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Abstract

RFID(Radio Frequency IDentification) is a technology that automatically identifies objects containing the electronic tags
by using radioc wave. When there are some tags in the domain of the RFID reader, the mechanism that can solve a
collision between the tags occurs is necessary. The multi tag identification problem is the core issue in the RFID and
could be resolved by the anti—collision algorithm. However, RFID system has another problem. The problem id user
information security. Tag response easily by query of reader, so the system happened user privacy violent problem by tag
information exposure. In the case, RFID system id weak from sniffing by outside. In this paper, We study of security

robustness for tree-walking algorithm, query tree algorithm and advanced query tree algorithm of tree based memoryless
algorithm.
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