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*Privacy invasion and tracking algorithms compromise the privacy of study Applicative

participants by connecting sensitive locations to driver identities. U New Low Initial
*When locations and identities are linked, conclusions outside . e Technologies S=Snsetirs
the original intention of the data can be drawn. Slgnlflcance Continued Study

*We seek to show that small data sets need different data obfuscation Protects ——

technigues in comparison to larger data sets in order to protect privacy Privacy Hides Sensitive

Locations

and preserve data utility.
ths research tests suppression-based obfuscation algorithms on a smay

data set against a privacy invasion algorithm.
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