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Abstract:  With the popularity of cloud computing and mobile computing, browser applications show the characteristics of
diversification and scale, and the browser security issues are increasingly prominent. To ensure the security of Web application resources,
the browser’s same-origin policy is proposed. Since then, the introduction of the same origin policy in RFC6454, W3C and HTMLS
standards has driven modern browsers (e.g., Chrome, Firefox, Safari and Edge) to implement the same origin policy as the basic access
control policy. The same-origin policy, however, in practice, faces the problems including handling security threats introduced by the
third-party scripts, limiting the permissions of same-origin frames, assigning more permissions for cross-origin frames when they
collaborate with browser’s other mechanisms. It also cannot guarantee the safety of cross-domain or cross-origin communication
mechanisms and the security under memory attacks. This paper reviews the existing researches on browser’s same origin policy security.
This paper firstly describes the same-origin policy rules, followed by summarizing the threat model for researches on same-origin policy

and the research directions, including insufficient same-origin policy rules and defenses, attacks and defenses on cross-domain and
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cross-origin mechanisms, and same-origin policy security under memory attacks. Finally, this paper prospects the future research direction
of browser’s same-origin policy security.

Key words: same origin policy; browser security; third-party script; cross-origin schemes; memory attacks
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Fig 2 Threat model for researches on same-origin policy, including three roles and three attack scenarios
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B = 07 A R B i 2 B 78 2 frame $@AE T8 A 0t & T DL DA SR = J5 I A Bk A Sk SEBAT 78 £ frame [
AN E AN AE . frame 5INEE =07 AT B 15 58 =07 BUA 19 43 28,98 )5 70 i 35 =07 AR i FE 2 AL
Fvots SR B 22 42 B B S5 e 4 DT R B BT AR 7 S8 AR B AL
3.1 H@gha3

NTHEE DRSS R GRS B, Web N SIZ B2 = 5 AR BI L B B N TR Yue SRR I 96.9%K )
S LB R 1 AR YR A A T RN M S 3.1 AN 5B = J5 A Nikiforakis 29 3 — b 4 it T Alexa top
10k MR 10 AN 51 N B % 58 =05 BIAS, 10 3% T Ix 6 2 — 77 BRI AS S I ¥ AR 55, DL L FE AT 10k 4™ Alexa 3
R 20K 3 BT, SRR B = O BRIAS 8 BRI T 1 1 Web 4 BT (W1 Google Analytics A addthis) sh75)
5 (4 Google AdSense). #1732 /4% (41 Facebook F1 Twitter)5 FH /7 38 B (40 Quantserve )25 Ik 45 .45 £ 58 = J5 I A
WAL T L (W jQuery) 5 B B VL JFE (W CryptolS)55 ik 45

Table 3 The ten most popular third-party scripts used by Alexa top 10,000 Internet web sites
% 3 Alexa 10k [P35 R 10 5 52000 1 55 = 7 i A1)

[e]

WH=ITA PRI TS 7£ Alexa top 10k [P () &5 Eb
www.google-analytics.com/ga.js Web 73 #T 68.37%
pagead2.googlesyndication.com/pagead/show_ads.js AT H 23.87%
www.google-analytics.com/urchin.js Web 47 17.32%
connect.facebook.net/en_us/all.js 2 2% 16.82%
platform.twitter.com/widgets.js 1138 WR 4% 13.87%
s7.addthis.com/js/250/addthis_widget.js AW 45 Web 437 12.68%
edge.quantserve.com/quant.js Web 234 5 B 3B i 11.98%
b.scorecardresearch.com/beacon.js AW F 10.45%
www.google.com/jsapi Google 4B I 10.14%
ssl.google-analytics.com/ga.js Web 47 10.12%
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3.1.2 AR

—A frame 5] N K& EE =7 A BEKE % frame FAE KW BE . BATE LRSS INE =7
JEIAS Bt >R B0 i £ frame BT B B0l ) &, A4S DL = Fb.

kk**%% T AR B FE B T R H g 518 £ frame B A] RS H B4 5 48 15, BUs 38 W AR FH I 28 4w

R SRAY 15 £ frame MM # 5 1847 Bt 3 1058 = 77 A, 338 T 5578 3 frame. Nikiforakis 2£61F- 2012 4E X} Alexa
top 10k [ 043 #E 47 1 43 #r, % B 88. 45%5’1!1;.5@1\@@ ANER =5 VA SR IR 15 DL T A7 W3k A 295 55 =5 i
KRR INER T A, I B 0.27%M05 =5 Al 1P Hhhk 51N B X SRS B0 AT LR AL T 75 2Ok A8
1915 & frame 217 H B =D

o A ¥ frame I F H localhost K5I AN HE =T7 A I B A LA A2 - i SR A 7 vl DLEY a5 2

FEA ML) Web fIR 55 &% K B
o A frame HILME A 1P HUBER 1N ES =J5 JIA, (LT P9 W4 A K 25l 5 AT DAGY XS B2 FK) Web Al

o 5 FE frame 3])\%#73‘3511135']&%& IP Mtk O 28 3k 3, B 3 AT Ay A 20 3 44 /1P Sk ke Bt
o EHHKEBEERESE =HFHARLE HIEWEH IR, WK googlesyndication.com 4 % 15 A
googlesyndicatio.com, By # T BAVE M Z 58 15 138 4 ok ke Bt
B R R A =07 A U T, R Bk 3 R DA B e B0 2R = 7 AR RIS B B i 32 frame 1 H A% Stock
SEDSIF 2015 4% FireFox 52 347 A5 T4 LA Jin 09 DT F0 S04 30 A6 T T80k 28 T AR FH 25 3 D A T8 o ok g 0 2
HI$ 4 55 4% v JavaScript fRASRTESE T frame H AT AR 95 L S236 44, 75 Alexa top 10k Wil HR A 2] 1273 A
S B b A S R T R 273 AN IRTRSR B T =07 AR 165 AN IRRSK B T 28 =07 A 516 & frame
H & Y 1 2H & Lauinger Z5P6F 2017 4 %F Alexa top 75k Wi i & (1 11,141,726 A58 =75 BIAS #E4T T 4>
AT, 388 1o TR E A 55 14 404 % . Github iR 5 release note 55845 Sk I 28 = 5 I A BAEEMEII M. TR 4 R
B 37% B P 3 A 2 B — S RN IR R R A 1 28 = 0 SIS b A A Xl i T AR B RR A B B = A X
Tk B AR 5 A T R AR RS Y09 S B TR DR 1177 RGBT B RRAS o] B B 1 %o 2 i R A IR T P 412 55 35038 366 o — 241
1) e 18 B D AR ) 22 4 e £SO N 1 3 =0 RN AR D e R it T A MK Bk ) R R MU T . frame. AL B T
V5 A5 [F U SR B TR T 188 = 5 AR 515 3 frame A8 (8] 17 180 AN BR , B0 ok 28 T DA ISC 7 3 S G 55 11 28 =05 BT AS SR
i8] 45 & frame FITYE YR HH ) BT YR
=R R HE = T7 AR B a1 42 51 F e, RIS =07 A W] D4R 22 5 N HAB A, i 15 32 frame JF R 18
I R B L SR LA 1 47 7 Kumar 55571F 2017 4E5%F Alexa top 1,000k () W3 HEAT 1 43 BT At AT 1K1
I frame WIHf 51 N ISR =5 A FR 2 8 B 20K Hi (explicit trust), T B IX S8 58 = 5 A 5] N FIBRZEE =7 Z M)
TR B BRI AS B S B 20AR Bt (implicit trust). 5256 25 FE 38 B 9% 1 X il I 28, 17 B QAR 5% 1) 40 38 B0 AS 1T top 100k F W% 3
T 13%IE1T T B A S0 A Tkram 516 143 BT Alexa top 200k 199 36 e £ B =X i i A< Sb, 38 58 35—
5 Hb X Ik e B 5 ) 55 = 5 SR R EAT 4 2R AE B T IUA 1 VirusTotal 1T H JF 8 8 & 3& I BIE, lkram R I 1.2%
BB EE =07 AP BRI, B 73 %0 903k AR 6 ] S f B 258 =07 v I 1 BRI L B A 1Y) S A R R I
A A B LBt — A frame B8 F B AR, 10 A2 38 Bl — 6 B 3 00 58 = 07 TR AR $R AL 75 oF 58 i
.
IR = KB SR frame FTiE B JE RO SR SSILA OB ER . BdE e S 2Lk, BRIk HTTPS #
E . LARBIRTE E frame b 5518 55 Zhou VTR T Scriptinspector, —/ME B E A3 50 28 F k#2448 iR 5
& B 55 = AR 6 S g BE IR A0 U ) 38 I X Alexa top 200 US P 3k 19 236, & B L-T- BT A O 58 = J7 BIAS U5 [l 17 30l
W 2% 1 2 A& P, B HE navigator screen A & DOM H AR T s (document 5 body), 2 = 77 JIA AT LRI A ix L4 8
Sk STHL YT 2% 48 SCh e PSR e P P B T IR B P BR R Zhou S5 I8 & I 43 1R 5B =0 AR R 1%
T £ SR, HA L W 251 SROE ROE 2 T AR IR IR 55 A% X AT R 2 G R R — L A AL = T
AREAFTEN G E frame [N AT T8 C5 SIS I, 40 Zhou 28 (I SELG H R A A T F - 89 %645



D S A [ R SRS 2 A TU LRI 9

JE;Kumar 07 S50 R BLLE BT 100 T34~ FUEH HTTP B3 35t b A 55% 0 HTTP 935 4t T A SCRF HTTPS
i I P9 25 B TR SR AN S AT HTTP Vhiltngk 2 HTTPS frame Y A 25,3 L6 J 3 (R T A e I8 B M
HTTPS &% ;Patra % IE K ILTE £ frame H 5 A S 58 =7 A W] B 47 AE ph 98, 10 115 3 frame P RFT A
A B A R 1 JavaScript 1B 38, 26 = 77 AR AT DL BHAE TS £ frame H DA AR AR, 2415 £ frame 2
J5 A A B JavaScript 51 44 2 A SR B0 IR it 78 S AR B, 2 1 IR AR B s b 7 3K R R
B ME £ frame H 5 152 4.

3.1.3 BT R

N 5 = 07 A 22 A b G R B T R K TE T frame A S AR S 5 = 07 I ASBATEAS R AR R,
DL S =07 A 515 £ frame FRR% 25 AR 45 B B3 WL 77 58 B0 AN (), 3RATRE R 23 9 B DY 25,

BRI TIE T BB AL, RVRF JavaScript i85 5 B4 14 3R S5 30 4 2 18] 1) B 19 45 B8 R 3L =2 7R % 5 )
B AL AHE Tate, JSand™. ScriptProtect ). BrowserShield™”. Caja*®5 GateKeeper*% /& 3(a)
JE7R T Tran S 1110 Jate REEZ R G0 Jo R — AN W 48 AQ RO 7 X T AL 5 — A Jate JE 06 55 = 5
ABATHE S Jate FEFI A JavaScript 1) “with(scope) { } i8R #1555 — 7 BIA [ BT B 8 A g I scope 28 & 1 1E
FH I DRI T 58 = 07 I AS TG 2 B U 1) 48 = frame [ AR AR 9 S 7 55 =07 AN 15 3 frame 1) IE % $8:4E, Jate F)
F JavaScript f%} AR EE (proxy) WL N TE 3= frame H 1 AH DG AR 5= G @ AR ER 0T G, IR 7 58 = U7 A 5 55 1 0 0 0
XA GV a) [ I E T3 AR BN S VE i B B R TE . frame W] DL SEXS R IR HERK Y — AN
T G VA P IE 200 G P S s [ 1 B K 2 30k TR R FH R I I 28 =07 IV AS B B ARk U5 1) 15 2 frame XY
2,0 3(a)H SLVEXT window X R[5 FH (HAE 450 data Xof G 51 S22 W Jate ML 51N T HEIE 20%H9
FH4H.

B R HET Worker IR AE AL ), B FH 30 b5 2% 42 L (1) Web Worker SR SEHLAE 3 frame 5 28 = J7 I AS R K%
25T JavaScript [ 528 T2 14 57, frame 114 LU 350 HE S 1R 88 A/ K5 2 AR K52 i) TR 0T ) WG 44 562 . Web Worker ALl (415
JavaScript 7] AR 3R 0 5 4% G162 3 1) 2 A2 K2 47 48 i AARE 3 55 35 9 Web Worker H 1A AS 5 15 3 frame HABAR
T B AN ) O 4 P 31T S B RR 55 . Ingram 25405 Bb i+ T TreeHouse R ZEC 40Kl 3(b)FiR, Z R 40K 55 = 7 A
JECE 1E Web Worker H1, 61 2 fE 45 DOM K 5t 17 58 = J5 A X K5 2 DOM 143277 7). 238 = J7 A 576 £ frame
1) ) AT HL AR i R I8 S AL R S B

GlRERES

k REWER /
W R B RS
(a) 55—KBHMAHLE] Jate 51 (b) % 5B MLH]: TreeHouse £ 4iBY

Fig 3 Example for the first two types of defense mechanisms

B 3 5K 55 KEmILHIR G

SR IET frame (X9 B AL i), B I FE 00 WA % 1Y) ] 958 5 SR S BRAE 3 frame 5 58 = JHIAS (¥ 5 B B9 76 1%
77 16 _E R B AL H AL HE AdTail>?. Pivotl!. Mashic® 5 MashupOSPH&E 244515k 35, Louw 532 1 AdJail>? £ 4
K = AR B — N EA IR frame AR R JR S60E I8 1778 3 — MRS = A ERE
eV 1A JE KRR 32 frame PIEUHE.N T AR B 58 = 7 AT 3 frame JE 28 BRI A5 9, AdTail REEH I EIEE L
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i)k S2 I B U 3 55 Mickens 48 FH 3t — bR T Pivot RZEPUBMIT Adlail, 5 =75 AR B £ AR FEL
frame H R ST ILRR 9. 48 10, AdJail 1 5 U8 SL = iy T ) Y R 08 A WL A AR L 0 A0 R 0B 4R 4 Pivot B
JavaScript i & "I generator R 14 N B8 A5 HEAT 358, S A P I R VR AL

Y& I T JavaScript 51 ZE B AL, BI85 %F JavaScript 5] 28 31T 1& 24 LLSE IS = frame 5 58 = J5

A HIBE 5. Dong £ 1 2T JavaScript 5| FEHIBTHIHLE] AdSentry R ZE5H. AdSentry 763 W88 HiE 1T T — AN
F JavaScript 51 2. 55 = 5 I ACK 18 177 1% 5 T JavaScript 51 2, T SEHL 515 & frame IR .28 = H AL
16 7 frame [ 9% I 5240 5 BER) A 9 S AS ML K 52 8. Meyerovich 255 Acker %565 42 T ConScript™5
WebJaill*®Vsfe B2 i) 55 = J7 %5 U5 B AR K33, 38 13 E TavaScript 51 %8 /b 3950 APT 3%} R 3K TavaScript 58 % 51 N\ 5 10 2
W R #l (advice function). 4 3 1 Bk BUAF 7L B JavaScript 51 2244 2 1 H 8 15CeR 2, 75 IR A 5 ek 015 3 frame UG
A DU B R 1 o ke BR 1) 565 = U7 L AS.

A b VY 28 77 2 1 8 A LBt 0 DR PR A A1

o SHLEE IR 5B EHLE R T JavaScript 18 5 B #E $E HE 03E S R S BLRE B X R
AP ATLE T T SR L = (R TR T A ERAFTEA 2 1 A4 R, X B Lk 75 ZEXT JavaScript T
AT REF 0T G 51 F #BREAT R ] JavaScript 15 5 05 44 1t 5 B0 25 V1545 2R m A B AR HE 0 Ok 58 &% 1k T HL
JavaScript 55 HTML 77 Wi 58 37, L 22 N [ 30 Y5 23 7F JavaScript API SEI G T R H X 5, X SR S
Bk LA AR e ST BrR F L AR B8 = 07 B AS 1 B 5 00 v T BN A ARIE, W0 eval A5, 10K R K E
AT B TF 4,

o RS LIRS =B AL RE ST R A L FR L AL TE T JavaScript 5 HTML f &R 241 5
SHHT AN 22 5200 B B AL X e L) AT DU S Ha ) R BT 28 = 7 AR AR N T8 =5 frame, XK 32
BEERBOR A 50 5] H & 68 772k 9 ORAE 28 = J7 JUA 1) IE 8 452 41, 3 e L ) w06 20 $2 AL 2 41 1 98
S5 ML (40 postMessagel> ) fe i 55 = 75 A 515 £ frame 2 8] A %8 PR 6 2 AH 4 90 RS A5 AL
i R — SN R LW B = AR R AR RP AR R AR R T R b B E LR R EE = AR
O BHL 25 R 55 5 e S S T B oR (U Pivot™ ). 3 Bl 5345 B AR AN AN 2 75 R AR K IR Mk BB T4, 38 75 B2 5% 1B 2
75 %58 R TP b 5532 4 3 RS2 T

3.2 [AYEA [Fl frame F 3 B2 A 55 B 1)

B 5% [ 5 SR IS, 1) SR IS SI it A 3 Dl T2 4 5 AR I IR 2 75— B IX MR [RIYR B (6] frame 5 30 H A0 1H) A 7
I 2 | AR, B AR B8 U 1A) 2 5 AT B SR IR AR, RIYRE I AN TR frame 76— 25550 T 575 R T AR 1R A I 2 5
BT, BT AR 2R A frame W] REIE I Ui 7 [F) 95 H AR ALK frame SR 58 T+ AL FR, [B] 5 58 W& 17 A8 151X 25 frame FIALER

DUA B — e B A8 7 2 H AR R A
3.2.1 AR

TE— NPT, R P AN R frame AN — 58 J2 58 450 45 10, 7R 1 75 B2 4 T AN I ACRR, 32 A S DA
EC S

o5 — KR FVE(EARFR URL #4210 frame.Moshchuk 250845 W R VE SE IS ok SEBLAE URL 4% LIRS, %
&2y 53k BT https://www.facebook.com/user] 5 https://www.facebook.com/user2 Mg/ [FJE frame, B 118 %K
AP0 3 T AE e S BB PR B RS 55 .Cao 5PN Sy i) Y58 575 5 75 B S 36 o 3t — 2 (1 3 Ak B 35 451, —
A~ Web BB & A —A RIF 1 frame(a.com/benign) LA J— /N 1T B8 # W [1] frame(a.com/malicious), Web 3 F
W] AR HTML iframe ] sandbox J&8# 2R IR il J5 — A frame HIBCRR, WIS 50 VR 3 8 BUAS fU i 9 38 R B
S AR, A5 120 B 1Y) frame B A PUAT JavaScript A FIBLER AT LAT 1] R 47 frame SR SZIL S0 E BUE 1R 0K
B . Singh 2B HT cookie BT I F Hi402 URL B4 42, T 7] 95 555 s 2200 URL B 42 f0) S5 s St ML A1) 47 2 Tl
IR cookie [¥117 il 5l Lerner 20" B[R] J5 5% & X [RJYE AN 5] frame [k 8 432 A6 19 47 R4 8 L Dh A 1Y) Web R FH
23T a0 A B, B A Internet & 1 B R AF RS B 355 (web.archive.org) 5 oAt 9 325 (40 http://www.xyz.com) R A7




D S A [ R SRS 2 A TU LRI 11

1E 1% 40 “https://web.archive.org/web/20001110101700/http://www.xyz.com/” i1 5 45 I 4 A7 A% 4 X 3 AR /2 1E R
URL #4851 (1 — AN H 3, 1 A 4540 2 A B A7 R4 10 DSl 4 4 W\ Dy A2 3k T TRl — AN (hittps://web.archive.org/). 4l
I, Mt 3 N 03RS DABE S g 5 SR AB 2032 T A R P A B AR TS LE N TR AR R S 2 AR 8 B0 3 3 W T
7% DN TIT 52 10 385 T 1) ) A7 A0S DO 3l ok AT 928 EDAIE RO AT S 1) TE A 1A

B RS FVEAEAE R T R A FASEALE K frame.Son ZEU A 201 H AT S5 ZE M postMessage APIP!
FRA R AR B RO FEMAHET frame BRI I R Z07 REIEE B BT RS event HH)
source i, 71 4% 5 3K 58 i TE HE— B IHH B U8, 2R B R KIETH S frame 15| AL ARR T HAEZ M T frame £5H4
AL B PR B X BT AR AE 53— A 5T R RIE 5 R R F A frame, % frame [FFEAS AR I8V B 320807 19
T4 B 8 5 % Barth &P CHTE— MR T, —A frame W BEN H T frame BUE 54X frame B9 URL TR A5 K 22357
B0 frame( a3 HARIX FAT 9 S i Nagivate), Fofth It 56 frame 25 B & SHUBR . 28010, A 8 2 2T frame
FR) T S Y U7 SR I T WAL 1) S 2 DAL Ay [ 0 S s ) o P88 52 AT 0 AR A (R VR SRS IR SCHE T, — M R & /i
TR KIZE S FHBR ) frame 7] LAY i) AH S 4% A8 [ IR frame SR 35 B B B ACBR.

5= R N B A 2 A S AL 2 5 TR RS [ frame. Stefan 2510V a1 U vl 35 AL Wit T —
Foft 186 547 (1 22 4= S W COWL, I 4% 51 AN W3C At ) — #5311 Frame 75 214 3 H A IR 1) frame AOBUREE, N T
LRUFECAR B FA,COWL JyAb 3R EHE 1) frame 4515 — AN 22 Ahr 25 SR 38 B I 22 4 G J31) I %o it L SRk 8 A (A i i Y
2815 SR)HEAT IR B FIR A PN A E frame 7T B8 B Dy 7 5247 9 BN [F) 2L 45 A ) 1) 22 A A 288, 3 FR] sk L 486 A [ 1)
i 25 A PR . el T (R0 U 5 e I B AR AN PR AR AT SR BL frame 2R B 42 A BR B, COWL 1 5 W S5 e f5 2 9t
IR.Somé 21OV T UE 2% ) P 25 % 4= 5 & (Content Security Policy, a1 K CSP)HL# <= 4% [7) V5 50 TR . N 45 %
ARG SOV frame I K 8IS W€ HTTP SR8 5E frame BIE VAT A, AU R nEck B B S8 1 5 |
SV R S BRI B eval 2 E % I8 XF Alexa top 10k W3k [ P 2% %2 4 HEmE B CHEAT 43 #T,Somé 45 & FILTE 5K
T PN 2522 A SR B X3l o AETE 72 % 6 I T AL 2 RN B R84 1) T frame I AT frame [ 4 25 22 42 5K
RAN—HU . N B2 2RI — B R E P frame $R T 7 A EFIBPR, — A SZBR Y frame [FIFF GEG2 1 B 4%
B RIE frame SRHEAT BUR$2 Tt
322 BT R

R RNEAN R frame )G BE SR HIE S0 AT TN BU T = AN A BESR vt 22 2= B A AL .

B — T AR I RV S, B 7E (R U8 SR M Bt b oy 32 B AR 0B 1 22 4 SR M SR X 43 VR AN ] frame. 455731
), AN[F URL BAZ M) frame 7] LA B A [R50V U7 0 51 2, AT A 2 [R] U5 S 0 X [F) YR AN [F] frame FR) I BE 42 A 1)
# Moshchuk 25811 7 GIRLEE A ) 55 0 R0 U ok S e 355 - P 25 (07 ol 125 55 s 5 P 2 140 Bl 29 SRS 0/ P9 28 1
BTl F e — AN A4 R AERN 2T Alice P LK H P T http://blog.com/alice/index.html A& ¥ E N
Trust:list=http://blog.com/alice/*, % 4 M ¥ #H M AN IZ M T N 5 5K B T http:/blog.com/alice H 5 T (1] T /&
] — AN 242, T SR VR0 1) (B 4B 465K © T http://blog.com/M BT FI U5 A1 T 7 LASEEIE T URL B 4% 1115 1) 3
Ab TN 2510 B B SR I L 2 BR A8 40 45 A A TR IR IR IO T4 A0 AE TR] — 24 10K A R T I 0 B R 3L R
3R Jayaraman 252 Web fi 45 25 A4 P 25 100 T A BE R R N 25 1 L 40 A b A8, O ELKE T A B R ) 11 P9 28 T
TEAS R (ring) b 7 5% ek ST it B ) Bsf 8 £ AT AR5 1 2R 1) 32 A4S RE D 1) o5 RS 11 P 25 Luo 5L AR 134 11
T REA R BEAN R T RN RVREAF frame) 75 & 3% W 4518 SR 64T 8 L I0AS R, IR L 32 Y 7 22 T 68 7 (capability)
)7 I 42 )RS 25 R 3] () 8 5 s % 7 I 4% AR AR R b A ) 2 e R R TR S RE ST AR B BRI R R A
J (token). 7F. 2 W& S it 15T, B 07 R A6 EL A 45 78 1) token I 2244 7 B8 U 1) 6 B 1A B8 ¥R 32 4R 0] DAABA B 2 frame H 2
4 DOM TG & 2% 9 Steven 2514, Cox 4191, Karlof 25615 Dong 217 1 /£ AN [R] £ 1 o [7] 5 5K s 14t 4T 20t 18 5
W& 384 558 R A R [R) R AN [ frame [ 3ok 32 452 A 7] 8.

5 R A R R S, B I8 P 7 At [ U5 SRR R K AR, A VF frame  SEIN R i B FAREUE AR
PEUR, B BE s T TC A ke R IR S RIJR AN A frame )3k AR A Cao S5 DMR Y T — Fh ) T B 1) IR S
(Configurable Origin Policy, & # COP)k £ X [F Y 58 W A [F T [7] 5 5% m DLYR AR S U i 428 1) 32 4k 1) 22 &2 0@
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P£,COP 2 56 UF 3 5 48 R (1 AT AL &L 1 1D — A frame P LA B 158 24CE 1 1D, 3 L O8 1D 2 A v] 45 W i, LA BT 5%
B frame ¥ [ B T8 22 4 @ MR B E v 2 58 10 DL SE AR 78 HEAT U7 il 42 1 i, RF £ &R ID — BN A i A
B FRANE] frame 34T & AU frame X R Z R EH M ID FHHRAK Z 1D 40 45 H AL BT frame
RAAT [ Y5 SE  [E IR AN [ frame PR3 BE B2 RORE 43 LAfR W 48 COP 38 SCHREA R 2 8] (14 B8 I =2 1 mT DLd i
5% ID 58

5 = 2R ) W HL At 22 A LA 1K) 22 4 1 T Stefan S5 L T COWL £ Sk By L B0 B s (14 3tk e, 7F 1%
WG, — A frame FFARIE RIS B FHfl frame FOBUBRER SR B 22 bR 28 5 1S 2 [R] 5 38 0 [ YR A [7)
frame 13 152 A, Stefan 2546 H 75 30 U 28 1547 [F] U 5% W6 360 B 4 (R I A 2 2 AR I B e S 2 B — 8L B A —
BN HE A U5 1) X Fh T 2 BV 1) 43 KA [F) 22 S R 28 1) frame BEAT B 25, T A U 1Z370 5 1 B[R JECAS 6] frame 3o
FEFZ R . Somé SOV B P 7% 22 4 S WAL i) 2 4 ) 050 5% W T 0. A 7 Il 2 1) A1 oA T3, 3% B e I A7 76 1) Ji
[A] S2 (] Y0 55 s 1) a2 I 8 8 A B R Ui 2 DR A [R) — Pl i AN R frame 2L 4% A (] 1R A 25 22 4 SR b 25, 1R
LT DA A SR A ¢ 4 b Pan 25 Y T CSPAutoGen £ 45.CSPAutoGen F 453 it Il 45 19 F Bk Ny
A TR Sl A SR . PR A, R A0 Il SR g 12 I s 152 L P 25 22 A SRS B U] — AN WX AT AR CSPAutoGen R4t
KAFTE frame B E A [F] A A 224 S0 AT, AT 38 A by T [ SR I 3 B0 i BE R AL R AR R 2 ARt N 2
A SRS SRS AT 1 A3 BT TS N [ A R A o U727,

PRI SR, T T 2 87 AN ATL F) 3 e %o )R S S iR AT 18 Sk R RIVE A TR frame Ff 3 B 482 B 0] AL AH BL T 5, 36
TR R AR AR b i e 1) 8, HL R T S AR BE ) TR S AR 8 W] DU AN [RIR Y frame & FFEAE AR —
A AR TR R SRS 1 22 A3 50 Web BT &8 4 T8 I 2 3Kk - Web T 3 75 ZEAf 8 50 IR A RT A B
T B A [ A3 e 572 1) 3K T PR S S PR T AT L 2R = L ) 3 R A e TR 8 IR 2 A B B e TR IR A ok
R EIE AR frame A 542 AN 0] R, AT S AS B, 4% 387 38 AL AN 75 0T [ 05 52 WS 47 B SO AT PR 1) e 25
PE.

3.3 AN [EJE frame 1) 3 B 45 A 5 B 4R

) 5 25 [0 V5 SR S 1) B A R AT TR 5 VR T ) B B9, 98 T, DR T i A Web 80 R %) 75 3 ) T 5% e 90 U0t 79 28
T 5 Y5 BT R O ) VA PR e, TR R SR ARV — A frame T RUR ) Web AR 5588 126 B8 L 0k, [R) IR 5 i
FEAF—A frame {F <script sre="xxx">] 77 ZXARPATAL R IR 19 BEA I 50 R B, 45 A W VA3 1 cookie ML, B
T DA X P 28 A R I R B IR VE SR ORAS o S T RS VR AN FNR ) frame B FE AL AN E %
ST RNR frame 3 5 42 B 3 5t I 22 4 By, 50 i S 4 0 A DA 1) 22 A 7 4 1A
331 wRBEM

R ) FH (%) 7] Y 55 e 0 0] 1) AN () B FE B ATV R T SRR frame W] DSR2 A3 R A 7 v g i - 85 0 1 SR
1418 (cross-site request forgery, i #% CSRF)XCili 15 1% 3l il 434 X (cross-site script inclusion, & #8 XSSTHL .

CSRF W i fFfE W A 2 R, 0 4% preAuth-CSRF (8 # # 4 Login CSRF) K ii 5 Auth-CSRF 1§
o7 preAuth-CSRF X 1 Barth 25T 2008 4E 32 i Moy & AR 18 P R B3R % 25 3 b B3 cookie T 283 1Y
M UL~ . 7E preAuth-CSRF Xeifi i, I 7 B T 0 B B 52 B8y 8 Bo ok 55 U5 in) 7 20 38 W 0T B0 ds 2 )
(attacker.com)5 52 35 W3k (41 google.com))@ T~ [E] HIR. 24 H P U i) B0k 35 9 DB B0 i 2 frame K £ 30 W) 5%
FH WG KIE— 5% POST MR, I B EXGH# A Qi FrIK 5 5 %00, 52 5558 PSR 78 DI K 5 25 15
Ja ¥ 5 H PR AR cookie SRR GGG, H AT REAE cookie I WA I T UG IA) 1 52 T 2 90 3l (1 I 70T,
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Fig 5 Cross-domain/cross-origin communication mechanisms
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Fig 7 Example usage for postMessage API
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Fig 8 Attacks on the confidentiality of postMessage API
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Fig 9 Example usage for JSON-P
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JEOH B R R iR, W dF & frame Y JavaScript A AT L E X — AN H RKREHWL R, W
a=(0x1122334470x44332211"0x44332211).1ZACHS 47 JIT 4 1F 25 4 3 5 B0 — 2R H RIS 7E I 10 Hdh AT 7 bRvE, Hop
S A a W A K H B E AR T T ARG b 35 3 % frame FIFH 32 1090 B0 #0086 75 42 3 Wk 6 21 1T ARG
BIEE AT AT PAT B0 S 0 B A BT R FE 7 38 4K e B 5 B DAL B frame W] DUIE I & B HBZH 2] JavaScript
K BORAE TIT ARG Hh i N 2 ACRS . S 38 D4 )t Wb 2 213 A AR TS 4 o Hh ik R 28, 01T Spraying M0 25K 2L
§5# frame F 5 RN KE RIS T, X — BAE B FRE N Spraying.

JavaScriptf$#5  var a = (0x11223344/0x44332211"0x44332211)

EAM TSR AT IE
RER
EEBITREY o0: bsl44 33 22 11 | mov $0x11223344,%eax
:i&ﬁuﬁﬁg 53 35“11 22 33 44 xor $0x44332211,%eax
a: 35\\11 22 33 44 | xor $0x44332211,%eax
F REHRRRAME=
FHIFRHLT
1: 44 inc tesp
Iﬁtﬂ.‘?lﬁiﬂﬁﬂ‘] 2: 33 22 xor (%edx),%esp
RS 4: 11 35 11 22 33 44 adc tesi,0x44332211
a: 35 11 22 33 44 xor 5$0x44332211, $eax

Fig 10 Example of injecting code into browsers by JIT Spraying attack
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512 B R
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T R 5 ST B ot AR AL T IR U 1]« BB LA ARAD A JR) 5 1 v B AR A A (trampoline) K R R A AD 45 £ 26 i AE 2 T
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Bilk JIT WEEAZEERI SRR PRI 5. T 0 %) T 5] % 35 5 AR A8 45 A0 B A 25, 8 BL7E JavaScript
F AR %7 BTSN BB AT I P R IE 50%. 0k 4R, Chen ZEU 1844 T JITSafe HEZLSRIEIE JIT AR5 5 45/
JIT 4 V2% AR5 AT JTT AR A f B 7] B 11 Frassetto 25 O] Fi bk 2 [ Bt AL Ak 35 AR Sk fil 49 Bty % o923 B T T
A DB N E SRR A N G R AR O AR PN 6 T

FIFH JIT 9 1% 2% 72008 A B KH B ok B A2 1 JIT Sparying Ty BE 6 58 #3F — 25 Wy jin i ARS8 F Zils,
DR K 7E T — 47 s B e ik F e J5 i Xk 5 9 4 5 2=
5.2 RH4 E F Mok K i

521 WHFE

AR P A ok 2 3 e B B /N AR S 4 A Fr B (gad gets) KA AT AE AR KD, IR 1T 75 B AN RT3 — 2 H AR iE 7
H R & R gadgets, i H AR T A7 LE 1 A B RF s T A5 B0t 3 BRI X gadgets HEATHEHE. 1 T8 R
T P AN R 36 G, K AXRE R 50k F B AF 9 30 DA A B A R A S 1 R T A 9 AT T G 7 ) B
W FAREUE NI gadgets 7 5 VE B 102, A QR B FH B0k BT 4R AL (04 R AR T B AT R PR K RE S Bh i ¥ frame L
F 58 1k ) W A8 IR YR S WS 11 PR 1.

Snow ZEPHHEH T JIT-ROP Zuik,— At JIT AQHS AR AS & F 2 )7 R JIT-ROP ik 5 B il # frame
A DL I 4 5 A3 9 JavaScript A5 R ] 0 50 9% 0 TR TR, AT SR BRI s B i (T A P A kil () RE ) e T
LI FH 2 B 77 5K PR 5 R2 7 48 TR A R 7 38 B0 i 1 96 R, 0 2 T AR BRI 2 9% 22 (0 ARD P9 A7 00488 1ok, K
i3 AT LA USCEE 1 (0 AR A Py A7 TR AT 20 A, AN HR 98 2% 31 R A ARG 3 FH 0k BT 75 16 gadgets DA R —SERRER (1) APT
R, G 2 A P e i A e R P A I B R R TR SR B A R B gadgets SR HAR APLIF 424
Fr % 11240 Snow S5 7E TE WIWEAR PRI KA T JIT-ROP Kk,

JIT-ROP X ii ) TAE J7 X2 -4k O 7 A2 A 5T 1) gadagets, 1X I AN BE(RAIE T il % B 75 (1) gadgets — 5E fE
i i % . % R ) JIT Spraying BUifi Ak % SEL 01 N Athanasakis 2581t T 454 JIT Spraying Wi 5
JIT-ROP Xk A AL 25 FH B ks % 205 R FH JIT Spraying Bk B 48 B R BOR AL 30 W8 28 i N gadgets, 28 )5
5 JIT-ROP —#f, F) F 4% H1R 50 475 IR TR SR 1 NI gadgets B3 3] — 2, i & #2/CAS = B | 11 hEoR T
HE AT mprotect R 40 H IR LA R S HT 7 B gadgets 5 %F B H JavaScript £S5 40,76 JavaScript 7 A
AR @3 WRAE M 12828721,24 JIT 4 B 255 JavaScript #E4T 4 3 Ja , A A2 i i — 3k AR AR 2 & ¢3¢031,1% 484 A
BRI & RN eax A ERIEZEIR M.

var gl = 0; JavaScript

var g7 = 0; YERIEG SEArnesta

for (var i=0; i <100000; ++i)_{ | E208StS l TR R
gl = 50011; \\/pop ebx; ret; \ Blg3 .
¢2 = 50009; \\u pop eex: retl; “7919] Asm  movl $0xc3c031,0x6c8(%eax)
g3 = 12828721; \\ixor eax, eax; ret; -< Hex 06 ¢8 80 ¢7 ¢3 ¢0 31 00
g4 = 12811696; \\'mov 0x7d, al; ret;,
25 = 12833329, \\u xor edx, edx; ret;! wB%ECBCESI
g6 = 12781490; \\!mov 0x7, dI; rets, FIAT
g7 = 12812493, \\\IIH 0x80; ret; A Gadget

} - ==

K xor eax, eax; ret
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Fig 11 Code reuse attack by combining JIT Spraying and JIT-ROP attack!*”’

Bl 11 %54 JIT Spraying 5 JIT-ROP {45 8 fH 2 20

B3k — 25 #), Maisuradze M VR BURE T JavaScript H R K H B oh, 8 A 1R 2 Hofth 7 AT LLSE L gadgets AT
N BB UL, & A A FIWTIE AT JavaScript ARAGHE JIT ZmiEdsdm it )a R RENE ™ A2 B 75 ZE 1 gadgets. 40 &
12(a) i 7~ JavaScript A% js_gadget 71 A 45 118 F) 45 4% 9 35 N “test eax,eax;je 0xc380cd”. L JE 84 5 M+
AR A if TSN 38 24 R DR U 8 T H A N if ARADH, T34 frame TT CATE JIT ARRS FRyE AT EAR
fith Maisuradze 25" J5 38 FF & 7 DachShund HE %2 5k %5 Bl 0 Wi 280148 JavaScript H W L6 1% 5 25 5 30 gadgets (1)
FENE 12(b)F E7Rr T DachShund HEZL & FLA) gadgets ¥E NI 5t A FEAE JavaScript 7 fi| console 5 Math %5
APL I ZHP I R B Zo0iBA) AR switch 5 A) A1 IR K 205

BB HE K B KavaScript
RIGBLEFEAKE
1L b A J
function js_gadget fakq){ |~~~ _
if {arg) e test fax, eax
szl Z Je  Uxc3sied]) —
| [x" * More JS Code */ ] _se._jasm code :I__
} <epilogue> =———
xeturn; ___________|.ozet
}
JavaScript{¥F% ITHREERRIZRA RIS
R BRATERELEN
JavaScriptiZ ], S BUX &K E
BHUEARGRFRRIES
o~ _
function fn() { /’/,/ \\ \\~\
console.log( 7 / AN S~o
O
} AN
) I/ N S N
vl = b ? [Px12345678: E
Bx9abcdefd;
(a) A 4B A gadaget 15N 37 517 (b) DachShund & ¥ () & 73 gadget 7\ 37 521

Fig 12 Examples of injecting gadgets through JavaScript
B 12 JavaScript 3% A\ gadgets [£]77 2 1)

522 BFiflHE

IR ARRE B B () 7 G T e R B X ) B AR AT AN 1 22 4 [ A0 X JavaScript IS HE E.

T 2, 0T W) N 3E AT 8 0 R R AT BUE ORI IR IR Sl T DLAE S (A T 2 3 B A L T I8 AT IR 4R
4. Athanasakis 5 b % TE 0 % 28 1) 5 4 & 3R TE SR8 T 405 Hh(Constant Blinding) L1 5 BH 11K # %4
MIVEN. 4 JIT 9 328 K I JavaScript W84 KT P9 AS 2745 1 K8 SO 4 25 8 e ARl — AN BEHLEL SR 5 % TIT AR
T FH P 25 48 2 B A28 — SR BEHLEUE it B 4 8 a7 A2 28 7P 28 40 37 A7 23 e BURAE e BURAE M BR VR BN BE
PLEC T R R B 7 B 0 408 0 JTT ARHE Hele AN A7 TE K S0 B 35T B 48 4 (] JIT A0S 1)@ 45
R AR AR, RE BB A T R BE JIT AR A7 78 5 18 B 75 SR, 0 B 248 A B0 AN 72747 |1 4
HEAT % 05 L. Athanasakis 2P J5 48 B4R A JavaScript B8 505 P05 1 1 3 BRI BE BEVE NPT 75 1 gadgets. B It
S HUE I R S AR PTACAE N .

Mt 1k B B 55 4% ) AT e A1 i ol IO 38030 B 28 R RS A AL B8N Ll Frassetto 5N i1 T BEBE IR



D S A [ R SRS 2 A TU LRI 27

A H NI 1 JITGuard HEZE.JITGuard K JIT % 1% 25 5 B AE SGX LA I €2 [ enclave v, 3 HA I bk e
BLAK 5 bk SO0 17 B JTT 4 135268 4 13 A B ) JTT AR5 7550 L 7E B AL I DX 35 P9 . JT T Guaard A O Bl AL X 38 (9 b il R
A enclave W JIT 4iiF 384 AesR BB @it JIT Spraying BiE AN T gadgets, Bl & 115 o i € A 3
gadgets i bk, DRI T A b 2 FF 50 ek 4 T ¥k A o Niiu 2LV SDPSE 4 o 7 52 4 MR ML) S T 31 TT AR o, L3R 11
RockJIT AL BB HEHTAARE 3 FH B0 (H P P2 AR T 14.4% I8 4T I 44,

H kX frame ' JavaScript RS 3EAT 50 0E 5 55 68 SO0 RS A By, JF: A Or e ) B 2% A8 & (I e A 2
DR Ay 22 4 ] it 52 F1) 5 0. Maisuradze 5278 FH P B85 5 Web IR 55 8% 2 [ SEIL T — AN X 40 AR 124 B % 432
WL EI ¥ JavaScript RADHEAT B 5K WM BR K 20 B 13 44 H 7T BRI R0 2 00 0K 8 200 R 5. 20 o ml I i e AR
1B H IR Ry N K 40, 5 J5 19 JavaScript JIASF] ] JavaScript APT H [ parselnt BR 55,15 15 K5 $1 0x1234 1
NFEFFRAFENA P IEER T R RREE A, B EIT12347°&567 TE 25 AN KE LT G a7 7
A7 B JavaScript A 23 AT T4 3, B 4712347 &567 15 A) 3K 45 5 mov BIAF AR &L i 11 25 7 4% .1
25 ARH AT LA A JavaScript API H1 ) toString BR 450 3R 9 138 #4544 A8 5 AE A 745 Bf 474l R IR IIE JavaScript B 5 1)
5E £ M, 25 A BN 1 G R AT JavaScript AURE T LI 3l G5 VE AR, SR J5 3 7 4 R IR VE R SRS R O S R IR
P 507 5 B4 BB VR R AL B S 5 1Y JavaScript 4075,

N JPR EEFM)avaScriptiEf]
BEXRBEAN (RARBIEN TR R E N, B8
pH HIREHE S B A RN L)

‘ w:’mdow.Ec1234=[par‘seInt(“‘Eix1234”) ]
function fn(){ ‘ function fn(){
var i=ex1234; var i=window._c1234;

) }

function fn(){ 1 function fn(){
1="1234"8567; ‘ i:[("1234") .toString( )]&567‘;
' }

Fig 13 Examples of removing big constants (e.g., 0x1234) through rewriting JavaScript?']

B 13 9 k% H(in 0x1234)f JavaScript =5 L 7 512"

5.3 UK Moy ke By 4

53.1 Wihim%

ASCHCHE B (R Bl % kR 8 Jo B3R B (7 950 55 s 110 2 4 M 4 25 T S5 122V R B0 W 285 1) R0 SR s 2 4 i 4
IR0 U AV G R B B GO SR AT SR ST B 14 H 45 7 Chrome S B 35 (14 [7] V5 55 e S it 1R B 404X
fih, o SecurityOrigin A frame 4E47 1 %5 B ¥ o8, 8055 URL 5YR%(E B a2t 28 =AY if 1EA)#
W7 T SecurityOrigin f 2 75 40 [F], 1 R 75 [RIVE. AR 17, 55 — AN 1078 A R B T 40 SR B0t & e 0% 8T A 40 B #
m_universalAccess 1& 24 true,Chrome [ 7] 5 5 & 52t K 2= 9 S8 Jia 6 FH T Chrome [1)— 4> T &1 K AE
BY i # frame B A JavaScript £ AENE U7 0 AT 2 P9 A7 Mo dik O EdE, 97 R Chrome 40 HE HTML FRE5H)— 28
R R GeT T 0 Y 38 Hh (1 ik BE LA AR B i A8 A5 MU E ¥ B4 € A3 muniversalAccess [ A A7 3L, 3 %
AT B K3 frame AT LAk DropBox 8% Google Play 55 2 R 55 1) frame(52 35 frame). 28 )5 FI i AN 24
ke, Boiki 3 AT LLGe I [F) YR SR 0 SR 7E 52 55 38 frame 1 23 o %80, 0 AN Google Play *1 T #5058 & B S, = IR 5544
A S N [R] A5 B P A b, AT R B S 2 i AR AR R A4 IR P AR 5 ) D R SR S AR BTN
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SecurityOrigin;jChrome
rh R & TR AL

bool SecurityOrigin::canAccess (const SecurityOriginx
other) const

{

if (m_universalAcc? R, K hthis £k

return true; KR, other H B AR
if (this == other)

return true;
if (isUnique() || other->isUnique())

return false;

return canAccess;

Fig 14 The source code of SOP enforcement in Chromel*?!

P 14 Chrome 3 %5 %3 [7] 5 57 & 46 23 341 23 VELA A 122
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B H AR ECHE Rk, X B AR s T8 2SR50 SR W A7 R e B SR I Jia S LR IR
IE W Yo & b A SEEl 7 N A2 R Ok Mt 52 3 3% frame ¥ cookie.

Frassetto 251 IS 7 56 T 4 13 28 HO AU B il DOJITALJIT % 1% 25 75 4 % JavaScript AR5 £ 5 55 48 B
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TR SR BRSO AT AT R U 5 L IR I R e S S o o R T B ) W 38 TR AT 22 4 ] DA PR 2 A SR B

Jia 22 A bk BB HLAK B 5 F R AR 57 X 48 22 A AR 5% A 50 0 B 9% T LUK BT 22 4 MR S B0 i 4 — A
BB YA B R X A A B ) B Ik 3R AT B AL A Ak 3T s — 25 ), D) Y A DR AUE U A HR A AR BLA AR A A
B ERL 0 U) P A7 ke 2 T AR B A Sk R B W WLAX S5 100 PN A7 B LG A, 3 W 8 5 B RAIE s 5 T ikl A
FEHUHE R 5] 1% N A7 B S bk, e P9 A B ik 5CLE R R 1) B A7 48 v R a8k B ik 1 it U 7E B S B o A% v Dy
e %o 00 88 1 O ¥ A2 o5, e S A5 D 30 B 2% P RT A P9 AR AR SR 4 97 12 9 A7 BRI

Reis 2503050 0 Wi 8% 1) 22 330 2 Z0 040 330 A7 o0 31 Sk R 7 1 4 2 4 A 5% 10 B a0 A% 45 1 ) W 2% 22 3 R 2 i) 2 4 75
A7 T [7]— 350 55 SEA ) frame JECEE [F) — 8 Yt AR P42, 2.1 9, BT A 24— frame P BREEVR T frame B, T
frame J 7F [F] — AN HEFR AR IS AT, [R5 SR I 119 22 4 B8 1 98 AN 15 0 7350 7 v e b AT WP gk AT SRS STt Reis S48 1 T
Site Isolation ZE#, 1% MW I HAE AN [R) WY 3 (1) frame 3247 75 A [A] (1978 Yedt 72 B 76 X Flof o0, B Mo 2
frame X H BT LE V8 Je it F2 O T WA B HE ) 7 ZiE Je it R B T R AR AEAE , T # frame fKIH AN RE
Vi 1) % # frame FTTE HTE J3E 72 (0 B0 , M S B0 BE 5 11 22 A2 RR .

Xof 4 A RRUBCKILHR (1 4 38 1T LU I SGX %5 CPU 3 [0 B 25 AL 1) 81 4 Frassetto 21OV IS 5] 4 g B 18
FIH SGX Al 1 enclave H,H T enclave #MYRIGICIEXT enclave B[ N AFREAT U5 ), 4 frame 4 Lk &
4 JavaScript 5| % [ BUBEE, 2 7T 1) DOIITA A EdE Btk Fo 2 523 TrustI SU1 5 Fidelius! 20 1) A 4 14
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VTS R YR SR 2 AW AL 2R IR 29

5.4 JiEXILEE

TR 8 KL T W VT A =R AR SO AR MR T L Mrav B S [ YRS 1 M LA R A DR B AL A B ATT A
DA PIAS 1 2SR 3 A 1 123X = 28 N A7 Bt

Yok JEH ok B8 2% R BRI = R AR B B[R] SR R Ok B T JavaSeript 513 IR IR, 20 & T LA
I FH 3 26 Y R >R 5 M ) BRAT AR (8 I KBS ) 3RAF AR L ELRE 0 (48 R A AR T A )
gadgets) LA K 3R1E A2 5 B 1 (A& koo 3 R U8 Tia 2502156} 22 450K IA A9 2047, Chrome T 2014 £ &
2016 F[AIFTE 599 A~ % 4w, H A 104 NI o4 Bk & 388 N A7 152 5 68 77,541 Chrome 1R A1
BIAFTE 6 AN A7 R T3 8 R 5 0 W 88 P A7 B8 45 ) B 2% 22 A 1 sk = K A TE T 7 N 45
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T LU G ] R S I ) 2 A M A A T 5 8 W B 3 ] e ol () U SR AU 1] 25 U B R

Table 8 Summary on memory attacks on browser
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i P B D00 568 88 A 0 A AR 4 32 1
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Table 9 Comparison on defenses against the memory attacks on browsers
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