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Abstract: This paper describes the security protocol verifier SPVT developed by Objective-Caml. In SPVT
(security protocol verifying tool), the specification language is the n-like calculus extended with three appendixes,
the Dolev-Yao model is described with Horn logic rules, the m-like calculus model of security protocol is
transformed into the logic program model by abstract rules, the security properties are verified based on the calculus
of the logic program’s fixpoint, and the counter-examples on security properties are constructed from the process of
the fixpoint calculus and the process of the property verification. The simplified Needham-Schroeder public-key
authentication protocol is used to exemplify the automatic verification process of security protocol with SPVT, and
the results show the validity of the verifier.
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:SPVT:
.SPVT Objective Caml ,
> T SPVT
T N 3 >
[8-13]
(=31, ,SPVT
s ,SPVT N
[5,7]
, , (4]
s ) Needham-Schroeder S
A—B: {Na,A} pubie); B—>A:{Ng,Na}pupkay; A—>B:{Ng} punks)-
A= {NAA} pubys [(A)=B: {Na,A} punka);  B—>A: {Ng,Na} pubea)s
A—1:{Ng} punky;  1(A)=>B: {Ng} punike)-
, «C ) ) ,
1 SPVT - s
2 SPVT R SPVT
3 SPVT .4 SPVT Needham-Schroeder
5
1
11
7 BISPVT 1 ,
2
P,Q::= Process
C (role({M,N,tag),M")).P Output process
c(role({M,N,tag),x)).P Input process
0 Nil process
tag::= Tag PQ Parallel process
true,false Bool P Replica process
M,N,U,V,ST::= Terms (va)P Restriction process
XY, Z Variable let x=g(M/,...,M/)inP Destructor process
a[My,...,M ] Name P .
f(My,....Ma) Function if MfN then P Condlt{on process
begin(M,M").P Begin event
end(M,M").P End event
begin_ex(M,M") Begin_ex event
end ex(M,M") End exevent
Fig.1 The specification language of security protocol
1
[3] : € (role((M,N,tag),M")).P
c(role({M,N.,tag),x)).P 3 C (role((M,N,tag),M")).P M N M’
,2tag true M’ ;
c(role(M,Ntag),x)).p ™M N X Jtag true X
(M,N,tag) M N s
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R SPVT
= 7 . 3 ()
( ) . ,  Py=C(role((M,,N;,tag;),M")).P  Qy=c(role({M;,N,,tag,),x)).Q
, Po Qo :
if tag,vtag,=false, statement=g( );

if tag,vtag,#false, statement=M;(M,)—>N,(N;):M".

C (role({M,N,tag),M")).P|c(role((M,N,tag),x)).Q—P|Q8,0=[M'/x]
let Xx=g(M /..., M) in P->P8,6=[M/x], if g(M/,..., M ) =M

IP>P|IP P—Q, then PIR->QR P—Q, then (va)P—(va)Q
P->QP=P',Q=Q’, then P'> Q' begin(M,M").P—begin ex(M,M)[P___ end(M,M).P—end ex(M,M)|P

Fig.2 The semantics of the specification language

2
1.2
Dolev-Yao (i s
.Dolev-Yao >
, SPVT ,
attacker 3 M,N,tag,
mes,
—attacker (role(¢host(ki[]),host(v),false),mes));

n f, :
attacker(role({host(v;),host(k[1),false),x;))A...Aattacker (rol e(¢host(vy,),host(k [1),false),X,))—attacker (role({host
(ki[D),host(v),false),f(X1,....Xn)));
n g g(My,...,Mp=M, :
attacker (role(¢host(v,),host(k[]),false),M))A...Aattacker (role(¢host(v,),host(k []),false),M,))—attacker(role
(¢host(ki[1),host(v),false),M));

Q, S
fn(Q) Q
(1) Q=S
(2) ¢ (role({M,N,tagy,M")).P Q , M=host(k[]),tag=false; c(role({M,N,tag),x)).P Q ,
N=host(k[]),tag=false.
Q .
1( ). P , P Secret,
Q, R R, P|Q(=u—)* C (role((M,N,tag),secret)).RR’, .
2( ). P ; Q.PIQ(=v—)*R,
R end_ex(M,M"),begin_ex(M,M") R
2
21
) SPVT
([[011ph)=¢ ([[PIQIIA)=([[PT1P(([Q11ph)
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(I['PTIPN)=(IPTI(e [i—>iDhTIQTIAh) (i )

([[(va)PT]oh)=([[P]pla—al A Vo),A(Va)TDh)

([[c(role{M.N,tag),x)).PT]ph)=([[PT](p[x—>x])(hnattacker (role(( o(M),p(N).tag).x))))

([[ T (role((M,N.tag),M")).P]).P])ph)=([[PT]ph)(h—attacker (ol e((o(M),o(N),tag),o(M"))))

([llet x=g(My,....;My in P)]ohl=U([[PTI(op)[x—>pT)(ch))] UM ees MDD, opMy, M)
(M/,...M)o' Nar(M,,...MpnVar(M /..., M ! )=¢)

([[begin(M,M").P]]ph)=([[P]]o(hAbegin(M.,o(M"))) ([fend(M.M").P]]ph)=([[P]]ph)(h—end(M.p(M")))).

[3] . , attacker
3. a alp (Vo),p(Vs)], Vo Vs
a a
Dolev-Yao
2.2
3( ). s begin(M,M")  attacker(role((M,N,tag),x))(x )
9 end(M,M")  attacker(role({M,N,tag),M"))(M’ )
begin(M,M"),end(M,M")  attacker(role({M,N,tag),M")) M’ , )
A ). H—-C :H , H—C
,  SolvedForm ,  UnSolvedForm
5( ). R=H/A.AHL>C, R =H A..AH!>C, ,C,=attacker(role
((M,Ny,tag;),M")),C,=attacker (role((M,,N,,tag,),M?)), Ci=end(M,M"),C=end(M,M?), R, R,
R=R,, : o, M!o=M?, H/ =attacker(role(( M}, N, tag! ), M/ ))e{ H| ...,
Ho H? =attacker(role( M}, N} ,tag] ), M| ))e{ H/ ..., H} }, H/ =begin(M, M/ )e{H/ ...,
H Y, H? =begin(M,M/)e{H .. ,H}, M/ 6=M7, 0 R=R,
6( ), F ,B F B
(1) , B , ;
) R , Fo n Fi,....Fn
, R=F AL AF—F;
(3) F
F B , ’
, F B , F B
F B , F B .
7 ). ReHo>F R=H-SF , F=attacker (role((M,N, tag;), M)), H
M/ M} Fo=attacker (role({M,,N,,tag,), M })), F=end(M;, M),
H’ M, M Fo=end(M;,M}), R R , R-R,
(HA(H'-F4))6—F'6, f=mgu(M/,M}) M| M} , Fob R ,
Fo=selectedAtom(R), ¢ R-R ,  6=sub(RR).
8(X- ). R=H—>F R=H'—>F' ,Re SolvedForm, R’ € UnSol vedFor m,F=attacker
(role({M,N,,tag;), M/)),Fo=attacker (role((M,,N, tagy), M}))  H’ M/ M) , R
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R X, RoR, (HA(H=F))0>F'0,  f=mgu(M/,M}) M/ M, ,
Fo R ,  Fo=sdlectedGoal(R),0  RoR ,  O=sub(RR).
R B ,  addRule(RB)

If IR eB,R =R, then addRule(R,B)=B;
else addRule(R B)={R} U{R|R eB,R#R}U{marked( R" )| R"” eB,R= R }

addRule({R,....,R,},B)=addRule({R,,...,R.} ,addRul&(R;, B)). marked( R") R"
X- . R=FiALAF—C ,Fi=attacker (role((M;,N;,tag;), M;))(i=1,...,n),
elimdup(R) R:
(1) j<i,M;¢Mi’, FF R ;
@ C R .
P ,

Rule®(P)={elimdup(R)|Re P}
TO(P)=Rule”~SolvedForm C®(P)=Rule”~UnSolvedForm
X_Resolution”(P)={elimdup(R)|R=R"°R,R e T”(P),R" e CV(P)}
Rule™Y(P)=addRule(X_Resolution™(P),Rule™(P))
T D(P)=Rule™? (P)nSolvedForm C™V(P)=Rule™ P(P)~UnSolvedForm
X_Resolution™(P)={elimdup(R)|R=R"cR’,R e T"(P),R" e C"(P)}

9( )., P , fixpoint(P)={T™(P)|n>0} "UnMarked, fixpoint(P)

P ,R ,B , , derivablerec
(RB,P)
if IR’ eB,R =R, then derivablerec(R B,P)=J
else if R=—C, then derivablerec(R,B,P)={—C}
else derivablerec(R,B,P)={derivablerec(elimdup(R'-R),{R} UB,P)|R’ efixpoint(P)}
s derivablerec(R,B,P)
if IR eB,R=R, then derivablerec(R,B,P)=
else if R=begin(M;, M )A...Abegin(M,, M | )—>end(M,M’), then derivablerec(R,B,P)={R}
else derivablerec(R,B,P)=u {derivablerec(elimdup(R'-R), {R} UB,P)|R’ efixpoint(P)}

attacker(role((M,N,tag),M"))  end(M,M’) F, derivable(F,P)=derivablerec
(F>F,2,P).
1 P , (D N attacker(role((M,N,tag),M")) ,
F P F fixpoint(P) ;(2) . F end(M,M")
, F PUB, , begin(M,M")eBy, F fixpoint(P)uBy , begin
(M,M")eB,. ,Bp={—begin(M, M),...,—begin(M,, M| )},begin(M;, M) begin
2. P , (D) : F attacker(role((M,N,tagy,M")) ,
F fixpoint(P) —Federivable(F,P);(2) : F end(M,M") ,
F fixpoint(P)uBy begin(M,M")eBy. HiA...AH,—>Federivable(F,P), H;
begin(M;, M)
1 2 SPVT
3
10( ). P , (1) secret P ,F=attacker(role(({M,N,
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tag),secret)), —Federivable(F,P), —F :2) begin(M,M")
end(M,M") ,F=end(M,M") ,H—>Federivable(F,P), begin(M,M")gH,
H—->F .

11( ). P JH-F
H—Federivable(F,P), R=F>F,R,.. R Ry,...,Rn H—F
T:

R'=F—F, derivable(F,P)=derivablerec(F—>F,p,P) H—>Federivable(F,P), H-—>Federivablerec(F—F,
o,P), fixpoint(P) Ry,....R,, R=F>F,R,...,R", Ry,....Rq
: R Ru (i=1,....n-1), R*'=elimdup(R;;-R), 6.
=sub(R;.;,R),R'=H—F, i<j,R%R, 6=6,..6, R=F A.AF{; >Ffi) R
,  f(h)=0, R=5F, f(n)=0, F| =attacker(role(( M|, N}, tag} ), U} )),attacker(role
My, > Nig) >t ), Upy ) R . R=AA.AA,=CO0) R ,
g(h=0, R=5C, g(n)=0, Al =attacker(role(( S| , T/, tag" ),V, )),Ci=attacker (role((S, T tag'),V')).
Ri“:elimdup(RM-Ri), {V1(i+” 9|+1,-~5Vg(2i++11)> 9'+15U1i 9l+la-"’U;1(i)—1 '9|+1aUri1(i)+1 9l+17"'=Uif(i) 9I+1}:{U1(M) a-‘-aU§i<+i]+)1) }
(VI 0, VD) 6,04 6,..,Up - 6,UL, 0., UL 03={U"™ 6,..,U{ 6} class(U}) { A 6V, 6,
=U; k=1,..9(D}, i>1, class(U})
(AU, 0=U] k=1,...h()-1,h(i)+1,...f()),Aeclass(U, ) u{ A, 8V, 6=U] k=1,...9())}.

(1) R=F—F, , F ’
(2) s Rl B 5
a(1) , AO.,N,O 5 MO=M=V'6 M=M0
=V'o,  Ri= A Or..A Ay, 6-F. g(1) , class(U/),...,
class(U},) )
3) R=F>F,R...,R R;,...,R
class(U}),...class(U} ) . R™'=elimdup(R;-R).attacker(role({ M, , Ni;, . tagi, ). Ui, )
R , class(Uy,,) , ,
5 Ri+1 s A(Hl) 9""9 p\gi(Ti)l) 0 g(|+1) s

A feclass(Uy) ), V)™ G.8=U}, V™  6=U}, 6, UL, 6.,=V"4.,
Vit o=VTe, Ru= AT Onea AR 05 ATO (VT B Vil iUy G Uy G Uny s,
U if(i) HIH}:{ U](”l) 9""U ;i(JriL)I) }’ H ClaSS(U](”l) ),..,,C|a$(U gi(ﬂr)l) )

4) R=F>F,R,.. R Ry,....Rq T, f(n=0, T
T
Ri=elimdup(R,oR;),R=H| A...A H} ;, »Cj,R,e UnSolvedForm,R; e SolvedForm, f(i) R
, H! =attacker(role(( M|, N} ,tag} ),U})) H| =begin( M}, U} ),6=sub(Ry,Ry), u!

J b
representativeAtom(U | )  deletedAtom(U )
R, Hi  Uie-ul,
representativeAtom(U; )=H., H! R U 6=U; (k=1,...,f(3)) 1 ;
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JrepresentativeAtom(U )=H ¢, H: R Ug 6=U; (k=1,...,f(2)) 1 ;
deletedAtom(U | )={ H |U; 6=U; }U{ H/|U, #=U }-representativeAtom(U | ).
12( )., T , F T e T e
node, node e T T, F’
F T’ : node’,node’ T’ e ,
Foooe , F :
13( ). P JH-F T
H—F , HoF T P
node T ,node R=HA...AH,—Cefixpoint(P) ,Hi=attacker(role((M;,
Ni,tagi), M/))  begin(M;, M/),C=attacker(role({M,N,tag),M")),node F'=attacker(role((S,T ",
tag’), M")) ,node Fi,...,Fk ,Fi=attacker(role((S,T;, tag; ), M"))(i=1,...,K),
o, o R=FiALAFRSF 4 R H;=attacker (role({M;,N;,tag;),
M), Fj=attacker(role((S,T;, tag) ), M 1)), Mi=M/c. R P , node
; R P s R, R, R=elimdup(R;°R)),R, € SolvedForm,

R,eUnSolvedForm, R;=H!A..AH—>C,, H/=attacker(role(( M/, N, tag} ), U} ))(i=1,...,1),C,=attacker(role((M",
N’ tag'),T")),Ro=H A...A HZ A...A H2 »C,, H? =attacker(role(( M7, N2, tag? ), Vi )),i=1,...,m,C,=attacker

(role({M* N’ tag?,T?)), H? =selectedGoal (R,), #=sub(R;,R,),  R=elimdup(R,°R,), node node;
node, , node, node, C,0c ,node; Ry ,node, R,
node, | , H/,.,H ,node, m , H,..,HZ, H| erepresentiveAtom
(M) M/o=M], Fs H} ; H}edeletedAtom(Mi') M/o=M7, Fs
, node, Fs .Ri=H| fon...AH| 66—C,60,R=>
H2 0o A..AH? 0oAH? Oon H?, 0o A...AH Oc—F',
, P , F
fixpoint(P) , , H—F P -
14( ). P JH—>F ,T  H->F P , T
H—-F P T"T T’ ; . e T F' ,T
e node R,node Fi,...,F,, e T’ (F',G) , G=Cg,C
R ,0 R=FiALAFSF
11 13 14 ,
T H-F ,SPVT T
: T node, node (F,G) ,F=attacker(role
((My,Ny,tag;), M|)),G=attacker(role({M,,N,,tag,), M, )), tag,vtag,=false, M,(M)—N;(Ny): M.
4
SPVT s Needham-Schroeder
, processA, processB A B:

processA 2 begin(RoleB,host(v;)).c(role({host(v;),host(ka),false),host(v;))).(VN,) € {role({host(ka),host(v,),
true)),encrypt(2tuple(Na,host(ka),pub(v;)))).c(role(¢host(v;),host(ka),true).x_M).let x N=decrypt(X_M.kn) in let X N
=2Tuple(Na,V») in T (role({host(ka),host(v;),true),encrypt(v,,pub(v))))).
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processB4 T (role((host(kg),host(v;),false),host(kg))).c(role((host(v;),host(kg),true),y M)).let y N=decrypt
(y_M.,kg) in let y N=2Tuple(v,,host(vs)) in (VNg) C (role((host(kg),host(v;),true),encrypt(2 Tupl e(vy,Ng),pub(Vv3)))).
c(role(¢(host(v;),host(kg),true),y M;)).let y N,;=decrypt(y_M;,kg) in if y _N;=Ng then if v;=ka then end(RoleB,
host(kg)).

NSZ2 (vka)(vks)( C (role((—,—.false)),pub(ka))))|( T (role((—,—.false)),pub(ks))))|( T (role((—,—.false)),host(ka))))I(
C (role({—,—,false)),host(kg)))|(!processA)(!processB).

Needham-Schroeder :

—attacker(role({host(k;), —false),pub(k[]))); —attacker(role(¢host(k;),host(k),false),k[1)));

—attacker(role(¢host(k;), —false),host[k ]))); —attacker(role(¢host(k)), —false),pub(ka[1)));

—attacker (role(¢host(k;), —false),host(ka[]1))); —attacker(role(¢host(k;), —false),pub(kg[])));

—attacker(role({host(k;), —false),host(kg[])));

attacker(role(¢host(k)), —,false),x)))A...Aattacker(role(¢host(k)), —,false),x,))—>

attacker(role(¢host(k)), —,false),nTuple(Xi,...,X)));

attacker (role({—,host(k)),false),ntuple(x;,...,X,)))—attacker(role(¢host(k)), —false),x));i=1,...,n;

begin(RoleB,host(v,))Aattacker (role(¢host(v;),host(ka[]),false),host(v,)))—attacker (role({host(ka[]),host(v,),
true),encrypt(2tuple(Na[host(v,),i'],host(ka[])),pub(v,));

attacker (role((host(v;),host(kg[]),true),encrypt(2tuple(v,,host(vs)),pub(kg[]))))—attacker (role(¢host(kg[]),
host(v;),true),encrypt(2tupl (v, Ng[encrypt(2tupl (v,, host(vs)), pub(ks[1))1.i 1)), pub(vs));

begin(RoleB,host(v,))Aattacker (role(¢host(v,),host(ka[1),false),host(vs))) Aattacker (role(¢host(v,),host(ka[]),
true),encrypt(2tuple(Na[host(v,),i*],vs),pub(ka[1)))—>attacker (role({host(ka[ ]),host(Vvs),true),encrypt(vs,pub(vs)));

attacker (role(¢host(ka[1),host(kg[]),true),encrypt(2tuple(vg,host(ka[ 1)), pub(ks[])))Aattacker (role((host(ka[]),
host(kg[]), true),encrypt(Ns[encrypt(2tupl e(ve,host(ka[1)),pub(ks[1)),j*1),pub(ks[1))—>end(Rol eB, host(kg[]));

Needham-Schroeder SPVT 10 R

49 , 48 begin(RoleB,host(k[]))—end(RoleB,host(kg[])) .SPVT

host(Ka[1)(host(ka[1))—>host(ki[1)(host(ki[])): {Na[host(ki[]),2778],host(Ka[ 1) } punckiy)
host(ki[])(host(ka[]))—host(ks[])(host(kg[])): {Na[host(ki[1),2778],host(Ka[ 1)} puncker))
host(ka[])(host(ka[]))—>host(ki[])(host(ki[])): {Na[host(ki[]),z778],host(Ka[]) } puskiyy
host(ki[])(host(ka[]))—>host(kg[])(host(kg[])): {Na[host(ki[]),2778],host(Ka[ 1) } punikery)
]

[l [
host(kg[])(host(k[1))—host(ka[])(host(Ka[])): { Na[host(k[1),2778],Ng[ {Na[host(ki[1),2778],host(Ka[ 1) } Ipuskar } »
Z7T7} } pubear))
]

host(ka[1)(host(ka[1))—>host(ki[])(host(ki[1)): {Ne[ {Na[host(ki[1),z778],host(Kal 1)} } puoiker)»Z7 771} pubcamy

host(ki[1)(host(ka[1))—host(kg[1)(host(ks[1)): {Na[ { Na[host(ki[]),Z778],host(Ka[ ) } Jpunke(1-27 77} } puniksry
. host(ka[1)(host(ka[1))—host(k[])(host(k[1)): {Na[host(k[1),2778],host(Ka[1) } pubxirn)
host(ki[1)(host(ka[]))—host(ks[1)(host(kg[])): {Na[host(ki [1),2778],host(Ka[]) } puncksp) ,
5
SPVT
Needham-Schroeder S SPVT
(13141, SPVT ( Kerberos5)
( ) (
),
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