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Password Strength Meters using Social Influence
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Abstract: Millions of people now use password strength meter when the user starts to sign up a service.
The impact on password strength meter has been evaluated for several aspects. However, it is believed that
there are still ways to design more effective password strength meters. Recently, Das et al. shows that social
influence or social proof is effective to adopt security features. In this note, we prepare five types of password
strength meters using social influence and evaluate them. We conduct user study to measure effectiveness of
proposed meters. The results show stronger social influence reflects stronger password strength.
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7 — FEREA - 2REL, FOEMEI T o7z, 22—
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T ZHE L. 5 DOfHIZ, F9 Das bDOBATIHTED
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INFTRESINTEZLLDOFEE/NAT — FREGEL I
mL, %X’U’o@% < S RES) (Deployability) 25w 2
EDIRZAT) — RRGGEIC D BRI > TR W T & 2R
L7z [2.

NIST SP 800-63-1 T3/ A7 — RO FHEICOW
TORBAH B0 [3], T—FWAT - F2HET LY
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I —HD/INAT — FEED L35 2 & A Egelman 512 &
DIRENTWA [11]. L2 L Carnavalet 52415 DEERH]
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(&, Ur 5O [18] TIZ/ XA T — FHEEAR Y Y IZhE- 72
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B L. 2SR — FHARDTREEE 1 &O\/\T@ﬁaﬁﬁfi
Castelluccia 5 [4] X Dell’Amico 5 [9] IZ & o TIThH LT
Wh, WIS KR L B ARRERTIWTT) 2 LI
L) EPEEP D LT EFREEZ L BT HI LN TE
5L %-oTBY, 2—FHRXZAT—-Fx A/ LTS
BHIHEERTHE 2TV A — YRR T 5 Z LD REIC R > T
W5,

F7oMlie OXAT — FIZET AT, T —HERD
RPEHVEDER>TVEY, L—FIZEBREFTHOED
BIEIZOWTOREDSH 5. 21— VAR H I 2B CfF
B L7278 AT — FIZonwTE, ARYD2—FOIEFFVA
BLE N2 LS, Fahl 512 & o TR S Cw 5 [24).
Nz7~F”%LLtﬁ%fl~%i%%ﬁ5“AV@,
Z ) Vo 2 HE DOBREIE VIRV SITET & 5 EREF 1
Z24% (Ecological Validity) 25RO 5115,

INA T — R BRI 4E 10 > TH 4 {ATbh
THY, Floréncio 5IZL WIAHIZT LH 5N T W5 [12].
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FZETIL SNS I2B1F % 2 BERSEERED# A I2DWT, SNS T
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3. HEEX—2D5E
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KMHEECIN) -V ORBENICEALDET 5 2 L2
Motz I T, KL TIEHEMEELI /SR T — FAERK
ICBWTHEEL525, LWIHIREERZBEV R ETS
Z k&9 5. Das bORFETIE, Facebook 2 & [KA] &
W) BEEEFOF - AIBWTEANSL D ZORREZ -
TWAH I LA EL L CEILEREY T > Tz, /8
AT — NEBREEX — ¥ O, FICFIH I N DIZL—F0
FHEFTTLIBETHY), ZOHHTEZI-FORKAL
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=P EERETLLEEI1CE, urs A4 1ID OFEE
XA — FERERZIT TR, 2—FORANZIERET A
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HTH 5. FEB Alexa Top 50 DA F TOL—HEgx%
W5 &, K& 58.3%, Fifl 41.7%, EEH HIX 43.8%,
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AWIEANEIEFTIZATIENS,
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BEI VoA — NiiEZ > TV ANPERT 2 LT
HAEE, 21— P12 RITTI/NA T — FEREE A — 7 %R %E
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3.2 BEEEFE

XA — FEREEDFHEFL Ur 5 O COFEICAIL
72 [18]. /XA T = FIZABH R\ () oaido, #
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LFI4ARA Y PG, KT, BT, e aF
NTWHEIE TR, Y M52 005, £ HKLT,
B, EPGZONHEII8 KA Y MBS SITMAS
N, HNTA4RS Y IPINESNS. FhfFET—7 &L
T OpenWall Mangled Worldlist % Fi\V2C, # ZI12## S
NTWENAT = FE—F L eho2BE13 17T A 2 b
BIMEINS.
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THL., ZLTRAT — FEEE L FBIATbN D BIEAT
WCIE LT, H L — DN A T — KRS & 2 CER Y
119, NAT = FOFEMERR, 79 X—=RIIBWTF
YRR 21 T P e RO B o —F B E s L T
BLILET, Wil —FhEESNL I L THiMRE S
LB RETHL. TORMTROBL—FKE n,
72l = WANBINE N DRI OTFEEE S, k-
DINAT) — NeREZ ¢ & L72Wa, Bl —9h5Ens
N7 DTFHREE S I TO L) ICEtE s 5.

, Sxn+zx

T a1l

(1)

3.4 BEXA—2DORR
HAWEEZFH LN AT = FiEA -5 LTHD
DA TERRET S
1DOHWEN=F A TO/)INA) = FifiEA -5 ThHb. Z
N%& [#1:Bar] MR EETEH. 2DODHERA— 5T
REN, FHENRAT—=FE2 AN LTwEL—HFDRAa7
MEREN, 9 123U L 72— DOFH AT T IR
s (J1). Eha—Hg, EEeEfle S Aoz —W
CRUEMEZ > TWAI—F 2R LTWA.
2OHLN=FATDLDTHD., 2 DODE A — %)
REN, FHENRAT—=FE2 AN LTwEL—FDRAa7
WEREN, b 12 —FEEKOFHY R THIREN
%5 (K2). Ihu [#2:Bar (Avg.) | LR EET 5.
3OHIZMEZA AT ZDHDEERTLEIDTH L.
FENAT = RFE AL TWAL—FDRAITHFREN,
b9 123N - HRaTHIIRENS (B 3). &
% [#3 . Score] LR L LTS,

Your password strength:
Your Similar User's password strength: s

1 A—%+#1: Bar
Fig. 1 Meter #1: Bar.
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Your password strength:
Average password strength: s

2 X —%#2: Bar (Avg.)
Fig. 2 Meter #2: Bar (Avg.).

Your password strength: 72 / 47.93 (Your Similar User's password strength)

3 X —%#3: Score
Fig. 3 Meter #3: Score.

A F

Your password strength:

/A~ : Your Similar User's password strength

4 A —%#4: Running Man
Fig. 4 Meter #4: Running Man.

Your password strength:

N
N
Your password strength: -
A
Your password strength: —m———
/N
Your password strength:
Your password strength:
Your password strength:

Your password strength:

Your password strength:

5 Running Man D%/R
Fig. 5 Indication of Running Man.

"’T,‘j
Your password strength: ./ ‘

_______ : Your Similar User's password strength

6 X — % #5: Tachometer
Fig. 6 Meter #5: Tachometer.

ADOHEIN=ZATDOA=% 1OHEL, TOA—%
FIZT7 A a0 % 208K EWE. EoTWAEAMER L
TAIALINAT = FE AL TVREL—FDAIT %R
FTHDOTHY, HEOTA 3P L—F DR a7 ZRT
bOTH5H (K 4). Tk [#4: Running Man | &5,
B 5 3ZNENDORIATIZBNTT AT EXA=FHNRE
DENFRENEDPERLIZLDTHA.

5OHIEY IR I L TOREA-FTHALH, INA
T—=FEANLTWLL—=FDRAIATHI/REN, -
FDOAATIZZD )= PHTHbLILDL, &Wv)ERDPES
nTws (K6). 2% [#5: Tachometer| &I,
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7 A —%4#0: Basic
Fig. 7 Meter #0: Basic.

50DRX—F DD, FHERWEA—5 LT
[#0 : Basic] #HELZ (X 7).

#1 E#3 1%, Das DOWFZEMRER[6] b £ 12, /XAT—
RERJE A — & 128V T O HEWEEN L —FOIRME VO
RTHAHNAT — FEICHN L 2 e HR L7z, #2113
H1DA—=YOFRHEHUL 22— FOFH AT 54
RONFHATTIEB LD TH L. HERFEEIZON
TOMBEREFRIZ I TIITD VDS, BBEHI [
WCEBEELZITL] Lol Te sz g, [MiE] o
EE PR BOES VORI ICHNL LEZ LI L
MHTE, TITIE ML —H] 205 [4F] LihF
D2 TLT THEMEE L #1 LIz /-boE L7

#HA4 L #513F, HEMLEFICIIHANEELZRT /SR

J— FBREA—F Lo T0h. TS DHAMFEIZD
WTId Das 5O CTIEFHli SN THB 53, —HTUr b
DFLCIEIHEMN 230510 X B8 A T — FEREE AR
LhnZ EHRENT. L L Ur SO TIIRENZ
FTITH— DR GO ATl SN TBY, Fftans
BEREZ LG ThRPo72720, HEWRIETH LD iR
HAMBELZ 52 DRI 25 E20NDE. K
LTI, MEMZESE LT, EAAME T VOEH
HGERE LTHWAH#L b, B O TR RENE
WThoH#5 MY LIF, ZoOxELMLZ L L LT,

BBOTNOWEA -5 S, T—FFF— AN T 57
CIZATT % E LBRZDOERELEETLHDOL L.
HODHH#4L FTORA—FIF0-100 T TORAITITHEW
SEPK B SN TS, SEEDH L 0 BERHIZ A —%
FoR7% L, 1-3BREH IR M, 45 BRfH I3 ®, 67
BEH AR, L LTwh. #5120V, fiox—%o
SEBICBIT 2 0B HAZ S SIHEI L 9B L o T
BY, 0BBHIEZZAIT7 0DAZERTEIDELR>TW
5. 5 O#4 Runnning Man OF/RTlE, UL —FD
PRI T B TOREBERE Z-oTBY, FL—F
DA T T A bE 72T OZEEIIT-> TR,

4. FAIER

4.1 HE
I—FEBRTEDL—FOR I TERET) 201,
5 LOREHERNIC L —FEREE T 72, F I TIEARRER
D5 FHDISA T — FigJE X — 7 1ZHVF, 40 Basic ®
A= P EHCTL—FDOI/RNAT — N L ZD 21—
BB EL, €OFE XA T — Pz Ko7z,
WEHEIZ TR —3 T —EADT v — X%
MM L7z, 9 % — X1 Amazon Mechanical Turk (LLF
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#F 1 #0:Basic meter & W72 #EBRE O A 37 & MR
Table 1 Average score of #0 basic meter: By gender.

WERAE | /A a7
Tk 45 53.93
7k 53 42.83

MTurk & M-5) EFEP L2 —EATHDL, /XA T—F
(CRIE T 5 1 — HEERTIES  OWf%EA" MTurk ZFIH L
TWw5 A%, MTurk OFIHFICIEKENCFERE L T b CKET
DRI D L) LEFH Y, KFFEOFE I KEFIED b
DB, FPY— A THAHAEANDZ T F
V=Y =Y AEFM L.

ISAT — FAJIRINS, Z—FEEO BN HEE RS
n7z. L LENEAROBNTH /52T — FuiifE A —
FOFHITHAHZ LITMEL THOELZHMNZRL 7.
EEODMRETOEBRTHL I LA BAMLIERTH
L7280, X2 ) T4 IIBIFAROBNELT [HLFXa)
T4 DFENICOWTORE] 2R L TEINFIHEIERA
THEo72. BIOWTOMETH L7720, FEEIL2 M
’“Tfﬁbhé’akL 2 [0 H o %R [6 UikE T
HBHZETHERET A72DIZ 1 HHDOFEBRT/RAT — i A
ﬁé@é_tkbt.%@E%%%ﬁtt@m@,ﬁ%m
Hiyz W) S ETHRRIRYPELLZ L2 EIT L7720
ThH5. %Lfﬂxv—Fkh%’ﬁ%mﬁm%LﬂL

I—FPREE L oo G = N T = b7
BWE LT F72, SR T — FORER &E’é‘f%)n‘%ﬂ[iﬂf?
R fTb b o7z,

FNFENDISAT — FIREE A — & 2720w L 100 A DO ER
FIZE DA T = FOBREFZLTHS o7, NAT— Fik
FED Y A7 50 FAEERE 12 b7,

T—HERIT 2014 4E 12 A 30 HA 5 2015451 1 HIC
2T Thirb 7.

4.2 R

100 NO#BREDH B, EFRZEPTRT L7224 %K
W72 98 4D TF—FIZ L DEE R LT,

BARTOINA T — FEREEA I 7 OFIE 47.93 TH > 7-
WS L7z i3 n), Fhn, W, REFEEO4OTHo
. FNENOMKREERL, K2, ¥3, X4IIRT.

FNENDEWDINAT — RBREA AT ICHEBERET -
2 % %% Kruskal-Wallis M€ 17> 72, € OFER, M,
G, W, RRFEOZNZNIBWTHE LB F
HL7BEDORER, WINOAEEEDH L IZHE s,
=BT X Y INA T — FEREICEDE D B Z LIRS
NZhrolz.
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% 2 #0:Basic meter & Ji\W7-HERHE OFIEE A I T | FilG
Table 2 Average score of #0 basic meter: By age.

Bt | HHAar
20-29 16 39.44
30-39 50 49.34
40-49 22 48.41
50-59 9 50.78
60-69 1 77

R 3 #0:Basic meter % i\ 720k O RE A 3T | Tk

Table 3 Average score of #0 basic meter: By occupation.

WERE | FHAaT
W, R 15 43.33
Wi5E, y—VY R, 5 9 49.33
EgiRia= 6 47.5
HE 3 10 47.9
HEZE, 70— % 18 51.67
HHE, A 3 59
Z DAFART T 7 56.71
Zht 30 44.5

< 4 #0:Basic meter & IV 72BBRE O GHE A I 7 ¢ ol ir i
Table 4 Average score of #0 basic meter: By the final aca-

demic record.

WERE R | P AaT
e 3 47.33
R 27 44.30
B 14 44.21
[EEARE Y 4 48
FHIRF 6 45.5
KF# 42 52.81
KB (1B1) 3 32.33
WL DFAL 2 75

5. 1—HYEROTHI >

5.1 1—YEBRHEE

I—HERIZH2-T, JIOHWERZ, 207012
I—PEEPVLETH LI LRz, T—PEFRIIH-
TL—FDBEERE L —FDONNAT— FEHELTLS
)b L7 MR = FEEFHRIE L -2 T — F
T AN B EFEKEICT T 7 1T JavaScript & H W CEF
BEN, =N SAT— FZ0 b 0oofEifidE S hi
W, = NMANZIEEIE I N R a7 SR T — REREEE
BT 21EHE LT, AT — FOES, fIF STk
LT, MNCTFOR, 50K, HEOB»ESNS.

5.2 WERE DENS EWHEBRER
RELISAT — FHE XA — 5 OMPEZHET 572012
I—FERET o/, BEBREITHENERSMEKICS TR
V=L T ADT = A EFIH L7
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K5 FWREA—VIIBT LY AT T, EilkE2E, hIE, Krascal-Wallis 7 A F TEH 1

72 P

Table 5 Average score, standard deviation, median, number of partipants and P-value

by Krascal-Wallis test for each meter.

547 A aT | R | PRE | HERER P
#0 Basic 47.92 25.08 44.5 98

#1 Bar 57.77 22.60 61 91 0.0053
#2 Bar (Avg.) 55.84 22.56 61 95 00194
#3 Score 57.83 20.97 61 94 0.0027
#4 Running Man 61.62 21.56 62.5 94 | 6.46 x 1075
#5 Tachometer 55.15 24.38 56.5 94 0.0472

®6 FREA—FVIIBT LAY — R, HTOVPHHNE, KXTOPHFME, A

XFOTIIRNEL, Gl ORI

Table 6 Average value of length, digits, upper case, lower case and symbols for each

By | ORI | ANXT | R
3.26 0.21 5.90 | 0.07

2.90 0.48 5.87 | 0.07

3.21 0.34 6.15 | 0.06

3.31 0.41 6.42 | 0.07

meter.
y47 Es
#1 Bar 9.46
#2 Bar (Avg.) 9.41
#3 Score 9.98
#4 Running Man | 10.29
#5 Tachometer 9.55

2.95 0.52 5.93 | 0.06

FNENODISAT — FERE A — & 120 L 100 AFoFER
WML T3 5\, 5500 AOBERE ASEERICSI L 72,
INAT] — RRED F A 712 50 MW ERE 124 biiz,
Fo2—HERIL2015F 1 H25 H2 5 20154- 1 A 29 H
W TATh iz,

AT = FANHOL—FEBREORMN 2 E1E 4 HOE
BEFMULSOERIRL, UL OFEHR I 7 OFBHR
A= OMEIZOWTOFHEITHLTIT/NAT — N
A=Y DIIREAT 72,

HAFERE GO, T—WEBRIZHZD, FESHHET
AR OMEER R, EBRT 52 L OKGRE R,

5.3 FELI-—YD/INXT— R@E

HETERICL ) KBEMETO/SA T — FEREDEWIZES
N7eh, REBRTIIEARDOFYTH 5 47.93 TH—L 72,
B L DFFHERITD SN oz LA, 7
R AR — T AT ETEISAT— FA— ¥ O%hE
FAIATICE o THIRTEICT 2720 TH 5.

5.4 #MSWFEELSNOBERI 5 F/INIT— REEAN
DEEIZ DN T DIEET

ISAT — REJEX = ~OFHRIBRE LT, KL Th
FELIHARNEBOEREIRRT 57217 TR {, FHEHIC
LR L Vo ZERIRE T A LB IHETH L. /A
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Fig. 8 Average Score for Each Meter.
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