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Design and formal analysis of certified E-mail protocol
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Abstract: There are some goals of Certified E-mail Protocol: confidentiality, non-repudiation and fairness. This paper

proposes a Certified E-mail Protocol based on the online third party to satisfy the secure properties. The protocol analyzed by

extended Kailar logic can achieve the non-repudiation, fairness as well as the other advantages that it can resist the attacks as

distort, replay and the third party can’t read the E-mail.
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