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Abstract Group Key agreement allows multi users to establish a common session key though insecure channels. Desig-
ning secure group key agreement protocols is one of the most fundamental cryptographic tasks. This paper introduced
two approaches developed for analyzing security group key agreement protocols: computational complexity approach and
formal analysis approach. The key technologies of computational complexity approach were discussed, including the

proof technology based on reduction and simulatability,and security models based on reduction and simulatability. The

trends in this field were presented.
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HHAD RS AT P OEREE, BB ERRER
SHHIREE, BT REPREENNE, LR L.
Z77 UME . P4 IR IR 45 %5 , 6 P B 41 55 43 BB B9 (Group Key
Agreement, GKA) MR BB M K &R T RSk
¥, B4R 54T OO R S A B 5 B T AR 3 R 1 BR BB 5T
Sk, FRBABEDUIEFRS HFHSFEREES
T EAA EE RIS SRR R AE.

1 ReMSWwTEERR

BRI Rt R R A k. :ITH
BB RS A BT R R B B R B E 1, TR (TR 1 A A B AR
Tl BB 18 WAL M I A, B R R A R R — 18
BN E Y. EXMFRLT, BEBRBIAIERL ST R
R HE. FRBERLTE BHESTEESR IR S
A, AR R T IHE R Stk , S BRI b7 3
ROFTIHLZ 2,

EHADEIUNEEEST T EEERAFM TERE R
71 (Computational complexity approach) #1724k H B
(Formal analysis approach) , B i N B R 43 BUFR i+ B A
BB LEE, EREREL B, HERR A LRFS,

FIES H #5.2010-07-07 R4 H#8.2010-09-30

HFEBELIAR R E R XA AR
THEET, (BRI EARF THMIEEAN. MEZT,
HER R SR ELE RN R TR RE, W
ISR RS B, TR B AR T E. R
WSS BE LTS SN RIETR BRESE
MR TE T B R R —E W # (sound) .
1.1 itEEREL*

BRI ER RSN RE T 20 H4 80 4
£, BBETF 00 4L, 1984 4E, Goldwasser FI Micalil") & ¥
THEE MRS ARSI, B4 THERAR 2B,
90 #E4%, Bellare % A" ¥ B E M A TR NESA D
PR T E 2K BR R, Fo- kB T W] UE B % 42 Blie i ML
AR . EREBDNREBE LW HEAZ2KAR B
HIBT I, 3 B AT IE B 2 2 B S l B  iD hi SR i &
WHIE.
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EHF RGN R A EE AR E S
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1.2 BRXUSHHZ

X A2 M AT IR SAk 430 7] LB 31 B Dolev-Yao #E
A1, 1983 4E Dolev il Yaol S B4R i T MY e M0 B0 7%
SHEIRY, FR N Dolev-Yao #EH, 20 42 90 &£, BRI
FER B P B U B 57 3

T A A AT 7 ik R 4 PO 7 U R T =R 0 2
EARE. EERZEDERLa RS RE2. A3
FLAEBA A2 B ShLIEA . BRI BB T B sh ik T
B, WM BRI SR AT 4R » XAk R R B0 2 19 B A T B
PATERBHITHE REE, LR RS ERE, Bit—
EREHUERA I EMESEE T, NP BRI & %A
BHER @i —RIIHEIEAMREHE BB,
TEDWMTA RS BIAT, B T4 8 shkiEHEAR,

ERE RS R EE RS B — TS
BB — M, DBGIEFTET S MR E 25T LIS LN R
M R 245, B2, B3ME TR e E R
G5 HE B A TE SR A3 T K AR IR . Bk, — AT
FT 07 v RSB B A hy TRY B B F ML, SR 5 2 ST s 44
ML 2 2, B A AR R R R 2 4R

A BRI TR ESA DA 2Lt
ST (B R H TR A BUR B R FIE AL B 7 8k AT B
HFEADEINE M. L, X ERERANBIE Lk
SRR RR,

2 HHESFMHERMIERRA

TR B R SR T, T Ze M 8 4 R B RIE B
AR, B #L 25 3 B (proof based on reduction) 1 4 $ iF B
(proof based on simulatability/indistinguishability) ,

2.1 MLIEMA

BBt i, iR E— BN E L HR T, IR E
B BGE N ) Z 2R, AT RS B MR T,
FIR“RA”HHEECLBARAM T E M EREES
FEER A Z & FAR B IOBES . BRI
TR BT B 8 F Pk AR A 4 W B 7 3R (attack
game) KE X, Bk, $LLYUE B4 B R S 2 T30 3K 49 1F 83
75 (game-based approach),

2.1.1 EBMAY .

BT SO i B A 3R 0 B T 2 A [R) Y R AL, Rk
R T HEEMBCNRIR U R EZafet:. il
TR 2T SOF RS B an SR BT 5 DAL AT 2 8% B 48
RSB U, IR 4 — 1 B2 X (well defined) Y
TR TO 3 A Can R £ 5 st 3, R 040 A 1 I M
), BT LA R & 1 B8 7 4 1 — i8R 2 T M F) Ry M40
BB, B, SCRL7 IR B B R M R 2 E N
AR R E— A F B B 18 B2k 1 Diffie-Hellman 35 8¢ (deci-
sional ABDHE) [a]f .,

2.1.2 #X A5 % (Sequence of Games)

2004 4, Shoup™ $ ) T — R 8 45 BN A9 2 &V HLA3E
BIEEAR, FROV W T 5178 . “WERR T 517 ¥ B B HE 2R 1
H BEBE—-RZHINEL G .G, G HP G BBTFS
FHAE S Z BRI E LBt iR . ER SRR, X
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FENERE LB Win,i=0,1,,n, B4 Win, £
X R AR B . T3 Wins,i=1,2,--,n TR
5 Win, MG, RFUEH Pe[Win, JH1 Pr[Win. 1“9
HER” (G=0,1,,n—1), T Pr[Win, 1 His LR %
(B LIAEES) (or negligibly close), BT n B8 %, 5ol LA
it Pr{Win, | 5 BARBER“IEHEM”, ELMBIE, UK
£9, 10143 5IR] F“We xR 7 51 " RAE B T B4R T M UM &
2,

2.1.3 #&4-iE8H K (Hybrid Technique)

“BATEH " HARM B —F R AR MM A HOR B
EHE AT X4 HIR 6 REEF I RAE AR N 2 10 IR 7]
KXok, 4 Da #1 Ds HBEA20 8 THEHEITHTEATTIX
G B X —BINRERREFS D, (BT i MEBNA Da R
B HATENS — M Dy KB, i=0,1,2,,n, X
Dy=Dy,D,=Da, MPEFE X538 D ALK 5B 5
i b AN SR (single sample) , W X 438§ D w1 LUK 43 F {7
FAMESBRIR G REE D; F Disy , X 4388 D7) LU & BRI
EEM A EERAEE S, RIRX S8 D BILEN Aduy,
WA X488 DAL Da Fl Dp KX 4328 D7, AR SR
(n—DAdwp ., CERRIIZIFMARAERBERIEATET S
B BORF L2 SH U T DM ID-GKA B & 35 B 8 &2 2 FIHG [n) %2
£
2.2 FEHERA

FriBsERS , Bi g Se7r SR ARAR A vp g BB B T
MEF, REFATEART XMk LR P L2
P, SR BB AR B R S H R A SORN B0 FT LA B AR BN
MEF, WUERE T Lt R ey il 240 B B il F R
iRy, MINE R ST T8 CHEAR R R E 28
U AEALLAR (simulator) , FRARMERI P &2 258 LR AT
VB F R0 R BERBGRE S MZEERUE A S o 8138
FEARMERAFHDFDERNRS. I TEBELR
B CARTFEMEREREA RIS, CR(131E S il
5 I IR 73k IEBA T BF A S5 43 i M LTDH &y UC
e,

3 tEMReER

REFEHEANERELFENXER S AR EEE T
FEEXHFITAMBEFEN, BFTARNETFAIERR
Y IE AR, BOF B i@ T 3T Be i izh
BEARBMER. —BiNE . R FEFBRNEETH, MW
HFHRBRA R, XHENELERERTNELHE,

L1 REEH

BHEADEDPNEEANE LT RRRIESIEEHN
HLEHE , B ANER #4358 (Authenticated Key Exchange,
AKE) %%, HinfE PRI B FEAER 2 EL &
WEHM—NEILE. B RS F KRR AMEINE
(Mutual Authentication, MA) & 4, B4R 7E FRIEFT A & 1
APFERAEGEAPATUHE LR SESH.

AKE &4 R4 #i s & 2 X8, TR AFRERE
BRP WA RIFHRB S E N P EPRES, R B & 75 A
PO FRIRER .. MW T AKE %24, MA £ 0E A X
BIRRE. T MAREZERT EES5ENARAE, Fitk



MA Z2E#HEHDIIN T EENT 2B,

EZERIAASEERZ AT ReEZ 28, 5IA T
[a] %24 (Forward Secrecy, FS) 2. Bl & 438 SHh0m
KNS 5F0KHEMAME, BE & ARG d ok B AR
HMBRZ AR N SEFH, ENMANMNS 5HE KT
EHEARMER , Bk H ASBE B MR A TR AL EH i B8 2 T i 3R
BRSEES , WA 5E BT 17 % 4 (Perfect Forward Secre-
cy,PFS),

BEAHDED DB EEEENZ BRI
FH MR F % 4 (Key Compromise Imprersonation Re-
silience, KCD ., FRATA LAJEJE A b3 0 - RIS A 71 B
EFAMSEE, SLE ANEERAAMEZR.BE
R, —MNRBIZA M B & BB S 10 LA - (il Bk B
A, R, BOPHFEX - FHHAMB ARSI G FH RS K
F 3k A B R AHAMA P @@ O,

ZREESSENELT  BEADRPN - EE
REBHAITHHE TR, HES R AL HTA
S5ELFRGETE, LRSS S5E . CREAEE B
AEER B ETE A 2T E R i 2R o B B
FHSE1EE E , LUIRIE 215 2 47 0 STER A B S A AR T T
HE .

3.2 ETHNIIRMITENREER

A 1993 4F Bellare & Rogaway™ 21} BR ##I1)3k, 1 5
TWZ BREEKY R, WHFARETOLSNEN =%
LA ETEIM BPR A0 2001 4F, Bresson, Chevassut £
Pointchevall ' % A\ ¥ yH BR AR e 3] i i 1 41 B 1o FHL 3¢
BB THAFEHDR D UNITRERELER, I BCPQ
BERY, Bresson % ATERESS 9 TAE R HARE S THRAFHD
BT ER 2R, 8 T 317 GKA hillE 4
BERIUT AR T O 4AIER GKA PHE BRI 3 HiR W
THEEESS5EMARBHHE . BMS A0S BM #
FUOST 48 4k ) BM # %1201 PKC 2009, Choudary Gorantla
2 NPVBST T H641 KCT 2ok B A B 40 h i th i i 38 4
REMRL FRZ R CBN #EL,

3.2.1 BCPQ##

BCPQ B RS — MR A A A AT B o
B, FHAFADEDNTEZ N AERE T 4ER
FIEHEE L, V

(DS 53 (protocol participants)

FmES ID={U,,U;, -, U, } Bl n MEEAEHDE
WP 25F5M BB IER. P REESHENE
MR, WEHKBENEFRETHUNSSE U.CID, B4
B LA Z AN E LA REE T A EA D H
TTHR AL U, %8 si A0 35 25 ) 28 PR SR i
B RIAT

(2) K B % 4 (long-lived keys)

EBBLERT Z 8. RIZENFA P U.AUD #BE— K HF
8 LL; AR SRR FRED

(3£ ¥EHR (session IDS; SIDS)

AEBDIL B — YO A7 o 8 SRR AL TT i & i b R
SIDS(ID={SID; :U; € ID}, $th SID; RBMFMIAHH

BT s AT RE Rt # ) 2 IBUAE B — PIE T 3 e
fE B, Bt o (UESIUTARAT IR SIDS WA k.

(4) 3% (accepting)

E B LA 05 1015 8 7T RS o 238 5541 SK U
mellz, MTERwwEsimeng SK MAHHA SIDS &
AR 1A

(5) A E P14 (oracle queries)

HF o ATUKTHA oracle 7L T &, H— R
A T B

Send(TT,m) BT o/ FFHP U B0 R34 B m 3438
TP U B Bom MWL, ) Send (1T, “stare”) Rt
PHY P BT

Reveal(ID) 3250 J6 4% 4018 1 278 9 41 SK 4%
F o, SEERP LT B SER R, 8P A

1T Reveal 1], Reveal ZHZIH T D HISEFHE L,
Corrupt(U) . IX-MEWREA S U MEBRGALL, (HR

FEARIR AL S T P i A7 R o RO PR«

Test(ID) MM T 2IRBHIGE L L2, I H
AEPEATH BT R AEHEAT — K Test 2530, BN
PR ARBE M (resh) . P 01 T BEHLIATT &, 401 =1,
A5 £ SKORE BT o, 75 A — M HELECE 4

BF o,
(6) k£ & (partnering)

mEFA L TNIER T LA LTS, B
SIS NSIDSUD 70 Jus [T 71 (T2 Bk i R b
Mo 1l. MBAER Guos + =V ). Fop Ve={ TTIU,€
ID,=1.2,+m} E + = (AT ID | 1T} Aot

’

R IT =

NlamiS e
=

SADA T AT R 361, (1L,
I IT=T0 T 10 s 1R stk pe e 5 2

(D4 (freshness)

SR —ASE [T 4 0 (R BV T — i & i
#1 SKO LA R T 4 MePERM RS (D 1B S8
A EEEY; () f T H R 2 8 BA X E #AT Corrupt 7
#; (D BRI WA M BT Reveal 257 (4) WA
Ttk ft PO #EAT Reveal 1.

(8)AKE &4

BBt s P ST 2 B Game * (o, P)
SR X% b 55, BT T I R AE R oracle,

FEHBGBTTHIR — B B o 1T &I P ifﬁﬂlj?’i%
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Test #[R], 4R/ AT EAE R EHE, B/E o/l Test #J[a]
o b BRI 6, IR AdV™E () BB ZEE Y, WFREMY o
£ AKE %2/, i AdE (of, PYFRHRTRIANFEN b 1
Hd.

(9HOMA &4

MA Z2RR#ER—MTEERNHFLE RN hE—

MEENHP U, @l BEE %*HH%FQWUIEZI‘EJE@%‘?X%

GameM (o, PYSEE X MA Z4t . P UER EARTE
oracle, XFFUMY P AT EBH, R FHELR T MA(mutual

authentication) , W1 B AE— M S TT (61823491 A
SIDS(AD X &iEARL Bl PIDS(ID Sk fHAR L2 (AR

|PIDSCID) |£n—1, 42 Ado™ (sf, P) HEE R MA
BEMMEE . MR Adv™ (o, P) BT Z B, MFRHI P £
MA &4/,

3.3 ETHEILIEPEMNITEERSER

1998 4F, Bellare, Canetti #1 Krawczyk $£ 1 7 B 5 BIAE
FHD AT BT 28R, ROy BCK BRI,
BCK Z 2B RIE N T — M “EHb” M E, kAT
“BEHVEIEBA k. Shoupt™ % T BCK BRI M1k i&
TR R T E TR M 5 B4 DR R B
LA, B Shoup # %I, 2001 4E, Canetti F1 Krawczyk!®!
BHTELN CK R, HF4HH A ARSI,
AR R R TR LR AR,

EERMERED, FRE2HUFALARAMEHTH
(stand-alone) , TR S HEH U FE BFfTHE R —HINKE
M EIAREET, ML REFEAEAXRRE AR ERR,
PACRT LACA 27 AT S B AR . B R
ZEHAERIEZS AR REN L L.

2001 4, Canettil® & ¥k B 8 12 4 UC HE B (Universally
Composible Framework), UC {2 AHEM T FHELE
SCRAE TR O 1, fF 6 UC IERRZ £ L HMUFR g UC
AW, £ UCRLERR, FERHNHELEHERRE——F)
i, RE N A RO R A M I E R W Hin.
UC Z&H)— BER S YR 2B IFHEE H ALY
HE FIEREE—D RGN AT, X PR SHERRAR.
FEA A, R R B H WM B R BT I BT RN &
#T UC Z2tEMRT LIREF.

3.3.1 UC-KS##

2005 4E,Katz 1 Shin®#e UCHEE T A H T GKA E
R Foxe » FUEB T AT IBRAE bR Foxe PR T D
BT LURIE AKE Z 2 IR ARBEH Z 2, BI1HKH
UC-KSHRI, BHBHZHAE RN Fauc iR T

kRBREBH, U,,Uz, -, U)K n MBS EF, IR
FRERHFPRER. FacBITHT:

(DRI B

MMWBEF RIB (sid, pid, NewSession) 1 B J5 » IR
B 1K, WCRY B Gid, pid,U) , AR EE R % & W
R A RBC EWB T | pid| —1 FXHHHE A
H B (sid, pid,Ready) , FEXRHBHKE 2.

O BAFALE BRI ER
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LHMEEHMN YRBINEOKE. REETHEEHNE
(sid, pid,Ready) , HIRA , M7 T HAE .

MBEREBNN S S UE pid BBAEERTLME,
ARk i BAR PR Pt U TR T4 SK<{0,1}* JEFF
8 B sid, pid, SK) . ,

c MBEFHRE—MIUS G HEEFIE, T4 2 E R
MEFFEIIEE YR %W B (Key, SK), BB RN (sid,
pid,SK),

O FEHR K

MU FIRLEE FRIE R B (deliver, U, i, BAR R EUE
BEREHAENE Gid, pid, SK) I ERBRB T U € pid. IR
S, WA U, BEM B Gid, pid, SK), BN, 285X &
HE. ’

Ws5EER

MEMLIEE YT HES5H U € pid, T HFEXH
— &M BIEF (sid, pid, SK) , F BB R L B A R LS
U;, B R 0K SK RRAHIUEE v BN BB EE AR
AT T B AR

EINSCRRL 26 1 FTiE 1B , Katz #1 Shin R T AR
BHHEMNEBHAFADEH N ELER S E X, E
Katz I Shin FF %A 45 5 B A2 248 B, th B IE R
A MNAEMITNEB T REZEK.

UCZERBEEANNE LM, EUANLHETHU
T, —MATHRERIES S ALV E LA EH4
(trusted set-up) , FABBRMZS 57 LIViE BT E
FREBRRPIGE S, R & T HA LR EDR B L.
XA R LT R EERR, A HBREER R
HA3S% 8B (CROERL B EM (KROAER FH AL Bif
(BB % (Timing) BRI 2,

Bl REFEH R B S84 UCKS MR R A T
R AR R B, 7E BT B BORE - A R R R L, R RS
RETIRBEA R X AHRIER 5% T — B A B30
VO REMEIT XA R, 710 HBA T RN
Zi4 P AA AKE © 4, 3 B RS HLPUE M MR F ook A

SRIE KENAFEADRNTZRH, N E 2%
S F LR ST R EA . B HREAFEBWTENSE
BRI ERARNR BT BIZ—., KR, B FHAE
AHER RSB LS 2, BT R 2R TT
EXFETSBHZLER, IRIFZ &SR TFEMREN
MR, H5h, MSZHE AR, IR AN BN ELHEIFEAR
FHEUMUAE I & ML AL PR b, T B4 T
BB REEE, ik B & T F IOk #1T
43¥, N BLBF ST UC HE4E R 40 & 58 B A 0 R R BB 58
HZ—,
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