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Abstract Mass distributed graph data, generated by social network, social IoT (Internet of things) and other
scenarios, are collected by the service providers and used to provide diverse data oriented services, and they arise
serious privacy conserns. In this context, how to achieve secure and effective collecting of distributed graph-structure
data with strong correlation has become a bottleneck in large-scale graph-structure data application services. The
Node/Edge-LDP (local differential privacy) model of distributed graph-structure data cannot effectively handle the
conflict between effectiveness of privacy preserving and the utility of data. To this end, a statistics collecting
algorithm named GS-LDP of distributed graph via LDP is proposed. This algorithm can collect three different
statistics, i.e., degree distribution, triangle count sequence and clustering coefficient, simultaneously. And it can adapt
to different effectiveness and privacy preserving requirements. First, a degree distribution collecting algorithm with
Node-LDP is designed. By using the grouping mechanism and symmetric unary coding mechanism, this algorithm can
achieve high strength privacy protection. Second, obtaining the threshold value with the algorithm mentioned above,
then alleviating the problem of excessive noisy edges in random noise through introducing a prune algorithm, the
triangle count sequence collecting algorithms with Node-LDP and Edge-LDP are proposed respectively. Third, based
on the aforementioned algorithms, clustering coefficient collecting algorithms with Node-LDP and Edge-LDP are
proposed respectively, by introducing the Laplace mechanism. And these algorithms achieve multi-metrics collecting
of distributed graph-structure for different privacy and utility requirements. At last, experimental and comparative
results show that, the proposed algorithms can strengthen both privacy and data utility, and perform significantly
better than existing single or multiple statistics collecting algorithms.

Key words  graph-structure data; local differential privacy; privacy-preserving techniques; data utility; graph

statistics; data collection

W OB AN ARYIKERF RN G F S AN EE oA X B S8, B8 ARS8 R &R
BEDNKFEARDGIRS, B INA T EGRARNE. ELFEFT, ol T4 2T B &R X B oA X H %

Wo#E H #: 2023-07-31; & E H A 2023-12-04

EE T R A RPEFEE T H (62002080, 62062017); 5 M 45 2 F T H A8 B2 WFFE 00 H (8 204 [2023]065, #5244 [2023]014)
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (62002080, 62062017) and the Natural Science Researching Program
of D.o.E. of Guizhou (Qian Education and Technology[2023] 065, Qian Education and Technology[2023]014).

BEIEE: T 4 % (hongfa.ding@foxmail.com)


mailto:peiwangfu@foxmail.com
mailto:hongfa.ding@foxmail.com
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202330628
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202330628
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202330628

1644

HENTR S RE 2024, 61(7)

MBIFEEZINZ L HAGRE, RAXINAEB ZEMHIE L ARSI, @ 6o X B % HIIEB RS
G ERARME SRR R EARARBREY AR RKIET ARG FRX R A ZFA,
REETAREZS BB AXNBARTRELE, AN ERES A ZATRFINFAREZKINRE
GitdeAr k&, FE R RR A LB a Rk 00 F K. Bk, RN 5 AR BT AR — 0% A ALH, & B
& LR ALR AP 09 2K T Node-LDP 09 & 5 A R Gk Froks Lok, A T RE AR E L ERREML, 5IA
R R A ke =R B iE % P, 5F % #1428 3 X T Node-LDP #= Edge-LDP # = i i+ 4 /5 7 K &
kAR, ENEZAFKAIREF F A L3NS M AuH), A m 4 50 42 3 X T Node-LDP #=
Edge- IDP W R X AR R EF F, AN FARRARY BRERKEZXRAERLXTH>AXNAEM S AR E;
R, Flhfest W EREAR, TR A FHRANRSBARY BERHELD, RAF LK %L

EH T BRY.

xR BN KA E SRR RABRYHA; HBAM,; Bt HERE

mEFESES TP309.2

ULAER, MR KB B = 15 AR 2
AR B PR e e A A T e SO SR B A i R A B A
fEGE, (R0 A1 AC 2% | R HERE . B B A AF LUK
R 2 B A B MR 55 DR K, TR Z0 5 e AT Y AR T
5T Rl e Y B 25 & . Ak s e Y kk g
D2 | G Rl R 5 S8 4RI, 77 A T U R AR T % T AL
for Science, B2 1) Pl (o 245 1) 255 L0551

SRIM, 25 25 LUK o 3k 3h i 15 BUIR 55 R G2 3 LA
AR 2R AR B P 09 N BCHE . 3 22 5048 £
PR By B K b A B RAE R, I8 AT RE AL
ANTR P 22 B4 B IR AR SR AR A AL 2 R v
AN R T 3 LB HEAT A SRR AL DR, e 5| kA B
8 B 7 0K A R TRL I R R R SO A
T B 55 Z i, A BT 555 FLAY B A DR 3P 15 it
DA S IR I L B HRE 1) 22 4 R B RN AR 2 FE R ] 2R AU Y
A &P e SN RN vl T2 SN 3 vl /D7 S L T e 4 )
BER Ok CTINVE N NS NERE R S S S
ENS' @ N A€ e T R N IR S
S TN R N TS A R € (R = B
TR B B AL . 56 R RAAAE M B RAAH BOCHR, 6
H AR R AR 5 S 43 A5 S P A 1 81 45+ s+ 42
B, EL AT B KA B AL T 588 XU AR o L R, G
VI 2 300 B AD DR 4P T B, 78 (81 45 7 B R 4R
Bis Sup s 0] SR PR AL S & S

1 73 A1 21 45 R 5080 7 FH 37 5t b (i 4 22 W 16k
WL At A M2, AR BN s O P B ) R A
oA 57 S5 B LS 4B i G fE B, B — B 46
J& T BT SR T b 43 B BN BB AR 55, B SR
e (M55 4R BERT ) 23 M43 A0 =X F P o R 4 A~ (51 45
P SCH , LA R AR 55 7 43 A R R, 2 T 4 e R 55

B B SORS 9 B R B0 s e T R 2 RS
T IR SEBOR X A B 45 1 Bl i ge it 46 br (A
JEr A . A BUT SRR S R A ) ST AL B, A
T A7 50 42 30 G v v T v (AR R (X e
TR AR 5 2 0 P P AT 1 7 181 45 40 B v B2 G IR, HL
£ & KA PG RHROC R AFERAAME B, TEREE
T B A AR B i R B AL L. PR, X e B G
£ A1 X PR 45 A KA B 2% b GE T8 A EA T B AL DR 3
KA HORMEER F P B 6y B fA LA K P Te) i O
BB, B LA 25 0 080 Sy B sl B £ 2R 55 4T 4
LA DI Bz —.

N T A BRI A 37 5T B B 5 B B A,
Al 2% 43 B AL (local differential privacy, LDP)""" )\
e R IHAESE | Key-Value RS I FH & 5 g9 2
B T RS54 Fcis 1 4 5. LDP B A ATk B 5 B Y
FRADRIPRE 1, BLIJCH nIAE S =07, Som ;T Z e AR A
Al B A S 3 L T ) 25 AL B0 i) LDP &,
HEEABR B S P60 B 57 55 B —Br
AR5 18, R P AURE H A BE B U S HAR
BB R AR B TR B R A R AR, B e, &
FHPXT B B — B <8 5 L QB 422 1) 2t 28 47 B AL i) iy
(randomized response, RR) " L Sl i Mg ; 4K Ji, £ 9 I
B 5 MR 2% T P ik 1 Mg e 40 4 ) B R AT R B 48T,
AP I3 A 3R] 45 AL BHE R GE T 48 A i il T B
R A 7 370 588 B[R], LDP AT g FH % (51 285 #) 5040 14
TR B HEAT W, 7 A2 T 45 51 LDP(Node-LDP) il
i1 LDP(Edge-LDP)"™ W Fh 25 % H 1, Node-LDP E IF]
I PR3P 22 25 300 09 B R, DR TR 37 0 1k 3R 1) 235 4
P LA N AR 4 S AT, A R L T R Y B
FAPRAP RO, (H 23 KR I IR P 295 4 50l R B 45 R



FHIRESE . R T A 22 70 B AL B 0 A X R e TR B 5 vk

1645

R 50 S5 R L R, R T AR R A B B SO, PR
A FE T LDP (1 &1 45 44 B8l B FA B 220 Sl
K Fl Edge-LDP 45 3 X B FA £ 37 5 8 oF £ 47 v A 3
 BCE RO . 0 Zhan 28 ™ 4R H—Ff Edge-LDP F 3
TR AT BRI R B Ye B AN 5] A
Edge-LDP #i# i —Fh 0] 7] B R 45 28 2 BORBE B Ak A5
L HE S i 2 PR 4 ) A RS (1 1 K DA R PR
B N R, R S &) 45 A B 45 B T
s B4y B R 9 R B AR, o o R ) B 2 Ak
B B RN T B[R B R A T R & BT BT
o B S it B R P 0 10 ot R e — 2 i 5 PR 4 4
01 A BRORA (B8 (B ) R OG R BRRA R, B0
P A A AL B RA R Y. SR 1T, Edge-LDP o7k [H]
B} 47 22 2% i Y BaURL L G 9 S0 B 1 A8 2 A B A
AR 05T Shy i — 2 ik Ak P 45 R B B B R R
SR, Fu %8 AR Liu % A" 43 3 T Node-LDP %
T T 430 3P 45 W B8 B4 B RA A 47 8 2 S B A1 R

B SR S A N, AR TR R i R A 2
P 45 F BUHiE e T b, L5 P 00 B RA D e A — 17,
o BV Ay A7 2 PR 2 A B A% S BRURA RS SR LA
T B 5 ) 1) w5, [ O K B AL A AL, R AT
HE 3 AR HIE 2l Jin W xob 50 40 280 1) S 0 e b, 4 17
A R RA A 58 R E G T8 Ar i B FA DR R 2,
—J7 T 23 3G M 43 A 20 75 B SR R A 18] Y A T
B, 55— 23 INAE Ak AT SR A, BT I A5
BRI BRRA R A 5 R —, Mk DL S48 — B BRURL IR
PR, HJC VR A AT A M A B R R A MR A
oK. RIS, S SR e iy 1 45 4 a0 22 B0k i i 1Y
i 15 JC 1 Bdge-LDP ¥, Node-LDP #B 2> 7¢ Fifi ML 1k i 72
rp e A K 1 R ARG, T R AR R ORI
el 45 g 5 A0 0 RS B RSO AR 1 BT, R 2-
Edge-LDP fil 2-Node-LDP (& = 2) % [&] 2% #4 %5 4% T e
B, T35 4 40 1 B RL 80 45 32 B [ R 2 1Y) 52 )
(1% B R Rt v ).

(a) JRIAE (LT 0.041)

(b) i £ 2-Edge-LDP (L% FiE: 0.147)

(c) ¥ J£2-Node-LDP (1% & 0.493)

Fig. 1 Impact of perturbing graph-structure data on edge density utility under Edge-LDP and Node-LDP
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Bk A 2B, ATO~@ N 1 o8 B, 1T
O~ONH 2 A H, 55500 4 DR B 1 R H T,
e, B REEB K BABE R0 Re, e, &, ¥
&1\ & &y AL LAV % 1B Level & A 4 B 51 H P
HWR, P RECHE R S Ll M LA S50, a0t Bk
1A ICRE SR A A Ak T ARSI 4 b, B SR E AR
Y& Level i1 A7 % 13K 3| Levellf B9 B K E{H 0, F1-¥% H
WR B E (A7) 5 BRI, P R 0 4R 4% ) 5t
BAEATBY KL, AR EUE BT A J5 (0 4882 ) i By, I3l it e, -
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RR 1t 3h B; H 14 B — o7 I I 6 25 B al R 4R 3 (A7
®@); fe o, Bl R 4R &8 L BT A P (0 W 75 o)
B 45 3 459 0 75 IR0 45 M) Sl G, 360 G 2 4 I A
XA ATO® ). H5 1 E )&, T Edge-LDP
1 Node-LDP '~ 1Y F5 A 29 o A7 I AN [, PR O 7 6 2
Edge-LDP i}, 53 4 h H P #2585 1 %6 28 B P UG
H &,-RR(FT7@) R T

S22 H A, H Ak, A oA N A A AREE
G' M BT L 5 2-star THEK s AR 7S = M 118, (17
OM). FHyk, P38 k508 58 AL s — g g 4
ShE MRS AR R EE . A SR E 3 ANRBE,
AL T 1] s — qt; S I Lap (6 &) B W 7 B 0] 355 2
Edge-LDP. Bl FH 7 43 53] ) %5 45 R £ 3 4k 45 s, — qri+
Lap (0] &) (AT Q@@) . HF7%, 48 % 4 # M4 H P & %
(R, 25 6 RRACIE 2 Ak 11 3R 3 = A 1 21
(F7@), Hp

7= s,-—qt,-+Lap(0/s3).
! 2p—1

B JE BOHE SR AR 3 T AT A Y SR AR = A
TR T;, 3 — 2015 213 & Edge-LDP 1 = 1 114k
PG T = (T],75,++.T,) (A7 @) 5 Hi ik W 8, 75
I /& Edge-LDP B, 53k 4 i I P EESE 2 5058 B
HuBEP(ATOQ) Il S5 S R 3 AH. (557
3 AR Z A L 4 T @®. )

&% 4. 5 F Edge-LDP ) = M1 T 5 R EH
% ELDP-TS.

HiA: SREEH M = (B,,B,, >, B,), Bi = (b),by, ",
b,), b; € {0, 1}, B IR Level, BaFAT & = &, + &, + &3

it HL 4 Bdge-LDP ¥ 1Y = MiHBUF I T =
(T1.T3,-+.T}).

P 1 R A H*/

D 0= NLDP-DD (Level,&,L);

/< P/

@ foriin{1,2,-,n} do

® B! = Prune(B;,0);

@ it e, -RR W80 B H (1 B —1f

U
Btl:]}_{ l e +1

& ¥ BRI B R

® end for

PRI+

D G’ = construct (B’l,l;’z, "‘jﬁ);
@ KW 5 K G R R BA T

¥ 2 RS HL K

PR

© for i in {1,2,*+,n} do

10 /5 RS 2-star THE/

Jj=1

j=1
@D /* 55 M P JR AR = A TR
si=| (vi,vj,vk) tj<ka;=a;=1,
(v,—,vk) in G'[;

@ wi—si—qt;

® wi—w;+Lap (6] &5);

W wi Rk B R

@ end for

PR R AL+

for i in {1,2,+**,n} do

W,

@ T= 2pi 1}

@) end for

T = (T{. T3 T;)s

@ return 7.

53 ZRAWTHRFIREEEZRALASZH

A5 %t BIF $2 3£ T Node-LDP F1 3£ T Edge-LDP A
=TT SR AR SR (L 3 MBS 4) I R & /Y
B AL PRIIE | &5 2R JC D P e A 145 2R 1 2 1 J7 22 B FR
HEATHE 3 A

TETE 6. 1k 3 1 /£ e-Node-LDP.

WL B 3 AR AE 3k R R AR R AL DR e, 1D
WAL 1 RBUEAE EBRe(FT@) L E i RR 8548
Fe 1) 5 (A7 @) LA K ) Ak 118w o8 Jin iz 38 B 357 g 75
(F1®).

TG, AR E B3 R, G s 1 BRI A B
M 01 /2 £, -Node-LDP.

FOWR, A 38 2ok RR 337 ) 1 FE oy, B 60 B A
Jo WY SR 42 1] 5 By 04E 1Y . AR — Mk, AT AT
K2 B B AT R LR AN — B AH A8 AL 18] A,
i1 £,/ 6-RR LS}, A7

Prin(B) =5 _
Prin(s)=s] -

1 —

PrlA(b,) = 5,1 PrA(b,) = sy] -+ Pr[A(by) = sl
Pr[A(by) = 5] Pr[A(by) = s2] = Pr[A(by) = 5]

=e7,

eaz/ 0

E*P:m, g=1-p, SN &/0-RR 11T & i B
{H. P, 1200 72 3 JE &,-Node-LDP.



fEERIEAE . JEFACHL 22 50 R A 40 A SR ST R vk 1655
UK, 7€ Node-LDP 2 50 T, M Bk 4 & 0 o % = 1 6(0-1D\] _
—— Var|s;—qt;+ Lap =
B ORI 00— Dy 2, LI, 704 = f TR @p-1 23
. 00-1)\ . _
AR E Lap <(2T) lifi /&£ £3-Node-LDP. ﬁ {Var(s,-)+ Var {Lap (G(Zs U)} } =
P~ 3
A 513 1, 553k 3 $2 ik e, + &, + £5-Node-LDP. JL o - P 1)?
i, e+ &+ =g, FILRE 33 & e-Node-LDP.iE £ il _(2121';1‘)‘21( —4) 2(2; —_1)132 =
IR 7. Lk 3 MO 60 FE2E P = S BT . 3
MR TG T B T Tivi)pg, 06-17
SE B 2p-1) 22p—-1)&;
, Wi tipq P(O-1)°
E(T}) =E(2p_1) = Qp—17  22p-108
L (9(9-1)) 000-Dpg _FO-1)° _
A N TRV 22p-17 " 22p-1)8
2p-1 - &2 _
L Epg+ee-1)
R TE P
Tl_lE(s;—qti). L.

B P iR 2-star TN ALEE = A 098 BD
aj=ay=1, Ha,;=0(j<k). T, FH P i) B 52 R 3
=L Blayy=ap=a; =10 <k). sHHFP S GG
FUBL AL =1, s, = | (v ¢ J <kea, =
ae=1,(vj,w) inG'|. [FB, B 620 F P il B 52 2-star
THEG WA ¢ =1+ T, M4 RR 95, A

E(s)=T;p+tq,

Iy
E(Tf) =LE(S-—qt-) = b [T-p+t7’q—qt} =
Yo2p-17 P 2p—1 U '
1 " " (p—T;
2])7_1[Tip+tiq_q(Ti+ti)]: -1 =T
L, T/ 02 LS T T Al i 5.

8. FIL SRR B P R =ity
(477 22 1 /2
: . Epg+o@-1)
Var (T]) <[6(6-1)] 21
es/? 1
ﬂcPp:e@z/"+1’q:egz/"+1'

UE AL B P ifY 2-star THER, oo P iR 2-
star PR ELIE =ML 9IHEG e =a =1, Ha,=
0(j<k). TR A P imy /3 = A 1T %, E[]ai,j:ai,k:
a,;=10j<k). 1

Var (Ti’) =Var (2;}1 1) =
G 1))

S,—qt,+Lap< B
&3

Vv =
ar 3=

EIE 9. Bk 47 £ £ -Node-LDP+ &, +&;-Edge-
LDP.

. 5 8, Bk 4 WAATE 3 R R
HEBRRL PR B, B 3E 2 5k 1 AR EUEE ERR (AT D).
i RR B A7 1] 5 (A7 @) LA GE 3 1] Al 1118 o 4
I Bz e (17 0).

TG, HCHE B3 AT, Gl A 1 AR A
FR 03 & &, -Node-LDP.

HR, #2381 RR $E 847 0] i b 72 b, 5 08 A
J& WAL ] 4t B2 04 (). ANk — ek, FRATIRIAE &
24> B AN B AL 1 AR — B0 AR AR AL 1 5, D)3 ok
&-RR LB, A

Prla(By) =] _
Pr|A(B)) = 5]

Pr[A(D) = 5,1 Pr[A(b,) = s3]+ Pr[A(by) = s¢] _
Pr[A (b)) = 51| Pr{A(by) = s,] = Pr[A(b}) = 4]

Pr[Ab,) = s1] < P _
— T~ T X— =€
PriA(b) =s] 4«
Hrp= g=1-p, SN &-RR i 1T 2 % H (.

e2+1’
PRI, %4 #21f /2 &, -Edge-LDP.

PRI, 7E Bdge -LDP 29T, M B3 A 228 ToL A% =
AR 52 Ry o, BNESURREE S o, Btk 7EHR S =
THEGS FE PRI Lap (6 &3) 15 / &3-Edge-LDP.

25 b RYES 1 FH 1, 55925 4 35 'L 6, -Node-LDP+&, + &5
Edge-LDP. iF K.

EIE 10, F ik 4 W WAL P R &8 = M4
TR BLSE TR T 0 e A 1

A
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1
= E(si—qt;).
p—1

S5 7 5 H, E(si—qt)=(p-qT;, [A it

, 1 (P-9T;
E(T) = ——E(si—qt) =
( ') 2p-1 (8; ~qt) 2p-1

25 b, T2 ST ) e A 1 i .
EIE 1L Bk 4WENTEN R = A5
T; 05 243 2

= Ti-

£3pq[0(6—1)] + 46
22p-1)&;

Var (T]) <

e 1
H = =
At et 1" T et

IE B B M e A i o P i 2-star T ECFN 2-star
FONLE = AR, T8 P i SRR = AT
B, H

0

W s,-—qt,-+Lap(—)

Var(Tf):Var(2 ! ):Var T &
P P

i 0
-V .—qgt:-+ L — =
Qp-17 “r{s’ et ‘”’(s})}

1 0
7(217_ 7 {Var(s,-)+ Var {Lap (;)} } =

Tip(-p)+tig(-q) 200
Q2p-1y Qp-1)&

(Ti+5)pg 267

-1 @p1ye

14 p—1)e;

2

t.pq 4 20 <
@p-1y @p-Dg
00-1)pq 26°
22p-1)*

_ &0(0—1) pg+46°
Gr-'e 20D
.
FEFIL 3 AL 4 b, BB 2R L 1
e P I 52 FE 550 500
OQL+ D O(L+1), i R 45 35 1Y I 18] 52 2% B2 Fl 25
AT K59 0 L+ 1) 3E0C. H P 75 56 05 464
799 BB 209 B 0 G it 20 R 52
RS 1 B9 0 0.26), il R 4 A1
P B 1 3 4 1 1 52 21
FISEARIE R 0 (n. K, 1 P17 254 W 191 =
S HOT IR, 152 5125 5 9 O 5 90
o( M0 ) oo, R, BRI H RS
P 0 = A B 52 S 7 4

O(n).
B 1L B0V 3 RIFEVE 4 P T O 6 ) 5 2
di(d;—1
Fasmsz o (204204 447D o) o

1+ (n+2)6), K >R 5 5 T /s W sk 1] &2 2% 18 2 [m] &2
Ze I OM(L+2+0)).

6 RERBRXRERZX

AT 5 AT REE WA Z b, #F—225 A
L% 7 37 B A R 4R 43 A U P B R R, BT R
Node-LDP FI Edge-LDP f4 5 24 22 $UR 45 B 1.

6.1 ETF Node-LDP HIBERHREH X

Bk 5 TR 19 3£ T Node-LDP 1) 5 25 R $CR
LAY, BRI 4 LR w0, SR REFHR
ﬂ\ﬁ%ﬁé‘ﬁﬁyﬂgn €25 €3, &4, ij’I%El\ Er E3. &4 gae)
LA 2 1 BR Level & A 45 2 . Hovk, P Ml
Bl REH Le, &, &, L, Level h Z V0 I 5 1% 3
R B EHoLL K = it BUY I T = (T4.T3,++.T))
(F7@). B, A Pl i e -0 BB AL R 5E
R W LR B d. (AT T Y, #2302 Node-
LDP H, B F (14 SURRBE 1 donae. 9K, 100 7 10 1] 235 4 50
05 B R Il ) 735 7 S0 R P R 75 I 7 o 0
K. UL FRATIE SR 2R A 3 v AT 1Y 1 {8 04 oy B
{8 BR, 8 #55  AOR (. BRI S, A
R, A d 00, TP idiR & 0+ Lap (6 &), 75 H
1 1) B ST b VR N Lap (6] £4) 09 ME 75 3F 3R & (F7
®~D). e Jii , s R A A8 AT AR IR FH P 04 SR
=BT T M EEAE A T g, IR T A a3 R
A R R 2 R U T e (B @), B

, 217
CC) = Q-1
I e & B A R AT L Node-LDP 4 37 1) 58 25 & B Al
itce = (ccp,ccs,-,cC) (FT@).

Bk 5. 5L T Node-LDP iy % 28 & B R 4 B 1k
NLDP-CC.

I ABEHEREM = (B, By,***,B,), B, = (b),by, ",
b,), b; €{0,1}, Jil % I BR Level, Fa FATH 5 e = &) + &5+
&3t &y

fi i : B4 Node-LDP fRIPHIERE RS CC = (CCy,
CCj,++,CC)).

@D T',6 = NLDP-TS (M, &, + &, + &5, Level);

R R 3 3R BUH 2 Node-LDP 11 = ffi 114
JP 90 T F R 15 {E 0%/
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PR

@ foriin {1,2,+,n} do

RS AR BEAT B/

@ ifd;> 6 do FPEMEK T BIfE 6%/

@ d, =0+ Lap (0] &,);

& elseif d; <6 do/*FE{H /N T B {E 6%/
©® d; =d;+Lap (6] e4);

@ endif

W W 7S A ) K3k 2 B R AR

O D= {d;d;,,d}};

PR R/

@ for i in {1,2,+**,n} do

2T

© = ra

@ end for

CC’ = (CC},CCy,++,CC,);

@ return CC’.
6.2 E T Edge-LDP HBERZHBREHE %

AR AR B 4 ML S IERE > LRI EET
Edge-LDP 52 RHCR LT, W5 6 k.

FAUH, Bk 6 AT 4k 4 AR B e, B R

%%:{%KﬁiA}ﬁ%Sjﬁﬁ?\ﬁsb €25 €35 &4, #;{%81 &2\ &3
&4y W B LANET R BR Level % A7 45 £ 5 A 7. HLIk,

F P R R BE# Lhey, &, &5, L, Level h Z 50H H
Sk 4, 3R & Edge-LDP 19 =0T A1 T = (T,
Tj,+,T,) (A7) BRI, P38 2o -3 R 390 L ] 42
HHEME(FTO®D). 55 5 A, 727 2 Edge-
LDP i}, Ml B AT 32— 4% 300 SRR B A0 1, 0 A X6t
BN, IR 6 o M35 . F P e A
SRS 1) A H O8I0 UK BE SRy 1 B 3 S M, |
Lap (1 &4). 5 )i, BOHE R A5 R B4 FH P JR 8 =
FTT BN T T 0B (B AN T a3 B R B R 2 R A
itec,(iT@~@), HH- B 4 R & i & Edge-LDP 1) 4 J7)
BEFRHCC = (CCp.c0y,-,cC) (1100).

58 S AF R, 75 R A0 /£ Edge-LDP 19 5
KRBT, WL 6 T M ST 4 R4E T 2 Edge-
LDP 1) = f1180% 51 (17 ) ; Hk, 7F Edge-LDP
TR R A BE A A BBURR BE A Sy 1, PRI TG 5 3 4% 5 B
il SR 45 2o AR ) UK EE . E T, 7R VR 6 Y BE (B R
B (FFOLTHE G Lap (1 ) Bl ] . (5559 5 1)
KN Z A A 6 F T, )

Bk 6. 5 T Edge-LDP i B 2K R R B 1
ELDP-CC.

Wi SSEMEEM = (B, B>, **,B,), B; = (by,b,, ",
b,), b; €{0,1}, 45 F L IR Level, B AT B e = &, +&r+
&3+ &y
i i : 24 Edge-LDP IR I RE R E CC = (CC,
CC},*+,CCh).
D T’ = ELDP-TS (M, &, + &, + &3, Level);
/8 B 5 AU /£ Edge-LDP 9 = A1 314K
FEHI T */
P P/
@ foriin {1,2,+,n} do
@ d =d;+Lap(1/ey);
@ PN TS BEAE a) &% S B R R
® end for
© D ={d}.dj,".d,}
PR R/
@ for i in {1,2,*+,n} do
® CC = 2T/

@@LQ;

© end for

0 cc’ = (ccy,Ccy,++,CC);

@ return CC’.

63 BERUREEERIAYALN

A5 X} 3 F Node-LDP Fl 3 F Edge-LDP A 3
KARBOREF (G S AL 6) A I BRAARIE |
45 3T O 1) S Ak 125 SR R A O 25 B IR #E AT R IR
G3AT.

FEIE 12. 59k 5 /£ e-Node-LDP.

LR S R R 3 ARIBU P = At
BOPIE (AT D), FF i B P 38 i B8 B 4
HHBEHEGTO~D).

e, REE 6 nl 0, B 3 e+t
Node-LDP.

H R, 1€ Node-LDP 2 5T, M B AT 22 190 o B /%
JE R 0, DR M 2 25 B2 (B IS 0 Lap (6] £4) W W 75 it 12
&4-Node-LDP.

ZE b RAEGIEE L AT g, BBL ST R e + et eyt
&4-Node-LDP( &, + &, +&3+e, =€), BB ¥ 50 JE &-
Node-LDP. I

B 133k SWENEEN M R RE R
CC;#f J& HSLJm i R R AL CC i T i i

iE B .

2T! _ 2 E(T')
dlf(d{—l) _di(di_l) v

WA EIL 7 WAL, E(T)) =T, LA

E(CC)=E
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N 2 N 2T BOF AL (AT D), IF B P s B T AL ]
g g = B B (173).
PRI, AT P Ry FR SR 2R R B C O & S Jmy e, AR B 9 I, B 4 i /2 £, -Node-LDP+
BAEZRBCCHTmAGIT. iE .

EIE 14, 5k SR MR PR R 2L R AL
CC I J7 2515 /2
Var (CC;) <
c3pa 000~ )] [ (106 - 104,+3)]

4[6(6-1)] Qp-1)&d}(d, - 1)'e;

’

esz/H
Hrpp= TR q=1-p.

iE BH .
Var (CC;) =
2T

i

d; (di-1)
4 s 2 8 T

Var (T}) <[6(6-1)]

Var

=4Var(T")Var

7 @_1)]

pq+00-1)
22p-1y°&

[F] B
) ) i 2
Var ; —E 1 _JE 1
di(di-1)| " |di(d-1) a(d-1)|[
HRAE Sk [12] 77 %0
T 1 26° (1042 — 10d; +3)
E ~ L )
di(di=1)]  dAdi-1) d*(d;—1)'e2
HE—20
E_ ! L
\di(d=1) ] )~ dd-1)7
e, A
% ! N
ar a (d[—l)
1 +202(1Od1.2—10d,-+3) 1 B
diz(di_ 1)2 d;‘(dl— 1)48‘2‘ dlz(dl_ 1)2 -

267 (10d? - 10d; +3)
di(d;-1)'&}
Zi b,
Var (CC;) <
&pg+0(0-1)26* (104 —10d,+3)
22p-18  did-1's
£pa-+60-1)] [¢° (1062 -10d,+3)]
Qp-1yed*(d;—1)* :

416(6-1)]

416(6-1)] [

i 5.

EIE 15. Bk 60 /£ £,-Node-LDP+ &, + &3 +&4-
Edge-LDP.

IE AL SR 6, R I 4 SR IBUH P = At

&+ &3-Edge-LDP.

HOR, 7E Edge-LDP ZY 4T, MR A 728 T SRR 2
1, PR TR A B I BRI Lap (1) £4) 15 /& &4-Edge-
LDP.

25 b ARYES I B 1 AT, B9 6 1 e £, -Node-LDP+
&, + &3 +&4-Edge-LDP. E B

I 16. 55 6 SR AT R R 26 R 8K
CCHR & LS Jmy TR R 2 R B CC iy Te At i

i B .

2T] 2
Eleq)=E; @ a@-nt ")
RIEE B 10 77, E (1)) = T, LA
E(cC)) = %E (1) = 2 _ce,
i(di=1) di(d;=1)
PR, AT R Jey 3 3R 28 R B C b B9 Jmd
REFRBCCH MLt i .

EIE17. 5k o IR MR EM PR MR LR
CCJ7 25 /&
4[£20(6- 1) pq+46*] (10d? - 10d; +3)

Var(CC)) <
ar (CC)) Qp-1P&dNdi—1) e

’

&2

Hipp=——5.9=1-p.
E B
Var (CC;) =
2T 1
Vv ! =4Var(T")V .
ar d,f(d;—l) ar(T")Var d,f(d;—l)}
MR AE 2 HE 11 AT
2 _ 2
Var (Ti,) < &3pq 06 1)2] +46
2Q2p-1)°&
[] B, A< 4R SCHR [12],
v 1
ar | ———— | ®
d; (d;—1)
1 N 2(105[,.2—10di+3) 1 3
d>(d;— 1) did;—1)'s? &(d;— 1) B

2 (1042 - 10d; +3)
di(d;—1)'g}
g/’%J:’

Var (CC;) =4Var(T")Var

1
7| S
=]
&pql0(0—1)]+46% 2 (1042 —10d;+3)

20p-18  didi-D's
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4[&20(0—1) pg+46*] (10d? —10d; +3)
Qp-1)e3did;—1)'e;

T
PE S RUR I 6 10 A T 3 AR
1.3 45 R, BT R 5
sz 00 (20 0 1y 24D

2 )*DO(L+1+
(n+2)0), EHE R AL I 75 14 B 1) 52 4% 3 0 25 () 52 2
BEH R Om(L+2+6)). ILok, B4 P &S A 5
{EL, B[R] 52 2% B RN 23 0] 52 2% FE 342 O (1). B RS &
e A FH P BEAE T 9 R = A BT SR R
AN FH P 0 Jr 0 SR 28 ZR Ak, L ] 52 2% B R s o) &
JE53 50128 0 (m) 10 (2n).

gr L Rnik, fE T s Mk 6, P TR R

d(di—1
l‘ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂél‘ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁa\%ﬂﬂaO(2(L+0)+ @ )+3)
FOL+2+(n+2)8), B K 4 & B B 8] & 2% B 25
(6] 55 22 B4 M O (n(L+3 + ) FTO(n(L+4 +0)).

7 KBS

b VAR BT HE Y GS-LDP 559 78 3R 42 43 #i 2 1
5B AN Rl et He bs (BE 434 . = f 807 51 &
RERBO B AR, A7 B2 A A TF B R 4
KAz RO B R AT S5 4 B, O A [R] 25 P 45 4
B G 48 A oK L R AT X L A B, AR B A 5K
55 ¥ 7€ Windows 10 I+ iz 17, >k H Inter Core i5-6200U
CPU, A4000-16G-ARM #I Python3.8 SZ#1.

71 EWEE

A S B B s A 3k BT Stanford Large Network
Dataset Collection P 3 I 3 A~ H. A5 14 3 M 1Y B 52 1] 4%
PRt B, X Se s A W wk Tz T IR 4 A B s
BB LR AP BIF 5T R T N T R SE AR R A A
A E S5 B, i T A SOV A [R5 43 A X
P B A 50 90 o 2 v i) B RA R AP 3802, AR SR S S
Bk [9, 12, 14, 16—17] A 5] B K04 Ak B8 07 3%, % 52 56 14
SEABOHR B AT T oA AL B, (15 4 o A
FUERA B THS 0 — B < J& 1 &

S 5 e HURY 1B 25 #8595 4 43 91D Facebook,
AstroPh, Email-Enron, % 2 fif 23t T 84 £ & 19
A B, DL R R R B B SRR

SRR NSRS A€ RN R L AN (P S
45 AU, 785255 R FH #4772 2% (mean squared error,
MSE) F13F- 24 4 %} 1% 22 (mean absolute error, MAE) B~
FEARIEAT ALY L. UM i A B, 5 F = (fi, fo, -+, ) F

Table 2 Main Characteristics of the Real Graph-Structure

Datasets
*2 EXESEHBIEENTERHE
Hllite RN I FORE R
Facebook 4039 88234 1045 43.7
AstroPh 18772 198110 504 21.1
Email-Enron 36692 367 662 1383 10

F' = (ff. foeeeo ) SE BRI PR AR B3 1
1o 2
AL R I BRS04, MSE= 5D (fi= )

/
HIMAE = %Z}fi—f,f\. Horr, MSE I MAE {88/, )

P B 43 A SR AR 45 S P () 35O A
72 EEXLEESH

AP HE GS-LDP %832 A 3 2 S [\] B FA DR 4 5
JEE FIESHE 0T 75 oK 08 43 A 2 45 40 B8 2 e T8 i
KA TEM T, 5 EA LT DP Y oA U B 45 4
BEgtfetn R ETEEAV R 2R, 0 7 HirH
2 B3 L ] B R W], o™ i GS-LDP AR 3, Ay
AT T B I 5 408, ansk 3 .
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