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have been identified, the simplicity, cost-effectiveness, and ease of change make passwords irreplace-
able in the foreseeable future. Password guessing poses the most serious security threat to passwords,
serving as a central focus in password security research and garnering sustained attention from the
academic community. This paper employs a data-driven approach to unearth user behaviors that can
be exploited by potential attackers in guessing passwords. It analyzes patterns in password creation,
encompassing aspects like popularity trends, language dependencies, length distributions, password
reuse, structural and semantic features. Subsequently, this paper summarizes 28 mainstream pass-
word guessing algorithms proposed over the past three decades, classifies them based on their technical
principles. Following that, this paper reviews the widely used evaluation metrics for password guessing
algorithms, explores the impact of different experimental setups on algorithm performance, and dis-
cusses the technical characteristics and application scenarios of various guessing algorithms based on
experimental results. Finally, this paper presents a comprehensive overview of the research advance-
ments in password guessing and offers insights into practical applications and future research directions
in the field.

Key words: secret key security; passwords; password strength; password guessing; machine learning

1 35

il

(14, 95300 “Password”, SilAFRA “85007. 14 NKTTIRIZ IS Y], B4k 53 12/ R AT AT
P BT L L. 14 R E RS BT 22 ) 28 R R 2 R R TR 0% 51 HBLATUSE, T R
LA ST ] I b fiegd 00 AR, BEEEAN AT HLAN LB (KSR R T, % 2RSS ARG L,
FIABR THREEOR NS . $7 2 4 o This, RN s B 2 0 B 0T R, (R49% F P ok 25
(R e AR, W PP o A 0 ) X 20 K P 0 8, D P 0 e 11 & et T I 5 5 1 22 4
e, — 7T, NKRACIZ A R K IR R, W LA 5 ARR 04 B 55T, Y2 R
o 14 [0 52 20 P K FEE R 7 WA Bk (4 AT BR S5 /A ) 000Webhost B3R FiJ P 61 2 1) 11 4K i
TN 6, BEDAE BRI R, G P A2 I AR R R, X SEEZ AN
T 7 EAEA T S 6 8 50 VAT 114, FEAR RIS AR ) 14, A A (3 B r 4 B s
TN — B IGE SR, 4 SEOEE M2 AR

2000 4ELL3R, Ko AT+ 10 &R0 & RERT R S R, R UGE O, Eypinasok B
DA Bl e 2 ) B 2 (R SRR TT e L e Ao MR AR S T A i R P B8 e,
TAET BB 3 S T 0 A UGE B F, @ 2012 L0k, SR FE A g LR B L),
TERT LIRS, T A2 55 R B 1 B B UE 775, S5 F 114 TVGERAR I T T 24K

B3 AL (O R T, 114 BTG R0 “TTioiz SHB MY Bk 2 W i0oF & Bk &, “ilidiz”
TR ORI A R, “HUmM» Bk 04K, oI, R 2amlr. & N E AR R,
AR AR BB T A R S A (T 32 A6 AR T4 19 COMB #4412y i
FEIFR P 014 SR AL IR R 0T (0 ZEhE . [RIE Taks 2 0 A 0t 10 AN I 0 3, oz 3 25 ST R R A FE 3 11 4
TR T e pa s LG | e O & A e S 5 R G B2k, It 3 0 fa
5, TRNTFI A PERE M Tt T 10 % A 9 i A e T

CUAR 7 R H R SR IR, EBA 0 =3, 35— N5 T IO R e, s m 4
password Wi E KT ) a BV NER e E‘]fﬂ'ﬂu, AN Pessword. BEZETUr VR FATIE 3
1979 &, Morris #l Thompson (i BRI T — R )3 R AN, DA sl b 5] AR R, 10
AN T, MG, —& 048 T (W John the Ripper (i F1 Hashcat [@]) EEFHA GPU Kk AT
FCHUBE 1S I BRI T e, 36— B HEsh T 3T B0 A ARSI R 1 R B, I EA R, %8 T A 2L
Hrali % HEAT B4 AR Bt (0 F BT B —.

5 RN TGS R MR . 27 v 3 BOEIE eI 11 4 S b A T IOk
HRER BT U AR R T R R R BE (Markov B9) FiMEs b0 E3630ik (POFG RIY. Rige 2005 4,
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Narayanan 1 Shmatikov (ed Pt T — AT BRBCEE N O AR, A A Al A AT A
T2 IMPINER, R TR ERE S AT (NLP) B A5 M ). fEibiEat B Ma A (%)
T 2014 FEELRBFREE FSINT 2R A FIEHEAR, PLsg AR SR A AR A7 1 0 B0 A i F o UL 4 1) A
AR, 75 2009 4, Weir 25 A BI 4211 T3 FHER RS0 S0E 0 DA MEE PCFG. KK 14
WRNZ AL . AFEZREP R AR (R L. 8078 D AR R /B S), FIAHIE T4 30
SRAF ) STV AE ) 1 A S5 MIRBEAR , B JS P VI 3 P 9 2 5 BB R IR SRR . k)R, KT PCFG
FEMTTIEE RS . BN, 78 2014 4, Veras & A B 3t st At L Bt AT s A2, S T B AE
X AE BB Semantic-PCFG H.%.

B EIONEET LA 2 ) IR 2 S HEOR N B . IR 807 V08 4 A 05 AR SCAR A AT 45, F
FAIAT BN B8 2 S BRI 2 5] A T S5 0 518 SURRIE. IR 52 UG, RT3 AR O HUERE . 2016 4R,
Melicher 2 A 14 BB IR 2 SRR 5INB O A58 W sk, 3R H 7 58 T P00 28 I 245 (1) 11 4 %55 1l A
B FLA (fast, lean, and accurate). 5 Markov UL FLA Wit n P58 100 T — 2455, A
[z 4 7E T, FLA fEZRE )G, BaAF/RF BN ZHFE T — NN FERM) M2, (B8
N n B R RIS SR %05 R AR AR (B >10%0 FEIEY) AR, IRk, HE
AR IINL (GAN) BRI BRIES A (NLP) SRR, Ml —HE T GAN 10455 M
4 PassGAN (B} FHZAFH 14550 (conditional password guessing, CPG) fud, b, IEE R AR
FE2E S HAR SEG TN EE T Goit 22 O 258 iE Mg &, #2350 T IVE TN 7 i B 21
., 2021 4, Pasquini %A ] PEH T HIE NSNS EE R S 7% AdaMs (adaptive, dynamic
mangling rules). % VERIHERE I RARMAL T 104 5% NIRRT VCE e, BERFAT T
FUU) 7 BB B 2R

TERE S O AR BT, anf s B A FHO AL HAR 5 2 — ANk [l . M aT, SRR FERA K
MBIHZE vs. FEIEC X —FEb RPN A RIS LIRS, BIGER AT, B2ae s ar 4 0 4 1 Ll
i, BV, BT 2R SRR A 1 R SRR T BRI R E N R AR E TR @], SUE R
TH A O4 SRR LB S rE NG T, R, X — PN ARHEZ T N A X L&A 1455 W 5 1 3 2
FEBL AR, AR sctt o, FRERIE SR B AR E R, EENT, AR E R E
SEK. filtn, MRS s - (CPU: Xeon Silver 4210R 2.4 GHz; GPU: GeForce RTX 3090), %14t
il PCRG B S pbal i 8 T3, T3 T-HLER 3 ST ORI REGuess 29 A o e MO 19 50
TEL) 10 2. BEARTE e 58 07 (O RE A 5 2% REFE TH X B VR T AR ) (HX ) & B B K B oA 22 5
(Rl E, TF 5 2% R RN o RRAS TS BN W SR I PR bR 2 —

BEAN, Bl A RSO R B R T E N AE R E RN R, REYare T DA A%, B1E
SEIG B A T THAA R R R 7, Horh — S i B 2 AR i L. 7E R0 DU JLAS S8 77 T
B DG HREBUREBI R AFEFFCRA T AR PN GERMMRE LG, W 80% Xt
20% W39 509 %} 50% RI21ES) ras 759 %t 25% B 152 b S0 Y 2SRRI B 1 K/ i R
Bl Veras 2 A (24 HITF 7SR B, 1R PCFG Bykimlid i B lgE b, dt— b1l g 8dm 1
AR IR B IR S . 55— 71, Dell’ Amico %5 A (B 5 AR R ST P 5 0 T VAT AT A
B, AGER T 1 75 K/NI4E, T Pal 48N [B1) PIsEEG e MR, JIREER 10 G, BFO4LE
FHRE A SRR R B TRE GREDT 0.1%). HIK, LML &I S BE E
FER. EPSEsth, W E A2 IR, Rk, Bl A R I 2R 8 AR 1 11 443 A 7 R 10T T i
RIVISREE SMRETEE S . RS BBA DA 5RmE LN R TTRER I — 2 AT, STt s, B8 — i
(TR (s (16, B2, Ba]), 16 520 B I A T A % hok e St 45

b B T B R SRR R R A 2 16 58 SR, LS (e (1,21, B)) e R £k
TINGEF T HILT I D4, DAL S SO DA 16871, RISZARE ). SR, 52 A R/, Wang
e A d HIRT i de Y, B RIS 5 AR T0E T M B B AR 04220 A, [RGB A iR B 58 ST
4y, R EBRIMNRE R S AGEE SR, A, ARG EF A DS RIS, BEFHESIZE+
HIER 4 114 WA S WU I B9 I FL & fE .

T DA SR8 ), 75 R AER T AR EL B A I 2R 45 5 MR AR Rl 43 72 15 X 4 M SR Al 45 R = AR B
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SRR A RO I 5 S MR R A B A 7 75 100 T V1| 0 15 A 1 43 A S T
— B2 TR E RN GRE SRS T A /A8 XA 2 TR il A A BT SR S W R
U, A Bt A 1408 U0 B0 PO M B (L9 O 2R R B0 ).

AT, 10T 1A (0 70 3 B R TS0 B, 9 B 7 AR 87 5 S B PR R (0 R et 18
BTS2 S RS (ln FLA 09, S0 14k s, #3E 416 PSM (password strength
meter) KZFRRIF. EARFETF Gt MR (I PCFG By & pipsk i by, H 304 6 52 T I 2R,
TERE MR IOFE I DURSL. I4b, TELSeiin T, Beali# ol AR 2 0 T BORHEAT 11405, lnnf 76 44
FEH U, eI A R I B e — A AR N R 1 ) .

T —AMEAF IR T 1) 14 ORI FE A, B RS 00 S92 AR i 1 114 (decoy passwords, RfI
honeywords 8B4y 315 Fi 5 BU 9 11 AVR A 12, T WU 5 FL 11 4 ) 5 33 2 ok T 114 SO 2 75
B, OAT, SR PR 0K T A TR EE O 0 (RHEIE TS IEIAN PSM) RIS 114 WL, #9478 5
VR RGBT BT A TS B FE AR 5 b 1 — M 75 B S O UL

T 1 42 T L 55 % 43 SR AN AP BB R PR AR, 6 1A S5 I AR AT 4 T RN T 0 4 A it )

ik 16,24, 26,89, 53,59)). 2023 4, yu 2 A BY BT 2016-2023 AR FIRE Y 37 A DA R,
FERIR T A0 I AT AH SR 58 1928 S5 . SR, 1A 32 By 3 TP 2 W48 1 11 05 I BT,
FERXISAF A5 E vk 2 R 2 R TIRA R, St X OB FE MBS M ARG B4, Nk, AT
1455 T ATk i O = A0E AT T AT AR 4325 FE48 HZUAFTE R0 50 = FR M AN R SR 150 7
W 1A, XA Bh T 5 SRR s B ol %, Rl B A

g5 b, ARSOK ST R B SE A5, o P DA i, 1248 P iEss 041708, B
GIARNEZRA O AP SR, AR, SEI0 RS (AR EVRITASHEAR) SEbR R SRR 57 | 4 A
J7TH, X B P A R A0 DU 783 FR AT 43R

2 AROSHRENR

H 2009 £ELLR, R 4B il 22 S 2ok A= Billn, 2009 4F, #2324 FF K 7 Rockyou
MR E A Y, SHOL 3200 J5 004 DU SO ot 5 BT, 2011 42, EA 25 M4 R AR (0
CSDN. KIE. AN RAEKHBLF P O 4Smitgz B9 2012 48, 54 Z 66 IRS 7 Dropbox 8%
TR, 6800 AN B M o B 0014 4 H NS EAE 12306 K AEROE IR, MHER(E
QTIPS BI04, GOERmsL 2 A8 B9, 2015 4, 4 mh% EHE T4 Twitch ¥
EHR M, S5 5500 TS 04 SO E B 2016 48, Yahoo 4 7 BARHELH2 I P15 5.
7E 2013 (ERMEE, AIELE4 . WA A2 B9, 9017 45 DNA KelllZ2 7] MyHeritage #38 BE N, £
9300 73 P B T IRAS AT 1 At 3 B0, 2018 47 B R SR IR R BORMEE, 13T 1.3 LA S EE. 24
CATFRITTA, Jeit 2 5 2545 8 B4, 2019 48, 1.62 12 Dubsmash (2R IS SR, £
Eue g, P A4 B 0020 4 RSB zoom B 53 TP 4B E B9, 2021 4,
Nitro PDF R 7700 T3 450 stk iE, B s, o & Rm 4% B, 2000 4 MANGR T H 410
FEWIIERRI 5 Neopets HISHREE, H T 6900 73 B9/ KR, A/ 4. WA 04 B8 5
SRR R I R 110 114 B80S A T3 8k T A 0 e S 8.

RCE S NTRAT R . B SR KEA . DAER . SHANE UBRIE (B MAEE) &
6 5 T2 G ES 1A AT M, 408 P 1A R A
2.1 BIEEEN

i%ﬂ%%?ztxiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ 04 KEE, I akE 6 Mo 7 ANTECHERSE, WS T 2SR s
. AL, kIS IESE. HA, 12306 Rootkit fil ClixSense &4 M. AP 4. AHZEEN
1 46 PN AER. B TAEANATREEE (PI) FIEREREMEEN, FEHTS PILAHXKS
MrRIszat. 7EHEAT LA SERRIE SCRFIE 0 HT IS, A0 E B4 R4 PIT RS 10 NMEE. X8R E
AR I R (3 [ et — 7).
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k1 ALHEROARERGELEE

Table 1 Basic information of password datasets used in this paper

OS%IESE AR5 28 EE ittt 35 Bt ] A48 MIUOSHE AR A ek
126 4 Y 2011-12 6392568 3778168 4,24, B
Dodonew Werk/ F T i 2011-12 16258 891 10135260 2, 1d,5q)
CSDN BRIz i 2011-12 6428277 4037605 (4,51
Tianya iz e 2011-12 30901 241 12898437 62,59
12306 T S A i3 2014-12 129303 117808 [28,54)
Taobao RS i3 2016-02 15072418 1628018 B3]
RockYou Az E5's 2009-12 32603387 14326970 IEATAS)
Yahoo SIIGET Fr 2012-07 442834 342510 [22,54)
LinkedIn HAT A 3% 2012-01 54656 615 34334121 L5,4)
000Webhost WA 53 2015-10 15299907 10583709 14, §)
ClixSense ] 25 2 $3L 2016-09 2222045 1628018 2d.B41
Rootkit R O3 2011-02 69419 56900 AR
Wishbone #E3E B L 2020-05 10092037 5933 902 67

2.2 ®TO0%

AT M4 (popular password) & H P T Z MR FXFE L EE W4, X8 4@ % B
T LR B LS B R A R B, R 3 1 1T 2 ) e R A %EﬁK@%&ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%&ﬁF
P IEHEL R 00RAT 04 REE R A . B e SR, R R R BT ARER N 9 MR, HAR%
R BA RN, TTEIE S, BT CSDN 5 000Webhost A4k, 123456 TEAT il $d 42 134T 1 %5
GRS AL E, ARZIBE . UM RSB, Ry 4 5K B E, CSDN 5 000Webhost
PIAT 14 RBLH S5 H A AR ER R R 10 5. i, CSDN ZRA P AERKN OIS KEBHKTET 8;
000Webhost 144 RS N K EE DN 6, HEDWUE—AMNr TR T R IRLE N, F 2R
Hy—2b <RBg” &Rk, W 123456—123456789, 123456—a123456. IXFEMMMEMUTEARRIEL I, B H R
0 D SO T TR B P R R, B RT R A X e <R AT 04 Ak, BT LS B R AT 04
B4 ML BT & 2 UIM S<B0RE . B, 78 Tianya G4, 111222tianya fF4 55 10; £ Wishbone
o, wishbone HE# 5 4; 7£ CSDN ##54H, dearbook HE# 2 4 (dearbook ¥ CSDN it T 13)E 15k 44).
T I AT 0 A2 Bk 2 T 55 J142 X 5.

k2 EARBEFRAITH 10 A0S
Table 2 Top-10 most popular passwords of each dataset

He® Tianya 126 Dodonew Taobao CSDN 000Webhost Rockyou Yahoo Wishbone
1 123456 123456 123456 123456 123456789 abcl23 123456 123456 123456
2 111111 12345678 al23456 123456789 12345678 123456a 12345 password password
3 000000 111111 123456789 111111 11111111 12qw23we 123456789  welcome 123456789
4 123456789 123123 111111 123123 dearbook 123abc password ninja wishbone
5 123123 000000 5201314 000000 00000000 al23456 iloveyou abcl23 12345678910
6 123321 password 123123 5201314 123123123 123gwe princess 123456789 unicorn
7 5201314 12345678  a321654 aaaaaa 1234567890  secret666 123321 12345678 1234567890
8 12345678 5201314 12345 al23456 88888888 YfDbUNjH10305070  rockyou sunshine 12345678
9 666666 2123456 000000 123321 111111111 asd123 12345678 princess qwertyuiop
10 111222tianya 123321 123456a 7758521 147258369 qwerty123 abcl23 qwerty 1234567
Hort 7.43% 3.60% 3.28% 8.74% 10.44% 6.78% 2.05% 1.01% 1.72%

2.3 O%KESH
%E%Nﬂ DA HHREMKE AR, BARER, OSKESHIENFRREEZ AFEER, HL4KL
B (>75%) MDA KEHEFE 6~11 ZIA. % 000Webhost LAk, FiaHIEEKE AT 15 1D
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AREHAR D (<1.1%). BEAh, MK 23 A bt B S WA [ R 3 (6 11446, 9140, Wishbone $dE4E T,
BHKEANT 6 04, IXERH, %M 045 ZR A PO DA KELIURT%T 6. Zlih,
CSDN #HREHICE 2.2% MOAKE/NT 8, XKW CSDN AIREEHBUEMAA G, (BERFF A
BOSMKEEDN 8. BT D4R, F 124 R st O A8 £ 0K B o A — e e, i,
000Webhost FJFH /22 AR FE 51, HAK 114 B B ) B 3 s T I fh a4, B b5 EA AR AL 1 4 S 252
KIMsE (CSDN F1 Wishbone) A EL, 000Webhost 1 F1-4 g L 451l th 1 5 56 7.

£3 ohRENH
Table 3 Password length distribution

Dataset 1-5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 > 15
Tianya 1.79%  33.62%  13.95%  18.08% 9.68%  10.28% 5.59% 2.90% 1.45% 1.33% 0.72% 0.61%
Dodonew 2.43%  12.31%  15.87%  20.87%  22.89%  16.37% 5.21% 1.76% 0.89% 0.56% 0.35% 0.49%
CSDN 0.63%  1.29%  0.26%  36.38%  24.15%  14.48% 9.78% 5.75% 2.61% 2.41% 1.17% 1.09%
126 2.09%  24.02%  17.43%  21.99%  12.82% 9.15% 6.35% 2.60% 1.33% 1.06% 0.61% 0.54%
Taobao 1.14% 12.55%  13.91% 17.64% 18.68%  16.38% 9.52% 5.31% 2.34% 1.40% 0.89% 0.23%

LinkedIn 0.13% 17.46% 12.23% 24.23% 12.35% 9.52% 4.56% 2.83% 1.44% 0.86% 13.77% 0.64%
Rockyou 3.81% 24.45% 18.83% 19.77% 11.73% 9.02% 3.54% 2.08% 1.30% 0.85% 0.54% 0.75%
000Webhost 0.06% 5.70% 7.92% 21.87% 15.40% 14.50% 10.49% 7.66% 4.14% 3.13% 2.10% 7.02%
Wishbone 0.00% 13.50% 8.70% 25.34% 17.69% 13.58% 8.29% 5.50% 3.00% 1.74% 1.69% 0.97%

Yahoo 2.04% 17.89% 14.38% 25.07% 12.41% 11.15% 3.83% 2.59% 1.02% 0.70% 0.45% 0.34%

2.4 OSFHERMFLEN
F W RaR T IR BERE O A R R A . BRI, SO PR LA, K2 20%~64% [ 14
AT, T 10%~23% I H A B4/ TR G 980 A 1 4 RIS HAE RIS, K4 25%~42%
104 R ali/NE T8, AV 9%~20% BI04 FHAi M . 1% =R B e o SCH P 04 A i Ay 5 7
?!E;&Iﬂﬂ)ﬂu/\#ﬂﬁwﬁﬁé SRRt B 3 T F S P A 1A B XU 22 4ot B i
FELRFE IS (BD FeVF M5 IR BN, 0 1~10000), 32 7 ARSI B 10 68 048 1w S ;i
N B LR MR (B SR vr A R B, a0 >10%), WSO P O A SRR I ek (1 66 O T 9 SR P

k4 BAHIBEG 0L FH AR

Table 4 Character composition information about each password dataset

Dataset [a-z]+ [A-Z+ [A-Za=z]+ [0-9+ [A-Zaz0-9]+ [a=z]+[09]4+ [0-9]+[az]+ [a-zA-Z]+[0-9]+ [0-9]+[a-zA-Z|+ [a-z]+1

Tianya 9.91% 0.18% 10.24% 63.77%  98.08% 14.71% 4.12% 15.73% 4.39% 0.12%
Dodonew 10.31% 0.28% 10.90% 30.76%  98.33% 43.51% 7.55% 45.75% 7.93% 1.40%
CSDN 11.64% 0.47% 12.35% 45.01%  96.31% 6.14% 5.89% 28.45% 6.46% 0.24%
Taobao 15.68% 0.17% 16.11% 29.18%  98.93% 45.39% 3.30% 46.26% 3.40% 0.72%
126 22.57% 0.42% 23.78% 42.67%  97.96% 22.72% 4.22% 23.69% 4.39% 1.16%
LinkedIn 28.38% 0.79% 30.68% 24.48%  96.18% 26.18% 2.63% 32.43% 3.04% 3.38%
Rockyou 41.69% 1.50% 44.05% 15.94%  96.25% 27.71% 2.54% 30.18% 2.75% 3.43%
000Webhost  0.05%  0.00% 0.27% 0.03% 93.07% 54.35% 7.28% 60.88% 8.42% 4.66%
Wishbone 25.47% 0.28% 28.50% 9.03% 96.42% 34.30% 1.90% 52.75% 2.79% 2.03%
Yahoo 32.39% 1.70% 35.79% 19.84%  97.99% 27.19% 3.33% 30.79% 3.65% 3.48%

i AT RIEMZGAN, W [a-z]4 FORMUH/NG PRI 4 (BT RIRET, ASCELE £ T IENZRERIFLMLE R~ M § 75%5), [0-9]+[a-zA-2]+
LR BRI NG TR 4, [A-Za-z]4+ Fon U T RHARIT N4, [a-z]4+1 Fn NS RIS ERT 1 04

AL, A — S B I RE AR TR SRS, #IRD (R 0.17%~1.70%)
KA RS FRHENOS, GATZKAN (HHY 0.12%~4.66%) #1146 104 KB HRIN— Ny
1, BREZHA T (HE >93%) 1O A MY B RIEUZ AL, X ERRAE R 20 A A2, R K48 /N B
H IR R 28], B S AR
2.5 ETANMAEEHEOS

NTETFER, BAr@wEatlEn Sl E MM NG R, 2R, X7 AWK TN %4
R, R Bt 2% AT AR i X — WS84T A, KRR 28 AR MR D 2. B, Wang 2N B popr
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FAEREN], MYt A R L T4 ISR TERL S, SUEHEAT 100 YO, AGENTH
I 52 B A 22 4 R (RS RS 2R 29H 20%).

2 B A DUANTS 17 3 1 P 7 0 1 4 £ FE AN AL LB, (Ho, PTI-Dodonew i 425 i 1
5 12306 HyRHEIUAR 343, 1 Dodonew ¥R A S R A AN AMEE). WME R, Bk i
I A F AN A SR 4, T A S T3 PP UM SO T, X — B SONE TT A 5 I  E IR
Sk B2 ity ClixSense &% A8 % [ T3, 554 mA%, T Rootkit &4 B&ibkE, 3
Fi P2 LA e i 0 e 4 B GRAE STk [RS) P 0 T ), BRI B ANk A P A6 T T
A AME B DS

% 5 AP oA ALEEAR R )

Table 5 Percentages of users building passwords with their own personally identifiable information (PII)

Typical usages of personally identifiable information PII-ClixSense PII-Rootkit PII1-12306 PII-Dodonew

(2222 045) (69330) (129 303) (161517)
Name (7 subtypes, e.g., zhangsan, zhang, szhang, zhangs) 4.85% 4.32% 23.84% 23.82%
Birthday (10 subtypes, e.g., 01171981, 1981, 0117, 19810117) 7.44% 1.57% 15.61% 16.37%
Email_prefix (3 subtypes, e.g., moon123, moon, 123) 5.81% 3.75% 6.86% 8.60%
User name (3 types, e.g., loveu1314, loveu, 1314) 5.50% 3.45% 10.51% 10.53%
Phone # (3 subtypes, e.g., 41563022671, 415, 2671) - - 0.56% 1.00%
Total personal information usages (all above) 22.30% 12.76% 48.59% 51.43%

BRE SR, BARANIE W5 P 2 (8 1 1 A G AT AR R 2 5, (B P e DA Al g d R AN A G R
R AMNBONE IR (12.8%~51.4%). X HLHEHERE 1 I 3l 0 IR 55 B 7o 7 2R A 80 H 8 Bt ok 51 5 P
FAE O A AN NS B, DAV 7E 1) 22 45 KUK
2.6 OSEXDH

FT R OA LA HE S B, AL, Wang %A B2 (mF e st %5 o Fhil BT IR 4
ANE S, BT AR FER (W 111111). 2F/FER (W0 123123). MEEFS (0 654321).
FSCH (W0 123321) BEAAEEN (W0 zxevbn). POFP H R (SEBEAH YYYYMMDD. #44EH H
YYMMDD. HH MMDD F4E YYYY). JESCEIAF 0, FEC k4 7, B S = s g5 itk 42 2 .
F R R A A iE U B

k6 oAV stiEEE

Table 6 Popularity of dictionaries with different semantics in password set

EXER 126 Dodonew CSDN Tianya Taobao Rockyou LinkedIn 000Webhost Wishbone Yahoo
FUERFESE (W 111111) 4.30% 4.83% 7.42% 7.40% 6.25% 1.47% 2.40% 3.37% 2.06% 2.39%
ZEFEE (W 123123) 5.50% 5.16% 7.84%  6.55%  6.07% 3.64% 4.70% 4.03% 4.67% 3.82%
MEFFSI (n 654321) 9.69% 12.10%  16.89% 13.63% 11.47% 5.78% 7.14% 21.01% 10.67% 6.80%
[E1 38 (i 123321) 3.80% 4.19% 4.05%  3.95%  4.29% 1.95% 3.10% 2.43% 3.00% 2.45%
HAEA (W zxcvbn) 5.74% 8.62% 7.16%  6.22%  8.25% 1.52% 2.68% 6.30% 1.84% 2.76%
SERAE A HEL (10 19990909)  5.15% 3.88% 8.57% 6.45% 3.14% 0.07% 0.23% 0.22% 0.15% 0.12%
foraE A HEEN (I 990909) 10.58% 9.27% 10.09% 16.47%  8.01% 2.37% 4.07% 1.92% 1.78% 2.34%
HBE#L (0 0909) 5.34% 5.24% 6.51% 5.47% 5.54% 4.50% 4.21% 2.95% 6.20% 4.94%
O (0 1999) 5.68% 6.66% 6.44%  6.56%  6.00% 2.68% 5.92% 6.53% 7.71% 5.07%
R H 26.23% 24.76% 30.62% 34.41% 22.47%  9.06% 13.54% 11.31% 14.99% 11.50%
P T (len>4) 8.56% 3.53% 3.20%  1.87%  3.12% 23.68% 41.99% 13.98% 29.54%  19.48%
P T (len>4) 8.22% 3.98% 2.53%  1.59%  2.92% 25.83% 30.19% 12.55% 33.58%  18.43%
P& A (len>4) 8.65% 13.94% 14.23%  8.48%  20.57% 3.48% 4.28% 3.62% 3.61% 0.13%
PEEL T (len>4) 4.74% 7.73% 7.50% 5.05%  10.80% 1.92% 16.72% 1.84% 1.78% 1.82%

F 4 51 37 i DL e 77 3R 5 STk [@] AR R B B K SO s SR 0. i, a4
baobaolxy963, I LU HIF/ AL T IJLA# 4  baoba([PinyinWordLower]). 963([Keyboard]), Fl
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baobao([PinyinWordLower, SegmentRepeat, PinyinNameAny]). ¢ B 742 i 71X £ 7] G135 LB OF%
BT BN n), BIRIETE BB EMERNEWT, BisRm k. BENE, 2 n =18, 55 &
baoba [N %R N 5/12. 963 I %A 3/12. baobao MIEHEHRN 6/12, MAEHEN 6/12; X n =2
i, IANE Bt baoba+963 B35 %N 8/12. baobao+963 [ 35 * N 9/12. baoba-tbaobao [ 3%
N 6/12, BKNERERN 9/12; LAEHE, FEIRIR K n>3 B CAEE] 100% 7 & 2%

MEERI, AP CHPIEREH T, ROSPHEAE TEENEXEL. XEFEATUS N
PR, EFEFRFES. BT HE, SR eURE S (SO I B Ak B e, S
JUR A f B S B ). Hodh ) e B R T R AT DGR, JTHRSEH B (
990525), XAl E 5 AL H B E B & HA K, WX 1104 A 58 2 € m W, [HAEE
72, HIe s PR A I ER A T R T 81 (W0 654321, abedefg), IXMELRAER M4 KK
FORAM G, fln, 7 SCEdEE T, CSDN A IR T 41 &5 L s (16.89%); 7E 9838
#£1 000Webhost. Wishbone 1 LinkedIn T3 K 5 LLHEA 7T =.

2.7 OSER

B 5 Bl B0 28 B 25 R R R, P T B K P SRR . B E R, @R AR, B
TE R P A A E 4 100 A4 B SR, BT NZEIEAZ B8 A BR B LA i E ik 2 1 1 4, F
JAUAN AT ik G g ) A A BN B A BEAT TSR B e (RN VA SR AR R AR R A
FABORMER S0, NBGHE R T B WEIR T, — BGE# AT A E— A M 04, 5t
1R 25 5 Ut 3 R AH R AL & 1 3 e R .

Wang % A ) 15 2016 40 114 B RIS ROBFFCHEAT T 8055: 29 21%~51% KR & EE R O 1
2, B 26%~33% KIS E T 04, 7, [al9 35 ) B bk a9 TH 114 AR AUUREAE [0.8,1] 2 1,
A P RO AR A RE H b TS FR B RS . 2 AR B8 1 SCAAML R B0, UK ML 11 437 44 coMB )
N (B I 32 AL (T HRAE AN S O A%, ARSCR P 2 A O A It B BUIRIET T it BRI,
i IR AE AT 04T LI (140, zhangsan123@google.com 5 zhangsan123@yahoo.com HIFTZE—EL, WA
DHIX AN HRAEXS RL[E —F ), 3L 314 14 128354, b 16% MHBFE RIS R 2 A~ F 4, 6% 1)
FRTASRL 3 ANH4, 10% HIRBFEATZ0 R > 4 A4

B, AN (B ERAERTR LA BI) HAMHE R TET 3 8R4 H T 3Lty 2.2 12),
BEHLIEI 3 N4 (23 5HCA pw,, pwy Fl pwe), RIEH T 2 DA ERPUR. Reolh, DL T gmieiE e
HIARRLEE 2o (ABALE TR T N s = 1 — EditDistance(pw ,, pw ) /max(|pw , |, [pw ), FHEUEBI{E
WH0.5), AXGE THP 3 ANHA ZRIFALE R, ﬁ?ﬂﬂ%%ﬁﬂ?@ﬂﬁﬁzﬁ.

7 ApousERGt

Table 7 Statistics about password reuse

= fizpe Ll (%)
ARTEI AR AT L 2 AN 14 16
A8 FH IS A AT S L AT 1430044011 RS H 2 7 3 414 6
AR EHBAS AT S R 2/ 4 A4 10
H-MOLEE=AT4HF (pw, =pwe) 33.80
B-AOLEE=ATLSHU (pwy ~pwe) 49.08
AP AL (D4%E>3) 220316017 BT A ST (pw gy = pwokepw , £ pwp) 10.36
HIANLEE=ADLHE, (pwp =pwo&pw, #pwg) 9.70
AT AHMEAARE (pw 4 & pwp R pwe) 4.10

MERI, 296 33.80% KIH IS AN OS5 =A 04542 (pw, = pwe). B4k, £910.36%
MR RE AL 5 - DNOLAE (pw, # pwy), BEEH =AML EEMA (pwp = pwe). XEY,
Bk # FI A P EE 10 104 pw, BEHEBGE HARH 4 pwe MBIThHEN 33.8%:; # Y& F BLHFI H
—F PSR 58 AN H A pwy, RIATZ M0 10% RS, Hk, BRIKL 4.1% KR
SAOA Z JAAR B A [F]. X R B e P e QI 2 AN 1A I il REAF7E — & . DRIk, TR iR
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THBT PRI R B IR A AR TP 2N IH 14 IR SRR 2.
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145 B AR R B R (0 R R, KBAT 40 9 SRR 55— 3N 36T U0 (R M e, 1207 1
L R A BN, ARG LT B 1A BRI, B SR T #1045, RN T4t
BTV IS, B, 3T R S0 (PCFG BY) 3T I R BB 771 (Markov 2922)).
ST A PR G T B SR A TR A BT 4, T DA B L R SCVE I, 42 T A B T K.
55 = O EE TS ST ORI, SRR — SR B T T T, AR S R AR R 2
Mz sER (n RNN B4 GAN B3 WAR Ry Sefi vt Gigeit 5778 A7 75 (0 KU R i R 40 25 B 0
b, EEFR (0SCk [24]) P ST HOR SIFE TR (M Hashcat 1) Mg &, KKHRTE T 544 T 1O
PR, FERERHX =207k i B Rk T e s s A, [z Bxe 2005 421
S BAT M ARSI AT T 40 2R g 4

Pasquini et al. 19
Xu et al. ®

Veras et al.l?
Ma et al.l?

Pasquini et al. 24

Hitaj et al. 15 Han et al. 162

Xu et al. ¥

] . Wang et al.
&.fi Narayanan-Shmatikov?’! 4 Xia et al. 159l Af ang et a.
FEm N ! Houshmand i
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Figure 1 Evolutionary trends and classification of password guessing algorithms

3.1 ETFRMmEGE
3.1.1 B4AXE%

ANETAEG R IR 7%, B R REFERKREE BT3B EEEsR. o BEEWEH P&
B A IEESAT A, ARG 32 &% R R B0 AR i 1 A5 0 R R Th 2R S rp— R I35
FEFEF RN A RS e, Bl S A A v VR A SR, 6 B 1A B AT 2 AR e, N
BERE ., BT () FIEN/ M. FR8HR (E7H a BRANTH o). 78 REE. B, UF
— SRR N AT T EERIWFT. Fl4n, 1979 £, Morris Al Thompson (1) B TSR0 & AR R,
FiI A e S b SR R AR, LLEAT 1455 1990 4, Klein B4 k.00t T 013G, T2
i+ 15000 25 DES B HIE52 14 1999 4, Thomas B3 5T Fi] 2 BEA BTG GERIEE T 1014551
i, TG 2500 M2 DES NS K S04

R TV Z R R SRR A R M (AR ST, WA, IR Th R A
/NBR. #lhm, 2014 4E, Das 28 A Bl 8 pps 7 AT IH 14 RIS (b 1 o 38 O A R 0. 1%
VESG IR IIUE SCRIFNIGUR X P 2 TR GG 14 B\ RS e (Wndd N MR, K555, R
Btz G, MBS RN O A2EDEBNE 7T HEROA. fE/MEIECT (0 100 IX), Z5EERIRE R R
B 30%, @ik T8 NEE, (B WAAE—RE A sk RO FTa FH P A8 CAR e R e g 0
SN, XA P EH DA RFESAT N, AR O ASFNE, ZEEAE LT — R BB, %
25 FE PR B 22 00 AR ¥ i A A L, X TEEER IR A P E A DA R B HUTA.
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% 8 FTZuAFMEEELs
Table 8 Summary of mainstream password guessing methods

BNHR

AR RARRE _ LUBA: N
BY EE

Markov, 2005 20 Markov v YK Markov #1131 A 114450
Markov, 2014 [22] Markov v 9 Markov BUEI N T — REIFH 5 EHLHA
OMEN, 2015 9 Markov v AL T Markov BUBSHY (14 A4 O A, #1114 A ok Fr
Tar-Markov, 2015 #5013 Markov VOBV AEBRRZ I Markov B
Chunk_level Markov, 2021 B3 Markov v FIF BPE Sk 0474 FFI#R A chunk (Ml4ever) f¥51
PCFG, 2009 (21! PCFG v HUARHFET PCFG 3Gk AR5
Veras et al., 2014 (2 PCFG v st PCRG 78 T BT i U
Houshmand et al., 2015 B9 PCFG v I AE 5 % Bt
TransPCFG, 2021 (52 PCFG v R A 43K PCFG SUEME R, WA 14 HE AT St
Personal- PCFG, 2016 &4 PCFG VBN ETRKERANNGE B (K vang RRA Ny)
TarGuess-1, 2016 28] PCFG VoI TR NE EARE (R wang KRN Np)
TarGuess-11, 2016 (25 PCFG COEAERR A B B SRAR AL, B N AN B R
TarGuess-I11, 2016 28] PCFQ v TR R F A S BRIA O 4
TarGuess-1V, 2016 [22] PCFG VBB NS S (k)
Hranicky et al., 2020 51! PCFG v e A R AT S AT B 22719 R, D P2 A i e B
Chunk_level PCFG, 2021 B8 pcFq v Bt T PCFG MZ5 BRIt (0 p@ss #79 DM,)
Das et al., 2014 69 Mangling Rule voORART 8 R R AR AT 104 B
MDBSCAN, 2022 &3] MRA+ML' v K EVAHEAT T B R, FEA R () 4
AdaMs, 2021 24 MRA+DLf v I FH Ao 22 19X 2% A5 101 4 5 900 DU 7 D 3
FLA, 2016 [14 LSTM v B UCKHIEFR AR 24 51 X 114550
Chunk_level FLA, 2021 B3 1sTM v FIH BPE HikH 4 E/THIFR /RN chunk (Wl4ever) /751
PassGAN, 2019 (L9 GAN v R/ & woE i i s PR RS R
Pass2Path, 2019 B Seq2Seq v R T4 551 A ot 2 37 1014 1) 25 4 A 5 91
GENPass, 2019 53 PCFG+LSTM FIAT LSTM 251 4 4 B
CPG/DPG, 2021 [1d WAE/GAN v BN, 2 PassGAN, 42102 LR
Pass2Edit, 2023 (B3 GRU v R Z RN, K 0 AT NN £ 4y 2K 1]

RFGuess, 2023 (ed1¢

PassBERT, 2023 2111

Random Forest VX AL TFRENRG, SIANSMPLEEEIEAR

Transformer v v BIANBAEAR, R XA Transformer #47 H4%5

R I L IR

L RREETA NGB R (PID) W€ aSE AR T A IHA 4 (HAER) K€ EgEn.

§ 7 i R el SOk [@] e, U T4 (5 5, 1530k [E] o R DR T AR RS 6 BEANAEE.

T MR+ML %78 Mangling Rule 5 Machine learning #5#; MR+DL %7K Mangling Rule 55 Deep learning 454

¥ RFGuess JIETBEALARAR A OIS IHELE, A8 = A1 AR, 4 32180 1 AR 50%: RFGuess. i‘ﬂ;/l\}\%‘%ﬂ‘]
FE 7] A S 5% RFGuess-PIT FLEE T 114 5 A (1952 ) A5 I HV: RFGuess-Reuse; FEANIIA L5 .

1 PassBERT Jy3& T X[ Transformer ) O4SEMHELE, A& = ORI, 7B 4&4 04SN : PassBERT(-
CPG). 3T 114 1l & [ E % PassBERT(-TPG) FIHE T8 ULHC B ({155 PassBERT(-ARPG); 3 1145 B.3.4 4.
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3.1.2 OLWMIA

Hasheat 19 F1 John the Ripper(JtR) ) 05 5 B AVAEAT 1) 1 AW T L, A A 25 R LRI S b
NP R R IERE BEAEA. XA LRANBITREEE mENRN, e n RIEZ ARSI GPU #24t
PIFHAT IR RS, EARME S RIS AR, D o . AR R 7 U & 55, WAL eI 28 iR K
HFEAN T N BEFNE £ MR8 RORRG. B4R Hashcat F1 JtR % H A —HHEFHI$E4 /0, HXH
A TS LF A R R A e 7732, (B AR R 2, T TTE S R0 A5 4 b () SR g s A R Bk &,
Hashcat 4G LLERA EHIGT (word-major order), BIFEZ & — N ML (1) B3] 2 /i, 26 0 42
()BT R U] S T 24 i ). AH R, JER GG AL N = HIBF (rule-major order), RITE R T —/NHEI
A, RN N e R R BT SR X S AR A RO ) A AR R R B L.

RAEZRFIRE T — R OAREME I, HHERER N8I Z2M T O 26 T A Hashcat/JtR, {H
XL LSRG A SR T AR LR MBGARCE, TR RBA R FEE MR E N ESLRE ). 2015 4, Ur
as BT SE T B S B A0 N B 5 B b Bt 3 S B R H SR 2 RAAFTE I 2 57, 3 71
PRI — R EEE N N A AW EEFATEME, HE IR T 46 & 0N E 2/ TR B A b5
Min_ auto. ZFa5 AT ELAFE R F R — DA FEAS [FIA I 5 32 R A A e /IMELVE v e e eI 2

L b, BRI F S BB R SR 1 A IE 0 SRR, AR 1] 4 SRR AR A Th 6 R T Hh g
Yo 5. 5, #£3CHk [@] o PRAIRGIAR T = 48 B e R Mk 4 50 PO A IR 2 90% B 4. TR,
LSS — B (ICABEE A) FIBEAR SRS a6, 3H4T 2 A4,

Yohi# A WIRAR ARG AT LA N =A R E B, B BCR AR KBS 5%k, LT RXR =AM B
HI TR AR 7SR —B B, SR A TS B DB AR NI T M ) TR TR N I 2 Fh T 2R s BRI =, i

ST 1B 6 M KENTEENEE, B XNE AR BE MR, ARG, M mlxt 7 508 ik

FE /NG F R RS EREMT AR 2. B, 2T 1 3 12 MRKEMAETAHE. ok, ik
T — AN ZERGOIFIEN 7, HEEE T best6d MUNERAT Y S, 75 CHEMAR D4R 2A L, Ak
T d3adOne MUUEATH —D 2K, FEHB B, Bihiss A IR T 62% 1104, SRR 16 7r8h. 7658
ZE, Wil A KR TIRE TR, 46T AR, R EREFRR A OLSERERINT
2 MERF (BFEERIARRTS) . 3 N (BFEBUFRRTS) . 4 M, DK 3 NMNEF RIS A4,
TEREBY B, B A BRI T 16% M4, FRFERS 5 /N 12 0580, &5, 7R85 =B, b
A KT hashcat fEMEEA N B 1 L/REER LA, #5601 SR DA FIE IR, J4s6 B e Fl
FOFR, HE—5 IR T 10% BI04, FBR 14 /N 59 704, FEEEE, X — B RRE A W E
B B, AN B BER TR, FURA R ERZE T 11 AR Zipf 404 G957, gisri oM
BRI 4, 0 o 40 P A A 2 K Bl

TR, BHESAE B 70 0 WAl 58 A 2R / s G R B O A8 T 2L R FF 7RSS, Flin, 76 2019 4F, Liu %%
B9 g b 3 R A R L (41 Hashcat Al JtR) AR, 1EE$EH T AT, BRI
M %% (rule inversion) AU THEL (guess counting), BiLXELIRAE, A 1REMS Pk o4 0 A 7E LS T A
T 22 4 E T R U 2 BT A AT REIARS I 7E 2021 4F, Zhang %EA [0 it 7 — sz i 0 A HiE X
PR, FETAI0E ST, AR T WAH EAE (operations, BRI FEARAL), HAEK T
1974 ANECEE SCIUN). @k %) JtR 1 Hashcat KU 5| 2RI TE ML, /E#H I T JtR 1 Hashcat
X TR OB R E R SRR 7R 2021 4F, Pasquini %5 A ) S5 e P 2 ST AR 14 5 M) 3@ R R AT T
b, $EH T EF M B &R BE RS ADaMs (#?Hﬁ%iﬁﬂ?ﬁ%); 2022 £, Di Campi 25 A (z
SR HE AR BOEAT HE R, I FH KR LB A /b i m U AU BB R 3G [FAR, Li 8 A B g
B SR IS 5 A TR AR R 1 A MR A5~ S R A I s T 28 7E X MR v T390 1 1 24 )
Bk BART S, fE&E 46 ] Damerau-Levenshtein P Ml Jaro-Winkler FEE1E N B8R, 18 H 2
BRI TCIE B R E: DBSCAN X 04T IR, TR R i BESH 7 5 Ao Z g 2
BN R R AR NEAE R (base string). %, FIAH Damerau-Levenshtein Fig5H L, MEHEFTFH
BIEHFRFRFRAER T — RIENA MBI B e, TR . &G, AT AFTE R
LRI NEE & 5, FF 4% RO B B S A T HE P, F598 3 Hashceat (il TR, a7 S5 N &
2B RSB RS 4.
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3.2 ETHIFFMNREEE
3.2.1 PCFG

2009 4, Weir A I g2 4t T —ANBETHER b RSO X SO 5 AR IEL: PCRG. %81k
B OLSFRF R =F KA FRE L. 7B D AR TERAE S, R A R 2B 5 B (A AH Bk
SL. RS D FE A [A) AT SRR N 7 B B A Ay (B S5 4 (AR, Bildn, 114 password123! TJ
UUFIRHN LaD3Sy, H Ly RERKEN 4 MFEHER wang, Ds UERKEN 3 WHFR 123, 5; KK
A 1 R ER AT B, HNGRAI A i AR W B IR R (ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁﬁﬂ?): B, WIS gt &3
454 (I LaD3S:) KESBIE (W0 La—wang) Frxf RIS, SR)5, i Wl ZxEiod g b 21 2
AR EH RS2 I4k (instantiations) B HUXLE <L, D, S” AR%, AL RUFIE 4 K HXT R IR, &5, X
A2 ) VAR RERE 28 /N HE P TE I AR . i, 14 wang123! 7£ PCFG AT 2 n] LLiHE
Pr(wang123!) = Pr(L4D3S1) x Pr(Ls — wang) x Pr(D3s — 123) x Pr(S; — !).

[ e ] [ AR ]

4391
12345678 L,D;S; 0.15
g123!
Ipass! —>| LD, 003 [
. . M 8

: : ’ suny123!
tiny999@ Ly - wang 0.3

suny@111 8 8 Pr( . 123)
r(wanglzZs!
wang123! Dﬁ‘_’ 123 016 :Pr(L4D§S1)><Pr(L4awang) X
abed123! : : Pr(Dy— 123) X Pr(8,~ 1)
aaaa123! Si=1 0.3 =0.15% 0.3% 0.6x 0.3
o J = 0.0081

B 2 PCFG % hbAmidAATER
Figure 2 Training and generation process of PCFG

PCFG 235 8E0T 508 IFFEE 00, & N1 AL HAE OISR B H , AT4E H — &1
£ T PCFG MBud/HAENE L. Filtn, 2014 4F, Veras A B s 114 v 85 OV SIS SRS T RS
P8, $EH 7RG TE LB PCFG 8. SAEEE S N=D:

oL, EEERES O4HEAT A E. Flhn, 04 loveblue0507 43iA]J5 M4 A& love. blue
0507. fEILHT, FRHGBHIFE AR N “word BR”, TECTFURFIR T F5H4 BRIOFS M S PN “gap BL.

Fok, WiZLe “word B HEATIAMEARE, MR FERIT — MHBLR WSS, 28605k Ui, blue #
PRE AL B (NN). 321K, BT E S R G ZACEAE. 3T “word B, WIAGZE & 1 I AE IR
B, B etk o> BB RER AR (I A5 “dota s ). B Wordnet (—Ff
A S SR T H) B0y — Ml R bRk B, # love 733N loven.01, FRE %
3 — A5 X A RERUE, T B E MR REAT IR Z A, B0, soldier W AR%EN
worker.n.01 ( “worker” FJEE—/M44 10 L), HZ /G HI4S5 R A soldier.n.01.

T JE AT R AE R, Z A E IR PCFG (2] L Blan, A0 4 youlovethem2 FIMERIFEH
A A Pr(youlovethem2) = Pr(N; — [PP][love.v.01.VVO][PP][number]) x Pr([PP] — you) x
Pr([love.v.01.VV0] — love) x Pr([PP] — them) x Pr([number] — 2).

2014 4, Ma 2 A 7 RIL, PRGN GERSLFIME (instantiations) SKIHFE PCFG FREE: L, H
RO H ZAL T WM ST N7 8 2015 4F, Houshmand %A B9 53 i _F T S Sc ik AN R R (4n
querty) MZIAHI (W boatboat) ik T 4 PCFG MMM MIIZ; 2019 4F, Wang A B pise
PEIE5H (W1 D1L1D1L1D1Ly) 34T T AL, FEBIAPEE 2 I E 5 PCFG MBI L, 038 T
PCFG 78 41 SCHRAE L IBERR N %; 4, Zhang SN B9 RIS Markov B PCFG o
L. D. S BRI A, #7t T 4 POFG HIIZMLAES); 2020 4F, Hranicky %A BI 2t 7 —Fide
FAREAESOVEEAT 4340 OB O 2 R O B AR R B A B AR TE S A B 2 A9 s b, TR
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DT BEEME R EEE R, 485 T B8RO A 1RCE; 2021 4F, Han %A 520 gy 1 — i K 114
) TransPCFG HEZL. HAZ O JRIEF MNE T 041 PCFG B8 (fiifk PCFGshort) H#EHH
RITEAE B, IR I s BB B R T K O A% PCFG B8 (fiifk PCFGlong) 1. [FI, iEARHE
PCFGshort TS5 BRI M E PCFGlong HHZHIE R, WMTHER I PCFG £ 14 ki
RINER; WA, EEFE RN SN NG BARZE (k4. EH. A4, 3. FHL55) 51 PCFG, 12
H T 3T PCFG #1521 IAFRISIE, s [28,54).

3.2.2 Markov

fE 2005 4, Narayanan il Shmatikov (A1 4 ot T 4R T oA A (Markov) 51 AZ| 11455, Markov
AL (AR n-gram B8 HH RIS, d B Markov(d = n + 1) IO MEBE, 24T 04755 A
XM d NERER, SRETHLR. Flin, 3 B Markov BN 14 abc123 FIMER I INT:
Pr(abc123) = Pr(a) x Pr(bla) x Pr(c|ab) x Pr(1|abc) x Pr(2|bct) x Pr(3|c12), HH Pr(3|c12) HIiH4
TIAFRE c12 5 3 MAEIREL c12 FAZRMAEL, HARFAERNIHE T XS5 2 HF.

2 Markov BRI HOS RN, 2> H IR EEE BRI W 8. Biltn, MECh 5 I, B JIGREH R B
abcdel XFEM R H, WA ELFEMZE Pr(l|abcde) FITFELE RN 0. Bb4h, 54 Markov A2 BT A= BT B
B OAFIMZEINRMAZET 1.0, Flan, HINZEN {ababc}, 4 1 B Markov BRI HE 14 ab R
4 Pr(ab) = Pr(a) x Pr(bla) = 1, QAIZAER FAE B AL O 4, B3 LR 220K KT 1.0.

N T RRIR L A 2014 4, Ma A B3 01 7 — R 0F (41 Laplace ) FIERALE (W0
End-symbol J77i%), L3645 R M H End-symbol 77751 Backoff MR ILIRAR, 75 H AT #TZ A
24, End-symbol ZIBTERAN LA RREHIN— NS (1828 L), RS, B HAN 8 FHFAAN
guik; AN, L AT AR RR T TSk DUAMPAEFT AL B, b5 G5 A L AR B . T5LL {ab, abe} i,
TEXTRRA A2 L5, 1 B Markov B8 HH 114 ab I ZFAE )y Pr(ab) = Pr(a) x Pr(bla) x Pr(L
Ib) = 3. @Eﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ&ﬁ"] Markov BB I ZRFIAE i FE7n B K. Backoff /& —FP4E[ Markov
B, MEEAF R R d BRGSOV T3 A BIE N, 3L ELR (backoff) ML, {5 FHZ# R %T
LA RIRTEL (W1 d — 1 BYAT4RY), B2 TR IR SORT 8 A0 2 A, B, 4B 4, THEER
W2 Pr(1lvang) i, WRTFFFH wangl HIECAWCRE, T angl KIEGH EBRME, WTHE MR
Pr(1lang) x w(wang) KAFKHIEN Pr(1lvang), K w(wang) & N5 L. wang JFLWKEN 5
MR RINE, 1EH MRk, MEA8A OSR]Iy 1.0.

N Gl

tin—y
R e ‘/ tiny—9 ] P wang123!

79— W 06
— 03 wangl23@

ny99— | ::> E E

suny123!

T AR
HUBE

Ipass | W wan—g 05
. tin — 0.3 sang
tiny999@ =5 P(wang123!)
suny@111 Wa—T : g = P(start—w) x P(w—a)x P(wa—n) x
ngl2 — 1 033 - xPngl2 —3)xP(gl23—~1)
.wan—
g gl23 — 1 015 =0.6%--%x0.33 X0.15
= 0.00064
g123— |
N —

B 3 Markov %454 mIHETE
Figure 3 Training and password generation process of Markov model

2015 4F, Diirmuth %A B9 3§ E 41 Markov #H 114 4 MO FRHEAT TAR4L, $2HH T OMEN
B HAZO AL TH Markov B b 7 FF FOBEAAE WUR 40, AEAHRERE T LA (FE 4K 1) #2 AR b
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A AR 4 AT R KR TE 17 A 1l 120 0 ) e
3.2.3 ET PCFG HEBMOSHENIES TarGuess

2016 4, T PCFG U, Markov B2 i DUnt-H7 B S gt i 538 16, Wang 2N B s 7— 4
] AR HESE TarGuess, 5 4 FiETAEA A B A G BIE AR B E HER 3 NS B
B, BT S, MATAREA NG BEME DS ERH AR, BMAGBES M= BN
HEAHTHED 4R PIT (A Type-1 PI), 02 M4 H; 5 288K PIT (FRA Type-2 PII),
W AZ B E RS, EABANREEE DS —0, HEflammB R mo S @#iT R, =
FH P HAERIEE S, 04, R SE 38 BRI AN AN B B BIAE, TarGuess FESE 1 ZEZ i | PYFp
AR ERFENR: (1) 250 H Type-1 PIL; (2) 240H 7 2t FE#IHO 4 (3) HE S5 H
P NGEMEMENIHO4; (4) fE355 #3 MR, BUMER T BAsH 1) Type-2 PIT (A 51]).
TarGuess J5AE 2 i .

B ZRBT B Frpr B

___________

iak ' PIL A1 A
i) A 5 %] 261147
of —

HAEH v
A el S
i M H brik 7

PII {1 5 A4S Al

___________ 1 HEAT A

it
%3]

1

|

1

[ 1
wa | L. | e t-m-g—----- VT w7 1 B B
b A 1 ﬁd R
A A=)
1 =

1 =

O # b HWRATE P3SN E 250 © PR SRR s R

B 4 TarCGuess ez A Bd

Figure 4 An architectural overview of TarGuess (B8]

PL TarGuess-1 [28) Jf5l, Wang % ANfE PCFG (21 JRERIFEE L. 8 D RIEFRFS S ARgE i Eat
b, BINTHEFEBPANNG B (ks £=H. m5E. AR5, s, FH N RREREER, N1
RN ERR, N2 RoRMLENRWA S, N3 R, - fH E RRIBHEEE, BE1 RoRIBFE AT
A, B2 RN E N8B, - DRI, BiieZ5EAR Ly Dy S SBZEMAR 2 AT,
H PR EAFRERKE, MAREAF IR, WX Fp Rz, 77 oA R0k 58 H K E RN NG
5 A g sfe (0 7 B T2 B R 1 i

TarCuess-11 Z5A5% 1 T 4520 (10 LsD3—L3D3S2) AT B (Ls:abc—La:abed) Ml O B4
72, AL E R PR, KB IH O 4 RS M PAE ST N e S PCFG M54 1. 70 th 5L aih
&, FIH Markov #58 SRARHL 7B 3 B MOT A2, I i — AN 52 B0 10 A48 4 R SCIE S SCTEAR A,
TarGuess-111 7E TarGuess-11 [2E6f -, 5N T EFHRAM PIL 5% (5 TarGuess-1 —3), W& T —4
ARG PIT 1) H 4 E A SC7k. TarGuess-1V M@ 51N DIH-HF B, KR X — Bk HERA TGO 41
B AN N5 BRI TE IR | FEAR 52 X A B R DN 3 A T A 20 1 .

2020 4E, Xie A T2 7 TarGuess-1 29 JEA AN NS BRI IERE B 3 7. miro
SIREFNER TR R AR, $2H T TarGuess-IT, #E—B 8T 754G TarGuess-1 55 T) %,
3.3 ETHNBZFEIBARNBEEE
3.3.1 ETHEIHENENOSHEMNRE

2016 4, Melicher % A (L4 BRI F AT A5, 328 7R THAMEMLE (RNN) 1
FASEMET FLA. Z&EMEH 3 EKEICIZMS (LSTM) MW ZEaEi Em k. Hiz.o B2 mi
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14 28 BT 45 R BUSR TR — 575 BB R, AR b — A T RIE S8, 5 Markov i
8 B3 RE 2 AE T, FLA BRI FRRTEUR, 8 E 3N TR R R I R A R (i
AR IBI B R AN FEHA (U0 Laplace “Fi). X143 FLA AL Markov B8 FLAT 54T (1032 (L1

2019 4F, Xia 2 A 59 %% LSTM 55 PCFG %54, 311 T 1A R AT PL(PCFG+LSTM). iZ#5 %
Y eI T i DS e RSB B TE R (W0 password123!—LgD3S:), HELHMEFESI M T LSTM
% I, BRI ZRoE ARG, AT AR R — R AU IR A1, A S5 R4 PCFG — By sonhix e 4% ) Bt
HEATAREFE. 9 T AEAS [ S o B A B e O BRI R, Mt — B T 24 PL OB f45x
SEARE TR B (RO M B R 0 i) MGG &, Hdb AT B RS, Fd i 5 is O A BRI CNN 45
2R AW AR I A RIS, o fE e T T ) R BT AR i 1 4 R TS Y (general), 1R A2 AR 4
R T A . M R R T 200 455 /7% GENPass. 2021 4, Wang %A [ #5 pr, s 5t
fili b, PG (RNN) SRR PCRG HIZ5HIB LU L BN A, -1 T PR+ B, AT
TR TN RN ZRAEEA B .
3.3.2 ETHERAEFERMOSHENEE

2019 4, Hitaj S A L8 ¥y E sontie M4 (GAN T4y 3] A3 114 R II4TIE, 32 T PassGAN #
BEHARSE G AAHE D WK AET FLA B8 04 195 mR4 07, PassGAN 258414
R oA, GO TE T, ENE G B EHLE S AN, BIEA RS B S O A FEAAME IR D
SRR, F5IEE D R B I GREE GE I0 B S8 1 AR AR AR SR AR R E S REAREAT X 4, TTER it
B RS G ORI IR D R B S, R RO E B DA REAR, (L A W I
LR HELOSFEARRI A, GG, R\ RS G IRAEME &, HiaAdm 4, HRIAT
i k. B E o GAN T DR &8, RRTFH#4% 771 (I PCRG 21 fi Markov 22))
SRR GE T SRS T T AR AR BT GAN 1 11 RSB TE 0 A 2 R ) 114 BE At T4 2
s, sl 19 3AE) 5 PCRG A1 Markov MR HORSIRIIE, PassGAN %/ 75 Bk i — A
MOEGIREN. AT IEIRE MR IR A PCFG Ml Markov BB, & 8oR T GAN 784 11471
(KT 71, 9 SR FEAR A T 5 1 R A 1)

FUSE A FEA
123456
wang123!

abcd123! veal
aaaal23! D('E ?(Dd)
A 1

ZREE

AR D
1 wangAAA!
- Al |G(z;0,) | wanglll Xfake
O m g 123bbe
Z 111999@

1 PR 4 A

B 5 AT GAN 9o A 4FnsA
Figure 5 GAN-based password guessing model

2021 4E, Pasquini 25 A fa€) FeH, A1 B HCRAE AT 15 25 28 70 U1 253 2 Hh X DL IE #ff b s 08 25
i, WIS EN G TR FRE M e b, AR AR AN R AR I b 27 =) VI R B8 i B9 BSURR 1, 9045 540 31l 38 mT LLAR
5 X 4y BB AR B, PR T AR e et 2% 18], ik, Pasquini 28 A (i) % PassGAN #7724
#t BRI S, MAITEEA 0451 one-hot Jmt s IR T /NERIEE (Gl —ANE S Hs filg =
IIR/IN), FEAE TR DI FE 5 BB — 4k T RS20 A0, DANSREEMR B HURH e R A Fa g . TR 4L
HJZH, EEEA AR THEE—4k (batch normalization), M AT BARE A5 R A B 58 IR (1) 5% ZE R 30
B (residual bottleneck blocks). SZIFR I, MGEEH CAN BARZERFEME T (>10%) HRE I Th = 5.3
& TEAH PassGAN 3,
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JH:&I‘, Pasquini N (id) BFEH T F RS Wasserstein [ 4 g #8155 (context wasserstein autoen-
coder, CWAE) EWHES SRR o2 (CPG), BRI M5 (B O TH P B 1MaE R,
KR HAFH). 1N, W& v R BB (A0 *+mm*91) KA B — R A BAG ML 04
# (41 sumny91, tommy91 %) JXUE 14 FFAE FIRAEIBAE S W] (latent space) PEUEHER, Mt 1
BRNGRRIBIE (strong locality). 53R, A FEEIEER M 430 2 18] 2 30 H — L850 58 A (R RHAIE 72
F, WIANE] A4 508 3 80N A RSP 35 0K AR, X5k B F—A (BdR4E) 2 B AAE
TRAE 2% (B P B R SRR A A B N 35 R iR PE (weak locality).

SR ) fEF 3t — B8R TS 0455 (dynamic password guessing, DPG) #iA. HAZ 0 E
RER A BT M A & RSt F T SER0EAE 0 A0, JERUR NI B bR D200 A, BART S, e HhrH 4
£, TSR (TR GAN MIZCRIELT T CWAE) A BSOS A2, B gt s D m it 0 4
Lefsl, M AN BE o 5, R B O AR AR /R e A, X PP BN A B SRR G &
F T B uhAE M7 5, BIIZREE S Bty B AR R IR T8 18] 43 A0 B4 AT 22 e K.

BEJE B AL, AR F IR T — R T A U AL BT Ui, B, 7E 2022 4F, Yang %
NS g 7 AR AR MRS VAEPass, BT HRIDE. MERT PassGAN 13
VAEPass BG5S EORGRTE PRI RG)I SRR L, B ERE M ) % )5 T T PassGAN. 14, Pag-
notta A T 4211 7 4 PassFlow HO5ET-¥ 102 B T 0450, 36T 370 (R0 ol DUEAT RS H
(0 B SR T SRR AL, AT SE IR T HERA 1 7S RS A . 2l SR UG UE B, PassFlow %5 BT 240
T Pasquini 25 A$RH 5T GAN 777k
3.3.3 ET Seq2Seq WAL EMEE Pass2Path

2019 4F, Pal 25 A B soh = 19 100 4 ST 0T RERE, 3R T — N IET-FF 91 503 514 (Seq2Seq)
1)1 4 B FHR Pass2Path. AT 5321 Jadé B 10 1H B4R 04 77 510 43 AR AT (1 4 N AT
BEMIEA I A4 E AR RN, XFNZINEAE R P ETIH D48 AR AL, v Ee
LU ZMEEN AR R, F, SN R % I BV 20N “E i B4k, SECUESERR R A iz
fhRe I8z, N T R — R, MR CSRELT # SRR, K4 B D A AT N — R AR T anfi iR E.
XL JE TR IR, MR e AL B 1 AF. FEURBEAE b, AR E R 1 % IR W H B 43
B O A g F. 28R, R4 wang123 BHN wangt!, W N HJRFHEAEFFIN [(TER
514 5 MALEMERTFFF 2), (FER TN 6 MALEMBRTF 3), (FER TN 7 BALEHANTFHF), 45K, B3
IR T4 wang123 [FERFF 5, it % B TR T4 06 5 41, X — 3 d@e iy Ui K d@ ot 7
AT 5 U R D Ejj Pass2Path #Af{)7< 2.

N PWIFAFRF it PW1RIPW2EEUTH
’ w a n g 1 2 3‘
l l l l l l l <DEL, 5><DEL, 6> <INS, 7, I> EOS
’ Embedding ‘ T T T T
by o e
L EE RNN RIS Es RNN

B 6 ATHBFREFIIGG4SEARA Pass2Path

Figure 6 Password reuse model Pass2Path based on editing operation sequence

3.3.4 HEFESHRENHNHOLERER Pass2Edit

2023 4F, Wang 2 A B3 35 th a0 2 1 0 A1 BOS R AR — R 91 B T i (1, MK
SRR 1 T 47 ), A0 P 28 I 40 TR B S5 2 31, 5016 S50 T RO 82 M A e 72
RN, AT, AT (B3I A A0 Pass2Path B Tk pfi 2 51 B 0 AME SR 4 24
A4 (R FEOR. A T B R R P 1 11 A/ BRIAT, Wang 5\ B Vol 11 4 R SO i
R ALK, IR T — %N Pass2Bdit HOAE BB, ZERTF £ 5 gL, fEis7E 142
352 A it 25 5T BB AR AR R 24T 114 e i RCR.
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FLAKTTT 5, Pass2Bdit BRI B JFAA 114 F2 BT 2EAME SO0 TR 72 26 0 2430 114 SE R4, B
HOHT R T — 25 B TS SO ME. 7okt D IS TSR R 5, BTN 2 Ak B0 A 388 0 24 7 11 4o,
TER T — B OB, MAE TR B, B0 4 R AR . A BORh 22 25 de s ST WU, B 52 5] 54
14 i B2 PP AGA S B (6 T 44 1 A (B0, 101, 2B JE46 114 A wang123, HARIIA A wangl!,
LK B 4 2 RO GR EHRAE IR [(TER A 5 MALB MR 2), (FEZE31 0 6 AL EMGT 4
3), (EZ3N 7 R BEIMATH), S55K]. A% N0 AR % T R 04 LA AT DA 14, Tid
SR T — 25 (R b G . 12, TN B O A TR B SN, S5 (%310 5 10f:
BN TR 2); A5, e S TG4 wangl23, BEMATESUR N4 wangl3, JHI 5 G
M4 —FER TS REE N, %t (ERIIN 6 R BMB TS 3); FRIRFERR T, 55
R, BRI . B i — AR .

Wt [ . w g 1 2 3 ] (B
i
Jgﬁﬂ w a n g 1 2 3 HIATI4H “wang123”
I 1 1 7 1 1 1 FA 14 “wangll”
| Embedding |

DGR (E

b4 !
0 g g o B B

J 4 14

1[2]3
B=y ‘ £t TR B4 11 %5105 i B 7 7
JEEﬂm%r'ﬁl ‘ w a n g 1[®|3 ‘
i N A N )
‘ Embedding ‘
ﬂﬁé~ﬁ~ﬁﬂﬁ L
BAIRIRE 7 .
Rl
Wy e n g 1 2 3 [@|]

L . ERRE AR AT
i‘ﬂﬁ& ‘ w a n g 1 B ‘ BEBAR A 1™
i T

i ‘ Embedding

|
[ mx OO L O

B 7 £F %5 kEa4osERERY Pass2Edit B

Figure 7 Password reuse model Pass2Edit based on multi-step decision-making mechanism (B2

3.3.5 ETHANMBENKERE ADaMs

FET RN 7 B 18 H H A R T M e — M E n MRS T HRE K —NE m
ARG B F L. 75 AL SIS, 22 KU B o (%) B A R0 2 48 7 A T it = v g B A 11 4, AT
AR nox m ANHAEABNT I AT, XFI7EaSBORETAEE S WEN, FOAEI S, A
[F] 2t 1 & 5 AN RIF G R B AR BRI ZE 5. 2800k, KB IN DA% T RERKM O 45E
& TR AL I ERE () BN el 6o T e 4/ 2 B R 4, BE0E TR A 2R 455K
BRI, TR T T BRI R G A R 4, TPRR I PR 3 1 T BRI

EEXFIE IR, Pasquini 28 A B4 7 2021 4RI T — R IR R, %R TE T W B LA
WEIR, fe% B NI SE Mo 38 SR FH 00 s RS WU SR, 78 RS AN 58 35 1) - S B0 I 8 7 THD R B0 M B e 1)
TN BRI E, ST w o RNE R, @i 5 N—/NERITFH X, AT E
A4 w; FEUUE A A r; S EE— AR AREN 1 RN rj(w;) € X, 0 TR rj(w;) ¢ X.
AT, A O NRAE R MRS (RIBU %), SR, Bafil 045 00 1)5&E e R B vy
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—NZRRE KA (multi-label classification). BEJG, 1F3& 54 IR 1040 WX 45 5k 2% S 000 42 Fr 5t o ()38
Fe ek . BEBLIZRE i, BB A 14w, AN ) frth— M T 0 B 1 Z W B&ER 73, H
PRI 1 BUER R vy X ws REECW. AR, BB EEL 0 RRESERHL N r; MAT w, I
WA, f e, et 15 B & T 7 BB SR HEBR AR L X 25 58 12 TE 8 A (i, 8 AN 0.5 RIATHERR
85%,/90% MG RKI I @]), MR RER T T J5 8 7 ML Bty I B 2. ZERGERRAG B, AT 5N T 3%
M, RDRERE— MBS I O A R N B SR an 2l ) X PRI ST E LR R T SR H AR 1% L BT
TREESE MG IR T, TTRE— PR T+ T B 2.
3.3.6 Chunk-Level O45EM4ES

2021 4F, Xu %A B 35 BUA 114 R K 246 11BN SE I TAF 41, SB A 252 5 B
Z IR B ARAL, X R TR O A R A R, W 4ever. ing &, £FXJULIAH, Xu % Al
T NFH X9 (byte-pair-encoding, BPE) $y%, K 14X A 4NRLE FIE L (chunk-level) RAE.
Bltn, E4 p@sswOrd4ever " PLilE BPE XN p@sswOrd 1 4ever W, fiiH BPE &5 041
43 H chunk 9k ARG el B T .

WA PQsswOrd!!l:4

M4 i PQ@sswOrddever:3

ﬂ Step - 1: @Q@sswOrd!!!

P
EHEE (w 0) — (w0) P@sswOrddever

BEREZZLSE |V
HE Step-2: P@sswOrd!!!
avg_len= BIfE (w0 1) — (wor) B@sswirddever
ﬂ - loveudever
N dever : 5 L2 e:2
7 dever :
:ji PQsswOrd!!! : 4 0:2 u: 2
avg_len=4.5 P@sswlrd : 3 v: 2

B 8 1A BPE k¥ 0495 M chunk %4z 63
Figure 8 Use BPE algorithm to split password into chunk representation (B4

TEMEERE ) Xu ZEA (X} Mg 7 =T chunk ¥4 ) 8455 HY: Chunk-level Backoff. Chunk-
level PCFG #l Chunk-level FLA. %fF Chunk-level Backoff, ‘& 53 if Backoff 22 FI X 3 7E T B chunk
ARE FGR B AN FRAE NS R MR ) i /N0, B4, Chunk-level Backoff IEBR | T Fiill 4~ chunk
P B K chunk ATRE0H. HillZ 54 i e 5% Backoff 24fLl. %I Chunk-level PCFG, ‘B
)R E PCFG (o) K/PNEFRE U/L $0 D FIRFBRTE S S p9Eat L, H4M5IN T DM, TM Al FM =
KRB, R EPFR B ZRFRE TR E (double mixed type, Wl 4ever AJZRINA DMs). =Fh
EM IR A K TAH (three mixed type, I p@sswOrd Al A TMg) FIPYFh R FHR A I 775 5
(four mixed type, 1 Pe$$wORD HJE RN FMg). HilZR 5L th 518 PCFG KL X T chunk-
level FLA, T 58 FLA M) 5% 5178 T H chunk f08 B4 K BA 747, BIRE/ERTH chunks 1F
N E RSOSSN R A chunk HELAIMZ. H1F chunk MMS3SEL T ANFZRRE, EHEEHT —
MENERRE FRIGFHR FLA B M4 )2 (one-hot encoding layer). H AR FEFIE @ FLA
oL, MEF BT SLIESE, =4 chunk-level BRI I AL Th 2R AL T 06 87 1 B e A
3.3.7 ETHHIHZMHNOSIENIES RFGuess

2023 4%, Wang S\ B8 DUBHHLARARELIE A0, IR 114 5 R 1 AT, BEEE T 96T 2 bl g
STERBH B OS5 MAESE RFGuess, 5518 D37 s NP AS 2 mag g s (B, £HF NS AEEMER
R AN EE T 04 55 H I E A ).

B RAEIE 5N A RFGuess. 4572 — 114 (W0 password), K iZ AN FERERITEIN n B
FREBEENTFREBIR (U1 passwo), M IZTFRE (U0 passwo FIXS M IIFERF 1) ME XN AF 7R/ 8 1 IE
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W, B, n MR RPN FRAER [FARR (B, 87, NS/ RE 7R, FFHRAFS), 75
FRERRF S (W, 8 a 60T a=z JFAINE—A), FRITERITS, FrHTERESS]) TA4ERR
Fon, n AR AR TS [l A, AT A TR A R A 2R B R B Ak ) RS
YEERFIN, Tt dn + 2 ANEE. TS H— AN H AR

PLO4 qwer654321 A, BLH: 6 LATH wer654. B 4E, WTLLK wer654 BN TR —1 4 4k
FRAE R B HEATIE— RO, B, 5 « 8RR N [3, 18, 2, 4], Hh 3 BoRANSFHE 18 & ¢ NS TR
FA a—z FRIEER, 2 A1 4 5052 v B FRATAISIALE. Wik, weres4 A LAH—4> 24 4EAFERE R
(24 = 4 x 6). BRIF, I 2 e [7, 3] KA verssa [KIEHHE, b 7 27ty 4 &
quer654321 5 7 NTRF, 3 TR BUT 4 BT B 654321 M 3 MNERF). IR B, #HIIZREH 1
B DA n R R BREPRAREA n MR RRERN, WSS Z7 58
Xof LI RERRAS. A SRS RS LT Markov 8. \—A> n (246 7= 57 B P0G, BALEAS 757 AR
AR, BEREBLERF. i R AT AR R @ WS 2 BT AR T N — AN AF, LR BORT REFR 1R
. E]a?‘ﬂﬁﬁ% PSRRI NF 14 BT AT 43 51 ] 7w,

abcabc, aaal23,
efgl23, 123456,
qwerty, -

e
L1451

abcabe, qwerty,
word!!, -

FU 3:
AN TRFRA T

FU 1:
6 TR N T

aaal23, efgl23,
123456, -

HU 2:
BENTRIRINHT

” S n:
B AT R
aaa 123, efg 444 333 abe, 678ddd
ccc 333, aaa 765 666 qas, 788 asd
P T AT 4 P F—AFR A d

B O & MARBA n Bo s FH i £ R
Figure 9 Classify n-order password strings using decision trees (kd]

FEFANE B IIE M H 25N H 7 RFGuess-PII 51855 % RFGuess JRFEAM [F, AR 2 Ab7E T Xt
AENNE R OL Bt AR, Bk, T @ mEE, NAE BT AR TRA B AR
IEAL, Bt 5@ ARl B, MAEEWAERRRRZ 7 (s, A2, Ba%, XELTEE
FREFRERA), 1 HA R NG B AT A B, R, SHEAN NGB, JLAH
ITAWAEE— R R (2 B &2 RRR . AT . WIRE— RIVER, X KT iE
TR S). B, A (MAERER, MANEEITHTS, 0, 0] X IUAYEfE R M E N EE T A
BFANGE BB BAFHE, Hod, AP 0 28 T 5EFEFRRHEN 5. BLH4 wang123 J9fl, N AME
BBt wang TR (10, 1001, 0, 0), Hrb 10 AAREA XA NEEME, 1001 AR HEAEER
MR B IR, ZEVE NN ZRATE AR BSOS FE 5 RFGuess AL

EFO4HEMAME R OAENHEE RFGuess-Reuse A4 AW AT I B S5 AR 0 A0 7 BL R
e IEEMPARI B, SIS Bl O A 5 7 250 2 T I e e A ol sz, ol Seit
MR LsSy (BaKEERN 8 MFEABRMKER 2 MFFRFF ) B ALH LDs (RrnKE
N7 MR BAKEN 3 M AR MOAX R, JHRIEM AT, BETRR, TR
PATHRY B, A I BENURRAAR SRS - BER B AR AR AT T, i, E7RFF Boh, #0K password ¥
¥~ passwor, HABENLARARAIVEF &%\ password, X5 FUI N %K BH) dn e 4F, BN R & s —
NFR A NS H A mENRE. 4%~ H% password!!, £ HFH4 pesswor123 [HHf



86 Journal of Cryptologic Research %53 (F 3% ) Vol.11, No.1, Feb. 2024

RUFH I FEN Pr(password!! — p@sswor123) = Pr(password!! — password) x Pr(password —
passwor) X Pr(passwor — passwor123) x Pr(passwor123 — p@sswor123) X ps, 7 i1, Pr(password!! —
password) (B LsS: — Ls) Fl Pr(passwor — passwor123) (Bl L; — L;D3) KRG
PIEER, AT DO IR o A5 M Si T 2dis 3815 Pr(password — passwor) (B BR B2 AN 245 d) F0
Pr(passwor123 — p@sswor123)(Rl a— @) FE L HH MER, AT LU I 25 i) Bl HLAR MR Y 3R 15,
pa LI WU 5 S5 AR AR, [ RE T OB R I ZRAR i Gt Bt 345
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w5 (3) TN FE M a5, B, 1F# 5 e R 0 28l % (Rockyou-2021), %
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PR HLRER AL & FERD 2 R I B (W1 11xvxudsves) MK HIZASAR T X B 1) Ji 4 5 % 114 (R
iloveudever). fEULZJE, 1FH MY =R BGE SR RS 51, 0 B ZRERLEAT 1 B X0, BRI =
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Figure 10 Overview of PassBERT framework 63
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W50 A0 M R, — A8 B 1) R AT 45 2 M AN R R G I RE . 75— S B HRF 5L (e
ik (17, 65)) T, TS EI RN vs. BRI R R R O A MOHUR A AT, X — R A
T H#EH B SR (ERBFH T GPU) AMIERM ARSI 7 (WsEBHE S . D424 i
RBXRHT BRI, A LT AP, 2009 4, Weir 25 A B Frgasm i MR vs.
MR (B R =) X1 FabR, BV @ LA RS A EAH ST, 78 B i O 4 ek 2,

BN, 455 10000 LMK 04, 5% A 78 100 JiR5IECT, BRI H A i 4000 26104, N5
A LE 100 FiREIECF MO N 40% (=429 % 100%). 2010 4F, Dell’ Amico %A B3 fi511, jx—
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(LB S /M), BRI, B0 7040 KRR VE RS T 5 B U 2R AR /M BRI\ S .

4.2 O%FEMNHE
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AFMEE (k4. WA, CHFR IR 1145, 5B IR R 46 2 B AR 04, BRI & Fiim
1 EARE BIOARF, 4308 5 I3 5 — 5 4 M ETAAE B (% 146, £ H . P B
BB ORI AN T 104 5 5 . 76 P T 5F, S8 AR I R Ih 2R (B b R A
REEER BN PR R 5 HOR O RIIAE, SR Gt S h T FI P 16 E00 BRI - R ks . 461
N, EFEMEE A £F 100 BT E MR N 20% F£on: S FIRERER P, & 20% HP
(14 26 HC6 SRS RTRT 100 YOS P4 3 B D .

AR 75 15 IR 55 9850 T, 10 AR5 T B0t T 49 e S 5 0 5 B 5 . 0 WO A o D3R 4. AT AT 410
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BRI, B BN R AR, Lu S A T 78 2018 W40, 20 72% HIFSE (131/182) RVFSRE(.
BRI e, T TP BB T R . o T i 6 o3, B0 4% 1T LU AT #5E 85 VRIS
FE, XITABIE NIST-800-63-3 AT LM 30 RPN EANIK 7 i B4 1R 114 23R KB BB 100 (s
oz b, BRI T A R SR B LB 0 R, FUAG A A VRIOAEHE 014 B S BBt i 100. Hiltn, 0
T 39 X 5t 0 BRI WL 1) D N 0 VPO 8 TV R B ik, SR UL BT, B R T 23T 120 K
B, A TTHAT 3600 B RR. S R0R, EIAHIH (o 26,28, 5d,kd,B1)), 7
SR M LV 0 B K R SR 3 B 10%~10°.

B 0 BT e B AR U 55 S R ) 11 &S, T 5 A W B AAS B PR T B e A 1
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SEE: R4 KR T IERIRI O N3 hash 7735, 114 SCHEMEEEE FoR B 25, X T 13T
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10 AT LME R BS ARSI — AN TR R0, aHFEH (el (L6, 21,29, 59)), =it s m s, 1
T BT I D B AE AR B, S RO TS B KRB0 10 2 (S0 (4] (0 8), — s e
107~1010 0RI-RA53) - psste e ot 1013 ORI BLIET L.

4.3 EHRRREEZE

b FEVELE SBT3 TP 5205 TR T VAT At B 5205 0 STRE O S A SR 2
LR MRS BT 2 S0 11 A 40 A WAL RE SR A 11 4 FAy BRS8N 11 4 7 55 0 BE 7R S 4k
%, AR AN A I3 (B, W OB 5 (I8, f5 243 B %A 80 1kt R i 5 13 0
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AR A TAFRIEA K 0 B 1 XA XERIT R 96 AS/NXTA], B XEARER AT 4/F L T
X R FRE AT ;AR AR R I, A — RN TR AN 0 B 1 Z A RIBEHUER, SRR E e AL T IX
96 /DX TR]H (KR — A, AL FEAH R () AR B A B R E N TAF, 104 e $5 TR ELRIRER 77
A RZ A2 2R AN F4F, I, FRERF A TR S PR ISR, Rz 1 e
e ZJE B ERAZAMRE R, R U T AR I 21 AT ISR HO R REAL AL, BBl
PR TFRNIE. XFERLTERR T — A A REA BRRAE, T HR AR 2 T DU R T A7 SR 7 108 12 ) B AL
Hotsfeokis s, EEMIRE, AR/ n FEASE, 1L1E ©, BRI D REAIL Y B, Hoxh B A Ak
MR p(8) #ow. b5, tHEMBEET NS (I8 o) M p TR, 128 p(a). BHKIEELT
AR AL o BRE BT M5

i it p(B) > pla)
Ca= [;-) {0 Y otherwise ’ M

Dell’Amico 2 A\ B {EB] Ca MOMIEEINO4 o MBI BEEA KN n 08N, 1
TERUN, WSGEEA O(1/yn). ELERESR, AFBERDLSHMMBERFEERH A =
[p(B1),p(B2), -+ »p(Bn)] Y, WAEZFEFHES, FIN AN O, 8 C M5 @ MILEN O] =
2o Ay = Cli— 1+ i, BN AL B DA F REIIECA ClLl. 835 DRI, jait
AR, AR A PRAAN Al EXRINERS §, 13 Alf] > p(a); Ca WEIHES Clj]. BHTERAT
“or R, ZI R RIE R E N O(logn).

2023 4F, Liu 22 A BD 135 5] Dell’ Amico %5 A SRR M 17 BRI S48 56 T 0§07 B 0 -
BAS XA, IR A7 E B A e PRI L. BT — R, AR T BE S RIS VPG, T ETE
g5 BASPER, RERs IR AR M2 (RIFF IR vs. R M B FR, Bt D08 7RG S2Risfhit
TR R S e 6 505 o AN SIS 1 A P AT S S A IR I R
4.4 TIEESEFTME

BF 0 S B0BE BT AP A SE VA R L G H 2. AR FoR, AN LIRS AR IR
M SR RO R, DAEIRTF AR, FLA BIAERMBSE AL (10 >10'°) MHt FAE% T PCFG
Markov BERILH TR A 14 [ REGuess BV MBEIIZRE (0 1 5144 FIRDSMR
BRFRT A% B 7 oo TR S0 (VP A FUE e e . A TRERI G B0, AR % B T —
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MRAE 5 S R AR SR, W B T R 2563 5, DUR R BATIFE A SR n e e, 1 e a4
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4.4.1 BEWHGE

BN R LR R BENEIFUR. EHR g6 b, SRIEE 50%. 30% A 10%
Dodonew/000Webhost F#E1E Il ZrdE, LIBE SRR I SR8 B A RURR . b FIR4E, &2k, (A
20% ] Dodonew/000Webhost %4 G g FLatill i 4R, WL FEEFMS 5 (s #10 Fst #15). #
#, MiX 20% [ Dodonew/000Webhost ##fs Ht i HL A HUAS R AU ) 74 (1 /5. 10 J3F0 100 /3
A4, SR #T~#9 FIF5e #13~#15), LSRRI S g R g m.  Fi, HBr 20%
Dodonew/000Webhost H7E Il 548 Hr CL24 H B (1 14, APPSR AL sl A RO RE 1, BIZALRE S (X
MR #11 Mg #17). &g, i HEENEER 100 734 Taobao fl Wishbone FEHE M AR, L
BB NI7 5 (5 #12 355 #18). {HAEZENZ, 000Webhost ZR 4K E KT 6, HED
AR R, RSB 5 B4 Wishbone %18 000Webhost [ 1714 S HEAT 138, DAWIEE
A RGN SIS SE R (% #19).

ASCHEE T LR A R O AR 771, 635 PCFG/PCFGv4.1 B, Markov B3| Backoff &2
FLA 14 DpG 19, REGuess 29, ADaMs 24 il PassBERT(-ARPG) B2, B 24050 7 J5 46 16 O it
FEHERE. XM RAER (PCFG. Markov. Backoff. FLA fil RFGuess), M3 B 91145 /4 pleask BF Ay
FEFE (L), SEhRE R T R FSCR BRI IR, I 5 MM A SRR A 4R AT T X H (5 12
A1 #18). XT DPG, 1 80% 000Webhost/Dodonew 1E AIZ4E, LT 20% HdE A Bt B4R,



I il S R SUIRZ a3 89

AR T %1 10° ANEIL. TR T ADaMs A1 PassBERT(-ARPG), HlZid il F 8 ARz i, —4
HUI A — A U AT, A% ORI % S8 1 B ZR BRI HLI, 4 80% 000Webhost,/Dodonew i
PERERE T, SERRAER T 29 10° ARSI, PEAnts i 2 f s

1] (a)« B (b). B[ (d) AR L (o) 9T 7 ER 0 L8 . AT SR, 708 2 B I 258 S5 ik
28 A I T W B e (B L] () AN T (d)), MR (W1 Backoft 2 FLA 14 i REGuess 29)
O T R T 2 3 O T35 F MU 7738 (B ADaMs 24 fn ARPG B2 sxmgmkmm e, B ).
I (b). B (@) A o) it < pwdpro” A generated” 4 SR fi F P FIAS ] £ 100 S
SREOBIE), I 25 4% A I RS TE BS B A A0 LA 8 L1 A 40 . (VRO AN 10* FEIHCIT45,
DPG L8 e s (L L (d)) MR saE W i T K 7. BIRET DPG s F, i
BT B VWL, H6 SRR 0 1 4 P R /S BT A0, TR, 76 25 Rt B o 7 1 5 o
Bt 045 (B (b) F1E L (e)), DPG B9 s h e, 3642 & AN EE RO R DD 2R % T
W, 75 10 JIRETEA, FEMRIIHILTAN 0, HAAIZEAR K. T 5% E BR8] Markov 221,
Backoff 82, FLA 14 fI RFGuess @1), Backoff. FLA #ll RFGuess HI TR FZE# | Markov
FTR 17 70 (R KR BRS04 0 R, A D 38 K T2 F Markow.

k9 BYFMGFREERE
Table 9 Experimental setup of trawling guessing scenarios

BNEEREX AR AENE: SFRER vs. FHEF-FEED

# IR it g PCFG | PCFG [Markov|Backoff| FLA |RFGuess DPG| PassBERT |AdaMs

1l |vaafeid)] [24) | (F | (4 [2d] | (1] [-ARPG)[B2]| [24)
1| 50% Dodonew - 10 - — 10| - 10| - 10™| - 10™ | - - -
2| 30% Dodonew Dodonew(10°) - 10 - - 10| - 10| - 10| - 10| - - -
3| 10% Dodonew - 10 - — 10| - 10| - 10™| - 10™ | - - -
4 [50% 000Webhost - 10 - - 10| - 10| - 10'| - 10| - - -
5 |30% 000Webhost 000Webhost(10%) | — 10 - - 10| - 10| - 10| - 10| - - -
6 [10% 000Webhost - 10 - - 10| - 10| - 10'| - 10| - - -
7 Dodonew(10%) [10° - 10° |10% - [10® - [10® - |107 - - - -
8 Dodonew(10°) [10° 10°  |10% 108 108 107
9 80% Dodonew Dodonew(10°%) [10° - 10° |10%8 - [10® - [10® - |107 - - - -
10 20% Dodonew [10° — 10° |10% - [10® - [107 - |107 - 10° 10° 10°
11 20% Dodonew(*)t [10° — 10° |10%8 - [10® - [10® - |107 - - - -
12 Taobao(10%) [10° 10 - 10% 10**[10% 10'*[10% 10| — - - - -
13 000Webhost(10%) |10° - 10° |10® - |10% - [10% - [107 - - - -
14 000Webhost(10%) |10° - 10° |10® - |10% - [10% - [107 - - - -
15 000Webhost(10%) |10° - 10° |10® - |10% - [10% - [107 - - - -
16|80% 000Webhost 20% 000Webhost [10° - 10° |10% - [10® - [10® - |107 - 10° 10° 10°
17 20% 000Webhost(*)t [10° — 10° |10® - |10% - [10® - [107 - - - -
18 Wishbone(10%) [10° 10| 10° [10% 10'#|10® 10*|10® 10'*|107 10%' | - - -
19 Wishbone(LD len>6)[10° - 10° |10® - |10% - [10% - [107 - - - -

T RN EBR T IREFAENGEF HIL M T4, B 20% Dodonew HIEEH A A HIE 80% Dodonew HHRETI4.

% 10 TREPHEMAER 6y H kg T

Table 10 Performance of different trawling guessing models

ot WNZRETE] FREIK O%%EMIEE (PW/s)
RFGuess 20 0.3h 45 Gh 130
PCFG B 2 s 93.2 M 82372
3-order Markov (e3) 102 s 1.4 G 13303
FLA L4 16 h 58 M 2500
ppG [ 2.5h 1.6 M 3175

T CPU: Xeon silver 4210R, 2.4GHz; GPU: GeForce RTX 3080 (fff 500 77 CSDN #i#i4).
PR /NFRORIRLE R 40 (K ST, I joblib FRINEASEEE N 3, RIAHAI/N 40 GB.

Fe [ 70t T JUA 3 BRI (VIR0 1] AR A/ 1 &2 . 8BRS R4 B 2 AT 1
T H EERE. B, YIZR AR IR (0 RFGuess B9 573 FY 26 20 1503 5 800
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Figure 11 Trawling guessing scenarios (* means removing passwords seen in training set from test set)
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Figure 12 Experimental results of trawling guessing (Impact of testing set size on experimental results)
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Figure 13 Experimental results of trawling guessing (Impact of training set size on different methods)
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Figure 15 Targeted password guessing scenarios based on personal information
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Figure 16 Targeted password guessing scenarios based on password reuse
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Table 12 Performance of different reuse models
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tCPU: i7-9700 @ 3.00 GHz; GPU: GeForce RTX 2060 (#/f] LinkedIn—000Webhost).
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