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Abstract: In the distributed computing environments such as wireless network, the key exchange protocol with
mutual authentication is critical to the following secure sessions between communicators and more attentions are
paid to the provability of the protocol security. A mutual authentication key agreement protocol, MAKAP (mutual
authenticated key agreement protocol) is proposed. The security of the protocol is proved in Bellare-Rogaway’s
model and its computation cost is also analyzed. MAKAP has advantages over other protocols in its security
provability and only spends moderate computation cost, so it is quite practical.
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AR, A B B B B P SOR B VR O TE 4R M5 1R b — P I 22 & X R A E S8 A5 XU B 4 F 2 S L 2 B EA I L,
AR b A7 AR B 3% B g S ol

T X FR A B AR IR P TR A AR BRI = AN KA, B — AR A AU AT . 2
XL SUAS T S R I, 25 B BN P R M g s T ) R, TR T AR SRR B AR B B R S SUSA AATT R
B R R B A BT R TE ZR R B I B AN 7 58 R SCHR[1,2]. 78 SCHER[2] 7 42 H (9 1 BUE I T v B R SR 48 A 2k,
EX AN B B AN, T BARSEAFTE interleaving BUiki 76 SCHA[ 1], Wong 55 A 125 47 2 7 Wil vl LATE A
F oA RS I, T H AR T R ZHRG F AT R (23X AN 7 ERF M IFAS F 4Rk it 2 B4 T i vr
¥ RMELT.

7ELME TG4 8 15 B A B AL W R R Al B AR SCER T — AN R ELAIE 19 %5 43 1 7 1 i MAKAP(mutual
authenticated key agreement protocol), J: 7 Bellare 1 Rogaway HIAR BIP- R IE B 2 22 4 10 55 1 144 T MAKAP
WY 56 2 T 7E Bellare-Rogaway A NiE I T B IS 28 3 W R BT T %P m sz .

1 MAKAP 5%

AFTERE T — AN B R A B AE B % H P P il ——MAKAP(mutual authenticated key agreement
protocol) MY, i% B 7E Bellare-Rogaway ¥ &L~ A] LAIE B & 1 22 1.

7E MAKAP il 1,84 W 2% 3 IR 45 3% B H — X 259 (PK 5,SK 5), o o' PK & B KA HH,SK s 2 B FIFLEH; A4
M PHAE — A KR o % PR TE B R BRSO MUK RIE F5E . G — U s =0 1E B AU IE
g 1EN B AT 84 B P aiE B ey g2

Cert(A)=(ID,,8,p,q,8" 1D 1,8,P:49,8" } g, -
IR 2525 w1 45 A% 502
Cert(B) =(IDy, PK 5, {IDy, PK 3} ., -

A T G B R B FE R 4 B SO AT B BEAEUE B A — MR R S R R IE B A

S0 D 1 TR,

Mobile user (a) Visited network (PK3,SK3)
g", Cert(B), {Cert(B),g"},,,

Check Cert(B) and verify sigs ¢ yer{0,1}

decrypt x and verify Cert(A4)

if not 4, terminate

{x}prsia,Cert(A)}

1 n((g°Y)=ha(g™
xep{0,1}F p  Clsccompare 18 )=h2(g™)

if not equal, terminate

SK=H(g""™) else go on the processing SK=H(g""™)

Fig.1 MAKAP protocol
B 1 MAKAP fiX

MAKAP #il. Rk 4,B 2K PIA S SERATE H b 4 ZH B &M% RSS2

() M B BHLERE —A ye (0,1} 35 & IFER Cert(B)— &, HACKRHAM — M FEES4
{Cert(B),g"} .. .B 1l g, Cert(B)F {Cert(B),g"} FEIEL A.

(2) A K& B BT B4 I E 1<g'<p &5 AL MR ARSI 4 A 211 B EAT, 3140 4 190 48 v DA UE A
BT AT W, i T — 2.

(3) 4 BEHLIEFE A x<— {0,115 £ H B 1A PKg N3 . A T () Fla=h,(g¥),FFH x I3 ofil Cert(4).4 ¥4
{x} pi, Pl {a, Cert(A)}, 161545 B.

(4) B 1] SK fift 5 {x} pye, I x 8% {, Cert(A)}, 3143 a=h(g™)FI Cert(A).5R)a B KA Cert(A), W RA B,

sigp
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W4 BINK A AW IoAF, 28 1 U AT A5 W5 T —25.

(5) BitH B=h((g")") IR E 2 FBCEI K oH S5 T A, B Bl W IE T EAR 4 Rik ik
1), 45 AR BRI BRAT I3 5 P DIE A 3ok A5 0, 4k S AT 25

(6) B hy(g%) I RIS A MEAIME B

(7) A VHEL hao(g), 975 B R IEIE KB 2 A A A 25, AR 0k 1 8T 245 o5, 46 0 P 30 3R 5 1 B AR %
AHEA N, E R LAE B 2] U8 S if 4.

(8) A Fl B 43 M- 251 % H SK=H(g™™).

Ry (), ()R H()HSHE 0,13 — {0,131 B8 o6 350, e A0l AR e SE B4 i B ML oracle. 2 rf H() MR A 4
BT H R SK e T DU ST R SKOW x Ay IR LA B g™ (W LL B 55 A 53 A0 755 2 AN B P AR %
h(g™YTI A& g, &k T B 1k Hijacking %k

2 MAKAP i R L L/

T 1 7¢ Bellare-Rogaway B8 R UFE B PR (1) 2 P AR XA R P — AN M A RF L E—MHP & 1, Flk
S 1 AT AR IR T 2 5 AT B 7 BUIR S5 48 AT 5 AN P BUIRS AR AR AN e S H k1)
LA R A ETH EART 1,501, .

E X 1. MAKAP 2 —A =764l P=(17, %,LL). Ho v 17 PR LL #2EAEE 1 AN N1 22 300X () R 280 770 X
AN P AT A P SO [ IR 55 28 I3RS LL 58 SCANATHI 46 40 H - 55 P 45 iR 5% 28 K30 5 4.

VI ESEAGIE TN i IRV i B

(m,8,0)=17(1*,4,B,SK ;,PK 4,PK s,conv,r),
Hh 1*eN 2 N2 eBH Acl, T BB NS Bel, £ R B 5 .SK,e (0,1 SR 4 (KR
B.PK,e{0,1} O{*} R A KA P08 4 WA K AH.PKpe{0,1} O} 38R B IR A4, s
T B WA KA re (0,132 —NBEYLELILK EARSZ BRELme (0,1} Oy Rpm T 4 FIRERIES NS
B M5B, 6 e {A,R*} RZ " AME MU E A7 RN H2 “R7FnHE 4, R B H W4 1038 %A 0 H e
E.oe{0,1} U KR A IFAH ¥ (private output).

AN A T ()R TIC) TR A AR TP ) 3R TIC) S 2 AN AL TPC) R ) 35 3 N .

PR K1) 52 X (m, S, 0)=11 (14,B,4,SK 5,PK ,PK 4,conv,r), Se -p REANF 5 (185 U5 T8 5500 1R 2540,

LL B3N & M2 (SK,PK)Y=LL(1%,1,r), 3" te {client,server}, 7% 75 SEAR IR 55 43 S5 B 70 0 80 h, 0 5 ¢ RO (E B2
client, I8 4 SK &t — ANV ICHL(g.p.g.0) e p F1 g #0250 H p MK BER k 2045 glp-1:¢ £ 2, hiIG
2 HI 2 gia 52 N Z\OY P BENLIEI I T E PK S g (48 g" Bl A W PK 220 T 238 77 8, H S ] T4 % 2
A AR R ¢ BIHIE server, 84 LL R BCR (] 00 (5 h 2 Ik 45 s i 1D 85 0T

EX 2. “RM4K T (benign adversary)”. LI IR — A 0 58 18 00 285, R IX AN 0 4% 2 R (T
— R ULIBAT 25 RIS, AN EAF 1) oracle A 582 AH [F] 1 23 16 B 8H). TN T8 —AN (G, j,s,0) e I, x I x Nx N AF1E
— AN E BB AR DR B AT I RS SEHLAE 1T RN, 2 AR IAAR R

EX 3. EEMSIE. e R=2p-1,% P Z2—A R 8 B M BB E RN N PAT P%IE
PN oracle 77; RV, JLm 177 22X i SO, W) o 43 U IO B 22 0P 90 20 i C A C' 3R,

(1) CHHAZE C LR WRAAAE 1<t <<t  Ma,, By, By, By, 1T C RIS Z
(7054, ),( 73, 123 ), o( T2p*2’ﬁp71’ap 1C T SE( 7y, 00, 1) T5,05, By ) o Tap3:p ’ﬂp*l ).

(2) C Wifx izt CHILR S WRAFAE g <7 <..<t,  Ma,, B ,a,, By B, MiFF CHIFTHZ
(71,00, 873,05, 5) - (Tapsa s B )Ty @) *).

C TR IE( 70,4, )72, 1305 )se oo Ta) 00 B, 40 ,) AR C JE CHIVLRC &2 15, C 5 C (VL FL 2> 3, AR IX
PIA oracle 17, R W', A7 DLRC ) 2 3 DL RS 2 1 8 ST M2 rh E S SR A5 LR L.

TEX 4. VLRSS 15 & NoMatching” (k). 23— MY P AR Bt & E (450 R AT I R AR A — N3
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IR oracle REERZRE(HBAT — AN EMATUCEL M 2 1E 1) oracle 17 46 KI5, FROX A (19 45 1 J& AN VE AL 1)
(non-matching).

1ok, FeA1145 i Bellare-Rogaway 5 7 B41 R 55 47l 37 Bip ML 1K) 22 42 5 X

EX S, —ANE YIRS P=(T, ¥,LL) & 24 1, 0 R a2 F 51 25K

(1) K& il (well-defined protocol). 7> KRB A7 AE K 15 DL T ,oracle I7; Al ¥, 75 W I 45 A I #5
b T E 2 RAS, HIH A RS 1% 8.

(2) SERkAE TR W BGE#H E MR ERE IR oracle A VLT A 431G, I8 4 ABATTHR . b T2 52 R,
LA A [ 09 25 05 2 .

(3) W3 L BN NoMatching(k) i A 2 2 1] Z W& (7).

(4) 1R4P 3 BF 1Y 2535 55 4 .advantage (k) & 7] 2 11

XA T A5 G0 n] 2% R I R SRR — AN S R B (k) A2 1] 2B [¥] (neglectable), Q1T SR 0 REAS >0, 7741
k>0 4845 %5 TG 14 bk, (k) <k ©.

AR ep BT AT S A TA] 0 AH T30 75 #0852 Bois 2 (145 ). 76 Bellare il Rogaway AR b Mook Znl LLE. A
B MHIBR . AR 0 AT Ao 3 R, AR AT AR A AR B i J 8 A AT ] 25 15 3 003 43 0 ) FLIX /N BBt BBE 4L T
Wi # KD reflection Bifi . interleaving i F1 hijacking M it v RE.

ER 1 R LENAAINE T, BT ZRPUhZ I 0 [ HE K377, 2T DH 5, MAKAP
Pl

FIE I MAKAP 0 B0 — A 0T DA IE 12 81 B 7 B, 355 ZE00E WS i A2 o U AN S Et 248 T

3132 1. MAKAP WS R L.

TE 44 T R ORI AE oracle T, R, 2 0] A7AE — A RAEBGE IR A B JUR G S R et b
(1) 35l L, T AN 23 % e e o P 5 L HEAT AR 5 J MAKAP W LI 3 7380 £ 45 SR AR I Aok, 175 1, g 3k
1FFFEM 236 %80 SK = H(g™"™) 3 A/ oracle # 4 T #2520 T L MAKAP 2 —/NRE XM O

3132 2. MAKAP 13 53 345 X7 2 A S [m] £

TE B i 58 UK AT 2,808 I R, 2 WA AT AR IR 1 oracle, & ATTH AT VT AT ¥ 25 1 44 DM ISR B ik, 25 17
(R # W AEARIE S 1 ANE RS 115 )5, 1T, GEAR X S SV 5t AR . 1 P st DL B R 8 4 W, (¥ 40
it .oracle ¥, AEAR AL vF S A5 BRI DAL T HOIRZS, R4 17, 01 20 A S A B A R 17 0 9, S St i AT
PB4 B 1 58 AT LLIE 3 &R0k, JF HAAE MR 2 5 %40 SK = H(g“H) . O

I LRSI 2 YA, LE AT I 4 R i RN S S L SR AT P B4 MAKAP BRSO I 1.
TR TR I BT AT A E R R

5138 3. MAKAP PR3 AE 8 A TIE & 1625 (1 B 4, B B2 — A vl AH BAE 1 B

LI I A R ILAE S LA B, BAE T — A2 2 kR A A B mifEsE 2 AN B, 4
W V() kR W S B0 (R R 3 DH B, AT A A RSV X AME 2. 51 EE 3 [AIE W4 43 1 i -3
4y HEAT SEAF B IR 45 1) P B2 6 1 IR A0 0 B 03 CUE, AR 5 7 UE B P A 1 e 45 S 4R AR DUIE.

R 1. WRAFAE R AN T84 7 4 B T A1) A 3245 E.

E WA A B (0 — IR S Sk BB NoMatching” (k) W& AN ] 20 1.8k E Boas e sh, an e ffi 5 — A4
BT AR oracle IT; SEHZS2IRZS MBA — D W, BEA LRI S 1E XM ORIA E IISGE T 11, 4 E
Wi MRy Pr{E™} A AR, Pr{E"Y = n(k) ,JerF n(k) f&—ANAS0] Z0E 1 55 3L

M E R334 )5 BB FAE AL s T I & AN ] 2B 1) B 58, D B0k F,G N Sig Yl i 885,
FIHE: G oA F ¥ 25 4% F 3 55 (PSK,SSK) . 15t 5 F PSK AE i NI th it F .

BUAE, F IR E N I Pk Fescdk je 1, P50, E GBI B 1T GE/NREE ) j A s). F PR HEE i, JF
G B jAMRIT SEARR S S5 8% A SN PSK 160 j AR F B3R E E BTN,
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TR E . F RIH% 4 oracle sig 5 Bh 5244k j 012566 1) A i, LA S8 W 0h ZER 456 E (¥ .

B E WSt T oracle IT; B ALERN % 7y, E ] A CEAE BB T ¥4 804 7, > 7, I AR SWEN KR
Mg A IR XA BB T A8 4 CLRT A BT W I I 4 F AT e AR DA 3 T S F A . SRX
AMERF BLRTARER 7 2k, kA v, AT O 4 2 itk SR RS BN % 7 < 70 B4 F SO B 21X
MBI L oracle 2. I, BABABETE 7, > 7 W 207 A, BG4 MBBE, 17 Rl W, 2 ) B0 G G £ £33
¥ E AT Bt 1T (R, F R

T2, F R E B mfs B OIS MR 2 0 2 n(k)/ g x (1- A(k)) ,FoH A(k) = Priz, < 7,} /& ] 205 K 4.
X AR R 4 L 2 A (BB T LA, (k) S T 20 1L B E et 175 e AR AN K. O

R 2. RRATE—A E W LAEARRIR B i) A S AIE AT EE T ZEIS IR ¢ il g K oracle 775, AE LA
7 B A 19 B FEAHAUE 4 DH il {8 AT LLTE KBOM [ 1R I8 1] Py it o, EL e 2y 1 W 2% Ay

IE B0 ) NoAuth ™ 7515 B0 A7 76 I DL T A7 46— AN IR 55 3 581 W', 26 DM SGAAT O e ), e b T4
AR AR TIT LA AT A D C 1K) 25 35 1 P S0 7 A7 2 I8 3K A S0 52 SUT R A 1) B H AR AIE ()5 L. TR B
AT LU NoAuth™ 273N B 1) A B AEIAGIE (475 00, B 78 350 eh 3 47 E IR 00 R A7 26— AN KL 1T 26 itk
TTHR05 I B T BRI ) £ 3 B 528 52091, A

N HE M Pr{Noauth™ |—~Noauth™} i 5 #s KL T & M {g”},, ZJaHWE a=h(g¥) W RX k4%
PRI UE R (B o8B EHIA R 4 RI% M IB 4

o XA BT fE R E ORI R AN A B JLHEAT T g K oracle 70, HL by () B KR 1 B4
Wﬁ%ﬁwmmm%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ<

o WiH g’ ELLRTHAS oracle TR 20 )i M AR — L AX M) T o' UGHIZE LB T ¢ B4 g
WMﬁ%M%Iﬁﬁ%.

sigp

o EiF ML HBH W ¢ Ik ih & A(g™) ™ L IEH W R 2. & B 2 fe = 42 h(e®) 4N
EventPH I 4

Pr{NoAuth®® | ~NoAuth**} < Pr{ Event“®" + ;i/l + l, .

TERGIEWIE R T B 18 x 25 DU IR B8 RS TF 51 g 4ot ol LABELIE$ x JF 1) B &I

X AR Rt A U, B RS x SR S AL RETH S g A2 K. o, d A E. O
M i 8 1 A i 2,51 B 3 AL, B MAKAP S — AN AT AT EGIE A P i O

5138 4. MAKAP HiSC ] EAORE 57 6 (1) 25 135 25 4.

O FH I AR B B o BT LAAERSS ) ¢ 9, LA ER & A A5 0 Test 73 1035 16 0 20 084 St 6 1E B, B LA K
SO 21 Ry s D) P LS ] 2086 FF) Ak 2 i DHL i) 8.

HOHN R B HC )2 BTt S B BAT — 5 Oy BEALE 5T o 50 R e SR80 53 L 21 %8 SK=H(g™™), it 46 8K
BEARAS g A UL TE Test 2540 75 Bk o 1 g IO,

PP BRI, B IRAT g HOMEL AL AU o} o, BRAT o OF TSR B, Hhy T8 B0 20 9 n 35 4 0 2 22 4 11, i
DAICRGE = v] L 2008 AR Bl Brhi 35 v LU g B g8 13 3] g™ 4 AskH Feon 75 H(g™ ™) F Ak ME% Pr{dskH} £
AR R IR B R, Pr{dskH} > &/2 44 B8 Test 31 (1) B KA B0 73 WA B9y - Test(IT,1) R Test(¥, j) ,
HEA

Pr{AskH} = Pr{AskH A (3i)Test(11,i)} + Pr{AskH A (3j)Test(¥, )} .
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B I o i w0, BAESS 1 4 f5 B @ i A E, Pr{dskH N (F))Test(¥, j)} X AT LASY
Pr{dskH N (F))Test(¥,))}
= Pr{dskH A (3j)Test(¥, j) A NoAuth*>*} +Pr{dksH A (3j)Test(¥, j) A Event "¢} +
Pr{AdksH A (3))Test(¥, j) A ~(NoAuth*** V Event"""¢)} .
b NoAuth** FoRAE WM BAT LLG A7 — A P S 48 52 oIR8 T AT — AN IR 45 4 5191 R e A7 DR TR 1) 25 0
1t Event "2 J R BEAT N RIS 3 4 RIVFAE. A poc=Pr{Noauth*™ pyog s =Pt {Event" """} 245

Pr{AskH A (3i)Test(I1,i)} + Pr{AskH A (3))Test(¥, j) A—(NoAuth** v Event"""¢)} > % ~ Pore = Prosssg -

ALK 5P oracle W', B IT; 3R, Test(11,0) WA R AT IR IS ¥ W) 58, I 0 7E NoAuth*™ il Event ™™
A XA AW A B — ARG A S (R AT 0%, B A X B DL I Test(17,1) A W) AR AT fig 2k AR
1M, @) Test(¥, j) A—~(NoAuth** v Event™™* ) FAl 1) A ARk SO AT REAT Test(I1,0) f ). T 26

Pr{dskH A (3i)Test(11,i)} Zz—pm = PNomsg >
TE5E A WIs I v] LUR I, Test(/7) TEiX L O & HUE T T W A g%g", v 5 g, |l

ay a 8
Pr{dskH : g¥ < (g ’gy)}zz_pSZ(f = Pomsg >

k2 Ui, CDH 1 {8 1T LhFH &/2=pac—pivonse PS5 K A . O
I 1 WE AR S 1~5 3 4,2 1 KoL O

3 X MAKAP i B)SE A ERE

AR Y — AN ET AR UAIE B 25 53 10 735 10 MAKAP, JE7E Bellare 1 Rogaway FIBER T, iEH)%T MAKAP #}
TR 22 A 30 3ok 6T B 23 AT T 60, 06 R 45 i i oA U, % B A B HEAT BT SRS AR SR 1 N LT — Y
TRBOZH by=g" FIE— AN T84, Ui 3028 2 AN B AT — IR A HIIR 3B 5 */J\#Xffl\ﬁ”% BHE. —
VAEPIRAE . —URIE I by=(g"Y M REFB S () N AT S 4] AT — BRI S b= — X
FEICIZH b, - by UL —KHANIE S H () S it >R, T AT (038 S04 B 3058 1 AN B BRI 1,
T — KIEARIE S a\=(g") —IREPIE S b () « — IRA I E S S — RN 2608 50, v 5 5 16 %
%H,%‘&i&ﬁ*%ﬁ%‘ﬁié% =g —RMIRIZH a, - a, M— KIS H() .

FLep E 2 0] LU S 45 st 7, 88 20 P u] LUR) I A AR D) B0 T 5 R AT 56 0 5 7 48 44 1 B LA

jz,mﬁu%ﬁiﬂ% Rabin %4, B4 572250 5 — KT 7 s SN SKABEF 5 AR K18 A 4.

3 A AR KR 0 2 T AR S R R e 45 s it 0 A ) 2 SR AR 3 T R R ek s B L i e AR
s FOECH ) s 5B TT RS AN K 1z 5. R 1 MAK AP P B3 8 v (1 52 AR L.
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