5526 B 5 W) (S T S S Vol. 26 No.5
2023 4E5 A JOURNAL OF MANAGEMENT SCIENCES IN CHINA May 2023

doi:10. 19920/]. cnki. jmsc. 2023. 05. 005
B L B O DO 46 2 5 A o A5

TR 1,2 3% 1 o 4k 3
2 R, ERED RAR' KEA

(1. FEPiRHE R RG TR, KD 4100735 2. By 7 Keit e b, windk 117417,
3. B CMEZRE LR E, MHAF 610041)

WE, 38R RSO ALTREAAERAGRR HEFREFRARBERERSER
2L, EARBEAER KR A, A E R B AR R0 A B L. A — A R B A T %
HFZFHARTHRBREBETERLARALFLT XA THAIRNK N EREORBERES
R R B AAE S it i R e oal b R T R T R GRS A R SR 0 BRI ok
(ECM). iZ 75 sk B AR 2 | 7T AL A & AF F B AT RAAUR AR R 65 & IR R SR AF AR 09 B 3K 53R 2
P BB R EHENHAXL THE WA ZREHE NMELT 8 FBRRREFRR
AR PR A SRR PR, $R B 0945 3T o sk R R AR AR IR SRR 09 A ek b 2 LT Bk
B EA AR TR E A RS HEFA R ER B R ERIE AL T R E—A %k
556 627 % EIN PR BABEL AR N4 ST T A5 Bk, 34 £ 3 & % ECM x4
W 345 A e SRS AR AEH iR 2K T 3%. #t— P d K XIFR T FiEAr R, B it kit A
REF IR P A AR A W IR R 69— A AL R A B AT T B AR P i A s i oy ik
ST &Y B ARG BARAE I R T i k09 55 R A A AU

KR PaAs; HIEA T, WA, RAEET,; Gtk

FES RS, C811 MERARIRED: A XE4HS: 1007 -9807(2023)05 —0103 - 18

7 T A T B (3,16 ph A
5 RS R 35, 791 P 2

ST T AR GRAT A AT I AR O A O A A
% BRI RN TR, AR A T Sk ARSI I, 7 TR R sk
FUA A AR A A S U S PP SR AR A5, oy O A S 9 i 4 L 10 B S T
ARSI FREBROT CIE ROL AL STy s AR EAT S8 AT S T 0K B
SFOUREE] T B IS AAERZBOTHE e png g s e e R, Bt

S ERVORAN BRI

HORME I, BB R B M K 2B S "
I{EEQ&%%%%@?&&%%B@ IEJP@:D] , {ﬁﬂﬂml&/\ ﬁﬁﬂgﬁilﬁﬁ% @UJ@NEE%’!%A%TF%EH TE

0 5

][

WL IBUA KR BB M oy, PR PO AR R IR RLAT T T2

RMATR A R ) s fe gy PR SRR A [ A ) IS [ 2 BT
HOM Al 2R SR e THE SN g v AKRAARLEE RS TT 5 I LU AR 5 R A B A

® Wk H: 2021 —12 =315 BITH Y 2022 - 12 -26.
HEWH . ERARPAEL B E K7 R0 H (91846301 ) ; MEAHHFREI A VBT H (72025405 ) ; EFRiE SR EH )
HRIIH (22ZDA102).
EFRIAN: B R(1984— ), B, BImw @A, Wt #8%, H+4: 5. Email: xin_lyu@ sina. com



— 104 —

womo

¥

R RN BRA L2 A A2, B S PG
AL I A

BT B RA BB () 83 ) 2 T ) A g i 3R
BRI BT AR R R 25 i P T
TFIE. —J5 T, X T RIKEAT B AL AR 1 ) —
S SRR, It 2 Z AU D ST B3 At
SIMSCAE BT HE R 1932 2 NRESS A AT TR MERE Ak |
BB M SRR L, Hh T B TR AE % G r B AL 0
FE O3 RS EEARME St , Pt S i R A
SRR X A TS AR SRR O 1 1
Fe ] SR 2R (R R ), 2 46 4R B A a5 B
)RS ) 5507 T B 2 3 HEE N A48 R I
FIGAECR U U ) Bl I R BEREAS 3R 525
5#AETT A0, 3T ROl R AR IZ T
W E BTG e e AR H e 2 —
ol T A (A ME R R S AR SR AR AR R
SZVIE N EACHE ST B T SR R ZOR A
HAR RS S B R L KR SRS B
REAE T8 H B TR R i sl A 0, B 7S
R 8 T A 2 I A0 i = A S LA AR
LT3 E A AE AN W R Z A N AT RLA
FTIE AR (R I AREABER) 7 R I Bk AR
FEdE 4 1 #E L (chain-referral ) AR 1A 2
— A HASE TS HEA M T HERS S
FAEAF AT IRA R B AR #EAT #E— B4R 55,
TR —A RGBT FEA . HAh, B AR RE | B
(] — bk F A 55 D7 i SRR R gl iz LT AT
HERE AR RE 20

T35, R A ST G B FA B BURAF
BB A5 R T — BRIV & B 32 17
Y BRRAHE R ) A b BEBLAR (P12 50R (Ran-
domized Response Technique, RRT)'*"#) 25 i
TR E B BENLA R B (P sdh R ) |
B A5 DL — A TUE Y SEREAE S p P> Bi
ASLAF R Ta) R b e 5 — 4 ) i R A 11 24 Bk i 1A
A H SN N CRLAG IR A2 ) 38 038 1A
A Y A1 2 DR — A R) e, i I AR AR M 38 iR
T R R R AR 7 AR R A 5 S22 A1 5 0L
Blan , 7e e 559 Warner B8 AL & T PIAN B R X
LA YRR B BURERAE A (140, J2 0 2 5 07
H) B B R AE A (40, A2
#) 7 AE Warner BB SERE 1 48 % B Sim-

mons ASHH G ) FAR #113) Greenberg XUJG  [) £
BRI Mangat #5820 TR A BE L AL 0] 2 B
Y20 IR ] R i AL A [ 2 A5 8 9 o B B L
AN B AR A | ik — 2D i 1 9 A 95 R ) DR %
FIUERAE. (65— B2 BERLAL IR 2 0k
i 22 BURF FH T4k AR RRVEAT g I A 5. B
HLA [ 2 47 R ( Non-Randomized Response Tech-
nique, NRRT) T AR AR B A AR ROl
FAEATREN LA B, a3 RE A% B 25 b LAk )
eI PIRG4S/l = R e RN
SEPEAUA R, LY ) 3R BEALAL M2 BOR A 46+
FAE XA ( Warner #88Y ft 3k Rt HILAE R AS ) 8] N
SARERLCY X AR S ATAR R AE Ry
FEAT AR G A U AR RSB AR B T SR AIE S
FHEOT . Gy oA vk SR AR A U Ak S
SERBES A B AR A9 200, 58 R E Y
it E ok (PRZ AT %) AR A 5 21 rh
HA T 25 5 I BURAE B A %07 kT L
TEORAPAS NBURAE B BR ALY FTEE T 58 UBUSME B
W B T P A AR R A% TR I 28 0 25 1Y
WARAT 55 e A, Al D B4 R (Unmatched
Count Technique, UCT) e B R (I-
tem Count Technique, ICT) . =K F#% ( Three-Card
Method , TCM ) **) 45t B 1 T ABURR A [ AL 75

SR BRI ETERE R 2 U5 IS 1 R
A5 5 THTSE A 0T AR AR S i o AR v A A FEAR
Ky Jm B, Flan, RRT & it 4% | 52 il Mk B 4
1R, AN R A FE AT AR BRI T ELAR S
ST MELL BRI A B 5 5 BRI A ST k2
PRI 2 RRT 7 ZTEVF 200 T =AW
BUAGT 7 22 R DUARE L i TR Al B ELA
P8 R AR I B e, S B A% 98 1 M 5 A
TIETCIESANG AL VR 55 BRINE SE AR A A
FEJT R AR — e FR B T A e T 4 fid iy 1) R, (HL
FEXSREA AR AT SR TOVEHE ) BB, A RE S
Xof A B T O At 31, 336 2 AR A S AR 1) e K JR)
FRE. e oh RT3 AR AR ok LA DR 45 o]
A8 B 01 5 AN 5 e S LS [

BB #1252 R 4 5l e 5 G0 11 4 W7 R) A 32
| [A1 14 2K 3 #H # ( Respondent Driven Sampling,
RDS) J8A — M 21l 5% 0 e HE fit Al e 3 £
T AEEE X R IR R I A U0 AR 3 T

2023 45 H



55

ETREE s FRURDMLIRE P D00 28 18] A 15 (] 3 il 17 ik

— 105 —

2R, S UE B S AR 120 2 A4S [/ K00,
RDS 76 S AL B B #1538 W 2% 1 P f7 i X R
TR A9 25 AR ME 238 254 TE B A T 11
R 22, B 58 4% MR AR IR BURN G814 T B8, AN
ASCH AR iy B0 ) i L B 35 T 5 T R A B Y
SR TG Ak 2, DT B o B A AR A A T A G
JEUY g, el T H AR A B AN R AR
NGRS 9T N B3 i LR 7 Tz N BERE
AR (ARETS ) S a4, IF iR ARET e
AL b e A B B B3 K 2 5 08 A 3l o B
ARECY FTAFEY A5 AR O 8 M A5 8 T 4 i
W, 2510 G O A 3 AR e P L Bl OG0 R AE
PN A LI

SR , 7E AL 7 BB AL R 2 v, iR
WS 0] (A AR S AN AT kB () 25t BRAREAS SR PR
BB BN TIE T B IR B A T e B
AREAT SR PR AT i AR A AR S 5 10
RN N 8 o sl S L S
7k R TR R — P L T oL I 45 4 R HE T
25, IR P A I 4 A v SR EBURE AR T A B
PR B AIORE A p5 148 Ja 1 545 B, T AT 2L
it PR T B AR A B B A e B BN LS Y
[ . A 5% 3R B, AT 8 B R e I A ) LR
fiE, WA [ © RYRUBESRAE , I ELARATT AT LA ik g
FIA A i EL A0 BB T 5 g (] 258 IR
TERBUBRNRE R A A A5 EAB X 25 2 SR I T 82 T,
TSR SR A OCAR B, IEFI T 7E 1 ) 2%
5 05 R I TGE T HEWT AT A R BN A Y TG D
it

1 BB F*®

FERRURRAT B AR IR A b, B AR Al T R
LA TS HUBRERAE (JRME) A I ABELL B P(A).
TERERINFE ST, DASE 4 FEALI AR A 6], 7] AR
Pt R (2078 ) B B SRR (A
ik ALdE A ATH B /R ) HZERSE P(A)

HEAHE TR B P(A) = S,/S. Hih S, WEEA
AR RS A B0, S M REAR LB 1
T ERIRE ST AR | 32 U AR U 1 B U
VA B B IR, S B N T

Ty 8 BBl , 34t i Jg 15 B EAF AR« A ]
557 R[]

SRR IR RN, A SCHE S rhus 2l RE gE T
HEWT 77 (Ego-Centric sampling Method, ECM) ,#K$G
PHA X RIS 26 A BRI AR B S )8
P45 B (self-reported information ) , % 1M W £E FEAS
A O 2845 L ( ego-centric information ) , %X Ji5 |
IS EAEAH BAGF BRSO P(A) (I
NRELC B R € AT 0 R 55 ) YAl i P(A) .
ECM J5 ¥ FZAAE AL IR 1) BRAARL#E ) hocs
P28 HhAE | B — S B AR A A BRI AR
T A BE R HCAR 4 H AR B M 52 ) BV AR AIE 18] 4
it RIVR FHAREAS 7 st 4l o A 40 i s M1 X
JE M EARAE AT AL . A, A SCHR I 3) BT
bootstrap B4 #5 DX A 117 1%, 52800 SR Al
SR T AE BEIEAL.

1.1 BRFARUEER ol O 28 4 77 %

FE T SRR (14) r o DO 28 Fl AR 7 1k iy SR AR SR
REUR  7E R B AR SR I A/ 355 G R AR I A
SEWZ bl S U5 (G LY ) X H AR fE
TR THURE ME A WA AR A X 48 25 44

PRSEt S AR AP 1 A T, 1 S Bl LR A
R AR AE Y 5 2R BORE AT A (U B P15 B
AR IR ARIBOX BEREATT SR o ) 45 v 48
JET s (U B AR B2 ) g, f ik, AT LA
RN T b M4 (ego network ) |, J& MK
IREAS T B R X A O IS I G (ego ) , HR
R3] G VAR BT R X A D 1 4R s
(neighbor) . 7E A fAEHE ) 2514, 7T LLR B8
PR 7 2l FEALIEE AR | R PE I Sl
)5 PR AR, E AT RS EAE R X
P M i N E A | IR A 30 i A 22 1 IR0 2% 1€ ey
B A H S by 5 v R T 3

T S Y A AR Ty B S A AR R AR
B OHMETE T, bR b ERZ 5T M1
THBRBI RN Z A S5 B, BT X R 4B
Ja (BUWA) 095 BB gs S, wln, fert 2
X TR AAPE R | USSR HE DL B4R
WO B B BREE AR B (H AT LA #1528 0 28 R 3k
AU AR A - A B AR DG AR D 5 76 P 25 4K
PRCHcrh , BARTC L BRI S T AL ORI Y



— 106 —

womo

¥

PP SURAE B BT LT Bk 26 1T B9 I A (4
¥y L) BYIXLE(E B AR Z TR, 3K Rh AN i 6 4 A
# H B R0 N A Sy W e 2IA I E R (5
B V2RI At S I 4 v rpucs R 2645 B,
(1975 2AE PR B op B A g i T AT i
AR O AT O 9 255 Tl RE ) BRI e
A rbrCo P28 A B 38 2o 360 7] 32 17 2 A [

PASEERL, BV A 32 U5 AR A AR 9 4 A (38 33N
AR 7 (RS2 U5 A PR AE B R 52 19 2% v Y
JBE) R b A (SR ) AT A S 1k A R
CIRBCZ Ui o 4 rfr A 28 v 408 T 1Y) L
) TER, A AR B 41 A H KT
BORfE B, A 22 U5 & A B ARy < 4B s 7
ZH

E1 HOREmMESEREE
Fig. 1 Ego-centric sampling method ( ECM)

1.2 B EEESET

T AR R T E SRR T, — AR TR
MR IAE T3 15 TCIEAR R T A R A X S A Dl kA 7
TC B GE T HE T, 8 FE T racs I 28 117 i RA B 3kt il
FETTIE R T4 M ) T 2% v AR A Y D 0 ok
WA AT R R S E BARS R P(A) By TR

fliit P(A) .

BelhRE SRR SZ M2 ¢ = {V,E,Z} R
EEREL AV = (o0, 0, FRMEPRY
WHESE = le;} CVxVFERNA AN
NS e, = 1 FR viﬁijI‘EﬂﬁEiﬂ(ﬁnﬂﬂ
KIBNKR)  BEMe, =0.2Z = {a,a,,,

ay! FRT AR A (3#5 A MJEEIC R B) 4
A,%ﬁ%;ﬁ MRS A e, = 1, 7500 (R JE 1
N B)a, =0.

FERECEERE 1=, 1) FH o0 90 6 il REAS 51 14 32 15
i (R P [ 0 ) 4B R A5 B T L3R
zv|

1) 52158 78 W 245 v 1R 40 JB 50iE BT A 0 1

=D e

2) ZUIETEM Y A 28 48 fm At B
k? = z 71aj.

m?cmﬂﬁﬁﬂfﬁ Visij<sN, ﬁe =

e; ,HEMIIZE bl A 2RI PR A (AR« A 38
S AR B 2R AT R (PR B %@%)ﬁ”)

AR E o DS o B 2R 38 18] A 85 1Y
AR B, RSB
EAB = EBA (1)
AP (k) Py(hk,) 09BN by BT A

A 2% BV AR, kY RPN R kY
SR TET A ZEJE MR SR B 2R R M S AL
H.WE,, | E, WIRESS N

E(E,) = ZP (k) kY (2)

E(Ey) = EP (k) k! (3)

MR (1) P (k) +Py(k) =1FE +k° =k,
CIEE

2023 45 H



5 5 39 ETREE s FRURDMLIRE P D00 28 18] A 15 (] 3 il 17 ik

— 107 —

2P<kﬂk—k>—2<1—PuwmAm>
Emummﬁﬁﬂ

ZP (k)Ek, = Zk% (5)
Al XEFBEATRE A & A

nP,(k)k = Zk? (6)
o (k) WEE b (50 A S A R
ne N G REEN k (05 SRR

M A BT SEN, IR RR N

HAr K, M K, P2 A s B ) e/ IME Al K
H. W G A%%M’thfﬂp(m Al RN

2 ZkA/k
; (8)
ML R T R BE LA AR FEA BT, FEAR

=S A K '5E’Jt[:fﬁJP(A) Bk P(A) WG

i1, B

E(N,)

P(A) =

ki

ZZk/k
P(A) = it (9)
R LR SERR TR 0 9 2 15 B B

SR P(A) WAhTH. FERRE IR A A rp, HAR IR
RO Y FE A 2 DA 1 A 1) 208 SR
EHXPARIERE E, Re AR LA EE
BT AERT HH ERSE P(A) BYESEA.

SEBRERAE LT R T, H T AR I £ 11 4
PR AF BAE— 2837 50T A AR R BOHE S i, N
TELAL A M b, TP I3 A (80T ) Bt vl fig
AEH 22, XT R O DR 28 AR ARARE (B P 5 s A BE)
WARTK , {H ZH N 261 15 X6 T€ H 1y 15 [l A3 R R A
FURE B PR P AR 2218 00 JE 2k e A AR H g
A3 B e P 48 (R ER 3 A8 FE AR R BT X IR, A
SCR TR ER L R 2 T R 4348 s ) SR A T 4 1
HEWT. XTI B H 0T S AN E TR AR
SR AL £, DRI (S E, N ABEEEC
) ,TH%@)WJ@@

Zk/k

S

P R(A) = (10)

Forp kY SRR b, AR FE A 2 %'55’@&% i

1130 (10) , BEfAEME ok H e BGH /48 FE 5 Bl R
ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ}%fnwa%ﬂﬂﬁ%h?,%IJLXTEJZF?’Q‘@I
AR AL T

1.3 EEXE{EITH bootstrap 77i%

S R R = oy I i L2 933 o P VI

JE S VE 2 2R W52, 5 2248 1 A0 5K A i

JEANTIATI. St AR SCR FHARME ARl T ik v
EEIZI‘EN?WVF 3238 Y bootstrap J7 i)
i RS RERG T POA) O (51X 18 ( Coni-
dence Interval, CI) , EZAEWT (K1 40).

1) X AE A5 30 19 v 4% (A48 e A 4R
J& ) #EAT A ] B S AR A5 B — S SRR G
MZEEE B, s

2) ARYE B, ARG H O M AE S R A SR
B SV RRE () Ak T O i A S AR SR A T

fHP,(A) ;
VEEAEL) BB 2) AR, EE] A4

SIRSBURTHE P, (A) P (A) - PA) 5
P (A) H/NEIKHE
GIRHEL P{(A) PE(A) - PE(A) 4
SYBEGATH 1 — o, MURLL 5 (1
BARBLETICR [ P2, (A), Pl (A) |

4) 0 PL(A) Py (A) -

2 KRR M KX

2.1 MIEHEE

R T BRI ROHE A AE ) B
28RN BT 28 1 WA SCH H 1) rhc IR 4 %
PEATRE G 15 , 38 e 1A AN R E A9 iy 4 LT
25 3 KT B FA IRE 1) o I 4 A vk Y R AR
FAE 18] 32 4 K )7 36 T bootstrap FY 8 (5 X [A] il
VORI B S REIEA TGN . A | 7 R R e
LM TR B AR LR AT 2e 4% Il g v o 2
FRAI A L G AT Al T, 5 S B R A 70t
FELABRAIE ECM 7E ELSC AR5 [ 2% | i ml 474 5 ]
SEPE.

TEANF LSy, 32 1k A = Rl oA ]
RILE 43500 ER P40 BA Johr 450!



— 108 —

womo

¥

DL K KOSKK 45150 Sk 36 i AR S 2 ) o BE.
ER [ 2845 70 J2 28 L1 B AL I 48 A5 TR | g 1 0
2[RI REAILEE L, T DA D246 w0 4319 A B 3 5
PIREHET. BA W) 45 A5 70 U] S 3 3 40 5 i 4 1 A
Kot B A B 45, BDAAG BT 230 915 2 5 58
TSR, BAR ER T BA XA 4R
B AL S AR R R R 2 5 (HH
T S AR R e B AE 4 b PR R 1
TR 28 1) T B AN T AR SCHE O — ATz Y
KOSKK %) £& 1, v FH T 52 5 il X . KOSKK ¥ 2%
BN A B LS Ak 2 I 265 HA 0L %) I 4% 25 44
B A AT DS L S A 58 O AR B B A A
— TEARSCIF EAC R, AR LR ER 4% BA )
Z5F1 KOSKK ™ 4% #f 42 % 10 000 /> 75 &8 Fl
100 00055321 , -7 25 1 28 v 43 31) Bifi #1358 B EL 451 Ay
10% .20 % 30 % 1 40 % 15 1, B @ s B ok
AL BIXS TR —Fh LA RL, P(A) 435 0.1,
0.2.0.3 F10.4.

W7 L 28 LA ST, 78 SCIA T FE 44 1) LS 4158
W25 b IO UE T HR Bk PR RE. 200k 58 I 45 b kR
i AR 22 F L P 2Z (R A H DG SR R TE
B LA 556 627 A5, LA 16 963 498 4%
Tell . o AN AT S A =R AR, 25 )
ER (R /NT 30 %) i) i EE % (e
) siii) ITAEYN (2B AEI) . GEH 15 3] 51X = Ff
FEAEAE S0 b 0y L5 43 51 R 0. 477 0. 614 Fil
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(4 [F] BT 1A Ik

4) 15 BR R %K (activity ratio)

TR ZR A T i A AS [ 7 it I 446 5
BB RGENE2E 5, 8 SO TR @ P 1 50T 3 B
{14 L (B

> k/N,
ieA

- Y kN,

jeB

AR (17)

Hrh N, TN, a5l RoR @y A FEYES B 1Y
W IR AR = 1 NIRRT R S A
SNSRI 7o

J T VAL ER R AN ECM BSCR B KR A
AR Y BA BIZ% (AR =~ 1.0) , RIBUBPES 56
M 15%0.5 <AR<0.9f 1.1 <AR<1.51
10 1~ BA 2%, ELAAM, 7 A 01 BA M4 I,
A 2o L 4% 1) 1 BR R BN T 2 A BA
2% WEEHLEREE M A 197 05 o, FUETE N B 1Y
Wi vy R v, BB by KT o) B9 K, M2 3R o,
o, (IR PE, BIKE o, FYJEYEE S B4 o, R PEE
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Fig. 2 Sample size and estimated results of ECM

ECM ZEE M % LRSS 4R

Table 1 Experimental results of ECM on simulated networks

2 1 P(A)/% P(A)/% Pa(A)/% Ps(A)/%
10.0 9.9 9.9 9.8
20.0 20.1 20.1 20.1
ER
30.0 29.9 30.0 29.9
40.0 39.9 39.9 39.8
10.0 10.3 10.4 10.4
20.0 20.0 19.9 20.0
BA
30.0 29.9 29.7 29.8
40.0 39.9 40.3 39.8
10.0 10.0 9.9 10.1
20.0 20.1 20.3 20.1
KOSKK
30.0 30.0 29.9 29.9
40.0 40.1 40.0 40.1

= ;’,,3 (A) 1 ;’"5 (A) o REEHLIEIR PO 83 AN ELS A 4BTEI A ECM AfiiHE.
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Fig. 4 Experimental results of ECM on a real-world online social network
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Fig. 5 Impact of network structure on ECM estimation results, P(A) = 0.3
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Fig. 6 The basic process of empirical questionnaire surveys
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Fig. 7 Ego-networks of 42 respondents collected by the questionnaire
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Table 3 Comparison of the true value of empirical survey, self-reported data and ECM estimated results

Ja vk WEHRARIL/ % i/ % TA&/ % W/ % BIMTEH/ % | B %

EL LA 84.6 55.8 53.8 71.1 — —

SR #iiess 83.3 54.7 54.8 73.8 66.7 78.6

ECM 1t 85.9 53.0 55.1 70.4 54.1 80.4

Cl (95%) [84.8,86.9] | [51.5,54.7] | [53.4,56.7] | [69.3,71.4] | [52.6,55.4] [79.3,81.4]
Ja BOl B/ % BT LR % BRI/ %

HS L — — _
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Network survey and indirect inference with privacy avoidance
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Abstract: In the process of management decision-making, the real state of the management objects is often sub-
ject to low-quality self-reported data or large sampling biases due to concerns regarding privacy or sensitivity,
which makes it difficult to know the real situation of the target objects. To solve this problem, yet to meet the
data privacy protection demand in the era of the digital economy, this paper develops a data collection method
based on social network indirect reports, and designs an ego-centric sampling method (ECM) based on indirect-
ly reported sample data on the basis of network sampling and statistical inference theory. This method is simple
to implement such that it can be deployed by either randomly sampling the survey objects or conducting a cen-
sus. In addition to collecting the self-reported data of the samples, it also collects data of each sample’s close
social contacts, so as to avoid the problem that people are unwilling to provide some data or provide untrue data
due to sensitive privacry reasons. The proposed method can achieve a high-precision estimation of the popula-
tion, and it can realize the interactive verification of self-reported data and cross-reported data. The research
method is fully validated on the online social network of a hard-to-reach population with up to 556 627 active us-
ers. The sampling experiment shows that the estimation bias of ECM is less than 3% for the average number of
friends and overall characteristics of the whole network. Furthermore, this paper conducts an empirical study by
implementing a questionnaire survey on general and sensitive variables for employees in an enterprise, and de-
rives the overall estimation of the study objects through the indirect estimation method; the results verify the
practicality and effectiveness of ECM.

Key words: privacy; data authenticity; network sampling; indirect estimation; statistical inference



