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Abstract: Crypto-currency such as Bitcoin suggests a use of one-time address for the privacy enhancement.
However, addresses were often reused, several studies reported that learning transaction history has a risk of
address identification. Our study purposes two new methods that focus on features related output address.
Our study aims to evaluate risk to be identified by the proposed methods with respect to on the number
of transactions per address and the kinds of address usages. In this paper, our experiment shows that our
method identifies addresses more accurately than the conventional method in statistically significant level.
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2B 53545 Mining pool H¥EH 2 EAVEFIHT ML
A BRI WRIT AR E0H 5. LT FL A% —
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B2, Meiklejohn 513, W50 Input ([ZHEFNZHE S
BT FUADE—Z—FIZL 5T L 2EHL, 20
A7 EGHL TS [6]. T/, AHSIE, BEIOkLE ¥
HE4H2LT, M—2—FOHETET RLATHEh%
WHTELZERRLTNS (8.

L2L%23s, WolERENGE SN 52— FORY
FENSIZRS vy, KIFFETIE, BEIO Input T <
Output \ZHEENZT FL ALY, 2 —FaET 4H
TR B I L B HICEET A, MAT, B0
T TR, RETOEROFEEICOERL, ik
R E 2 DIRET 5.

—77, WBKEEE & EMEICEHE T 2 DXNEETH 5. K
REATAEFLELT, 207 FLAIZEb LG DMEE
R, B O —EXAFHERIILHLDOH, HrbT
YR FIHENR Y, £ 050 E
EZETLVENHLI2OTHL, £2T, RN, ATM,
AT, <A = 77—, Darkweb ¥ — Y 2D 5 DDt
FWHT FLVAREY EWF, Zh o1l X 238030 % %
SN2 T 5.

KEEOEBIIADE B TH 5.

o H7ZIZ2 0D ERFET .

o 10FEMDT FLAF—=%ty MEHWT, EHBkG
LTHHENTWAET FLADFT L8 A7 %%
wb3 5.

o STHHOFIHEHMNEZZEE L7 FL ADRBIAEE LB
L2NIT 5.

IO T DL 9 127% > T b, 2 2 TlE Biteoin
7 RLAORB LMD IEETERL, BAETELHAT
5. 3ECTRARCIRET 27 2@ T 7 FLAD
FHABWICOWTHERS, 4 ETAOOFEEZF /T F
L A ERYERT 5. 5 HTIIERERICHET 25582
EEF TR L RETEORE » Wi L 7-E % EORHI %
TV, WiRIZ 6 ECTAROMwmE LD 5.

2. EAXEFH

2.1 Bitcoin 7 KL XDEFNDESE

Bitcoin 7 F L ADEM L X, 2—F 257 FL A IZHE
TOMBHREZRAL, BEZHBICBEITA2HEREZ AT S
CEEEDL., 12—V IIEBOT FLAZEHT L L
NCTE5,

Bitcoin 7 N L ZADRBIME & 1L, &5 —HFHpEHL
TVAEEOT7 FLARE52 T, 20O2—F 0T 41l
DT FLAZMADT FLADSHEBNT AHETH 5.

722X, 17 FLADOENBIZEZEZ LS. 22T
E2—=% AP ay, ag, as DT FLAZFEHLTWA, o
WHZoNZEX, HWBEET FLADEENS ay R a3 &
BEANULTEAN DT L7z &% 2 5. Bitcoin 7 K L A W%k
MENTH, BLTLHT FLADFIEEYFEENL DI
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Fig. 1 Definition of address identification.
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Fig. 2 Examples of transactions of Bitcoins.

TV LIZFEEPSLETH A, T NV R ay, az, azg D
[EHRPLEFL TV LI —FDOLT A R EPREENS S
LTI,

2.2 Bitcoin 7 KL X DOEE|

Bitcoin 7 F L A2 T2 Wyl o 2K 2 I2/RT.
Bitcoin DB Te H12, E&E%1T9 7 F L AL Input,
Bitcoin Z 7 HLA 7 FL AL Output IZIRE SN T 5,
2 TClEZ—FADPEHLTWAET FL R ay, as ZHW
T BPFEHELTWLT FLA b, by NEEEIT-
TWwh, ZOLE, 2—H ARBREEFT>EOBHY %
ZATE A 728 Output \CHHEDT FL A ap ZIEEL TW
5. 2O Txy Tl&, ZERFICHHALZET FLA a 215
FEH T BN 221 o TWAEDS, Ta, DEHIT, 1—
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P APHGPEETLHOT LA a3 TBHY %5215
LIrbHdHBH. Toy T, ZT—F AEHLTWAET FL
A ay, ag WXL TCLZ—F BAFEHEHLTWAET FL R bs,
by BOFEEEIToTWE., TDLE, 2—Y BlI#%EE %
To7eBOBHY 22 FHA 720 Output ICHEDT KL
A by FREL TV,

2.3 BEZR

Bitcoin 7 N L A DEZMEICE L TROWZE 6], [8] 7
5. Mz 7T, Bitcoin 7 RLAREH L —-HFDTIT A48
W2 B TRMgEiE 1oV Th b5,

2.3.1 Meiklejohn 5DAHT KL X & B /=585

Meiklejohn SZPG D AT FLAZHW/AT7 FLAD
TNV —=TTFERREL T 5 [6].

Bitcoin TI&, MIEZEEIRIENOIH & L TR i 2
f§ifl L72 ECDSA Y ¥ VELT L TY XL %L TW»
bH, ZOFRXE, VI arvOANIT LA (KN
SE) ISHIST AMEEE F W TER S, EE (1)
12 & o THEEAY T A, Meiklejohn & 1d Z OHHLA % F)
M L, Bitcoin D%EEITLT FLA (AHT KL R) #7120
NI U v a VICHBIRE SN TV A, $RTOA
N7 FLA a OREREEZF—DL—F (EFE) 12XoT
BHIN TR ML, 728 213, 2 OHL 15D
5iE, 7RV A ay, ag VG| Txy, Taxs @ Input (AJJT
RLA) IR ESNTWEZD, a1, ag lZFl—D =2
FoTEHINTWLZ NSNS, VT U7
YDEZBIE, ar & ay DM OMERPULELRZ Lrb,
HEREIISWEEZ SNL. Z OHHLAIL Bitcoin HU5|
DHHTEL LTRSS TW A [9).

Kappos 5 (ZW55 & s Zeash * 12 B 1) 5 3kl B % FE il
LTBY, Bitcoin UHOBGFEIEIZ D [FEEO R TFHEA
HFRhThHAHILEHFEE LTV (7).

2.3.2 KELDZELET KL XEA &RV

KH HIRIG | D%EELET ¥ L AEEE W3 F: %
RELTWAD 8.

COFHE, T RV ARG HHE &k EREOET
FLZAZHWT, #BEIAT- 720G EE»S T FL A&k
W5, ARASOHFRIE, T—FT LB ETI EAD
HEPEE->TVLOT, GIOFEET KL AFHRDS
I—HOBBLSAEEICR L, & W) BTV T VD,
COWRFHTIE, RRESBDOL—FIT L TRl #
KL RVEV)RENN TR A RILE LTwa, L
35T, Meiklejohn 5D AJ]7 FL A ZFIH L7-HEE & M
LT, HEBEIEY., /2, AESET7 FL2AORT]
BIE7 FLAORBINEELZ G- 2\, EFRLTWDS,

KHESIZX BT FLAZHWET FLA#NITHET

*1 Zcash: Privacy-protecting digital currency
(https://z.cash/ja/)
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WA REEICHHT 27 FLAEZ—HFI2 Lo TEELS
EESTLIEDPTRETH L. Ld->T, HIMWEHL T
WAEWTY FLZAZEMBICHWSZ ET7 FL A% [
WTE 5.

2.3.3 TIANVICETIHE

Bitcoin @7 F L AR L — OB % HEw T 5 B O
ZEDTHIN TV A, Dupont 5137 N L ADHGFH] 125
HL, BEIOKL5A0 6 12— F A0 L T2 #ilso &
ALV =0 2R T 5N EREL 0D 2 HHEHLIET
L ZADFEHG RS2 w5 28T, KT 77%D
TRLVADY A LV = ZHEETRERE LTV 3.
FA I EFHL TV AL—FD Y A L) — U ICHT
B EAT o T A [4].

7 FLAOFH BN 22T 5058 TlE, Harlev 575
Ll —EAHEZOT FLAZHWTT FLZOFHH
MZEHEEL, TTRDIERETHNTIETH S Z & 2t L
Twb [12]. 4 d Bitcoin OFJHEFE X L —H LH—E 2
HEZD2ODBENS, FNENOFAF TR IE
Lo Z ezt LTwa [13].

Bitocin OHUS [#i& % 54T L, BEE&ONZBYT 505
b Twhb, Ron blE7ay 7 F o —r FIZisEESh
72y RCOMGI =ML, HEOT FL AT L7 RER
LG DD B Z L A HE LTV [9]. Ron H257- 72
WE8% = OGHIx LT, B0 #HELF#EH Sk
WD IF VI EARFHEND DB L. B
EOITEBICIF T 7= X 2RI H L 72880 Rk
IZOWTHE L CT\wA [10]. Garba 513 web 4 M EIZA
MENTWDET FLAZIUEL, Bitcoin DZFICFIZEBIT
BHHEBELEED ) A7 IZDOWTELE L TWA [14]. Huang
57 Ay 2 7 O I S L7 Bitcoin 7 N L
AWZHEHL, YV AT 2T OREZRT +— T LTHRES
N7 FLAZIUEL, BEDOHNEBHL TV [15).
P 513 Bitcoin OFGFREICMEH 5 79 % VER % 57
L, FIAZEERHL TS+ Ly EBEKETT FLZAOD
REHE AR B Bk Ic oV TEREL T 5 [11].

3. BEAR

3.1 PRLAEADES

7 RV A ay ODBET RLRAES S(ar) 1%, a1 25 HIH
NIZTETLEE 27077 FLADELSTH S, 5%k
7 R L ABEEIATHE TR ER L EELT K
VAEEGER—THA. TRLVAa DAAT KLIES
I(a1) &, a1 2 HEEEAT - BRI Input 7 4 — b
NIZIREENZT FLADEETHAH. ATIT FLAES
I¥ Meiklejohn H5H3EF L72 A7 FLADESR LF—T
HbH. TRLRAa OFEETT KLRAES R(ay) 13, a1 I
L THIBNIC 1 ECTO &2 To72 7 FLADER LT
b, TRV Ra OHAT RLREE O(ar) 1, ar 123 L
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K1 a lZ20WTD420D7 FLAEL

Table 1 Definitions of four sets of addresses for a;.

7 NV AES TEFE 2 HTOH] EYbE
AT KL REA S((M) al MHEETLT FLADES {ag,b17b2} k& [8]
HEBEILT FVAES R(ar) | a1 KEEEIT) T FLADES {b3, ba,az} EN R

a1 DEEEZ[FF

AT FLAEST

FI@) | ot im0 BT KL ADKS {a2}
ar DZ VI KR [H]IRE LS

Output \ZRESNDT FL ADES

Meiklejohn & [6]

W7 FL2AES O(ar) {a4,b1,b2,b3} ENGIEA

THEDITLNZERIZ, WEID Output 7 1 — IV FICIEE
ENTT FLADESET S,

INHLOT7 FLAEAEZR 1LICEET L, 4207 FL
AEGIETHEBINEIT) T FL A a 250 W L IZER
SNz,

3.2 Jaccard fR¥ %z B\ 72545

7 N LU AP OFHMIZ I Jaccard £p5 & H V72466 D4
PEZFMHT 5. Jaccard fREr &%, HEEE A LELB
122V, J(A,B) = {555 TEDHNLBEPETH 5.

Jaccard FRE A H 727 F L ARRBFE255ET P LA
EESEFMBLT, iM%, D317 FLAESS (5
) LW |DFERT.

K RDOT R LA ay, as, as 5 EE SN2
Tz, Txo, ..., Txg \22WT, 3OOHABICBITL50ET F
LVAEER S, Sy, S5 T4, FEHT RLA%R L =5,US5;
ERE T L A% S5 &9 5.

Z 2 CTHBRMDIITES S3(a;) = {as,ag} 7%, a1, az,
a3 DEDT FULADLRE SN BRI L7zwv. 22
T, S3(a;) & 3DODFET—% Lay, Lag, Laz ® Jaccard
EERDODLE, DTOLHII%5.

as,
J(LG/l, Sg(a,)) = % =0.67
J L S . _ | {a37a6} | .
> J(Las, Ss3(a;)) = TTas, s, as,as} | = 0.50

¢ =0
| {a3706»f111,a137a15} |
o7 KL ALHE L J(Lay, S3(a;)) 2% Jaccard #2540 D
EDSIR DB, S3(a;) 1 a; = ay DHEF SN/ L
W s, 7 FVAa OFHETT FL A S3(a1) = {as, a6}
THHI DS, ZOBTIET FLARBINICE L Tw5,
AFHIITIE, Jaccard RS b H\WHEZ DT KL A28
AT 2561, 7 FLU ARSI L2 & BT,
7 FLADEEGD &) HEERAE IS 2 HPREE LT
Dice £2%%, Simpson 2%k [18] ZFIH 3 2 i H T H 1
L. IO T, Jaccard # HHWAF S & LT, Jaccard
DO N MEDH L. Jaccard £25 & A L 7-%H
BLEFRIEIEALELICIR <, BT 25 E O K& S5 —F5%
T THMYNSHPEL 52 5. Bitcoin @ b7 ¥ 7

> J(Lag, Sg(az)) =
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EREI5I(FE & 5T4)

Tx 1 sz TX3
Input | Output Input | Output Input | Output
a; ag a; as a; as
a Qg 3
Qg
Tx, Txs Txe
Input | Output Input | Output Input | Output
a as az az az 3
ag ay Qg
Txy Txg Txo
Input | Output Input | Output Input | Output
as aiy az a1y as Qg
a3 ais as
ais
. BRIV RLAESS
PRLR
S1 Sz S3
a, {ao} {as, as, a9} {az ae}
a; {as, ae} {as, a4} {ae, a9}
az {a11,a13,a15} {ai1,a15} {as}
‘ B 77 K o ST R =1
N 7 RLX B LX
L=5,US; S3
a; {as, a6, a9} {as, a6}
) {as, a4, as, ag} {ae, a9}
az {ai1,a13, 15} {ao}

3 7 FLA%ES S & Jaccard HrEiE H 7235 Fik
Fig. 3 Identification of a set of destination addresses using

Jaccard coefficient.

Ta vZiE, 1EOWGIT 100 L EosikRes Ty 7
RLADFIHENE Z DL, Lz ->T, #ilx%o
7RV ARSI 1 EH 72 ) ORGIT B L 2B
UC, BEOGHPRKE VD, HUEZ T 5512
Jaccard R EH WL Z ENEMTH 5.
BPREDENZ X BRBIRNO B 2 iR T 572012,
Dice #7% & Simpson Rz FH L T 3 12 L7250
T PV AEN 2T o 7288, |2 IORTHERDPHEONS.
Simpson DK RN ST a1, ao DELSDIERET N L
AT B2 EATE RV, Dice FREDOIERIE a1 & an
DFEH 013 &40, Jaccard (25D 0.17 L ) /&S
RN, WTNOFEEE IERTH Jaccard (250 % v
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F 2 3 MHOBMRE 2 H 72350151
Table 2 Example of discrimination using three types of simi-

larity measures.

2 DDHEL Jaccard Dice Simpson
Lay, Ss(ai) 0.67 0.80 1.00
Las, Ss(a;) 050  0.67 1.00
Las, Ss(a;) 0 0 0

AN ay,..., a, DG Tx DES
KH7 FL AR x DEERILT KL AES R(x)
HA: x OMET FL R ay € {as,..., am}
1: ai,..., a,, DIEBTLT RLRAEE R(ay), ..., R(a,,) Rk 3.
2: RHOD7 FLR x IZOWT, HUERRDT FL R ay ZRD 5.
$72bb,ay = arg max J(R(x),R(a))

ae{at,...,am}

3: ay EHNIIT 5.
B4 AT RETT FLA%E R(a)
Fig. 4 Method 1. A set of recipient addresses R(a).

LFEENT FLAZEINTA2HMIZEHL TnLEER L.

3.3 REAXN1:BEIDXEETT KL X & B35

ARFEHETHE, BIFROT F L AH Bitcoin % 1T HLS
BORBIZERT L., SHIIHHDOT FLAICK L T%E
AT T FLARET A2 EDTER Y, EWIREIC
HEoONWTW5,

RFETIE, WRT7 FLA o AT TEEE L2
HHTFLA, $&bb, RELT FLAEE R(a) 2H
W Jaccard FREICEED W TREEBIT 4. REFAEZH 4 12
NG

KHES 8] IC L A5LT FLAZMEL LT FLA
AT, RERFICIRET AT FL AR L —FPMEREICE
HIRETHAH., TNWR, 1EEELLT FLAIXTLT,
FEXEZITI)BICHG ST 2 OBEHOT FL A
RHESELIETT FLADOEMN A RS 22 AT X
L. —F, BHOT FLANFZITIY) (Output 7 4 —
) IZHRESNAEG|TIE, £ETLOT FLATEGIHFE
WD AL Z LA, T—FORIHHTE 22 WEE T
BT AT FLAZEMELT L2 LT, WHERNIE L
hhEEZ].

3.4 REAKX2:WEIOHNT KL X &AW -3E5

RFFETIE, BN ROT FLAICH LTS TbNR
BEIZ, FFEC Bitcoin 2521 JHLA 7 R L AIZEH L7z, $i
FHRN 1B S R(a) oftb I, M7 FL A O(a) %
AW FRE2REFR2 L35, REFRNERK 5 1IRT.
R—EFL 2 T, 2T 2479 WE1D Output 7 1 —
VERDOT7 FLRAZEMEL S 4. Bitcoin ®FH [ 1 4} 1
DL —HFETITONELE, Output 7 14—V FIZIRE S
THEBEOT FLARTRTHEEMFOT FLALEZ AL
ENTEDL, L72D5> T, Output 74—V P22 57
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AN oai,..., am OBEITx OEA
KH7 FLR x DN 7 FLRES O(x)
HH: xOHE7 FL R a, €{ay,..., am}
1: ai,..., am DHH7 FLZEES O(ay),. .., O(am) KD 3.
2: RHDT FL R x IZOWT, HPERRDT FL R ay KD 5.
T bb,a = arg max J(0(x),0(a))

ae{ay,...,am}

3: ay BHATS.

5 RETFTHE2HII7 FLAES Ofa)
Fig. 5 Method 2. A set of output addresses O(a).

Tx 1 Tx 2
Input | Output Input | Output
aq by a b,
a as

6 Meiklejohn 5 DT [6] & AT FLAES I(a) 12 & 55
DEN
Fig. 6 Differences in identification by Meiklejohn et al. [6] and
I(a).

FLAZfeE & LTHW RIS HATH L L E R 7.

3.5 Meiklejohn 5D Fi% [6] ZICH L /=37

AHETIE, Meiklejohn 5OFk 6] ZBH L, AJITF
L A & ieE & L7z Jaccard FREUCED (7 L A3kBI %
FEE9 4. Meiklejohn 51, AT FL ADE % 5|
WCEBL, 79y F x—rDELOMAH»EFIH LT
BEDVFLT FLADZ )V —TF{LEFT>Twb, 7KL A
BET ZHW/27 N L AR &1, Meiklejohn 57258 H L
ZANT FLARFE#MEL L-FETHL. AFETI
32 HiTRL7 S(a) Db NIZ, AJIT FLAES I(a)
% Jaccard FRE DT IV TREBIZRZ KD 5.

KIZ, TNHOFHEOENER 6 (278 LB D] % F
ML, 3§ %. Meiklejohn 5D TVETIE, Tay D Input
T4 =V IR EENT a1, ay BELEHEZETH 5 &
ET A, FRIZ, Tae D as, a3 D’FE UEHETH S L
YA, Flz, Twy, Try TIEZENZFI ay 2338 LTI
ENTWVBEZEDDS, a1, as, asz A UEHETH S LHE
ET D, ZOXHIZ, BWHIO Input 7 14 — )V FICIRE SN
727 RLUAMOBREIET 5 £ THEBIICILRL, &5
HTOHE AT .

—77, I(a) ZHm & L2 TR, §XTORE5 2
7 R L AT Jaccard 128 BT 5 720, RS
LY siobiFcidzaw, 728 21E, 7RV A aq, as,
a3 DANT FLAES I(ar) = {az}, I(az) = {a1,as3},
I(az) = {as} Z AV TFHIIDTOL ) 1274 5.
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ZOBITIE, 7 FLVADEBRED I(ar), I(az) & I(az)
D2NTHALEWESNS., L7225 T, Meiklejohn 5 D
FHEEEEG (o) L 2N EICIELLFETH S
CEITEESLETH S,

4. FEE

4.1 EEHM

2 ODRESFAOHBIEEEZHO 2T HZ LA HE
T5. BEEROFHFICKRELIBEETLLEEZONS,
(1) 7 FVAH7) OWGIEEn
(2) Bitcoin OFIHHIM

ZZT, nlEFINHEOT FLADESE, ZITIY 247>
WA E T 5. 722, (1) IDonwTiE, 7T RLA
a; 521 |\ 5 30 MO%E, WY %&b 429 5%
fio7zb &, 7FLAa ORGIHEKIEn =30 L% 5. (2)
IZoWTIE, SRR~ A =V V= VEZED I HIZE L
7 RLATEYEL%ESE, 2R 2LEE T 256 HK
BEHHNOLZY F—H LT, BEIDOEBEVIRE (LD
HIERBEELTWS,

ZIT, INLDOENEZZILZET, LT 2 3K
(A7 FLABEAET6) L5%T FLAKEA S[R) LK
HREWET 572012, ROEEZIT).

EE 1 BG IR X RBIEE (1) D)
FE 2 FHHC X 2R (2) OFFHM)

(1) 7 RL A&7 oG L (2) Bitcoin DFIH HRY
BT FUABIREEICRESMAFT L EEZHNLHEIC
T FLAEEGIEENLEREDOEND L. (1) TlE, B
AT 5 &7 FLABEESICEITNAERLL L &
D, BEPENDLEEZOND, (2) TIE, HEHHD:
DBBNHG DTN L AT E BH DT F L ANEf %
ZUTAHMBTT KL A% AB L Tw5 Bitcointalk T
BHGORMIZE L R b720, 7T RLAESIZETN
BIERICEDSE L THRENM T2 EE2 N5,

4.2 7KL ZOFIAHEH

(1) Bitcointalk *21ZM55-& (B $ 2 15 & 2R 2 R
WA FTHA. Bitcointalk TIE, 7H v ¥ b % B
LTWAIL—HHRTa7 4 =L R=VICHHEDT KL
ZEARHLTWAIENHDL. 2L, 2—FFEY
NDFENEZITRA Z EHEEZ LN D,

(2) Bitcoin ATM *31% Bitcoin % 7495 Z LS TE 5
FT7I4 DY - ATHAH. L—HIL Bitcoin 7 F
L ADNEEHR (QR 2—F) 2 ATM AL
AEL7ZWEHEETHETANS Z LT Bitcoin ATM
DT FLAPLL—=FDT FLANEEITDOND.

A DU [16] ICBWTIUE L7 F 7 ICRE S
N7ZATM O7 KL A, ATM 2F)JHL TWwWb 21—
DT FLAZHWA.

(3) Darkweb (X [E 4 #EH Tor v b7 — 27 Th 5.
Darkweb % FIl § 2 BRI I345 5% 77 7 ¥ % v %
CETHEELEEXDTFEFTT 7 A$ 4. Darkweb
DY 2T R=Y ETHHL WL THE—-Y 3 VD
7 RLAREEES (ZLYy M —FEBRY) %
WOk 7 FLAZET L.

(4) Exchange (Z#AM) (&L= DOFIA T % Bitcoin % 3
&L A —EATH D, Bitcoin ATM & 13 £ %
D, Z—WFEIRFAEEREITH)IZETE Y IA4 v |
C Bitcoin DFEE AW REE 2 b, EERIRFOT K
L Z 1% WalletExploer ** CAR SN TWw 5,

(5) Mining Pool 1¥£5t®D~ 1 %% JJ L Bitcoin ®EL7 |
HHE T D70y 712k L THEIORGEEZ 17\,
N A 152720 DHMATH D, HMEEL 720121
BRBEHEEFREPLEE SNTEBY, A~ =
T EZITIA S E3HELWEEZ LN TWS, ¥
1 =¥ 78l %= 52 7B - 72 Mining Pool 25 # L Tw
BT L AZWNRET D,

4.3 F—alx&E

B CHIF L7727 FL A LRG| O ER 3 2R
5 FEFEOF)H H 11230 { Bitcoin 7 F L A DR 5kt
Blockchain Explorer **® API % F\CIUE L 72, KFEER
T, PUELZT7 FLZAD 9 B 2L EEE|Z 7> TWwWiz
T RFLAZFAL, 7 FLAOIUENR % 10 £/ (B
BIM D =10) &EERM (D =0.5) IZO2WTEHEIS 5.
BENEAR D = 1013, Bitcoin OHLE [P X 1172 2009
ENPST FLAZIELZ2019EFT TOLBMTH S,
La»L, 5 20FHEMEZ D=10 THETE LW, 2k
213, Bitcoin ATM 2B SN2 T F L RS #E S
N7 IR R FR B S N2 & o THU 1B e Wi s 7% B

&3 JUELZT FLATFT—¥
Table 3 Summary of address data.

FHHEB 7 LA W51 PUEME D
2009/1/4

Bitcointalk BBS 44,067 3,139,677 -
2019/11/18

Bitcointalk BBS 1,968 28,832

Bitcoin ATM 404 26,843

Darkweb 82 35,048 2019/4/1-9/30

Exchange 680 33,252

Mining Pool 96 24,449

*2 Bitcointalk (https://bitcointalk.org/)
*3 Coin ATM Radar Bitcoin ATM Map
(https://coinatmradar.com/)
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*4 WalletExplorer.com (https://www.walletexplorer.com/)
*5  Blockchain Explorer
(https://www.blockchain.com/ja/explorer)

1492



BERAIEF=EmEE Vol.62 No.9 1487-1498 (Sep. 2021)

= 4 EWMHkE L CHIH S 17z Bitcointalk 7 F LA & B | [H%

Table 4 Number of addresses used for a long period in Bit-

cointalk.

BEIEEn | 7FLVAH 7)o
10 12,493 100
20 4,948 100
30 2,535 100
40 1,408 100
50 842 100
60 499 100
70 335 100
80 211 100
90 153 100
100 117 100
aFEt 23,541 1,000

MWHTHA., ZZT, TXTOFHABRIIZOWNTEBIZF]
457 FLADOEG b Twizdmol<dh 5,
2019FE 4 005 9 T TORERMZWNLRE LTV

4.4 ERB 1. BEEHICEDICT KL REH
D =10 ¢ %5 EMEMERE L THAASNTWASET FLA
D TEE DT IZk~R 5,

(i) 2 3 IR L7249 10 4E 4 @ Bitcointalk 7 F L A
44,067 HZ xR ET 5.

(i) 44,067 il ® Bitcointalk 7 K L 2?9 LG | [ HAT 2
mLLE, 100 [T & 7 5 23,541 O 7 K L 2 % 3#%5)
HREOT FLAE LTHBAT A, W5lEEE T > 7
YITHETR 4 1TRT.

(iii) @A T 27 FL A& LT, BlEEI &2 100
BT L A% 100 Wghl > 7)) > 73 5.

(iv) v 7V v 7ENT FLRIZDOWT, BEIREO L
BheRo TG T—% % T8 31258 L, 7EORH
wEAFHT FUVRAESIZ, 3ENEINLIFEE LT
fli7 FLAELE LT A,

(v) BEFELWERTFEEZHNTT FLAZ#T 5.

4.5 EER 2. FIABMICED KT KL X557
D=05&t%5 5 MHEOFAEWIIST ST FLADH

T % LT ISR 5,

(i) #£ 3IWTRLAEERM (D =05 O5EEOFEH
1Y (Bitcointalk, Bitcoin ATM, Darkweb, Exchange,
Mining Pool) 12473 &N 7-51 3,230 D7 FL X %
WRET S,

(i) 3,230 D7 FLAD ) LHGEHA 2 ML FE 725
1,358 O T F L AZFEINZDOT FL AL LT
5. WElNEKER 5 IR,

6 ol 2, WA 60 [ (n = 60) T FLATIE, FHT K
LV ASEE ERHIET N L AEEEHRT 5 BE 1 BOH G 4218
LB,
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x5 5 MHOFIHHMOMI T L A%

Table 5 Number of addresses for five Bitcoin usages.

FHET TELVAH Hr TV IR
Bitcointalk BBS 844 30
Bitcoin ATM 106 30
Dark web 49 30
Exchange 274 30
Mining Pool 85 30
i 1,358 150

(iii) AN T 27 FLAIRE 5 © 5 BEOFHH
12307 FL A% 100 BRI~ 7)) » 745
(iv) ¥ 7TV v rZENT FLAIZDWT, BHIEEO
T%%OTWMT y & TR 3IEIL, WElT—%
CEIENL TEIOREETFET N 1/7\%/\ 12, 3
WCEENLAHEEIHMI 7 N AEAIC
w)%%%&&%%%&%ﬁwf7va%%%Té.
REETIE, #IFEOT FLAZFHEE S & 12T
L CREAIHREZFHE T A, 72& 21E, Exchange 7 FL A D
SEIiTlE, Exchange & L CIESN/ZT FL R 274 ff 20
530MO7 FLAZY 7Y 7L, 7 FL 2D
% ZFMi$ 4. Bitcointalk & ATM % &, R4 AFHEHYO
7 FLAERRAE L TRIFEZFHE L T w2 & ICEED
VETH 5D,

4.6 EEBRIER 1.

RPN L7237 P L AER O EER 6 LK 7
R, £ 6 T 100 BIOFITD ) B, BANZEI L7727
FLABONYMEEZRT. 7 TE4207 FLAEED
WAREEEIZOWT, BAEEXMERT LTI —nN—L L}
[N

4207 FLRAEEDHI L, MOT FLAKEE O D 547
ARSI L7127 FLABH S . COESGO0D
Jaccard RO A %X 8 IZ/RT. n=10D & X, Jaccard
53 0.15 205 0.20 DIEIZHA L TB Y, STk E W,

D FUTIG OBz E b 2w, /IS o TWnD,

BEIEn =40 D7 FL AW S EBIEAME L, n = 100
DT FLADERbEW, 3207 FLA%ESR, I, O Tl
n 40 M ZBZ 5 LT FL RGBS sSMnL, M7 r
L ZEES O TIIRAT 21 F TRIIERDIBIML T b
UL, KHS OB L ZHFIEEE T KL 2D
’iﬁ%ﬁ&w#%tﬁﬁofwé

FIT, SOBELTRALDIZ, £612, 4DDT K
bz%ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁ&ﬁ%&&ELtTvaﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%
RT . A ST KA T 5 2 & {REBIERDSHER
LTWa X)W R7225, @A L72T B L AR OB
322 TEEL TV, £45 R, I, O OEEFEDED
WIS TLLEDETH Y, EEH S LHELT3HEU LD
EHE)D D - 72,

1493



[BERAIEF=EHEE Vol.62 No.9 1487-1498 (Sep. 20

21)

=6 MR EFIY7 B LRI

Table 6 Successful mean identified addresses for number of transactions.

7 LA X TRE air T R
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
S 39.2 455 43.0 44.6 42.2 38.6 454 424 43.7 41.8 426  42.6 2.2
R 54.6 434 36.8 35.7 396 419 481 55.0 59.2 62.3 477 477 9.1
I 49.8 48.6 46.7 48.7 49.7 544 525 609 64.1 69.1 545  54.5 7.2
O 60.4 453 37.1 39.5 439 49.7 54.7 668 T71.2 78.6 547  54.7 13.4
iy 51.0 45.7 40.9 42.1 439 46.1 50.2 56.3 59.5 62.9 , , ,
=7 5 HHEOMAENOFE T N L AFEHE L
Table 7 Successful mean of identified addresses for five Bitcoin usages.
7KL RSl P - st T
BBS ATM  Darkweb Exchange Mining pool
SCHk [8] S 12.8 16.6 23.9 4.1 17.8 75 15.0
RFEHN1 R 17.2 3.6 22.2 14.7 5.0 63 125
SCHk [6] 1 17.6 16.5 22.3 12.6 15.0 84 16.8
PRI 2 ) 19.5 4.3 20.9 22.6 5.0 72 145
- 16.8  10.2 22.3 13.5 10.7 - -
90 £ 8 NMENTWAET FLA (ATM & Exchange) % Fr\27- 3 ffl
T o FORHENOTT F L A 5
8o T input /I Table 8 Mean Successful identified addresses for three Bitcoin
70 1 output //[ usages excluded known published addresses (ATM
g o 1 “/J- T and Exchange).
2 / PN 3 i 5AMH (K 7) | M
g50 - T N Ty | s
0 i \Tﬂ\/\l k8] S 55 18.2 150 | 3.2
_l_ + j_ + 1 - REHX1 R 44 14.8 125 | 2.3
30 T Sk [6] I 55 18.3 16.8 | 1.5
- ’EHAX2 O 45 15.1 14.5 | 0.6
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 SEY - 16.6 14.7 1.9
n
7 B n 12OV TOFE T N L AFRBIMEE

Fig. 7 Successful mean of identification addresses with respect

to numbers of transactions n.
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Fig. 8 Distributions of Jaccard coefficient of a set of output

addresses O for the number of transactions.
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4.7 EEER 2.

5AOFHHMICHED LT L ARG REZR 7 12
R ARSI LT R L AKD R D & WA X
Darkweb TH V), 4 D207 F L AELEH V755540
SPIMAENZ 223 A TH o7z, Tz, 4207 FLAELED
A HANT FLAEE T3 b ki E =S,

JIZ, ATM 5 7 & O HEE ¢ D LED W I
AT FL AR w7z lk R 43R 8 1IRT. 5
HOMHEMWCTHMiz 4T 72£ 7 LKL T, 4 D0%ES
FTRTIIBWTT F LA OFEAEML 72,

AH & E 5

5.1 n =30 fHETOHAENETICDONT
7LD, 3O0DT FLVAEER, I, Oldn=301k
IZBWTHENFEOE =27 2%% 1), n> 30 TIZHEINLT
W5, ZOIEHALEINEORKFE LT, RAEEZLNL.
(1) n<30D7 FLAIZ, 7 FLADPEREH SN LHL

Wt Ly N THDbNRBEEDN SNz,

5.
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(2) n<30&%257 FLAIZ, HBEOFHENO S D
> TWhb7D,

Z2T, (1) ZRET L7012, BB I2BTLT
N U ADBIGERE 2 1~ 7-. AHATIE LI IUE, n <301
BUIAEEIRYPAZLIETTH 5.

X 9 IR DT F L A 2005 15 & 55 | BItG4E
DOFAIZRT. FRELHDS, BGEEICBIT L LWR
DIE7 <, (1) ORFAEIH & 13E 212w,

2T, (2) #0012, FIHBEBO RO O
T RVAIZERT A, KWPro7 L ARG — v
FA THAED Bz, 2fRo#EL LR L Twb
EEZTTOTHD. ADODT FLAESTHERINITHED) L
T RLADH L, MO T FLAEGE TN TV AHE
GHE 10 1ZRT. 4207 FLAELSTIEn=3075

20000 -

15000 -

10000 -

Address ID

5000 A

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
year

9 D =1040HIZBIT DT FL ARG 54
Fig. 9 Distribution of transactions for D = 10 data.
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n
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Fig. 10 The fraction of exchange addresses in the identified

addresses.
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n =50 ffE TR T FL ADEEPR O EWEE TR L
Twa, M7 EM10 2T 5Ln=30fECE—7~
ERBZE, n=10%5n=100 FTOEGIHEHELUL T
WBHIEDNE, RO T KL ADRBINRICEELZ 5 2 C
Wb EFEEROT 5.

5.2 Darkweb 7 KL 2P HRHFEHEIFVEREICDONT
7T ORI, FD AL EVFIHEIYIE Darkweb
THHENLZT FLATH -7, ZOERD 1 212 Dark-
web OEFLENENTH A EE 2 55, Darkweb Tl
EERE M OTEHE e EEWICHEO S 2 —E A THH S
TWBDT, BB A PORBEFEIEYHLENTE
D, BGNIFIH &7z Bitcoin 7 F L ADFHFar b Hv. Y
£ L7 Darkweb D7 FL AlE Tor 2 v b — 27 FDOH A4
P EIZHEEIN VS, #ET X2, 7L
AMEETER =Y LIk shTwi-2 s, 7K
L ADIBR) A7 & EREATIEHEICHG [ 217, v
BTCwieEzx s, 72, £31RL5HEOFHA
HYOHTL, Darkweb D7 FL ABudxd 7% <, 5]
B b Wiz, 7 RLAH7)OFEEENIS . Lz
BoT, INODMIBICHKELTGRATVDLEER L.

5.3 REFEDEEHI SV EDRFRTE

REHKXNR, ODT FLUARIKENIGERTHS, T X
DBV EEREDD DL ZOIEED t ME [17) 2479 .
MEDHREZR 9 IIURT. BMEICIEn =100 12815 4
DOHRDKEEZ LB L TWA. n =100 DR ZHE
L72ORIREFE R, O LIERFE TIZB W TR b kB
BEWETH 72780 TH 5.

n =100 PIFMZDOWTIE, n=10 725 100 F TOGIKE
A L CEED t ED pEE R 10 IR, =EH
X1 (EEIL7 FLAR) ZBATHZE S 1I2x LT n =60
U EDOTRTIZOWTERETHI L, Z0EET5ICK
&, MAtMICEETH -7 I-EHFX2 (M7 FL R
O) ATHIZE S & JeATFgE T O H 124 LT n =70 L
ECHEHICEERETER TV, T2, ETHL, 2
i, n PREVHEZIT TR n =10 DHAITH EFEE
T, HEHICEETH o 7.

RO ATHDT FLAEEG L FHEOBEHRE (n = 100)
Table 9 t-test results for four address sets (n = 100).

FEEOE R E ¢ p i
R, S 20.5 57.0 2.2 x 10716  wxx
EHN1 R, T —6.8 - -
R, O —16.3 - _
o, S 36.8 135.1 2.2 x 10716
REHX2 O, I 9.5 34.9 22x 10716 Hkx
O, R 16.3 45.5 2.2 x 10716 xxx
sk . p < 0.05
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® 10 REF R, O OPHEOBEFHRE (n =10 205 n = 100)
Table 10 t-test results for a sets of R and O (between n = 10

to n = 100).
p fi

"R S BRI RO OS5 0,1 O, R
10 * * _ * * *
20 |10 - 1.0 06 3.6 x 103
30 |- - 07 - - 0.3
40 |- - - ; - *
50 |- ; - 5.5x 103 - *
60 * _ _ * _ *
70 * _ _ * * *
80 | * _ _ * * *
90 | * . _ * * *
100 | * - - * x

*.p<1.0x1073

Dbz kb, % hH2 (W7 FLAO) 1ZErirsE
S, I DOWT UK LT ORI, 20EET7512
KEL, 2207 FLAERAOBINFIZETRVWE V) 7
HEAGH D p AT 0.05 K CTH D, FHEWICEETHL I L
RSNz,

5.4 BBEFEDRER

# 7 £, Bitcointalk (BBS), Exchange (22T,
REFTROT FLAES O FEVERIELRL:. b
DT FL A, 4.3 HTRLZZ web X—T RIZAB SN T
Wb, FDd, EEO ZHWT FL AL
b EZL, FENDIZHMEL THHEE S RES
I T, Z2—FPESCFHHTET FLAZHHTERL
TV EV)EEEH L. Tz, 7 RLAFRHS N
TWAHIEREEL, ML7 FLAZEAM LI % &
FIRICHET TV 72O I GRBIZEDS T oo b EZ NS,
KIS 8] 12k > TIREENZT FLA%EE S 13 ATM,
Darkweb, Mining pool TH b E\VikpllZ A2 /R L7, Th
507 FL AL, ML L7z web =V 7% ETHREFSNLTW
L. —WREGHEFICH LT FLAZEHFAML, B
DT FLADHEBHNENDL ) A7 #EEMHL TWiwneEz
YR

—HEHIN, T—FHT FL ZADERE R LTV L4,
B5 O T HCZBEREIECRY, 7 FL AOERE 25H
LTWaWEA, B65 S 2HOWHRNRIE b LER
Y

5.5 ATM & Mining pool DEFIZE S KRR

# 7 X, ATM, Mining pool I22WT, REFHEDE
AR, ORBGTEOESS, T LHBL UKRViEIEY
RL7z.

ATM IZB8$ A7 FLAICIE, B 11 ISRT 3HED T
FLZa, b, chdb. RFEFTIE, ATMEHOT FL
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AR TERULT RLX

;e

ATMHEER (CE RSN
7RLZR b

| a1-vorrLzmECES

ATMZEFIFLTZ
1-YDT7RLZX ¢

ATMEEEDT RL X a

11 Bitcoin ATM ZFJH L 7255 |
Fig. 11 Examples of transactions of Bitcoin ATM.

AR TERULET RLR
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12 <A = ZIHRE OG5

Fig. 12 Examples of transactions with mining rewards.

AbEA—=FDT FLAcDAZELTVS., ATM O
TRV, FEHZEI-THEIENTWE, 207120
ATM BB D%ETT FLARBHY 223 WAH 7 F
LA (Qutput 7 4 —IV ) 12IL, HED ATM EZDOT K
LA aHRESINL. Lz > T, a®bIiREHR Tl
LRI, —J, ATM ZFH L2 —=FD07 FL X ¢
=T LR, SRLRFIHE SO THAILIC

W, L5 T, 7RV A c DFMAATM 7 FL A4
ROBHNREBETERETWDLEEZOND.

Mining pool @7 KL A&, Bitcoin D~ A = > 7 it %
Z\F Ao 72 Mining pool H¥EEHEDT FLATH 5. K 12
A =y TR ARG 2 RT. A= 7
B % 52 LA BUE T, #izicEl s hz7ay 7 2R
FHEADME COINBASE 75 A1 7 FL AITIRE SN A,
F072%, WNE IS 729 I & 1T 5 Mining
pool FHEHMTT FL ADFEEIZENS R\, T2, &
7% % Mining pool H¥EH T b N2 < A TlE, %
&I COINBASE \2Hg— 38N TL % 9 720k A HE L
V. L2 o T, VA = TR ST HUA I | O RS
Mining pool 7 F L 2 DRI LT S TNLEER D
n5.

DLW OFED, REFEDES R EEEFO TS
I3 % ATM & Mining pool DF&FIZE Z KT ST 5 ZA
Thb w5, £z, WolOFEIE7TT Y 7 F = —
YR ATM = ADMEMAITEEIND 720, ST
Wl xim e T8 RRES O TRMIELZELT
e L, BRI AE LSS THRE L CTIE%EER
Glafime T5EA SREST ZHHT LR L, FIHE
e U TRk T2 BIRT 2 2 LA TH 5.
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6. %

ARFTIE Bitcoin 7 RV AR T 5721222007 F
LVASE R, O #Fiim v N ERE L. 10 £H
DT FLAHW7 FLAENERICEY, 7 L 2ES
O &R\ V7 RETFLOBNERI RS WES &SN & 2R
L7z, 23UE, BfETHEO7 FLAES S, T &L T
WETICAEE TH 5. 5 HEOFHENE H\W/-7 FL A
kB FEERTlE Darkweb TR S TWA T KL 2D
EPRHENI EERLE. INLDREDREVD, &I
HIZBIT WG OR A HEL B 2 L EELZL 7.

SREATRCHR L7 s BEOFHBEMICE TN BT
TR DA #EAS Bitcoin 7 F L A DRI EN 721758 % 5.
ZBPICONWTHE T2 L E2EET 5.
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