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Abstract

This paper proposes role base access control model that use context information for ubiquitous environment.
Concept of access control that use context information assigns permission that can approach in some information
or object in part. And do so that can assigned user in part to it and acquire permission. So it can approach
in information or object. Therefore, user approaches in information or object in assigned role, and the role
that is allocated to own is having. So, do so that can secure information or utilization of object safety. Proposal
model investigated lacking restriction item in GEO-RBAC model. So, it considered that present new restriction
condition and role conflict in various case. Also, to GEO-RBAC model proposed suitable model, analyzed old

model's advantage, shortcoming. And it presented proposal model to GEO-RBAC because improving this.
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