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Encrypted Multi—-Map Scheme with Result Pattern Hiding for Conjunctive Quevies
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(School of Computer Science ,South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: Joint Query Encryption Multi Mapping Technology (cEMM) supports multi label joint queries while ensuring the confidentiality of

outsourced data. In order to address the data privacy risk caused by the leakage of query result patterns, a joint query encryption multi map-

ping scheme with result pattern hiding characteristics was designed. By optimizing the query token and server storage structure, joint queries

can be completed without leaking the query result pattern. Security analysis shows that this scheme can effectively hide the query result pat-

tern, and the communication overhead is reduced by 69.75% compared to existing representative schemes.
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