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Abstract: CAPTCHA (Completely Automated Public Turing test to tell Computers and Humans Apart)
is a type of challenge-response test used in determining whether or not when a given access is made by hu-
man. However, as Al technologies are improved, most existing CAPTCHAs have been broken. Hence, new
CAPTCHA that is secure against machine is required. In this paper, we propose five new schemes, called
“Onomatopoeia CAPTCHA” based on hardness to interpret unknown onomatopoeias. We conduct some
experiments involved with total of 377 human subjects including 63 foreigners to show that our proposed
CAPTCHAs improve usability and the accuracy. We also show a performance comparison of our scheme
with some representative CAPTCHA schemes, puzzle and image-recognition styles.

Keywords: CAPTCHA, authentication, onomatopoeia, synthesized word, dictionary atacck

1. Lo 7kAﬁ%B%T%tb?%%E@W%ﬂtﬁﬁ%l~U
VITTANCHAL, ALY TV r MILLARIE
CAPTCHA (Completely Automated Public Turing Test PRI GIHEE Lo TWbLh, vt¥xa) 74 L TEER
To Tell Computers and Humans Apart) (&, I €2 — BE % F72 LT b. CAPTCHA OWLZAM1E
(1) NEDES T 5,

U BB o O, (2) AV Ea—FITIIEL LD TE LW,
School of Interdisciplinary Mathematical Science, Meiji Uni- HE{ i CX 2
versity, Nakano, Tokyo 164-8525, Japan (3) PEE RENERT S 3
2 ik R S SR TR SLETHL. LLl, Irea—SYICL LB EDE
Graduate School of Advanced Mathematical Sciences, Meiji L7-3 @ CAPTCHA O % 2) %
University, Nakano, Tokyo 164-8525, Japan e - EE’ Bty % (A ( ) i
3 EABE R RT R %iﬁ}EI?—ﬁ}F e
Graduate School of Informatics and Engineering, The Uni- A LDONFIL 2017 4E 6 ADTVF AT 4T, ik, Wis €
versity of Electro-Communications, Chofu, Tokyo 182-8585, NA )V (DICOMO2017) ¥ ¥ RY 7 A THE &1, JC Fa)
Japan T AL E N T A MRS EA L) EHE SRR GREY v —
) ¢s172001@meiji.ac.jp FUNOIGEDPHEE SN/ L TH 5.

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan 1666



[BHRNIBFSERIGE Vol.59 No.9 1666-1677 (Sep. 2018)

728 hoTnb V) MEEDH 5. Bursztein 51
2011 LR ICHBFOFH Y A4 M THH ST Wz m i &
HROKERS O CAPTCHA (2xf LT, BEWEE % w7z
TRy MIXBECRIZEI L7 (1], 2. 72, RO
7% 3], [4], [5] TIE, Bursztein b D5 T LEAYEE T
> 72 GoogleCAPTCHA |24 LT, EWAERCTIEIC
BRI 7= L OMEIS SN TWD, FIC, Hbick )25 i
% L\ CAPTCHA OAARO ST A, RIS I,
3DCG gz Fv723FB %% CAPTCHA [6] 285 L T
Wh L I S BEMA SO E AR R REBIR RE D

{ CAPTCHA[7] 28R L T\ 5.

RUFFETIE, BREESCEHEETCHL S/~ X (Ono-
matopoeias) ZJoH L7z#72% [+ /< s X CAPTCHA |
RIRET L, A/ P RGEEABPEERICHEHAL W
HMETHY, TREEIPLE®RLHENTCEXLIOT, AH
e o TR DY TH B, — T, FOMROEIIL
E<HmeNTELT, HMMMICHCDIZHREE: PRl S
% [8].

KEgTlx, #/EHFRD CAPTCHA OO BELM %5724
PHO2IZT L7010, EEFXE 5 BEARET L. /-
BGEOL /)< b REGHA /< MREM L 722RIEO AR
WCEBELSZHEINLMEELZ EEZWHL2IIT 5. TRV
WBRE TS 5720, 257 RV —Y 74 Mz Hw
THEBE 2B TERZITo72. ZhIZEY, ARMICE >
TED A /< X CAPTCHA OFEREHS2ICT 5 &
LB, BEFD CAPTCHA & OkfekE b 475 . 724
J < MR CAPTCHA 258§ & i > T AN SR A&
WL, REFROLREMEWSL 2T L. 512, Skl
LERAGRANOEE NS W~ Y LA G DY~ o
F /<% P CAPTCHA Z3FE L, S EANO#: RS % 324E
LEBREZITV, HARANEDIE L K SN AMERIZED L
LbhEHed 5.

KGO RDEBY THDH. 28T, CAPTCHA &
T2 bRIZOVWTOIEAM ST EEL, 3ETIIRES
RlZoWT, 4BTIIMEA B Z H W29, 53 TlE
<A )< X CAPTCHA IZ2oW TRtk 3 4.

2. EAXEFH

2.1 CAPTCHA 2D\ T

Capy 12 & % [/XX)VHI CAPTCHA (B 1) [11]] % google
&% [HiEREAER CAPTCHA (K 2) [12]] 7% &Hk4 72
CAPTCHA 23 & Twa, /X)L CAPTCHA 3,
M 1DLINNAND 11— ARHEREEIET 2D 2
T ANTH AL, WEEIEE CAPTCHA £, 52607
LR ICEN T A EE A T NTCEINT L7 A N CH DL, 12
T, [Ty 7VOlEGEZERL TSI W] LI
THBY, IMOBEDOH NS, 7y 7 VOEFEL ST (1
1350, 247251, 2473 %) D 3MEERIEMTH 5.
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1 /¥AVE CAPTCHA [11]
Fig. 1 Puzzle-style CAPTCHA.

APTCHAERS I I Ja—4

Al

EHRCEERRALTIE0
-

3

LBOfATsEYEE [ 3
A

(EE
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Fig. 2 Re-CAPTCHA.

2.2 CAPTCHA D&

RIF7ETlE, CAPTCHA 2SAM %% F AN B HEHR%E XN
= AL HAR (Human Acceptance Rate) & EFET 5.
—75, CAPTCHA 2SHM % 5210 AN 5 He=E % RS AR
MAR (Machine Acceptance Rate) & E#F#T 5. HAR MW
BWZlid, 1) ANCEDIRIT A Z &%, MAR HMEW
T, (2) BWICEMT W I e ERLTWA, HARN
E <, MAR DS & SAEEEDTE W CAPTCHA L w2 5.
HAR BARFERBRDIEMR L, FERBRER» O /M L 72w
LEFRT H. MAR\ZHEZEOFFORETNAMKATET 5. RIf
FETIE TN — b7+ — AWE, google BIFRIE, google H
R L FHELRI NS 22 &2 H i 5.

2.2.1 JI—PFTH— AW

BRI — R TS v ¥ LIEIRT 2B EE 7
W= KT —AWB LR, ZOWEZEDZT AF%E MAR,
LD, 22, BPES 4 0H DL &1L, 1/4 L
h.

2.2.2 google BIFRI T

MAR, %, google IR TA /< P ROEERANE L R
ENb & XIZ, CAPTCHA DM % R > T AN D Tl
LT L, 72720, BEROBIIFEO—EOAFREINS 2
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EHEE L THEICENT 208N H 5.
TR 5,
2.2.3 google RRIE

TRHME LT, MELY Y VT 7 ATE LR
525, TORETIE, BA1OL ) @R EE I

T, EWROHGE L BPPLO K 4120V T AND MR E2AT
W, Ry MR DS A BRI A E S, R
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WBZXV L /) NREHEEZAFLIEGEOT ALY
MARy &5 5. F#DF ) < b _EEFPIHEHL T
DA, WEEIIF ) NROER ML LD TE LT
DIEMRTHENTES.

SEANIE, 4.3.2 TH

2.3 F/ < EIXRIZDNT

F /< hRICIE, bOOFERFE FRLEER (ShE
b, Lr&ELr&hd), KEEZ FhLESE (CXIXE,
ELELRE), BEE (bAbA, BE>—) 2"d5b. —
fifge & b5 LRSS, Wil R 2 REE L C
WA EWI) S L, T, BHREIMBOSIEL LT
F /< P ROFBEEAPEEICZ NE bl Tw5 (8], /b
Molx, /<% bROFEOAL X =V EFELL, /< b
ROFFOA A=V ELEBNICKHT L L) BRI AT L %A
EXZT%H”“% me 9]. WHASIE, ZT—FDOAH LI
FIG M (8 A L 72 ak%m%%Oﬁ/vbwﬁﬂ#
5, 1— ﬁ@m@mm% HLF )< hREERT S
/zTA%%%waam Ok HITE < bRICIZ
e & B SEATIRZE D S B A%, WEICH /< P ROWELRE
HIPEIZB S 2 123 ST wn e,

3. R’EAR

+ /< b CAPTCHA 134 / < b RO EREE L < H)
Wi 2REZ R L7 CAPTCHA Th 5. HEAMIZIE
MRFETHRLTYH, FONVALRBENLZDL ) < PR
@%ﬂﬁk%ELGEﬁﬁ’ﬂ“é Z t7bi‘f“§% L LA /< h

CITBHME R AV v 72 D12, BRI B 2 RS A O
cil;ﬁf%é. W21 zL/*z l~f\ iJ\F'EJ 5% (&f1)
T, BEMICIIREE (50 2) &) T CAPTCHA 1258
LTWw5

3.1 #F/ 7 hREE

* /< F X CAPTCHA ORMEERT 5 12H72> T, £
3“%/7 FARFEEEER L7, 4/ < PAREEEICIE, BA

FEA < N XEE [10) OEBRSEO TS 20 HH %%
L,£9Wh%ﬁﬁLt.$4H%meﬂ%m?.ﬁ/
T INAREFEEOERIINT L4 ) < PREIT—ETIE R,
FOMEIEETER 3 ITRT.

KIZeClE, AEetlconwT, + /< F < CAPTCHA
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F1 T/ ROMBEESE (0 255, 2 7)) OFARER

Table 1 Survey results on interpretation difficulty of ono-

matopoeia.
N Lo | AW 1AM | AR 2 5l | Google FlIER
% =i = = =
N * iy % | | % | RE %

0 BE& | 359 | 37 | 228 | 23 | 262 27
1 K| 280 | 29 | 371 | 38 | 168 17
2 A | 338 | 34 | 378 | 39 | 547 56
it 977 | 100 | 977 | 100 | 977 | 100

®2 v bfEE

Table 2 Onomatopoeia dictionary.

FA47 | ANHDOTM | Google #IFR | 7EX
A 0 1,2 210
B 1,2 0 112
C 1 1 59
Z DA 1 0 0 150
Z DA 2 2 2 190
Z oAt 3 1 2 195
Z DAt 4 2 1 61

&£ 3 FERICHVAREORRITT 24/~ b g
Table 3 Number of onomatopoeia for a meaning of the dictio-

nary used in the experiment.

fiiE

SEYy | 48.85
TN 74
2N 11

Wi | 9T

DIFROIE L S RIHRE RN ENTZT 22D L 5 2> & X
B2, & /< P RORES E 2 AT & google
FRRCEHm L 72, ABIF0NE, ARNC & - TREFD, KA,

RN 3 BB TR L 72, google BFRIE, IEL < FIFRE
Hik% 0 (BEAD, O—XFTHFRSINDELRIL, Ho
THIRENL5E%E 2 GAME) L L7, ZOfFREE2R 11
AT FAB L, 203 ES (BEF, IIH) ASEHE L 7.
google CIEL CFIFRCTE B2 b vwolm (1&£20
AHMiiZE L WwE Lce &) CTEEHEE 2 Ao FPEIZ 71%D
—HRIZ 57,

PG RO T, A /T PREK 2 TEHLRSNS
A, B, CO3ZATIHH L. A B, CZRZTHOH
RANVRT., 2EzE, ACGHELE TH6H 5] (1,
ANBNEIE LWEEER [ 2 5 ] LB L7275, Google BIER
TR % > 728 [Glittering © H < | AAFRENIZ. A
ABEICIEBEM T X, BT 2w ev ) CAPTCHA

IZE S TRRZFETH A, #ilZ, BIE, AMICIIHMHTE
ﬂ: PEMICIZRT 5 &) CAPTCHA I2& o TiREREE
TH5b.
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Table 4 Part of onomatopoeia dictionary.

=ik S A B C

R Z % HHOL | IEBIEL 1o

D < X LA ok

%9 HIEHIEF | 2ArZA ) &o
TR | BP—A | &iTEiT CLwA

(A Fw A TATA 2o

wibd ELEDL | ANBANDL | YW ED
RhLEMV | BEIRL | LAk | <iiwliiw

£5VE Vol.59 No.9 1666-1677 (Sep. 2018)

] Onomatopoeia System
(A7 e | A7 E A |
ERFHEEOIS)

=)
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¥ 013 B O il ¥ 034 pan —— O mun
029 LR - R B — =14
o. Tilp e e Tl iy O ———— s
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026 BNy e g, Pt S

I ——— )

k Bty e i
037 il e it 00 BN e gnoL

081 Py ey

SEEEREEE
SENENEEEEEE

T e e ]
016 B —— e ay
007 EE O sy

SEEELE
F]

<
e
sm3
283
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c

$ 5
g
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SEEELE

EEELLEELE

<
i
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E

q

H

H

&

SEEL

AIT P RERERTUELE 0 =
A0t
WEA/ v o [z | C525
777 b [ET [hTe
IR ORTTE [ETr SBYZEY
RIE -
R foss ] EECRCD]

EVEI

K3 /< bREBEOIATH [8]

Fig. 3 Example of onomatopoeia synthesis.

£5 FEBROLODIZEK LAY /< OB

Table 5 Synthesized onomatopoeia used in our experiments.

FI4GE BRA =k

AT N ol Rt ) ZhlF o AT | TE—5
Ehnie SAHY LeAdlh) | Eob U A
H5 Zw9) Lwb Lwx Ewbh
o7z fa 12w x Bob x FAYOE]
Jifs v [0 R O] PR L5 Lbh

ZHhn SAZw A—ll® HlZwo | K=

3.2 F /7 hNREEK

I—FOREENERICHES Lot /)~ MREGHT 5V
AT L8] AV, F /v bREGHK L. B 3 IEANGE
TERLT /< bROBITH L. |3 Tl [2720],
CHW, [9 o8 Lwn] o8 2= 2 RECHEEL [T
AMFo], [THTH], [THEYVTHY | Dt /< b
PHER SN TV, Kﬁ/vh&éﬁvx%Ai 527
B OHREHIE @A Lo HHE BB E >4 /< bR
%ﬁ@%&#é.%&7»:U1Aiim[]&§%gn
v BB, KVATFAICHAHNEELZOHTIEN
TBWA /< PROBIEH TS, ZbiE, TXT google
FRCIBNCELVFETH -7 (1470, F/21%, £
Ot 2~4).
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3.3 FIERRX

Az ClE, MEERICL S HAR &, MAR OZEiL%
AL, Ee At /< N CAPTCHA O Z W 5 0012
T2 720 A HEORMBEE DA /<~ F < CAPTCHA % #
T4, 58T ) 1 OOMERRIZOVWTRRE. £
FNoMERRE Fo6 % L TIRT.
X1 (4 4RMIE)

EREETIRERF /< P RE 1 OBEIRT S,

() [#H<] I2hTdE st /< b ?

LIXCIEC 2.1321F% 3. 282 4. T» i

(Bz) L2k

X2 (/< h~EIR)

F I IRPSHELUDOF < b RE RIS S

@) [<FCTF] EMEE®RDOY /< PRI ?
1.13C1EL 2.0 3134135 472675

(K z) 126725

B 3 (EELER)
MEDOERIZH T FE LA /7 P RETNTERNT L.
WDFESJ’%Tiiéﬁ/VFN%?&T“

AXIEC 209&9& 3.2 xTICx 4 HABA

Fst 4 (EHERIR)

HEOBIRE b L1
& RS %

CON OB

W gRRERE L CHRIZE )+ /< b

USOEWA AN Y=

CRBERD

S EXAHY
cEALRA
“BABA
(B2) BADA

3.4 HEAE

MEDOHE % A, B, C, RA, RB, RC, SK, SKAll
DMFHE L. AT DA /)~ FRPTRTAT
HY, B, CHEAMTHSL. RAIZIEROF /< bR A
THY, IN320FRPIT A B, C12FT2OTH5.
RB, RC b[A#THAH. A, B, C, RA, RB, RC %##
U CHEEEA L 5.

SK IZEA /<~ FAPIERTH Y, 1353 D DEHURL
A, B, C12¢2TH5b. SKAIIL, T_TOER
BEEA /< bRTHDH, MERKX 3 TIE, 52 55EET
NXTATCEMROKE L, 2, 3, 4ZNFN3IMTOWEL
72, MERR 4Dy 47 ATIE, MEREGEORE 1 KH»5
3MEZnEN3MTORELL. &ERiconT, fFE
EOBGEORE RIS . 2L, Bk 11E, SEGEDRE
RFHLCRDL0 SKAI #38IML, B3 TIIEHGE
B 7.
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F /< b~ CAPTCHA ORE% HEER T2 7 LT Y
ALELDTFIORT., 22T, Doald, BHR S 2Ho5 1
TADF ) INREEETS.
HE7ILIU XL 1R 1—HEAR A
(1) B S LiEr € Doa %7 ¥ ¥ LITHES,

(2)S #81, 52, S3 & 7% % &M S1, S2, S3 & IR
Yy € Daa, 2 € Doga, w= Dy g @7 25 LI
A,

(3) B S LI ¥ LRIETe, vy, z, wEHET 5.
B, C, SKALL O EHFXbFEHTH 5.

HE7ILIUZL2 B 1—HESRX RA

(1) B S LiEr € Doa %7 ¥ ¥ LITHES.

(2) S #51, 52, 83, #RK y € Dgi,a, 2 € Do,
w € Dgg.c DT F LITHES.

(3)BRS LT ¥ LRIET e, vy, 2, wc IET 5. RB,
RC, SK OMEHAb TS 5.

HE7ZILIYXL3 k2

(1) BIRS & zg,2 € Dg.a &7 ¥ ¥ LI, xo & HE,
x RIEEIZT 5.

(2) (2) 7Ty X8 1 EFL.

(3) HERE v &N 2, v, 2, wE T ¥ LIHET 5,

HBE7)ILIUXL4 B3

(1) B S L ZDOHES SITOVWT, 1/2 DiEFET,
xE€Dsa lxeDsqg EHLLPESR.

(2)y, 2z, wiZXFLTH (1) FEkET 5.

HE7ILIYXLS Fh 4

(1) BBk S THFELAMIE AL 1025 T v ¥ A2 1K
HAR,

(2)z €D s &7 V5 LITER,

(3)S #51, 52, 83, #ERI y € Do, 2 € Doz a,
wE Dy a M5 T ¥ F LITES.

(4) B S LTV LRIATx, ¥y, 2, wEkIBET 5,

3.5 IPHE

RS ADOBRPFIL OB A L LT L2 L ED HAR
AL L7720, HEEEELTA. QL RE7T) EL
AR ZADMEFREHEL, m (vvF) »w vy F)
DELLPOfER LD (R6). ZOEE, BEHREOELWS
3R (Q=m) xIELW (R=m) LYW 5 &M046
SRz

p=Pr(R=m|Q =m),

ELL W/ v MR (Q=w) ZELL%ZW (R=w)
ECHIWT S B et S R &

g =Pr(R=u|Q =w)

EY5.
ABFZETIE, B 1 ZIE L & 5 B2 A 3 2
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£6 vyvFrIEvvF
Table 6 Match and miss-match.

R\Q XvFm | FIvTFow
~vFm P 1—gq
FE~xvFw 1—p q

LEWMLZp & g THWT,
PR 1 2 EMT 5)

=P(¥v T HIEYM ORI~ v FEIEY x 3)
=1-(1-p)-(1-¢%

LRDOHND.

4. FHExEER

4.1 EEREM

KEBHMIRDEB) TH 5.

FEEE1 ABOBREIC L 5iEROZEA

Fhr 2 WEERIC X 5 AW A HAR & B A
MAR D7%EZHLHITT 5

FER 3 EOF < b E GEGERCHAEIC L DREED
EEWPSLPIZT S

FEE 4 BEAFO CAPTCHA L E L 724 / % bR
CAPTCHA DREEDHE % T 5

4.2 EBAHE

KIFFETIE, 797 KV =30 74 P TEELL 4
R E DP9 %, AR 63 e g L Lo, #
Rz, FEBRHFT A b T4ENUTDOWTOE 84 B DI
BeMELTH OV, TOMENE & IRERER 2 ek L7z,
F72, EBRETRICUTO5HAICODWTT 7 — Mt
ATo7z. BEIZA )2 IRE2 L ER, RILLDSE
RS &) 1D, ENENGEA TR L EF L VITE
ERREPEL ADTR VR EE L, 77— FEEIC
w7z,

(1) 1R

(2) i 101205 601U T)

(3) SCRPHEAD

(4) D3 W HATHAIZEEOL
)

ZD 3N HATHATERDOE

4.3 EEiER
4.3.1 FEER1 HEBREOBMOLER

T v — MERICEED (VY HAR L SRR &
R TIZRET. 25, 301840189k bV HAR 75 <,
IR S A o 72, W2 1018 D HAR 75 b K-
7o TER, SCHEE, B & ARDOFA O L D FEEERER
DX, K4, 0.032, 0.001, 0.021, 0.004 TWIFNLHE
HTRESTWE Loz
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4.3.2 EE2 HEFADZE

MEER 1, 2, 3, 412X 2ERFHREL MAR %R 8 I
NY . EBRHERD S O N AR L T HAR, 3.5 fiCik
NRIFEEIC & B A AZ T HAR*E 3.

MARy &, £ 2 OF /< P XEFFETBIZpEHIND
HEEDY, google IR CIE L K BN SN D & X2,
CAPTCHA 2t a3t > Tzl A EflE L THEM L
7o, Thbb, BHMATIEMRT % MM google FIFRIC L 5
MARTH 5. 72& 213, W1 TERNDSY 4 7 A, B,
C, ATEZRP ADYE, AIROFTBPEZTHRNT L
35 H5DTIEMRT HMERIT1/3 %%, B 1 LK 2
T RTOHERRD HAR B L, Z0OFH %K 8 12
RLTWS, BR3TIE, $XTOF /I IRV AT A
EHEHALTCWAE0, 7 — K74+ — A& google #IFRD
MAR 3%h 5%\, $7%bbH, MAR, = MAR, Th 5.
o 4 TIRIEDEE D20, F /< N ROFE % HET
ETHEEOEREZIFEL COEWEIEMT LI LIITE

BT T MR

Table 7 Questionnaire results.

MBI N | PR | Y HAR| Y& R

5 29 64.03 0.760 9:47

n 34 66.56 0.792 9:53

10 1% 8 60.88 0.725 11:27

20 1% 11 65.55 0.780 10:47

30 1% 26 66.35 0.790 9:37

40 ft 15 66.53 0.792 11:02

50 1t 2 63.00 0.750 10:50

60 1t 1 63.00 0.750 18:38
R 43 65.60 0.780 10:45
R 20 65.40 0.779 10:12
S (n > 10) 22 64.27 0.765 10:44
EH (n < 10) 41 66.00 0.786 10:29
K (n>10) 18 65.17 0.776 10:21
A (n < 10) 45 65.49 0.780 10:40
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729, google FIFRIZ 7V — b7 4 — A LA U MAR &

L7

google MUERIBEH D A% MARy, £ 5. 72L R
X, 1 ofETIE, [, 13 <3< 458,000 £, [k
<, 1ZFITZ] 329,000 fF, [, &2 & 2] 422,000 14,
[, ¥x1313] 9500420 T, Kbty I w [
CIF< ] 2#ER, B4 CEMEICHBEZHioTnb720
COWEIEITE R\,

F8 LY, b HAR D E - -0, HEERX 4 oM
G LEREZHAY, /< PREXZLEXTH 7.
MRERR 1 b 0.8 2825 HAR T, MR 2 L MEE
X 31EELS D 0.6 %D HAR 72 - 72, PR IZ
MERRICE2BIIEEA RSN LD o 1.

MR 3 T, EEBRIROEMOBIRIL OB E 1 29
5420FT3MFOMELL. EROBIIEOK T L OF
¥ HAR &, FRERE 23R 9 \ORT. F 72 A IEMOMF
BRI, BEREDPEBEOEROBIFL OIS LT {D
DRI 2 IR L 7202 FK 10 (RS, £h S IEMFEO IR
WeDHAT1L DD EED HAR 77 0.540 T b v, F20F
fROFIRBEOEA 1 DD L 12, BIRNFx 2 0EATLE
IWERENE DO TE D> 7.

& 11 3B 4 OREES % 2L S 72O HAR
EPWRERRTH L. KoL, BEOKEI L RvIZE
¥ HAR 3K 3 ), PHERER b o 7z,
4.3.3 EER3 AREEHE

#EFNX A, B, C, RA, RB, RC Tt DOfi%%E 12
WRY. b HARDEWDIX, RBTh-o7:. A, B, C
TlE, ¥ HARZEWIEIZ C, A, B &40, HERER
EWIEIZC, B, AtZnol. ANMICIZWEEZ & Bbh
Google IR TIE L WEKTHIER 2 L7z B A% 0.759 T
M2 HAR 230> 7.

BEEDOF )< PREGA /< M _EDTY HAR &
WA % 2 N FNE 8 IIRT. SK DSBS 1EE

® 8 JERDENI X 5521 ANEOELHE A

Table 8 Experimental result of acceptance ratios in some styles.

ek 1 2 3 4
F /< b xolil | #% [ SK [ SKALL | #e# | SK | @ | #k% | SK
s HAN HAN HAN HAN
BeERE N 63 63 63 63
s M 18 3 3 18 3 12 24 3
MAR, 1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4 1/16 1/4 1/4
MAR, 4/9 1/3 1/4 3/7 1/4 1/16 - -
MAR,, 0.400 | 0.333 0 0.277 | 0.333 - - -
MAR, 1 1/4 0 1 1/4 1 1 1/4
F¥y HAR 0.891 | 0.757 | 0.656 | 0.705 | 0.444 | 0.680 | 0.894 | 0.513
HAR* 0.979 - - - - #9 - -
R 22 0.084 | 0.229 | 0.290 | 0.107 | 0.259 | 0.162 | 0.063 | 0.280
SRR (F) | 00:07 | 00:08 | 00:08 | 00:08 | 00:09 | 00:07 | 00:07 | 00:09
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=9 X3 OMEKIZLS HAR

Table 9 HAR for number of answers of format 3.

R 1 2 3 4
B M 3 3 3 3

HAR* 0.704 | 0.699 | 0.694 | 0.688
V¥4 HAR 0.540 | 0.709 | 0.720 | 0.751

SEHRARER (FP) | 00:07 | 00:07 | 00:07 | 00:08
ORMZRER () | 00:51 | 00:59 | 00:51 | 02:44

& 10 23 3 i R 7oA
Table 10 Number of mistaken questions in style No.3.

RAREN Mg | 1 | 2 | 3
HAER N 87 | 55 | 53 | 47
1 0 |21 4
2 78 | 10 | 36 | 11
3 7 23| 4 |30
4 0] 9]0

11 B4 BROKE I & DR
Table 11 HARs for number of images in style No.4.

WEOKL | FHEE (#) | 4 HAR
1 5 0.937
2 10 0.884
3 11 0.783

x12 A, B, Cl2&% HAR
Table 12 HAR for word types A, B and C'.

A B C RA | RB | RC
S M 15 9 9 9 9 9
SE¥ HAR 0.823 | 0.759 | 0.856 | 0.885 | 0.872 | 0.864

SRR (F5) | 00:08 | 00:07 | 00:06 | 00:08 | 00:07 | 00:06

ORI (B)) | 02:56 | 01:12 | 00:58 | 03:47 | 05:22 | 01:59

/< M R% 1O LZBET, SKALL HSERE O
NTHPERGEL /¥ FROMBETH L. At/ ~ bRz
AL, 2, 4 TEBfFOA /< PREHEL, &
DD Y HAR MK, FHT0.25 kv, F72, %8
LD 4ADOOBIRPETRTUSEA /<~ MRl L 7-RE
(SKALL) 13, HAR750.656 & &I D 1 DICERH A4/~

N ZFRALRE (SK) XV, 0.101 kv, DlbEX Y,
B A < bXRIE MAR % T2 FEFIC, HAR & T
TLEH ZERENT.

4.3.4 FE 4 BE1FO CAPTCHA AN H#

BEAE DAL #E M % CAPTCHA B E A+ /< b~
CAPTCHA & O F-¥ HAR & “F-3 25 W5 {8 0 o B 5t
& 13 IR T. BFED CAPTCHA TH 5 73X X LAl
CAPTCHA » W% 323E% CAPTCHA 1% 2016 4£ 8 A 1
200 ZOBBEH A L CREI L 72, & 13 1%, SO
CAPTCHA OFEBER & RIFFEO MBI 1 OF¥) HAR
EPIRARRITH 5.

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

#* 13 A0 CAPTCHA & O HLifih
Table 13 Comparison result with the existing CAPTCHAs.

SPYRERER (B) B2 P HAR (%) |FEte(R 22
F /< b 7 9.92 89.1 0.092
ISR 9.44 5.23 88 0.346
[LIEE 18.07 11.65 81 0.388

® 14 fHIES NS L OMRRILE

Table 14 Modified performance comparison with the existing

CAPTCHAs.
MAR, ] ‘ HHIER
M o | W1E HAR | fRERH (B)
FIwhRR | 1/4 4.5 0.595 31.5
ISV 1/90 1.38 0.838 13
[LIEES 1/512 1 0.810 18.07

FEEFERE 2 S, + /< P CAPTCHA X134 22D
CAPTCHA & [E_TFY HARWSE L, BERMO R
ZAh, LPLAaYEa—FDOT)NV— T 3 —AREIZL D
ZAE (MARy) WRR D720, RFERFMTE RV, 72
EZIE, A/ < X CAPTCHA 13 4 D3N, WifgEe
ik CAPTCHA (X 9 DOW{E ORI L DT, 29 =512
WY »HER. X oT MAR, =1/4 > 1/512 TH D, Hi
% CAPTCHA X 0 (35 2 2B 3 B AP D v,
ZIT, BWMICHT A Ee Rz 501, KEEE «
F#EDRTIEEERDL. 3HRD MAR, 25 L{T5I2
&, A/~ MRE g, 1, W§E 10, XXV E ¢, B
VBN B DT,

AR
4 90 ~ 512
RNT,

x, =log, 512 = 4.5,
zp = loggy 512 = 1.38

THb. LzhoT, FlinLeMeBds 1234/ < b
CAPTCHA % 4.5 Wi D BRI LESH Y, 8F x 4.5 DF
YRR & 0.891%5 = 0.595 O HAR IZHlilE & 5. DL
LOWIEHREER 14 ITRT.
FNEND CAPTCHA D70V — k7 4 — AQEDOFEHR
DORDIIFLLFITRT.
(1) /< M CAPTCHA ® 7 )V — b 7 + — A&
# 14 ®F /< b X CAPTCHA 13K 1 @ 4 R E
DYEToHAH. ADDEREPSER 2 1 DFERT S
728 MAR, 3 1/4 &% 5.
(2) 7SZXVEI CAPTCHA O 7 )V — k7 & — AYE
INZ NV CAPTCHA I Z3ANVDOE—Z%1TDH 2t
CAPTCHA TH 4. AN 30x27TH Y, IEfFEOA
BRI YAV ZIFANLND., Lo T/ VE
CAPTCHA O MARy %, 1/90 &£ 7% 5.
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R 15 BEOEREIZBT 5 L@
Table 15 Number of correct selections in multiple selection

question.

i 3 §RToOME
BRI 1 2 3 4 it
B M | 378 | 567 | 441 | 504 | 1,890
FIRL 7% | 346 | 520 | 405 | 468 | 1,739
TR 3 TEIEDT 1 2D b D% DO\ 7-fiRE
BN S M | 378 | 504 | 378 | 441 | 1,701
FIRL 7% | 346 | 457 | 342 | 405 | 1,550

xR 16 HHHGEIRREICSBIT 5 Mo 725815
Table 16 Number of wrong selections in by multiple selection

question.

B 3 T XToRE
PR 1 2 3 4 Al
BRI M | 378 | 189 | 315 | 252 | 1,134
BIRL 728 | 254 | 177 | 307 | 252 | 990
ek 3 THEINEA 1 2D b D% D\ 75
BRI M| 189 | 63 | 189 | 126 | 567
HIRL 2% | 143 | 63 | 189 | 126 | 521

(3) Wif%R2FER CAPTCHA O 7V — b 7 7+ — AT B
W% F2FER CAPTCHA 25 9 O Wi %2 5 1E LWV D
BT RCERT L7290, MAR, =272 =1/512 L 72 5.

4.4 WX 1D HAR*

TR 3 IEHGRINED 7200, KA2DF /< b RITH L
TIELWAELL 2V fER L Twa. & 15 TIEEA
3TIELWA /X PREFRE LK, T 16 Tldihio7c4
IR IREFRLIZBEZRL TS, ZOEEDS

p = 1550/1701 = 0.911,
q =521/567 = 0.918

IR, 3.5 TRz EE RAED 2.

7222 CT, MEES 1 OOMEIZE LD T HAR DS
Bho7zZ Z2EFERLT, BA3DEZNV 1 DOME%E
BT HEEAFH LT A, EEMELERRIN TV
DEZN1LDOTERVE V) LHWERE LT E2 5
na.

4RNETIE 4 DORNEH»S 1 22 BINT 5700,
A 1 D HAR OBFHHEIZ,

PR 1 % EMT %)

=1-(1-0.911)-(1—-0.918%)

= 0.979

ETFMTES.

BlEH{E HARNE 0.979 & 7 o 727%, AEBROEA 1 OFF

#=OSK, SKAI OV HAR X 0.845 & 7x o 72, izl
HAR*: ¥ L C HAR 3 0.134 v, JER 3 CTldvy 147

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

ADT /< MROAZFMALTWAE, —J, X1 Tit 4,
B, COEDMPIIERA /2 bREREALTWS, £8 &)
BRA = M RERWIEA L O AN AZEIL 0.891 TH

D, ANEICHRLRLT WL /2 NRDPE D oizizh, 0
EREFENEEZONS,

B 3 DIEMEE ZAL S 2460 HARY 3 9 2R
T. HAR*CRIEMEEZ R TIILEERIIK ZoTw
<A, EBFERTIIIEMEZMRTIZEHAR IE L & -
TWwh,

FREIZ LT, B2 & 4122o0nW T, g 2 HEE0ER
RO EERRE R IO NWT, HEREZER T2 LD TE
B, 12T, B2 (/7 PRER) 12onTid, [h
b EHETHF /< bRZIFTL, H&EHIE, &
XTI E, BALADHRLTRTGER, L)X T
FEBRL,

p'=Pr(R=m|Q=m(hb<{h<, )& &)),

¢ =Pr(R=wlQ=w(m{b{, F{iF))

DG EHERERONE, 35HOXIZL->T, 49RD
B 2 OHED G- 2 5N b, Bk 4 oBGHMED FETH
b, 72720, ZOBEGEIUEROFER L H 7218 512
BALICKHB R ZTRNETH Y, RFTIIEET 5.

4.5 BEEEOEX NI Z LA
SECBIOIIRAIER] & HAR O Fi%k #h 2N 4, X 5

WRT. E55055 MY, SR RELEDRENS
Moz, wWIhd, SFME 590(s], 0.776 OIEFL A IZHE -
Tw5,

4.6 [ - HEMRDEDHEEIRTE

A - PR OE I X B RERR - HAR ~0O3%
DD DOt REEAT > AR AR 17, K18 I2F 1
FNRET. AEL PRI TS, BR 1, A%RZ
NZHIIEHE, p<0.05 ZFEAMEL LE, TXTOM
- BEERICOWTEY HARICOWTIRIEK 1, Al
W LCENZRAEAESR SN, FE - BERRIC L 5T
¥) HAR W Th 5 & v ) EBLIEEH S 15, T4
bb, MERRICL > THPESRE > Tz w) 2L
PIRENT.

4.7 =R

KREERL Y, ABIZE > TH /< b RIBEEHRUR 2 &
JEVECBR R W EDHL N o7z, FRERN 1~4
DFER S, FIEIER 4 O HAR $0.894 T4 2 DEAD
FTIROEWI EAIREN, LedoT, AMIEH /<
FAREBR1~3D L) WAL ERTIE R, B4
SV BAA=TVTHIBEL TWAENPL T LW LHFES N
L05, FOEIMETHY, S5k, Hl-hEREEAER
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Fig. 4 Distribution of total solution time in ages of subjects.
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Fig. 5 Distribution of HAR in ages of subjects.

* 17 MEERIZOWTORBIME

Table 17 Hypothesis test on question type.
M ‘ Ty ‘ statistic p-value
FRASERT IS D W T ORE

(intercept) | 00:07 - -
2 00:08 | —2.169 0.030*
3 00:07 | —0.717 0.472
4 00:07 —0.767 0.442
HAR 122\ COBE
(intercept) | 0.891 - -
2 0.668 9.734 6.90e — 17*
3 0.680 6.904 5.05e — 10*
4 0.894 | —0.477 | 6.33e —01*
£ 18 HAEFHIZ OV TOMRBME

Table 18 Hypothesis test on independent of class of words.

AR =) ‘ statistic p-value
IR IZ DV T DR FiME
(intercept) | 00:08 - -
B 00:07 2.637 0.008*
C 00:06 2.977 0.002*
HAR 122\ T OARGME
(intercept) | 0.823 - -
B 0.759 2.637 1.89¢ — 04*
C 0.856 2.977 1.48¢ — 01*

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

THLMZ LTV LEYNDH 5.

F72, MEEA 3 THERKES 1 oD L X212, HARN
B, 2L EIR L CLF ) BEREDV L 07201, [F
NCER] LW IS L B LHBHEIREVEEZ
5.

T N REESEN A /Y P ROFERERB LS
5, 4T BREWA /< W RO HAR M 722 &
5, EEBIZADRVF /< PARIZABIZIZA A=Y LI
(KA LHEEETH 5.

BEE D CAPTCHA 218X TH /< F X CAPTCHA &
HARMDE L, ERFM b Er -7, LoL, 7= 74—
ADOTMEEZERET 5 &, #EL /< M CAPTCHA O
ERoMEREMEE Lo chwnweEzEz L. 72, DEDOE
Biad /)< b ROFEEL TWDLHARETHRAIZOWTD
HITo TV DH DT, EmHEAE LT B hEER RS .
FITRETIEESLRIUEZIMR 5.

5. HBZtER

5.1 REAK
5.1.1 ¥>##*+ /<~ CAPTCHA
FEER 1 S WEE WA /< b X CAPTCHA 254 %)
THbLIeNgmroiz. $724 /< X CAPTCHA ©OF
FER e R AN E 2 /NS T 572012, Fiizle~
YHF = PR CAPTCHA (JE5) #IR%ET 5. HiEM
(5E), HAFEM (5)) #HELHEDLBAEZIT). 5E; 13
YEIR Z HARANDOWERE 2, S5E. 3YMEI N DERE 120 L
Thro72bDET 5.
5.1.2 ARG
B 5] (HAE~Y A4/~ b CAPTCHA)
HARZBOZ Y HIHWLENTWA LT /2 bREELTE
A, BRSO MU AL ) v b RE1ORIRT S, Bz
X 6 127K,
X BE (EEY>HF ./~ kX CAPTCHA)
A, WHEICHRIALTWAEY Y TEHW, B
5J LR T ANCTHAL. BIaR 7 IRT.

A LSIATS)

ORBAS

1 1t oFEET

00 V333
& O

BROKRLBBNIEETBCAVEDRER?

6 A 5] 0 (Fx [wHwh]) [13]
Fig. 6 Example of Style5J (Answer: “iraira”).
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© Hop

© Amble
O Whir
© Sticky

Which word that are likely to fit in the red painted image?

7 X 5E of] (% Z : “Hop”) [14]
Fig. 7 Example of Style5E (Answer: “Hop”).

*® 19 HELTOERPE
Table 19 Outline of examples in terms of Japanese and En-

glish Difference.

Fhi 5 FB% 6
HEy | 3% 3 OoF MM | SEEE R O 5
S H b
Tk 1-2-5J] 5J - 5B

5.2 EERER

REBOHMIUTOEB) TH 5.

EER b M7 WOHRFE~ 4/~ F X CAPTCHA
D HAR W52 L, kT OB 1, B 4) offR
LT 5.

KB 6 W WFE~ A E )~ N X CAPTCHA ® HAR
ST, HEDERE - EHE - Wh % B
HEWIZE D HAR OZALZH LT 5.

U EOEBOMELR 19 I LD 5.

5.3 EBRAZE

RIfgeCiE, Ei2, FH (BE) O SNS THELLHA
N57 %, SHEIND 63 4 DFF 120 A #BrE & L7z, HA
NIZIFEF 5T & BE #4510 [, #HEIAIZIE BE % 10 [
L7, EBRITY =7 BTV, ENE LR %R
FEL7-. EBETRIC, Ty — MREL T,

5.4 RERER

EE5 Y HA /¥ hN CAPTCHA

< U HF /< bR CAPTCHA O FEE#E L MAR *
20 lIRT. K801, B4, B 5] ofERLD,
BRI OAXRGE~Y Y A A /< M CAPTCHA ® HAR 78
b\ olz. 3 OFMERMIE, B, El407
BOBD 140> Tnh, ZEEOBANZE 8 12/R
. M8 XWX 1R 413 HAR 798 &, YR
. —H T HAR DIRWIEX E. R E; 13 FRERE
bW, M8 L, FifE N T7z05 & vio THRETE
LT TIE W EBh5b.
xR 6 HELLEB & AfE, BMERDOHR

#* 8 DK 5] & 5K, SE. DEBHER LY, HAFE~
YAF < b CAPTCHA & B CHFELF /< b

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

% 20 B 5 D2 ANEKOEEREE

Table 20 Experimental result of acceptance rations in style 5.

* /X IROFHE J E; E.
WeBRE HAN | BEAN | #HEA
BERAS N 57 57 63
W M 10 10 10
MAR,, 1/4 1/4 1/4
MAR, . - _
MAR,s - . _
SE¥) HAR 0.895 | 0.452 | 0.410
HAR* - - _
FIGIRARRE (B) | 00:14 | 00:26 | 00:18

8 q01 v 4 $
4 1SK ® 45K
8 7+2 *5Ee S
x 25K & 5Ej
& 703 es5 &
= &
TR @ * ok ex @ + o o
s ®
e % **X & *9@ * . g B
o 4 = + + A & &g
- v oL
I s g S0 el
T T T T T
02 04 06 08 1.0

8 KR O HAIY
Fig. 8 Scatter plot of answering time and HARs for queries.

CAPTCHA @ HAR (3 0485 k22> 72, HAANIZxF LT
Tol¥iE~ o A /< b CAPTCHA bFHTH 5
AR LD, RN RIHERE OFRRENFEICEAT L T
LUTREMED D . FOEHZ RICHETT 5.

REBROBIRE & 7o T2HVEI AN O EFE, NE, Hidk, %
B, B, EZEomBERE HAR 5k 21 (IR, H
WZTED HAR #3 22 I1I/RT. 22 L0, k72U %
Db HARDE L, HWVTEWONRIT —a v SThH o 72,

YRENNERL [15] & et JINERT [16], PERBxabie 22, M
A, FliZe SRS X B 0EIF AR 23, R 24 (RT3
FETINENIE, 2015 4E 12 Education Fast D¥EFET A N %%
BRL7-95 T BABMADOT =4 2|2 L7172 HEOD
NERECdH 5. FEfEINEAL I, 2015 4512 OECD @ 15 %%
x4t L 9% PISA (Programme for International Student
Assessment) FAEDIEN.TH 5. ZNZFNDNEA % £
W LEEBEEOREEZ 1 55 13 L TS, T~
XU UNOEE 1468 L7z,

PREINENL T ld 8 LR I 8 AL E HAR 750.035
<, FERIINEALTIE 8 MR IS AT 8 LA D HAR
H30.064 V. F 72, HEFEAGEE L LB XA, B s
WEEZ 72 NICHART HAR 750.059 H\r. L7z T,
HAR DEPELZERO 1 21F, CULDOEEH L ED
M THALTREMN D L. L L, HOSiEL DERIIE
WO BEAIET A5 EDEDHICEZON, HFEEOZY
PR E DSBS ROER L EhEm ST T
TREBENAEROME L TV E N WD, 5] X kX0
RHVLETH 5.
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® 21 HEHEHEDRIERNHE LB 5 O HAR
Table 21 Demographical statistics of subject and HAR of Format5s.

- X e I PER AR -
WEERE R N HbIg SEREJINENL [15] | Fef I NERL [16] T | et | 1076 120 (¢ [ 30 1% X 5E O HAR
United States 1 7 AU h 1 6 1 0 0 1 0 0.700
Colombia 2 14 11 1 1 1 1 0 0.300
M7 A%
Brazil 3 11 12 0 3 0 1 2 0.500
Korea 15 1 6 9 1 10 4 0.393
Taiwan 7 5 4 3 0 7 0 0.371
China 2 10 7 2 0 1 1 0 0.450
Israel 1 14 9 0 1 0 1 0 0.600
Turkey 1 TIT 12 10 1 0 0 1 0 0.300
Indonesia 1 8 13 0 1 0 0 1 0.300
Philippines 5 4 14 5 0 0 2 3 0.300
Saudi Arabia 1 13 14 0 1 0 1 0 0.200
Nepal 18 14 14 13 5 1 16 1 0.394
Germany 2 3 2 1 1 1 1 0 0.550
Sweden i 2 3 0 1 0 0 1 0.300
g—0u N
France 2 7 4 1 1 0 2 0 0.650
Czech Republic 5 8 0 1 0 1 0 0.900
total 63 - - - 35 28 5 46 12 0.410
£ 22 WL OBR HAR & 25 FEERHm & FEERRR
Table 22 Regional statistics of HAR. Table 25 Experient objectives and experiment results.
Huisk WeERE S N | ~ >4V HAR FEBRA 5 | FEBRH B9 FEBRAG A
[ ] 1 0.7 1 |HEBEOBYEIC L2 BEOECIIERERICEREL 2V
M7 AU 5 0.42 fEADZAL
TIT 51 0.38 2 (RS L AR TP 4 (W) LB 5T (v
EE PN 6 0.6 D7 /) <+ CAPTCHA) O A% A
&t 63 0.41 # (HAR) #7E\v (REatilcf B
)
5k 23 ZEFJ), FERIIZOWTD HAR D5rE%E 3 BEAfFOF /< PRENGHR A /< P XOE D E L
Table 23 Contingency table of HAR for language skill and BERA < I RO (MAR 23K), LA L, AHAMELET
reading skill. # L7 (HAR 72°(i5)
4 |BEfF CAPTCHA & |f2%E I3 PR A R M 25 i L7223,
PG DIRIRG: [15]| G DRI [16]]  Raiie 2 OWIEDLE  |GAtAWET 5 LR RIS S
8 Ll k| 8 fiskii |8 frbh k| 8 ki |FhE 2 |FhE kv - - —
WERAH N| 28 35 31 32 40 23 > Ny HE R A RESAOTTRS HAR FEL
) HAR| 0420 | 0394 | 0.442 | 0378 |0.427| 0.378 S:PTCHA DA
. B 6 |EEWERE O | fh B s 0% A% (HAR) @,
24 ML, AR DWTO HAR O S SO b 0 & ) s
Table 24 Contingency table of HAR for sex and age.
TR A
5 4 1045 | 204t | 301¢ TR, BRIV 2D MARIZ0.400 TH -7z, 11
WEREHB N | 35 28 5 46 12 B0 THET B &4/ < PR CAPTCHA I ABICBEL
¥ HAR | 0.413 | 0.407 | 0.389 | 0.429 | 0.388 CANLVAL S E W) Bl Tld, BifFo CAPTCHA
FOLEBATUA LA D, L LRI b %5e 4
6. BHYIC FRBETETRIEREZ O CAPTCHA L3V 2w

KIFFE Tl 72 EBOHW EEROF LD ER 25 1R
T, A cid [+~ b CAPTCHA| ##2%L, A
5 A% HAR L ¥t A3 MAR OVERERHMEi 247 - 72, 4
PO X 2R EH RO HAR 13 0.891, FIFFE R
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MBRLY Y VB L CHARELRABGHR L2E /=
kR ZE W2 4 IRIER DY) HAR 12 0.656 TH Y, BEAI
T MREEEICL L LD L) .

SRR E RABANOIRGFE 2 /NS T 57201214 7
AN e HW72H L CAPTCHA ##8%E L7z, H
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ARNESENDWERE L B F ) < b RDZ ARIZHEY
0.485 DFENHAH Z L LT L7,

LG1h1E, MAR % TI\F, HARGEUAN DO F /< b
CAPTCHA ® HAR % »H\FAZ L x HIZL T 5.
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DICOMO2017 D335 3L O H T IR 2S5 20 o 72,
F ) bREFMHLLZF Y 7 F ¥ OFHli &) T —< I8
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