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Abstract: Cloud computing as a new computing model, provides computing and storage services to users by the virtualization
technology. Users then can request and access elastic cloud resources on demand to run their applications via the Internet. Recently
geo-distributed cloud has been a hot research topic in both academia and industry. It federates multiple cloud sites to maintain huge and
distributed virtual resources, so as to provide better services for users. Based on fundamental research problems in geo-distributed cloud
systems, this acticle describes the international and domestic research progress of this area, including architecture design, resource
scheduling schemes, and security mechanisms. It also points out some of the research trends in the field.
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Table 1 Comparison of cloud architecture model
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Fig.4 An integrated Intra-DCN and Inter-DCN architecture with multiple layers
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VIR NG 3R T A 25 IR 45 76 72 e 22 0l i 30, R 4R o S J 25 SCHR[33]48 HE L 7E Reservior BAY (J& T-%f
SRR AR AR 1aaS o # R — N AL IR I, AR U VRA BB A 2 b s AR 6 3t T LR i B8 L Az
FE T U 10 B 5 JRCIR UL, 45 & 1 5 B8 B BOSE SR Bt K 1 VRA O 3 i 784 iy o A 2 B X 5 4 b (it
RS SR,

(2) & s 7 fr) S

R 6 75 0175 SR I ) B, VRA SLVE 43 70 2R SR 88 28 B30 AE R S5 2 98 RAS REMS 71 17 SR IA 3 i) %),
IEAT VRA B AERUE I IR 8] P45 BB 1 iR MR B AR B 2 s RAS R W R A B RIS T, A

AEAE A TEIE AT VRA SEIE A 5 AE L BT I L2 I Js B 9 70 BEAH B B8 9, R 0 VIRAL B0 — B8 A A 2 5
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WiHao 25 N3 T 2 21 = 3 KIBRL 3 T WU (VM) 7E 25 23 Iic 301 128 70 A St oK Sk i sRAVEAE T R e R VL -
B XS BEAN Bk 193 3R 4 0 A 38 5 46 5 % (primal solution) Rk 77 22 (dual solution), A 2 A~ UE(CPUL PIAF
T 45 55 ), S F oz fBA 5725 (oi-approximation  algorithm) 4R E VM 1 e e J8CE 7 B . T 5508 78 42 5005 AR Ak 45
SR AT 2 R A SR 4 L R AT T DA A 224 T P s B s BB T ke T R e 5 1 NP B HPC R PR A
—ANELZ AR E SR, A1 RAS R 48 75 I 3T B ()R AL BE 28 20 5 VRA VAR 24 5 R0 R K3 =K (1) B[]
Rl ofe UG 12 B 0 TRCE, R e HPC 7 P 14 43 T 0 vk 2 1 o Ay BB,

(3) WA MBS

FR A 2 75 B8 06 AR5 17 >R S AR 4k 3 725 4 e B2 IR, VRA 5175 0] 43 N S IR sh 28 Sk Kok B S 5L 248
R4 I FH () Vg AL 5 SR B A4 5 R R, 40 0 465 PR IS, A 2 50 8 00 B 00 L Sk e e R Al 162 it Hp R R R % AR
B S, 7E (VAR B, B A5 B0 2 (79 GDC B8 F 169 98 Y1) PR S A0, X 25 8 R B i oA 2 AN ) 5 1y B4, [
GDC M5 HR A 1R 22 R 25 2 5 BB 40 B4 3 o 0L 5% U5 2 3 40 T

© FEAb i f H AR IR S PR AL R R o ol AU, B T B IR S SRR I A A s R R
X H 4 G B RE R B B B R AT B U ATH VRA A T BETE T 1 B U b e B T AR I 4L T R A,
7 PR U I 37 SR ) 390 T 50 2 R TR, A5 45 W R e (0 I B B A A BB K 2 BRI R A R R R N AR SR 1K
I AT BE AR CSP FIRN.

@ A T SRAR Bl ALV SR A iy A B B 2 HT S AT R 0 R LR A 2 B A B 4R A T A R SR Ok AR E),
MEF NG . SRR AR 55 0 T R AR A8 4k

Bl A B ) AR5 B 1) S Bm 75 SR T A 4R (1 58 e 1 0 90, 7R 40 T 485 R )5, B 0% BT 4 R R G 8 R 1 e
FOLEE B AT 37 20 TR O R 3O o R iy R i Lt 1) 5 ) PR R R 5 B L T 1) A 2k 2 R R 7 A T R R
/> R 8% 50 DA B AR 7 T4 B350 o0 T I 228 SRR 780 %7 P ) 0 A A 50 25 P AR 9 F I8 Y (B 52 A 2% 7 PR ) A A
S ) FH 50 25 S A FL B i B o B A AR AR it P P )7 o o S 2737w 8 N BB b 5 IR 48 7 ) A A
FEH TR A B AT SER S ASIE R B 7 8, DA R P U [ B RE B 2 SR A AR T A 2 A A
AR AR T R AR AR N B W 4% D0 N 43 T JF 44 Abusaki 2 A BT BT 4 B B T 8 K 4R 4 45 0B (wide area
tentative scaling) sk i, RIHE 355 43 N2 A A AH 5@ B9 25 & M 45 03 31 0 Ath B0 5000 o O R 12 b 0 265 o502 S 30 28
) 2 i AR A AR A 2 g A 3L 3R [ 79 2 P i S B 1] 155 1) <7~ 357 o J82 B[], A BT 38 8, AT 48 B B 4 O 48 & X R AR
R 1 7 1R R HEBR TR A AR v BB 0 BT 1 TR R % R G K B R B UGRIR I B AT BRI R H 2 id
LA R T BN AE A R4

(4) BEURHRE G

R P50 2 S e i, B2 75 0 B U AT 2 B A7, VRA SV T 40 O R — Bl AR SRS N 22 Rl AR SR i —
TR S P SR S A, IR R B P 0 2 0 T AR IE FL 08 AT 1) 6 B R YR AR A8 T 22 I A 1 S s, L S R 43 B R R R AN AFAE T
AR, EFRRE AR T TR B B R e AH R R GRAE A R B Bk A7k S O W RURR B B TR
R A A 00 S T % ) R X 3 4 e AR T A . AR T, v T SRR B N R R 2 R UR, N R T =
HR R YR 1 SR E I 2R R I NI AN A R S R TR R IR A R PR AN SRR N T A R AN AEZ BIA T R
AT IFHN J5 ,RAS 75 B M 45 B A B0 0. — B SIE0k H B ORI 1) 17 O, 75 22 )3 3 — AN 48 B AL 250 i 1) S
1197 e 1) A543 S A R DARAIE B IE H AR,

Hof F AL AS P 4 SRR B P 2 IAAFE R E B2 'S 22 B, HR H £ Bl AS 19 5088 Tl 28 e, AN RE % 32 v T
SV B 2 (10 2 TR P L IR P 222 S5 1 Sk A 500 7 i 0 B S B2 ST R [ 251K HE T — AN 45 & ALk 52 Bk 4% 43 F) maassteerr-
slave 76 3 1937 S 1 T B0 735 S ms AR S [R) A P B0 B S R B 0GR @S T P Z N R BR O R gk T A A
oA FEAR R T[] 5 AR B 2 B 2 T s-t /s BB B0 R 98 00 BV T B master Bl AR A slave B AS (1) 5 AL B
B AN B 1 B AR A

2 25 H YR Sy T SRS K LR o
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Table 2 Comparison of virtual resource allocation strategy
2 AU GEUE S IC HEE X EE

vk ) i = — i g AL R TR | WS | | s — A
SCHk | E & 3% 5 Al J7 ik ik ok %ﬁ N ﬁA
[26] | 2014 — R BEHEH oL ASVE L | BS - -
[31] | 2013 HPC 3 RAITEERA | HET Pareto (N HARBME AL | B4R | #S || BRIk
. : GEE S R E B o | .
[25] | 2014 L AE AR R - [ 52 5 B Ay 1 T | A | Eha A
[3] | 2012 #E 2 A B eI e e A R E N R RS
[27] | 2012 A58 X 4% 157 - COSPLAY (s 0 Hi%) ek | B | HEhal] ZREIK
[38] | 2010 Kgggﬁﬁﬁﬁ WA S R P B | Ba | SR | omk
[39] | 2012 e PR e A WA Knowledge-Free J5 % EEAE AR RN
ST 1 AL T O R R
[4] | 2012 | MIZAMEMRS 2 | (R )AL R RO R A F TR W = TP
S A A T 2R)
% )2 IR % (HPC i e {0 N A .. o | oo | .
[36] | 2013 A1 Web % 5 ) Xt A (FREE) 42 44 R R RO K L | & | A | m—EA
R Xof 8 S Hy BBV RRI, L
(33 | 2011 SRR (Reservior 5 7) - Bk AE| B | A R
[40] | 2012 RN W 5E SR (Aneka) | Deadline BN FIR A FLEE | B4k | A [P | B -AIA
[41] | 2012 SCFEZ RO AL B e P B T A R L L | A || B-RIA
(37| 2004 | whmmcmmsn | parekspam || PRI ORRROGRE o) g | s
(wide area tentative scaling) 5 %
[35] | 2012 i S RO Y 7 ] 2-1F 1k | & | oAl | —RElA
T A2 A 2 8 o B ST 1
; . TBUERTE - 1) s | = N VR
2] | 2010 Mégslg:gx?ir;cté\é%k) - (weighted spherical means) /5 i e e N e

22 BRI

RAS R & Gt F R FH 7 3K S 58 A 9 R 3% B AN Ak 5500k 5, RT3 B AR AIE 82 FH 1) mT 5858 47 B F I8 AT 1 %
TRTHFEAEAE 2 BN B REE, 8 ik, 2438 4T B2 0 M UL 3B MU, 75 ZE 55 A0 B ) 38 VR 3k AT 38 7 R ORAE
BLFHIEAT R &0 2 T E IS T R RIR R B0 3 AN v B UR . A7l TR URRN Y 4% B R L T SR RT
R b T B ) 458 B0 58 1) kg UL 7 T 7, 5] A A s B R FH v B B R )T A% 32 B R B T I ) % 5 U ) Y
FE 7] AL, DR O, R 1 S A Ve T B B IR R RS SRS R A 4 40 AT I 35 BN 48 R 1) 43 T SR
221 IFEBRFEITE

TR B S R IR T R, B R SHLIE RS, 2 A I B A B A% R 142 L o B B SRR R Sei E
7 3T 1 AR R UL IR 35 AR BN I AR 7 3 B A e, v I e Hh U 4 W I 5% 0k B IR 25 b BT IR 0. B
TeB BB R P AR IR IR A 22 WUTE F A0 B 0 18] FUUHLOE 8 1) R, 2% R TR K 22 R I 2= il st 1) SE R I A i
RIS 51k,

S ARAIE P 33 B P ST A% WIS I B SUNLAE 1P ik . MAC 3kl 25 ) 4% it B 777 1 7 B2 A5 — 00, 3wk 3 kA%
Gk T MR PUNLTFE R REAE (Rl — W ok AT, 7™ 3 R ] 17 S 30 R — e R 3 5 R AT DA 388 T A K 4L )= ) 1)
Z )P 2 AT e R U A 2% % S0 8 AR AR T SO HR [43—45] B 0T e 4x I E (5 1) /4 Y R G A
M Mo Travostino % A SR fr A 70 o 4 3 0 4% S0 R IR 55 2% A AR B IR 55 2% BT 1 ST ST B S iR R 2
Ja#F T 1P BRI BE IR B ) %A A T 75 4 R AE EALECE UL D RE R AT S 4 T R (R B TR I GE R AR
B E A IP BRI, R R R RR, 9 TE MUY SR SR 7E S P S s RO U THAF AR — 8 SR A SC R [44] 48
) HyperMIP BLZYH L2 51N IPVA F2 3 M 3CFE, il B 8 i1 i 02 HEAT 2 P Sl 78 A B B U2 75
NEARERWLIEHAT G5 K, BT A T8 BRI B IPVA Huhl, [FREFF A 1 =ML 57 30 K 1 B Bes. ST R [45]4%
) MIP6 58I B 4253 i FUAL BTN IPV6 230 PS4, 6 7 18 ENLAMS AT HERR, B il T B8 tp A 1 S #08
AT WSS HE,— G BN R LS 2 B AL F SR AR T R AR MIP6 B B E A AT R
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WL AP LI T A% SCHR (46,4713 — S04k T MIP6 BLZY & 35 At A B A0 42 tH T MAT B2, FRAUE T £ 8] 8
R BB S B 8 R, A R IHLER 4 7Kk At (Ho A) RS st ik (MoA) B4 1P ik, i 7k A ik %
B HE 2,25 8 AR MoA T 8 52 S HL 1AL B A8 B0 1 o AR, e k(8] (g i e 1P kb il g5 R 55 2
(IMS)ZH A5 3L IXRE s GRUE T R FUAL I 17 FH P D0 28 T B 1 — 50k, IR B, bR Ho A 1 s AN A8 3@ 45 15 A 1) ) L@
T s A % B EEAT T 8], CRAIE T 8AE 1 e

A
VM VM il
- . J_L 4:8

HoA ﬁ
g MoAa

Fig.8 = The architecture of MAT!"!
K8 MAT 4 fyt7

222 ML BEIL

340 2 B 0 2 A RO A2 L, K 2 B 0 T AR e s ) SR S B IRAE L T s 0 R B Rl
T B Hh O T PR I 288 R AR B 2 00 A7 AR AR i R AT I I R 3 HL T B R R AR A
PR 20 R A R, B AN T 3 I 10 25 A e M R A o e v, — R B B R AR R 30%~40% 7 A0 N T
AR AU B DML ST 2o 2 o ) 41 2% % U714 6, Celesti 25 A\ L4814t — it 4 45 82 15 7 [ (CIC) 77 3, K5 KB SUVHL AN — > 2 4
PR43 IF ANt 25 1 n] 4L A A e A P Bt s e 20 . B Bl A R IR il A o i B e 2 A
Yo g A AT BORAS 15 2RI AT 58 B ANLE B8, IR R K k> 7 W 45 A% iy S04 2 BRAE S 00, o s 1) R 35 A%
“H P B s R

A A B IT R TR AR B AT o B 2 IR S R R R R TR A 159090 PR 7E 22 B T R L AL AS
BB IRAL S, WX Inter-DCN - W45 s B8 3E4T A B4 TIC 02 2 AR F 16 — N 01 98, 3 32 AR e 1) 1) R
#&, TE Inter-DCN P4 2% v n ] Hip iff B A 7 [R) 4 P B0 38 b AT 1 2018 B o — A 2 i i, A% s 98 82 4 R
N P S i SR, B A SRS B S B A o Y server-to-server [ BUHE AL S ] G AR 35 IR IE BBURR I Inter-
DCN i nf LhRIsr A 3 28:(1) 28 B Qi i, J o B 2+ 4 508K (2) KA 2, 7 B2 A5 i 7 IR ol 1 B 1) P 58
B (3) 15 SR, WA AR B I ] BR #1791 Chen 25 A0V L7 Yahoo! 24 @] ) Inter-DCN i &5 St & 5 £ 5
H iz [5] F 25 2 2 T 3 58 7 KB Inter-DCN #4745 151 35 K R 55 1005 2 ST I 28 SR AR UK. K1 e, 0 Y R
B BRI TS S B (S AT &0 B, st BE % G e 51 = Ik 55 R AL S O S 58 (1 R A 2.

ESF RN RGH, uk mi Hp R I SRS A 2 B 1R 5 1 8 A 2 (2 A (8] 1 2=l ) T AN R o b X
AR — I 2, X R RE = 0 A A BB R 0] (85 2= b 5 B U2 I (R & DR B, dnfe] s 235
R R B 161 [X ) S B 45 1D PR 7 9 SR A% i il 72— /1 ok 75 A2 e (1 17 7. Laoutaris %5 NP2 HY T NetStitcher &4,
B JE B S B, B A7 i 55 Jx (store-and-forward) 5 9%, ¥ B 55 K A7 AT a5 R o Bl 1 AT 1 s A4 A0 R %, ey
LSBT X AN i) e X IS T £ R B 5 A R4S A 2R T NetStitcher 77l 5% & 1B B Jetway R 48154t T %
FHT Inter-DCN [ 28 v A0 AT 52 1) 2% b S s [R) BF A T NetStitcher 25 FE 1 58— ST I 4% i Jetway 7E [7] 48 4
FEHT 25 R8T 22 WAL L R AF FE I 5, I SR N7 & B SE 2SR . SCHR[54] 0 22 F NetStitcher, ZESEAT A LR, 5 5E T
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FRARTIR (0 5 %, I I T S50 U5 7™ 4 O ). Zhang 25 A TSI 8 3 7 38 48 0k i 18] A0 I 268 3t R, 0 L P 4 41
B 5 A% g L I TR 45 11 0F BETE T Amoeba 28 Gt R ORAIE AR 55 52 {4 7 S DAkl L I 18] P9 FRO A 28008 2 5 o 4 i
H, BWEPCTI i B AN 42 R 1 2 A 1) 5 G5 0K 51 B0 AN ) 1 S0 % 10 90 s o e R SR e 24 % R GE N T T 48
WA TR B4 RGEH 2R 3 45 25N 98 20 e SR 0 B 0
Table 3 Comparison of bandwidth allocation strategy
3 HC SR X EE

SCiik 24 N 137 5% R ik

[52]  NetStitcher %0 R 55 TR 17-4i% i K (store-and-forward) 52

[53] Jetway MU R ARSI BEAT V) 43 %

[54] - BABIENERBHER  KESRE 455 WRNE. SIS, KRR R H3hA R E %
[55] Amoeba AR EEER KRR E I 25 43 B B vk

[56] BWE A [ 58 20 v i e R AR Y RIUE [ BOR- B 53, SE L2 B AR B E A9y 2 A SF

3 AHAERE

Bk =Sk Jih o se oF WPl Pt DO VN T R R e UER VAR /G G DR VAZ e Wi I il ST FR R o ol £ 1)
WU 24, BPRERR R, MR UK MG 24 WA RS 2 26 VA M & AR 22 10 B

i R R R G2 T 2R TH DL P RO 2 T AT 2 B K HAF AR E A s R BRI LA
A Ak G R P O B . MRS FE 0 i A Coady 25 N PSS 20 A X R G e B A A AR A Hh B
HIEARR T NS U BE SR R T A B R SR I BR A AR T, 2 = A PR SR A A B T A AR S AR B T
TR TR BRI A Y R T A SRS IR, I A 19 U 1] A PR % ) R B A o AR Y e R
T R R, 4 AT SR AT G 1 2 A I B SLVRAE SCHR[58]H L4 HE TR 4 BT A, AR S0 3 BN 2 ) U 1) 4 ) 5
W% JE2 TF A 28— R0 I 4% ) 3 2 R UGIE RN AU 1, 0 A S RGBS P U5 1) 2 = R G0 2 A i A i 32
2 R85 S R 25 3 2 T B A AR A TR R A IE AL AR DR ok, A4 3 M P S AR A L 2 10435 A 28 9 O T T
4.

31 APEEER

TE = E I BR R TR = IR S35 b, 5 BB 317G 58 S R0 304 ARonT G 1 5 ) 16 AT B 424 o1, B8] ub ot
R T 2 4 5 PR B 4 AT Bk e — A B WA Al vk J7 %2 . Cascella 25 ANPOME T P A5 AT 96 SB35 it
T I TFREAAR LLH P oA personal cloud AR ZEIX MR AR P BEAS BB I ) B R AF i T
T A 75 25 F UK B 1 8 BAUIR K 45 A = IS5 R AL AR Bt b % 77 588 o s Ak A b 1) 77 SR O 17 S
FhE BT FRE A B Oliver 25 A 7E KK B3 f (scalable and secure infrastructures for cloud operations, & #%
SSICLOPS)Tl H H1 fu v Fl 77 45 5 MR 6 K0 478 76 A 1 08 47 7 R0 AL 2, LA PR U 25030 M 9 1) XU

PR P BAE AT, 5 — S B R @ I SR A UAGIE 5B Bl U7 n) 4 1 5 2 SR AL B T B S A T %
2 SRR PR BERA 7E SCHBR[60] T 1E 38 B R 4G e B A 38 B TH 9 35 DA K 2 1> = IR 55 AL s ) i e A S ais
CAEOER— A M, 4 A TR M A I B R (KP-ABE) « AR HLE in %5 (PRE)FUE 1 2 n 25 B, Se Bl 17 % T 5d0%
J& P 5 SCH U n) IR [R) B, o e B0 4R 8 L B IR B A A0 O I i ) EAN R R R ZEIE WAL,
Bt EAT F IR KA A ZEAL N = RS S AL, bSO 7 22 . AT SR . 410k B2 i 08 U7 i 42 i L ). 52
HR[60TA $2 4L 1 X 47 it 50 4f8 A £ HEAT HL 3 1R DR AP FRIHL A1, O 2R 28 Bonr B8 U vl 45 5 B U 1) 48 =045 8 1 O
P AESCHR[61] P A 5 K B+-M A 454, F 5 ) cover. cache 1 shuffle 352 A, it 1 5T BB S5 M —— v &
3l (shuffle index), H A8 & s 4 A7 B TE I T RN AARATEFE 1) B+-B e, I FH 95 050 % 31 190 00 8 4 A SR AR AIF 52
B EHE AN 2 A7 Al 55 4 3.2 7 i (RO A 38 ) AN R 8 4 2 B i SR BRLJBUAE cover 1 SR AFIZZ A i
R 10 A7 7 IR 25 8 P I 2000 e db AT e hB 47 L. o 1 A0 68 IR 55 33 75 1A P AT ) 00 5% 35 300 S e s 50 B A o i)
B 2 TR PR DRI, B DR T 53 AL 2 1 DA R B A v 5 A 1 22 4k, TR I R 8 7 8 R4 B — B 2R 1) 7 T 4 A
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TN AEFIE ISR T YRR 5L R85 75 1 25 20 AR AE RO BT R SEILTE T 3N B4 i N s R G R AR
i I,
32 mEfFEER

HHES 1 5T 50, 20 A0 2 = AR == 8] AR ELER AR PR AT U [ B RR, 7T LAy AR & . S 88 & DU G 3 K0
FEMENZ =R, H—A CSP ¥, 2= 3 5 22 18] 32 2[R 440 17, TR b 2= 3 2 1) — F AN 75 7™ A FO 15 T A
B PR SRS BENREA RN =l SEERE T ARNE MESRUH, TR A M) EEE2
G122 4 i) L TR b, 5 R RAE 2 (R B AT AR Y Jy TR AT T — 2 B 7. H Al R e R R B oI AN =
77 AT AE LA, 53 (1) SSO(single-sign on) A, 25 3 5 A — LR HUEG 25 3 15 B 917 1)L RR Ja , 75 5 I A
FEIAT S HAE.(2) BUFAEME =77, 4 a5k A A B = ub A B I, 7 B 48 = 7 =R A i B iE 1.

HR[12]2 T Intercloud B H T 3 F A4 I AE i PKI(public key infrastructure) 115 {E A AL PKI (1T
R T LA leader node RARETE A RS04 4, T leader node FIIAIEAS 2t B AAIEH 0> CA(certificate
authority) & 52 . F& B UE P A e A5 TAIIE 25 3 10, BT LLUAIE 2 B3R i 09 BE 08, BRIk 3X 7% 22 CA R AR = & 1 ot
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Exchange £/ CA A 2 AL S i (1 L AT A IR A= oy 8 13 09045 ATAE 5 A6 1A% 2 o 1 25 ) ) JEL A Ik 1) BR 161 (9 Trust
Index R~ CSP M5 EHIN(40% . 50%, 55 55), 34 A 7 1 2 3l s %1 23 J LA AT 38 78 R — 15 AR 380 1) 25 3 00
A 5 v B AT S 2 FL VTR U ol B B AR I B 9 P AE XA — A SR B PR IS DR A Y o, 25 R 55 8 2 i)
S AEAT A T ) X R AE AT AR R R 0 SR —ANME AT A LS AT 5 AL B R B 45 HAE AT IR 55 (R0 00 25 R 58 4 it
PL PAAINEE Bl R4 T1, LS BE 82 A % 7 S8R B DA IE AN S8 = J5 i i 7 R 1A 80 i LR R 2 — R
W g A 2l 1550 T 4 B ST RR[62] 2 H BB AT 5 W IEBE L ) J& T SSO TR 2 Z AR A X)) 4 7 (5 4T 48k, 5 H.
GAMEATE 0 1dP(identity provider) & B HYUE & EMAE S L — A 2 F T, Ym0k SRR 1dP
S AE 2 5, B A] 7 il 2% 1P & B3k (K BT AT 2 3l o, [RD IS 122488 0 o A R VR RS 2 3l 48 P L 7 (9 IE B
ANT7 X LR, SCR [12] AR 2L AN 2 3 A B AR OR RE R A A I UGENL R BB R T AR RGP
PRI BNAS T, HAR A L CA (4R i J8 31, B A SR AR & AL, B0 T SE B 37 5.
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Fig.9 Intercloud identity federation model!*?
9 Intercloud A TIE Ik Hs g A2
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FERE T AT KR v 55 BRI B v 2 — el v, 0 AT s TR R R R Y TR AR 23 1R
E A [R] 3t PRz B R B8 o0 (0 T S/ 00 4% 5 U0 5 D Ok, 30 o ST I K AR AR IR 55, D9 P B B Y o
SERIAE fih B2 U5, A 50k B AR08 15 R 48, 382 i P P AR B0 R 2R G s 1R AR ST 93 ol M A o 5 ) L W U0 B A5 1 e
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2 H0HE R 0 FE A B e P 5 TR 5 S TR DA B TR A AR A AR 2R 0 S I AR AR ST ) 40 AT, A SR T LUSE 2 M DG DL LA

1534 N ZEA R A RT3 — 2D S I A

(1) W EEHHY & 2 IR 55 B8 4t v I 2 3 P SR T o BRI, T BUIE K 1) 5 B R AR R B R A A X
AR B IR AR E AT R D 5 AR S5 BT R R AR TR Sy S R B A M e 1T 2R 5 2 BT AT Ak T
G B, A L AE P4 10 TR X — 5 T 380 58 X 2 R 45 o e 2 11 B0k 2 A3 S AL 2= () E 8 4% P 11 1) R0 P 5 AR
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— R
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BEEA:

(1) FEEE=HONETZ G N,ERE Web RIH . WU A7 B 25, R 28 57 A 1) il 45 2R
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(2) 87 PRAIEJSL P P20 0 16 5 55 5 B, b 7 Y 3R A7 3508 28 B A0 o 5 2SI 60 S 5 o 000 2 e 7 o 0 0 ) 7 45
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