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Abstract: When the dataset is distributed over a number of organizations, one can expect the improvement
of data analysis by sharing the dataset each other. However, if the dataset consists of personal information,
data sharing procedures must be performed under privacy-preserving constraints. Recently, differentially
private algorithms for some statistical learning problems, such as empirical risk minimization, have been
considered by several authors. In this work, we introduce a general framework for exponential weighting
aggregation (EWA) of differentially private weak learners. This framework allows us to learn effectively from
distributed dataset without leakage of personal information. Especially in the case of the binary classification
problem, we evaluate the effectiveness of our approach on synthetic and real dataset.
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Table 1 Our contribution.
BEESUE AOF & v
TIANUHEIK R L TIANVEIKIB Y
ARz L (Glfi [2])
ERM BIC 2 [4] Oy AT 4 v 7k ([3
B o Ja
4 FMHY  LASSO [5] 7 i 13]
‘j; Dantzig selector [6]
£ Averaging Expert (7]
EWA | 7—%4%] + Mixing [8] AME (4 F)
Mirror Averaging [9]

L7255 T, 75 ARE O

HASHUL, T SDD T T A N IARHERLEE R G729 X ) 12hn
TENLRTITON D LEDNH S, RO HKIX, Z0
L9 BIEWSSRICT 5 T I ANV ORFD b £ T, B
DR T 57— & T L C#EE 2479 T
REBRTHILTHA.
EROWNPLERDLT VLT =2 E200FEENILR
5. 12103, HERHE COBRIIRICE L THIF S L LT
MEND T ITANVRERMETH Y, T Dwork [1]
WX o TRESN/H5 7T 43 (differential privacy)
VD, ZOTTANVEIKOS LT, HHEEIEESD
Ty eflio THERLFEBLEVICRELD ). b))
1 DOEHRIL, MRk SR SN LEHOFHEBREHAL
T1oOFEABRENL2ODIETH Y, T
BEAITHEE (exponential weighting aggregation, EWA)
ENHEN D FEREE V5.
COEIBRMETV—LT =7 DEAIL > THIRES L
B EREANOREOMSK AR 1 12RT. b LAKKE
TOFERERPHFEN TR ITIUL, H5HEE m TFH
7B O oMRER, £7— % D, 2o THEE
N7 BB 2 288 fp, OVERRICH B, Lo L, EHTT
ANUHIRI Z 72 U729 2 COFEBELMPHEEINDL 5
X, ZNOEME L THES 758 8 fage OVEREIZ X 1 B8
W7 RO RICEDITAZ ENTEL EEZLND,
—fl, A TEAERE L 7T A N VIRERE L ORI
E ML= FF 7OMBREH B0, TIA4NUEEE RS
T 5 L4 DIGFEROMUREI TS, OO A¥H
BOMRED 7T A NUREOREIIL U TEILT 225,
L7 — # I & > TRIAF N DI OB E2s K & 1)
W, BT 7 A NVREREZEOICEREL T, #
BAFERITCOFEBR L) BRE L ERT 5 &R
T&5.
FRBFEDOTEE LTAhZE EORFEDMEDT %
KLY, FHREMETHATHE L TEELR DT 2
DIZKBIT B2 EATE, 121385 2 7 &ML (ERM)
WCEILCHATE, ) 123 EEMNEANTHKETH
5. Eillo X OfEERY) A 7 H/MEIC X BFEAI2IE BIC (6
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Strong Learner fp, (Non-private)

Aggregated Learner f;\m (Private)

Accuracy

Weak Learner jD(n; (Non-private)

Strong Privacy protection (¢) Weak
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Fig. 1 An intuitive picture of the relationship between the

strength of privacy protection and learning accuracy of

estimators. f(o) is a non-private local estimator trained

over the node mg’s local data set, fp, is a non-private

global estimator trained over the whole data set, and

fagg is an aggregated estimator made of private weak

learners, respectively.

ETFHLE LToM I3k [4] %2 &), LASSO [5], Dantzig
selector [6] 72 L& F 1, TICHURHED E T IVER LR &
THHSNS Z 0% v, RIFFEICECERTL DL L
T, MEGHEHO S A7 LT, EHTIANY &Y
FRB AT DHAMA D RANIELR S N7z DL CHE [3]
Thb. LK [3] TIE, EHTIANYEIT L) 128
BINZSVM &, 2OM N2 LW AT & L7z Ly-1EHI
OV AT 4 v ZERBICE > THRET S L V) TENES
NTBY, THITHERY X7 /MU & 286 Fiko—iE
ERGEDL. —), BEBEBEIOEAMT T E TSRO
9B AR T e T A T b MM E 08 Tl < B IR
SNTHY, fEgHE, SEhlE, wEE, /2872
N 7R ENOBHPER IR T VA, AFRTRE
ENBTVL—LaT—271F, BEMEAMITHREICBWT,
9B E LTHMT — 9 bR SN ES T T4 R—
MERGEZAH LB EERENICEATVDLE VR .
FBHREMFTICB T, BELT -y o558 %
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B % L) FEPFRHA SN TW L H L LTk [8]) %
HIFTBL. KR, TIANVEEZE LR OEEOFE L
MEITBWT, ERELLIHFHBITEOBETL L,
LFLOET = O— P oFHIN O DTHLHLEIT S
V. Lo, AT L) BHMRRICET AT I AN
PREZLTE T AR TR, MMl T —5 2
FNTER L2 ERA TR 2= N LTHAT B EW
I HEPRRICEET 5. BB EAMFTHEIIOWTO
IVEEAR S LI 3BEBCTHYRNS,

TIANTVHK T TOMET N FEE OB EDRY
Wik, TESDLALHESN T LIH5HTHL. X
ik [10], [11], [12], [13] TI&, ZHTITA VIO &
TOREY 2 7 5/MEIZOWTEE M 3m ) e S, 3
72, SCBK [14], [15]) T, BT 77 A4 Ny EEEn 54 L3R
BBTITANVHIKIOD T, 7T A3V L ALRE
Db L= 47 ORI HERIITIR SN,

T ITANVIIBIFLERN LT A T T, AKRE72
WY A XA MADL I EIZE T, HEMADT—
¥ DEACN T BN OGADEALZ NS KT EHIETH
5. —F, ERT— BN EORROMELZHEAD L,
IHRDBRCHIEREDOPE R &, BITRHERENE DO TY A
7 OGRS ET 2RSS H L. 20 L) HHIT
&, 7 — ¥ RITICH L TR R BB ERE S, /A Afi
Bk o TF—9 2HALT A5 W) EGFTTA NV OHE
LIELIELIZHIK LS 5. 72% 21330HE [16]) T1&, E5E
B LI X BESED T CEROPEETE Y X 7 I1IZB W
T, MEOEDTTAN— B ETIEE TN TR %
ER LW DR ENL, DED L) e DD
FETITANYEGEE LG EIL, ENETEEOBIT S
TRNTRE R A D 2 DT E LD &0 ) MEIEIER 12RO
DBENDLDER>TWD.,

KEEOLT OFFERD & 9 filc o Tk, 28
TIE, FTEGTIANTOERE G2, EBRIEST T4
INY i 7e Y &) B ORISR T 5 AT RO
WREBNT S, 3ETIE, FEEOMAITH VLI E
HFITIZOWTHBIL, BBl L LT mirror averaging [9]
DTNIT) XL TH. KRBT 2 FEREHHE 4
BETHY, 20T IAN- VERBOMEFLELEATS.
A1ETREGTITANVERIOD &L THEEBEEZMHRL D
V7L =L =TIV A RS, 425 TiE, R
S S EOS A BRI LKA T IV T XL RN,
ZOMEN LRI O W THBT 5. 5 ETIE, FIEMEE
BRI L o TIREFLEOUREMKIET 5. 6 ETIIATRERK
DNEDT LD%FT) .

2. ENTSTA4ANNY

2.1 TFEEREB
ARETIEAEG T TANYDOEFRE WL ODDOIERN 21k
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HIZOoWTEHHT A, =%ty FDEANELT, B
MATERLFE B, ML F— 5 IKGET A% T
THIRMEEZD., EZHTIANTEE, 1 BEZOATEH
HhHT—=5ty MIT LM NOMERGAPHENEDLS
Bk n) ZEEERLLEDbDTHS.
ANenbF—4%%y b2 DTHEL, =%ty bD
EREDEEL. DICBTAT— %ty MIIEHY
LBEEER D ~ D BPERSINTVEET S, 2L 2IE
D= (dy,...,d,) \IEANEREEET—5 d; (i=1,...,n)
DEFVEL, DIEFEBEnOT—% 1y bkl $5
L, D~ D' ThHbEE, RTFOMYLEIREDOS T, 1%
FORTAd; #d, LBV, TNLIO n -1 HOEFZTIE
j=d) (j#i) THbILrEHRT L. BEMKRE LD
IIICEHETOIPIEIEZ TVBRRNICL > TRLEY I 5.
B DIFLTHERES fp: Q= X 5261 Tnb
T 5. fpld Do ELNLERNREIE, HDHVIEDH»
LEE SN B ST 4. fp X o THIED
22 (X, A) ISR SN DMERD % Pp LR, E=0T
FGANTEE, D~D OBEIZHH Py &) LOTEE
EFLILDTHA.
EF 2.1 (Differential Privacy). HMREHOESE {fp :
D € D} 7 (e,0)- 5 T4 NV &ifilz¥ Lid, £ED
D~D D& Ac AW LT

Pp(A) < e Ppi(A) + 6 (1)

WY VDZEEV), TIT, 6,6 >03FFADIT A —
Y THAH, §=00D& ZEFFIZ T T ITANY ZiIZT
v,
FERTIANYOHEENGZERIIROEBYTHL. H
BN DT =555 d; 5 di \ZEE SNz L) HED
PERD AT S 2 OFETHON/GE, EHOHHTOHM
T fo & for DHED?S d; DEPSHEIHFESNR VLD
L7z, Z0720121E, fp & for DA S DD E
BT B 2 LN EFEENS,
LU f BT IANYEFmITETDHE,
Po(d) (2)

sup sup
D~D’ AcA Pp/(A)

THDHDT, EFTIANVERS ORI NITHERED
 Pp(A)/Pp/(A) F—HIZ ef LT ICHZ 6N T 2k
Thb. BP0 fp (D e D) WEE pp 2 H0 LIGE
T5&, LB pp(2)/ppr(2) 5—FkIZ e L THIUL -
T ITANY FIZT I EDNGN D, Lo T, G
Mg (LEEHE) OB 2MIELVETELL
bz, MADT—% d; 13 [HEICIE] FEsn%iL
%h. P EREEN 2#ERTDH D05, RSB OO
BERBE (SZBIHEE, M S A N—Y 2V A) TORE
P (17], IRFMEDOKE SO LR (18], EEOF/ O %
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G272 EOHEBHAOIEN [19] L\ o 2ERTOIEY
fLszhZEzhG2 6N Tn5,

KREFORARIS, EHTITANTORERNYBEEE L LT,

AHERE (composition theorem) &I TV 3 DD 1
DEHHT S, THIFHEEMICIE, —ESI A RX— M2k
B ENERIE, TOTF—5 1y b EMRTERE - T
EDLHIWMLLTHS TIANIYIMRIND L) 2 ET
H5.
W 2.1. FERER fp:Q — X O%ESE {fp; D e D} I
(6,8)-ZFTIANTYEWI-TETH, g: O — YV i
{fp} LML RERERT, X LoHEKIcET L5
DETDH., ZDEE, {g(fp)y & (6,8)-ZFT T AN %
7.

SRR TR A: X — YV EEETSE, EEDO D~ D
Y AeBY) LT

Pr(ho fp € A) = Pr(fp € h'(A))
< e*Pr(fpr € h'(A) +6
= ePr(ho fpr € A)+¢ (3)

B 7O, LoT, g0BHi% P, L UL

Pr(go fp € A) = Epup,[Pr(go fp € A| g =h)]
< Ep~p,[e"Pr(go fpr € Al g=h)+ 4]
= ePr(go fpr € A)+ 46 (4)

THoEDPOFREGS.

2.2 ENTIANVEZELEFE

KETIE, BT IANVERIZT I ICEE RN
T3 HFEIIOWT, BT THO N TS ERERET
5. RRTERT HMEO N ZRBIIRO X 9 I1IZHERS
Nt 7=%+ty s D, ={(z1,51), -, (Tn,yn)} &, B
W e, e X ETNVERy, € YO nHOMP S 2 5.
FRLVDOZEM Y IE, E2TWAMES HoENEThHN
FY={-1,1}, HFOMETHNITY =R TH5. #¥
DREE L, =5ty kD, HBGRZONEE, f(z) A
RANOBTHEL ¢ 1T DTNV ER y OFHERD L9
W f: X = Y 2R THETHL. O fOZL
AR CTRFERL V). ARTEMEOS, fE5H
MBI RRE L Tk 5.

SRR f EINBICART A L 1E, - RAL e X
WZXF LT, TNVOTINE f(x) ZRIHERE (X7 70V) &
R THL. ZORFHBIAIL, D OZELIZELT
ETIANTY ERiIZT LI LA, 221 HTIX, —
O MEZ #2582 7 fAMEE L L Towffbz ik
N5, 222ETIE, 222 HOER[LD D & T, FOfit%
T TANY T L) IART A FHII oW THEB
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T 5.
2.2.1 #BEBRUIXIV&/IMEE L TOIERFEME

T =% (v5,y) (i=1,...,n) 13X x{-1,1} LOFH
DFERGAT P S O 7% nBOF > TVE 35, 57—
5y b D={(x1,1) - @nyyn)} PR ONTE X,
Y R 7 Ep (L] ERAMET 5 &9 1288 %
(8% f: X - (-1} Z2HELAw. CoY A%
/MU 2 BN % 5088 f(2) = sgn(E]Y|X = 2]) T
HBHIEPMOENTVDH, RAITHDEDFEMA & 540
PY|X) 2k 2WfEx &te720, EBIELZLIZTE
W,

Z 2T, ARROFBIIHHR 150y ZIBIBTHEAIL,
B 2 08 O LBk e /o a2 EHA 2 L &
E2DH, HRRTDIST X =% 0 e RP TRFAHT SN2
FEE fo: X - {-1,1} &, ROKEER) A7

£0:D) = 13" ua) (5)

ML T AL IR0 B KDDL ETHERT A, 22T
di 37 =5 DM (z;,y;) THY, £(;d) IFHEEBEKTH 5.
FRRBIHIE 0 1B BBk E T 5.

IE 3888 fo(z) = sgn((0,z)) & ¢-risk l4(0;d) =
O(—y(0,2)) \ZBI L TRBAL S 5 BRI REER Y R 2 /b
{LRIETH 5. 72 2L, P R— R ¥<2 > (SVM)
TIFHERBIT e D% 00:d) = (1—y(0,2))4 TH Y,
Oy A7 4 v 7 [GETIE (0;d;) = log(1 + exp(—y(0, z)))
Thb. F72, Lo-lEANER Li-IERNbZR &, LB EH]
LI () ZMRIZ) AT 2FEZHZ L E V. ZOHER
FBRBEE 0(0;d;) = 0(0;d;) + 2r(0) LB E ML L.
2.2.2 EHTITAN— MRER X J5/IME

FEBRY A7 L(+; Dy) 3BT H Y, L7cwso THEERY
27 f/MERTEIS Y E L RECH 5. wE, [E57 T
ANV EGT2T &9 ISREER ) A 7 i/ MERTE O fF % 3B $
bl klE, EHTIANVERIZL, o HNEEROYIRE
i Bo[L(6; D)) %7 B_LNE LT B &) BRERELK O %
oIVl LTERETE S, COMERAEST
TANR—= MEER) A7 F/MEE V) T EICT A,

RIETIE, 8% (%) 20boTiEnd, HEds
BRRILONT NIV O &EGT T A= MIRHTSZ
LEREZDL. 2L, BLENDUEETH SO, B
fo: X = {-11} 225 TITAR=-MIRMATAHZ L HE
TR TH B, EBE, D, — 0 D5EFTITAN—ThHY,
MOINT A —F DIE L FE L ORIE 0 — fo DI S
iE, 2.1 HIOBBERIZL 2T, D, — f; L) ateidzE
FTITANR=NER D,

AT T A N— MEER) A 7 MU 5T T a—F &
LTI, (a) 209 5 748 ENE (1), (b) BRI L(6; D)
DOEHYD [10], [11], [20], (c) exponential sampling [12], [21],
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(d) #9377 A N — MR ECRE T [12], [13] % EHES
SNTwb. (a) O HEBEIRS Biia TETHY, 7
FANYEER L WA DOEDR 0* = infyco L(0; D,,)
DHERIET L2 Laplace 5 1256 / A4 X&INZ 5 [1], [10].
Lo L, WEEhkE, moFke s 5 & A 2k
REIZ—iKIZ45 5.

RIEO LT OF5Tld (b) BBEEIESREL L (d) 257
T A NR— MNERPAERE TEICOWTHHT A, 7vT)
A L1 HBBEBIEE (10], 11), 7TV TY XL 2 135
5T T AN = MERA IR T [12] TH 5.

Algorithm 1 Objective Perturbation [10], [11]

Require: dataset D,,, privacy parameter € > 0 and § > 0, con-
vex loss function £(0; D,,) = %Z:;l 0(6;d;), || VL(O;d) ||2<
¢ and upper bound Amax of the eigenvalues of V2£(6;d)

1: set A > %
2: if 6 = 0 (require e-DP) then

3:  sample b € R? from the probability distribution with den-
sity v1(bs €, ¢) oc exp(—¢ || b [|2 /2¢)

4: else if (require (g,6)-DP) then

5. sample b € R? from v3(b;e,8,() = N (0, M[)

6: end if

7: return Oy = argmingeo £(0; Dy,) + % IRALE: —|—%th9

Algorithm 2 Differentially Private Gradient Descent [12]

Require: dataset D,,, privacy parameter ¢ > 0 and § >
0, convex and L-Lipschitz loss function L(0;D,) =
L3 1 €(6;ds), and the learning rate n; (t =1,...,n?%)
2 32L°%n? log(%) log(%)
=——— 8l
: choose any point from 6; € ©

for t=1ton?—1do

sample d € D,, uniformly at random

91+1 = H@ (9t - nt(nVZ(Ht; d) + bt), bt ~ N(O, 0'2])
end for

set o

NPT RPN

: return Oy = 0,2

INLDT T XL DT Opiy 1ZFEBE (g,0)-7255
TIANY &Iz T EHIREN TS (10, [11], [12]. &
72, Opriv 1I2E S 7% 9 FEEBOUEREICOWT, TIA NV &
FZR LW EORER) A7 DROR/NMEE DX (774
INY ) A7 [13]) Eg[L(Opriv; Dn)] — infeco L(0; D,,) % &F
lidsZEdHRTHL., TIANTV) AT PFHETEN
12, 72k TP IOV TIE SR [22] D EE VT
BAZENTEL., TVITYAL 1 BLO 2 PERT
TIANY) A7 DEFRONT, FNENLT OFEFRAH
LT3,

EIE 2.1 (3CHk[11], Thorem 4). ¢ > 0VFAEL T, VO € ©
EVdE X IZDOWT || £(0;d) |2 CTHAHET D, Apax 1
FHSB %D Hessian V2 DI KEAEE T 5. 2ok X,

() =00t &, TVITY AL 1IZLoTHLNT Oy

IR 72T
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_o (C [P plogp) (©)

EN

72721, 0% & infeco L(0;D,) ZERTZHTHY, Witk
M Ep & Opriy 122WVTED (LT,

D) d>0DEE, TVITYZXL1IZLosTHLNT
Opriv \ERZ 729,

EG [‘C(gpri\ﬁ D’n)] - 912(2 ﬁ(ea Dn)

0 (c 10"l p10g<1/5)> -

n

EIE 2.2 (3CHK [12], Theorem 2.4). (a) FHIEIE £ 13
L-Lipshitz TH A LT 4. COL &, A7 v FlEn =
1Ol L7 EDOT VT XL 2 O] Oy (&

\/t(n2L2+po?)
Rei’zg.

E9 [‘C(gpriv; Dn)] - glg(f_) E(Q, Dn)

_O<L|@||210g3/2(”/5) plog<1/6>> «

£

(b) $EBI%L ¢ 13 L-Lipshitz 722 -5 CThH 5 LT 5.
CDLE, ATy Ty = g5 ELIZEEOTNIYX
L2 OHT) Oppy (TR E 72T

Eq [‘C(gpriv;Dn)] — enelg) L(6; D,,)
~0 (L2 log®(n/d)p log(1/5)>

nfBe?

=437 AN
3- ?é gﬁn}L =

3.1 EHAUSEAMFTICLZHEE

RE TR A E AT #E A (Exponential Weighted
Aggregate, EWA) OFEIZOWTHHAT 2. ARMOS
B f) (m=1,...,M) &iNES (F213 50—k
WA LCHBa f ¥ kp2 %25, 2% 0,
A={NeRY, M O\ =1} EHEEREE LT, FER
D|REENE A ZHYITERZ LT,

Fi(x) = sgn <Z A [V (x)) : (10)

ELCH B f=f 215D,
BRI HEOEARN T A T T, A0 E
HEAX=(A1,..., ) &

Am X exXp <é ;g(f(m)(l'i)7yi)> (11)
ICHBIT 2 L) ICREREZEDL L THD. B S

L, FREOEE {fM) %, BESTA—-F >0, T4
VE=DHEERY 27 nx L(f™;D,) TH b L % Gibbs
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SATCE L TH B f 2155,
REMEAMSITRE L, FEERET 5 K%
FHEELTHLS P LEE éhf%tuﬁm,my:
52 O A2 W T ICH [7], [25], [26) & & %
ZHEI N, T2, ORFHEEEOREIZOVTIE
ik [8], [27], [28], [29], [30], [31] 72 & & BH S 7=,
FEBEMET L FEOZOMOAMA L LTiE, Fifl
O &fEER) A 7 /M (BIC BEiHI, LASSO [5], Dantzig
selector [6]) 7% 5. #FI2, MIEEREOLIRTIEIINS D
i&@ﬁmﬁﬁﬂ%hfbb,ttximCM®ﬂWim
WWDF T 7 NWAEROER OB REZ ERT 52 &H
MHNTWD [4. —fI2, BIC B> & filltids
mﬁmﬁAﬁ?Lw&&b #ﬁﬂﬁ&ﬁutmﬁﬁé&
FHEEDS % B

ST, MEFEOF “@%m&%mﬁﬁéﬁiétbm
T 7 7 WVAEROBMEIZOWTHBLTBL., wE, MHE
DFgFB e {fM_ pEZ N LT, YRS

R(fagg) = IE(X,Y) [g(fagg(X)»Y)] (12)

12k > THRE SNTZET R foge DVERER T 2. ZD &
&, {(f)) OFTREDS DI T D foge DV A2 ZFFE
i3 % AN

; - F(m)
Rfoge) < | 10in R(F™) + A (13)

ZETIVERINA T 7 WVAER L)L O A, v
X, RSN fage DV A S, BERISRIEN
REOFFEGD) A7 I LTENTZTELSRD ) o0
LV, T—A M —Z20FliL LTHMTE 2.

SCHk (28] TUE, MRRTEIZB W TERTREZR Ay D
F—=FOTHRELT
Clog M

n
Dz 5. ZOTHIUL, 728 2 IERETCTEH T 5 mirror
averaging |2 & - TER S NS,

) A7 i/MBIZED KB H W b6, RE

e 720880 2 STHIH S EIR S NS Z E DA R TH
L. 7o Z2AF, ERMLIEO 7 v B 2 8B ) 2 7 /b
f=argminyen 230 0(fa(mi),p) 12 & o TREFE N %
BB d B4, RAEHIR A,m =0 ( leM ) cH2 2
EFMONTEY, ks L — b EERL %W [2].
—F, FRBEBEIMAITICL B2HETEL, HEinmoE ok
FAED 7280 | ZHHF AR 5578 # (T BEAE S A IERI G131
BHL e vbilTn b [29).

Ap oy = (14)

3.2 Mirror averaging I & 2 #&
RECTIIEBEAEBAFT IR SN T VT XLDE
R E LT, mirror averaging [9] 12 & o TG OFH
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BEMETATEICOVWTHEHBT S, £33t =1,...,n

oW T, tHOF =% {dy,... @}%ﬁwtm Z
A® = AT %
( B~ Z f(m) xz) yl))

AD = (15)

zlzlexp( B Y O @) )

kLT%%?% FELB > 0RERENRT A—FTH
LB L THAAR Cbd b, KT, FHBEORAHR
A:QMHWMAT%M”@$W

1 n
‘*aEZA@ (16)
t=1

/C“Zk“sb%). Lf:i)s")/(, ;{ﬁ}!ﬁ éhf;l_l‘_ﬂ%ﬁ fagg
IZEKEIN5.

~ M ~
fags(x) = sgn (Z A S (x))
= sgn (Z Z )\ffl)f(m)(:r)> . (17)

m=1 t=1

IXD X

g f(x) 12
R(f) = Ex ) [((f(X),Y)] (18)

THZO6N%. 22T, MIFHEExy) 7% (X1,Y1)
O I LTE S, K (17) TEZE 5 mirror av-
eraging EEED ¢-1) A 7 1B A HFHIYMEREIC DWW T
ROEHDPH SN TN D

I 3.1 (3LHik [9], Corollary 5.3). {4 FHH 12
WT, G f(z) = senf(x) ISH T AHEEB KA ¢-TE
e l(f(x),y) = d(—yf(z)) ThAHExEELHL. 22T
¢: R — Rxo &2 FIEGTREZRMBIRITH - T, By >0%°
FELT

R W) AT

V| <1, {¢'(x)}* < Bse"(x) (19)
EWizTboLdh,
ZDEE, B> By 2K B mirror averaging H#ExE = (16)

ZDWTRDIEALT 5.

Blog M
n

Elx v)[R(fags)] < 1;}113;11\4 R(F™) + (20)

12720, WITHEEY vy & D, & EN2 T — 5 O
MICELTES

7ol zE, uY AT 4 v G OHEE ¢(2) = log(1 +
exp(z)) (35 (19) Ziii7z L, ZOWHE B, =e & &ML
v, F72, BEFOVERECE T 2 VAR (20) OFEIH

BloeM gy — 57 — 3R TR E —5T 5.
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4. ERTIAN—  ZHBHOMKE

4.1 HEIL—LT—T DO

KREGTUE, EEBEMICTBLT =200 0FEH M
HEERNLL, TREW) 20DEST T N— FEE
BRED R TV — LT = 2 R_ETE, &7 —%
Dy ={(z1,11), -y (@n,yn)} 25, FEBIIE M +1 DEL
DHBEIC ML TWA LTS, Rlfm 3EhEFNT—
X b DM (m=0,1,...,m) 285, &5—% D, &

M

Dn::IIlﬂm) (21)
m=0
DL DM DI E R > TWDE, 72721, [] 13X
MEERTHTTHY,

D = (@™ ™) @) (22)

Ty, ) ynm

BIOYM n,=nThs.

ZHMEm X, T—% -+t b D, OFEHE W TEE DR
EErfEzwv, LaL, ko 7—4% DO (1#m) %
M4 22 LidTad, esnzr—%tvy b D, DI
HEEHANPLCEETLILETERVWLDET S, —
J7, MR U £m) 25, DO LT (6,0)-%577
AN &7z T LA SNHEREZEY)ZITAHZ LT
FENTWEETE, DLED L) IR T, &Mk m
ET =¥ D, DIERT % 5 FEMICHH L TrEasr
ELMEEEZ2 5. OB 57 7a—F
ELT, BHBI DS (6,0)-E0TIANVE LT L)
ZEEse fO 2 ZIEY, FNSEGEHEE LCRET
BTENEILND,

DUF T, m=mo=0REMEEERTHEFEL, DO
BT TANTEZEBETIIMZ L HMBEHNOT— 5 & F
b, B 2E3EGT T4 Mg FEEEREDO T L — LT —
7 OMERTH 5.

D) ——{DP Learner f”(l)

Mk mo 13, HLUSL O KM S 55 5E w fom)
(m=1,....M) %05, ZOLX, % fmi375—%
£y b DM IZBEL T (6,8)- 0TI ANV &z d L9
WESNA.

22T, A ORMBEREIIT LT, TDLI) Ry BEN
BARIIIZEN A Z DU ETH L. LR Z DR ITN
&, BT 74 X— MIFERGeEL 2 L EERIE—KIZT
BBTHhoHEEZOLNL. b LFEOMBEIRERR) A 7 K/
b LTERMMETE B H81E, 222G T T4 X— b
W) 2 7 /MU T L s TES R LD EHW .
ZH)THRWEA, bbb/ v87 2 Ny 7GR %k
e ORIE T, 72 & 2 133K [32] @ Gaussian process 12
LB WM NEE TR EEAWCTEBREHET 5.

RIZ, #Mkmo 1d, BB CHRIZEZ 557 —% DO |2
Ho X, fefit Sz M EOSgEEE (F0 M| %R0
BEAIFTICL > THET S, SHICE T, Mk mo 135
GENTZFBE fage £185.

FROT7 V=267 =7 OFROEEN LHHIERO LB
DTHAH. ik moe AL ATEBRROES F00) 13, B
I IR D 7 — 7 & v b {DM)]) HEEOEFHD ) b,
TENIEREE RS 2 iy 2 B By TR GO PLRE IS
WETLEHSZ T RME Lz 0 EZLNE. Lo
T, R TIANYD ) L RNZXMREOHILE Y b 7 —
I FEEINC X B FEBOMREDH EPKE S RAD L %5
X, A L2 B fage VML mo THENZHE L2%E
WLV IR LD EDPHPFETE S,

F70, A LB fpe &, ROGEOEMRTES T
FANY R,

BB 4.1. T—F Lty s D, IZEETNDEIL, HBHRAOH
RO P IZFNENHE, HEWIIHTTHhH ET5. &Hl
fBm=1,..., M>PRBLEEEERS [, =t

kDO ZRIL T (6,0)-0 T TANY &7z LT 5.
HAFEE fage 1E, BHFOT—5 £y » DO T 23R

D)

|

D®) —— DP Learner L R
Aggregator |- f

DM)  IDP Learner

B2 FIA4R— FEEEHRET V= LT — 7. KR m 358 f) 25T I8N %
W7z LR L, EWICAT 5. Mk mo (&, B m (m=1,...,M) 256
RS NFERE B0 T — 2 DO ZHOTHRAL, %88 fage 2HRT 2

Fig. 2 Framework for aggregation of private weak learners. Each organization m train

a differentially private learner f (m) on its local data D("™), and disclose them

each other. Then an organization mo combines the weak learners using its local

data D and obtains an aggregated learner fagg.
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St {0 @),y ym =1,... M, @2,y e
DOY ZHWTHREND T2, SOLE, fo, (206
@oF—5+y » D,A\DO =M DO IZLT (¢, 0)-
T TANY HWIT .

i 4.1 12X Y, mirror averaging 7% & O ML 70 &2
HIHEOT NV IT) XL E o> TESNIAFE 1T
D, \ DO =[[M_ D™ 120WT (£,8)- 35T F 41N %
W7z 2 enphsn. 2F0, Millime PARMY 2 %W
i m (m # me) BT 2MALZ—FOERIEL, ¥7
BOMEEITo72L LTHIKKRE LT (c,0)- 557 T A
TTRREI N TS, FEE, T — 5 OMNLEOE &y
2.1 DEBGERD HIE)

%k, FEY AP _AEGERETS 5561218, Al
ARELTHEDS DLW 3] ICL o TRESIN TS,
T [3] T, A7 2 — XICBTBESTIA N— M
B ORERE, L- 1AM Y A7 4 v 7 [l Tk
ETHENRELNTEY, #5) A7 R/MEIZ X 5RE
D—HTHLERRES.

4.2 AOY X7« v 7EIROH

CCTIEFEMABIE LT, VAT 4y 7R EHKE L
BHEOVRICDOWTELRT S, UV AT 1 v 7 HRoiESE
B, MIES S fo(x) = sgn((0,x)) IZH LT

£0,d) = L(fo(x),y) = log(1 +exp(—y(0,x)))  (23)

TEFZRINDL., BHEDOIETITAN=F2EREIIBWTIE,
Lo-TFHMET ¥ 27 1 v 7 R HEE X

N 1 <&
f = argmin < — log(1 + exp(—y; (0, x;
g {”Z; g(1 + exp(—y; (0, 2:)))

+Mueﬁ} (24)

THZ2ZbNA, 22T, 6 CRPIHfEEREOHEMEERDN
EETHDH., TXNTOT—% (X,Y) €RP x {~1,1} iId
BHERSAT P HMAAAER SN TS LT 5, BHO7:
O, RETIE X OFBGAHADOEIT R ORMERICEENS

EIRET A, 72, ©dbar s eg5,

41 HTEALLZL—LT =210, SHMRITED
BIBEEENE (T T) XA 1) Kk oTe- 774X
MefEEEEFE L, EWIZART A, RIZ, R me &
AL A 5 238 S 472 M B OIS (™)} % mirror
averaging |2 & > TIEA L, #7288 Ougs Z1ES.

fage (2P VTUE, KOFHHAE NG, 72721, VA
B R(0) = R(fo) = Ex vy [l(fo(X),Y)] THFRHN%.
FE 4.1, FFEO &) ISHEHEER Ouge BT 2. 20k

&, H#ll#k mo »7—% DO %pv7257—% D, \ DO 0
FRSAMAICELTHEEL-a (0<a<1) T, ROAEX
A RACH

© 2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

E?)O(,Y)Eé\/[ [R(éagg)] - ellel(g R(@)
1 M log(2M AM
< A + { CRVDI
)\reg n—"no n—ng
M log(2M M log M

gl ost /a)}-+ CoM _ Blog (25)

n—"no e(n —mnp) no

22T, ANPICHENLBFEICOWT, EM 13 DO 1z

(X,Y)
EENLT Y OREEGA PICELTEY, EM I3KH

flm e {1,..., M} O HWEEIEEEIC X > TG-S hie
JARXICELTE S, F72, As(Meg) WEIEHILI ST 2 =%
Mg VAKIFT 25 TH L. Oy, Co lZZNENIEDEET
BHb. As(Aeg), C1, O lEVTND, T—FHng, n,

BB M, T7I9ANYNRGIA=F c 23R WVETH S,
EH 4.1 OEHIIFEE A1 TRT.

5. ETEHEEER

WRETEOMWREZFMET 2720, NL7—% (5.14) B
SOETFT—% (5.2 ) 1o L CRIEMERLT- 72,

FEBICHET AE AU T CHMET L. 9, K&
WxHes 5 M+ 10 7 — FIgkL<Tn/(M+1) 32
DF =y PHEIIRBENDL L I)ICT S, &/ — FIZHS
DTF—=FZHNT, e T IAR—IGERIATA VY
MRS EESREFET A, BT IAR-— P AIRAT A v
)G OFE 700 T X4 & LCIEICHE [10] © BB EIESE)
EERA L.

RIZ, %/ —FEEZUANADO M 7 — F2 52 -
725577 # %5 % mirror averaging (17) IZ & o THET 5.
MAHoBREEKRE LT3 uY AT 1y 7 AIROHEK
BMEEHws, CoBERISFLTE, BENXTA-F%
B> By =er~2718 £§ 5 E5M (19) ziii/zd. €ZT,
REOERTII—HIZF=3 L L.

51 AIL7—2%&

ARETRRATIIZER L7 — 7 12§ 2 EBE2 170,
IRETHEOUREICOWTHELET S,

R E LB GHHREIHEERTH L7720, HIEGHET
R T — 4 # IE LT E L0 DO EELZFFIRE
D1DOTHALEZLNS.

FIT, LHE[20] 12 Bv, RO LHIZLTT—4 524k
L, 7ANF— 26T B IEARTHHEE DML % 2T
L7z, 9, 10 Rou O HALERE O —k55045 20> 6 o 7
MUV gEZS TV, BE%EGauFmE B L7z
K2, FU < 10 ke O WALEKE EO—kEoAm s 57— 4
2 TVL, GEEFITRXY S 2 TIMED T XL 2 fF
G L7z, OB EEFHER D O HEE0.03 LNE~— 2~
L, v =V UYHIZEINETFT-F IRV Bw DEo
LI LTTHDO TN E 10 RICDEALANRZ B IVOF A
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Fig. 3 Average accuracies on synthetic data with n = 5,000 and M + 1 = 100.

x® 2 MEFHBROEEEVPAMMET -5 12X 50 A7 1 v 7 HFOIEESREL L7z —
N

Table 2 Number of nodes where the aggregated classifiers exceeds the local classifier

in accuracy.

€ 0.1 03 05 0.7

09 11 13 15 1.7 19

Improved | 88 88 92 97

97 97 97 99 99 100

b7 —4% 6,000 TEK L. ZD 9 E n=>5,000 5T
AT =%, R D 1,000 Hx T A M=% L LTHW
oo BB, TANF=FITIETED T L ASEERC 500 &
TOGEINLLIICL. LoTHIZ, EH60—JiDT
NNV DK FE NS T 2 S ERHROIEERIT 05 &%k 5.

F9FMERE LT, £50007—7xFHLTEIR
T4 v 7 ARET S GEDOIEEFEFET S L 0.999 T
Hotl:. TNE, TIANVETEETHIERL
T— 5 AHICEAE TEBLEDOIEEEITHIE L TW5.

MAFBEIROVEREIIH T 5 T IANUVARHEDORE ¢ DF
HAZoOWTEET L., /—FoHIT100 &L, &/ — KNI
5,000 EHOHNBET— & % 50 HT2F v ¥ LIZE D BT/,
&/ = FNIIRABHD e80T IF7AXR- 2O T AT 4 v
7 llEass s, MBHO@BEOu Y AT 4 v 7 BlE5HH
WEENENFYH LIz, E5T T4 R— PR E
IZZH L 72D %, mirror averaging 12 & > TZENS 2 A
L7.

X 3 i3I e, FEEICIEEEE 70y FLAZODOTH
A, 7272, EEEITL0MO - FETEYE L), %
BT ITANYEEELLFREOBEITIS O IEEREL T
Oy FLTWwW3, £9, A5OT—FDATEEDOEY A
T4 v 7 AlEE R L e OISR (— ) 13
0.559 Tho7z. ThiF, FHIRE Vo SWILET 52 LM
TEF, &/ — PP LTV BEAIER T e 2 h5 12
ML D, T2, TIANVHRER LA TH L ERE
L72Ha (Bhwide=00 LR LA, @EOFY
e D ISKHR L7236 O AT B O IEE R (S
20973 CThHo7z. Thicky, F=2FobordfgL
HTH, PUEFEES AT A2 EHTENLE, mirror
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averaging |12 & o THIAFED 77— & 2 %= WICFIATE %
CEERRELTWA.

RIZ, REEOBHAIHED, e T T AN Ziiil=d
FRBEHA LTS DOTFHIEER W~ —H TR
Ty MChLH. FHIEERE, e DKEL R, #H5TT
ANy DRFESREEDTS F A IO TINS5 2 EFRTE
Na., —F, e=01DBETH->Th, HEFHBRDOT
EERITHDTOT — 5 DR B - 72 FR2ROFI ISR
LHE->TWwS, B, WABKOY—HT/RLZ7HE Y M
% D& T T4 X— NERBROVHEERTHY, Th
SR TIANVRED - OD ) L X%t 5L TWAE720,
WEOVI AT 4 v 7G5 EEE D D IEEEIMEL B o
TWwa. LaL, 26 52fae L7HAI1ICE T — 28
E2HGITE T, LV HBENREEROMEEIEDL 2
ETETCWLEEZLNL, 72, |2 1%, 100 / —
FDH L, EFEGBOIEERPEMMET — 5 DA THEH
L7 HmoEERE Ll o7z ) — FETH 5. KEHD
J— D, ZL—AT—=ZIMATAZEICEoTILLY
HEDBWEEEBIELZENTETCVDLIEDNGThD.

B, KEOERIZBWT, OY AT 4 v 7 EFDIEL
/8T A =% Aeg (&, 3CHK [20] 127 5 W—HEIZ 0.01 &7k
EL7., ZOREHECHET A EREZRRTEL. 77
ANT REZE L 2Vl OFEEOLA I, IEAME YT
A= FFIHT — 7 2 VT ZREME L EDOTHEICL 5T
PET B EDHEETH D, —F, SR L) RFETE,
Fa—S VT LRI A=F FDLDONT— 7 MG T A
72, ZOfEEAL Tk S N7z FB8RE=S 774
NGNS I EDMRIEEI N B D ) HESEL A,
HIRT AT 7Ta—F & LTI, 72k 21E, FIREOE
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WO OEGT TANY ZTT EHINT A =5 &8
R 2 HEDIREENTVS [10. LAL, EHFTIAN
VHIB T COEEOMEIIBIT LD L) A /8=8F
A — 5 BIROMBEIX, TRAKP 1 2OKRERT—< L L
THRENTWEHDTHY [33], AEDOTL—LT =2
A LR B e T o — = R EOERII AR TR
WO HRELHBR 5. £ TARRTIE, FHERAICL %)
REIDHEMLL T A EEEZ, Wb THREL
TIERME/ ST XA =% %45 ) — RC—RICHWA Z L & L7,

5.2 EERET—4

K2, L DERBZIICB W TIRETEOMRET FHME§
B2, ET— 5T B EBREITo /2. FEERICIE UCT
Machine Learning Repository [34] TAR ST % Pima
Indians Diabetes 3 & UF Breast Cancer Wisconsin (Diag-
nostic) 7—% -ty WA (LLF, FNF1 Diabetes
/ Breast Cancer &3 5).

Breast Cancer D% A 7 1%, Ml OWEEMEDS, »F
ARIFLO B (B) &2 WIZESE (M) O T NV EH
ETHLNDTH5D. Breast Cancer DK T — ¥ 13555 30 2k
TSR EHMENRT FVEZEDOTNVOMTH Y, 4
RTH69 6 %b. ZDH)H B ITNLPOVZT—F 3
357 A, M INUIE 212 HCHAH, EFETIX, M T h
585, BINU»h 84 HET Y ACHIRL, & 169
HaeTAMNT—=4% L L7z 5RY D400 mzdlfr—2 & L
T, 10D/ — FI240 5327 v ¥ AIESG L7z,

Diabetes ® % A 7 1%, BAEDER:, MAEHE, M, iR
M7 EDT— 5 P OMERFOZMEREHEET L DT
#%. Diabetes D% 7 — ¥ 13 8 RICOIE A B & O FE Rl
MR ABEDIFEENRT MIVERRIFTH L0 EPD TN
AhBRY, F=F B 768 ThHhbhH., TDH L, HEKE
B S NIZIEBI 7 — 4 1% 268 &, ABIE 500 HTHDH. FE
BCid, ERlEAFIALZNZEN 84 HT 2T v ¥ LI
BL, Br168 AT A M F—2 & L7z, BEY) @ 600 5%l
W= &L, 10D/ — FIZ60 2T & LIS
L7,

4, 5 3 F1LZF 1 Breast Cancer B X UF Diabetes
T—% Xy MIT LEBEEFRTH S, Breast Cancer 7 —
Yy bTIR, TIANVREREIRVEA (e < 1.5)
12, MEFEROFIIEEIIHTDOT =5 DA% flio7:
FRBOREEZYLHELTWEW, L2L, e<250k X,
MEFHBIIBEDDT —F DI EfE - 1B BmOWE L I
[lo72. 22T, 2OBEICIE, TIANVHREZ e~ 2.5
BEICRELTHBERIEAFOX) v b H bz D, F
7z, Diabetes 7— %t v FTlE, e > 03D L X, HEF
HEILEARED T — % & W23 L il L TR
FAEEEA, L 2RELRL7.

B, CHK[B] 1BV, #&EY A7 R/MEIZED e
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Twab, LaL, kB CIETIANTVlELZ e =101
BRELTBY, NI T DARRLLT—5 Ly bh
5 O W53 DM B BB D MED K 15T el0 & 2.2 x 10°
RRERL LI LR TAHI L 2EERT 5. KEIOFER
Tld, e~ 25 BETOUENHETE, LVHRENLTT
ANVERETHMAEDOA) v NPHIFFCEL 2 L 2RE L
TwW5h,

6. FTEHEERE

KT, #0774 X—=FFEROTFL LR E
DFFEEMAEDEDLZLIZEY, EHTIANVHFD
b & THEEGRRICOT LT — 7 2R 0ICAH LT
Baf1) 7V =T =7 &gE L. £/, ZESHME
B EMEM T IVITY) AL ELT, E5T 74—
MEEEE ) R 7 /MBS & o T B 72 5958 27 % mirror
averaging I & o TIA T A FHEeRE L2, SHIZEHE
W7Zama e LT, BRGNP Y AT 4y 7l Tod 5
EOMER IR IO W Tikam L, FHEMIERRIC L - T
FFREOA AR L.

KO AZ Db DX, “MHSFEUIZS LD IEw S
7 ZDfEEHFE OMEICEATRTH L. 728 21T, #
G ORI LT, KfREFERICL TES T T4
N— MEERY) A 7 1/MEB & U mirror averaging 255# H T
EHLEEZLN, TOWREOMIEEARNTED 4 HOFRET
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