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Abstract: Container technology promotes the rapid development of cloud computing with its flexible and efficient
features, but it also introduces security threats such as co-resident attacks, escape attacks, and common mode attacks.
In response to these security threats, a dynamic heterogeneous scheduling method based on Stackelberg game in the
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Figure 2 Dynamic heterogeneous cloud resource pool container scheduling model



%3

WA RS 7 AL T Stackelberg 45 3 A AL I T +99 .

R AE 25 BR B BT 0 (R TGS 1R
o=(0,,0,,,0,) o
1 FEREFSKEX

Table 1 Mathematical symbols and their meanings
pay el
FRG B R 3)
EaS B R Al NN
PRI AR
25 YR P S A
PRSI EERER
SRR TCARFAIE
BUGTTE SRy
Wi e KBdifie 71

Sﬁ’ﬂ‘

I N

(2) SRR et

FREIR) Z N T MTD R, S
AT F5t 2o A IA TS 181 2 1) () 22 57 P g - W 2127
M T ARG — ALK LR A R G S A
VE. Garcia M I T LA IR IR Bk 5 i 56 1 R 4
(SR EE o SR ARSI AL A ) 2 R PRI S
by SR T FhEAL Web RSG5 R B 5
SEIGUEW] T i A I A . Bid Ty
FNHIE T ARG YL, AT 25
i BRI DL, ASSOR RS AT 14 p ook
MENAT Ao, D, =(d,.d,,.d,) K
B NI BB R A K R 2

(3) FE TS AL FEE 1R T JEE s

ARG MR 75 L EH RN, KGR
WLV B2 SR, LI [a) 7 2 3 B2 J5 300, 3 B A Bk
LA A= (4,4, -, 4,) (R0 AH N 7 5 2847 3 2
et ARG B SRR B AN, RGAL
BT S A 7 4% T 5t v 2 0 — A S A P T A
X AT e T8 52 MU 10 2 4 04T S I 2 2 e HR
77 (S

2 BEIRI R R AR AR KR AR OR RN R R A
ORI BT T, AE A PREE I I EOK R 22 42 el
o Brdig ik R R R G — A Bl
W] REI Rz R S5 T, B AR BRI, AL
Z 1, P & 2 R GRS AT R
BRI P BT B EAAG (K125 H, BT =34

355 2R 48 B U VA R S AT R I R
4.2 ET Stackelberg {EZERYIERL 44

TEW 4825 ) 22 itk T, s ) iz 0T
X2 RIS R B R (A48 AT AT RS2,
ARG A IR Uy A AT A B WA
Stackelberg 1# 2%, ¥ =1 & 5 ## @ B4 4
T, B E BN IRBEE . 2O BE BN R
i T UK U SN 1R 9 A 1 977 10 S, I
& Bt AT B R BGE #E  Seh oing . & 3
SiGMERME. o) MG BB
(PLADD #i%, probabilistic, learning attacker,
dynamic defender model) fE/R T 7548 n ¥ EE T
— R SEAE I B WU A8 RS PO TR A
PEA 5y U R A A, 907 8 5 1 S R B U
(AR FHA,  FFAT R 1) 1A 5% s 4 R 0 0% Ut
AR AL, — LG 3RO 12 B8 Ut i) A FH AL,

B R B & B 1k 1l
i g1 1 A R R
+ + - i R A
"
—_— >
: A [ . : 28 05 1y
Wit o B v'_ FEEI
Wit ih Yy oo ah

B3 B A B R
Figure 3  Schematic of the inter action process between
offense and defense

ST LU BT, R B R SR X
B

(1) AR BT M A2 A0 2 FRAE Y, 2By
BT ER o R KA B SRR (SR o X LA
SR AT 2 I A e N St ey, AN
JEI P R FE A 5 L

(2D BB ARG k SIS %, 1
B RS AN IR ) i) A PR By ol A i
Wil AR I 2l KBl Re oic s, HBE%E
I 8] (RO HERE , Bradir RE s AWk CR ZER N,
AR B Bl R SRS -

(3) Bl BB AR p JURFIERIL Y
Kol Rt Hbs R gt AT Bodi, Mo id fe b i
A7 RE M8 R SEIEAT 1A L5 75 28 1K) 5 4 E AT
Ky IFHHBUEH.

H T Tl 05 S B R, Mot ] DU R



<100 28 15455 B 2 A AR I

2 RGN R T HEWT = SR M B D . = R4St
TR A MBS IENE 0 . KL, 2. D\
@ XTI KSR AR

BT DL BRI, BRI E SO =TT
HG(H,AU) .

(1) H={D,H,H,,,H}, £rzxHEIHAE
N B T B AR SRENEAE, H AR B X A
BB | WHTE AR, O KRB S Ak
ATATA Y FE B AR

(2) A={D, A, A4, A}, FRBEEML
HiRIK AR, A FoRBUlid PR A% | BT Moy,
@ LR B # AN AT AR B R A

(3) U=(U,,U,) F7= K B85 W7 IR a bR
e, Hrh U, BRI, U, B G .
4.3 MFHUEE SR

FETZEIERE b, T SRS IR e % A R T
LG A ok, 2lsims B — @ IR HI v, X
DTS FH T 5 A% 0 2 I 8 BRI, A1 W By 1 5 3 i
KPR A s USRI B K 2%, R A i
(109 3 AT B Ay 75 2% SR o 2500 ) R R A
I T 53 A A [ S N B9 X7 W RS e, AT
i L T8 g o R e I O A R P MR, 4k
1113 2y 915 00 7 O 2 SR i AR o B9 XU Wi 2
HREGER IR .

HOE, RAE 4.2 R, B
di IR BTG FERIUEI %), Bk # AR kAT
FEAT S A4, BN BGE SN 00 AT I 1)
(RHERE,  RFA AT I ) B 3 e e 8 — Fh Bt
P W T SR | RS = g E U 2 s WAL Gt 2N
B g B A AR BE AR I TR, S8k RER RS
AFAE k HBGH . AESALINA] Jyoh, Bodias 2
i R 2 5 AR AR R S M B A 0%,

5 (CABE S I Ers § (CA T
AR, St R 2 Tt
SHI A P (1)

0,6=0

PO @) (1)) areen O

J=1 J=1

WO S8 ok 5 A ¢ = TN TR) B A B0l Bl D 1) s g

n—1
=1

@—[Pj:(iﬂ}ﬂqn o)

RO P AEAE m DS, 1 DRGAE
Ao RPN EREN @, o KHdiE [
SE BT, BB AE ¢ = n IR ) B 2 il
i PRECA

m

U, (n)=2 (B -0) 3)

i=1

7t Stackelberg 1HZF 1, By ¥ 1F 4 R Bt &
AAJa T, ] DLl L BRI Bk 7 s —
(17 B AR, 2 8 B v & A S A9 R A i
B, M B AR T 25 4 6] ~F- 35 52 46 5 D Al
PGSR A TR EE R, BN
i T AN | FE s WA ek AT AT, &
A0 7] 3 FEAE B S W A A K TR e SR, LR
B B AE (@, - B —0) > 0 I A S0 75 4% i 3047
Wiki, 75 (o, - P —0) < O I AR 748 i AT
i (N

7 A0 = 1 1577 2080 4 P e 1 Bk A R
A% S A A JSE T P S S Ak, Rk 975 4 T X
I B 2y 875 40 5 1 B AR 2 o ey 5 1R O e

RS (@ P — o) 345, 26 B b 2 P45
i=1

S S NS A B RS VITF RS, T
Ge AL 2 R U RSB 5 5
FI e R R 2B SR A, U
Jerft, BRI Y S Ad, - TE RS

i=1 j=1

FETF RS AN B T A A B B R B e, AE—HE T
R, WA, RV A I B T e R
TEE T4 P o 0 LR FOBOR o SRR I A PR s A
A



%3 WA RS 7 AL T Stackelberg 45 3 A AL I T <101 -

Uy (4.t)=
m n _ 4
_Zklz<@‘3k—0)—ﬂ'f' iﬂvd;‘/ ( )
k=1 i=1 i=1 j=1

H T EERRS W 2 A I R
U R GE 77 AR R A RN A ) B, X B R
A 7 A8 — A U RE R ) Rk B Bl A A MEAT
RIS &0 o H1 3 LB X7 #R 2 BRI, Bl
TR KA A SR BB s, BEPEY
W7 i = i e B e A 1) R SR DA g /N AR B
MEIT4 . LR BB W ah E AR SR LU N A, A
TR e TP AR G B ) R Al TR A
AR e ME R (7] RUREAT SR A, X HLAE ] CPLEX
SR s URS L UEAT KA . H b R 5505 B LR
A
UD(/i,t):—Zi(a)i~E"—o-)—y~t-zn:i/1ic7y

k=1 i=1 j=1
st Vie[ln]: 4 €[0,1,0<) 4 <1
i=1

Vke[l,q],Vie[l,n]:(a)i _Bk _0)20
(5)
5 RS S

HVEAN % B 24 5 b 27 3 R VR IR
PE, AN SRR RISIIL, 2 HTAS R S
SRR R R BT R ) R BT o I
By 2 o
51 KWINESSHEE

HRIRIAEALE 3 6 x86 A% E: (28 cores
2.00 GHz, 256 GB RAM, 10 GB NIC)#l1 1 & ARM
k45 %% (16 cores 1.50 GHz, 32 GB RAM),
1 65 x86 %528k master 475 4, 4 3 Gk
25284 node 11T 2. K Kubernetes K45 # 2
‘-5, Docker 55 G ARG . iH TLH
{f Fl Matlab R2018a ., H A& ZH K E N
w=(0.2,03,0.5), ¢=0.01, u£=0.01.
52 KWHHSITE
521 KERNFLGEHH KA

ZIE A IEIAEE NP 10 3 Fhi R s
CI AR S SRS BT )8 P58 SR 0 R 2 P T SR s D
B A I (] PRI e, Mok 5 BB AN W 3R A 95 481 B

AT PFELSCI R E 50 AN BTN IR (RIZELR
ISR, AEASEALIN )7 HEAT 100 ISR %7
o, AW HEESNAA %R0 E
D=(0.6,0.8,0.7) , RGHAFAEHBl#H HAF4
Bt e — AN B2 U e Mol — P A G
Do DIELSRNTEL T 3 FiOANIR] T L SEms T Boidi
PRI R G

W 4 FroR, Bl Bl s AR b2 N )
Ry i bk, AR e R B AR SRS AR
PRSI R, fEmar e iaett,
W 5 o, SRR BE SIS N 2R G B AT R
AR T A LA TR, HAR R
SRS AW it D01 BEL A S S o 5 LSRR E ] T
BRI R B2 SRS A B IR R e et J S 2R M B AR T
77 A

Wit B3
g

05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
FELL IR ]
Bl 4 ANTF) ML SR I T Hedi e e xf L
Figure 4 Comparison of attack success rate under different
scheduling strategies

0
—o— I
%ﬁﬁﬁ
500l i
S8 -1 000
=
i
§—1 500}
—2000
~2500 . n . . n . . . n
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

TEL ]
5 ST R E SR S [ A Wi s b

Figure5 Comparison of defender benefits under different
scheduling strategies



+102 - 28 15455 B 2 A AR I

522 FAHEEX R EHA

S ) 2 R 1 B S W) AR 4 A VIR T BE AR
b, A LA OO, U (1) et xR
K, RGEMtE . A RIS . ef
ARG HAEIREE 3 AR EA FEAN R N 2%
i ) AL 2 S RGP CR 5 — YA
JE% JBIERN AN 2 MR 225, — U S R
B D=(0.6,0.8,0.7) , 45 H FEILHBEHY
ARG L MM 225, U SR E
D=((0.6,0.6),(0.8,0.6),(0.7,0.6)) , —=4EHI L%
FE FEIERN LN . BRAE R GERKAEIRET 2 ] 1 22
5, SRS BB AN D=((0.6,0.6,0.5),
(0.8,0.6,0.5),(0.7,0.6,0.5)) .

B 6 XFLt T AR LR b B 1) B ik
T, sl SR BEAEROOR,  Jodi B 6 H AR
S IBETERDOR, RGP ROR B . =2
R B B B R R AWET 0.45, B ERL
Ripehf, —YERRIEE NRIERSCRIR L, YR
JE BRSO 2 o

—o— —YE M
0.15 YR
) —x— =Y

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
AEL ]
Bl 6 AFESAYESE Bt A b
Figure 6 Comparison of attack success rates in different
heterogeneous dimensions

5.2.3 BB BT ROk 6 #oem
XPFZERMBE R, = Fa RGN
JE I T 55 R G BERCR 52w . oS08 B 18
WA R B B R I UE, BRI R R
WM T . BCERE p BUEBCK, BIRER R
SR TS BT LE RO, RGN A EAR
Ik, ARGV R TN . RS

{4 0.02. 0.05 1 0.08, X Eb A ] i & J 3 %t
R FE T IR 0

AN BE ) BN Bl AR T3 R Le ] 7
P, SABGE RE g BUEBORI, B R 400
B R T A0 U 2R 48 50 28 FE (AR e,
A R TR R T I LR RO, RS
BaPIR RSl NS

0.35

0.30f

0.25¢

<

b

S
.

Fﬁﬁﬂﬁoﬂziﬁlﬁ’éﬁ

o
o

0.05} | 1=0.02
—x—u=0.05
2=0.08

35 40 45 50

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
T e
7 A [ JRTT B0 A ST 2 A e L
Figure7 Comparison of the average cost of defenders under different
scheduling periods

524 %3 EHT G EHZOR G A

T =R E AT e e, R4
A BEFAE 2 AT HE ML 4T . A%
ERG G2 Ak, B Bk e [
I B0k 2 N2 g 0 D0 o 38 I AR X o 4
kR B e KB RE T s, LSRN TR it
Y5 MUk B SR AN 1 FEE R 0T A 1T
B, DARAE 2 ol # s oL R R I B
Fo BT B W E O SR, I L A A I
a2 AR AR B A8 2 1 B B 8

Z Wik F 4 R B R e 8 B
N fEZ A H HBGRRE IR &, &
G0 R U A R B SRS B, 2R e B 1 5 R B B A
T MU SRS 0 A A R R SR, RN My
Kk 15T A L7 A3 P Y TR RS Ak A B
ZN, BEMLUE s A 2 RS B Byl R B
AN ZE, BESCRIKZ . &g TR
W R IR 7, BEh A A R R 3R
WA B G R, B ®E e, &40
(eSS



H3 WS A a AT Stackelberg AR BN S A4 IR BE T 0

* 103 -

12k I A
' I AL
Lok [
% 0.8f
R
B o6l
& 06
&
0.4}
02}
0
=1, s=1 =1, 5=2 k=2, =1 k=2, 52
(a) ZBUHFHMT HBGERIIER
12f R
e FEALIAE
1ol [
g
ﬁ 0.8}
ﬁ
'ﬁ% 0.6+
= 041
0.2}
k=1, s=1 =1, 5=2 =2, s=1 k=2, s=2

(b) LUt FA T B B B TR I
Bl 8 Xl T N B AERCR N

Figure8 Comparison of defense effects under multiple attackers
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