"”, Msg),

MAC(K,"™™ "™, Msg),** , MAC( K™, Msg)

Message 2: 1 CH—I R : Msg|MAC(K"™" , Msg)|

giner

i+l

2 S A9 2R W N AR AT A DA 2 Rl A 3 5 7 Sk

Z: 5 B EE I ROE B RISk 2 IRl fPEAE P . AL IE
G5, BB Sk v DA B A% 2 B IS, IR
R IRS RN R E B, A5 B Bk
FPAFHEW R, H T L
AR T G TAM BRS,  5RFNs LR
BRRE, RICT AR S TAM B 2 Ak
MIPLEVER 22 Hbr. HoE, o TIRERNE R
#H 1, 7F ClusterHead 1 Source HIIE A5 G IMiAiE
SUEU R AIE S Message 4 A1 Message 5), 7E
Receiver 1 ClusterHead [/l A5 G I UE S 16U R
T S Message 8 Il Message 9). ik, A Tk
MNREDAFVEAE B, W8 s 7 A48 4 )iy Sk
AT e, ek TAM Bhsta] il R B

Message 1: R—S: N,

Message 2: S—R:  ANJT|Ti| Tine} Kis

Message 3:  S—CH:  {N,| K" }K s

Message 4:  CH—S: Ny {N;} K"

Message 5: S—CH: {Ng} K"’

Message 6: S—CH: {Msg}Kes| MAC(K]"™,
Msg), MAC( K;’mer,x , Msg) ,+++, MAC( K’innter,s , Msg)

Message 7:  CH—R:  {Msg}Ka| MAC(K!"™,
Msg)| K2

Message 8: R—CH: N,|{N.} K"

Message 9: CH—R: {N,} K"

HIH] CSP X etk TAM WM S BT HEAT 70 A A i
B, WP 3 AMSHE: KIEE S, Bk CH
FzcE R THHALL CSP #ERE . udk TAM Bl
BT S A CH Z W&k, i3 CH Agig 4L S
503 o it TAM 0L S ERERE IR AN X9 -

Initiator (S) =

OIR : Agent, Nr € Nonce,K"""" € SharedKey,

Krs e SessionKey - env.S.R —
receive.R.S.Nr —

send.S .R.({Nr.Ts.Ti.Tint} Krs) -
signal Commitl _ Initiator.S.R.Nr —
OCH : Agent, K", Kchs € SharedKey,

send.S.CH. ({Ns.Kf"'”“ } Kchs) -

signal Running?2 _Initiator.S.CH.K""* — )
receive.CH.S .(Nch,{ Ns} K" ) N
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send.S.CH.({Msg} Kchs.M‘lC(Kf"’”’s ,Msg)) -
signal . Running3 _ Initiator.S.R.Nr —
if CH € Honest
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— SKIP
else SKIP
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receive.S.CH.({Ns.Kj"’“” } Kchs) N

send CH.S.(Nch{Ns} K""*) —
receive.S.CH.({Neh} K" ) —
receive.S.CH.( Msg. MAC(K]"" , Msg)) —

if (Verify (MAC(K]"", Msg)))

signal Commit2_ ClusterHead CH.S.K""* —
OR: Agent,K"™" € SharedKey

send CH.R ( Msg. MAC(K"*" Msg) K" ) —

i+l

signal Running4 _ ClusterHead CH.RK"™"" —
receive.R.CH .(Nr.{ Nch} Ki"”’W) N

send CH.R({ N/} K" ) — (10)
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then {signal Claim _Secret.CH K" {R} %}
SKIP
else SKIP
SKIP
else SKIP
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OIS : Agent, Nr e Nonce,K!"™" € SharedKey,
Krs e SessionKey - env.R.S —
send.R.S.Nr —
signal.Runningl _Responder.R.S.Nr — (1)
receive.S.R.({ Nr-Ts.Ti.Tint} Krs) —
signal Claim _Secret.R Krs.{S} —
OICH : Agent, K" € SharedKey

receive.CH.R. ( Msg. M‘IC( Kf”""’” Ms g) i ) N
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if (K = (K"
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SKIP

else SKIP
else SKIP
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