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A Membership Inference Attack Framework
for Evaluating Output of Synthetic Data Generation
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Abstract: A membership inference attack, which infers whether or not a particular individual belongs to
the original data, is known as a privacy threat to synthetic data generation. In this paper, we propose a
framework to evaluate privacy leakage from output of synthetic data without using a trained model. We also
demonstrate a concrete attack method that focuses on statistical information of the original data under the
framework. Furthermore, we conduct experiments on public datasets to verify membership inference attacks
on data by synthetic data generation using statistics, Bayesian networks, or neural networks on the original
data. As a result, when a target sample is selected as a statistical outlier, in contrast to an attack success
rate of 0.5 in a random way, the attack success rate increases from 0.7 to 0.96 for several methods. Thereby,
we confirm that the accuracy of the membership inference attack could be improved. We also found that the
results of membership inference attacks are different for each synthetic method.
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F 1 ERETFTAAND R U N= w SHERBEED B E L

Model | Target Model | Dataset (H#EZmMRE) Dataset (target {ERKKF)
LOGAN [1] O GAN, VAE | x ;
GAN-Leaks(White, Grey, Partial Black Box) [2] O GAN (VAE) X -
GAN-Leaks(Full Black Box) [2] x | GAN (VAE) | x -
Stadler, Oprisanu & DFE [3,4] X —% O X
N X —fi% O O

DT =R EULEE 2RO T -2 2/EDHE 26
BT — ZEREICER R E > TV 3 [6-9). —MEIR
BT — RAEREANE, REITNET Xty PSR
NRIRXA=ZEWHHL, ERATRXA—=REHNTIEOT — X
ty b rAMORBEROL - R T —& kY FBAERK
THEMTD L. BERNARFEL LT, HatEickEol
FiE[6], RAPT7 vy VU—=ZEHAWETFIEL [10], HE
Za—IN%y b= FHWETFIE R RERDS.

25 LA T — REBEMN D T 7 4 N> —(RFEMETIX
KR Z e D% K, WEAREEO D & 2 DR 2%
BGRES 20280 2 {RR STV [1,2,4,11,12]. BEFOD
WEDHTHRHUCEARNZ D OB, FrE DB BT —
RIZEENTOVWLEYTIEIX I N—Y y THHRETH
% [13]. FIziX, 29— RERLET22HPFHED
F— R ERWTEWEEE T AR ERT — X2 2R L, 6
ZEPMND LS RoTWER TS, FHLIETIAR
F=RIH L TR AN=y THRENARETH B Z &
X, BEDEANZDH—ERZHHL TWh Bz s
“EDMRTER I ZERL, 74N —DIRHIZHK
D35%. 25 LEKEDEZ L OWIFLINRE T %R
Ay b7 —2 (GAN) [14] £ LTED, FrcENR
WEF1KIFZ GAN-Leaks 2] TH 2, ZOHF Tl HALTW
BWBRIANHE AT TAAND T 72 2% EAH, dLL I
SERICAIREIC LRETH .

LHL, REXDT—XDOEALD X 5 2 XHRTE K
TR ERWR5E, KEEDFNME AT T A Z TN
Bohzd L VWIREFHENTIIRWV. 5 LRBER
M 22T N7 A= REBFIREINTICHEINE 25
TH3. ZhEZITAETIE, KEEDIHMEAET L
W7 72 ATERVEWVWIFRETD, ERET VO
BV MTIRA ANy THERREBICHESE Y TS.
ZOFETT, BT —XITRT 2R =y THEERIR
WA FRIMIT 27005 —aBRO 7L -7 — 2 &2 H
R T 2. ARO 7L —2 7 —273HFEODD 3] &
LFERT, BEE TIN5 3 > T DA, TTDT—
Rty bOHIREERT2 ZEAJREL D, 2D,
TERIRBTETVRVIDRVWKBELRITIZ D
TE, XD OENRBBOBHIAIEEICR > TWD. AfE
B DEWER 1 ITRT, F7, BHFETIIRE
H OHERRE S € 7L % FWT Black Box IVIZT- T

Wiehs, FREHAMEICE D S IR Lo 3T WilkRR A R 2 18
ZE1LT-.
AT, 250770 —aV— BRI HERTE
ZHWT, /AT —&ty bERAVWEERETo7-. EE
T, BHEZE 3R D, MEtER— XD NEE EFR
L, ZRICESOVTRENR 22X -7y L a—F%
R LU 72, ARTFEY LT, FErEcHE S FiE 6],
NADT7 Y Fy NI —=27EAVEFE 0], FE=2—7
Lo b= RN (8] &5 LTl L 7.
EEROMER, U BLIR—=F v VU TV EEALEY
B OBEENIIRN 0.5 BELRDIIH LT, X—F v bV
TN ERBENERIZ EIITERE, WO HFRTIE
IEBED 0.7~0.96 IZ EFH U X Vo= v FHEGRKE DK
ERMET 2 Z e PR TER. T2, ARAEIEE
N—2XDGE L IREE - FEEFER—-ADEET, B
RWETENELRZ I IHL L.
X5, BENEMEL LTEST T T4 — [15] D
HHP X =7y MY TR U 730E DR BREER S,
Oprisanu H D SEATIFZE [4] & DHIERDIT o 7.
AFEOBEME ZL D2 L TiLD@EH Ik
o JFEAEF L ERVTIC, HhXhERT—%2%
FAWTATI X U=y THEERIERIC BV T, k&
DHWKEBERRETEZ 7L — 2V — 7R REL.

o BRMARMET Y LT, Mt EIcER L
B TNDOVER A RPHER AR DR U2, 1RO
FEET ML DM E DBERERD D, ELHEBD
BRINRSEND DL 7o 7=,

o EREELT, X—7 v b Y IAEFKIHINRANE
12T 2 IR EBORNIEREED 3 Z e DEID SR
7o Fiz, MEtEICED K ERTERICIIMET R DA
WIEH LR TIEDERN T, BME R EYE I
o L BEOTEEHEIAEICIER § % HEER T 1R
BMTHEZ e EHLPICLT.

2. PBIEARE

2.1 ERETNICHTEITFAN—HE

ERET LT, ZORIT — 2B 2 HHR % H#
ET X, 2L DHOIAER S v b7 —2 (GAN) [14]
REDZa2—INVFy NI —ZICXBERET NV ENGE
LTWT, REMBRBEBEIIKE L ABECTIONS.
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F9, dlEALERET AL ST —ZO—H DV >~
FUEIDN, b LRI T 2T TN KIRINE,
T—XETTRE DT oD [16]. KT, G ALERE
FTAME, T — X 2RO WE 2 HER$ 2 Property
MY WS BELD S [11). 30HD, BERXDF—%
THHELLERETLVOHNIH LT, FEDOMEAZHS
DTRBLATLT RIS EENTWARTH A S EANZH
MG DR YN= Y TRERBETH S [12]. 2L T42H
23, ABEAE TN 7% E DR ST — X IRE DA
ARBENT OB EHET 2 X ¥ N— v THERIK
BTH2 2. E3ODBRIIARCTRI—FEY T3 X
IN=Ty THERNEER C IR E OB RS,

Chen 5 ® GAN-Leaks [2] *® Hayes 5 ® Logan [1] T,
HEERDO T — & 24T %5 GAN ® VAE R OHEEY
BR—ZADERET I T B X =y THEGmB %
BREUTHEEL T3, £, KBOFH» D & LTl
FAETAEMEHL TV SO AROIRET 271 — 4
V— 7 L3 BEDRIIDPRELS.

Stadler, Oprisanu [3,4] &3AH & Ak, BEHE
MBEAETIUCET 7 RRATERWVD, LT —XIIET 2
LATEDIZRETENT — XT3 X =y THEG
K8BE2{ToTWS. LHL, Z05EHEEOREIERD
NI 7o TWT, FERD T Rd 2O EFN L
EZONZ200HBAHKBETH S, 2L T, AT
EDHEOKBEESRIITELZ 7L — L7 — VR RELTE
D, k7, HEERDTDETHNCERDHAR T X D MR L
RTWVHDIZKR->TWA.

%72, T LEBBADHKRE LT, WHDXA Y N—y
THERBER ¥ ARRICZE Y 7T 4 NS — [15] 123D R
BB, FNLINTE X o=y FHERICTE 2o &
BTV — LT — 0 &ikEt L7 PrivGAN [17] 72 E12 SR
SNTVD. ARTRHBICHET 22 ToTWVWEDZ
S5 LIMRAERNTD 2 050 b S5HROMAFHTDH 5.

2.2 AVN— vy THRHE

XU N=2y THEMIX, BAONIY Y Iy 75—
Xty MZEENTOpHERT 2B TH 5 [13,18,19].
BRI RPN GUI 2T O EEET LT, Thd
DWETIE GAN EHRICLTWVWARL.

X UN=y THERKBRIIFED T 54 N> — [15]12&D
W E 721306 ¢ 2 e MATRETH 5 [20,21]. LA L, 9
FANY —DOHEAFER S NDE ERT — X DFENDE
MRENZ DS, AETE/ A XDEEIMZ TR U N—
Ty THERONEE T SMABTEH ST\ [22,23]. 7
NTTANT =X BHROMENISHROBETH 5.

7, EFAMERRA X =0 77 L ORI OB & A
BOEDZETRA Y N=Yy THRBEPHRINCT 5 Z
EHIRENTWD [24-27). AROMEREE 2o LA

1. 58S A— S
Al
lll -.>4“JLE==3

£/ SA—5
(#EetE - TS A—5)

B 1: BT — & LR DL TIE

ol ]

BhEB LT, kKhBhBRKROM D IETE 3.
3. I#EIJL—LI—7

RETIEERT =X T2 X =2y THEGRRE%
EEIHMEST2 7L -V —2 %2R T 5. 1§t
BY, UTWRRT 7L —207—27I3BEHFS [3] £ LERT,
I DROREBEERHE L — o ER e hoTW3. Eiz,
ZDT = LB U TARBDEZZMWICOVWTHIRNRS,

3.1 BRT—2%EM

AR TRa—TELTEEMT—XERZE, K1DXS
WIS T 220 TE 5. —EBHOER T X —
ZiHNE, TF—%& (F—&ty FOWD S B RMOES
D eBL) POMAEEIET S, HE2VIEEHICK-
TR FE I X -2 2B 58FTH5. 22T, F6h
TARET RPN T X =R EEWRT AR R 2T D
(ERR T X=X DED 5 2HOESE % Param <),
ZOEEX TR X — &8 EXT : D — Param) &
REB. AT —REBFME 2T T T4 30— [15]{LF
BB, —RD Z DER T X — ZMBEEE 2 4 X
REWCE-oTI7 R u{bT 5.

RICZEHE LT, ZOEKNNT X —& 0 € Param
PRHWTI VR LT —RE2ERTE 7= 24EK
Geng : R* — D dH 3. 7T—XERTTITEEDOL
I—FBOTF—REERT BN TE S, KETIERM
BEHMLT 2720, ANWT—Xty PeRILBOT—X
PHAOTEZE 2T 3.

3.2 BT —RERICHTEIXIN=—2y THERRE
ARTRET 27 —LBRDA v N—>y THER 7 L —
LT — 7 DEMKNRFEEHR/NT 5.
3.2.1 J—LH
AFRTEA Y AN=2y THRDOA B % 7 — LB O
HATHES 2. ZDF =20 D HIERD (1), (2), (3)
DAT v Iroikh (K2), HHAYIX Challenger &
Adversary D 2 ETH 5.
(1) Create Datasets: Challenger 2’7 —&t v + D %
FE*LL, Adversary ICJES. Adversary \ @7 11%F

L ZZoF—&+ty b Adversary DMER T 2525 & D Adversary
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'
o =R . ® 3
Xadv
wI l

b={01} ' \ Dtmgt
) >

b= 1Drst

®3)

b'
b=b'7 ——— b’

2: 7' — LHEE 1 (1) Create Datasets, (2) Data Synthe-

sis, (3) Inference

WYY T xhq, BIFEIR - fERL L, Challenger 127 .
Challenger (& Dpos = DU{Zqdv} & Dreg = D\{Zadv}
THET 5.

(2) Data Synthesis: Challenger 2524 > X% L, &
D725 Dyos ZHOWTERT — XL Y b Dygrger &
AR, B S Dy THOWTERT =&Y b
Diarget ZHEM L, Adversary 127

(3) Inference: WBHEIX Digrget, Dposs; Dnegs Tadv P
DD, Digrger BDEBHDBORD (242 FRAD
FERPE 0B old) BHRLEIET 5.

D7 —LB3elFERE#EDLT 7 v XA ZEETR
1/2 DR TIEMT S Z e P TE 3728, Adversary DIE
BERD1/2 &0 ERL BVWREWVDR%E Adversary DR &
T5I e TRENEERMVICFMTE 3.

ROy —nERic k27 —2v—2 3] L DE
WIZDWTiBR %, FF, (1) Create Datasets D27 v 7
IZBWT, BEEFETIE Adversary 235818 > L 2040 %
fERZ L, Challenger (2 L T4 %, Challenger 235G KT —
By b Digrger ZHERT 5. 24U Adversary OB D>
ST =&ty ORGSR VIREETY >~ TV EIERT %
Tl BD, FgERII V. =, AREOS — AT
1% Adversary 37— &ty b D ZELTH LY ‘/7°/1/%
E27:0, 7—&ty MT#E LY ¥ TVERDATRET
5. T, KAROWBED TN L DRV ith\xé
3.2.2 EfFmMFE

LRIV —AT =D N—y THEERTHEEE DI R
7w 71,3 LTHD S 2 BRNLRFEEZRNT 5.
A7 w71 (Create Datasets) : ZD A7 v 7Tl Ad-

versary N & D B33 0Y Y I x4q, ZIERRT %23,

AT, IV ERZIRTVEWVWDS Z L EHEFNRANE

Thrzrrl, ZORED L LT T /L RHHEE 28]

PERAL.

EE 3.1 (77 / L RHHE[28]). =&ty D= {z; €

W IS LT, ZOFEIRT FLpup = L3

BEOMRLIE S ROFEL $5.

=1,...,

WCEMRKEZR DD

DEESBATH Sp = 230 ale — plp BEHWT, &
MreRICoOE

M(D,z) i=\/!(z = up)=5' (v — o)

LED, ZOWEMER D DIIXT 3T ) LA
LR, ZOEBOEBRNREKE F—&ty DI
MNUT, HERERD KL 2T, IR ML up 25
DFEEER>72d D) THB. 2% b, M(D,z) BKEWV
2IZY, F—Xty b D OPTRINEICR o TVDE EE
ZABIEMTED,

NERHVWTITRA % 2aqy DTEROMLFIETED 38D
TH5 ;

e selective™ : HAONT -ty b D OFTHED
M(D,z;)) WREVY VTN 2, € D% 2000 £F 5.

e adaptive R : XA 6NT—&Xty b DIIXLT,
T—XRDOERBANT M(D,2) XD KELTE2H%
BRL 240, 2T 5.

e random ™ : HAo6NT XLy b D OHFMIS T
YELZLVLa— FREEENE 2440 T 5.

AT w73 (Inference) OFM: CDRT v S TIIRE
HUE Diarge 9 Dyon 1 SHT 0D Dy oK% 2
T3. ¥73, Vs BdTizflvwier7 -2y b
MM ERT 5.

FE 3.2 (mean-variance-loss). 7—Xt v b+ Dy, Dy &
B>0lHLT,

MV L(D1, Do, M) := (1=M)||pp, =0, |2+ A|[XD, =X, || 7

YEDD. AFEBRTET 7+ MEA=5LET5. 2
T, || 2 @ERXZ bAD L2 2V, |- ||F 3 THIO 7 ax
ZYURINVLTHS.

RIT Toay ET — X BEE TELD K D ITERT 5.

E& 3.3 (A7 —&B). 7—Xtvy b D YT,
EQE m I2o2WT, DDOHFTzIiZ2—2 v FEREECHT
WY I m lERAEL, Z0OEOFE%E N(D,z,m)
b

A7 v 73 TOREHRI T 2/E G HN) TH5,;

e MVL %

— orig X! Diarget; Dposs Dpeg 12 X L
MYV L(Dyarget; Dpos: 3) & MV L(Diarget, Dneg, 3)
ERIEL, MNEWHOTF =Xty M ERIET 5.

— syn R Dpos, Dpeg 25 AT — X Dypos—syn,
Dieg—syn ZVER L, MV L(Dyargets Dpos—syn, 3) &
MV L(Diarget; Dneg—syns 3) D/NEWFT DT =R+t v
FEEIETS.

o Tog IET — XL 2oqe EELT—XEy 2 SAE
BMENTZEGHRT — XX ogy KWIEWTF—XEEAD
BLWVIBEDD 144, IHWEDO L 2 — FOHEEED
I trarget == N(Diargets Tadv, 10) £ 3 5. 7z,
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x 2 FBRCTHOWEERT — 24875

T R—&
STAT 6] et &
BN [30] 7o IWE - WERT— T
CTGAN [8] | BREYEEET LRI A—X

-Dpos; Dneg PHERT — & Dposfsyn; Dnegfsyn
% 1E L, tpos = N(Dp057syn7xad’u710)) theg =
N(Dnegfsyn’wadm ]-O) Z B < . ttaryet S tpos;tneg 7:;
B Doy LIEVE, 75 TRVEEE Doy LHET 3.

3.3 SEDOREL

ARRD T BBV, JIEITHER 7 L — a7 —2 %258
UTC, BT —REBDR VY N—= y THEEREITH LT
ED KD EEN R TPHLPICITEICH DS, &
<12, Create Datasets D X7 v FIZBWT, Adversary
MF =Ry b DERLBICY VTN 2400 BEKTZZ
T, ¥D XS Adversary DFIREDED 2 HERT 5.

FEIMFEO 7L —2bT—7 3] T, ¥¥7—Xtv b
DD DHIUEITH L TOAKBEDBEIN LT\, ZOM
HIX, Adversary 7 —&X+t v b D Z /38N> T
Tadw ZVED ZEITERT 2. BEIICIE, 7—2€y b D
DAMCEDEY Y IV 2B TERNWDTHS.

TSR LT, AMUEIZEH SV XD —fkiVs > T
W LU THERRINT 20, T, YOX52ITILD
R 51X Adversary ORIZEHE E 5 2 2R T 5.
EBIZIX, AETET—%ty + DZ2RERICYH I
Tado ZIERT 5 Z & T, Adversary & X DS > 7
IV Tage BERTE S K512 L. BRI, 7%ty
b D ISR OO D 29 Y IV EHET 272,
D OERBOED 5 %24 % X D EMICERE T % Z & 23A]
Ret 7%, & IT—fRIVZHGETIERE, &2 Wid, TRERR
TR OBV T LR BARNTIEE LTHVS
Z T, WEBOWINAIEG & IR > IVOEN Tk
S22 T 5.

4. RE&

AREBRTIEIAEHICIREL L 7 L— 27— 27 O EBMKH 2%
FEL, BT —RAERITHHT 2 X =y THEEGRED
RIS %2 RERIVICRHIS 5.

4.1 RERERE

FEFCTHWT =&+t v I Adult Dataset TH 3 [29).
I T3V —H, ERE) 575 14 FEOEEZ v
T, HWEETH 2 EH 57 RALLE»E 2 ZHEdm
T57—Kty FTHB. AERTII 3@ OGHTFEE
FAWTEBEIT-72 (R 2). ¥ Python TfT»o7. 1
DHDWEREEZN—RA L LR [6] (STAT 2IESR), N

A7y b=V AA 7] BN 2HER), ¥
JEFE 2= LA 8] TH S (CTGAN LIER).
SEOEBRTIE, ERLEERT—2DL a— FEWEAN
T—REFLBDE LT

HERDNRR— 0% Txhq, DVERIGE (random, selective,
adaptive) | TG T — X AW TFE (STAT, BN, CTGAN) |
Mnference ®757% (MVL-orig, MVL-syn, T4, IfET — X
B D3 ODHAGLETERTE S, HAGDLEIRX
3x3x3D2THD HBH, THEND /KX — T 500 [A]
FTOEBREIT- T, 500 MOKBEOHFTIEML-EIE (E
EHR) BRD. 727U, BN ARE CTGAN HARIEET
VDRI D % 728, 500 BEIDFRITIE 5 BlDFE
EZNZN100 DT —XOEREHAGDE TERT 5
bDETH. Fi, WY BRSO THDITAT v 72D Data
Synthesis T3 4 ¥ M RDOFERIE Dyos, Dy D3EITN D
HEDH x5 ¥ 250 HFDICRDB K5ITLT.

4.2 REER
ARETIE, 4.1 HTHALZZEBBRICOVWTRET 5.
A7 v 7 3 D Inference DF D MVL ¥ orig XTH % b
DB 3a, MVL % syn RDK 3b, 244, EFFT— XIED
K K3cTH3.
¥ 3a Tl&, STAT ARLUMIEL ALY T v X L8
EEDLIRVRERICI o . STAT B L Tl 24y DIE
BT EICEE LT random I, selective I, adaptive R & 1
KT B zoqy DIRTHIRANEIZ 72 AURTIR B IFE R E DK
NP ENR>TWVWS.
X 3b iz oW TIE, WEDOHEDK 3a DFELIZLAY
FCIiZd b6 3 CTGAN LAMIIZEAY I VX LK
BYZEDLOBRWRIRIZR o 72,
[ 3c ICBIL T, STAT X5 Y X ARKELED S0
FEERICH 072, BN CTGAN (B L TI1ZX 3a, X 3b ®
EEIDEVIEER Lo/ ZHUE, BN CTGAN IZ
X2 EHAETIEI T — 20 EL 2 — FIZ LT,
BULEMEE2FOLa—N2AER T 2HA»RDZ %
9. CTGAN IIFHT selective TIEZHED 0.962 W15
JEEICEWRERE o 72,
EEEREBEBENICELD D L,
o Toq, DIERITIEIZEE L TIE random & D, selective,
adaptive DF SR INT A HAIDH 5.

o Inference DT woqy IBHFET —XIEDOFH BN T %
fEF DD 5.

o ARJTIFICEI LTI STAT 1 MLV % orig 3\, BN %
CTGAN X zoqy IEET — XIETHINS 21HADLDH 5.

5. EZR

LREDOEEIEREZIT T, WL O DBIKRE %17 - 7-.
FITRFE DBfRT, AREITIZERFTEZ Bayesian Network
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(a) MVL ¥ orig I\

(b) MVL # syn 1

1.0
0.8
0.6
-04
-0.2

-0.0

(€) Taaw EHET— XK

3: BBBTRIC K B IEBER

£3e=1DEDT 74— g BN IIWT 3KE

attack Fi% Tadge DYERGTE | IEER | RRIEER
MVL-orig random 0.5 0.5
MVL-orig selective 0.5 0.5
MVL-orig adaptive 0.5 0.5
MVL-syn random 0.232 0.232
MVL-syn selective 0.566 0.686
MVL-syn adaptive 0.51 0.51

Tady HET — X | random 0.566 | -

Tady EHET — R | selective 1 -

Taay T —XiE | adaptive 0412 | -

12X BFEEIK > TS 21To 7. ThHDEERD 4L
R ZRZERD AR — 20 %, 5 EO%EE L 100 @D
F— X DR EHAGDET 500 BORITE2IT- 7=

51 ERTSA4N—BRAR

4 HiICIIREAREEORE OB AL S, BN 754
N —RERTDNRIET A N — v THEROBE 21T -
Te s, —MICIEED T T A N T— [15] OIS HIRHEL 72
BT —RERER WS ZehZ V. KETIEED S F54
N — LT 2 RBOEEN L ORERT T 200 % #HE
Lz, BT o734y —{tizonwTide =1 & L, Zhang
5OFEE 7 AW, £72, MVL & orig R, syn ek
WTHEOFERTIE N =1 & LTEBERZH > T\,
A % [0,0.01] DX TED LGS DIEELRDRAMEZ K
KIEZERE LTal#k L7

FEAERIIR 3 THS. Db OWBMRENDE D &
{BolzZddD, IFLAYDEHET VX LRKEYL
FEREDFERICR 572, FT2, DT T4 R=MELERWE
BOEBTEWIEER % H L7 selective ZUT Inference 23
Toay EHET — 2RI X BGENEER 1 LW ORERICK -
2. TREEDTTANT —DBEBRINIE ) 4 XT3
ZETHALRTA R EWVWS Z IRV DT, &
2. MVL 2B 3 FHRZ P DOEE L SEE OB OB ED

1:10000 F2E D - =70, FHERHE OB R & WK% [0,
0.01] & L7

x4 BWEE TR L 0BRE

EFI e | STAT BN CTGAN

XGBoost | oo | 0.79272 | 0.83664 | 0.81504
1 - 0.79742 -

PUEAR oo | 0.77526 | 0.83394 | 0.80246
1 - 0.80796 -

SVM oo | 0.78904 | 0.82484 | 0.81314
1 - 0.79012

TRIBIMOMGELEZITS TETH 5.

52 T—ROEEBICDOWT

AR TIRE LW BIER SN 28T —XDOMEL b
BRACHEFR L T\WA. B Adalt Dataset DX % IT7 —
2y LTERFERETERT —REERL, ZhEIlHT—
Ry LTHE X058, 7D 07D Adult Dataset
DOHEEMEAT ORI HEEEEDLR 4 TH 5. HIWELBIZFIL
B T>50K] 5> F<50K] 220D 2 T H % 57 5#13Z XGBoost,
WEAR, ¥ R—IRTZZ—< ¥ (SVM) ZHWV-.
#EE Y LTI, BN, CTGAN, STAT OJEHICRWHE &
KRolz, TITVWIRWHERIE 2k Ay
ETILDORBENIV] EVWIEKRTH S5, M 3chr it
BN % CTGAN &, STAT ¥ HER3B ¥ 244, THET— XK
WKHHWIZ PR TRNS., ANEOEHRERFT 2L
, BMAEETAREL WOBRLLDOERT — XDl
B, SBREIDFNLHAELRT2EZDLDIEZIONS.

5.3 HENLRKE

4 HITHGEE L7z X > ox—2 w THEGRIE Adult Dataset @
3T EDY > IS 6— N7 DEE RIET 200
WORBETHo72. THEBRZHLOWKETH 2D THE
BN 0.7 BETHOENRBRBL EZ 650, DK
LERDUBMLTEDEVEEREHE RN EER L.
AL LT, ARITIE Dpos & Dpeg DZELTRD 40, DE
BT HEEMIE L. £ ZOEBD 149, DIERST

3 RIBIEDY D B b DIFHD BRWTEERZ{T o 7.
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R 5 VIR L BOBRERINE | 2,4, DIEK
J71EX adaptive, SFIEIEBNICL 5.

MVL-orig Taaw IHET — XK

Tago DI | EER | RREBFR | EBER
1 0.49 0.5 0.61
10 0.57 0.57 0.702
25 0.696 0.696 0.884
50 1 1 1

75 1 1 1
100 0.806 0.806 1

250 1 1 1

500 1 1 1

750 1 1 1
1000 1 1 1

FIEXFTRT adaptive FRTITo72. 22T, BED 2440
PR T BB, TOFEFEBUFRL LS T2 TXTH
CH Y INCR>TLEIDTEST AT IV —([EHOMAS
DEEHERL, N7/ CAHHP KEL TR 5HA
BbEERRERY Y TVBGHE L. 2005 I5E iR
O A TEIEREEZ RD 2 2 W5 FIETIT- 2.
FERIZFER 5 TH B. Inference & MVL-orig & z4q, WIFH
F—RFED2FEEER WD, YELLY IV EMBER
B> THEBRIIERN LR LTV T, 3> 7850
o7 EOLWEBINRN 1122 L IFEFICROVIE
Rk oz, B 7VE 100 D ¥ EDIEEHR 0.806 12DV
T, EEOWNRAD, 5EfT-72¥ED 55 3 [N 100 [A]
AR ENTZERT— R 100%EELTED, Ebo2[H
TIEET Y X aR2E%E (TNTOMBERR Dyos £EIET 2)
Lo T\, MSrDHEEICX DEENS L v
BpoltEZbNS.

5.4 Stadler, Oprisanu 5DKE ¥ OLLE

AIHT, Oprisanu & [3,4] L DHERZITS. ARDOFE
T, 4 HIORT Y 73 TibRZEHIZ, 7—&ty M
DIFTHREBE» S 5 X oM BRT — X DILT—& Y
DS Dyeg 2 Dpos 221115 5. —J5, Oprisanu 513 %
DF =&ty bORDIFTIERAE Z TS, AE
BRz@t T, HathEaE L e E zh 2 hoiEToIE
BERODBNEIHEZRET 5. 7238, Oprisanu 5D 244, DIEN
TEEBRMEITNIR VD, RIETIE v4g0 DEFTZARTF
TEIZB1F 5 random, selective, adaptive ZERH L T\ 5.

REREE | AEBRTE, GRT—KERT VTV X%
RAZT7 A3y v I—=2, GRT 2821035, %
7=, A FIE Y LT Oprisanu & E[RBRICT Y R L7 #
LN, BT 4 v 7ER, k-AFEEEZHAWS.

ULoEBRELEEZ T, EFRERER6I1TRT. ¥
DFED ITFERERD 0.5 (1, T4R8DB T VX LRHEEwIC
BoTWwd., Zhud, ElRLAERECBNT, EREE

# 6: Oprisanu 5 [3,4] DEERER

SYRALTZFLAL | BYRT 4 v Al | kEBEHE
random 0.51 0.50 0.50
selective | 0.43 0.39 0.45
adaptive | 0.44 0.55 0.52

N—2ZADFIETREERT— R DFBANPH L W 2 ERLT
W3, 72, K3cDBNDIEEE 6 ZET 2, A
DFIED x4q, BFHET —XIEOHFPEERIHRTE 2 Z
EDMERTE S, ZHUIRMEE K2 T -2ty MEOD
FEICEET2 X0, WEBENERLZ x40 OFBIC
EHT2A0EVHEETHRTE2Z 2 RELTVS.

55 REIJL—LI7—VDIGH

R U7 L — AT —ZF R v N—y FHERRE R T
v IR ZAL LTK->TWSE, 2Fh, ZDOTL—A
U — 7 % O TEBICEHMETS 2 BE, TEOX Y N=Ty
THERWEBE R EAT 22T, HARICHDAEETH 5.
FEZMENI SR OBEE LT, UTZonHflzdR~R3.
Bl Z I IRENLRTEL LT, AT —RERICEH L
R UN=y THEERBENRRTF 505 [1,2,17,31]. b
DRBTRIRBEHRDETFTNMTEHLLERT A bRy 7 R
BB VIRBEEDEE T — 2 OBE O EFH> L 5 &
RNZEETE 5. HEWIZE, DD Adversary IZ52 5
N3zZeh, HEROHFKICHE T 5.

¥/, WRENKEBENROETVEBRMT 2> ¥ FUE
FTAERET 2K [13,32) dAATE 2. ZORETI,
Digrger 252 HNT7121C, Adversary 13 D 28O 7
Ty MO, ZREEDSEART =& Dyos & Dpey %1E
L, H6D ¥ FYAEAREFARERHAEL, zhzh
FHIEDL. By FUVERETADBER L=V Tk
B, 70NN FTE. ZOWEES Y TN 24, BEZ
BBLEEDIRLATS. BIRIC Adversary I X oN—=2 v 7
WRHET AL EZSAAMNTLET—&Ey P TEET B2
LT, W8E(TS.

6. ¥Eim

AT, HHEhEERT—Zr b DREDTS T 4
N —JREPEZ S 2002 iiT 527 L -2V -2 23R
R/ ZHUIBEFIRSE [3,4] KD ROWKEBEHE DRI T
27L—0V—2Thb, ¥/, BERNRFEEHIEIC
HEOHEmFIEDIREL, EREEL TZoBAEMM R
Bz, FRIRA D7 U3y NV — I RFEBEFEERN—RDE
BT — SRS LT, FEHRR S UEZ W 73R R
BOWMINENEL 725 Z e PR TE -,
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