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Abstract Cloud storage is a new network storage technology. It is an important service provided by cloud computing. *
Cloud storage is very popular in cloud users for its characteristics of speediness,low price and convenience, However, it
also brings many security problems towards user’s outsourced data. One major problem is to ensure the integrity of data
at semi-trusted cloud server. So cloud users and cloud servers are both in urgent need of a stable, safe and credible data
auditing method. With the arrival of the era of big data, the efficiency of dealing with huge amounts of data in cloud by
traditional data batch auditing methods is not high. What’ s more, with the popularity of mobile clients, the traditional
auditing methods bring too much online burden to cloud user. Therefore, this paper proposed a data auditing method
based on MapReduce programming framework for cloud storage. It uses the technology of proxy signature, which deals
with data signing instead of cloud user. Moreover, it can also complete the work of data signing and batch auditing in

parallel. The experiment results show that the proposed method clearly improves the efficiency of batch auditing, en-
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hances the availability of cloud storage service and reduces the online burden towards cloud user,

Keywords Cloud storage,Data auditing, MapReduce, Proxy signature
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i, I BRI IEAE 55 ORI , (B AR BT X A P 3T
FER ESREBE, AER T KB E b, T E
BEMSEICARILE=FER. AR TR b A REAE
BHE =R 2 BB AT IR, BT DL P THE
FBIEL ML BEB 2T E S =7 # it (TPAY,
ARSI P L R, I R BB AT
KT AR R B RENLER, AR, B ARE TR
EINGE. SR, A5 = BB AR IO RIEEAL B B &
T = R 45 85 2R ORI R A RN s 3 B TE AR S m R 3
FRP. KENZLITENT H IR OB E iR
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ET M, AW EET/ES:

WOAEZEREAXRFTITFRP,BIARBL L F (Proxy
Signer) , 3+ B FIVEE Z B AR A SEB S 2 O BR
HERBE LT, AR AP RERAWER T T —L2HE
FPREZAR,. BB E A REEH THIE .

OET ARG Hadoop 4i BHA MapReduce, 5t
FEB T WAIAT B, 2 5K H R T £ /P R BuE
REE LN BAREF H = RS 88Ky 4B R, 7
BRIER P BRAME SRR, -2 RE T 2 REFHTY
KT RN R,

2 HEXIE

BAT, 55 = IR % 2% b BB se e v S R, BF R E R
TEHMHAFRNSEIEEITHE. 7 2007 £E, Ateniese FAH
WXL T AT RIFMBERIFF LR K, 3 BigIL T PDP
AL LB T AR RAIESIEM B8 . e SCR9 T
B HE B T8 SR SPDP fl E-PDP B %, #l &
F RSA HRIZAAIES AR FIBENLIUE Bk TR R ET
BAHEBEE TR M E B E MR, (28 PDP FRIHFA
IRHEFITAMEF I, F—FH, Juels AR H ]
RE I 48 (POR BEAED , fIl & I Y SRS B AR AL BE
R UE R % 2% b ASCE TR, T B S PR B IR AT iR T
PARA— BRI B, R, POR FREB T HE"MAE
PR 2B S R BRI B B, 3F E A S FHE M sh A S8R IE .

R T ARG H R RSB #RME, 2008 4,
Ateniese % A7E PDP R p Bl L H A9 8 PDP H R
(Scalable-PDP ##8 )M, {8 B 3% 7 RAN R 2 30 & 84k
2009 4E, Erway % A 7E Scalable- PDP B % () Bl 32 T )
# PDP 53 (Dynamic-PDP # 8D, % 5 R H # 2 B M 5
DYPREEEARTERUEA P BEOBARY. BT~k
Bz A, R(11-12]8 — A~ R BR, SR LRt
I EZFEEAPAETRIESFEARE. 2009 4, Wang %
ABRBEFE=FHiH(TPARI EHEMERZLEFEDT, 4
APRITR RN ARBESERZN TS, TPAERA
F AMEMS S I = AP BRI RS . F—
4, Wang ZFARRE T MR BEIESRENAT TR
EFRM, ZHFREFE=FFit TPA,JFEMHT BLS
BZER BRNF RWN LRGBS RIE FAER
BERIPBERE R AL, Wang AT 2010 FHH T ZRIF R

ROBE A, 3R HSEBLRAMVRP I A SRR T RIS . BOF RAA
A YR R BB IESHRIE TPA A REE & A& RE
FEATER AR P BRI A K15 8 R F RE I E A
#MBEHIT. Wang H AT 2011 X Z BT H ShAEIE 40 3 J57
RAATHRE B Merkle MW 1E AR SR BIRADE SRR 28
I, LR R B S SR EDY . FE T REBS &
WAHRAE LW CBERITY RAIZ A HES,
SHEMERS TPA ZR P HBHEIT. R0, X7 RELHE
HEH TP RS FRBER R BEAR. B4R TPA L
ot B BT BRI A R M R B A BOR FR IR A A
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FRPHEEEBRERGSR TR HE, - BREZXH
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DEAMAPHRAATE I BEHBRERRL REH P
B EEAEOBIRBRIE R A REELT .

DRIE L F— K HEAE K P HERUES . ERE
BART , B M AE AT E 6, IR BAUEH, W5 5% K
AFE P SCHES H n 8, 3 H A F MapReduce 4R HEZE IR it
X K *n MEERETEL  BRERBELTE KA
PR BSR4 K% 4 CSP #HT A magEDT,

3)CSP WBAIRMEZ T HBERELE B ENFHE
CSP sk,

DIMPREAHP EE1L, KDBRERIERFMESRE
#EMBUEM TR, RAREREABERE TE TPAE
RIR BIBHE TR RIFER

STPAKRBIAF k WIERE, E[1, n]h =4 — B
BAEE LM TERESL I PRSI TREEX R E— it
BEVLIE, TPA BEEHRE T A I REBEIEE R
chal &i%k# CSP,

6)—8)CSP W&l chal J5, I\ CSP FFAEESRPIRE] T 3t
B BOR B BB S 2, 3 BRI A A B IR ES & .
PR I RHEFYUEH B proof W E R IESA TPA,

9)—11) TPA —¥KHALHE K 4 proof , M NE R E
SEBARTLUK K 4 proof EHASTHELREN -
Z. MREZRELELRIEEL, WAFE KA APER
TURE; iR RS 4 R UF KM, WA 5438 K 4 proof, il
Fi MapReduce fRBELRIFTHRIE K ~HB A, B
H K M ARFRBIESRE, R BESA, .

3.2 ZF MapReduce I EZHIEREEZ
3.2.1 EHBEHEAFR

Setup: i P EBEBEVLILER < Z, , BEVLTT R u< G, IHE
veg® Mw<u’,g RREGEIHE G H94E BTG, WRHEBR S
e:Gi XG—G B G, GG, ¥ p BIREBEIREE. EX
R sk=(), A4 pk=(u, g v, w) . FEIXHHE n -8,
F=0m ymy s ,m,) RPN m HTE L 0~ (HOm) «
wi ) (i=1,2,,n), i HC « ) B—NH i Bl /s
$3) G HRAHER. BEEEGFERN 0= {0 < RFE

VP, ©) R BIR RS BRI MR A S

- Audit: P EER TPA RIEBIBH B, TPA %
HE— BN c-element £H I= {51+, s} RFR [1,n], HP
si=",, (@ 1<g<e s kpp 2 TPA HEWH T TIREHL ) ,
n B— MUV ES B B s <--<s, S TFEANE],
TPA # &% FE— 1 BEPUE V., RSG TPA &R ZE - MRS
B 2% :chal={(i, V) }ier. IRFBWEH chal 25,3 H r=
fu, (chad<Z, , ks 2 IR %5 25 J B R H T FIREHLE R, £
B— M hBENLE . HEIERENER R=(w)" €G. #
BB REIER RN = Zvim:, TR B R
BB =g +r - (R EZ,, ARMREBHARESS.
a=i1;[fa§i €G . REMFEL proof={u,0,R,Hm )1} K
3XE) TPA. TPAWE proof Z 5, BIER (DEBHE LA
KRB ER BB THY.

oo+ R® ) =e(LHm)% + u'yw)) M

Batch Auditing: fBiH K MR P BBERIEBETE
Y, AP R B Fe =i s yme) P RE[1, K], X
TR kb, EFE AR o € Z, fERFEH, SR AEH KR
(s we s Grvtts ) =Cg% st s gustir) o AP b BIBIBHER m,: B9
BERo~[HG| m) » w)™i Je,i€[1,n]. ERFH
WRIBRIR chal Z I3, BENLA BRI F & n JFHITR
m=HV~mk i+nh(REZ,

a—H(Ha s R = (un )% = (4* )% ° proof = {o,

{tt } 1 » {Re }1<k<K s HCk || ma)ier HHERIEIRR L4 TPA,
TPA WEREEZ S5 FI A proof MAHRIER (2 YI—K
HF K B RBaEeEg.

e(oe kI—I1 R &R ,g)——‘.kl:fle(.H (HG | m) % o (u ) m)
= = ‘I=Sl

@
3.2.2 ZHBFHAREEL#miEAE

AHRRETF KPW REE LW —FYEF R, E
KPW RREZ 2 FRIEN T HiEHRA RABBARBEE, &
HEAT - MHEIEBHRSRBEFELFTR, HERH
RATHANEMAT bt AXEE5ZBEFIHRERS
AL B4 2 Bk 4% Setup, Authorization, Proxy Signature
1 Audit 4 8,

Setup: Fi P i EBEYI L £ x<Z, YHEWLICE u <~ G, 3T
B veg® g BRBEIEIFH G, WERTT, E XRH k= (2),
A ph=(u,g,v).

Authorization: X FE/MNO B, AP EC S 4, R
BLEEZZMEES. EEMTABERT AR, AHTT
LS 52 TERNARAZ L F, Xt P EEEYLIT
? ye2Z, v#}mﬁEﬁE:B mw,ﬁE:l?leﬁTJﬁﬁf’Z%‘E‘J%{ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ
BEAFTHEHURHMELERTEANGER. HE Q=¢,
P=h(my,Q * z+y, HP h( D B—NBE AT B
RP¥#F, (P, Qm ) MEARBENAZANBELT .

Proxy Signature. REZ& Z HF IR BIBIERZE. B
HHERBEME e=h(m,, Q) RIFRIE g" =+ + Q. HFWIEHE
i, MBERR R Ea AR EEA ., RBERB T EEMRH < 2Z,,
HEHITFSA PP=P+z - &, FHHAH vo=v - g« QU
Rw= u XS A B F=Gmy ymy oo ymy) o |
Btk m B8 o (Him) » uwi)? (i=1,2,,n) , BLEE
FTRH O={0 h<icn. RBEBELZITH{F, 0} L% CSP 34T
FEREFIAED .

Audit: 2§ CSP IXBIK § TPA BBkiR chal B, IR %5 4518
BFHE proof = {p,0, R, H(m;)ier 12 TPA, Bitp p=p' +7 »
h(R) FH ff RN chal FREBBUBRWBAEH A4 =3
Vim;, RERFEILEE . R=(w) = ™), Hp 7= fK,y
(chal) ,Kps B TPA ABRHIHEF ML= EK . BEE
Za=}eTIan €G,, i TPA KE proof Z )5, B RIER (D

kAW IE TR EEERE THRP.
e(o » R‘<R>,g)=ze(iIEIlH(m)Vi . i o) 3
AGORRIEMT :
EH=e(Tlicr « [Hm)P Vi o gyt mi*Vi] o fPrrob®
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:e(HiEI[H(mi)Vi o -Vi] . ur-h(R) ’g.PP)
=e(IliertH(m)% = o, g7
Hg.PP :gz'e+y+z*e:,ve . gy . g,z'e:,ve . gz-e . Q:wo
k. =4, B EHEEES, BHILER R A
SEMBIFER, BARETRERA. B2 PETIES m
MR 2, RBELEFARKBE P RBH =, REBA L
8% AP ARG -, WA HEREE
&, AT RS L AA AT HEEMAT TN, X
FRE T REZE L N ELHE,
3.2.3 %A -F MapReduce 8§ RE £ & H ik
AR EIBE T RORBE L T RAIGAN,
A LA R e A EER B 2P RS2 REER, LERREE
R #R, MapReduce™® & —fp i BRI T X U H I
EHHITBE, AL K ANH P A6, & T MapReduce 4778
HEZRE L Map I Reduce BN, AT HLAbB K MNP B
S ES  AEERUWT.
#ik 1 Map()//for proxy signature
A :SKFile_1,--- ,SKFile_K, UserFile_l1, -+, UserFile_K
By (T_1,SK_1),(T_1,F_1),{(T_1,u_l)--
Begin
While(H 8 AT
If (fileTag==SKFile)
VIE ) Il
5 (AR R (T_k, PP_L>
Endif
Else if (fileTag==UserFile)
value=FileContent. split();
If (value, hasMoreTokens())
/ /% B (T k,F ks (T_k,u_k).
context. write(T_k, value, nextToken());
Endif
Endif
Endwhile
End
TR EGE 1, KDBBERSR m: , BE IR
Gei[HCk | m) » Guedmei I, W 1 Fim, RBEAH
Map BHH AR 2 x K A3, B K A~ SKFile A4S
HEAGTNRAPHTRENRMELZRAY PP, B4 KA
UserFile FABE L FITRHAFKE F IEZAH w.
MapReduce HEFR L8 i A\ SUHF 4T 20 8 (BRI R R4S, AT A
BERRBEEAD KRG H L Map BHERSRERE R
BEZNHES PCRAE Map ¥, B Map H9H
K 3« K AMBEXS:(To, PPe) o (Ti, o) Ty ) , T RN H
FBERRS . £ Map BT BUS  MapReduce 4R HESE
f) Combine BREILH 3 « K NMEE X key AR 1) value B
BB —HH value, HEERBE, Combine Z )5, {UH K 1~
(B %t (key, values), X i 3 K /N P ¥4 . Map Fl Combine
B TAERREAARR X REGIHPREELHES
B ARRHFFE—MREX S, /8 Reduce BEEIHIA .
Mi% 2 Reduce()//for proxy signature
A K MEE X (key, values)

Bl inx KB
Begin
For (int i=0;i<K;i++)
R P BAR AT/ Fio=(my,i5 000 My, )5
For (int i=0;i<ln;i-+-+)
B AL : sigk,i=Signature(my,i » ux» PPk 5
W& (T, sigyi? s
Endfor
Endfor
End
WME % 2 fin, K NME(EMFE X Reduce BB A, &
MEEMNENE P RENEESEOBEE F a2z
Ja SHTHAREEE S ERER s KANEE. BM
R4 it BB R #E Hadoop AR RGE 58 Y, BpEA X
MHEY EEE, ERITE S BEa N AR, AsE
B KRR, X R T Z MRS WA A, WA ABER
FH—HWAS T AP E A, FREAN S BEE RS
EEEBHE R, AP A UHEREZ SRS .
3.3 T MapReduce ) = ¥i2#t =it
A% BN ETF MapReduce B) = A7 R B H T
THERFEY ., Wang ZESCER(16]H R 2], # B # 3 AWK
HEREE L —KERIEZ A H P WL, ISREIE S W3
A F P SRR e RS B TR IR BE S B 7T LA
FRA—FH AR T ERURESZTHEENESL. &
BRI RES L0 ABE, E—EHRIE, HEMR
BELLZPHNENELFLERIRES D, XM _08R
R R RAH B 286 TPAX A AP 4 HITE
—ITF. FULET ., RS 4 O Wow R AL 3 TR, T B
HE PR TPA FFEER R RBMAL . BrLia 30 TPA 537K
4., 3+ F MapReduce 4R P2 HESR SC Itk B 67 3550 1 5 W iy oz A2k
B, MURE T ZEEH RS AT R, T B
FEERT TPA B#H R,
#5% 3 Map()//for invalid response of batch auditing
% A .PKFile_1,+-+,PKFile_K, proofFile_1, -*+, proofFile_K
(T 1,u 1),(T_1,g 1),{(T_1,vv_1>,{T_1,proof)---
Begin
WhileCH# AU
If (fileTag==PKFile)
value=FileContent. split();
If (value, hasMoreTokens())
/78 (T kg k> (T k,u_k>, (T_k, vww_k>
context, write(T_k, value, nextToken());
Endif
Else if (fileTag= ==proofFile)
value=FileContent, split();
If (value. hasMoreTokens())
/78 (T kyo_k>, (T_k, p_k>, {T_k,H(mi) _k>,(T_k,R_k >
context. write(T_k, value, nextToken());
Endif
Endif
Endwhile
End
WE 3 Fn, UL K AP R, 88 (D B i
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WESBALE  BIEAY u. g, vo AHESE #.0,R, H(m) , A4
UE4E 53 B3k B 304 PKFile 1304 proofFile, B A Map &3
HEIAR 2 x K N30, Map SIS 9 7 « K Mg
X}, 225 Combine B&¥Y, BT 45 48 48 R 42 (6 X £ 80 )9 3 3 —
MMRERT (key, values) F, Z JE 3k RF| K NREXT, Eoxt R %
K AP 3, AR MEXT A key SR H P BIBHRE
T, values X3 F X~ P BB e B IERIE T B 28

#iE 4 Reduce()//for invalid response of batch auditing
B K ANEEXT (key, values)
B K 44558 (T_1, TRUE/FALSE) -+
Begin

For ( int i=0;i<K;i+-+ )

M (key, values) B values L IE/N4H u, g, vv F1 CSP R 4L 1Y

UEHE p,0,R, H(mi) 5 )

BiER (1) 3 HiR B TRUE 8 FALSE;

B RIEZSE : (T, TRUE/FALSE) ;

Endfor

End

B 4 B, Reduce BREUR AL BE— M50 A B4R (E X
(key, values) , B SEER i values H I A MBIFSH, E LR
ER (D RH Wiz A B 3T A P BRI E B R T E R
TR REHRIES IR B4 key SR P . B4 Re-
duce RBULH—MBIEXT, Master S L2 AE 4 Slave 17
RIRALF Reduce 32, BG4 Slave 5 & 78 Bl— KBS
U, REH A BIES FiB B4 Master WAL B
Master ¥ S WERZERBERAR . AR E TR
MEREITERARBRAN SRR REARS, B NREE
B KRR, Master 5 R 2K %1 43 50 T 0 E 55 43 AL 20 H At
W, HULAT I, #ETF MapReduce M= B HITRE T
R 55 AT FRAE AR TR

4 tERESHT

AL T ET MapReduce M ZBEHF T HREER
g, Hoh CSP 7l BL 8 A 43 75 =X NoSQL %% 2 Cassan-
dra'™ , THHAR A Z B TPA HEBERFERIGRESL
Hadoop 3231,

4.1 REHEES

#TF MapReduce W BB H T RERBIREAFLN
THEIRS . ASCRTEE K B Sk R 2 4 15 2, Hob R P o
REMPFNBERETRS  RBEEZFTRASHRRE
Hadoop SE & F MR BE 2 T4E; CSP R =R MRS
2 ARGER A A AR & Cassandra SR 7768 P 808 &
HELZ; TPANRMTEESRIHAELR A REHBELHHTR
£ Hadoop kR EH I T/E. BAERGEIFEMT.

(DBE3R 5

8 & PC #1;CPU.: 3. 00GHz; RAM; 2048MB,

CAL: CLE78:

PWYER S 32 i Windows 8. 11 SRR IE S : Javas HE L
£ :Eclipse, jdk1. 8. 0_25, 33 # Hadoop S # & H#4; Ha-
doop Jifi 4= : hadoop-0. 20. 2; Cassandra ffi 4 ; cassandra-1. 2.
11;Cygwin: #{ Linux 35 3% 3k J8 3 Hadoop £ #; Java Pai-

ring-Based Cryptography (JPBC):jpbc-2. 0. 0, % B % 9 2
API RS ZMEHEE,

ERGER 3 & PCHURILE Cassandra = FEAE IR 25
FHEBTHFEMEP AP HRBERSS, HHEKE
HIT BRARGEIFHE . SR BB Cassandra BA EMT K
253 AN R Z B ML 55, AT LA B S ot b B BR AR S 2 )
B, HBOABE & BEOY 3 4, MEAER W S EEE L nt 3
TR E, MR — R REHEHREA AT, £R
GiERAZSN 5 & PCHIRIEE Hadoop SR AL, LASERA
MEZAMPEFIHRIM AL H . 1 & PCEN Master
8 : ER& MapReduce 3 B FEER AR, AH S EES
% Slave ¥ EIFE BAIRALERE R 4 & PCHLISIER Slave
R KA EE MapReduce 3B FEHE N A HEHE
5B M4 Master T8, AXMBEEHESEMT 5
BRI AR, S BIR T RS LB E R . ZHAR
A 7 By PR BE AL B 5 2k Mo B b FRE B
4.2 REZZHEEES

AT PEAET MapReduce ) = BB #H i+ RABML Z
B ptERR, T8 1— 305 3 RE T 250k,500k,1M, 2M, 5M,
10M,15M,20M, 25M, 30M £ 10 AR E R/ BIBE, %
¥ 1 MERNE 3 iR, Al THERAFHOELT 35
n=10, B FRFE AN, RBE L HRE Wang RN K
FRPFHH#ITHN X8 2 HEEFNE 4 iR, R TE
BRAPHBRT  LRBAEK/DA 10M, 21558 » 435 % 10,
20,++,100,fRILEEZ H R T Wang H R8P FF .

User cost/ms

500 |- - —_

250k 500k 1M 2M 5M 10M I5M 20M 25M 30M
Data Size

B3 n=10 BARFER/NMIERF 4

0
b 20 30 4 5 6 70 80 80 100
Data Size

Bl 4 data=10M B A [E) 43S 8OH P 8

HISCE 1 FISEW 2 W LA . 1) Wang BF R AP I
B B8 /DS K T 3K AR, B3 S SR BB 38 1K T
K, XRENBRBEDMEE K, BEELRKBBE, T
RBBRE EXRBURE , B2 B E BB K 2D B4
ik R JF G ) B R RR 43, T L SR 548 R/ A3 SR
BT, BA TH— 28R P ERAE, 5 ARE
BEHTRIEHHLER;3) Wang W RP R FHSHEE
BB R/ ATIE K, M BEE SR B K T K, T4
XHRHRHEELENTROAFPFHILFRERE, AP
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R A RARGF= A 8L, HAb TR RS 4 0 5 il
B A SO O RS — SR T HIT RGP AP WEL
i, R\ T =FERE BT A,
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