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Abstract: After DNS-based request-routing in CDN( Content Delivery Network) was analyzed firstly, the PBR’S( Policy-
Based Request Routing System) architecture with policy-based of request-routing system was proposed in this article. This

system could update DNS Name Server dynamically according to the state of network, it could process flash crowd more

securely. Architecture, protocol and functional module were described in detail, at last the character of the system was
y p Yy

summarized.
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