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A rule-based delegation constraint model

Liubo Sun Yuging
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Shandong University, Jinan, 250100)

Abstract: Delegation is an important mechanism of access control. The delegation models that have been present can
support user-user and role-role delegation. And the models can support the delegation in role hierarchy. But in these
models, about policy designation and delegation constraint need to farther study. When some users satisfy the
delegation conditions, how to decide delegate is still a question. This' paper provides a rule-based delegation model
and inducts a regularization language form. Through determining the constraint rule, the paper introduces a evaluation
mechanism to decide delegation.
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