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Access Control Policy Specification Language Based on Metamodel

LUO Yang!, SHEN Qing-Ni!, WU Zhong-Hai'?

!(School of Software and Microelectronics, Peking University, Beijing 102600, China)
(National Engineering Research Center for Software Engineering (Peking University), Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: In order to protect the cloud resources, access control mechanisms have to be established in the cloud. However, cloud
platforms have tendency to design their own security policy languages and authorization mechanisms. It leads to two issues: (i) a cloud
user has to learn different policy languages to customize the permissions for each cloud, and (ii) a cloud service provider has to design
and implement the authorization mechanism from the beginning, which is a high development cost. In this work, a new access control
policy specification language called PML is proposed to support expressing multiple access control models like BLP, RBAC, ABAC and
important features like multi-tenants. An authorization framework called PML-EM is implemented on OpenStack to centralize the
authorization. PML-EM s irrelative to policy languages, access control models and programming languages that implement the
authorization module. Other policies like XACML policy and OpenStack policy can be automatically translated into PML, which
facilitates the migration between the clouds that both support PML-EM. The experimental results indicate PML-EM has improved the
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flexibility of policy management from a tenant’s perspective. And the performance overhead for policy evaluation is 4.8%, and the
invasiveness is about 0.42%.
Key words: access control model; policy language; policy translation; interpreter; abstract syntax tree

ULHESR, T B G R b Ay A TR o 458 3 i v 5 9 ) T 3 2 B V2 |, 3 5 6 T AU Web
P ORI SS th T X s OV R ERAE Internet I DRIk, T By 1E $ gk i 2 A0 AR R2 A i) A 0 R U i
HISRBE XS 27 & BT 2 B B A 4k, R SR T 2 U 1] 28 6 SRS 1A VB =, W XACML (extensible
access control markup language)®!. SPL(security policy language)®. Ponder™%s. H i % 4 7 (1 XACML i &
FHFRHEHZE OASIS 42 5% FH 2L T J8 M7 ) #5 1h (attribute-based access control, ik ABAC)HHIE 4k i k4 T
JBoss. Axiomaics. OpenAZ % R %4 XACML HEGHN AL FET ZNH KB AH 2245 AWS
(Amazon Web services). Microsoft Azure S¢S {0 ) T BAT il — RIS RTE S AT B &7 & R BRiEH HP
Openview PolicyXpert. CiscoAssure %5 4 £ & B >F- & B #AL S H5 B O HE g5 5 1. OpenStack 1 > H AT 7 1
JT¥ laaS(infrastructure as a service) - &, F)JT] Keystone 414 by Hoth il 55 4245 45— 140 5 43 DAE, 4R 11 U v 28 561
T3 T 2 AL E AR b A7 ik (1 SRS S A A2 SR SCPRBR T 2 S5 B A1 7 LA A, J0Ath A T 72 8 AT 15 1. OpenStack
SRS SR ABAC LT 41 (15 4% 1 (role-based access control, i #k RBAC)!® ik #6451 70 s 1 i i 5 3] 257 &5

FATY AR T T4 v S IR S R IA R RN T A8, K 2 B AR BT AR SEI A R B v e DA B G O sK
o A 455 25 ] L.
AL T 2 EAEAE 2RO R U7 s RIALE . SRNEE S L2 R BRI 3 AN TH.
1) U7 PRI R AR A S b A AL DO LI 41 RBAC € X T A (A2 ABAC & XL T R PEME 45
2)  RIAE U5 ) 4 A 2R AR [ SR AL, AN IR ) SR B F AR VR VR 2 T A2 A EOK S 5 6 W XACML 5
OpenStack SEIK#SSCHF ABAC AT XACML & X T HEms e Sims . MU, SRSk o R R
XML ;M OpenStack 55 i IR FH 45e oA 157 B0 1) “ S AR - Bl A 2K R B0 6 5 320K I 1m) 42 BN A 2 T
JSON & 2.
3) SRV, S B AR T A A LR R R BT S OR SE LR &P B RIIT R TR SRR, BBk
W Y 5 | S 38 5 TC V5 2 7 4 A5 4, OpenStack % 1] Python 5231, CloudStack 1% Java 523,
BT 6 Kubernetes WK Go SEHL. R IX 86 25 1 & 57 F A [] A0 D7 vl 2 hASS 20 S sk v o Lok
MR SEHEE A T A 2 ARG S A AT SR
AR 2 P B S G 5 1 RE g, T LA AR P IR 2 8 s SO ) s g Bk 3 M ZE R R
W W) (L) #5 FRAE T 2 A 27 6, s W T B8 3] 2 R A g T S 2 SRR B R 3R B ST, A
HeWe VLR, TWEENMN G (2) RS PEULT 72 AT W — e RIS TE =, JF B SEIUAH R (¥ U5 e 43 161
BLL BT TR AR &
N T e b ) A SR R T K (request) . 551G (policy). VUL #% (matcher).  SE0& %% 5 (effect) (1)
i W] 5 ) TR PERM(policy-effect-request-matcher), 3 ¥ 4 1 41 B [ S & 4l 38 5 = PML(PERM modeling
language).PML fit % 235 — S B (115 6] 42 45 L, 4 ACL (access control list),BLP(Bell LaPadula)i*®l,RBAC.
ABAC % 25T PML #H T 5En& S2 i HL ] PML-EM(PML enforcement mechanism).PML-EM A5 S B 2 |
TS RUUE A8 2 RO . RS AR LA I ) S AL 7 S 2 A SR I, 8 R AR R SR L A R
W T 1R U A [ R SR A X Ry S AR TR A S SRR S SRS TSR T U M R A R TSR ILE
FAFAE AR, T A28 B A SCHR H T 7 I 2 shIL I 1) 3 AN BT SR8 5 0 Gk o 7 Il s AR 28 O O
P R E S IE I MEAE PML-EM H S A0 DU 3% WL %% J2 S0 T SRMSE 55 0 G M B 2 Sl 1 U ) 2 s A
T INE AR A% )2 S TR P RV 5 R X 3 A = P B IRSSHR AL i 1 s L AE T
1)  RESE T OGRS g S # n] LURH — B 5 i 2% 5O 45 BT A V) 22 4> SR KB 5, 0 T S
PML-EM ()2 4 SEMLZE— Vi 19 42 1 AN 55 B A Dl b 253 88 B /] 25 & T2 =) A0 1 SR I8 5 4%
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KT T 2 2] AT A A

2) Uy i) 45 R AL TG DG M SR T A B T Ul 4 AR AR DAL b S B U e 4 RS AR O DG A 52
ISR 5 0 G Ik 0 B 5 SR W T G S M S M R T 2 R T [ — 2 ) A s A 2Rk
ANTR] 25 - 6 10 058 I it U o 42 ) 6T 2 e 45 i A 0 7, O T DR AN A R v AR 1 T 8K
TR 2 Ry 1) 2 BB (1 BLP. RBAC. ABAC) 132 H5, T i A2 A 7] 1) )3 3 5%

3)  MFWIUNE T LM 2 SRR AT BT A 5 o8 G T R O HE PR PML R
FEREAT ST, AT B A ARG T 2 A 45 4 A3 T 1) T A AN A R 45 00 5 1 4 LU 6 5 2 ol T IAR K A
AR JSE e B 25 IR 452 4 i AT B IR EL BT & PMIL AR 2 B AR M (I 45 F2 PP B 5 1) PMIL
fiFE T 4 T SOAS — 380, J B 7 pe A v B 76 R FH o TR JAAS T 35 4 Lua SEBR PMIL RE RS 5, 2 I 254
P T SR Lua MR 2% BT T Lua fRRE o 76 55 A4 F2 PP B vt 55 P 8 3 10 I 905 S B, v LA
HEXM.

ATCAE OpenStack P& LSCHL T PML-EM HEAL. 5206 45 LR 0 ZEPYERE 7RI, 5 OpenStack & 5 i A
EE,PML 1) S B DAL T8 1 9 0 4.8%:; 75 SR & e 46 077 11, 52 B B0 AiE T PMIL SRS 4% 6 XACML. OpenStack. 1AM
SN ) I B PR 7R 2R IK RS 5 L PML 32 #F BLP. RBAC. ABAC Z515 ) ¥ Ll K 2 F 7 . RESTFul
(representational state transfer)!™ . SR A2 pc . S 4 0 AR O B IE 25 PR 110 1 )4 o 7 SR

1 tHEXIE

AR, 25 AR SR T S8 B T8I 58 aer A1 U 1) 28 4 SE I 22 2 vk S A B A = AWS i
IAM(identity and access management)ZH -2k S i 5L T- 54 43 1 U ) 5L IAM DB R4 TP . AL M, B
PR L B R A ok R ik 2 4 S A T 6 RBAC Mt ABAC 1937 #. Hifth =1 4t Microsoft Azure. Google App
Engine tHH&4L T ALK LI 3K L8 22 4 S 38 5 4R 75 2R = IS S AL 7 B SR IS 8 5ok 5 A RE S 1Y
ool i1 Pl CI WS Lt

OASIS 41ZUET ABAC #2714 J& U Il 5 AR 0 HE 5 XACMLELXACML 5 U T U, SR, S 4E
LN &5, 3T ST FFHE 4440 58 (deny-override) . Fo L 4G (permit-override) 26 5 e 55 8 i S VE XACML [ IS b5 i 478
HIMEZEHEAT T TE, 8 X T L S v #  (policy decision point, fii#% PDP). #m&Hh 4T i (policy enforcement
point, fii # PEP). 3 i {5 & s (policy information point, & %K PIP) LA K B A1 22 1) ¥ A2 T A 4R T, XACML 1342 7E
OISR NN SCREARL P, LA B 0 Z5UARORSE SR M R D 48 B sl AT 2637 5% 1 (n BLP. #JE PRI ABAC 58), RAEALE U]
I 4 S 28 T e 2 25 2 Y (14 SR RO ). BT ot 5 R DLORE 7 i) s i 28 R g AR RV (1 S S R0 4 3, D e L s
I EE R 1) 5 S0 R e Y T 45 R TR T AN 5 SCRE M K00 S I Fh 43 28 A B T sk /b Bk T 77 AN AR L SR
FHU) A B0 i 2 TG e B o SR W AT BB T A 1 U ) 428 AR B AR R G AT Pl AR AN AR B
0 CAEAT S04

Wu 28 A SR T 45 ) 48 1 B R 2% (access control as a service, fRiFk ACaasS) (1 JEVAE Sk Si it 41 kx5 14 5 1) 428
LRI Z 5 RS RBAC B, 3 BRI AWS 2 F & 1) LAM HE BUAE LAt 25 5F & 11 OpenStack _F % H . Tang
2t \B8LR 1 T OSAC(OpenStack access control) 5% % OpenStack )& 43 A2 1t keystone 7 I sk . FH /2 454
AT TR IR, IR T BI85 AT LA SR A 802 TR A BR A7 A % TAE 5 A 70 IEAC1:0SAC it
HH PR SR 455 A e SR T LATE A PMIL SR () — AN JE 4k, I T3 20 % i 7 W 42 s b 18 din 48 AR T3 T
laaS ) 7% A At ABAC i, I 7% OpenStack 14T T SEHL %M Y0 A0 45 45 AE 8L BY 1aaS,, FH 4 BB AY 1aaS,y 47,
SRR U 0] 475 ] S A B (0 B AR TZ T VE AN SCREDE R B, PRSI S R , ITT BR A T B2 ) Rk g

Damianou 25 A\ BMR T 1 i) 29 A 30 R BE ) S s Y 7 75 Ponder.Ponder SZRFRERCHEMG . ARBLSEMG . f5
TEUETRME . PO SR M LA I T & 1) 45 SRS AH LE 2 PML HSZ RRFZ ARG, ISR F 2R SR AE Rk sl 3
LSO IR 1) RGPk AR AR NS U7 1T Ponder SRZ AL FAUSHRF . BRI A S RIS, SR A T
PhFEAS I AH G5l = e 55 B RO L AR (T o 2 94 i) Ribeiro 25 NI H T ¢ 4> 51 75 (security policy language, fi #k
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SPL).SPL SZHFSEAA ., SEik i) 56 F A IE, SRR SRS S8 1k« 53] 1 L AseE A7 SRS vk 57 SPL (5 =2 ik b B S0 F,
DRI 9 S S s Jy THT 52 B Kagal 45 ANCBUR LY T 36 38 SO 4R () 55 I A8 1 5 Rei, LA AL B0 & T BOAEE
()22 4> T 3R AE Rei Hb SR DL o0 78 3O mT 0 e 0 B R AT A 42 AN Bl S 45 1 5 A Rei T8 Jok G 552 s At e S s —
SRR SR 1) B AZAE S SR L AR A R Ashley 25 A\ T Al 4% A FASR BLIE 5 (enterprise privacy
authorization language, fiij # EPAL).EPAL 5l 7 - Be FA PR 11 A A& Vs 1n) 458 il EPAL SR I 2ET H 19 1) 7 i) 4 il 5
% (purpose-based access control). 7 41,24 B& £ BLAG VAT 2 W B A0 3t vl A7 i) 3 2% A A5 BB fffk T
451 RBAC B (HTG N T 48N H 705 A% T8 35 320 T — 5 A SRR AL R SR B L o).

2 PMLiE=S

ST 1] 2 ) ST 5 R R ) LA S I A SR R ) (R B B AT . — AN R B A B AR
W P 2R B0 0 % ST RE T 18 SCTE G R DU 4R T St 5k A S s R ) ) 39 4 3 o A R S OR AT AR Y, R UK NG I
TS R T Ak P Bets RE L 1 B SRu, T 28 W SR 0 VT 0d b SR W St 32 4 10 e & ot T SRS S e
TBAR AR T R S D BT R U 0 s A TR DR w06 T I AR 2R S s U AT 40 B AE AR SR,
1 J e SR e SI i 12 % 1)t 5 U T 8 SRS 2R R DA A 0 e ol SIC i T S DU Ay < S gt ™ I S L ) TR A
T B AR EIE, E AT AT — AR AR L EE 2 T OE R

AR PERM 2155 35 (PERM modeling language, i 7 PML)ke 2 35 7 ) 322 R 70 Rz H: 55 0 I PMIL
EE AN ICBMIE S L T A 032 ) PERM(policy-effect-request-matcher) 7oA 7 PERM JGAE L f1 8] 1 JiF
RS 4 DA R E Request. Policy. Effect. Matcher,1 /4N 1] ¥ 55 :Role LA T4 fudek . J@ k. BEpk

O” ~’Q
0’ ‘0 — s N
; \ TCEEX
\
- -

s

{ | Request
'Ill ' C

\
‘Q

ARSI Matcher

(M)

KON

Role
(optional)

Fig.1 PERM metamodel
Kl 1 PERM JoHi%Y

2.1 Request/&®i&

Request J5UiB & % 1 7] 1 =K 1140 5, 3058 ST U5 1n) 3 =K AR08 SC.— AN U 1) 37 RO F 48 L) = S0 4L B ik
AT V5 1] 1 = 4 (subject) . 4% U7 Il (1) %% 44 (object) . 15 1M 3111 (action).PML iR bk =G4 1) Request i iE n] &
A

r=sub,obj,act.

PML 324 T | 2 il Request JRUE K1 6E 77,80 40, S AN 75 B4 1 20 LA (19 2298, n] 2R F sub,act W5 G4 11 4% =X

TR T AR T R BB A S U ME B R bR U TR A domain,sub,obj,act DY JG44F A Request JRUiE 7 1.
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2.2 Policy/&®iE

Policy Js 1 52 ST SEME R (115 3,125 BEHl 8 T PML SR (14 R 25 I8 21 o] At % S M I Ay 75 Pt L, A
SR IE 5 4y B 48 (comma-separated  values, fil Bk CSV) SR AE b SEug AL 1135 45, 15 Request J5iE 2840, 28 L)
Policy JRUiEth i 44, &AK. h1E = oA M Rk

p=sub,obj,act.
g A R 8 SR K0 U 7 LAy
p.alice,datal,read.

SR AR — 4T 8 — 2% SRS I U SR KU P 25 1 D J0 5% SRR SR, % BL Yy Pollicy JsUiR AT MV, 3l i
i 7E A7) 1 SRS SR ) LLSZHF 2> Policy Ji 15, 11 p,p2 45 38 # 15 00T AN 75 2248 € 2 A Sng 28 R b 11 (1) S A
W) 5 2 Bif )28 4t Policy J5E (48 55 R A

(alice,datal,read)—(p.sub,p.obj,p.act).

R g e AT AR B, W] LLAE Matcher J5iEs oA .

2.3 Matcher|gi&

Matcher 5% e SC T 3 W& 0 4n AT 55 15 [ 37 SR 3E AT UG 1) VT P8 2, oA it b & A /- 308 X AT DU A oA
Request. Policy %5 JsUif i 3L T 5% T S R sk 1948 2 R J5 1 AR s AR N Matcher J5i i A7 sRAR, AT BEAT S 1
YLk . Matcher JR R LR+ —* IS H B HF . ==1=> <E X REHF L LE&E&(5),|(3), (JE) % & 12 H #F.
Matcher J5ii5 s 24 R 18 5145 BNV R AT R A 0 B 11 7R SR g M0 Ul A2 i VT C #4%,0 R 7R AN 2. 5 By 51 28
K12 4t Policy JsUiE AHXT Y [ Matcher J5iiE

m=r.sub==p.sub && r.obj==p.obj && r.act==p.act.

% Matcher JfUiBR R UG AITE KPR B RAR SIE=J0A N 5 SR b iy B4k, k. 30E=Jcdl
539 I AH [F].

2.4 Effect/fiE

Effect J 15 & S T 24 22 AN ST AU 7] IR DT E 17 1) 335 3K N 12 ) 0 22 > o SR 45 R HEAT SRl LASE I G — ¥k
5, S A5 A allow AT deny 5 F . Effect 515 37 377 some,any %5 & 1] LA A 45 11 9% 8 7 where, &&(45),]1(ER),! (IF)
SRR AT some 5] ) I A 7 A7 A — 4% SR D5 A DG T 4% any i 1 DU S DT A A A ) SR U 4 il A2
VTR 2% Where G528 7 Ji THI BR 55 W A0 DU 1) 977 328 4% 14 Effect J5UTE nT LAZR X R VFA 4G (allow-override) . FH 4 )G
& (deny-override) 55 2 Fl e 5 5 BT V. SRR SE W LARIE N

e=some(where(p.eft==allow)).

% Effect FUERRUBAAEATE — ML RN allow (1) UTHECHLIU, W) 4 e sk 45 B4 allow, BT allow-
override. 2L /1 p.eft =SNG T )t S 45 1, vl LK allow B3 deny. 24 ANHE & F0 U] (1 e 5% 45 SR I HUBR AL
allow. R ] Effect Jsti ik o] LA ik 3 484 58

e=Isome(where(p.eft==deny)).

1% Effect J5iE F/m W ARAELEATAT P 55 45 5 deny A UG JC B D0, J0) 5 28 Y S 45 5 allow, 75 )% deny.

Effect J5 1518 nJ AR H] 18 48 5a S 4 EAT HE 5
e=some(where(p.eft==allow)) && Isome(where(p.eft==deny)).

1% Effect Jilili 2 /5 2 42 D AF AR 1A PRSR 45 5K 00 allow UL G, B AR R e 58 45 B4 deny #4) DG TS AR U0 B
W) de 2% P S A5 2RO allow. X I I 17 52 ASURI A7 Jia) A [ B A48, OF HAB 4 5.

2.5 Role/RiE

Role Jiiif & X T RBAC i (R (L 4k K 0% 3% IZ I (AR RO SERE 2 T RBAC R R I 3RIA. L, 2 AR AN 2
A [ B AT A € (B (R R I, AR A G R AR E P RBAC AR 2R A LLUELANT-HE. [ I SR B A (0 M 25

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



444 Journal of Software #fF%4& Vol.31, No.2, February 2020

A1 1) Role JsUE mT LLE LnF:

9=_._

92=_,_

_Ei& Role Jslit 7R g 22— RBAC /£ 5,92 2 53—/ RBAC 7K 3 ._,_ 375 1 {4 4k K 5 28 1) 1 WA i 23, B
T PR 7 i VU (O BCRR . PMIL ST A (.48 7K 0% 28t 008 Dy SRS FL I, 4

g,alice,data2_admin.

IR RGN R alice A AT data2_admin X ¥ alice W] LAy BAKMFEA EARBE 5 — A Mg W
FOR IR, 5 Role JRLIEAHX M. AL Matcher JRUiE v, i 3K 3 445 5w 00 3= A 2 ) (9 02 A5 B A A gk 7RO R
A LURAT 7R BB g (r.sub,p.sub) K &S AH O 1 R P18 B M ARG R0 WL R AR ALK R M OMAKLR
S B4k K. T LU Matcher JRE HF I — N0 R B3 9,45 Role JRTE AR g 0SB I HH AR 8 () SR g 25 g
HLARDRE N, B R 58 B RBAC #1 (L HIFRIR. LAt RBAC 44 &, 101 92 HIVEZRAL X HLANFEBER. N 1l i 745 th T 58 4
i) Matcher J§ii&.

m=g(r.sub,p.sub) && r.obj==p.obj && r.act==p.act.

1% Matcher JUiERIL T M1 RBAC 15t 50 KU 52 SCUIRLE £ £ vy DL £ BB Lo A R (B SR FH W 3 4
e 6 A % 95E), AT 22 435 SR A R K S R0 b A S 1R A 10, 0 B SR 5 SR ) e PR 0 YR S0 A R S AR [R] I
Matcher Ji 15 4" 2% hl D UG P 12 17 5K 5 2% S R ).

2.6 13

ZOP A P RAR AR R T SEBLRE (0 SR L PML I B Role SR SCRFLP I AL,
AN AL BN A U AR P A At B 20 T ARS8 Y 1R B R AR A A COBLIRISEBL T =1 B
FE P T6) 1) 22 4 b 29380 Role J5UE n] LLUE A

9=, ,_-

J s B 3 A I Anl PR AR 5 A X 2 ) SR W ) 114 S 481t

e p,admin,tenantl,datal,read,;

e p,admin,tenant2,data2,read,;

e g,alice,admin,tenantl;

e g,alice,user,tenant2.

AN K] Matcher J5EE 7] DL A

m=g(r.sub,p.sub,r.dom) && r.dom==p.dom && r.obj==p.obj && r.act==p.act.

ZSEI 7R tenantd (938 4 /A 4 admin 7] LLEZER datal,tenant2 [k A £ €4 admin 7] BLiszEX data2.alice &
7 tenantl 3+ & admin /{5, {E4F tenant2 35 2 user £ (0, DA G M 48 SR MR I alice L RE TR datad Tl AS REE
HY data2.

27 B

J9 TS0 ABAC IR EAx PML SR (u) WAk A T R IR PECL R B 0 k. B 1E). IR A
142 76 %6, PR 4 T B 46 25 4K 0 4 16 J A 9 01, sub.domain 1% 7 45 5K 19 44T 46 F B, 1T r.sub.domain.
owner I R 7= Z 3K 11 G &

m=r.sub.domain==r.obj.domain.

iR Matcher J5iE 227 FUAT 2413 SR 5 AR BT AE 1R 355 55 36 SR 1R 25 AR 9T 8 V) SH /) I, A SR V7 i Sk PMIL AR
S A5 M 2L B R, 0 rosub T ER AR AT K r X AN JCEE ) sub JE L JE R — B R, A B TR AR SR
W 2 5 5 25 2 18 5 IR AR
2.8 HEEH

HAR PML ] Matcher il & Mis SEATHR A T 98 K RILfE ) A — LR 2R H AL BLZ AR TEIE
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PML 35, a2 240 e | AT B A 40250 55 AF PML @4 T 1 R B LA A2 18 Ak BB B I 75 K
WS S & AT AZE PML LA DL AR P ¥ v 8 5 € SCE T BE s 8 (stub function), S8 /5 3 46 g Kyt i 2
PML 1, AT 4% PML [¥) Matcher J5 v i iR 50 A F AT R 4005 38 30 ek B8R A, nf AT AT 24> S8 T HAT Ik [RI4E.
T4 H AL BR S my_func (14815 .my _func IR I SR 2 1A B SR ) B A 2 T g AR UGS, O 3R [ A R AR T
H 1% R BEAT N
register_function(“my_func”,my_func).
my_func FSEHLAT LLAT T
boolean my_func(r.obj,p.obj) {
return r.obj==p.obj
}
XFERE AT BLAE Matcher J5UE 48 8 1% 4L, 2 5 BITLRC -
m=r.sub==p.sub && my_func(r.obj,p.obj) && r.act==p.act.

PML {3t A 5 0 e £, LA A2 55 ] Matcher DU JSE R 5K L 41, keyMatch(r.obj, p.obj) i #0525 UL G RESTful
BEAR, 207 K ) RESTful 47 DG T SR I U I 3 BT A 7R F 4, 0 S8R BA“* 4 by 28 L 77 . regexMatch(r.obj,p.obj)
BB )4 A3 T S 9 KR T D) ik UG TR PR B, 224 SR e AR 2 R DC 1 SR s 9 D v i S 1) 1 U 2 3k I ik (] A
JR1E 1.

3 PML RBESCHEH &

U7 1) 2 1) S IS 75 B2 St AL SR AR IE SR (R R S L S, 181 G X AC ML SRS Hh S e 5 A0 PDP SR REAT St
A 1) SR W5 S T AL o 8 44 6 T o S 5 Bl U ) P RIS O B A A BRI AR e i S R AT SR
IR, TE VAR G M A SCHR D e RIALEI 3 AN R TE S LR . Ui s R R TE M . R
BSOS 2 W IR Y PML 35 55 B8 0% SE I A [F] U ) 428 RS 230 1) 28— i ah , A 1T S 3 Uy i) 42 SRS 780 0 DG
T IR AN AR AT A PML 3ERE BRI T PML SRS SZHEHLA](PML enforcement mechanism, faj
PML-EM).

3.1 RRZEH

PML-EM IR R&5 Mt 2 s, B T FAFELLR 4 A2
1) SR I SR R ) A 5 A U ) 458 ) SR S O T TSI SR R ), BT A SR g S T A ) SR
KA T2 )2, i XACML #LI| . OpenStack KL, TAM B IUZ5E PML 5 5 B T 153 1 In) 42 AR 75 o5,
B3 A SR IR S R ), B PIVIL D) P D 4, e - S5 s R D) 22 5 A SR s A [ 11 2, PMIL )
LA E B2 S PML BEAY e 75, R B AS 75 AT A1 1) S s 00 D01 35 T 24
2) SRR U) I P AR T SR R U 3 I S 1 0] % SR IR 1 ) P 2 P RS T LR — o S
TE SRR (0 03 45 kg £ 40 1) PMIL 9 0U) A5 Gt X AC ML 575 I A0 T 33 FC 2 AT LK XACML H U 2547 3
2y PML I35 L PMIL 000 58 AL o 103 512 2 30 5 3 P s AL R S B T S = k.
T B TR 0 e, 2% A e 2 R VL 2 TR I A 0 AN B8 T S0 8 490, T SLJZ T AR AT P R )2 47 T
3)  BEIRZENZZME R PML TE F R 1) & Fh AN [R] 6 U 0] 48 A5 20 A [R] ) 21 B 508 1 5 (1 XACML
OpenStack 45 ) F Vi [) 2 A 20 B R ], DA e 75 R PMIL 3 5 BEAT 48— 13 0% 2 S B0 T U n) 42 1 A5
RJE A
4)  fREREAS O T AN ST PML RS BRI, 404 A AT 45 R U5 i 13 SRR AT SR B, 46 HH allow B
& deny [F) 45 SR B SR FJE A (9 B AR TG 5 Lua S0, AT SRR P 118 & Rt
75 PML-EM L e, S5 R0 22 B 2 A ] S5 W 38 5 43R 1) 2L Ak S s 90000, 7 XACML #i0U). OpenStack
R LA B AR SCHT PML AT T AR 280 22 D 8y PMIL 5 55 J9T 38 10 5 R A [ 1) ) s s AR 7 36 2 49 D4 ok IR
I, S A i TR 3 A P A D A S R A R B
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OpenStack pas
i
L XACMLELM B } S
TR AR

7 LS 1 45 A2 (FLAG Luafi Bes)

Fig.2 PML-EM: PML enforcement mechanism
2 PML g9 HL i PML-EM

32 KREEHMNEEEE

SR AL U T C 245 A7 K SR S U 5 0 3 1) SR R (RID bR SR ) e 4 PMIL B e PMIL B A i
H — PRl T % 1575 (abstract syntax tree, W FR AST) [ R #4450 7 7 AST &5 H T 9w F2 15 5 YR ACTE 43 #4048
B IRARRE W /v EE TN AST J5,1% AST A EKH T B ARG FEIE 51815 A0 2 —Flod A gy a)
BE AT — B PR — AN TE M D SRR S S TR S A R Al FEH AR i 11, R 1 S 5K
W T (LG H AR SR BE A PML AR . BRI B e o AST HEAT AL EE, AT DA il SR8 5 A PB4 45 A B TS0 Ik
W e 45 AST e — P ol SCHUR B s T 3, B R A S AN AT A el AST,AST 3t vl DL e [ i A ) SRS
FIH AST HiA JEOK 0K H bR S0 e 4 PML RS L R DRy 1) 750 mT DA 54k S bR e AST #4520k PML
XFINEFK) AST FR ) . b T SEME T8 5 K 22 2 T 20 Ml T Bl i 5, i XML JSON 4%, PR kb mI AT B AH 5% F A
AT 2 55 5L A S HURE H AR SIS (12 AN J0 3 A siems . R AR BARL SRS RIL M AST.

h T 70 BRI e 4 ot b SR e R SR I B N 2 F RS S AST it J& PML XA ) AST. F 455K
M AST A AL 5 X 37 SRk 20 o S SRm e 4 S i AR B RN R

1) BT H bR 3 sk A% 20 AST R AST FBEAN 175 KU 48 Request J5UiF AST FYIFF7- 45 A

2) R HFRTER AST i B — N7 IL 2 AR (1 AST 1 e Matcher JUEE ) AST 11

3) K HARHEME AST b 2l 7 S AL RIZ #1Y) AST W 4 Effect J5iE1 AST 144,

4) ¥ BAAIE A S5 R, I E AT TR — AN AN s Matcher JREE AST A48 5 Xk A2 Matcher J50E # H

&It —A Matcher JRiE . — Policy JsUifs LA K45 5% i 4 ).

5) A Policy JEIE AT & I, & I8 R —A> Policy JEUE, [R] I A 3 6 1N 1) 5 i A D).

LIRS O AR I S 1 R,

BiE 1 Mg R

Input: targetAST: H x5 AST.

Output: pmIAST:PML AST.
pmIAST.Request.leafNodes=targetAST.request.leafNodes  //4= % PML AST ¥ Request J5 i%
for each p in targetAST.subTrees do

if hasMatchLogic(p) then
pmlIAST.Matcher.subTrees.add(p) /% #ei G VEic i #5 (1) AST T-H
else if hasIntegrationLogic(p) then
pmIAST.Effect.subTrees.add(p) /% # i shms S OZ 1) AST TR

© 0k~ wbdPE
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7.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.

end if
end for
for each m1, m2 in pmIAST.Matcher do
if hasSameParent(m1,m2) && hasSameSubtree(m1,m2) then
m, p, rules=combineMatcher(m1,m2) /& 3 B A MIE TR 45 . 77 5 11 Matcher J5iE
pmlAST.Matcher.add(m)
pmlAST.Policy.add(p)
pmlAST.Rules.add(rules)
end if
end for
for each p1, p2 in pmlAST.Policy do
if hasSameFormat(p1,p2) then
p=combinePolicy(pl,p2)
rules=combineRules(pl.rules,p2.rules)
pmlIAST.Policy.add(p) /& A A LK) Policy JRi%E
pmIAST.Rules.add(rules)  //& X N [ 555 e A
end if
end for
return pmIAST

3.3 MRHRE
PML fif R 2% 125 3 AN T A2« 280 SR R S e S SR B PMIL B2 L SRS IS A7 i £ S
By e BN ORTEAN A 443X 3 AN

1)

2)

3)

ISR AR TN PML AR iy N\ hy SRS B 8 i ol PMIL AR I8 PMIL A2 28 3 S A0 5 A 7 %
M JE B Request JRi5. Policy Jfi5. Matcher Jfiifi. Effect JRik. Role J5iE%E, LA N FH /v Mt i)
W o £

IS A7 5T N PML JLIU) 0 N g M B0 2 St o PMIL R DU) I 28 S mes 65 Ay i o, 32 T2 04
PML B — 4% — 2% B n 28 20 M 8 2% v 0t SR A7 A €k 7R I, 0 575 2 £ o 28k 58 e s 4 7 1 £ 4 7 %
FAW TSI 17 45 A €9, 4K 7K 1) 40 W 45— > RBAC #1042k 22 8 ELAT AN 7] 1) # €0 46 7k o 20, AT 1
AT 4R

SRS e 3RS SRR AT HEMS W S5 N PML BT PMIL I DA K 7 Il 335 SR A HE Ok v SR 45 L AE PMIL
U RS SR 35 XU Request JRUE i SCPML SRS BN (R 78 SR Policy TR @ X AE v sl fE
PML fif R 28 S iR ¥ F 3 v SOR U7 a3l sk (10 bR SC(BRRARI E 4R, AR, B01ESE). &—4% PML #
LA K e A7 AR o £ AR N B Matcher J5U0E o, 48 J5 % Matcher J5UE sSRAH. 6 Matcher (193K A AT LLSK A
Lua 4745 B BUAT 1 P 2 R 40 loadstring EAT S8 55 2273 5 12 Role J5UTE (£ 45465 A 1 th 5 LA
B oR H T 2 SO, R 55 1 7 3 g OB R #— R4 31 Matcher J5UE H AN 55 2R PR AL 3L £
T AIREAEAE 2 4% PML #UI, 5 E Matcher (SR8 45 A A0 A e ANHE— 3X I, PML A# R 28 TRl i Effect
JRAEXT 2 A Matcher SRAA &5 F AT HE B, N T 15 B 58— I SR 45 . 500 2 iR T SR s v sk i) e 2.

Bk 2. RIS YUREE.
Input: model:PML #: % policy:PML %1% ;request: iy il i 3K .
Output: decision: ¥t 5 45 4.

1.
2.

Set decisions={-}
for each matcher in model do
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3. matcher.inject(model.stubFunctions) IP¥ BE B B4 N Matcher 5 iE

4. matcher.inject(request) I Request JiUE A Matcher Ji 1%

5 for each rule in policy do

6. matcher.inject(rule) 1144 Policy J5i % I () RLUAC A Matcher J5iiE
7 decisions.add(evaluate(matcher)) 116 Matcher sRAE I id g P ok 45 1

8 end for

9. end for

10. decision=combineDecision(decisions,model.Effect) IR Effect JRUE 3T o 38 45 AL A%

11. return decision

FHT Matcher 75 ZEH0AT S5 1A PR 2504 CRH SR R AT S0 e 538 A1 G PRy 250 PN 0 4 0 28 o A QD J00) 5 5% i) )5 )

FERIBLE]N L B =7 6 RGN & A XA ) () it ey 58 A4
1) Dbk ek R YDA B R B SR VDR A PRAT AR, A 23 5 0 RS PML R 3 LA B R 8 Lua i 5
B G e — 2 VDA, DR w] AR 28 2 T Bl 2k
2) AR T, BRSSOt B A5 O TP A R B T, S I LA i 2 20 A T BUG 7 A el HAR
1 i 72 SLBAT AT
3) s T e K g A 1 IR 554 0k R A B (A S R KSR 10 D R T S T () B B AR A
B 1 (RT BLA i 2 A7 sl [T S ) ) R RE SR TR SR i 0B 4 11 o A R PR D) BE, Hy T 26 4
e 110 g A ar P IR, DR i 3R] LA R s A GRS
PML fif R 45 A S R IIA T 5 Lua 4 5. Lua 2 — Bl U AT, 5 1% 08 5 AU 0 % A B RS IsAT,
A2 A A BUAS T 35 1 B AR T A R P e VE 38 55 T AT 8 32 . Lua 1A A R 45 0 0 IR B B (A KT 200KB), H
HIF 26K 22 B VR 7 B HiE 5 0 C Javas Python S5 #A7 B TN Lua il R4 SEBL. XL T Lua %S5 PML
fifp R s B A R Y BT RO B AT T S BURE e B S 0 O M St U ) 2 o A R A T B
PML 4%, 0 7 22 A DU 1Y) Lua AfRE 2, BT S PML IR SERE. 55 A, B A2 R UF, D I #2160 5 R 48
FCARRETR B 1 LE AT TR A 5 R BRI, DRI, BRI AS T, 35 S BB AN 2 e Jl 2R 48 SR 2% 52 Y 0 e 189 .

4 SLIGIGIE

ALY IAET Ay OpenStack Pike z°F & 2B AL L ANEEIT S (B 5 M 4) 4 A THE AU 2 AN EuAy
T 1 ARSI IR B R G 3 BT R B A NI NI OpenStack 244 Patron DL i skid g 25 ik AEM
(access endpoint middleware). AEM J& — 2R AE =7 & AL (W1 Nova. Glance) I ¥) WSGI(Web server
gateway interface)id J& 4% 20 1. TG (0 = °F G 1 SR A 00T AEM [ 38 Bl SR 2 4 B N U B ER. &%
. BESE) K% Patron JIkS:.Patron JIRZ5SE T PML-EM SE0& S AL 6 AEM 2% 53 S (193 SRk AT 34X
P, YT S V% SR SOVE, U AEM 238017 %38 3K 75 T, 3% [B] HTTP 403 $H 26 U5 1] 5 2. 04 T 42 stk fg,
AEM I AEHLH, P K CLHEAT 1 SR W o 58 45 S EAT 284, AN Ty 2 X Patron (1 311 3K

Patron 41 HG LA T 3 AL

1)  API BiH(patron-api): X} 4t LA RESTful £ 424t Patron R4, 3252 vk 515 3K IR Bl v s 45 .

2)  PRIEAER (patron-decide): £t TTiHEAT SRS YL SR SEHL T PML-EM NS SEHEALE], AL PML BB 2% . %5k

S R ) T A

3)  SHEWE T H R (patron-update): 57 T 5 W77 ik N S B T T

JRI R G PML f R 2 . SRS UG e 2% 5K Lua i 5 se B, S A iR ) 55 OpenStack — 2, % il Python
S IX L) PML fAREAS . RIS L& B #% 0] LhAE oAb R 4 B E L E0UE T PML-EM RSP 1 0E 5 5 G oM,
BV, %o e 2 51t U ] 45 1) 2R 56 (1 FF R 5 AN AE A
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ZM l|'2
i LU N ik ( Patron )
Access endpoint >( patron-api ] .
ml(dAdIIEe':/Av;ire < ‘ w I‘EJP
patron-decide s ihiAsL R
PR
tron-updat

Fig.3 Architecture of the OpenStack cloud after using PML
B3 KA PML J5 1) OpenStack = -5 3444

41 RikgEH

AR PML 5 HA 32 SR T 5 BEAT TR B A5 R R LACL B8 e VR Ak 1 Ay 5 (M ) A sh AT
X ZA AR A PML ol 3l o Ja PRk Hiik ACL Hh s B M2 BLP BRI 5 SRR T . AR 1 22 2 2001
KPUE MR AT LA 5 %A D T SR 1 0 2 R O I S HE . PML W] LU R Matcher J5tiH S 4t 22 42
205 I L3 . PML 1) Role Ji 5 AL g S LI U 23 5% RBAC Fl ABAC HEAT T 3 FF.Superuser /- FBUH 45 RL
FH AT ARAAT AT R #A0, ITT 7 (58 2 IR 25 B 3k i oxed 191 5 3B 4774 B1LPMIL ] LUFJ T Matcher J5UiE s R AT F 64T
SE S UL ECRFBUT 1D I A ok SR 45 RO SRVF. 1 & 38 1 LU () o B0 R A8 B 25 T Rl e, 2 5 SRR 2
T 0F 251 6 U e 428 1 22 S50 T 28 PMIL Al el B 1k DA SRR 22 I 058 1 LR ROAU RS B 251 65 BL A Al Web
MR 4538 3 % B RESTFul™ 42 O 4 o F2% 9 B 3 O PML 3l 79 & B 28 5 keyMatch,regexMatch 25 3¢ ¢ 5
RESTful #% 42 HEAT U7 ) F2. AN SHEME B e A0 2 48 55 0] LU HE SCHF U2 PMIL BT F) s PMIL-EM (1 S5 R D)
TEIC S AL PR A 1 0 SIS Ak PMIL SEIS, 1T 22 1 5 SRR I SR VR PMIL AR s A2 AN IR I A 55 4 5 114
RGP AT NI A2 AN F T 6 [ U7 ) 220075 3K 53 Ah A3 1 T LU Y I A SRS 5 1 308 RBAC, K 73 3
Wi 5 SCfF ABAC. HI T K 2 BURIE G 5 90 AN S = B vk 1, R AN SRR 2 L AR SN TE 550 Bk T PML
LA XACML SCHF i £ 11 5 R L.
Table 1 Expressiveness comparison of different policy languages

R 1 A S KRIERE I X
SCRPRETE

KRS

ACL BLP RBAC ABAC Superuser ZHl/S  RESTful  yREHERL  BEedk  Somid ZiES

OpenStack x x N N x N v x x x x
AWS IAM v x ~ N x N x ~ x x x
ACaas®! x x N x V v \ \ x x x
osAck x x N x x N N x x x x
1aaS,™"! J x v V \ \ N x x x x
XACMLET v v v x x v v v * *
Ponderl® x x N N x x x x N x x
spLM™ \ x x/ \ x x x v x x x
PML \ \ \ \ \ \ y \ J J \

4.2 EEREEIR

T 0 E SR A I 3G P 2, AR ST T XACML 56lg . OpenStack SRS AT AWS TAM S5 W& (1 55 1 K0 0] 3 fid
5, IS P 45136 0 AR
421 XACML SEmE 5

XACML 7 v 12 41 55 W % Fl XML 5983k Hi iR B35 Policy. Rule 2% 0o MR &, 30 5k 55 W A i 203 A0 )
SR EESEIN S — S AR L XACML conformance PR SKIE G XACML 55 W& A1 )38 Fic 2% i w) T k. oy
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OASIS #EH ] XACML conformance SR A2 424 1 % XACML S50 . 175 3K « i 3 (A5 v 308 45 XACML PDP
SETRH 5 AL 1R A R MR AR 5 M BHAL UB. 1IC, 1ID. HE, 7> 7 J& ¥
Bl EHAHG . BB RS G R GL FHLL A0L 5 Ay {51 56 F 55 i % e (1 25 R XACML
S5 P 58 B e R T 1IA00L SIS T Ab BE h fl €] 4 TR 1) AST.

http://medico.com/
record/patient/
BartSimpson

Julius
Hibbert

Fig.4 AST of XACML policy: 11A001
K 4 XACML 5E0E 11A00L X N [ 41k 5 38 v b

A0 S == ZLEF X 44 idy KA ids BU4E id BEAT UL, 3 ACHR 5 Permit, K A deny-overrides [¥7#1 U 4
AR BT IEE id FELE W read T write, 0 T AE PML ) b [ IRF R 2 WS AN BhAE, T LR D regexMatch A
PRECHEAT IEMIVL G, [ I UL AC read A1 write PY/ZhAE ARAEES 3.2 552 A9 SRS L AL 50925, mT LARse ol H A . 1Y
XACML ¢ % KL 355 P 4 308 3oL 346 P 4 6 46 J 1 LAO0L SFE s ml 5 48l PMIL REZRS RN, L v PMIL 528 )y

r=sub,obj,act

p=sub,obj,act,eft

e=some(where(p.eft==allow)) && !some(where(p.eft==deny))

m=r.sub==p.sub && r.obj==p.obj && regexMatch(r.act,p.act)

PML K0

Julius Hibbert, http://medico.com/record/patient/BartSimpson, (read)|(write), allow.

XACML ‘& J7 5 W7 5 55 34T 374 4% M, A S0 XACML 55 % 33 I 4% £ 20 B B0 3 1 G v 19 350 4%, HiAt R
iC FR) SRy 3 75 S S LR R 10 UG T5C R 5 (0 52 2 7 4% 3 484 ) AE R SEBLAH Y. PMIL A B B80S 38 I DG VR UL I (H AE
PML 3 U AH A F8 b B8 40t AT S
4.2.2 OpenStack 5 i % 4

AT BGAIE OpenStack 51 I KL 33 P 2% 1 AT H 2% LA 25 OpenStack Nova v 52414 P 5 g 1 — AN B BL.

“context_is_admin”: “role: admin”

“admin_or_owner”: “is_admin: True or project_id:%(project_id)s”

“default”: “rule: admin_or_owner”

“compute: get”: “.”

“compute: get_all”: “.”

“compute: get_all_tenants”: “is_admin: True”

“compute: delete”: “rule: admin_or_owner”

OpenStack 5 W& 3 T2k H (1) ABAC BERY G 1R 22 & 1t 1) 2%, ) LLR A PML (¥ P HL I e fl ik A5 an L H P
[P B L Bl role A is_admin PN JE SR IA, RILTE Matcher i o, AT LR A r.sub.role=="admin”||
r.sub.is_admin==true K iR X B Rl & T B 53 1015 7. OpenStack 351 oh I8 15 &1 5t J& 3= (owner) AR, BI = % 5
IR 2 0 1% B U H A U ) AU, B Sl LU AR BRI E ) project_id JEE(RIAR ™ id) A2 75 AR [R] ok s
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B, PR AE PML T AT BLZE 3R 24 r.sub.project_id==r.obj.project_id. i1 T- OpenStack 5 #1 5/ %I 73 1 T Admin 3
FEF Owner B 1EP 4L, Admin Z)1E X A5 5 HE 51 BEG%5 0T, Owner 3l 4E I a] LAgE 5 #1523 R0 3 U5 BT A 3 $0AT . IR ik
PML 1, 0] LUK Owner Bl /5 AT RE ISR M2, B H BLAE LU P 5 3 4524 Owner B4, 75 I Admin 3. 45 &
& project_id & LL A, W] BAZS i Matcher Ji% r.act==p.act && r.sub.project_id==r.obj.project_id.
1k BA B4 A, T AU Y AH Y FY) OpenStack S K3 U 5 T 4% 2 1o 38 T 4% 9% 45, L3k Nova S 52491 7 3%
e PML RN rh PML A5 0 -
r=sub,obj,act
p=act
e=some(where(p.eft==allow))
m=r.sub.role=="admin”||r.sub.is_admin==true||(r.act==p.act && r.sub.project_id==r.obj.project_id)
PML FEI 2 :
compute: get
compute: get_all
compute: delete
WL 43471 5 15 i OpenStack Nova P4 B 5 i FH SIS 4 3 )5 (1) PML SR & S5 3010 A SCIRBGIE T Glance.
Neutron. Cinder %5 Aty 20 {7 (1 4 S 24 m 5 e S5 201 PML S0,
423 1AM SR 45
AT UE AWS TAM SRS A U3 P 25 (1 0] TR JAM SEI8 254K ] T RBAC 15 ABAC W R 2 >R ] JSON
AT REE AWS A = HETIENE 261 50225008, 70 i N T AWS IR 2 R [ 25 il 95 . LR A BT
EC2(elastic compute cloud)si Pk 15 ] 45 () AmazonEC2ReadOnlyAccess 5, 1% 5 o1 B 0% SEms (v 2
B[eyjiRl EC2. ELB #6441, AutoScaling FZh¥ 4 k4. CloudWatch 145 Ik 45 11 BT AT ¥ .
“Mersion”: “2012-10-17",
“Statement”: [{
“Effect”: “Allow”,
“Action”: “ec2: Describe*”,
“Resource”: “*”

H
“Effect”: “Allow”,
“Action”: “elasticloadbalancing: Describe*”,
“Resource”:; “*”
H
“Effect”: “Allow”,
“Action”: [
“cloudwatch: ListMetrics”, “cloudwatch: GetMetricStatistics”, “cloudwatch: Describe*”
1
“Resource™: “*”
H
“Effect”: “Allow”,
“Action”: “autoscaling: Describe*”,
“Resource”: “*”
H

it AWS TAM 550 3 fic o, 8 75 B %44 (resource) . #R4F (action) . % 5 (effect) BEAT1E L.
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T Resource I Action #8752 38 e 75 # 32 £F, IR I 7E PML o 75 22K H keyMatch A pf 550k 26 558 3 g 757
“x” {[I keyMatch(r.obj,p.obj)F! keyMatch(r.act,p.act). (T IAM SR #E R FH 98 i 78 3 4k 1 (10 77 kAT 56 s A g
B, B8 55 W A 5 AN H B 0 44 PMIL FP B G 75 P 48 0 4405 8 53 40, B T 1AM SE0& 3285 Allow F1 Deny i F4%
BOSCR, I BAR L5, R T 2276 PML (1) Effect B+ 15 K AVF 24 BAXCY Matcher J5UiE 11 VG HAC 25 SRA7 7R
Allow HANEALE Deny, Bl some(where(p.eft==allow)) && !some(where(p.eft==deny)).

JE 3 DA B2 AT, AT LAY AR Y ) AWS TAM S8 I I T 335 e 2%

T 3 i 28 55 e ), iR AmazonEC2ReadOnlyAccess $F g Sz 5] A] LLEE $ g PML AR R AT 0. o PMIL A5
it R

r=obj,act

p=obj,act,eft

e=some(where(p.eft==allow)) && !some(where(p.eft==deny))

m=keyMatch(r.obj,p.obj) && keyMatch(r.act,p.act)

PML K0 2 :

*, ec2: Describe*, allow

*, elasticloadbalancing: Describe*, allow

* cloudwatch: ListMetrics, allow

*, cloudwatch: GetMetricStatistics, allow

* cloudwatch: Describe*, allow

*, autoscaling: Describe*, allow

FALF L& AmazonEC2ReadOnlyAccess 5k I, il /3 1 AWS LA 1) 261 4% % 4 5K I (1) 55 I 5 e 45 L 56
UE T AWS Jst SIS M B e ) 1) PML SRS 2 35 2K K.

4.3 SRR LA

A SR OpenStack z°F & 0 tempest JIAAE X PML S0 EAlk 24 RE3E47 L. OpenStack JR T ¢ 4= TR 55
PML-EM ) S D Al 1k BE T EL 45 R U362, 76 R 51N AEM 22471, PML-EM J2 474 i JT 8454 i 8.8%, 51 A
AEM ZZ 77 J5 TTHFEAR N 4.8%.0Z /& th T[] TR 22 2202 Patron 55 AEM 2 [ (3815 SE IR T 7 AEM 5 A 2847
J5 BE RS K Z B )t SR SR DR A7 EE K, IF) 2R3 SRR IR R A T ok SR 4 R AN T AN 75 22 75 19 Patron IR 55, A R b%
KT IFRS. R 2 R Al E IS SRR 1 LR ZEAE Cinder 4144, AN TF I A7 W AEIR 4 15.4%,TT )3 Ja BRI 7.9%.
X T Cinder ZH A4 IAEAN 17 SK (AT IN 8] EF EL AT, 10 PML-EM X 5EA4N 15 3K 51N R S8 38 2 AH X482 4 [ & 1)
(2120 77ms),iX it S 8 TR P o LU BILE Cinder £ L5 EL B B . PML-EM (¥ 5] A\ %) Ceilometer 28 {1 ¥ 5%
Wi AN W 553X fH T Ceilometer (¥ 45 /52 /0, SIS 552 7 501, K] 0 1 SR W R S 7 T T4 50/ PML-EM X AN =
& Uy 1 K G INISER R 77ms A1 T2 H P 5 2P G176 Internet b 1R H0HE A% i 8 35 K B8/,
PEAN 22 3 S W P AR

Table 2 PML evaluation performance (s)
% 2 PML FEms PRAL Pk AE ©
A OpenStack JiU £ 5 PML 3fihi THH (%) PML Sk +22 4 JT 45 58 n (%)

Nova 676.24 726.58 7.4 715.43 5.8
Glance 273.10 297.86 9.1 285.76 4.6
Neutron 227.79 246.76 8.3 237.31 4.2
Cinder 146.92 169.55 15.4 158.47 7.9
Heat 394.95 430.68 9.0 415.23 5.1
Ceilometer 643.85 665.13 3.3 651.04 1.1

4.4 RBNEDH
PML-EM X} OpenStack Ji5if7 7 i) ¥ d AL I (142 A1 WL3E 3. 81T OpenStack J5UfT 5 i A i 21 & w4l Ax
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Z 1 1 B BORHEAT BB A 1, X R 7 S By i 2L S 27 G S R A T K% PML-EM JR R AR
G I SRS PSR ALAE Patron LA LA T SR Bt U B IR 55, 55 2= 6 TUAR 4L S DU RS 5 AEM U LLIE JH 336
SRALIE G A TE A — 28 BRAR 21 65 9 8 1 R B0 O A SC P AEM % OpenStack At 21 414 (42 i A BR T
3/ Python AR SCAF KR T AIEAE L LAAR, A SR 70 BT T HAt SR AR A8 o, e BB . PMIL BEARLE 25, PMIL
FRI A 48, A2 i 8 AT $ (lines of code, i B} LOC)HY Ll 0.42%. 1T+ AEM J&— A1 skoaed i 4 1, DR 1t i
TR AC B AT 18 SOK A ZAF A PML BERURT PML I IL [ 44 B PML S 548 OpenStack J5i 47 1) 22 42 HE g,
IFORFE SR 1 SUAAR R PML-EM R] B2 B0 i A7 A B ARG 70 84 - PR A, AN T AN 75 22500 221 & BT AR ST
WEATARAAT G 5 76 SR 7 1, Pattron oy 2= JIR 45 S B3 78 R 2 Y 7 (REM 9 55 27 ) S 43R 77 SR A8 281 19 482 1124 Patron
SR P A7 A 1) SRS B AE SO Ol T ORBR — B0k AEM I PR SE A7 23 B8 B AEM IR A G BRI RELL APL [RTE 2
P4 53 AEM BTt sE M= 7 & 4l R — A RESTFUl 382 11,3 R £ 388 gl ao 30 200 14 1) 1 sl Ak B 11 &2 2%
JE R ARG BR 0TS K th AEM ELRZ HEAT A0 B BEAT Wiy 3, AN 23 0N B 40 yg A0 1ok 55 2 4R b T B 2 T
OpenStack =¥ & 1 J5AG B FH B8 0] LA IIME S 7E S PML-EM (1 22 °F & RI2 AT A 32 5% 0.
Table 3 Modification of PML-EM to OpenStack’s original access control mechanism (LOC)
#%& 3 PML-EM X} OpenStack J5i45 ¥j ) 42 AL ] (11 5% Wi (LOC)

PML-EM 341
AT +AEM AU +AEMLE +PML AT +PML F

21 OpenStack it LOC LOC 1 Jj1(%)

Nova 278 614 484 423 4 16 463 0.33
Glance 78 645 51 423 5 16 49 0.63
Neutron 97 983 132 423 3 16 181 0.64
Cinder 207 442 77 423 6 16 82 0.25

Heat 114 692 86 423 4 16 73 0.45

Ceilometer 59 713 24 423 3 16 6 0.75

Patron 6 055 N/A N/A N/A 14 0 N/A

5 RES5RE

AR SCHRE S — B I F o AR R (1 U 1) 2 4R SRE A VE S PML M JLSiMLEl PML-EM.PML 37731k BLP.
RBAC. ABAC 5L Ffiijj n)d=hl#i A Jf H L4277 RESTful. ¥ B304, LS FE = & 3555 NI Vi )
#EHL.PML-EM JUSEIL T SE0E 1 5 0O PE L U7 il 45 R L G G M RO R PP W U S GO AR T P e s
FEE 1 A, T FLBRAR T = IR S5 $R AL B0 P R U7 Il 2 UL 14 AR 6 OpenStack b1 SE 56 25 SR 8, PML
M FR K B Sy B, S RE A XACML ., OpenStack IAM 25 A 5 mE 33847 56 e M B B PML SRBS VFA5 10 T 85134
A1 4.8%, AT REA 46 AN 52 Wi AR P 42 56 11D [/ o A7 244 151 25 1 6 U e 488 11 1) 2 A 0 R R 3 1 PML-EM LT 42 N
BN, 5 2P 6 A RS AH B3 N2y 0.42%.

N—20 TAE@HE T PML SN 2 0] [ ] SRS W 1) 850, 275 HH P S5 8t 7 5 00— D PR R 8 o SR 46 SRms
PEAS I 8 AL 1
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