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2. RBAC (Role-Based Access Control)

RBACol@ o ¥o) 7|wtg F3 Ag3e] Al=d A
o E HIE Aoste N1WE Fhe RerAM £
ARE HZd ol277HA &ud d77 WPHL
. #x RBAC; 294 RBAC: , RBAC: , RBACs
dageisd (1]

A7tz

-

Role RBAC,
hierarchy

signment
(PA) 1

[Z¥1] RBAC 2%

233



2003 % 3+=-3 B oet3] § stk E=E4 Vol 30, No. 1

[231]2 RBAG 94 RBACZHAIY BdE ZFHHe
2 393 3 vl RBAC, 22L& oldg} o] a7l9 7
M2 FALE

L N2Re AEREA A AR UEh

c z23We] A3 vehie n49 A%
A2 E 2e

Users(U)

Roles(R)

Permissions(P) : A&d g g F2 4%
D g B AR e AUE §
B AdoA FoAE 14 o
9] roled ¥A3 A2 4

Sessions(S)

RBAC, 292 RBAC, 294l role hierarchy 7I'd&
F713te zH e AR A7 AFE WIIHE role T
o Fz2 4A FHoz ALFG 29 roled 39 role
9 BHL B4 A4 ¢ Y. RBAC; 2Ee F
7}2 constraints & XY@cl.  constraints 7MES
RBAC 2¢ Z 7l AY 23 RAE 4 e A
2224 olg HE4E T A2 FY ALAI} MR wiE
A role & ¥F B F guE separation of duty’t
91t RBAC; 29 RBAC; , RBAC, , RBAC; 29%
8% 2dojt,

3. RBAC 7|9t} Bt deiet

AAY B Axde B BIR Fe vel 2F 5
Aoz B A B T2y Jadol
= Aol met A Al g o B o2 Ay
28 BAY Y7t QA EACIAE e AN =
2a9¢ e Wol TzadL dado=dA €
9. olei@ wAe ¥} o2 Az A% 714l
AR} Aol HEE A2de FAHE dUS 7
a2 W A4 Folg shed Yo}  BY2R 3
gac. E¥ B N29Y BT A8 v A
del oteld $HE o)Ak Bk BN ol§ W
a7l A N2Y 2227 PoH 5HE BAY G
27} g

31 Zt AN 94

RBAC 22& niued A& 3o 2z 7AA<

Y2 g otelis} Fo] AT

Users(U) : B¢t 93 249, Alad FFA , A&
¥ 9§

Roles(R) : #x 1wt &8 A (Top Security
Manager : TSM) , B¢t @A
(Security Administrator : SA) , 2.¢t
A2¢ #F2 (System Vender : SV)
Alzd A 4ol ZE (Autonomous
Module : AM)

Permissions(P) : {Operations} * {Objects}

3.2 Role Hierarchy (RH)9 +4

O : role
@ . private role

[2¥ 2] Role Hierarchy (RH) 74

[238 2] & Z°] Role Hierarchy& 743t 2z role
xe AA 715 =g agolAH SAE SV AM
o] 7184 AL A&w=d F A F47 dF
Aoz 2FHA g B ANayg B 7% AMe]
BE $£830 O 71%& SV, SAE A& el AM9
da ¢AA SV & SAd o 38 £ At

dF Eol 4 WMEEHEH dYdHs A2dE N
o access control table?] F#H& AMo¢] 38 + 3l
. a3y AMol Al 7l%& AU $£334x] Rie

234



20034

= A B3] B sk T4 Vol 30, No. 1

AL o 7l5L SV £& SAd IME FIYPHoF
4 dth

AM'® AMS] private role 2A SV SAdiAle 2
Ado] A&FolAA o o7 Hz B #A
TSMell Algr 2 dgo] A&dAch agsted AME Mgt
#gae & FMY SV SAY ol xS AAY F
Ade THE A ok

B So] SV Z& SA7E B Aade] (gAY F
e A E(factor) & F4F A$ AM'2 SV &2
SA9 olgld Yo 2§ ARE AL B¢ HE
HE AL AA A7IHEAM TSM A 2 A5& L¢F
%t} [3]) SVe private role?l SV'e] g & o
gto] duo] sleatsl AM'T SV'e] AL TSMe| ¢
A A&

3.3 Separation Of Duty (SOD) Constraint 4%

2938 Abgro] 27) o]A+9 conflicting role® #HE5E
A2 3246l HdAF role hierarchy:s 2 2v|& %A
gk, & U] SA role # SV’ role, & SA role
3% AM’ role€ FAlol HASFCAE B BAY FH e
A% AAe 2 71%¢ AAsA ok oA o8
& conflicting role setel @A SOD constraintg® 4
Astm o] TEE ¢ste]l RCL2000& A48 4 3
. [2]

34 system A7) Fo] 7% ¥4

=1

324} A AEg AM'Y 1§ A FA3H 74 o
stez [2¥ 319 e 2 AAE Permission 7HAE 3
#& BA.  Operation (OP) 7R& % Object (OB]) 7N
2 MEFE Permission®] M5E {OP} » {OB]J} 7} ®©}.
{714 OP, x OBJ]: Permission ©| security critical &
98 () °lg 7HAsa AM’
function call$ sequence operation® 2 W3] 4=3] A]7]
¥ routineg F7gth w4 SV U SA 7t P& F3s
AM' role enable Hlo] &A| wol 71%& St
o} [3], [4]

role2 enable A7)

ksl
€

Permissions
(P}
Operations Qbjects
(oP) (osJ)

[2¥ 3] Permission 7A# e 74

4. 4 R ¥ 47 A4

E =R B A2d FFAS A2 AAE AL
g mEo #HeaA 7|&9 B #FA FlE2 =
dstgen ng@e A RBAC 71¥e =939
o] B3 n¢ AA" A4 FBF upgraded ©l
g Zt Bt FAY 4E AAE & WAL B
gt N2d"o g oy 24 wAste @y Wete
At stgTh o WAE vx2 F H BIMAY F
AR zdztel A4 Axdgo] HEL 53 AT 4]
gF AAZ Fevth

2 a B Y

[1] R. S. Sandhy, "Role-Based Access Control
Models”, IEEE Computer, pp. 38-47, Feb., 1996

[2] G. ]J. Ahn and R. S. Sandhu, "Role-Based
Authorization Constraints Specification”, ACM
Transactions on Information and System Security, Vol.
3, No. 4, pp207-226, Nov., 2000

[3] J. B. D. Joshi, E. Bertino and A. Ghafoor,
"Temporal Hierarchies and Inheritance Semantics for
GTRBAC", In Proceedings of SACMAT'02, California,
USA, Jun. 3-4, 2002

[4) R. S. Sandhu, “Role Activation Hierarchies”, In
Proceedings of 3rd ACM Workshop on Role-Based
Access Control, Virginia, USA, Oct. 22-23, 1998

235



