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%, 718 A BAA AEH PYPES o] f3o}
T g FAFTEH 71EY CC(Common
Criteria)[1]19) % $-°1= EAL1%E EAL77H %
& EF3ta glon, EALS o4 n5FS
7l AdXe FAEH PPES AEdorw 3
¥t T2EE9 Z$, FDR[Z), Murphil3], NRL
Protocol Analyzer[d] 3% #2 AIYAF =+ &
Abg-3te] Hol T2 EZ APAH L B4 AL
e Ug EA%Y A", Bot £A9AAYG 22
B¢ Aj2de] A E AY¥Hoz HAsln H
3l =T FolryE 44 ¥
wetr], B =FdaE B Alxade gHAE
A5e7] 9% BURde PAHeLE MYy,
BardE MdASn dAHE 247 4
SEW(Safety Evaluation Workshop)d] A F=
9} SPR(Safety Problem Resolver) A3 ZAZE=TF
o AWy 2 75 dsl 28 nA o

2 =%9 oA REL o&7 2o FAHY
At A 2FME BAEDS Hejith A 3 A
e RUANAHY gAGE AFde PHS
Ao A 4, 5FAE ByaRde dAAYS
B2AE7 93 SEW(Security Evaluation
Workshop) #+%¢ SPR =7¢] s 7+e¥s] A7)
33, Al 6FAAME IEEd MAC 79t HIEA
2948 SPSLE gAst AN E B4 dAE
Atz nixivtoz FAE 2 FF A7HEE A
Alstaz sho.

II. &%

l.¥¢dwd

Htold foje i FHASA A& &
I Stk Helold dwtd oz wWA, FE4, 7t
249 30 242 UEsE £o]2 AEHe 2
2 AekB]l Ao #E, ALEAMY vIAH R} ]
A7LAIN Al =&EHA Fololsle £AE U@
. ‘FHA oI, AMEAY 22 glo), FHe o
g Az} ojFoA A golol AntE £4& YE
Aok zgla vhEAdeld AlgxzE AAE &)
T MH2E o]&Y 4 gloot e FAHE Y
ettt o & B9, Ao HEHA FRBE ol &
el AlEdE EfoldEZR, AdRsE Add
H&A g Mu|AE ol&d 4 glojor 3ol
Hetrdg Hogde FHS 2 JIA7E AA T,
gutxgo g “Hotm o, Hob AlAwel HjhA
STFARE didt AYH gHolv'Eln HeHo
FAtH6E]. AAME Adgsld, Berwdold i A
CEAE Dol wto Al ztRo]oldlE QFAEY o
g AYH HA 2dg dudint HIBAE A
SLEAFEAS 71toeZ A (object)] I FA|

(subject)®] HZ& FAIA "o AEFARE
2 B wE A A HRAZE BEFE F 3
1=

1) DAC(Discretionary Access Control) :
43 H2BAE FAd HIUg ge A
Aol A& & A= Pyt

2) MAC(Mandatory Access Control) :

ZAE HBALT FA9 Bl & FA5
dasad s AAY wddo2e umsiel
Het Ao 3e HIEA FEO 93] AT
A e wolrt.

3) RBAC(Role-Based Access Control) :

RBAC 292 A18x7F 543 J8& LobA
I G T FUYE AZE HdASa Yok
of AL T3l FA it AA HZE FA

I ¢AAE BN, oA dF AgH
g ‘Bdrd’'s MEA A Sl go=
A2 ‘RtRdolgtE foE A XY HEW
EZ o|FoA Utk A WA AZXZIEE EHUA
2519 A& eyl A%, ‘A" Bt A
(System Security State)’ o]t} 'AEl'@ BFAIA
do EAee AR AA, #d, AHEa A 5
£ Jtelglt. F WA ZAXJEE HIEATE
(Access Control Rules)elth A #ix HIXJEE
"B ¢ 7] & (Security Criteria)’ o]t} ‘B 712 o]
T B Axge] mMEFdHof e 4L JEY
o},
2. RAA 29 AAA AF Bl

BA2de GAde A Ad, & =%
AqME FIFH/NAZ B2 Y& e
WA F@deZI Al de ARe AAE B
G BH'E T FEF AHEA AA, #Hd, HS
g & ¥ gtk 2 bF2 HI AT
oA FHE T AT AdolE HPSHA
oo vhA ), Bt ago] PAE BEE /I
71 A7E S Auste B =gieA
g AFsA "ot ‘GAQold B SA4FAA
g 4ol Aujs e Z&e gugg. P& T3
W, 32 43S 23 Ye LA T2
AR7t =EFe Z4E 7tEdd & =2edA
Adosta e BAAA"e IHAY AF W
Me o3 22 F 7HA B Edazdel
ddsrn dLE A HAE RAA 2 F
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29 Mg B ADHL AHlsHE YHE Rob
WA 28 Aol metAsgo] ddsn 23
@tk 4HE el Holg Ba ALY <
AYe AASHE PUe 1Y 13 2o) vehd 5
ik,

Safety Analyzer

) A
PMAANEN
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,’ 7 A S
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4 Y] AY S
,-Safety Verifjcation,
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A A

©=0-0

[ System Exploitation

2" 1 Bt Aladle] tHA AW,

3. SEW

o] =&A dFs e EIA2Ho|d
FAA Az, AYGAA 29, B3 FS O
oz stn vk HA 2w FAAFE B3
7] $18lA, 'SEW(Safety Evaluation Workshop)’
gta E2lE B A" dA € B4 FEAA
E AMgstazt gtk SEWS FAstR JE F8
AEXUEES 19 20 2 vely o
SEWE T4t e 449 8 FXJEEY
NS AHEd g3 g

1). System State Analyzer :
Hetrdo HeHE A5FE

2). Security Criteria Manager :
H<rdo] mEof st Y BHASAH S

GUI ¥Hl& 44

3). Scopes :

7}. State Security Criteria Scope :
Her4A4 (o, No Read Up, No Write
Downs)

t}. Access Control Rules Scope :

25 A 73 (¢, Security Reference
Monitor)

t}. Model-related System Security Scope :
Heted e (e, A (subject), 2
(object), ACL%)

4). SPR : ZE2(Prolog)do] 71ute] A¥AZ
T3, SWI-Prolog(7]2 +&

5). SPSL(Safety Problem Specification
Language) :
3H A AFF 3789 ScopesE WEIZ] 4
3 ZEZ 7)6ke) Ao

6). Security Flows Explorer :
SPR E7& F8 %Y FH(Z821
F)el 3d AzE)

7). Evaluation Reporter :
Bt Ao dist HF RIA

Security Securit Evaluation
ecurity
2ot AlAE Criteria Flaws ﬁ ' Reporter
Manager Explorer ﬂ

System

Security o g
State

Analyzer

]

System Security State ]l

[

Access Control Rules I'
1

i3

cred

2oty

a9 2: SEW F+ZE.

3. SPR

SPR(Safety Problem Resolver)& R.QtA]A 9]
GAME By % HYAFEFEAN, ZE
23 Ao g VIvteg 3 glew, 3/MY Scopes
E JdEsddR weolEdt. SPR =79 APIE
C++dolz2 FAAg=He Sitd, 3709 Scopes Y&}
dEL Bt 2dE YA €k F, SPR &7
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A Ugoz wolSolE HARYEL gy o
Faa 50, 349 AXIER FAH gk

BUEY = A2y wAdH + SEATFY ¢
BV E

4.9

gl dFeAEo], SPR ETE o] &3l B
A2 tAAE A3y HAAME 349
ScopesZ TAEHY gt EARES d¥dd=
wols oo ot A4FME DT FIFAR
44 ol¥gA SPSLE HAldi SPR =& 53
i RAEHE FFeeA AHBEE
F 1L 39 FA9 33749 ANz FAHE 3D
MAC 71t H2FAELY HIFA J2EE B

oF 3 gich

E I AZEA g2E

2 A
Objectl Object2 | Object3
FA

o) 7 0] 7]
High Group 27: 27] 917
Low Group 87
) 917 97 971
Subjectl 7] 7] 7]

o) 7 ol 7]
Subejct2 27: 27] 217]
o) 7]
Subject3 27]

9 FoM BAFI PE MAC 7|8t HZFA
242 A9 (High)et 3 (Low) IF o2 UH o]
A gon, AYagedE  Subjectl, Subject?,
Objectl, Object27t Uz, T FAE
Subject39t Object37} Zaiglck. ¢ G AllA
Subjects Ab&2E EME, Object® AM-2b7}
A2%3n e ALEsE JlEgin o a8x
A9 e A gy 2 BUSHE 1A
okt g,

1) No Read Up:

Y aF S AAagY ANE 9 5 guth
2) No Write Down:

AL A aFY AA & 5 gt

A 47oA AFEYUF], HUEdY < &
Hrisla BA37] g E A d¥ad S
SPSLZ BA& %, SPR E7& %3 2 FHH
S B3 A H ok 39 dEgd e 474 g3
22 scEte BY FAAYE 7EAor st $¢
A Al g Ax® BHotdels 2 37 Fo] §
3 4 ok 29 32 gl dFF MAC 7
v HE2FARGY Alad HANHE SPSLE 7]
<% RES vedz Stk o] FHIFAZL
No Read Up, No Write Down?g] Bt&A S W&
A71=R A7) H8), 2178 49 Zo] BV|E
< REIGY. B EL BdAAA AlEH
= £ X (property)¥ 22 ov|Z ALEE 3 Q.
HO7)EE or o2t RA{EW, cnie BUA 2~
o e SR Folot e £4& 9|
SPRE=TOA BEe7|EL g&r 2 gHeoz
Edstm ot

n

ie Ncr,- = true

subjectAttr{subjectGroups).

subject(s1, [subjectGroups(high)1).
subject(s2, [subjectGroups(high)]).
subject(s3, [subjectGroups(low)]).
objectAttr(objectType).

objectAttr(high).

objectAttr(low).

objectAttr(s1).

objectAttr(s2).

objectAttr(s3).

object(ol, {objectType(file),
high(rd,rp,wd,wp), low, s1(rd,rp,wd,wp),
s2(rp,rd,wd,wp), s31).

object(02, [objectType(file), high(rd,rp,wd,wp),
low, s1(rd,rp,wd,wp), s2(rd,rp,wd,wp), s31).
object(03, [objectType(file), high(rd,rp),
low(rd,rp), s1(rd,rp,wd,wp), s2(rd,rp),
s3(rd,rp,wd,wp)1).

2% 3: SPSLE ol &% Alag Hbde HAlL

BE A2ge AeoA sk gol ey 4
& WAAIE B JlFo]l BYRA YRS
3, $2E B A2gol AHTRL TY
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o} watA, testStatel(S,0)3  testState2(S,0)l
3 wetr|Fel WA= AAHIA =9, SPR
T7E 29 59 28 ‘sprrep ZI gdE& A
3A "ok

testState1(S,0):-
validSubject(S),
isFile(0),
canReadFile(S,0),
not(isGroupMember (S, high)),
O=01,
0=02.

testState2(S,0):-
validSubject(S),
isFile(0),
canWriteFile(S,03),
not(isGroupMember(S,low)).

29 4 : SPSLE o83 HUAVFE HA.

/*
*  SPR report file
* File contains criterion and its results about

its safety

*/

testState1(_,_) succeeded
testState2(_,_) failed

%Y 5 sprrep Y £¥A

testState2e]l g H71E] i3l ‘failed' 7} LA
Aot AFE S No Write Downoll i3t ® & A
& e AL 9udg. SPR =7dA A
A Zg20 yiwte) o33y AREE 248 4
HEH, § 13 2% 39 vhehd 2150, subjectl
o] object3oll W3l ¢17], 27] @Al BT HAH
o] 917l wWEel s} 2e At HAHAHASS
& 5 up B =5 AW AP HIEATE
o] g SPSL i A3t

m 2&

BAAES s ANNE B AEREo)
Bt &4 BgEdS &, FA%n AY 2
FAE A58 & A= AYAZETY Aol
4% 329 Aot & wFoNE 3FHe
2 HARde HAHD IAHL AFHI] 99
A% SPR E7 g 4Rsgc. 484 4

S

A2 BN UHg 53 n5F BUAx"EY S

2> A7 "]i\-%‘ﬁl A 9 HAAHS BAFA
x ohjgl =9 HWSHAFA =7}
3 A @!% 7]%‘47}‘—“‘3] o) -F483 dge 23}
RAolth, &, SPR =79 E84L Fol7)
-‘Hﬁﬂfﬁ“ IDS, Firewall, &3 A A" 2

Hoh dAHe|m, ohfdt B AJAeEg SPSLE
FAs L AF Atee Wi EEstel=rt da
stth, &% dpwgog:= SEWE 2zt FHETE
st BUnde WAsln E437193 AHE
7ol ol & woluzl et

ZFaEd
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