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Abstract: The study proposes a verification mechanism based on reachability analysis of pushdown system to
enforce existing declassification policies of language-based information flow security. The pushdown rules of store
and match primitives are embedded in the abstract model after compact self-composition. The security property
with respect to different declassification policies is violated when the illegal-flow state is reached in the pushdown
system. The experimental results show improvement in precision, compared with the type-based mechanisms, and
growth in effectiveness compared with the RNI-enforcement based on automated verification.
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TP A5 LI 22 A 1 — MO R A 40 A RN v 2 4 4 BIER 22 A R 42 4 44 Bk i (downgrading).
T 5 B W R A7 AR AR 22 7 v 22 A AR JR LAY 4 77 3t 8 45 11K 22 A A ST A 0, I A 1) 11 4 2 031 48,

« JEETH: E K H R4 (60773163, 60821003, 60872041, 60911140102); [F 5 A} 36 1 KL 15 (20112X03005-002); 1 e
T AE L AR 45 3% L 15 %% 42 (JY 10000903001); 2 45 A 5L 42 (9140A15040210HK6101)
WeRR IR TA]: 2010-10-07; 5 FE i) 1A): 2011-09-01

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



2150 Journal of Software 3kfF 4% Vol.23, No.8, August 2012

X AN Yk 5 AT AT ATL 5 M A S B R0 52 M 2R 4 1) R 2 A A e A g B R 3 T R 2 ) L T by
W2 M5 BT 22 R R, IR R T & T R S A5 R JBOIE I T $2 0 H B4 B BIL A A5 B AR IX M s 0T, A e
B U 2 75 44 FR TSI 24 1) g 2t B LA A5 A AR A B 5 IR VA R IR 28 4 SR AT DG W 2 A L
YL RK AL T 2 (declassification). AH N b, 55 50 $E R A5 B 22 4 SR W& AH OC 1) 22 4> ) B 40k 4 %5 A (endorcement).
ASCUT R P B8 PR R 22 4 g

Sabelfeld 25 A PIxt 22 Ff it 55 R S E (0 AR 1) 47 SRR O G 52 SUIEAT T 4928, M 4% JEBE A H AR (K A ) 43 Ay
LAR 4 28:(1) BT 445 B(what);(2) HER U B(who)y(3) 17 EVREISE] 3 45 (111 4 07 & (where);(4) 15 R I
BB T8 (when). A SCHE H IR 56 TE AL 4L XS what R where PIAN B bR 48 BE T 122 4> SR IS A\ what [0/ BE R o, — M5
ABPE T AR L 52 SR (delimited release, fij FX DR)PLAS ™% JE T3 P (relaxed noninterference, ffij #k RNT)HM15 5 4t
TR AR OGP, S b b AN A JE TR MR E what O FER bR 2 i 10 T R 0k S BN 77 TR R I
TR I AR R AR 1 2 08 U 45t T N EAT ML 25 65 76 what 254l 2% 18 where I LAEIE 45 R
5 R il (localized delimited release,fij#k LDR)®L A where FI A & KUk A5 &M TR 4R 4438 0 T 00
(intransitive noninterference, & #K INDI . A4 7 2 (non-disclosure, i #k ND)® B i (gradual release, i #
GR)P! & B A #2 1k (delimited non-disclosure, {# #k DND) Y1 4% 4 #7 3 #¢ i (conditional gradual release, i #x
CGR)!M A3 4 ANl 2 1 AT E B T Ji2 31 2% 18 what.Mantel 25 A U245 1) WHERE, WHAT,,WHAT, 5% % /A 2
2 1T B e I BLA T 25 R N H bR BSOS R W 1 PR,

where what

Fig.1 Relationship between policies under the what- and where- declassification goals

1 what 55 where HARYEE T MIALE W 22 5106 R R

ASCHARAE what Fl where HARESE F 2 HBT IR 22 4 SR 102 IS E B0 1R £A 4 35018 an 4] X B what
where H Ar4E B L () i RYHL S 7 2 50 (DR,RNLLDR,DND,CGR)HEAT WAlE. R ATIR M T — FP oL T FHER S W34
P> AT 0 8 B B8 E 5 VL R T VAL AE AT AE ML AT DAE R R R 4 B % 3 A K (compact self-
composition)!"3 Az T H#EFR G5 ALk Mk A AR VLAY bR B T B A - DG AR =X DA S BB R Tl ik 2 e &
AR A YA e 22 [0 S5 56 ZR 0 ) 58 N AR B8 AIE J7 55Kk G, — 5 1L AT 5 s (LDR,DND,CGR) (1) 32 ## L 1l 3=
BRI RS, T3 T 20 R LI 7 T ST PR B R (Sec. 1), AN S k6 S A A T TR A R gl
TRNE S W 5 2R L 3 SR SR B [ 5 R A S s ) — T Barthe S5 AUV A A5 B R 16 £ BE VTR T 8 S
T s (1 2 S5 2,1 Terauchi 26 APV T AR H AT AUAT (K LA B B 7 50 A0E 75 b 56 3E LS F BLAST! O
h TSR IR ML W 25 HEM (AN T8 T8 T Bk M) i) AR BRI T AR SO B T SCRIR[5] 75V 5 A SC 5 VR IR B iF
SR A ST 52 T AR PP AT AN AF A R 500 155 100, B0 2 4 S s B i D 28 1 AR DL e v/ oy R 28
518 A B R kA

AR 1 WA BAAE-VC BB DL R AT AR G- DU RS R b ) B HE R Gk k40 A F T 50 E E SRR
TR T kg o T HE B 2 NG5 vk el N T R 3 0 ORI 8 S AN B M B S A R 2R 3 T 4h
JIEVR B8 4 TR IR g e KRB,
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1 ETHEME-CREMERBRETTHBETE

SE SR RS A FH 22 45 H 1 (escape hatch)/E 4 5 % 4= 05 B A LB U I8 48 AE FEA A AR AY low=<high |,
AW HRIRA declassify(e), 3 v,e RSN T w2 A 95 RN RIS 22 9s B RRE L B T 24
T BAAR R AT AT 2o At 70 AT 3 DA L AT H 23 0 3R s B DR A R 22 4 3 40 R et 22 A s 43 (S.e)Uv i
FiE e fEIRAE S FHRM A v(S,PYUS'RIRFLT P AEVIA S FIUPATZ LT 448 S s SR rT ik

EX LGERBER). BT P AEE SR IRNE N 224, i 2R

VO<i<n(LH,e)Uv, A(LH,,e) UV Av, =V)A(LH,P) U (LH) A (LH,,P) U (L"H) = L' =L",
o eo<i<sn) WL P & I ITA %4t 1 declassify(e) IR B &L 5

56 TP AR B, e SR OE SO o T R IE 5 e ISR 8 SRS b 3 B, 75 4)
AN R A A B AR B 3 BR324 VR B0 2k =R R A AR A I A X R ) A v
LA AT R A AIEAN 12 S W Ay 2 A5 1G22 A 2 HE AR AR A s S 2 i RS AR e A G it R T R e e
S 2 XA MR AN 2 2 R IE S e A AN R BT 5 i 1.

S FA A T AR e il B R R e b 1 AT Ik 3 BT SR AR 0 A A 5 3 R SRR i B R A
Wy R 3 A1) A A RGQ) WIS AR R A XA (3) Frf RIS A B & S FH a1
PRI [ 8 A A 6 N HE RGBT AR B T Ay 445 5 N HE R G ARLEAT & B ML T HERE AL A R
I S 3 0 A e 1) oy 44, LAk /N A 2R UR A 4% TR R U TR 7 L O OGRS [ I SR A L A7 ik - D T 48 4
AAAik-VE L 77 03 A W 2 — ST T e R AR i 5 AR AR 5 2 ) AR AE K R, 73 I sto/mat 3275
TR E WIS FRIE e 5 HAKFEFR L 18] A5 R, 53 5 H _sto/_mat RoR AEFA H & B4 R 1
T8 R P AR Rt b Y A - DT T 45 R 20 4 1 P A 42 R BA 81 (O, po) FT(D,pd), it ,0,D - 24 4 =y H 2 1
42 )R 7% 5 po,pd 43 AlER 1) O,D W R —ANIG EAF N B L po,pd BIMTERE R 0.4 Tl IEAR [ 4 s SRR 5 1K
FAORIIFR P AT, S 1 IRIAAT o A FH P R AE A B 4 T 365 2 IRBRAT v A FH 7 IS UC I B8 A0 A7 - U FC B8 40 0T 1 11
Remoplal "MAL IR HERLN W2 1. 55 4b 6F A SR 24 8 (1) 32 38 A, 52 SRS L P A7 - DE TG 48 4 _bsto/_bmat, M 4
AT IR B[ 248 1] (D, pd) H AF N HE AL I DU RCAE N I 3 U

Table 1 Pushdown rules of store-match operations

R 1 APHK-ILREFHEB
Remopla 165 TR
g(sto)—>q(stol) (O’[po]=x & po'=po+1 & (A'i (0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) &
sto O[po]=X, po=po+1; pd'=pd & (A i (0,1) ((i=po|O'[i]=0[i]))) & X'=X)
A(sto1)—q(-) ((Ai(0,1) (Di]=D[i]) & pd'=pd & (A i (0.1) (O'[i]=0O[i])) & po'=po)
if q(mat)—>q(IFlow) (O[po]!=x & (A i (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=pd &
:: O[po]!=x (Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po)
mat | —goto IFlow; g(mat)—>q(matl) (1(O[po]!=x) & po’=po+1 & (Ai (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) &
:: else -»>po=po+1; pd'=pd & (Ai (0,1) (O'[i]=O[i])) & x'=x)
fi Q(mat1)—q(-) ((Ai(0,1) (D'i]=D[i]) & pd'=pd & (A i (0,1) (O'i]=0O[i])) & po'=po)
g(_sto)—>q(_stol) (D'[pd]=x & pd'=pd+1 & (A i (0,1) ((i=pd|D'[i]=D[i]))) &
_sto | D[pd]=x, pd=pd+1; (Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po & X'=X)
q{_sto1)—>q() ((Ai(0,1) (D[i]=D[i]) & pd'=pd & (A i (0,1) (O'[i]=0O[i])) & po'=po)
if g(_mat)—>q(NOPRE) (D[pd]!=x & (A'i (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=pd &
:: D[pd]!=x (Ai(0,1) (Q'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po)
_mat | —goto NOPRE; g(_mat)—>q(_matl) ({(D[pd]!=x) & pd'=pd+1 & (A i (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) &
:: else »pd=pd+1; (Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po & Xx'=X)
fi g¢_mat1)—q(-) ((Ai(0.1) (DTi]=D[i]) & pd’=pd & (A i (0.1) (O'i]=O[i])) & po'=po)

CASCHR[3]H (1 Avg-Attack S BICh T i 4, HUP A i % 4 e i) S B 4 LR 2 e B8, B 6 e R AL

2 A ML T %2 B AR IX BIE AT TR IR 2 (Y declassify 4% 0 TE 4 q(ni)—a(declassifyO ny), T 2 &
SRS A (h1+h2)/2, HETRN 4 Jmy A2 i iret ol I CRAF, W3R 2 TP Sk IR o — 5 %% A 5 AN R 1Y
S5k main B8 H0R B (DEFAULT_3_)—>q(-) 1AL FIL7E 45 BN S0k 23 53 8 FH sto Al mat BEATAR 2 R4
SN LA 53 A0 TR PR IRIAAT T 46 Ak 3 T A R 5 R 0 IR IAT T IR I BEAT RIS TR 2 e AR i 5 Ak A
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A & (8] P AE SORAE 4. B T 7ETAL B declassify I LA XRAF T I 522 1% 20, B w] LA 1) PR IR AT FF iR Ak
TN 58 FRE T i BRI ) i - UL FBC T HE RN SR SR IE e IIRI S5
Table 2 Abstract model of Avg-Attack and the result of self-composition

F 2 Avg-Attack [ GAER K B A R4 R

g(main)—>q(DEFAULT 1 )
(h1'=h2 & h2'=h2 &
avg’'=avg)

Q(DEFAULT 1 )—
g(declassify DEFAULT 2 )
(x'=(h1+h2)/2 & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)
q{DEFAULT_1 )—>q(DEFAULT_2 )
(iret'=(h1+h2)/2 & h1'=hl &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)

Q(DEFAULT 2 )—q(DEFAULT 3 )
(avg'=iret & h1'=h1 & h2'=h2)

Q(DEFAULT 3 )—q(-)
(h1'=h1 & h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)

((main)—>q(DEFAULT 1 )

¢(maint)—>q(DEFAULT 1_t)

q(DEFAULT 1 )—>q(DEFAULT 2 )

q(DEFAULT 1_t)—>q(DEFAULT 2 t)

Q(DEFAULT 2 )—>q(DEFAULT 3 )

Q(DEFAULT 2_t)—>q(DEFAULT 3 t)

g(DEFAULT_3_)—q(sto END_)

g(DEFAULT 3 _t)—>g(mat END_t)

(h1'=h2 & h2'=h2 & avg'=avg &

(Ai(0,1) (D'[i=DIi])) &

pd'=pd & (Ai (0,1) (O’[i]=0[i])) & po'=po &
hit'=h1lt & h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

(h1t'=h2t & h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt &
(Ai(0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=pd &

(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’=po & h1'=h1 &

h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)
(iret’=(h1+h2)/2] & h1'=h1 & h2'=h2 &

avg'=avg & (A i (0,1) (D'[i]=DI[i])) & pd'=pd &
(A (0,1) (O'[i]=O[i])) & po'=po & hlt'=hit &

h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

(iret’= & hit'=h1t & hat'=h2t &
avgt'=avgt & (Ai (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) &

pd'=pd & (A i (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) &

po’=po & h1l'=hl & h2'=h2 & avg’'=avg)
(avg'=iret & h1’=h1 & h2'=h2 &

(A1(0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) & pd'=pd &

(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’=po & hit'=hlt &
h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

(avgt'=iret & h1t'=h1t & h2t'=h2t &

(A1(0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) & pd'=pd &

(A (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)

(x'=avg & h1'=h1 & h2'=h2 & avg’'=avg &

(A (0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) & pd'=pd &

(Ai(0,1) (O'[i|=0[i])) & po’=po & hit'=hlt &
h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

(x'=avgt & h1t'=h1t & h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt &
(A (0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) & pd'=pd &

(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’=po & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg)

A SR B R B R e

g{tmp_main)—q(DEFAULT _5_)

g(END_)—>q(DEFAULT 5_t)

(avgt’=avg & (Ai (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=0 &
(Ai (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’=0 & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg & h1t'=hl1t & h2t'=h2t)
(A7 (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=0 &

(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=0 & h1’=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg & hl1t'’=hit & h2t'=h2t &
avgt'=avgt)

SE SR T iy AL A7 i - UL

g¢{DEFAULT_5_)—q(_sto main)

g({DEFAULT_5_t)—q({_mat maint)

(x'={(h1+h2)/2| & (A'i (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) &
pd'=pd & (Ai (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po &
h1'=h1 & h2’=h2 & avg'=avg & h1t'=h1t &
h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

(={(h1t+h20)/2] & (A i (0,1) (D'[i]=DIi]) &
pd'=pd & (Ai (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po'=po &
h1'=h1 & h2’=h2 & avg'=avg & h1t'=h1t &
h2t'=h2t & avgt'=avgt)

o(END_t)—>q(END_t)

(NOPRE)—q(NOPRE)

q{IFlow)—q(IFlow)

(A (0,1) (D'[i]=DIi])) & pd'=pd &
(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’'=po & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg’'=avg & hlt'=hlt & h2t'=h2t &
avgt'=avgt)

((Ai(0,1) (D'[i=DIi])) & pd'=pd &
(Ai(0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’'=po & h1'=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg’'=avg & hlt'=hlt & h2t'=h2t &
avgt'=avgt)

(A1 (0,1) (D'[i]=D[i])) & pd'=pd &

(A (0,1) (O'[i]=0[i])) & po’=po & h1’=h1 &
h2'=h2 & avg'=avg & hlt'=hlt & h2t'=h2t &
avgt'=avgt)
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NOPRE GRS 75 2 I SC WD AN 224 th D ZOR R e IL 50 e AAHAEIN Tk AFRAS, 25N NOPRE
W B R AE AR ADIRAS TFlow AN AT 3k, TRI 1 B s A 73 TFTow (1 AT IA PR 235 5 “PIRIAS T e AHAR I — i SRS 80T i il
A A SRR 7SS AL RE i 2B B R HE R GE R 52 Remopla 7%, 3% 2 H & BLAS R AT 4R

e avgt=avg,pd=0,po=0; _sto((h1+h2)/2); h1=h2; avg=(h1+h2)/2; sto(avg).

e pd=0,p0=0; mat((h1t+h2t)/2); h1t=h2t; avgt=(h1t+h2t)/2; mat(avgt).

M55 2 A7l -ULIC T DR UE WD 2 o 22 A AR B P BB AN ol 3 B PEAE h1=h2 J5 TG RIEIR 2 2 AT &
avg 5 Ak FEAR & avgt 2 1) (AN a] 200k, AT B 2R 1 28 UL mat BIAARETIR 4 TFlow, K 1] Avg-Attack 7E & ¢
BTG T AN 224 A8 Moped! U6 i GBS AL UEAT AT IE MEAST U, 1t Moped i Hi 1) TFlow [ — AN T ik 4% W3 3.

Table 3 Reachability trace to the illegal-flow state (IFlow) of Avg-Attack
& 3 Avg-Attack [IFREIRAIFlow) il ik E 44
Fey 5 G4 e AR i EillE YD s

g{tmp_main) D=[0,0]; pd=0; O=[0,0]; po=0; h1=2; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
q{DEFAULT_5_) D=[0,0]; pd=0; O=[0,0]; po=0; h1=2; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
g¢_sto main) D=[0,0]; pd=0; 0O=[0,0]; po=0; h1=2; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g{_stol main) D=[1,0]; pd=1; 0=[0,0]; po=0; h1=2; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g(main) D=[1,0]; pd=1; 0=[0,0]; po=0; h1=2; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
g(DEFAULT 1 ) D=[1,0]; pd=1; 0=[0,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
q(DEFAULT 2 )  D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[0,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=0; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0; iret=1
o(DEFAULT 3 ) D=[1,0]; pd=1; 0=[0,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
g(sto END ) D=[1,0]; pd=1; 0=[0,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g¢stol END ) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=1; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g{END _) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=1; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
Q(DEFAULT 5 t) D=[1,0]; pd=0; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
g(_mat maint) D=[1,0]; pd=0; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g(_matl maint) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0 x=1
g{maint) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=0; h2t=3; avgt=0
Q(DEFAULT 1 _t) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=3; h2t=3; avgt=0
g(DEFAULT 2 ty  D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=3; h2t=3; avgt=0; iret=3
g(DEFAULT 3 t) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=3; h2t=3; avgt=3
g{mat END t) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=3; h2t=3; avgt=3 Xx=3
q(IFlow END t) D=[1,0]; pd=1; O=[1,0]; po=0; h1=1; h2=1; avg=1; h1t=3; h2t=3; avgt=3

Terauchi % ANPVNERL I F 3BT T F A Bl b B ™ 4% TG F DRk, FEREAS ™ 4% T8 T30 v AN ek B0 5 7 Je 3
i 2 AT T AN TC T U S B bR s SR I T I 2 A H PURE T 2 3k SR SRAR R B b e 4 g
52 B R AR AS AR B, 15 58 R IR AL, 3 — 0 SR R B0 10 12 I ATS AR 2 AE A7) 24 56 B BE 2 SR8 T30S R0 11
S, SRABL BR BT 3T DU 2 R P 15 11
EX 2RFAGTTHE). BUERE P ofaL & M AT 2 A 0 oty f R ST RS S 19555
fi SO4,) S(X,)--S (X, ) Xij AREFAZELG O fi v 52 BRAS R (AN KL R P AEAS™ KL TR PRSI T 2 4, W 2R
(LH,,P) U L'H; A(LH,,P) U (L"H) A (VI <i < m.(f, LH, (%) LH, (%) .. LH (X)) =
(f; LH, (%) LH, (%) LH (%)) = L' =L"
JE PR AR W T AR TE TP SR SRS W TR 2 A A AN R0 25 B A RCR B AR TR 6 O AT
S 3R AN SR O P 0, B0 5 e 7 T A2 A2 AR D A AR T AR . 2% R SCHR[5 ] Fig.3 Hr sl (LIE 2 T
P1), 18 A SC U7 6 75 K5 5 £=Ax.if (hashfunc(input)=hash) then x else ¢ & 7 S8 N
module int f(int X) {int tmp;
tmp=hashfunc(input);
if:: tmp==hash—return X; :: else—>return c; fi
}
XN, 2 il G ask R v i R A £ D A D S ARE o [ HE RN U
... tmp=f(h); _sto(tmp); ... tmp=ff(ht); _mat(tmp); ...
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772w AR IR S SRS bR B DA 23 T — M R 5 S I FF 6 S S f Il R 4 SR AT B e A A s B —
FHN T HERLN S v fo v B f1 A8 T, 92 B 2K input Rl hash 504 43 R A8
P1:if (hashfunc(input) = hash) then t:=t+1; | :=1 + secret; else skip;
P2:1:=declassify(h); c; | :=h;
P3:1:=h; c; | :=declassify(h);
P4:hl:=h2; | :=declassify(hl);
P5:if h then | := declassify(hl) else skip;
P6:hl:=h2; h2:=0; | :=declassify(h2); h2:=hl; | :=h2;
P7:h2:=0; if hl then | := declassify(hl); else | := declassify(h2);
P8:1:=0; (if | then | := declassify(h) else skip); | :=h;
P9:h2:=0; if hl then | := declassify(h2); else | :=0;
P10 : | :=declassify(h!=0); if | then I1:= declassify(hl) else skip;
P11:if true then | :=h else | := declassify(h);

Fig.2 Program cases

B2 7
2 ETHEMR-EEMEHERER. ERFEEMERFHHHBFR

2.1 BEMEFREN

JR T 58 SRR TR B 3 T LU 25 R LB A JRAE R 3 AT 3 v FR) A A7 R 50, 0 5 i) 80 R L A
IR HUE AR SRR R 1 S A R 2 B AR P AT AR v A R L A5 B AR IRES Ol 2 U i, )
AL AR ARSI G SRR T AT DL MR 45 1K 22 A 2038 0 T AN 5 222 X 4 P B8 90 26 Js il s Tioons T 12
B RS W R BRI BB A5 B 7E AL 15 R W 26 B v ol oM R T8 2 i, AN i L i JUIR 45 ik 22 42
AR BT LR TR 8 SR ISR AT R T DR R T

X TR AT AOAE — 7 TBPIR S R JEE VR R P AT SRAAT 3 A SR 5 S0 1 7P (05 FORE TR AR R A R 2%
AR AL R 2R 2R, 2 00 S v [ AR S A 2k 7 8 AT B0 2838 SRR SR IAT I A 25 15 L6 1 5 SRR TR &R T 0
B SEIAAT IR AL 26, A BERE P I HD A& X KE, 92 b5 B declassify 1 fu X s SR BOIT 3€ SR i AT AF BEAT T
X3 AL T AN declassify i i 2 ] 0 H TE)DR 2% (B 25 AT AR 25 285) X 1 ) i 0 74 A T+

fBE R RASTE WI(LHLE), 2 b AR A B DRAFFE R UL A I AT 1 R vh SR 08 50 B B R ) B .
declassify(e);c’;... HAAT:

({LyH,,D),...c;declassify(e);c’;) =" ((LH,,E,),c;declassify(e);c;) —
((L{H/,E,),declassify(e);c’;) — ((LH,,E, U {e}),cs) > ...

XERET ¢ A ¢! B2 SR T AU b B AR 5 20 0 A By R By} A BT SRAAT WD A RN 44 35 3 Wl
(10 J iy L, B R EAT 1 2 (1 5 TR JBOOR 2R A Ry il A SR TR o SR X 3K ] 1 AN [R] i TR 2 114 ) B D
ST SRR TR 28 249 4 58 DAy ST LA SCIn T

EX 3(FEPEFRBER). BOEFEF PP A K AT 73 B

(LHy»@),P) > (L H,,D),¢5P) = ((LH,,E,CosPy) = oo (<|_ka,Uk’1 E).C:P) = (<|_fo,Uf:1 E),é).

i=1 !

(LgH.D).P) > (LH1.D),¢:P) = (LH5,ED,chiP) = .o (LHLU D EDLciP) > (LiH LU, ED-2).
i c,cy,.0,C,Chynn G ABAT IR LT E Y declassify IiEH), E, = E, =3,E,,E,,...,E,E,E},....E 735 A
C1,CaseiesCysC15 Cenn, O BETR MBI A5 RARIL IR XABUE LijeiHijr A LHj 5 LjnHp ZTHE— P PR,
Lj o H o AP =BT B 5 Ly AR TR EPIRZS RE P PR JR) B 52 SRR USRS N 22 42, 31 2R LLR S8 R O :

J. i+t

(t= k)A(vo <j< k,[LO =L AU E=U.FE Aol LHy(e) =LiHi(e) = L ., = L;,MD.
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DA Jey 8 5 S O SCA B S s SCLOVRE e i — bl L5 R B AT I 4 R S 10 5 S T 3 1 R ) SR A
X5 BRI AR 006 2 I8 2 IR IT P3ARYE R SR S0E 3 =h B feosE X3 j=0 B OG ARLT
WTTRET PT, MW KA CHAT UL else 73 SO T2 7 2828 o B 1) 2 SR I 0 i 1 P ML 238 AR R R 2004 (h2);
75 ) BT 7 SR JBORT, B T~ R 5 400 28 R 248 25 M G R 7 AT W] RE SR BIORS [ W R A2, NI (A3 4R R h (E it 2 7%
J+ P8 IR 25 0] I 14 5 S T ot AU RT Ak rh v RE AN A FEAT AR AL 28 5 S e 33 N, J) 38 o OB T80 e 8B T+
PrE, T A5 H AN 22 4

RIS H AR HE R S8R A P o AT IR RS T SRR B UE AL

FEE U3 L ey Hy oy IR IULE P A declassify 18 0) 2 M) B A AT M 1 A6 AL S B 4 P — iR R E 1 5
VLR BT 7 AR IR AL AP declassify 2 [ (308 J§ —A declassify 543 LiHe Z M)A AFTE 5 L4544
PRV ER U B Ly Hy oo BOA G — A declassify Z B RIBASIRES, B0 Ljy Hyy (BREAES LiHp); T2 P4 declassify 2
i) (8 f5 J5 — A declassify 524 LiHy Z W) FEAE 48 3 A B0 3 SUEBE Ly My jen BOR 30 43 ST LR BT ZR A
ZHTHPRZS MY LjjHjjer 75 B declassify Z BT LiH,. 815350 8 FUR CRE T 2 8 SR A
W7, BT T 75 2 04 3 25 A el G A5 28 6] 5 A ek A5 28 4 31 P40 W T b 8 DR A4 T o8 k22 A A A0S 2R B B0 I R 2 4
B R R P A A R 8 SR . LARE ¢ P2,P3,P7,P8 g 9l A KB AR 45 R ULEE 4. 7E B AN il B S Y
Remopla {45 41,28 W T HI4IRAS TR 22 42 404 1 A8 SOBRE LA 304 2% 51 VA % Reach(M) R R RHI SRR M;
TARHEIR S TFlow HEAT T 3 A (4 45 SR N/ 23 ) 8 AR W] 36 (¢ 42 ) /7T 35 (A %2 4 ) .RA=AReach (M) J ] i 4
AT I i 25 SR P3 A A £ 5 SRS JROREME T ) DA e A RO R T, £ bk mT 360 1 1 ) 1 JR3 30 8 SR T2 AN 22 4 1), P A
TESMG B P3_1 P W14 hzht 2 EAE mat(I) ™ [Flow A5 TR A P7_3, 44 F h2=h2t ARELRIEB A if
AN TR — 43 32,0 24 HIZS h120 H h1t=0 B,mat ¥ It {5 JEZ A € (AR LR FEAE1S IFlow IR TTIX.

Table 4  Abstract models in Remopla for LDR and the corresponding verification results

R4 RO R SRS A R 45 R (7 Remopla) KX W56 ik 45 2R

A | BB M M; %} % [¥] Remopla {5 Reach(M;) | RA
P2 PZA1 sto(l); I=h; c; I=h; ... mat(lt); lt=ht; c; lt=ht; N N
POg2 _sto(h); I=h; ¢; I=h; sto(l); ... _mat(ht); lt=ht; c; It=ht; mat(lt); N
P3 P3 1 I1=h; c; sto(); I=h; ... It=ht; ¢’; mat(It); lt=ht; X R
P3 2 sto(h); I=h; c; I=h; sto(l); ... mat(ht); lt=ht; c’; lt=ht; mat(lt); \

P71 h2=0; if :: h1!=0—sto(l); I=h1; :: else —sto(l); I=h2; fi ... N

- h2t=0; if :: h1t!=0—>mat(lt); It=h1t; :: else > mat(lt); It=h2t; fi
p7 P72 _sto(h1); h2=0; if :: h1!=0—I=h1; sto(l); :: else >I=h2; fi ... N «
- _mat(hlt); h2t=0; if :: h1t!=0—lt=h1t; mat(lt); :: else —>It=h2t; fi
P73 _sto(h2); h2=0; if :: h1!=0—I=h1; :: else >I=h2; sto(l); fi ... p
- mat(h2t); h2t=0; if :: h1t!=0->Ilt=h1t; :: else > It=h2t; mat(lt); fi
P8 1 1=0; if :: '=0—sto(l); I=h; :: else —sto(l); skip; fi I=h; ... N
- 1t=0; if :: It!=0—mat(It); It=ht; :: else ->mat(lt); skip; fi lt=ht;
P 2 _sto(h); I=0; if :: I'=0—I=h; sto(l); :: else —skip; fi I=h; ... N
- _mat(ht); It=0; if :: It!=0—lt=ht; mat(lt); :: else —skip; fi lt=ht;
P8 P8 3 IZO;.if :: '=0—l=h; :: else —>skip; sto(l); fi I=h; ... N «
- 1t=0; if :: It!=0—It=ht; :: else —>skip; mat(lt); fi lt=ht;
P8 4 _sto(h); I=0; if :: I'=0—I=h; :: else —skip; fi I=h; sto(l); ... N
- _mat(ht); It=0; if :: It!=0—>lt=ht; :: else —skip; fi lt=ht; mat(lt);
P 5 1=0; if :: I'=0—I=h; :: else —>skip; fi I=h; sto(l); ... o
- 1t=0; if :: It!=0—lt=ht; :: else —>skip; fi lt=ht; mat(It);

22 ERTWEM
SE SRAN T U OV g 8 sz SRR A ARABA 2 A AE T A R SR SRR L IO TR S T AN R
P Jed FS SR PR P2 o R P B AT e T o 0 v TR P A AR IEAT T S, ~ oy T S B 2 2 BPAR Z0  T
WA 2 A AR T IR 22 A A S FEAN D e 55 J) 8 08 TR TR AN ) 2 A 45 LA JLAS J5 i
1. A5 oy i 2 SRR B0 SCRLE AR SR S5 A P AE IS T T S 00 10 A B0 ke P 52 A S B R TR A
B ARAR A R SE.
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2. Je e FURSCPLE BEAE FR Y AT B A A R S S AN B v s R B RS SRR st 1
ITi]R =B A B AR Bk B0 25 = 3 5 R 8= h (9229 declassify(h) in {c} A% 4
MR ¢ PTG FPIRES T h XUV h 22 A 4 7% w5t A9 G, SCk[10] Example 1 #977[3](h)5 7772](h)
AHEE SO T WL T

3. JR) i E SR IR R IR SN B R I TS B 1 ) 0 R N S R AT e 3 0 2 B R T A
Ja PR T 2 A PR B R

AL AT IE W 43 BT B0 IE T8 FEAS 5 88 1 1, o i 38 SR s (9 T 3 SR R S e Qi 3K 2 T 7o declassify 76 M 4F

TR (1 3 R R T Ack 0 0T 7 et S A 28 o B s ) ) 2 A7 - DG TG B8 4 L b /- Remopla F2/7 H XH I _sto 11
sto FEAE, M ZE A S AR Aol ik 5 45 a2 e =Uh B 5 A2 B_mat AT mat $:4F.

BB A Jr) 355 SR declassify(h) in {c} () ¢ FAELETE ) 1:=h, U5 1% 3 1) 2 B il F_sto/_mat BE4T 7 ¢ 4 A8 =

PR A5 A U 55 T A B AT 5 RO A BRI 25 R AR B 2 AT X T 8], ~ oy U PR 22 A A AN R4 .
T J S SR 45 SRR, R 12 JR3 0 SR S e (10 7 SR 2 v 2 A 2 TR T A ) S SR &5 RO T AR N h I BAAS
Tiff 5 {HL, A 110 485 SR LRI J0 350 SRS AT 4 Ak sto(h)/_mat(ht) B 52 IR 45 ) 8 S s A BFE 7 R R, R 48 h (EAS 1
M B 22 A PR R IX AN 75 BTN h R DUAS A o A

T4 AR B Al % 7R 2 b P3O PT 4306 BT SCHR[ 101 Example 3 F Example 4.4l %45 5L H

Remopla 7R, L3 5,RA AJ5 A v 35 M 401 45 K 20T 38 4,46 M8 BT A% 2 A A8 A SR A B R 51
F 2 IERRT P2 MAm A 45 Hndl F1 nd2 h BAAH G AN 2 A8 &, i T _sto/_mat FIJRERLEE 1 4> mat(It) R
HORER L MZES 2 A mat(I) P, i T HERT h F1 ht FERAS R B ASAH ¢, R 4 B35 bR s R SCBk[1010)
Example 6 15 P2 LT F2F P3, 1 A) A2 5 SR 5 B0 S 1 T FR7E 2R 1 A mat(lt)Hh Bk bR
IRZS T P7, 249045 h120 H h1t=0 I 381 sto(h1)% D[0]=0, A1 2E_mat(h2t) 5 3% NOPRE, M 1fij IFlow A
AIIA; M h1=0 H h1t=0 I, 2B, _mat(h1t)J85 GEEIIA NOPRE. i1 P3 Fl P7 1 J&) il Sl AL A 727 K 2,
P 2 A S 0 4 s 248 1 Kb 0 v A 0 R R LAAS A o A
Table 5 Abstract models in Remopla for DND and the corresponding verification results

RS EDXE AP EETER B AR (R 7R Remopla) S0 B 56 E 45 5

1 e RA
P2 _sto(h); I=h; sto(l); h=nd1; I=h; sto(l); ... v
_mat(ht); lt=ht; mat(lt); ht=nd2; It=ht; mat(lt);

P3 I=h; sto(l); _sto(h); I=h; sto(l); ... «
It=ht; mat(lt); mat(ht); lt=ht; mat(lt);

P7 h2=0; sto(l); if:: h1—_sto(h1); I=h1; sto(l); :: else —_sto(h2); I=h2; sto(l); fi ... N
h2t=0; mat(lt); if:: h1t—> mat(h1t); lt=h1t; mat(lt); :: else > mat(h2t); lt=h2t; mat(lIt); fi

2.3 SUEENAREM

TR HCOWE h L where Ay bR 015 JEL 01 B 4 S, H B 240 3 0 TS0 e 2% 61 1 LU B2 401 R 244 AR A el )
B LoHo $UAT 73 31 35 2 24 BTIRZS 3 R (0 Bk 8 U T FHIZS B Ho (0SB 1, 80 3 0 OB 2 I Al
PR TR Lo A5 54 700k 57 [ B ok 45 21 R 45 753 £ 90 A5 AR 5 ) BAUAT T 28 L RO AT Ho LI I 845 B R
(RIIAT TR 725 22 4 035 S TR C, 24 DR 5 0 T T2 o PO AN 5 1 kI, BB 11 50 4 6 LB 1

Askarov 2 NPV UMK 22 4 2 F 4 (low event) JE I 1:=e BY, l:=declassify(e). {5 & FEF P HHIZS LoHo #4511
PATEERRTEUT (LoH 0, P) = (LH,,£5P) =7 5" (Lo Hic G Pio) = (LHG GG B) = (LHB) S, 7, ik 42
T A 2 A LR P . 0 ST RTAT J5 1 Bk 2 S 3k

K (Lys B = {H | (LH, P =2 (L, 0450 K (L, ) = {H [ (LH, P)— (LH', R}
g T L= I R 5 SUCSCHR[O]7F 1 Dee.2) 1% B th 28 1R 60 B4 ] 01, 97 3 8 i s
K (Lo ) < KLy Fi).
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T 24 6 T 0 1=declassify (€)M E T J3C A 3t oK 48 th B0 2 SRR FO 5 S 22 >
Ry = {H'|3H & K(Ly, fie) (LH )4 (LHy £ A (LH) 2 (L L3R A L H, (6) = LiHi (e}
RFIRH LH, (e) = LiH () LTI SERR B £, FETB AR I ALY DRAIE T 8 80 2 4 P A 4 AT 0 R T30 s L (B
BR[11]H 1) Def.5.5) R SEBR EI&XF Ry 4T &, BE SR AR B 45 11 p T A4 AT LLREAT R, HP
R={H'|3H e K(Lojkfl).(LOH ,P)L)*(Lka,Zk;Pk) /\(LOH')L)*
(LHe. 6P AL H () = LH (&) AL Hy = p ALH, = p}.

NI UEBL ] _E A8 FH 28 2 A7 A VL _sto/_mat SRARIEZEFRAT l:=declassify(e)Z 0T IR A, BEAE AL 45 % 4]
WA Ry MITE L= ZHIATRIENX e M 1 KAEM-TTAT sto/mat PRAUER (I FE, %A 5 BB 3 51T Y I
IZS AN 8 P A0 T 3CRE R P T & 454 o, _sto/_mat 75 B4 AAE W F 23l

_sto Kk

if :: ! p>goto NOPRE; :: else —skip; fi

D[pd]=x, pd=pd+1;

1M _mat 525k

if :: | p >goto NOPRE; :: else —skip; fi

if :: D[pd]!=x —goto NOPRE; :: else —»pd=pd+1; fi

KB pfe AR S 52 By SE I N 7 SRR 4 A W 5 1 P ST 5 VR T 2 S O R AT B BB A S
NEBIT 28 1 R 1 R - UL AT 48 8] AR 2 A G 58 0 1k LU 25 R SRR 1] See.5 1)
151(4):

10:=declassify(h=0);I1:=declassify(h<<0);#1 % &5} f| Remopla &7~ K

e bsto(h=0); 10=(h=0); bsto(h<<0); [1=(h<c0); bsto(10); bsto(l1); ...
o bmat(ht=0); 10t=(ht=0); bmat(ht<<0); I1t=(ht<<0); bmat(l0t); bmat(l1t);

TESCHI S T RREDIRES A A T QIR P6, il % 45 A H Remopla KR4

e hi=h2; h2=0; sto(h2); I=h2; h2=h1; sto(h2); I=h2; sto(l); ...
e hlt=h2t; h2t=0; mat(h2t); lt=h2t; h2t=h1t; mat(h2t); It=h2t; mat(It);

_sto/_mat FF AR BRI h2 BAN & P, BT £ mat(h2t) i ] o BA PR AR,

3 SKIREM

ARSI T B AR e T RS EseBl AR A AR E(LE 2 M EAS AR A S EAS
USRS 3l % (1 S IR P9 1% T Moped v2 [#1% A\ 5 5 Remopla (#1543 HT 88 11 (4) 7KLOC Lex/Yace/C fAfi). 524
R85 1.66GHzx2 Intel CPU/1GB RAM/Linux 2.6.27-15-generic. 5<% H (AL 4E LR 54> J7 1 :

(1) 38 36 AR 2 T A FP (1 S0 AT B0 0E, L M 6 T4 rp 4 R (R 2R R R 5 0 vk S AR S g R IR 3 T

N R G AT IR S T IR T VR AR R R
(2)  ME Al A BhBAE R 7 72, B AR SO V(i FH Moped) 55 SCHR[S]77 ¥:(1f | BLAST)R AN ™ ks 6 14
PR B AIE R

2 PR PLI~PLL 349 9 40 56 AR A 1 BURR 7, H Ak L3R 6.7 36 6 HP ST 37 44 FRURH IV (1) 22 4> e mss s X A9
H I FE 2 A M (VR 7R 2 4 x ROR AR 42 42), Ty oAl FHAR G T A b g I 2 0 22 G0 B 42 1 g R ARU A 1y
(1 B (VR BT oAl A 6 oA e w25 SE 5 Ty — 50 MR R I R G0 e K 10,45 SHTy
SN/ WU 2 B 35 T2 T R G 1 D5 TR AR S 4SBTy Dy N U AR 774 .

3 6 H1,RA|,RA,RA3,RA, 43 5 38 7% I TilT 8 11 45 B vl 3 ¥4 4341 77 ¥ % DR,LDR,DND,CGR HEAT 36 1iF 19 45 3.
Xt RALRA; Rl RALA: AN B AR 3 I N2 7R 1% 3t G rp R IR 28 AN AT IA < /R % I S A bR IR 25
ALK, T T R Ty oS AH I [ 40 HT I TR0 RAG, 2B B 22 A i BB R S I N BITAT Sl BB PR b DR AR 38 AN ]
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IE X RINAETEARFIRZS TR A SRR AN S Az B 1) 52 Bn 4l SR8 AN B0 AN O BB IRZS S AT 38 I Sl RS AN
BT max A Tomin 53 28 705 SN il 520 20 11 g K 23 AT RF 1) AR g o 0 AT N 1), T 3 705 ) 4% A b B B 2R R AT Wl A 1
A3 KT BT 5 B 18] 2 R0 AR BT B E v 38 A A b A B34 0 3.5 RALRA, AT RA, B IE 1,4 JR %41 O Al D K Y
N 23T 7E RA BAE 7, 6 il G () (DR 87,8 FUWT S], ~ oy U SEAHII SR T sto 48 4 25008 i, AN T 5 30
A IE AT IS PRI WT BT A5 204 O AU BEI K 763K 6 1, LEN iy RA; BoAlE T sefpff A O AU BE,D MK B
H 2.

Table 6 Comparison of the precision of verification

£6 WIERHITE

3] [6]
ki th Ak S?R Ty RA;  Ti(107%) SLfD—RTy RA;  #N(NY)  Toma/Tomin (107s) T, (107%)

Avg Sec.3.2PT N W N 5.37 N N 2(2) 5.46/1.80 7.26
AvgAttack  Sec.3.2P!  x x x 9.93 x X x 2 (1) 9.75/2.30 12.05
Wallet Sec.3.2B8 N W N 8.65 NN \ 2(2) 8.77/3.81 12.58
WalletAttack  Sec.3.2)  x  x x 12.24 x o x x 3(1) 12.31/2.80 24.63
ParityAttack  Sec.3.4)  x  «x x 7.30 x o x x 2 (1) 7.21/3.21 10.42
Parity Sec.3.48 N A \ 2.97 N \ 2(2) 3.30/2.92 6.22
ParitySec Secal A x \ 4.94 X \ 2(2) 4.93/3.16 8.09
pwUpdate See.s® A A \ 50.38 Vo N v 4(4) 55.57/2.69 78.88
WalletHash Sec.sP! x x x 16.28 & X x 3(1) 16.16/4.23 34.92
PI Fig.3! N— \ 28.16 P x/ 2(2) 28.16/18.61 46.77

P2 Sec.1! A x \ 2.62 of — v 2(2) 2.61/1.18 3.79

P3 Sec.1!d + x \ 2.62 X ox x 2(1) 2.61/2.18 4.79

P4 Sec3  x  x x 8.19 x X x 2(1) 8.39/2.41 10.80

P5 Sec3®  x  x x 15.44 x X x 3(1) 7.58/2.71 13.01

P6 Sec3® 4 «x \ 4.00 X v 2(2) 3.95/2.09 6.04

P7 Sec4l® 4 «x x/ 18.31 x X x 3(2) 5.13/2.64 11.48

P8 Secal® A x v 2.68 x o x x 5(4) 2.72/0.39 7.73

P9 Sec.s A x v 2.45 x o x x 3 (1) 4.35/1.29 7.72
P10 Sec.2® A W \ 41.63 NN \ 4(4) 81.10/5.67 128.40
P11 Sec.21® N «x \ 2.52 X x x 3(2) 2.11/1.16 4.99

Table 6 Comparison of the precision of verification (Continued)

F6 IULKEHIPE LR

[10] [1T]

il 1l 71;1}‘113 f R LEN Ty 7;91‘ - RA (107
Avg N A v 2 40.13 NN v 5.37
AvgAttack v A 2 26.98 N \ 3.77
Wallet N \ 2 20.57 Nox \ 8.65
WalletAttack v v \ 7 10.34 Nox \ 4.62
ParityAttack v v 2 7.63 v x \ 3.22
Parity N N 2 6.88 voox v 2.97
ParitySec N v 2 6.61 vox v 2.88
pwUpdate N v 2 44.07 NN v 37.89
WalletHash v \ 7 455 31 T \ 2.85
Pl x - x 4 228.90. wwe § x 60.53
P2 x X x 2 14.93 @ x R 3.87
P3 x ox x 2 5.93 X ox x 7.19
P4 N v 2 14.53 voox v 3.48
P5 x o ox x 2 11.23 x ox x 8.55
P6 X ox x 3 20.55 X ox x 7.28
P7 Nox R D 9.71 vooox v 4.14
P8 x o ox x 3 424 X ox x 3.88
P9 Nox \ 3 11.84 vox \ 1.59
P10 v s \ 6 143.61 N \ 19.62
P11 o x 2 3.89 x  x x 491

FEJF P12 R th T AN 28 I declassify 2 2\ 7R, R Ty Ad A SCHR[3,6,10, 111 IR T R 4510 T P2
55 P3 {8 RA| J7 v Wit 52 5 S A [, DR i 365 18 1 TR) AH 45 55 RA J7 VR AH EE, SCHR[3]7 Sec.4 HIZE T R 48 B fR T
P LR SFPEARIAE DU LA 7 T :
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(1) FERAELIEAN 1:=h BRI h 24 C L LT declassify B8, P2,P3,P6,P8,P11.

(2) TN R UynD=DIRIUFTE declassify HH IR A8 f AN 23 75 2 BB B 04, Gl ParitySec 27 B,
SRS ik 87 45 S parity (W) AN T A VF il 88 0945 5 h R34 8 21 R G2 % 1) AN ¢ 4, - 4 P7,P9.

(3)  H ARG L AR 2 A bR SO I 2 A 4R B I %S P7 ORI PO AR
e

AFE b, RA 7 2% T At St A9 2 AR 248 2571 119 2 8 i) 1) o SC 2 M M ORI T, 5 s R e X — B0 e IR T Bk A
PRI AR S s FLE T8 SR T VE ARG AT LSO IR FaR 4 3 AR ST k. SCHIR (6] 25 70 3R S 70 SR [3 ] 25 78 28 45 B il
K declassify #24E R GETEAR A F T 3CH AT, AT P5,P7,P9 I8 h AN 224 A% R B R Gi oAk iidh Bk 3
RURFIE, DRk Jo 30 78 S TS0AR B4 A X 58 SRR JBOCH I ™ et 0 T R L R G IR ST 1 R AETE T X ParitySec,P2,P6
PR ) H P R S B R ) ) 5 45 8 P LU HY BAR SCHIR (311 S8 B R G4 Dy S TR JBUE e 1Y) S IR (HL S B
b H s RS R SR JORS A T RA, T VR SR S8 SRR TS B8 UE IR B AR TE K RA TR S RA, 7L
5K RAY 77 1 SR B — K B LG RA J7 Vil GBS 20 W ] o (E 50 GF S AN B2 P T 7 1 i A A e 1
MK Z A, FEEHUF T S50 UE R B

TE AR 5 58 S A B i 1k SR W E 0 kAT 2 4 1k ) WIS 6 B R T i Li=declassify(h) B 7 A & AE
declassify(h) in {l:=h},24 declassify HILLE if-else 7 (43 S 45 1F W I B 5 B declassify(h) in {c} ) ¢ U 3EAS
if-else T ). 08 SN 5 M 7E 15 20 A G0 73 B S PR AR RS TS T T AN AR W25 T 4 AR 1k S5 A P A 15 SRE s AN e B 1k
Ve Bt (laundering attack)P!, P51 41,45 WE A% B o 19 1 1 (P4, Avg A ttack, WalletAttack, Parity Attack, WalletHash)3J
B 78 FEAN P 8 1 e Sk 2 43X K i SRR TBOR R e SR TOAS ). S 50 45 SR U0 RA, 7 3 AR A B0 E 2 AN
Fa Pk, T SCRR[10TAT B 7+ Bl 8 A 2RI R G AN il A L3R SCR[3]7F Sec.4 W2 R 45 {3 < L H O T 5 4, 2 538
24 1:=h I A T35 40 BT A (1) 38 S 35 L:=h ANTE JA 38 S declassify(h) in {c} ¥ ¢ 50, IR BTAE (1) Ja 308 S (]
b Ak A g PR B RGEAE 4 1:=h.

HR 5 45 10T 0 B 5 SO AR F 3R AT 40 52 I8F 0T 1:=declassify(e)4r 1L [ flowspec JE A flow pre true &
A(e) mod LHH T R HMHTE S AR ook true, HOX AR 5% (30 0B J80E S ) i 25 SR 5 AR 3 0 R T8 174 1) 5 &5
AR 52 AR 5 Kb, 4 i bR BB L flowspee HU LA & 2 where H Ax, i flowspec W 1T & 414
PHZ) when H br, it flowspec H ) ok L4 what H A5 AH PR & U 1:=declassify(e) 1 RT 5 W 5 4 HRIA K e
1 2 A BT AR WIRA (L, H A BB TR e 0 I i 22 4 0 18 70 2 {7 S BB A B8 o5, DR T A5 7 AN 0 i P 28 B 45
A2 YRR T R T 81 i S 2 4 AR5 SCRR[10] 7 8 B R G5 AS ] D2, SR [ 111 K B R Gl il (th flowspee Hg
TR SE (MR & Pvars SRARTEZERERE RN 5 22 42 4070 = AN 70 LA A7 ' 40 B8 8 T SE B SE B T what H AR IR 468 T ¥k
R Tt AR b, 3 Al 28 7R R D 1) {5 < PE A A5 R ) Wallet, Parity F1 ParitySec #%15 J4 AS %2 45 15 SCHR[3,6] 1 2K 7Y
R ICHR[ 1] R RGE TR AR 4 1:=h J e A g b R SO I 22 42 9070 & (1) I AE, Wont P2,P7,P9 7= 4B it
HLFRF P15 B2l L=1+secret 1 AR B, A5 1B K 0 SEBR Y F Li=l+secret, I 4 1T SR M & 1%
7% £ hash (1) 46 (5 1) AN e e, DRI T 3 B07E 4% A W B J8SRE I T P A A 22 4. b 461 36 0E 285 R T 01, RA U772
AT RS A 30 11F S0 3 B M 2 SCH 22 4 M N R Avg, Parity, Wallet B4l 45 55 RA, 75 v 1] B 7 365 11F i) 8] AR
S5 N SEELALH] o, SCER[LL1E T (9 R0 B 3038 IF 5 4 JR S A R Ge 45 4 10 7 V6 A0 T RA, 1 A Bl B8IF J7 V231
TR SR, A A BT SE IR E E ).

HFSCHR[4]H Sec.5.2 4 H M2 R 45 SR+ pR B0 & 10 JC 7k LR B iy 4 3008 & MOV A i IR 512 56
A E H S S 1 AN RS TG TP B 7 I AR RS B 1k SCHR[S 1) 77 ik A H BLAST *f i & NiE & LA™
W G AT S E A A JE T S IR AE B 775, AT 5 55 1 50 AS 4 G TPk (0 300 5 1 R AT 30 0 AR L .

SCHR[STEAR S T X AT B G B 5 3 (R A 45 B3N B S, B &R HEEF ez
TARSCTESEILT A3 B A BT AAE-TR I ERE N BT B3 B A ol B S5 4 A BLAST WA 2.5. B A 5
YRR 25 SR A & 3 . B R R R s A B8 1 15 5 i il G AR 2R e R A R ) 7 0, 2 B A 6 U BN .

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



b fk b
2160 Journal of Software #fF% 4k Vol.23, No.8, August 2012
o1 I
—LEN=T |
01
e oot ~
,é?. ——LEN=1| _é, _é,
LEN=2 1
= 0.01 LEN=3 | £ E
i —BuAsT| FiEs =
——TJotal |
1E-3 1E-4 1E-4
2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5
P [ P3 P4
o1
e oo
= -~ =
2 - =gl
i - LEN=3 | = e
- —BLAST| 1E-3
| — - |
. 1E-4
2 a & 2 3 5
Ps P& P7 ]
o] —om 1 o —=mh Y} —
— oo
z )
LEN=2
E |~ LEn=3 g
- |—elast| FE2
T total
1E-4 1E-4
2 3 4 5 2 3 5
P10 Avg
o1
- o1 r X
——LEN= - —LEN=1
LENe2 LEN=2
LEN=3 LENay
- ——BLAST = _.001{ |——BLAST
2 —— T total | o a I— Tl |
g gom ¢
= I3 g3
1E-3 1E-4
2 3 4 5 2 3 4 2 3 5
AvgAttack Parity FarityAttack ParitySec
" —— —
014 [—LEn=1] ——LEN=1 ——LENs1
LEN=2 | / ' | LEN=2 1 LEN=2
LENs3 | LEN=3 | LEN=3
01 ——BLAST | ——BLAST — BLAST
T w00 [—T tom | ) | —T ot = ——T_total
£ oo p ] £ € o1 € 01
= / LEN=3 £3 = =
1E-3 ——BLAST 1E- /
—T s | -
1E-4 T T 1E-4 T r - 001 T v T 0.01 T 5
2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 2 3 4 2 3 5
pwilipdate Wallet WalletAttack ‘WalletHash

K 3

S0 R A8 B A 4 S R A P T 6 5 P AN Jy T
MK B b R P b T vk 38 DA BB AR BT SOOI PR 6 T A SO B B A B PR R D TR A A [ 24
A EE 1 5 5 v ik /s 38 70 AR v B50RT e S B 1% R (false positive), 5 X Npin 67 A T 38 G 1F 15 TR 2SRk
I AR Tt (37 BT B B /ML, R A AR o T SR B AL BN T N B0, W BEFREIRAS (W B 42 T4 5 % &
PSS TT K, AT AN B8 56 10E H JURE P R 22 4= (el 18] 3 1) 401, Parity Atttack [ N, 24 2, WalletAttack F11 WalletHash [¥) Ny
N 3, LA B Noin 0 1) A T 3 A AR S 0 1 38389 1) 2 A3l SR BAR e AT R IA 1 40 7 5 mT LA 21
N i, 0 IE 35 PRI AELE AN S WADA A6
MEGAE 3% _EJF, B 3 o BLAST Sk SCHR[S])7 7 IR 56 A 15 T, B 14t 5 (0 580 05 VA AN [, SCHR[ ST 7 4%
BLAST (K56 iF I [v) o) 2 90 A5 B K AN FURE. ) 3 1 LEN=Kk £ 7245040 O 71 D KA kI 28 1 35 J7 3 (R i 31k

)60 T P7,P10 Fl pwUpdate, S0 41+ 55 52 20 2 4 B 1EAT A1 2080 th ] 3 W40, 2041 B LEN 3
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P TN 1 ATTREIT N (.t B BIE R, by OB R IR N AN 22 42), 0 Noin=1 1]
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