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A Differentially Private Framework for Spatial
Crowdsourcing with Historical Data Learning

Shun Zhang, Benfei Duan, Zhili Chen∗, Hong Zhong, and Qizhi Yu

Abstract—Spatial crowdsourcing (SC) is an increasing popular category of crowdsourcing in the era of mobile Internet and sharing
economy. It requires workers to arrive at a particular location for task fulfillment. Effective protection of location privacy is essential for
workers’ enthusiasm and valid task assignment. However, existing SC models with differential privacy usually perturb real-time location
data for both partition and data publication. Such a way may produce large perturbations to counting queries that affect assignment
success rate and allocation accuracy. This paper proposes a framework (R-HT) for protecting location privacy of workers taking
advantage of both real-time and historical data. We simulate locations by sampling the probability distribution learned from historical
data, use them for grid partition, and then publish real-time data under this partitioning with differential privacy. This realizes that most
privacy budget is allocated to the worker count of each cell and yields an improved Private Spatial Decomposition approach. Moreover,
we introduce some strategies for geocast region construction, including quality scoring function and local maximum geocast radius. A
series of experimental results on real-world datasets shows that R-HT attains a stable success rate of task assignment, saves
performance overhead and fits for dynamic assignment on crowdsourcing platforms.

Index Terms—Spatial crowdsourcing, differential privacy, historical data learning
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1 INTRODUCTION

S PATIAL crowdsourcing (SC) is a new platform that har-
nesses the potential of the crowd to perform real-world

tasks including collecting and analyzing environmental, so-
cial, and other spatiotemporal information. SC has been ap-
plied in various domains such as smart cities, environmental
sensing, and journalism. However, disclosing individual lo-
cations has serious privacy implications. Many mobile users
do not agree to engage in SC if their privacy is violated.
Thus, ensuring location privacy is an important aspect of
SC.

In the last decade, several papers have been published
on location privacy in SC, see the surveys [1, 2] and papers
cited there. Usually workers send their locations to a trusted
Cellular Service Provider (CSP) which collects updates and
releases a Private Spatial Decomposition (PSD). Usually a PSD
partitions the domain into smaller cells and reports statistics
on the locations within each cell. To determine a PSD,
some methods have been adopted such as kd-tree based
partitioning [3], uniform grid (UG) method [4] and adaptive
grids (AG) approach [4, 5]. A framework was proposed by To
et al. [6] for protecting location privacy of workers involved
in SC. They achieved privacy protection by building PSDs
based on an extended AG approach, which creates sanitized
data releases using noisy real-time data at the CSP. However,
since the privacy budget is sequentially divided into three
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parts, the large scale of noise greatly affects framework per-
formance. In particular, the success rate of task assignment
failed, at most cases, to reach the expected utility (EU) as is
one of the specific challenges identified therein.

Similar to [6], we focus on protecting privacy of worker
locations in SC. We utilize historical data for learning the
probability distribution of real-time locations, and build a
differentially private SC framework that protects location
privacy of workers using a minor fraction of privacy bud-
get for grid partitioning. Historical data learning by linear
regression predicts the probability distribution of real-time
locations, and simulated locations randomly sampled from
this distribution are used for level-2 partition. Afterwards,
the real-time data are imported into grids where noise
is added directly to the count of workers in each level-
2 cell. Since the simulated points are independent of the
real-time locations, this results in that most privacy budget
can be allocated to the publication of real-time counts, and
essentially improves the performance of privacy framework.

The main contributions are as follows:
(i) To avoid excessive noise additions in SC with differen-

tial privacy, we propose R-HT scheme allocating most
of the privacy budget to location counting publication
and the remaining minor budget to grid partition. To
our knowledge, we are the first to propose the strategy
that employs historical data learning in building PSD,
which opens a new connection between differentially
private location protection framework and machine
learning methods. For constructing the continuous
region GR, we first build PSD by random sampling
simulation with historical data learning. Such sam-
pling points by simulation for partition is completely
independent of real-time data. In view of the privacy
framework, our scheme improves the efficiency of
system operations and ensures stably high success rate
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of task assignment.
(ii) We investigate some techniques across local cell selec-

tions to fuse those cells with negative noisy counts.
Our selection of each newly added cell depends on
a refined quality scoring function involving the area of
cells, instead of its utility.

(iii) We carry out extensive experiments on three real-
world datasets which demonstrate that our R-HT
scheme achieves stable success rate of task assignment
and shows better performance in most aspects.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In
Section 2, we conduct a survey of related work. Section 3
introduces some necessary backgrounds. Section 4 describes
the proposed privacy framework. Section 5 discusses some
new techniques used in our framework. Experimental re-
sults are presented in Section 6. Finally, we conclude this
paper in Section 7.

2 RELATED WORK

Location Privacy Model. With the rapid development of
smart mobile devices, more and more mobile applications
provide (spatial) crowdsourcing services, which greatly fa-
cilitates our life. However, disclosing individual locations
brings many privacy implications. Leaked locations often
lead to a breach of sensitive information such as per-
sonal health, political and religious preferences. Traditional
methods of location privacy protection mainly include k-
anonymity, expected distance error and cryptography. Wang
et al. [7] used k-anonymity method to generate k-1 proper
and dummy points and perform k indistinguishable queries
to the service provider, using the real location and dummy
locations. However, only using anonymous method cannot
offer good protection to a wide range of data and is vul-
nerable to background knowledge attack [8, 9]. Expected
distance error reflects the accuracy degree to which the ad-
versary can guess the real location by observing the obfus-
cated location and using available side-information [10]. Ex-
plicitly, the obfuscation mechanisms are defined by a given
prior, representing the adversary’s side information [11].
Cryptography is suitable for multiple parties, completely
protects data privacy and prevents the leakage of data in the
process of location service [12], however it normally results
in high computational costs and the availability of data will
decrease significantly [8]. Differential privacy (DP) is a new
and promising privacy model, which is completely inde-
pendent of attacker’s background knowledge and currently
a popular research topic in both academia and industry
[9, 11].

Differential privacy has been proven effective in sensi-
tive data release. Particularly, many authors have attempted
to bring differential privacy into location data protection
for spatial crowdsourcing (SC). Spatiotemporal information of
workers, tasks, and intermediate results needs to be prop-
erly transformed to avoid privacy leakage while allowing
efficient information processing including task assignment.
There are some recent works devoted to balance between
the strength of privacy protection and the efficiency of other
operations in various SC scenarios. To et al. [6] divided the
whole data domain into indexed units of grids (PSD) at the
CSP. After receiving a task, the untrusted SC-server queries

the PSD to determine a geocast region (GR) for task assign-
ment. Any adversary cannot identify worker’s location from
the published GR. However, this scheme adds noises to all
grids layer by layer, which reduces the efficiency of privacy
budget and affects the performance of the framework. Xiong
et al. [13] proposed a new SC model based on reward, and
adopts a reward based allocation strategy to ensure the task
assignment success rate. Based on geo-indistinguishability,
To et al. [14] presented a framework for protecting location
privacy of both workers and tasks during the tasking phase
without relying on any trusted entity, in which techniques
were devised to quantify the probability of reachability be-
tween a task and a worker. Wang et al. [15] proposed a novel
distributed agent-based privacy-preserving framework that
introduces a new level of multiple agent between users
and the untrusted server and realizes the w-event ε-DP for
real-time crowd-sourced statistical data publishing with the
untrusted server. Recently, Wei et al. [16] constructed two
sets of PSDs to achieve task allocation with high data utility
and simultaneously protect task and worker locations.

Private Spatial Decomposition. To create sanitized data
releases, PSD structures are often constructed in SC sys-
tem. These partition the domain into smaller regions and
report noisy statistics on the locations within each region.
A suitable PSD can often improve the success rate of
task assignment and reduce system overhead. Previously,
PSDs are usually based on tree, especially kd-tree and
quadtree [3, 17], and the result is a deep tree. The typical
simple method is Uniform Grid method (UG), which treats
all dense and sparse regions equally in the domain [4].
Alternatively, Adaptive Grids approach (AG) was proposed
[4]. At the first level, AG creates a coarse-grained, equally
spaced m1 × m1 grid over the data domain. Then, each
level-1 cell is partitioned into m2 × m2 level-2 cells with
m2 chosen adaptively. This partition method emphasizes
cell’s difference in sparseness brought by UG, and it can
be applied to various cases of data distribution. Later, The
partition granularity was optimized with good universality
in [6], and such a granularity arrangement is utilized in our
proposed scheme. Gong et al. [18] proposed a partitioning
method (R-PSD) based on reputation and location, where
reputation is regarded as a new data dimension in building
PSD by AG method and each R-PSD is composed of several
sub-PSDs with different reputation levels.

In the traditional two-layer AG method, the privacy
budget is divided into three parts for worker counting in the
whole domain, level-1 cells, and level-2 cells, respectively. It
is worth noting that partitioning does not depend on the
noisy counting in level-2 cells. In this paper we deploy his-
torical data learning to perform the second level partition,
in which the real-time distribution of locations is simulated
by random sampling (i.i.d.) with probability determined by
the predicted proportion of location counts among level-1
cells.

Prediction by Historical Data Learning. When real-time
data is unavailable or difficult to obtain, researchers often
use historical data instead. Indeed, using historical data to
make predictions by learning methods can often generate
good results reflecting the real-time case. As for track of
whereabouts of moving users, there are many examples of
using historical locations or historical trajectories to pre-
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dict real-time locations. Xu et al. [19] proposed a real-time
road traffic state prediction based on ARIMA model and
Kalman filter, with using historical traffic data. Liu et al. [20]
predicted user’s movement trajectory and position at the
next moment by collecting locations and historical check-in
information on social network.

Real-time location prediction using historical data has
also been extended to the field of SC. Jiang et al. [21]
predicted worker positions at the next moment by analyzing
their historical movement trajectory, and assigned tasks to
those workers who were willing to go to or able to physi-
cally move to the position of the task on time with a high
probability. On the aspect of location distribution on grids,
To et al. [6] performed random perturbation to simulate
subsequent distribution using historical positions, while
only updating the counts in level-2 cells without changing
AG structure. Chen et al. [22] resamples the data at regular
intervals to update the counts in the fixed grid structure.
However, these above methods do not use historical data
to update the partition structure, but renew only the data
in fixed grids. In contrast, we investigate linear regression
method to perform domain partitioning with historical loca-
tions. Indeed, there are many advanced prediction methods,
such as ARIMA model mentioned above, while multiple
noise adding on statistical counting weakens the reliability
of the system performance on prediction precision.

In this paper, we first propose to build a PSD with
historical data learning based on AG method [6]. In par-
ticular, the level-2 partition is performed on sampling data
(i.i.d.) generated by a probability distribution learned from
historical data. This avoids privacy leakage caused by the
strong correlation between historical and real-time data.
Then we can allocate privacy budget mainly to adding
real-time counting noise in each level-2 cell. Moreover, we
develop a quality scoring function derived from exponential
mechanism instead of the utility function, for optimizing
selections of neighboring cells, which involves the factors of
cell’s area and distance for GR construction. This promotes
significantly the performance in various aspects of the sys-
tem.

3 BACKGROUND

In this section, we introduce some notations and initial
definitions, and review spatial crowdsourcing, differential
privacy, and linear regression method.

3.1 Spatial Crowdsourcing

Spatial Crowdsourcing (SC) is a new avenue of crowdsourcing
related to real-world scenarios involving physical locations,
which requires workers to physically move to a particular
location to perform tasks. The roles of components involved
in SC are tasks, workers and the platform (mainly SC-
server). The SC-server publishes or assigns the spatial task
after receiving request and finally one or more workers ac-
cept and finish the task. Usually there are two categories of
task assignment modes based on how workers are matched
to tasks in SC [23]. In the Worker Selected Tasks (WST) mode,
SC-server is only responsible for the release of tasks, and
workers autonomously select suitable tasks according to

their own locations, without reporting their locations to the
SC-server. In Server Assigned Tasks (SAT) mode, SC-server
collects worker locations and runs a complex optimization
matching algorithm to assign the task to one or more work-
ers, who decide whether to accept the task or not.

The quality of spatial tasks in SC is the main criterion
to determine whether the tasks are assigned effectively [2].
It is usually evaluated by reliability, which is formalized
as the probability that over 50 percent of workers correctly
answer the task [24], or the chance that as least one worker
completes the task successfully [25]. The former is generally
used for spatial tasks that require qualified answers, such
as spatial data collection related to pictures and videos. For
such spatial tasks, the main challenge for SC is how to verify
the validity of the results provided by untrusted workers.
Since malicious workers may upload some incorrect infor-
mation, the number of tasks correctly completed needs to be
maximized [24]. The latter is generally used in the case that
a spatial task should be finished by a single worker, such as
taxi calling service and fast food delivery. In such situations,
the two factors, the worker-task distance and task expiration
time, should be taken into account, to ensure that at least one
assigned worker can correctly finish the task [25]. Similarly,
the framework proposed by To et al. [6] does not guarantee
that the task are disseminated to enough workers, since the
SC-server assigns tasks only by the sanitized PSD. Then
the method of effectiveness evaluation is to compute the
probability that among those assigned to the task at least
one worker is willing to accept the task.

3.2 Differential Privacy
Differential privacy (DP) has emerged as the de facto stan-
dard privacy notion for privacy-preservation research on
data analysis and publishing. It makes that the probability
of any output is equally likely from all nearly identical
input datasets, so that it is unable to infer any sensitive
information of an individual. Afterwards, any adversary
cannot conclude with high confidence whether a particular
individual is involved in the query result or not.

For applying DP, a crucial choice is the condition under
which the datasets D and D′ are considered to be neighbor-
ing. The notion of Unbounded DP is used in our framework,
which means that two datasets D and D′ are neighboring
if D can be obtained from D′ by adding or removing one
element.

Definition 1 (ε-DP [26]). Given any two neighboring datasets
D and D′, for any set of outcomes Ω, a randomized mechanism
M gives ε-DP if the probability distribution of the mechanism
output on D and D′ is bounded by:

Pr(M(D) ∈ Ω)

Pr(M(D′) ∈ Ω)
≤ eε. (1)

The parameter ε is termed privacy budget that is speci-
fied by a data owner and represents the privacy level to be
achieved. A lower budget means a higher privacy level.

Definition 2 (Global Sensitivity [27]). Let D and D′ denote
any pair of neighboring datasets. The global sensitivity of a
function f , denoted by ∆f , is given as below,

∆f = max
D, D′

‖f (D)− f (D′)‖ , (2)
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which represents the maximal change on the output of f when
deleting any record in D.

Definition 3 (Laplace Mechanism [26]). Given a function f :
D → R, ∆f is the sensitivity of f . The mechanism is given by

M(D) = f(D) + Lap(
∆f

ε
), (3)

where Lap(∆f
ε ) means randomly distributed Laplace noise with

scale ∆f
ε .

The Laplace mechanism provides the ε-DP [28]. The
following important properties are related to composition
of algorithms for preserving ε-DP.

Theorem 1 (Sequential Composition [28]). M1,M2, . . . ,Mm

is a set of mechanisms, where Mi provides εi-DP. Let M be
a mechanism that executes M1(D),M2(D), . . . ,Mm(D) using
independent randomness for each Mi, and returns the vector of

the outputs of these mechanisms. Then, M satisfies (
m∑
i=1

εi)-DP.

Theorem 2 (Parallel Composition [28]). Let M1,M2, ...,Mm

be m mechanisms that satisfy ε1-DP, ε2-DP, . . . , εm-
DP, respectively. For a deterministic partitioning func-
tion f , let D1, D2, . . . , Dm be respectively the result-
ing partitions of excuting f on dataset D. Then publish-
ing the results of M1(D1),M2(D2), . . . ,Mm(Dm) satisfies
(max{ε1, ε2, . . . , εm})-DP.

Theorem 3 (Post-Processing [27]). Given a randomized mech-
anism M1 that satisfies ε-DP, then for any (possibly randomized)
algorithm M2 accessing only the output of M1 and not its input,
the composition M2(M1) still satisfies ε-DP.

3.3 Linear Regression and Sampling Simulation

In our setting, we add no noise to the counting of the histori-
cal locations in each level-1 cell, and use the linear regression
method to predict the real-time count of workers in each
cell. The sequence of predicted counts can be regarded as
a proportion of sampling probability distribution by which
locations of the total (noisy) real-time number are randomly
(i.i.d.) generated so as to determine a simulated partition of
the second level.

Linear regression is one of the basic learning methods
in machine learning. The goal is to find a line, a plane, or
even a higher-dimensional hyperplane that minimizes the
error between the predicted and actual values. There are
univariate and multiple linear regressions. Univariate linear
regression means that only one factor is considered and the
solution involves a linear equation. We use unitary (least
squares) regression method to predict location counts.

We evaluate related schemes with three datasets, see
Section 6.1 for details. Valid historical locations of the pre-
vious 20 periods without noises in counting are used to
make a prediction. This produces a probability distribution
of locations by which we randomly (i.i.d.) sample a (noisy)
total real-time number of points to simulate the real-time
distribution. Fig. 1 shows the comparison between the actual
counts of level-1 cells and the simulated counts with noise
(with sensitivity 1 and privacy budget 0.04) added to the
total count in the real-time period on NYTaxi and Gowalla

datasets, respectively. The average error rate γ is calculated
by,

γ =
Ē

Ā
, with Ē =

1

n

n∑
i=1

| Pi −Ai |, (4)

where n represents the count of level-1 cells, Ā represents
the actual average count of workers of level-1 cells, Pi and
Ai represent the simulated and actual counts of workers in
the i-th level-1 cells, respectively. The rates γ of NYTaxi and
Gowalla are 15.1% and 30.2%, respectively. This shows that
in the case of very low privacy budget, the noise interfer-
ence is much, the predicted result still reflect roughly the
distribution of actual data, and the simulated distribution
of workers can be regarded as the actual distribution.
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Fig. 1: Simulated and actual distributions of locations in the
first-level cells

3.4 Problem Statement

DP guarantees that the probability of producing a given out-
put does not depend much on whether any record is present
in the input dataset or not. Random noise is added to each
query result to preserve privacy, such that an adversary will
not be able to deduce the privacy information of any user
from the query outputs, regardless of its prior knowledge.

Existing SC models with differential privacy protection
mainly harness real-time location data and generate PSD by
performing noise additions and domain partitioning in a
crossed way. They have to add noise to worker counts in
grids at all levels, which tends to incur high error on many
aspects and affects efficiency of SC system.

For this, we are intended to propose a new SC model.
That is, given historical and real-time data of worker loca-
tions, and a privacy budget ε, perturb their counts with nec-
essary noise, generate a suitable PSD and then design a more
efficient SC model with privacy protection. Specifically, with
the simulated locations drawn from the probability distri-
bution learned from historical data, a domain partitioning
is performed with little privacy budget. On the other hand,
based on the grids determined previously, the real-time data
are directly imported into the bottom cells in which the
counts are perturbed with almost the whole privacy budget.
In addition, how to optimize task assignments in SC from
various perspectives (particularly to achieve stable success
rate of task assignment) based on PSD with perturbation is
also considered in this paper.
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4 BASIC FRAMEWORK

This section mainly introduces the basic framework of
the newly proposed privacy protection scheme, including
system model, domain partitioning method, cell selection
strategy in GR, and performance metrics for system design.

4.1 System Model
Like [6], we consider the privacy protection problem of SC
worker locations in the SAT mode. Fig. 2 describes our
proposed system framework that consists of four parts: CSP,
SC-server, requesters and workers. Workers send their real
location information to CSP. As a trusted third party, CSP
collects locations reported by workers, and construct PSD
with noises. Requesters submits tasks and exposed location
information to SC-Server. After receiving a task request, the
untrusted SC-server determines GR by querying the PSD
and initiates a geocast communication process.

The SC-server is assumed to be semi-honest and inten-
tionally deduces sensitive information of locations from the
PSD. Under mutually-agreed upon rules with workers for
data disclosure, CSP exposes PSD release (without identities
and locations) to SC-servers and contacts workers in theGR.
CSP plays mainly the role of communications, and compu-
tations to generate GR are carried out at the SC-server part.
Possible disclosure of worker location and identity after her
consent to the task is outside our scope.

Requesters Workers

Step 1: 
Task Request t

Step 3: Sanitized Release

Step 5:  Consent 

Step 0:
Report
Locations

CSP
SC-Server

Step 4: 
Geocast{GR, t}

GR

Step 2: PSD Request

Historical Current

Sampling
Simulation

Noisy     
Counts

Locations

PSD

Fig. 2: Privacy framework for spatial crowdsourcing

To be specific, our work focuses on the design of PSD us-
ing historical data learning at CSP part. Based on historical
locations, we adopt linear regression method to make pre-
diction and simulate the real-time distribution of locations
at the level-1 grid, which yields the partition together with
adaptive grids (AG) method. Then CSP publishes the PSD
with noisy real-time counts. Fig. 3 describes the procedure
of building PSD with learning. See Section 4.2 for details.

As shown in Fig. 2, the whole scheme consists of the
following steps.
Step 0: Workers report their real locations to the CSP, which

will be divided into real-time and historical data.
Step 1: A requester sends task t to SC-server.
Step 2: SC-server queries the PSD with the CSP.

Step 3: According to the given privacy budget ε, CSP par-
titions the data domain by learning historical loca-
tions reported by workers and imports noisy real-
time counts into the generated grids to update the
PSD for answering to SC-server.

Step 4: SC-server determines GR and initiates a geocast
communication process in two ways (infrastructure-
based or infrastructure-less mode) as in [6].

Step 5: If a worker in GR accepts the task, she sends a
consent message to the SC-server (or the requester)
for confirming her availability.

The above scheme is mainly designed for a single-task
assignment system model in dynamic scenarios where for
each real-time task request, the CSP collects properly the lat-
est real-time location data of workers and updates the PSD
with newly confirmed historical data, and only a worker is
required to complete the task. If worker locations change
rapidly, our scheme allows fixing the grid structure and
updating only real-time counting in cells, which is assigned
the same privacy budget. This is a significant advantage of
our scheme, in particular on running time, see Section 6.4.

In the static scenario, SC-server deploys a fixed PSD
in a period to release GR, and Steps 0, 2 and 3 can be
skipped. In the case of multiple tasks, our system model
is still valid under the assumption that the task assignments
do not interfere with each other.

4.2 Building PSD with Learning

The first stage in our framework consists of building a PSD
(at the CSP part), which determines the accuracy of released
data and also affects performance metrics. Here we improve
the extended Adaptive Grid method (AG) developed in [6]
with historical locations learning. Table 1 summarizes the
notations used in our description.

TABLE 1: Summary of notations

Symbol Definition

ε Total privacy budget
Np Total count of workers by prediction
N ij

p Predicted worker count in first-level cell cij
m1 The first level grid granularity
mij

2 Second-level partitioning granularity at cell cij
β Budget allocation parameter for prediction, β = 0.04
ε′ Parameter for domain partitioning in [6], ε′ = 0.5ε

The work flow of our improved AG is shown in Fig.
3. Compared to the extended AG proposed in [6], our PSD
construction takes advantage of historical data learning. The
detailed procedure is given as follows.

Firstly (Step ¬ in Fig. 3, level-1 partition), as before, at
the first level, AG creates a fixed-size m1×m1 grid over the
data domain with the level-1 granularity m1 chosen as

m1 = max

(
10,

⌈
1

4

√
N ′ × ε
k1

⌉)
, (5)

where N ′ is the noisy total number of locations computed
by adding random Laplace noise with scale 1/(βε), ε is used
here just as a parameter for partitioning (privacy cost βε is
a small fraction of the total budget ε) and k1 = 10 as in [6].



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. XX, NO. X, MONTH 20XX 6

Secondly (Steps -® in Fig. 3, prediction with historical
data learning), historical data (without noise) are imported
into the level-1 grid to make prediction of each cell’s count.
The historical data divided by n periods is denoted by
H = {h1, h2, ..., hn}. AG issues count queries in all level-1
cells for each hk, denoted by N ij

k . For each cell cij , the linear
regression on {N ij

k }nk=1 yieldsN ij
p , a locally predicted count

of the real-time locations in cell cij . Then, the probability
distribution is evaluated with fractions N ij

p /
∑
i,j N

ij
p of

predicted total locations.
Next (Steps ¯-° in Fig. 3, simulation and level-2 par-

tition), according to the probability distribution of loca-
tions on level-1 cells (as index nodes) predicted above,
randomly generate N ′ points (independent and identically
distributed, i.i.d.) to simulate the real-time distribution.
Then level-2 granularitym2 for each level-1 cell cij is chosen
as

mij
2 =


√
N ij

sim × ε′
k2

 , (6)

where N ij
sim denotes the point count on cell cij by sampling

simulation and k2 =
√

2 is selected as in [6] and ε′ is still a
parameter with ε′ = 0.5 ×ε but not privacy budget.

Afterwards (Step ± in Fig. 3, sanitized countings), real-
time locations are imported into the adaptive grids gener-
ated above, and the location count in each cell are added by
Laplace noise with scale 1/ε. We mention that each noisy
count is set zero immediately if negative. Then the PSD is
completed as is processed in Fig. 3.

Indeed, we can use only real-time data even in the sim-
ulation for level-2 partition which costs no privacy budget.
However, location distribution sometimes changes rapidly
and irregularly while historical data learning provides the
overall trend of distribution theoretically. Such a scheme
using historical data allows us to fix grid structure and
update only noisy real-time count in each cell for quick
release of tasks while workers move rapidly.

...

...

Historical Locations Current Locations PSD

2

1

Grids

Simulation

22

3 4

5

6

6

Importation

Prediction

L
ev

el
-1

L
ev

el
-2

Fig. 3: Procedure of building PSD with learning

4.3 Geocast Region Construction
In this section, we mainly introduce some new strategies
for constructing GR. We investigate some techniques across

local cell selections to fuse those cells with negative noisy
counts and develop a quality scoring function involving the
area of cells instead of utility function for cell selections.

Currently we consider just the static case for task lo-
cations. The probability of a worker accepting a task is
only related to the worker-task distance. We refer to the
mean contribution distance (MCD) proposed in [29], where
the MCD is computed as

MCD(wi) =

n∑
j=1

d
(
Lwi

, Lcj
)

n
, (7)

where Lwi
is the location of workerwi, and Lcj the locations

of its n contributions. Following [30], we regard 90% of
MCD as maximum travel distance (MTD) that is the maxi-
mum distance a worker accept to travel to perform a task.

In contrast to the utility function proposed in [6], we
introduce a quality scoring function that considers noisy
worker count and the cell-task distance as well as cell’s area.
For adding each neighboring cell to GR, the score qkt of cell
ck in the candidate heap Q for task t is defined as:

qkt =
Nk

fs(Sk) · fd(Dk
t )
, (8)

where Nk represents the number of noisy workers in can-
didate cell ck, Sk the area of cell ck and Dk

t the cell-task
distance computed by the average distance between the task
and four corners of cell ck. It is reasonable that the higher
density of workers Nk/Sk in cell k or the shorter the cell-
task distance Dk

t , the higher score qkt . The functions fs and
fd are (positive and) monotonic on Sk and Dk

t , respectively,
and linear mappings to some interval [a, b]. Such functions
are designed to control the influence of varying the factors,
area and distance.

Our algorithm to construct GR is shown in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 R-HT Algorithm

Input: Maximum travel square MTD centered at task t,
expected utility EU

Output: Geocast region GR
1: Init GR = {}, Q = {}, U = 0
2: Compute Local Maximum Geocast Region LGR with

Algorithm 2
3: GR = GR ∪ ct, ct is the level-2 cell that covers t
4: Compute ct ’s utility Ut by Eq. (9)
5: If Ut > 0 then c = ct and U = Ut
6: while U < EU do
7: Find neighbors = {{c ′s neighbors}−GR}∩MTD∩

LGR
8: Q = Q ∪ neighbors
9: If Q is null, return GR

10: Update cell c with the highest score in Q
11: If cell c ’s score qc ≤ 0, return GR
12: Remove c from Q
13: GR = GR ∪ c
14: Compute c ’s utility U ct by Eq. (9)
15: Update U by Eq. (11)
16: end while
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Fig. 4: Effect of quality scoring function on scheme performance

In Line 2, in order to improve the compactness of the
GR, we set a restriction by Local Maximum Geocast Region
(LGR) centered at task t during cell selection and the radius
computation of LGR is presented in Section 5.2. In Line
11, we add a termination condition for cyclic program in
the case that all candidate cells include non-positive (and
noisy) count of workers, which will be discussed in detail in
Section 5.3.

In Lines 4 and 14, we calculate the utility value of some
cell c by, the utility function naturally defined in [6],

U ct = 1− (1−ARct)
Nc . (9)

Here, Nc denotes the noisy count of workers in cell c, ARct
represents the average task acceptance probability of each
worker in cell c. All workers in the same cell are regarded
to have the same AR value. Then (1−ARct)

Nc gives the
probability that no workers in c are willing to perform
the task t. The practical meaning of U ct is the probability
that at least one worker in cell c is willing to finish task t.
All possible candidate workers for each task are limited in
the maximal distance MTD from task t. The AR value is
assumed to decrease linearly with distance and defined as

ARct = (1− d/MTD) ·MAR, (10)

where d represents the average distance between the task
t and the four corners of the cell c, and MAR is defined
as the maximum task acceptance rate of workers. Once the
worker-task distance reaches MTD, the AR vanishes.

In Line 15, after adding c to GR, we should update the
GR utility by

U = 1− (1− U)(1− U ct ). (11)

Once U reaches the expected utility EU , it returns GR
directly. Otherwise, we continue to select a new neighboring
cell which ensures that the GR is a continuous region. The
significant effect of using quality scoring function is shown
as in Fig. 4, see Section 5.1 for details.

4.4 Performance Metrics

Adding noise to protect worker locations in SC will in-
evitably reduce the validity of worker-task matching and
efficiency of task assignment.

To be specific, a notified region with a (noisy) positive
count may contain no workers. Some workers may be
notified of the task with long distance while nearer workers
have no tasks. Moreover, some redundant messages for

notification increase overhead. In order to evaluate the per-
formance of the framework, we concentrate on the following
performance metrics proposed in [6].
(1) Assignment Success Rate (ASR). As usual, ASR mea-

sures the ratio of tasks assigned successfully to the total
number of task requests. The challenge for us is to
ensure that ASR reaches the thresholdEU in the average
sense of many task assignments.

(2) Worker Travel Distance (WTD). Long distance will
inevitably affect the efficiency of task execution. The
goal is to keep the actual worker-task distance as small
as possible on average.

(3) Average Number of Notified Workers (ANW). ANW
affects both the communication overhead of the GR and
the computation overhead of the matching algorithm.
Its goal is to inform as few workers as possible without
compromise on the ASR.

(4) Average Hop Count Required for Geocast (HOP). In
practice, task notifications to workers in GR are sent
by hop-by-hop wireless communication. HOP means
the hop count required to disseminate the task request
to all workers in given region. We approximate HOP
as diameter of the GR divided by the diameter of the
communication range (100 meters for WiFi).

(5) Digital Compactness Measurement (DCM). Based on
the assumption that the communication cost is propor-
tional to the minimum bounding circle that covers GR,
the ratio of the GR area to the area of the smallest
circumscribing circle, denoted by DCM, is adopted to
measure the compactness of GR. Generally, the high
compactness of the GR is helpful in reducing communi-
cation costs. The challenge is to make DCM as close to 1
as possible.

5 SELECTION STRATEGIES AND PRIVACY ANALY-
SIS

In this section, we introduce three practical cell selection
strategies involved in the R-HT scheme in detail and give
privacy analysis of the whole system framework.

5.1 Cell Selection by Quality Scoring
The goal of our scheme is firstly to reduce communication
cost and improve the success rate of task assignment when
constructing GR for a single task, which requires suitable
strategy of cell selection. The utility function involving
worker count and worker-task distance is usually used in
previous schemes, such as G-GR. It selects a neighboring cell
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Fig. 5: Effect of applying LGR on scheme performance
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Fig. 6: Effect of applying “Break” strategy on scheme performance

with the maximum utility in each step, which would makes
the number of cells in GR as small as possible. Indeed, in
the two-level grids structure, the difference of worker counts
between cells is often small. For the neighboring level-2
cells, cell-task distances are close to each other, but the gaps
on area are often very large, even dozens of times, while the
utility function ignores the influence of the area. This will
inevitably increase communication overhead. For this rea-
son, we consider to harness quality scoring function derived
from the exponential mechanism which comprehensively
takes all of the three factors into account. We compare the
effects of utility function and quality scoring on Yelp (Ye.)
dataset, see Fig. 4. Both functions fs and fd are assigned as
linear mappings to [1, 10] based on series of experiments.
For more detailed experimental settings, see Section 6.1.

From the perspective of the quality scoring function
versus the utility function, experimental results on real-
time data show that the G-GS (using scoring) performs a
little better than G-GR (using utility), and G-GS improves
3.1%, 1.1%, 1.2% and 2.9% on WTD, HOP, ANW and DCM,
respectively. This has no increase on ASR, while both of the
new schemes with historical data learning, G-HS and G-
HU, have 4.0% increase on ASR. The G-HS (using scoring)
maintains the above advantages on the above four indexes,
since G-GS and G-HS prefer small cells with high worker
density. The above analysis reflects fully the advantages of
quality scoring function strategy.

From the perspective of using historical data, it can be
seen that G-HS and G-HU (with historical data) have higher
ASR than EU , while most of results for G-GS and G-GU
failed to meet EU . Indeed, some negative noises in level-2
cells reduce worker count to be less than 0 and the cells’
utility is usually set zero. In the GR construction stage, the
cells with a high noisy count are preferred which makes
that more cells with positive noise are selected into GR
in probability and more positive virtual counts generate.

Then the noisy utility of GR is generally higher than the
real value. In other words, when the noisy U reaches EU ,
sometimes the real U may not. As for using historical data
learning, the zero allocation of privacy budget in the level-
2 partition makes the (counting) noise scale smaller, the
deviation between noisy and real U is smaller so that the
(real) ASR increases naturally. By the comparison of G-
HS Ad (adjusting EU of G-HS point by point to make its
ASR value close to that of G-GS) to G-GS, we find out that in
the average sense the indexes, WTD, HOP, ANW and DCM
using historical data are 3.7%, 6.4%, 3.9% and 3.7% better
than those using real data, respectively.

5.2 Local Maximum Geocast Reigon

In order to improve the compactness of GR, we set a
local maximum geocast radius rloc by adaptive search when
selecting cells. We consider all cells in Local Maximum Geocast
Reigon (LGR) as a whole, calculate the average distance by
weighting with the absolute value of noisy counts, and then
estimate the utility of the area. The initial value of rloc is the
average distance from the task to the four corners of the cell
covering the task, and it increases with the fixed step that
equals half the width of the smallest cell in whole domain,
until the approximate utility reaches EU . The algorithm for
finding LGR is shown in Algorithm 2.

We consider the effect of the LGR trick by performing
experiments on NYTaxi (Ta.) dataset, and the results are
shown in Fig. 5.

From the comparisons of R-GS (with LGR trick) to G-
GS, and R-HS (with LGR trick) to G-HS, respectively, we
observe that applying LGR does not obviously weaken the
ASR. However, it performs effectively on other metrics, es-
pecially improves 13.9% and 19.3% (WTD), 3.5% and 5.1%
(HOP), 5.0% and 6.8% (ANW), 12.3% and 19.1% (DCM),
respectively, with the privacy budget of 1.0. After adjusting
the EU to make the ASR of the four schemes approximately
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Algorithm 2 Finding LGR

Input: PSD, task t
Output: local radius rloc

1: Find the level-2 cell ct that covers t
2: Comput the distance r0 between t and ct
3: Comfirm the half width Dmin of the minimal cell
4: Compute ct ’s utility Ut
5: Init U = Ut, rloc = r0

6: If U ≥ EU , return rloc

7: rloc = rloc +Dmin

8: Add all cells in the rloc area to the set R̃ = {c1, c2, ..., cn}

9: Ñ = (N1, N2, ..., Nn) includes the noisy worker counts
of cells in R̃

10: Compute the average distance of workers to t in rloc

area, d̄ =
∑n

i=1(distance(ci,t)×|Ni|)∑n
i=1|Ni|

11: Nsum =
∑n
i=1Ni

12: The average AR in LGR is (1− d̄/MTD)×MAR
13: If Nsum > 0 then U = 1− (1−AR)Nsum

14: Goto Line 6

the same, the advantage of the R-HS is more prominent on
the metrics. Compared with R-GS, R-HS improves 5.0%,
5.6%, 6.8% and 3.0%, respectively. In Section 6, a series
of experiments will demonstrate the effects of our budget
allocation strategy with partition simulation by historical
data learning from multiple perspectives.

5.3 Break for Nonpositive Neighbor Case

As is mentioned in Section 5.1, adding noise generates some
negative cells (where noisy count of workers is negative)
which have no contributions on utility. For this, we set
a ”Break” strategy. Except for the initial cell that covers
task t, when the alternative neighboring cells are all non-
positive, the current GR are returned directly. We focus on
the ”Break” strategy with experiments on the Gowalla (Go.)
dataset, and the results are given in Fig. 6.

It can be seen from the CELL index (number of cells in
GR) that with application of ”Break” strategy the CELL is
reduced by 1.0% without causing a significant decrease in
ASR. This indicates that the real utility contribution of so-
called negative cell is relatively small in the average sense.
Besides, the WTD and HOP are reduced by about 0.4% and
0.3%, respectively.

Noise on 
Whole Domain

Noise in 
Level-2 Cells

Sampling 
Simulation

Current
Data

Current
Data

PSD Stage

GR Construction Stage

Sequential

1    2 0 

 

3 (1 )    

(1 )  



Historical
Data

Fig. 7: Privacy budget allocation of R-HT scheme

5.4 Privacy Analysis

In this section, we focus on the analysis of privacy budget
allocation and protection in the whole system framework.
The budget allocation is detailed as in Fig. 7.

Firstly, due to the nature of unbounded DP, we have to
allocate a small fraction of privacy budget to noisy count of
the total locations in the domain for level-1 partition.

Secondly, for level-2 partition we employ historical data
learning to make sampling simulation of current distribu-
tion. Usually the prediction by learning of historical loca-
tions has correlation of real-time data no matter whether
noises are added on original data. For this, we use the prob-
ability distribution determined by the predicted propor-
tion on counts to perform random sampling (i.i.d.), which
achieves a nice simulation of current distribution without
privacy costs. Such a method helps us learn the overall
distribution of locations in the statistical sense. Based on
the sampled points (only used for local counting) generated
independently, any adversary can not guess which (level-1)
cell a specific worker is currently located in. Moreover, the
level-2 partition costs no privacy budget.

Thirdly, in the GR construction stage, real-time data is
imported into the partitioned grid, and Laplace noise of
main privacy budget is added to each level-2 cell in parallel.

Finally, the involved learning on historical data, “Break”
strategy and LGR operations suit the characteristics of
post-processing (Theorem 3), and the whole system scheme
satisfies ε-DP protection.

6 PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we mainly present an experimental evalua-
tion of our R-HT scheme. In particular, we compare R-HT
with previous schemes, like G-GR.

6.1 Experimental Methodology

Experimental comparison. Historical data learning tech-
nique has been proved to provide relatively high predictive
accuracy [20, 21]. In order to verify the system quality of the
proposed R-HT scheme, we carry out a series of experiments
to compare it with the GDY [4], G-GR [6] and G-GS. Indeed,
the G-GS scheme is modified from G-GR, where the utility
rule is replaced by quality scoring for cell selections.

These privacy frameworks are achieved based on the
notion of unbounded DP. Then the sensitivity of workers’
count in each grid (or region) is 1, that is, while the maxi-
mum increase or decrease is 1 for the total number of work-
ers, such a change may occur in any cell [28]. Compared
with unbounded DP, the sensitivity in bounded DP case is
2, and the increase of noise scale would significantly affect
the success rate of task assignment.

Selection of Datasets. We use three real datasets: NYTaxi
(NYC’s Taxi Trip Data), Gowalla and Yelp.

NYTaxi is a New York taxi location dataset. We extract
taxi pickup positions in New York City during 21 days,
May 1 to 21, 2013. The first 20 days are used as historical
data, and 27,165 positions on May 21 as real-time data. Each
pickup position is modeled as a worker position in spatial
crowdsourcing (SC). Since most of the taxi pickup positions
are distributed on the city’s main roads, in order to better
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Fig. 8: Performance of geocast schemes with varying privacy budget ε

simulate the actual positions of workers, we randomly and
uniformly blur each position into a circle centered at the
current position and with the radius (Blur Radius, BR) of 80
meters.

Gowalla is a social network check-in dataset. We extract
the check-in locations for 42 days from September 5 to
October 16, 2010. Due to the large geographic span of data,
we reduce the geographical distance by a ratio of 1 : 280.
Every two days are regarded as a period, and the last
period includes 6,736 location points for real-time data. Each
restaurant location is modeled as a worker position in SC,
and the BR is 250 meters.

Yelp corresponds to some data of the Phoenix area of
Arizona. We take location data from March 2014 to August
2017 and assign 2 months as a period. The last period with
17,730 locations was used as real-time data. We also model
the location of each restaurant as a worker position in SC,
BR is 600 meters.

TABLE 2: Parameters of Datasets

Name
Historical

Locations

Real-time

Workers
MTD/m Tasks

NYTaxi (Ta.) 841080 27165 300

2000Gowalla (Go.) 133771 6736 1200

Yelp (Ye.) 363330 17730 3000

We can set scenes for the above three datasets separately.
NYTaxi dataset can be regarded as a taxi ordering scene in
the downtown. The maximum distance for taxi drivers to
perform orders is 500 m. MTD is 300 m, usually equal to
90% of MCD which is determined by Eq. (7). For Gowalla,

we can consider a takeaway booking scenario in which the
maximum order distance is 2 km, and then the MTD is 1.2
km. Yelp can be a model of an auto repair scenario. The max-
imum order distance is 5 km and MTD is 3 km. Besides,
2,000 positions are randomly and uniformly selected from
the worker positions as task points. The relevant parameters
of the datasets are shown in Table 2.

In our experimental settings, privacy budget ε ∈
{0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0}, expected utility EU ∈
{0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9}, and maximum task acceptance prob-
ability MAR ∈ {0.05, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.25}. The default
values for ε, EU and MAR are set to 0.5, 0.9 and 0.1,
respectively. The functions fs and fd involved in quality
scoring function are linear mappings to [1, 10] from the
interval between minimum and maximum areas of cells,
and between the half length of diagonal line in the minimal
cell and MTD, respectively.

The utility loss caused by DP can be seen more intu-
itively by performing a non-privacy scheme, which con-
structs GR by selecting workers closest to the task one
by one within the MTD reigon. The HOP value of GR is
defined as the distance between the two farthest workers.
As for GDY and G-GR, in order to avoid the influence of the
randomness of noise on partitioning, we carry out the whole
process 50 times to obtain 50 groups of results and get their
average values. For R-HT, the simulation process of grids
partition is independently executed 10 times, which results
in 10 groups of partitioned grids. The real-time location
counting noise in each level-2 cell is randomly added for
20 times separately, and then a total of 200 PSD snapshots
are generated. For all schemes, 2000 single-task assignments
are performed on each map, regardless of possible conflicts
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Fig. 9: Performance of geocast schemes with varying acceptance rate MAR

between task assignments, so as to obtain stable results
of performance evaluation of each scheme under this sce-
nario (single worker requested for single task). Next, we
investigate the effects of varying privacy budget, MAR and
expected utility, respectively, and also evaluate LGR-based
heuristics and the running time of the schemes for feasibility.

6.2 Task Allocation Evaluation
In this section, we evaluate the performance of R-HT and
some closely related schemes on three datasets by varying
parameters, including privacy budget ε, maximal accep-
tance rate MAR, and expected utility EU . Performance is
measured by the five main metrics presented in Section 4.4.

6.2.1 Effect of Varying Privacy Budget
We firstly investigate the impact of varying the privacy
budget while keeping the other parameters at their de-
faults, see Fig. 8. With the default EU=0.9, almost all ASR
values of R-HT reach the threshold, while G-GR fails in
most cases. As for WTD, HOP and DCM, R-HT is 9.7%,
1.0% and 7.2% better than G-GR on average, and has a
maximum increase of 11.9%, 2.1% and 8.4%, respectively.
This demonstrates that R-HT ensures basically that the task
acceptance probability reaches EU , and it behaves better
than G-GR in other metrics. The reason is that the use
of historical data significantly reduces the noise added to
the grid partition and real-data publication. Smaller noise
makes the adaptively generated grids more suitable and
yields that cell selections are inclined to be of higher density
and closer distance. Besides, the ASR of R-HT in NYTaxi
is relatively low. In fact, the location distribution is very

concentrative on roads, which yields many smaller cells
locally. MTD is set small, which makes AR decreasing
sharply with the increase of distance. Then the larger count
of cells needed for GR results in more virtual locations, and
the real ASR will be lower when noisy ASR reaches EU .

By adjusting EU to R-HT and GDY to make the ASR
of all schemes almost the same, the advantage of R-HT Ad
(R-HT with adjusted EU ) is more obvious. Compared with
G-GR, the average decrease of HOP for R-HT Ad and G-GS
is 9.0% and 2.9%, respectively. R-HT Ad behaves perfect
on WTD, with an average reduction of 16.8%, while it
reduced the notified workers (ANW) by 9.4% compared
with G-GR. In addition, we observe that for the change
of DCM, GDY makes the best performance. Indeed, GDY
has the coarsest partitioning granularity, which results in
the smallest number of selected cells, even the cell covering
task is enough forGR. The DCM of R-HT Ad is 8.7% higher
than that of G-GR because of applying LGR strategy.

To sum up, within the wide range of privacy budget,
R-HT can basically meet EU , effectively reduce the actual
system cost for task assignments, and also improve the
compactness of GR for effectively saving communication
costs, which improves system operation efficiency compre-
hensively.

6.2.2 Effect of Varying MAR
We observe the metrics for R-HT by changing MAR and
make some comparisons, see Fig. 9. The experimental results
show that the increase of MAR reduces the HOP and WTD
soon, because it increases AR of each worker and fewer
workers nearby are needed for achieving the requirements
of EU . Further, with the increase of MAR, the decrease
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Fig. 10: Performance of geocast schemes with varying expected utility EU

of cell count in GR is more obvious than the impact of
changing EU . Except for a few points, the ASR of R-HT
meets EU , while the ASR of G-GR fails on nearly a half of
points. Compared with the G-GR, the average improvement
of R-HT Ad on the WTD, HOP, ANW and DCM are 15.7%,
9.2%, 8.9% and 5.8%, respectively.

6.2.3 Effect of Varying EU
We observe the influence of changing EU on the metrics of
R-HT and other schemes. Obviously, when EU increases,
the GR area increases, and so do both WTD and HOP. The
results show that for varied EU , each ASR of R-HT meets
the threshold and the WTD and HOP are always smaller
than those of G-GR, respectively. With the increase of EU ,
the gaps are wider due to more cells necessarily selected.
When EU equals 0.9, the gaps between R-HT Ad and G-
GR on WTD, HOP, ANW and DCM are up to 12.6%, 7.0%,
7.4% and 4.0%, respectively.

In conclusion for Sections 6.2.1 to 6.2.3, according to the
ASR results above, the R-HT basically reaches EU under
various parameter settings. In most cases, the G-GR fails to
reach EU , as is mentioned in Section 7.2.1 of [6]. Therefore,
G-GR does not address the challenge of achieving a high
success rate for the task assignment. To be specific, a total of
42 groups of ASR values are compared in different settings
of parameters ε, EU and MAR on three datasets. Among
them, 19 points of G-GR reach EU , accounting for 45.2%,
while 38 points of R-HT accounting for 92.9%, twice as
much as G-GR. We find out that the compliance rates of ASR
on Yelp, Gowalla and NYTaxi, G-GR is 50.0%, 50.0% and
35.7%, while R-HT 100.0%, 100.0% and 78.6%, respectively.
Both of the two schemes have some gaps on compliance rate

in NYTaxi due to the extremely concentrative distribution of
locations as is mentioned above.

6.3 Evaluation of LGR-Based Heuristics

Experimental results illustrate that LGR strategy improves
the schemes as is mentioned in Section 5.2. However, we
find that the local radius rloc computed by Algorithm 2
is sometimes too large. Indeed, in the GR construction
stage, the proportion that the whole LGR cells are still
not enough for reaching EU , for adopting 1.0 rloc(0.0%),
0.9 rloc(2.1%) and 0.88 rloc(4.3%) is very low. We perform
the R-HT schemes with 0.9rloc and 0.88rloc, respectively, to
compare with the improved hybrid scheme of the G-GR.
The experimental results on Gowalla are shown in Fig. 11.

When local radius rloc is reduced, the ASR of R-HT
decreases naturally. Indeed, with the reduction of rloc, there
are more tasks whose ASR can not achieve EU . In the case
of 0.88 rloc, most ASR values for Gowalla can still reach
EU , while the adoption of the G-GR hybrid scheme does
not improve obviously the ASR of G-GR. 0.88R-HT has a
clear advantage in WTD, 12.4% smaller than G-GR hybrid
on average. As for HOP, although the two schemes are
entangled to each other, 0.88R-HT still leads 0.3% overall.
On the ANW, 0.88R-HT is a bit higher due to the higher
ASR. Further, On DCM 0.88R-HT gradually loses the ad-
vantage, which is mainly related to the utility function of
G-GR hybrid, defined by

Ust = (1− ε)× u× (1− α) + ε× Comp× α, (12)

where α = 0.3, u represents the task acceptance probability
of cell s, and Comp is the DCM of GR with cell s included.
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Fig. 11: Comparison between R-HT with different rloc and G-GR hybrid on Gowalla

As ε increases, the DCM weight in the utility function
becomes larger. When ε is equal to 1.0, the utility function
only depends on DCM.

By comparing with non-privacy algorithm, we can ob-
serve that non-privacy has obvious advantages in WTD and
HOP because it has no grids. On ANW, we can see that
0.88R-HT, G-GR and G-GR hybrid are close to the non-
privacy scheme when ε equals 1.0, which indicates that the
three schemes behave well on reducing ANW, and among
them the ASR of 0.88R-HT is the highest at this point.

Besides, we mention that To et al. [6] proposed a partial
cell selection based on G-GR to deal with the ASR overflow
problem when adding the last cell to GR, which reduces
system overhead to some extent. However, due to the severe
challenge that the actual ASR fails to reach EU , the partial
cell selection undoubtedly aggravates this trouble, which is
demonstrated by our various experiments. Therefore, the
partial cell strategy in R-HT is not skipped in this paper.

6.4 Test on Running Time
In real life, despite the success rate of task assignment and
communication cost, the time costs from task request to
GR release is also very important. We divided the entire
assignment process of a single task into two major stages.
The first stage is the domain partitioning (stage A), which
includes the partitioning and adding noise to the number
of real-time workers. Due to using historical data, this stage
can be divided into the following two parts: Partitioning
with noisy historical data (Stage A1); Then, updating real-
time data and adding noise to the count of workers in level-
2 cells (Stage A2). The second stage is the GR construction
stage (Stage B).

We consider the following three comparisons in terms
of time consuming: First, the entire process (A+B), which
means the running time of the entire algorithm; Second,
updating real-time count in each cell and constructing GR
(A2+B) with fixed grids, which is applicable to scenarios
where the real-time data changes greatly in a period and we
need only to upload real-time data for updating GR; Third,
constructing GR after updating real-time data (B).

We use Python 2.7 on Windows 10 (2.4 GHZ Intel i5 CPU,
8G RAM) to run 2,000 tasks on 3 datasets, and calculate each
time cost by taking the average of 10 cycles, see Table 3.

It can be seen in the table that in stage B, R-HT takes a
relatively long time, because R-HT needs to calculate rloc,
cell’s utility and cell’s score. For Stage A2+B, compared
with stage B, updating data and adding noise only takes
a very small period of time (less than 1 ms), and there is no

TABLE 3: Time Consuming of R-HT and G-GR

Stage

Yelp

( worker count:

363330 + 17730)

Gowalla

( worker count:

133771 + 6736)

NYTaxi

( worker count:

841080 + 27165)

R-HT G-GR R-HT G-GR R-HT G-GR

B 20.4 ms 0.5 ms 9.8 ms 0.5 ms 16.9 ms 0.6 ms

A2+B 21.3 ms \ 10.1 ms \ 17.5 ms \

A+B 1.60 s 62 ms 0.56 s 22 ms 2.83 s 0.1 s

data updates in G-GR after partitioning. In Stage A+B, The
time consumption in partitioning is far greater than that in
GR construction, mainly due to the fact that the process of
historical data prediction costs much time in R-HT.

However, our scheme is very suitable for the case that
workers move rapidly, as is mentioned in Section 4.1. Fix
the grids and update real-time locations. This saves much
on running time (A2+B) compared with G-GR on A+B.

In a word, the running time of a single task on the three
datasets is within 3 seconds, which forms an approximate
direct proportion with the total count of real-time data,
which guarantees the timeliness and practicability of task
release in real life.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a location protection model for
worker dataset in SC based on DP, which ensures that the
privacy of worker locations is not disclosed at the task
assignment stage. As far as we know, we are the first to
introduce historical data learning and sampling simulation
into domain partitioning and then we achieved efficient al-
location of privacy budget. This significantly reduces scales
of random noises and enables the real ASR to reach the
expected utility threshold stably. Moreover, We introduced
several optimization techniques for constructing GR, par-
ticularly the newly designed quality scoring function. Our
experimental results on real data demonstrated that the
proposed R-HT scheme reduces the system overhead, and
the time cost is practical.

Currently, we analyze a single-task (single-worker only)
framework for privacy protection of worker locations based
on historical data learning. If there is only real-time data,
data segmentation (one part for domain partitioning and the
other for GR construction) can achieve parallel composition
of privacy budget, which will be discussed in a forthcoming
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paper. As future work, we aim to extend the privacy frame-
work for the scenario of multi-task parallel assignments in
SC and explore new cell selection strategies.
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