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C2P: Formal Abstraction Method and Tool for C Protocol Code Based on Pi Caculus
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Abstract: Formal method provides a theoretical tool for security protocol analysis, but the theoretical security is not equivalent to the
actual security. A verified protocol standard may not meet the required security properties when converted into a concrete program. Hence,
a formal verification method for detecting semantic logic errors in security protocol code is proposed. By automatically abstracting the C
source code of the protocol into Pi calculus model, protocol security properties are verified based on the Pi calculus. Finally, the
correctness of the scheme transformation is proved and the validity of the method is verified by a Kerberos protocol instance code. C2P
tools implemented can help protocol developers to detect semantic logic errors in code.
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AT BT SBL R 8 SOE AR BTN SR T B S BACRD R REEAT R SR 56 AIE ) S8 i LR
FP VB S AR BAEEIRTE X R RIS AL ) M DL A 3L AT TR Ak 1 56 TE HE I, PR B O AG
T A 43 A7 1 2 TG 5 Stk 5 1 500 0E 1100 T A7 R0 o T AR o B R i 5k R A A
F %R G AR HEAT B e A8 M 10 8 AR R [R] V5 5 S L0 B BUAE 0 AT I A7 A K 22 ek, 22 B0k s o
e SO P TSP R L A P 2 R T SEBLE H AR I 1 T A R LA 4 D SR B T 2 Ak B IE T (R T 9T T
5 H #ij LAt JavaScript™® Python® R Javal™ix 2 g i w5 4 5 0 P S 23 M Sk 32, T B 6 B 2 ) C
BRI Ak T A M e 2D, FLAE S P b A7 78— 5 R0 B0 a0 A S 3 C R T TR 8L ) 41k 4 S 0 6 3
W JETE B 3 Ak i G B0V iy 22 A PO & b C I S BT o Ll T 6 B C AR A 1B 2 AR B AIE T AR B LS
ARSCIBFGTRT B IE C V8 7 ST A B SO QA 3 A SRS, 220 65— it () 1 QA 4 1) A 4 N 4725 bug, B A %
VRSB B C RS 19 B R A IR IE 7 i AR SR C 1 5 T 1) Jok e 0 G R A, B o R T - v B 1 ) -
Rk MFF P C FRFIE L% Ty Py SRR 0 A 1 B i B 3600 T ProVerif™ e £QA% i) 41 5
P2 HEAT S0 F  ProVerif & —/M7 Dolev-Yao BUFHLAY [ B 464 #7802 4 Ja vk 1 T B BB A 344 TE B ) ik
2 T8 1 R0 5 S 2 X i g AR S AL T R AUIE S 1 AT 4 AT, b A 3 T DU 2 i i B 4 AT aE
PEZE I H AT DUE G PR $ s (1 25 1 A0 G BR (¥ 915 08 25 1) HEAT #3121 HO R 6% AT 0T B 458 T A X S8 4T )
W) B A e 7 B S — AR B0 F TAE T A B & I AR 5 7 R T A3k % TR C2P(https://
github.com/851x/C2P), {44 . FFU5. A8 S B aSC S AL Hh 11 B8 5 5 30 1% i 15 B A S o v 2 v B0 A BT 2R ) 24 i
3 7 1) (1 P A 2 5 5K HE AR A B N TR R I B T R BT AN T B T SR IR S e O O R A
15 FRAEFASTAT T R BOR O R P A AL B8 T BB 00 R A PHE BB IE S IR IA ik e T2
T BT CRE AL EE X C 1T T KB WAL Z 818 F AT L), B AR T R A AL (118 4
SHRIE.
ARSI EZE TR T
(1) FEH RO PR B C YRS B ALK UE 1 5 % VE T LU B C AR e 4y Pi S i A,
HE— 2L 7E Dolve-Yao BB H T 56 A0E A < ) 20 4 Ja R AL 75396 A2 ;
(2) =4 T BB IS 5 &l (function call sequence graph, fij Bk FCSG) 4 My F1 ¥ 40T T B H0H 1 5 513K
BUE R TRESPAT PR SO FSLAH T C BRTh mBOAHE P s STRIR F fRh %05 1%,
g T I EAEIE,
(3) MKHETT R SEIL T Wr N C AR i [ sh4k g% 1T C2P oK H T IR, G i Kerberos iS4 GRS, B8 A3iF 43 #r i
BT 5 R TR A R
AT 1AM AR 2 A A P BSOS B0 & Pi J8 S LAk 4 UL 58 3 Y IR Bl C RS B Pi R
R (K4 510258 4 A48 C2P T ELSEBILAN 5 14 BILEAE B DA R A S S 9] B (R Se 36 5 i, 5 5 39 & 4 e

1 tHXIME

ot T I OB (9 7 A 56 40F , 5 2 7 6 D CRR v (9 7 XAk 2 BT CARAT 36 AR OK X 50 R 7 W H 1 5 A B e iR
B N R AR RIS RS E M DL E AR L AT T 3 Ak B 56 T Y DR AT B AR 1 R A 20 AT R
AT (10 50 4 2 P 50 1) 3% 4 S B O 8 SR [L1L] 2 X6 b i80S B 2 A P 43 W e 1A T4 2 — B Rl FE P T & N\
FEAHL ()R B e N7 A AT T 5 R B W B3I C T 5 R P 5 i L ) B T LT A 18 R R A AT
TSR P EAT P LB B0 E . SCHR B 58 1 AN AR RS I 55 A v B S e R 45 & . F 840 AT C 1B
AP SO H TR B DAE R ML T R S S AR O ] 5 AR LA A bl TR e TR R R A 1
ASPIER #1751 315K F ASPIER 2} #73F R 8L T SSL 2 F WX 1) OpenSSL0.9.6¢ Y5 AR AD H 77 £ 1 “ Wit A [B1 3 Y .
AR Z AT LI TAEBA RGP HLAC . C V5 5 1 25 ZR M S 8 0 PO A7 B 3 v K o i R B KA T
25 St PRS2 R, 55— 7 T AR AL 2, SO SR B E U ASPIER il 5 6 R AT 45 4 4% W98 N AR Bk 2t 48
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ASPIER il G A AT LLAE B Ath b T Jg& 20 #r AR DRI 30 Pt A — 5 40 2k SRABLIK) T4 47 SCHR[13-15], A2
R BUAT (1 USRS Pl Bk B SCRRAR TR 14 33047 32 A4

SCHR[OTI TAESRAN 13K AL B 22 APl 0 C 8 5 AU Fe el A Pi S SRR Pi s 5002 — b da H iy 705
7t PR I SRS A R 0 5 HLnT DL BRSPS E B30 E T B ProVerif (% A TE 5 B8, IR ZE AT 5B 1 X
PRl C AU BEAT B 3 Ak (K9 7 2040 56 UE 23 . AH 5% 141 A £E SCHR [10] 7 4 1% 300 T A 40 Jig 2 oF SR R
CryptoVerif T H AT TH AT 1) BSO8R AUE. X — TAR A L Z A AL T A SR B — AT BR AR, AN SR R
BOR AN AT 32 IR IEACEE AL — 0 R L HISS 1 5 e AR 28 ) Ve W A AR P AR BL R P C i
A SR O A AE HAL R Pl s R R R RIF T R IR 7 (68 e 2 AR 40 e A A TR T E A B
A BB E TR HEAT B BRI 1) 22 42 R 20 AT 5 2 AR AR 3 A7 STHR[16], 3R FH 2 ABL A S8 e e e i3t

A — 7> AR IR A B N 2 Java 1 5 4 S B AR TE AR SRAIE T, A SCIR[7], 38 1Kt 222 42 1 i HY Java
A%k Blanchet 3 &%, N A ] CryptoVerif TRl )5 (8 R 3E AT B 2 AL 1K % AL 5630k 73 #r . SCHR
[17, 18] 2 K S fi 5 P 56 0E 1) S8 e, g At AR AN [R) 2Z AR A T IX S8 AR N T T Petri 4 BRI ARE 0 1 S 22

UG A 9 7 SCAE T2 B BSUSE I TR SAAL 20 B PS5 1308 7087 0 TR, Petri I B ELIR) I 7598 4 AR 22 1o F
YR i) AL

ARSI T SRR S IR A SR B AT B TR AR YR R T B, SR 2 ) C A
G o K P 3 P AR R A K TR b 330 S I 20 A 57— D T AT AR (K Ve A AR 2 A A T T AR Bz S 45
Pk, S BRE T DA A PAY 8 28 458 I AR KR FEE b Y50 T 2 A A2 A2 A N A8 75 T AN ML i A SCRE C2P TR 4R
HE R U5, A5 B X — BRI o5

2 fAXEF

2.1 iRASIEE

Shy BEAE BRSBTS A 500 R A 5 1 5D 2 AW A A R, 6 b 465 1 1 S50 0D 19 B8 11 52 .

TE X 2.1(GRABIEIE). 4552 — AN Pro (SE S(Pro) A B AR W vHE & L 4a A% I P LS B P(Pro)[L],
YAE S(Pro) nl i 42 11 2 42 J@ 7k o P(Pro)[L] At /2 ] 3 2 ()i

S(Pro)Egp=P(Pro)[L]F ¢

FRASH L Pro 1 L J5H5D ) %2 4 Ja MR8 E , 181K 0 #) BUUR P 46 4iF

AR & S 2.1, U uSCUR S 40 UE LA R % G2 b AR g R V5 5 SR 22 2 W WU S, A AR SCI A 0 4R C
TS SEFLI P CUR Y, BT P(Pro)[C-Language] AT 91 1 F ARt 2 4 I P4 =2 75 i A2, 10 Il — e 10 A QRS 4% ) L.
22 PIREIEZE

Pi 5 (Pi calculus)M™UE — AN T 34T R0 2 1AW A5 4T o (B A0 20 38, SUAE AL {3 HLHL A 9K i R 3k g
FH A AP UE T ProVerif IHATE 5 2 5 I P SE A XX Ry RV Pi 515 5 #EAT W/
AT TR, J5 SCER B Pi AR HE Proverif ¥4 ABLRY.

Pi 8 S5 4 b R 0 (term) J2: £ 4% (names) . 4% 5 (variables) A1 )35 /8T #4) # 51 (constructor/destructor) 41 /. ).
TEAME T

M,N::=a,b,c,...|x,y,Z,...|h(My,...,M)IM=N|M<>N|M&&N]|not(M),

o a,b,ceCix,y,zeV;he 24 names M4 &V A BES THRIFT SE G =<K REXIAE A KXR,&E,
|11 not s ;55 B AR 18 48 56 F8 1 n] LU Tk 22 2 W sGa A5 H 3 U2, o8 EimT DL T s i 1R 4 A

7E Pi A rh MERE (process) & FH T4 — R A HMAT 4 P S rh R 1 8 LR 1L s g R R 7R o sk
SCEAR H R TR Ay W5 AR [R] B 2 AT Q0 B 44 A2 B FR P AR FAAS 445 4 A1 ) O L ARSI MO N A 46 B AT
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AR PG WPAT HEFE QB TE 7 0 A8 £ x BB D 1 M IBUAFL e DR AT JEFR PR AT HERR Qi B Rl R 1%
T ARV RSSO0 R DA PR AR RO R AT R
Table 1  Process grammar in Pi calculus
1 Pi AR EL

P|QR::= HEFE (process)
0 TR

PIQ IRk

P EE R

new n:t; P Bl A
if M=N then P else Q ZAF
let x=M in P else Q T A

in(M,x:t); P PO B

out(M,N); P I B

— AU AA B AF AT R AT DR G i AT R I A T o R T A A I R TR b I o FR AR A R S
(1) 44) 38 R £ (constructor):enc(x,y) A 2 154 ¥1 Jh A7 44 b6 £ (destructor), IR 25 2 [) (11 21 H 45 2R 18 A8
dec(enc(x,y),y)=x.
AL, 23 BH A R (R 2 2 43 R B AN TR
enc(x,pk(y));
dec(enc(x,pk(y)),y)=x,
Horhpk(y) R FAH y 0F DY R 2B, AL DA A At 6 R SR T 2RADLIR) A5 5B 10 ] DL IR AP 46 44 S5 1R A
ProVerif JIT 3z 5 (¥ Pi 38 55 1 2 SLE VA H R U0 b, B 22 40 1 W] 2 A o SRy,

3 Mihill CHEHIRER Pi BE&E

X 22 A AR AT T 2A 23 W AR S A S i o DL C AR e 48 1 P s SRR, 2 £ 8 B8 1 8
a3t T H ProVerif XG5 (1 Pi BEBY HEAT T AL K E 23 A7 ?JMFWWE} C 1 5 1 1) e 5 X M LA e £ 41
GURL R I 5 K5 1 MO C RE 7 A R R O o BT ) o 1) P K 3R0A 3K 3 AN AS [l 12 R 2 4x
W C REFFAUI R S A i B T 1 5 T P C USRS S0 IE ¥ 4R AR HE 4.

AR —{ ;‘,jjfg’,,i”f]—v AR

Fig.1 Overall security verification framework of C protocol code
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Sk SO A B DL B 0T % R DR v AR A AT DG BR B AR R B AE DG oR B DA R ARV FEAH DG BB S
(2) XS A 80 i ) 2 e 25 T I B RIS AT FCSG-SECS A31k, 15 S5 AT Xof BV (1) bR B AR PIAT
FH1;
(3)  7E BRI HT B AT 5 AU At L % bR B0 P OC 2R Il 5 45 21 B OIS RS 1Y) Pi i S R HE B2, P32 20 b 40
BRI S . Rk A R4 B PSR IR Pi sl S Al SRR,
(4) X BN G A B ProVerif 8 34650 P i3OG oo E 19 22 4 & 1
()P RAE TAER B T IR SCRE Pi B BB AL I0AIE 1K) ProVerif T2, FURR VS DIAH B, 1R 45 B0 AF 22 40 JJ 7, itk
TAEAFEHA.
R HT 3 25 A B A A ek
3.1 XK RSB TR AL 28
HEERFRIE T U2 C XHRIRZE W15 S 9 S 0 7 SRS LRk 4T T8 24k 3 A AR LA N A, o7 22
X B DL AL R AT 9 A TR 46tk 3 S A TR Al ECT) T A AR
AT G068 U5 A IR FOUAL SE0, B W U7 T CAE S 1 a0 AR A IR 2 1R T AL B B R L A i A
TSk A A IR S A SR BT ) C G 126 4 I i T AL JE 30k I R RS A T DX T Sk SO L A A AL S
WORAD 8 Sk SO R TR Sk SO DA IR RS I H B8 = 5 Sk SO SR R R XA T LA TiAL B
(I35 2 843 TAE: R 200 G A A B LA S U0 O Ak L) P AL B4 4 L6 2.
Table 2 Common compilation preprocessing instructions
Fz2 W WG TAL R FE 4

Y VE TIAL B4R 4 B
#define T X
#undef G EPA

#if A

#ifdef % L ST 4 3
#ifndef SR S G
#elif Fagif Bie A H
#endif 4 RSN 1%
#include Sk

Sof — A R B 1Y) B A A TR AR AN TN R B0 BR B TP 25 AT O R AR D BAAT 1B 4R A IR, T BN
BR 5 11) S5 B RN R T R W IR BRAT Th e — A B 0 2% 2 2 A P S SE I 2 A M 1 R SO A A 2 A W B Y 1)
ARAY A7 AR AR 22 55 08 T A 5% R B 4 pR B B S 2 b — i i 22 #2 YR ¥ (confusion) . 3L (diffusion) F1 7% 47
(shift) %5 B AE SR HCHURCT (1 23 Hr . 2 08 s R 50 000 A DG AR AT v [F) B A7 7 K B8 38 4 %) 1K 638 3 1) 73 BT 25 386 I i i3
P50 (0 43 A7 P AE ST Dolve-Yao A5 2 (1 B BSURR Y0 1 3 A 3 B 388 5 SR T 56 26 25 R 1 SHe Ab 3K — ) 8, 7 5%
ARAG 1A FE A A3 BT P RIRE ] DR P — SR o iSO A v 8 0 T V5 36 1 R B HR P Y 5002 4 v 1) 00 2 5 R
S R0 B A [ED R 1), %o T B DR v [ 0845 4B ERORE G bR B socket g P42 1 AR LR R X S e B s B
AN, B HE S 9 B R AN B AR AR X — A AT LK B A oA P B B = P R 1 bR B, EE A
PR AT T AT AT 1R Bk 00 B0 W SRS P T Ak B8 22 el P - TARIRC A 727 2 A ah AL se i, Ry C2P T A
A8 6 5 8 30 A B ARG, T e 38 B R AR R K b N 8 T =l — R .
3.2 FREVREEHSHMITRS

PR BT 0 R A B 8 AR R 4 R D 3, SR BRSO SR e B Tk B 2 R A 45 4 o B AR
RS A CIBTRITIE M T LR IR — AN R BT 1741

PG H) C FRIP IR T i) I A% 1) R Bl 1, FRATT AR P 14 e 80 S AT P SN T2 X R 0 A5 1) S8R4T AT N
T AP RBESPATEAN, AR T A4 R P C FE AR Y B8 B0 9% 2R I B0 45 R 2R B0 R
K 455 FCSG %K.
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FCSG & —MUILA Li# G=(F,R,S,fo), JH,

o FREAMEBES;

o REENAAF LM X R R={(fi,fnlfieF fieFkeZ} Fhr k Rorwl 44 AR f R f 84 R0 26 &

DX 4. VK= 2,25 (f fiee R UK Fhk g eR.M k=1 1, TR 1 4 r=(f, f);
o SREESLRIIFMEE Z+I WAL
> Vi fineR A S((ifid)=s,s=k;
> VEHER Vi eR A K= (T U S fi i) =S (i fidi);
> VS((fifpd=s A s> 1 W3 e R, S((fifi ) =s—1;

o foeF, HAfeF(ffeR.

Frgtia FXN—A CREF P oI IT A B EUE & 1 C 1 5 AN SCRF R B 8, T ) o8 04 s 1 P
O eR AL AR S R ORI FE Y P b 1) R B0 G R Ve R fie B FR T P ob vy R 2 f 1A s SCrP A7 R 58 F 1R
JHE ), HLAE B& B B TR EE kO B WA (e Ry IZ R S £ s8R IR 2 s A e B0 5 £,
WA S((fif)=s. B2 7 P AN RO fo, AR, AN RAFFE R AU 1 bR B 23 16 H At o b B A2 G R 4
B R Pk RS AH IR 1Y) R HC DG 2R (R 9, F BADS 433X L6 AH 7] e 2503 .

ZEEUACHS FCSG 45t (f3Lmb b 2 CERE ek B i P 5 A 4047 5 41 (static execution of call sequence, fij #x
SECS) 51k, # Hifir %4 4 FCSG-SECS Hid, ik itk 1

Bk 1 B0 ST P 43R T VL FCSG-SECS(G).

i N :G=(F,R,S,f);

i - o8 B0 FH 0 AS AT R 41 SECS.

1. SECS=[];

2. If G.F=Z then

3 Return [-];

4. EndIf
5. Ro={(G.fo,f'WKG.fo,f ke G.R};
6. 14 Ro ¥ G.S MBS FH 7 HEFT,
7. Foreach (f,,f')yeR, do
8 SECS.append({fo,f'));
9 G'=(F/fo,RKfo,f )i, SI({fo, f )—>5").F);

10.  SECS.append(FCSG-SECS(G'));

11. EndFor

12. Return SECS

BF H5 U B TP g T IR S AT AR 11 B8 SR S N 1 R B R 6 AR B Y FCSG
e b S 8 PR (71 77), 388 5 1T s B0 F OC &R A8 T A4S 2088 3 ACRE (¥ ek B0 H AT )7 21 AT B 2
FP R R A QR R AR B WL 2 02— B Bl ARAS AN N ¥ FCSG &L
(@ )
void foo() { }

void bar() {
foo();

) >
void main() {

bar();
foo();
bar();

Ck )
Fig.2 Example for function calls and FCSG
Kl 2 A & FCSG Rl
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IR BIARRD Xof I3 (] FCSG %7l G=(F,R,S,fo), 2

e F={main,bar,foo};

e  R={(main,bar)(bar,foo)(main,foo),(main,bar),};

e S={(main,bar)—1,{main,foo)—>2,(main,bar),—3,(bar,foo)—>1};

o fy=main.

1t FCSG-SECS HiE n 19 B P A RS AE S A AT T 11 s 05 19 )7 471

[¢(main,bar)(bar,foo),({main,foo),(main,bar),(bar,foo)].

X5 AR TR # A AT I AR 1) ek 50 T 2 — B0 (SE BR AT Hh 19 o8 00 F 7 970 mT e 2 181 2k 2% A 40
R SR R AR 22). 8 T A6 2 A 36 T LUARME N L450 % — L TEH (1 FCSG 43 X5 8Y.

MFRT P 1 C i 5 2 7 R AL A2 9 0T I (1Y) FCSG, R4 A2 -5 A 11 4 S B v TR0 3 A7 B A1 BR 505 PR
BBUE X B BOR H R 1 2 e B SRR S B R R B N AT AR 22 B I R R T DU P
Y i HCRR B FH OC FR P FCSG ) L o BE AR X BB A s e 5 FH P I A SR RT
3.3 BERNRBLHKR

BRI B AT 7 ARG 1 T B C VAL PR o A 46 5 e 3o o Y s b o 00 DG R (Wb 5 A i B 13 C R
B0 I 1) Pi 35 S50 S A AT 2 A S R 0 FH DG 2 19 3l G A8 T e B80T FH R S AT e 91 T O e R )
50 R — I RS T R e 48 ok T AL I8 e S 2 T R B bR SO RAG R A R A B SCIE IS 1Y Pi
S AR
331 EGRHIC RS

4 C BT b I RO O R 4 P ST (T A R R X — AR IR AN 2 S LIV B 0 H G R
5 Pl S8 50 P 378 BOME s T

o Pi BELIZE D IR B AN SR AT RERE TR VR, AN R AR 4 L B A R O A S A A L TR
KE;

o Pi A PR R G FHT R BR BN AN BB R AT T R GG A EH T AR B R i %

Pi BE M BRA IS MEEMES (X 2 55 B v 8 5 10 s 30O AN &5 ). iy 3

i :Pi S P 1 R HOT DU TACRD il S B B TE R L BRI AT R LA 2 C A HE R T ¥ ek G P B P )
HEFR % (process macros) 5 C i 5 F& )5 ¥ B ZUAH I, T LA T 58 ST HEFE (sub-processes); ik = Ak 1 45 5L [ 1
i, LAETEVE EANSCRR T HERR (R 54T AN B8 BB 2 A~ T RS 18] 1R L PHAT 45 4 1018 3L

T AR PG L C R b R 38 R £ B S AR ST R B S AT R A R A b SRR Is T
Pi ST A M BERE 2 . JFATRERE . FAAT AR IX 3 FHLIE], SEEL TR C R AR R B0 G R AT A 1 A
e (UEW] ILER 4.2 1Y),

T BRI HCMH A S 2 BN F

1) AT FCSG-SECS Sk 3k M ok B FH i A5 B AT Fe 411,

2)  HE RO S PAT I, & — IR R B0 SR AT T 4 5 M — 1 IE B HOM M 9 5, /i d
CALL_ID. 1 3% 1~ 70 W H i A 8 $hAT e 20 b I 38 o AN ek S0 F O 3R (A BY, JE5% R 11 4 5
CALL_ID(A,B)} n;

3)  BACALL_ID i, kUi I 58 & G 5 A i i {5 1 C_(CALL_ID)A1'S_(CALL_ID), %} CALL_ID=n,
X N [ I I A5 38 2 C_n,S_n;

4) T (R RR B0 0GR BAT e 4, i 3 TR,

(1) % CALL_ID=n K p& ¥l H & AR (ABYE AFAH LY (1) A ZEFEAT B LR IFAT $0AT;
(2) WHZE ALEAEE C_n ERIEZH R IFAEMMN I S_n 518 FAERFBIGR [FHE A B, 2R 5 4k S AT
FIRACTL B 5
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(3) #HME B fE(5IE Con LMW A% B EDRIN AT B s ERIZHE, I J5 K R A AE (538 S_n

b SRS AT SR
i
-7
/ﬁ?j fE1EC_n %
; W
e S Lt
\El = :
N
5

Fig.3 Function call simulation
K3 R R A

55 4) b N A R O 0 VE R A R R O L AT (R 1 S RATIBAE AT O U0 R AR IR A
T8 RATAU R F & 5 4 U 2 22 00 AT [R5 B AN B R A T 3 E 2 IR AT 10 I 3045 [R) 25 BT I, 0 b it v
T BRSO [ A i ) R T 4 4 T R S B L A R A A A Y A 1 A s B C AR A T A TR T R
B 1) i 3 5 A BR ARG P SESE AN AT B BR B PSS AE P ST LA R B_n JERR AT, A OB
THAMEIE C_n F1 S_n, 333 out(C_n, () A% 251 Bk & B_n " in(C_n,(-)); A #E,B #EFE 7 /) out(S_n,value)
A5 B BR HIR [A1E J2 3%6 [R] A, 5 fid & L bR B0 G O IAT 2 48.C_n,S_n 15 B U S8 — il AR 1% 45 B_n dEFL.

P 51
(&N P
B(B_args) {
new C n;
return value; new S_n;
. let B_n(C,S,B_args)
} =) il ( =
A: T B out(Con()); o= 7 in(CO)
in(S_n,Val),
in(S n al)< _______ .
Val=B(B_params); . T out(Svalue);
B _n(C_n,S_n,B_params 0.
)

Fig.4 Function call abstraction

4 MEOHHIR RIS

TEELOR R 2, 0 T FF A P 5 S (T8 V2 IV R0 2 1A 11032 58, 18 SR e 4 1
o P/ I A A B U A A LR 4 0y AR, LU R %5 S 0 T8 AL 45 B T Y ek B S A F VB T Y
Je BR300 e 50U D 5 A e R P e A
A5 R BT A3 0 R S 2 0 3R, A0 R D R R o S S S T R R S A A 1 I AS, bR A AR
InJ5 2% _(CALL_IDYHITE i BA X 43

o [A BRI BT OB T P B AN 6t I rR b R v O 8 A 3 44 AT 4

G INE T o BT 2 AR 2 A ) LA R 50 R DR R A R R S S AT R I RO A
BT A SR BOR I S8 RT3 2 J5 BR8] T — N C F2 Pt NI P s ST 1 2 00 IR HE 4L, 3 2 90 4% bR 1A
TEA) IR RBEAT W 5 AE S2 36 &4 AT 1 T ProVerif ESILIEI T e Bl % 05 B9 E#f P
33.2 MEMERIS

X B 6 RIS, SE I T P SO 2 P J5 SR ATE 0 (1) 2 48t 30 75 A 2 v S J 4 1) iR B4 T )3
SY AT G R A feAE A Proverif T HIHIAN X B M C 165 pR S b 1 AR B, B AN 25 18 B 42 bR 0 S5 vk
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LG, DR A e AT A B 7 R LE S R B 00 Ak B AL AR RS R EAT dh G A BR IR H 3RaR 5 Expr R JRUT I 6T
Ik AL BURAE S 3.3.3 T A 15 S5/ 4 C A SR AL AL FE, 1 /0 41 25 P R BT 1) i i 50T ik

A, AR IRTYE

T7 %K C S AR B S AR R AL A B Fp L AT H 7 R num 124 R 28T bitstring. H num 57
5T CHEF P WL int float,long,double 55 6 T4 J £ 41 S5 5 2 bitstring 2884 4 T SCHRF A 53 3B A
R IE N Z 5] NKT bool S8R il S Pi I AR v, g SRR v SCHF bool SEALEL R b 2 AAEBE Y true F11 false
P> bool #L 1% L H#24 C 155 1 bool J57 J true,false 52 i Wl % B vy,

LE L LR 3G 4R £ 28288 ptr, JFAE L 51N PTR 6 48 A A0 1 A7 44 #5845 VAR SKSZBILS C s 55 TPk Ak
RUFRET I S

e PTR_num(a:num):ptr 35HL num ZE 9455 a (1) 4 77 ik

e PTR_bitstring(s:bitstring):ptr 3K HX bitstring 2: M Ax & s [f) Py frHb bk

e VAR_num(p:ptr):num SRECHLHE p Ak (E, IR 122 5 num;

e VAR_bitstring(p:ptr):bitstring K HUHhhik p b4, IR R EL S bitstring.

FH P 38 S v ) 5 R ) SR 3K A A 8 4 AT DR K.

type num.

type bitstring.

type ptr.

fun PTR_num(num):ptr.

reduc forall a:num,p:ptr;VAR_num(PTR_(ptr))=a.

fun PTR_bitstring(bitstring):ptr.

reduc forall s:bitstring,p:ptr; VAR_bitstring(PTR_bitstring(ptr))=p.

AT AN ST R R B LA R AR BT 38 SR A, 1 D BUACRS Hh v 2 3K S8 E VLI, B Zh A SR P IR X
ST Ay AR R, B AR N AL B

B. %

X AR HR AR A B, FRATT LA C i 5 o (15 1 (statement) 1 Sy i A% 1) 196 B0 0. 2% B8 P 3L C AR Hh o L 1) i 1)
R FBAARPEYE B BB KA GEN . RBORHER . REEEA . IS5 H) 5.
FCrf, o B A ) AR B A e b — N BT T B A B AT B A SCH C R T R IR S R T )
W B G K IS 23 T AN LI 4T T LR (LK 3).

Table 3 Common statements type in C language

R KA i )
VarDeclStatement AR g R X
ExprStatement Rk
IfStatement/SwitchStatement A5 X
NullStatement 7
CallStatement BRBOR
ReturnStatement R HUR
ForStatement/WhileStatement LED

NI 45 X LB A B Pi S I B TV
e VarDeclStatement
A 7 LR g SOV ) A0 Sl 5 0 5 N T TR Re SR DX, R 2k C2P I G 3L C ARG IR 325 TE A 13X 2 2 3
TR
42 R AR by Ja) AR R 8 SR AU AE BRI I 405 B RS AN R, B ARl G e
VarDeclstatement::=(Ctype){varname)[Initial],
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e,
Ctype::=int|float|char]....
4 R AR i % 07 5
free(varname):(type).
Ji AR R il 5 5K

new(varname):(type),
o type 2 40K R SCIT IR ) AR e SR 45 T VAT R
(type)=abs((Ctype)).

T B WA B 43 (Initial) (1948 5 58 B A), 2K F AT ExprStatement A (8 22 18 2UAH [ 4l % 5 vE b 22

e ExprStatement

—ANRIERAME ML C 15 i), RIERIE AL C ¥ 5 i e At AV A) 8 2o i S L bR 0 v Ay
)& T~ ak B ) (1) — i HIX BL ) ExprStatement AN G5 BR300 H 10 220 2015 A, 8 28 BR300 F 4608 U5 A 1Y)
SR RE T C A B AL C 8 5 I RRAA SE A AR TR0 I AT SRAEL AR 5 50 R B 45 R B a+3.XFh
Fak A M AR R A U A RPITRIER Z G2 5 WA R (— A2 M) EI T B8 E
1% T ) g DO TR A ) R 10 G 99 ) 1 9 A B 2 — R A A0 A 4 O B ), 2 W] LU R A
) SN e fe

T A V8 A BV 0 R

(Lvarname)=(SubExpr).
X R Pi 5 S %
let (Lvarname)=abs({SubExpr)) in

XF T(subExpryfiliZ abs((subExpr)), FAi1ex BE4T 5L TR ik L B F SAbfa], Rk S % 55 3.3.3 5.

e [fStatement/SwitchStatement

C 16 & VB 1k WP AR A8 IS4t 23 3 T8 41 If-Else F1 Switch-Case.Switch case 45 ¥ 1] LAEE 4k 2y 1f-Else 4549, BT LA
BATTE 5138 IfStatement.SwitchStatement [ 3 5 n] LLSE# H % 3 1fStatement, TS 2L B AT i G 56 40 Pi i
R PV B b SCRF if-else 251 1B, DR b S5 204 AR IV 1) 35843 2% 1 235 X condition, if 73 S AUAS R If_block,else
73 ARG P Else_block &5 ) I A 75 & vh (% S S R HEAT 1l 5 R n] 4 T84T else 1993 3¢, B 3l #h 78 else #5434l
% celse 0. B ARl 2 B0 434 G & 5 Bz, abs((c_code)) Xt (c_code)HFATHh % Ja 1 45 B

7 Pifiii 5
Cum IfStatement;:=
If abs({condition})) then
IfStatement::= | __ ==~ - ’(—
if (condition)) | __ “> abs(If block)
(fblock™ "7 |
else I: % olse
(Else_block)~|_ - (
"7 abs((Else_block))
)

Fig.5 IfStatement abstraction
K5 FfFEaHhs
e  ForStatement/WhileStatement
F B EE A RI GTAAE P Sl G oh I B 3 R I, PR e R IR AT F) — 07 SR AL AN ST A
IG5 K To A E (K B Ak i 5 e U A8 B B AE 23 Hr i BOR B B R 24, SO0 G AR AR e 1) 7 2 0k UM 71
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FREAT A G B S SR DN 0 A AT il 5 2 4t 3 op 5 N AT T8 S22k
e NullStatement
FAE A PATEATIRAEEWFT S C B MR EM, TA T AN Pi S P 2 1 FE 0.
3.3.3 HikALfH
FixA2 C IEFIEAP LA IE 5 R KXW G AL T3l B 7 510 5 2 3R AR RN
I R AC R 0 AR T AR A ) T A il B 3 A R AR R A N il 5 2K R ) A e K LA AN AT
Xof T R AR S R B0 S A A5 ) i T 28 08 X, 58 42 IR 808 S50 00 WU TR A7 A . 14 e B0 24 15, 70 24 17 O T 208
X I ARBGE EA IS Pi S b IR 74 @ #: 1F (constructor).
JITE 24 7, B AE 24 7 R E 0o i UM 208 X 0 SR A 3 SR Bk A7 SRk (B 3B 5.
BT e BRSO R I R IR A T S L 2
BiE 2 BT B N ORI RIE AL R 5.
i NP B EGE P I s U8 E;
iyt -2 ] )5 K R IR T8 B
Context=[];
E'=[1;
Foreach e in E then
Context.append{e};
e'=Simplify(Context,e);  //#E3Ri% 3 L F 3 Context X FiA R e HEATILTA
E’.append(e’);
EndFor
. ReturnE’
TE—ABREUY RS g A RB W BN SO A R R IA N BRSO BB AT R 0 Rl
AT 21 e BB P B JR AR B A s e B S B R B AR AR i DR AR A TR & i 4
7 5 1 298 20, B A R AREIE RS HR2 5 CL & 58 1, TR AR S 24 i 5 Bt — P Rk kAT 8 5 okt — 28
BRMNFRIE P IR BOZS BRI E 5 1E R Pi BB K Constructor SR 7s. LU HEAR 1) — Jeis 5 AT+ ]
HEAT U B0 T o AR R+, 354 constructor add: fun add(num,num):num. FAb 4 4E FF L ToHAFE RF i 5
N JG R ZED T
BT R B IE AR SORR RIS L ) w14 6.

© N o s~ wDdhE

x=a+l; x=a+1;

y=xX+2*x+3+5; y=3*a+11;
result=x+y; result=4*a+12;

Fig.6 Sample code for expression reduction
6 KIEXLA R

4 C2P LI 5TAE

41 £ MW

AATA R TR B3O 2T K M1 C2P TR K 5B,
C2P T H A T T0IAL B F-9 58 Dk i N R A T ST B ) it 5 75 32 e 4 DAy ek I ) P s AR TR A ST
I, BATMAT C g % & AT i JT U500 H clang & llvm 5 SR C++&i Rl 50T 1T C2P T H AN, 4y 1.5KLoC.
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MR C ACRE B Pi 8 5 (1) 7 4 T A AR T SEBL PN C ARRE (B0 3, 75 22X HARARIB ) C 18 5 T %
M AVE A« VB O BT S AL G g BT LA X e n] DUAE B lex Al yace 2 FISEIL.C2P L HRH T clang 2w
A0 AST U I 4 1, BRI HE 38 C AT (R AT, EL R 3270 B An b C ARSIl R 15 VA B fill_E.Clang AST
NI BRAE T RO R GBI A AT 0 R 456 11 fRT T 5 2, C2P i) Clang AST 2 I C AURS iy fill VAR
BEAT T [y, F1 K ) Clang AST (1) Rewriter ZEXHEMS AT HI R EHS.

T8 A0 RS 2 i, B SR FH 4 1 25 117 9 Ab B T 2 35 2 48 2 40, 75 T L bmac MRasCACRD o 1) %5 5 2 i 25O
TWAE B4, C2P T H7rk [) AST (W% 25 B BB I Bl i it 1 o8 50 1 1, FRATT SR F A 3K 21 o 001D v B0 4 ¥ I [l 52
TR AR I 2 Ak R AE W) DL St b TC & S A 1A % 28, TR SCA rh i BOCRH 2 () o 48044 , O A 3 7 I Bk i 3
PR C2P 5 X T4 B 5 (¥ AR BEAT PR IR oS 1 s TR S R B AR R T TR e e SR R £
P 2E R (BRARic R o0 0 30 DU R 5 WA, A0 38 1 Vol i 2 s (843 3 7RIS FCSG B3 2 KiliRT 7
FCSG W LigAT 5k 1 8RBk B 2 0T e 41, ) I AR 44 o 2500 FH it 25 HRAT e 20 1RO W, 6 B2 e 2500 HH G 28 il
S BB S B AR, 0 T T FCSG I R ) B UG R BEAT T R S R B0 T 8 B A 5 T S AL B B
e SOy BRBORAE A B OR R ) 45 (K Hl 80 8 A E B B0 H IR — OB A4 R 3.3.2 T b I s & 07 Sk
AT TG 2 45 B AT R AL BRAGAS ek B0 SO Yl D — AN SRIE B SCE i R R 2 EAT 4914

LA SR

o KT Clang AST,7EHI GBI Z TN C ACTE T2 M AT, 10 - MRNE FIAE 2 23 #r kS .Clang AST 424t T

Ji MR O, R Clang::Rewriter ZEX YR RS HEAT %% i X% 8 4E T 2D VR B o5, A 2 757 3K ;

e {f Clang [ CallGraph iR ACHDHEAL b 7800 T 28 B0 F OC 2 B I I 4 4 1 T R 00 F I 7 [
FCSG I iB 4 AE LR RN T FCSG-SECS 43k, 3K I bk B0 FH 5 A AT P 41, AE AT FCSG-
SECS 534 1 A I, 5 Ji R B0 JH 2% R i &%,

o KRB AR 24K T Clang:VisitStmt 28, AN [F) B R 15 A1) 6 4 T 5 Uy vk R ik A ) op 7R BE T B
K bR SO R I FRIE AR EVE PR T 25 2 505 THPE pari %o SRl (4 A0S SO i R A AT
2y faj.

B Y SEBLAN 1 WL C2P T H YRR
42 SIBMEER

FEACHT 48 HA SO X T B8 MO D 56 R A 0 A B .

MZIERAMEIR A S )G HIT 8 5 R C AR IAT B e — 80, a5 WA 7 .

(1)  HBJSEIBTRHAT )T 5 T B C AR PAT T — 2

(2) %5 (PR RAS B B 2 (attacker) [ EH R AE.

H1 RN T U R T B SR A ARG AT IBUT 56 2 58 AR UE I S 5 R AR AR AT B R
BUE T, B4 5 5 (0 A B 308 B 2 (attacker) 1) PR AR RIIE B 0 TAT 0 8 m, LB FAME RS BRI 4 7 i 14
AACERH R m a5 2 FA I, 46 J5 1 P B SEASE BT Jo vk th o 2 M A0 RAR th s m). 7R Pil ST AR,
15 LS T 1) SO 2 B A ) VA5 A 3 T 2 BUR), i B 0 B GINT BRI s_id A1 c_id. ik 2544 jn)
TR A SR UETE s_id (538 H AL IS m GO0~ S m AL PEAS AR 518 s_id A 4% 3d i o A A8 44 B,
5 1) Pi SRR query attacker(m) AN a7.query attacker(m)s2 PivE &L o G T B m LSS M ISR R ik
1, KR Dolev-Yao BT B N, SR Al Mok #5 1) AR H R W RE AL 57 2 m.

AN e F e e ) L A DA S L 7 b A SR SRAIE LA 7 i

W ER 4.1. Fi1f before_call,in_call,after_call ™ #& 4 55 & 4=

query inj-event(in_call)==>inj-event(before_call);
query inj-event(after_call)==>inj-event(in_call).

RE 4.2 WE m BN IR IG I AR s_id _EAL a0 & AR X8 5 D mo FATT 1Y, U ek 5 iR B v
TeEHES 9 B m HD query attacker(m) AN T,
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let func(c:channel,s:channely=
in(c,(+));
_ =7 eventin_call;
int func() { a7 -7 out(s,m);
C e 0.
return m; process
) i«
void main(-) { new c_id:channel,
\\\\\ new s _id:channel,
fune(y; [T TTm—a (
~~__ T event before_call;
) T~~d_ _ out(c_idy(+));
Te—a = in(s_id,val:num);
event after call
NWfunc(c_id,s_id)
).

Fig.7 Case of call abstract
B 7 & B T b GO 4R T S 4

1% 5K ProVerif T H B ah A6 E B vl 4.1 Filaw il 4.2, 011 8 fiow.

Fig.8 Proof of correctness
8 IEMPEIEM] 4R

1 ProVerif iy & 4.1 Fl iy & 4.2 130 B 45 S 0T 50, PR A iy ) o 858 b 5 B Proverif T H AT DLgE—38
E B AR 2 AN B A L AE S DUT A AU AR BT 48 I, 24 SC 56 T R B30T OG22 3t 5 100 10 it ek 43 0 0F BH, BRITAR 3
W ER B P E I SRR AEPAT 4 E 5 P C AR I — .
4.3 Kerberost il X 735> 1

AFTEL—13 Kerberos B A 7 AR 1 A 3 A % 52, b — 25 0 W AR SC 5 G o AR 30 Ik 14 A 28 1 1% 4
ot %4 glthub LR E A — 1 Kerberos B Demo ARG iZ 4 QTS SEIL ) B BUR AR W T

(1) A—B:AB,NI1;

(2) S—A:IV2E(N1,B,Kab,IV_ticket,ticket)a ivz;

(3) A—B:AB,IV_ticket,ticket,IV3,E(N2)kap,v3;

(4) B—>A:IV4,E(N2,N3)kap,va;

(5) A—B:IV5,E(N2,N3)gap1vs;

(6) B—A:1V6,E(data)kan,ve;

(7)  A—B:IV7,E(data®)xap iv7-

Hrp ticket=E(timestamp,A,Kab)xp,Ka Fl Kb 435l Jy 524k AB 5l {555 = J7 S = 154, E b BR s 503k, v

ﬁ)Ju?ﬁ&EPﬁH BRI 4R 1) 2 I3 B AR H bR SR A B RTE A =07 S ALY ) B L ¥EYR data.
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AR 52 (0 8 45 R A 9 s,

1. | fun pi_concat_num{num,num):num[data].
#82. | fun pi_concat_bs(bitsting,bitstring):bitstring.
@3, | reduc forall x:bitstring,y:bitstring); pi_first(pi_concat_bs{x,y))=x.
4. reduc forall x:bitstring,y:bitstring); pi second{pi concat bs(x,y))=y.
@5. | fun pi_BS2N(bitstring):num [data].
6. | fun pi_N2BS(num):bitstring [data].
a7, fun pi_makekeyFromPassword(bitstring):bitstring
Ba. type:key.
89, | fun pi_key(bitstring,bitsting):key [data] .
18. | fun pi_encrypt(bitstring,key):bitstring.
5 b reduc forall x:bitsing; pi_decrypt(pi_encrypt{x,key),key)-x.
12, | type ticket_
3. | fun ticket (bitstring,num) : ticket [data] .
14. type tht_reqg_ .
15. | fun tkt_req (num,bitstring,bitstring) : tkt_req_ [data] .
16. | type tkt_res_ .
17 fun tkt res (num,bitstring,bitstring,ticket ) : tkt res [data] .
18. type sve_req_ .
19. | fun svc_req (bitstring,bitstring,ticket_,num) : svc_req_ [data] .
20. | type svc_res_ .
21. fun svc_res (num,num) : svc_res_ [data]
22. type svec ack .
23. | fun svc_ack (num) : svc_ack_ [data] .

Fig.9 Partial results of code abstraction
19 A H ML 7> 45 R

% 5E R B N TNl 224 @ M B A B A& E A Proverif 1T B 2h 4k 56 E 45 3, i &l 10 BroR.

Honest Process Attacker

(17 new Ka_25069
[27 new Kb_25060
[3]insert keys(A,Ka_25069)

[4]insert keys(B,Kb_25060)

Beginning of process processA (Ka_25069)| [Beginning of process processB(Kb_25060)] [Beginning of process processS|

B

(7] eventbeginBparam(B)
(87 new N1_25061

(A.BNI_25061)

(ABN1_25061)

[51] get keys(B,Kb_25060)
[45) new Kab_25063
[46] new iv_ticket_25062
{50] get keys(A,Ka_25069)
[18] new iv2_25070

(~M_P5194,~M_25195,~M_25196)

~X_I

ew iv3_25071
ew N2_25072

(~M_25225,~M_25226,~M_25227,~M_25228,~M_25229,
~M_p5230,~M_25231)

~X 2

{29] eventbeginAparam(A)
[31] new N3_25065
(32 new ivd_25064

(c4,iv4_25064,senc(
(a_25059,N3_25065),Kab_25063,iv4_25064))
(c5,iv4_25064,senc((a_25059,
N3_25065),Kab_25063,iv4_25064))

{37} eventendBparam(B)

Fig.10 An attack path of Kerberos code
Kl 10  Kerberos fQH A IE P Bt B 4
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T T 4 48 S FR) 23 AT e WA b A7 A A MO BR AR, AR DA UE PR UE W I S — SO 4T i, 2 IR 10AXA5 5
PLIBAE P AR 5 DI BB FEARXT IVE 5 Iv4 BEAT LU BVIGAE 1VE (R #T 8Pk, 5 3080t o] LAE A
FEARTE5 A B G B0 AR AR SR Y SR 3 T s 6 428, AT 2 B0 B X A TAE AN A2 B 5 — Bk o U A E
B IR BB S =07 S AE R M 9 2 A T B AR B % 51 Kab AR, B i 3546 m LA ) #4) 3 B i B 7.

R AZIH T C2P Jy ik 5 AH IR SRR TAE % BU A &0 SCHR[9, 10148 b Hifa 1 T 10k Ak PR 1 349 5 2 N TT0RE P A bR
HOUR U5 2 inline 552, TR 102w BEFE /7 A0 21 inline. A 3C C2P 7 v AT LA T 36 3 F5 o JOM FHAE VL 1R B B4k Ak
HL A, SCHRT9, 1014 ST 4 B — AT B8 A2, AN STRF 45 11103 ST T C2P JTVESS T 45 AF 03 ST B 07 10 AL 3
A B RS AIE U5 TH,C2P 5 SCHR[O1ER R T Pi I SECAR TR W DA S 34 5 BT (10 22 4 Jg P 460 F ;T SC R [10]°R H
Blanchet i 5, 5 ¢ T SR I (1) 22 42 Jig P 90 TR A 5 B 00 6 T 50 56 9 AR e B, RN O %5 i 2 AH DG e v 8 38,
o AN B A R R R i 2 B 00 R BB U A M R A P T 2 I O A (AR B . RO D T R R A o
BB 5 52 B 22 4 DR G AR S0y 2800 B oS RB A LA  —

Table 4 Comparison of related work

x4 MR

— — TF C Rk —
I e R s L e
e | PRE | ATAS e A kF  WALE | GORE
SCHR[10] | Blanchet w4 | A Li%'E inline  ASgHy #4008 | vHopny
cop Pi (4 i TH A | mekm

5 % if

ASCHRET Pi SRR G 1y T — P C E F T 0 2 P RIS EAT T S SR UE PR T 325, 40K T BAE T AF
SR A1l B 6 AT 10 T L L R 2 U AH 0% bR KR S A A BT, R 22 4 R B3 A RN R bR A P
7R E X FCSG K R B H i A 4R AT e B B MR SRR A 80 o B A AT 471, OF £ B Aty K T e K0
HI BRI A« ik AL a7 (R I 38 O AR JEAT i 5 e 4 il Pi i SRR 415 By ProVerif [ s AL T6 UE B i) %
A JE Pk Jn A Proverif 25t T AR SC B (1 I2 48 IE A PEIE W], Jf il 1 Kerberos B iSRS S 61 20 B W1 T 53
(KIA7 25 e 4 T S S B0 T C2P T A 2 T UL, A SR MK 40U T AR S 48 1 AN 11 I L
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