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REYTEMEEDRN, AFETIE, BEPHERDO 1 DTHhEHHMETES T T4 N —
OEEERAITE 12D\ T, Hille B 7O Z duiMTh R 5,
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T— XREFTIZE VT, BAER X (722 2, MBOEMK) 2IR#&L 5D X 2B 254Gt
(7z& 2\, MiISR) Z2H0 -2 ehd 5. MAEREZREST S HED 1 DI, TV ALls
BLWHIHDNHD [10]. 7V ZLIREIBVWT, T—XEEE X X ORbDOIZHOT—%
Y 245X 50, OB, Y 3EMA ESWHERD Py x IS, F VX LpEEHVE L, TV
ZLMEENTZY PHED X 2ELTERNWZD, X FE#EINE. —H, YV IE X OfFEITK
FUTMERDIHED 120D, o E 72 Y 2o X T2t 2 b2 REHTTE 3.

TURLBEIZBWTT I ANy —Ri# % L D IREIC S 5720, KA S RN Py x
X U CIRD A% T

Ve, o', Pyx(-]z') < e Py x(-]z). (1)

72720, e > 0 13T, FERNFBERILITKD VDI L E2EKRT S, ZOXMIEc ENT
AN — (e-DP) LIEEND [2-4]. NT A=K e BRIV ER#EDTRL e HARE VL
CRAENTIN. BHE, 20T T4 NY — IR Z W TR I NS 720, D& FHiERIE
FEAEHEINTOVARY., AT, EFHED 1 D THEHMETEN T I NV —%
EHFEL, TOEFEMAHEIZOWT, HHlie BFOKRZFMIOERS . KOFELVARIZOW
TiE, full ver. [1] 2L TIEL .
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PR, 7= Y ofRb DIz RE (BEMIIXEETS], DOF0, FL—Z 1 OYIEEME
15) WS, 20, TXRHEEITI X =2 OROOIZETRE p, 2BHA 5 (HHRE
FDRE). 7 — 2B EE, o7 p, 6 X T BMEI2HEE TS, ST, 2 RE
IZBT MR ER S 2DICIE, ETRERZHE L2TNEZR 2. HIET S L, (BTIRE
EHIEP SR E D) HERSMAIIRK, HIEHEPROND. TIA4 Ny —[{F#%2 X 0 iEICd
5728, ZOHEMDHERD I e-DP 239

V(My),~, POVM, the c.p.d. P(y|z) = Tr p, M, satisfies e-DP, (2)

772U, “POVM” & “positive-operator-valued measure” OB THIEZ KL, “c.p.d.” &
“conditional probability distribution” OBETH 5. T Z TIZ POVM OEZRIFEE TRV
i, AW B, Gl (2) HEBBTF ¢ £H T 54V — (CQ e-DP) LIHEH [11], RO
FMEFAETDH 5:

Vo, x', pe < epy.
72720, AERFHELOAEPEEECMETH LI 2EKT S, 22T, H#Z «-DP DEH
(1) 2 BV, WL Py x (o) ZHERNZ PV p, ICESHZA DL, (1) JIRD LS 12
HEA 5N

Vo, 2, py < e pg.
ZD7=®, CQ e-DP X #i72 e-DP OB ILIR TH B Z & b h 5.

INFTITHTEZERZEZFLDS.

Definition 1 (Classical e-DP [2] and CQ &-DP [11]). ¢ > 0 ZFEH, n > 2 28K LT
5. FEEDGj=1,...,n TR UTp; <ep; DO IEDEE, HEERT FIVOM (p)i, &
e-DP ThoHL WS, [LEDi,j=1,...,n LT p; < eSp; B SO L &, HEFTHI
DM (pi)1, 13 CQ e-DP THB £\ 5. 1=, #4 CD(e), QW (e), Cole), CQ,(c) %
RDEDIZED B
CD(g) = {e-DP (p;)™, : all p; are probability vectors in R4} (d > 2),
CQW (e) = {CQ &-DP (p;)}, : all p; are density matrices on C?} (d > 2),
Cale) = [J CP(e). CQu(e) = [ CQP(e).
d>2 d>2
BHLRAE (HERAR 2 ML) p e RY 2B TIREE (BETH) & LTHRWEZWE &, p OR

DOITHAED p(l),...,p(d) Z2RONATY] diag(p) ZH\W5S. ZD7d, CQ,, (¢) DB
L)

diag(Ch (e)) := {(diag(p))izy : (pi)izy € Cnle)}
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F13, diag(Cp(e)) & D AZ W “REMICHINZ EEEERTES. HBOED, KO
oML % % 2 %

Sg(s; D) = sup o (diag(p1), - . ., diag(pn)) -
(pi)j=1€Cn(e) N -

Utility
Privacy protection

i, “X 2REL DD X I T A OMERHE 2 RKIZLZ\W &5 BARLEIR )
6%1‘)6&3&?% D, MR DP O T LI LIEHRDbNS [5-9,11). BT OHE

S,SQ(&’(I)) = sup q)(pla'”,pn)
——_— ———

pi)l_,€CQ,, (e
(Pi)izs () Utility

Privacy protection

ThsH. LD O REEGH n MOFBMEEECH D MAFROGRME RS, 1, &k
(pi)izy € Cule) ® (pi)izy € CQ,(e) FT T ANV —RERMNTH 5.

Wiz, BB © 12 LTI R R RET 2 (BMIZR D D). T O, CPTP G:
SR T B35, 2 2T SHEATI & AT IS T T E G 05 BT AT
55.

Definition 2 (Monotonicity for CPTP maps). FEDEELTH] p1,...,pn & CPTP &

BAIZHLT,
D(A(p1), -+ Apn)) < @(p1,---,pn)

DO DE &, &L CPTP BEHIZ L THFATH L WS, ZOAERE2TF—YNEBRE
LS.

CPTP BARIZBE 9 % LMD &, AEX

sup @ (A(diag(p1)),. .., A(diag(pn))) < S5 (e; ®)
(Pi)i=1€Cn(e)
A CPTP map

DES. HEEBRILZ CPTP EHLOT, KNAZOAREXABHKD LD, TS5 LT, IROEH
IZEET S,
Definition 3 (Essentially classical element). e > 0 2%, n > 2 28K L 95, (LED
i=1,...,n TR LT A(diag(p;)) = p; &5 &7 (pi)i, € Cu(e) & CPTP B A A
FIET DL &, (p)i, € CQ,(e) BABMICHHAENTH S LS. HFE CQ, () DAEMIZ
e kDA Z EC,(e) THY.



ET, SEC(e; ) % SCQ(e; @) L ABKIZED B, B4 EC, () 13 diag(Cn(e)) & b k¥

W3,
SpC(e; @) = S5 (g; @)

DD ALD. Frxld SC(e; @) & SEQe; @) DHBICHIRD B B DY, Tk SEC(e;d) &
SCQ(>e; @) DIIREH U THB. Tk, THZTH EC,(e) & CQ,(e) E—HTE2D7Z3 5 7?
ZHUZBEL T, RO@EPH 5N T W5 [11, Theorem 1].

Proposition 1. f£ED e > 012 L T, ECy(e) = CQ4(e).

—J, BTHERRB LS, EEDn > 31T/ LT EC,(e) # CQ,(s) THS (Corollary 2).
ZD7=d, MOEFREZHANT EC,(c) & CQ,(c) DiEVEZFHET 5.

Definition 4. e >0 B n > 210U T, £EHE,(e) %
En(e) ={e' > 0:CQ,(e) C ECy(e")}
EREDD.

Fix, E,(e) 1FZE TR (Theorem 1). ULd, £E EC,(e) 1T e > 0 (2B L THIFHEM
IRDT, Ep(e) E EITERTROWKRM, D%, [ging, 00) 721 (Ejug,00) DT H 5. fEHH
WZHOMBEIIT, eipr 2 THD. 77, cing/e DRZTNIXEC,(e) & CQ,(c) DEDKE
<, emt/e DNTTNIX EC,(e) & CQ,(e) DEE/NI V. ZDXSIZ, EC,(e) & CQ,(e)
DENE E,(e) DRRTERES 720, THEFET 5.

4 E#ER

Theorem 1. f£ED e > 08 n > 2L T, ef —1=(n—1)(e—1) 2mBL>%
e € &,(e) FHET 5.

Theorem 2. fFEDn>2,¢>0,¢ € &,(e) ITHLT,

> F,(ef —1)



Thd. kL, F RO XS ITERERING:

t—1
00 t=1,

2
gn(t){ (Vi —Dm—t+n—t) 1<t<n,

— — <t < >
an, () t(n_l(:v+2) CL’) (1<t<n, z>0),
(n + 2k)z + \/(n + 2k)%222 + 8nay, i (x)

fn,k(x) = 201 (1) (1<k<n/2, 0< 2 < gn(k)),

F,(z) =min{f, x(z) : 1 <k <n/2 with z < g,(k)} (x> 0).
BIEL g, anty ok, Fro OYEEIZEAL T, full ver. [1] @ Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 2 2.

Theorem 1 Tn =2 &35 &, Proposition 1 2’¢5. U %, Theorems 1 and 2 12 &
D, PR einr = ime(n, ) = inf £, () IFAFER

efinf —1
€ — < <n-—
Fuef =1) € ———<n-—1 (3)
Zii7= 9. BEF, (JIROMEEZ#D [1, Lemma 4.2]:

o EHD >0 IHLT, Fa(z) = 1;
o [EED n > 31z L T, F, I35 HEFHEI0;
o FEDn>21T/LT,

F,(0) = n(n—1) and lim F, (ac)—n+2

" 2(n/2] [n)/2] zvoo T4

EoT, einf(2,6) = e THB. I, KEWn >2%2EETS. ¢ > 0P +H5/NhT 0o
Fo(e — 1) 13 V2 = sup,,59 Frn (0) RIETH B720, AEX (3) DM &AL I3
DRdHd. LHL,e>00BTaREVRS Fy(ef —1) & (n+2)/4 158020, £EX (3) D
e ABIE (n 2T 2L — MDOREIRT) ARETH 5.

Theorem 2 2 HIRDR%EE5.

Corollary 1. fEED n >3, >0,¢ € E,(e) 1T LT,

e —1 S n(n —1)
ef —1 2[n/2|[n/2]

AEX (4) DABIET IO REVDT, MORERS.

Corollary 2. fEED e >0& n >3 1T LT, EC,(e) # CQ, ().



Qe; @) L2 B LS RHMMEK @ 2K LTS, ZD7d, 2O eh 5% Corollary 2

%%, full ver. [1, Theorem 2.2] T, {EE®D n > 312 LT SV(g; @) = SEC(g; @) <
C
MHED .
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