DEIM Forum 2023 5a-3-2

HEEEIWCBITIZ754 7 b4 FTORMERD T4 N OMEE
WA R Sl R]T yavkrsgit O EM

T BEOKLTRE T 112-8610 HEH LR G 2-1-1
Tt LINE Bkt T 160-0004 HAERHE XU 1-6-1 YR X 7 — 23 &
E-mail: fmarin@ogl.is.ocha.ac.jp, oguchi@Qis.ocha.ac.jp, 11{tsubasa.takahashi,sengpei.liew } @linecorp.com

Ho5EL 7747V PIABMINTEMT —RE T ITA N HELRYELIERL, B EET VRIS 25
ke LT, RFiZES 77432 (BUT LDP: Local Differential Privacy) % i# ] U 7238 &% (LT FL: Federated
Learning) 3% %. LDP X, 774 NI NTF X=X ¢ TRINZEEIHEROBINELZREICT 2B TEL—F
T, ¥V KBS L TEDREDRENDH 2 DPEIRATHY, FLOZ 747> Mt > THELRTWVHHA
DB 725, & ZTAIFTIE, FL TEET 2AEOHAIAEEEEZ FLDO Y 54 7> P B BME L, RN
FANSREZGLIEE2ERS. ZOLE, 2 D0DHEZHRIFTRERIHERIE R BIFEC T VX LMEFEDO TS
ANTREDF5 TR L, WISHIBITRERHERDEL RBIFE T TANTRENF VI L ERT N TES. i,
CDAMDERFFEICOWTIET 72 AL~V (ANBEGRZMTTE 3, AfZMTTE3, RY) ORKRZ 5 EHEE

RBEL, VATV IDBTITANMFHEL NIV OWTHRT 2 Z 2 21T 5.
*—D—K FBEFiEZTIANY, BEEE, REBNT 54y, REHRE

1 L &®IC

HAEYY (LUT FL: Federated Learning) [1] &2 54 7> b
P OET—R TR, AllET— ICEN LTRSS 21T
IFETH 2. A2 —NHETZFLIZZ 7472+
DT FTANSPMRHEEIND XS ICRZ 2P, Al HITH G
ITARETH % Z e 2RI T3 [2]. FLIZBWT, 74
NARHE LR TAREED Z2FED 1 22 LT, RFiES
77 4" (LT LDP: Local Differential Privacy) [3,4] D
MAnBZETFehd. 3, Z9 75143 (LT DP: Differential
Privacy) [5] £ & T 7 A NTEBETH D, X H =X L) DP
EMiTHE, AD=XLEBHEAERLEZELTSD, €
TRENZEEIMAD T T A4 N HPEEICHESN L, fZHE
172 8EH D DP(LLT CDP: Central Differential Privacy) T
i, BETE27—XEEDIELL DP 23 A =X 4
EHHAT2ZZAHEE LTWED, LDP X Z ORiHEZ HE
LRV, 2Dk, FLIZBIF27747 0 DT 74y
RECHEHATHZINTWS. LDP Z#H Lz H =X 4
WBEAR2DODANTH S FA NIRRT A=K ¢ TREIN D2
A EEEic S 5. FL 0854, Aft% LDP Zi#H Lz X
HZZXLIZE>TIT VXL T 52T, [EED 2 DOHEHN
HIBIPTRE /R HER I e TRINZIEETH 5.

L LRSS, LDPIZLKEZ T IANREIFLOE AR Y
74 7Y MZHEMBLPLTVEIEFVEW. LDP 2{R3EL 72
A A=, BOTEHH I S AN OHBNCEIN T 2 HERD
FR(V—RA M=) ZEDDZIEHTES. ZDXI R
HZY - RIBE D ORITGE, 7747V NIRRT 2
ZEMTEZEAI . R, LDP 2Lk 37T 4 N R
DA L —F DIHFRIEENOBRICE D L 5 ITHET 20

BLZMER (6] X2, LDP O#IAL 2T 1258 1M ER
(EFEAH, WARY) ZRMT22—FBHMLZ. —/5T,
[V &L 7 A X3y, TEMENZTE L) "o
EWdHYH, 2—FIXLDP 2HRET 270032 HE L LT
W3 ZEepmaEniz. LDP MRS 2 754 N LA
FAN=F/TIAR=FTREEY, DESIC2ETIERL T
R =R e [T X o THIAXI N BHEEHIR T 5 A N> TH b Hfign
LWV, TN LV OFINTERILE OB EEICH
FT2%0, Y—ERBHFIFLDZ 547~ MT LDP 23
RLLT AT 2 0ELND 5.

LDP 2fR3F L7 FL Ti&, 274 7> EEMRGIE 7 >~
RMTBDEETEZH—NERLEL LRV, —T, 7
FAT7 Y MNETVRLMERA D =X LBED LS IZHEE T VX
LMELTW 2002003 2AREMEY H 5. #FHE 6] 10k 2k,
EHEE T L oo —F 132 0MBE 2 LT, DP Of
MEEHTERWED, 77V —ya v ER3eEE2EHT
TV, rEBZELTVWS. Lo T, IhEZELDa—¥
WKF—XEHRELTH 55 720121E, LDP I L THELS
FTREWAT BRI THRL, SYRLMEA DX LDBEETE S
ZERTDERD L. X2, ¥ (FLDOZ 47> )X
AR LB RETI2REEEALRVIEEDLH 5720, FL
A7V VEEBBRRX DA LRI TE RN EDNDH 5.

ARFETIE, FLDZ 547> s HETHRAEAEER 75 4 A
SLANAVOUET A M ERET 5. K 1(a) ISR T AL TR
RTBETTANTLRVOYUET R M, HEEOAK L LDP
ZIREE L 72 AELD 7 > X 51t %24T 5 Crafting phase & X 5 =
X LD T1H 6 AJ1% FHF % Distinguishing phase 12771
LM%, ZOWET R MTIE, FLIZBY 3 LDP 2{FiE L7
7 v & 2t X 5 =X 2 LDP-SGD(locally differentially private
stochastic gradient descent) [7,8] ZXf& e LT, Hhnr s A
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1: (a) RIFETRETE T FANTHET A MEIX A =X LD ANMERZ AR T % Crafting phase & 155 A 1% TS
% Distinguishing phase TR XN, XH=XLDAN»SHNETHT 2 TREE 0ROV RT 7 I 4 7 2 MIKER
e T IANCHERGDL N TED. 2O E, ANOERTIKEEZ D I TSR ERBBM2HEBT 5. (b) e =4 %2R
AEL 728 E DRERINT. 75 A N UBEENL, Benign setting ICBWTHERE L 203D D EE LD bW T T A N HEX XN TV D
ZrERLTWS, 72, LDP-SGD DV —X M7 — X TH 3 Dummy TIEZ DX H =X LD -LDP %ifi7z 3 Z L RHERTE 5.

71 (AER) ZHIRIFTRERMER 2 B 2 2 b TR 7 7 4
NYTRE €ompirical £15%. ZOE X, TFIXERTITELALAN
NV (ATEREMTTE 3, AEEMTTE3, 72Y) THRIEL
TARE A=A LDATIETHILICEoT, 7947
MT A NARHEL NV OWTHIRET 2 Z 2 28T 3.

T AN LARVAEDRER, K 1(b) & H BT 4 o0
PELNZ. (1) BEEZR - -ABOREZ1TH 4 Benign
setting ICBWVWTEBITMHRIEL TWB 75 4 NS L ULIZIEE
b HiEV. (2) AESEEARERGEE, RIELTVWE TS
ANV e IZET S, (3) FL OV — N DI, ThbB
BEREODBZET VLo TIEIHBEDRENZFED . (4) AT
F—RDIEMRT OV EMIINZ 2 ZviE, ARERETERL
BETH AN SN AROHAFEREED 5.

AHIEOEHRE T DE L TD3OTH 5.

o LDP ZMHEELAZFLIZBWT, 754 7> MT X 2588k
72 75 A NTHREORET R b 2R3 5.

o LDP-SGDDU—ZA+r—2R, THhbbAHI=XLDH
HITRDEPHPLTOVATIORT Z5HTT 5.

o XFXFRWEDBH EE LRI T T A4 Nk
ErRlEs 5.

2 [ & i 3%

2.1 FSANILRILOFHEA

LDP ZHEIR T I A NSHEETH 203, Z2DT T4 828
TRX—R FEMLLTWVHD TRV, SHL [9,10] Tl e
DO DIEF R 572 T T AN L RVOFHHEZIRREL 2.
Lee 5 [9] 37 —ZN—RICHITT 2272V OEEPL T — XD
S - AR Ko TE, AU e ZRELT/AXEMATD
ANZRETZ ZMERIIBRLZ I ER L. T—ZR—XH
WEADEENS /EENRVERETESZ T 74NV RS
plE, T—RR—Z2DLa—FH, 1 va—FOFELI Y
DN EZ 2ZMLEDHRKIET DB global sensitivity [5],
HBF—RELy D1 La—KOEESZZYDHEAICE XS

ZALRORAME T DB local sensitivity [11] 22 HHHIN 5.
LLRDBE, ZTNHDT7 XA —RIET— XIEERHIIERAT
HY, 7947 rANDFEHE LTIEAMETHS. Mehner
5 [10) DRBELAET ANV ZZ P=1/(1+e )1, 7—
ZINERTD e OBIICHIATE 2. FHlRide=01%2FEL
72HEE P=0525THD, ' DPZEHALIZ &, 7 —&XX—
ZAHNZH ZEAD L 2 — F OFEMHIFIE TN 2 HERITHEKT
52%) DEIIWCHIATE S [12]. FTIA N VRZ Pide %l
HS 2 ZeARETH 5D, TOHHEY -2+ 7 — AR S
N, V=X rr—=RPADAINIHTHHIIDOT T4 N LR
NOTEIIHEL V. AT, SFIERANCNTZ TS
AN LNLOFIAIZE T, FLOZ 547 s LDP 2
BITBZZT 5.

2.2 TSANVFEDRIE

ML Privacy Meter [13] 3ZFEEET A5 H 5T — X H%F
BF—RICEENDZHPEIDETERT X NSy THIER
B4 IRE>TTIANTYRZEFMT 2. LErLENS,
ML Privacy Meter (& DP ORGEEICFHL L 72 b D TER W
B, XD=ZZXLP eLDP 27z LTV Z L RHEZRTE R,
Bullek & [15] i%, Randomized Response & :iZf15 DP OZ8
BEaEt Lo —FouEs, B, EECS2 5%
ZHET L7z, Bullek 5070 b 2)W2BWT, 2—HiF TRE
WKy IRHERALZZeDHE0) DLy T4 7Rk
Bk xhize &, EBEREZZPEIPEL—LY bDXS
RTFNL 2 5o GERT 2. ZORAETIE, BEHORIEICHE
a7 v X EPrbEInNs 28T, 2—=HFEXT 74N
REX T X LANDEEE D D I L HRE NIz, Bullek 5
Bl—Ly MZEoTAIZXLDRLEARA TS, &K
TG & 3% LDP-SGD [8] & Randomized Response &
PRTHEMER A D= AL THB. X512, LDP-SGD HEH»IZ
eLDP ZIRFAEL TWB e 22— FLDOZ 74 7 ¥ }) IR
37201218, LDP-SGD OV — X M — %50 L, 2 —%h
HHTEZ20ENH 5.



2.3 ERT AN ZFREILI-BRFEOER

WL DO DOFSE [16-18] TiX, CDP %M L e s
\F 2 BRI B E T A DA RIT o7, Liu & [17] 13, IREHR
FEIZ X% CDP ORREIRLE L, Jagielski & [16] (S AREIE %
W AEBRINTR 75 A N ORE E RINCEHAT. o1k
CDP Z{#3E L 7= #2237 v o) R 5 TH % DP-SGD [19] T
TIANNRHEINTEHET AR UNY y THEELREE [20]
L 20DRA XY R [16,21] KIS N2 ED T T4 N
SR RPIE L7z, Nasr 5 [18] 1%, BRINTTF—KZR—2
B UGS, IR - BB e XA, TR
BY—ZANr—RTH3 I ERLF. W, REREER
ARETNANDAERSZ e PHINGED XS, LDHFIRX
NIHONE ZAEE L735E, B L D SRV T 5 4 NS HR
HANTOVBAMREND D 2 Z L BREBRIVITR Lz, X o Nyy
FTHEELEDRD DT, Bernau & [22] 1%, TEOHBIHZ
FOMNE 2E 2, BNENER T — X DX 2 A\ %S 2 5
DIEEMZHIR T 2 (¢, 6) ICBIF 23AIFRERE R & L TIRANR
A RERIEROEH ZRE L 1.

3 # fim

3.1 eRFERTZANY

DP [5] 37— ZFiFEN T — X R—2 D OFEHEEZ AT
BB, BT —ZN—Z2 (D2 1LVa—FDOAERLZTF—&
N—R) OFNFEEE R RAET 2 Z e THAD T4 NS %2R
#TE ZOLE, BETEL7—XFFFEMNIEL L DP %
TeT XA 0, DEDEHETEIEFEDEL TS, —H
TLDP X, 20X RuiiEEHEL VT, 7— X MHEDE
HMORNCHBED T —RIZ) A XEMZ B TT AN ZHE
#E33., ZoBE, BEAD 1207 — X THEIh3 7 —%
N=ZZEFFELTED, F7—RZ0bD WS HtEEZAMT
BYIAHILDBTEL. ZOBE, BEF—ZR—AF X
AV EOEREDOTFT—XTHY, DP AT EOBE T —X
N—Rt DBAIFREN AT D Z e TT T ANTIIMFETE
2rEZS. e eRTICTOWTLDP EUTD XS ICERSINS.

EE 1 (cREDTITANY). 2,0’ € X BLY, TEOH
NS eESITODVWTITVELMEXI =X M : X = S HBUTF
L TWREE MR eRfiEn o4 N BT

Pr(M(z) € S) < e - Pr(M(z) € S) (1)

EREMICEX I =R L MIZ e 2 AT LEEBEOH 28,
EEOTF—& ' AN LEGEOH N EAT 2 Z 2T
XV, KROT—XBMTHo =PRI TE RNk
ERERINCHEIEL TV 5.

3.2 E5 %%

HEYE (FL) [1] 3B OB EFETH 5. 1RO
WEE L FLOKERBWEZZ 54 7Y FOTF =X —n%
fthpr 547> PicEFEIRBEWETH 3. AiIZED FL Tl
TFo7abraliiiEsb0e T 5.

(1) =P n ADZ 547> MZZa—rILEFIL G,
% Fie A

(2) B2 747 P REERDOYE VI(Oy; ) ZERML
P —IZESE.

(3) H— NF FedSGD [1] K&k >TZ 547~ bOHRLE
FHLTIa— ULETAVZER. 22T, niXFEERL 33,

1 n
0t+1 — 0, — - E ZVK(@, xl)
P

clients

server

FL TRABRZ T2 —\CHET 2D, Alr5FEE T —
REEILTE LD ZePEMINTED 2, 774N HREX
NTVBEEEVHEHEW., Ld->T, FLEFTIRZ 547>
FDTSANSEHEL TN Z IR BRWEZD, {1575
DT T ANMFEERD ANZRBEDDH 5. B HIET — X
DIETEIE, TIANS2RET HH1ED 1D LT, LDP
ZHEALEARD S ¥ X ABE T 5N 5.

3.3 LDP-SGD

LDP-SGD(Locally Differentially Private Stochastic Gradi-
ent Descent) [7,8] 3 HIRKETENES 2 L5 TG e TH
D, 7347 oT—N"A\OBER2KEE/MLTZ D
AJRETH 5. A CTHET 2 LDP ZRAEL 7 FL 1, 5
SRR —NERET X 2ETS7 547 M THK
B, FF, 77347V IV —A"DLEMINT T X —
ZEAWTHREZERT 5. RS, 7747 PE7AaY X
L 1DESICLDP 2RFEL TAllE 7 v X a{bL, F—C
EETD. Y=, 7747V b2OINE LGB ZHW,
TAIAVRL 2K TRNTGRA=RETHRTS. 7747
fllo7ray Zaik, 24THE 31THT 2207 Y X afbk 5
179%. 22T, 217H% Gradient Norm Projection, 317
H% Random Gradient Sampling ¥ FERZ X &3 5. ZhbH
BT R ZR-.

e Gradient Norm Projection: AED /)L 2455 L B
FOEEF 100%/F 52 RE, L XD/NELR2IEZE/EIR
HENPTWV., ZOTRICE->T/ VAR L IFBEENS.

¢ Random Gradient Sampling: 75 4 N85 X —
ReRRELTBL, 07V Y IRIOHRIGEWVARD A K
ERRFTWV. 2OV Y AT EoTAEKENS 213K 2 &
DUTOESITHEFITIEINS.

€

z =

ROEED I Y TV 7T 5. wp. 5=
HOMHEB» Y > TV 2755, wp.

4 T—R LT —ZDOBH

AHiTIZ LDP-SGD DV —RX b r—Z, DFhRHXH=X
LOHMNZEDPHSRLTVWANORTEZSHT 5. ZHUE, X
S ALWERT BT 74 NTRE LDP ZHEPICH/ZL TV
D EMERT 2-DIIHETH 5.



Algorithm 1 LDP-SGD; client-side Actient [8]

Algorithm 2 LDP-SGD; server-side Aserver [8]

Require: Local privacy parameter: €, current model: 6; € RY

£2-clipping norm: L
1: Compute clipped gradient
x«-vewﬁd)qmn{1

L. T
9 2o MTall2
.=z

IEIPY
3: Sample v ~y S%, the unit sphere in d dims

) {sgn«z,v» v
2

—sgn((z,v)) - v
4: return 2

o |
P IVE(O:d) 2

1, l=ll2
w.p. 2+ 5T,

otherwise.

ot
WP Tree

otherwise.

" — Raw gradient
" —— Worst-case gradient
2: LDP-SGD 12k 37 X aft. e PREWVIZEREDHE

oy Ay FERARTV. V=X M r—R R BRT7IE
JIVA LU ETH 20 ZOHE L HaE DA TH 5.

4.1 LDP-SGD ®T7—X b7 —2X

7AITYRL 1 LD, LDP-SGD O LT, 7> & a{bHi
DT =RIMIFT 247V =7 M, 2 OFHHEICBIT 2 NEORY
BDATHSZeEFoND. ThOL, 0KAELT, /b
LPRESERBHLDRT g1 = (0,0,...,0), 92 = (A, A, .o, A)
EXH=ZZALDAITL LTH, Gradient Norm Projection 12
o TEELE VAN LICHEINS7DHBI LT R
LRV, EHIZ, g1 = (0,0,...,0),g2 = (0, X,...,0) DK DI
ED L XA LS ETH Randam Gradient Sampling 12
EoTHNTLEI LBXFILIZ W, Lad»> T, Gradient
Norm Projection ¥ Randam Gradient Sampling D528 % 57

FRWARDOR7 #E@BT 2L, UToméENErhb.

ME 1l e CHEZONAFH/ED ERICET 2V —X M7 —2R
DATTDRTIE, 7 VLD LIk 3 5B Y ZO5E % Kk
XEARTH 5.

SEBA 1. Gradient Norm Projection IZ &> TC, //LADS L A
DEERIALDITEDHERINIKEET 5. ZhEi<kD, 4
B/ NVLIE LU ETHEZRERDS. Zhdh, g% /LA
DL DOABLE § 5. K2, Afti Randam Gradient Sampling
&5 T 2 DRREDOFEED S 5z DERTY YTV V7
N3. 220DFM g1 & g2 FRMNAFZFANTWRWERED, 5
YR AMEBOARIKIRT > TLE S D ENHIT W
gip & g B RERZ BTGB, gap & § &7 VX MMELROAE
T 5. Grarget & DOGDMERT g £721% grip 27 ¥ XL L T2
At Lz %, 5 X ALEIOAEIZE S 6725 b % T4

Require: Local privacy budget: e, number of epochs: T', parame-
ter set: C
1: Oy <+ {O}d
2: for t € [T] do
3: Send 6; to all %lielnts
4 g Lym DO HD e (1Z¢e[n] 2i>

ec—1 \n

2 r(4+1)
5:  Update: Opp1 + [1o (0t — e - g¢),

where []~(-) is the £a-projection onto set C, and 7 =

IC]l2vn | ef—1
LVd ec+1
6: end for

7: return 0.5y < O

T3, R AMEHIBROAED 2 4 HELE % BT 5 2 2L
ToLmaIcTons.

(1) cos(Grarget,g) > 0

o FURMMEEINIAEIE g THD, £90 EL EEERL &
Mol Wp. 3o

o S URAMLENTZHBUX grip, TH D, 90 FELLE MR
L7z wp. - 1+1€€

(2)  cos(Grarget; 9) <0

o SURAMEEINTZHENZ grip, TH D, +90 ELL LR
Lot w.p. % CTree

o SUXRMMEEINHENE g TH D, +90 EL LEEEL
7o W 3 e
Distinguishing phase T, 2774 7 ¥ M cos(Grarges, 9) DY IE
DIGET Grarger D g THBETFRIT B, ZOFTRIIMR
3o TIELW. WIS, cos(Grarget, 9) DEDHE, 774
7Y M guarger 7 gaip TH D EFET 2L 2O TR § - 15
DL TIELVOT, 2747 Mg ¥ gayp ZHEF (<. T
XAFTZZeMNTES. KoT, JLad LU EIOHRDRT

SERIEE RS ZEPROMRNTH 3. O

4.2 =R Mr—XRICET IR
4.1 8 CRLEY—R b7 — 213 LDP-SGD OB &R - 7=
HDTHD, fflziX, DP-SGD [19) D &S Z7 747 b
AECH Y7V ) A XEMA BRI LEHAT 255
B B 0[REDH 5. DP-SGD DV — R F 7 — RIZDWTIE,
Nasr & [18] IZ X o TRENATWVS.

5 RBREBENETSANSBEDORE

2 TN X DI, TITANIRT X =& ¢ ZHIDIEET
FAT 2 HEE LTREUTO 3 00F Fons.

(1) sensitivity, e 27 —XRXR—ZAHIZHZHEADOL a2 —
F OREHRE SN B TERICEST 5 [9,10]

(2) BRNA XHRMERZHAIFTREER L 35 [22]

(3) IREAMEIZ & o THEBRIVIR ¢ ZE3HE T2 [18]
AT, BEENPOXEXERANDS ¢ ZFIATEER (3)
DARGHIRE % i o 7o 4B/ IR T 7 A NS LV OWEZ TR T



%. KEiITIX, LDP %A L7 FL ORI 75 4 N i8E
PRET 2 TEICOWTEHAT 3.

5.1 RABREL L TOBFRER TSI NY

AH=ZZALMODAS 2,2 Wy izo0T, ITO LS
RARGIREE B X 5. WG E AT =z, MIRGZE o, ZEH
HEEE S T 5.

Hy: 1y ZAT1 2 oAES N,
Hy - 871y 3AT o' o fEb /.

JRIEAR G Ho DEBICIEETH 2 DIEAL 28 E& (MUT
FPR:False Positive Rate) i& Pr(M(z) € S) t EFEI N 3.
Z LT, WA Ho DRI TH 2 DICEA I N LD o
=#|& (DUT FNR:False Negative Rate) i& S OffifE&% S
LEBHY, PrM() € 5) LEREND. AHZXL MH
LDP %{RET 3 213, UFO&MHE#ET L A%STHS [23).

EE 1 (BB BIESTI741Y). e e RTIZOWT, X
HZRALM: X = SEFEEDANORT z,2' €¢ X BLUE
BOEHGER S € S XL TROELMED ENBIGHITDA,
eRMER T 7 AN ZHT-T.

Pr(M(z) € S) + e Pr(M(z') € §) 2 1

e Pr(M(z) € S) +Pr(M(z') € §) 2 1

Efﬂ 1 %Eﬂ%j‘é t, r"ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ"}zzﬁ 705 /f }‘:\/gﬁg €empirical Li

FPR | 1-FNR @
NR 8 TFPR

1—
€empirical = Max 10g F

LERES. FlZIE 1000 FIOFITT, EEICE 2z rofEFohk
Why %o DofEshize FRLEZESE (=FPR) 27 0.1, &
BRicik o’ potEsnMhy ® 2 2 ofEonze TRLZE
A (=FNR) 702 %o 72358, X (2) &Y eempiricat ~ 2.0 &
5. ZZTHEELRFUIRSL VDX, FET 2 e DEIC
el U CRfTRIE Z R SR BN H S 2 ThHD. e=4Th
AUXRITEBUE 10,000 T35, e = 16 R K Ekfli%x
BRELBEIIDIZL ORMMTEDBBELTE2DTI ATV
FOBIRIC X > TR Z DIRGIEIXH# L 72 5.

5.2 LDP ICEITAREETILOEA

FEROBRFHBEICHED S S 7 A NS LRVDRIE R ET 2
7o, MEEZLUTO7 2 — X THRT 5.

e Crafting phase. FLDZ 54 7> MiE 2 204N
g1,92 BEBL, Y5601 2087 LIVRL 1ITE>TT Y
Xofbss. SR LA G T 5.

e Distinguishing phase. § 25 7 ¥ X AL I N7z 4R
Mg, go DELLE ol THT 5.

TADY XL IR ET 2T 74 NTHEREBEERT. QL
OEEL Y E H2FREDD & TTHREEMED RT Z T
(2) £ €cmpirical Z1F5.

5.3 Distinguishing phase
7 =AM r—2D5H1c & % ¥, LDP-SGD T 155 A

Algorithm 3 LDP Test in FL clients

Require: Privacy parameter: e, #trials: K
1: FP, FN, TP, TN « 0
2: for k € [K] do
3: The FL server sends 6 to the client.
4 Crafting phase
5 {g1,92} + Craft(z1,z2,0¢)
6 Randomly choose g from {g1, g2}
7: G+ Aclient (9)-
8 Submit § to the distinguishing phase.
9 Distinguishing phase

10: guess + D(§, g1, 92)

11: if g is g1 and guess is g2 then

12: FP +=1

13:  else if g is g2 and guess is g; then
14: FN +=1

15:  else if g is g2 and guess is g2 then
16: TP +=1

17:  else

18: TN +=1

19: end if

20: end for

21: Compute €empirical a5 (2)

H72HHIT 2B T ¥ X AMURTEROARLD a9 4 VP 2 H
B35 ZeMRNTHS. 207 2—XTlE, D(G,01,92) &
2007 Y X AMUFTDOEEE {g1,92} & T ¥ X LLRDAI § D
ad A HEPEERFIH LTS v X a{Liio Ak E TS 5.

g1 cos(g,g1) Z cos(g, g2)
guess = (3)
g2 otherwise

5.4 Crafting phase

TRTDOANDORT DFNRZFHIT 2 Z L IXFPIITII AT HE
720, R EWNEETH . AT, TALITVXA 3BT
%, HELEEIET 27575 Craft(-) & LT 5 BEEHRAT 2. Z
ZCREER T AU E L, R—A T4 v L TR HENRLA
FRET 2 0L, 7RV (ANT—XERIETE S,
AERETEZ R YY) IIBLT 4. 1 HiTHIhizY —Z b
T —RARENT 27DDHMEEET 2D 5N 5.

5.4.1 Benign setting

RORENZREL LT, BEROD AL ZER L 2WVEE
BEZRD. 7747 NI ARSEMENT T B —LE
TN FANT, Bz &z OARL g1 & g2 BERT 5.

g1 = VL(0s;71); g2 = VE(Or; 22);

ZOFREWCE-T, BERODIRALNETLIZVT 4T 4%
HELRWEGEORBING T F A NVBELZHZ Z e BN TES.
5.4.2 Label flip
V=AM —ADGHNICED Y, g1 & go PEDADTITRT



{722DX, HIEE/NVLADPRKEL, g1 & g2 DPWEFWVT
WASETHD, AEEEEREST 20088 By -2 b
r—ADFEBRFETHZ. LrLEBS, TALADXEY T
72 2R EDHIRIC X > TABEBETERWEANDH . Z
DRETRAMICEE? 78R T2k, V—Abr—2
WD WY LT, ANEBROERT LTI %2(TS.

g1 = VL(0s; 21, labelr); g2 = VE(O:; 21, labels);

g1 & g2 DIEWVIETANIUIETTH B, 0, BHEANCE FIFRS
NTVRIEL D 2 ODLEUIHAEZ IR DTV, RITFD
&5 REREDSHRINTH 2 ZHHT 5.

R 2. 0, BT OICHIIEE SN TWEEE, AT —XDIE
RS NNVEEET B, RNAROAEAERS NS,

SEER 2. 2 XM R1TS NN EF B W THEABE N &%
Iy hubE—3R%E L= —ylog(p) — (1 —y)log(l —p) &7 5.
ZIT, yl30FERR1DOINL, pldy =1 OHSERT,
=S RED. 2 BSUEA FABBIOR LAED
S5O 2z =wyiz+by, 2 =w_x+b_ T, wy & by &7
NENEALENA 7R, 2 BHIOEDORY y b5, ERIN
Ney=1t Lkt AEITEEBLOUTOLIIIEES.
e ) =)
(4)

ZIZT, WIENNOEATHS. 7NNV EREIES, T4
bby=00r LA,

dL dL dp dz— 1 dz_ dz_
av T dp de aw - 1-p PP g TP g

(5)

2%, p 1 BETADENIC I I A TWS 2 RHT
Y, 2y WKREL, 22 3NEL KRB, 2FD, wy = —w_
BT X5 CHASFHEINS ZeATRENG. O =
Lide —w e, footode _y deTpEne, ®
FADRERZ I TS, §hbby=1Tp~1
DrEF, AP Op-—1R(5) D —pBHFEHRELTHS.
koT, THREHENETINE NN OGS, 7 0LE KRS

5 L AR RNAMICES. y=0DHEbFEKTH 5. O

5.4.3 Gradient flip

79747 Y Mk 3 ADOEENTEEREE, LDP-SGD @
U=+ —RGED K R BRI, HhEoNios
BMTH5. LIzhoT, g1 £ go ZULTD XS ITHE(ET .

g1 = VL0 21); g2 = —gu;

5.4.4 Collusion

Gradient Norm Projection 2 & > T, /AW L KD 4
Bl IHERIN T BN IR I N T W28, Gradient flip D & 5
WHRDR7 ZMAEZICL TSV — R br —ZIZIFFE LRV
GEnRET S, LdoT, ZOFRETIE Gradient Norm
Projection 2 <72, A LAVNE DI WET L O &

BIAERT 5. 0, 3R THRUCIEMI AL EFHOF— X T —

Theoretical
MNIST
CIFAR-10 ot
Fashion-MNIST /s
SVHN ,:

Measured &
N

05 1 2 4
Theoretical £

3: Benign setting: HEWNLFETIE, HEXNE TSI
ALV ED BARLIRE RES NS,

Theoretical

MNIST

CIFAR-10 e
Fashion-MNIST .
SVHN s

Measured €

Theoretical £

X 4: Label flip | E7 A HTICHATFE SN TV,
ANT—=RD IV EEHET 57215 T3 Benign setting & H H
FmfEEo <.

NBEANZEF LET AL L, g & 6, OFEEER LZIE
5 AL 2RO F SR T T — 20 o ERT 5. go
% Gradient flip ¥ [FIfRIC g1 ZRERXE AL T 5.

g1 = Vf(ét;$1)§ g2 = —gi;

5.4.5 Dummy

ROHBNRBEEL LT, 7747 Y bHXI—DOHIEEK
FTEAIREEEZD. ZOHRETIE, Collusion D K 5 12H—
CHBEFICY R M —RARERTE S0, FLOZ 54
7 ¥ } 72T LDP-SGD 2% e-LDP %iiii/z 3 Z L % BRETE %
g1 1 Gradient Norm Projection #7201/ VAM L &7
% X 51 fEp D) 51 7- A, Random Gradient Sampling @
FEEZTI K TB72DIT g2 13 g1 EREIELAME T 5.

g1 = (A7)\7 a)‘)a g2 = —4g1;

ZZTA=L/Vd, dZARDRITTH 5.

6 =X B2

AHiTIE, FLIZBIJ 2 LDP 774 NTHIET R + OFGHR
ZRT. Hihd 5 FHD Crafting phase IZBWT 7LV X4 3
DEHRT A% 10 [FITWV, 155172 €ompirical 2T T 5. £
nZho 72+ OFATEE K 1% 10,000 & L7z, HRALETF—X
£ v Mi& MNIST [24], CIFAR-10 [25], Fashion-MNIST [26],
SVHN [27] T® 5.



---- Theoretical
MNIST
CIFAR-10
Fashion-MNIST
SVHN

Measured €

2
Theoretical £

X 5: Gradient flip: AEDRT7 DIFELHHEE DIFE, &
BRI 75 A AT LML A CERREIED L.

-==- Theoretical
MNIST
CIFAR-10
Fashion-MNIST
SVHN

Measured €

Theoretical €

6: Collusion: ¥ — N HIB L 72E T N0 55 H5H A =
DELDRT7 ZERTZIL T, V- r—RZEET 3.

6.1 BENAETSANIBEOHRA

6.1.1 Benign setting

3 &b, &dHENRRE TEIIRMEL FBRINR T 4N
LRV DENKE V. MNIST T e =4 2RI L 2GR E 4
LY B L, HEMOREERIIL e DEIX 0.94 THD, FEXD bR
W ITANVREDNEINT VS, ZOBEMIIRTOT—Xty
b CRBRICERBI = Mz,

6.1.2 Label flip

4 &b, ANTF—X%Z#FF % Z & T Benign setting &
DHT =R br—RZFIL. ZOFRECBVT, MNIST T
e=4RRIEL CTHARELERT 2 & compirical = 2.47 7807z,
X 4 ORI, BADFEBRBRECRAXCHEIMEERLET
N LGETHD, EEHFECE > TIEEHIZY—A b
= AZED AIREED D B .

6.1.3 Gradient flip

BN AN 2 RIEZ B 2720 OBETH-oTH, M5DK5
IZ Benign setting XDV —RA b r—RITGEDL TN TES.
MNIST T e = 4 Z{RAE L7 A Z AR T 2 £ compirical = 3.99
T ACHREISEL TWED, Zoor—%ty FTiE
FRICFEEL TV,

6.1.4 Collusion

M6 &b, 7747 M BARZEZRMETE, -
HLUIAER, BTOT =X LY T cempirical DVERFEIZEL,
V=AM —RZHHETETWVWE I 2bh 5

6.1.5 Dummy

M7ED, 27347 o TWET—RICHDLLTX
I —DABEERN L7255 D Collusion & AR, £ TDT—

©

---- Theoretical
B Dummy

ot

Theoretical £

X 7: Dummy: 7 54 7 ¥ b BFOEGRRE TR L
2 —DaEEAEM L 25E, LDP-SGD 55 - LDP Z{F3E L
TWR I WAL TE 3.

o w IS

Measured €

o

# 1: MNIST 2B 2 ABOMAEE. HzX, Qg & —g

HEAIT E BHERIX, e=1 ZRIEL TGS, 705%L 5.
Theoretical €
0.5 1 2 4
Benign 54.4 58.4 64.4 68.1

Label flip 60.7 70.1 83.2 92.1
Gradient flip 61.0 70.5 84.7 93.6
Collusion 62.3 73.1 87.9 98.2
Dummy 62.2 73.2 88.2 98.2

XY v FT €empirical VEEREICELTVWS. bbb, ZOK
BEHHETZZL2TY 747> MELDP-SGD 73 e-LDP % i
2L TVWBR I EMEETE 5.

6.1.6 FERDEL®D

B 1(b) R 1T 5 DOBREWBUT 2EHIR T T A4 N
SLRAERELDHTVE. M 1(b) kD, V—R M r—2%E%E
B2 3 AR BERET 2 22BN THS. R 1ITR
3" Crafting phase TIfEX 17z 2 DD HELH Distinguishing
phase THIBNCHIN LIRERIE, 254 7Y IR T T4 008
FIR—=R e ITOWTHRT 2DEMIT 3
6.2 & B

6.2.1 7747V MIEBY—RA T —ZADOEHAREN:
FEERICE T, V—AMr—RE2EBRTZEI547 b
DWEBICT 7R TEDZREND 5 Z LRI NTZH, T34
AD7 72 Al Y OFIRIC X > TV —RA b r — 22 HB
TERWAREMNDY S 5. Benign setting TIXFHEME & BRI 72
TIANTLRVEIRTEENTE D, Label flip DX S5ICAN
F— R BEEARE T HIUT Y — R b — RIET B AN D
B, FHIEEINEETFTLVOREEIKRET 3.

6.2.2 TTANINTRX—RDIEF

V=R Mr—RERELREE QAL LT, FliAD
TR ADEEIENEZ bND. EFERID, AT ERRE
LW BIIRBIIR 7 A NS LAVIIHEREE B TB D,
LDP 2fR3E L7z FL @ 75 A N AR BRI T, Z0EMAME
BETXEZAHEMEEREBLTNWS. /2, FLOZYT 474
WIS DHIRZIMZ S Z 8T, ¢ ZFBMTE3HEENDH 3.
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FT200HEL <, LDP OBERFHE X =X L D5
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3 2 ENDH D, RFETIE, 7547 > FDFEITATRER R
BT AN LNV DTRAMERELE. /2, X=X 4
» e-LDP Zifi7- S I DR T 2720 DT — A b r—2
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