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METHOD AND ARRANGEMENT FOR
PROVIDING A WIRELESS MESH NETWORK

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application 1s a continuation of U.S. patent applica-
tion Ser. No. 12/310,373, which 1s the U.S. National Stage of

International Application No. PCT/EP2007/055231, filed
May 30, 2007 and claims the benefit thereof. The Interna-
tional Application claims the benefits of Furopean Patent
Office application No. 06017663.3 EP filed Aug. 24, 2006.
The International Application and the European Patent Office
application are incorporated by reference herein 1n their
entirety.

FIELD OF INVENTION

The mvention relates to a method for providing a wireless
mesh network and an arrangement for providing a wireless
mesh network.

BACKGROUND OF INVENTION

A wireless mesh network 1s a meshed network imple-
mented for example 1n a Wireless Local Area Network
(WLAN). In a mesh network a mobile node can forward data
originating from another mobile node to a further mobile
node or transmit 1t to a base station. Mesh networks can cover
long distances, 1n particular 1n uneven or problematic terrain.

Mesh networks also operate very reliably, since each mobile
node 1s connected to several other nodes. If a node fails, for

example due to a hardware defect, its adjacent nodes seek an
alternative data transmission route. Mesh networks can

include fixed or mobile devices.
As mentioned above, FIG. 1 shows a mesh network MESH,
which 1s connected to an infrastructure network INFRA-

STRUCTURE NFTWORK and as well as nodes MP, MAP of
the mesh network also has non-mesh stations, for example a
station STA operating according to WLAN. This station STA
operating according to WLAN 1s connected to the mesh net-
work MESH by way of a mesh network node MAP, which
operates as a WLAN access point.

The mesh network MESH of the WLAN station STA here
can also allow access to an infrastructure network INFRA-
STRUCTURE NETWORK, for example a company network
or the mternet.

In this process mesh nodes MP and/or WL AN stations STA
are authenticated for example using an authentication server
AAA-server (AS), with the mesh network MESH being
coupled to the infrastructure network INFRASTRUCTURE
NETWORK by way of a gateway component GW 1n the
example shown.

FIG. 2 shows an independent mesh network MESH, as
known 1n the prior art. Independent here means that the mesh
network MESH 1s formed exclusively from mesh nodes MP.

These can be both infrastructure nodes and also so-called
end user nodes, such as a notebook or PDA for example.

In contrast FIG. 3 shows an independent mesh network
with an access point MAP, as known from the prior art, which
allows non-mesh-capable devices, such as the WLAN sta-
tions STA shown for example, to register with the network
MESH. The WLAN stations STA shown do not however take

part in mesh routing themselves.

SUMMARY OF INVENTION

In the arrangements shown according to the prior art it 1s
standard for the devices to identily themselves 1n the network
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2

by means of a so-called MAC address (Media Access Control
Ethernet ID). A MAC address here 1s the layer-2 address of a

node for communication 1n communication networks based
on the IEEE 802 standards, for example 1n the case of WLAN
according to IEEE 802.11 and in the case of the mesh net-
works MESH shown according to IEEE 802.11S. This

address should generally be connected to the respective hard-
ware 1n a umversally unique manner.

It 1s however known that non-trusted subscribers
ATTACKER MP can use the MAC address of a trusted sub-
scriber GOOD MP erroneously or completely intentionally.
Such a manipulation, also known as MAC address spoofing,
causes disruption of the targeted networks, for example
denial of service (DoS) attacks, because the sacrificial sub-
scriber GOOD MP can no longer communicate, as their wire-

less link 1s no longer valid. Also the communication session of
the trusted subscriber GOOD MP can be taken over at a

WLAN hotspot with a purely http-browser-based registra-

tion.
Measures for identifying such WLAN MAC address

spoofing are disclosed in Joshua Right Detecting Wireless
LAN MAC Address Spoofing, 21 Jan. 2003, with which
firstly a check takes place to determine whether a so-called
Organizationally Umique Identifier OUI allocated exclusively
to the producers (see IEEE standards), which 1s part of the
transmitted MAC address, 1s 1n fact allocated to a producer.
WLAN MAC sequence numbers of a subscriber, which gen-
erally increase sequentially, can also be analyzed, such that as
soon as a bigger gap occurs, 1t 1s an indication that the corre-
sponding MAC frame was sent by another station (attacker).

This has the disadvantage that the OUI check 1s only effec-
tive 11 the MAC address 1s generated randomly, but not if the
attacker AT TACKER MP simply uses the MAC address of
another trusted subscriber GOOD MP. The attacker
ATTACKER MP can also generate MAC addresses ran-
domly, provided that their OUI 1s allocated.

A method for protecting IEEE 802.11 data traific against
MAC address spoofing 1s also known from the patent appli-
cation US 2006/0114863, 1n which protection from MAC
address spoofing takes place in WLAN networks such that an
assignment table 1s created for the MAC address, and a user
identity used during the WL AN registration and during sub-
sequent WLAN registrations the MAC address used and the
user 1dentity are checked to determine correspondence with
the entry 1n the assignment table and i1 they do not corre-
spond, the registration 1s rejected.

The object of the present invention 1s therefore to specily
an improved method and arrangement for providing a wire-
less mesh network.

With the mventive method for providing a wireless local
network, 1n which stationary communication entities embod-
ied according to the IEEE 802.11 standard and 1ts derivatives,
in particular IEEE 802.15 or IEEE 802.16, and mobile com-
munication entities are connected as a subnetwork in the
manner of the mesh, a communication entity registering with
the subnetwork transmits a registering MAC address to the
subnetwork, a check 1s carried out such that the registering
MAC address 1s compared with the MAC addresses that are
reachable on the part of the subnetwork and 11 the registering
MAC address 1s disjoint 1n respect of the reachable MAC

addresses, the registering communication entity 1s connected
in the manner of a station of the subnetwork, while 1f the
registering MAC address 1s already reachable 1n the subnet-
work, an approval procedure 1s carried out such that such that
use of the registering MAC address by two different commu-
nication entities within the subnetwork 1s prevented.
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One advantage of the inventive method 1s the immuniza-
tion against effects of MAC address spoofing, since this
inventive procedure specifically prevents registration using a
MAC address that 1s already reachable, which, 1n contrast to
approaches known from the prior art, does not require previ-
ously stored relationships between devices and MAC
addresses, etc.

In a development of the invention, the approval procedure
takes the form of rejection of the registering communication.
This 1s the simplest variant for ensuring that MAC address
spoofing 1s prevented, as no further enquiries and data trans-
missions are required. It 1s also the quickest option for com-
pleting an approval procedure.

Alternatively the approval procedure takes the form of
conversion of the registering MAC address such that a MAC
address that 1s disjoint in respect of the reachable MAC
addresses 1s allocated to the registering communication entity
within the subnetwork.

This means that for the subnetworks only a MAC address
that 1s valid locally for said subnetworks 1s allocated inter-
nally, regardless of the MAC address assigned 1n a universally
unique manner to each device, thereby preventing spooling;
in other words MAC address spoofing has a negative effect on
the function of the mesh subnetwork, in particular the routing,
and forwarding of data with the mesh subnetwork.

The disjoint MAC address 1s preferably generated on the
part of the subnetwork here, since this latter has information
about existing MAC addresses and/or the addresses that are
valid 1n the local network. It 1s also advantageous here 1f the
disjoint MAC address 1s generated based on a pseudo-random
sequence, 1n particular a “Number Used Once, Nonce™ gen-
crated just once.

It 1s also advantageous if, in a development, the disjoint
MAC address 1s selected so that 1t 1s disjoint 1n respect of
MAC addresses allocated universally, 1n particular on the part
ol organizations, as according to the OUI. This ensures that
there are no collisions with universally assigned MAC
addresses.

The 41% bit of the disjoint MAC address is preferably
allocated the value 1 here, so that local validity 1s identified 1n
a simple manner.

In a further advantageous embodiment of the invention the
approval procedure takes the form of a check carried out on
the part of the subnetwork on the identity of the registering
communication entity with the first communication entity
determined by way of the reachable MAC address corre-
sponding to the registering MAC address. It can thus be
determined whether the registering communication entity 1s
an already known communication entity, which simply
wishes to set up a further link 1n the mesh network, as should
also be ensured according to mesh architecture, and therefore
1s not a case of spoofing but a legitimate registration attempt
and should therefore be permatted.

In one development the 1dentity check should be carried
out such that the subnetwork transmits a first item of check
information to the first communication entity by way of a
route 1n the subnetwork established to the communication
entity determined by way of the reachable MAC address
corresponding to the registering MAC address, the subnet-
work transmits a request to the first communication entity to
return the first item of check information and the subnetwork
awaits the return of the first item of check information by way
of a route established 1n the context of the registration attempt
on the part of the registering station, 1n other words by way of
the link to be setup, 1n the subnetwork, aiter which ifno return
1s made the registering communication entity 1s rejected or if
the return 1s made the correlation of the first item of check
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4

information with the returned 1tem of check information 1s
checked and, if a specific degree of correlation 1s achieved, 1n
particular 1n the case of i1dentity, of the first 1item of check
information with the returned item of check information, the
registering communication entity 1s connected in the manner
of a station of the subnetwork; otherwise the registering com-
munication entity 1s rejected.

This means that a check parameter 1s sent from the network
to the already registered station by way of the existing route
and an expectation that this check parameter will returned by
way of the route to be set up 1s realized, this being success-
tully completed only 1f the device registering 1s the same
device that 1s already incorporated in the network at the
reachable MAC address.

In a further variant of the identity check the subnetwork
transmits a first 1item of check information to the first com-
munication entity by way of a route 1n the subnetwork estab-
lished 1n the context of the registration attempt on the part of
the registering station, the subnetwork transmits a request to
the first communication entity to return the first item of check
information, the subnetwork awaits the return of the first item
of check information by way of a route 1n the subnetwork
established to the communication entity determined by way
of a reachable MAC address corresponding to the registering
MAC address; also 11 no return 1s made the registering com-
munication entity 1s rejected, while 11 the return 1s made, 1t 1s
checked whether the first item of check information corre-
lates with the returned 1tem of check information so that if a
specific degree of correlation 1s achieved, 1n particular in the
case of identity, of the first item of check information with the
returned 1tem of check information, the registering commu-
nication entity 1s connected 1n the manner of a station of the
subnetwork; otherwise rejection of the registering communi-
cation entity again takes place. This 1s a variant in which the
check parameter 1s sent from the network to the station just
registering, with the route to be set up being used for this
purpose and the network then waiting for the check parameter
to be returned by way of the existing route. This can only
happen if the registering device and the already reachable
device are i1dentical and both routes therefore lead to it, thus
ensuring reliable verification of the identity of the registering
and already reachable station.

The subnetwork preferably initiates transmission of the
second and/or third item of check information or alternatively
transmission of the second and/or third 1tem of check infor-
mation takes place automatically on the part of the registering
communication entity.

In a further vanant for the identity check a fourth item of
check information calculated on the part of a cryptographic
key authenticating the first communication entity determined
by way of the reachable MAC address corresponding to the
registering MAC address, 1n particular a first session key
resulting from a network registration according to the so-
called extensible authentication protocol EAP and available
to the registering communication entity is transmitted by way
ol a route 1n the subnetwork established 1n the context of the
registration attempt on the part of the registering station; the
subnetwork determines the validity of the fourth item of
check information based on a second cryptographic key
authenticating the communication entity determined by way
of a reachable MAC address corresponding to the registering
MAC address, 1n particular a second session key resulting
from a network registration according to the extensible
authentication protocol EAP and available to the subnetwork;
where there 1s validity, the registering communication entity
1s connected 1n the manner of a station of the subnetwork,
otherwise the registering communication entity 1s rejected.
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Alternatively the 1dentity check takes place such that the
registering communication entity transmits a fifth item of
check mformation calculated on the basis of a first crypto-
graphic key authenticating the registering communication
entity, 1n particular a first session key resulting from a net-
work registration according to the so-called extensible
authentication protocol EAP and available to the registering
communication entity to the subnetwork by way of a route
established to the communication entity determined by way
of a reachable MAC address corresponding to the registering
MAC address; the subnetwork also determines the validity of
the 1tem ol check information based on a second crypto-
graphic key authenticating the registering communication
entity, 1n particular a second session key resulting from a
network registration according to the extensible authentica-
tion protocol EAP and available to the subnetwork; where
there 1s validity the registering communication entity 1s con-
nected in the manner of a station of the subnetwork, otherwise
the registering communication entity 1s rejected.

These two variants allow particularly reliable verification
of identity, since this 1s based on encryption information
assigned to the respective communication entities or to exist-
ing links and/or links be set up to them.

The first and/or second session keys here are preferably
generated as Master Session Keys MSK formed according to
the extensible authentication protocol EAP, so that the inven-
tive method can be implemented 1n conventional EAP envi-
ronments or those based on EAP.

Alternatively or additionally the first and/or second session
key can be generated as extended master session keys EMSK
formed according to the extensible authentication protocol

EAP.

A Tunction according to a cryptographic hash function, 1n
particular the SHA-1, SHA-256 or MD35 hash function, 1s
suitable here for calculating the first, second, third, fourth

and/or fifth 1tem(s) of check information, as 1s 1t possible to
use known routines.

Alternatively or additionally it 1s advantageous i keyed
hash functions, such as in particular EAS-CBC-MAC,
HMAC-SHA1, HMAC-SHC256, HMAC-MD)5, are used to

calculate the first, second, third, fourth and/or fifth 1tem(s) of
check information, with the HMAC functions being defined
according to RFC2104.

In one advantageous embodiment the approval procedure
1s 1nitiated when the registering communication entity regis-
ters with the subnetwork as a subscriber in the manner of the
mesh, so that mesh subscribers and non-mesh subscribers can
be distinguished and different varnants of the nventive
method can be deployed.

In a further advantageous embodiment first, second, third,
tourth and/or fifth item(s) of check information i1s/are gener-
ated 1n particular as a pseudo-random code, for example a
nonce value.

Alternatively or additionally in a turther advantageous
embodiment the first, second, third, fourth and/or fifth item(s)
of check information 1s/are transmitted as a hash code gener-
ated from a value produced 1n particular as a pseudo-random
code, for example a nonce code. This allows additional pro-
tection and a higher degree of verification.

In a further alternative or additional embodiment a hash
code generated from an operating parameter of the registering
communication entity and/or first communication enftity 1is
transmitted as the first, second, third, fourth and/or fifth
item(s) ol check information. This has the advantage that
known parameters can be used, so that no parameter has to be
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6

generated and the close link between said parameters and the
terminal means that said terminal can be identified in a sitmple
mannet.

The object underlying the invention 1s also achieved by the
arrangement for providing the wireless local network, which
1s characterized by means for implementing the method.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Further details and advantages of the invention are
described in more detail below based on the prior art shown 1n
FIGS. 1 to 4 and exemplary embodiments shown in FIGS. 5 to
12, 1n which figures:

FIG. 1 shows a mesh network scenario according to the
prior art,

FIG. 2 shows an 1independent mesh network according to
the prior art,

FIG. 3 shows a mesh network according to the prior art
with an access point for non-mesh subscriber stations,

FIG. 4 shows a scenario of a mesh ownership check accord-
ing to the prior art,

FIG. 5 shows a flow diagram of an exemplary embodiment
of the invention,

FIG. 6 shows a message flow diagram for a first variant of
the inventive mesh ownership check,

FIG. 7 shows a message flow diagram for a second variant
of the mventive mesh ownership check,

FIG. 8 shows a message flow diagram for a third variant of
the inventive mesh ownership check,

FIG. 9 shows a scenario with non-mesh subscriber stations
connected by way of mesh access points according to the
prior art,

FIG. 10 shows a MAC data frame according to the prior art,

FIG. 11 shows a flow diagram of the forwarding of mesh
data frames according to the prior art,

FIG. 12 shows a tlow diagram with inventive address trans-
lation based on scenarios according to the prior art.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF INVENTION

Based on the scenarios shown in FIGS. 1 to 4 and the
resulting problems, the invention advantageously intervenes
and resolves the above-mentioned problems for a mesh net-
work, as shown 1n the exemplary embodiment according to
FIG. 5 based on a flow diagram illustrating the exemplary
embodiment.

The mventively embodied procedure starts here with a first
step S1, showing an 1nitial state START, and after the occur-
rence of an event, specifically receipt of a request from a
subscriber station to register with a mesh network using the
MAC address MA, moves 1n a second step S2 to a third step
S3, in which i1t 1s checked whether a station with the trans-
mitted MAC address MA 1s already registered in the mesh
network.

This check, carried out 1n a fourth step S4, results, 11t 1s an
already registered reachable MAC address MA, 1n a further
enquiry 1n a fifth step SS, in which 1t 1s checked whether the
registering subscriber station 1s a mesh node, 1.e. a mesh
subscriber, or a non-mesh station. In a sixth step S6 the
registration request 1s rejected 1f 1t 1s a non-mesh station.
Otherwise, 1n other words 11 1t 1s a mesh node, 1n an e1ghth step
S8 a check takes place to determine MAC address ownership
for the registering subscriber station and the MAC address
MA. During this MAC address ownership check 1t is checked
whether the subscriber station 1s authorized to use to the
transmitted MAC address MA.
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If the enquiry shows that the result of the MAC address
ownership check 1s OK, 1n other words it 1s an already regis-
tered subscriber station, 1n a tenth step S10 the registration
request 1s accepted and the subscriber station can set up this
link. Otherwise the registration request 1s rejected again as 1n
the sixth step S6, so that the inventive method reaches an end
state 1n a seventh step S7.

It 1s thus a core of the invention that during network access
by a subscriber to a mesh network using a MAC address, it 1s
checked by the mesh network whether a subscriber node with
the MAC address used by the registering subscriber 1s already
registered and 1s thus reachable in this network, with the
registering subscriber being accepted, 11 the MAC address 1s
not yet reachable in said network, but with the response being,
as described above 1f a subscriber with the MAC address 1s
reachable.

There are also alternatives to the approval procedure
described above. It could be for example that when 1t 1s
detected 1n the fourth step S4 that 1t 1s an already reachable
MAC address, the registering subscriber 1s rejected immedi-
ately.

A Turther alternative or addition to the described proceed-
ings 1n the context of the approval procedure 1s to carry out a
MAC address translation, 1n other words replacing MAC
addresses, as 1s also known for example with the so-called
network address translation of IP addresses to convert private
IP addresses to public IP addresses. However here a first
MAC address 1s converted respectively to a second MAC
address assigned to 1t, while with network address translation
a number of private IP addresses are converted to the same
public IP address.

According to the invention the MAC address given by the
registering subscriber would be replaced by a free MAC
address 1n respect of communication within the network, with
the free MAC address meaning that it 1s an address that 1s not
currently being used within the relevant network, in other
words 1t 1s disjoint in respect of the reachable MAC addresses.

The replacement address can be generated here by pseudo-
random codes, with this preferably being restricted to a MAC
address domain, which 1s not an address allocated to defined

organizations according to OUI.

This can be ensured for example in that the 41° bit, the
so-called “U/L” for Universal/L.ocal bit of the MAC address,
has the value 1, so that this MAC address 1s not universally
unique but 1s administered locally and is therefore only
unique there. The effect 1s then that a registering subscriber
with an external non-unique MAC address 1s allocated an
internally unique address uniquely as a result.

There are a number of implementation variants for the
MAC address ownership check shown in the tlow diagram
and these are described 1n more detail below.

The basic core concept of the MAC address ownership
check 1s that the registering station must demonstrate knowl-
edge of a MAC ownership check parameter during registra-
tion. The condition that allows an 1dentity check 1n this pro-
cess 1s that the check parameter 1s only known to the station
that has already registered and is reachable.

This check parameter can be a number generated in a
pseudo-random manner, a so-called nonce or a cryptographic
value, 1.¢. a value calculated with the aid of cryptographic
methods and a key or another known parameter, such as a
serial number or counter value for example.

If the registering station demonstrates knowledge of this
check parameter, 1t 1s accepted. This demonstration is prefer-
ably provided by transmitting the check parameter on at least
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two different routes. One route 1s always the route to be set up
and the other can be selected freely from already existing
routes.

Implementation variants result from di
demonstration sequences.

For example, a sequence can be such that the check param-
cter 1s sent from the network to the already registered station
by way of the already existing route and the network then
waits for the check parameter to be returned by way of the
route to be set up. This ensures that the registering station and
the already registered station are i1dentical and only the reg-
1stering station wishes to set up a further route, as 1s possible
in principle according to mesh architecture, as the return of
the check parameter by the route to be set up 1s only possible
if they are one and the same station. An attacker would not
have this information.

One variant of this 1s that the check parameter 1s sent from
the network to the station just registering by way of the route
to be set up and the subsequent return of the check parameter
by way of the already existing route 1s then awaited. This 1s
essentially only a reversal of the transmission directions.

In a further variant the check parameter, for example the
above-mentioned random number generated 1n a pseudo-ran-
dom manner or nonce, 1s transmitted from the registering
station to the network by way of the two routes mentioned,
namely the route to be set up and the previously existing route
to the network. The network then only has to check the 1den-
tical nature of the two parameters arriving by way of the
different routes and in the simplest mstance 1t the check
parameters are 1dentical or there 1s a high degree of correla-
tion approve the registering station correspondingly and if
they are notidentical reject 1t. Sending can be initiated here by
the stations 1nvolved or the check parameter 1s requested on
the initiative of the network by way of the two different routes
mentioned.

A turther possibility 1s that a check parameter 1s calculated
using a cryptographic key by the station just registering. This
can be done for example on the basis of a master session key
MSK resulting from an EAP-based network registration.
After calculation the check parameter 1s sent by way of the

already existing route to the network, which 1itself calculates
a check parameter for cross-checking purposes using the
same key and checks it against the one received to determine
identity.
Similarly the registered station can calculate check param-
cters based on the cryptographic key assigned to i1t and send
them to the network by way of the route to be set up.
The core of the ownership check 1s therefore
sending the check parameter,
sending a value derived from the check parameter, for
example the hash value of the check parameter or the
input value of a hash function, which gives the check
parameter as a result, for example SHA-1, SHA-256 or
MD)3,

using the check parameter as iput to calculate a crypto-

graphic checksum, the so-called message authentication
code, for example HMAC-SHA1, HMAC-SHA2536,

HMAC-MD35 or AES-CPC-MAC and sending the
result.

The two first variants of the demonstration sequences, 1.€.

rejection or MAC address conversion are advantageous here

if 1t 1s known that a subscriber can or should only register once

with this network, as 1s the case for example with conven-
tional WL AN stations, while the third variant, in other words
the ownership check, can be deployed expediently when a

[l
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subscriber can legitimately maintain a number of access links
to this network, as 1s permitted for example for mesh nodes
within a mesh network.

Therefore a development also provides for a distinction
between different types of subscriber, 1n the above instance
for example specifically between mesh subscribers and non-
mesh subscribers, with a subscriber station being given the
freedom to register with the network as a mesh subscriber or
a non-mesh subscriber and with the check then being carried
out 1n such a manner that 11 1t registers as a non-mesh sub-
scriber, 1t 1s checked according to the invention that no other
subscriber with the same MAC address 1s registered as amesh
subscriber with the network. It can also be checked that no
other subscriber with the same MAC address 1s already reg-
istered as a non-mesh subscriber with the network.

FIG. 6 shows a detailed diagram of a first variant of the
ownership check in the form of a message flow diagram.

It shows the message tlow between a station MP-A, which

has the MAC address MACA, registering with a mesh net-
work, which consists at least of the mesh nodes MP-1 and
MP-2, a first station MP-1 having a first MAC address MAC1
and the second station MP-2 having a second MAC address
MAC?2.

A possible message tlow resulting according to the imven-
tion 1s shown as follows.

At a first time T1.1 the registering station MP-A sends a
registration request to set up a link to a mesh node of the mesh
network, 1n the example shown a second station MP-2.

It 1s then checked at a time T1.2 by MP-2 whether the MAC
address of the registering station MACA 1s already reachable
in the mesh network, 1n other words 11 a node has already
registered with this address. In the example shown 1t should
be assumed that this 1s the case. A check could be carried out
here to determine the presence of an already existing reach-
able address 1n that the second station MP-2 searches its
routing tables for an entry for the registration MAC address
MACA or 1t could be done by means of a so-called route
request message, which 1s preferably sent out with a destina-
tion only flag for the node with the registering MAC address
MACA, to determine any existing route through the mesh
network.

Since 1n this instance the registration MAC address MACA
already represents a reachable address 1n the mesh network,
the second communication entity MP-2 sends an error mes-
sage back to the registering station MP-A at time '11.3, stating
that a MAC address ownership demonstration MAO 1s
required, this message being optional.

Furthermore at a fourth time T1.4 the second communica-
tion entity MP-2 generates a check parameter N, for example
a pseudo-random number, and stores it, optionally with fur-
ther data, 1n particular the MAC address MACA of the regis-
tering station MP-A, to use this at a later stage for the own-
ership demonstration, such that the second communication
entity MP-2 sends this check parameter as a message to the
registering station MP-A by way of a first communication
entity MP-1, this message being sent first to the first commu-
nication entity MP-1, which then forwards 1t to the registering
station MP-A.

As well as the check parameter N this message also con-
tains the MAC addresses of the second communication entity
MP-2 and the registering station MP-A as address informa-
tion, so that even 1f the message 1s forwarded by way of a
number of intermediate nodes, it still arrives successiully at
the registering station MP-A.

On receipt of this message, at a fifth time T1.5, the regis-
tering communication entity MP-A again sends a registration
request to set up a link to the second communication entity
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MP-2, this message also containing the check parameter N 1n
contrast to the request sent at the first time T1.1.

Then at a sixth time T1.6 the second communication entity
MP-2 can check the check parameter N sent by the registering
station MP-A to determine whether it corresponds to the
stored one, which should be the case 1n the scenario shown, so
that at a seventh time 11.7 the second communication entity
MP-2 sends an OK message for confirmation to the register-
ing communication entity MP-A and the registering station

MP-A 1s thus approved as a subscriber station 1n the network.

FIG. 7 shows a further variant, in which the alternative
realization of the demonstration sequence 1s such that the
registering station MP-A 1tself generates a check parameter
N, which 1s requested by the second communication entity
MP-2 via the existing link by way of the first communication
entity MP-1. In the message flow diagram shown the demon-
stration sequence starts at a first time T2.1 such that the
registering station MP-A first sends a registration request to
set up a link to the second communication entity MP-2 in the
usual manner.

At a second time T2.2 the second communication entity
MP-2 then checks whether the MAC address transmitted on
the part of the registering communication entity MP-A, 1.e.
the registration address MACA, 1s already reachable 1n the
mesh network, in other words a node 1s registered with this
MAC address. This should be assumed 1n this example too, 1t
being possible for the check to take place, as described with
reference to FIG. 6. With this varant too, at a third time T2.3
the second communication entity MP-2 sends an error mes-
sage back to the registering communication entity MP-A
stating that a MAC address ownership demonstration MAO 1s
required, so that in contrast to the variant described above the
registering station MP-A 1tsell generates a check parameter
N, for example a pseudo-random number, and stores this. In
order now to allow the second communication entity MP-2 to
carry out the check, the registering station MP-A sends a
message to the second communication entity MP-2 by way of
the first commumication entity MP-1, this being sent {first to
the first communication entity MP-1, which then forwards 1t
to the second communication entity MP-2, said message con-
taining the check parameter N, which was generated by the
registering communication entity MP-A. The communica-
tion entity stores the received check parameter N and option-
ally further data, in particular the MAC address MACA of the
registering station MP-A.

At a fifth time T2.5 the registering communication entity
again sends a registration request to set up a link to the second
communication entity MP-2, this also containing the check
parameter N in contrast to the message sent at the first time
T2.1.

At a sixth time T2.6, after the second communication entity
MP-2 has received the message from the registering commu-
nication entity MP-A, a check 1s carried out by the second
communication entity MP-2 to determine whether the check
parameter sent by the registering communication entity
MP-A corresponds to the check parameter received by way of
the first communication entity MP-1, as 1s assumed 1n this
example, so that at a seventh time T2.7 the second commu-
nication entity MP-2 sends an OK message for confirmation
to the registering communication entity MP-A and allows this
subscriber station access to the network.

An alternative would be for the registering communication
entity MP-A to insert a check parameter into the message
during the first registration, resulting in an almost 1dentical
sequence, with the only difference being that the first two

messages are omitted.
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The check parameters here can be random numbers gener-
ated 1 a pseudo-random manner (nonce) 1n particular.

FIG. 8 shows a further varnant and describes 1t using the
example of a message tflow diagram, in which the generation
of a check parameter 1s dispensed with and instead the regis-
tering station MP-A uses existing information, 1.€. param-
eters, which 1s requested on the part of the second communi-
cation entity MP-2 by way of both routes, 1.e. once by way of
the route to be set up and by way of the already existing route.

This vaniant has the advantage that any parameters can be
requested, allowing a check in which the usual registration
procedure 1tsell does not have to be modified. It 1s suificient
simply for 1t to be possible to request parameter values
assigned to the registering communication entity MP-A.

These parameters can in particular be serial numbers of the
registering communication entity MP-A, the type, model or
soltware version of said communication entity; they can also
be counter values of the registering communication entity
MP-A, for example packet counters, sequence number
counters for routing messages, the specific route request
sequence number of the registering communication entity
MP-A, in other words two route request messages are sent to
it by way of the two routes mentioned, to which it must
respond with the respectively approprate, 1.e. very close
sequence number, it being necessary here to ensure that no
data relating to the destination sequence number 1s contained
in the route request transmitted by way of the link or route to
be set up, as otherwise a potential attacker node would learn
the current and therefore the expected value.

During the subsequent check 1t 1s then tested whether the
values are 1dentical or whether the counter values, which may
be different because the requests are made at different times,
are sulficiently close to one another. A threshold value com-
parison for example 1s preferable for this.

The messages flow as follows.

Atafirst time T3.1 the known registration request 1s sent on
the part of the registering communication entity MP-A, con-
taining the registration address MACA, to the second com-
munication entity MP-2, whereupon this latter checks
whether the transmitted registration address MACA 1s
already reachable in the mesh network and at a third time 1T3.3
sends a request for any parameters to the registering station
MP-A, whereupon the registering station MP-A sends the
corresponding parameters to the second communication
entity MP-2, which then stores these at a fifth time T3.5 and
at a sixth time T3.6 sends a request for the same parameters by
way of the first communication entity MP-1 to the registering,
communication entity MP-A, whereupon the registering
communication entity MP-A transmits the requested param-
cters by way of the first communication entity MP-1 to the
second communication entity MP-2, so that at an eighth time
13.8 the second communication entity MP-2 can transmit an
OK message to the registering station MP-A, thus allowing
this station access to the network.

One alternative to this 1s to set the link up with certain
conditions. The OK message would then be sent directly after
the registration request and then 1n a conditional phase the
checks would be carried out, as described above, so that, 1 the
result of the checks 1s negative, the direct link 1s canceled
again. The direct link between the registering station MP-A
and the second communication entity MP-2 1s then preferably
only treated as existent by the second communication entity
MP-2 for routing purposes 1 the check 1s successtul, 1.e. after
the conditional phase.

FI1G. 9 shows a scenario 1n which during the registration of
a node as a non-subscriber, 1.e. for example as a WLAN
station STA at a mesh access point MAP, the mesh network,
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1.e. one of the mesh access points MAP, checks whether a
mesh node 1s already registered within the network using the
same MAC address as the registering station that 1s register-
ing as a non-mesh subscriber.

The particular feature of this illustrated example 1s that
only the MAC address of a node 1s checked during registra-
tion of a station as a non-mesh subscriber and only one check
takes place 1n respect of those MAC addresses that belong to
a mesh node, 1n other words a subscriber registered as a mesh
subscriber.

This ensures that no non-mesh subscriber uses the MAC
address of a mesh node or 1s visible with this MAC address
within the mesh network. It can be seen that a node 1s not a
mesh subscriber by an entry 1n a table with a set flag, known
as “1sProxied” (see IEEE 802.11s D0.02, section 11A.3.5.2
MP Proxy Table), while a mesh node belonging to a mesh
subscriber would be shown 1n the table with a flag that 1s
correspondingly not set.

According to the mvention the following measures could
be taken 11 the non-mesh subscriber station has an address
which 1s 1dentical to a mesh subscriber station and either the
registration of the corresponding non-mesh station 1s rejected
or the MAC address used by the non-mesh station 1s con-
verted to a free MAC address using MAC address translation.

In one variant the check could take place 1n such a manner
that 1t 1s determined whether the MAC address 1s already 1n
use both 1n respect of mesh subscribers and in respect of
non-mesh subscribers; 1n other words it 1s checked whether
any node MP, MAP, STA 1s reachable at this MAC address.

This varniant 1s particularly advantageous when no infor-
mation 1s available to indicate whether a node with a specific
MAC address 1s itself involved in mesh routing.

The MAC address conversion MAC address translation
will be described 1n more detail with reference to FIGS. 10
and 11.

FIG. 10 shows the structure of a MAC frame defined
according to IEEE 802.11, which according to the standard
can contain up to four address fields, so-called MAC
addresses (see also IEEE 802.11 section 7.2).

These can be

the so-called source address SA,

the destination address DA,

the transmitting station address TA,

or the so-called recerving station address RA.

The source address SA here refers to the address of the
original sender, while the destination address DA indicates
the address of the final receiver node.

Generally however frames are forwarded by way of a num-
ber of intermediate nodes within a mesh network, so that the
address fields transmitting station address TA and receiving
station address TA are used for this purpose.

The transmitting station address TA and the receiving sta-
tion address RA are always included in this frame, while the
source address SA and the destination address DA are only
filled as required, 1.e. when they are different from the trans-
mitting station address TA or the recewving station address
RA.

In principle the data frame also contains a field for useful
data DATA and a field containing the checksum FCS.

Further header fields that are not relevant for the descrip-
tion, such as frame control, duration/ID or sequence control,
are not shown for the sake of simplicity.

FIG. 11 shows the deployment of these MAC frames, the
respective mput being seli-explanatory.

FIG. 12 finally shows the inventive conversion of the MAC
address 1n the case of an already used or reachable address,
based on this prior art.
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It shows a conversion of the MAC address M-S of a non-
mesh subscriber station STA to a MAC address M-R not used
within the mesh network, e¢.g. generated 1n a pseudo-random
manner, with “R” as random, on the part of a MAC address
point MAP-1.

The conversion 1s therefore also to be seen as the replace-
ment of the MAC address M-S given by the non-mesh sub-
scriber station STA, with the conversion only affecting the
transmitter address TA of MAC frames from the non-mesh
subscriber nodes STA, which 1s 1dentical to the source address
SA, and 1n the case of MAC frames sent to the non-mesh
subscriber nodes STA the recetver address RA, which 1s iden-
tical to the destination address DA.

It also shows the assignment table 1n the mesh access point,
by way of which the non-mesh subscriber station STA regis-
ters. It shows that this contains entries which are used to store
mesh-network-external MAC addresses (MAC EXT) to be
mapped onto one another assigned respectively to mesh-net-
work-internal MAC addresses (MAC INT).

In one variant the MAC address conversion or translation
mentioned always takes place, in other words regardless of
whether the MAC address indicated 1s already reachable or
not.

The mvention claimed 1s:

1. A method for providing a wireless local network com-
prising;:

a subnetwork receiving a registering MAC address from a
registering communication enfity attempting to register
with the subnetwork;

a first node of the subnetwork comparing the registering
MAC address with MAC addresses that are reachable
via the subnetwork such that:
when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses, the first node connecting

the registering communication entity in a manner of a

station of the subnetwork:; and

when the registering MAC address 1s not disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses such that the registering

MAC address already i1s reachable via the subnet-

work, the first node implementing an approval proce-

dure with the registering communication entity to

prevent two different subscribers within the subnet-

work from having identical MAC addresses;

wherein the approval procedure comprises:

awaiting, by the first node of the subnetwork, for a
first item of check information by way of a first
route 1n the subnetwork established to a first com-
munication entity of the subnetwork and for a sec-
ond 1tem of check information by way of a second
route 1n the subnetwork established 1n the context
of the registration attempt from the registering
communication entity,

rejecting the registering communication entity when
the first item of check information fails to arrive
within a predetermined amount of time,

rejecting the registering communication entity when
the second item of check information fails to arrive
within a predetermined amount of time,

checking a correlation of the first item of check infor-
mation with the second item of check information
after the first and second 1tems of check informa-
tion arrive,

connecting the registering communication entity in
the manner of a station of the subnetwork when at
least a specific degree of correlation 1s achieved
between the first item of check information and the
second 1item of check information, and
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rejecting the registering communication entity when
the specific degree of correlation 1s not achieved.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the approval procedure
includes a conversion of the registering MAC address such
that a MAC address that 1s disjoint in respect of the reachable
MAC addresses 1s allocated to the registering communication
entity within the subnetwork.

3. The method of claim 2 wherein the converted disjoint
MAC address 1s generated on the part of the subnetwork.

4. The method of claim 2 wherein the converted disjoint
MAC address 1s generated based on a pseudo-random
sequence.

5. The method of claim 2, wherein the converted disjoint
MAC address 1s selected so that 1t 1s disjoint 1n respect of

MAC addresses allocated universally as according to the

OUL.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein bit 41 of the disjoint
registering MAC address 1s allocated a value of 1.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein a transmission of the
first 1tem of check information is mitiated on the part of the
subnetwork.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein a transmission of the
second 1tem of check information 1s mitiated on the part of the
registering communication entity.

9. The method as claimed 1n claim 1, wherein the approval
procedure 1s mitiated when the registering communication
entity attempts to register with the subnetwork as a subscriber
in a manner of a mesh network node.

10. A method for providing a wireless local network com-
prising:

a subnetwork recerving a registering MAC address from a
registering communication entity attempting to register
with the subnetwork;

a first node of the subnetwork comparing the registering
MAC address with MAC addresses that are reachable
via the subnetwork such that:
when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses, the first node connecting

the registering communication entity in a manner of a

station of the subnetwork:; and

when the registering MAC address 1s not disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses such that the registering

MAC address already 1s reachable via the subnet-

work, the first node implementing an approval proce-

dure with the registering communication entity to

prevent two different subscribers within the subnet-

work from having identical MAC addresses;

wherein the approval procedure comprises:

the registering communication entity determining a
first 1tem of check information based on a first
cryptographic key authenticating the registering
communication entity, the first cryptographic key
being a first session key resulting from a network
registration according to extensible authentication
protocol (EAP) and available to the registering
communication entity, the first item of check infor-
mation being transmitted to the first node of the
subnetwork by way of a first route 1n the subnet-
work established 1n context of the registration
attempt made by the registering communication
entity,

the first node of the subnetwork attempting decryp-
tion of the first item of check information based on
a second cryptographic key authenticating a {first
communication entity, the second cryptographic
key being a second session key resulting from a
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network registration according to EAP of the first
communication entity, and

in the event of successiul decryption of the first item
of check information, the registering communica-
tion entity 1s connected 1n the manner of a station of
the subnetwork, otherwise the registering commu-
nication entity is rejected.

11. The method of claim 10, wherein at least one of:

the first and/or second session key 1s generated as a master
session key formed according to EAP, and

the first and/or second session key 1s generated as an
extended master session key formed according to EAP.

12. A method for providing a wireless local network com-
prising;:

a subnetwork receiving a registering MAC address from a
registering communication enfity attempting to register
with the subnetwork;

a first node of the subnetwork comparing the registering
MAC address with MAC addresses that are reachable
via the subnetwork such that:
when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses, the first node connecting

the registering communication entity in a manner of a

station of the subnetwork:; and

when the registering MAC address 1s not disjoint of the

reachable MAC addresses such that the registering

MAC address already 1s reachable via the subnet-

work, the first node implementing an approval proce-

dure with the registering communication entity to

prevent two different subscribers within the subnet-

work from having identical MAC addresses;

wherein the approval procedure comprises:

receving, by the first node, a first item of check inifor-
mation via an established route of the subnetwork,
the first item of check information calculated based
on a first cryptographic key authenticating a {first
communication entity having a reachable MAC
address of the subnetwork that corresponds with
the registering MAC address, the first crypto-
graphic key being a first session key resulting from
a network registration according to extensible
authentication protocol (EAP) and available to the
registering communication entity,

the first node of the subnetwork attempting decryp-
tion of the first item of check information based on
a second cryptographic key authenticating the reg-
istering communication entity, the second crypto-
graphic key being a second session key resulting
from a network registration according to EAP and
being available to the first node of the subnetwork,
and

in the event of successtul decryption, the registering
communication entity 1s connected 1n the manner
of a station of the subnetwork; otherwise the regis-
tering communication entity 1s rejected.

13. The method of claim 12, wherein a cryptograph hash
function and/or a keyed hash function 1s used to calculate the
first 1item of check information.

14. A communication apparatus comprising:

a subnetwork comprising:

a first node, and
a second node configured as a first communication
entity,

wherein the first node 1s configured to respond to a regis-
tration message received from a registering communi-
cation entity by assessing a registering MAC address of
the registering communication entity such that:
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when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of MAC
addresses reachable via the subnetwork, the first node
connecting the registering communication entity in a
manner of a station of the subnetwork; and
when the registering MAC address 1s not disjoint of the
reachable MAC addresses such that the registering
MAC address already 1s reachable via the subnet-
work, the first node implementing an approval proce-
dure with the registering communication entity to
prevent two different subscribers within the subnet-
work from having identical MAC addresses;
wherein the approval procedure comprises:
awaiting, by the first node, for a first item of check
information by way of a first route in the subnet-
work established to the first communication entity
of the subnetwork and for a second 1tem of check
information by way of a second route 1n the sub-
network established 1n the context of the registra-

tion attempt from the registering communication
entity,

the first node rejecting the registering communication
entity when the first item of check information fails
to arrive within a predetermined amount of time,

the first node rejecting the registering communication
entity when the second 1tem of check information
fails to arrive within a predetermined amount of
time,

the first node checking a correlation of the first item of
check information with the second item of check
information after the first and second i1tems of
check information arrive,

the first node connecting the registering communica-
tion entity 1n the manner of a station of the subnet-
work when at least a specific degree of correlation
1s achieved between the first 1item of check infor-
mation and the second 1tem of check information,
and

the first node rejecting the registering communication
entity when the specific degree of correlation 1s not
achieved.

15. The communication apparatus of claim 14, wherein the
first node 1s configured to initiate the approval procedure
when the registering communication entity attempts to regis-
ter with the subnetwork as a subscriber 1n a manner of a mesh
network node.

16. The communication apparatus of claim 14, wherein the
subnetwork 1s a mesh network comprised of a plurality of
mobile communication terminals.

17. The communication apparatus of claim 14, wherein a
transmission of the first item of check information 1s config-
ured to be mitiated by the subnetwork.

18. The communication apparatus of claim 14, wherein a
transmission of the second 1tem of check information 1s con-
figured to be mmitiated by the registering communication
entity.

19. The communication apparatus of claim 14, comprising;:

the first communication entity, the first communication

entity being connectable to the first node; and

the registering communication entity, the registering coms-

munication entity configured to be connectable to the
subnetwork.

20. The communication apparatus of claim 14, wherein the
first node 1s a mesh network node.

21. A communication apparatus comprising:

a subnetwork comprising;

a first node, and
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a second node configured as a first communication
entity,

wherein the first node 1s configured to respond to a regis-

tration message recerved from a registering communi-

cation enfity by assessing a registering MAC address of 5

the registering communication entity such that:

when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of MAC
addresses reachable via the subnetwork, the first node
connecting the registering communication entity 1n a

18

a first node, and
a second node configured as a first communication
enfity,

wherein the first node 1s configured to respond to a regis-
tration message recerved from a registering communi-
cation enfity by assessing a registering MAC address of
the registering communication entity such that:

when the registering MAC address 1s disjoint of MAC
addresses reachable via the subnetwork, the first node

manner of a station of the subnetwork; and 10 connecting the registering communication entity 1n a
when the registering MAC address 1s not disjoint of the anner o fga Statioi X fthegsubnemork' o Y
reachable MAC addresses such that the registering MAC hen th torine MAC address ; " C disioint of th
address already 1s reachable via the subnetwork, the first WAHEL THE TEEISICTLE dadress 15 NOt dI5)oInt O Hhe
node implementing an approval procedure with the reg- reachable MAC :addres Ses such that the registering MAC
1stering communication entity to prevent two different 15 addre:c;s already 15T eachable via the SUbHEtWO_I'k: the first
subscribers within the subnetwork from having 1dentical {“‘?‘d‘? 1mplement11}g All appr ‘?Vﬁl procedure with t_he reg-
MAC addresses: 1stering communication entity to prevent two different
wherein the appm:fal procedure comprises: subscribers within the subnetwork from having 1dentical
the registering communication entity determining a first hMA.C ?ﬁl dresses; 1 q .
item of check information based on a first crypto- 20 WALTELL LIE dpprovdl protetUle COLPHSES. .
oraphic key authenticating the registering communi- the first node recerving a first item of check information
cation entity, the first cryptographic key being a first via an established route of the subnetwork, the first
session key j resulting from a network registration 1tem of check information calculated based on a first
according to extensible authentication protocol Cr{ ptogr E}[pgllcil key authenti;:agllng thecﬁr(sjgcommfu‘:;ll-
(EAP) and available to the registering communication 25 Ca]; oLl 1l lky lf VIS d That ad o h 1? Hess OF I
entity, the first item of check information being trans- subnetwork that corresponds with the registering
mitted to the first node of the subnetwork by way of a MAC address, the first cryptographic key being a first
first route 1n the subnetwork established 1n context of SE551011 key resultlng. from a net\yoﬂf{ registration
the registration attempt made by the registering com- according - to _ extensible aythepﬂcatmn pT OtOFOI
munication entity 30 (EAP) and available to the registering communication
the first node attempting decryption of the first item of enuty, . . .
check information based on a second cryptographic the first qode attempling decryption of the first item (?f
key authenticating the first communication entity, the EhECk 13{01‘{;13%911 b?ﬁed Ol at se-:cond cryptogralihlc
second cryptographic key being a second session key <y auhen 1¢a lélg ¢ r eglsh'er lﬁg iommumca 1015
resulting from a network registration according to 35 entlt‘y,, the secon Cry ptographic key being a 5econ
EAP of the first communication entity, and session key resulting from a network registration
in the event of successiul decryption of the first item of a?f[ﬁr dm% tOt;Afl’iand(lljemg available to the first node
check information, the registering communication 01 HIC SUDLCIWOILR, dll | o
entity is connected in the manner of a station of the in the event O_f Succe:ssf.ul decry ption, the registering
subnetwork, otherwise the registering communica- 40 communication entity 1s connected 1n the manner of a

tion entity 1s rejected.
22. The communication apparatus of claim 21, wherein the

station of the subnetwork; otherwise the registering
communication entity 1s rejected.

24. The communication apparatus of claim 23, wherein the
subnetwork 1s a mesh network comprised of a plurality of
mobile communication terminals.

subnetwork 1s a mesh network comprised of a plurality of
mobile communication terminals.
23. A communication apparatus comprising: 45
a subnetwork comprising: I I
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