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Abstract. Authentication builds the trust relationship between communication parties, which is a magnitude guarantee

for secure communications. However, existing protocol testing techniques focus on validating the protocol specification.

Those techniques can not satisfy the requirements of testing protocol authentication as their lack of the method for describing

security properties. Therefore,a protocol security property testing method is proposed for testing protocol authentication. This

testing method uses a new formal model-Symbolic Parameterized Goal Extended Finite State Machine ( SPG-EFSM) for de-

scribing protocols and their security properties. Then,a protocol attack algorithm is designed for testing protocol authentica-

tion based on different attack scenarios. Through test experiments on the well-known protocol Woo-lam and pTESLA it is

found that the SPG-EFSM based attack algorithm can find several protocol security flaws and has better feasibility and high

coverage.
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FEHE. Jing C 25 A" 3¢ TTCN-3 $ il 3 i i 58 Y 3047
TIEEAN TR YR B BT R IR 00 1 R S R R FR.
Yamaguchi 25 A\ f5 fih G238 g (AST) g il 3 1
(CFG) MZE A S BRI rh o AR 45 T 8 i 85CR. (H
TR RE 2 A R B AN TR SO 1 i AE
PRSCAEAE XS B BT BA B AT 15 S5 0 3, A7 AE R
EANATHISRL, XA A BRI Ty vk AR E R0 Y
BAFB AR A . R, et R TR R
LA @RI T A2 VIR K .

R, EEBFSE A RIRIEE 4. Mashtizadeh 25 A 42
HR R - T AR TR 2 A AR i Tk A e AR T RO
TEAD 4 i 9 0 3. 3207 e ) T 4 R D BCIR AR 1Y
Wb R [, o 2% 5 B A 1 7 5. Shu G 25 A1
ST AU B BAE S o A i S R U LU iR
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AR PR BT AR 207 B0 I T R B — g b
FRAE 7, (HH Yoty 35 10 RS B Vi 19 3% 78 D 1L Sl
FEM LS R BN BOAEY: W25 5 557

RINIE B AR 5 Uh I ERAT 58 5 RS A REVEHA 19 $4 A 5
S ZITER B B R RS , B — RS A 2
N5 —ASH5ES 52080 WA GEE T
Wit #2520 P,

BEXRF LA E IR, A SCH T PR SOA TR P 22 4 s
DTy 5. 1 S ) — 3 B iS22 4 T M 1 A IR
BHLY AR SPG-EFSM ( Symbolic Parameterized Goal-
Extended Finite State Machine) , ¥ JEE X 2 5 H
AR R ECEXT L B G 5 AT G 1)
255, DS 2 4 @ M Bk s 7E ML BR Al | X pR
YT 7o 2R KRG Z IR T A ES T
WitHEZ 5 AENEh L EZ T 25,2555 5%
ARSI IR)E 454 T Dolev-Yao Bkl | %
T BOATEPE Bt Bk AR T BRI 1Y
Gy e S, 3 3 X 792 B 9 Woo-lam B I
WTESLA BMSC™ $AT 1 i, R AFAE T Woo-lam Bpill
R JCAS Tl 58T RRAS TR ) 2 H R R N2 A e DL
WTESLA B F A SRS .

2 SPG-EFSM #&#Y

SPG-EFSM Jg&— Fift 1 & % 42 J& 1 & ORI IR TIE £ P
U AR, S Shu G 42 1) EFSM 57 J B8 1y 2
. SPG-EFSM 4" JE i34 1 PR H b4 4, 25 T H AR 4R
B LR AR, X ARG S PR AT IS Y
BERRAETR VPSR 2 42 R ML 2 5 A7 TR I R, 12 56 E AL
D] el 25 W e R0k 52 BRL A IE R S P 22 A S R Y
HER O, A SCE EXHAUENE 22 28 PR

FE ST ESC2 g5 T UE H PR AR |5 ) AR R XL
] AUE AU M & s SPG-EFSM R i) i ik Hy 7 X 3 45 .

EX1 NFE—FKRKHC ={—>m | m eP|,—
m REWHEINES 58 m B0 P S 5EES;

INEEZFKRNC, ={m>n |l m ePNn Pl ,mon
RESHHF 2 WMBMS5FH m INEACH B S
5% n ARG RN N
g, =1cl((de=—>m) eC,Nm#n) U (1)
((de=m—n")eC,Nn=n");m,n,n' P}
IANIELZE RAE 52 XN R = { Succeed , Failed } .

EX2 BHm,nm,neP,—-n eg,,m —n
€g,-
(DIRA (m=m") N (n=n"),IF HUPLRE I
PATSERL PRI BGEE] T mAAGIE T n,iC m=n.

(2) RA (m=n) N (n=m) ,FR m 5 n k5T
XA NIE, il mesn.

EX 3 SPG-EFSM fi-LItH M (S,A4,6,1,0,X,
T).

Hrp S—REHES;

A—— T 55 | Key, Nonce , Int { FIAH N IR A= AL
[EC) ,H() ,MAC(), - | JHTHOGRWEE, 1 E(k, K, -

H(n,));

G—HIES G=1g,InePl;

I—H AR =1V G, Hh I' 2 A RSV

AR

0 fith S 0=0"UR, Hrh 0" 257 A REW
ARG

X——L(A) ZH A R G, A BRIAPIE,

Forr LA) AR HY A R I AR5 5

T— R BRES, 1= (s,s",i,0,p(x,m(i)),
a(x,m(i),m(0))) e T, Hrrs,s s RWIE LA,
m (i) ,m(o) iR A S Ep (v, 7 () &
BT 2 2 g5 HNUESC R ISR FI W R B o (x, 7
(i) ,m(0) ) &K T8 5 i A Z BUR i 3 2 80 b 21

Hor, DA BAR AR & T DR 22 2 @ M oK
X S SRR TE. PR EOATE R S — R o
t=(s,s',i,0,p(x,m(i)),a(x,w(i),m(0))) RKEUE
1) ,s,s" 5 AMEARVIES GAIES  BIA i G5 o
R, AR R E p (o, (1) ) B E X 2 g5 T HIIAIE R
.Y p(x,7(i)) =0 B, KB L INIE, o = Failed. a(x,
(i) (o) ) FR X I AL B A2, noxt o T 8L
Frfigss JBOH R ITR.

R 1 ORI A A5 S it PR RS 3 SR AR A L
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EIE 1 SPC-EFSM JE & P 1y FSM, 3 H & —4>
CIBNEE

iEBA  SPG-EFSM #] /R K FSM (S, 1°, 0", f...,
S ) FIIEE

HAREES

S =1{<s,V,g,>1(seS)N(VCX)N(g,e6C)!
(2)
A/
I"=GUL(A),0" =RUL(A) (3)
REFERE R
[T SO f (< s,V,g,>,i) =
<", V,g' > 13dteT, (4)
t takes machine from < s,V,g >
to < s',V',g' > upon i}
fi S PRERC
S 185 X IO =0" f <5,V 8, > 1)
= {onRl JteT,
t outputs O from <s,V, g, >upon i} (5)

M<s,V,g, > eSO ut, R i e I, ST ok 5L
predict(x,(i)) =1 B, 84 Ft e T HRREHL M,
<s,V,g, >EERE <s' V' g >, IFHE L o O jF
L SPG-EFSM | T-4#fiA ¢ 4 W P& — 1 1 A PR
AR FSM.
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V,g,>eS%, Tseq, = {iyiy i | {H15 <s,,V,,8,, > 5%
<s,V,g, >, H Aseq, = {i',i’,--i', | {15 <s,V,g, >
RE <50, Vi, g > FoH seq, ,seq, JEH—RIIHIA i
B IELXTY <s,,V.,8, > <83V, &w >, T seq,
=i, R <, Vg, > IR E] <sy,
V& > ITEL DR B A IREZ AT 3R 1, B SPG-
EFSM J&—~ ] ik [&].
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Ty 8ot & 55 = AN J7 D ot 3 kAT o0 28, AR E
XnF

AT (L_ID, Depend , T) R Bl 1§, Horp L

ID AHHHEWEESG, L ID=1(L_ID=0) KA
(To) Bk B0y s Depend Sy 45 WSCH 19 11 5 WL 55, Depend
= 1(Depend =0) JF I CRFI ) Helled BUE HUIRSS s T
HGEHRC, T =1(T =0) HFTE CAEAE) IO

EX4 WABHZSHEH UNHFE, LU NG
MM Yl %, Atack Sy MOEAT B — R B, )
Attack T LAGF LR N

D4 (L_CD, Depend, T) = (0,0,0) B, £ 18 At-
tackl ,BJI .

FMeU-LU,A,BeLU,(B>Aecg,)N (—>Ag
g) N(=M("A") e gy) , AL T, I FRAT 58 B, fill
8 A=M("B" )5 A=B.

@24 (L_CD,Depend, T) = (0,0,1) B}, fF1E At-
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@Y (L_CD,Depend, T) = (1,0,0) B, 7£ £ At-
tack3 , Bl .
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A=M("B" )8} A=B.

@Y% (L_CD,Depend, T) = (1,0,1) B}, fFFA1E At-
tack4 , B[ .
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tacks R .

HMecU-LU,A,BelLU,(B>Acg,)N (—Ae
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i1 A=M("B" ) BiTCIESE N A= B.

DY (L_CD, Depend, T) = (1,1,0) B, 7E 1E At-
tackT , B .
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A=M("B") 8 ICESE R A=B.
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=SM("B") BT 5E R A=B.
3.2 WEHEE

MG S 4, $& 3 T —Ffd Y 2 5. IR RE
SEEET E IR A B, Ko & Malice 7] LUT: 2R
FTE A B, Beih 3 AR S 0 B St ok #8025 47 1
HR. X E— A BRSO &, I A& T A Astack
BRI P, SEARE OMRTE A M, M, e M| R HEAT R
FEIE G Anack. {45 Avack FKBEIZS 5 FPIREHL M.
BN, BT GE BRI A M, M, M M 53R ER
KA W ARSI, 2 L0 Areackl I, 2535 Al-
ice E#E M, ,Malice &£ M,. 43 K B LA session, 5 5
# Alice FIREIEFEZ RSN, I M RFRZS 535 Al-
ice PEFEER | ANARZSHL. SE 0 L RS VL HEWT, e Fe i
TR B REEE BIER TG B IR 43 5, B e TR
YRR

BICE R  ASER G

OEEAREIL. Seh PrSORE M, - M| i e i
) Atack , FHAR G Artack Keafig P U ) M, Bt #
W M,.

QuEH HrESR. HinES 6 WEHERAEF g,
HY SR Bt gy SR, B TP U F Malice 1EHUY
ARESHUAE PP Y £ AR E

QBRI . MRS Y 1 25 RSB AIR S AT A 5
XFVERY Intercept 8, Inject. SEARAE 4 i 25 RASHLRAE WL
REGEARRSHES M, , FARYE M, EPEEAT Inter-
cept BY, Inject. YN EHE Intercept , I M, HrE B a] DA gk
TR M, K5 54T Intercept , I 555 M, F1 Malice [1)
REHL M, S, M, S WIRIESE Inject , RN M, HrE B AT
DLHATIEAR) My, oK1 M, o AR #2 T, , JF
H lookahead (2, M,. S, X, ¢) We+% n] LLRE ™ 4 A R fai

A
State variable

E(K,.N,)-

N, /-
[Destination(msg)=A41&
Sotree(msg)=X,J/{N=N}

[Dest

MR SR G TR M. S M. S.

@y . ISR BAE T AR | Bk 25 o
WA RPN, HFELZSHE BB H 4, 2400
I KAH Ma , B3R 25 1. Max JE43 058 1 243008,
oK ik G JG R k.

LA T A 4 RG2S, IR %A
EAT DB H AR S AR B 25, G A
P WS HLIRSS e S AFFE DOIE 0 S5 0, I8 4014
RS Se WA L DL re SR 3 < R ST BUNER I A
IR AR B B Oy A B BN, Malice DL 4
HB0S Alice TR RR N g, = { BoOM| g, =
[ =M} ;Malice LU 5 iy fh3E Alice 5 Bob #E47iH {5
AR N gy = 1 BoM("A") | g, = { AL ZFE
it 2 5HEPWEZANREV KT RS H5E LA session
H g ff €. BN, 24 Malice 3K %] Alice & 45 Bob 11971 2.
msg I, &L A C RN RED 2, [ 2% Alice & msg 4 Bob
PIFRAF IS LIRSS , X AT %R K gy = {A>M("B") B
—M("A") g, = 1Bl g, = 1A} ;2 Malice 354 #
JH Bob i H HLARSS FTRR K gy = {A>M("B") | ,g, =
| =B} AR WL R M, - M| C EBUE SR #
IR AFAEVAE O R, Bl 2 2 50 . i,
AP T X/ \ i o 2.

4 MM E SRS

4.1 Woo-lam tfri{$#i 5illi{

Woo-lam PpEZ HL AT AR M. 7R R E
Alice Fil Trent L X}FREE4] K, , Bob F1 Trent =X} Fi
W Ky, DM 5 24 HAr it Alice [1] Bob JIESE B 11
Sy Woo-lam RS i 32 %2 58 B #1i5 2 WLSCHR[ 14 .

Alice/-
ination(msg)=B]/

{X=Source(msg)} My

E(K,.N, E(K,.N)-
[Destination(msg)=X,1& [Destination(msg)#X ] &
[K, =K, J&[N=N,)/{}

BT

-/N,
[Destination(msg)=2X,}/
{N=N}

/E(K,, AliceE(K ,,,N,))

[Destination(msg)=77/{}

EK, .N,)-

BT B

I

[K,#K ) /{3

JEKK, . Alice: EK,N))

rt's

[Destination(msg)=7"1/{ }

(a) M :state machine of sender A

(b)M,;:state machine of receiver B

(c)M,: state machine of trusted third party T

E1  FIFHSPG-EFSMAERIFE A FIW oo—lam BMUEIE

4.1.1 Woo-lam i 3R IEH Ak
SPG-EFSM #5 %I 4 & Woo-lam B8 i B i 3L YE U0

i Alice \Bob Trent M PMSUIT 4f B 25 R 1 4 — R3S S,
Horp Sy RARPIGRIRA, S FREEZH 1 FRIH B, Sy Fm

K1 iR, BE T d: % Malice W] LA #E 4 — &0 8., 40 KL AN A,S, FaRNERE.
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4.1.2 Woo-lam i85z

Woo-lam PR IAZE Hil it 3% 1 45 . Dol & Mal-
ice ZEPM H{R2E T Alice 5 Bob #4724, Malice LL&
253 5 Bob #4725, Malice 4t fh2%¢ Alice [RARZS

HURN 578 B ST IR S L. 1 TAFE PR 23345, JIr A
Malice ,Bob Trent /3 HIIHRAE7E 4 WA RASHL. A 1 AT
D, W E KT Woo-lam PMUAFFE Attack4 | J&
AR PR T G

x1 HME Woo-lam thi BIIAIESEIR

States
(M("A") By, T\ ,M,B,,T,)

Action Note

(8,,8,,8,,S,,S,,S,>

03%03709%0 97090

m(ran) 2y gy = —>A,A>B|

(Ss1+Ski +85+8,+5,,5,) M%B gpU{—M,M—B}
(Ss1+Sr1 »S,+Ss1+Sr1 »S,) B Np M("A")

(Ski+Ss158,+S51 28k »S,) B Ny M

(Ski+Ss158, Sk +Ss1,,) M("A") E(Kyr.Np)

(S4,8k2 S0, Sr1 + 5155,

E(Kyr,Np)
M—— B

(84,8k2+5, 584 5r» S,

E(Kpr,Alice + E(Kyr,Ng))
B T

(54,850,800 ,84,50,S,)

E(Kpp,Malice + E(Kyp,Npg) )
B

<S/1 ’Ssz ’SRI ’SA ’SSZ ’SRI >

E(Kgp, B30
T

(84,852,851 54,852 Sk ) T E(Kpr,Ni) B B=A
(84,854,851 ,54 S5 ,Ss1 ) predict( G,X) = = Succeed Attack4

Woo-lam PRXAFAE Atackd 1)— BT FE 2 1E 3.
Alice—Bob:E(K,,,N,) A Alice & 315 5., (HiX F
T BAWAEETE 3R 2 45 . Bl Malice 7E R
fhEE T Alice , Trent 5 Bob 47 4:1%, Malice 4E 37 1} 2%

Alice Trent [ 4RASHL, et G Beiki HEAT. M3 2 W LI
B LR BT Woo-lam PRTFALE Attack?, 2 ST
et i R T

R2 WNBEKEH Woo-lam Hhill BIIAIESEIR

States

(M(C"A") BM(C'T")) Action Note
(8,,5,,5,) mCrany e gp = |—>A,A>B|
<SSI’SR]’SU> BEM(”A”)

(S +Ss1280) M("A" )&B

(SysSr S,

E(Kpy,Alice + Np)
B— 7

—’M( " )

(S4,S¢,Sp1 ) M(C"T" E(Kpr,Alice - Np) B B=M("A")
(84,841,851 predict(G,X) = = Succeed Attack2

Woo-lam PR 73 — 4> B 7 S /2 L5 4 D ACH.
R A 4. Bob— Trent: E (K, , Alice + N, « E(K,,,

Np) ) AR P T S AT AE By, f1 26 3 43 . Bob 54
A B ES Y Malice HEAT 235, Malice 7E PRSP P2
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T Alice . Trent 5 Bob #:172x1% , Malice ZE3 {35 Alice |
Trent FPRZSHLLL B G5 B3 233G IR S HL. AR 3 7]

DI th, Bt B0 2T Woo-lam BMSUAEAE Autackd , fi
SR e S B .

F3  HRNE Woo-lam Y S —E#H K REINERIR

States
(M("A") By ,M("T") B, ,M,T) Action Note
(8,,8,,8,,8,,5,,5,) B2 25 = | —>M,M—B)}
(8,,8,,8, 851 +Sk15S,) M(”A”)MB gp Ui —A,A>B}
<SSI VSRI ?Su !SSI vSRI ?Su> BAM( IIAN)
(Spi»Sst >80 »Ss1 Sk »S,) MEB

< SR] ’ SSI 9Sa ’ SR] ’ SSI 9Sa >

E(Kpr,Np)
B——M

(SkiSs1585,54,5m S,

E(Kyr,Np)
M( NAN) B

(84,8k2 485,848k 5,

E(Kprp,Alice « N - E(Kyp,Np) )
B

]}{(HTU)
(84,852 ,Sk1 »81,5r2»S,) M) E(Kgr,Ni) B B=M("A")
45545851 554,55 531 predict (G ,X) = = Succee ttac
(S,,8 S Se1 ) predict(G,X) S d Attack4

4.2 pTESLA thift##id 5l

WTESLA PSR TG 2k A% B g I 2 rp 8 L ) A
HEBM HOE 1T 1 B A A ) R Ak T A B
AL IAUESE I B, TRANTE S WSTR[ 15 ]
4.2.1 pTESLA i #sEHik

SPG-EFSM B R W TESLA #pi8 H038 4 181 2 i
. FE (B) BPRZSHL M, AL T 2 (a) W e lR & T

Mp My

State variable:
pid.Pj

sid

id=M}

IAT KT Toro):

MA(C (K,,W»/‘/Ts'K; T Tis)

(a)Base station

State variable:

- K sl 7] A
MACKI=MAC(F)

PIHRAE A HOM AT SR A s R AR S
B BdE Sk S5 A Y AL () El’Hk LMy 2T 2
(o) EA IURIRZS R ARAS R IMA R R G
SR AW S 1 D GIE SR 5 Bl f. o S, (S,
SuHIRE X 4. 11 R, pid F1 sid 73314 QF 715 51
AL 1 B AR IR, Pj Fs R R A 15 AR 4.

{Succeed

‘MAC (ki ty ket ted)-
[k=Kiss)/
{T=t1, K=k, T=t2.T, ~t35=d}

{PMAC(KR).k } -
[Destmatlon(msg)— d]&
/{K=hi

(b)Node

€2  WTESLAPMYUEIIE

4.2.2 pTESLA 8t

WTESLA PR Es it % 4 25 1. Bk Mal-
ice 7E WM A T L F %Y ( Base Station) & 2575 &5 ( Node)
PR I, R A 45 ) T JE T P — A P ] [R] o ,
HNIEEER " XA R AE M TA% e e M 28 i 4=
O St AR, DRI R e o 7 26 AR O« Malice £ 2
Node #2215 Base Station 1975 & , Malice {}j%% Base Station
KIRTHE 45 Node. NF 4 Al LUF Y, BGE R E KB T

WTESLA PRUAFFE Attacks.
4.3 FHRSHETME

(1)SPG-EFSM [t ik fE 11 73 #r-

M T 2 Haf DU Y, SPG-EFSM A Yl LA
EOULHLA & Woo-lam BN S5 #AREHL (M, M, M)
I wWTESLA PRl S 5 EREHL (M, M) P BGa 1T
#Z 5 Z A BINIER R AL BEPE SPC-EFSM A1 75 M |
HERRR BT R, GIANTESR 1,56 —ATHY g, BT T Bob
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TEAR R MK T 5 Alice HE S IIER F, AR =17
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