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Abstract: The CAPTCHA is a widely used technique to prevent malicious software, called bot, from ob-
taining false account. It uses an easy problem for human but difficult for machines to distinguish an input
made by a program and one by human. We have proposed a new CAPTCHA testing sentences synthesized
from the Markov chain model, called “word salad”, which is tolerant against malware with an OCR feature,
or a “crowd sourcing” attack, called as “relay attack”. In this paper, we estimate the security against the
attack using proof-reading tool to distinguish the synthesized sentences, and present an improved protocol
for the attack. Moreover, we show an experimental result of some languages other than Japanese.
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WL, FNEAHEPESL I EIZLY CAPTCHA % 1Y)
EE L. SN2 CAPTCHA % % < N33R & L IF
DIREETEETHL. L7zh > T CAPTCHA 121, (1)
MEOGEATEMAICTTRETH 5 2 &, (2) IKE&FEE
L AWBIERTH LI L, ) AETT T T A3
MDHETH LT &, LW DLELENENDH 5.

ZIT, EMNREHRZTTIERL, ABMO L) EE
AR HIMLBE % W 72 CAPTCHA Off5e05fr b Tw b,
Assira[3] (3T Y ¥ 2=y D EEOEREZEHBT L2 LD
WS 2 FIH L7220 F8 7% CAPTCHA <, Wi 23R
ENTZEHOWIED S, KOWIAE MO WG D A % IR
ERDZZEICEIYDAMEAETT 7T A% KAIT 5. 1l
ROIIHD B LEMBR SN2 LEORAHR S E W
CAPTCHA ##FE LT3 [5], [6]. #HiKLIE—FHD
Web 77 %27 KA v 2 BMTA5ZETIL—=T% v
R CHRERFEL T B (7).

Fa DML ZORAD1DTHY, V=T ¥ v 712
fif % 5> CAPTCHA & LT, V— K4 I 5 LN E~
Va7 L B LEAMDAER S & 72 CAPTCHA
FIRET L, J— FHFFIEAIARA—NRARLT TS
DREERZHAONDEFETH Y, Web 225 IUEL 72
LED OAER L7z n-gram BT — ¥ 22 n i~ Lo 7
HEHIC X D FERMICL BT 5. T— FH I 5 13a—xX
ADE B A R L 72 CHEICE LW CE R SR T 505, &
B S M LEAT A AUSEEED D 2% ) FEEh B AR
THAHEEDHIHMTE S, WEMITIZIEL WD, av
o= I3 HEETH 5. RETFETIIERE XL
FTAHLLEL T NI 5E2EWT 500 T— R ERD
XEEPEL, T—NADLEHR LT — FT 5L Bk
BT Y LI1LOTORIRL, & SNZEEL RO
WETELLEZONEDEPTANERET TS T L%
5.

TJ— I35, 1 O0OT—INALR: 5V ERKEIC
AR TED720, Q) 2ii7zL b, — &R TV
TYVALTHLDT, HARBELUACH BHATEETH 5. $i
FTFECELOAHRSEZHBETELAA T4 7LD
BRREN L L B 720, HEINMEES7EE % Hv7e
JL=7%v 71 LTHmEsH 0, &t (2) bzl
TWwa EHfFE 5.

LA Lah 55t 3) ORETT 7T 411, HAR
L) B Th L HREHEO MR — A2 L 5 LHEKIE
BREIC X 2L EZ 5N, ZORRIIEHTIE RV, 72
ERIE, R1LDEHIZ, SGERLHEDRRY 70 6 1 3RMAY 12
BIETELNSETHA.

ZZTARRTIX, 77— F%F ¥ Microsoft Word ® 3
BRIEY = VICE s TRIEESNS L 212, RIETH T T 4
WX THRITE 2 LIRE L, TR RIS
5. HAFEDAMZYGE, mERETOREFEDOEE LTV,
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&1 7— NI 5T B LERIEOH
Table 1 Samples of corrections for synthesized sentences,
“words salada”
1. BIEA b7z
BRI BT 2 EEINE, REOEES 28 LT
VoD 7)) A N7 7 — - MBEED O mIER S

REICESNTEHICKr LA L,

2. RIEA Thitz v

INT T F N RAEHDK PR E R LT
BUaM e EE i L T\ b,

ZOHEMEDP LRFETFLEOMFFE~OHATREMEIZOWT
a1 5. LLEOFHlifERIC D &, WEEHR—EOMER
CTHIEIBRMTE S L X1, TNEZE LG EORET
BEORBELBEE, FRIZOVWTOREEEL T+ —< U A
IZDWTEHI§ 5.
KIFOMRIIRIIRT EBYTHL., £F, 28TV
T LA LEABOT IV T AL, LERIEOIEE
ZRY. 3ETELEAMDOARRS zH\72 CAPTCHA
&, TS TLIRBETVERET 5. 4B TIIRETF
FOREWETFMT S, 5ETIEI—/SAFHNT 520D
FEEEEZAT, REFROBE L &M r i+ 4s. 6% T
ENTE R el RN

2. BEREAM

2.1 nBEYNIATEHICLDZILEARDT7ITY XL
n B~V 3 7EE (8] 12X A LEAMIE, T—XAD5
T L7z n-gram B 7 — & 1I23 DV~ )b a 78T T
WEEY, NG XELEAERT A2 FETHL. v va 7
FEHIC X D WEAK T i HFHICH T SNDEE o IZ5MA &
S

P(z;) = P(zi|wi—1,%i—2, ..., Ti—p)

WZHED . ARBEOMERIShBEEIN TR WD, H
FEHAL O n-gram HE & 155 72O ICRTLER & L CIRRER IR
W X B0 bEE WL 5. filit L 72 B5E n-gram
HE T — 2B n B~V a7 B CLEY AT 5. L
e, ~Va7@E@EIC L) ERINLEHET - FHI 5
FitL, V= FH I FEBICH W2~V 3 7 HEH O RS
B LT 5. BIEO X ) IZ n-gram FiEE TV T,
n-gram CYI Y LS NTZFEELSTOn - 1 HEHDOFE? S n
FHOBZHNT 2 LW RETH L. T02D, nfE~
Va7 EEHTYEZAEL 720121F (n+1)-gram HHET— %
WLEE b,

2.2 NERIE
WER ISR S, s L THE-> TW ATz B2k
KIEEONFIL2012E 7 HOSVT AT 4 7, ik, e =
N4V (DICOMO2012) ¥ ¥ HEY w4 2012 I2THE SR, 2
YEa—=FEF ) T A RS ERIC L) IEHRALEL S &R RS
T = F OB S NG L TH 5.
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SR X DR - BIET AT H D, —RITIL il
PUTWET—7ay 7 by 27 I2bBHENTBY), T
WAIHTEA. n=1D7— F¥ 5 FI2BWT, Microsoft
Word 2007 O LEARERFEIC & D BIEDTTh N7z L fTh
NhholfleZnFNE1LITRT. L1 TE, ATTIA
R SR IED TN, L21E T DL H I, LOEKR
S EEREL T H B ARIE I T b T, SCERIERRE
3H BREEANRLLEHERE T 2EREE AT 5.

3. REARK

3.1 RiE

KEGCTRET 5 LEARDOAREIRE & v 72 CAPTCHA
T, I—APLEHR LT - NI FEHAR L E T
YELIZ1LOTORIRL, #ESNIEEI LoET
[EK] 2 TAEK] PR IELLEZONLNE I DTAE
B 2T 5. ZoRRIET — P 5 oM FIA RIS
EoTIRELL, BMICE o THEETH A L 2IEL
TW5h.,

3.2 RBEHRX

REFRZ, a—S20IUE, vLa7HEEEFTLO
fE:, PIBEE 7% 5 CO4H, CAPTCHA I X 2 G 5
k.

3.3 J—/NXDINE
TEAEDTHDT—ISZE Web 70— > 7L, #
Mt OmEHr =2 — ARFEELFIHL TNET L. 727210
Web 2*bRFETE L L2 BB LIS LMETIE, 2h%
Web THRZET 5 Z L THESICHWMTERETH L. LoT, #r
HMOT =4 7S50 7o e, FRLE2D X
I, MRTIED 2 DHFE Web 205 IIMBETE 2V E
BI— XA EFTHIENEE L\,

3.4 VILITEHEETIVOER

<O 7EEHETIVIE, HEEOME T - ZNEL
T—=RAPHERT 5. RETFETE I VARG LTS
EHT A D CAPTCHA BEEEIEHC 2 b 2 &3PS
5720, WOBANARGE L E ST ROV TOL
BEEREAT) . LEOARHRS L W) HTIIHELZ T v ¥
LHEATELREOF B L Y AERTIED 5205, SCERITIC
LVEZHITHEBEhTLEY. —F, 7= NI 55
DI EE L THYIE 52 &) D s 5.

3.5 CAPTCHA (C & %335
I—=NAPLHERL L hffE~Va 7 TERL
72— KI5 sfixtb®Ce=h+sTHOLDELSE

Algorithm 1 2% 53

1 = SADS n IV 7T TIVEES.

2 HRBEXE WM, T-FHS55% sll, oL T v 5L
BRIECTLZ—HI52 5.

3 I-—FWEcMoxr [BXRH] & [RAKS] oL 601240
HLTHET 5.

4 TFBEEEZRD, E>BEO LIV 2ZH, k<0 kb
RS 5.

*L W@IH##, http://www.asahi.com/information/db/forb.html
*2 FHZEE, http://www.aozora.gr.jp
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METSD. ZOB, FRENXEOHNIT—/NAD—HE L
SEEN T AT A, ARG LET - NI 5%
hjct s/c DRERTT v ¥ LR L, =¥ LT [H
R, TARESR] OFRZ RO B, BRI LT THK]
CIEB LRSS, 7= FH I35 LT [REK] LIE
ELIRBOERZEMEEEL, kDO LDEDT
BME 0 VL E7 513 CAPTCHA Y (AITH5) L7 5.
REHFREZT7NVTY XL 1IRT.

3.6 WEETI
3.6.1 #Yi)HE (Brute force)

RESFNCBVTRIES R Y MIXARWETEL L
T, TRTOMVIIHF LT ¥ & L TET B84 1) )
EZAbND., h& s DIFELMNO L WIIEFIT 1/2 DS
TI YT LIRET S, 5.8 HiTIEZZFDIFEL M AWES
bEZD.

3.6.2 AICL2HE (VL—T42vy7)

VL—=T% v 7Tl JEHZIZ CAPTCHA O\ % B4
DEETH Web A4 MIHEHEL, Thae NEIELZ &
I2& ) CAPTCHA %) ¢ 5. i &7z CAPTCHA
wff CANBNIE YA b 2 BEE L vwigEs R EORE
EHEETH 5.

3.6.3 BREBUNEOMB LRV WE (T—KT742y7)

7 — R 7 SIS X 2 BB KB SR EECTH B &
ENTWAEY, HRSTELHEIZ L ) AERZ CEE SRS
LLPLE, FRICHRSELHEEZH WD 2 L THEORE %
BODLZEDVHRETH L ETFHENE. REHANDHK
SR A WY LTI, ANLAL LWL EER
W5 BR4 07274008 (9], [10] ©IED, T— K455
DREFBICER LTl 2 F3: (1], [12] %, XFEE LT
o TV A G2 - BIET 5 CERIEHEENE 2 5
nas.

4. TEMFHE
4.1 TEMEDERE

X 2 HEL R RTHERER, ¥ 2 RE L e BIMHEFEE
¥, H#% AMICXDEE, % A0 (Bhdko) iz
LDl BRI EHBELTAHRERIET b5 &
FIIPY=H|X=H) L&¥sb. ARGELELANLL
ExHET AERITENEN,
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HX:ng
Px=§="=1-"
Cc c

Thb. LEDWo>T, BRGZLEL AL LEDOHEK
DI 2 E[E 72 CAPTCHA BI=IE, b oM

BT

P(Y =H,X =H)=P(Y = HX = HP(X = H)
P(Y =8,X =H)=P(Y = S|X = HP(X = H)
P(Y=H,X=S)=P(Y = HX =S)P(X = 9)
P(Y=8,X=8)=PY =S5|X =S)P(X =5)

& 5.2 %, CAPTCHA M o4efizix, 1IELWwHKZ T
BHRANL LB ET LI L L, ANLALEL ARG LE
ERHIET A LD 2HENH Y, IhoxFEHT, A
2 & 5 CAPTCHA i

P,=P(Y=8X=H)+P(Y =HX=25)

L95.
22T, NHIZSCAPTCHA % T L7720k <0 &7 b
%%, ANMIEDR* FRR (False human Rejection Rate)

LEDD.

RICHEMIZ & 5 CAPTCHA Bi¥)=% P, &35, M
(ZE BN k> 0 i/ TR T M2 A FAR (False
machine Acception Rate) & E®H 5.

ZDLE&, FRRBIUV FARBHERP, BLU P, D
W54 T

c o
FRR = <k>qu(1Pq) k
6
1

3 (Z) (1— PPk

FAR—§:<;y%W1—Rﬂ“k
k=60

ERTZENTESL, £/, FRR = FAR &2 A%
EER (Equal Error Rate) ¥ 354, AfiCidIhsofiz
CAPTCHA OLREMEDIEE L T 5.

o
Il

=

ol

(=}

4.2 MEWHBIIHT 3LLMH
BALHTHERIMY YV LED ) L, h & s DHFELZMS
LBWHBEOWE, 1 DO L CIEMRST 21 P,
2 1/2THY, BB WET L NIEMFT SR FAR X
g ong(f) &b, 2 2E, c=h+s=15 6=13
DEE, FARIZH 037%Td 5.

4.3 T—FR7&y7ICHT LM
CZTE, U RT Y v 2T A R EE 2L, 1
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DOLIIOWTXERIEZ RTERELZEZ W L35, ¢
bbb, RIEPITONLHZE W =t & L, TOMEL
PW=t)k¥5%. 22T, P(W=t)I
PW=t)=PW=t,X=S)+P(W=tX=H)
=P(W =t|X =S)P(X =5) (1)
+P(W =t|X = H)P(X = H)
b, ZOEE, LERIEDITONIZLD AN A IS L
THAHME P(X =S|W =t) 1&, XA ADEHIZLY
thwxzamxza(%
P(W =t)
THZON5. ARICKRIESITTb e hro/cFRe W =t
L, ZOWMEE PW=Ff) &35, 22T, PW =)
53

P(X =S|W=t) =

P(W = f) = P(W = f,X = S)+ P(W = f, X = H)
=P(W=f|X=S8)P(X =S5) (3)
+P(W = f|X = H)P(X = H)
Ehh. ZOLE, REATDNE Ao 22B0 AHE %
RXTH B

P(W = f|X = H)P(X = H)
PW =f)

P(X=HW = f) =
(4)
Thb., Lz ->T, BMOMEY, &, W=tDL X,

{s w./p. P(X = S|W = 1)

Y, = (5)

H w./p. P(X =H|W =t)
W=fokz

v S w./p. P(X=SW=Ff)
H w./p. P(X=H|W =)

(6)

EENTNED D Z LT, BMZ T ANELRRILTE 5.
COHIERIC L BHEDNFEBEIZEIT 5D, P(Y, =
S X=8)¢tPY,=HX=H)O2/ETH5. T4b
L, ZOBEOEMD 1 #EdH7-) O CAPTCHA BI)ZEIL,
P =PYy=8X=5)+PY,=HX=H) (7)

L%hb. ZIT,
P(Y,=5X=25) (8)
=P(Yy, = S|W =t)P(W =t|X = S)
+P(Y, =S|W = f)P(W = f|X = 5)
P(Y,=H,X = H) (9)
= P(Yy, = HW =t)P(W =t|X = H)
+P(Y,=HW=[f)P(W=f|X=H)

TH5.
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5. EEx
REFROENEZ RIS 5720, KOEA*HT5.

5.1 EERIEH

EE1 AMAPY—-FHI5E2RAKREHMTLTEL~
VA T7ETIVOREEIEED L S ?

EER2 HARLGUZIELCHT2HRET - NI 5 %
EL RIS 2R 2 O IEERITW S0 ?

RER 3 WEREICHT2HREMIIEOREDR?

EE4 VLT 5 v 7T EEMWITEDORED ?

EE 5 WREHNIAREDI S FBICHEHTE 5200 ?

5.2 EBRAZE
5.2.1 FiF—2&~IaATEFIL

ST — 213, AHRLGLET AR =1,...,5D
TR I 5, HRELET ARV LED
WhikaThsb., EBRIZHWE LT T7ET IV 5,000 T
TREOBIA - #FICHETL8FErLFE T 5.

5.2.2 EEB1 (TILITEFILOBEBONE)

HHR DA 8 L e WiBrE &5 5. 5 U5 7% 5
7 =% (s =50, h=50DF 100 #) ZIEXIERL, £
DDA EI N2 L DTH B0 % T &
o, FOEERLREIHDHEMZ2EHT 5.

5.2.3 XEBg2 (EEXR)

T HOWERZ T L, 100 T OHE SN 1 X6k
LT =45 % h=5, s=10 DLETT v ¥ 41215 1]
RT 4., UERPARERP TN S, BARXRIE
LSHREHETAMERPYY =HX=H) £t7—F %7
TR IELLABREHET AR PY =S| X =85) D2
T O IFERERE DM EFHIT 5. EBIT 1A
2D BTV &2 KD 5.

5.2.4 EFB®3 (7—K72y 70%%R)

7— FH4F 5300 L& KRR E 300 XLEHED L, Mi-
crosoft Word 2007 # W T ERKIEZ T 4. CHICKIE
ETAVR SN2 e A Thb /2 L /e LT, Z0kEHE
P(W=tX=28) %3 ll5 5.

5.2.5 E4 (VL—T72y7DO%R)

HAGEZ FARREFER ) L—T % v 7 ORE &% L
AL, TORERELY AL, L2 FH0 CAPTCHA
220l A REARGE 2 FH L2 BBEEVFIET 5
BEEMEL, HREBL2FALEFEI L WHE T4,
FEEICHW L2 7EFIIE, HREPLSINEL 4
DOTFAMPLIFEHL7220,000 LFRED T -8R
POFET L.

5.2.6 EE5 (hEEEAM)

HARNFE 3 %, 35k, HEREZ FERE L § 55 EL

NZEN1ZI LESHEOFG T — % 3R L, EEFE
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08

06 [

Probability
¥
&

04 |

02

0

o 1 2 s
1 BHn oW TORNRLBER P(Y =S|X =5) &
HARZ T 5 IE55E P(Y = H|IX = H)
Fig. 1 Probabilities of correct answers with respect to order
n, P(Y = S|X = S) (detection rate of Spam) and
P(Y = X|X = H) (accuracy of natural sentence), re-

spectively.

40

35

_____

30

25

20 | P + /“\)

Response timels]

native ——

foreign --
native's Standard Deviation :--x---
foreign's Standard Deviation &

L L L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Ordern

2 B n 12DV TOIRER [s] &
BRI A B AR 5]
Fig. 2 Response time with respect to order n for synthesized

and natural sentences.

REHIT . i T — 21, LEOE®RERIZ S 72D
Wikipedia @7 X ) 71 GREDFLFEOR L) S EHT 5.
7= N7 5T, fERHEE L B STHIE L Wi
AR S nCTLE) o, FHlER (11, (), <>, <
) ATTRTHIBE L7z, HAGE & hEREO T RE AT 25
IZiEZnEN, MeCab[13] & ICTCLAS [14] & V5. 3
I ANR=ZADH TN L ES 2T . FEBTHM LM
BT IRT.

5.3 EERER

KB L, EBF4TOT - FH I 50T 5 IEEFE
P(Y = S|X = S), P(Y = H|X = H) & FHIEER
Mazzhenh® 1 &2 I1RT. M1 X2 Tldzh
FN, BHn % Order n 37, FLBIO “native” & “for-
eign” [T HARANFE L FETZNEFNERL, “Standard
Deviation” 13 Z 15 DR AZZ /RS . “ham” IFHKR%
*3 Wikipedia, http://ja.wikipedia.org
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2 FAEPY=SX=S5)& PY=H|X=H)
Table 2 Probabilities of correct answers P(Y = S|X = S) and
P(Y = H|X = H).

i n=1|n=2|n=3
X=H 0.91 0.80 0.68
X=5 0.73 0.62 0.45

x 3 CERH (B

Table 3 Response time [second].

Hi n=1|n=2|n=3
X=H 8.05 8.12 7.44
X==5 6.19 7.75 8.58

£ 4 SR P(Y|X) (LR 1K, Won=1)
Table 4 Conditional probabilities of answer Y given input

X (one sentence, order n = 1).

HELE\HRICGE | Y=H | Y=25
X=H 0.91 0.09
X=5 0.27 0.73

R 5 LERIEVPITONLIHES P(W =t|X = S)
Table 5 Conditional probabilities of sentence to be corrected
given X =S, P(W =t|X = S5).

H 273

n=1|n=2|n=3
P(W=¢X=25) 0.24 0 0

%6 KSHORALLELOUBMIE P(Y = S|X = 5)

Table 6 Detection rates of synthesized sentence for some lan-

guages.

S |n=1|n=2|n=3| HALZX
HARE | 0.87 0.47 0.20 0.90
YLFE 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.7

W ERE 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.7

TIRT HHERTH D, TS DORERD S IEER, DR
MEBIRNEREDIEIN=1TARLLT—FF 5T
H5.

EE2DIFERP(YY =S| X=9) L P(Y=H|X =H)
R 21, DEBEER 3 ICENLFIURT. D LEoEE
L0, Bfin=10FEMRELR)FELR 4 DL SR
THMT .

EE 3 THROLNUERESMTONEAELER 5 IR
T, EER3TIEn=1DLEDHA, 300 721, T4b
B 24%DEE THERIEDSfTON, n=1DT— K% F
FIZBWT, RIEMMTbNL b eho>6% Fi
FNFE1ITRL.

EERS OfERER 6 IIRT. HEiEL D oY
& ZIZANACEICH LABKRTH 2 LIEL 2841
5.
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I B ' FRR order n = 1
- FRRordern=2 -~

FRR order n =
E

08

06

probability

04

0 ‘5 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0
threshold 6
3 WU BIRITNT B EAEN (M6 12DV TH FRR & FAR
D5Ai (s =5, h=15))
Fig. 3 Security for brute-force attack Distributions of FRR
and FFAR with respect to theta against brute-force at-
tack.

0.001 L . -
0.001 0.01 0.1 1

FRR

4 BYYYRITHT S ROC i
Fig. 4 ROC curve against brute-force attack.

5.4 MYU)HBEFNICHT 2R

MUY BT, WBEDO 1ED - ORI FIE
P,=1/2Th5. Bn=1,....307—FH+ 75
BWTh=5, s=15 D6, BEOIZOWTD FRR &
FAR%#BE 3 12/R7. M3 XWn=1, h=15 s=50DH;
&, b EERICEL BB 0DHEIZO0=15DEETH 5.
s DIEZRZAL &R/ ED FRR & FAR OMFREE 4 12
Y.

L7223> T, ZOFNTLESROAEKRS 2 v
CAPTCHA ® FRR & EER I & J 12K 3%TH A, %
Bro X, ARG ICEICH L CORERRKI 8.06 B TdH
D, ARENTZLETIZ6I9ORWTHS., L-T, 1HOD
CAPTCHA (272275 FYIERIE 151.7 B TH 5.

55 T—K7%2y 78T 3L
B3 X1, Microsoft Word 2007 (2 & % LEAKIEAAT
DI BRI

P(W=tX=258) =024
P(W=tX=H)=0

L2 N. s=15, h =5 TIREFEZEH L 728
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RT ANLHERIC L Z M) Y OGS SR P(Yw|X)
Table 7 Conditional probabilities of Spam detection machine

Y. given input X.

I\ WRHE | Yy =H | Y, =5
X=H 0.798 | 0.202
X=5 0.394 | 0.606
T T FRR with order n=1
FAR of Blute force -------
FAR of Word attack --------
FAR of Relay attack
0.8 .
> 0.6
E
[}
S o4}
0.2
0 - : : :
0 5 10 15 20
threshold 6

5 HUBEFHO FAR
Fig. 5 Distributions of FFAR for several attacks.

&, BRI H PHEIN LRI P(X = H) = 0.75,
ANERZLS PHESNLHERII P(X =5) =025 &%
. LoTH (1) &), RETERICBVTLEDSZD I
ED T bNDHERIE P(W = t) = 0.06, TTbh Vi
EPW=f)=094,%%. ZOLE, ANLHERKT
AW B Tid, BRI CERIEIC X 2RE2Tbhn
BT [AER] THLLMEL, €9) TrwihaEidk
(4) &) P(X = HW = f) = 0.60 OffER<T [HK] %,
P(X =S|W = f) =040 DT [AAK] 2EIRT 5.
Zo [HK] [REK] OBPUIEMIC L 2 B2 nen
Y, =H, V,=Sthhlt®FEd InNs2BHTL
&, B £ A BLBOEIFHE Py 3R T DR P(Y,,|X),
FThbbH Py =0.697 &% 5.

5.6 UL—7%y 78T 2LEM

JL—T% v 712X BRI ONTIE, EBR4THON
AL B EBFRORRENSFMT 5. FFEEOBRE L
ST B IEEREY P(Y =H|X =H) =05 L GEL, ¥
HEIZE B 1B 720 O CAPTCHA BByt P,,. = 0.725
EYL. FINLEEHENL FARZ)L—=T% 97D
W EWET 5. HBEITHOARELZREMEATLZETDH
0, YA M2 REE LRWARL D 2% ) munEET
BHAHTEITEESNI N,

5.7 3DDWEETFIVICHT 2LLMD SR
BEHRITTH, n=1, s=5, h=15, ¢=20 D
BlIZBWT, BMEOICOVTD I DOREET VD FAR
& FRR % 512, ROC Ii#%H 6 IZZNEIRT.
P EoFHii &L b, BEMIC LD CERIEY — V& fv 7z
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T
“-+-Case.of.a line with Brute force

""" Case of a lirie' with. Word attack -------

----- S Case of a line with Relay. attack -------

0.1 |

FAR

0.01 |

0.001 |

0.0001 . . .
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1

FRR
6 BUWETFHED ROC M
Fig. 6 ROC curves for several attacks.

Accuracy

04 -

02

Pmw —+—
of L L L L Pmr > 4

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
P(X=S)

7 P(X =8)IZ20VWTD Py & Py
Fig. 7 Improvement of accuracy given known probability of
Spam P(X = 95).

T— K7y rhMThbhzb &, EERE23% (B0 = 17
D& & FRR=24%, FAR=22%) &% 4. JL—=T%v
712DV TIE, 0 =18 D& & FRR = 36%, FAR = 314%
L h.

5.8 REAL X/NLHEER

5.7 fiTIE, ARG EAHR G XOWER DR b EE
DIRT 2L REBERER 572, 20728, CAPTCHA
ELTIRRT 2 BRG L EABR G LD EBIIRS 2\
CEDLEIELV, c=200EE, sk h DEOEEF B
BHH > T, YV BEL ) b EWIERTZE S
b, ZOMEFOWERIZL D CAPTCHA %%

P =P(Y =8,X =5)+P(Y =H,X = H)
=P(Y =S)P(X =S)+ P(Y = H)P(X = H)

s\ 2 R\ >

=(2) + ()
35, —hH, T=FT7¥ v rxfwnizl EORYFEIIN
(T) D P THD. TNHDORBEDEINZH P & Py &
P(X =9) (=s/c) IZOoWTHETLE, BIT7TDL) 125
Vit I 7T LY, P, BRANIHBDIE s & h DSFEED
BAETIERL, P(X=9)=055 Thbb, s& hDF
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BNA5 55 DEETHDLZENTDNAH.

72720, Ao 18721 & CAPTCHA Ll P, b [
BIZEINDANLOEEIZL VEAT S720, EERD
RIMEIZZ I EEHB TR 2. 728 213 e =20 D4
TlE, s=9DEEICEER=015 k%Y, /MbT 5.

59 FTEHEER

FEER 1, FEBR2 20, HRANLRFAEOMICHARFED H
R L EHNT DREICEDN DD Z EWGh b, Bin i
KL CEAZSRDT A2 b7 — N T ¥ I3y
R TRERR LA DX RA. K5 L0, B
Bn=10c&, ixd EERIZEL &b 0 DEIZ O =15
THb.

FBE 2 OILERE O R S, PRI 151.7 B TH
%. HEkD CAPTCHA DFEIIDH B ILE R HNIE K 8 F2
BETHLID, 2—FIIhrhrbAEHIRETHIHVE W
25,

LTI BEHMEITIE, h & s DILREHS 20k Y
DA TE L72GA L B L T, LEREY —VEF]
HAL7BBEDOSED EERITH 12%3 L 15% & % - 72
77— F% 7 F O % Microsoft Word 2007 12 & D 475 72
B, T—=FHI5DT 4N ) I HCLTEERRL
7o S TRETH 5.

FEBR 5 OFERTIE, HARE, HEFE, #EFHFIZOWTIE
B bEL &) IRBEVET DLV FERPELNL.
ZDEDITT AFETH AMOERL T - 7205, FRERMBHT
PHEYATZ TEEROD 2RV EO N o7, #
IR RERIANT & 24T 2 MUTIRETE M SFEIC @ F T
HECTHbEEZOLND.

5.10 BRGEXICHT2HFIEEICOVWTDER
FEE,SESNT, NEO BRI 5 EER

PY =H|X=H)Z7E»5 9ERELLE->TWVE, =

NOOMEIFEENIC, BRR LT HR LTS 2R E

LT, SoEPIzonTlE, LTOESEZ NS,

1. REBGHRBREORE #HEBEEIrLHBONTZT O
I BICIE, MIERRAERICE L, RS LHEzE
IHEFTICEERWIOE 2T 72 Bbhb b0
Hotz. INLRREHFRNOL—FIZrrsAHOK
SRk ELIOND.

2. 7-RYZHDOBEDTE ~ )V 7HEHEICE S LE
BROFERICE o T, 728213 [72) HIFEEI
Hatlozo]l @XHICAHRICEHD TL T ) LEIH
RIS S NG, SROERTIEIAARLLE LTHE
IRTBHLEDPLLZNLEZHRL TRV, 2H)no
THRICHD T LE I ANARLILDOHFEIL D, R

T AR IROR AT, S5 bEE SNTUh
WEBTH Y, TS S CH .
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F 8 BHWREOHECOVLTOHIMEDLE P(Y = S|X = 5)
Table 8 Comparison of accuracy between with or without de-
tection machine P(Y = S|X = 9).

n=1 | fEHEFSE
W=t | 085 0.156
W=7f| 087 0.125

F9 MWEHEICLLPHIEEP(Y =S| X =5) L P(Y=H|X =
H) 0%

Table 9 Comparison of accuracies in terms of number of sub-

jects.
n=2|n=3 Bk %30
3 & DR IEER 0.47 0.20 0.90
14 ZONHIEEH | 0.32 0.23 0.79

BICRELZ RN 2D I B E L2 E RS
ns.

3. A—NNRTLBEE FEBRTIE, =2 - ARLFEXR
Wikipedia DAL % T — /82 L L7z, T—=IXAH 5
D—EHEI Y L2 HRZILE LTIRRL22Y, 20
WZIEHBOD % 05) SAHTABEKRICRZTLE )X
b otz T2, T—IRADHF A X% 10,000 LT
ENELRE LTz, T— R4 5 T OREICH HE
EHzEEbILD.

REELGWEBREOZEIZOVWTIL, IBEFRXD T+ —

RUADEFEIL Lo THLEERMTE LMD 5.

7 — RS ORBEOEBEOWHEL, L) REKREILOHR

ERELTARTE L HRNOBFADPLETHL., T—3R

L BEEBIZOWTIE, T— /A A A0k, IRE )

NICHEY) 5 T = XA RALEDND D .

5.11 HEKREIC DWW TDOARBDEERDGE

5.5 HiTIHIZEFRICOWT, BMEIE % w7 ®c
W HEEMEEFME L. LA L, BEWMKIEY T b A
HEF)THRWEEDOTEIZOWT, AR HEIC
EOREOBEDENLEL LA THL., 22T, K
WRIEA T b NI A L 29 TR WA L DRFEDEVE
S 5 72D I T OEBRELT .

HAR N L ISk LEHE 7 — % 23R L, IEE%E 2R
W35, M7 — 713985 EF U TETERT A, 7272
L, n=10D7— %7 FIZ2wTIld Microsoft Word 2007
12X 2 LERIED TON L LEDAZMELE L THRRT 5.

ROIZOEBOEZRLEE S OARANDIEEED
R A RT. BWRIEOFEICOWTIEEEDEE, 0.02
Thh, HEREOKRE S TZEET S LIEDOHMNTH
L. Thbb, BHEREDAEIHT 288 % LR
fFir 5.

F7z, FEBR S TIEIERED 3 % &L EIEEICRIT A
Bahd o7z, ARIO 11 LZORREEMZ T 14 ZBOBED
FHOIEEHFEEZFR 9 1R, BERERIIEZ 5120E- T
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* 10 RFEFATHV L FHELFA TV R VIR O =
Table 10 Detection rate made by attacker without knowledge

of language of test sentence.

EH P
0.41 0.37 0.29 0.75

n=1|n=2|n=3

IEEHRIZALL T2 7%, REfin IS 5 BfRIEZD > T
WZEDG o7, RO KRB R MR 1 & 2 FEER I
AROBEIIRT D, FROHRPEONL Z ETFHRT
5.

=
w7

5.12 WBEDSEMHICLIHE

FEE AT, REOEBN)L—T 5 v 7 OREZHL D
CT 5 70DEEYIT-72. HAREOHGRO & 58 F#HEIC
DWTREMAFEHTENE, XY HABOARR L72—fkD
MENICH L TCHRETHLERETES., L2, o
72 SR D 7 WU 2 & B FFfIIAT o TW e v,

ZFIT, REFRX TR RTLLEOSELFATOR N
WEZROREEZ WD 7 DEERZATH . EERNEIL, FEBR
5 CHWZREREOZN 7T — & # HARNE4 10 4 123R
L, 2OIEAREZFHMT 2050 TH 5. K 10 [ZEBEF
ZRT.

EBHERTEn=10LED P(Y = S5|X =95) 12041
L) T Y LICAIE LI GADOIESEHE L TR 72. &L
THRLLIZOWTOIEEFIZ 0.75 L ILEEWE S 7 -
7z, SR OWTHERE 51%, TR 50T, ANHK
SEBRUONGW/2OICHKREME L] LOBERNEDS
nr.

U DRI, CONEOREZRDO 1 B b2 O
y#iL 58% & 7 A 2 ENHIFEE LA, 5.6 B TR
D7DV FED 1 B H 72 1) O CAPTCHA K=
P 3 5% TH5H. £oT, MFORNELIWEEIZLS
RESFRNOBIRIIER 4 L) KL, T4bb, L%
ETHALZENHL MR 572,

5.13 /N7 # —< > AWEICDWVT D&

REHRTIE LEIORATIC 1517 B0 5b 2 TS
W, T—=FIZhhrbAMNKTETHEL, BIRO Kk
CAPTCHA t EERCEH EOMED S 5.

BEHFRZV L =T % v 7120 2MWMEOH S %2 Hig
ELTWa, MTICE L DIEBP D25 2 Li2onT, 1)
L—=7%v 7 OHEZ TIT AR, EHL—-—FE) L —
Ty s WEEOIVERMOEE A, RHOBEDZE
FIZEBREEDO FADPRADLED X)) v bbb EEZ
Y

F72, EBRCIEMBEL 25 HEE 1ETOIERIERL T
BY, XEOLTFHEOHRS I TV hoizZ AN
T A= VANEEERIT L. FOR0, XEEE &
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WSCAPTCHA test
FEREBLAEXITFuIE AR TS,

I IOV7aE | IR R EROFEEL, 7L, NEEZIITLS,
O ZoRRIT 7 A JNEREERELS 45 OREYIRNTLS,

M 17 E O ENRERE Ko,

O 7ADEHAE T (a2 7 ANTH S,

O OAEEEBERICE—OBRI THEY. Fa— 5 T,

M O ESERTE L. FESET.

I cottigig (C7 A JDE%RE.

T EOEMICDLTIL, TASPHESEOIE,

O FOTHERERICE, TSI,

C [E&F, R TG THFRG LB RIS L.

M CNEE-MIHI I—0 (588 (C L2 T A TR O A Eh AT -1,
TR D, AR SR RN S,

T ot ICRETLEEF f L,

M Codg 3ok LiEEO BEER (CHERIN T A,

O =% RHETEERSTIRE.

T AbHA T 7 BRI LY, 170 R AR FC ARG,

O B#3ECOEREZING, 7AUDERE.

O IR DT EENHD,

M 1as0E SR E R T L DIFRF TH 1o,

M Ll PUTHREcEhE ANS LTI T

RETH

8 N7 4= VAMEDDDL—F A F T r—A

Fig. 8 User interface to improve performance.

RTVEICHIBRL, $_XTOMEL 1 EIRLZGED
TANE T2 25, FHIREREHEIL 50 BRREZEL 2D,
KEltESIN, B8 IZ7 A MIH W7z Web R—T %
RY. TOXIBA T T2—ADTREZfTo TV T
T, FRMIIREFRDONS 7+ =< 2% L)V YETH
EVRTELEEZOLND.

+ =
6. =1=1ii]

KT, BRI NTXEDAHBRSZFMHL %
CAPTCHA Z#E L, 3 DO0WBETIVIINT 2% 4
PR L7z, $72, REFEO BAFEUI OB 12O
TR L, @Y R ERBIS O 7 5 liAs v 1%
7o, MEIRTER LEASRFEOREICL L7 5 —~
Y ADMA L, ERIEDAO AREFELIL 2 F v 72 A
D EORKET, MEFE~OEH IOV TOHE%E 4%
LT 5.

HEE AWOMEIR L TIPS VW, HilRE
TG T A= BB IG HoR FR N e Bz 1R BT - L E
T, F7, AL EEZ WX F LRSS IR
7mLET.
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# 8%

A1l EER5 THWET— RS F0fH

® A1 EES. HAE, FEEHRICOWTORIE
Table A-1 Sample sentences in English and Japanese used in

Experiment 5.

n | Japanese

FHEEE S ARG LTS 2 5 58 TR R AT

TLE a2 — T = 7 IR SN THER S,

1 |HfHoar s IXEL,

K LLRT 1245 12 12 GDP IS 3 2 3 0
RV EZ 5 7205, KREIELHRERO2S T

3| AR 7 REEAT A L BT 2 DS B 0S5 72,

BIZT AU AN THAR RG] 2 A0 =712
B~z D, 72 2ERTOHSDHET
THESTEILZEDS LeFICHRSL V) Wb
Hum | LT [HREREER] BEOFREEE> Tho 7z,

n | English

With the vast bulk of Englishmen
and the Louisiana territory separated
from the Southwest, which states
were organized on September 17,

1 | the 100th century, has been described.

In 1507, German cartographer Martin
Waldseemuller produced a world map on
which he named lands of the Western
Hemisphere America after Italian explorer
3 | and cartographer Amerigo Vespucci.

The United States of Americasis a federal
constitutional republic

comprising fifty
Hum | states and a federal district.

F A2 FEE5 PEERFICOWTOMIM
Table A-2 Sample sentence in Chinese used in Experiment 5.
PEEY
Sn=1)e
DEERHRIIS A ZTEIZM RSB IR = e SRS, TEEnsEatuLE, o
REHT B TGRS, HE NS IEYRIFE S EI0R R R4, 0005,
e
3(n=3).
SR RS, ZEHIIFIEEIM. FIAREM, «
NS EEHE, FABEN, TFIRAM. FFEEFNFIFHAMEE A, «
e

Ha
16075, T {engEsd e aslred b= i=r v
T BREIRERS R T RERE T R RN, <

?’E%Y
— NI FEMEINGE, 22—k oTHEIE
Ejiéﬂf; [SCEZIE LW SRS LR L CTh 303 L,
Z 9 T ZwrEz NE I S &% 2 & T CAPTCHA
FERTHFEIERRE SN TV L, AFTIEZOFE
\ZB8 L C, Microsoft Word S DAKIEY — V& @ T 2 & T,
NEKRTH L0 L) e TH L EAEL, €O
DEEMIZDONTEE R 21T > TW b, RO
RAEFE, ZEHEISTTHEE, LI TwS
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