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KA BRAFY, RARY, FLESE, TRIERE T, TR

1 515§

BEE N B RERORAN ML KR, Bt oo Al B R BE 7 B 3, Bdl I v I e A7 1, f%
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R, LR, H T A A | IBCHS S 2 A T I 9 o B Bt 0 XU S 7 o T e AR O I A
MR, TR RRAIR S, RACR AL 2y R R (R dety) 17, B S A AU A R e A 55 bt
WHEER (5 118GE) B

B 1 BERA 5 2 ), A% GRS 2 ST R S IR 55 A AT R BRI SR B A, AL R G AT 52 I
L A1 An, v SR 55 A T e H IR R P OB S 2] R GUICTR A, s A BRI S IR O R G
B, PR T REBON M I INESS H AR, 9 7 IRTPB A 2] RGN AT SE L, DE A EAT3R T b OBk
FR2%2] (decentralized federated learning, DFL) ). 7E DFL 1, #RI R &R 2 NE P i S 1E %
Ji, B 7R e iR S5 S EOHORE. i T RE RS AL TR A, RGHE & EIFHIARHEE .

(B, AR B HE— D IR T RS 5 2T A RS AL AN 22 A By, AEFSAA BN J5 TH, DFL 2 7 ¥ 5
BHEAH T B 73 K 4 22 A oA e 7 o, BGIN T REORA R P RS, FEFE S RE B U T, AR G IR A 2
I H R SRS AR R FIAE I (B TS RY), AT b SRR ST AR BT R oS R BGEAS . AR, A2
PHRFR 2 ST oy, AR 2 7 S A 7T RE RS R, AN AE L — T AE T BT A A . ™ A2, 12
BRI, B P AN S HAMIIZE, 0S5 SRS, SRR i v BEEA F P BUK
AT, PR T AP

BEXTBL B, B EADTRE 7 — RAVERIR A S B RY S HUFE S B 7L A, flan, B
B AAT T ) 22 A TR D i O DR 9 o R Gt (BT 48 7 vk (12131 ARG IRIR 2= ST 5L R,
WEFEA LS T — R [FI fED FEFA PRI FIFE & B 6548 i R R BB R 2 ) T 5 [14~201 . {EL IR 2875
FEHU T T IR ST AR AT 2 A B IE G BEA I ERAT, A DL T8 o SR i 5% 2 1 25 v AR A4
FUAT, B &A= 2, R AR B 1 BRI D B oRh CR 3P R o 2 8 42 1) R F) 7
2122 BRI, XL T AR AR FE T 22 70 B RLA, LA N B0 e 75 7 — e R b 2 SO MR R R 0 v 2.

g b, AR B ok el AR ORI 2 FUE B A A TSR T, BCUEFEH BORL PR AP AT |5 & 5 4 1)
BE M2 AR 22 2] 5 587

B I, AR 25 O ARIBEIR 2 30 i LI 2 o — 2R DA e AR A (25,240 e AL PR I B
BB GIIR S P SRR S5 A8 EIZI T, 2 i AR D 2 v T REAF AR R AL N TR
PUFE R Bty A SCHREH T R AR R R 45 & FLRMLHI R, i “B0iE - 3R iR R F
S A1 2R DA 2 R ORI, P AR 2R e R G 22 A SR U5 SRS IR AL ORI AR R B
SCH)EE TTHRIN T

(1) & T —FhHr B 2 sh RS2 3] 77 % SDFL (secure decentralized federated learning). #H
T 5T 20 Ba AL 77 %8, SDFL A2 PRI 7 SJ R AL HERf 2 %,

(2) 7£ SDFL H, 2T Feldman AJISIEAA 2 (Feldman’s verifiable secret sharing, FVSS) 5%
FRAERT, QTG 1 —Fh FVSS- FE G REAL IR & F g, R ERSAL TRIP O HTHR T m Rt A % =
.

(3) 7£ MNIST 5 Fashion-MNIST P MNAFHEHREE L, L@ EIE. 2 2 BRANLE &4 M 245
NMRER, RGEVEAL T SDFL FEFF (5 REBGE T R0 JUEm 3 . THIE 585 T4 55 R B4R I, SEiags
REW] SDFL BA RUF AT o i & e PEAT s R

AR ARFR T HLINS: B8 2 FANEE 3 50 AR R TAR I AR BEAT A4, 56 4 Tk R4
5 BUMERY Kt F bR, 565 5 1% SDFL 17 ST #EAT VRN, 55 6 A 7 570502 2 4= E 7 dr AN
SIS AT, B JE X A SCHEAT A

2 MExI{E

H IR 7 STRER Y DIoR, FLBRARL ORGP AN o S 8 4 i AL — L4 32 OQUE. B T L TARORIE
R AN TRDEE. B, B0 B DR il A, — b SRR 7 i SR Rl A I SR, e A b B kAT 0
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& 1 SDFL SHXTERARML. © RAEEEHRELZHEDRAEEIZME.
Table 1 The technical comparison of SDFL with related studies. © indicates that the model’s accuracy is affected by
differential privacy noise.

Scheme System model Privacy preservation Byzantine robustness Accuracy
[14] Two non-colluding servers Crypto Hamming distance [ )
[15] Two non-colluding servers Crypto K-means ()
[16] Single server Crypto Multi-Krum )
[17] Single server Crypto Lo norm bound ()
[18] Single server Crypto Generic per-client check [ ]
[19] Single server Differential privacy LFH ©
[20] Single Server Differential privacy K-means 0
[21] Decentralized Differential privacy Generic ©
[22] Decentralized Differential privacy Jaccard similarity ©

SDFL Decentralized Crypto L2 norm bound [ )

aRA M B FR SR A, Guo 45 2°) $RH T B 2E ST P EAE VP i, Yang &5 126) U 75 5
B TAER SR T 2R ERZMBEE . 5 Gt M T L1 2 SRS BT 7. Ak, BN
T R [F I R X A R B 7 %6 % 1 B T ARSI SDFL 75 % 5 FBAR G TAEEAR XS EL. A
BRFACRI I A 5, X8 AH 5 TAE AT DA e T30 HoR 7] R 2 0 Rl HoA 28] k.

ETERIEAR: Miao 55 M $2H T — /N T UK 55 25 220 1R 22 A R % 2 U5 %8, IR IO R Y
(Hamming distance) Kl =% 7 v, 3830 DU 55 #8201 2 A SR Bl AL R . BB a4 1) 4
RIS #9840, 3 T — MR T 222 07 B G R SGE PR A R BT 2 2 7 &, idid %
RFLICEER P ok, FR RN PCA BE4ERARSE EHEMERE. So &5 161 75 IR 55 28 224
TRET M EHELHEN %SRS )% BREA. BREA KA WIIEMZILZR AR, fEHFH 2
A FL R A S AR SR, AE RSS2 004 B N AR Multi-Kram S5 SC0E % P unks il [FIREAE
HRSS 22 R, Lycklama 28 U7 SRR FIVUEHEAR, £ 7 —/NET BulletProofs AL &
gt 29 WPURE b B e A BT %E 31 U5 % RoFL. BulletProofs 1J LA BUE i FBIBEAT s RGIE B, IRtk
RoFL KM Lo YaE0H FUENFE HBESGEARTI 7 v, 4563 TR 1) 2 2 56 7772 BO R FaFA. Roy
25 U8] S Al B8 AIE I N\ 1) 2 A5 A (secure aggregation of verified inputs, SAVI) #E47 T b iR, 3T
SNIP THIVUE R4t B 2 T —MEH 12 2R STHESE EIFFeL. #HELT RoFL, EIFFeL 3
BT 388 FH 1 B P e B o AU 738 (B0 Lo YOEOA T Zeno++ 321 RIZAHMIESE).

BTFEMER: 2R RIS R R 0 IR TR 7R (5 (U FE 15 D
2177 ST, SCER [33]) R T AN T4 AT 222 43 BR ARG IR B A IBCHS 2 2] 07 %, SR A A AT
I FEAL SEIEEFA RS, I BulletProofs iF A b 53 2 B AL B g AOVE N, AT S B R AA DR3P
FIFE 5 BE & R IR 2], Zhu 55 B4 7ETAE [35) 2 HHIFF 5 RE S HEBENLER G J7 7% RSA HISEA 5]
ANZ5r AL, $Et T DP-RSA J7¥%, 1@k G A AR R AN 4 R B A 2 (E I IR A7 (sign) #EATPLB) SEILEG
AR I FE S EEHERS. Gu 55 19 BT LFH S0 ik B /Rl 7 — M 2 BRI FE
i B B FR R % 21 77 %€ DP-BREM, AHELT-3CHR [33,34] M7 REA HIF 17 RUEFZR. 51— TJ7 1,
SCHR [37,38] BB FL TAER I B FAME 5 H B RefE — @ FEFE B3R IR 7 S A Sl 1. AT, Qi
2 1200 3@ I S IRAIE I T 22 0 B A R BEHRPUE BRI B F B, IR T — AN E TGN (Rényi) 243 Fa
BRI 2] 77 % Robust-DPFL. FHE T2 T 8500 5 4 7 €, kT 22 40 BRFA R 75 5238 5 T I &L, (R
FE 225 BRI PR TE — AR T b 2 R M IR0 2% STAR Y (1) 1 6.

PA E I T AR #2100 ) A% e i O AR 2 2] R4, Wi R e iR 5 4% (BN IR S5 48) SRl =
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R, R TeE R T 2 AR S ST R G HT, E O AR S B [ B
FACRAF R o B 8 1) AL F 8 AR, TR 25 O 5, Ye 55 U 3R 7 i MR ORI RIFE &
BRI L h DAL BEN LG T FRHESE. Zhang 45 22 SR 1 AN SRAARG AU &5 R Moy ARG B
FREE 2 TTE. AR, AT T SRR T 2 R BOR, BT ) SR A =R 2 B PR RA DR 37 BE 77 O 1 5
(RUBSAATREL RO IE/IN) TREAR. AHELZ TN, ASCHE ) SDFL A AT IR UE M & L 2 SEL R AL DR, AN
PRI 1 73 HMER .

3 FnEEhR

3.1 Feldman AIIFRpZREZ

Feldman A4S EFA%E =2 (FVSS) B 2 —Fh [ TIRAR B ILZ T . 7/E—A (m, k)-FVSS HREH, k
NS 5FLZDE s € Z,, BNMSHERH s — M, 15 (1) £ m NS 5EHEBETH 1
s BME; (2) AT m — 1 BOE DS 5EEAGRAER] s BUEE S, (3) 4hE — M8, o] LIS IE 1% 4 A
AL (m, k)-FVSS HBAF 3 AN,

o {(s), U} + FVSS.Share(s,m,k): thEME s c Ly, BENLIERE a1, - ,am_1 € Ly, & ag = s, Hik
E2UEw/ I
f(x) =ao+ a1+ -+ ap_12™ " mod p, (1)

WE (s)i = f(0), th s B & MREL (s) = {(8)1,(8)a, -+, ()i}, AL TR A EVER A& .

o b+ FVSSVerify((s);, ¥): %hEME s W—Mpil (s); KA&AE U, BiE (s); 2HE7% (B
(s); = f(5)), B IBILIAE, WAL 1, 75004 0.

o 5« FVSS.Recon({(s);, }7-,): &R m M@, MR H (Lagrange) {2 5 H s
FRIAH.

BEAh, FVSS RAAMER. B {(s1)i o, A {(sa)i}r ) 2P RRAEE 51 M so B—ZHARE, W {(s1); +

(sahe}Er s+ sy B LLA R, B HER m B8 {(s1)s, + (sas, )7y TTBLFELH 51 + 55 10
H. FVSS M3 8215 B 224 1, 1 A 122 A MRS T 25 0k 250 PR g 1) iR .

3.2 FHNIRIUERR

FHIRUE (zero-knowledge proof, ZKP) #&H Goldwasser 5 1401 fr FLRHI. 75 ZKP 1, iIF B &
RE A B0 E 2 IR I SE AN BRI R 1B R, HAVMEEE JABE . ZKP BA 3 MERT: (1) &k, BigEHA
Wi J R, UF B Be AT 30 UE A AR S 2RI A2 IR, (2) TS, RIE R AR B TGI8 3R A
f&— MR IIFRE; (3) FENR, RIER T FRR I IEA0 1, TE BT AS 8% HARATAT(E 2, 4900 2 1k W] & IR
5. ACRAMEIERZ BFARUER (zero-knowledge succinct non-interactive argument of knowledge,
zk-SNARK) $AR 4 BIIEBA 3 R 2 [ 90 11F 8 0% — 50 v BRI AT 58 iE B,
SEAREF (10 Z,), WHRIEN v € F*, iEHEA w € F", BRIEFHERERI KR Re H F- HRH
B C(z;w) = 0F #5id, H o ZHEBEHA RN, w ZERN. T4 ERBEE C, zZk-SNARK H P
™ 3 ANEVEA L.
e (PK,VK) + ZK.KeyGen(1*,C): % AZH \, fiith C FHEH %S PK FIESE VK.
o 7+ ZK.Prove(PK,z,w): i EM% 8 PK. B o FHEHE w, FiHiuEs .
o b+ ZKVerify(VK, z,m): 4 EWUEEH VK. iR » FAUES «, WU © 2550, W%
b=1, HNHIH b= 0.
Bt zk-SNARK, UEBHZE MG UEEUER] o F1 w R KRR Re, B C(z,w) = 08 lior, HAZEFEIE
P w FESE.
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Committee selection

| J

(t+1)-th global model 6 (++D)
Client local training Model aggregation

p Local dataset D, QIJ FVSS share (6,()
1

Local update ;(®)
ocal update 6, a Zero-knowledge proof

Malicious clients detection

Valid update aggregation

P, Local dataset Dy EJ] Malicious share (64()

Local update 6,9
ocal upcate Gy G Malicious proof

Consensus

2] . Local dataset D, QI FVSS share (8,,(") '
' % I A

Local update 6,(*)
ocal update 6, a Zero-knowledge proof

1 (MEMFE) SDFL RGiHEE.
Figure 1 (Color online) System model of SDFL.

4 [o)FiEd
AN SDFL FI RS L Y & 51T H bx.
4.1 REGER

W& 1 B, SDFL RELEMZFMMERSMR. RAG DG n NEH, Ch P =
(Py, -, P}, GRS UAAE AN AMEIRE D, Hb i e [n]. BRSEAMNE R 5
BEASPIE kAR, CHV = (i, , Vi) C P. FEBRE ST ¢ 58, & STURBUT 10 FHRAE.

o FEANK UG Py SRS ¢ SIA SRR 00O IS, [ D, Xt 00 BEATAHLTE R, 155 0, LURBE L
SRR LT 4, N KA 2k-SNARK 12 RAEH 00 & 4751,

o MABZRSHRA V; BRI AMER 0 J5, EAR R AREEY (W5
SR, AEIGIEE S IIE P RIS 00D Y . D00 AR A TR AT R A
HERRCR S A R 00D % G 2R A S UL i B B SRR 5

WAL, ASCIE Y RGP AEAE— AN TS 55 =07 TA (trusted authority) F1—AN AT A FF7 1 [ 24 45 B2
B. TA 1155 RGN, I R G A TFSHR BT AINENSPER. B AEHeTE ) % R A
IV 8. TS 80 = R 5 R B 25 =) R G rh o LIy Sz (18.42),

4.2 BEpER

SDFL £ 4t 7 ZE i B FA BUi AR o Je 20 o 9 2 Sl
o [ERAIG: BB % i (BIER ISR AR ISR GF 2T, RIAAT] 2 IE A AT B E 5
PR, (B A MRS (98 J2 rP D 25 P S A e B
o FEGREIE: BB i MR O3 2 i AT REAEAE S ST R, AT AR IR 2 ST 7 SR
BRI B bR, FTREAZ IR O SO E AT AR R AR i, S0 7 ] e B AR BRI A SR 248, 54
SRR AR ) A i B 2 RRAIE 5 586 T 2% D 2 AR DA T RE T o R i 4 AL ) A e B R AT R
7, BUSUEAE R A IR TP HERR AA R AR S SE



eHHEF PENF:FENE 2025F Hss5k F11H 2650

7£ SDFL W, BB E M H B EREZ N m—1 4, R0 BRESWRA . BRI E
ERATEE n > k> 2m, BIZRRES PR (WESLEITFAR) S RE2H
4.3 WitB#R
SDFL MJ# it Hbran .
o BEFAYE: SDFL (% H AR AR 2 7 I (A Hh B H BRURL . Hh T AR b B 39 P 78 2 5T i it 2 5
i, SDFL R R F G0 BT AT (R S E G757 1R S A o2 3R 7 i P A b B 35
o FENREE M AN T REAFAE B RR P FE R R R, SDFL B {RZE 51 2 K6k i)
b B T AT TR A, DT 38 T B R R AR 2R SR U R T
o AU TECRUERSFACRIF FIBLFE 5 BE B I RTHE T, SDFL i AR T AEAE 8%, iR R g A
BRI,

5 SDFL 75 &k

5.1 &itBE

SDFL ZLAR P (198 0 1] 8 25 AR Co A B T B 27 ST BR AL R AP 5 58 |5 jE B 4% 10 . SDFL K
R AR B, T R AR HTE T RR AL R R, &P sl FVSS 7R G4 ) 2 A b gt
EARMTE R, FIA FVSS SLHLRRAA R AR TE B R &, ik b, RS AW URH 242 05t
ARSI & REICE RRI. RR, BT R R S A I v E P R LR N SR AR R IS B (191
Wl Krum. JOHOL 5, (£ 222 TR 2 R s BRI, HIBE T b E 2 012k
AR R B, CHAEZR RS BRAAE R R AU DL . A, SDFL A & JEAS
HRAE (2k-SNARK), 2 i A1 23 01 2% 3 S E B AR HL 5 502 B, AT s R4 tERg. (H
&, F T BN BARPRAR: S —, BRI  u, TR T FVSS F zk-SNAKR AR Y
SRR AR FI A, B8, XD R R 0L, WHRTH DR G2 AR Hh B Hr 1) IR SR

BEXE S —ANPhiR, A e T W 2 B FVSS- FE &G RER L& sk, 4 FVSS RS 55
o RERT I ARG, I A SR AR A N, SRR T FVSS FIEE 7 AU (1) AN b 52 A R
BEXTEE ANBRAR, ASCHIEE T — AN B2 oA L R4 E AR (P 5.3.4 %), 18 3Ry
WHIEEZR R U

FERAKHA SDFL (177 84075 LR, H5E/r 24 SDFL H RO F AR HLER e it

5.2 FFRNERAER B

EMRIR © FIEYE w, [ zk-SNARK FSe8 2B AHE AR (B0 2 A1 w IRR Re) B
LR HTE R, AT 48 SDFL i M (B ERAE B L. A T TH6E, X THE C (e w), B
N SIS ECN B A TR, 5 E RSBV IRERN. & = M w 2 Re, W C(z; w)
& o.

5.2.1 FFHREHINE B

ARSCR PR 2 20 bl B YE 804 7757 (norm bound) M3 AE T b REATIN S0, Yo 40 577572
HARE SO, Bual FETFRmMPEY . 2t EEE M RMEM R R
G5 07844 Hokth, AT 0 € B RMATFRIME 7, # 0 19 Ly W% 167, < 7, MK
i 0 AR AR TR, BWHE 0 FM AT R 7 T A TR 5 .
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Public input ¢
Sub-circuit

)
/

C
Hi(t) . DET
\_ Output

- [o

Private input

[ ]
/

Private input a

> Sub-circuit

Public input  j

' Crss
Public input <0it)> . >
J

2 (MEFE) FVSS- FHERMBESHEE Ccoms.

Figure 2 (Color online) Combined circuit of FVSS and Byzantine detection Coonp-

£ SDFL 1, % 3t P, fEASHRI A 2k-SNARK A B HACHU T 37 00 i3t 8 T 45 % O BE
LR IAEIERE, MIEB 0 A, Bikdig A

Cppr(m;6) := Coonrp (1025 7), (2)

Hrt, Coonp R HLBOR/ANRLER, 25 1108712 < 7, WA 0, Rzt 1. i T HR/ME 2k-SNARK
EUA R S 30 77 v 5] AR SR o LA JE T iR

5.2.2 FVSS- FHEKRNELS B

WER P P AIER 0 Itz (o) = ((61); b BANRRREA VAR
— AN (0, MR FVSS HITEIR, V; T AT FV SS.Verify S0 E FHEAT [0 U= 4% 1218
FVSS.Share(6", m, k) T HRA. SR, RIAEERVE TCVRIE M % /7 3 52 0 e S o BE A f) A
M EEHT. Her)h U, R v AT AECETE R Al FRLER A NS VR I AR b B T ) R R
BIZE Cppr(r;0) Rl FVSS.Share(0,t, k) AR 0. N T iR P-Z ISR, ASCHE T FVSS-
FE 5 RERS DA I Coonp (B 2), BARWTT:

, Cper(r;0)")
Coom(r: (0,7)5,:6" a) == ® ® ®)
Crvss({0;7);,7:0;7,a)
,ﬂ\:':‘:'7 CFVSS 7?5 FVSS %EEE%, a = {al, T 7am71} 7”% (mvk)_FVSS EPB@%IE:EE/%%&’ /E\‘,TZISﬁD—F
CFVSS(<95t)>jaj§9£t)7a) = <9it)>j - (91@ +arj4Famer- Y. (4)

W 2 iR, R Coonp T, THEE Copr MITHER Crygs LB 0, B T 5 G
FERTIAT FVSS e 52 1 7 b 5 57 A& 4 R 7).
5.3 FRiFHiEA

WM 1 IR T SDFL W7 R4, 70N 4 MBL: RGWIahih . B RSEES . A I 2RI T 5
A, HoA R SR A FE R R it S U AR A 3 B S SR A AN T B
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o RGHNIHL
TA WEBZESH N NERE Z,, 4T (PK,VK) « ZK.KeyGen(1*,Ccomp), WEBZAEIEH H(.),
Ki% (p, PK,VK,H(\)) EA%K B.
o ZRKIRZE
IR Py, Pay -, Py JERIPATHIE 1, 5 HH
o INHEI)IZR
— WA B BSR4 /A 9.
— PUTEE 2, HEAME R 00 19 kA FVSS WA {(07),15_,, FVSS &it ¢, LRI k A F A
iﬂiﬂfﬁﬂ {71'7;]'}?:1.
— k% U BAER B, B AEERE (0),, ) hE
o RARE (EEE PRGN
AT V;:
— PATHIE 3, 193] n BEEIEME ;.
— A% 5 BAEWR, ARG A = 01,02, , 0"
— WHAWEER PuidlR PY = 0 KREEZRRSMRATIR V= {(Vi,---, Vi), RAWTFILENLHIEEF P
v
— F Sk 6 = m KoL, MR P P
= # (0 == 0) A (P; € P*) L, B (6s == 1) A (P ¢ P*) BOL, WHE V, B V™.
o HRRE (AWFHRES)
V* REAZ RS V; AT
— WHARBEE FVSS 5 (004D); = 35 p (0);, 3 EAEFIA IR B,
— WF 1 <i < |VF, BHAGR A (0D, 1 m MYFIIA S, UT FVSS.Recon 153 A Tl fE
SRR ok Bl 2 (T AN T S A R R 00D % g BRIE B A EBGET T A
Ik

pain

ARV = {Vi,Va, -+, Vi }.

AR

p=i
p=i

V.

Wi 1 SDFL 77 405
5.3.1 RGEWIELMEL

f£ SDFL ', TA HSiHIIG L RGN TTSH. Bk, TA WE LS8 N MARK z,, 47
ZK.KeyGen(1*, Cconp), ‘EMEMPUEHEY PK M VK. Ib4h, TA WE DR EBSIRE H(-).
WJa, TA RGN BH (p, PK, VK, H(-)) KIEENEWR B, AL R .

5.3.2 ERSEZEME

R AT % P o P AL £, AR RN 1 s, o5k, B8 i P AEAR A K
—ANEENEL ri € Zp, KIE vy FIBOME by = H(ry) 2R B. fEITE % i JOR S BIE G, A%
U B RE v BT ARJE, BRI RO AR I T B, THEASRREN L - = 20
FEVZI B, WOOME hy YEONBENLEL vy IRV, W] B L8R % 7 S AR A vk 2 1 i R BE LB 12 24
HOKBENE. )5, D% P ARG EL AL » RN E AR R SRR R
iz, iy, WHRIHERE V = {Vi,Ve, -+ i} = {Pyy, Py, -+, By ). BN AIEBENUECRE AT HME—
f, BT LA % 7 i A 2 2% Do il 01 44 SO AR R, L FR 11242 B0 3% % P i A A U ST T B, S
BRI CEE R AR
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Bk 1 TSk ZE (committee selection).
Input: %/ 9H n, 20N EL k.
Output: BREWATIR V = {1, Vs, , Vi }.
1: for i =1 ton do
P; BENLAERK 7; € Zy;
Py K% hy = H(r)) & B;

2

3

4: end for

5: for i =1 ton do
6: P; ﬁlﬁ TiEB;
7: end for

8: for i =1 ton do
9: P N B ri,ra, s
10 Pt r=ri+rot++ra;
11: for j =1to k do

12: P, WHE i = (H(r||7) mod n) + 1;

13: end for

14: PV ={, Ve, Vi y={Pi,, Py, P s
15: end for

L 2 A% (local training).

Input: 4 REE 90 AHHIRLE D;.

Output: AHLHH FVSS G141 {(60");}5_,, FVSS &Kl i, R HUEY] {mi;}5_ .
1: P, 37 01« ClientUpdate(6(t), Dy);

2 Py it E {<9£t>>1, <9£t))2, BRI <9§t)>k, \IIZ@} — FVSS.Share(OEt), m, k);
3: for j =1to k do

4 P it 1y « ZK. Prove(PK, (1, (0");,4), (01, a:));

5. /)T R Lo WHUL T
6
7
8

/] ai = f{ait, - @igm_1)} € ZS" Y J& FVSS.Share(0\"),m, k) "4 2 050 R %L
: end for
s return {(0.7); 3% 0D, {mi}h_.

5.3.3  ZAHbIIZEMER

FEAIINGRET B, 207 o i) L 2R I SIE 2 i, Bo6, B/ im P, WATEIR B 3/19 4014
JRBIR 00, IR D; %F 00 BEAT YIS, MEIAMTER 0 (5 147). HHH, ClientUpdate R
IR AR AN AL T iR R, IR I REN LG T RETT i, ARG, P 4T FV SS.Share A AL
(6 k MBI T RAFAHN AR 0O (5 2 47). 8385, P WEANME 01, B REEIEY
(3 4 47). Hrh, (7, (0);,5) R Ccons MATFRN, (01, a;) REFHN. BI5, &/ 0 P %
(07), miy) IT ZAAZERIEA T LR V;, R 0 R AFI AR

5.3.4 RBIBEMEL

SDFL BRI R G HZE A2 R GEIAT, B3GR 7 vt 5 S5 A 55 K5 W A1
BB

EBEEPIREN: fEAMIIGIN B HG, SARRSRA V; 356 (01, my, 00y RS
BRI R SRR R . Bk, FANRRESER V; PATHEE 3, 53— n gHEERE ;.
Forh, BTN I P A E AR (000);, V; A BIEEHT FVSS WA (55 3 4T) Al zk-SNARK 4
WE (B8 4 17). M HEACH WIS UE GBI, 6, = 1, B 65 = 0. SBIRUEIE, V; # 6, FAARIA K.
WG, T ZE RS EAE R EAE M &I F S — MBI A = (61,62, , 6] .
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Bk 3 MR UM (malicious clients detection).

Input: AHLHH FVSS M {(07);1m,, FVSS & (vyn | AHIEHEH] {r; 37,
Output: FIEM&E dj.
1. V; wliiate 0; = [01,052,- -+ ,0jn] =[0,0,---,0];
2: fori=1tondo
V; W8 by« FVSS.Verify((j, (6"
V; THH bio + ZK . Verify(VK, (r,
if (b;1 A bi2) ==1 then
850 =1 /) Py VLR b
else
850 =0 // P; R i
9: end if
10: end for

11: return & ;

), w0,

"),
-E )>J7-7) 7"%3)

Trust matrix A

Pl PZ P3 PZO
vy, 6, 1 0 0 1
V,, 8, 1 0 0 1
Va,83 | 0 1 1 1
Vs, 84 1 0 0 1
Ve85 | 0 1 0 1
Ve,8s | O 0 0 1
V,,8, 1 0 0 1
Ve, 8g 1 0 0 1

3 (MBMRE) —MSEEHEHHIT (n =20, k=8, m = 4).

Figure 3 (Color online) An example of trust matrix (n = 20, k =8, m = 4).

N BB R R R 2 B RS AT A (RIE AR B % i id R R Y, B 1% il
NETERD), Z2 A2 K LR LR L.

o XTHEFU P, HEDE m ABRSRANNIRGTEN, B S5 66 > m, W% PN &5
25 P iy, A5 A28 P v o = P i

o 4 P BRI GRS i, ABAFAE 60 = 0, W V, BB AR
PR 3025 P i, TE’T'?E Soi =1, WV, 2R .

Hﬂ?/\ﬁxzﬁk)\fi‘ﬂﬁﬂiﬁﬁ ZALRNLHR S R P b, R, &R A SRR A
IR EER P sl R P f—A 3 /\E‘J/a\/jééﬁéﬁkmﬁﬁé V*

i 3 H TR, éléi%?{z‘%“*ﬁ MR ILEMLH], B 3 MEERRSRAE P idE
AP, AR T Y0 05 =5 > 4, P ABBNRATER U, T {Vs, Vs, Vo) WA E B R
R, a3 3] P* ={P1, Py, Ps5,-+ , Pao}, V* = {V1, V2, V4, V7, Vs }.

AMEHMBE: EGH P MV 5, VPR A S RARSEAMTE R () P % i b

i

Sﬂ
i
ez

~
FD

, A
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PR BT ) AT RS, THRH T3 /g Bfkth, v miEAZR R SR v, iIPHER AL
I FVSS B (0041); = S p o pe (005, I EAEBIA SR B. 5, A5 ESA (V| MRAGR
) FVSS 134l

E2, FETEARA R IL AL R AECRIIE P W% i 2 AR iy, 10 Ve H ATy Al BeA7AE %
B R, AR R P A B B A E A S AT ), IR R I, X TR A 2k
AATRE LA TR FVSS 8. HTZERSWRAMNEE k> 2m, HEZH m -1 MNEEZASK
R, FTUEDE m+ 1 MEET RS MR B T A58 FVSS M8 (00+D)),. AT HEBREEZR RS
EM W FVSS mma M, TR V; € VAR |VH A FVSS 8 m M8 p
HHE, @i FVSS.Recon 3R MA G ARMEAL. RIBHEANX, B2OFH Cm | MAERTHESS
FARMIFEN, BAT —5 0 4 R,

6 BwEMSH
AT NFSAAE AT o5 B2 & e 1 4S5 T 70 SDFL # 2 2=k.

6.1 FRFAMESHT

SDFL HBaFAPEE B A& Bt & JovE 3R AR 7 v R A 1 B 3, AT 77 1 B0t 2 A b By HE BE HY
B A B R BE RS S SDFL BB FAYEMRKES T FVSS LA 2k-SNARK I ZF AR, BAR
Hi, 7€ SDFL 1, fAN% /3 Pl 2 e El SN R ASWRA V; Kik (00, m;), Hf 00y, &
AHFEH 0 (95 § A (m, k)-FVSS 4, m; 2L 0 F1 FVSS 2T RECIES (RIRAZHIN) 4
R AVUER. BAh, P EA SR EATF FVSS 25 &5k v

e, WA (m, k)-FVSS )24 B9 Z R m MR EA T LI 6% ffE, 17 SDFL t,
WEAFE m — 1 DNBGEEH . ERIAEOT, BIE m — 1 DNBGEEE R R RSO BEGLT, BIE A
Wik %3, W EREHE m— 1A FVSS 4, JTEvEE38) 0 BEmE . 5— 7T, 16 B o5
PRI 3 1 B, B o s@id FVsS ki o) 83 FVSS E‘J%Iﬁﬁ%%{.

FOR, MR 2k-SNARK 2 HIAPE B 06 FATATH 2 X R Re PWIBRAFHEE (2, w), /77E 2 T
I (R RS Sim, (AR AL B IIE R 7 < Sim(trap, z) FESEHEH 7 < ZK.Prove(PK,z,w)
R EAT X431, Hp trap ZEERFETTER. W2, £ 2k-SNARK 1, Wi & vk MIERH 7
FRNESE » PAEFME R, Bk, BARSE SDFL AR S22l it V; BBV MHHRRE BUER 7y THAS
B P Py AR 0, & FVSS 20X &8 HEAT{E S,

LR UL B, AT LATR AR FE B IO A ] R AR zk-SNARK 77 235 2 F A1
BRI T, ARG TBEEFHEED T m B, SFDL BARFAE.

6.2 FHESEMSH

SDFL (15 o B & #E R Fi )2 R L RERIT 1L W] BEAFAE (B R P I S R 1 il R A R 2R
R, AE SDFL Hh, % &% 7 i ] BefE A I ZRI BepAT B, ol 2= 52 2 ;B ] REAE A Y

RAEY BT R R AR

H %, %ﬂi%iﬁ%)ﬂﬁﬁﬁ, SDFL ) 5 RE & HetE i 2k-SNARK (58 45 PEAT ] SEME AR RS, 58 4% 4
SFFAEM (2,w) € Re, # (PK,VK) « ZK.KeyGen(1*,C), © + ZK.Prove(PK,z,w), M Pr[l «
ZKVerifyVK,z,m)] =1-— negl( ), HH negl(\) 2T ZNEREL. R v, N EFRIAFNIEE R g
SEMIZCR, WA RAIE B — & BEW IR IE T RS id, 36 IE A @R O MES 2 AT 2 FY). A SEPE SR X
TATA 2 T A B A %uiz%ﬁl%% £, #i (PK,VK) « ZK.KeyGen(1*,0), (z,7) + A(PK,VK),
w + E(PK,VK), (z,w) ¢ Re, W Pr[l « ZK.Verify(VK,z,m)] = negl(\). WHRFRRREHE A 2245
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SERIE R, T ARAGE B30 o B0 i RO 2 ° 22 . Bk, 75 SDFL v, %53 Py % R AR
Vi RIEUEW] i, B4R 2k SNARK (52 & HERTATAREE, 24 ELICY P, AR 00 1 Ly SaR0NT %
S 7, B P, RIE V) B FVSS 41 (00), BM 00 BN, x,; A BB RE,

FOR, 6RO A2 MR, SDFL BB ZAEE m— 1 Bk, Bk > 2m, 1% R bR
RSB FET R R B, RN 52 RSN 2 B AT WAL, i (3 TR i
PR 7 P10 B VT LSRR A6, 16T AW B, GBI m MBS, B A g AR
WO BT 2 SR,

b DL F AN, AT BAA M 1 ZE TR0 A SNARK 77 %80 i 50 4 PRI AT SEbE (6 PE R, 4 %
i 2 B2 A RO T8 T 2m I, SEDL ELA JE fh i b

7 SLIEOHT

R SDFL J7 50739030907, 6105 SDFIL (8 drREScy T 1040 HfEii %, DI R0 5
WETFRY. SEI6F 4 NBCE Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5218R CPU. 128 GB 4%+ Ubuntu 20.04 #1F £
SRITHFEAL. SZIERH T Python Ml C4++ PFIZRFEIE S, KA Flower Library HEZE 461 SZEBCFR2A 5],
FRIVFAE SR A Groth 16 J7% 1) F|H Libsnark Library f£42 (BN 128 #h4k) 451 523

7.1 LWKE
7.1.1 HIEEMRELEH

NVFAG TR ) SDFL AEANRIBRFS % IR N (P e I, AL ] 7 A& i) A T EE B
£E: MNIST Al Fashion-MNIST (FMNIST).

E*ﬁﬂlﬁi‘%ﬁﬁ, ARG RIRA T 3 Fh B R I HLAS 2% STAR R 1347 SIS AR R (logistic regression,
LR). Z JZBHIHL (multilayer perceptron, MLP) FIZEFIMHZ M4 (convolutional neural network, CNN).
Hrr, LR BRAE —MaANEE — a2, 3547 7850 2%, MLP BRI E Y 784 4k, A8
—ANEA 20 MHATTIEGEZE A — N BA 10 ME TR =, A 15910 S8 ONN BRALH —
A8 x 8 KB EM—A 4 x 4 FEREM N, B ERZFiER ReLU U R HAN RIS, b5
B R, 2 32 M 10 MR, IEF 26010 NS EL FERBLIIZRT I, ASCR N
HEEFEHUES B N F5E, Hob ) LR MHEEEA 1024, ] REEF RS 21, MLP A1 CNN it
=AHAN 64, % 21%H 0.01. N T FVSS 1 zk-SNARK, 7E IR 2 rp A 2 H0ICK 10* £5 )5 H
B AR Z, FInER; AHNH, LR, MLP 1 CNN JEEARME R Ly Wil F-r 778 (R
72) 73l B E Y 20 x 10%, 100 x 10% A1 200 x 108,

7.1.2 EPmSKEHHREE

SEIBRINEE n =20, k=10, m = 5, BERGEF A 20 NE P, Hb 10 A% P ol i 2,
HAFE m — 1 =4 DNBEE#H (20% Witik). N T EEA TR Sahg s, ik 4 MEE SR 2 A
G g, ABATAE A BB SR Bt R QAT R 7 BE By, B R A B AL AR B i 17 g 7 5 AR AR
H B 1647 S Ah 2 AN IR R RS, AT TTE AR ZRBY BRI A28 7 i, S 3R L B A
by BT, (R 5 R i S U o BB A e B SR B B R Gk AT By, AR R R R A DU
BN 1 B 1R (A5 AT ) B BUTE SR A B Bk FH BT AR RSP v e 75 54X FVSS 4 fESRieH, Br T
W v Hofh 2 PR BE LY 2 MNIST A1 FMNIST HIYIZRREAE Sy A il 54
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e 1.0 o
7
08 058 !
0sf !
1
0.6 —— FedAvg (No attacker) 20.6{ | —— FedAvg (No attacker) 20.6 —— Fedavg (N ker)
s FedAvg (20% attackers s [ FedAvg (20% attackers) I3 FedAvg (20
8 — — SDFL (No attacker 3 — — SDFL (No attacker) 3 — — SDFL (No attacker
204 SDFL (20% attackers) 2044 — — SDFL (20% attackers) 204 — — SDFL (20% attackers)
02 0.2 AN N AT 02
W\ AL/ N [\\/ \ / I
\ 2o AD~ y . V
0.0
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration Iteration
() (b) (©)

4 (MR E) SDFL £ MNIST L3 IHEMRE. (a) LR #E; (b) MLP #2; (c) CNN 23,
Figure 4 (Color online) Classification accuracy of SDFL on MNIST. (a) LR model; (b) MLP model; (c) CNN model.

R I Se—=mssssess 0.8 08 /‘—’—’-’—’_‘f
0.7 K/f 0.7 ”,/
. 1
0.6 | 0.6 0.6 |
oy —— FedAvg (No attacker) fry 5 —— FedAvg (No attacker)
205 —— FedAvg (20% attackers) 0.5 I —— FedAvg (2
3 | ) — = SDFL (No attacker) 3 3 — = SDFL (No a
Zoal M1 | SDFL (20% attackers) 204 204 SDFL (20% attackers)
. N
03 ) 03
0.2 02
0.2
0.1 -
0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Iteration Iteration Iteration
() (b) (©

5 (MBAEFE) SDFL 7£ FMNIST A4 EEHE. (a) LR &3 (b) MLP ##3!; (c) CNN &3,
Figure 5 (Color online) Classification accuracy of SDFL on FMNIST. (a) LR model; (b) MLP model; (¢) CNN model.

7.2 HEREHR

Kl 4 A1 5 435I fE7x T SDFL £E MNIST 5 FMNIST MM ¥ b s 28tk fe. x84 Bdi gk,
P 5K LR, MLP 1 CNN 3 MBI, ok 45 5 4 L 2% 2] 5% FedAvg M AT X LE.
SR g5 R R, FERE ML 5T, FedAvg 70 RUER 25 m AT 34%, RILW L FF%, M SDFL
TEAFAE 20% Bl PG OL N, Hoar RE R 5 T BGE & st F A —3, Hi%EE FedAvg fE LB &
FAE T RIRI, BonH RAFIPURE HREXT AR 7. @, £ CNN F1 MNIST [)s56H, SDFL fE X il
BBy 20% B (5 R UER AR B 99%. BhAh, SEIGSE FIRIGIE T SDFL X 2 Fisi 214 25 1) (1) He 7%
Re), IERA B RAFE A S T k.

Kl 6 Ht— B R/R T SDFL 5 5oB 3T 2 /0 BRI 2 tp ORI R 52 2] 77 2 U [ 73 SR e wf R )
Pegh 3. TSGR [21] RBEHR sREOR ™ 1), 7EZ S5 AU LR Y 1 73 ki 2. HAdkHh, 1258
IR T 550k [21) MERIRE, R 12 ANE S, b 2 AR %R 1, LR A I 25
b A v g S B ARARH TR, SCHR [21] SCHRF 2RI S AN 5k, AR SO BRI R A R R A S 1
10S J777: 481 FEATXTEE (] 6 H 1 TOS—+noise). SEEG S5 R, 7EAHFMFE S X $ %5, SDFL 1
SR RS TR T Z 0BT E. Flin, £ MNIST $E4% L, SDFL [ FHEmFiET 90%,
M SCHR [21) B RAE R 28 85%.

SDFL X% P s E (n). ZRSRAKE (k) MEHEERE m- D)WL n>k>2m AT
b B IE B 3 AR AR Sy R RE ) R, FRAT T AN [R) 0ok 2 50 T (A 43 R A R kAT T
R, SIGEE R AE 7 A 8 FraN. B TR i 1 R AN 2 X S A i S IR A b B SR e A R
ma, FRAT MBI B AR SR R RS . SEIR s R, s B i B SRR, SDFL
£ MNIST A1 FMINST #4465 F /020 R iEmf 2 15 TG X0 3 I A [R5 T 24 ol 2 B0 8 i i i Ak 1 T
(B 7 A 8 e HHCESET 10 W), 3 AR RLLE B AN K 4 1 10 20 R UERA 2R AT I B R F%, oA
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(a) 1.0 (b) 1.0
0.9 1 0.9
0.8 0.8
0.7 1 0.74
0.6 1 —e— SDFL 0.6 —o— SDFL
0.51— - . , . 0.5 1 . S : !
g 0 50 100 150 200 T 0 50 100 150 200
10 5 10
2091 2091
0.8 p—t " — 0.8 z
0.7 1 0.7 1 —
0.6 —4— TOS+noise 0.6 —*— 10S+noise
0.5 . . . . . 0.5 . . : ! !
0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000
Iteration Iteration

Bl 6 (MEIEFE) SDFL 5&F DP WA R Y Ma2Em®Esitt. (a) LR #58, MNIST #4E%; (b) LR
%A, FMNIST #iR&E.

Figure 6 (Color online) Comparison of classification accuracy between SDFL and DP-based schemes [21]. (a) LR model,
MNIST dataset; (b) LR model, FMNIST dataset.

1.0 1.0
Ps - — 1.0
08| (a 038 (©)
@ 0.8
20.6 20.6 oy
2 g £06
3 3 3
5 5 8
204 <04 <04
0.2 0.2 0.2
—e— SDFL —e— SDFL —o— SDFL
~A- SDFL(No attacker) -A- SDFL(No attacker) -A- SDFL(No attacker)
00%70 #10 o4 sz 1020 “Ogp 710 14 818 1020 007 410 614 sAs 10720
# of malicious / total committee members # of malicious / total committee members # of malicious / total committee members

B 7 (MEREE) TRBGEEHEX SDFL 7 ¥ERHEMFN (MNIST). (a) LR #2; (b) MLP ##2;
(c) CNN #=58,

Figure 7 (Color online) Impact of the number of attackers on the classification accuracy of SDFL (MNIST). (a) LR
model; (b) MLP model; (¢) CNN model.

0.8) & " 08
() 038
0.6
> >Oﬁ =0.6
Q Q 9)
« «< <
= = =
S04 g e
20 204 204
0.2 0.2 0.2
—— SDFL —e— SDFL —o— SDFL
~A- SDFL(No attacker) —A- SDFL(No attacker) —A- SDFL(No attacker)
0.0 0/0 4/10 6/14 8/18 10/20 0.0 0/0 4/10 6/14 8/18 10/20 0.0 0/0 4/10 6/14 8/18 1020
# of malicious / total committee members # of malicious / total committee members # of malicious / total committee members

8 (MEBEFE) FRIKGEEHEN SDFL 3 EHEMNFI (FMNIST). (a) LR £38; (b) MLP &,
(c) CNN #1&#!.

Figure 8 (Color online) Impact of the number of attackers on the classification accuracy of SDFL (FMNIST). (a) LR
model; (b) MLP model; (¢) CNN model.

BB yh 2R D1 2 R 3 TIEAE AR S B R A I BB A A F) FVSS 8 &5 3 IERRI R A4 1. R,
SDFL & H T AR A A HRZ SO
7.3 HESBEHE

BT MR RE T, ASCK SDFL FTHS 58 A5 a4 kAT 7 VEgi AR, B MNIST Al FMINST
PN B A I RE A BB AR A E FE A ], BT DAAZaal 0 S8R MINIST i 46
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#* 2 SDFL W EFH (B ).
Table 2 Computation overhead of SDFL (in seconds).

Local training Aggregation
Model Param.
ClientUpdate FVSS.Share ZK.Prove FVSS. Verify ZK.Verify FVSS.Recon
LR 7850 1.1 11.9 4.2 7.5 0.2 5.4
MLP 15910 9.8 24.2 9.1 15.2 0.4 10.9
CNN 26010 30.7 40.8 13.3 25.1 0.5 17.0

#* 3 SDFL WZEFimiBEH.

Table 3 Communication overhead of the client in SDFL.

Model Param. FVSS share (MB) FVSS commitment (MB) ZKP proof (KB)
LR 7850 0.44 12.1 0.13

MLP 15910 0.89 24.6 0.13

CNN 26010 1.50 40.2 0.13

7.3.1 HEFH

£ SDFL 1, BRAEAAH SR 41, R0 EZ AR B 7 E b 9l ARSI 55 4E, B ads
AH R BET FVSS A8 S ARG AR il ZEARAIE B AR K, AR AR A BE FVSS AR IE . 2 A1
WEBHEGHIE, LEAFRIHAAR FVSS WS (RIREGHAIMIKE). Wik 2 Fix, /£ SDFL 4, Pl E&
T 2 AR (R T ST A B A A S AR e R IR M I Kk 4. o, FVSS 815 7k i A8 il
FVSS 4348 AE 1 I 1R] T4 e o 25, JRIRIZE T FVSS [ A2 R A BRI IE R AR 15 B K B R 4R 4L
IBHE. LL NN g, B SCAH S B T SRR Y 30.7 s, 110 4% T00 55 AL 2 3R R SLRERS 96.7 s, THELTF 44 1
K2 3 fi5, W SDFL 1EARBEEEFR S 3] 22 4 5 BaFA 1 IR AR5 1 B i Sk B, SR, LR, Xt
T LR XRSHER B SDFL AT A SCERAE BT T84 3G I AE X 4K

7.3.2 BIEHHE

B 1 UFSEITA, ARSOEXS SDFL Hh g /- i i 32 28 (5 4T 1 VP4, SDFL w8 7 s i) 5 T
HERAR = KIZG R R A RAHE R FVSS A FRUEM, BLERIE S 2~ 5T
FVSS rkif. BARSIGEE /AR 3 Fras, ATLLE Y, FVSS 43 AU K U R/l A5 A6 20 240 i 88 n i
LEPESE N, MAF2E T Groth 16 FRIVUENIJT S AVRE, FRIVUEM B NMREFAZ. EAKINH, SDFL
7 i R IEAE TR ARR AL/ IN, £ AT I 2% 98 2% 1 R Il AR IR S A TT DLW . 75 2 W (1 72, 7£ SDFL
, BR TR IR R E IS, RS RIE SRR EERE FVSS il BB A SR, LM AT
PR 3R HAD R 52 IR EAR [ FVSS 480, (X AR 2 1 A FVSS AR/ %5 7 i AR 45 22 T 2 B
SRR BRI R, PR AN i 37

PAESEER 45 SRR W], SDFL {E 5| NBUNMF R SIEEIF TR T, e A ek S EXah, Af
BT O i B 5 R A i R

8 #Eip

AT 25 rprCe AR BB 27 21 v s ) B A ME i 15 738 o R ey U, 3R 1 T — Rl B B AL pR 3
S0 G e 200 2 O AR AE 2] U5 % SDFL. %07 BAER i - BIARGEMT, 454 FVSS
HERFERFEOR, LT o/ b SR 55 25 1 A3 300 e b DR a5 8 AT Judar . AR AN SEIG 7 B
W], SDFL fEANSURAR R /) SRUERA R AT I T, BATRRAANE L T 5 B M AT S R, AT T T
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LR 22 S 2 4. SDFL SRH Ly YEHOL AT G AN 7%, EARSK TR, JATRHE
R TP A E 1 SE s A DN 7 ik, F it — 2D H e R G R A
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Abstract Decentralized federated learning (DFL) eliminates reliance on a central server, thereby addressing
the single point of failure inherent in traditional federated learning frameworks. However, this decentralization
also amplifies the risks of privacy leakage and Byzantine attacks. Existing research on privacy protection and
Byzantine robustness has primarily focused on centralized federated learning and cannot be directly applied
to decentralized settings. To address this gap, we propose SDFL, a privacy-preserving and Byzantine-robust
decentralized federated learning scheme. SDFL adopts a client—committee architecture, where model aggregation
is performed by randomly selected committees. We design a privacy-preserving and Byzantine-robust method
based on verifiable secret sharing and the zero-knowledge proof technique. Security analysis demonstrates that
SDFL provides strong guarantees of both privacy and robustness in decentralized environments. Experimental
evaluations on the MNIST and fashion-MNIST datasets with multiple machine learning models show that SDFL
effectively mitigates Byzantine behaviors while maintaining high classification accuracy and efficiency.

Keywords federated learning, privacy protection, Byzantine robustness, verifiable secret sharing, zero-

knowledge proof



