H33E F23H it ®E NI E 2007 £ 12 R
Vol.33 No.23 Computer Engineering December 2007
c BEWAK - XEHS: 1000—3428(2007)23—0163—04  SCHRERIRED: A R E4HS . TP309

510275

New Logic for Analyzing Security Protocols
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Abstract This paper presents a new logic which can be used to analyze security protocols. There is no necessity to idealize protocols when

analyzing authentication protocols, which can avoid analysis errors caused by informal idealization. The new logic can be used to analyze

accountability and fairness in electronic commerce protocols including the real-world protocols. The process of analyzing protocols is concise and

can be implemented automatically.
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