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Abstract: With the rapid development of cloud computing technology, its security issues have become more and more obvious and
received much attention in both industry and academia. High security risk is widespread in traditional cloud architecture. Hacking into a
virtual machine destroys the availability of cloud services or resources. Un-Trusted cloud storage makes it more difficult to share or
search users’ private data. The risk of privacy leakage is caused by various outsourcing computation and application requirements. From
the perspective of security and privacy preserving technologies in cloud computing, this paper first introduces related research progress of
cloud virtualization security, cloud data security and cloud application security. In addition, it analyzes the characteristics and application
scopes of typical schemes, and compares their different effectiveness on the security defense and privacy preserving. Finally, the paper
discusses current limitations and possible directions for future research.
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Fig.1 Cloud architecture and security classification

Bl 1 bk 54 a2k

AR B A 2 R 22 4x o 2 Bt 22 4 DA K s T 22 4 R S 500t )8, 20 BT 00T L i S 77 2 R
R~ 8 VG e JEAE 22 A 97 R B RA DR 97 75 T PR AN TR 280, 98 AT AR 10 ) B 208 1T 438 1 A o e i i B A
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“UFEE G XIE T AR S A = BRIk (cloud virtualization)SZ B . 2 i R 4K 3K 165 B
TR A E A L (virtual machine, fRIFR VM), 7 0] LU E G R SUBL 0T BT 7 v AR 45 451
R AE R GG AL ARVEEAH ELAOT I 2 & T B TR B T R 1 R P R 4, I I R 1 o AR AR LA
AT, AT 249 V5 AR S 4 v e R T 2.
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1.1 BHR2WHEFFHEEA

L1.1 GRS Bt

A PR R H 2 B s oF 2 i CPU B VM )R IS AT I Ta) o 2 R, v 2R AR ) A
SOV SR 5 RGOS %) A R R S ek A 45 5 3 M AR P R 002 8 PR AL A P U A R A R R b A )
CPU 5 VM ] B, 528055 B 4% B i (theft-of-service attack). L A4 5k R Al oty 2 HERE A8 U R e o B0 SR 4
W RE AT AR ) g =X o A A B = IR 45 % U

B LI R AOUATL R FEE AL T A A7 T 08 FEE 14D T 2 AT AR A2 36 R HX R 45 B8 1 2 22 JRU IR e 9T, Gruschka 5
Jensen (1) T4 LR M 42 S 491 ok £ 4 1A 185 ¢ 4 0 BG40 BT T80k 2 45 4 92 S 0812 T 11 252 S DA U 3 3 B 45 3K
7.2013 4, Zhou %5 AV o 46 50 FEE AL sl A 2t 0 A 17 2R B0t [ i S0 T 3SR . A PR 10 R
BE 3 T BRI A 10 H e S 12 RUL B8 /A, A0 48 6 A4 - A S SO0 Rl SOUML 2 (R P 0 e /N A, A B8 Tk 2 32 34 o 1T O
it hal =¥y

e AR, 2012 SR M 1R %5 Y50 0T 10 i (resource-freeing attack, & F) REA)!OVREMS 1r-4 1 F 7 (0 kg LML % I
TRIL B ) B0 3 10 B2 UL, A T 2 31 5 57 B AR 25 s AR I B s R L R IS A ALE T DL SE A JE G Ik R I
i B RTAT J7 5806 RFA Hh B0k 38 2 0 R R 260 SC B B U3 A8 H b SR ML R IETEREAT IR 25 IR 2 o W
R I I o 4 A TR B R R s A B 1 E S Amazon EC2 P& LIS 25 JAR W, B A D)
RFA 343 T 13%1 1 RE4 .
112 BEARMEANIGE

AR 1 AN B (malware injection attack) i % 5 5249 A RF 8 46 e 55 S 48] Ak 10 0E 5 FR) Al 45 17 SR 88 T 3K
PR BT 1) RE 77, ARV B BGIE B 45 B E F 7 i 5 5 45 Web I IR BEA 1), 2= 1 5T PR B3 1 KB SR 45 100 i ) 77 3%
BRI N Bk 1) 22 A W 2w IR G308 R UL A7 S 15 A A5 S i AR PR R I A S o TR ¥, H AT 7
SR DN 23 JIR 45 S 401 5 2 P 1) A RS A vk

TR 1575 0 7 8 VD Dl w2 B 5 0 R S8 0 U BT AR DU SBR[ 11135 F PE ORISR T ia i
PERLIN J5 %2, 5% HADOOP ~F 5 Kar i 288 72 S 461 7 1 S AL, L A5 88 o (A0 RS 00 238 RO AT PR iR R 26 AR TG 1% 7 S 1)
0 408 A K, T EL AR, 00 o 2 A A R oM 8 1 T e 1 2012 4, — Bl R B 4 5 B 5 AR SO R ok R e R
H S B T AR ARG DU 2 3 1 DA TS B T Wi %5 ANIPISET DFA VP4l B AR I Jon 25 ST ) 1A 2 B s e )
FERERS F T % AR AT 34
113 A SURMHLIAEE Y &

A XML LAF 38 Bt (cross VM side channels attack) e —28 & WL I# U 10 9K 8 B T 20, Bk B 5 H
W R SO P A [ (04 4 B R A, 38 A8 8 BAT A8 2 B AT IR I 2 e ] DAHEIRT (8 H B kB UL IR AT 2, 300 iR
S 2 E MU B 0 3w o5 B % 2 R UL U7 ) S S0 0 22 7, 88 5 AT W8 A0 2 4 el o G o i 3 4 T
U B BV FE R TG BT, T T R A i e T A B 4 S 5 H A R SUML P9 AR Bl T R
Bk — Mo LA B R IR 78 55 | e, DR T e 6 11 - SR A 0

FLARKR T I 3175 308 S0t U 3 sk 0 B AR ) S AT 55 AR T I ) B B SR O 5 5 45 4 1) B 1 R e
TH R (10 320 455 308 e VSR P i B T R S T R s, T A5 I Mt g B R ) b R AUOML 3R G R R I A
AN, 5 bR A £ 3 A ), W 25 ATV Ure AL x86 R G P s BL T v B 75 3 T i7.2015 4F, Liu (R RHIF
A BN St i — 2 2% 47 (last-level cache, fii Bk LLC)HE Hy 1 —Ff 37 8 Wi 5 408 0o 00 7 MM & =52 Py A7 LA B
VB 2 45 R SN 28 S0 65 RSP A0 I 3 (5 v 2k 281 65 s 10 5 J o 6 I 25 AU S 35 LLC SRAS I HLFT AT,
£ Amazon EC2 “1- & 58k 52 T 2 048 LRI RSA FAH].

TR B A 6 A8 XORE PUHLI A 38 3 ot f S 250 155 0 S35 s A 3 60 Jal o LA L VR g /N 32 4 N 4R AR BL SO0 T
A5 P 2 K0 4 b BE AL A 200, 3 LA 3914 55 1) O 38 48 3 B 0 B4 s T AS T80 140 R UL, A5 2880 7 Y R T 228 S
S R UA5 18 B 97 WO 25 25 B I B eh AT 0 5 38 Ak B SRUNL 8 B2 AL 1) A B ARG 22 A7 1 255 190 £ 4 XU, 90 e o B
/NIZAT I ) PR A S BE T S8 A FH CPU 9.
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1.1.4 8 3L A7 s

SE 1] 355 Y A7 B il (targeted shared memory) A4 AL FUUML IR 3 25 P A7 BGZ A7 0 Moy B A, 2 B AR
NI 5 A T B0 B LRl Tl (1 — ANMRERTE 7 ZP U Rocha Hil Correia T+ 2011 447 HY 45 & K
i U7 ] AL IR P9 AF S A B T e B B R  Manis AT RS S P R AAE S i 85

[l B S 5 T MR BUHL IR A A7 22 A, A A7 FE R MR 2™ B 5 5 35 =V 507 & 10 ml P . i R0 19 4 T B2
FR A B 2 S04 ok W 48 P9 A 1 EU B 42 B 4 N R 0 R 1) 7 v e o A I 2 SR A8 b A R
115 EAMLRR K

TE = R ERES o 8 B R 3 T R0 1E 3 4E 30 1 00,17 LR I 4 R UL I DR AE R GRS PR R A5 Bl
HARER A T PR S I8 B — R 2 A Bk, HL D7 S B0 W 4 bR, BT AT R Bl 1) S R

2012 4, Szefer %5 NP5 413 H 4% 4 W 2 Th g LUR AR P L IR B0 (VM rollback  attack). [F] 45, 1% J8

675 LU gk B98N 2 4250k R SUUHL e T 1 A5 R 2 D BB 1 75 (4 o & ik Pk R S I 4 1 T E R 25 L R 48
EHLRE P 0 IEAR T RE AR, Lk 7 R B & P IS5 KR, R R R 7
1.1.6 /N &

Z AR A 22 T BOR (R R, 2 ) SR U5 B L B B AA GRS i ok T ADBT I 2 B AS 11 WA T
5 UL RSN 22 A2 Bt oA 1 SE N UL M 23 A O 0f B SO IR S B R S S TR, R 1 B SR S
Wt B Bt R AR YRR A5 S8 AL BUAT B IR Joy BRPE AT T VPEAR 10 5 5 U .

Table 1 Known security attacks on cloud virtualization

F1 CHl R B
B | B RN B AR R AL
s | wik I TR P A T
G| ERIEERE ) wpumesr vv o | ) SRESURERE | e o) o romimtean e
) - 3. JoVARAH RFA Boili
o oo z g |1 T LT T
g - e e ST o g | Soit1-13) | 2. K TRk
TR s s 3. LRI —
T
e | MDA 2
Pty | RERMEERAN | VM ABROLR I | 1R | o SR
i it 0 W% 8 AL 2. Z M B B 200 A 4 R
P Kiti
I&EE‘[IE’IH
P RSN EW T VEE e ¥ TR AR
S | swiany | UEWRIURIIUEE ) ons s | o2 |2 FHstEpen
i - 3. 51 Hefl Ao v A
- NIRRT AT
L - TS VMRS 2 ik ik | Sopsos | ) IR RS
o 3. BT ' T

g5 BT, = AL 2 A TR DR BT T — L83k Ji (HLA 1 SFe U B 18 A B AN 16 38 AT A8 Ak 22 0] JE LML
BT 2 2 B0 T A WA R AT T R UL A% a2 v (045 5 M & ko B9 HOH P ks s i 45 % U T 6 g AL S
BIREAT AR TR RS . B, [RIVR SRR A, 302 AR R0 90 b+ 2 B4 D03 1) 3 22 1) L, 7 ZE e U T8 N o8 45 1 22 4
7 AENATL A A CR s Rl DAL R L skl 0 v 5 e
12 ZEfRE

PR % 28 A 2 5 A AR 2 4 AN T B R 11 S A 40, A ) W A R 1% T R G A B R
SE 1 IE WP 55 4 4 PF Elphinstone 25 AP sCALHAES0E A LA BB N, 20 W i PR 0 T 358 2, 90
TUAR 11 2 4% Ak PR35 B2 oy I0AT B (V) ) A5 82 A0, 5 45 G I R A 2 A AR TR TR A RGN G IN A = R T
— ol A 3 1) 22 A= 7 47 S W A8 QA 22 A B B (hardware  security module, @i AR HSM) 6 5747 fif 57 #LH T AL
N2 0 FAAG 5, EL A AR o 1R e 2 18 S0 R0 22 A R ), FL 5 1 5 0 A R 28 U £ AR L H AT IR 5 44 TR
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Bk A = i S D38 3 W] ) CloudHSM IR 45, 135k AWS 2 #1345 31 0 i 25 b, Azab 28 A\ P71
SLF AR R G I RE A SR AL B B AE S, B AE R x86 A% T B I B Be RA B At 06 ARt

AR P 22 A (R R AT — 5 PR P 1 A2 B AN LU 10 BR S, TR0 IRy 17 R 22 A s 4 o 8 3 R mT o o v 55
77 THI ) J3 B, C.SP - BE AL ) T A7 ) 265 A 20 A A 2 8 6 LA SRS Ay A0 5t 11 A 2% i 0 AR B ARE b, 2 A s
Xt IR 25 T SEPE (KRB T1H0 4 F P A R T 221 8 B A R L2 A8 s B B 1 B 4 DA TE AL ST e o 2 A T
W AL NS A A R K AR B 2 4 A FH P mT CAAE A R RS (0 i 4 1 0 0 22 1) B0 A B 8 vty ISR R BEAIR T
F e A i R E 5 (0 T Y
2 nHRERE

AN F AR Ge i T A, 2 VSR AR R T3 i P BRORL 50 1 7 A LS e SRUBUR B 8. = A7 ik A A
2 SR AL IR A% 0 IR 45, o2 AN ] 8¢ ity 182 46 1) L 2 B0 1 — Pt e 2, 3 o 09 00 2 4 LR == e A IR DG ek
2 — R A BRI .

AT A2 T SR v (K B0 22 4 5 P 2 BRORA CR A 1A R G 1n) 3815 WF 9k e 380 L A b, OR AP o B e 4
P10 ARSI 2 TS0 6 A7 B 2 I 45 4 10 S0 AT m 28 Ak B 5o o S W ey B3l A ) 2 A o A el R b AQ B
s B30 5 e e o TR R S A AT A A 2 IR0 (K B 2 S U il 4 2 R A R U (K A
U7 1) 708 [l T 48 2R 0 5 B R S B AR IR R R, I B A% R CSP R SR ) T U P R 2 RLIE T
o5t OG0 5 B DA KT A B IE B 6t 1 IR 5 P 2 AT R BN S S B U BB TIE L 5 S0 d
R GEREVE T 4 A7 R FF SRR, IR BUH 4 82U T LA 2R 4 7.

21 BEHEHEZE
2.1.1 AAHEINEAE

AR 2 7 11 %% 9% (proxy re-encryption, i Fk PRE)H WL T HL T IR CHHE e o 4> RIIRSS 52 H P L5 =2
AN R AR VR S = A A P B R 1% g e e I SO, LA B B T AR e TR B R A FR
=7 ARERAS H R 3% 7 A ST AT A T O S, B LA A 0 AR X TR I {E (K CSP AR L% &
S 38 PR B W SCAR IR 88 2 A M S S AR A B D 5 1 A MR AR I B 2 IR

HARIAT Za < (3) SR FE T ABIE, MRS b
| () BALINE R B CSP (7) KL H e
(5) KILH = EH R CSP Hls 2 By
CSP
(1) A FH AHE s Hcdis (6) M TS HE T i 44 (8) i FHAL TS fire s Hc o
(4) AR IN 2 HAHE v

Fig.2 Process of proxy re-encryption
B2 QR N A

GE A AR G ACHE N B STL ) HE A AR Green &5 Ateniese T 2007 SE Bt T — R 3T S0 ACE SN 7 %
(identity-based proxy re-encryption, ik TBPRE)®. 77 % LU 2 (¥ 0 — 5 4045 JBAE S A5 15 T s, AT o
WIPE AR AEAC TR AT AU v B I 2 I A R R B 1) B fd L T HJS VAR R S0 2
] ) 54 B i Mizuno Al Doi Xf IBPRE J7 S BEAT S At 4k 1 30 0 238 2 30 2% I ) /N I Bk 1R EE 1) 5 473,
— IG5 H T RS TR Ak 2 4 43 O B L B HE BT 3% 8 BH SC Bt (chosen-plaintext attack, & #% CPA) [ R
13.2012 4F L1438 2 AL 5 03 085 5530 NaHIBEP O RIEE T~ 5 43 1) 2 1 8 1 AQ 3 16 0 %% 577 MUIBPRED',
AT DLARAE AE 924 FLilh 2 0k 8% L Beiti (chosen-ciphertext attack, i/ CCA)Z2 41 IBPRE J7 Z 4 4% 1 B2 1%
W22 A, o3 AR B o 2 AR PPV Bl 4 T i 8 Xk S Z TS e AR B (1 4 s . W S AP T
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FEAIE S A I B R DA RS T B ) T A BN 2014 4F JE T 5400 (0 T s QB hn 25 L s B k45 3
T LS. S AR L IBPRE J7 S ff o T 58 = 7 ARSI R Jdk DR 1y e R A B S R (M 24T 5 B R — X DL
FvE AR 3 L =21 S O A e D

A1 AR H8 0 %% 5595 (conditional proxy re-encryption, fii R CPRE)POH 52 AV 24 T 0 25 55 4F R 48 78 55 S04
(7] N5 AL T A 2 45 A A A0 10 VR ) SRR — % 22 8 00 i 38 i 85 7 2078 SCHIR[3 6110 2 itk |- Fang &8 N2 )5 i
T SRR R (M 44 CPRE J5 RBTRIBOH CPRE J5 58 2 $ AT R AL T 4R 5035 01 1), Lan 25 A\ B
) FH i 535 S =2 A o) R R A 56 ot B A 3t 22 4% A AR B 0 85 D7 6. 45 SR [32] 1 1 v JE AR R AL, SCHiR[40] 58 B,
2 HUZ AL B 03 % 7 %€ (hierarchical identity-based encryption, i #X HIBE) A LA4% 1k & CCA % 4= 1f] CPRE /7 4.
T3 T 5 0 1R 4 ARAR R B 3% 7 2 i1 IBPRE M1 CPRE BT 1%, 3L CCA 24 e brvE i
(standard model)* A HL 1l 5 15 8 (random oracle model)!*2 45 21| 78 73 BIAIE BH 4R 0, DL A 1975 R R 2 AR T2
B A I KA SCRFAT R 46 AR ) CPRE SVEATI AR A — AN RIS Il i 1 Ak 12228 07 S8 (R 28026 5 8 SO K B AT Ay
w2k
2.1.2 JEPEhnE Sk

ZAEAE R JE PR N %8 7k (attribute-based  encryption, i #% ABE) [ #E 0T AR 7 #0122 4k 5 el =
PEE AP EMNE RS % ORI T AP B S RSBt R EEE. 2005, IR I 5 T8 ki
0 Sk BB B 3 T 5 43 1O N 28 B0k (fuzzy identity-based encryption). i 4 24 %5 41 Ja 4 5 %% SC g MR AR LS
P IS, 7 R DL 58 B i 2 B A

ST T T 1 T 2K 2 B 2 A U P AR M R R A - Waters T B HH 1% 5 T8 SO SR M () 8 1R % 7 &
(ciphertext-policy attribute-based encryption, fiif # CP-ABE)“* 4] F K i vk 52 2% f 85 S 7 Il ¢ 1) 1) J 8% S 7 3¢
517 U7 I 455 1) SR DR skl Jon a5 I 18] 55 U (] 428 ) 5 440 1 52 4% 5 52 L I R O, T A2 5 WsF ) P 7 ) 428 SR RS o 1) 7 U
e H YeoE SCBR[44198 BR300 iR 25 Sk S B CSPR] DU %MK CP-ABE 77 52 A 45 18 . AR T, /1 0, A 2% e
HAS AT AT UEPE, B PG i CSP i 15 4 T R AEAT T MR e . T SR AN — B, Lai 25 A
H 2013 A1) LA &5 A CP-ABE ¥ vl T 1] 561 1) /G0 A 2 550025 (R v T JR M 22 e Ak, O T J M iy
S A ST I S S AR e S B ) T B R AL AR ks CSP AR FR T AT 45 BB R R T
LA 3 s DR [ 422 e 2 10 1T S S0P 12 R 00

2006 4F,Goyal %5 NS H 7 3T 235 4 e (1) 8 2 % J5 % (key-policy attribute-based encryption, fij FX KP-
ABE), ¥ B U e 45 il 45 1) BRI N 7 % B, R AT A R e A I A P AT U % . 5 CP-ABE SRR 1B,
KP-ABE .15 1) 2 SCHUBEATIAR 52 2 8 A0 H (5% .ok 1, — R B EAG [ 8 26 30K S KP-ABE 7 S 4 bl 8244
3149500 T e gt s 45 AR BT 1A O 38 1 U 2 e A g T M /S T B Ak A 1 SRS 2015
£, Ambrosin 28 NPH TR St IGIE T ABE NI T Ba0°F & LT 47 P 25 1 7 @ v By il 28 o1 5
B 2 A AR A I G e g5 255 M B T 8 % M, 2 KP-ABE J7 S 138t B ()2 —, B Wiy i A HE IR 58 45 IR R o T 2.
213 N 4

AL ) 2 B R e P 0 8 B2 Sk s A A B 1) e 4 L AR R Uy 5 IR RIS I BB A

(1) AQHEH 0 S0y v B 4 A 85 0 % 5 1 s LA 20 38 = 05 AR 35 I S == A7 il R e v I s 436

SR S ) 3 i AR AELAT I SR AT 5

(2) Je o i S e o3 2 v S 00 93 A 2R T LA B AR 9 266 3845 T 4 LA T 5 b 2e R AR 45
A 230 (10 Ja A 0 s S0 A S s 2 YR 38 281 77— S 14 ) AL, 30 390 (R 0F O8RS Y R B & N RE 408 R
A R B BBl TR N SR A 5 A R 3k SRR U i SR AR T, L P B AT (10 Ja 0 S B4 ik By {5 LA 74 il
L EAE T FA A 2 T SR, G i 438 10— BRI 2 AR RIE 5T 9 O B A
2.2 FiEHEHHAK

FH P s RAAT H8 A7 Gk B AT 20 M 55 4%, 500 I P2 0 32 B A0 1 N S B0t 10 . DR e, ) 5 Bl o
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MR T 7 B 7 A ) 22 A AR R RE U5 [l 428 4 (access control) L IEIZAL. AIEL VilIAAT . #HilERE: 4 4
FEARTRAY AR 53RO TR 34400 U7 100 2000 5 DA E 454 47 B3 56 0F s 4 3 2 5 B & G 2 1 17 AR,
WHRH DA Y. Yy, B3 PSR 7 2807 A AT IR 5L T 42 B E T- P S Bs O ) %t
PERBR o B B E U7 M P08, TS ) 5T

A AT P IR 1S = U S U AR DT R0 A s B R R . RIS S mhE.
L T 2 3 422 (1% PO AL PR A B ML A 77 7 — % 3 ) 1) 0051 3 B T A 5 CSP A Uiy 1) AR PR 3432 7 LAt
AT A B 3oL 391 4 b TETSCHE D 1 A LA B T o AR &b B R P U7 1) 41 58.2012 4F,Leandro % APV
Shibboleth HEAL K A THE W LT RS S A H PN RZ X RE AT %R 8 & 5 E RS oz
ARG, TP T P AL R B R R O A UE LI K 22 4 PR 22 G 58 e I IR FH P N R GE W A i1k
ST = vb B P IR 8 T8 — B R T R 4, M AR 7T B < ik B0 3l & BN R E A2 A~ CSP Ak [ i) 3k
BUMRSs Br LA B ENLEITE v H 8N H T = v H R B

ZoUE L IR P B 2 S 1 U 1] 7 AL S e R L A G R () 41 G 4 Kuhin 25 A B
I A €6 10 U 1) #2 l (role-based access control, [ X RBAC) 5 3& - J& ¥ 14 1 in) 2 i (attribute-based access
control) Al 45 & . A1 G AT J& 1 (10— 38 40, £ R DAIE P9 17 B Sl 47 20 24 PR A B A2 B R 66 S e 1140 7 i 2 o o 784 150
=R T RBAC HLHITEBNAS 2 BREE P 1Tl Be LBk B4 KU R 32 2 45 95 In) 44 1) e 3 3814685 43 7 PR W] SR 4%
B 1) 7 15 R PR 22 4 XS DA B IR 48 52 A U 1) T80 3 1 1) A W] R A2, 12 DR 18 1L kg IR T: I FH e oK 4 1t 22 4 v
) 7 222014 AR B — Rl RAR B0 F 00 2 SR DT D T 5% 22 (0 2 A7 U il ) e L ASOH S 0 SR T
T 55 A% A0 H s ik T T DU A S A 3k Y L O BRI T T8 A T R v i B o S e R AT e i AN BIF TN
FAPEIE UCON ape i FH 2 B IR 45 & 38k 352 B DR A TN 25 IR 55 160 30 2, O LA g M40 92t . 451 9%
FH AL 5 7 ) 4 1)

g5 b, U7 I P B AR A IR A = B AL 1 T 1A A B AR, B T % CSP FIUER AL 2 (AR Ui
] 8 75 AR 5 22 B (1) 22 4 SR W SIZ 0T SN0 B4 (R 32 B 1) 2 25 U7 ) 428 s BOR T A0 A% O PR AR B E I35 s
PRI 5 AR U R S A 3 28 L IR R Uy 2, 3 W A — L8 25 A R 4 A i R I 4TI 15 143 4 i) 4 1l
FARA Bl B4 A Bl 2 BRI H 25 708 1 BRORA ORI 7 SR A RIS U T LA Y2

(1) Jnssses 22 G Ui In) 42 R0 4R Ui il 42 16 00T 50, A AS TR RS RR P FH 7 3R A5 A8 [R] (107 ) BE 07 6 24 61 i
SURCE W P B IT RSB A AR A, Ok kG SR AR ], D6 ZR06) 5 BH IR AT 5, R T A A

(2) i Il 428 0 AN AN AN SR PR TS A R, T i B 22 s [) 55 A SR A, DA T B8 o 4 T b AR 37 25 A7 A 22 4.

(3) FEIZEHT X618 2 Uy Il 4 i b IR AR AL . U7 AR 1 i) 3 5 45 ) U T e 190 4 SR 9.
2.3 FHEEMERA

TAFfil KT AT A N K (searchable encryption) P i 4 (1 ol FI 4, SCRF 3 SCHOE Bl S kR, 1 5
AL R T 8 B0 B AR R TR R0 # BRI R I BRI 3 .

G Ha Al b
| (2) bALE s (6) IR R 45
R RG] @Rk
. CSP
(ORI EE YR EFN 5) PATHIRFL (3) HE R R B ] K 1)
T Ko (7) b2 K 2R 2 1R A

Fig.3 Process of searchable encryption

K3 SRR
BRI R0 5 AR LR B K TR R RG] B AL A CSPAAL & BEJS 7 CSP 2 A 33 Sk I
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RIEFRIAIA] ], et CSP 24 HUR Bl (HE)J 3 5 R R 45 R A0 PR F i Ok CSP R GTEN BT S R IBIER
KINEAME ..
231 WRRATERINE A

X BR T 48 2R 1% 5 R (symmetric searchable encryption, {fi#% SSE)I¥] 3 i #4)id Jy X0 #Ear 2 5 Wit i 78 45
ka0 E s SO A AT R F T P B B — T L B A A bR Y AR o SRR AR R TR 2 s S
PEREAT I A B, 917 i T 25 B4 4 P9, SR 900 6T R 86 61 100 P A AU 2 01 1) 5 — 7 1 BOHR AT o o P
SE [P RT 48 22 I B LA At 22 42 A8 R 5 7 SCAE S A O SR 1) 1A Gl S A R OR TR, O DA% 2 S5 i DA A R B
T UL AL S 7R SR R, B B b B A R LR ), A SR R,

AL ADoK AT 4 2 I 3 B A AR, 2R R A o A 2R I I 5 3 S Bl K R S L 8 K O R PO M ok
L SRR A 5T L HUS T SE T ME A ZE R, B i S8e D 14 22 4 30 1Bl 7 ) 7 2190 g 4% 12k 1 % $ et i) &2
4 5 30, Strizhov 5 Ray MAR H T 22 S8 A FO FHAUYE AT 98 2% 0 2 7 2€ MK Siml®' 8 22 i 11] 5 iy vh SORY 8 3z
) A7 4 W 2k M 96 R AR, F O I S35 366 1 B0 U5 48 AR AR B B o — SR R R B TR R B M 5 =
T (0 43 A5 XS S5 7 JE 2015 48, Liu 55 N1 2 8 YR 0 3% 5 51 T MDS-SSE 535, 5t V5 3008 U5 LA 43 i1
Ji AR G AL SR ST RS T B SO AN R 2 AR A B RS AN ER T RO IR E L i SC S E DLV
i) 5 2R 2R s B L S NSIR ] =7 R SE I CP-ABE ARSI 8 40 488 N 45 K 1) [k, I 4 Sl £
DBDH {5 %l DL {8 F 45 H T % 4 PEIE . Rompay %5 A S 3 H fit ) 58 9 A e T ASE 8 505 i 4 2 1
K 2R Tk v ) A T B ) L G v K Uk P R PR R PR TR R AR A SR T K IR I SRR A T A, FLRY
TR RERIK.
232 AR RN A

5% BR T 48 2R 1% £ A (asymmetric searchable encryption, fij F8 ASE)# 4 T 4548 A vl {5 5 Hdl ke i s —
S8 ) Z I AR BT 0] 00 2 ARk (R e, A VR B 2k o DA S 0 2 A S D 1 5 A R
FHARLEH B AT A B 17T LA SE A R

Boneh % A\VEETF- 20 473 R A4 42 1) PEKS S35 2 AR b B vl 48 2 0 % 5 A 52 1) FF o PEKCS 4903
EHUET ) T AT VR T B 0, (R L B 1T 7 X 5 52 0 B A0 1 J i Baek 25 A LOOVZE T 4] (1 6 S
ESE T 5IN T O A BUR AR, S 80N 2538 S TR S8 25 FE A 3 Tl 0 35 1M — 2 2 e R BRI
THT IS B AR AR T SSE R, B0 B A0 R R 48 2= i J7 0 DU I 2 OB R R Dh e R T
B < 5 17 £ 2% INFOCOM . 2010 4 [ — I5UT 5 O8] FH 7 755 s G 5 1 125 579k A 0 S B ) -2 ) AR ABLRE , AN T 44
I8 HH A B B A ) 22 4 A U AL
233 N4

SR E SR U TR 2 A7 6 1003 S 00, 2 B0 RO TF 5 A0 st 2 i) 4 T 48 2% 0 2% R SCRF 22 DG B vl e - RAH 26
PEHE TR B E— 20 58 A 2R 5 R B, PR IS 55 5 8 A P8 B R S S S0 g v BT i)

(1) WK AT 48 200 %% 2 AR N H T OB 00 4R N P b 2R 1k R W 1 B, W AR P iR R T T R R
| B 217 2R TR R R 1 1 22 4 ] R R SRATF 9 B S 4 B 22 S8 I (1 A g e 2 0 i J B A 2R L AR 8 ORI T R
15 R AN, B R 2 SO R W R S LA ) X AL R . N R T ISR B AR

(2)  BE T SCHE ] 0 AR R 8 2R 0 B B AR A7 AR ) 2 R B A R AR ) L I HB 2 2 P R T
(R4 % B8 7. TR L A SR AR 1) H A 2 2 B AT I 8 2 e B30 1100 50 ek, 1 U B8 o v 280 L 22 A 1R 3 SO R T .
24 AIEMIES BT A BGERA

¥ 25 S AR A AT RSB IR A B U B R S TS P HE A I e A R OOV P A A s A A R A
RIS B P 5 2 AT BRI T (R M TE W (proofs of retrievability, i Bk PoR)VOE — 2 4TRAF WM, T
2007 R IREE B CSP ) BRI G 2 UE B H AR SO nT DURY 58 3 B (8] Zeng B 98 1% S BB AT AL, R0 3 T 56
T X AR AT IR BA K S B 5 5 PDIYLE H BTk A TR 4% A 28 T AT SR M B Fe VR AR O B AT
B0 UF , T A R BRARG T 50 A8 FH 28 B 3000 T8, (O B 3 8 7 AR B E A i iR T E 58 5 R FE AR SR AR 1902014 4F7,
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OPoR 7 ZEV iy Hh B AR G b it e 1 13 () R0 3% 7 8P 20 T A 0 505 = 077 o 1 IR 45 4 o T Ak B B BB 4 LR
SR AR SR BRI AR A0, WARAS LU T 7 1 A E AR, R TR MAC WP BLS RIS AU HR,
W LT V5 2 Se A T S TR L.

B4 T 45 ALIKAIE B (provable data possession, fij #k PDP)S A% T LA A T3040 2 i B0ds 1) 52 2k iy T-36090F
Job 7 i 25 R AR R RE 1 SR, R G PDP B REE T RS 3 A0 A4 R 48 A 0 DL 2 B AR 19 5 A7
fit T CSP Ik, P 7 B B A ) A5 — SOV EA T A SN 0 J . e Barsoum 45 AV SHEE H T TR (1) it e 7
MB-PMDDP, [F] fisf i % HCAH R 45 35 5 T 3 3 458 3 A% 1K 250408 B8 80 S A8 b, 355 1 5 4 10 43 A1 X B30 H0s e 8 P A A5 28
ID-DPDP V56 B4l 775 1 AN ] 2 25 3 OO 00, S B T FA A S0IE « Z 4GS0 AR R 23 TR I8 AiE

g BT, G T 2 BB s e B REBOR QB B0 T )2 5. B A8 3 A5 SR AT R4 = B 1IE
25 e IR AR 0 TF T4, B K 500 5 A ) o B A T AR R R AR 58 0 MR IR B R (RSt IE B Y B A% A TR T
8 UE Pk B T IRATE 0 P 2 LA B ) B L 4

(1) WAF LA FE — 55 B0 UF Hch MUAR e 11 A D%, 024 T HH At 58 0 U BRI, I e vk BRI 30 1 J7 S8 IR 3 A 3

(2) 50 R 56 VI 255 1) A A OB R 8 0 A Rl A O, 9 T 380 v B I 5 s RS e e DA A 284 ol

(3) BifIRSs A5 Gl th it . 2 B Vi SR s AR EH TR 41 T IR TR BOE B 45 A EE N AR SR T 9 R AL

3 mNA%R%

BR AN A B %AV 2 vk 57 M ARSR K e Ji, R e G Ay T S0 T3 T 2 F) 4% 28 D, 1Y T
BAE RS, Bl R BAR ST B2 0 S (0 A PSR, 1 2l 5 I N P A B A 1 22 4 U R ) I e vt
BRI PE IR 2 4 5 Ko RL PRI T7 G v N FH 2 A MR A G0 T 25 v S5 2 P A AR 2 T I 114 2 4 ol M, 0 455 4 268 ik
Sk o A I Tk R A S Tk A B S T U/ R PR T o SN BRI P R HAE B RA LR A A1
LT SENTAT 6 AR S B S5m0 T W P e i ] e R 3 LA 2 B 2 4 ) A
3.1 EMZREWERMHEEA

3.1 ARl ss ot

FE 4 {2 Bk (denial-of-service attack, i #X DoS) e v &AL W 4% H — S faj 5 (1 B e R Y By Mok 4 1) H
Fi 2 WS DR RS b B SR,k RE R 3R 40 B U, 30000 L T A R 55 R e L AR B 28 D SR BRI, 25 v AR R
(AR 43 B0 T XA 4545 400 T 25 B80T 1 o DR R R 3t — 28 n el e 5 1 1 38 ) A 2 DA 26 1 2 AR Rl A it 4 %
h R ) 2 IR 55 R A EU R 2 B 51 B 45 Bt o WL AR 40 IR 25 B0k 32 ZEEE X )2 I 2 0F 5 AR D B
SaaS(software-as-a-service, K Bl i 55)F & AR I & 284 MR 45 01 1 H #7401t b2 R K 22 Ja ik ) T3
AL A N WA B A PR TR T /N ek 0 R S R 2 I P 2 4 1 Bt T Y

=0 B (O3 A ROFE 48 IR 55 Boih 2 ZAEAE 3 R BB, 707l % T XML, HTTP Al REST R, Hi
XML #l HTTP ) ¥Z AT v S B S0 v B X B Rl i8R 31 (1) Do'S Bt A B 58 (R 1 0 P FH A IR g
53 AT WA s K 2 05 T e H R 2012 4F Karnwal 5 AUSUETAT 5 Bl 95 H AR s th K2k F HTTP F1 XML
1) o3 A 2 4 iR 45 Boiti . B 10 07 V08 4 3 98 &1 IR R S0, S5 B0E 15 3 2R A BT PRGBS B B T L
e v B s X, 3B M 0 UERE /I 7 (fraudulent resource consumption attack)! V2 Z v S FREE AT 1) — Fh 4 4
TR 5% Bt 36 ok Vi R bR AL A P Al i 0 UL 45 FH A R LR 2R 0 AL
3.1.2 R s

18 7 9 4% B il (botnets attacks) ™1, BUili 2 45 S0 ARE 7 WL IGRR B 0 15 407 45 5 S B 1) 42 B, AT DA SR 42 AL
J7 3V ) 25 B, [R) A A 20 54 A0 e Ao 0 B8 38 399 19 7T 76 1 T 4 5K, Amazon EC2. Google App Engine %% &K = i 5
PG AH AR H AR T 0 £ Mt DR AR T S AR o SR R RN IR U 1) 07 X0 18T R T R AT IR IS AT R,
Yot —J7 n] DA 2= MR 45 254 0 B 0L, 53— J7 1t ) DA FH 67 5300 o P e B SULAE D0 (87 L. 3ol 1
Tt 77 ZESOVR FE 126 30 00 R 45 1) ol B SR R 32642 sl iy 4 4E Android ~F & 41 H A5 B 18 ) 199 408 H1 306 17 33 M 1

B 0 4 £ 1 ST U B R 4% A 00 T A 0 B S L, 1T AT R A R A
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A M 0 e =l St A A o 4 VT ) 0% 90 0 2 M AL 1 5000 A0 11 20 e L T[] T LA R IR T A
% Wty (H 2 TEE B 6T 5 B FHAT 4 0 i i K.
3.1.3 HHkRERE

2015 £, Hasna 6 & 1 Hh 2E TR 4 25 V5 R BT At FH 250 A3 B 55 AR AR o 86 B9 7 I B AT 25 B2 R
Wk 27 JU) M) A2 S50 A B0 0 2 4 L o), 4 30 A QR S T 3 S A 4R 28 &8 F A IR 95 4 e 2R MO kg -5 A3 6
‘5 W i (audio steganography attack), il & & 5 Bl 74t 2 40 H ™ 21 b

SCHR[841F2 H StegAD 5 4, 2 B 7 RS By AT SADT S ik b 5 0 RS S vk f1 SR I R AR
SCHEREEAE T SADI By HEWT H T 8 AR A BB B 12T ZE 1R BRPE A 3 A R AR 0 B SO S Ak
AR A AE LA BLIX 4
314 b4

W F RSN S i S, s N e — AT A LR 3.0 WP REAHET 3
P W 2 I 22 4 ek, b T S IEDUL IR 3 A Ik B AN B i S R S S AR LR 2 B et s
Bl B B AOR . ARNER AT 5 LU W TR R IR PEEAT T P4 K S 45 A a0

Table 2 Known security attacks on cloud application

F2 O N %R

BiAn | B B BoAR | BAhE FIRD
XML based DoS S 2k b g s foe
1L AT A
HTTP based DoS T L A S Ay .
f40Ms | RESTbased DoS |y F bl ie doppse | - OEAIRS A ) 2 BEOGRIER A
Wil | AR | misk ol R e | > SEOWIEL ) RT8) DoS Miili
Ttz FER B
R T RERLUTFI .
18 24 L LB LG B L. T A
Bl SCHRISOT |y o e 2 M SRR | SCRRISLRT | ot s e e
T TR R T B | | o A AT . S
il § PR B % |2 0 g | e | TR

2SS T ) 2 A MEAEAR DR FE L AR T 0 T i 1) 2% 8 22 A B35, DAL b 0 5% 0 030 A7 A 1) 2 4 4
B I RPN 2 IR 22 4 Bt JF D 2 o 500 45 KR s 1T AS IR R Al A B8 38 2 I YB35 14 [ B o 2 Ay
LN P 2 4 0k (9 93 480 T A, AT DR 2 R i e 55 110 22 e k55 P PR el R A
32 BRIMAFRPIEHE

32,1 FEEmMEHA

4 [F) 75 % (fully homomorphic encryption, &K FHE)F&E —Fl 7o V1 B2 65 85 SCHEAT #4100 AT 5500 25 3¢
R.CSP MR 8 S0 58 B S5 P P it 1% SO B L I RT A5 . 1 S 1118 B 45

2009 4E,IBM 4 7 ff) Gentry 7£ 4 [7] & I3 H AR J5 B T 5 KA 25 %) Gentry 46 L ARMS (11550 42 % vk
TR R4 H 1 AN S 2 A (1 4 () 25 00 8 B2, SRR vk ) 28 0 3 02 1) A& AR I A% B0 S I B2 4% DAL 2 2R AR,
M DLSE AL B8 S5 40 0 T AR SRR b AH OG5 38 AN I 56 36 ) A i 85 008, 4R vk R A 4k 10 807 =X, = I SE A TR
B 75 3K TR AR ST,

2011 47 )i, Brakerski 55 Vaikuntanathan 25 A5 H 7 3 F- 288 25 28 U 1) [F) 25 s iy 2180870 g 5 s R A2
e B AR FBEAL He By A A 2 S e AN T 50 A0 02 A0 RO It HE E T [ 245 o 8 R R Fy DB e Ji . i 11— TR
FEESME RN ] FHE HoAR SZBL T 43[R &1 BUGENLE 24, Boneh 15 Freeman 1 V4R H 2 TP L (1 4 Al 46
£ Ix— 258 T 2014 4 Dario %5 NPOHE— 0 58 3, J0 75 MO ML T 55 40280, m LU 310 57 7 ) ¢ A Pk, 1T HL25
4 BE A TR

SR, I 4 ) 285 002 B A 1) B S 6 5 SIS o I FH -2 T AR AR A7 0 5 5 O 1 2 B8, 5 I ¥ i £ o 3 o 4 A1
{1 1E A0 P 1T 2 T A A0 A A T 1 Ak ) 4 SR G UE ML AR LG 22 28 R A5 0 % 4 K (somewhat homomorphic
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encryption, & FKX SWHE) [ Il fif 25 M B AR, (H 2 AUE F TR By 2 D 2z 5, B R A vr A BR K300 v A 3fe s [7)
I8 . SWHE J2& A 2 4 [R5 I 2 535 0 e vk JE i, &t 06 FHE V5700 58 20 9 P Ak DL 35 32 1 1R 0, IR Bt v
F SR — PRI 0 (AR A B LB ) 25 0 8% 7 A0 455 3 R v [7) 2% 1) Benaloh' Rl Paillier 1412, % # 3fe
WA A RSAPSHI ElGamal 55304 DA K 37435 Ho s 3 88 [ A 1Y Goldwasser Micali 5392:0%14%
322 fRIEmEHEAR

D0 PR T2 o AR — FRAN SRR I TR 28 B e vk R348, IF 0 B 45 3% SC BRI g ) AR T I %% (order
preserving encryption, & X OPE) & — 5 R £ W 3L T (1) % 650 B A, BE 8 147 51 FL vy 50h 6 In 85 J5 10 3001 40 24T
LUAB BCHE 745 0835 08 £ B X—Y 3l A2 DU 4510, U FR I B A7 O 3k

X, X, € X, % < X, iff E(X) < E(X,).

2004 £, Agrawal %5 NP P AR 025 01, A 15 A AN A 32 (075 0 %k 2 BI040 122 1 G 25 10 8y T
R 0 oo R R g BH SO B 3 — H bR 4 AT X)L 1% 07 S8 I 25 R4 G B, ] DA B BH SC A% 1) 1R B4 1 ST, HI R 45
HATAT ¢ A PE 43 H7.2009 45 3 T-#8 JLAT 43 A 10 O BE LG FR GR35 503 SEP7I 4 H 2 UGIE W OPE RE W K40
59 16 P S By B )R Xiao 25 A\ PEISE SE Sk idea MY 45 E 55 B TTFRIF 9T, 0 11 88 0 s i Sl i b B AR
# mOPEP Vg — M Ar B R 2 & Vhil, ik B T FEARAL I IND-OCPA %24 Papa 45 APOME HY 8 Se A8 M 2 e b 2 4

1545 OPE S35 = B T~ 22 10 X R 200 sl A ) 23 45 478 , 00 200 ¥ 2 20 60 400 4 N BH SO 1) 43 A1 s 0. BRIk 6 T K
TR 2 25 Bt 4, SR (R T 7 Rk« s s MEAf o G A 42 030 ), Krendelev 2 U0V 40 B A0 B R g i oK
OB T OPE J7 28,3 i i JBE 0t — 2049 3 i3 5| N BE LIS 75 1X) OPE SR Oy J0L2k 1 i e 45 4 S 38U 2 1
AR Y S 1 U OSTRT AR e s 1 0, 5 L A0 e 8 S BT A A R A SO R M OPE s vk
FUE g U B SR 22 A e ) A R I T AR G Y OPE 7 8 1 ok 37 1= 25 $R A ) ol A e At e v 2 DA — 32 1)
R 20 W ST AR It S5 kg 5 — X 1] 1A ) Bt WL 491 4n:Reddy F Ramachandram 7F mOPE 77 ZPMRI BT 9y S it | 2
H T BEHLAL K ROPE J5 504 it (53 Bl it WL on 2 5 3R 23 3 88 ok oK/ 9 3R 22 A (AT A 45 JEL AR D 10 B AL o
J5 R ALFE MV-POPES! V4 H i ANA7AE B % [7) i S RE -7 0 23 5 R & I 28 i 5095, H OPE 5 1 22 A PEAT)
SR AP /D> TR TFIE B BR 1 T AR 7 0 28 B AR AE 2 VR B EREE P .
323 wRHIMIITRE

AP E P AT I UM CSP LABRAIK B S TR 766 S5 i T8, IR s P B E N
RIGH M L5 AR SS B . 4z M (secure outsourcing) ¥ B 22 H br 2ty S B s (M B A B2 FA LRy Ah BT
B — AR R 4 Fros.— B A TR 52 B BB VK & 8 7 AR BOBCEE 1 B0 n s s A B AN T A 1
5 = MR 2545, Bl CSP. i 52 A1) 5 A8 5 1) CSP 42 B AR 1 55004 =Kk .CSP AT AH B (1 A v H 805 3R [ o 4
G5 It i AT AR A

R Fa AL 25
2) A (5) BIEISM L LR
BIRECSE B TS TR
i CSpP
(1) P R @) BT (6) 4

Fig.4 Process of privacy-preserving outsourcing computation

K4 BRSSO

A R 01 A R e T D B B AT AR A T 1R 0y A DR R LA R A DA K
38 TG 9 Pt (TR SR 8 SO S A B 2 0 5 T SR SR AR, T SR AN Pk SE R T RS AA DR 4 Sb
BVHEET5 SRR BV HE L ARG V0 B IR A DG I FEDUIR. R, b1 T W) 5 CSP T BEAFAE AR 38 R4 2
AR I AN ROIR B0, 30 B R B P 2 T S A DAV R R PR 22 50 R, 0 AT 7 JEvk e &A@ 6t CSP 47y
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PR U A O R O T I DASGAIE, 1 LR 3.3 T N2

WA BRI AN B 9T R B4 o8 | ) B vERT B T R D7 vk g B R w7 ok B A T K
() A MEL T B3 3 i8R DA ARG i) 4D P B A 1 B0 2 ) 285 0 2% T R e ™ 2% P RO I B, — P AR R B T B I B AR
T L ] 285 00 85 1 T2 B 2 e R B 4R S BASR, 2 I A Ak 22 W 0 T I S U A TR ) 22 4 B BB S0 78 45 i L 22
AR BT I T AN SR B FA R B AR R S8 U7 S S IR I A e, AR A TE LSS 3.2.1 LTI RS
VR NAR DA A BARTIT S I AN TR0 SR (B 42 . iR . G TR T A5 A o i SN 4
VEYB VT RN IR 22 4 A B AR TR T 48, BT 2 4 . Dhfie 5 305 5 8 M 1) (1) D% 3R 3 B AE 9 e SR AL 9

X T A K R AR AR KOS B, OS5 S G Rt U0 TS A U A A O
FURBE 7 UM T T e M5 58, ARG FH - SRoRUOL, py i liol 2 R 453 AR ) A o A
PORE ST B I AN B, T B BEURE B A A Ty UL LA PR R A 1 e A A e U I A A
AE A I B0, JL AT I /) 55 B 55 317 5 20 k2D T 98.92% A1 99.95%, 58 431G H T8 8h % & . bb o, A 15 52
AU Z MR RS s BT WPtk &R mHealth!" ™), SRR AR 55 DNSRadar!'91%: 35732 1 T AL R 47 4F
IR,

BP0 R e i M R E N ] 2 — . 1 56k BdE AR5 7k (k-nearest neighbor, & 7} KNN)5 7 $F ] &
ML (support vector machine, fAjFk SVM)¥E 1% 450k Hh ] %% S04 R 15 23 2K (1% 1 T .Samanthula 25 A7
HIXTEE AT EREE T o kNN B oh 7 24t i, DUR S 8 2l B b FH A Nl A A & 05 1)
FE 3 HL2E PE Rahulamathavan 25 NS Pailler [/ 25003 5 W5 7 2 4 H 50,45 T B ANMET SVM SLIL M %
A ST RS B 0 — LB T e B 1) B 5 4 R, T Y AN RIS A TAR Y R e AT R T %6, A
8 IR B9 (3 271 AR B0 S ) 2 B2 T DL T DR RASE 4 5 DS 20 000 7 e 78, T2 DA B A A T A BRI A
UL R RS e R K.

2005 4F i Ji , Atallah 25 AUV Yk G 8 6 8 SEVEBETE T % A AME PR, 35 B S P A1 78 1 B Bt
ST E ZEREWTIILEH T2 X P midE MR 2 R B/HER. B TR mIHEESSRE—F
(32 557, DRI T e 38 1 5 5 0 0T 3, A 0K 7 200 ) A S A S B 2 A A, DAL e 41 E24F DDH
BB 13 BIE B AE 2R A6 7 18, Blanton 1AM 2 of 2 — B U ) 3 5 38 T 8 AN T 2 B A 1 IR
ACHAM T ZE Re M AE AN B INA7A 25 TR (K 2% A1 B A TH 3 B 2% 2 AL O(mnmin(m,n))f% Z& O(mn), £33k 13 T O(min(m,
M) A B, o m 5 n 4 R BE SCBR[ 1221 B 258 [R) 25 a4 R S T 2 B 2 1 £ 2 ok B0, A T 72
AN RS H B 22 1 ) S o B TN SR USRI M S A 2 G 3R R RS T SE L T IR AT N
25 UK B R 1) AR At T — B 1 92 e S 92 6 4% SR 2 W A B S B U, T R 7 TSR Paillier [
e Moz s FM R R DA T — N E AR T MR T B I O VAR BT SRR R S S O A R
.

324 /N 4

U EH P v e 5 B B R R K RA A B A BRI A S SR B RS RSP B R R S Ml 2
WL CSP T I P FE B2 Al 7R AR H s 22 4 5 R AL W AT 42 T 58 AN ETH AT 5 AR LR T AR S
THECI P 2 FH I A B AR B R385 % 5 R e I B G A48 T &t B 40 1K) 2 A A AT S 2 AT Bk
S AETEAR 22 2LV I )

(1) S5 252t S RO, BAR A A I 2 BOR S . SR AR FR T8y B SE I R 7,
HAZ B RS 2 0800 A3 845 52 4% 5 A T B B S T I AN W e, L I 4 [R] 25 085 2 1A 2k g 10 7 38 3 43
FETF AR 55 T IE 19 52 F ARG A A0 K 14D P 120, B0 B mT DA FH 288 )38 I 5 7 4 AR

(2) RTINS BOR 15 e AR 2 ORI Re e BT HE T AL T 7 2 578 1A S AR T % 30
FR A FE AR TE S B I FH TP A2 TR ORI 22 4 IRV R il e 2 B0 2 T 11 22 4 R ST 4

(3) LA A ML A AN H A TRk B R e B T (8 A BTS2 A DUIT A% 3 At
FH AU AR A (1) A B 3 A2 AT T S5 4 R 2 I 238 B (1 58 ik 21 H 1 o4 1, 78 2 80 g 5t RS E AN HRAH
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e 55 s 5 T LU S AN T S 3 S T T AT A K (KB 5 4 1)
3.3 AEIESEITE

] 36 31F AL - B (verifiable outsourcing computation) & Fig ¥ zx M T 5 48 W 6 14 56 IE . 7E 5E i BR A R
FIAMLTT R G A P BRI S 85 IR 1) CSP # H BGAIEIE 3K, HH CSP iR [B]—LeiiE g A P il i 36 F i UE 3, 7T LA
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