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A framework of cooperation on user authentication among organizations has begun to spread widely by utilizing Single-Sign-On
mechanisms. OpenlID is mainly used for commercial field, and SAML (Security Assertion Markup Language) is mainly used for
academic field. Major countries are constructing an academic federation each. These mechanisms have possibilities for advanced
cooperation since both have a mechanism to provide attribute information on authenticated user for service sites. This manuscript
reports on a trial to implement a gateway between SAML and OpenlD to support academic/student discount service by providing
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affiliation information of users, such as student, faculty, staff, etc., which is maintained by universities, by cooperating
authentication server operated by universities and service sites operated by commercial providers.
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Authorization client_id: require
redirect_uri: require
response_type: support = “token”, “code”, “id_token”
scope: require = “openid”

support = “eduPersonAffiliation”, “PPID”
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nonce: optional
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client_id: require

client_secret: require

redirect_uri: require
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client_id: require

client_secret: require

redirect_uri: require

refresh_token: require

grant_type: require = “refresh_token”

Check Session id_token: require

Userinfo

access_token: require
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