Computer Security Symposium 2020
26 - 29 October 2020

—HRALBRANR A iEZZ AW
BFRER T 14 RN— FMREBSTERE

B/ Bbe =i sg2!

BIE | A ZBERNA RiEE2— (b3 2 2 & T, BRHRCRIEAGELRFZED 77 4 XS — iRz 3
BERIGHEATTRER, EEOMHE 7L — LV — 2 R IBET 3. A D 7L — 27— 27 3IEEFINE X OB
B E R T 2 e o, (ERTFIEL RN THEEEENNI S B2 Z e BWPFRFTE 5. RAPPORICX LT
ATV —LU—2%EAT 2. ZOR, GHEMKEE FOME TR 37— &V A4 XIZHIRHPLEL 205, Th
% 10 G EGET 2 HIERIRE T 2. BUESEENC X b BIFFE & i UG 0 Z_FEIV NI VW &
PHER LTz, FHCL a— FEDZ WA T R/EAIIBW T 20 fEOWEN RIAD -2 L 2HET 5.

F—D— K RIES T T4 A, BRAA K

Locally Differentially Private Frequency Estimation with Generalized
Iterative Bayesian Technique
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Abstract: We propose a method for estimating the frequency distribution that satisfies the local differential
privacy. Our method satisfies both non-negative and total number constraints to reduce the estimation error
compared to conventional methods. Numerical experiments show that our method has the small error in
frequency estimation compared to the existing methods.
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TG LTEY, BRI L ITEBOMERITS T
ETT— R ERDOEHEHEEZITS. ZOHIETREERTT
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LERTT — X DERART b hy ZHET 5.

hy = hy P17 (4)

WTANEIRE AR B Z e CERD DT E
BH, ZOWE EERBANRZ FLOREICAEIEL B RA
DH5. HHADOMHEIKOIWKHETSZRELAVS.
WL LB L, BN EHAR 2 Lo ED A
LoV E LT, BRNA X 2] 3D 5. R #
DIRLEIET 2 22T, BHANY ML hy ZHEET 5.

T T
hyt =hh - (P <hX’ > (5)
hi, P

ZZTh, BtREHOEDIELD hy 23, Fi, - 13N

— 201 —



7 PVOEZER, BV EEIRY VORIt OHI D HEE
RT. VHIREST DBt =0DHAE K, =hy 2L, D
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FIGHETINTRABRTETEZ I h 5, BLAS 54 75
DOFIH GPUH® BLAS 74 77 VEMHEHATE+9E
HICETEDTRETH 5.

3.2 BMICESHEZEOHIR

A TETREME AR HEFERE L B
O(|X||Z]) = O(DIZ|) TH 3. |Z| > N DFEMEHBHED
SLORBIT, —RILBRARA XIEDFHEOBRHHERD 01272
5t xFAHT 5 T, EHEHEE, KFEGERL HIC
O(DN) \CECHIRS 2 52 RET 5.

|Z| > N TH 2580 hz; OBMICERT 2. hz OF

ized Response 2o THDH, HOT LIV XLE I X =Z T
HER LTS, o TARMTIRFERR S TWiRVd DL LTHD
w>S.

2 BUEEERANC Z OFTEMECHEER L 7RI R W2 L 2SR L
TW3. T ORI oA FEZE X g T\ <.

— 202 —



o
| BB | —=
N P ED:EEE

2 BRI LETEERRO A X -2 BREFS 0 THd L
T5. R, AWTHBAETHZ Zedbird.

A RE|Z| THBEW, |Z| >N TH2Zeh b, hy OED
—HRRAF 0 LB (FERA 0 ThbB {2}V, ICHBE LA
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DINILTHED 0 TRW. (X2 5H)
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BRNRA RFEDAINE, hz BEUOP TH5S. hz iE, 12—
B i 23EHE) L 7z Perturb(Encode(z;)) = bl ZHEHN L THS
N (BN, 26, BRZ MY € Z DI hz(b) %K
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P IHTAIORERTH 5 Priz|z] BbriuI kv, X OFEF
L < #~R2% &, RAPPOR Tl Perturb ® A 135 X 143
NAFVRY FIVTHZDT, N FURY M LDOBERRER
DPREFAUIRV. N FURT ML OEBBIERIE, N1 FV
R PNVOREDEBERDOIE L 72 5. £z, Perturb D A
NOEE D EEOMETH 20, K 2P FEEr 22 Z e
5, BRHERITHI P IE D x 2P 175l 7253, #2113, D=3
DEE, AJNI3FEHTH D, KNI s 25, £/, A
113 b = (0,1,0) TH Y H1J] Perturb(b) = (1,1,0) TH -
72350, BRI (6) &, p(l1—q)¢ TH2S. D=3 D
B OB HERITH P € [0,1]P72” #[M 4(8 R— Y HICIB
#) Ry,

ZDh: BEXUP EZHWT, R (10) ZFHETIUIRW.
RAPPOR X |Z| =2P TH 2%, ELXICLTN <2P TH
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XoT, FPEHICTEET 2RO BB DR A RE L 72
% ([18] ® FIEE™). Iz X p,q & Symmetric Unary En-
coding ¥ L T RAPPOR KXW HELL72 T 3. ZODRE
WA FIURT PADEREL =B L RVEBHERIT
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KRB/ INITHIRA R 2B,
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Tun—FbEZL5NE0, BLAS 74 77 U GPU #&
ZHW 356, KOV K-+ SR ERE N E T T
H Y ERBFTEIIARTE R 5. EH LEREETREN
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X DV A4 X D PREVEET SR EZE/ MU TR
ZAB5EICTEHIERRETS. PP 2EBBLELTD
R (10), X (11) DFAEICHEDI RN LIWCEHT S22 T
FHT 5.

R (11) (R (10) HFRE) 13,

T T
ht+1 — ht . P/ hIZ
v * h, P’
T
n, \"
ht . P/ Z
8 (“ (hxaPJ )

TH3. ZZTal3brOEBTHSE. ZOEKL LT
WUIREEZRETZI TP OF/MHEEREL L, BH
ETIERZ D o TAEFEEFE/ NI TH IR 2 X512 5.
3.4.1 o OREAHEDERRIEHA
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PobbhrbEDERHEREp, 1-p, g 1—qDit4DOD
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BHIRT 2203005, a=1-—qllLTHEXZIDR
LDLAZOMDEIZRMEI L ICRRZ 0, ROK
BOEERS LREZ e R 2 REEICT 2872
aTHBEERD. Zho &), Ea LTE, P OF
ECFHELTHE T2 p, 1-p, ¢, 1 —q DIHERDHER
AU RW.
3.4.2 /R B3T—2Y 1 ADIERMFENR
AHITIXRETH & AR RAPPOR X512, aP’ D175
EOR/MECELT, %S> T —XH 4 XD & p,q DBFK
ZEEH L, BRETE NS TIRZ 2528 L .
1T DEDR/IME one-hot XA FUXRZ FLb e Z 0
Perturb IC& D b’ € Z 2o DR Z M LD HBAHIC
DWT, 125 1127 o 7 8EE c1, 12301272 » - l%
1—c1 = é1, 003 11272 o 7=MB#E co, 03 01275 - 7= {E#0%
A REFHEL [18] DEWE, [18] H1E (9) - NEH VTV S
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3 3 x 23 ® Unary Encoding 12 & 2 BBH#RITH P O
%, hz((0,1,0)) = 0,hz((0,1,1)) = 0,hz((1,0,1))
0,hz((1,1,0)) = 0,h=((1,1,1)) = 0 DHFHFD P’. 3t
LT1—qdd2Tehbhrrsb.

5
S|

D—1-cg=é¢ 32 D=c1+(1—c1)+co+D—-1—¢
TH3). BRBEBHERDMEIE p (1 — p)Pge(l—q)™ &
5 WELRZ (Y, & b LT e, e, é1,c0 BT
BL, (BN, FORME cpin, grin, gymin g min 35 X 8
RHRAE oz cmae gomaer emaz 2G5, 253 % b4l
LTHET2p, 1-p,q 1—qDHEETOHE, 405 «
i, a=pd " (1—p)a" g (1= )" v B (BIME
ein emin ggmin g min 3R EIET 5 pq, 1 —p, 1 —q B3
ZOEFHBT 2 Z e 2EHEKT 2). (b)Y, 5 EHAN
Z Ml hz ZEHUBMEZZERLUTERLZ PPICRLT
aP’ DITHI DD T/ MED S — 2%, pi™ ™" (1 —
p) AT g e T (1 — gy ™ v e B

oaP OTHE O BR/NED E DOREICKR S 2,
C7lnaxv Crlm‘n7 C—lmax, C—lmm7 C(Y)nam7 anin7 C—Omaac7 C—Omin 2)3\53\75)11
BEW. MZTe €{0,1} R7DIFL AYHENRNI L
M5, o BLU ¢g DADERKEL B/MEDFEZ AU
+oTHhH3.

co BEU ) DRAELRIMEDZE RAPPOR IZHBWT,
NAFYRZ FLDED 0 DBIT ¢, 1 — ¢ KHEWVEEEE
TH5IEERNNVRX—=ATE D - 1E{To 250 (ZIH
DI WS VR D, EoT ey BIU ¢y DIARHEIZZ
N p(eo) = (D —1)g,pu(c) = (D-1)(1 —q) THDH,
BEREEEZNZN 0(cn) = /(D - 1)g(1 —q),0(c) =
VD= 1)q(1 — q) TH 5. “TEHSHIFHES & CEEHER
DT ARENGE (5 ML), ERSHIGELTE2 2
DHILGNTWVS. Ko TENLTNDORAMEL H/MEDZEZ
ERLL 72 R OEEXE S HVIUIR V. 2, &
HRED 2 R EHEXME L 31UX 5% DS, FUERFAE
D 4 fEEREEXE E THUL 99.993666 %5 L 72 5. )
57— XN BEL AU 21F LR T RIS 2 (518
RN E DI KRB 2, 7T =2 L5
BEEHREL, ZAUNIET 2 EEXEZRET 2 & RV,

BIEF N = 1,000,000, D = 10,000, € = 1, p, ¢ 1% Sym-
metric Unary Encoding 22 % (p=1—-q¢T»%). 20D
= 22BWVT aP’ ODITHHED B/ IMEH G TR NS
WCINE 20085 0% KD %, N =1,000,000 CTH2 b
{EFEME % 99.9999998027% (0.998 = 0.999999998027 1000000
THY D) & T 5. ZOBROEEXEIIEERED 6 5
TH5. oP’ OR/MED R D DED ¢6VPIO-D & (1 —
q)0VPI1-0) — 1 17E — 183 > 4.9E —324 TH B L2 b,
9 99.8% DHERTID LS ZEHNTEZ L VRS,

4. RE&

RAPPOR THEL LEM R — AL ZERN A X% (R
(12)) Z W 2 FHE (MUT, 1IBE2FiK) OREZEE 3 5 72
B, ERARY M AHEEREDRMZ1T S .

4.1 7T—2tvk

T—=&ty MVAANTLTFT—&ZHWE. ATL7—-%2& LT,
Zipf BNZHES 7 — & B SHIHED T — X TEBRZITS.

Zipf AIICTES 7—4 Zipf A, MHOANORY = 70D
7 7R RBE e Vo T RBARITH D LD Z o3RRS
TW233HDTH 3. Zipf IHhE> 7 —&i%, 13 I1TRTH
WS KD T7—%% NEERT 3.

1/Ds
Y1 l/ne
AREER T zipf HlO—&NIE T X —XThH2 s=1TH
ELFEBREIT- /2.

BEADHICKS T—2 RADMIHS 7—&1F, X 14
WRTOICHES K510 F— &% N @RS 5.

f(D;s,N) = (13)

f(D;s)=(1-39)"s (14)

AREERT 1] & 2 FERIZ s = 0.8 TREIE LEBREIT- 7.

4.2 BFE

e F ke LT, fi 2.3 T/8 L 72 Randomized Re-
sponse[7], RAPPOR[4] 2/ X, Subset Selection[14], [17]
B & f Hadamard Response[l] X5 ¥ 3 % . Randomized
Response [FBRXNRA RiE%x Wz d D5 RAPPOR IR
7 FVOERT CITHANLISHTAIEERWEbDE T 5.
Subset Selection[14], [17] i, S OHIPHZ NI ¥ T EED
—IEIL% 5 KO L7 TH D, BIEEBHEERED
& H/NEVWFETDH 5. Hadamard Response[l] 1ZiE1E
TR T — R B ERHEERAE DN T v R 2 MM A 7

4.3 RERFRE

BBBEENZ 5 10 ERITE2ITV, ZDFEY
iR LTHRAT 22335 ANLT7T—%&
(N, D) = (1000, 1000), (10000, 1000), (100000, 1000) ¥ L,
e = {1,2,4} THEELEML . REFED niE D4
RAPPOR IZEIF % p & ¢ & Symmetric Unary Encoding
L7, BEOERS% hh, & LG ERGHORER
FHERD ZRBGE DM TS 6 2 &5 5.

3 (h%éx)hfsx)>2 15)

rzeX

CIRBGRIIBER I L DBEDNRZIVIZERF LT 4 KR

B BAAA A EOMEEBARUET 5 /A 9] TIRESATHD,
WIEH RS O(ND2) Th 5. SIEHLS 7 — XTI, o
Fik b AT ER A G & T BN R4 L L7
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<25, XD BARMCIZEDERHR E W EAT TR
REVEBRAEDNKRELS 2D, HOEBBREWEANIR S
NUEZRFFTRNETDH 5 Z &b HfdaaAE TR < SRR
AERALL.

4.4 HEBER

Zipt AN S 7 — X DEBFERZ R 1, BADIITHES
T—RXOEBEREZR 21TRT. N ZESTIHVEL
THETEEN NI BoTWB I eRbhb. Zipf HlIC
ST —&ZDe=1DKD N = 1000,10000 D& — ZIZ
BWTIX, 214 Subset Selection 3 & TF RAPPOR %%
BOWiiReBoTwa., —FZRHUADTRTIZBNT
REFEPBNRLTVE 2 WVWZ 3 (16/18 TIRETFIEIEN
TWw3). FlziX, 1HD N =10,000,¢ = 4 IZBWVT,
SubsetSelection 75 RAPPOR ¥ FERTH 0.001 DETH
205, REFIEIEIN 0.006 DHEIT OB 6 FHETE
TWbZehbhrd. R2HD N = 10,000, = 21ZBW
T, SubsetSelection 5 RAPPOR ¥ kb XTHJ 0.003 DizE
TH 2P, BREFIEIIN 0.06 DHETH H Y 20 fExET
ETV3 VRS (ICBWTHEBRICKIEREEDH 3).

BT DIZH LT N BZWESIIERFENRE D EN
TW3. £1HD N = 100,000, = 1 {ZBWT, SubsetSe-
lection A5 RAPPOR & HERT#J 0.003 DRETH 353, 12
FFHEIIR 0.007T DHETH DK 2.5 fEHETE TV (A
BRICEZR). b2 DERONEIT 58— R
ZVWHEPFE LW e S, 2= N BZWIRI T CHf
ERENNSWZ L IFEICHLEDERTHZ VRS, 4
BB X CIEAFINEEZ L7 L) XA THE
W OHEEMREN Loz W .

5. HHOIC

AW TIE, BRNRA X" — A L Te — LB R~ A
REERRBE L. COFRIBEBHERTREATEZ 50X
2MEFIRICH LU CGHEATE 2515 TH 5. %72 RAPPOR
WU T—LBERARA RiEEEATE 2 Z 2 2R L, 5T
HREOHIRB X URZ 27— &34 ZeHEe T HIERIRE
U7z BUESERRCE D, 2L D7y — BV TEHFOTIEY
HEARTERHEE OBRENNI W RHERL, BB r—2
WIBWTIRREDHK 20 A LeE T2 2 & RHERE L /2.
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K 4 3x23® RAPPOR 2 X 2BBHERITY]. ITHAN, FIHBHICHELTED, 1750
ZEIER (6) TERL-BEHROBMITE L2 5.

& 1 Zipf IS S 7— X ICBU D HEERE

€ 1 \ 2 \ 4 \
N 1000 | 10000 | 100000 | 1000 | 10000 | 100000 | 1000 | 10000 | 100000 |
| Proposal 0.061166 | 0.030564 | 0.012252 | 0.020096 | 0.007756 | 0.002567 | 0.004577 | 0.001811 | 0.000565 |

| Randomized Response | 0.080039 | 0.070858 | 0.026655 | 0.092624 | 0.043097 | 0.006668 | 0.054696 | 0.014717 |  0.0012 |

| Subset Selection 0.028357 |  0.02657 | 0.019175 | 0.024449 | 0.018555 | 0.007153 | 0.015037 | 0.007309 | 0.001114 |

method

| Rappor 0.028689 | 0.026302 | 0.022197 | 0.024666 | 0.020109 | 0.011751 | 0.015413 | 0.008151 | 0.002661 |

| Hadamard Response 0.020097 | 0027173 | 0.024312 | 0.025281 | 0.020726 | 0.014566 | 0.017255 | 0.009966 | 0.005667 |

xR 2 RBROOMT— 2B BHEERGE

€ 1 \ 2 \ 4 \
N 1000 | 10000 | 100000 | 1000 | 10000 | 100000 | 1000 | 10000 | 100000 |

| Randomized Response | 0.14762 | 0.14365 | 0.05918 | 0.17087 | 0.07861 | 0.01354 | 0.09574 | 0.01896 | 0.00164 |

| Subset Selection 010529 | 0.09493 | 0.06835

0.08899 | 0.06718 | 0.03137 | 0.05716 | 0.03073 | 0.00733 |
method

| Rappor 0.10543 | 0.09829 | 0.08064 | 0.0901 | 0.0709 | 0.04451 | 0.05707 | 0.03349 | 0.01344 |

| |
| |
\ | Proposal | 0.10464 | 0.03681 | 0.00664 | 0.01983 | 0.00508 | 0.00077 | 0.00275 | 0.00065 | 8.67E-05 |
| |
| |
| |
| |

| Hadamard Response | 0.10636 | 0.00888 | 0.08693 | 0.09265 | 0.07493 | 0.05478 | 0.06371 | 0.03813 | 0.02384 |
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