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Survey on Privacy Preserving Techniques for Machine Learning
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Abstract: Machine learning has become a core technology in areas such as big data, Internet of things and cloud computing. Training
machine learning models requires a large amount of data, which is often collected by means of crowdsourcing and contains a large
number of private data including personally identifiable information (such as phone number, id number, etc.) and sensitive information
(such as financial data, health care, etc.). How to protect these data with low cost and high efficiency is an important issue. This paper
first introduces the concept of machine learning, explains various definitions of privacy in machine learning and demonstrates all kinds of
privacy threats encountered in machine learning, then continues to elaborate on the working principle and outstanding features of the
mainstream technology of machine learning privacy protection. According to differential privacy, homomorphic encryption and secure
multi-party computing, the research achievements in the field of machine learning privacy protection are summarized respectively. On
this basis, the paper comparatively analyzes the main advantages and disadvantages of different mechanisms of privacy preserving for
machine learning. Finally, the developing trend of privacy preserving for machine learning is prospected, and the possible research
directions in this field are proposed.
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Fig.1 Architecture and privacy threat model of machine learning based on cloud platform
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Fig.2 Model training methods in machine learning
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Table 1 Adversarial model of privacy attack
R 1 RS TR
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BE TERET BRI SR AR
SRECT S ERIIZ . PR B 2R (5 2
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AR A S BRI AU R G050 5 16 B, 0 75 5 IR V) g AR 25 1EAT 271 R8N 2 T8 A2 1T U 1R 20 A P
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Table 2 Typical privacy threats in machine learning

R 2 HLasaE o] b A B AL B

I B REAL I ) W MRS R
Ve [7,8,31,38] [7]
T B [12-17][39-40] [41] [40] [42]

(1) HEBL3 [ 2o (Model Inversion Attack)

AEEAL S 1) T ok 2 i Tt WA AR T 45 SR o 4 ORI 2 A G i 1, IR Bh F B s & A O B 4% 5 e
W28 Fredrikson 2 A5 6 2k [ 3 0025 0 52 W) 25 M 7 R 8 Sl 1 — ol S I B0k ANSUHIERR 1795 A\ AT B A, 38 1T g 5 50
NI VRC NI 16 S 5B 2R . Fredrikson %5 AUV 7 A SRS s 2% R 4 2 S0 H500 (% ] 471 A A Rl o b o) P 35
Tl M i N IR AR & 8 7 ARG KR, Hitaj 25 ACSRI 7028 03, 0 A5 SR BB ML 38 25 o) 5 M IR ME (R3PS 2 5 4 1
IR 4R S R T GAN LT (GAN-based attack). — M3 T- GAN {5 1] B8 8 5552 F AL 1iE 52t 5E 2 R A
B Ateniese 25 NBWYE T — D702 25 2% (meta-classifier), 32 0) H i 4T Y1 25, 48 FLREAS Brah HoAt i1y 20 28 8% T3R5 & 4T 11
SRACHE S5 (1 BURAS S A9) a0 (L B2 R M) X A5 R, 7T LU EL B SR 4 X TR e 3R B ik 45, (R JU 58 5558 T 1R AL

(2) HERIFEE LT (Model Extraction Attack)

B S B B e 2 48 Mok 2 SRAS R B B AR I R U AL IS Y N B I S e e i) B B s ) — A 5 E
PR AU 45 58 A A (LA 2 ST A Song 25 NURIESE 1 % ROMLAS 5 > B30 mT LU S A P A2 A BRI o F i
R, [ B IR K 06 T FL N R SR AR 145 2, RIS T 37 U iR B 1) B U7 R, 98 L8855 S AR B B B H MR T
JECHHE 8 ) G AR R SR AR e 55— U5 SR AL 1K) Florian Tramer 25 N MU J% B, & T80 A5 B v 190 9000 R 25 1) APT #5111,
A CASR I H AR A5 B T — AN N R 2R MRS B Tl N1 IR WU ek R 5 57 IR X AN Y.

(3) A AFEWI T (Membership Inference Attack)

S 3 HHE BT TRk 2 4 Tk 3 o AR TN AP, AT 45 SR e SRR RN B A 5 A R A ) I R A R 0L A S
T Bt v Wk 2 A R A B TR0 20 S8 1) B B AN TR AR R . T SR IS BIREmEEE N T



BAE L FAE S AR AT R LR 7

A BRI A B e A 2040, Shokri %58 OV T A 5 HE S e AW HH 2 — B0 R 15 7E VI R 4 b Meelis 25 A1
LR T AE BMELAS A 2T AN A 2 31 v BT AN AT R He A 2 5 38 (KU1 SR 800 v i W Hh 74 8 16 500 s (i 5 PO 67 2L ) B A7 2
(B G HERRIS Th ), 30 vl HHE B 1 At 25 5 28 O I R 00 1 s P O PR BT 25 ), LT HE W 2 s A 1 2380 ) - B 76 2
A o R BRI 2R 81 2 2R A 5 PR AR R 285 — U B P DI 3 PR ) 2 S8 RO AT .

22 HRFIRIERIFFRERD XL
HLEs 2 2 SRR AT HEe L s 27 ST RO RS . HLas 2 S i AN 2577 UM R AL PRI R S EAT 2028, 03k 3 s,

Table 3 Classification of privacy protection schemes in machine learning
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(1) FHLER SR A 55 28

PLas 2 S 2RI o R B 2 o) I E 5o ol B ST FnsaAl 2 SIS DY S8 IR e B 2 0 A [B1 ) (Linear
Regression). #Z % [A]J9(Logistic Regression). >Z#F A AL (Support Vector Machines (SVMs). # 5 # 5 BEHLAR A (Decision Trees
and Random Forests). 14 % 4% (Neural networks)%%, W58 % ] 4 s 8 (Generative semi-supervised models)5, G 1 &
%334 k-Means 55,5846 %% 2] Q-learning 5. FH TR BE 24 > B AT |2, 75 8 SUR S8 4, FIT DAE: T4 28 ) 4 RS I LA
TR BEAL TR 77 1 R AR SCIR IR IR B R, 5 A1 A Jhe 470 ) 2 E 0 7 4 Rl BT AR AR SC AW, o 7 — 2 R i .

(2) WA= ISR

PR >0 RS R RE GG P AN B B AL 28 27 ST RS (R )N ZR B0 B AR ZRY T B B AE L8 27 = 1R AN [RIBA B, I 1 A R0 )
B, N B2 2 5T AR B B AR R DR i S R R 7 D7 R A A (), 3 2 FRAT TR 7 1) 2 A8, L T (R 25 00 25 B R 2 F TR BE A
2 25 1) T B B T AR 2 T I ZRBi B G S ] 2 TR 2 2 AR B — T SR AR A A 2%, T B8 DL BGEA3 T4 K, B A
WA N 0 75 v T R U R TG, T (R 25 I8 (0 oF SEREAS T AR KT LA, RIS 025 B AT — 0P 6 T B Ao 22 I 5% 73
DB BT TE I ZRE 22T 0 35 4 AR (1 = 2L 2% 2 ST B GR P 7 VR ATy = — AN T i i

(3) FAERIYIZE T a2

BlLats 2 BRI GR 77 AT 40 R 2 ) L A U TR IR % 2] 3 R &b & ST h Rl S h Bl SRR = o
RS A — IR . B AR SR NSRRI SRR 2 5 0 A N ST R % S 5 5 ISR B0 T0 75 S 2l
YRS 45, &2 507 5 b IR S5 SRR e OF BB IR EER £ & 2 5 07 4 A0 il Re e Ko I . B HI M EcE
FEAE R B, B2 2 e 2 N8 P i 7 b S IR 5% 48 1R B T RGN — SRS, RIS CR AR I GRSl 20 AN I TR 2 2
THA PR — A BN 2% 1 27 ST PR ARG 27 ) SN S AL - B BEAA I DR TR T B 35 52 2 R b S 0 9.

(4) HEBFIRIP BRI 36

BLas 2 S WL B A GR R R T LA i 3 28 T 22 A BE AR DRIPRER . T (R 25 85 (R BERL PR B AR R 2 T
LA 2 7 TR R CR AP BOR e 22 3 BORL BOR, J8 T80 2k FUI 75, e R il AR RN L8 e 8 s FE AR A )1 R A o
ERESA. NESH B REEUE R b A 75 P s), DLORIEAS Y B SR B L. RIZS In s A e 4 2 07 THREOR,
JB T RS 57 v, EAE I A VORI IS B R R A B A R T VAR R AR AT W e 4 2 T TS S 2 A R AL
FRINE 5222 i EAGEH.

3 BT EDRIENEEZF JRFARIPHLH

Z 4y ke (differential privacy, #iFR DP)J&—Figi iz DA AT 7 % (O B RAGR I BEAR X — & e 5 R DworkPH4
Hi DP AR A R AT B0 P A (0 45 R A AN REHE T H P (RO S, H DP SEAT T ML 528 T LR R S 400k
JBCS ORI SR AN S ASE TR0 [va) Bt IR b, A VR 22 BT 00K DP S FH 38 ML 2R v

3.1 XS

ENX 4™ (g6) -Z 3 aF. —MNEENLELVE M: D — R R (56) -2 /3 BaRh, 24 BAL 4060 TF 2o 22— 43R (0 AH AL $ e
£d . deD FYEE i S SR 2T 44

Pr[M(d) e S]< e Pr[M(d') e S]+6 3)

Horr, M)A M(d') 73 IARGR VL M AERHESE d d LIRS Pr oABRI R & NERRL TSR, H T4 iRl R AL DR AP 2
. e/ SR ORI B FACRYT RE TR, 6 8 5 — MR R T ARR P A Z I B PR ) e BOMEZE R 655 T 0, RATBEAR M i
JE e-Z5rBaFh.

N TR S A R P A TR R R AR R 1 2 R BR AL 2%, Abadi 2 AU N1 Moments accountant HL I, AT XK
i I 2R I BT A [ B RA 25 2 A7 SRS 0 A% S 3 s S

E X 578 MA(Moments accountant) . %5 5E ¥4 D, %A — MRENLEE M: D — R, B3 M 2 (50) -7 bR, aux 5
BhA N84 A I Z A B AL 2R SO

a, (1) 2 max a,, (A;aux,d,d") “)

aux,d,d’'



BAE L FAE S AR AT R LR 9

AT Z B AL 953 5K AT A DA I 2 A RS R B e KA, BV T T RERN) auxs d dJa B R AR v I 20 2 Rl R £

ay, (A;aux,d,d") 2 log B[exp(Ac(o; M, aux,d,d ) |s WA R BN & o Bt 221 o ATHIR AR

Pr[M (aux,d) = o] (3)
Pr[M (aux,d") = o]

H AT MA LI CL 5230 HAE TensorFlow BefhPECF 8, K LA 172 L 1 2 43 B RATR J8E 2 T .

FEopFaAh R — M E B, B A DL P

PR 17 JE A ER G . TR MR DI RALE MR &2 0 Ba L B8 4 AR R BENLEE ACK— 2R £ 5y
B SE SO, BT LA M=AMD)Y T3R5 2 e-72 7 FaFh.

P 2P0 R AV AT R — RIVEIE My My, . MR (6,6)-7 53 BaFh, I8 4%t 18] — HUIR 4R D, X Se S )
HETE oM(D), My(D), ... M(D)§M (ke k6)-2 53 FaAMRY .

HIERRSFAE L AT PR ARANR BB T B4 5%, AT A FEAE AL A5 5 21 AN TR i B, P8 8 AN /) 22 7 BR AL P Bl o 2 A
RO YT AT LA 6 50 2B i A\ A5l R Zxrh v] LI B 038 o 1R) 2 4080 F A e B0 50, AR I SR 45 TR, 7T DA £ 0
Fiinth 283N B AR IR 4 Fs.

c(o;M ,aux,d,d") £ log

Table 4 Differential privacy perturbation methods in machine learning

x4 Pl E S RIS Tk

B WAL ot AT S
(£, 8)
. . e JIRALTS 0 R4 32
A %ﬁ%%A&&ﬁ o HEHIBAL BSE RO R
N T R "
) £—LDP
et W -LDP KL AL
MMk 45 2
e O < O-1(VIO)+ D) CVBREAL p SRR

TS Kkl

VAEBRERS LS T N S5

- 1
xj £ x; +mLap(Aho/£j)

X(,'ﬁézk i 5 AL, & RS

LA EZ5 WA B 7,
§,=ph xe
A H AR5 I Lo @)= UO+P B 9 Laplace W75 £,,(0)9 H AR ER L
’ ¢ =argmint,, (6) 0 Rk aN R B bR RO 55
J
H gt LOEDIID IS IV () D R IHCR S, oA R
P B bR = T HIETERI G A O B8
Ay = A Lap(A
IR R M = Leno * Lap(82) hou WU BECR
g = argmuinﬁ(a) OB G B AR R BRI S E
0" = argmin ((6) O* N SEL; p 9 Laplace 5%
WANFH B | DGk ‘
0,,=0+p SEHOR; 0,0, FHRENIE 25
RN L ,
AR | n,(x0) =|{i i elt], £,(x) = j}] x NRRTREA: N H0THL
s N f(x)=arg m?x{nj (x)+Lap(1/ &)} (o)A 2R EH fo) Rt B

3.2 BEFRERNN
(1) ZETHADBI ARG TT R
F BN (Input Perturbation) 2 & Sy 18 S A5 7L 42 figh 2 Y 7 B0 S Mot AR RSN AT, Se et ISR dEAT — R FZ AR AL
B KA AEAR IR I 25 T R0 x e BT AT DR B 753, KK 1 SR S TR DB R Sy BE SR L At i B 9t 30 5
FIHE AT SCHR R 22 70 B AL & IR A A 22 73 B AL Bl PR 7 1%
Z2 57 FEFL B B B, 7T AT A R I R8s O Fiak B AR I A 07 V228 BB A 5 SR A A\ B ARALL 4 TR A R [ A X
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N L& s, NS B CR 47 SR A6 H0E B FA 1 B . A A0 22 73 B A TN B0 CRAPBERL OGRS NS5 AN AT 5 IR S5 4 2 TR) A5 1
B Fh FEAZASAL p AR AN F P i SR A AR 3 S AR R AT 22 0 B RAAR B, e AL B S (¥ 80408 AR 3 4 T e e ).

TR A ST B 9 2% (GAN) S AR AR g A U AR G b fige o 1 5040 i SR 4 1) 0, 1FL EH T~ G AN 1] Rt 25 I R B B R
J9 i PeixX — 1) 8, Beaulieu-Jones 25 A1 4 7 —FhF I DP-SGD | 2. AC-GANs (auxiliary classifier generative adversarial
networks) ({45 B DP-GANs, I I A 22 W £ FEDP T A2 Bl B, 4L =2 I R AT 70 08 - OR 45 SR BRRLBR A3 T Al vy 52
P4 TR, 2R U FH PR 28 X 4% - — SRR AE 3% (Generator) 11 25 X 48 G I 25 M — 2 BE MLz AE 5 TR B it 2
S ARABL BT HHE s 53— AN PR 9 F0 50 4% (Discriminator) 1 #H 22 P 25 D FH T F bt — AN REAS R LS (138 2 AR AR AR IO RE AR i A 1Y
18 2R B X (6) BT, i@ i i — AP0 Hplayerfiiminmax  game, 283 5 i illl 5, e & IE B 115 (Nash equilibrium). 76 15 7
2 ST 3o R e S8 1) 40 500 25 B P PR R e, 0) -2 0 BRRA FRAP KRR 222 43 BRURA 11 J Ab 38 5 8 7 I A e #8848 3K 49 (e,0)- 22
S BERAORAF AR FE X DPGANHESE b 1 5 25— RE UG 1] JL32 RA A H0dis (¥ 2B A, DALt e T R SRAF A il A B 03K
BN R B AA.

minmaxV(G,D)=E,_, ., [log(DO)]HE.., ., [log(l - D(G(2)))] (6)
B
. \_\. . )

s : o (€8 - 255, ‘ [__

\
o BB 2 )
4 w
T St / % \f
‘— LB/ | 1/ |
J |
100z \;_,1'_ g - 'E \ .-,_/ : |
| | |
: L |

Fig4 Framework for DP-GANs
Kl 4 DP-GANsfHAIHES!

bt SCHR[49] A8 Y GAN AFLE NI ZR Ao B FETH AR Z 2 R PR 28 0] B, Xiie 5 AU T — P 22 43 B AR ks 0
2% (differentially private GAN, fij#X DPGAN) 1% % %5 % 5L T Wasserstein GAN(fRj 78 WGAN) W25 #Jitk T 23— AP 77 player
) minmax game. A tt GAN W45 H ) KL #5032 IS U FI AR 3575 1, BIME B A~ 70 A7 8 T S, Wasserstein 25 2558 BB [ L T
AR, AR T GAN BRI RATEE « Bh LT R 45 1) L AZ AR BRI Rl R A (50) -22 0 Ba b LRI I 2R A
F4,f8 F Moments Accountant AL RS A 2 il A5 84 Y1 Zad R o A B RA 103 2% B £ 17 AL g ) P A

N T R BB O T % 19 /8, Bindschaedler %5 AUR] A AT {5 75 (plausible  deniability)driEl Ok fE 5 A8 sl A8 Ba AL
P, Ny e YRR f R A B T — P IE A B AL DRI 7572396 &2 plausible deniability A3 E FIALH 045 B ANl S7 AR HR A2 A
TR AL I AR 1% 7 1% e A e AR T IR R A il A R A SR i 7 4R DR G A 0 A4 1 v S A 79 45 BB o R A
TR 0 R AR A SR B2 7 BEORL, T HE 48 3R BRI RE AR, S AT 45 AT 75 9A 4. (k,p) -plausible deniability ML & a0 z8(7)Brm X AL
1) S B B AN T 23 A, 58 R G e 0 5 i SR (R0 et ), T T i R R R B E SRR AR R AR T (R IE
FRIECE). B RL S 5 ke R AN T 20 A R A\ B SR KRR 248y BRI 13 N B AC SR AN 7T 70

a Priv=M@)) _ (7
Priy=M(d,)}

Ho, Vi j€{1,2, -k} sd N IF UGS B M(d) B A By 9 A J ) Bk, y B AL 24

(2) BT APHZEINB AR T 5
TXFh T3 S ARAE R IN ZRid R v 25 6 2 25 B sl i 25 0 o 5 4 307 P vy S0 7 , L s L0 T SR IR R sl Sk i



BAE L FAE S AR AT R LR 11

oA 7E el B T b, 2 B AT 17— S G0 3 11 e i, 2 S 5 95 o e 7 0 7t b ) 2 B 403 2R 1R A LA,
AAEAEFEEMNE X

B R FE 2 2] vh B e R I R B 4 1T B S B0 P R RA R 1) ) 5, Shokri A ShmatikovP® 42 H T — Rl Al ik
P BEHLES B T MR Bk (distributed selective SGD, [FK DSSGD). 2 J5 fE AN B SZYN R B HE I 00 1 @I AT R P I ZRid Fe,
FLR 7 RGN B AR Y. DSSGD SVEHELE I & 5 v, Ho iRk 55 48 S BCE B A 4 20 8 W, e D927 1 38 W gpp 9P S IR
FZHRMERSH I BATESSH ML THEN R G BEHS5E KA 1%-10%MHES AN T MRS EETA
SR FINGEIREEN R ZE B, EEE ¢ -Z /7 aFAKE 7 (Laplace noises)¥s INEIEEE S H .85 5H 2 BIAGAE E,EA
FEA AT H & BN R SERR R WL 0 T2 2 58,82 5 8 JL AR K H 7086 B I 06 I ZRAs 28 (1 v it 1 0 T
SEYN AR R AERA .

w.

global

selective
1< ngobal _aGlncal ®)

Liu % NU7ESCHR[361 Al E 4R T —FhBs BhBREE T AN 52 I3 50 Jo s B3 11 W ) B A (R R 3 2 T R 8, Al i S 2
B ZH T DASEBL 2 ANl 5 2 VIR FE 2 SR 8 Bl Ve & AE A M et b EAT I 25, D3 8 P A0 S 20 2 s e SRS 1
Ja 540 £ %] XMPP (global server).
SRS

Lep

Vs
A T
selectiveyd,
w & (Glocal ) B
ZH WO\
see i

R AR JR ARV
Fig.5 Framework for DSSGD
Kl 5 DSSGDHIAHELE

AV

SCHR[36] 7 AN 5 AR DR /AR S A FRE 422 11 50 ] O H0RD 3 52 2 08O ) B A9 R AR DR 0, T RE S W B AN D B K B
AATIL, RN ZRag AR EURN 22 07 S S BRI IR KON T ko — st PR R VI 25 A5 o BB 2% Abadi 55 A0 41
4 7€ B (composition theorem)$& H T —Ff MA(Moments Accountant)/L il AL fu 17X B AL 37 0 HEAT I SN PRER 34T, 7T LAAS 2
o AR R AL 2 () B A () i v, L1 R H AT 2T = R4 & B #ll(advanced composition theorems).H HAA B FEF —
i 22 7y BSRLBEHLBE Z T B4 5535 (Differentially Private SGD), £E 4N 25l BRH A5 W 75 51 N Z B8 B2 2 Kb IR MA HLED
I ZRIEFE P R BAA R 2% 32 AT AS 40 B B AL IR ER 7 43 A, LARE Bh A2 5 & P e 0 U W 6 B 20 N DR S L 2
Ao ittt X 2 B FA AE R AL BUAS AT #4500 R, vT X 215 808 A S 800 IR E B AT I 2R, AT R0 38 K I RCTE, 5o 1 3= 2 1)
HB L 2 AR A U R B 7E MINIST SEE8 R, SEIL T 97% I rik i

SR, SCHR[76] 70 1 7 i ATI SRR T VI R 8 A i 0. 2 RO AR D R AA TR I R b Sk ARBOT B TR AL R 24 7%
TR EWNZRAEARBOR AR AT RURS I 31X R B 2308 72 Hb 52 W AR R e A0 A 2R 53 — Bk R I S350 N (g 75
S [ A, 3K 7 S 37 J b BT BB SRS AR DR N AN [ AEAE R 2 B30 % AR R 4 HH A 5 R R AR (K, Phan. 25 A POIE T
% )2 M 5% A% 4% (layer-wise relevance propagation, faj X LRP)!'OUE L 48 7 — i [ 38 5 3 3 $iz #7 H1 1 (adaptive laplace
mechanism, 5 FR AdLM), DA SZER FE #1228 X 25 1 25 43 B FA IR 3. LRP SEHEZL I 6 Fiow.

AdLM SEHLE 21 50 R4 LRP HE R, 15912 ¥ (affine transformation) & S A 4E 4% BRS, KR4 B4 i N RFAE X
SRR F(0) E) AR SR, ansR(9) Bl s 8 5 2 T TN GG RO ph 2 R 25 1 S8 46 D A AMRHIE PSR DG | IR
Ry i 7 i = L0) B s 0 J KR A AN ARFAE oy Xo 6 HH SRS [R] 3 B 3 [ R A Py N I 7 A S5 7R 4 tH 00 R A KW
FHE H N EE 22 AR R e 7 n =X (1) 7 AZ AL o B IR R e N PR e 7 R SR FA TR AR A e A R DR b B L it
SIHAR SE ML T I ZRak AR IR .

FO=%,  R@)==3 R (x) ©)
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R 2 ﬂzw R, (x)+Lap(AR/ &) (10)

- 1 11
xij.éxij+mLap(Ah0/s/.) am

Horp M7 R H g =fixe, ¢ NIX—BUEN IR T LB A ZE 05 j MR e i 0 DTk R 4L

AT f% ?%
RE x
Ra READ P YL Em lic
Rx[ mez
(A
O O “
= O
O
I 4E 1§

Fig.6 Framework for LRP!'"!
Kl 6 LRPHIEHEZOY

(3) 2T Hirtsh MR RS T &

H#r#it3li(objective perturbation) AR EMEHLAN, 2 TRAENL 385 SR (1 H b ek 205 H Ax ek B0 I 20 2 80h i i
LT I MG B AR R O U5 S S E AN T AN R, B RPN 5 iR R AL 2R 2 B H AR ek AR 5 thE 1, 5 ) Rk
RRETE . AR B, B bR 2 77 VAR B GRAE R UL Tt P 3h 7 i1 Rt AN B bR B R E b ek HOZE S n]
TCE ™ e B, BRI LA B H A R 301 U7 i B — 58 1 R BR A A& F T i 22 X 2% S5l T Y

5 REN TR AE H b iR BUR T 2 SR T IR e 7 O TR R BN H AR ek N R A 2 T
AERIR AN F H bR iR A 2 2 W 30, 0 H b R 0845 F 22 #((Taylor) 3 V) Eb 55 5 & 71 20 (Chebyshev expansion) i i i K
W FLA Al 2 TSR, SR S5 1 W 75 A I 31 %5 2 A AR T B T SR A AL 22 T vE OB R 1R B AR R L, 0% 7 VEAE A
YR TIE A I3RS 45 1T 36 T s BB (10 722 43 B FA R T S5 LL.

Table 5 Comparison of differential privacy schemes based on function mechanism

5 AT R EIB AL 002 o) B AL TR T SR L

ES JEJE AR s R % &LV
dPAs™®! Deep Auto-Encoders 2SR 2 H bR R L ZEAETT
pCDBNP7 Convolutional Deep Belief Network fie B BRI DILL T RBHRFF
Ref[51] Deep Neural Network A8 SR 72 H AR iR AL 50 SR B BUR T

Chaudhuri® A\ W48 2 35 T 50 BUEUR M (sensitivity-based) AR 1S 1 — il B8R fo477 1R 3% 4 0] U 4030 s P 3k R 07 ¥k
5 L PR B 2 2 W RR B R SR 5 R 5 R B0 A I B (W 75 B2 3] A KA T M e -ZE 0 B RS B T LA PR i)
T RAF 5 TR 1 B HO RS RL AT SR B T S LML 27 20 bR R U, 3 AT BEAR IR A, R b AR 4R U T 55 — b R4 B A 1 12 4
[B] U5 77 ¥k 1% 77 13 T35 B F5 28 $l(perturbed objective function), AN K &6 T~ B8 $ BRI, 7 HLiZ T VR AR IR Ao FA A 1. 52
SR B, 5 — oy ik B TR A (2 I MR



BAE L F ALK F I AR AT LR 13

ot B 2 3] R AT BB AT AE AR AL S T8k Phan 2 A USIDAVR B 27 5] 10 SERI AL 14— B BhAmAs 3 B 706 3 T — iR
ER H 4ufiS 2% (Deep Private Auto-Encoders, {RiFR dPAs) /7 5.1% 7 il £ -2 B FARINShIARE H gl 2% 158 iR %= B
Fr B % (cross-entropy error function), 7F 54 B f2 i F2 v 8 i M 75 -0 T DR VISR B IR FA. 4 H b bR 20 22 0 U 20
O TEBR IR TS F) FH Taylor & FF 2EAT I BL.

PUA DP BEAAEIREE 5 ) dh 3G P ) RS A 7 32 %3 Bl 0 dPAs 7 SRS AR 5 (VR FE 2 ST AL BT ¥ 3. itk Phan
S NOTHR T — AN BARTREE (5 &M %% (private Convolutional Deep Belief Network, f&i#% pCDBN). 1M AR 7R B 5 & M 4% &
— ol L 2 (T R R TR T 2 ) B LB L Auto-Encoders B 2% pCDBN ANJi_F & —/NETF 2250 FafA ) CDBN, & F)
H Chebyshev expansion H43E 21t F 45 o8 BOT By 2 T2 K e 75 3\ B 2 00 R A0 A8 B80S FE VI 2B BOER I 2 e -2 )
F&FA.pCDBN HEZEFSARA ML T 25 epochs B, Al B H T~ R AU A 88, R OR AR 3E 1 R FA DRI FE R B 2 2 IR L.

AT B VF 2 2 T R FA DRI (W DNNASE RS AR A M LU - RAAA DRI A SLAICAT 2, AT PR ) T B AA DRAP DNINSE RS ZE T lb F i)
AT XX — IR, Adesuyi®E AP H T —Fh 5L T DPRIIZ Z A AL 3 (LRP) (1 B FA B30 I8 BE 1 28 0 28 11 25 )7 k. 1% 5 1208
T 2 3 35 R R A (Maclaurin: series) X 32 SR R 22 bR BIEAT 22 UG T, M Y 22 23 R AA M & S B 38 SRR 22 F AR R B R 3, R H
LRPELVEN 7 W 5 A I AL B 2R [ 5 T AR R AR ph 2 I 2 B Y (R R 1

(4) ETH BB ERFA R T 2=

i 1 $h 5 (output perturbation) 2 7R AL Y 2545 AN PR BN i 1 S8 DA AR Tt 4t )5 PR h 8 pcan bt 45 R 30— Fh
T2 B BRI SR AR B S 50 RS v 75 )4 3 7 v B T BB R B S 80 iR i sh, vl LAAG R (h A R SR B B s, AT
Bk 3t — ) AR AL [ B 5 O SR & i Pt AR Oy AN SEB T BERY J A B B ) B A DR, B T T
ReE T AR B i 2 U0 3R, B I SR EAE B RL J5 — Fh D7 i A A R AR AE T AR HE S8 (1) 0 R R B B, RIZE R FH 280 AL )1 4R 2
ARSI R OISR 00 T iyt 45 SR R B IR o g 7 HC (2 10 SR 2R 1092 AW BE 7 L E BT P AR AT B 57 HE B
By A RS T [ B ks

Jayaraman 25 NI H T — Bl 40 A5 202 >34 dE A7 22 0 B R RBh 1 5 k. & BT 2 A 2 7 i D[R] 2% 3] — WL
o SR SR SR FE A R AN Laplace M dEAT 4 i 3D, MEZUEY] T HE L2 2 07 1 E g &= T AERS F IR A
W 75 L A PN 7 ZE W 7 /N, 3 HL T BART LE T3 e AR Y (10 #E 2 B s KDDCup98 #di £ 1) skl R W] 1207 eIk B 5
JEBAAL T VAR T IR .

Papernot 45 A2 W B RRUE RS 1 JEARSR th — P Bk AU EF A48 A 56 B (private aggregation of teacher ensembles, &
FR PATE) I 20 Y T A AL 27 =0 Il 585 B FATIE 5 7] 8T PATE 14 BUBREIE 4381 e N AN AN AR A I B0 Hs 42 A BN 40 +
8BS MINGR— AN FUTRE R T TR b i 2 Je 808k, 78 M B AR AR $ SR 85 SR IR N 2273 B FARR 75 P s, DAAS SR80 £ 11 26
FRAE TN 45 . 22 5 P FH 20MAR T B B0 S I 2R 2 AR AR, g 244 P 2 AR A R AT 000 R 45 X R R 8 77 1 E SRS 198 [ o of
JR AR BURE A 1 7 AT, B T PATE AR (W RRAA 25 55 2 JL M S8 b h i 80 B B AE LG, PT BB 3 B0 Z (RS AL 2R,
(K8t PATE AT N2 A - fi] 0 AR 55

J& KePapernot S5 N\LK PATES ™ & 21| K MU R8T, o] F - B8 3 FAT 55 B0 5 IO PATETE & ML b Fia b L3948+ BPATE, i@
I B N—Fhiprig B B ENLHIRDP(Rényi Differential Privacy)!'*Y, 75 B L A% S Differential Privacy 5 1% K Fa R A 3214 T 5 ™
& 1K) 22 53 B AL DRAIE. PATEAEZE 1K) SCBE 20 AR AR E A AR R W] LA el AR L ARBURR IR A L85t LR 1 5 I R BT A
R EE — R BAE R YT S A B AU AR B Fh 4 AN R ILSE. 6% T Differential Privacy 5 RDP 1 57 LLAR.

Table 6 Comparison of properties provided by Differential Privacy and RDP
%% 6 Differential Privacy 5 RDP 4 Jif Eb 5

4 5 Differential Privacy RDP
Prf(d) e S]< e’ Pr[f(d') € S] Pr[f(d) € S]< (¢ P f(d") € SP“ "
;—/"\ SRR
4EJHZ'1M:‘%‘:}£?§% Pr[f(d) cs]> o Pr[f(d') e 5] Pr[f(d) c S] St Pr[f(d') c S]a/(aq)
U5 By 0) e gl B 7| 1
A <e < _
ST R, (dd') R, )| | FoR@De]
JEAb # L7 2 eDP (K (@, &) -RDP), U o7 2 £DP (8 (a, £) —RDP)

UlsgiRsy i f, gt /e e DP (8% (@, & -RDP), NI (£, g) i /& 26-DP (84 (a, 2¢) ~RDP)




14 Journal of Software ¥ A4k

3.3 ZEESHh

S INEBARA L, 22 43 B E i BEATL AL R FH B AL 75 10 S B 5 mT DA S B, BT CAZEBIL 3% 5% =) vh 3058 22 43 B AL BOR OF
ANt kit 2 AN TS T4, 5 AR B RA BRI (45 G S b s AT S K 22 A 2 U0 (B — e FE R b 2 B R f T
SRR FIOEE BA  T B RAR (22 3 BRI T LA S 47 bt (R AL 88 2 ST BN 52 i, 3 3 A R A3 v Bk P i
AT DA S I N R A T B 2R T SR A I A 3 R I AT RE SR A BRRL (R4 AR X AR 2o S BUR AU AT ) — iR
P Y AR RRRL CRAP SR L I i — B N SEAN IR 22 2 B R B, (R L it Rl B K Ml R Fr R e RAL )

A HiAL 2 43 BEAA R AR T ATE — s R B AR TIEFR P B RL B 7 R SR S5 2 o e 57 B IR D> ) AR AR i A AR o A
FH RS BRI 5% 88 1 B0 550 o ) 45 SRGEAT 3l T DA G R 5% 2% T4 SO B i 380 FH P A b SR M TR B SUAS R
Wep T FH 7 B AT e vk 3 A

5 A& Gl A 5 SRR LG VR FE 2 ST el T H AR R B0 AR M B, HS 82 5 M 00 53 2% TR T 5 22 5 22 4 U 1)
IR B, 58 2 DO GRik AR A T BSOS S e e, Lo o 3 e U AR SR8 TR 2 0 i 40 2 SR A2 22 43 B L R I, I
HEAN YIS FR I 42 J5 B RL FE B K AR K T 5 BI0Z R A THT I e LA B A 1087 e R 1 5 A 25 ] A i

BET- 22 53 BARAORAE (1 A2 BT 47t 09 24 A= e 1y N 08, B = 7™ b R B RA R 37, 9 LA 3 60 FUSERE AR ZE 40T B 22 IR,
FEAFIX BB AR T BEA B 58 2 ORI BARA, 22 4 ORI 5 B LU AN B HLAR 55, 55 0, i T8 REAATI SRR BE T JEAT FE A IR RFALE, R G TE 125
HRAOS e v R A HE T o

4 BT EIZSMEAILEEZE SIRFARFILH]

ARG E RN &R 5 =1 Z A IR C AT 5T 1 ARACIN T8, 33 DA D9 e A 1R AH L0 SR AR e s S b B0 21 B 2 1
B b A5 2 BT i, T L 2 >0 TSk P MKl P B B A ST R ML 88 25 ST AT, R 1 SE B P B AL Tk, — b i A
BRI RG22 T B 75 N AN B B, IX A4S B 7 I S R N D) S B, R D9 B I TSR R A A R A I S T 2 R BT
T F0 R Ao VFAE I 2 2 iE b AT R B, 1 T 75 2, & [R5 N %8 (full homomorphic encryption) B[l J& - 28 75 v, N I G 1)
BN BRI IR SR G NG T FRS I A BIHLES 2 ST B RL ORI B 7 3t .

4.1 X

(1) [N (Homomorphic Encryption,HE) & —Ff S VP F P ELHE 7 85 3 (748 B I TR, Ho A5 31 45 5L 2 o
S L 5 TS B 5 A T i R R (12).

Dec(k,, Enc(k,,m )0Enc(k,,m,)) = m, om, (12)

FHA, mys mpAB S ks k53 SNFAR S A8 Enc() 2 IN #5185, Dec() R R E TS S 0 o3 A B SCHOAN 25 303 Mg 5.
WL R M B R SCE F R AR HE 40 A3 4 RS N L SR 25 0 R e 4 R a1 o8],

(2) #47 FIZS N (partially homomorphic encryption,{&#% PHE): J& & ¥ it IR T %, R fpnkeiseikiz &, Hig
BB 32 IR ). o] 38— 25 43 Ay [F) 25 0 % 7 % (additive homomorphic encryption, f&i#% AHE)U Paillier 7758 ik [F 450
%77 % (multiplication homomorphic encryption, f&ii# MHE){l El-Gamal J7 545,

(3) KA N (somewhat homomorphic encryption, [##X SHE): & —F X 2 745 BRIk F 3fevkiz 5 A [ 45 77 % .SHE
bk FHE SR, HEBEWRE T HE N, BRE S SLI .M 2 KB 4 F 2 % 77 % (leveled full homomorphic
encryption,leveled-FHE), VFRIRE A A AE N, MFET SHE 5 R FHBIEREA A2 e, R A a4 PRACE /) f B R R, I
1M leveled-FHE 7 EAE & I ZRiR A 4 I 2% leveled-FHE S HF L1 4 2 H#i (single instruction multiple data,[&#% SIMD)iit
REFR B AR, KM leveled-FHE J7 2 /P RES 5.

(4) 584 [FZA %5 (fully homomorphic encryption, % FHE):Gentry & T A8 (ideal lattices) B4R Hi R 7t ol S,
B  PAR R E I HHATE B IR EA IR (unlimited number of times). FHE 77 58 %24 1] 5 SR, H 2% (bootstrapping) /& —
AR B S IERR, T E RK, 330 FHE AR Re o — AN S8 10 U7 98,40 B V2 B4 I P AE R B30 B 458 v i 4 2R 4% o
HGHERR FHE J7 221U Sl B Ik S F 7 KRS0 0 T e 75 1R b RN R A3 T

RINKBHAR ., REFFRZEA, RE SRR, BB S RrARZR M8 B 73 AL M55 A 0] 55 T R 25 I 2% 1)
WA IR ORI 7 ZEHEAT 3 A e L.
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Table 7 Comparison of machine learning privacy protection schemes based on cryptography

® 7 T FRAINE KL ST FRAL GRS T AT H

. . R § H. A3 d E, AS _ H. A3 d - V. “ﬁ Aé
s . A fiij%j B @efgﬁ%it Sr LR
IRJERR A 2 Pkis s Hpite V/Etﬁﬁ‘ri(%)
Ref[52] HE FS = = N/A N/A
Ref [53] HE 5 N/A = UCI Datasets 99.8
A Ref [9] AHE N/A N/A N/A WBC 98.24
To it 2 W B
Ref[47] AHE FS & N/A N/A N/A
Ref[48] FHE s & N/A N/A N/A
TAPAS™! FHE,BNNs 2 7 2 MNIST 99.04
crypto—netsm] Leveled-FHE & = = N/A N/A
Ref [64] FHE ) N/A % STL-10 85.5
Ref [66] HE P i 5 MNIST 99.10
E2Ewlid V) PPDL!® AHE H 2 N/A MNIST 99
CryptoNets™*! Leveled-FHE Ei Y 5 MNIST 98.95
Ref[55] FHE 2 = FS MNIST 99.30
CryptoDLP® Leveled-FHE i Y i MNIST 99.52

4.2 BBF RS

(1) o 2 I Al i) 2 s B fh R4 5 %8

[FAS I 7 28 AR 22 4 v & (0 R SCRE NS AN SR 55 22 T 22 B0, 10 1 SCRENL 38 22 S0 AR s F IR AR 2R 118 B, G 2 )
2% ) sigmoid FIRe LU S bR AL MR VR 7 vk 2 — JRAK SRR 576 0 ok 5 B AR e Mk 12 B 451 i Barni S NP2 H 7 — ik
LML B B FA RS N E BUR R A & A A HE I B R IR R LB 2P 6. 2 F e T REEERE 558 — EREZ AR,
He 2 R ROR BRI F JUR R & R T e R e R RN G R R 2 P& 2 Pe BRI SE 2
B 2 [A] A I AR5 HE ORIk BB A 3 X AN R — B RR SR BTG E AR 558 9 1 0 BT 38 AR TE 4R, 9 AL
5 48 SR IR M, WL 2 > e Rt e o 22 ) 4 A e A R B o MR 4 B R o O 17 3 FIRAX — B3, Orlandi S A PR H T 5
— P B FA GRS 7 VE AL VEAT SRR P HE N 25 2088 i OR AR A 45 1o 22 D00 2% (1) 50308 2 A % 1) A 2 e ok v 200908 B & AR oy
H 2 G — AN 22 LA PO AR R AR LR IO R U i) R AE A% 5 TP A R R MR R R B T T AR DU
TE T M N R 15 BIHE PR B AT AR 2R M A e R PTG 2 R BRI G, s &5 SR 04 L JR0a26 l SRe A 32 (1 23X o
AR BEAR KM AE R, I N T HdE i 2 5 T R S 2% 1k, 5 B B AR DI se bR b4, Bt 88 7 ¢ TR 145 2. 8 ik, Orlandi
S NAFA TN 22 AU, A BE AT BT R i 1~ il L.

AT B 1k FE R R UK A B AL R Rahulamathavan S5 NP H T — B0 R A PaillieriNa% 5 40K SVM PR3 o KU ' S50
TE A 7 2840 R AR g0 AT 05 b B0 B A 16 1 SRS E 2 S B AT, R R A AV IR N 52 7 e R 2 3R A5 4 K 4
H Prasad7F F AHE L2 A RRD 6 DU 37 50700 B 90 17 56 4 43 A1 2B AS BT T 72 S 00 AN 28 SCHOHe 1) Ah 26 D7 43 2R 28 B
AR 1) B3 AslettZ NS B D1H-H745 25 2% (Naive bayes classifier). BEHL#RMR(Random forest) & Hi A8 A5 %+ 5 T-FHEMN 25 1)
HAR NSRS 5 IR AT A JE AT 2% b AR AR I (F 78 MR R ) 55 AT R0 R A Qo 8 P 2%

T AERE BRI YA R S 005 1 4% (A% 3 LR I 2R R R B 2 TR AL T4 oK, {44 I 4% (BNINs) % ) %
ZWGW. T8I B, weights F activations(RUEUE+1 BR-1), 573 7K 32bit IF A8 R 72 1bit Foom, KRB PR T A AZ Y
15 H. BNNs 45 & R &N BEBA, AT FH Rt 55 S50 AT 5 ORI it (6 T30 Chillotti 25 N7 T B 28 4 [R5 N 25 05 28l it
51\ TFHE JE PRS2 4 B 28 R198D 21 0.1 F6 DU A% 07 %8 R SR A 800 (3R 4, 7T LAFI SR 4447 BNNs FIATA
£ Bourse %5 NV FHE-DINN A5 584 Fil FH - AF 41 22 9 2% BAUA T 0 2 FU00. e AS ZRL5@ ok MINTST - (0 0K, T30 £ o ek — e
H1 I 05 58 SRR T R B 1 2 0, P DA IR 55 452 146 2 5 SR ASE 28 8 P P g % B A7 o0 5 508 . Sanyal 55 NPT
TAPAS #%i,H T FHE M 4048 3EAT A28 2% S BRI TR0 7 G 56T B AL ARG BRAG R B o 2 I 25 1 i, SE 3L T
SRR B I AN AT O B I BV IR S5 PR A R A I TE R A T 7E MNIST 4B 48 EEUAG 99.04% M HAE#A %, Bk
FHE-DiNN #1 TAPAS #8F|F 7 BNNs [ &, FGE B34 T34 T leveled-FHE frIHEAL R TR 5 V2.
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BESHAMI T EIREEN AT L7 RICIE AL L s 2 SRR BERE ong h Al iz B gl RER AL MY, Li 2 ABMR T — R ke
FAPRP B AL M 2% (Convolutional Neural Network, &% CNN)FU 7 5% 5 A H RS MNE . FAE L RIRE HEEHAR,
4 TIN5 b AN T AT 4R 2 B AR B ()T A RBAE PR AN FE T IR 5528 b B 5 1X P AN IR 55 45 B0 1) 5 F A 284 000 e 2% et T 7R
AR A5 % BT — 587 (AL 28 AE AR RSO0, TR 520 H P 808 LS RS S 400 S R R 1 P A A, A
HY L ATART ) 4 SRR B A TN 25 SR B AL N T ReLU S5 3 46 11 30T R 850, 1% A SR F 22 Tl ABA ) 07 32, T A2 s FH 6 T VRV LB
(GC-based)(1 75,15 2 1 5 Wi SCTH A R 100KE .07 5 R F B 4T H(data packing). S454 2 H#E(SIMD) i it B4 4
AR T A SRUE S Y IR R T U Liu S5 NP T U 5 2 B R T AN PR A DA A R B AL,
QERVSANE Etlih] Vi

(2) BT 2 ol el [ N2 Ba AL (R4 T &

B0 RIS N8 T S AN SCIRE ML A% 5 3T R AR 28 1458 BT ) R, Tt 9 3 A1 148 1 10 5 — e vk O SR R 22 T i B A5 dn
XieZ5 NP 1 7 —Fh 3k T leveled-FHEF A i B RA 37 180 22 W 4846 B crypto-nets AF & B 98 1 AT 7 FH © I 2R 1T B 4o 22 kR 2%
AR B S AT, 3R B P 2 S, an 7 B s SEEIX — i R T S S EERR AR PP AR N 4 v i (00 R (L dn
sigmoid. ReLu2%) AN 2 2 Wi s 2 A B B AT T30 42 B IX 1] 1348 . DKL b A 38 MAIRAE B £ B2 1 Stone-Weierstrass & #6175 5]
sup,ex|| NG) —P()|| <6 BEANg— AN 2% X AN IR 42 6 45 S8 245 ), P 22 K, 9K T-0 9 4E 5 5250 THIE B 7 7] )
2 T T AR DA 22 19X 28 AR [ 765 00 25 0 1k 53 HE 7 2385 S P(my++,m, )=D(P(E(m,), +++,E(m,))), b, P. PoRAZ IR,
(E,D)53 5l 219 Jin 2 o H0F0 g 55 R 401X 2 HHE 77 58 T LAEE AN 1 S A 4 B I 00 T 6 s v B v AR A AR 2 Tl Uk 5P el ot
AL supex|| NCv) —DOV'(EGo)) || <€ 39, DA 190 2 19 44 7T LS PR -0 2 K005 3 2 00 i 76 A BB 0 o P 5 B 1 5,
PP 24 Nl — > 22 TGN L A8 AR I 3 22 33 Xl on 2, B R P [ A5 0 8 R 3 D « @ 40 ) B4R 22 T 2 P e (6 Jomas A s, )
BN RS 2 TP

T4 22 X 24 F1 25 S0k A2, T A PR =l 20 A 5 45 2 B 0T 2 22 10 X, 3 R R A A B OB P S 0 2 %2 1 X, IR otk
BT DASE 25 SCHR AT S, B IS A R B9 AT DA 2 o B 16 IS B SCEE b 2 ST (1 R B INEE fRCAS. 5 Orlandi%E AP 5
R crypto-netst& Y B AN T Bz A # 5 SR P BT I T B B 52 B [ B erypto-nets iR R % 5 B 24 (1845
T, AV P E I B A SR O TR 145 .

v

P P 24 HEp A
Fig.7 Privacy preserving neural network prediction on encrypted data'

Bl 7 A 2 o s B AT 22 4 T Y

[30]

Zhang 55 NI R HIBGV 42 7] 45 0% 77 %8, 76 % SC_F B VI ZRIR BE T SR AY A5 35 1 Taylor 24 =0 W i B35 4k 2
TR B EAT B0, S B S TR A R SRR K v b e A B D 1 e SRR TR R R A A BB BB i A ik 2 % 7
AT AP RPN 3 XA S BUEAS 5% B2 A 5 4 Hesamifard 55 A I7E )| 2R 22 9 26 I0F 1] ] Chebyshev 2 1 L AUUBE UL B8
K24 0 2 BT AU Re LU0 o8 B0, TS 2 999.10%, 3 ALK B Sigmoidiffih B 2T, FIKS 2 °499.00%.

&F %} Shokrifil Shmatikov 77 41 v v BEAFLE [ 58 b3 41 SR 5 B 55 354 o 3 f), B e A 2R 306 g gk RO I A — /N 43
JEEA£5 5t P AR Bt % P # B L Le Trieu Phong®5 AW H 1 — e T [RI AN 5 i B FL CR AP R EE 2 5] R GiPPDL.E A
RN GRid AR v, % 25 2 I 1R 2 Kb FE S80I J5 ik 45 vh Je I g% 4,197 1k 1 T A2 R R AA M 2 25 A T 43 oh el 55 45
PPDL 2 HEZL GBI T 75 2 T~ AHE VAR A5 1k, 2% A BB T 4% 0 (13) BEAT B S HOE 0 TR 2 58, T 80 F 5 Y skfigt
R BIRE S EO G ryEL, ny,]), 3510 AT 73 HE [5) 8 W gy F) iy, A A0 R BTG [R] IS X0 166 P2 AT IRAT SR T 50, 2 2 I ik
TURBEAPZE IR 26 BRI R AL SR R A5 in s B AR e 17 e AR 2R FO B, (L AT 1 B8 2 (3l 35 A,

(i) (@) (i)
ngnbal <~ ngnbal —a- G (13)
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WA 7 BE ¥ Gilad-Bachrach 28 NPT leveled-FHE i AR(YASHE! YR T — R U 2 M4 4R CryptoNets. fE %
R VRAE 2= it LA L W ST B 11 o 22 P 286 53 A5 RG22 T QT AR A e M 0 B0 2 (U7 s Bk 250, 158 B AR T
ST TR K 2 TN &5 SR B 25 P AR R I AU AR 48 I £ 452 50 {2 MINIST 23 2R RRIAF T 98.95% 1 R 2. H ] 45 5
AL = 2nii it 55 25 B A 2 (015 RUBE D 2 IR 107 0 B A TN BUAS B (10 45 TR 5 I R4S B I 25 SR A SR
HZS HTRH T leveled-FHE HiA 38 3R AR BE 4 R I TH R S 4% B, AR 2 it /= 0080 B AR/ NN 2 B 35 e R 1R 45
BT RS (B T AR M 0 22 2 BB AR S TE 2 i T 7 SIMD #it kb #E 4 AR CryptoNets S HF i 7 i & -5, (E X AN B8
TEAT 53 JEI IR ANRR I B PR35 25 7 i 7 AR AR 2 35 ) A s 2% 23300, IR A S RS R 3 AT D, 3K 19, 500 20 S R ol it %

L IR 5525
S E(Wg(;;;)bal) < E(VVg(Ii;)bal)+ E(-a-G")

= BRESH E(Wg(;;}ba,);%gééﬁﬁﬁ 2 5%

| Dec || E(-aG?) | | Dec | | E(-aG?) |

X(-a) X(-a)
| ngoha1| |Gradients G G? | | Wtobal |Gradients G~ GY |
L 200 L% 0 0l
.99 e i€,
L QW ¢
sl |Amss owsergn]  |[rwsn
Z i 5% N

Fig.8 Framework for PPDL®!
& 8 PPDLR| % HE SRS

Chabanne %25 NPIEF A FZME R AR M T —Fokt ReLU B 0 501 2 108 T -5 3tk B 45 & 1 IR BE vl 4
W28 53277 9.5 Cryptonets™AH b, 1% 7772 AT 87 - BB IR I 4 42 P 4% ) ) (R SR8 250 s RU A B Re LU (1Y) 22 0@ s 5 At Ak 28 0
YOGS A, 8D T SERR YIS B 5 3 3 A 2 2 [A) ()8 8 ZE 05 NI A2 7E S Cryptonets™ [RIR: 1 1] B3, 7% 7 i 7 B AR A B AL 1)
SEAE A U SRR T R B FA.

Hesamifard %5 A\ PO H 1 %t 25 SCEREAT 43 00 IR FE 1 22 N 4% CryptoDL. R F €4 FH B SC Il 2547 1 85 8 X Leveled-FHE il
B BARBEAT 45 98, R R 2 T 20&E 3 CNNs i F R0 2. B TSR F SIMDHU AL B AR 2 3 7 450808 43 28 30
43 ZETH

() 5 T2 o 3 XE 11 i 81 3 0 85 2R 0, S MR AS A e 24 5 B A 2R (05 A 1 AL, 58 P P 3 B 4t s o) LAl IR g 322
i TR SS A S A I T B 55 B AR £ b 2UHL 8827 =0 b B PRI Gt LS SOR 0B AL 22 IR 5% 35 IR 55 S R AT R Y I 25
{RFEAHE H 7 R AR I ZREERITT R4 1 F P 088 Ba A FE TG 2 2 o 842 5 TP R S8l 3 6 5 s )5 B AL 2= v il
%5 5 R RS ERAE A FIE A S 577 _EAL 10 R AR B S 403 16 B 1V R I 58 B AR I ik A, AT DR 4P 1 RS BLRT FE F JiR
SREE RS AL.

BT A AT T ST AT DS R e 2 T, I R R R 4 (R S 8 T ST 2 SCTH BRI 22 T K (B s R . AL
SRS ZRa B2 rh i B B T2 5000 0 e V7 i B8 T 2, T [R5 0 85 e AR R SR B 808 3, DR b, 4 RIS I 85 A SCRRIL AR 2
=1 O BR A S e 1t 18 B, R F 22 ORI AL AR T IE R X AR AL & s 1 RS FE AR R . [RIES I B THE AN
B TTAHARKR, X A0 T B IERE (S B 2 — Rkl

leveled-FHE 553 SIMD #tAbHEH A, KT leveled-FHE 77 ZHIYERE%EL . leveled-FHE 7 Z &A1 41 IS E 0 E,
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J R S o T E TS A S T 2 DRI WE PN O (0 Wi B2 i ik (D W Sl = 4 2 = R S A = R 71 s W P 2 oy B
K leveled-FHE B¢ SHE J7 &I (B Il 2533 F2 h i+ 52 sigmoid B softmax £5E £k M0 B BN 5K, S 81 leveled-FHE 76
EPATH Z B Ty, K b, 2 s 4 T TR FE AP 2 X 25 FT I A AR & — AN A T BT Rt

5 BT REZHTENNEZF JRFARPHLE

4% J5 1 S (secure multiparty computation, fBIFR SMC)ERIE Tk 12 I & 75 & 49 A, B iR e — H B ANEAE
112 5 77 2 (R AR REBR AL B B R TH 5 1) 8. T T S A48 LA AH St .

5.1 xS

BRLZITHEREANEER N BER m NS 577 PPy, - P M H0H & B IEHE S di.do, - d,, FETCATE 5 =77 R 1E L
N e AN E R y=(d o, d), RN ESR A S 57 TR A RN AR B A S 5T R TG B
SMC BAHMANMNE ., B ERME. £ O ERIE.

SMC FEREZ AL WM EHRS OT B (oblivious transfer protocol, i #R% OT). GC i (garbled circuits, i #} GC)~ SS #ri¥ (secret
sharing, i #% SS). GMW #11%(Goldreich-Micali-Wigderson, fAI A8 GMW )% 1% L 13 #0285 B (1 250 2% T2 1T LUE VERRIR I
LAZ IR, SMC J& £ M il 2 Jenl TR 256 N A, B A Se il 22 4 22 5 v S 2 s S 1 RIS 25 1R

1) OT #ri¥

OTHIS XFRANG F AR b 3 R AR S I RS AR AR B, B - B Rab inl ) F 198 14E $E . OTHM S — AN 5 i Ho b
W — 7 R R IETT, 5 — i R BT BT 3R AR T B 05 B BRI T AN RIIE R T TR B IR R R TR, SMC
JIT T AT HIOT U H 75 B B 5 U B0 A S B R B SRS FRL B R, 75 22O Yk O T3 3 RO T 6 A W 7 1S i 2.
T BTGRP R AT e A (OT I L, B FHOTH LA, (U8 F /b B B AR O T B SR S K SO TS5,

2) GC #pY

GO R L R P2 Yaol '™ "I7E 19824 41 Hh 1ty — v FH i 28010 2 2 193 77 T S 1. 20094 Lindell % A4
H T 2 A PR BA.20124F, Bellare 25 A28t T GCIMIARHEAL & LGOI 75 5 U5 A8 BL(AVE LS TR/ ), 2 B A i 22 4 7
Jr AR R R — B i A AR L

3) SSHMY

SSHMY SUFRFLEE FLZE | Fib%E 43 2 B, B - FH Shamir Al Blakley 7E 19794 43 73 3 T Lagrangeddi {5 22 A AN 2 14 LA #5652
WAL R SR IK. SS MM ShamirBh 5 HE S 1pi3 | BlakleyAih a5+ 52 bR v 5 6 4% 52 82 48 Shamir i@ ) (1 (1,m) [ TBR AR 2 HL S 43
W(e<n)O AR AE BRI A M B p -+, pat B EIMBLKT) “8 77 B R AR A Q<<n)BUE 2 L2y
AW AR SRS BK.

4) GMW MY

GM WL Goldreich® A27IE 198 74F 45 H 1y — i FH o 1) %2 4 2 D5 VLML 5 GC B, & 75 00 ok il ik S — A
AR WL 5 GCAS [, GMW T Al FL B (1 45— E A0 AR T80 75 2 — 8 2C H.. 5 GCAH Eb , GMW 75 2 58 /b (1 B8 1l 45 2R R 25 B A
A A ,GMW H R KR 23 1H L REAE 7T DL % B T4k BR i B LE 2B Bl R H =i 2

TR R B O R B FRATR I B ATHLES S S AR U EE R R RS 2 TR — R R BTG A )
T RAERXKTT RSP, &7 S5 ML BRI ZRE I, 1T 0 75 i8R FoAu sl Ay, 5 — 282 3 T HE. OT Bi GC & HR
1) 2PC M TT R 2T REFEA S AN S5 T7— 7 R AR M7, 57— T5 fe 2 T IR AL B S &5 2 >0 (R iRk 55 45
52 BB RSH

(1) 2 TAEGE i 05 2T ) SMC T %

KRy R SE R — MO & W A s 22 S HR, 2 5 K05 EEA B EE B CEARREAA T OL N 385 28 e o TA5 1 2 T
TERENIRER FICE B S — LS 52 SRR

Vaidya %5 NYEHHT R 80 S — PR T2 22 07 iH R kmeans RASFIE 07 (R % 7 5 #8451 R 11
TR, A8 e A B AEBAYEE _E W RIFAAT k-means 1157 Bansal 28 \VAEF SR Z 2> IR 4, 32 7 —Fh3ET HE 1)
TR X 2% 25 2) Y Bk 1 U 0 1 g A A A, A T 8 AT A U B, 0, 25 v 7 328 5. 45 SR Samet 25 A 1OV 7K S 431
ol 3 B4 BV ZR B, S8 T — MR 22 S Ml (extreme learning machine). T3 #5754 H#ES 5 LA Z 50 [ SRR
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A TR ML T RE 22 9 806 T2 ST BRI BURME EMR Mehnaz 5 AU H T —ANJET 2 AR H 10 8 P AE AR M3 22 07 R LA
AAERAP IR T3 2O 3 B AT AR Gk AR 3 BT 1 PR S R BRI, — PR /KT 2 B e, o — R A B 1A
P XA HEZR RE B IRPT IRy )& F T KRR 4R 22 U5 TR Y, thod T - LA 7 > Bk

R TG RN T WD TR, M #0121 OPPWAP A1 OSSIP HHl StILilH SMC iH 4L (& Bl & i AT TH AT 55 A 45 IR 55 4%
i K AT 70 BB L1 70 A1 3 C4.5 TR SRR L BIAUR - 24 il 80 2 L 70 BBt b 70 A1 3K C4.5 TR SRR 20 B 22 4 e A il
L MBS P o U552 2% AR B 26 M 031 Abbasi 25 NP H T —Fh 2 &KL 5115 (Secure Clustered Multi-Party
Computation, SCMC) J51%.SCMC L2t E AL — & HIBRFA ML, S2 B 1 20 5 B FA SR 22 18] T4 . Asharov 25 NIE AR [H]
7 SMC B b A FI ™ (9 OT WM AR 1738 5 AN S8R 0% P S 3R WY, BSGE K) OT Sk i3 i1 7 SMC R 4R . Gheid
5 NOVER St R MR SE EL BB AT k-means TRHIE S T BORFL MR 1) R 3 1 T — PG 10 22 4 22 05 SRAD ML % VR 1R
PR T RS AR R T 53 BUY MERE T B A Dani % AR quorum MR TH T RIZE . 5B SMC HhILMETR T SMC &
LS AT HOTHEEE S 5 NS m 2e P34 . XE CLAE MU 7 A 2K 22 48 b SEBILAKD 19 LA ORAIE 22 42 1A RIS g
SMC FRI3E 15 R M2 P 5 4% B A1 3 W26 7 52 24 B . Bogdanov %5 AP A Sharemind 55784 £ 25 S8 T R HAm 4 10 2 4
TR T — M SMC B eV AL B CEHRE 45 (1 ) R AR 17, Sharemind R X R =7 iF R AR 2 S 581248015
(2) T 2PC 221 SMC i &

FLT 2PC UK SMC J7 G872 o3 — Mt B 22 05 T SRR AL GR 9P U7 58 IR EepL s S RAA RSP T R s FAN % &2 T HHE
SRt R DS S R ) R 2 L 7 15 A4 HE + GC! VHE + GCH+SS+OT! | GC + OT*" HE + GC+SSP* A1
GC+SS+OT™ &5 — 7 R MBI (1 F P, 55— 75 e Bl AT TS R 5 45

8 M AR, B ARE MBS . A LRGN BT RER B (5 B AER S5 M RT3 2PC 32 SMC
FRAA BRI T SRHEAT 73 B0 L.

Table 8 Comparison of SMC privacy-preserving schemes based on 2PC
F* 8 HT2PCHMIISMCRAFATRY J7 Xt LL

s sk | Wb | Be | sk S LD Rt
Wiz i - it | B&% | #& | A (%)
SecureML! é‘ge;‘;l}(’;f 5 % MNIST 47 | 018 488 NA | NA NA | 934
DeepSecure™ | GC,OT B & MNIST NA | 967 9.67 NA | 791 791 98.95
MiniONN® | AHE,GC,SS 2 & MNIST 3.58 5.74 9.32 20.9 636.6 | 657.5 99
EzPC™! GC,SS,0T 2 N/A MNIST N/A | NA 5.1 N/A | NA 501 99.2
Chameleon®” SC’GMW’A'S 2 % MNIST 125 0.99 2.24 5.4 5.1 10.5 99
GAZELLEPY | AHE,GC 2 2 MNIST 0.48 0.33 0.81 475 22.5 70.0 N/A
LPP-CNNP®! | A-sS £ 5 MNIST | 0.09 021 03 1.57 0.99 256 | 99.14
oPsrP” A-SS P 5 TIMIT | NA | NA | 039518 | NA | NA | 2435 | NA

Nikolaenko %5 N1 $2H T —Fhi ¥ leveled-FHE 1 GC [¥17K 73 SRR B AL CR 7 26 P (01 VA 5030 B0 T AR AR SR St 3¢
B, P RE B AR T EE T leveled-FHE B¢ GC MRALRI 7 22, HLWT IR 46 A A B AVRFAEEAT 4 e, R At 6 DR s SR R A 1

MohasselZF ABYIEF-SMC. SSHIFR: = 75 4H (multiplication triplets)ZE ¥ i1 1 — R WUIR 55 85 WL %% 2% ST B 7 SecureML. ¥4
leveled-FHEN %5 ) 54 0% B A BLANE T IR S5 28, (8 F 22 40 5 T B I bl 42 X 2 5 PR AR 12 )y 4 A R SO |
G5, SCRERRAL DR AP TIUIAE YN ZRB B, AR e M0 o B0H 22 AT Au), 38 1 T SRl AE 2R TR B UH B AR A AR T L S
HIR[43]F I PP 1100- 1300, L AT LAY F& BHCE /54 REEFEA AR Tl ey ke 1 — LB RAE .

Chandran® NP4 7 — N2 &7 THEAESEEZPC, S0 T NSk 5 T4 5 (KRR A6 B s 380 5 S i3 EzP CAE
BRI S R L LG 4 15 A R, IR 55 45 TC 03R4 1 s PO i N R i LR A5 U2 R 7 IR S5 4 o ) A b 410, 25 P it T8 V23R A9 R
55 25 v FR AR A 5. EZP CAE 42 BT A= f3 0 Bin i3 EL Y AT LA 2 4 TUI RN 6 B4R 4 i 25 Th B 1A W AU ER 1965 Henecka s AP HE T 5
—Fh B3k THRTASTY. B £ FHEMGCH R NPSIFIFR AL AR AR (privacy-preserving face recognition)Z4F € B FH 7]
B E A CE RN 2 AW T T L TASTY I B ZAG A IRAE SR RR . AR, $AT . BRI LA T — 1.
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£ X CryptoNets™, SecureMLUHESLTE I ZRBi B FH 25 101 23 AL 31 28 14 S0y R 450, M TT 038 1 #2848 )1 2507 =, S B Y
K5 P T B 1 i) 8 Rouhani 55 A7V H 7 38 R 445 10 4 T 11 HE 28 DeepSecure. 12AE 42 % 1 25 B4 1047 18 155 00, 2 58— AT
¥ B TR R 22 A IR 2 ST HE SR, 5 SecureMLEA bb  DeepSecure ¥ i 17 Xk 45 2% & W B0y T3 T GCHiAR, iZHELL
FRAE AR B At 05 B0 B, T0 75 SR A 2N 2577 2, ORAIE T AR IRRG .08 1 Rl GO T 48, BEHE SR 5 N T il 4k H 28
PR Liugs ABSHR 7 53— AR T 18 S PP 2 M 2% (oblivious neural networks, i FRONN) I 75 1 BLHEZEMiniONN. 78 B £k Tl it 5L
M BCSIN T HEJ7 125, R A2 26 TR B B A FH il 235 3 2 S5 5 i 0 T S 0 B DR 1 B R 5030 B A A2 AE B2 45 ) 3 52 P sigmoid 38
T BRBOEAT VI GR, A Bt 2 M 2 11 2507 =X

M.SadeghRiazi %5 A\ PO 3 H T — AN 2> GC W I8 FF 44 10 Vi & ¢ 4= 1 550 HE 52 Chameleon. 1% HE 22 1) i Jin vk ik 25 % =2
(Additive Secret Sharing, f&] K A-SS) ¥ W AT £& 14 45 1€, K FH GMW B GC P i 44T JE 46 1 45 1B . 5 SecureMLIP® HE 42 2§
8L ,Chameleon 7% Z — A~ &l 4b 19 9 & W 77, BI 25w 52 28 = J7 (STP). & T STP 4= A& 11 #H 5% B #L 1 (correlated
randomness)!'?*!, Chameleon J 1 [T % 5 [1) S5 B 5 VR 76 BS 2R i B e 1, 0 38 BRAIR T 80 RS8 A5 T4, 38 v 17 20 283k,

Juvekar®: A\PUIE T AHE S GCHE H 1 — Rl (1 22 4t 22 N 5 HEFE 7 SR GAZELLE. 2 7 3t 1 A 1) il 45 28 A FF JL i N 1 1
LT SRIBUIN S 73 S8 85 F, RN GRAUE 1 0 22 00 4% (VIR AL 1A 35 ) Y AHE AT Ze Mz 55, F) F GCHAT R 2k 1tk i 5. 5K HI SIMD #:
1B G T 5 S-SRV, AR T MR S 3G K 5 Al [ 45 5 S Cryptonets® A EU, SE IR BRAIE T 3N 08 4%, 71 9 PR T 24N S 2.

%%t Chameleon'™\ GAZELLE VA HE AR by 1 Y 1 1 502 52 Y (1) 25 A 55 1 5 S50 i 7 4 1) FE ONIN R A0 1) 947 B &5
¥ ,CNNAE AR 5 T 3038 3 R JR A2 BR AL 10 4% I 2% _E %% 17 f3, Huang 258 APPSR T — R B R B AR HEZELPP-CNN, H T
BT G H IR 3% A% o CNNAFAE RS2 H, R G 480 i IO T /R AR 38 B T A-SSHI g = e L it 1 — R A A 22 4
A H T IR PIAN L G IR 45 48 A0 — A IS 55 =07 P [RI3AAT CNNASFAE SR IR WI A5 38 =07 S se 2E AL B A B BB B T
AN 75 X CNNGS A AT AT A 4 3, R e O 1 CNINSE Y PR A . el T AN T B30 B AR 1 R AR R s b 1 1t
AR T,
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Fig.9 System architecture for LPP-CNNEF®]
K 9 LPP-CNNZZi%e g Ees)

EF XA G SRR AL CRA ] Ma % NP BT T — i B e AL (R HESEPOR % 7 Rk T A-SSHITL 4 1T SRR A
FIPIAS 5545 Wk 7] 5 B2 T AdaBoost 5 B KA G AR 53 70 84T 55 41X AdaBoost AN [FI IR B it 17— R A LML S5
R, 5O EE T 22 70 B AA RO HESE AR L POR AT LAYS /> 49 58% I TH SR 22 SCHR[S91F t 1 — Rl U 55 25 45 B R ES AL ORI HE
ZLOPSR, T+ 10 [71) B RE IR 19X 15 46 PO B RL ERAP T 35 IR % T S8 2 T KA I AZ(LSTM) M b 2 . % i+ SR A-SS A, A
SR BRI SML T RAT 55 5 5 THEMGCHIHESE AR L OPSRAK S /D 1 v SEAEAS T8 SCRR[63 152 ) 1 — MR B g ke
ARG HRAL 2 STHESE LIPS G, H T4 B8 it I ) BE U5 B SN 1) 52 LiPSGE T-A-SS R Z iH SHR, AL el DX dsk i) it 70 B8l
FE R B2 ] ohoC 1 S 2 AN 4R B8 =07 UK 55 483647 Q-learning B A i 570 7F 58 IR Q-learning T+ 54T 55 1 2 v Al
IR L DR FFREAL L s 2 G 1 AT P e
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53 LA

GAEZITTHESMO ML AR Z A S 58 @I RN %L ARG AL S IS B EA LR S5 1)
Hb 7 0 B AT SR A T H SR G, SMC P S T U A e O AT 0 A UL 5 o1 b AR SR SRR B v 3R 72 A BE B AT
LAY & B EL A B2 510 T 1 5 STAR 45 U2 (B SR A P 225 40 BRORA 1 7 VA S [ i 6y vk U E 2 S i R R4 T VI 25
SR PR BRRA, T A B 37 L %ok 4 SRABERY (R T o ),

FF 2242 2 05 TH E MR I8 SR 2 7 FE RN 8% 27 ST AL IR O B AE T

COARHEAS [ W LA 3 538 B itk ) 2 T, DUSRAIE 22 A P 0, R 2SI s B R B K 2k 1k da 5, 6 B R R - [ o
Feikia B, RIS B R AR IRt R0 I 25 B AR IS A AT R U A TR R vk A g idia

Q)RR SRR (2R P R BB T A B ARR A 2. BV (0 p B AUV B 75 A A 1 e {1
A7 73 L 28R A e OV B b AT AR T AR A J HL K () B 50 T DA F VR PR AR B DA T 2 A T 0. DR i VR 9
PRER TG AT DNN B i Bl JE 4 e ek 45 2 T 2PC 42111 SMC B3 AL R4 75 58,011 HE + GC+SS+OT, #2413 K ks
ARG AR EATRZ RIER Tt s 3 R 312 5 G 50d S 8UE E HEE . 7 4 i T e T 8 R iR ix ik
FAR RS, N R A R E i T,

6 RESRE

6.1 HEVBIRIFAGRIF AR IS EL

Zo AL FIASINE M %4 2 J5 i SRR BA AR EARSS /s D0 AN sl A R BAT AN R R R 3 5 38 9 XF Ll
T T HLES 5 S A R BB RL PR BOR.

Table 9 Comparison of different privacy-preserving technologies

xR 9 BRI BN E

47K RS 5 B BRI
A HAR W PR AR BRI %@ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ’ IR
A s i R b WH AFMTTHIR, Wk RERE

L N
TREIE  REEERBAIS BRI b S T K, R A SRR ST FR B

T8 SEBR A F B AL R 3 s AR, 75 5 R P S A IO R PR B . A S A R A 1) £ TR &5 1 22 TR 3 90 2, 24 5 o B R A T 5 9
B KR BUREIE (W 2378 2 F i, 75 A0 (R A5 N 25 B AR SR AR UE B AL () 22 A P 2 T SR8 0 3 58 AR A S R P B, D0 7 22
1§ F 22 43 BRAL B AR AR IE AT (1 200R . 24 o9 A7 a0 B8 R, 22 5 P R0 I 2 — L2 2 ST R D T s fek ) 22 4= 22 O HH B ROR RARIIE
75 IR Bt 22 (IR TR B0 T SMC. HE Al DP 2557545 &t ke, LA 215008 BeoRA A8 A 2 1) 1 & B #i5
6.2 HRRRE

H AT LS 2 2 COBCN R BRI . = TSR0 T B (A% OB AR L8825 31 10 455 SRR BB D LB A B2 (9 B AL 1)
ZH T SRS Tl R AR 22 (1 938 WL 2% = ST B FA GRS O 703 A T2 25 W B AT5 5 V22 Tl R A5 A e, 36 A LR AN 1)
BERRRATIT R — DR,

(1) WFFCYNZRBY BEEE T2 ST RO L2 2 ) B RA PR3 75 1%

H A5 T 25 H AR ML # 2 J Ba RA G973k 22 FH - 00U B B, T AR /0 F TN R B SR TR 0 R < 15 2, ) 5 8 2 i i) 2%
WK EE IR B H U 2, T 5 SR B INIR,— BRI B W AR 1S B IE R 145 B R IR I AR B e —
TTH 5 2 4 BT 25, v S50 B0 VR LA Bl A5 1 58 T4 DR, BIVASE V& G s, 75 382 v o I ) o A0 B O T e L 26 AR B RA 1)
T7 1A R N B IR I BIF T IR 3 2 B AR B T L8 2 ST BRAL AR 7 v — AN AR A AR v ) 1) .

(2) BEVHIEFH THLA% 2% 2] &ANB B 38 FH B AR I 4 R 451

— 71, = G AT BV 2 B R TR A 30 2 A5 00 B Wi 4 5 S FH AR . 55 — D7 T I SMC 7k AR FH 11
HE. GC 1 OT S AA H [EA sk fa. 61 i, HE K& T REZ I 568 B 3L % 2 P ) JR e i /.GC T
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i X FEL R R TTREAT LA AR R A T SR e, G T 2 el 3 TR T H AR LY B S E 2T
PMEZ5.OT VMR 5t 10 A PR, ANE & T R8O R BF 58 vt T80 1) R8s 1038 FH WL 2% 25 =3 8N B e FH B A
DRI R R G R — D R

(3) FRMETXTEEHIL . ARG EE AL ORI BV SE AT AT (R k7 56

AT B AL ORGP AL T LT 02 0 25 M A B 10, A R A« AR S5 A6 A B R it 5 7 5. T R 246 K8 20 Hh 2 454
e ARGE R HE LR, S5 A B I — /N 23 SRRt TR IR PR 2 31 D5 VR AT AE AR A N 2% b B SR AN AR FELA 7 i A B
AU, At A HE B ZAS D0 0 U0 (2 2RE L 3R RS B is e el A R T AR ) 2 0 i 3 P AR AR S T BRRL DRAP LR AN
AU, RIS Y85 2 0 0 2 i e B A TR b PR P P G5 K A« AR S A B B RA, ELAN S E 24 4 52 100 2% 55 T P ) PR 44
%2 —MRAT BTIE BB 75 1.

(4) SEPRSAATE RO AN AT 2 1R] 1 i AP A

WL ST A I SRSt B AL 58 7R Py e R AN ] PR 22 TRDAH EL J6 . 540, 2T 22 70 BRRA R 7 A 7 Y B AL AN 2 R B
e, (E RN MR S PRl 3 BT R AN vy ; 2T R 20 A B4 R e, (E % S AR R oM 22 i oL T
VEASED 2T 2 2 2 J5 U AR AR R R T Y, (B TR 25 Z R 2 . EE T RS BOCRICR. Hik, &
SEBSAAPRI B 22 HEVPAS (A R 0 b B AEAN IR | AR iy 3R = 2 8] (50 R AT A, SEEL = AR A N 3
T BT R
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