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2. 2 o7

SAML (Security Assertion Markup Language)< 1 E| ¥
Aol m=zUA B AR wEE XML{117)6ke] §&
o2 g2 AlA® o] wo Muja F% §89) 7t
F3x XML 2 g HRE JI€dte % dojoih
9 Ao A#7t B2C, B2B 522 FHYAAD A
Nz AolE9L AY FE AlOEVE 2EA=EE o
& Ads F4E 5+ e B¢ Arst o FEY o
g4 BF Aol2A 43 2447 4F ZIZEEH
o 3EM4E 2F MY £FH ¢ Ad 2L &9
37 3} SSO(Single Sign On)71% E& AFstzn
t}. SAML 2 OASIS XML E¢F Aula & $43
(OASIS XML - Security Service Technical Committee)©l}
A EF3 AYL J#HWstn U}t Browser-driven
interaction, XML Message transfer, Remote authorization 9]
use case = 7] B 02 &t} Browser 7|HHY] SSO E7
ME AAgAY OHE:R FEo BAAH 27HA
ek 29 ARE I o|FdtA Aok ZFHH
2 22 web site 914 2 A}EAE destination web site
A T EEEARE AXA Yol He Aotk 2
@A A& FBEE e-business HIEHINA BFsAl
FEBHA golx Hch T XML WAA AF @7
A SAML € XML digital signature[2]& 7]%¥o2 3=
authentication 3% attribute 5 7]¥2 02 3} authorization
< AFc

2.1 SAML &} =

SAML[3] assertions, protocol, bindings 9 374 B
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A3l request L response & HOFE o]Fo] o}
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ARE ¥ AUt
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BINDINGS /
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2.2 Assertion

Asserion © 3AA 3 X2 s F Udth
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AstgS u ol 8Ho] AT FH st of
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E4 AT IS FAANG.
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Fatnal ste FAAE EFE F QoA F2 T4
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3§ oF J|EF ARE JehlTd, atribute E
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o UL O 2 <AttributeStatement>= HA]E  subject
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AttributeDesignator 9} Attribute € attribute 2 72 TH
AttributeDesignator =  attributeNamespace ©lA] attribute
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2.3 Protocol

SAML Protocol 2 request 9 response 5 7H9] B o
Z o]§o] Rt} PEP (Policy-enforcement Point)$} PDP
(Policy-Decision Point)®] A}©], authentication authority 9}
client program 9] A}o], 1¥] 3 attribute authority <}
client program  Ato]o|A  ALEET} <Request>
authentication, attribute, 12} 1 authorization queries =
attribute 2 X @8t g3, 7} request = FLHE
response o] ZtZt o} 3] @t} Protocol X assertion 3 F
Q87 EE element E= FHEY.
<RequestAbstractType>, <Request>, <ResponseAbstract
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a1, O Hol <Staams>7tF EErh <StatusCode>,
<StatusMessage>, <StatusDetail>2] W&<& F3al|A 4
B0E FdFT. Z2429] response = Y subjcet 9
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4. Simulation
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