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Abstract: With the recent development of cloud computing, the importance of cloud databases has been widely
acknowledged. Here, the features, influence and related products of cloud databases are first discussed. Then,
research issues of cloud databases are presented in detail, which include data model, architecture, consistency,
programming model, data security, performance optimization, benchmark, and so on. Finally, some future trends in
this area are discussed.
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Fig.1 Adiagram showing the application of cloud databases
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Fig.2 An example of the data model of BigTable
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domain,item F1 attribute. t: /F ,domain A 24 F —> table;item A1 24 F— 1T ;attribute 4 24 F— %1, — 51 7] A5 2 4.
{H 2, SimpleDB Fil BigTable 7744 &1 43119 )5 20 A7 AF — 28731

o SimpleDB £ £ 43 SR FH 25 B3040 Kl 3 U7 ik, R FH e A R B0 B0 40 Ok B 22 AN B0 T R X AR AR

SimpleDB H AR — NG A5 FRGEIX P 77 v B0 st SE A BE /N F 2 5 nd AR I b B P 1Y) — 2% domain
AETRANTELE Ry T AR AN B2 B A7 80 A 7 2 1 4 e i ke 1 7 T 52, Simple DB X H = domain 12K
ANHEAT BRI EE B —A domain K/ AT 10GB.

o BigTable (& X7 SR H 32X 43 J7 32, — /N P B 50 7T RE £ 4 4l 43 e 2 A~ Tablet, 73 i BIAS [\] 1) £

P A b X R A R AT DUR B B SR A7 B8 4, e AU R ZEAH DG Tablet 2347 5 A LI

BigTable,Dynamo,SimpleDB,PNUTS,HBase %5 i FiL SR &1 K 1 T S M A AL A7 it 2090 (H 2 1K 28 R GR (e EAT
FOHE Uy 1) 1) B A 0 2 LA B AN BEEAE S Uy e R 3K g SR ) T P T VR AR G ) B Bl i
AR A DX 4% A VR G R A A R I IO B 3 e 8 R X — /N 4 (key group)iEAT — B IR U iRl e L,
SCHR[231 1T T %A G-Store [P4EME 2 55, 348 B 4L Yp i30Sk — AL AT — 800 s vy il AR 2 i,
TEAXFR G B0 U 10 R AN T A S A R, T e — AN A
312 KRMIM

) SQL Azure = HHls FER M T 20 RABLEY, & W 43 X 7 :UR1 BigTable A L8448 ). 06 5 B = s FE 1)
BRI K AT 4R 3R 2 S AH DA

AR ANBHRR, UG A R RN R AT 4 X A AR A R 2 AR IR SRR R
AR R FHA AR 5 AR 2 AT R G FROAT AL — AT A A B AT R 1 4 TE B 7] — ANl 35 A
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B RA AT 2 AT I AT A S B O B A 7] (0 B R AN R 2 X T 2 AT AL
AN S AR T LT 2 BRI 18] A (KB AT AT

XL DL AN SRR AR R S 2R R 2 M R B A G 1 3 s, — AN R AL T PSSR AR RITE 3 v
M4 1 M 2.3 1 MR 2 35S TN KBS, RS 0 X BB RS ol 224 23 DXCBRELAL BT 3K A4S 0 DX B 41
HATRH IR ZE RS 1 43 DX 8 2 1D A (R B 20 Bl 36 1 oP iy 1D RIS 2 7P ) 1D B A7 A 4B DG IBG. IR i, 35 1
FANE 2 F I 1D BIME Y 27 1 3 M (B AR G S0, O L R ZHE A F IR 8 ) s T — M7 4 BT
AT LA R A B R 2 A 23 D L B — AT A R

AL T ]S Ed o XA #l

AR AL L SR N R A () 2 = =
AN, DR AR R A it A RS, AT AR A R T == o IS T |
Lt 474544 STUDENT_INFO I BOOKBORROWING ¢ - 2 |
INFO, HT # il sk U5 B4 7 PRl e inss _ 189 RN — L -

SR TR AE B B e A — %‘ Q
AN BB sl RN S EEE %S F - —
ENCE NN B 6 N T L [ R S W e 1 \ Y 2
STUDENT_INFO 1 BOOKBORROWING_INFO X 4~ % \
Z R HEAT B A AR, I R AN RAFAETE [ — A - =
GRS s S (PSS (FE A \
A 2 — AT AL 80 2 AT 7 Bl — A Bl 5 | oaxmm | |
X Pt HA W B Ak b dn ] 3 Hak 1 RSk 2 i ID
27 I 2 MTHI B — AT 41, e A2 RIAE7E = Ak Fig.3 Data model of relational cloud databases
I AU AT A7 T — A T LA A 3 R 3 SR AR B R I Kl B
3.1.3 R Z MR
SQL Azure &z i P77 KT T 9% A B A BigTable %577 5 5K T 7 48 B R 2 1iiy SC R [24] b il i 1
CloudDB U 7] LA [ i 57 44 5 22 B 0 A /2 A 80 0 43 AT LA ] 91 3 A7 (columnar  store) ). CloudDB 7 L [+ i}
Yrdr 3 T AN [m] S B (1) H0HI A7 it , AT AT A8 AL F 45 AN [R) 2R B 1) 47 280 78 CloudDB s — AN HAR Y N T &
KR AE AT I T N PR . S R R ORI SLA 7 SRS 5.
32 RGIRRLEM
X R AR A 0 2 TR FH AR L S B0 1) 2 B P AT 0 o)k T A4 2R B RN 4R Uy vl 35, 98 A 4B )L
AN FR G854
321 fRRYEH
XL HBase A1 SQL Azure A, 43 73 - 48 SR FH S8 MIE HCHR ARUS R OC 2R B0 5 2 1 A ARk 1) 2 i
PEAR ZRAEH.
3211 SRABEMEE B ) 2 B A AR AR
HBase" /£ 4 BigTable 15— JF- U5 s BL, FE AR A T R BigTable Z{bLi 4244 &l 4 Froik HBase 4 7 4244
tif 4% Client,Zookeeper,Hmaster,HRegionServer Fil Store, FL {4 1 fit o1 < 290
e Client:iJjj ] HBase H4& H.
o Zookeeper:{7fis T HBase 14045 FEB XA FT 4 HRegion [ 5-Hik A 1,52 15 W5 % HRegionServer [FIR .
e HMaster: & B H /%) Table (34, M. o, Fx#4E, L HRegionServer [1 £ 231, ] % Region 43 4ii %%,
o HRegionServer: %1 ST W 7 1/0 53K, i) HDFS SCAF R 48 3525 4l 2 HBase H e % 0 AR .
e Store:/& HBase T£fi# 4% 0,1 MemStore F1 StoreFiles W§#E/2>2H . ™ 5 NI B85 & L &N
MemStore, ™ MemStore #ifi T LA & S # A7 #1]— 4> StoreFile #,StoreFile ¥ # 7 i/ HDFS SC1F & S 1
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HRegionServer
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o] | Store [ Memstore || |Store MemsStore |
o
T StoreFile | | StoreFile StoreFile
HFile HFile

3.2.1.2

Fig.4 Architecture of HBase
Kl 4 HBase (1A R 44

PREES ¥ ¢ ol P i E RS )

W& 5 fi,SQL Azure H4A 24k P 4 2

AT

—ANERIMUER, 7T LURR B TAE 5300 28 4k, 20 438 n sl o /b
REUHLI B 5 6 BEUPL SQL Server VM (virtual machine)Zz3% T SQL Server 2008 4l 5 ¥ 22 45, LA ¢ B
FOLFA B T8 W, — 1 B E S i B AE % B 3 5~5 & SQL Server VM .43 & SQL Server VM [7] I 2225 T SQL
Azure Fabric I SQL Azure % IR 55, J5 & £ 500 B4 B0H PR 0] 19 20 8s 25 TAE, LR B SQL Azure [ 38 A & 7]
F P Z SRk AN A SQL Server VM P31 SQL Azure Fabric F1E HHR 45 22 ) 2 4% A e s £ 8., DA AR R 3R R 45 11

A

Y

Y

[SQL Azure Fabric | [SQL Azure Fabric |
SQL server| SQL server SQL server
524 | 5p | g
:
T [ &g | [ ®mks |
———————— 7
______ 7
BN TS 6
SQL Azure Fabric > N E

268,
-

SQL Azure Fabric

SQL serversz{ KO
=&
- BN TR —6
RS > HLg LISQL Azure

EHIRS

Fig.5 Architecture of SQL Azure
K5 SQL Azure 1)1k F 484
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322 BRI Tk

IX L DL — AN S0 R R 2 5 (R B80T Vs e 5 vk L 6 T, M i i SR I, B S 1) A BRI SR
— 53 DX LS PR B T P i 6 A3 X IS 2 i S B DA JE AR B AT 4 S R B E R B B S
B A AL B AR 7 7 v B 48 8 B T RO SR S BB T RO IR [R5 R L S bR By
T R, R R T G B M R RS, W S AR R S R AE T I 43 DX s LR P i AR 2
TE LT AN 05 5 85 B A8 AL HL SR DA LB U7 1) AF BV [0 250805 1 45

3. R 73 DX IS 111 8 Bl A or

,

AN
5. KK / J L R A
P 7/ o R SN

"% 2. A e Q&

1~100 101~200 201~300 301~400 401500 -

=R R A =¥
N

Fig.6 Data accessing method in cloud databases

Bl 6 2 Bt e v ik e U e 75 9

3.23 ARGLH

7t BigTable ™ 0415 ni 425 KA Tablet IRZS4%, A BLARRR A 32 IR 4545 = R 45 2% 71 524t Tablet 43 e £
Tablet 45 #, 0 Tablet Al 25 %% 1045 5, MEAT Table Jit 45 # 6 613 35 i, LA & GFS SCIE R 46 r 1 3 S e 4 (B dis
XY AFAEAE GES SR Ak, e 3 b BEASE AR Ak, b G 36 37 SR B . Bt A% 14F 22 PRI 45 % 00 AT XA Ak R 4
—KE B v I AN BB I AR S5 S ORI, 1T 2 E B AN Tablet AR 25 %% LSOO IR A 75 iy bR 205 & 8 A7
Tablet {7 % {5 J&, BT L BigTable % 7 ity J AR T 3= 5 45 # oK 3543 Tablet (967 B A5 5., R K 22 0% 7 i MO AS
R 2 IR 45 25 B A 1K A4 70 S o B o 3 IR 25 25 1) B AR D

HBase™ R il 7 A1 BigTable ZALL K SLBL 7 v, AN [FIFRI AL, & (K50 43 X A7 ik 42 HDFS H.—AN0d 43 X 2 i
— AR HE T AT R B, TR A T A B SRAT HR AL S 7R — N U 2 X 42 A R .HBase &k #i T Zookeeper
(Zookeeper Fil BigTable —Ff, ##5i T- Chubby™™) i {4-IF 75 A I #5447 — A R 45 2% 7T LAHI Sk A7 ik HBase
B A 5 T AR B K 45 T LA B R ISR 40 X 5 45 o (37 R Y B 3 IR 45 % 110 15 T AR £ B (H 2 ]
fle e SRR Z= AT M

HugeTablePLE — A 73 A 3 45 M Ak B4 i R 45, 2 R T ARvER SQL i 35 A 1, e F m bk e 1 42 )R &
g1,9F HAE B ERA T 2 LRSS #e MLl TabletServer #5742 55 #4iF LL K 7T 5E 1) Zookeeper Z 4%, B4 il 5 42
B T 2R HBase 2 48 H 1 L A 2K 4 ) AT Huge Table FIFEAHESE AL 5 4 42 U N ] JZ .ODBC/IDBC K5 )2 .
SQL k4 ZF1 Hadoop = Jkfil 2 A8 N 2 HugeTable 7 FFAN 288 482 101 (e 52 357 4 FH 0 58 3 10 o 3 50 1 i)
FIkRHER SQL 2 1.ODBC/IDBC I3} )2 A T N H 2 0 R i, e b BT i SQL A &4 T JDBC/ODBC 4K ).
SQL MR %5 )24 4 B B Aa 213K 1) SQL 15 1, I 2E e AH N (1 94T 22 1) 7. Hadoop = JE i 2 A0 5 — LS FE A 1) R G 48
F2H 1, bt MapReduce® DFS,Zookeeper 1 HBasel'®) HugeTable {4 fiix L6 20 44k S HL 1 I Th fg.
33 BE—HM

2000 4, UC Berkeley [t Brewer ##242 i T 3% 44 1) CAP 3£ J5 5k Gilbert il Lynch ¥ AUEW] T CAP 3
WHIE AT (1 CAP 81 1
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e C: Consistency(— M)A — /M 1 U2 R LI B 2 BT 58 1 B #4452

o A Availability (7] ) A — N5 AR R BR 88 7R 0 1 R B ) P 3 [

o P: Tolerance of network Partition(Aii P ): 75 H I8 W 4% 43 X I 15 00 T A7) 2R BE A8 i 2 — SO Fn T H 1.

CAP HLig 5 F M1, — AN A R G A W] e [l 2 —Bobk . rT R 7y X R4 PEIX 3 ATk 2 Hie
A Bl A2 2 A

AL AR CAP B8, A1 Bt — A R G AT LU LR £

o B LM RGE A A Pk AT 5 9SS AH OGN AR T A BCE B R — B LA b BAR Xk T R AR

o B2 Bl vl F k. ot wT DA T O S R B — AN e b A YT AR U 1) SR i B

6] 12T 051 AR, 1K 7 7 AT AE W 0 PR R Rk R 90 )
o B3 MBS B th TS TR PO B 0 — SOk BE SR AN — R, 22 P IR I R SRS v e e SR
R — B

A G2 (W 500 P2 2 (it 9 — BOME DR UIE, mT LUDRTIE T FH INE 7 16— B0k A8 20 A 2 22 IR A vh E4 5525 1 — Bk A
AR K A 52 T8 AN AR 5 AR 22 B 1) 2 5088 e = R AE SR B O T 3RA5 CAP B1Li v (¥ v) F 1k 0 43 A1 28, 748
TR T %245 ACID(atomicity,consistency,isolation,durability) U 11 ) 22 5K . b 41, Google BigTable whigfk 7345
1 JR 7 PR EE sk, HOSCRE AT 8 5%, ) DA S R R AE Al 7R SN AT BT TR O BT R T -1 - S R R
BigTable % ij AN < #4530 FT 1) 5 7 S 1) T 45, L AR & A0 % 0 I 4R 416 77 B AT B R N BN A 1 LR b,
Amazon SimpleDB 45 # ¥ A S L H ) 3545 B% e 41, Amazon SimpleDB Jike 1 ) 4% i — S A0 b 2 1 1 22
S H i R e 44— 3k (7 B AR AN RESZBI R B P A B SIS SRR P B IRESFRA S ANBSE
T LSBT B AN 0 18 3R A B R A 9 24 T Fee B (B2, SimpleDB AT LA S 35— 30052 DA K FE T 4 1R 0
5 MR P SR A LA, 4R A1 T 67 97K SQL Select 74237 ¥ Amazon Dynamol™ It R A T 5 ¢ — 5 #. Yahoo!
PNUTS %82 KHE 5 WEB B — S0 H 38 5 7™ 4% 1 223K, R TE B ok BT 7 0 s — 8ok ia sk R
JET IS 1) 2 — S00E), 110 30 SRS oo T PP L A i g R e g i o 421,

SCHR[BL14% T — b3 oW (08— BOPE s, 9% 2 = B8 FE 5 IN T 350 43— BUPE AN 56 3 — BohE (& i G
B AN [ B ) A 2 T ) A0 e AR b B AT T = 55 2R I R A

Chohan % NP2\l S F5 368 43 A 78 AN [R50 192 v A0 22 47 B0 30647 9 % 2 J5 7 3 (B2 4 0 O 3, 22 4
H AN B ), AT DAAR K HE Bl 2 B0 00 T M Ak DR G 2 SOl ek (R R B = Bd R AR L T FR O DAT
(database agnostic transactions) #5545 &b 3 J5 v % 7 VR H T — AN B . or T AR R AR 2 R R T
Zookeeper JIg 55 (2 v SN T A 23 A 2 BRI o A R IR — T R 1R B R 25 ), R R LR 1 2 8 AR AT O 1)
J S SR i T LA SE IR G AT HOE SR I R e — Bk BRI AR A E . Chohan 45 A 7E HBase
HyperTable %5 2 4 & 7= i B DAT BEAT T g5 45 Ab 2% 8 (0 05, I A5 T B i s

SEBr b AT R E R 1R g5 55— Bk AN S 2 B A TG 114 10 R, 2 A 2R A )R A AR A ) L SR
[33]WFL T F Amazon S3 F [f]— i (1 98 45 45 20, e AN FuVF 168 U1 35 41 35 95 KT 58 SO 19— B0k PR s 7K
P B ARVEEIBAT I S U1 — SO AR BE KT IF HAR TV 2415, AV 3R G0 I R A A SR S
)25 V5 JE Sk 19 2 b 18 2 — 0 /KT A 3 5 TR R 9 2 4 2 80 P 1O R SR 9 ok — 2 I 3 7w

55 RO R G P AR YRR 20 A 2NN EE T 1 2855 BUME (0 B, 70 20 B BB i B AR 4 2 P it
B IEA 1) 80 T4 BN TAE 538, — A DBMS a] LA —AN Mo s e 82, AN 25 5 RATART 450 9 BLAF 4 A 28
B e PR o BRI 0 s R B0 T R e T DLy b 2 2 o 4%, X JL b b e A5 i DR B AL 61 74D 38 T
AHOCTF 48 0 T 43 A 2L A 8 vp i) RS B ) IR AN 5 TR AR AT I S 45 A e AH 0T SR RN 4 T R T
BAE N, — A0 HT 8 DBMS B — AN 7 L) DBMS, 24 25 I3 S (10 AN T 25 2R 200 AN 75 Bk A v )
XA 20 BT TR A T R B S B A s PG P ) i A

SCHR[BA]4E AU 2= IR T B P v 1) 2 5% IR 55 BN 8 B A 1 b Bl 7 88 o AL 48 1Y) DBMS B AR A — A
FSAAHE B, E WML R E L AWM 4 D) ASUFRERIBUE BLE(2) Tk R H R B,
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(3) HEATZ3Hik 1/O ALK 28 vty (4) 0 55 U0 Aa] 76 g A A7 TECBO O U7 W B 560 0 v s T SRR R Bk e A
T O0F 55 MR 45 R0 BUHE A BLEEAT 4 10 T oK % SCHRAE A Al 51 A B AN 5 43, B 4% 21 44 (transactional
component) #1445 41 £ (data component). =25 55 41 K 762 5 2 101 T 4E, W& 500 5 45 DA 5 45 (1 328 5 51 e 1)
R AL AL AN 50108 1 & J2 171 UL (page) R 45 A (EL 4t T B8R B-B); B 2 14 4n 308 0y B A7 45 4, e AT DA S
FETHT 1] 2 35 (9 S U5 ol B A AL AN R T = 25 X P o 185 5 105 SRR A 2 500 I b S B L 26 2R T o 45 b
34 RIBRE

B0 FEAR A T B W R B B O B B B, T SR AT SR SR A 4 A B AR B v K TSV FE 0 R A
ZIREE AL DR G, 2R B — oLl ] o0 i SCE AT v T Rk ) g R R A O A X R R B R
H,7 LUR ] Google % W 1 —Fio ) 4 FEAR AL, Bk MapReducel).

MapReduce £ F A% 28 P >fe b 215 R E7 b TS 16 KRR 500 4 12 SR AR ZR AR Rk T 04T UH 5 20l o>
A R0 R CAE B A0 T e ) AR R TR A A U B R A BRI, B R AN SR AP IR (L) S AT B
Pit5(2) XTI Le K AT 4R (aggregate) BV Lk FH 7 SC—AN WIS R B8 3K AN WU BR HHE — A “key/value 5T )
SE A BE W R — R A IR I 7 “key/value” X 1 45 &, 48 J5 4l T — A reduce B8 B30 BT AT A8 48 55 [8] — AN B AH 5% 1)+ 1)
1 AL S AT A5 eV 22 ISt SR (AT 45 24 v LR A X /45 21 5K 32 18 . MapReduce 1] LLIZ AT 75 KRR R IR 25
s b H AR S A R PO — AN 8 (¥ MapReduce VLSRRG T F T IBLES EACTR £ TB EUE.

H2 AL 28 1 5% R B E A 72 A0 MapReduce X 504 1 b 3 5 X A7 7 AR O A X 531, R 0ht 75 24 G 3 25040 2 v 11
— o AR L e B MapReduce $4E, 1 3T — 208 SR [ B R SR BCRE (join) B 4E

JEAIROK B, 7E MapReduce PREE 04T BT AN IR (K B 4 11 J7 vk R B A 56 R R(AB) I S(B,C)# A7 fih
TE—ASCAF T O T X 00 R AT SR H A X RIS T AR S — A key KB IXAS key 2B B 1
E.ATELAE ] —A> Map EFEEESHER A R R TC4l(a b) 4 ili— > key-value Xf, I key st/ b, fELAlt &
(a,R).JEE, X B R R A F value X FERHT 45 AT 17T LLTE Reduce [ B, R EREESk B R oc4lfIsk 7 S
1 2 JEAT UEHE AU, mT DU A ] — A Map BEREE S0 K B S 1A Judl(b,c)# 3 il — A key-value X key /&
b,value J&(c,S). 1% A R4 T & 76 JB ME(E , v] L5 45 Reduce By Bt AREE K [ AR 8 R I\ CH AT &
Jf.Reduce BEFE AT 45 240K F 2R R A S [ BLAT L R B M B A M yc AT & 903X FE T A7 HLAT 5 2 B 11
T AR KL B A 4 Reduce BEFE BB k 4 Reduce BEFL.IX B AN A B E h/EW LT RN B
PR AR IS 38 K SIS 75 4, B e 75 B B — S Reduce #EFE.AEA Map #ERETE key 42 b ) key-value X #F & 1% £
5558 h(b)X M1 Reduce #EF#E.Reduce BEREITIBE: 5 1t 4 (a,b,c) 'S BN Fr ol iy g H SOt

AR R MapReduce 1] L SRAR 2 0035, (0 AN & Ui AT AN ZEATATARAN . S Br b B A B A 2 53 o) 3810 550408 1
A T O B SCHR[36]0T e T — & 41 5236, % Hadoop A1 JLANE B0 5 1 4T 08 142 64T 1 S b e, 5206 &5 o1
2B T — 28 4 17 B4 1) £ 38, MapReduce AN 3G R BE UL A 10 BLEE LU AT HOR E A 3.1 £5~6.5 fif £ 01X A )
A, SCHR LTI T I, 4 2 04 1 v ) B0 0 B = A 2 JL T AN 650, 0F B 208 T 2180 4 4 R BE IR ¥ 4y
121 I, MapReduce T LLHE SRR 1 1) 4 g

AR, 244 BSP(bulk synchronous parallel)®™Vf1 MapReduce Onlinel®®14% 347 g FEAE 4t 4 78 2 3t 1 vh &
VETR AR BSP AL A T V8 00 Ik WA ) 4053 42 6 Ok P AL B 2% A A A0 B 28 AT AR 5 DT () =538 1 A7, AT LA e
% £ F2 11 5. MapReduce Online & —Fh%F% MapReduce MeitHE4E. MapReduce H fg Sz Bedth v b 4b 31 44
MapReduce 1145 1) 4t # 2 B Je #4706 B LA AR S5 A 9 48 F ;i MapReduce Online T RAXS & Flde /B JHEAT /K
AL AL BB S T ATV, KB B AR 58 BT TR 52 i T R R
35 HiER%

5 B (1) 2 A 2 5 Wi LK e 5 R T T DX DR 25 2 S P B AR AR (AL T X VA e S 1 A i (EL ) BT
o B ) DR B PR ) 48 1) 46 2 A ) AR T TR 0 Bk — i T, — SRR I B L A o 45 B0 L BT AL
PRI BIRS ZE . BURFHLAL 1R SCPR2E 2R 46 0o I A e 38 2= B0 e o 5 — TS ok 22 9 P a0 21 AN
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[Fi) B4) 7 I 425 1) ) CRAIE A ) J2 I ) P R BB A U7 il B S B P9 R 3000 . TR s, 2 i o 25 50 P8 v vl i 5247
oA 0 3 FH AN () 85 2 11 U ] 428 S0 240 SRR DU, 550 B A T PR 0F 9 0

SCHR[L2]48 H T 85 5 25 T S ER 858 (%) 45 Tl 9 U8 P RA A PR 0 A 200 v I Ll ae SR FH 2 7 o s AR A 7 ) 4%
Tl R 5 1R S BT 2 B 2 Y ) PTAR B2 AT ) SCHR O RS VMM (virtual machine memory) H R #2AS 5K i
I B0 2 110 T U A A i DA PR O RS FH SR R AT U 1) 0 22 A 44

SCHR[LO]EE SF AT T X2 A P AE IS = 50 5 B3 AT SQL 2, I Ao v s 14 5 3 53 3o AN ) FH P i
BEAFG T U7 AR T SEBL R G AU P A e BodE R 4T U5 17, S0 SR KP-ABE(Key-policy  attribute
based encryption)JJn 2 5 i, R 45 4% SR I A0S R0 FH 7 100 e 28 25 0 DI, 23 BC 25 R A FH P 10 7 10 36 e gl e A ik 28012 HH
Jo PR fife s g v TR ke, U 22— A P (R A v A TR U ) SR A VR 12 P U ) AN i A ]
LA 1) i 504

BEA, )85 0025 2 25 B 27 22 A AT A SR 1) B AT 9 5 I [ 5 o 23 2 T 02 il ) o B R A e B i
V14 28 A 5 R AR SR 48 To I 25 0 2% ) 0 AT AL BRAS B — AN H KX —Fo e R AT i LA I S IR — vk Ak
R0 P JE G W SC U A3 20 1R B S 4G R R — IR TR N 5 AN [ 4% S8 P N 3, 8 A VR AE Y AR VRN
il 2 B R R 4 AT T 0 1 s AT IS B
3.6 IEEMIL

BUFE IS — A BRI FREE, 7 B A28 P14 b 30 2 A 1 — A A LR AR kB 0L 38 H (virtual appliance) i
B — A 43 Bt —A> VM(virtual machine)Bi 45, B A7 FUBEFITEC 1 0 3 L C 2 — AN, R R R AN VM 8514
LB AW E LA LS 35X A VMRS ST B B AT 25 B0 v] B e B AN 2= VF 500 H 263 A, AT R np
AR T — ol 5 0 3 3 1) 7 2SR B AR 5 1 A 45, A gt ol 3 350 28 1 2 24 v P s 1 s L SRR R OO I ik 45, 1%
& s E ) — P s 5 X0 W, Amazon 7E EC2 T & L3t T MySQL,ORACLE #! Microsoft SQL Server %{
P IR 25 1 T 25 IR b ) A7 B R AN AR A 1), 1K 45 3 B0 A B IR (R BN A 3 T A0 4] FE X PP Bl A B BT T 3R
A5 doe U7 TR B PE A fie 2 — AMEARIE ST I 1) 7L

SCHR[39]T 18 T 7E 25 v 30 8 Hai e 48 FL I — Lotk Re O A6 Jy Th Bk ik, DR 45 th 77 AR R IR A o 7 585 9F LA — A
TEAN [ (R 3535 P 28 A0 1) 43 i CPU A BB 07 (4481 7 ek T R 4BL BRSO 7 2 SCRR [ 7067 st i T 78 = T
AU FRBE TR, T e A 4 6 5 A5 Ak 450 0T 5 S 40 3R AT I A%, T I B B U A DA R U A B s B I 4%
fig. SCHR[40]42 tH T Albatross, 1] LU /N fRARAN A B THT 1) OLTP 3% FH 1) 2 B33 122 v 1A B30 122 S 81 5 25T 75 1)
B, I SEIAT S50 4 3 35 7 Albatross 7EIT RS 1 R rh ] RL3c s H5edls A 92 A7 P13 BR 255 R4S 3T B 45 R 5 AH K
45 AT LLAR ST, AT A8 45 6 35 5% 10 5% 1 et /KL SR [42] 8¢ 3 T 44 9 “Dolly” B s B R 48, B R VM Taf R
A 8 SCA B, mT DURR A AS [R5 1% 0 18 R 5000 20 T 250 5 s SCHR [421F 53 7 W] 78 2 208 P v o 2 S
JRTASE R ) B R HEAT A e A BRI 43 TC, N T SE A AR P e A A A SCHR M T — A48 SmartSLA I R4, B
TP RE Y 2R 20 s BRSSO B Y 3 TE AR SR BB T 38 T AR F LS 2% 53 550 D AN (R R 4 BeASE R g A AN A
R AT AN R 5 VAN 5 38 1T DUAR AN VR 45 e 2h 2 g B2 U5 e, A48 4> 2= 00 12 & 4 S B 2 Aok
Ak SCHR[A31WF 5T T LB 45 & B S0 3R 2 QoS(quality of service) B LT, 4 AN [R] f) 2= H U 14 Sz 451 9 B %
SCEL R GEPEBE I B UL b SO B T R vk B VAN B vk S B T T R 1) R B R UR AT RS 4N
PP Ak, T 5 ) I A TR S TP Ay S e T P R 7 A AR 8 1 22 4 e 4 (bin-packing) il i, 3 H 3 H £ SR
i % (generic constraint solver) i fi# v i 7] .
3.7 MEiXEHE

TE 25 B0t P 2 W ) A A AR 2 A JT 46 2% S8R 2 B i Al N H #3135 b el T = 30l
TR S EE 2 A DG i ARV 0 20 W 5 7 3 2 A WA T 1 1007 il ANV ABCHE e 75 B e % BRI — A
BRI 3% 2, 2 75 1 CAHUAS B 2 40 e R0 AT PR A A R b 3k B 7 S — AN IR AN () 2 2500 1 7 o 2 10 U3k 35 e
(benchmark).
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H AT, 2 —28m] LU fr) il 2 0, bl

e Google’s BigTable 5% F #1455 I8 77 7 o0 1) LI IS e AN S 365 46 K A 7 W3 35 10 2R B kAT M RE VT AL

o Hadoop K F B RE VFAl 75 vk mT UK — L6 25 e 44 2 3 10 P Re EAT PR AL

o Yahoo! Cloud Serving Benchmark (Y CSB)**: S $ £ I i SR FH AN [F] 28 280 67 48 10 41 4 A0 A5 4N 320K

BRI A5 1R 32 AT X B PNUTS (1 R 48, R b X L 2 45 2 SR S B0 (M AR e 5 Ui 1)

o At b G SCHR[3615R H 1 5 .

H, Ea P BRIy 2 0 VA A B 224 SR FH A [ 1) 3R 8 230 U7 V6 I 0] 3R e A4 P BB 1) R TSI s b, R 48 52
MITEZ P 25 O AR AR R 28 M . BB B . — SO m] P 7K S S5 48, B AN A [ Rk, SCiR [45]%6F 2 A~
AR LI VERAT T PR PEREFRAR IR, 7T DU A PEAS A [ R RE R &%

SCHR[A6]0K ] TPC-W USRI v SR IS R 48k (bh 2 X . Sl 40 A 245 R 28 A7 55) 1Y) 22 b 5 B8l
PEF7 S REHEAT T HRA R B BRI LS AWS MySQL,AWS MySQL/R,AWS RDS,AWS SimpleDB,
MS Azure 5. SR, 1% SO T 0] = 45 045 4 (b i3 RS0 39 45 ) 1) Pk 8 43 17 1M W AT %0 OLAP(on-line
analytical processing)i# /£ #4723 4.

38 Htb#HR

SCHR[AB]HR T W il 75 2= FRBE vh 3R Ak iy 2 mT 9 e R B0dls e IR 25 I E - A TR B TTF R I — AN R 48 epiC, &
Al LA $1 3 28 88 1) 75 3K, [F] I SZ 5 OLAP il OLTP(on-line transaction processing) 2 %4 ) #7-4i#% . 1E epiC +,OLAP
Al i AT B 7 AT AR BR, T OLTP & ISR FH & 51 R R 8 & A0 4k SCHR[47194 38 T epiC R4k
FH B2 4800522 51 77 V5 RT-CAN, T T LUK K B3 2 ) 5 v g

SCHR[48] st BiF 9T T H i 2 18] () B 25 H Wi T 3% BOR AT LU RUSCHF = B0 FERRBE T (1) 3l 25 S 838 1 1%
HEA T ¥ B H (on-demand pull) Fl5 25 #E 4 (asynchronous push), M 52 B LE S5 /) IR I Ta) [ g P4 3T A% S8 )22
S E A AR B T [R5 AN AN AR OK g/ T H0HR 1T A% G R o 1 R B AR SR R AR IR T AR A

HiHin o AR A 5 B PR AR T R R A v 7 B 8 T ) A e O ) R — AR AR Bl T AR (dirty
data) it i .3 BRI M NE B0 B AE A —BohE . ANUERAYE . BRTE . JCR MRS BREOE A 2 B P X R it
W BT T T A S AL IR 31X B R A PR O I SR DR — 2 TR R B R IR B R, — MR A 4R
FIVF 2 50 P 5 — 7 T AE RS EE IR BT, s A — B0k M R 30— 25 B8 O B Vi e 2 A BT 1 A 4
P00 735 AR AE 2 B0 P V0 08 S 5 R B 5 s R R A AR 1, 2% R ) 28 48 (M 80% A I, SR [49] AR
LTV U 1A U S Ak 38 5 9 T o R A N A R AT A R N 4 IR I I B MR A T R O B T
BT KT 2 B PR 1 O 0 2 V0 A7 i B ) AR P TG A 53 1 22 AN A U 0001 e 0 A1 B 22 AN 5 i 0 T (RAIE 7 I 4%
P EREAT A T U i vk e, SC PR T 3 BRI (L) RERER—ANMET A #H 1 — A o d R
2 — AR, AW A T XA SO LA, DT AR K b 45 96 T 43 i s s T (2) Bl 512 ARk ool
HR BT 2R 51 AT A5 25 10 i 0% P T R BUAH B2 (19 6 20 5(3) T s R 512l DAUBREE i 47 J0 2 ] i AL 355 v AR

SCHR[8]4& t T K H £ 4 43 24 (data fission) Fl %4l Al & (data fusion) i) 72, 78 = H 388 T e vl AT 47 e i 44
0 R B R R A SCTR R AR ARAN (R B8 1 3 B SR S R B s W A 4 1, 5 LV v 7 4 B B IR 1l 3,
B T NI H:AE.

4 HBRERARKRMRRE

ZH PP B 2 U SRR IR e T X IE A S, O LR B 2 M SR 2 R SR SR ARSI IR T B
JEE PR AR A B S 0, KR R YRI5 R0 A 5 18 2 B0l 26 7 e EAT 1 U SN 2 0 [ g 2 i ) — 2
il BATH T TR O, IR 4 T S RN FRATTB T 2 Bl R U AT ORISR

LRATIL L AR 2 S0 2 B P 1R SR AN 90, BTN AR LA B B2 L AR R K G R
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PEREE A S5 7 TR 2217 58 22 A0 B R o B RD R, DA i) f8 2 2 250 B HEAH SC i e 40Uk I 2

(1) FE—30E. Bar, A SQL Azure %5/ B¢ R T 2 B 15 RE NS 8 ™ M 1 5 45 DU 1. Big Table Fil HBase
SR T R ME R AL 2 B PR R SO X ACID DU [ 25, ARAIE R4 1) M . 3 45 B R G S Ak B v
(16— A T B 0, 5 A 2 B AR b S R 4% AL B, 06 S5 A R AL, B A S B 4% AL B, S RE NS AR R
St i 35 O™ TS A AL T SCHR[34TH 125 45 I 45 RN B0 % R AT 20 B I O vk i — Rl AT I 9% 7 )

(2) AiNb A B3R R0 2 B0 e o 5 1A sl A MU 280 LT 4 B SR Al A b B8 PR AT TR R
HHs IR = B PR e 0% 7 oK 1 2 U0 A B2 Al A T 20 N 2 308 e 415 4R T B — A i R X M I, b R AT — A K
S0 1) ANt B34 0 2 B0 A7 10 53 THI G 3 5 B2 e AT R AL, S AR b s 122 0 2 s PR 1) AT R, SRt
PR o 50 R [ 95— B — ol S B 2 SR P O PR O L ), 2 32 A 2 T o) P 0 P AT S o T P T L A 3
1 32— AN G5 — 1038 B A0 P, AN 0138 500 10 400 B A i b (B s A A B U2 TG, 3 8 0 o A7 A 4 A b K
Pt 0 25 B 2 m A SRR O BAATLARI o 2 9 o 5 A 28 25— ) A R R AN [0 250 30 05 0 i 0 R 5 5L
5 T PRI T

(3) Il 2z Hedli A v 3B RS 5 . i, DK 2 A M BN PR 0 A7 i 1 A P S 1 B A LA 2 B PR AN T R
BRI T QAT X B R T A B P A B PR A ) I S — S T B B Rl 2 e I T
RETCVE BT RS B 2o v 7 A — S BECR e B A8 S84 T BAAT HL R 2% H0006 e 3l o 75 224 F — 4% DBMIS 4
BRI e G BRI g, Lo i P 1 SR ORIk o P 45, A 2 500 A v SE DT A X i 4 Th g B TR F IS
FEAE— 7 9 R 3. Thakar 25 A BO17E — AN 35T SQL SERVER 1)K SCEH FE EHEAT T K8 S5, 45 TR 0 00 M i
REAER 01 53 2% (0 50 3T 7% 1) 2 Bl 122 v JL T A2 AN mT 8 SE I DAL ke, 75 SBE AT 5 1 2 5040 e b 3 S 45
B R %33k LT S T A A R A () 5 4SS 20 (L S TR o) 0 5 8 0% R A5 28 ) 380 2 00l 12 7= o i R
I S A 2R (b T B ASE R0 P % ke SCRIR [SLTAE IX AN J7 T T 0120 AR B8 5 23K, R4 17— S8 PR s Pk R T i
iR R 7 72

(4) 2 B0 e 10 2% 9 2 B P 1) B A7 ik 0 23 A R85 v AN T3] 1) 2 Bt 7= it T iR AR 9] £ 47 i T
. el Oracle 4% PEFE & 75 Amazon EC2 “F-& ki T Amazon S3 £ Ik 551 SQL Azure W W] LA 15 4248
FHASC A LI B 0 JX 8 25 IR A EL 28 B T A R 1) 2 DL R B AT T A2 %ot 30 FH 000 SO A7 885 T 1T 2 4
Wit E T8 S 35 45 A B Sx e ) A B O i A % TR O, 5 B R R A — A T B PRI N A —Fh L
BT IR SR G AL B A Ry 25 P o 10— ol 55 B AR 405 45 bl I P (8 2 00 e ) 16 1

(5) = Hod 1 Be A Ak 2= B 122 [l 2 22 A FH P SR AR AR 45, A [l P 10 97 28 288 28 48 A A [i) Ao AR 4 FH
14 7 A S S AN TR FH P B0 43 T 8 00, DA T BOE A P P ) Ak B SR S i TR 2 B0 22 8 A e i e R Ak o —
AN BEGR SR NI 1) 8 FRATTIA A, o] AN 3 AN J7 1T T & AH AT 73

o WFFUAfiE VR YR BT AL R AR M oA BT U A AN IR B 95 43 IC 7 3% R ARANY, e I e O 1) 0 D 4 B 7 v

FU i, SCTR 43403 28 o 85026 45 pl 2 44 2B A1 il L, Ao FH T80 P 240 SRR 44 Sk i e, i — AN WA 1 S 8 1
Fb tan, SCHR[22] 5% F 1 75 30 AR SR, e m DL B X 43 G 38 A 28 40 28 ARSI AL 1) 7 38 4 e 381 ) — AN 40
PoAT  b SEILBRIR 1  B A3

o WFFCEE O AU e 1) SO IS T Yk T e () S B X A T s, N A2 A R 45 A A TR Y ek B AR

0, M 328 R 4% % 4 05 TT BE K B Al A 9 451 0 P B AL 2t T A SR FE Al AR 9] 8 S AR 45 it
IV 24 3R FH Al P 3 IR 25 4 1, AN i) P I 25 2% S AR L 48 A [V %) 47 8 Ak B T 48 . 4 SR ol A 30 A 45 2%
PRI, il Amazon,Google Fil Microsoft 25 2 w] $2 41 1) 28 3o 25 TH 55 98 U5, (R RE 75 B 2% R A 44 DR 35 X e
VSR UM B % 77 2 d B CPU R B A R AR L T 2 2 Al 1T 8 U oK e ek, mT DA e
FHGE 5 22 9 1T W08 T 24 Al 7 SR o 2D B, ST DL R B IR AT 22 4 (9 1T 98 9l b i b g =X, AT DA AS Al
Se/ME T GEU R GE S TF R AN ] 2 T IR 55 B A 7 140 T 45 7K ST RREL 55 0 T8 5 5 AN A ] K1 b o Ak
BRI 1) R, R T ST A e M, G V8 A T PR S e 45 S 8 R 2 A S MR 45 A RO A T A IR A
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T HLHIAT Agent f) 5 314 1 73k T 37 WL it 28 U 2 AU O e 0 e 052 S 7 v F H S 2 it 55
BUBF SN 53 5| N R B 2 W I 850, (LA i AT P 11 S HL AR o 2= S0 P 7 A8 88 1T PR AR SR F
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FF 2 Bl PE A BTN 82 D i 1
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A bR e SRS B AtomPub B 28 Bk B T 25 I Bl A7 6l 10 3558 5 AR AE, T DULEAN [ (R A7 61 5 2 R (B 36 =
B R AT S8 — 1 U7 1) 75 1.
Wt 11 370 FE) o FR R 2 000 2 ) AN BT 308, — 28 [ 8 2 000 2 1 i UK T 15 B AR o, — 28 it K e 1
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