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Abstract

The concept of Internet of Things (IoT) is that objects
and things via the Internet infrastructure can intercon-
nect into a global dynamic extended network. In order to
catch the final goal, IoT takes advantages of other useful
technologies like RFIDs, WSNs, M2M communications,
big data and cloud computing. Wireless Sensor Networks
(WSNs) is one of the main parts of IoT’s building blocks
which can be used in almost all scopes of the IoT’s appli-
cations. Because of the importance of the WSN’s secu-
rity, researchers are already working on new and efficient
techniques on its different security schemes and protocols
such as user authentication schemes. Recently, Wu et al.
proposed a new user authentication scheme for Internet
of Things-based wireless sensor networks. The scheme
suggests a new method in which a user of IoT can be
authenticated with a sensor node of the WSN through a
communication with a gateway. Unfortunately, we have
found that Wu et al.’s scheme has some security vulnera-
bilities and is not immune to some security attacks. This
paper focuses on eliminating the security vulnerabilities of
Wu et al.’s scheme by suggesting an enhanced scheme. We
introduce a provable security for our scheme and present
its formal security analysis by ProVerif. Moreover, we
compare the proposed scheme with some other related
schemes for WSNs in aspects of efficiency and security.

Keywords: Authentication; Internet of Things; ProVerif;
Security; WSN

1 Introduction

The Internet of Things (IoT) is defined as a network
of highly connected things and devices. In current per-
spective, the IoT includes various kinds of things, e.g.,
sensors, actuators, RFID tags, smart phones or back-
end servers, which are very different in terms of size,

capability and functionality. In other words, Inter-
net of Things uses some technologies such as: Wireless
Sensor Networks (WSN), Radio Frequency Identification
(RFID), Machine-to-Machine communication, cloud com-
puting and etc. According to Gartner’s forecast [27], the
IoT, which excludes PCs, smart phones and tablets, will
grow to more than 26 billion units installed in 2020.

WSNs are crucial for the future of Internet of Things
because it covers necessary IoT applications. The WSN
contains small, wireless, ad-hoc sensor nodes which are
used in a wide range of application scenarios such
as health care, smart homes, military, environment
and ete. [1,8,11,15,16,19-21, 25].

Wireless sensor networks include three main parts: the
users, the sensors and the gateway. The most important
part is the gateway which can communicate with all the
sensors. The gateway is accountable for the wireless sen-
sor network security. The sensors and users register on
relative gateway. Users who want to use from the data
collected by the sensors should contact the gateway. Here,
a common method is use of an session encryption key.
Constructing a secure session key between the sensor and
the user is a basic issue. If a user requests a data from a
sensor of WSN; first of all, he/she should be identified for
the legitimate access. The usual method is utilizing an
authentication scheme among the sensors and users. So,
authentication protocols are essential for WSN.

2 Related Works

In recent years, WSNs and their different security mecha-
nisms have attracted many researcher’s attention. Due to
the limited resource of the WSNs, classic security mech-
anisms are not applicable because of much energy con-
sumption. Therefore, many lightweight security meth-
ods are proposed for WSN (e.g. intrusion detection, se-
cure data aggregation, secure and efficient routing proto-
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cols, etc.) [23,24,30,40].

Watero et al. proposed a user authentication proto-
col for WSN based on RSA in 2004 [34]. But, in 2009,
Das showed that Watero et al.’s scheme is vulnerable
against sensor forgery attack [7]. Moreover, he presented
an other efficient authentication protocol that using smart
card. But in 2010, his proposed scheme was evaluated
by Chen et al. [5], He et al. [13], Khan et al. [17] and
Vaidya et al. [33], respectively and it became clear that
his scheme suffers from several security weaknesses like
destitute of mutual authentication, the impersonation at-
tack and the insider attack. Furthermore, Vaidya et al.
showed that the Khan et al.’s scheme was also vulnerable
against stolen smart card and the sensor nodes capture
attacks and finally, they proposed an improved scheme.
In 2011, Kumar et al. pointed out that He et al. [13] was
vulnerable against information leakage attack and their
scheme could not satisfy the following security properties:
user anonymity, mutual authentication and constructing
a shared session key by the sensor and the user [18].

Because of acceptable computational complexity, El-
liptic Curve Cryptography (ECC) has been recently used
for WSNs [2,12,22,26,29]. In 2011, Yeh et al. [38] showed
that the Chen et al.’s scheme [5] suffers from the insider
attack and lack of a password change phase. They also
proposed the first ECC-based authentication scheme for
WSNs. But, in 2011, Han [39] pointed out that Yeh et
al.’s scheme does not satisfy forward security and mutual
authentication. In 2013, Shai et al. [31] showed a two
factor ECC-based authentication scheme. But, in 2014,
Choi et al. presented that the Shai et al.’s scheme is not
immune against the known session key attack and the
off-line password guessing attack [6]. In addition, they
presented a novel scheme. In 2015, Wu et al. [35] stated
that the Choi et al.’s scheme still has some vulnerabil-
ities such as user forgery attacks and off-line password
guessing. Additionally, the user identity is revealed in
the message and therefore, the privacy of user’s identity
is not met.

In order to pass the popular attacks, Turkanovic sug-
gested a new scheme for heterogeneous wireless sensor
networks in 2014 [32]. But, in 2015, Farash et al. [10] and
Chang et al. [4] independently showed that Turkanovié
is vulnerable against the off-line password guessing and
stolen verifier attacks. Moreover, in their scheme, the
identity of the user can be traced.

In 2014, Hsieh et al. [14] showed that Vaidya et al.’s
scheme [33] is vulnerable to off-line password guessing at-
tack and the insider attack. Additionally, they presented
a new scheme in their paper.

Wu et al. [36] presented a new scheme for WSNs which
is based on the Fantacci et al. [9] and Nguyen [28] recom-
mendations for IoT security. In this scheme, a user sends
messages to a gateway at first and after that the gateway
communicates with a sensor. Finally, by the Wu et al.’s
scheme a user, a gateway and a sensor can authenticate
each other.

In this paper, we show that the Wu et al.’s scheme

898

is vulnerable to some security weaknesses and to over-
come those flaws, we suggest an enhanced authentication
scheme.

2.1 Our Contribution

In this paper, we show that the Wu et al.’s user authen-
tication scheme [36] is not a secure scheme because it is
vulnerable against forgery and Denial of Service (DoS)
attacks. After that, in order to eliminate the weaknesses
we suggest an enhanced user authentication scheme for
IoT. In addition, we present a formal security analysis
by ProVerif and a provable security in the random oracle
model for our scheme. Finally, we compare the proposed
scheme with related schemes in case of security and effi-
ciency. The results indicate that our scheme is a suitable
and practical design for utilizing in IoT.

2.2 Paper Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: We review
Wu et al’s scheme and its security analysis in Section
2. In Section 3, we introduce our improved scheme. The
security analysis of the proposed scheme and some com-
parisons are posed in Section 4. Finally, we conclude the
paper in Section 5.

3 Review of the Wu et al’s

Scheme

In this section, we review the Wu et al.’s scheme [36].
Their scheme includes four phases: Initialization, Regis-
tration, Login and Authentication. Table 1 presents uti-
lized notations of the Wu et al.’s scheme.

3.1 Initialization

GW obtains an addition group G with a large prime order
g on E (Fy). P is a generator of group G. IDgw is the
identity of GW. GW also picks a secret key = and two
hash functions A (-) and hy (-).

3.2 Registration

This phase includes registration procedures for user U;
and sensor S;.
For U;:

1) U; picks a random number g, his/her own identity
ID; and a password PW,. After that, he/she com-
putes MP; = h(rg || PW;) and MI; = h(rg || ID;),
and sends {M P;, MI; ID;} to GW through a secure
channel.

2) GW computes e; = h (IDgw || x || MI1;) ® M P; and
fi=h(MI;| z)® MI;. GW injects (e;, fi, P,p,q)
into the smart card, saves ID; in the database for
auditing, and gives the smart card to U; by a secure
channel.
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Table 1: Symbols were used in the Wu et al.’s and pro-
posed schemes

Symbols Description

Ui, ID;, PW; The i-th user, his/her identity

P, q Large prime numbers
E(F,) An elliptic curve E over the finite field F,
G An additive subgroup of points of E with order ¢
P A generator of G
GW,x The gateway and its corresponding secret
key

and password
S;,S81D; The j-th sensor and its identity
Sk, Sk The session keys computed by
the user and the sensor

A The adversary (malicious)
h(.),h1(.) One-way hash functions

T; Timestamp of user U;

l Security parameter of system

Ei(.)/Di(.)  The symmetric encryption/decryption
function with key &
a®b,alb The XOR operation and the conjuction
with string a and b
a="7b Check whether a equal b

3)

U; saves d; = h (ID; || PW;) @ into the smart card.

For S;:

)
2)

S; submits SID; to GW through a secure channel.

GW calculates ¢; = h (SIDj || ) and sends it to S
through a secure channel. S; stores SID; and c;.

In addition, if a sensor be substituted by the other

sen
sen.

sor one or a new sensor connects the WSN, the new
sor should register to GW similar to the upper steps.

3.3 Login and Authentication

)

U; inserts his/her card and enters ID; and PW,.
ry = d; @h(IDZ || PVVl)7 MI;, = h(’l"l || IDZ') and
MP; = h(ry | PW;) are computed by the smart
card.

U; picks a random number « € [1,q — 1],

ro and r3. U; obtains the sensor S; as the partner and
calculates M I = h(rq || ID;), By = ;M P;®rs,
BQ = Oé,P7 33 = fz EBMIZ @Mlinew @h(’l‘g || MIZ‘),
B4 = h(?“g || Mlinew H Bg) EBIDZ and B5 = h(IDl ||
MI; || MIP*" || SID;). Then, he/she sends M; =
{MI“ SID]‘, Bl7 BQ, 1337 B4, B5} to Sj.

GW computes 13 = By @ h(IDgw || = || MI,),
MIZLew = Bg &b h(MIZ || ZL’) &b h(?"g || MIl) and
ID; = By @ h(rg || MI'" || By). Then, GW checks
if ID; is in database and Bs =?h(ID; || MI; ||
MIr* || SID;). If they hold, GW calculates ¢; =
Next, the message My = {M1;,SID;, By, D1} is sent
to sensor 5.

S; checks SID; and Dy ~ h(MI; || SID; | ¢,
|| B2). If they are incorrect, S; fails the ses-
sion. Otherwise, S; picks a random 8 € [1,q— 1]

and then computes C; = P, Cy = BBsy, sks =
hl (BQ || Cl || CQ), 03 = h(MIZ || SIDJ || Sks) and
Cs = h(c || MI; || SID;). Next, S; sends M3 =
{Cl, 03,04} to GW.

5) GW checks Cy = h(c; || MI; || SID;). If it holds,
then GW calculates Dy = h(IDgw || = || MI?") @
BRI || 1), Dy — h(MIZ® || @) © b (MI, | 75)
and D, = h(ID; | MI; | MI'* | SID; |
DQ || D3 || 7“3). Finally, GW sends M4 = {01,
03,D27D37D4} to Uz

6) U; checks Dy © h(ID; || MI; | MIrv || SID; ||
Ds || D3 || r3). If it holds, U; computes Bg = aC}
and sk, = hy (Ba || C1 || Bs). After that, U; checks
whether Cy © h(MI, || SID; || sk,). If it holds,
the smart card calculates a new data djV = ro @
h(ID; || PW;), e} = Dy @ h (MI**" || r3) @ h(rs ||
PW;), and fPe* = D3 @ MI" @ h(MI; | r3). Fi-
nally, it replaces (d;,e;, f;) with (dPe?,ele?, frew),
respectively.

3.4 Password Change

1) This step is identical with the step 1 of login and
authentication phase.

2) U; randomly picks values r4 and 75 and then com-
putes MI*" = h(ry || ID;), By = ¢, ® MP; & rs,
B8 = fz ©® MIl (&) MIlerew D h(?"5 || MIZ), Bg =
ID;@®h (rs || MIP" || B2) and By1g = h(ID; || M1, ||
MI7 || rs)

3) GW calculates 15 = By @ h(IDew || = || MI1,),
Mlinew = Bg@h(MIl H l’)@h(?‘g, || Mfl) and IDI =
By @ h(rs || MIM™ || By), and checks the validity of
IDl and BIO =7h (IDz || MIZ || MIZnew || ’/‘5). If ei-
ther of them is failed, the request is rejected. Other-
wise, GW computes D5 = h(IDgw || = | MI*") @
WOMIZ | 15), Do = b (MIZ® || @) © h (M, | 75)
and D7 = h(IDl H Ts || MIl H M[Znew || D5 || D6>
GW sends Mg = {Ds, Dg, D7} to the user U;.

4) U; checks D7 = h(ID; | rs5 || MI; | MIPe® || Ds
|| Dg). If this equation does not hold, U; fails the ses-
sion. Otherwise, U; is asked to input a new password
PW® Then, the smart card calculates M P]**" =
hry || PWPee), epev? = Dy @ h(MIP | 75) @
MPpew, frew2 — Do @ h(MI; || r5) @ MIM and
drev? = ry @ h(ID; || PW}"), and finally updates
(di;eiafi) with (d?ewZ,ener f'inewZ).

7 I

3.5 Security Analysis of Wu et al.’s
Scheme

In this section, we show that Wu et al.’s scheme is vulner-
able against two types of attacks: Denial of Service (DoS)
attack and forgery attack.
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Table 2: Login and Authentication phases of the Wu et al.’s scheme
GW S;

U;

Step One:

input ID;, PW;

compute 71 =d; ® h (ID; || PW;)

ML; = h(ry || ID;) and MP; = h(ry || PW;)
choose random numbers a € [1,q — 1],
ro and 73

compute the followings:

MIPM" = h(rq || ID;)

B1 267@A1R@T3

B2 =aP

Bg = fz D Af]l D ]\/[Iinew D h (7'3 H ]LIL,)
By =h(rs || MIM" || By) ® ID;

Bs =h(ID; | MI; || MIM" || SID;)
My={MI,;,SID;,B,,B2,B3,B4,Bs5}

=

Step Two:

compute the followings:

rs = B; EBh(IDGW H x || ]\/[Il)
MIM™ =By @ h(MI; || z) ® h(rs || MI;)
ID; = B4 @ h(rs || MIM™ || Bs)
check: ID;,

Bs?h (ID; || MI; || MIP" || SIDj)
cor;lputc:

¢; = h(SID; | 2)

Dy =h (ML || SID; || ¢; || B2)
My={MI,;,SID;,B5,D1}

Step Three:

check: SID;

check: ID;,

choose random 3 € [1,q — 1]
compute the followings:

Cy =pP

Cy = By

sks = hy (B2 || C1 || Co)
M;3={C1,C3,Ca}

Step Four:

check: Cy?h (c; || MI; || SID;)

compute the followings:

Dy =h(IDgw || @ || MI"™) & h (MIP || 73)

D3 =h(MI'™ | x) ® h(MI; || r3)

D4 =h (IDl H ]\/[I, H Aflzﬂpw H SID] H D2 H D3 H 7‘3)
My={C1,C3,D2,D3,D4}

Step Five:

check:

Dy2h(ID; | MI; || MIP* || SID; || Dy || Ds || )
compute the followings:

Bg = aCy

Skﬁu = }Ll (BQ H Cl H B())

check: C42h (M1; || SID; || sky)

compute: B

d;ww =1ro P h(]Dl H PWZ)

e = Dy @ h(MIP" | r3) @ h (ra || PW,)
frew = Dy @ MIMY @ h (MI; || r3)

replace (d;, e;, fi) with (de®, ele®, frew)
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e Denial of service attack: An attacker can mas-
querade himself/herself as a real user U; and ap-
ply DoS attack against server GW. Since the
term M1 = {MIZ, SIDJ', Bl, BQ, Bg7 B4, B5} is al-
ways valid, an attacker can apply DoS attack by
sending this message to the GW.  Note that
M1 = {ML, SIDJ', Bl, BQ, Bg, B4, B5} does not con-
tain any fresh term like a time stamp, the attacker
can frequently send M; to the GW and finally, this
action allows the server GW to be unavailable. More-
over, the attacker can provide DoS attack more effec-
tively by using Distributed Denial of Service (DDoS)
attack.

e Forgery attack: Although Wu et al.’s stated that

their proposed scheme is immune to user forgery at-
tack, but we show that an adversary can play the role
of a user U; and a sensor S; and consequently GW is
convinced that U; and S; established a secure session
key.
The adversary records all messages My, Ms, M3 and
My of a successful session between the U;,S; and
GW. After that, the adversary starts a new session
and sends the recorded My = {M1I;, SID;, By, Bs,
Bs, B4, Bs} to server GW. Upon receiving My, GW
executes its computations and verifications and sends
generated M to sensor S;.

The adversary intercepts Ms, chooses a random num-
ber 3’ and computes the following parameters:

c; = pBPp

c, B'Bs
The attacker computes a new valid session key sk,
and the value CY as follows:

sky = hi(Bz | C1| C3)
Cy = h(MI; || SIDj || sky)

The adversary uses the recorded value Cy of the pre-
vious session and sends a new message M3 to GW
instead of sensor S;.

Mé = {Cia Cé? C4}

Upon receiving M4, GW verifies the value C4 and
accepts it as a valid value. GW generates the message
M, and sends it to U;. Therefore, the adversary can
forge U; and S; and convince GW that S; and U;
established a secure session key with each other.

The proposed attack is arisen of two weaknesses.
First, a valid submitted message M; in a session, is
a valid message for GW at next sessions and second
issue is that GW does not utilize a random number
in its computations.

4 The Proposed Scheme

In this section, we propose a new scheme that solves the
security problems of Wu et al.’s scheme. Like Wu et al.’s
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scheme, our new scheme includes four phases: Initializa-
tion, Registration, Login and Authentication, and Pass-
word change.

4.1 Initialization

GW firstly generates an addition group G with a large
prime order ¢ on E (Fy,). P is a generator of group G.
IDgywy is the identity of GW. GW also picks a secret key
x and two hash functions h (-) and hq ().

4.2 Registration

This phase includes registration procedures for user U;
and sensor S;.
For U;:

1) U; chooses a number rq at random, his/her own iden-
tity ID; and a password PW,. After that, he/she
computes the followings:

MP;
MI;

h(?“o || PWI)

(1)

and then sends {MP;, MI;,ID;} to GW via a secure
channel.

2) GW computes

fi=h(MI; | z)® MI; (3)

Then, GW injects (e;, fi, P, p, q) into the smart card,
saves ID; in the database for auditing, and gives the
card to U; through a secure channel.

3) Uj saves the following d; into the relative smart card.

dlzh(IDl || PWl)@TO

For §;:
1) S; submits SID; to GW via a secure channel.

2) GW calculates ¢; = h (SID; || ) and sends it to .S;
through a secure channel. Moreover, S; stores the
parameters SID; and c;.

4.3 Login and Authentication

1) U; inserts his/her smart card and enters ID; and
PW ;. The card computes

MI; =h(r || ID;)
MP; =h(r || PW;)
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2)

U; chooses random numbers « € [1,q — 1], 72 and 73,
selects sensor S; as the partner, obtains a time stamp
T; and calculates

MIFY = h(ry || 1D;)
Bi=e,&MP;,&drs
Bs = aP
Bs=f;®MI & MI'™ & h(ry | ML)
By=h(ry | MI'®" || By) & ID;
Bs = h(ID; || MI; || M1 || SID; || T;)
Then, he/she sends My to GW.
My ={MI,,SID;, By, Bs, B3, B4, B5, T}

GW checks whether |T — T;|<A, where T is current
time and A is a predefined delay. If |T —T;|>A, GW
rejects the session. If T is accepted, GW computes
r3 =B1 P h(IDGW || x || MI,L')
MIZnew = B3 D h(M]Z H J)) (5) h(T‘3 H MIJ
IDl = B4 ©® h(Tg || M_wa || Bg)
Then, GW checks if ID; is in database and
Bs © h(ID; || MI; || MIMev || SID; || T;). If one
of the verifications fails, the session is rejected. GW
picks A € [1,¢ — 1] at random, obtains a time stamp
T¢ and calculates
Co= AP
¢j =h(SID; || z)
Dy = h(MI; || SIDj || ¢;Co || B2 || Tcr)

Next, the message M> is sent to sensor 5.

M2 = {MIiaSIDj7BQ7D17007TG}

S; checks SID;, |T — Tg|>A and Dy © h(MI; |
SID; || ¢;Co || B2 || Te). If either checking fails, S
rejects the session. Otherwise, S; chooses a random
B €[1,q — 1] and computes
Cy =8P
Cy = B>
sks = h1 (B2 || C1 || C2)
Cs=h(MI, || SID; || sks)
Ca=h(c;Co || MI; || SID;)
Next, S; sends M3z to GW.
Mz = {C1,C3,Cy}
After receiving M3, GW checks Cy © h(c;Cy || M1,
|| SIDj). If it holds, GW computes
D2 = h(IDGW H T || Mllnew) ©® h(MIZnew || 7“3)
D3 = h(MIlnew H SU) S5 h(MIl || 7'3)
Dy =h(ID; || ML || MI}** || SID; || Dy || Ds || 75)
Finally, GW sends My to U;.
My ={C1,C3, Dy, D3, Dy}

6) Upon receiving My, U; checks Dy . h(ID; || MI; ||

MIre* || SID; || Dy || D3 || r3). If it is true, U;
computes

BG = aCl
sky = h1 (Be || C1 || Be)

After that, U; checks Cy © h (M1, || SID; || sk,). If
it holds, the smart card calculates new data as follows

e =ro® h(ID; || PW;)
e/’ = Do @ h (MI]" || r3) @ h(ry || PW;)
frev = Dy @ MIM" @ h(MI; || r3)

Finally, it replaces (d;, e;, fi) with (d¢¥, ele?, frev),

1 b
respectively. Table 3 presents the login and authen-

tication phase.

4.4 Password Change
1) This step is identical with the Step 1 of login and

authentication phase.

) U; randomly chooses values r4 and r5 and calculates

the followings

MIM™ = h(ry || I1D;)
Br=e, &8 MP; &5
Bg=fi @ MI; & MI"™" @& h(rs | MI;)
By =1D; ® h(rs || MI" | Ba)
Bio = h(ID; || MI; || MIM" || r5)

U, sends M5 = {M,, By, Bs, By, B1p} and a password
change request to GWW.

Upon receiving M5 and the password change request,
GW calculates

rs = B7EBh(IDGW || x || MIZ)
MITY =Bs®h(MI || x)®h(rs || MI;)
IDZ :Bg@h(’f‘g, H MIinew || BQ)

and then checks the validity of ID; and also checks
the following:

Bio =?h(ID; || MI; | ML | r5)

If either of them fails, the request is rejected. Other-
wise, GW computes

Ds = h(IDgw || @ || MIF") & h(MI* || r5)
DG = h(MIinew || JJ) @h(MIZ || 7"5)
De = h(ID; || 7s || MI; || MIZ* || Ds || Dg)

GW sends Mg = {Ds, Dg, D7} to the user U; with
grant.
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4) After receiving Mg, U; checks D7 =Th(ID; || r5 ||
MI; || MI" || Ds || De). If this equation is re-
jected, U; fails the session. Otherwise, U; is requested
to input a new password PW/***. Then, the follow-
ing values are computed by the smart card:

MP!'™" = h(ry || PW™)
ene®? — Dy @ h (MIPY || rs5) @ MPev
frew? = D@ h (M, || r5) © MI™Y
drev? = ry @ h(ID; || PWPEY)

Finally U;, updates (d;,e;, f;) with (drew?, enew?,
frew?) | respectively.

5 Security Analysis

In this section, we evaluate the security of our scheme.
We discuss the security properties of the proposed scheme
and present a provable security of our scheme. In addi-
tion, a formal proof of the proposed scheme is introduced.
Finally security and efficiency comparisons are posed.

5.1 Analysis of the Security Properties

e Resistant to insider attack: Within registration
phase, U; sends MP; = h(rg || PW;) to GW. The
adversary is incapable to guess the correct password
PW,; because the adversary has not the random rg.
Thus a malicious GW cannot obtain the password of
users.

e Resistant to off-line password guessing attack:
Assume an adversary A is eavesdropping the commu-
nications between U; and GW to obtain the password
PW,. The adversary records message M; (??) and
try to find the password. Since the password is not
contained at the My, the adversary is unable to find
PW,;. In addition, let the adversary steels the smart
card and obtains e;, f; and d;. Since the adversary
has not rg and the secret value z, it cannot find the
passwords via e; and d;. Thus the proposed protocol
is immune to off-line password guessing attack.

e Resistant to user forgery attack: In order to
forge U;, the adversary A should generate a valid
message M. Since A does not know =z, it is unable to
calculate valid values By = h(IDgw || z || MI;) ®rs3
and By = h(MI; || z) @ MI?* @ h(rs || ML;). In
addition, due to the used time stamp, the adversary
cannot utilize an old message M; to forge U;. Thus
the proposed protocol is secure against user forgery
attack.

e Resistant to gateway forgery attack: If the ad-
versary A wants to forge GW, it should compute
D, (20), D5(28), D3(29) and r3(15) correctly. Since

A has not the secret value z, it is incapable to gen-
erates the needed values. Therefore, A is unable to
forge GW in our scheme.

Resisitant to sensor capture attack: Sensor cap-
turing attack leads that using retrieved information
from compromise sensor node to execute attacks in
IoT environment. Adversary attempts to retrieve in-
formation about other sensor nodes, and the users
in order to compromise any other secure communi-
cation between the users and the non-compromised
sensor nodes in the IoT. In our scheme, each sensor
has a unique identity SID; and the corresponding
secret value c;. Thus, compromising a sensor does
not affect on the other sensors.

Resistant to de-synchronization attack: It im-
plies that the legitimate user’s login and authenti-
cation is rejected by the gateway. In the proposed
scheme, the gateway checks the password in a ses-
sion before password changing. This avoids inserting
wrong passwords. Moreover, inappropriate data be-
tween the user and the gateway causes this attack.
The gateway only saves the identity for audit and
it does not store any data about the users. Data is
changed on the user side. It is infeasible that inap-
propriate data become visible between the gateway
and the user. Thus, the proposed scheme is immune
to the de-synchronization attack.

Resistant to replay attack: Due to the utilized
random fresh numbers by user, gateway and sensor
and usage of time stamp, our protocol is immune
against reply attack.

Resistant to known-key attack: In our scheme,
the session key is skys = hy (B2 || Cy1 || C2), where
Cy = By = aC. Since  and « are randomly se-
lected at each session, the session keys are completely
independent. Thus, if A can obtain a session key, it
cannot calculates the next session keys.

User anonymity: The proposed protocol utilizes
a pseudonym M I; as the identity of U; and it be
updated in each authentication and password change
phase. Therefore, the adversary cannot trace U; via
MI;. In addition, MI; does nor reveal I D; because
it is a hash result of ID; and ry. Thus, our scheme
satisfies the anonymity property for user U;.

Strong forward secrecy: Assume the adversary
who records the flows of previous sessions, obtains all
secret information of U;, S; and GW. By assuming
the intractability ECCDH problem, it cannot com-
pute the the random values « (10) and S (22) and
the session key of previous sessions. Thus, the pro-
posed scheme satisfies strong forward secrecy.
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Table 3: Login and Authentication phases of the proposed scheme
U; GW S;
Step 1:
input 1D;, PW;
compute r1 =d; ® h (ID; || PW;)
MI; = h(ry || ID;) and
MP; = h (ry || PW;)
choose random numbers « € [1,¢q — 1],
ro and r3
compute the followings:
MIP® = h(ry || 1D;)
Bi=e®MP;&rs
By = aP
By = f; ® MI; & MIP @ h (s | MI,)
By=h (T‘g H ]V[I,new H Bz) @ ID;
Bs = h(ID; | MI; || MI?¥ || SID; || T)
My={MI,,SID;,B1,B2,Bs,Ba,B5,T;}

Step 2:

Verify T; and compute the followings:
ry3 =B EB]I(IDGW ” x H ]V[Il)

MIM" =By @ h(MI; || z)®

ID; = By ® h(rs || MI" || By)
check: ID;,

Bs =?h (ID; || MI; || MI}" || SID; || T;)
choose A € [1,q —1]

compute:

Co = AP

c; =h(SID; | =)

Dy =h(MI; || SID; | ¢;Co || B2 || Tc)

M2={M1I;,SID;,B3,D1,Co,Tg}

Step 3:

check Tg

check SID;

check ID;,

Dy =?h (M1 || SID; || ¢;Co || B2 || Tc)

choose random 3 € [1,¢q — 1]

compute the followings:

Cy =P

Cy = B,

sks = hy (By || C1 || C2)
Cs=h(MI; || SID; || sk)
M5;={C1,C5,C4}

Step 4:

check: Cy =?h (¢;Co || MI; || SID;)

compute the followings:

Dy =h(IDgw || @ || MI'") & h (MI" || r3)

D3 =h(MIM" || z)®h(MI; || rs)

Dy=h(ID; || MI; || MI" || SID; || D2 || D3 || 3)
My={C1,C3,D2,D3,D4}

Step 5:

check:

compute the followings:

Bs = OcC]

sky = h1 (B2 || C1 || Bs)

check: Cy =?h (MI; || SID; || sku)
compute:

A" =1y @ h(ID; | PW;)

el = Doy @ h (MIM" || r3) @ h(rs || PW;)
flrew =Dy @ MIMY @ h (ML || rs)
replace (d;, e;, f;) with (d'¢", e, f1ev)

i
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5.2 Provable Security

This section introduces the formal proof of our scheme
based on the Bresson et al.’s model [3]. In the presented
proof, The protocol P includes three entities; one user U,
one sensor S and a gateway GW. The notation I is used
for denoting different users.

We utilize U? as the i — th instance of U. GW?,
S7 and I* can similarly be used. We assume a simula-
tor and an oracle to answer to inquired messages. The
oracles outputs three states: Accept, reject and L. If
the oracle U? or S7 is accepted and computes a session
key, the following notations are determined; an identity
for session (sidy: or sidgs), an identity for the partner
(pidys or pidg;) and the session keys (skyi or skgi).

Initialization is done before the simulation. U has
the identity 1D, password PW and a smart card con-
taining d, e, f, P,q and p. PW is selected of a set with
size N. S has parameters ¢, P,p,q and an identity
SID. GW is assigned with an identity IDgyw and val-
ues z,P,q and p. Moreover, the adversary A knows
ID,SID,IDgw, P,q,p. In addition, the following defi-
nition is used in the simulation:

e Partnering: U’ and S7 are partners if a session
key is established between them. Beside construct-
ing the session key, four conditions should be satis-
fied; U* and S7 are accepted; sidy: = sidg;, pidg; =
Ui,pidUi = Sj,"' 7SkU11 = Sksj.

e sfs — fresh: I* reaches sfs — fresh if the below
events are not occurred:

1) Reveal(I*)
2) Reveal(Pid;x)
3) Any Corrupt(I™) query before the Test query,

where m is a legitimate participant, contain-
ing k.

e sfs—ake security: if A has the advantage on guess-
ing the coin a on P after Test(I*) where I* is
sfs— fresh and A guesses a bit a’, the advantage is
defined as

Adv3f s % (A) = 2Pr[a = a'] — 1

A scheme is " s fs — ake” —secure if Advi*~*" (A) be
a negligible value.

Now, in the form of following theorem, we give the formal
proof of our new scheme.

Theorem 1. The adversary A can make at most qs, qe
and qn queries from Send, Execute and Hash oracles,
respectively. A has the following advantage:

2 2 2
Ad’l}f;fs_ake (A) < (QS + qle) + qy + (q261+ QG)
q-—
12% + 7QS 2QS 2
oo oy T 4as((gs +ae)

—l—l)AdvECGDH(t + (2¢5 + 4¢.)Ty)
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Which in the above equation, P denotes the scheme, G
is a cyclic addition group in the field of E(Fy) that has
a prime order q¢ and the passwords are chosen from a set
with N elements. Additionally, | denotes the length of
security parameter. We consider T, as the needed time
for a scalar multiplication in group G.

Proof. The proposed proof of theorem includes of a some
related games from the game Gg to the game Gg. In the
test session of the game G, the adversary A guesses the
coin a that is denoted by Swucc;. Since there is only one
user in the proof procedure, there is no need for A to take
time in guessing the user’s identity.

- Game Gq: This game simulates the real attacks with
random oracles. If one of the following items hap-
pens, a random bit like a is selected instead of the
answer of Test.

— When the game aborts or stops, A does not
guess.

— A makes more queries than the predetermined
quantities.

— A utilizes more time than the predetermined
time.

In accordance with the upper definition, we
have:

Advfyfs_ake(A) = 2Pr[Succy] — 1

- Game G7: In this game, all oracles should be simu-
lated. We also define three lists which the answers to
relative queries are stored in them. Lj-list stores the
answers to hash queries. If A asks a hash query, the
answer will be stored in L -list and the transcripts
of all messages are stored in the Lp-list. In order to
break the privacy of authentication processes and to
obtain the session keys, the adversary A can make
queries to oracles. Then Pr[Succi] = Pr[Succg] and
so, Gy and G are indistinguishable.

- Game G3: In this stage, we want to avoid the colli-
sions in the messages. Using the birthday paradox,
we introduce the three following collisions:

— In different sessions, it is possible that the ran-
dom numbers «, 8 € [1,q — 1] to be used for the
same. Note that, in this case, the total proba-

bility will be bounded by (&=

— The three random numbers rq, 7o and r3 may

have collisions. The total probibility will be

(gs+4e)®
2L+1

— The upper bound of the probibility of collisions
2

an
PIESE

Finally, can find that |Pr[Succy] —

2 2, 2
Pr{Suce,| < el (@)t

in hash functions is

we
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- Game G3: During this game, we want to find the
probability of forging M; without random oracles.
Since the simulator B answers as S, we can add
steps to Send (Ui, GW?, Ml): the simulator B needs
to check if My € Lp — list and (ID || #*,%), (% ||
ID,MI), (x || MI,%), (x || ID,%), (% || Ba,*) and
(ID || MI || % || SID, Bs) are in Ly-list. If any of
these parameters fails, the relative query will be ter-
minated. Since S does not password PW or MI""
(r1 || PW,*) cannot be exterminated. The prob-
abilities for (x || ID,MI) and (ID || MI || = |
SID, Bs) are all bounded by % and other param-

2
eters are bounded by %. Finally, we can see that

| Pr [Succs] — Pr[Succy] | < (5‘1’1241’2‘15).

- Game Gy4: In this game, we want to find the probibil-
ity of forging M5 without random oracles. we can add
steps to Send(GW?, 87, My): the simulator B needs
to check if My € Lp — list and (SID || *,¢), (M ||
SID || ¢ || Bz, D1) are in L4 —list. The probabilities
for (M1 || SID || c || B, D) is bounded by % while
for (SID || *,c), this bound is equal to 4. Therefore,
we can see that |Pr [Succy] — Pr[Suces] | < (q”é#s).

- Game G5: During this game, we find the probibility
of forging M3 without random oracles. we can add
steps to Send(GW?, 87, M3): the simulator B needs
to check if M3 € Lp — list and (1,Bz || Cy || *,%),
(MI || SID || « || Cs) and (c || MI | SID | Cy)
are in L4 — list. The probabilities for (M1 || SID ||
x || C3) and (¢ || MI || SID || C4) are bounded by
L and for (1, By || Cy || *,%), this bound is at most
equal to 4. Finally, we can see that |Pr [Succs] —

?.
Pr[Suceq]| < %.

- Game Gg: In this game, we want to find a forge of
forging M, without random oracles. we can add steps
to Send(GW?,U?, My): the simulator B requires to
verify My € Lp —list and (IDgw || * || MI™, %),
(M | v, a), (MI™® | ,%), (1, Bz || Cy | %,%),
(MI || SID || + || C5) and (ID || MI | MI™™ |
SID || Dy || D3 || r3,*) are in L4 — list. The last
two terms have the upper bound % and the others

have at most 4%. So, we can see that |Pr [Succs] —

Pr[Suces]| < 7(5‘1”;2%).

- Game G7: In this game, the adversary A uses random
oracles to solve the ECGDH-problem. We modify the
hy oracle as follows: If Aasksa (1,aP || BP || A), the
simulator B checks if (1, aP || BP || *, sk) € La—list.
If there exists such a term, B returns sk. Other-
wise, B uses the ECDDH oracle to check A =?agP.
If this check is failed, B stops the game and report
failure. Otherwise, B chooses sk € {0,1}!, answers
to the query and finally adds (1,aP || BP || A, sk)
into L 4-list. Here, we intersects the game into two
aspects. Firs of all, the adversary A asks Corrupt
(smart card)-query and then, gets all information of
the card.

906

— This aspect simulates active attacks. The ad-
versary A selects a password PW™ with size N.
Then, he/she can forge messages to start the
session. Since A can ask at most g5 Send-query,
the probability of guessing the correct password
is 4.

— This aspect simulates passive attacks. Here, we

have two cases:

(a) In orther to break the ECGDH-problem,
the adversary A asks Ezecute-queries and
hi-queries. A can retrieve from L 4-list
with the probability that bounded by qih.
In this case, the probability is at most
qn AdvECCPH (t 4 44, T,,).

In orther to simulate the Execute-queries,
the adversary A asks Send-queries. Similar
to the last case, we can obtain the proba-

bility gn AdvECCPH (t + 2¢.T,,).

Finally, we have:

|  Pr[Succg] — Pr[Succs] |

< % + g AdvECCPH (¢ 4 4q,.T;,)
+  qrAdvFCCPH (t 4-24.T,,)
2qs
< J(\JI + qnAdv TP (t + (4qe + 245)Tn)

- Game Gg: This game is about strong forward secu-
rity. The adversary A can ask all Corrupt-oracles.
However, in the light of the sfs — fresh notion,
Corrupt(1™)-query should occure after Test. So,
A can utilizes the old sessions only. Like game
Gz, we can find (1,aP || BP || aBP, sk) from L4-
list. The probability of obtaining aP and SP in the

same session is m. Therefore, |Pr[Succs] —
Pr[Sucer]| < 2qu(gs + qe)?AdvECCPH(t 4+ (4q. +
2¢s)Tn). This implies that the adversary A has no

more advantage and Pr[Succs] = 3.

Finally, Theorem 1 is proved by combining all above
games. O

5.3 Formal Verification Using ProVerif

This section analyses the security of the proposed protocol
via the ProVerif as one of the most well-known formal
automated security analysis tools.

5.3.1 Premises in the Verification

As in [36], first of all, we mention some realties containing:
constants, shared keys, channels, equations and functions
which are required for analysis of the protocol. The real-
ties are described in Figure 1.

In order to test correspondence relevance for the sensor
and the user (during the login and authentication phase),
we use four different events. In addition, the first two
queries check the session keys security and the last two
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verify the correctness of relevances of events. These events 5.3.2 Scheme Model

are presented in Figure 2.

(*Channels and shared keys are listed below*)
free chl: channel. (*the public channel between the user
and the sensor®)

free ch2: channel. (*the public channel between the sensor

and GW'*)
free schl: channel [private]. (*the secret channel between
the user and GW'*)
free sch2: channel [private]. (*the secret channel between
the sensor and GW *)
free sku: bitstring [private]. (*the user’s session key*)
free sks: bitstring [private]. (*the sensor’s session key*)
(*Constants are listed below™)
free x:bitstring [private]. (*the private key of GW*)
free I D;:bitstring [private]. (*Ui’s identity*)
free PW:bitstring [private]. (*Ui’s password*)
const I DGW :bitstring. (*GW ’s identity*)
const P:bitstring. (*the generator P*)
const S D;:bitstring. (*S;’s identity*)
table d(bitstring). (*database in GW *)
(*Functions and equations are listed below:*)
fun A(bitstring):bitstring. (*hash function*)
fun A, (bitstring):bitstring. (*hash function*)
fun mul(bitstring,bitstring):bitstring.
(*scalar multiplication function*)
fun xor(bitstring,bitstring):bitstring. (* X OR function*)
fun con(bitstring,bitstring):bitstring.
(*string concatenation™)
equation for all m:bitstring, n:bitstring;
xor(xor(m, n), n)
= m. (* X OR computation¥)
equation forall m:bitstring,n:bitstring;
mul(mul (P, m), n)
= mul(mul(P, n), m).(*scalar multiplication*)

Figure 1: The ProVerif code definition

Events

event UserStart(bitstring)

event UserAuth(bitstring)

event SensorStart(bitstring)

event SensorAuth(bitstring)

Queries

query attacker(sku)

query attacker(sks)

query id:bitstring; inj-event(UserAuth(id))
== > inj-event(UserStart(id)).

query sid:bitstring; inj-event(SensorAuth(sid))

== > inj-event(SensorStart(sid).

Figure 2: Events and queries in Proverif code

We simulate our proposed scheme in parallel execution
steps. Moreover, there are three entities in our scheme as
participants and each participant has its own process:

processlUser||\GW |Sensor.

The processes of the user, the sensor and the gateway are
mentioned in Figure 3, Figure 4 and Figure 5, respectively.
The processes of the user and the sensor can be divided
into two separated parts: registration and authentication.
The process of the gateway includes three parts: two parts
for registration and one part for authentication.

5.3.3 The Verification Results

The final main results are shown in Figure 6. It deter-
mines that the session keys are secure via the verification.

5.3.4 Comparison

In this section, we compare our proposed scheme with
other schemes from both of the security and performance
points of views. We want to compare our proposed scheme
with some recent well-known schemes: Wu et al.’s scheme
( [36]), Hsieh et al.’s scheme ( [14]), Shi et al.’s scheme
( [31]) Choi et al.’s scheme ( [6]), Chang et al.’s scheme
( [4]) and Farash et al.’s scheme ( [10]).

Please note that since there are two versions of
Chang et al.’s scheme ( [4]): One is based on the hash
functions and the other one is based on the elliptic curve
cryptography, we use S1 and S2 to denote the versions.

Security comparison:

Although Wu et al. claimed that their proposed
scheme is resistant against to replay attack and user
forgery attack, however we showed that their scheme
is vulnerable against these attacks.

In the security comparison posed in Table 4, we
consider these security properties: Insider attack,
off-line guessing attack, user forgery attack, gate-
way forgery attack, sensor capture attack, de-
syncronization attack, replay attack, known-key at-
tack, user anonymity and strong forward security.

Performance comparison:

In this section, we discuss about performance of our
scheme and compare it with some related schemes.
Table 5 presents the comparison and uses the follow-
ing notations and considerations:

- T, denotes the time cost of a scalar multiplica-
tion in G and T}, is the time for a hash computa-
tion. In accordance with the Xu et al.’s scheme
( [37]), we can see that Ts > T,.
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Table 4: Comparison of the security parameters

Our scheme | [36] | [14] | [32] | [31] | [6] | [4] (S1) | [4] (S2) | [10]
Immune to the insider attack v v X v v v v v v
Immune to the off-line guessing attack v v X X X X X X X
Immune to the user forgery attack v X X X X X v v v
Immune to the gateway forgery attack v v v v v v v v v
Immune to the sensor capture attack v v X X v v v v v
Immune to the de-syncronization attack v v v v v v v v v
Immune to the replay attack v X v v v v v v v
Immune to the known-key attack v v X v v v v v v
User anonymity v v v X X X v v v
Strong forward security v v X X v v X v v
- We consider that the points in G has totally Conference on Computer and Communications

320 bits. The security parameter [ is 160-bit
and hence, the length of secret parameters such
as z in the gateway, random numbers, the hash
results and SID; are 160-bits. Moreover, we
use @, and @, to denote the quantities of the
users and the sensors in the WSN. |P|, |p| and
|g] are lengths for the parameters P, p and ¢
such that |p| &~ 160 and |g| ~ 160.

- In Table 5, we show (Q, + Qs+ 1) with the Q7.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we firstly discussed on the security evalu-
ation of the Wu et al.’s user authentication scheme and
showed that their scheme is vulnerable against forgery at-
tack and DoS attack. After that, in order to eliminate the
weaknesses, we proposed an improved user authentication
scheme. In addition, we presented a formal security analy-
sis of our scheme via ProVerif and we suggested a provable
security for the proposed scheme. Finally, we compared
security and efficiency of our proposed scheme with some
related schemes which indicate that the proposed scheme
is a well-performed, secure and more practical scheme for
ToT communications.
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The user’s process:

let User=

new r0:bitstring;

let MPi=h(con(r0,PWi)) in

let MIi=h(con(r0,IDi)) in
out(sch1,(MPi,MlIi,ID1));
in(schl,(xei:bitstring,xfi:bitstring));

let ei = xei in

let fi = xfi in

let di = xor(h(con(IDi,PWi)),r0) in

]

(

event UserStart(IDi);

let r1 = xor(di,h(con(IDi,PWi))) in

let MIi’ = h(con(r1,IDi)) in

let MPi’ = h(con(r1,PWi)) in

new alpha:bitstring;

new r2:bitstring;

new r3:bitstring;

new ti’:bitstring;

let MIinew = h(con(r2,IDi)) in

let B1= xor(xor(ei,MPi’),r3) in

let B2 = mul(P,alpha) in

let B3 = xor(xor(xor(fi,MIi’),Mlinew),
h(con(r3,MIi*))) in

let B4 = xor(IDi,h(con(con(r3,Mlinew),B2))) in
let B5S = h(con(con(con(IDi,MIi’),MIinew),SIDj)) in
let M1 =(M1i’,SIDj,B1,B2,B3,B4,B5) in
out(ch1,M1);

in (ch1,(xCl:bitstring,xC3:bitstring,xD2:bitstring,
xD3:bitstring,xD4:bitstring));

if xD4 = h(con(con(con(con(con(con(IDi,MIi’),
Mlinew),SIDj),xD2),xD3),r3)) then

let B6 = mul(xCl,alpha) in

let sku = h1(con(con(B2,xC1),B6)) in

if xC3 = h(con(con(MIi’,SIDj),sku)) then

let dinew = xor(r2,h(con(IDi,PW1i))) in

let einew = xor(xor(xD2,h(con(MIinew,r3))),
h(con(r2,PWi))) in

let finew = xor(xor(xD3,Mlinew),h(con(MIi’,r3))) in
let di = dinew in

let ei = einew in

let fi = finew in

0).

The sensor’s process:

let Sensor =

out(sch2,SIDj);

in(sch2, xxcj:bitstring);

!

(

in(ch2,(uMIi:bitstring,uSIDj:bitstring,uB2:bitstring,
uD1:bitstring, xxCO:bitstring));

if uSIDj = SIDj then

if uD1 = h(con(con(con(uMli,uSIDj),xxcj),uB2)) then

event SensorStart(uSIDj);

new beta:bitstring;

let C1 = mul(P,beta) in

let C2 = mul(uB2,beta) in

let sks = h1(con(con(uB2,C1),C2)) in

let C3 = h(con(con(uMli,SIDj),sks)) in

let C4 = h(con(con(con(mul(xxcj,xxCO0),uMIi),SIDj).Yj)) in

let M3 = (C1,C3,C4) in

out(ch2,M3);

0

).

Figure 4: Code for the sensor’s role
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Figure 3: Code for the user’s role

User registration

let GWRegl =
in(schl,(xMPi:bitstring,xMIi:bitstring,xIDi:bitstring));

let ei’= xor(con(con(IDGW,x),xMli),xMPi) in

let fi’= xor(h(con(xMIi,x)),xMTi) in

ingert d(xIDi);

out (schl,(ci’.fi")).

Sensor registration

let GWReg2 =

in(sch2,(ySIDj:bitstring));

let ¢j = h(con(ySIDj,x)) in

out(sch2,(cj)).

Authentication

let GWAuth =
in(ch1,(xxMli:bitstring,xxSIDj:bitstring,xxB1:bitstring,
xxB2:bitstring, xxB3:bitstring,xxB4:bitstring,xxB5:bitstring));
let xr3 = xor(xxB |,con(con(IDGW,x),xxMlIi)) in

let xMlinew = xor(xor(xxB3,h(con(xxMli,x))),
h(con(xr3,xxMIi))) in

let xIDi = xor(xxB4,h(con{con(xr3,xMlinew),xxB2))) in

get d(=xIDi) in

new lambda:bitstring;

let CO = mul(P,Jambda) in

if xxB5 = h(con(con(con(x1Di,xxMli),xMlinew),xxSIDj)) then
cvent UserAuth(xIDi);

let pcj = h(con(xxSIDj,x)) in

let xxD1 = h(con(con(con(xxMIi,xxSIDj),mul(pcj,C0)),xxB2)) in
let M2 =(xxMlIi,xxSIDj,xxB2,xxD1,C0) in

out (ch2,M2);

in (ch2,(xxCO:bitstring,xxC1:bitstring,xxC3:bitstring,xxC4:bitstring));
if xxC4 = h(con(con(mul(pc;j,CO),xxMli),xxSIDj})) then

cvent SensorAuth(xxSIDj);

let D2 = xor(h(con(con(IDGW,x),xMlinew)),
h(con(xMlinew,xr3))) in

let D3 = xor(h(con(xMlinew,x)), h(con(xxMli,xr3)})) in

let D4 =
con(con(con(con(con(con(xIDi,xxMIi),xMIinew),xxSIDj),
D2),D3),xr3) in

let M4 = (xxC1,xxC3,D3,D4,D5) in

out(ch1,M4).

Figure 5: Code for the gateway’s role
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— Query inj—event{SensorfAuth{sid}} == inj—event{SensorStart{sidi>

Completing...

Starting guery inj—event{SensorfAuth{sdid>>

== inj—event(SensorStarti{sid>>

RESULT inj—event{SensorfAuthd{sid>> == inj—event{(SensorStarti{sid>> iz true.
— Query inj—event{lUzerAuthlid>>» == dnj—event{lUserStartiid>>

Completing. ..

Starting guery inj—event{Userfuth{id>> == inj—event{UserStart{id>>

RESULT inj—event{lUserfiuthdidd> == inj-event{llserStart{idd> iz true.
—— Query not attackerisks[1>
Completing. ..

Starting guery not attacker{sks[1>

RESULT not attacker(sks[1) is
— Query not attacker{skull>
Completing. ..

Starting guery not attacker{skull)
RESULT not attacker(szskull> iz true.

true.

Figure 6: Results of the verification by ProVerif
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