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Abstract Password authentication is the main authentication method nowadays. It is widely used in various fields, such as
finance, military and internet. In this paper,password security is studied from the perspective of an attacker. Large-scale real user
data is used for statistical analyses of password general characteristics,and for password vulnerability analyses based on Probabi-
listic Context-Free Grammars (PCFG) password guessing algorithm and TarGuess-1 targeted password guessing model. Through
the above analyses,it is found in users’ passwords that there are vulnerable behaviors that can be easily discovered and exploited
by attackers,such as choosing simple structure passwords,generating passwords based on patterns, password containing seman-
tics and passwords containing personal information (i. e. ,name and user name). These vulnerable behavior characteristics are

summarized to provide a basis for reminding users to avoid setting weak passwords and studying the method of password strength

meter.
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R SR, H PCFG 513 X 058 14 B8 19 46 & 28R Bk 1
T+ Markov $E3E™T . SEAER I T 2 W R MALAS AAE B0
BRI SR T O A A R AT R B BT R P
N A% B (Personal Information, P # 47 %2 11 11 4% I /4 J7
B S O A E MR g A PLIE X
ROV L M EE AR B A E M ik X 1) A I
BAEA RO ar R LA T B E . Hd, TarGuess-
MBI AE PCFG 559k 1Y B il L b A7 T ik, m DL B4 &
R PLiE SO 104 IF 20 S0 B0 E 1 R 28GR W A
HES RIS

AR SO T it 7 00 AR B 0 T S T P A Bl AT F
58 10 A M s AT G AT PCFG 303 90 7 ik
T TarGuess-T 88 53 41, AT 7 38 0 A7 72 /Y 1 4 g 55 47
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AU S Y 04 4R 1R B PR I Y SR BE L OF 2
BT 1A B T AL U7 s SR A T

2 OSHENAZE

BT W BT A AT A B AR P A AR R
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Training List:
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qwerty |

qwel23'@# | grammar G |
Suny1111 L,— | qwe | 0.4
\_/—\ | S—| L,D, 0.4 L,~ | Smy| 1 :
Candidate List: | S— Ly 0.02 | | S, —| '@k | 1 |
abcl234 S—|L,0,8,| 01 ||D,~|1234] 06
abcl111 | - |
qwel23!@# | S—| Lo, [ 01 [|D,~]|11I1|04 |
abcl23!@# B
Suny1111 | __________ |
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Guess generation
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Fig. 1 Illustration of PCFG-based password guessing algorithm
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Fig. 2 Rules of PI tag generations of TarGuess-1
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Mid-password list

Training List:

Zhang1982 [#k =,19820607] NB 02
Jiang0627[3#% 4,19820627] N,B, 0.15
Li1982 [%115,19820102]
Love@1314 [/M F4,19820417] love@1314 0.06
Suny 1111[%%F,1982010 love@1111 0.024
Training / PII sublstitution
i Generatmg

| grammar G,
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Targeted user:
[45,19760523]
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| S—| N,;B; 0.2 L,— | love | 0.6 I Candidate list:
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Fig. 3 Illustration of TarGuess-I model
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Table 1 Typical website data sources

* A E BEE
A T 1230636 % 2 K 4 4 27565970
. YY#EE ME BER AAR,
k25 4z 5
R i 4h % ¥ 364 .CSDN 87903530
A RR I % 126 W 45 163 B 45 R 81088662
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Table 2 Details of top-10 data

H 4 % I £AH 4 HAEE ey fEH AL PI % #
1 12306 4% 2014 1512899 45 B P 4 PLLO A 1001839 1145169
2 1 B M 2016 92547261 B0 A 453948 552631
3 YY #2011 32755800 AN AP A= 260571 291384
4 PN B 2011 15313334 IS I A N 191092 223843
5 HE W4 2016 7340364 - I= RS 183724 193750
6 A2 it 2013 5443694 ML P 4L oA 143889 165049
7 oo 2 B4 2011 16114 381 A HPE 4. 04 134429 161496
8 RE i w2011 31006590 A PE 4. 0h 136438 158224
9 E&i] WA 2016 7682232 AP 4B A 129155 134327
10 17173 Wk 2011 9480949 WA PE 4. 0h 104931 122431
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Fig. 4 Distribution of password length of 10 typical data
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Fig.5 Distribution of password character component types

in 10 typical data
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A g B ST R DL J B i 41 4, ok & o 4 00 ) 450 5 ok
BB A4, WEE S 76 7T DA A, 3 8 20 1 14 78 B A
HOLF AT RE LI E DL M A& O A2 4, R S& % F
FH BN 5K 3 Y HE A5 T 43 (n PCFG 546 . /R T 3dis &
HEDL”H A W s B e s N2 “ DL 6 1 1 4,
PRt 2 B 11 4 T LA 1) HE I 7 5 i o
3.1.3
A SCH T A FEBCE B0 OB KRB NHE Y L RS T
TAT 4 top-10 5 3, 45 % 3 Fisl), R & o — 17431
T top-l0 A AEBIEE T ., £33 .6 0.47% ~
4. 1195 P g P fR B top-10 1Y 1T 4 sk TR I A 3
[ i, AT RL % B0 P i B T 0 £ (i 123456 F
“1233217) (& By Fr BEAH A (W1“qq123456” M1 “al23456”) | T
SR FFE (I “1231237 A1 “1111117) LA & & 4 B2 =
“lgaz2wsx”fl“1q2w3edr”) & AR, FRHIE ., HifT 04
WAEFE 5 2 i A 56 By R R IR L 14 (4N ¢52013147 F
“woainil314™) . S ok, AR BT — 28 3R B B S [
FRFEH (77585217 Fl “aptx4869™) , 55 I Al AE 2 R AR K £
o T RE SR HY 3 SO Ak B R 4 BR AT AR AR IR IR LA A,
FXK 04 R E S BB, Rkt — £ %30 50, W
AR A

AT B A

# 310 MRV R AT 14 top-10 HE4

Table 3 Top-10 popular passwords of 10 typical data

4 M4 1 R 2 A 3 LR Wiz 5 i % 6 a7 iwin 8 A 9 2% 10
1 123456 123456 lqaz2wsx 123456 123456 123456 123456 123456 123456 123456
2 al23456 111111 qql23456 123456 111111 111111 111111 111111 al23456 111111
3 123456a 000000 lq2w3edr al23456 000000 123456789 000000 000000 123456789 123456789
4 qql23456 al23456 5201314 woainil314 123123 123123 123123 123456789 111111 123123
5 woainil314 123456789  woainil314 5201314 123456789 5201314 123456789 5201314 123456789a 5201314
6 111111 123123 123456aa 111111 al23456 al23456 al23456 123123 5201314 000000
7 5201314 5201314 aptx4869 123456789 5201314 000000 5201314 7758521 000000 al23456
8 lgaz2wsx 123456a 123456789a 123456a 7758521 qql23456 qql23456 123321 123123 lgaz2wsx
9 123123 woainil314 7758521 111111 lqaz2wsx lqaz2Zwsx woainil314 12345678 qql23456 12345678
10 1q2w3edr qql23456 aal23456 000000 1314520 woainil 314 lqaz2wsx lqaz2wsx woainil314  woainil314
top-10 AT H A
EHE W 1.06 2.49 0.47 1.29 .59 1.98 1. 44 3.26 4.11% 2.20%

B/ %

3.2 ETF PCFG O4EME LN

ASCHI ] PCEG A% I 530322 43 A H -4 Hidla v i) i 122 45
F AR NER 4 JRE, 2R 4 FEI 0 10 A SRR i 1 A8 1k
L5 top-10 HE4 , LA K I S8 I8 1 45 4 HE 4 78 S 1S H0dE
di e, T LA IR 4 BT 8 0 A T v 5 R 7E A OB TP R
AR IAE T 50% .

T HE AR O A BN T P X R 5 R 0 AR
ARSCRE LT 3 KT . a7 2F 250 | 5 45 M 26 0 L)
KM ARAERHET . o, 4 4 2 B 18 1k 45 4 R OR Jy F gl
B — PR M A A 04 Dy A1 D, B 20507 4L 80 . Al
DL PR, 26 T HE 4G 55 — Y 1A I ik G 35 O el 2 A5 26 8. T
i oy G5 MR o8 AR T L, D, iRk gH . B i om (L
L FRFB S n 6L D BUFF BT S A 100 AL 1 vk 25 4 vh 4

TR FBACH B — K .

T 4 LR B 25 003 A AT S B R I A5 L
A TR SR 3 O 1 B A A S . ARG L O A B A A A
Ty —JBIR G, S S A M AR E AR R, B e a2,
T EER D A - DA FAFER W F B T MK
FW R b, & F/AEMEFERBREXH R, Fm
“lqaz2wsx" WX N Dy Ly Dy Ly, Horh Dy BRI Ly FBEAS
BT PR

TG T ST A7 5 G50 DL B A AR B 4
TR IR A, i3 5 Tsl. RS aTIE I, 045
I K ARGy Sy AT A 14 I 5 A 0 4 R e S 1
AT 4. 75%~10. 54 %, U HEMIR 3 hE 45k 14
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7B BB TFBRAEETE LT R R ICERA G H,

FUR IR Y 2R s T SRR BEAT T HEE

F4 10 ANHBVEHRILF PCFG 1A 15 TN 332 4347 1 11 2 35 15 4549 top-10 HE4
Table 4 Top-10 password semantic structures of 10 typical data analyzed by PCFG-based password guessing algorithm
H 4 M4 1 & 2 AR 3 k4 5 i % 6 47 it 8 AT 9 % 10
1 Dg D; D D Dg D D; Dg Ds Dg
2 L3 Dg Dy L3 Dg L3 Dg Dy Dy Dg Dy Dy Dyg
3 D; Dg L, Dg L,D; Dg Ds Ds Dg Ds D;
4 LyDyg L,D; L,D; L,D; Ly Dg Ly D L,Ds; Ly Dy Ly D Ly Dg
5 Dy Ly Dg Ds Dy Dy L, Dyg L3 Dg Dy L, Dg L, Dg
6 L,D; L,D; LyD; L,Dg L,Dg L,D; L,D; L,Dg L,D; Dy
7 L3Dy Ly Dy Ly Dg L3Dy L3 Dy LDy Ly Dy Dy Dy Ly Dy
8 LyD, LyD; LyD, Ds L,D, LyD; LyDs; L,D, LD, LyDs;
9 L,Dg L, Dy L,D; L,Dg L,D; LD, Dy LyD; L,D; L,D;
10 LD, Dy Dg L, Dg Lg L, Dy L, Dg L,D; LyD; LyD,
top-10 H 4 % #%
A A AR P 38.06 45.11 37.74 42.52 46.51 43.36 32.67 49.57 43.55 41. 20
W/ %
F5 AU B TR A M ISR A A D)X R A B A R
Table 5 Distribution of password syntax structures P(lqazlgaz) =3.4848X 10 '
. (3)
.EI
A6 P(lqaz2wsx)=1.9008 X 10"’
E w4 K HHeEH e e N N .
Al L& B, 14 “1qazl qaz” I3 B 1 #J top-10
W% 1 1.86 71,42 22. 14 6. 14 PRI H A" 1qazl qaz” JREAT HH BLEETR O 169 top
R 1.76 65. 09 30.16 1.75 TAT A B H HHE 2 5 N AT A “1qaz2wsx” B 56 4
el 4 1~ 1~ I e N Y
BES Lw LSl s 1o BB . W J5c— A 1 o T o 0P 2 5 4 A
W44 1.59 72.97 22.72 1.31 s e ”
WES5  1.49 50. 56 13.02 6. 42 PCFG 45 537 i v 1) 0T fig
BHE6 185 67.79 26.89 5.33 SR IE AN 1qaz2wsx” 7] LB B 24 A= 11 4 L ¢
W4 7 1.55 64.83 29.94 5.24 p— N P
é:k A /‘\ Mz S / /‘\ 5] y /fbr‘—» ( A
0 O ST 114 AT S — 43 114 T BLBERESE 9 1 4B
WH9 175 59. 21 34. 44 6. 36 P, AR SCHE S A PCFG Bk i A AL b fin A 45 455 =01 A
# %10 1.61 62.53 31.65 5.82

X TR S TR - F RN TR
HB— R, R AR BR R R R L PCFG 551k R 08 1R 4 st ¥ 1% 2%
HA RS Rk, R, FEROS , lTFHAH
6] — A~ AR T B BRI R LL L RE PCFG B3k 25 7
A R 6] TN B i 1 4. Bl an X TR 1, N4k 2E
AR A A

P(S—D,L;D,L;)=0.002
P(D,—~>1)=0.11
P(D,—2)=0.08
P(L;—>qaz)=0.12
P(L;—wsx)=0.11

(2)

2 K RS AR 45 Rk 5 S a0 s, AN
A AE AR O AR P 1. 49% ~1. 94 %, Tt HAE A 3 b e
FAERX DA ST 1.94% . mBCeT W, 3 TR A i 4
4 1 114 T 8 Tk 5 B P IR A e e 2 0 0 A g XU
JEHOE I T AT B A A U,
3.3 E T TarGuess-1 04 554 8 5 43 47

ASCHNH TarGuess-T H A5 MR X 10 A4~ ST 45 48
TR AR T A& PLARZE B IL S5 M HE 4 top-10 DL B ax g
LSRR O A BRI 85 R sk 6 BT, K 6
L P PLARS Mk N HIE TRME ELH P 4 U&7k
ST FA A B, H R A ECT A ORI 26 Y B Y A R
P E 2 FiR .

6 10 PHAIFYE I T TarGuess-1 1455 AR A 43 87 119 11418 2 25 M HES top-10
Table 6 Top-10 password syntax structures of 10 typical data analyzed by TarGuess-1 model
# 4 [ i 2 WA 3 W4 W% 5 6 4 7 # % 8 A9 #2310

1 Dy D, D, E, Ds D; U, Ds Dy Ds

2 D; Dy N, Dg D, D, Dy E, D; Dy E,

3 N, Dg Dg N, D; Dy Dy Dg D; Dg Dg D;

4 U, U, Dy LD, U, N, Dg Ds Dio U, Dy

5 Dy E, L, D; N, D; E, LD, Dy B N, Dg U,

6 Ny D, LD, Dy N, Dy U, N, D, N, D, E, Us Ny Dg

7 E, Ny D, Ly Dg Dy Dy E, N, Dy E N, D;

8 Ly Ds N3 Dy Ly Dy Ly Dg By Uy LD Bg Dy Dy

9 N, D, U, E, L,D, By LyDs N, D Ny Dg B, L.D,

10 U, Dy N; Dy U, D; N, Dg L, Dy N1 Dy N, D; LDy B,
TOP-10 114 3 i £ ) 21.27 26. 84 20. 14 24.55 32.11 24.43 36.03 33.98 26.94 27.27

EHEFHER/%

=k 6 B3, 76 PCFG 30T A PI AR 25 . AR 4l 4L

T TR SR B 47 b (EUR HE A R 6 A
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RO ARG MME S T A PLrg., Bididt—E 0%
IR, JE A R Ry 0BT U T 2 0 T A e A R S £
SHPAH B.BES T LA HGE T, 10 6 5% %R PII AR 2
B F A S5 R 7E SR T4 B0 by o5 BN T R FE top-10
LA

AR SCHE SR Hr 10045088 P A PT AR 28 1935 36 45 W 00 A 11
ERl b 2B T & 28 PLAE 4 B0 B o L, 45
R 6 ras. B 6 Rl LLE . 10 4> 3R E 40 ol i
60% R A& PLARZE . 53 Ah, M4 vl 2 [N a2 4%
PIL 4 5 1714 (4 f - 1 B0 . 0 42 > PP 2 > A H > g4 b ik >
BES~iE S, Wk 7PN, BB HE) FE O
AR BB AR R e . N, BR S (BB A B M N, AR
(F 2B WHEE RS, A2 B B A5 25 A 00 00 o, gl A1 % {7
F o (AR RAY R HRAS E R M 2 U 48 25 A8 8000 b, 1
IAEHE A . HEAR AN P 2 S0 BOE A P A RAER TR
g, IR UL A P R AE R R B 3 A B A R R

Ao SR, T3 25245 88 1 BLTE 2 JT 19 {5 B v, ] e
T KB AT A 3 X S P47 R 0 1S LR AR 2

Fraction of passwords
s
5

PII tag

Bl 6 JH P PILAE 04 Bl b i o Lt
Fig. 6 Proportion of user PII in password data
#7010 A MBVEAE P DA AL E B9 PIT A BRI top-10
Table 7 Top-10 PII generation rules in passwords of 10 typical data
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