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With the development of smart city, user data are all transformed in encrypted form 

to protect user privacy. Secure comparison in encrypted form is the fundamental opera-
tion of many secure encrypted data analysis tasks, such as secure k-NN query and classi-
fication, Bayesian classification. Thus, it is important to achieve an efficient secure en-
crypted data comparison scheme. Recently, some methods have been put forward to 
support secure comparison over encrypted data. Nevertheless, the existing solutions are 
still inefficient in practical. In this paper, we propose a novel encrypted data comparison 
protocol based on a hybrid approach of Paillier cryptosystem and garbled circuits. Our 
scheme reveals nothing about encrypted data and comparison result, and is provably se-
cure under semi-honest model. Additionally, our proposed protocol can achieve higher 
efficiency, compared with the state-of-the-art scheme. Finally, we indicate the security 
and efficiency of our scheme by theoretical analysis and experiment evaluations. 
 
Keywords: secure comparison, cloud computing, homomorphic cryptosystem, garbled 
circuits, privacy preserving 
 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 

Smart city [26] aims to provide more efficient, sustainable, competitive, productive, 
open and transparent place to live. Recently, smart city has gained much attention both in 
academia and business. Smart city uses information and communication technologies to 
enhance all aspects of the city, from local economy, transport and traffic management to 
quality of citizen life and e-governance [26, 27]. Cloud computing plays an important 
role in smart city. Most of services offered in smart city are based on cloud computing. 
Users can interact with these services through heterogeneous networks [30, 31], which 
will disclose many user data to cloud servers or attackers. User data contain sensitive 
private information and thus should not be revealed to cloud server. Otherwise, citizens 
might refrain from using smart city services. For example, user may provide his phone 
number, personal preferences to server in recommender system [18]. If the server obtains 
the private information, it can infer more sensitive information about user based on some 
priori knowledges. Encrypting data can effectively protect the privacy of sensitive data. 
However, encryption makes it difficult to implement statistical data analysis over the user 
data, which is the essential task in many data mining applications. How to complete the 
data analysis task without hampering data privacy is considered as a big challenge [6]. 

Since smart city collates significant amounts of data about their citizens, it is neces-
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sary to develop some efficient protocols to handle these datasets. Especially if the dataset 
is in encrypted form, this work becomes more difficult. Many works have been done to 
solve this problem. Some works focus on secure query over outsourced database. For 
example, Elmehdwi et al. [4] construct secure k-NN query scheme over encrypted dataset 
based on Paillier homomorphic encryption. Zhu et al. propose secure k-NN query [22] 
with a novel combination of random matrix transformation and additively homomorphic 
encryption. Xu et al. [28] propose secure k-NN query scheme over outsourced database 
based on oblivious RAM. Besides, Liu et al. [23-25] propose some protocols for the ef-
ficient implementation of public key encryption. Ren et al. [29] construct an efficient 
mutual verifiable provable data possession scheme to protect outsourced data integrity. 
In this paper, we focus on one of fundamental operations in analyzing encrypted data, 
secure comparison. For example, secure k-NN query [4, 22], secure multi-keyword 
ranked search [19-21] all need to invoke secure comparison to complete each computing 
tasks. Secure comparison takes two encrypted integers as input and outputs encrypted 
comparison result without allowing users to learn anything about the plaintext hidden in 
the encrypted input and the comparison result. 

So far, researchers have proposed various methods to solve the problem of secure 
comparison over encrypted data. Existing secure comparison works are based on homo-
morphic cryptosystem and garbled circuits. Recently, in [17], Samanthula et al. use se-
cure bit-decomposition [16] to convert encrypted integer into encryptions of bits, and 
then propose a novel secure bitwise comparison protocol based on Paillier cryptosystem 
to compare these encryptions of bits. Though their protocol can securely compare en-
crypted data, it involves a large amount of time-consuming computations in secure bit- 
decomposition and bitwise comparison, which makes the protocol computationally inef-
ficient. For example, it needs 3l encryptions, l+1 decryptions to convert encrypted integer 
into encryptions of bits and 14l encryptions, 7l decryptions to securely compare these 
encryptions of bits, when comparing two encrypted l-bit values. Thus, in this paper, we 
focus on the problem of secure comparison without bit-decomposition. In [5], Erkin et al. 
propose a secure comparison protocol without bit decomposition (denoted as SCh). Their 
work can just complete comparison between two encrypted values using bitwise com-
parison protocol. Note that bitwise comparison protocol still takes many time-consuming 
operations on encrypted data, we prefer to overcome this weakness on efficiency by us-
ing Yao’s garbled circuits. Yao’s garbled circuits provide an efficient solution for com-
paring two private data without leaking each private data. Many works have been pro-
posed to compare encrypted data using comparison garbled circuits, such as [17], denot-
ed as SCg. Through the analysis in our paper, however, we find that SCg is still time 
consuming. As secure comparison needs to be performed frequently when analyzing 
encrypted data, more efficient protocols for secure comparison over encrypted data are 
required. 

To overcome the weakness of existing schemes, we propose a novel secure com-
parison protocol SCED based on a hybrid approach of homomorphic encryption and 
garbled circuits in this paper. Our main contributions in this paper are as follows. 

 
1. We present SCED, a secure comparison protocol over encrypted data. Our SCED 

needs less encryptions, decryptions and smaller garbled circuits compared to existing 
works based on homomorphic encryption or garbled circuits. 
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2. We theoretically prove our protocol is secure under semi-honest model. Besides, we 
analyze the complexity of our protocol, which indicates that our scheme is efficient 
than existing works as shown in section 6. 

3. We conduct experiments to evaluate the performance of our protocol and compare it 
with existing works. The experiment results are consistent with our theoretical analy-
sis. 

 
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the related work. In 

Section 3, we introduce Paillier cryptosystem and Yao’s garbled circuits, which will be 
used in our protocol. Section 4 introduces our system model and framework. Section 5 
proposes our new efficient comparison protocol SCED. Section 6 provides security and 
complexity analysis of our SCED. Section 7 utilizes experiments to evaluate our execu-
tion cost and compare it with existing works. At last, Section 8 concludes the paper. 

2. RELATED WORK 

Many protocols have been proposed to implement secure comparison over encrypt-
ed data. As mentioned in Section 1, these existing protocols are based on homomorphic 
cryptosystem or garbled circuits. 

2.1 Secure Comparison based on Homomorphic Cryptosystem 

Damgard et al. [3] propose a protocol for secure comparison of integers based on 
homomorphic encryption. In their work, they first propose a homomorphic encryption 
scheme (called DGK encryption). Then they propose a bitwise comparison protocol 
based on DGK encryption. Garay et al. [7] propose two new solutions to the secure in-
teger comparison problem by using threshold homomorphic cryptosystem. In [17], Sa-
manthula et al. propose a novel bitwise comparison protocol based on Paillier encryption. 
However, the inputs of these comparison protocols are all encryptions of individual bits 
rather than simple encrypted integers. Secure bit-decomposition protocol [2] can convert 
an encrypted integer into encryptions of individual bits, making it possible to compare 
two encrypted integers through secure bitwise comparison protocol. However, secure 
bit-decomposition protocol involves expensive computations, which makes the whole 
secure comparison of encrypted integers computationally inefficient. 

Nishide et al. [14] construct an efficient comparison protocol without depending on 
the bit-composition protocol. Although their comparison protocol is based on secret 
sharing, it can also be used to achieve comparison of encrypted data. Their comparison 
protocol is efficient than the comparison protocol relying on bit-decomposition. Erkin et 
al. propose a comparison protocol without bit-composition in [5] using DGK encryption 
and bitwise comparison protocol proposed in [3]. However, secure bitwise comparison 
protocol still takes too much expensive computation. 

2.2 Secure Comparison based on Garbled Circuits 

Yao’s garbled circuits are very efficient in processing integer comparison. In [1]. 
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Chun et al. present a secure comparison protocol by using add and comparison circuits. 
They first share encrypted data between two parties, and then use garbled circuits to ob-
tain the comparison result with a random value. Finally, the protocol outputs encrypted 
comparison result using the homomorphic property of Paillier encryption. Liu et al. [13] 
propose a secure minimum protocol selecting minimum from multiple encrypted values. 
Their approach is based on homomorphic encryption and Yao’s garbled circuits, yielding 
one to two orders of magnitude improvement in running time compared to existing works 
based on homomorphic encryption. In this paper, we find their protocol involves lager 
garbled circuits, such that their protocol is still time consuming. 

3. PRELIMINARIES 

3.1 Paillier Cryptosystem  

Paillier cryptosystem [15] is an additively homomorphic public key encryption al-
gorithm. The main steps involved in Paillier cryptosystem include: 
 
Key Generation: Select two large prime numbers p, q and a generator g of Z*

N2. The 
public key is pk = (N, g), where N = pq and the secret key is sk = (p, q). Here, L(x) = (x 
 1)/N. 
 
Encryption: Let m be a number in plaintext space ZN. Select a random r from Z*

N, the 
ciphertext of m is 

2( ) mod .m N
pkE m g r N     (1) 

Decryption: Given a cipheretext Epk(m), using the secret key sk, compute  = lcm(p1, q 
1) and the plaintext hidden in Epk(m) is 

2

2

( ( ) mod )
(mod ).

( mod )
pkL E m N

m N
L g N



     (2) 

As a probabilistic homomorphic encryption, Paillier cryptosystem has following 
properties: 
 
Homomorphic addition: Given two ciphertexts Epk(m1), Epk(m2) and kZN, it has 

),()()( 2121 mmEmEmE pkpkpk      (3) 

1 1( ) ( ).k
pk pkE m E km     (4) 

Semantic security: Given a set of ciphertexts, an adversary cannot deduce any infor-
mation about the plaintexts. 

3.2 Yao’s Garbled Circuits 

Garbled circuits [9] allow two semi-honest parties to compute an arbitrary function 
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without leaking any information about any input. There are two parities in garbled cir-
cuits, called constructor and evaluator respectively. Constructor prepares a garbled ver-
sion of a circuit, while evaluator obliviously computes the output of the circuit without 
learning any intermediate values. We refer readers to [11] for more details. 

Two different ADD garbled circuits will be adopted in this paper to construct our 
secure comparison protocol. One ADD circuit called ADD1 takes two l-bit integers x and 
y as input, and outputs an l-bit integer z, such that z = x+y mod 2l. Another ADD circuit 
called ADD2 takes two l-bit integers x and y as input, and outputs an (l+1)-bit integer z, 
such that z = x + y. 

4. SYSTEM MODEL AND FRAMEWORK 

4.1 System Model 

In this paper, we assume there are two non-colluding users, denoted as CS1 and CS2. 
CS1 has two encrypted data Epk(x) and Epk(y) (0  x, y < 2l) and x, y are not known to both 
CS1 and CS2, while CS2 has the secret key sk. CS1 wants to obtain the relationship of x 
and y in encrypted form, denoted as Epk(),  =1 if x  y, otherwise  = 0. Since x, y are 
available to CS1 only in encrypted form, CS1 needs to obtain Epk()with the help of CS2. 
Note that both CS1 and CS2 should not learn any information about , x and y during the 
comparison process. Besides, we assume these two non-colluding users are semi-honest 
(i.e., honest-but-curious) [8], that is each participant correctly follows the protocol, but 
tries to learn more information than the output using what he obtains during the protocol 
excution. 

4.2 Framework 

SCh in [5] not only achieves secure comparison over encrypted data but also gives a 
framework to securely compare encrypted data. This framework can be concluded as 
three main steps. 

 
1. CS1 computes Epk(z) = Epk(xy+2l). Then CS1 chooses a random (l+k+1)-bit value r1 

ZN, where k is a security parameter, and l+k+1  log2N. CS1 computes Epk(d) = 
Epk(z)Epk(r1) = Epk(z+r1), and sends it to CS2. Then CS2 decrypts Epk(d), obtains d  
z+r1. 

2. CS1 obtains the encrypted value Epk(z mod 2l) with the help of CS2. 
3. CS1 gets the comparison result 2 2( ) ( )* ( mod2 ).

l l l

pk pk pkE E z E z
   

 
The core of this framework is step 2, e.g. securely computing Epk(z mod 2l), while r1 

mod 2l is held by CS1, and d mod 2l is held by CS2. In SCh, CS1 firstly needs to get an 
encryption Epk() of a binary value indicating whether d mod 2l < r1 mod 2l using secure 
bitwise comparison, and then computes Epk(z mod 2l) as follows. 

)(*)2mod(*)2mod()2mod( 2
1

1 
l

pk
l

pk
l

pk
l

pk ErEdEzE      (5) 

However, secure bitwise comparison protocol takes many encryptions and decryp-
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tions, thus the cost is too expensive. For example, secure bitwise comparison proposed in 
[17] needs 14l encryptions and 7l decryptions, when comparing two l-bit encrypted val-
ues. In this paper, we use garbled circuits to efficiently complete step 2 and propose a 
novel solution to securely compute Epk(z mod 2l) based on ADD garbled circuit. Then, 
we construct our novel secure comparison protocol based on this framework. Details are 
described in next section. 

5. THE PROPOSED PROTOCOL 

In this section, we propose a novel secure comparison protocol SCED based on a 
hybrid approach of homomorphic cryptosystem and garbled circuits, which effectively 
combines the idea of SCh and the property of garbled circuits. In our SCED, we use a 
more efficient approach to securely compute Epk(z mod 2l) instead of secure bitwise com- 
parison protocol. Our new approach is based on the following property. 
 
Property 1: Given two l-bit integers x and y as the input of an add circuit, we can re-
move the final carry bit and get an l-bit output s, such that s  (x + y) mod 2l. 

We combine this property with garbled circuits, efficiently computing the value 
Epk(z mod 2l). Furthermore, we propose our new secure comparison protocol SCED 
shown in Protocol 1, which needs less encryptions, decryptions and smaller garbled cir-
cuits. Details about SCED are described as follows. 

CS1 firstly selects a random (l+k+1)-bit value Nr Z , where k is a security parameter 
and l+k+1≪log2N, and computes 

)()2(*)(*)()( 11
1 rzErEyExEaE pk

l
pkpkpkpk       (6) 

where 2 .lz x y   Then CS1 sends Epk(a) to CS2. After receiving Epk(a), CS2 decrypts it 
using the secret key sk and obtains 1a z r  . Note that CS2 cannot learn anything about 
the value z due to the random value r1 masking it. 

After this, CS1, CS2 compute (r1 mod 2l), (a mod 2l) respectively. It’s easy for CS1 
and CS2 to finish this computation since r1 and a are known to CS1, CS2 respectively. 
Then, CS1 as the circuit evaluator further constructs a garbled circuit based on the follow 
steps. 

Add (a mod 2l) and (−r1 mod 2l) using an add circuit ADD1. Note that the result  = 
z mod 2l, as part of the circuit, is not known to CS1, CS2. 

CS1 selects a random (l+k)-bit value r2 and adds r2 to  using an add circuit ADD2. 
The circuit outputs the computation result  =  + r2 to CS2 (i.e., the circuit evaluator). 

After requiring , CS2 returns Epk(b) to CS1 where Epk(b) = Epk((a)/2l). Finally, 
CS1 obtains the output Epk() by computing 

).2/)((*)()( 21
1 l

pkpkpk rrEbEE       (7) 

The correctness of SCED can be proved as follows. As 0  x, y < 2l, z = x  y + 2l is 
a positive (l+1)-bit value. The most significant bit (denoted as zl) of z can be used to in-
dicate the relationship of x and y. That is zl = 1 if x  y, otherwise zl = 0. The value zl can 
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be computed as zl = 2-l(z(z mod 2l)). However, the value Epk(z mod 2l) cannot easily be 
computed since the value x, y are available to CS1 only in encrypted form. CS1 needs to 
compute Epk(z mod 2l) with the help of CS2. 

Thus, CS1 firstly chooses a random (l+k+1)-bit value r1ZN and computes Epk(a) = 
Epk(z+r1). Then, SC1 sends Epk(a) to CS2. CS2 decrypts Epk(a) to obtain a = z+r1. Since r1 
is restricted to (l+k+1)bit and l+k+1 << log2N, z+r1 will not lead to an overflow (z+r1> 
N), that is a  z+ r1. Thus we have z mod 2l = (a mod 2lr1 mod 2l) mod 2l. We use an 
add circuit ADD1 with inputs (a mod 2l) and (r1 mod 2l) to get the value (z mod 2l). 
Then we additively blind (z mod 2l) using another add circuit ADD2 and a random value 
r2 chosen by CS1. The final output of this garbled circuit is  = z mod 2l + r2, which is 
only known to the garbled circuit evaluator CS2. CS2 then computes Epk(b) = Epk((a)/2l) 
and returns it to CS1. CS1 calculates the final comparison result as follows. 

)(

)2/))2mod(((

)2/)(2/))2mod(((

)2/)((*)()(

2121

21
1

lpk

ll
pk

lll
pk

l
pkpkpk

zE

zzE

rrrzrzE

rrEbEE







 

    (8) 

 
Protocol 1: Secure Comparison Protocol Over Encrypted Data (SCED) 
Input: CS1 has two encrypted values Epk(x), Epk(y) without knowing plaintext x and y (0 
≤ x, y < 2l). CS2 has the secret key sk. 
Output: CS1 obtains the encrypted comparison result Epk(), where  = 1 if x ≥ y, and 0 
otherwise. Note that both CS1 and CS2 should learn nothing about x, y and  during the 
comparison process. 
1: CS1 selects a random (l+k+1)-bit value r1, computes 

1

1 1( ) ( )* ( )* ( 2 ) ( )l

pk pk pk pk pkE a E x E y E r E z r    , sends Epk(a) to CS2 

2: CS2 decrypts Epk(a), and gets a = z+ r1 
3: CS1, CS2 compute (r1 mod 2l), (a mod 2l) respectively, then construct a garbled circuit 

based on the follow steps 
 Add (a mod 2l) and (−r1 mod 2l) using an add circuit ADD1 and outputs γ, as part of 

the circuit 
 CS1 selects a random (l + k)-bit value r2, adds r2 to γ using an add circuit ADD2. 
 The circuit outputs the computation result  = γ+r2 to CS2 

4: CS2 gets the result of the garbled circuit. Then he computes Epk(b) = Epk((a)/2l) and 
sends it to CS1. 

5: CS1 receives Epk(b) and obtains the output 

1

1 2( ) ( )* (( ) / 2 )l

pk pk pkE E b E r r    

6. EVALUATION 

6.1 Security Analysis 

In this section, we formally prove the security of our SCED protocol under semi- 
honest model. That is each participant is assumed to correctly follow the stated steps and 
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CS1, CS2 do not collude with each other. We consider the view of CS1 and CS2 in our 
SCED as follows. 
 
CS1: In SCED protocol, CS1 can only get the encrypted value Epk(b) and final output Epk(). 
CS1 cannot learn any useful information from these ciphertexts, because all these values 
are encrypted using Paillier homomorphic encryption and Paillier is semantically secure. 
 
CS2: In SCED, CS2 has the secret key and can decrypt Epk(a) to get the plaintext a. 
However, CS2 cannot get anything about x, y from value a due to the random value r1 
masking xy+2l, giving it 2−k statistical security. Besides, CS2 can get the value  = z 
mod 2l + r2, which is still no useful for CS2 since r2 additively blinds the value z mod 2l. 

 
Besides, the security of garbled circuits has been formally proved in [12]. In all, our 

SCED leaks no useful information about x, y and , thus our SCED protocol is secure. 

6.2 Computational Complexity 

Table 1 lists the computational complexity of existing approaches SCh, SCg and our 
SCED. The detailed analysis about these protocols is as follows. 

SCh invokes secure bitwise comparison protocol to compute Epk(z mod 2l). In this 
paper, we prefer to use the bitwise comparison protocol proposed in [17], which is based 
on Paillier encryption. The total computation cost in SCh is 14l+2 encryptions, 7l decryp-
tions. 

SCg needs 4 encryptions, 2 decryptions and a garbled circuit consisting of three 
ADD2 garbled circuits and one comparison garbled circuit to get the encrypted compar-
ison result. Considering the free-XOR technique [11], the computation cost of garbled 
circuits only depends on the number of non-XOR gates in the circuit. Using garbled cir-
cuits designed in [10], the number of non-XOR gates in the add circuit and comparison 
circuit with two l-bit as input are all l. The total computation cost in SCg is 4 encryptions, 
2 decryptions and 4l+4k+1 non-XOR gates. 

In SCED protocol, we use both homomorphic encryption and Yao’s garbled circuits 
to achieve the comparison of two encrypted data. Only 3 encryptions, 1 decryption and 
two different add garbled circuits need to be performed in our SCED protocol. Consid-
ering that ADD1 takes two l-bit numbers a mod 2l, r1 mod 2l as input and ADD2 takes 
two (l+k)-bit numbers as input, the computation cost of two different add garbled circuits 
is 2l+k non-XOR gates. Thus, the computation cost of SCED protocol is 3 encryptions, 1 
decryption and 2l+k non-XOR gates. 

 

Table 1. Computational complexity of existing approaches and ours. 

Approach 
Computation Cost 

Encryption Decryption non-XOR gates 
SCh in [5] 14l+2 7l 0 

SCg in [17] 4 2 4l+4k+1 
SCED 3 1 2l+k 
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7. EXPERIMENT 

In this section, we analyze the performance of our proposed protocol and compare it 
with existing works SCh, SCg. In this experiment, we fix the Paillier encryption key size 
K=1024, and implement Yao’s garbled circuit based on FasterGC [9] (the fastest known 
implementation for garbled circuits). Besides, we set security parameter k=20 to guaran-
tee a sufficient statistical security. We conduct our experiment on a machine with 3.30 
GHz CPU and 8GB RAM 

We compare the performance of our protocol with SCh and SCg by varying the bit 
length l and the results are shown in Fig. 1. In Fig. 1, when l varies from 10 to 50, the 
running time of SCh increases from 2.14 to 6.73 seconds, while the running time of our 
SCED protocol increases slightly from 0.69 to 0.96 seconds. It is clearly that our SCED 
is more efficient than SCh. For example, when l=30, SCED’s time (0.83 seconds) is about 
16% of SCh’s time (5.21 seconds), and when l=50, SCED’s time (0.96 seconds) is about 
2% of SCh’s time (6.73 seconds). 

 
Fig. 1. Computation time of SCh, SCg and SCED. 

 

Besides, in Fig. 1, when l varies from 10 to 50, the running time of SCg increases 
from 0.79 to 1.07 seconds. We note that secure comparison needs to be done many times 
in some encrypted data analysis tasks. Though the running time improvement between 
SCED and SCg is small, this will lead to more efficient encrypted data analysis tasks.  

Above all, the computational cost of our SCED protocol is more efficient than SCg 

and SCh, which is consistent with our theoretical analysis in Table 1. 

8. CONCLUSIONS 

In this paper, we focused on the problem of secure comparison over encrypted data, 
which is one of fundamental operations in analyzing encrypted data. Existing secure 
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comparison protocols required a large amount of time-consuming operations and were 
inefficient. We proposed a novel protocol SCED for secure comparison over encrypted 
data, which effectively combined the idea of SCh with the property of garbled circuits. 
We theoretically proved our protocol SCED is secure under semi-honest model. Addi-
tionally, through theoretical analysis and simulation experiments, we evaluated the 
computation cost of our scheme and compared it with existing works, which shows that 
our SCED is more efficient than the state-of-the-art ones. 

REFERENCES 

1. H. Chun, Y. Elmehdwi, F. Li, P. Bhattacharya, and W. Jiang, “Outsourceable two- 
party privacy-preserving biometric authentication,” in Proceedings of the 9th ACM 
Symposium on Information, Computer and Communications Security, 2014, pp. 401- 
412. 

2. I. Damgard, M. Fitzi, E. Kiltz, J. B. Nielsen, and T. Toft, “Unconditionally secure 
constant-rounds multi-party computation for equality, comparison, bits and exponen-
tiation,” in Proceedings of Theory of Cryptography Conference, 2006, pp. 285-304. 

3. I. Damgard, M. Geisler, and M. Krøigaard, “Efficient and secure comparison for 
online auctions,” in Proceedings of Australasian Conference on Information Security 
and Privacy, 2007, pp. 416-430. 

4. Y. Elmehdwi, B. K. Samanthula, and W. Jiang, “Secure k-nearest neighbor query 
over encrypted data in outsourced environments,” in Proceedings of IEEE 30th In-
ternational Conference on Data Engineering, 2014, pp. 664-675. 

5. Z. Erkin, M. Franz, J. Guajardo, S. Katzenbeisser, I. Lagendijk, and T. Toft, “Privacy 
preserving face recognition,” in Proceedings of International Symposium on Privacy 
Enhancing Technologies Symposium, 2009, pp. 235-253. 

6. Z. Erkin, T. Veugen, T. Toft, and R. L. Lagendijk, “Generating private recommenda-
tions efficiently using homomorphic encryption and data packing,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Information Forensics and Security, Vol. 7, 2012, pp. 1053-1066. 

7. I. Garay, B. Schoenmakers, and J. Villegas, “Practical and secure solutions for inte-
ger comparison,” in Proceedings of International Workshop on Public Key Cryptog-
raphy, 2007, pp. 330-342. 

8. A. Goldreich, Foundations of Cryptography: Volume 2, Basic Applications, Cambri- 
dge University Press, UK, 2009. 

9. Y. Huang, D. Evans, J. Katz, and L. Malka, “Faster secure two-party computation 
using garbled circuits,” in Proceedings of USENIX Security Symposium, Vol. 201, 
2011, pp. 1-16. 

10. V. Kolesnikov, A.-R. Sadeghi, and T. Schneider, “Improved garbled circuit building 
blocks and applications to auctions and computing minima,” in Proceedings of In-
ternational Conference on Cryptology and Network Security, 2009, pp. 1-20. 

11. V. Kolesnikov and T. Schneider, “Improved garbled circuit: Free XOR gates and 
applications,” in Proceedings of International Colloquium on Automata, Languages 
and Programming, 2008, pp. 486-498. 

12. Y. Lindell and B. Pinkas, “A proof of security of Yao’s protocol for two-party com-
putation,” Journal of Cryptology, Vol. 22, 2009, pp. 161-188. 



EFFICIENT ENCRYPTED DATA COMPARISON 963

13. A. Liu, K. Zhengy, L. Liz, G. Liu, L. Zhao, and X. Zhou, “Efficient secure similarity 
computation on encrypted trajectory data,” in Proceedings of the 31st IEEE Interna-
tional Conference on Data Engineering, 2015, pp. 66-77. 

14. T. Nishide and K. Ohta, “Multiparty computation for interval, equality, and compar-
ison without bit-decomposition protocol,” in Proceedings of International Workshop 
on Public Key Cryptography, 2007, pp. 343-360. 

15. P. Paillier, “Public-key cryptosystems based on composite degree residuosity clas-
ses,” in Proceedings of International Conference on the Theory and Applications of 
Cryptographic Techniques, 1999, pp. 223-238.  

16. B. K. Samanthula, H. Chun, and W. Jiang, “An efficient and probabilistic secure bit- 
decomposition,” in Proceedings of the 8th ACM SIGSAC symposium on Information, 
Computer and Communications Security, 2013, pp. 541-546. 

17. B. K. Samanthula, W. Jiang, and E. Bertino, “Privacy-preserving complex query 
evaluation over semantically secure encrypted data,” in Proceedings of European 
Symposium on Research in Computer Security, 2014, pp. 400-418. 

18. T. Ma, J. Zhou, M. Tang, and Y. Tian, “Social network and tag sources based aug-
menting collaborative recommender system,” IEICE Transactions on Information 
and Systems, Vol. 98, 2015, pp. 902-910. 

19. Z. Fu, K. Ren, J. Shu, and X Sun, “Enabling personalized search over encrypted 
outsourced data with efficiency improvement,” IEEE Transactions on Parallel and 
Distributed Systems, Vol. 27, 2016, pp. 2546-2559. 

20. Z. Fu, X. Sun, Q. Liu, L. Zhou, and J. Shu, “Achieving efficient cloud search ser-
vices: multi-keyword ranked search over encrypted cloud data supporting parallel 
computing,” IEICE Transactions on Communications, Vol. 98, 2015, pp. 190-200. 

21. Z. Xia, X. Wang, X. Sun, and Q. Wang, “A secure and dynamic multi-keyword 
ranked search scheme over encrypted cloud data,” IEEE Transactions on Parallel 
and Distributed Systems, Vol. 27, 2016, pp. 340-352. 

22. Y. W. Zhu, Z. Q. Huang, and T. Takagi, “Secure and controllable k-NN query over 
encrypted cloud data with key confidentiality,” Journal of Parallel and Distributed 
Computing, Vol. 89, 2016, pp. 1-12. 

23. Z. Liu, J. Großschadl, and I. Kizhvatov, “Efficient and side-channel resistant RSA 
implementation for 8-bit AVR microcontrollers,” in Proceedings of the 1st Interna-
tional Workshop on the Security of the Internet of Things, Vol. 10, 2010, pp. 51-60. 

24. Z. Liu, J. Großschadl, and D. S. Wong, “Low-weight primes for lightweight elliptic 
curve cryptography on 8-bit processors,” in Proceedings of International Conference 
on Information Security and Cryptology, 2013, pp. 217-235. 

25. Z. Liu, H. Seo, J. Großschal, and H. Kim, “Efficient implementation of NIST  com-
pliant elliptic curve cryptography for 8-bit AVR-based sensor nodes,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Information Forensics and Security, Vol. 11, 2016, pp. 1385-1397. 

26. R. Kitchin, “The real-time city? big data and smart urbanism,” GeoJournal, Vol. 79, 
2014, pp. 1-14. 

27. A. Martínez-Ballesté, P. A. Pérez-Martínez, and A. Solanas, “The pursuit of citizens’ 
privacy: a privacy-aware smart city is possible,” IEEE Communications Magazine, 
Vol. 51, 2013, pp. 136-141. 

28. X. Rui, K. Morozov, Y. J. Yang, J. Y. Zhou, and T. Takagi. “Privacy-preserving 
k-nearest neighbour query on outsourced database,” in Proceedings of Australasian  



XING-XIN LI, YOU-WEN ZHU AND JIAN WANG 

 

964

 

Conference on Information Security and Privacy, LNCS 9722, 2016, pp. 181-197. 
29. Y. J. Ren, J. Shen, J. Wang, J. Han, and S. Lee, “Mutual verifiable provable data 

auditing in public cloud storage,” Journal of Internet Technology, Vol. 16, 2015, pp. 
317-323. 

30. J. Shen, H. W. Tan, J. Wang, J. W. Wang, and S. Lee, “A novel routing protocol 
providing good transmission reliability in underwater sensor networks,” Journal of 
Internet Technology, Vol. 16, 2015, pp. 171-178. 

31. S. D. Xie and Y. X. Wang, “Construction of tree network with limited delivery la-
tency in homogeneous wireless sensor networks,” Wireless Personal Communica-
tions, Vol. 78, 2014, pp. 231-246. 
 
 

Xing-Xin Li (李兴鑫) received the B.S. degree in Nanjing 
University of Aeronautics and Astronautics in 2014. He is cur-
rently pursuing the M.S. degree at the College of Computer Sci-
ence and Technology, Nanjing University of Aeronautics and As-
tronautics. His research interests include cloud computing and data 
privacy. 

 
 
 
 

 
 

You-Wen Zhu (朱友文) received his Ph.D. degree in Com-
puter Science from University of Science and Technology of China 
in 2012. He is currently an Associate Professor at the College of 
Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University of Aero-
nautics and Astronautics. His research interests include infor-
mation security and data privacy. 

 
 
 

 
 

Jian Wang (王箭) received the Ph.D. degree in Nanjing Uni-
versity in 1998. He is currently a Professor at the College of 
Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University of Aero-
nautics and Astronautics. His research interests include crypto-
graphic protocol and malicious tracking. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


