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Fig.1 The composition of the RFID system
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Security Analysis of RFID Authentication Protocol
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Abstract ; For security issues of RFID authentication protocol, this paper analyzes the advantages and disadvantages of recently
proposed several protocols and gives some comparisons of the security properties. The results show that there are some security
flaws in some respects. Through research and analysis on the protocol, some authentication protocols currently proposed do not
meet certain security requirements of RFID systems. Only through an effective way to design a protocol, it will meet more relia-
ble, secure and efficient protocal.
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