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Abstract: With the world—wide fast developing of Internet, it has come true to share information on the network.
And information security and privacy has gained more and more attention. Anonymity is the privacy of user identi—
fication, which has been the basis requirement of many network applications. Firstly, an overview of existing and
proposed techniques that can provide anonymity on the Internet is given, the current trends and developments in
this area are analyzed. Then a research agenda for anonymity is proposed.
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