FOEFIM
2009 %9 A

HHIE R

Journal of Computer Applications

Vol. 29 No. 9
Sep. 2009

XE S 1001 - 9081(2009)09 —2432 - 03

5N Cord B4 : I E Ad Hoc M 4% E & B& B 143

? }‘lﬁl 2

[P 1,2
BRI

(L. B RURE SPEHBOAR E R B E , B AT 210039 2. BERUA: THEHRA SHOR R, BiAt 210039)
(zqk@ nju. edu. cn)
 EARINBRIEBHAEIRNGE LR G, R E T AT Cord F 4 e BRI IIEF ik, B MWL
S BN AR TRt RE 5 A Atk Cord FFHIEN R T LA BEHIIEL, EXNMERTHREZ

BEWMELBMARTHE,

KR B L ;5308 LW ; %0k Cord F 4 854 s B XL b &

FESEE: TP393 MHRIRRRS A

Epistemic Cord logic: verifying anonymous routing protocols in Ad Hoc network
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Abstract: For verifying Ad Hoc anonymous routing protocols, a modular method was proposed, which was based on

epistemic Cord logic. This method decomposed a protocol into several components according to different security sub-function,

and then proved whether these components satisfied their specifications of security properties. The security property of path

anonymity was defined and was specified by this logic.
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