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Abstract  Federated learning is a privacy-preserving distributed machine learning framework that
allows participants to build models without disclosing local data. However, federated learning
still faces threats such as Byzantine attacks and client privacy leakage. Existing research combines
robust aggregation rules and secure computation techniques to simultaneously address these secu-
rity threats, but these solutions fail to balance model robustness with computational efficiency.
To address this challenge, this paper presents SecFedDMC, a privacy-preserving federated learn-
ing framework resistant to Byzantine attacks. This framework ensures efficient Byzantine attack
detection while protecting client data privacy. The basic scheme FedDMC adopts the strategy of
‘dimensionality reduction followed by clustering to design an efficient and accurate method for ma-

licious client detection. Moreover, the method utilizes randomized principal component analysis
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and K-mean clustering techniques, which primarily involve linear operations, enhancing the ap-
plicability of the algorithm in secure computing environments. To address the user data privacy
leakage problem in the basic scheme, we propose a privacy-enhanced scheme, SecFedDMC, based on se-
cure multiparty computation technology. Based on the lightweight additive secret sharing technique, a
secure orthogonal triangular decomposition protocol and a secure eigen decomposition protocol are de-
signed. These form the foundation of a Byzantine-robust federated learning scheme under a dual-server
model. Theoretical scrutiny substantiates the security of this scheme. Experiments validate that SecFed-
DMC efficiently identifies Byzantine attack nodes with precision, demonstrating robustness, all while
preserving user privacy. In particular, this scheme compared with the state-of-the-art robust federated
learning algorithm, the Byzantine attack node detection accuracy is improved by 12%~24% , the global
model accuracy is improved by 4.45% ~18.48%, and the computational efficiency is improved by

33.21%~47.31% on the CIFAR10 dataset.

Keywords

tection; model robustness; private computing

1 5|

T

It F 2% ) (Federated Learning, FL)'M & —
2% a3 AT AL A 2 T L 4 0z T R A
B BRAT 2 S i KRR R A Bl 2 gl
YR AL O] T AR G P AR ML 2 2T A5 B
g2 i 24 F P R £ 78 A M 58 BURE R I 25, AN
5 g e 55 A% 52 e s R AR AR S B LA A R4
Jry AR PR 3 A AL RS A0 T P B s 1 B
e, i L3843 R T % 7 oo i T E B RE 00 L B AR T X6 b
JMR 55w B K. BRI 2 S R AR T
TR T T S T RO H AL ST 4K T
i W9 D7 T 42 4 s . FE g B A P BRRL il
B 1R,

W B ar A (\_ &
W% 2 =

/ \\\%m

LB
R

{ & T o W T oﬁg
e Q00 ! @ Q00 @ Q00!
'am Oop0 'mOgp 'mm OF 0!
L Mgl Swr) L b
TRXEPR REESR BTN

BT B ) RGP AT TE B 2 A A

IR 2 > B B AT o A 5O P 45 T P 1 A 8
A BURE 4 SRy Y BE A BT L DR BIL A B 2
ob7 BT R I O B A o] o R o E o T

federated learning; Byzantine attacks; secure multi-party computation; privacy pro-

AE LT S A 51« it 5 e 4 ) — AR o P Y
S ORE AR A 1R A R R S B I R R | R R el A
R fe 262 A ROR s AEHEBE G BL T L FH P 35 s ] fE
TR R A s ) 4% ) R, TG vk 4 AL T A
R BAT IE B0 10 R 4E 1o T AR B AFE o E I
i ) R BT XFHE S A7 ) i FE 5 B L RO
TARSR T 3T A RN A A g 2l 0 A
3 T LI f 2w M R I 5 L SR FE O
e CHI G Y 0 Al g 2 b A A5 T 15 T R L skt X
2 il bW N B e 1D P R S D E a4 €7
SR R AR S T S R K P
A0 5 AT SE ARG o b R R AT A A KAk b AT
HOOF 42 R R (IR SR o |34 T B AR T AN D) 5
B 19 51 30 0 P B A A i e R A% 3R 2 ] e LA IO
A PR OHCBIR ] sk S Ty ik 1 S B vy

R 1 FE o JE it ) A R 2 o) A AL I ok AR
I AFAE P B AL B 0] . AR 45 S 5 O AR A M i
A3 R RN 25 AN T 4 e = 5000 5 380 e 0 A A6 7Y
HITRAS3 AT S I IEB 4 A 19 IR 55 # A75 2R AT B8 4 5
FH PR3 A B0 B B S 2 R AR T o A
PRAS M ASE T 000 2 4 1 DA B LR 15 B R . 225 B
F (Differential Privacy, DP)™ * J& Hidr— AN 92 i
FH T3 o 38 2ok 1] 53 23 50 e 45 M0 i BT R 7 ke ST S0
i B AL RO PR AP, LK 2 A 2R ) o B 1 7 A 52 i) )
JH IR 25 28 ( Homomorphic Encryption, HE)™ ) Af
VATEAS AT fift %% 19 1 0 S B Jon 285 B 80 2 50 i 2R
B SR XA T B A Y K R T

HET. 22 AR A5 Tl #2821 — 28 07 2ok g ke



844 iom

Bl

L
£

i 2024 4F

FE b B o R BEORA TR 1), SR T K 22 BB 5K X
A 0] R B 4 TE R I L2 T B AT =2 T8 ) P A B
RS b FE B T R R RN B A R T — A
SN ) 52 2% I R, — 7 T FE R A RGP A
ST G BB R 2 B, o O R PR AR Bl
24 iy 3 31 R0 A B, T RE S BSOS AL 14 i O S UYL AE
PR B8R L FE (5 2T 0 RE 05 D D 25 170 A5 AR e o T
Hofh 2 5 0 I 00 B0 S0Rs E BRI B 05—
1f] » 2 5 3 1 B RA B0 T Al B ik 58, 3 2631k 5 1 15 8
S FE G JEE o SR A S 6 R B A SR S IR R, 1
7 AR A BT H RS o 1 SR L T P R s
AT fof At TR 6 7 47 J

SRMT S IBUFE (5 B2 20 1 B RL DR AP BRI 2 )
T I 1 22 P k. — Tl L 42 100 i e O 32 2 3 )
5 R, 0 4 £ J7 i 5 (Secure Multi-party
Computation, SMC)™" Fl[a] & hm 2 5 A # FF
5 BE BRI ) N T M A B X R O i
T B PAT I RE I Y 2 SO R AR A A A R4S
Tofs B oG ek I 7 B % SC 1 KA R R AR R o v L A
HE B 58 86 B B T35 2 AT — R 1L 4 1R Lk R
B O — s T RS 225K [ iF % 0 FE o5 B
FBR AL R A 1] 8, (B2 S T AR E 2% SCHr B0 AT
RO, BRI AR T A Z . B, SCER (37 ]
I 7 5 4 it 5 AT TR S B50RG: DN sk B v A S G o ]
{E . SCHRk[33 1A [ 38 ] iy Jr 22 A FH ) B (R BT FF 4
BET i RE A R B A M. Mz, R B R
0 T o JRE 5 B R 24 o) O 8 X L SR T B AR
P B B R T B R 5

DA I, AR SCHR S — Bh BT FE 4 JE o i BR AL R
BRI 24 S HELE SecFedDMC . B 7EA£ 37 P B4 B2 RA
(AR BE T o S0 v 08 P T o e A 5 oy . i
J7 % FedDMC R “ Sl 4 5 I Rms 42 7 T
NG BE R0 L I HURG o bR 50 3 K i
R i — 25 A P B B R L AR SO T R R g
RO R BT T 4 2 IE 28 = M1 7 il (QR
A3 B SRR AE 43 D 1L, 3 T FedDMC 7 %49
HE T OUIR 55 25 BT A B RA TR 97 B o JE 65 MR I 3 2
R R EE TR

(D H T B IR 24 > ZE Al )7 % FedDMC. % 7
SR BB 32 18 43 43 AT B Ak B AR 0 K- {8 38 2 4
ARG R P, 1R T T RGN SR
XU R T KR R T IR R S
T R4 A A

(2) FE R S5 i A5 AL R 2 11 T e R 384 3 1) KO

2 HESE SecFedDMC. 3 F 56 5 GNE Fb 2% 7y 44
ARG BTET %4 QR 4 DML 2 4 1 5 B 43 i B
W FE M SE Al ST 3 0E A e RA P S T R A
PR & R I 2

()X SecFedDMC J7 i 47 T 3L Fl 5% 5 1
i BRISAHTIE A T 0 R A b, LR a5 SR,
5 IS Uk 1 R IR 24 ) S M LG, 7E CIFARIO
BOHRAE b FE O B AR I R R R 1206~
24 %, A RS BE 4R T 4. 45 % ~18. 48 %, 55
AT 33.21%~47. 31 %.

ARCEEN AT 45 2.3 WA FM LT
VEFNTA HIR 55 4 53R 7 RGERAL 56 5 ik
T SecFedDMC JZ; 5 6 WX AR CHF BT T H
WA 5 7.8 W A B AR T S0 R SR 2 R
%9 WohEss.

2 HxXxIE

2.1 BHFEIRMNFESERE

FE B SR B S i — R R I B
FERL N S 5 3 HE 58 1 A5 R o S 0 (A A S 50
S o WS St A B A, AT X 4 Jmy AR TR () A
JE R SICPE 7= A 0 T R )L B E e R A AR
TE 2« B AR 00 o0 5 A A b A 7Y

Xof T B0HE B, B AT DA Bl RO A 2 Bk
HIAJE ], Bt , Wang 2 N 5l A T “TH AR G
TR B 5CHE A A T LA I Yl A R
PRSI REAS 55 1] fih & #%. Bagdasaryan %5 ™ 7E
Jei 1V 0 SE At b5 R0 st A 30 A £k ] A58 v 24 R
A T G R B T B B R P Xie S
R oA SR T i B o A R
S 1 i 28 Sk 224 S A A IS D ik A e B T
T )RR S M R B

Xof A A B, o o T2 5 A O A R
R4 R R H B R R . Baruch 258 AP R B 0 O
FOVF BT A — 5 VP PR R R 2 B B L o R i
/AR Bl AT DA 2 o] 3k B 7 AR T HOAS B Bl k.
Bhagoji % N HF R T — Fh 28 B 40 4k B b Fnxd
P H AR 5. Fang % AW 8 o i 908 — A4k
[F] R0, A 3 g X A 7R B AT O LUK R A
B Z [ 1Y 22 5. Shejwalkar s NP R T R g
BE T )3 A 2R, AR A IR 55 8 1 3R A R0 A S
SRR ST A Ak ) R L S B o 4 e R A RLIE Y
Uit



4 3 PB4  HUFF o5 JE T s ) B FA DR 9 TR IR 27 5 845

2.2 MELSERENEBEIFLE

BUFE 5 2 Yoy Y BRFR 2 I WF oY A5 e T 22
S BEANRY TR VT R A L Y O s A TR R
vt A £ ik

WEFE TAELS IR FH 22 43 FR AL 1Y JELARL 30 o 9l /A
H 2 5030 de O R 1 T 94 A B AL R A 9 R A
RN 42 R AR A B R FLAMES™ 48 1, 76 1§ 22 4%
e R SR WS T 7 2 3 U8 e S 2 H A i e 52w ) 1Y
P AERIAL SR S8 7 ¥k i T U M A AT B A
T A R Y B M AR

FEHE T R A B B 77 2, Kram™ A — 41 )=
PGS Y v 3 IS5 HC Al A Y B Ay AR ARL P A5 LA Sy 42 SR
B, Trimmed-Mean'" 18 32 S B £ K A&/ B9 L
AME X BRIV S BT R G, UALEE B (B0 25
HY W, Bulyan 25 4 7 Krum Ml Trimmed-
Mean J53, B E ) Krum 39858 43 % 7 g . 2R 5 15
M Trimmed-Mean J5 04T S HE I A X L7 1%
PR GE 7 I B AN 2R S AR SR AR, s
HTRE RS OO AR MBS, O i B R A
SN A AL, DL IR X 28 7 ) 4 it

BT P A I 1Y 7 v B AR A TS G
0 UE AR 4R BB B 2 B R 26 L IX 0 i S 2 P o A
B P B FL Trust R IR 55 88 F 44— T
15 Y ) 30 UE KA 4 LA AR SR O 1)L B LIRS A 2
T Ll A i A5E AR T T IR 55 s A AR TR A A L
P, DA IX 43 8 & P I F1U S . 5 Ak, Li 4F
NS T AR 4 A g S % (Variational Autoencod-
er, VAE) 4l R 155 B 5007 19 S8 1 45 1. SR, ax Lk
T3 VAR B — AN TE TS G 1 g6 uE A A L HLUH o A
B I B DL C. X A S BR N R AR
AEME LS, R BR ] 1 3k 26 07 125 B9 AL AN Krum
P 1 B Multi-Krum"™* 77 8 23 3% £ 5 H 4 7 iy
AR Z2 A~ Jay BB AR A, JF 31 380 B AT A 7 34 DA AR Bl
e R, DnCH'Y ot SR FH BE ML A BE E 4T B 2L SR R
H| 3 J7 5 (Spectral Method) 25 [4: 30 3 % 7 S, R
1M Krum #1 DnC 5 % 1 5 3% & % 2 & 7 i 19 4K
. Auror i ] K-l (K -means) 38 2546 1 3% 2
% 1 3 FoolsGold ™ WK 44 % 11 it 2 % (0 H AL
R AT W T v ARSI SR, 0 T i e A o 2 A
(Bt o b 2 BB Tt T T AR X s
J7 k] BE G I B A R B 1. FLDetector ™ i it
REAY — M ke A & P E R IR R S 3
XE LS B vz H

2.3 BAEENMBELSERTBRDZEIFE

FH P B Hi e A 3k 28 [ A B 2 S b H 2R R
L AF 5T TE bR 3 F 22 4y B FA (DP) L 2 7 % 235
(SMO) . [Al 2 i 25 (HE) 88 8 AR 3% 1F B R A 7 i) Bt
FE o5 2 My BE S 27 ) 77 ¥k, DPBFLYY 454 22 73 B
65 2 Bt AL 2R 4 O 00 Ok 08 A7\ JeE e o B A [l i
TRB BRRA  {E 5] A W 75 ] B 2 o 4 o) R TR o iy
1 AR . FLAME"™ 38 5o Jin A B A e 7 f 31 Bk
MR P AR L BRI X AT RE 5 B0 S A R 1
M 5 2 T B, PPRAgg ™ 45 4 7] 45 i 2% it i ML e 7
TR H AR AR P A B0 25, I DL A 5% AR UBE VM A5
26 e S AL FE 4 RE A L PEFLSY SR H R 25 I %5 7
FERfF AR i 0 B IR AR 56 R ORI BIE R S8
BIAT B KTHEFF4Y. SecureFLEY 3+ FL Trust M-
SE T — 2 5 7] 45 9% i 2 40 F . FLODY 3 1 fifi
vl 25 0 2% R 7 % i H R $2 5 T FLTrust (1
B A (R LR 2 5 0 e AR M R A R 25 0 % B 1 L 53K
TR AR P TR O XA T
BEPEARHT T IR 55 2% b 00 T e 0 4 L BRI 1% 07
R R Y 5. A8 % 4 22 05 TS, LSFLY Y 45 5 T
B AL IR i JE RS fd v 0 8 A5 T T R
XUIR 55 #4242 TR A O L, K -3 4B 530 3k ok 48 vy 6
g o) B, H RS % R I .
BREA™ & —FhHiFF i BE Bk 10 % 2 R A HES 0T
BAEIR S5 2 S5 H Z T 2 UG, S 80K
AETFRY. PRI U L BIF 5 0 A [ AR SR i e
BRURA PR R 2T S s I (H K 2 B0 R R Tk
IFi) s 5 £ B TS 2 > 1 50 B RA P TR 5 e 5 310
ERHE. ELSA™ J&—Fh B AL AR 9 1O B T 2 2 A HL
il AZ ML B A R Ss e, H R — &R
AR I S A R T LARIE R AL (E T 1k 2 T T B
TR ORISR v, W T BE SRS O R A
Mo ABE R L R 3RE 1 2 B A5 . ABFL 454 T BRI 2%
SRIX B A R T AU I RO A S0 T
T A5 AR ] S AH I R 2 BB AR i AR TR (1 B RL (R .

AR BRI £ 07 4 AT S AR b T 22
3 B RA P A TRUOKE FE 5 e A =2 ] X L2 SF- 887 16 [l B30, )
Nt 3 S0 T[] 25 0 1 3 B L Ak L SR e
Rt A i 3R 287 1) S s T LK o i TR R K P O
FE LRI B RA M 1Y [ B 2 085 T 6 8 2% 2 1 4 B R
B R RS T B R B SR G B o RE T BB R
20 05 TR P e AL B I L AR BF 5T AR 0 Ok TE B
T BRRD R AP AL [ R DL RO R = A O
T 2 A7 W S A A



846 it ) Gilh &5 EiFd 2024 4F
1 BEAEENRESEREBRBEIFE

ARG T AR B ALy ik K 7 v ik 5 i A5 A Bl B AL ARy e T A
DPBFLY DP RSA 9 O C )
FLAME®? DP DnC o O [ D) [ )
PPRAgg**! HE Cosine similarity XL ® O O
PEFLE HE Pearson correlation » ] ¢ O
SecureFLP" HE FLTrust pye [ ] C O
FLOD"™ MPC+ HE FLTrust bod ° U e
LSFLEP™ MPC K-nearest pVe [ ¢ [
BREA® MPC Krum o [ O [ )
KIS MPC RPCA+K-means py (] ® [

S TR R — 2 b, @SR IR ATIE W] A I B AA R @R St R SR P B, O LR R AR S B TR 5 R 1 — S b, @ KR
T I7 VAT LAAR B 9 480 2% ol 2 00 ) 2 i L @R R T 07 A T DA 56 26 L R i )5 98 R B JR BR A L O R % D5 ik AT LA R 2 B T U ik O
TR R AE— b, @R AR B ORI Bt ORI e .

3 &R

AT S A 41 BEHL AL 43 43 B (Randomized
Principal Component Analysis, RPCA)MY, 8k J5 4~
ZRRH G 1) B A 27 S
3.1 BEMLER SO

RPCA J&—Fh il T 48 il 1 B e oK. 5 2
W8 3= 5% 43 43 A1 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA)AH L RPCA i fff H Bl BILHE A SR [ A 3309
SEARBE S A I PR RE 1 X Bl 32 AR Ak i A 80 .
RPCA (1) A REUALUJZ 38 ik Bl WL 2 W S0 it 4y 15 4
BE WIE B) — AR 25 )L RS 7R X A IR 4k 18
8] AT PCA 43 #r. RPCA AL AT RUAndR PCA 4y
BT 8 3 BE 3 AT L BB ATR A7 i 5 oK el TR 3 5 KA
R4 o A AR Ak T

2 fifiR T RPCA Jr k8 M € R [
4eF| M € R W TAETRE LB CBEAS A5 R A 4 13 AR
. (D LIFE M M OFIBERLI S FE R @ € R VE N
ANHM o=k +ak HIWERFENSEGE, « il
RHESH, P T v A 1 i R B 1 5 (2) X A AR B
M 15— 50 HEAT A oAk DLUIE BR 8 2 18] 1Y D
B s (ONG B Q 301 5 P 245 4 MM " A
Fe p W LA =k B2 L A Uk A R QR A3 i ik
HEAT 1E 22 A LA PR IE B (B AR E 1 5 (O HO A S 19 %
NG PR 28 B 4 i 2 1) L B 55 00 AR 1% Bl B
SHALIE Q A3 ; () THR/ N ALK BRI BE B %8 [ 3R
IR AE AR HE 25 18] b (9 R AE B 7 25, 31X Rl o AR B U7 22
FEFEWMITR L, Q 5 Q" 14 E1; (6) 38 1T FEAF H 43 i
( Eigen )58 B BYRHE M & U 5 (7) 78 )5 45 2 [[]
FAGFRAE 1] 8, B 3 o W5 () AR R M

5B E RS b A B A AR M A XA
e ,RPCA LM X T M € R 1Y 43 fifk ) 8 fay
3 HROR/NEE B € R W H p < d
PR3 A 3 T R 2 R T

(1) FiA (5) RRAIE B 7 25 3 B o
o I 0 d 1
(2) Hhi b (6) FFAE [ B 757
d d i o P
Jrl M ‘: n| M |~ ul 7] ‘ plZ]= Egen( pm]
(3) #IEMRA (7) E s kY
Fori=1,p k 5
P i P &
End For
(4) AT (8) HE LY .
p [} 4 k d
:;'=QR[.ID)(.;) HEI—'-HEXND

B 2 RPCA TAEWF2

3.2 EREREIE

ARSI R T PR A3 SE AL B () — 4
] — 432 (o) — T R g ik
A 3 = (Additive Secret Sharing, ASS). X F 4%
Hoe€Z, AP FEZWAMWS & 8BRS &
S Ci € {0.1)) FFAME I ZHB (0), L o=
o)y +<ouy.

LD —ArEETREE T (o) — AR EET BRI Nk
% 2 = (improved Additive Secret Sharing, iASS).
TEMALHI D A AE PR 6, . r, €2, JWRLIT 5
B (DO BEBLE -, 76 S, 1S, Z A 5E IS (o) — 4357
B S B G AT Gr )1 5(2) 8, =0 —r, 5(3)
&, XS, M S, ATF. RS54 S, B BB RR N
Toll, e =, (r.y) o € (0,1} TASS 2l



4 3 PB4  HUFF o5 JE T i ) B FA DR 5 TR IR 27 o 847

EE I F .

= AR B o Ao -] —
SRV B BRI A H A A () — 4
EUHIBABENLEL G A Gy W IR AR R O, =0
—r )y = TR S, 5 (r) BRI
S, AFEl v e [0 — "B [0, . = (6,
{ry7:) .

BN TN (ol PEBH o B IRS#
e () SIFEARMITR v =0, ), ) s
SRR ERN v =Reclv],,[v],) .

WA T E I 45 [al, 161 A I H %L
Crscy RS AR S, M S, MTLASEMITE [yl=c, «[al
dey o [0 BARML, S, ZEARMITF S, =, +0, 4, *
8y R (r )y, =cy or) e, o(r)), 1BEI IyD, . =05, ,
(r,)).

FEHIL e 1.1 —E K alb ARG
BS ALl = O, .G 061 = 6,.(r)0)
L SecMul i [yl B) S, $54 [y0,. = (5,
rov)) Hb y =ab BRI BL (DB TR % S,
HEABHLAER (r), €2, s (8" (o) — 537
BITRIE R rods s Gryd s AP (Gro s TEERBTER
Wi 7 IR 55 2R AE AR I (0,0, =i 0, 0, +0, «(r),
0,0 (r) Frw) s =0 SHRBHELER 6, &
BB A—PREw S, ZREMRS® S, £ 0
HHE 6, =0, +¢0,0, A3 [y1,. = (5,
roo . Mg BB X R R K [yl =
SecMul (Ta1,061) .

SHANFEMW. AECTD] —HEENX a,
boe JZEWM L [yD,: =0, (r00 . BRI EL
(OPTTIRS A% S, 45 HBEPLAE (), €27, 5(2OW
TR 55 4% Si A ra » roe s e A r g 3K VY I
“le) — AT TR WY B WO IR &5 AR 4 BT A
(8,0, =128, 28, 0,40, *0, +(r.), +0, 6. +(r,),
0, 0. o (r) 0, (r ) 0, () O ),
) ) SRR AR S, KM (6,0, K
o, SBR[y, . =0, .(r0,) . N T fE
FoR . 5REVIREL K Bt B XL F RN Ty]
=SecMul ([a1,061,0cT) . [F 2, s Ppis o] LLHET
) n —Hy A TEIE UL

SEREFEMIL. BE (] — 75 A,
BY L HIR %5 %% S, R TADL . = 0aslra)) s
[BI,: = (0p-<ry>,) » B SecMatMul 1 H #5 /2
BHIC D BEMEL. (DP RS S, & HKE
LA (red, € Z, s (2)ilad™ (o) — P27k,

B rads s Grpdy THRE Grap), RN BL A5 T TE
AU (6c), GHEAXN (6c), =i 64 0p104 »
rpdi 4+ 0pe {rad Hrap) —<re), WG TTHHE
L (600, ARG o M BIE R RN [Cl=
SecMatMul (TAT,IBT) .

4 ZRFtEE

TEAR T o AT PEAE A 4 SecFedDMC & 4t
Bk, AR R RN B .
4.1 RHEEWM

1E SecFedDMC HEZE 1, — & P i & (C
Cysoees Cy LRI MR 55 25 04T T % 4 1 BRI 2%
L EAK P C, #A B C AR DL
e [n]. B & 5 i 09 U 2R 8008 46 T DL R R
D=U cr,n D, . % F o i 2 [7) B A5 2 i i fig e 40 1k
[ 8 min Ep [L (D,w) ] KRG k2 RA, H
ow JE e R R AE S, LR B R AL ) 4n
A8 SUAR A0 % pRERL

WA 3 i, 76 SecFedDMC (1) £ S5 #5580 v, 4
Wk FEL AU AP 5R

5 ;EEE;&EjEJ; 1

A R [wlo

Iwilo [waly Nﬂl‘
a8 a
{ o0 E-y if o‘ﬁ
1 @ 00! ! e F0O! e QOO
1= .
,-OOO; |-OOOE |-OOOE
L. o A ol o i
ﬁﬂé:’&’!‘ﬂﬁ WS o %ﬁ?ﬁj 3

El 3 SecFedDMC % %i & 7

(D554 S, M S, #- [-1 — 2By i
A SRR Tw' 0, F [ro' 1, K IEBEH P . ¢ £
ARYET R EE R, 2 ¢ =0 B, AN IR 55 2% 90 1R 1k
42 JRy R B A 4y

() BAE G C, TEAHIZFZWEN A S & T
R E R RN K IE H w' = Rec ([w' 1, [w' 1) . &
FrmAEA B G 4 D, b SR B HLAES BE R % (Sto-
chastic Gradient Descent, SGD) B B A RIS K0 w0
FH N w! =w' — 9 VL(D,w) , Hri g &2
VL (D vw) JEAMBAGE D, X 5 i 2 5 5 1l
O w' BB . & I BT S R R A R 2 4
wi AT DD =47 5 L™ D, M [wi ™ T,
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RILG MRS S, F1 S,

W n AF P AR [w! 1, A [w! ™, 3
AR IWD, F1IW D, k55 4% S, A S, Prla)3H5, A
TW I, F1OW T, A 5 5 ik 0 o O 2 i B R 2 4

COFE A ) A3 58 58 M AN 38 1A AR M 455 70 2 5
JG . So FUS, A A I S 2 i (AR A S8, B
4 SRR AR I — M AN S B % P S B 4
TEMRSS 28 S, ) € (0,1} b4 ey 5 0 2 55017 o vl
DL ok LR A GHETT

1 n
el = 7 20,

4.2 HiBpER

SecFedDMC J7 28 3= L X5 DL 1 A g Ji -

(D iz B ar 9 Ik 55 a4 k55 4% S, A1 S, FEIE
B TRAT DRI, w] 8 22 RIS 2 AL A 15 L. A
So Fl S, ABERBRIL ) By AT IR L (H i T A7
T B FE A 55 7T BE 23 121 4 B ] P i B Aa s 2.

(2)GEH P 0. AFAE— 2% 7 s vl REJE i & 3h
FE 5 St 0 H LA B B0 GR AT B AR S A
B2 R B R A s I 25 B Bt A BE 0k, AT 3R 42
Jay s Y B 55 ROH A % 7 i 1) B AL A S

TR TT Z b RBOE R P i A B AT R
MR P I pBCE MO A &P i S e 1Y
—2 MM < /2 fHARIE A — S i ] BE
S FH 4 JR A AR 22 A T G b P P P B LA
BEX X Bl A R B A ST AT T O kit
n, SCHR43-45 81t 1 8 T 22 70 B fh iy 32 3h Moty
B 60 7 % o RE A AE — 5 B BE b N X I S R . X s
TG A SO 5T TAF & A B A ST, ol DLES 5 1

oy

— il .
4.3 &itHER

SecFedDMC J7 Z 15 it H ¥5 & 5 % 1 8
AU AR A VR RN B O

(D BHEFEFAME. SecFedDMC 77 % Y K 8 H bR
ST PR R A B i 1) A M AR R S 80 FA B 1 L B AR
OB B R . W] BB 2 A I S L AF AT Y AR 55 £ 4
W7 % P i - A I A R S 0 K IR AR B P s 1) FA A
5B NI, SecFedDMC J7 ZE 58 P8 14 471 2 1 i B R
P B H AR B % 4

(OBR AN, i TEES S5 E Tk LR
4 Jry 155 B P AR R 248, SecFedDMC 7 % 1 H 4%
B A 1 5 8 T LA KT 3k 2 9 A R . R B K
Uiy R RS T FE o 2 < L o B A8 A A R R G iR AT
RERS B AT 250, A O 4 Jm S 8 1) 45 e 1

() E R M. SecFedDMC J7 £ 1Y% it B b
11475 AT AR 55 2 B0 3 0 £ T . LA %
TERG IR R G0 E e 2 vk A AT R L 1 L 4% R sk
) 2 e A T R A i R R A R T

5 BRARPHELIESERKBES

AN SR T T SRR A FE R ER IR A 2] Ty
% FedDMC, SR J5 76 DL IE il 1 2 1 T BRORA 1 5 O 58
SecFedDMC.

5.1 HEAH7 ZF (FedDMC)

FEBCF 2 A HEBR BTt b B & P o Y A R0R
SR BB R. R TR RS B Sk B A LR
% P i AT 428 TR O i oy R T P A DU Y T
TR SR . o 4E R ) R Wi >k 1T — R 51k
A LG TR 5 4 B v FRORT IR 7 AR A5 R) L, 7R TR B
S R v AR RN S R0 s ] 5E R LA AR L
R v P BE A A K R R R S S BGHET TR,
E X 32 A5 78 5 G At A5 7Y 1) R G BE B8 52 M H1 /DN, aX
T 0 o 25 R FF 5 g Ao 4 it 1A IR, PRt L B
A WAT I A B RE B RO B S A
)y 7T 0 5 W 75 100 52 i, T A 2080 e A 10 R B D SO
B g R it

PRI A SC 42 Y T — Ol 35 5 P o A T B R
FedDMC. M3 T GE MR 2% ] J7 %8 . FedDMC 7E %
GRS B T T EEN % i R A S B AT A
. 2 N ok A I 24 R 2R IS T A A R 4 1, AN BRE YA
1 FfiR.

Bk 1. FedDMC HEH

WA AHEIED EAGFRET EPuWE 2 K
WA E % g SRS o
A R
L R4 2807
2. PRt w';

3 FOR {¢t =0,1,-,T —1}{

4 FOR {i = 1,2, ,n 47847 }{
5. WA R ! BRI C,
6

7

8

i i

o S
w! ' < LocalTraining(i ,w') ;

}

W -— ('M’i)+1 9 " 77/01,#1) H
9. W < RPCA(W) ; //F4E
10. S () < Kmeans(W) ; //Hk
1
W e XS o [ e e
[]

12, }
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13. RETURN w ;
14.  Em A% (Local Training(7 ,w')) :

15, wi <w' ;
16, IF { C, MK F i)
17. PUTFE & R A\ 0 LE— Tty
18. }ELSE{
19. FOR{epoch=1,2,+,E}{
20. w!'! =w — 7A L(w;,D,;) ;
21. }
22. )
23. RETURN w!" ;
5.1.1 [ 4

FE R AE R B 1 b SR BT BE ML 3 B4 A B
D71 (RPCA) - 4 58 B 2 550 J R i 24 45 ) e S
BRAR AR, BT E At E R T REfR B
FERHE. A n D& IR — RO A 2
BIEFEW ={w, sw,..w,} cHPEDSw, X F—
A d qe i AR | A P AR R S8 AT
RPCA [ HEIZHUEFEW € R, BARFIR W=
P, (W) JH P, U RPCA #HIRIESF. £ 2%
R HEEL (k< d) , HAB W] DIAR I B 19 % 7 o 450
W A AR IR AT 3. W JE RPCA 515
1) 11 I A A7 2 80 P

RPCA HA B i 580, & Ak BRI 2 )
TRESHAHEBEERE AE N —F Lz B R,
RPCA B &5 Ak B2 A 26 M 56 2 0 5l A A T
P AL 5 A1 & 7 8 43 % (Singular Value Decompo-
sition, SVD) , H i B F B 5. o7 249 &, RPCA
Ab 35 B RS T RE O H S & v O R i
(i) £ DX 531) o 3 7 ol 2R 8 B30 0 T 25 5 AR ) X P 2 %
Sty AR T A 8 4 D5 5 40 ¢-SNE™™ [isomap™™ Hl
UMAP"* ,RPCA 7E 3R R0% R 0 &, 4k
B IE TR R 2 ) PR h R AR S B b #E.
5.1.2 B %

TEREAE 5 09 8chE 35 ml L FRATR A K-means
KTyt i AT 4 L LA R L X 4 S
B AR R 2 5 W Hh AT Kmeans #:4E,iC M. S, <
KmeansW) ,H S B—D IS0 Al 1
HMER AN ¢ R REL R, WE K HH 2,
BIKs % 7 i 3R S PR 43 S R i S & i (bR e ol
DAEEER P (brich 0. FERBEE R  HaEiK
KB — BN Ry 2 I S %% ) v » B0 B0 |1 — 2R
INR BB P . XM RERET - EHNE
BB B K 2 B bR A B LSS & i Y
o 2 TR EE P .

P K-means RBFEM A G PN T
76,4 RPCA P45 (8 72 K-means B H
HRE AR AT T (00 45 K B RPCA 3 2 O/ B3 %5040 1%
FE Y A RE R R RS O OR B GBI A R TR
i K-means BE R RN B fEm g Bdirh . T
AEAE K o 04 W 75 AR i 1 7] RE 23 B IR K -means 8
BB FRG B, SR T, PCA R4 mT LUK %5 9 i 5
Bl — A TEAR Y 4 B 2 (8] L 78 3% A28 6] v B0s 19 40 A
B A B MR s e B 2 e 20 DT AT B TR
K-means BB 285 . H K, K-means J&— Fp fij 8
Hm o R 2071k 18 T KA Y = 25 A 2.
HELEZ TR T 2 IRAK IR BE S & 8 AT,
PRAE T I 7 2] s 19 22 A k.

5.2 BEFANESE T & (SecFedDMC)

SecFedDMC 2 3£ T FedDMC #4 &t 1% B F 184 5
T3 %8, H AR 2 2 A MR I B P AT R L JF B
M2 & P o M B AME B RS WA LB .
(1) 3 4 2 4 4 B AL 32 B 23 0 B (RPCAD 55 3%
SR e AR A S BRI PR G (O R 7 2 R E R
XoF T 4 BCA 2 ERRAE AT A A S B R P g Y
R, X% A RIEHAR AR SR T SRR 50 119
SecKmeans J5 Z&. B, A 5 51 5 4 38 40 ] 22 4 5
XS RPCA Rk,

SRR L4 A RPCA B A7 AE UL R A4 Bk
A% (1D ] SE B2 42 1) QR A3 il 5 (2) W fnf S22 4>
MR 20 M. SR AR SCHEE T 1ASS %5 1 2 J i 42
T %A W IEAE =40 53 (SecQR) BRI 4 42 1 5 fiE
S (SecEigen) Wi,

5.2.1  SecQR i

SecQR M AL & Kt &2 2% i AR L v i3, an B
A e X T AR R R IR K
fift & BOREIE 1/ . ATy S 0 AR kAR A Y
HEER, ENHEAXR y,0 =y, 2 —2y,) =
2y, — XY Vn Yo =3¢" " 40.003.

RT B ERAK T e R ITIT
GERPGHORAEYIL . [e" 1= SecExp (I 1) , Bl A
[l i e 0, . H %6, IR55 2% S, WAk [ul, =
e Toll, =0 k54 S, ML [ul, =0, [o], =
e VIR IE BUME 55 2V L SecMul LT 5 45 5
le"]=SecMul ([u1,[v]) .

BT 2 218 HOR MG L, 2 2 BRIETHE D OE
XUWTF: [a/b] =SecDival,l6]) Bl A [al,
o0 il Ta/b0 . B 5, WRSFS &5 [y, 1 =3 X
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SecExp ([0.5—b1)+0.003, R Ji » AR 55 %% %
IASS 1) 3— i AGEF BB H 2y, y, . L, [1/6]
= [y, 1= 2X1ly, ] —SecMul ([21,0y, 1,0y, 1) .%
SRV 0 2 AR BRI AR g 158 22 SEOR HEAT W 8%, AR 7 3
BRINBEE D 10. fe ) » BUIR S5 A 98 ] SecMud P30T
BERE [a/b]=SecMul ([al,[1/01) .
AR i R IT R P Oy B AR X T
x = (x[0],x[1],sx[n] . = MHHHEAKX N
FIENOSINEIAIE 2
X | x | & SO R, W E S A T
TR VX T =SecSqrt (Ix1) BI%A [x 1, %
W0 x T, 7S 303 0 A ik ARk O R
M, BAR AN 0= 0.5 X (y, +2/y,) syo=x.
P IRk 55 8% S e Dy 0 w0dafeoh [x 1, ARG
Wt R ESE /0 =0y,,0 =0.5 X
Ty, 1+ SecDiv(Ix 1,0y, 1)) . fEM ER F, %4
i AT P SOE SCINT
[]x|1=Sec2Norm ([x1)

:SeCSqrt(ELOSecMuZ Ix G110 0x 1D )

(3
R TR x AT S AL, SecSign PHUE
MR .
SecSign([xﬂ){[lH Zf r=0 4
[—10 ifx<<O
AR 7 SR SOk [ 29 v s A i T B
W SecMSB $2 8 x 15 = S (Most Significant
Bit \MSB) , & Ly
0 ifx=0
MSB (x) :{ ) (5
1 ifx<<O
Tk BT SecMSB il % 2 i 5 x £75
P TS p=—2XMSB(x) + 1,04 [pl =
SecSign([x1) =—2 X SecMSB(x1) +1.
BT ERZEITHEDATRE T 21
QR 73 it i SecQR(TA™ 1) LEA“L « 1— 4
EZORRKE m X on WA A CHE AR [Q" "]
FAERE TR, Hop Q" AL R™™ 33 o b =
10 MR R IE 2SS JE B . LA =QR . HARSEEL N 1k 2
B,

Bk 2. SecQR PriX
WA MREHRS MATA] Hbn >y

fy: MRS Aw S HHAERE [QM T MIAERE [R7 1
1. #ElQl, =1, ,0Q1, =0, [RI, =[AT, ;
2. FOR { k = 1ton }{

3. S, el i [x 0, =[R [k:,£] 1, ;
4, S, MMEIE [yl, = Sec2Norm ([x1,) ;
5 S, WEAFZ [pl, = SecSign ([x [0] 1)
6 S, 5& [v], =0x [0] I, — SecMul

(p1; [yl ;
7. S, iE & [ul, =SecDiv([x1,,0vI,) ;
8. S, W5 [z1, =SecDiv(lv],,Iyl,) ;
9. S, HHE [B], = —SecMul ([pT,,0[21,) ;
10. S, EF TR IR, .
[R,1, =[R,1, — SecMul([BT,[ul,
[u"1,0IR,1,) ;
11. S, WHTHEMEIQ,1, :
[Q, 1, =0Q,1, — SecMul([Q,1,,Ip1,
Tul,la"D ;

2.}

13. RETURNIQ"71,IR"1 ;
5.2.2 SecEigen WY

FEAE 43 A% 2 BEHIL 32 1 43 20 B (RPCA) 1Y G B 2P
DR, SRS HE T O3 i — AR AR S R AE 7]
e 1A B FE W SCR b R AR (B R AL 1) #1115
W B 2 WAL R R E 2T EARIE TS TR
B ENE TR T RO R BOUR 5%
i ] 77 A Ko 09 38 L, 5 22 4 T R AE 3 i B A A%
FANT . TR — a8, Ay 22 36 T SOk 53 48
AT P T A W RRAE 43 i PR SecEigen
A28 A () R AR 53 i [R]85 Ak Ry 87 B 1) 2 42 Al i
N1 3 iy e WS B R E S = X 2 N B (1

SIEE 177 WA RIHFEA B — R T4
(A1) WRME ¢ (A) B —MNRAEE (i o Q) =
a, ta A+ +a, A" BEAHZI). BN IR
oy R A FERRIEE A T B —AREE 1) &L AR AR
iy MR o (A) FERFIEE @ (A) N MRHIE )

SIE 277 WA A B MU (A ~
B).JFH B=P 'AP ,WEFE A F1 B HA A0 [F] 9 4
TEAE. QN RAEHE PR A MRFIEME A FAAERRE M &y
W P~y 2 B ERFEME A T B REAE ) 5.

SecEigen B F H B HLAE B P A1 2 31 5 pR 4K
@ Co) P i A B 2% 4y SEAE I X0 1 H Ak o 40
Oy ARG E A Y I 31 5 R AF i AR fiE
] 45 TR ARYE LRG| B, R R R ¢ ' (o)
R P A M b H 58 AR B X B 4 AE (B R0 AR AIE ] 2
BREL o () Fll @ ' (o) B9 LIL S5 SCHR[54 1. Bk 3
25T YRR A3 ( SecEigen ) WML TEAN L AR,

Ei%£3.  SecEigen WY

LD MEg54% S, WA X771 HA rank (XD =7
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Hith . S, S EVEEAEAE TA7 T, (4 — 0 03 45 A4 AiF 7]
V7L M~ hE. e [1.7]
1. BB
2. PiJTss % S, i ElpR% ¢ () H o ' (o) |
CTT =AW FEP AP R IPT, A
P'y,
3. TELBVEL.
4. S, UMEHE IY], = SecMatMul (I[P 1, ,
[xX1,,0P1,) ;
S, Pl % 4 e ik Uh il WMETT 5 TYT, =
o (YD) ;
6. S, K IYD, B4 S, ARG S, HHE Y B ARE
{5 A’ FUERAE A B VB4R L% S, 5
7. S, MR € [Ly] B = ') ;
8. S, iWHE Ivl, =0P1, -V ;
T FRP B AT 52 & LI SecFedDMC
%, SecFedDMC J5 %€ % th WUIR 55 #5 AT B BE fL
F v A i 2 B B AR . AR RUR 55 25 AT I B,
AT Z R B SR G AT R R RBE ML 2 RE
BeAE. T B UL B L B4R S 15 2 B S BURRE WAL
FHT R LR 2% 5 i 78 SO0 I 51 B %
Prma S EIG S BUEE W T 2R A A
YIZRF B, % P i b AT RSB 25, T A B 2% o = 1 S
AL 2 A RS, BRI GE 4 iR,
&k 4. SecFedDMC HEHE,
WA AWEIEED GEERET ZF Wi K
WINGRR E F2TE 9 RS o
B R Tw]
1. US54 40T
2. WAL Tw’] WA [Q7 1 5
3. FOR{:r=0,1,,T—1}{
4 FOR {i = 1.2, ,n IFATIAT ) {
5. B2 R Tw' ] KK C, ;
6
7
8

(2]

[w! ™ I < Local Training (i , [’ 1) / /A H1I %55
}
(W7D < (Lwi™ D, [ DD

9. [W"™* 1< SecRPCA (IW™“ 1) 3{ // %4kt
10. (W4T < Means (AW 1) 5//fsk
11. FOR {i = 1,-,p }{//ZEA MM

12. [Q"* 1 < SecMatMul (WI,IW" 1IQD) ;
13. [Q"" T < SecQR (IQ" 1) ;

14. )

15. [Q"* 1 < SecMatMul (IW" 1,0Q"* 1) ;
16. [Q"" T < SecQR (IQ 1) ;

17. [B”* 1 < SecMatMul (IQ"1,IW"1,
(WI,IQD) ;

18. (U1 < SecEigen (IB”* 1)
19. [Q"* 1 <~ SecMatMud ([Q"* 1.IU [:£] 1) 5
20. [W1 < SecMarMul (IWT,IQ"* 1) ;
21. }
22. [S () U< SecKmeans (W) ;//% &%k
23. [T~ > SeeMul (S 1y [G] -
‘ S ] ‘ !

wzv\ 1 ) .

24, )

25. RETURN [w] ;
26.  F P AR Local Training (7 ,[w' 1

27. wi < Rec ([w' 1, ,[w" 1) ;
28. w!"" < Training (w!) ;//BEI %5
29. A ! ESE [w!']

30. RETURNI[w!™"17;

6 IBiLHHT

6.1 ZEMSH

AR T TE R U Y 2 SRR T Xy SR AT e
WERA L IF HoR A A R b @3k B J7 28 (1) SecFed-
DMC Firfif J1 0 35 filf 452 4 455 B, B 22 40 2 P #R 4
SecMul \SecMatMul TEF i SEBH T B 2% 21,
HIE AL UE BT 2 WL SCHR (55 . X T 45 5. 2.1 5 P
W SecMSB PpsL, H 22 40 19 I8 2 UE W] 2 0L SCik
(561, (2) ik B B 7 BE At 452 AR AR R SecMSB 0L
) SecExp .SecDiv.Sec2Norm VL M SecSign %5 1
WA PE. (3)IEM SecFedDMC #E R /Y 242 4 1,
XF T H2  SecFedDMC HEZE S| ] T SCHRL50 11 42 42
RO, AT E W] O %2 A . X T RPCA B, 18
SecFedDMC HEZR H 32 A W A A% 0 h I SecQR
H SecEigen . M, A7 F S B S UE SecQR H
SecEigen W% 41k,

PR SE AL AR W A P A E LIRS

EX 1 AR P S, #S, iH5 R /-
{0,137 X {0,011 = f:{0,1} 7 X f:{0,1}"
filxsy)i={0,1} & f(x,y) E i NILE, » M
v AR AN S L T2 S, RS,
R F WM TR Vi, =@ .0,
myyemem)) VI (x ) =Cysrtsmy oo ym)) 55
KRB P S, M S, TE PR SCRAT o B i 2 /Y L
Bl Hr, rf ROR S, PAERBEILE, m 1 <) <1t
FoR S, WEIME ;) ZWE. O"=07,0" Fm il
AT S5 R Z 5 iy i o OF 3R S, ik .

XF T — A R £ FRATTRR PR IT A 5k
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Tﬁﬁ”—Ff{éﬁiﬂﬁ%T%Hﬂé’ﬁfﬁﬁziﬁfﬂ’lﬁ
R Sim, 1 Sim, G i ESHAEMSCEA T PRIER L T
{(Simy(xs folxsy))sf(xy)},,

~ (V'(2.3),0"(xy)),, (6)
((Sim\ s fr(ray)) s f oy D),
~ (V™(2,9).0"(z ), , (7

Horr, >~ FoRIFRORAT X 4. AR ARG ik e
PH I B IORT 2 Uk S R TF R R, BT Ok, IE
SCUE IR T 4 B L 2 b LA R S AR AR

TEEE 1. QR SecMul T8 55 (AR v 22 4>
1) 0 SecEx p 7E 3 52 BB b & 42 2 1.

. SecExp WhSUKE S, 1S, B0y [x 1, 1
[x D, fERE A e D, 0 Le* 1y, T HEBH BRI
LR, BhFEIE S, WIGEF RN, by
WEALES Sim, B S, MIAT R LR, XT T S, 1817
SecEx p DML, S, SEPR B AT I SecMul PR
PRI, #5028 Sim, A% BT b B LAY $0AT B L 52
SecMul PP BE4S Sim, N Z,, b BEHLZE R —A>
BEHLEL x, B S, M A V, =0x1,.% Sim,

B A ALIEE A V, =x,. SR)5 L BALEE Sim,
LS, A E Tul, :e;0 Jvl, =0, 47 SecMul

PR O, =Te °T,. i T S, #-50
[Zﬂ Vo :[x]o *ﬂ ()o :[9'1 Ilo E ZZ/ J:IEIL:E@HLE/‘J Jf‘ﬁfﬁl

7 Sim, BME V, =2, MO, =T "1, 4 7, I
WAEBEHLIY . 3 B SecMul 1E3CHA[55 ] B B &
AL T LR V, A O, 552 PR I IE V,
MO, BAFX A3 B2 2 6) . it Bkl
D5 AT LI R AR AR S, AT AT AL, R
S¢S, TE SecEx p WS P AT 2k 72 2 XF FR A9 A UG
SecEx p WPLAE i SR T S22 4 1.

HE 5.

T 2. W SecMul SecEx p U LAE P11
BRI 22 2 1 I8 4 SecDiv D3 UAE 2 ik 52 Y B
R R A1),

IE ¥, SecDiv B SLAS BT 7E U3 132 47 Hh $ AT 1Y
FEBl () SecMul 1 SecExp P, SecMul 7¢ 3CHk
(55 ]E W IE % m . HaE# 1 L. 5 SecExp
PR AL B Sim, FI Sim, REMGE i 2 B 1 A
FATT L GG B AR S, 8L S, 1 Bl E AT AL
L. K, SecDiv BRTE ik SEARE TR 242 2 1.

UE 5.

EIB 3. W SecMul \SecDiv TS TE 2 3 52 1Y

BRI rp 2 42 B8 8 40K Sec2Norm By TR 9 52
RS AY rp 2 2 A .

B, Sec2Norm WL H SecMul M SecDiv 1
WA, SecMul © #UEWJ& & 21, H w2 5
S R AR AR Sim, R Sim, BEWSIE L E B 1 S
U5 AT AR AR S, B S, M BRI T AL
PRI, Sec2Norm PSSR S22 42 1.

UEEE,

TEI 4. WIIR SecMSB PP ST 4 i 52 fr) 52 70 o
BN B A SecSign WMSULE 26 8 52 AR R vp 2
LA,

i 8. SecSign HhiLF S, F1 S, By [x I, A
T 0, FENERA HHE [pD, M Ip 1, Ry THEB PR %
e HEHIE S, Pl AR AN DL O A i
LA Sim, 3L S, BIATEREL. S, 1817 SecSign
IR, S PR R AT SecMSB B, A it B 40 2%
Sim, Aot FAAUAY TAT PR SecMSB B, Fi L)
i Sim, I Z,, HEEHLIE B —ABEHLEL 27 B4 S,
AV, =1 1, ¥ Sim, 408 S AL ENC
MV, =z RGBS Sim, BB S, AT
SecMSB P il LI O, =0’ BT S, B AR
BV, =[x 1, RO UL O, =l p T, 72 2, B
M B Sim, BEBIIE V, =2, MO, =o', T
Z, FOERENLRY, IF B SecMSB B TE SCHR[56]
OB B2 22 42 1, BT LU AL I v, A O, 5 5
PRERLIE Vo A O SEASTT XA /2 50 C6) 1T
AT IR DT AT DAY B Bl A AR AR S By E Ol
PEATRERLL I S, .S, 7E SecSign Prh #4713 2
JEXTFREY. B SecSign PRS- ik SEAR R R 2 %2
4.

HEEE,

EIE S, WHE SecMul .SecMatMul .SecExp
SecDiv.Sec2Norm LA B SecSign 75 Wk 5% i) #5154
T, IR A SecQR N SecEigen TE 29 52 11
BT i 2 42 ).

iE . SecQR th i H SecMul .SecMatMul .
SecEx p .SecDiv.Sec2Norm Vi M SecSign 4 hK.
SecEigen M1 SecMul 1 SecMatMul 205, 5 T Hi A
Flfi . SecQR 19 S, 1 S, ZZH MY BREAD i
PIRISCHY H )5 . AR B 1 — 4 W] 0, X
PIRSCR R TR 5 (B X S BE AL AN <7 ELTH 34 Al X
S L TE S, B S, BBGE FHAFARA TS B0 R L
PUER Sim, SRS Sim, HF5 0 7 1 $5 BE AL ECHD



4 1 PB4  HUFF o5 JE T s ) B FA DR 9 TR IR 27 > 853

CIPOBset4y) SNQ:II Sy R IERSR i vN (-7 S {7 S ES A
SecQR FEH YL A B % 4. R, SecEigen
TE R0 5 Y vp 2 22 A ).

HEHE.

T 6. WHE SecMatMul . SecQR Fll SecEigen ,
SecKmeans PMSAE i S8 AR AL p o2 22 2 /L 54
SecFedDMC HE L AE 22 31§ 552 Y A Y 2 22 42 1.

iF 8. SecFedDMC HEZE F 3y SecMatMul
SecQR ,SecEigen 1 SecKmeans Wi 4H i, H A,
SecKmeans VML) 24 MEETESCHR 50 ERE. B T
iy A i, SecFedDMC BRI S, FI S, 28 H. (1T B
& SecMatMul ,SecQR .SecEigen 1 SecKmeans 1}
WA e E) RS L AR S B S TR S L B
o [ {E 5 i o 34 2 BE ML N7 HL B AN AT X A3 1.
78 S, 50 S, #e s H AR A AL T L AL %
Sim, BUBLAS S s 57 38 4 AL &R R AT X X
S PSR T (B R AT R PR, SecFed-
DMC HEZRAE 2 9 SR T 2 22 4 ).

UEEE,
6.2 EHMSH

AR X SecFedDMC J5 34T 1 &2 2% M 43 #r.
TRVAFTE n A% S, B A% 7 i (AL A S 0 m
AERE, HIIZREE O T 58, € 3278 TASS It R Y
fik.

T 5E AHT T AR A BE A AR A D 4 2 M 4
YE. SecMul .SecMSB L) M SecMatMul H31L. % T
LA R AR XU 55 A8 AL AR AT IZ DR L B 1T
]38 5 FF 4. Xt F SecMuld #1 SecMatMul Bpi, W
% 55 ZRAE B FIAS 0 X FE RIS RANT S H. 1
L IEAR TR N 0 X m X0 HRE. X T SecMSB P,
KT ABY2. 0 B975 4k H P AT i A 52 B
log, ¢ % @S IFES N nm (4/30° + ) 4.

FOU 3 BT T SRR R AR A A BIMSL, B SecExp
SecDiv Sec2Norm LA K¢ SecSign Wi, ¥FF SecExp
P WU 55 2 7 B WA 0 >om JE 1R T F 53 25 R AL
T H 1R, BAEFE R n X om X R X T
SecDiv PP, R T 2 K SecMul #8445, T
AR LR IR A SOl ABY 2. 0 1Y = % A e 32
WA SecDiv FEATHUEAL o A8 32 W0 I8 64 388 155 TT 4 9ok 2F
& SecDiv hSGE T £k WKW SecDiv PpI 5 2
MU S5 #5532 H. k %6 B ARTF 450 knmd WWHE X T
Sec2Norm Wi, 5 SecDiv Wr Y 53 ¥ J7 2: 2 01,
AT W55 48 28 . k7 58 SBAF A R nmk* 0 LS.
XF T SecSign WML AT 2 H. log, ¢ % . 3l 7 TF 85

2nm (4/30° +0) i,

ROk 4k 520 B SecFedDMC % 1 Y #% 0>
B SecQR Ml SecEigen ML E ZLE. SecQR 1
WIIHHAT 1 Sec2Norm 1,1 K SecSign Wi,
4 K SecMul Hp LM 2 K SecDiv Pp L. K I,
SecQR PPt ZRUI S5 28 S H b + 2k + 5 B 10 1F
TFEE A ((4/3 + kD0 + (5 + 2k)0Dnm L.
SecEigen WM A T 3 K SecMatMul T AT 1 X
Rec WM. A, SecEigen WML T SR 55 #4832 5. 2
R ImAE IR R Anm 0 LR

B J5G 3BT SecFedDMC J5 5 (3 K S 24 B2 . %
FREING—KBA (p +5) IR SecMatMul Wi,
(p 4+ 1) K SecQR il ,1 K SecEigen YL HI 1 1K
LA TP Hoh, p SR WS AR B A 25 AR
B ATy ZE 2 A RIS T IR 55 78 2
T2+ el 5 THFE (2 +e0(2+ Oe HHREE A,
Horpr b o8 RBF M B ACUEL. BRI LS, H Al B
WU U7 I 55 Al A5 28 H. (p+5) + (p+ D (k™ +
2k +5) +2 W IHFE (p+5)0+nm(p+1)4/3+
R Anm (p 1) (5 2k) U+ 4dnm € Lo FF8 A5 AR
47 SecFedDMC HEZRZEAR T %8, U 12 HE 42 75 22 XUy
M55 32 BAR R (p +5T + (p + 1D (k> + 2k +
SYT+2T 4 2 4+ k(T A5 IFE N (p + 5T +
nm(p +1U/3+EDCT +nm(p+ 15+ 2-00T
FdnmtT + (24e0)(2+ OeT HHF.

7 ELHIKE

SecFedDMC % H] PyTorch #4755 81, 2% 3¢ 5L
PR ] 22 42 2 7 i 8 )% MPCTensorLib®, I 7 34
#4 2 4~ NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU, Intel i9 —
10900K CPU,128 GB W 4£.Ubuntu 18. 04 R4 1
2 B RSSE EoE U, A TR T R, L
KOG AR A M AR AL 25 48 | e 5 i L TR L A T
T s LA T PP Al 48 4.

7.1 BUBRSEMER N

A SCHE = A r M HE ME AR 5 P4 T SecFed-
DMC M1 B8 o I X N 8 8 T = Fh A [7) 1) o0 2 2 4

MNIST. F5 87 8 45 5 . B 60000 A~ Il 25 7R
1A 10000 4> 7R 1 4 B, A 7R 1 28 X 28 1Y
JRBE T . 28 A5 R0 SR F 22 2 A1 2% (MLP) , o
B2 405 100 Sl 4 e,

@O MPCTensorLib, https://gitee. com/xdnss/mpctensorlib
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EMNIST. 5% 51 FUEUC 418 1 43 2500 4 L 20 il
£ 55 697932 SRR BE IR, A 62 0. M 45 A A
KB 2 M 4 (CNN). It CNN # AL 5 4
)2 LA T A LB IE 9T (Rectified Lin-
ear Unit,ReLU) BTGB &EBZ P 2 X2 Byt fk
R —A i )R

CIFAR10. 10 /™25 51 19 % 60 R oy 8 iE 4
AR EALFE 50000 AU 257K B F1 10000 A K 7R
1], A5 7R 40 19 /N 32X 32, K A B SR 2
{di FH Y ResNet18 X 4% Zn 4407

MR e AT SCRR[ 220 AR SCBEE T 100 A%
s o IEH JH 2K A1) 52 55 (Dirichlet) 43 1 2k A1 2 4% #h %
PB4 DL S non-1ID 430 7. ELAROR B, A< S0 A
KA R AT PRI g, ~ DirN(B) 00 j 2K 1L
BIK g, IRBIECS % P e Hoh 3508 AT LI
il % 7 i 22 ] R 10 N V- R B0 R N B SF
iy, RN BT . g I E N 5.

7.2 WHEE

AR SCERABEALEE £ 28 % P fE BB R P
Ui SR FH B0 2 o O Ok A bR 5 A Mol R
d O LIE "ot g e e R AR iR

IR BRI & (LF-attack) """, 25 % P i 2 8
BRSSO SRR AR (AR 2. FLAARSR Uk AR 25 1 BE DL B
BNl JHp e L # U L RITERENES.

B HT B (GS-attack) ™ W B & P I TE A b B
TSR0 V0 v 0 M e T e R AR Al g R AR S
O Y T 7 22 A2 .

LIE-I¥ & (LIE-attack) """, J & & 7 S 76 A Hb
B I AR IC I 18 ORI U AR b A A ]
R 2" < max {(®P(z)<<n—M—s/n—M} ¥k
JR 3k [ 10

FEHR IR & (Scaling-attack) ™. 3% & % P i 75 A
Hb B I AR T A8 bR 2. R B e I 2 A
U, 22 T ) FH 4 0 AR A5 AR 1 SR 45 3 B A
D7k ARV RTE L DL B S B SRR S AP S
Bog k.

% M I & (Sybil-attack) ™", Sybil ¥ 5 2 ¥ 5
BT 2402550 kR IMESCE. A SR
SO S 5 UME R S & R T L BT A R
KBRS | B R L.

7.3 EBEMBEFE

A% SCEE Y XL B AR O 95 AL 4% PPRAgg™ .
PEFL" [LSFLE Hl BREAS® . i3 6 77 1 R 7 B IR
S5 #2547 PG B0 4 L T DL O R R P B ORI

b AGLIN S0, . A PO S S e e v ol R A [ ) A5 TR
W2 ROy AEER/NCB ) B i S 8B
AN GRFe R CE ) AU e A [ 15 480 07 3. B A
J7 55 Z R SO A [ i B DUB DR S 30 A9 2
SR, K 2 EES T SR A B C E

Fx2 BINSHEE
ZH BRIAHE
EEESQD 0.01
Jit i K /NB) 128
& PECR(ND 100
R PR (MD 28
WEREC 200
A I 2R A R (ED 1
BT SECR) 5
7.4 AR

TEA VAl 38 bR Z 00, 45 1 DL T E XL True
Positive (TP) : % F* dify 2 % 2 (14 L T hy 2 2 5
False Positive (FP) . & 7 3ty 4z 5 55 (1) {H 4 30 0] Sy 2%
B MY ; True Negative (TN) ;5 /7 3 52 3 55 i H 9 7
TR IS Y s False Negative (FND « % 7 3 2 8 5 19
AL T Ay ik S ). AR AS SCR ] — 2H 48 A ok VE A B
TE AR A R

6 I HE 7 2 ( Detection Accuracy Rate, DAR) , 3
7 A TE A T A A R B (R % R RN S &
Ui ) 1) LA 2

B TP + TN
DAR*TP+FP+TN+FN‘

SR T A A R AT DA S R O R 7 o P 4
BB IR U ROR 1 e B8 b, X2l TR
[ PR 45 SR %o SR 5 435 R 1) 52 e AR B AN (). B8 A, B A
BRAR T Ay W 0 TR 52 2 P i R4 e AR A ) S e A
%, MRS R by S 110 8 B P i ) AT e ™ R
R4 Jay HE B P

K IS B0 % ( Detection Precision Rate » DPR),
7 TE A TIOI 4 50 2 P i B o T AT TIO A
7 i B 1Y LA -

DPR

TP
TP +FP
B &R (Recall Rate, RR) , &7 1F B 7 3% &
B i R o LS R o A 1Y LA
TP
TP +FN °
YA A SRy MR ) A 2] ROR AR SR F AR A
B 4G BE (Test Accuracy, TACC) 1E A ¥ #8
P o B4 Jry AR TE A 4 24 00 4 S 491 1) B 481 e b L XoF

RR =
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TA BFr i FEE Bk Bt , a0 LIE-attack” f1“ Scal-
ing-attack” , % F B 5 i K (Attack Success Rate,
ASR) P4l 42 JR B 70 (g M e BARBRAE Dy, il & 4% 25
Bl A BN B — A A A T 2 0 A 4 Ry A
B9y 28 0 H bR br 2 w80 E i Bl 9 2. ASR
AR W 2 B e A A B L] 5 ASR BRI
Wi WY H AR A X 1 A 2 09 B AR BE ) B0 T A Y
S S5 R B O U (9 - Y

8 SLIGiF(h

A5 X SecFedDMC HE 42 3 47 PP Al , 3222 LA
T PUAS T R TR it A A R 4 R B
AU ARG BE T il S 96 LA RS TT 4.
8.1 EBEEFHMKLINER

A5 SRt e SecFedDMC 5 o Ath 16 I 7 4 78
AR B AN R BG4 17 5L A DU 25 5% L 8% I BF Y
AN TF) A% TR P it B 1) 52 M DA BB A ST [R) 4 A7 X B
S TR
8.1.1 SecFedDMC 5 HAth 46 5 1k Xt L

3R T AT 5 WA I B AE = A8

AT BE % & T SecFedDMC # 4L T 3 A 75
P K D25 3 5 A BREA SR A Krum #9860 775X

B Al % P i B AH LA MOAS B S5, LIE-
attack 55 Sybil-attack # 2 MpME % & & P i & I
s Bt Krum 23 35 86 % 22 %8 7 i 7 i 58 1
LSFL K J5 2 02 JE F K-35 20 50 3 o A il % 3=

F v P B A 7 . SR L 3% O TR A B S B 1)
LY E A o AT AR 5 AR Y o A B K- 4B AR
for 8 & P v 4 SR N {E. LSFL A& WU J7 5 A X
LF-attack A &L , 1Ml % H A 2 o5 7 12 80 R AN 4f. PE-
FL Xf LIE-attack 4 %5, 0 H Al Bk 77 2 B9 S0OR 2.
X JE KA PEFL IR 3 % 5 % 5 i 22 8] /9 B 7K 3 A
ABLE /1N T8k S5 1 2 2 7 I 22 () |9 AR RLBE . K T
MR P i I 2 BUPE R 2 8O LT R R T 5o
BeAh TR BRI S P 2 R Y R R AR R R
— B /N BN, 7E GS-attack HY, 8K 7 3 1) 24K
TEARAL L T R P i 0 2 BUAE A A TR A B
PPRAgg J& 3L A7 B 18 77 1 vh B e i 9 . (H AE LIE-
attack T PPRAgg # ¥ A~ 4#. 1% T PPRAgg, #
CIFARIO 4R b, FF o5 B B0t 37 A6 ofs 1 4 4
T 1206 ~24%. 515 58 0 bR 28 B % B0t ANl Sybil
Yods vh pr A B & P i 1 2 AT o R — B0, Bl
S JEEHE 0. 7E Sybil Yo 350, H At B A5 75 25 AR %
TAL 48 br 2 R D0k w DU ofE B R A BT T B
SecFedDMC 146 I Y 48 (DAR) I5 5 100 %6, X /&
KA & P B — B Bl AT AR T S
PR .

R3 TEAREMARRMAFETHEEEPRBENER

LF-attack GS-attack LIE-attack Scaling-attack Sybil-attack
EES K5 1k DAR DPR RR  DAR DPR RR  DAR DPR RR  DAR DPR RR  DAR DPR RR
BREA 0.94 0.89 0.89 0.88 0.79 0.79 0.64 0.21 0.11 0.82 0.65 0.79 0.45 0.06 0.07
LSFL 0.93 0.89 0.86 0.71 0.47 0.29 0.61 0.38 0.64 0.63 0.34 0. 36 0.93 0.86 0.89
MNIST PEFL 0.37 0.21 0.46  0.13 0.05 0.11  0.79 1.00 0.25  0.42 0.16 0.25  0.46 0.32 0. 86
PPRAgg 0.52 0.34 0.75  0.81 0.85 0.39  0.32 0.05 0.07  0.73 0.52 0.54  0.51 0.34 0.82
SecFedDMC  0.99 0.97 1.00  0.92 0.92 0.82  0.98 1.00 0.93  0.93 0.89 0.86  1.00 1.00 1.00
BREA 0.89 0.81 0.79 0.92 0.86 0.86 0.44 0.09 0.11 0.89 0.84 0.75 0.57 0.17 0.14
LSFL 0.91 0.85 0.82  0.72 0.50 0.25  0.71 0.48 0.54  0.56 0.26 0.32  0.75 0.54 0.79
EMNIST PEFL 0.25 0.02 0.04 0.14 0.09 0.21 0.93 1.00 0.75 0.35 0.14 0.25 0.21 0.23 0.75
PPRAgg 0.92 0.92 0.79 0.89 0.84 0.75 0.53 0.31 0.54 0.84 0.70 0.75 0.82 0.62 0.93
SecFedDMC  0.96 0.96 0.89  0.97 0.93 0.96  0.93 0.96 0.79  0.95 0.93 0.89  1.00 1.00 1.00
BREA 0.64 0.35 0.32 0.60 0.29 0.29 0.44 0.06 0.07 0.89 0.84 0.75 0.41 0.12 0.18
LSFL 0.82 0.75 0.54 0.74 0.57 0.29 0.63 0.24 0.14 0.91 0.81 0.89 0.81 0.61 0.89
CIFARI10 PEFL 0.38 0.16 0.29 0.76 0.67 0.29 0.35 0.28 0.86 0.26 0.27 0.93 0.27 0.25 0.79
PPRAgg 0.75 0.55 0.64  0.84 0.93 0.46  0.79 0.63 0.61  0.77 0.57 0.71  0.84 0.65 0.93
SecFedDMC  0.99 1.00 0.96  0.96 0.96 0.89  0.94 0.96 0.82  0.99 0.97 1.00  1.00 1.00 1.00
8.1.2 AFLEER F Ui i 1 52 ) TN PR R P i B G I B G BT L BR SecFedDMC
ASCAE EMNIST #dn 4 Bk —DHRIE TR Sh AR 7 3k i R 0 o o o 29 1 W 1 B {E49 4
& v 50 XA [V I 7 vk A R s L A & 4 By I S 7 Ay VA A A Y M T AR
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FAWEIEERFENH . (1) SecFedDMC 7F 44 2
Wiy B T ¥ B 3R KA Fa E M. (2) SecFed-

DMC 7 if§ /2 % 5% P S ke M/ T % 7 i S 5
n B —F R SRR L R 4R RUARAIE 100 D6 B A6 I

8. (3) Bifi & W 2% 7 i A5 0 1S, A ) 5 A
B A B Tk s R R BRI . (D TERR E A i 2B A p
BB P o BCE i 8 & 13 ASR BS A I
Tt {H SecFedDMC #f f# ASR A9 {8 #h & &N # i
3%.
8. 1.3 R N7 [R] 3 A1 X By 0 1 5
A ICTE EMNIST $48 8247 1 S5, A o8 R
S 7] 4 A R AN [ B 0 3k A 00 A A 2 1 5

niE 5 FR BEE S SH B BTG K (B R R
TN i B A3 AT S ST ) S BT AR T B ARG v
R (DAR ¥ 2 I [ #a ¥, X E K E non-1ID
JEE T 877 080 5 1 A 000 o A R A B R )L 7R S [] B
T B, SecFedDMC ¥ 4F T # i 19 DAR. 248
b 2R B Ik B —E BIME )G  SecFedDMC 11446 I 1
R LA FE] 100 %. B, % F LF-attack, 24 g8 /M F
3 B}, SecFedDMC 11 £ Ml ¥ 8 5% JF 46 ™ B X F
GS-attack, 4 B /NT 5 B, SecFedDMC () ¥ I 1
R FEFFUG T . 2865 R F » SecFedDMC £ A [F] 72
FER) non-TID PREE N ¥ L T 4 1 3l 17 180 77 1%
F ARG PR BE A E R AT A 3

1.0

1.0

2 1.0{= L 1.0{—— -
z - =0 = r —:r_::q__:‘f::\-.—\.—_h,‘_‘ — e ':ﬂ“‘“_e:..___._:;‘
08 = 0.8 i e = 0.8 e .84
g : b Sl R —
g 06 061 06 —|0.64 el
] —=—BREA ——LSFL Mk
g 04 0.41 1 |+—PEFL ——PPRAgE 04 047 | [F*—BREA ——LSFL
= SecFedDMC [~ PEFL —v—PPRAgg
o (2 BREA ——LSFl 0.2 L 0.24F—BREA ——LSFL 0.24 | | 28— SecFedDMC
8 PEFL —v—PPRALY H\‘“\,_\“‘_‘ ——PEFL. —— PPRAgg ™~ N
2 0.0 SecFedDMC 0.0 0.04 |2 SecFedDMC v 10,04

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

WL o H k(L) W R g5 S Bk () W55 ;o Bk (V) WL o Hhk (L)
(a) LF-attack (b) GS-attack (c) LIE-attack (d) Scaling-attack
B 4 OR[R Moy R i B0 X B A8 3k 1) 52
D) 1.0 1.4
z 0.8, ; +los
z 0.6{7- A 0.6] et 0.6]
o 0.4{df TR e 04 0.4
e SecFadDMC
2 D'}W 0.2 0.2
fat 0.0 0.04 0.0]
' 23 WS e EY 123 456789 1235 %780 1234567839
B EHBHPp) B Eh2Hp)
(a) LF-attack (b) GS-attack (c) LIE-attack (d) Scaling-attack
Kl 5 non-1ID F2 BE X AS [a] B < T (1% B 480 7 325 (1) 52

F 4 SecFedDMC EARKME TAREEERHHENIWER

. LF-attack GS-attack LIE-attack Scaling-attack
T P o B (MD)

DAR  TACC DAR  TACC DAR TACC ASR DAR TACC  ASR
10 1. 00 86. 13 1. 00 86. 17 1. 00 85. 96 0. 89 1. 00 85. 68 1. 15
15 1. 00 85. 94 1. 00 85.91 1. 00 85. 83 0.97 1. 00 85. 34 1. 56
20 1. 00 85. 68 1. 00 85.73 1. 00 85. 17 1.41 1. 00 85.16 2.07
25 1. 00 85. 56 1. 00 85. 69 1. 00 84. 87 1.62 1. 00 84.92 2.12
30 1. 00 85. 44 1. 00 85.61 1. 00 84. 49 1.93 1. 00 84.73 2.19
35 1. 00 85. 11 1. 00 85. 56 1. 00 84. 38 2.69 1. 00 84. 67 1. 96
40 1. 00 85. 31 1. 00 85.53 1. 00 84. 34 2.16 1. 00 84. 49 2.44
45 1. 00 84.99 1. 00 85. 50 0. 99 84. 04 2.12 1. 00 84. 39 2.13

8.2 =REANERE

5 R TAE A SR B bR R il
i J7 vk N R 2R/ TACC 5 ASR. H i,
“No-attack” WA A B A B % 5 I+ P8 8915 B

A

72 AR SE R P U A 2 4 R AR [

X T A AR ST SR B E L T 28 AN
FUuE A 72 A 0% 7 . L1E-attack fl Scaling-at-
tack J2A H AR J5 1T 80, Bl 17 4% 7 5 1
ASR. WG S5 R W AR TR 3 B 261 A2 i A
X R

MMERT I 8 3 T No-attack 5 . 1
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J v AT A AE BB 43 A A (8 00 15 2. 7 HAR LA ity
I, SecFedDMC 4 R PERE L 2] T 5
No-attack 35 T AH [F] 19 7K SF-. 48 Eb 3 A 1) B 480 75
¥+ SecFedDMC Fy 4 Ja 15 B 75 ol 8 5 b R B L.
T L1IE-attack il Scaling-attack ¥ 5 T , SecFedDM-

CASR 545 F MK . 1% % B SecFedDMC i 1 A %4 #
BB i A AR IR TR TR S i e i
¥ PPRAgg ML . 7E CIFARIO B4 4 |-, 4 i
TUAS BE P T 4. 45% ~18. 48%.

x5 ARRHEMAERMNAETHEBERAMNKXEE

No-attack LF-attack

LGRS K 75

GS-attack

LIE-attack Scaling-attack

TACC TACC TACC TACC ASR TACC ASR
BREA 98. 05 97.09 97.22 97.16 8. 81 97.95 90. 18
LSFL 98. 05 97.16 93. 26 98. 07 5. 75 97. 90 89. 09
MNIST PEFL 98. 05 28.94 9.49 98. 00 41.59 9.72 89. 94
PPRAgg 98. 05 87.29 97.06 97.02 60. 30 97.94 90. 19
SecFedDMC 98. 05 97.23 97.91 98. 08 4.83 98. 06 4.51
BREA 85.63 84. 25 85.17 85.22 13. 24 84. 49 69. 95
LSFL 85.63 85.19 75.47 85.32 6.49 83.59 95.01
EMNIST PEFL 85.63 4.74 0.67 85. 56 7.19 4.96 95.03
PPRAgg 85. 63 84. 40 85. 24 83.28 32.75 84.08 88. 96
SecFedDMC 85.63 85.23 85.30 85.71 4.84 85.89 66. 39
BREA 79.76 76.93 35.98 70. 67 5.72 74.48 84.59
LSFL 79.76 77.18 36. 34 75.74 4.50 74.91 89.51
CIFAR10 PEFL 79.76 64.12 45.13 45. 33 56. 24 22.57 86. 61
PPRAgg 79.76 79. 70 73.68 73.26 5. 37 61.78 87.56
SecFedDMC 79.76 85.85 79.13 77.88 1.32 80.56 54.41
8.3 HAIXIKE BE TR LR,

N T A B ST R A i T2 SR A AL
AP BEE i EMNIST s 4278 LF BGh & T
BEAT S, XL T 28 PCA RR4EAL PR S Y SR Ems 5
JG PCA [2EAL B, T 45 BEAT I B RME. SLI0 45
NP 6 JT7i ol i Jm 2w A % T I 1
I HER R (DAR) A7 25 0 #. [R] g 4 Ry A R i
S B P MERA B (TACC) B 8. 52 56 495 1L 15 7 J0)
HAF X 2o PCA REA &4 i /> [7] — 1 A 1) 2 40
TR RSP [ o % ) B 025 ) 2 e 5/ o PR T A
B AE PCA Ak HUS A %038 7 18] B2 AR X 8 KL T 4l

10 1.00
0.95
o OB e St ik 0.90
- L 2
= SN |
8 — (.85
0.6 5 i
— Sl o S : e S 1= i
it 0.804 — SeRhHl R
e RO R o R
0.44 | S—— (1 41 T R s S e
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
WEREE (N WEREE ()

6 “JelEdifE RE 5 TR R HIX L

8.4 ITEIH

N T PEAE SecFedDMC 78 W 2 IR 45 7 B0 R 1
TFETT 8, A SCXS 45 S H A0 BRBEAT 1 TR 1Y i A7 i)
[0 3 T T R L TR A DT A I A A AR i o 5 A )
IR 55 2845 5 2 B ] . SecFedDMC HESR F2 %40, 4%
EAY G B R ERE BERA K]
WL RIS R T SCHR[50 19 1 SecKmeans
TTE A R YN i L BRI SecQR . SecEigen
SecMatMul SZ3R. Z VAL 56 F = A ds 48, 9050 45
RN 6 K. SecQR #AETE B A AT 1] (8] v iy 4
Fo ) e s I8 8 T 65.76% ~82.97%, 545 6.2 Y
9 R FE S HTAAF. SecFedDMC 5 HAth B
5 X L2 7 FT R . SecFedDMC ()35 JF 44
6 S BRI R AT AT Y S LT Z B AR S PR R
e fit T AT e . 5 PPRAgg #H I, SecFedDMC #£
o o A % TR B R S, B BROR T
33.21%~47.31%. X —RHFE LT SecFedDMC

R 6 SecFedDMC &4 BRIz (T A

U4 Y

HER SecQR SecEigen SecMatMul RERS RaRe KA
MNIST 65.43 s 6.28 s 11.42 s 6.51 s 3.27 s 92.91 s
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Background

The study presented here falls within the domain of
Federated Learning (FL) , specifically addressing the challenge of
effectively detecting and mitigating byzantine attacks. Byzantine
attacks refer to a situation where certain nodes in a network,
referred to as byzantine nodes, behave maliciously or erratically,
disrupting the functioning of the system. In the context of
federated learning, these nodes, or malicious clients, can signifi-
cantly degrade the quality of the aggregated global model. As of
the present moment, the international research community has
made strides towards resolving this issue but has not yet arrived
at a universally effective solution. The detection and mitigation of
byzantine attacks while preserving privacy remain a challenging
problem in federated learning.

The this introduce a novel

researchers in

named SecFedDMC,

paper
approach, combining dimensionality

reduction using Randomized Principal Component Analysis
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(RPCA) and a clustering approach for client classification.
This approach marks a significant advancement in dealing
with byzantine attacks in federated learning in a privacy-
preserving manner, This research is a component of a larger
project aimed at bolstering privacy and security in federated
learning, with particular emphasis on thwarting byzantine
attacks. The significance of this project is highlighted by the
growing demand for effective privacy-preserving machine
learning techniques in response to the increasing application
of federated learning across various industries.

The research group involved has a history of contribu-
ting to this field, with several noteworthy publications that
form the foundational bedrock for this current study. The
results from this paper address a critical part of the larger
project-detecting Byzantine attacks. This crucial step forms a

significant part of the overall objective to enhance the security
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and privacy in federated learning. Therefore, the implica-
tions of this study are expected to be substantial for the
future design and implementation of robust, privacy-preserving
federated learning models resilient to byzantine attacks.
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