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Table 1

Related studies

# of training

# of training

password participants samples classifier EER[%]
4 digit 30 30 Neural Net 9-16

Clarke and Furnell [19] 11 digit 30 30 Neural Net 5-13

6 character 30 30 Neural Net 15-21
Saevance and Bhatarakosol [20] 10 digit 10 20 KNN 1
Campisi et al. [21] 10 character 30 6 Statistical 13
Hwang et al. [22] 4 digit 25 5 Statistical 4
Chang et al. [23] 3—6 thumbnails 100 5 Statistical 6.9
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