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Abstract: Recently, the importance of privacy preservation to personal data is pointed out, in terms of data
collection and/or utilization. Anonymisaiton techninques or anonymity evaluation techniques will increase
its importance under such circumstance, but the research of these area is still not enough. In this paper,
we especially foucsing on anonymity evaluation method of pseudonymisation, one of the anonymisation tech-
niques. We present a quantitative evaluation method of safeness of pseudonym update on web-browsing

history, and apply it to collected data.
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F 7 3CHR [4) T, T OMEEHRT — 57 255\ HHE
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2.2 REB{LEAREDER
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(5) ‘pseudonymisation’ means the processing of
personal data in such a manner that the personal
data can no longer be attributed to a specific data
subject without the use of additional information,
provided that such additional information is kept
separately and is subject to technical and organ-
isational measures to ensure that the personal
data are not attributed to an identified or identi-
fiable natural person;
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DOFFIF L THYIRS NS ID 13 5 —E D
MCTHEHITLLEND L.
FER—1%
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£ 1 RKATFHHEDENICL D7 — 5 OF%
Table 1 Data property depends on difference of update fre-

quency.
AR fEAH R
| 5D LodsBEfRo KL —F ORI
0 1 R HH L7 fiAT ] ie
IR, 2= F ORI O L Losicik %
By L EETE 2w WS 2

RET B FHEIEEET, BI% MY % A A5

EENDLBEED DN D DL DD, BEMNLEVEET
BOMINEETH L.
3. IRBFEHIEE O E 2T

WARA D FFHERE = 3t E L S BRI %
BWC, HLrHEPHELRETSHILT

KT, Wi
79 &9 B

EOREIRY OFRIE) A7 HBAFIET 5 9% 2wl FFHT
TAHPREHWTTA.
3.1 EfE
3.1.1 F—XiEE
KL THWALTF—% vy b DX, &2 IZBIRT B

ROT 7 L ABETF— 5 TH 5.
F—%+ty b DOWEIIROL)IERIND

D = {(u, access,date)} € User x Access x Date

Z 2T User, Access, Date l3ZNZFIN1—F 1D, 7
72X Z L7z A4 POURL, 77t AHRKEOESEZFRT. *
72, D FLOHLa—WueUser 377 A LA D
URL D%4E&% Access, TFHKT.

3.1.2 HEBLUVHENTER

k50 F (Identifier) &3, HAZEHH TSI L DT
EHEMEERL, MIIRALESHLT—CAIIBIT LI —
WID DU T 5. KT BW TR FlEuTH 5.

KEL T, R fbokrm s L TED ML, —%
DERMBEIZ S T LT RTOL—FORAEHEHT
LFEEHWCEERAMLEER TS, 77—y P DLIC
S2WTC, $EMMRAILOES T s, REOHIAME ¢ &
L, i € Zso \IH LCHR™ B; ZRDEHIZEFRT S !

B; = {date € Date | s + it < date < s+ (i + 1)t}

=2 CESR LI B X, F—oa—Fxt LT
—DRHEDE ) BTOHNLEMIEEZERLTBY, 20 %
R R R EMER S L I2T 5, ZoL &, RAfbERD X
IEHRKT S.

TE 1 (R=1k)
HomEt & 458 &, a1

Pse; : User x Date — P
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Table 2 Sample of web-access history.

User Access Date

08/21 23:52:39
08/21 23:54:11
Alice www.google.co.jp/maps 08/21 23:55:40
Carol  twitter.com/PWScup_Admin  08/21 23:58:21
Bob acanthus.cis.kanazawa-u.ac.jp ~ 08/21 23:59:02

Alice www.google.co.jp

Bob www.kanazawa-u.ac.jp

Alice mail.google.com/mail 08/22 00:00:36
Carol twitter.com/ipsjcom 08/22 00:01:10
Carol www.facebook.com 08/22 00:03:56

EHWT, AL HW date I2BIFDH2—H v DKL %
Pse;(u,date) £ 9. T T, PIIMKEDOERES.
22T, AT Pse, 12 LLTIS/RT 3 D OMEHE & il
VAt B R
(1) 1474
D LT 53 XTD (u,date) € User x Date |2
LTS —EICHIET 5IK% p BHEET L. T4
bbH

V(u,date) € User x Date,lp s.t. Pse,(u,date) = p

(2) HAME (22—, BRRIROHRS)
R b —F, R DRI T R % B G HE
DLUTHNSE., Thbb

Vuu' € Useri,j € Z>o;Pse,(u,B;) = Pse(u',Bj)

sSu=uNi=j

(3) ANurssift
184 Pseq(u, date) 2> 6 L—H u O ITCAHSK .
oL, (2) BRI, 2.2 28T 5 AN % fREE
LTwa. F72, DIZBWTu e User &4 Psey(u, date)
ICE B THOND

DF = {(Pse;(u, date), access, date)}

% D ORAALT— % £y b LIS

EHIZ, FRANLERD L) ITERT 5.

T 2 (HRR1E)
Vp € P,3(u,date) € User x Date s.t. Psey(u,date) = p T
HbLx,

DPse; : P — User, Psei(u, date) — u

WA LR L v ) .

=Y u TS A REDEEGE P, LR T.
KELIIBWTHAOBEREL L, 254 pe P I
AL, p AIET B —H DPse;(p) DIRAES Popse, (p)
B MDY (Popse,(p) \ {p}) ZHEMT 5 Z & 2 HIR
T 5.

DL mRAMOBREHEN S5 &L ERAILOE
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Algorithm 1 14 12549 2 FRlR) & B

INPUT: Df,pe€ P,|Pppse,(p)l

OUTPUT: RaEfES O,

Step 1.

Vg € P,q # p lZ3F L, Accessp, Accessq WD T 7 & AJEFEDH
WU Sim(p, q) KD 5.

ZZTO0<Sim(p,g) <1 THY, Sim(p,p) = 1.

Step 2.

Cp=012xL

LUF 2 |Pppse,(py| — 1 HI#E D 329

Cp «— arg max Sim(p,q)
a€P\({p}UCy)

WRZ7H Sz, BT E4T ) BURE 2 UE L 2B,
WEED EORLEFFEIE LI T 5 L v ) EEV e RD
HZEIIHEETH L.

3.2 FHMEFEOHE

RBETHIZ, 31L1HEIIBWTER LMD Web 7
X ABRET - 2 BETH T MLED, ZEKRL
BEATHICH 72D WY R HHHE L ED L) &3 5K
ZELTWD, MLFEX, FANED 7ARGH R ¢
Tr—%+v b DELERKIL, D ZHEKT L. X
IZ, Algorithm 1 \Z/R S BREIERBE LT ) WBEHEET IV &
HEL, TORBENERICHRACREZIT- 2B, &
DOREFFEZEICHT 52 &2 KT FHHEESE (Average
Re-identification Rate, ARR;) % K&, F % HHHE ¢
BT RENFHEEE T4, DT, 2ERLLT—5D
A, METARBEZEFNVE X O EYHEERDOERE
N
3.2.1 ZERBILT—2DERK

HAICHRE L2HPHE Lt 2812, D EodRToa—
FOWGLEEHFTH. 2 2E1BABTOT 7 & AERE
T =7 L CHEPHEE 7 24 BEE L ikE L2A, 1A
=W L TIRKR THOIRGPHFIET L LIl bE. &
LIFHEHICT 7 2 ADFELE L 2 WA B4 13 E] ) 3R
LNz, IR T A IRA LT L b RAE
(ERRoBIDOE T7) 125 EIEBRS 220,
3.2.2 RBICHT 2 BRTEHE

Algorithm 1 (2R FHAEBBE 217 ) WBEFET V2 /M
ET A, WEEOWRMMBMIIME 1LIIRTEBY &5,
RE 1 (BEEOFRH)

o MR t IIBIFAMKHILT—F 1y b DF

o HhALpe P EFE—DI—FIZHY BTSN TV

R4 H |PDpset(p)|

ZIT, ABHIERALp PEYHBTOENA TV L -
(DPsey(p)) ZHIAZ LITTET, BFGL—HITEHDY BT
LN TV BIREGE <|PDPSef,(p)|> DHRENBLZENTES,
B1I2WTORLIZE DL, #eahLEMRKLEEHT L
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7o0I2IE, FREEREICET LS EORED B 0 %R
FTILREETHL. KL CEHRT L HBHEEER (E5%3)
%RD B 720NN E T L OENRY TR %MD LED D
D, WBEEZEOT) A7 ZFHIT 570D ET IV i EHR
T59)AT, WBENZO L) HE) L TREEE - T
WHRKREEE LTV,

4 AL - Rk & 555 9 PWS Cup 2016 (9] 8 & O°
PWS Cup 2018 [10] Z 13 U, EALEANIZE§ 2 07E%
VT A MNETEIREZT T VE LTI LImOA) VF L
T EIMLT =8 T_XTCERET DR RHMBBEETT
V8] BRI S B BIA L.

—H, Ka@wLIZBITBBEZRETIVTIE, WEHDH
IRELICREL, 207 =067 7t ARREOHME
L EIRBD TN =y Tl ) WBEEZRET 5.
ETHYEHIL, Algorithm 1 IR HFRELEX4T).

Algorithm 1 C/R L - HRERET L, 77 L ABEE
WE = T EICEF OB D B &) IREICHEDNWT
Wb, ZIhB, HD2O0DRGETT 7 & AEEOFHLL
HDEWIGEIZIE, 02 DDORKGIEFE - DR T
HHERBLT, WEZFIHFEELIT). T THEEL
&, 2104 L R—2 =PI T 2 MoK % OHEl %17
)T EERET.

3.2.3 MM
£ 3 (BRER)
R Z ¢ & L, BUEED Algorithm 1 127¢ > THFEE
WEAIT-728 T A, DR pe PIIxTAHAEREE
|Cp N (Popse,(p) \ 12})]
| Popse, (p) \ {P}]
LEDD.

R SCICBWTHFEERE L, AL p 20 LTy
B EREORERIN L - €, 09 b, EBIZIE
L ptA—2—HDRHETHLEEEET.

RIZ, EFE 2 VN THHHE ¢ 1285 FHHFEESR
ARR, # XKD X HIZED B ©

1 |Cp N (Pppse,(p) \ {P})]
ARR; = — ‘
! |P| Z |PDPset(p) \ {p}

ARR, Oftild, WEEHEOTHFTEHEN T L TEDRE
FLLAIREESRTOENTWEDRE/RLTEBY, fEAT0 120
WIE EASEEE L TV A BRIEHBENOMERH 5 2 & %
R

peP

3.3 ARR, DEMA V& Z4M

ARR, DfE%R VA & T, HALEFHE t ITBVWTE
DOREFERGOFHFEEY) A7 DBHFAET 20525 HliT 5 2 &A%
TE&, BARIR ) A7 ORI W72 HEHHE DR ED
WHEC 2 B, KFHCIIBWTIE, B BA% DM
LCH—OEZ AWz T) T2 HE L, &%
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V23 2 FEEESR O P 2 FHM I H W TV 555, Zofl
BHCETT—FIIBIFARBWRMEAIZRL TWAHIZT
Enwv., 7= OEZLICHSNLHRD ) 5, Kt
»bHVILERAIZ, ENEARTHSREAEEZHRT
EDLFHETIE AL, EH L hoEA LT & A G bE
THWHNG, 20720, RRFEFETIIRAEHHED
GEMEIZDONWT T — ¥ EROMEMIC OV TEHE T, £
DB LDOFFEERIZEDSVT, KL T LMo T.
AT LWV X ERDPEZ LN,

4. ET—2IC&LBFHME

RETIE, REFHELZERICNEL Web 77 2 AJE
JBE7— & 12 H L CRHi 2479 .

4.1 FHEICEARATZT—2ICDVT

FEAMI2 1L, NICT ZREHgE [Web A0 B 543415
FRALIZ T 72078 5E] O —B L L TIE S Lz Web
T RBRET =5 BT A, BT — 5 1E, RIE Web
A MNOT 7 AERAT X)) 747 bOFIH
BHhONELT, K2 TORLAEY Y IV EAfoEEY
Fo7—4Thy, KL a— N (=—FID, 77tAL
724 RO URL, 77 2 AHK) THEI NG, B, K
7= S ATE LB XM I 2O OB Tt s s b
DTH5.

AL IzBwTid, Eio7—% X1 2016/12/10 %5
12/16 F TO—-AEG B L, 20 BEFICT 72 AD
HAABEE ICFENDL EEZONE, THHTRTIZBWT
T 7R ADKER SN 103 ADZL—HF DT 7+ AJEFREIZHR
ELTIMEFT). COF—F ICHETAHIREZER 3 12
R

42 YIal—Y a3 FEk

RELTIE, RAOTHHE L LT 24, 12, 8, 6, 4, 3,
2, 1O 8@ #FZEL, TNEII L TREFEL
WHT %, 72, 77w AEEEL L TURL &z gL
TRHEEL P AL v OREMIBLIZEEZNENIZONT
FHIi %479 .

Algorithm 1 12813 5 FE OFFlIEE & L Tl Jaccard
BEEHVD, $hbb, b 2200%p, qlZxiLT
~ |Access(p) N Access(q)]

|Access(p) U Access(q)]

Sim(p, q)

LEDD.

4.3 FHMEBEREER

4.3.1 77 EXBEOEMUMEICDOVWT
RPEEFEL, 77 AEREIEZ—H T L ICREA OB
M5 5 & V) IREBICEITVTNED, FTIDHIZON
TEHliz47). |41, 77 ABBELTRAAL U %
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%= 3 FHICHEH T 57— 7 Oftal=
Table 3 Data statistics.
ST A 72D a— N | 673,335
1 ANDL—=F2 1L HIZT 7L AT 5 63.56

== F AL VEDOFY

= 4 Jaccard REODOFIME (KA AL V)

Table 4 Average of Jaccard index (domain).

EEEE (RER) 4l oflae F—-2—98) LofagY

24 0.1252 0.3528
12 0.1220 0.3216
8 0.1181 0.3041
6 0.1139 0.2927
4 0.1114 0.2890
3 0.1067 0.2782
2 0.1032 0.2735
1 0.0923 0.2662

G L723A12, Algorithm 1 @ Step 1 I2BWTEH L
72, BHEFHEICBT LA M D Jaccard FRED T %
RL72DTHY, 22T [l oMad] LIdHELR
2 DD DAY D Jaccard BREOFHETH Y, [F
—2—HPREFTOMEE] L IEFE—2—FIIET B D
FAE Y O Jaccard R OFHEXFRT. F-K 1, 2
W FNENTEHELE 24 BRI B X ONE 1 Bl o B o [ 4l
D OMAE] D Jaccard REDER A EZ/RLTEY, 7
77 LoREEEETO [F—2—FHLoMEGd] 0
FEELTVAS,

8B OBEHHE NI LTD, F—2—WFFEED
MATIIBIT A FHMEIX, &283) OMETICBIT 5l
DBLEIfMHLRoTBY, I—HFITLIHFED Web H 1
NEMET S/ LV E W) HRDNGEET B 2 L5005,

21 o550 5s X1, HEIHEE 24 FEHE & BE
L 72356128 T Jaccard 552 0.5 DL b & 7 2 L& 1E
ZF DO REG A — 2= E L OMEEZAS, M)y HEE
1B E L2 IcFo@nzEhcnsd, $4b
L, EDOEFHEN NG E, W 5 & -
HHOBMOAIEH LEBETIE, 2—FTLOEFD
HANIIFENIZ L B> TV D,

KIZ, TIWIXZAD URL & &5 & L7286 12 REED AT
iro7 4R ER 5, ® 3, B4 1TRT. 78R URL
ERGELE LBEIIBWTY, AL 2R E LGE
CFAREDFERDIES N T WA, URL el —%4 514
a7 <, 2RI Jaccard R DEIZEL 72 > T 5,

INLDRERNPS, A Il —3v 3y THW: Web
7L ABREICBWTIE, - T EIEEDOY A P AT
JRAT DL/ LEvE o EAEOERSFIEL, TOX
I BHFEICE D W TR IE R TH H L ERD.
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Fig. 1 Frequency distribution of Jaccard index (domain, up-

date frequency 24 hour).
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Fig. 2 Frequency distribution of Jaccard index (domain, up-

00

date frequency 1 hour).

4.3.2 FHBRTEROFHE

RIZ, R—EFHCEDSCTEHEIHE 3T 5P
E ARR, %M L72RE AR 6 1R,

TIWISA, FAL T ReEGe LA Th, B4
DHEFHEL L) ECRET S 2 L THYHREEROMHEIE
KFLTEY, ZOBERTLEEEMEL TS L 5.

RIS, ALV EGE LA, HHEEZ 24 I
Mk & OV 1 RS EE L 72 O SR T 5 B = 0
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+£ 5 Jaccard RREDOFHE (7 V3 R)
Table 5 Average of Jaccard index (full path).

W () i) ofiad  F-a—-YELoMEeE

24 0.00581 0.0422

12 0.00641 0.0411

8 0.00646 0.0408

6 0.00634 0.0405

4 0.00646 0.0414

3 0.00642 0.0409

2 0.00634 0.0403

1 0.00610 0.0419
. FS
E
= .

00 02 04 06 08 10

Jaccard

3 Jaccard WREDEERSI A (7 VSR, SEHHHEE 24 WER)
Fig. 3 Frequency distribution of Jaccard index (full path, up-
date frequency 24 hour).

EBoAiEFNENE 5, K6 12K,

B 24 B OBAICBWTIE, BREERN 1 &k
B DA 720 JEH 178 HAFAE L, &R0 B & £ 25% DI
LDV TR~ =PI BT MO AT R CTHFAE
ENBFERE o7, F72, EHMHEDN L HOYE T
SFETREERL 0.2688 TH Y, HHIHGITH L TFHLT
2TRAEE LA, T MO %E FHRE SN RN &8
GIrA.

F 727 W8 ZX URL x5 & L7284 T I3IRFEEE O
EAEROENTZAH, COFEPFHEIH LTS FA A V&R
ELGE L) FHBREROMHEIIRESC o7, b
ZELOLMERER 7T IIRT.

NS DOFMMFERNS, ShYIal—a VW
T=2IBVT, REFERIHEHTHLLER L.

4.4 BEFEEOEDHHICDONT
KWL TlE, 794NNV ) 27 0galbo—&E L TF
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08

5e+06
L

Frequency
3e+06 4e+06
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2e+06
L

T
0.2

1e+06
.

0e+00
L
0.0
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Jaccard

4 Jaccard RREDERGAT (7 X A, TP 1 KER)
Fig. 4 Frequency distribution of Jaccard index (full path, up-
date frequency 1 hour).

R 6 IRETLOAMAR R
Table 6 Result of proposed method evaluation.

TR () CPImREER CPHEREER

(KxA4 ) (7% R)
24 0.6309 0.7063
12 0.4817 0.5544
8 0.4294 0.4971
6 0.3896 0.4608
4 0.3630 0.4230
3 0.3341 0.3889
2 0.3083 0.3585
1 0.2688 0.2950
5%
C
g —
g ~
[T
ol o [ 0 O
0o 02 04 06 08 10
Re-Identification rate

5 FEEEOERGA (FX A4 >, HHHE 24 FR)
Fig. 5 Frequency distribution of ARR (domain, update fre-
quency 24 hour).
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Frequency
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T
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.

50
\

J

08 10

00 02 04 06

Re-ldentification rate
B 6 HEEROELRIA (KX A2, BEHHE 1 RR)

Fig. 6 Frequency distribution of ARR (domain, update fre-

quency 1 hour).
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FATHEEERE)

7 CPHHREROZE
Fig. 7 Changes of ARR.

YHRERE W)z ER LT, ZOTFYHREROE)
BAKIZE ) e LBV L W) HIZOWTIE, —fRI2iE
HEHIER T A N4 V& 2BE|IL, -2 75— AT LI
ATl SN AERETH L. KEHTIE, THHEDORKDT
D—flE LT, 77— Of MMz 24815 2 #7218
ALTERZIT) .

12/10~12/16 @ 1 BB ORI, 4.1 HiTR L7z 103 A
SBIELZTF—2I1CBIF 22— 2% R AL 51t 6,865
Thl), TOMEEREICBT2HMHMEFMOKLEL T 5.
D725 12/10 D—HA5O 7 — 7 IZEH L, FEHE
t=24,12,8,6,4,3,2, 1 F¢ffl D 8 ) TN ZNITDWT
12/10 ® 7 — % % 12/10 00:00:00 % HHELZ ¢ & 125058 $
b, HLBPHE t 1BV, pEIL-EhEhoT—%
B0 % FAAL VY EERD, EHIH5ELT
F= T RTUIOWTEDPYEZ RO L. Zofiz, 1
HEGDI=Z— AL Y $TH D 6,865 THL7MEE HH
BHEE ¢ 12 BT %A FMERHGfE & § 5.

Bl U CHEBHEEL t = SKE & L7234E, 12/10 D—
H5® 7 — % % 00:00~07:59, 08:00~15:59, 16:00~23:59
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=7 AHHVEEHTE
Table 7 Utility evaluation.

BURMEEE (RER]) A7 AT AL E

24 0.2820

12 0.1817

8 0.1407

6 0.1170

4 0.0893

3 0.0742

2 0.0566

1 0.0362
0.3
0325
fm 0.2

=
ﬁ 0.15
BE
T 01
0.05
0
0 4 8 12 16 20 24
EATHERE (BFRA)

8 A HMERHMfiE D2t
Fig. 8 Changes of Utility index.

D3DNHEIL, FREFRIZOVWTI =2 FAL U
RDDL., TO3IOOT=FIIBITFLEENEFNDL=—F
F XA EOFEEE 6,865 Th L72fEA ¢t = ST & L
7 DA FESEME & 72 . 2 & FEEFAGE O Eik A
W LT, RESLOREDBEBERORI VS tIFHTH S
LA, BT I2BVWTIT—% (KHLICBW TR
1K) \F L TEOREOEED N AL v aHETET
WL hERLTNDS.

8 38 1) OFEFHARE \2xf L C ERe T CF M EREALE % oK
WIkERETR 7T BLOX 8 IZRT.

B 7 (2B 5 PR EROZAL L MRS, THHHE %
FCRET A IEEFHEOEIFRT LTV,

COFREOEEHWTHEIFHELZEDL—FL LT,
728 2T = FIME DT — 7 oA AL 0.1 BLEZ
T LTV LA, R IoBU 2 RAMEOER CTIEEH
BHEEAS 6 BRI LL LB ICERMEA 01 DL EE o T3
720, ZTOHTRS PHEREROMEIMR (T2abbHE
FEY A7 AV/NE ) B 6 i 2 3%E 35 2 LA T
&L, EHIT, KX TER L REEEOMEE H
T, THHE 6L LA ICBIT2HAEY A7 Oft
FHESICERNIRT LD TE S,

4.5 FHE
K LI BITAIREFHOMPELE LT, FIZUTFD 3 4
PHEETHEEZTVD,
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BREFEDZ YN

RETFHETE, 322HTRLEBHROATFH LT 7
AJEIEDFWFENFD N CTHIEERIE 217 ) WEE & %
LTWa, ¥Ial—3 3 »yOBICIZEDESEMOSE &
L C Jaccard BRExHH L T 52, ZoOHPETIEIT—
YO A LOZEINLWVWIGELH ) D B, 5%, B
& Jaccard fREEE, MOBEPEFFMFELSEICL LD,
L OHENLHBERET VAR T 5.
THBRERIC L 3 AN Z Y
LEEOFMIRE L LT, &K% O E D FH b
ARR; # FIVCTW 275, M 438 TRLAZLIIZ, FH
X 0.63ETH > TOLERDB & £ 25% DK% T
RN LD L) RS FET 5. FHHEEHVZKE
M7 EICINZ, FFREESRO G VW 725F- il b TTRE T
HY, 5B OIMOFHMIFREICOWT O ME T 5.
SHEE
RIFZETHIZB VT, Algorithm 1 D Step 1 BL U2 W
TNH T =T A AHPKREL BB LRI AL T
b, ZDRH, A1ETII o2 L) TR LT L2 —
FEEEL TCFErEHTL o R, L0 HHN
BFEIC L BEHEAER HND.

AW STF—ZIZDNT

AL TIZAIEHTRLAZEIIC, THBTXTIZT 2
Y ADHDHI—F DT~ IZREL CGHliZ T 72, &
ST o 72PN e EBRORER, ZofktinLicTr—%
Mo T T A LR O - L TRETF
BWH L COEROMERIME L N/2720, ZDL ) L5M0
AL o TRIBEFE BT 2 501 5 IC Rk X 22
v EHWT L7724, 4% LD REEZITY, Lo k)
BT —=FIZOWTHOBEANRETHL I L 2R LT L.

5. &) BESELFHEFE

RETIE, 44 HTHRRREFEDH b, FICHER
DYGEIZDWTHF T 5720, L0 S5 TEOR
ABLONET— ¥ TOFFMi 4T . 4.3.1 HTOKRD.
5, Jaccard RRE DK & AR TIE[E— 2 — I e 51K
LHRT THLEENE L, BHHENL VIRV EIZZD
BdmdENTw D, 2o % Ay, Algorithm 1 O
Step 1 # T 1%, Jaccard FRELD K & WIEIZ —ER DKL R
TEREMELTHBL, 209 bE—2— 3T A1
ZRT T I B ENE I CHIS B9 P O A & 1T
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ZFACHDY, LFIORTRE 2 O L) I LRi7— 4 12
BB —FHREH->TVWAIRNEER S.

RE 2 (WEEDOFFHR)

o WM t \IBIF BT —% 1 DF
o MTHIT—% DIZBIFEHL—YE: |User|

I]5E 2 DTF T, Algorithm 1 % & V) fifi#Z{b L 72 Algorithm 2
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Algorithm 2 {5197 F[7] 52 5%

INPUT: DY, |User|

OUTPUT: AT Hfifks C

Step 1.

Vp,q € Pyq #p XL, Accessy, Accessq DT 7 & AJGED
FE Sim(p, q) 2 KD 5.

ZZTO0<Sim(p,g) <1 THY, Sim(p,p) = 1.

Step 2.

C=0I2xL

U\["i’ L%JCQ . |US€7”‘ ﬂ@%b)@j‘

C « arg max Sim(p, q)
(p,a)€EP\C

x 8 MHMN 4 FEEBERIC BT % FHiifiE
Table 8 Evaluation of a method in Sect. 5.

SRR () AFAlifE AT
(FxA4 ) (7% A)
24 0.5312 0.5460
12 0.4316 0.4627
8 0.3869 0.4122
6 0.3207 0.3702
4 0.2857 0.3282
3 0.2566 0.3081
2 0.2373 0.2832
1 0.2055 0.2437
AWV CEHli 2479 .
TIT, ek H DI FIHIET B IR HO T

THhY, BEL—FIET L —RLEXT OEEZ 2T
@h£%ﬁhkbfﬁ%%ﬁ5.%t,%%2®ﬁ@%$
s AL LT, I 2 TR T O MMEE Hv5

{(p, q) € C|DPse;(p) = DPse(q)}]

IC]
4.2 Fi L FERDOLEMT, PIET — 128 W T LRERHlfE %
RO7AER TR 8 IIRT.

6 BT FHEITRLRDFHMRE L H W zkERT
EH B0, WTHOBETHE 6 I2B) 5 PHERERD
fEIZ BRT6~90REE DI > TE Y, [HOBEHIZE
LTidE 6 LAOEMERLTWA., FAFAERICD
WT D, Algorithm 1 128 W T T & 12 Step 2 DEY
E%4T > TW7zDIZk L, Algorithm 2 Tid Step 2 (£ 1 %
LD FE T SN\ 728, Step 2 IZHRE L7236 ORI R
Algorithm 1 & R 1/|P| BEIZR > TWwh, IHHDH
RLD, SECTOREFHEL Y BREOKIFIETT 5
boo, FHEEHROBSTIIZO L) RSN THD
HECTHAHEEZD., A, L0 4ZTICBIBEIEIE
D5 L) FEICOVTHEIIHRE 27> T L.

6. &0

R LTI, Web 7 7 4 AR B % L — A O
BTV 7e, BESENC & B BB ILOE LTI oW T
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TEEICEMET 2 T2 IRE L7, MR ICERICIUEL -

i‘—“__

FI L CTEZEHN L, 727 b AJEEOBE 25
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BEE AWFEBEO—EE, NICT ZEthf7e [Web A
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