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Abstract

Aiming at the cross-domain authentication problem in multi-cloud services,a cloud service security authenti-

cation scheme based on SAML (Security Assert Markup Language) protocol was proposed. The key techniques and

mechanism were clarified,and the abstract model of cloud service security authentication protocol was built. Using the

combination of Casper and FDR software, cloud service authentication protocol was formally analyzed and verified by

model checking method. By dividing the protocol to do model checking separately, the state space explosion problem in

security protocol formal analysis and verification was resolved. The experiment results from model checking software

prove that the proposed cross-domain authentication scheme is effective and security.
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1 ZRFBEXRENESRE &N

1.1 =R R Web Servicess REH AR
SIHTERERXENITE 26 MERER S AR EL I
G-EHAE. BLBUREB AP REREH IT R
4, RSA2010 B ¥ =TT & 25 X 24 5 B 58 10 48 & 1)
Y, ZRERLERNITZIHBERLENMRAESY. (AR
MEHEARBIRE T o HEE R8T K68 B N xT 5
B R RAZ A RS S RS 60 R FE,
CREBERE—FhET Web Services HIIRS. 2006 4F 2
A 15 B, & ¥4k 15 B 5 ¥ #E ¥ 44 22 (Organization for Ad-
vancement of Structured Information Standards, OASIS) E i
Bt T WS-Security fR4s 1. 1 fEh OASIS #r#ES .
1.2 SAML 5 XKMS #5&
2003 £E97), OASIS X i T R &M S HRi81E S (Security

FIFE A #9.2015-03-13 &5 H#9.2015-07-07

Assertion Markup Language, SAML) 1. 1 JRA&, 3k H 25 4
AN 55 BERSHTEMENFE,SAML BEERFH
ZIETELFINIEE B EHA I MTE., SAML 2T
XML PRUER # B 215 B, 3T Hf 8 8 8 R (Single Sign On,
SSO) , HFEAR N Z L2 B R BIAEMENE 8. 2005
4 ,0ASIS &4 SAML 2. 0%, SAML 2.0 % T U £
WE M, oV Ma B AN EAGE, XML HEHEREMT
(XML Key Management Specification, XKMS) Jyijjfa] />4 &
1% (Public Key Infrastructure, PKD 24t 7 —Fh #1784
®.
1.3 zRE£BH

=249 (Cloud Security Alliance, CSA)E X i I =
HEXBONEZ LI ERE L A T BN ARIANE, =
R TR HB R S IS B RS 8 B LB P s il , 41 dnil
1t SAML fR% .

A2 AR RN R H (D141100003414002), “+ Z H7E &K 863 HHEARFR R BT

BERE AZLI K TR F3HH (2013AA01A209) , i R BB ARI B 45 #37 H (FRF-TP-14-042A2) , St 51 B ARHF RS (4142034, 363

HHEREA M (YETP038D), AR BE¥RSHFHBR SR,

BRI 1977—), 5B .+, RS, TEFRF A ZHESZE L WEMEL B4 KL, E-mail: chenhs@ustb. edu. cn; T $#8(1958—),
BB, EEWIR R MEERR S MEEA970—), B 1, BlEEE, FEMR T E AT R EER.
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AXEREXHMNER T, BHET SAML thil = ik
FREEINEF R, HXHELWHTIB R0 487, B R
Wk TR 24k,

1.4 Web Services B B T

747 Aalborg University #J A. P. Ravn 275 2013 £k FH
Uppaal ¥{4-%F WS-BA #.J5 (Web Services Business Activity)
FAERPRS-EBRATRW S, RBILR WS-BA #LiE
PATA AT REBIA T L IE e RE It B ) TS EIL.

- BAFI T Adelaide K2 A9 Quan Z. Sheng % Web
Service T RERAT ¥ HAr AR HIAT A A BRAMEFT AT AEL,
FRARESEWXFIRTH R E SR TR, E iR
TR BRI 5 BARE B T B E 24 Web Services iR F R
%.

WAF I Innsbruck KA Philipp Zech #2 H{ T #AIIK
BN EELWA T ED, LESEIET UML 26
RO RIS BRGNS A B, L3 B 3h KU i A R G5 iR A
BT, o

BEXENREERERE THE AR TEESITE
TR, NAHBERLERER ERNER R 2
2EASSHFREFERETRE, FHFEE T R EZEAT]
RS BB NERMN ZITERLBEE T,

LB K F BRI AR B B E T TR F 2B MR
BV R AR RO, B iR R 5 AR R4 = IR 55 e
ViR R F AR S MR AR B 3h 4 BC U5 RIAL R A7 U
[e) KU i B SR B S R

2 ETF SAML thil K AR S INERT

2.1 SAML I {E/R#
TEFE 5 HF3E Web Services Fl SAML , XKMS & 87 AR i) &
b, RHWE 1 IR ERFELENETR.

—so—
T §OAP.> S0P
SOAP ‘bkfiﬁéﬂ:;d; B SOAP
> -
OAP
Ao T et
= XKMS
=R%2 0. WA=
r SOAP ¢
SHAN <——> PRI A% 4—»
LDAPE %
REB

B1 ET Web Services W aRFEZNTEFTHR

AXRHHFTRTAET s A AP ZRE.
SAML TAGEAR %5 8% . XKMS R %28 F1 PKI BEaliitie. =R P
R RE T ; T RSB RS R4 ;s SAML (A IE AR &5 #7 XF
ZRPHATINE, B3 SAML BHW =, MY REXN =
P B HEETE B XKMS R % 250920 882 % SAML JAIE
B B/AERE EIHES . £F XKMS HEEZREFHE
RS, BB SAML I ERR & 8 M E A= IR &5 R M 54138
XKMS HR 4528 % FH I 2 89 PKIERE R MR RS & B4
i@t PKI # CA(Certificate Authority) SLBX = . =RE
RAEE SAML NERF A AFIEB N SR REH, @ PKI
f) RA(Register Authority) LI AFIEB R FEENFEER

ALVE A, LDAP(Light Directory Access Protocol) H 3# IR %2%
ATFFEMAPWIERMBERFER, AP T ETRER
LDAP MY EW B CHHEMAMIER M TRBEZBFER., &
TR ERFZEINET RRAZET SOAP MR L4
AR, # XML &2 XML % B2 MEH HE B
IR EFY,

SRFZLINETEHPTREN . 5 RF K& SAML i
F35H S F XKMS R4 81T AFA B 26 PKI BERE#
FISTHE T A8 F 47T, AL ST 1 & = IR F1 SAML FR %
BHGEER. ERLSERNT.

(D= RF M XKMS R 415K H 4, & T PKIEREE
HERRE XKMS S 4HER ;

(2)SAML AIERR % 2% ] XKMS IR 458215 R B0, BT
PKI Z{Z A XKMS B {3iE8

(3)SAML AIE R 55 25 171 & > = IR 45 & SR NE . RER =
RS 0EE, 5o REMBEFEE;

WZAF R SAML MEREHBER SMIFTT B
Wrs s

(5)SAML AIE AR 45 28 XF = F P AT OGR4 B i
.

il

(6)Z= A P SAML JBH: Wi 5 1 SAML {5438 N &Y
ZREF REREER;
(DRSS E L H P 89 SAML J& Yl 55817 0E, 53R
LR REL .
ZERFEZEINEHUZ L BN
(D BMAIE. SAML JAEIR &85 5%F 25 P T 9
I, 858 SAML AERR % 25 L B B F P M S RS 2 m M 38
(DOFHASE ., BEAPMERSEZ AR - HES
FHEAFRIESEFHONENE. SAML JGERSB[ER
A ERE =0 A AP MRS A RIS EaTmEm .
NIEWTE . ZREEBZ P8 SAML AR R B
B ERENTRE I — T P BB EAIE .
2.2 EBRFRSINEHIIHRHEDR
= REZEINET ISR RINE 2 fin,

B2 =REZSNEIHUHHSER

H 5L 3~ EEA R C(ERAP),ASAML B %
2O S(ERE) . UL, Cert, \Cert, ,Cert, 53 5)03 3 4
FEMAEIES, XMEHH XKMS RE 28 RK, HERE
EHPHEERN 3 AN EESERAH. BN h TERAD
A, B AT DR XKMS R $ 28 A 4R E MK
VEVE$ , X A, Token. i SAML JRE B =
C ZHBBHEWE , BIE SAML RE5 4 O A HE R E
£ K R . XM, T Token, {UBEHEZHHE A
RABEMERHABTTLIAARE LN, Kol C ERM
— RIS , BT, XA LR R R4 K
HITME. K. BAERKNC MA ZRIKEH,EIHC™
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HH K oa IMEFTEEC. Ko RA BB S 1A ZEE
B, Lhr EAEAEML K B F 4, I BERHEESEXN CH
BAE. NooNo NN (N R84 F A4 s Nonce, B
—IREFEDLE. K. HEERA WA, KT EITRRFAE.
FECHS WEHRMEARMNAF SRR, RS
K-S E L mE L #TH#HIR.

x1 BPCPHRESHR

HIAWHEE BEHEX
A.C.S EX S E 20
Request AR

Cert, ,Cert. ,Cert EX. o0 En
Token, AP CHRBEEE
Krand\Kca\Kcs i%&ﬁ‘i%#?@éﬂ
Na N NN N EHRE R - K EMLE
K. .Kc K, EHhEAH
KoLK TLKS! b L E R
Ta R A 5 e B

BT SAML 89 %= R F Z 2R B B 5T 81X
BB EIEFRS .

Msgl C—A Request,

Cia A RIBIAIER  1ER A AHUIES

Msg2 A—~C Cert,,{N, Request, } K,

A CRERAHIESIHHABAZZER CHRE A
HIZASES B XKMS &4

Msg3 C—-A A,{Cert.+{N, N Kpna »A,C} K. 7' }K,,

CHAFERBRENT . HEAEH CHAHEFESS,
B A BISHINE , N, N, 23 Bh 138 o s 1 1% 2 A Bk
A5 B Ko & C P MIBEHLR— KB 5

Msgd A—=C Token ,{N.+1,A,C, K.} K
{A,C,K. s T, s Lifetime} K

ARIEC A5 AERASC ZANSERHK. 1
CRUURHEWE Ko Bl TE Token, 23t HIUH C RTF,
A8 T, AT LB R s, A UE A FUE RS FRE 4
K hng% .85k CEHEA M,

Msg5 C—S Token. ,Request., SN/

Cil S RHRFER;

Msgé S—=A Cert,,{Token.,N,”,S,C,N,}K,™"

S¥C HBRENS X E A BIE;

Msg? A—S S,{Cert.,{{N.'—1,C,S,K,}Ku,C.S,
N, +1,K, } K, ' }K,

AERC,SZMKSERR K,  HESEHEEFTZ A
BFEAJGRER S HETHIN—1,C,8, K, } Ko HEEH
C i, Bk SHEHFEEA C;

Msg8 S—>C {N.'—1,C,S,K.}Ku»{N./+1,8.C,
N} Ko

#IN+1,5,C,N, YR K, NEB4ENAER, 5 S#
KA % C B BAIERAUERIES S B 515

Msgd C—S (N,/+1}K,

C Xt S BrAIEMIRL BT 18] S &% N, +1 M (E R
FAER C &1 .

3 HEBNEALERE

3.1 ENRNSEEmERE
BERURG I (Model Checking) 7B 5 36 IE B 22 48 B J& M4
o 142 .

Token,. =

SRR T B Bl R FTR T RE AR s IEiX o
REEBHERPFEMF. BEIT R CSP(Com-
municating Sequential Processes) 8] ] T &2 WML A A 54
MU, BT A R RS I T LA S AR LG T
SMV(Symbolic Model Checking) T.E.  Casper’™] (a Compiler
for the Analysis of Security Protocols) +FDRI (Failures-Di-
vergence Refinement) T.E., SPIN (Simple Promela INterpre-
ter) T B%,
3.2 HBALINTARALEBERE

HTAEMR FDR UBREZMRAE TR, Lowe IR T &
LW HTIRFESR Casper, P —ERHMRFEWE L
PSR TR | 8 — 3 R UM A Cspl S04 2
2245 Casper, Casper BiW] LUK HBIAS 453% i FDR B ) CSP
88, #eA 3 Casper fil FDR 3t % 2 GHEIT TR
R

(DHZ VR R LL spl R JE 5 4 B R 3 S0
YEA Casper FIHIA ;

(2)¥% Casper By 8L csp )5 8245 W SUF4E R FDR 1
A

(3)if 1t FDR A & 5o & B AR Bk, R hil gy &K 4
.

& 3 & Casper-FDR {4 T B & UMLA AL IR .

LA spl CSP Eol #R
| x#™ O xa™ PR rae® am

Bl 3 Casper-FDR 8 THEX & 2P L 4L EHE

4 ZBRFINEDMLA CSP RS T

4.1 EBRFRLNEHNBESS RN
B XA SR & IR 5 22 MEHIGHETTRE, T i

45 Casper FLFERIRIAR spl s MM AT TR 2 UMIGH

TR, T

# Free variables

c,s.a: Agent

nc,na,ns,nc ,ns' ; Nonce

kca, kes, krand: SessionKey

PK: Agent—>>PublicKey

SK: Agent— >>SecretKey

InverseKeys= (krand, krand) , (kca, kca) , (kcs, kes) , (PK, SK)
WP B R

# Processes

INITIATOR(c, a, 55 ne, nc', krand) knows PK (¢), SK (¢), PK(a),

PK(s)

RESPONDER(s, a,ns,ns’, kes) knows PK(s),SK(s),PK(a)

SERVERC(a, s, na, kes, kca) knows PK(a),SK(a),PK(c) ,PK(s)
S3EC 3 FRM A R HAIR A

# Protocol description

. —>c:a

.c—>>a:zc

.a—>>c:PK(a), {na,c} {SK(a)}

.c—>>a:a,PK(c), {{na,nc,krand,a,c} {SK(c)}} {PK(a)}

.a—>>c;{nc,a,c,kca} {krand}

.c—>>s:c,nc’

.s—>a;PK(s),{nc',s,c,ns} {SK(s)}

.a—>>s:s, {PK(a), {c, s, na, kes, {nc', ¢y sy kes} {kea} ) {SK(a)}?}

{PK(s)}

-y Ul s W o = O



8.s—>c:{nc’sc,s,kes} {keal, {nc’',s,c,ns'} {kes}
9. c—>>s: {ns'} {kes}
RO BB TR spl LERIAER
¥ spl TBIIRAHAES Casper BB A R csp ICHF,
FHHZ M A BRI N T A% 4 FDR #. FDR 54—
HAFRAPRA TS A8 R, RIEXNBAE1T HEMES
BT & B B Y R R R R IR B R IR S B IR 5 &
LAIEYMIET, 2 E & B RXERZ AN REX L TR F,
BRI RATEFEDLMENTERRE. 8 TFREN S
MR %5 5 A EHRB K BRI B 3EE, fT = £ KRS = R M6
AR I AR 1 o vk E RIS DI 25 2% .
4.2 HHills B E R B R
31 R 5B A UM SURE A A B (R R, 12 IAIE
R 2 BARAERETR T R Z 2INER N EE L
BAR, EZRES5ERSTENENER, SRFLLNIED
W BRI TIE Be 17 1) 4 0 33 S8 A0 38 SRR W] 43 9 B A AR X A ST Y
B, H— 3L SAML B4 28 % = A P AR S
iR, EH— TR ERM L, RN E RSN
FRES V5E S . Bk, 22 SCHEAUE B B8R A
MBS/ NH RISy, B TRONER HERMRED
2, AT = RS IE SV R AR R = KR
FERZS R E AR . ASCH SIERT 4 KM BMERIEIE—
BAHITEEEE AR,
PR AT E BT
Msgl C—=A Request,
Msg2 A—C Cert,s{N, sRequest, } K. !
Msg3 C—=A A,{Cert.,{N, N:Kun »A,C}K. ' } K,
Msgd A—>C Token ,{N,+1,A,C, Ky} Ky
Hd Token,={A,C,Kyn,T.,Lifetime} K,
UEHEZRSNEEANEREGBFY K. KN E
W EIS K. A . BHHERRGEXTM spl X
# Free variables
c,a; Agent
nc,na,nc’ : Nonce
kca, krand ; SessionKey
PK. Agent— >PublicKey
SK: Agent— >SecretKey
InverseKeys= (krand, krand) , (kca, kca) , (PK, SK)
7 A9 B4k \Nonce MEH . EBEEPMEEHR
HELH,
# Processes
INITIATOR(c;a,ne,nc’, krand) knows PK(c) , SK(c), PK(a)
RESPONDER(a, na, kea)knows PK(a),SK(a),PK(c)
HTFRERANEMRS S, B REWHEMNNE .
# Protocol description
0. —>c:a
1. ¢c~>>a:c :
2.a—>c:PK(a),{na,c}{SK(a)}
3. c—>>a;a,PK(c), {{na,nc,krand, a,c} {SK(c)} } {PK(a) }
4. a—>>c:{nc,a,c,keca} {krand}
BFRBRDIAHEE
# Specification
Secret(c, kea,[a])
TEX B A AR T X T H 4 kea BIBREENE, BIXS ¢
Fi% kea R RE a HIEHFLE.

# Actual variables
Cloud, Saml, Ivo: Agent
Kca, Krand; SessionKey
N.»N,,N.’: Nonce
InverseKeys= (Krand, Krand) , (Kca, Kca)
# System
INITIATOR(Cloud, Saml, N¢, N¢', Krand)
RESPONDER(Saml, Na, Kca)
# Functions
symbolic PK,SK
# Intruder Information
Intruder=1Ivo
IntruderKnowledge = { Cloud, Saml, Ivo, PK (Ivo), SK (Ivo),
PK(Cloud) , PK(Saml) }
MA—AEIFERE Cloud (EAE R4
# System
INITIATOR ( Cloud, Saml, N¢, N¢', Krand); INITIATOR ( Cloud,
Saml, Ne,Ne', Krand)
RESPONDER(Saml, Na,Kca)
MA—ESNAmI R E SAMLERE =25,
4 System
INITIATOR(Cloud, Sam!, Nc¢, N¢', Krand)
RESPONDER(Saml, Na,Kca);
RESPONDER(Saml, Na, Kca)
43 PEIEX 3 ARG, MR R AT BB BGE , RIS R
B 4 fim. BIEEX—84HH4S K. M EERINEN.

/ SECRET_M: :SECRET_SPEC[ T=SECRET_M::SYSTEM_ S]

/ SECRET_M::SEQ SECRET SPEC[ T=SECRET_M::SYSTEM_S_SEQ]

B4 HhE—aasmss R
ST — BT R 2 E RS T 4 2R L, X
WS BT AT
Msgs C—=S Token, ,Request, ,N,’
Msgé S—=~A Cert,,{Token.,N.,S,C,N,}K;'
Msg? A—S S,{Cert,,{N.”—1,C,S,K.}K..C,S,
N,+1,K. } K. 7K,

Msg8 S—’C {Nc/—_lsC’Sva}Kuav{Nr,_‘_lvs’cv
NX/}KCS
Msg9 C—>S ({(N.+1}K.

MHEATEERE,WT .
# Free variables
c,s,a; Agent
na,ns,nc ,ns ; Nonce
kes; SessionKey
PK: Agent—>PublicKey
SK; Agent— >SecretKey
kca: Agent—>ServerKeys
InverseKeys= (kca, kea) , (kes, kes) , (PK, SK)

EXEING kea REZHFENTH, BRHBEFR 5
S kea I XK SessionKey, T B H € X f,— 4> ServerKey.
XEA 3N FERSE5HIEELR.

# Processes

INITIATORC(c,a,s,nc’ Yknows PK(c) , SK(c) ,PK(a) , PK(s) , kca(c)
RESPONDER(s, a,ns,ns', kes)knows PK(s),SK(s),PK(a)
SERVERC(a, s, na, kes) knows PK(a),SK(a),PK(c),PK(s) ,kca

# Protocol description

« 143 -



. —>>c:s

.c—>>s;conc’

.s—>a:PK(s), {nc',s,c,ns} {SK(s)}

.a—>>s:s,{PK(a),{c,s,na, kes, {nc’,c,s,kes} {kca(c) } } {SK(a) } }
{(PK(s)}

4. s—>c:inc’ e, s,kest {kea(e) ), {nc’,s,c,ns'} {kes}

5. c—>>s: {ns'} {kes}

# Specification

Secret(c.kes,[a,s])

Secret(s, kes,[a,c])

Agreement(c,s, [ kes])

W = O

Agreement(s,c, [ kes])
4 AE BARA IR 8540 kes HOAB B FIAGE M, X
AMEFG ¢ F1 s RULE T E /),
# Actual variables
Cloud, Sam, Saml, lvo; Agent
Kcs: SessionKey
Na, Ns,Ne¢',Ns'; Nonce
InverseKeys=(Kcs, Kes)
# System
INITIATOR(Cloud, Saml, Sam, N¢')
RESPONDER (Sam, Saml, Ns,Ns', Kcs)
SERVER(Saml, Sam,Na, Kcs)
# Functions
symbolic PK, SK, kca
# Intruder Information
Intruder=Ivo
IntruderKnowledge= { Cloud, Sam, Saml, Ivo, PK (Ivo), SK (Ivo),
PK(Cloud) , PK(Saml) , PK(Sam) }
fE ) FDR #AFRG I 2 PSS B %4 B ARB B 50 3,
i 5 B,
/SECRET_M::SECRET _SPEC[ T=SECRET_M::SYSTEM_S]
~/SECRET_M::SEQ_SECRET_SPEC[T=SECRET_M::SYSTEM_S_SEQ]

~/ AUTH1_M:: AuthenticateRESPONDERToINITIATORAgreement_na_nb
/ AUTH2_M: . AuthenticateINITIATORToRESPONDER Agreement_kab

B 5 UM 3 e R g5 R

A BRI SRR AT, S MEELTHEHY
MLHE R R B L6, B TP HRA R AR TS
it ZHELUS BB RS R B AT A RS A R MR R AT,
X7 MRS 2 A A E P BGR AT R R B B A e B B A9
T, SRR, A SR M AR E A E B AR AR A R RTIE
T ETX 25 AR %5 Z2 A TAIE U 3 BRDAGIE 6 A K% 7% 4 4k B A ot
TR BL o A A 2, 3 BB B T BRI B2 R, &%
L HAR R RSRIE

BRIE  ASCEEET Web Services MR REFBEE T E
T SAML M = IR F BEREZSNEF R, AP RTE
HWIT R BHNENTTRAZHZRS  EHTHERZ RS
HPNE. FHZ 2B Casper XA SCHTE H 89
RIRFE AU UGHETT 47, I 45 & R BRI T 2L 5k
FDR X Z @ WMyGHITHRARG I ., LI RRR, AL 2N
HERARERAT#E T 5 = RS T 2INERIUKIES S 2K
R AR AU BR AR 8 B T B AR R AT A A
Ao 27 A WM SUR T 38 B R 7S 2 AR AR IR R, SR B T LY
A BiR. AT R EARIAER T

DEWN T ET SAML UM = R FBERELAETTE,

e 144 -

ZHEHWEMRT Web Services, SAML, XKMS #1 PKI 4
Web Service {§ B EEHA, M & RELZLNEMIGHET T
it Jip EiVET Dy N

2)3% i Casper F1 FDR HE BRI 804 %5 A SCHR i 9 = R
% B R LN UGHT T 2 B ER LT 5 Z 2R
R, AR T = RS IAE SO R @R 5 B iiE A RPIR S 2 1)
SR KA,

SEEG B, A SCER B BT SAML Hhisl B BS B 75 IR 55 %
SUEFREZLTE, TMT zRFZENIEEFF.
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