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F U7z Use-After-Free MagiE 5 (UAF W%8) OFjikFiE% Sk (1] TREL 7.

REFHEIL, 7177

VEWET LI ETERL, MRSz AT) HEHEOHMNHE2 —EHMEEET5Z 212k b, UAF K%
Biikd 5. ARTlE, RiZ Windows TOREFEOEBAFRIIODVWTHERS, £72, Windows IZEWT
EBIZ Y A NIl H S N7z UAF BT L 7258, 3 L Linux £ Windows TA—/3Aw K

ZRHI L 72K 2 WSS 5.

1. ELC®IC

AR, Use-After-Free MiggPE e (PAKE, UAF B8 L 0%
) DML TV, UAF BB &I, RO A €Y IR
EBET LX) VRS R EERL, FEOI—K
EESTIRETHS. ik [2) 252, 2006 F5 5 2014
£ TD UAF Mgk ofEMERZ2E 112539, B 12
5, 2010 ELAFE, UAF MiggtEoREBIFZELTWS.
Microsoft B ~DHEFHMEREIZBEWTEH, UAF WEOH]
ADPEEEW [3]. B, 777950 & 5 RABED 7o
T ML, BT VT RA Y RPE AFHEL, Drive-by
Download W% T UAF WEMHEICFHHAI N TNV S.

NS OBRD S, UAF BBEBGILT 28k % Pk
REINTWS [4-[20]. LHL, 7v XA LT UAF K%
ZEFIETE 2 FEEADR V. 2, BFEOL L DFEE,
ATV SN RPENEED D 5.

I T, XHR[1) T, RE Nz A Y EBROERH
—EHEEIET 52T, T & 1 LT UAF K& %Bh
IET2FEEZIBELE. UAF HBIE, A7V 27 bDX
T EBOMBERIZ, ZFOMMU 72 AT ) FEEE R A
THRREL DD, MEIATIVEEMAT L L, REH
ARV RO A E A ET 5720, Lo
UAF KBk TcE 5. £/, BT T3HMD
M2 LD H LU U, UAF B2 EWHERTRHIETE 5.
F7z, BETIEE, 1477V TERHINTEY, F#ES
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1 CVE iZ&8InT\w5d UAF Mgt

KOTaSI LR ERTIZHEATES LD, 7ur5 A0
AT EZTH S, 512, A Z HA
HATE2720, ABRVHEAMKENIE V. LrL, (1]
T, Linux TOEARKLEHRFXE Linux TO—HDOFE
filiL 2R STV,

AT, Linux (28T 25HARER GX, X0 Win-
dows IZB B REFIEDERHARIZOVWTERSE., £z,
Linux TOX 574254 =N~y KOFHli#EE, Windows T
DFEBNTH A N — B FHH X N7z UAF BT O FEAfifE
Hed—nN"~y NOFMFR2RET 5.

2. BXEmREE

SCHk [1] 18R T W2 3 DORIE AU DWW TR EICR R,
BB U 72— D ORERIZ DO W TR S
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2.1 VTNV TRA VI DRAICK BRI

70 s AOFEFRIZ UAF WEORE LR X7
VIRA VRO EHERATIHHEL LT, UTOFEN
HB. SCHR[4], [5], [6], [7], [8] 13, BHEI N ZsH, vy
ROAEY, BLXOTA Y MENREZRMEL, FHINCX
VIV TRA Y RERAT M TH S, Sk (9], [10]
X, IVRAIVHIZRE T U ORA VR BRI S a—
RZBITZZ T, FEITRIZ UAF WRARIT 5. X
Bk [9], [11], [12] 1%, 02T LDNA F ) & HifRITT 5
ZeT, BTV UITRAVRERAT 5.

22 FATTVDOEBEHRICLZMHLE

FA4TI7VDAEY MR E LTS5 2T, UAF
WEREEHSFHEE LT, UFOH00H 5. 3k [13], [14],
[15] 1%, AEBVHEREZ -V T LIZHM TS malloc 71
TIVICEEMRA B LT, 7V &A1 LT UAF HB%[f
<o UL, B <HECRS 2 8IEIE, _— VB CHERS
N5, AEVHMABRIEN. SR [16] 13, AU T
AT IA4A YN TV 7 POARL A€ fHEEZH
FIHT & 2T (type-safe) DT T IV E2BEL TV 5.
UAF BB ZERT 256, ML A T 7 hEIidR
BRBRATOT—ReHEAL. 07D, Bis UAF
WEEMIETES., L2L, ACYAXLTIA4 AV D
A7V VUAMIBRHTERWZD, AT VFEHAMR
ECEE D B, SCHk [17], [18] &, A EVHERE T~
B LILFEID SRELR U, it 3 B I HER S H . Z
Nz kb, UAF B xGIET 5.

23 77V —2av IO L0BEICLBHLE
TV r—=vavIus s n (L, AP ZIET) OWE
IZ& D, UAF WEZE S FEICOWTHRARS. 3k [19],
[20] i, Internet Explorer (BABE, IE L&) O UAF K
DHETH Y, AP 7S H 7= 1T A OB E IO H 9
22T, UAF BCRZFE$ 5. SCER 19] 1, EE2B
PERRS 24 7Y 22 b& IE BADOE — 7 (Fot
Ak —7) ITIERE T, HICHER L2 T 74 R— b —
FAERT 5. 2Tk b, e—THEEIHNL I NS 720,
UAF B2 R#ICTE 5. SR [20] &, ML XEY
FEIS & — IR L 70 2 & T, UAF W% NI
5. ZOWHEIE, MRBU AT EIBROEGEY 1 XH3EHE
PAE (100 KB BAE) I22 X TTH 2. RLTHAEY D
Gt A ADBMEM EiC 7R 5 7258, MR REL T
A )M AT RCTHR L, ERAETREIZT S, Lal,
ZOFEEIE SO Te ST MEHAT 512, &8
T LDRENBETH D, TEPEINT 2HE1H 5.

2.4 vtable DHNE ALY B2FiE
SCHik [21], [22], [23] &, vtable OB & Bi1ES 5 FikiC
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&0, UAF B %13 5. UAF HEDZ% <4, vtable

I N TWAR RS VR 2EE!MX, EEI— NE2%ET

35, LML, ZTOFLTI, vtable ZE L 7\ UAF

WERIZIIHUTERWIENRH D, £72, HRESR

TOT T LDNAF ) EEESMZIZBENHY, N1FY
DORIKTT 2720, HEHIZIETEL» 5.

2.5 BEMROBER

BEAF D5 DRIE A &2 DL ISR T

(BFRE= 1) F> %A1 LT UAF 2k TER0
2.1 fiowRx, 7u2 5 AOMEARNIC UAF KBS
CRBEVITV VT ERA VR ERNTSZ 8T, UAF K
WA, 20770, EATNCERTERP 27222
VIRA VR EBAINZYGS, UAF RE%2[IETEXR
WHIEDH 5.

(FRER 2) A€V HHRRIEN
2.2 HiOWZEE, ¥ 277 malloc 71 77 VIZiHEE #
A57-8, UAF WEB% 5V 24 LIZHRAITE S, LHL,
ATV FEHRADOEEN D 5.

(BER3) eI I7L03—RFRE2UETHIHEDD
2.3 HiDfHEIE, IE DTS I LEREL, HIEML
B EROHT I T, UAF WBZ2Hi<. 20k, 7
Oy LE2WETIHENRDD.

(BIRER 4) B HHPA A RER
2.4 FiDWFElL, vtable DAIZEHLTWA 728, vtable
EPEBRULWEECERINEZT0 I 020888 LT
UAF W21, e wilEsrs 5.

AFTIE, ThoD 4 DOMEZMFRT 5 UAF BER;
IEFEERET 5.

3. ATV DHREICLY UAF WEARLE
T BF%

3.1 EZZXA

HfE L LT, CVE-2012-4792, CVE-2012-4969, CVE-
2013-3893, B LU CVE-2014-1776 DMEFHMEE FIFH L 721&
BERAELZ. FABEWEELD, UAF XBIZB TS A€
BHBHHOXA I 0L, A7V 0 - OBRIERZIZEHH
TEI NS0Tz, MRINEZRIZHERMMAST 2BEE, o
WMz XD, IR UEA TV 7 b O E B X8R
W2HTH 5.

FIT, RRLUZARVEBEZEMNHIERNZ LT,
UAF WBZ[5IF2 Z 25 HT 5. L, ATV MHEE
ERACHAHAIERWES, AT VHHAMEIELRS.
7, B ICHEE RS MBS, A=Ay N
MRELRLMERD L. ZIUTHUT 5728, fERL T
RO BER A E L2 oMo LT 5.
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3.2 Linux TOEXRHEARX

3.2 ffiTld, Sk [1] TR 7z Linux DEHFRIZDOWT
fHHIZIR RS, 7z, 33HITIE, W [1] TEEBTET
W h o TR OSSR & KA U -2 A T 5 R
DWTHLBRS,

UAF WBIX, A7V 7 b DFRERIZAE Y 2HAH
T80, BEFIEE, BEOIA TV EREL, IR
U7- A E YV MEIROFHAH %2 — MLk s 5 Z & T UAF
WEZIET 2. BHRHZAEICT 25842 NITRT.
(1) U7 AEVEBOGEI Y1 AR/ EL Y1 X

DLETH B
(2) MRL 7z ATV EEPRIBZOERLESEL TS
Gt (1) WL &, &fF (2) 2l d AT Y #Hd%E
BRTHELUZEGHY 1 XOEN ZTHRKT 5.

S (1) 1%, R [20] RO FIETH D, A€ OfF
IEIZZF DR L 72 A€ ) fHRZBEANHEI NS Z &2
Fa. UL, 3k [20] 1, BIMEDRED 100 KB THEE
INTWB772D, BETHE LY XD AE ) 2 HER
Xh, BRI N4, UAF WERASER X NS affEtE2
5. £IZT, REFETE, BMECHEST A1 X%
KELTHZe Ty hbubE—28HL, K8E LR
295, F£7z, BETLEEY A AOBMEE, f5ET HH
FHNTT VA LICERETHZ 8T, &b UAF 58 % K
285, T oIZ, BRATRER AT 2T 58I, @
MU ATVEBROES DA% FHAHAREICT 52 & T,
—ERD A VKO BEMAEZES Y, L UAF KBOE
% NEIZ T 5.

ZHITIZ, (2) D&EMzEEMNTEIET, X 7YY
TRAVREBIRT HAERVERETCOL 72y b 2]
WWEH LU AT NIE UAF KEBIEEII LWL 512U, UAF
W2 I SIZHEEIZLTWS.

MEDTA T ERETEHEELT, <D 08
BAINTVWEZDBEHALYPTVWIE, 477 VDOEE
B2 THETR I LA T ICHMTES Z ,,
BIUOTEENILSTERZZ MR ITONG. Fiz, HE
FiEX, BEDOT A 7790 malloc 7TV XLDOA%E
WET B0, DT T VEBICHEL LW, 22T
X, <D Linix T4 AN Pa—YaryTCEHAINTL
% glibc (x86.64) &4 & U7z EBAEIZDWTIHRRS.

3.3 REFEDFEM (Linux)

RET I, malloc 73D X LD AT RO LR
(free f) DAZEHRET S Z L TEBEHTEZ 5. BEAFD malloc
TNTY LD AEYfEHE (mmap() THEEL TV AWV
T OMIE) DI ZE DUR CTRIAT 5.

glibc 1%, L7z A€V % chunk & XN 7 — &
& & LT malloc 74 77 Y A malloc_state Fi& (kT
BT 5. AL 72 chunk iZ, fastbins ¥ unsorted_chunks
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unsorted_chunks
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bins
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lock_bins fd ( fd —]:
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wait_bins
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malloc_state

2 RETEO ATV MRBIRO T — X EiEO M

WS YA MIERIHh, BHINS., MNT 5 chunk
DY A XNY 128 byte AN DIE, fastbins IZEFRI N 5.
128byte & b KE W&, HiED A€ FHBARMEH LS
#54 L, unsorted_chunks (ZE#kI 5.
AEVHEROWMETIE, ZhoD) A beiERL, #HY)

7% chunk %R 5.

WIZ, REFHEOA TV RO ZE 2 [TRU, B

TTHHT 5.

(1) f#fd 2 A EYHE (chunk) 2 #EFETHELZ
Y Z b (lock_bins) DSEHHIZIEINT 5.

(2) lock_bins (Zf&HI X 1172 chunk DEFHY 1 XHNEEL
LIz o 723554, lock_bins DEENS AEY LOHIHE
@ chunk &#5E, E7-IEHHZRES 50D chunk &4
AL TW5 chunk 2 K TIREL GV 1 XD¥
73 E TR L, unsorted_chunks (28§35,

(8) (2) THIE®D chunk, 72IEHi#E L5 50O chunk &
EEAETER P2 725E, £D chunk IZKEETEEEME %2
15U, BEFETHELURZY A (wait_bins) 124
5.

lock_bins & wait_bins 1%, malloc_state FhEARIZHi 7212

BINU7. £72, chunk I, HEOY 1 X2 EHT 4

BEEHLTVWS720, chunk DEFHY I XA2BEHTE

5. BAHEZTREICT 245V 1 AOBEIX, 1 MB M E

ERETLHILT, UAF KBZRHIZTEHLE X 5.

Linux/x86_64 (Zi#fH L 7z glibc D, 128 KB BAED A

EVMHRIE, mmap() THAEINS., Z0kd, HiEz 1

MB LA EE T2 Z&T, 7EAED chunk ¥ lock_bins Z

FixIhsd, Ihdy, WEIRKDOA TV 7 b OffRE

BIZZOHIRE R TE W20, UAF WEZ R T

5. T51Z, chunk 2HAAHEEICT 572002, BfET

BRET DAEFY A XA EBRERPHNT T VXA~ XMhT5Z

&T, &Y UAF W2 WEIZTE 5.

fi#X3 % chunk &, lock_bins IZM#H X 41 5. lock_bins

7% chunk 20 H 3B, unsorted_chunks & wait_bins 7?

HAEGTE S chunk 289, ZDL &, AT 5 chunk

WPEIE L RS, lock bins 7* S HL D H U 7z chunk 24

ErgefEM: %5 U, wait_bins (24413 5. lock_bins &
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Target_Process

Target_Process

HeapFree
(0x123)

Inject_Process
\ IAT
DLL Inject T

Hook_HeapFree
(0x456)

HeapFree
(0x456)

[;> IAT

overwrite| | Hook_HeapFree
(0x456)

DLL DLL

3 Windows TOREFIEDEH /A

wait_bins 2* 5 R X 172 chunk (&, unsorted_chunks IZ
BiFEX N5, malloc 741477 VI%, A€VHEEEZBEMET S
B, %9, unsorted_chunks 7*5#)GH 1 XD chunk H37%%
WHOGHET 5. b L 7Zd o 7z chunk I, chunk ¥+ XZ
CIZYAMEH LTV bins KI5,

3.4 MAARE

RBEFIRE, 477 VICHEHATE. 20720, BET
EEEALZI4T77VOEAE, BEOTATT) i
EFEE2EHA L5477 )2 EEWMZ 50, APDVY YV
IRDITAT I RBEFIEEBEA L7177 VIHEE
ER PN

3.5 Windows TORRAR

Windows TOFRFHARESMIE, 32HiHkTH 5.
Windows Tl, EE4 A EVEM% kernel32.dll, ntdll.dll,
ntoskrnl.exe THEELL TW5. kernel32.dll & ntdll.dll &,
I—HPFL RNV TOAEYEIEELI L, ntoskrnl.exe I,
A—=F NV RVTDOAEYEEZWUHEL TWD. Linux
D glibc & FABRDOMHE %2 EHEL TW5D DL, kernel32.dll
E ntdll.dll THB. Tz, b — SHEEEMERT S0,
kernel32.dll TEF I TS HeapFree() ZffifHT5Z &
M%\. %I T, Heaplree() 27 v 235 ZLT, —&EM
MAEYBEANAEZELTES.

3.6 REFEDFM (Windows)

7'v k&4 7% DLL (Dynamic Link Library) 1 > ¥ =
2> a v e Windows API 7y 2712k b, FEHLUZ. 3
IZ, Windows TOREFEDEH S X%E/RT. DLL 1 ~
Vzsvavel fiFokvRiZ DLL 2wy ErJ L,
Yy ¥y U7 DLL OB 2702 ANTHETSE
5FETHA. Windows API 7 v 7 &%, Windows API
DFTHLZET7 Y27 L, ERONIEEFETSE S FIET
5. Windows API 7 v 7 Ti&, IAT (Import Address
Table) 7 v 7 %A U7-. IAT IZi%, YO A0 10— R
(2, DLL 26 T2 AR —hr I d API OFEHOT FL A
DN NS, TAT 7 v 7%, AT 2/ S iz APL ©
Bz 7 FLAZEREOBBOT NLAICES#MA L Z &
T, AP1 27 v 273 5FETH5.
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BEFHEIZ, £9, DLLA Y2y avizkb, IAT
7w 2 % EMT % DLL (Hook.dll) % X —% vy k 70+ 2
¥y ¥y 795, Hookdl i, TAT KN TS
HeapFree B O 7 RL A2 HHDOBEKD 7 KL AIzEE
Mz 5., EXHMZ-HEOBBTIEX, HeapFree A% DHI%K
ERRL, VIR 7 7IZEBERINT 5. T DK,
MU A®Y) FHBOEGFHENRMEN LIz 72358, VY
TNy 7 7 HRIERDHEL, AK*KD HeapFree B %
OH LU, Lz AE) 002 BRI HWREIZTS.
IS oIz XY, Linux &F%FDFE%E Windows
TEREUZ., 72770, FiEDO ATV MHEEEFES U2 0H
ENIRELETH B0, SEOJELTH. 72, ML
T2 AE VRO Y A XOHFIE, WEPEMEIZ R D720,
fRICL 72 A € fHg OBz fEE UCRIMALZ. @Eke
UCHAET 256 TH, it ACcllE2&RET 5545
CEBRIZ, AR RELTEIERT VAL RLTSZ
LT, TbhRE-MRL, KBEERHEIITES.

4. FH

4.1 FHEIRE

B 5% 1%, CPU & Intel Core i7-3770 (3.40 GHz),
AE VI 4 GB, OS & Linux 3.13.0-45-generic/x86_64
(Ubuntu 14.04 LTS), Windows 7 (64 bit) TH 5. £7-,
WA L 7= glibc DN—Y a3 Vi, glibe-2.19 TH 5.

4.2 Linux TOZ—/"~Ny ROBIE

Z I T, glibc EREFEZLWT 5720, BEHON
VFI—TCHREEZNIE L. 1 DHIZ, #EFEOLA—N
~v REFHiid 5728, glibe, fREFE (B 100 KB & 1
MB) OEAIZBEWT, TIIHFRVF—7 %N THIE
L7z, 22T, 75 9%&UTFirefox & Chrome % [
W, Google’s Octane 2.0[24], Apple’s SunSpider 1.0.2[25],
Mozilla’s Kraken 1.1[26], Microsoft’s LiteBrite[27], Fu-
tureMark’s Peacekeeper[28], Mozilla’s Dromaeo[29] @ 6
O T IRy Fe—r2fllE L. JEERIE, <X
YFY—0% 3EFEFULBROFEA AT THS. B4k
512, Firefox & Chrome T® glibc 12X B MEEA —
Ny RERT.

B4 &Y, Firefox DHATIE, 100KB & IMB DT
IZBWT, A=~y N, 1.8%KMTH5. 100KB &
IMB Z 5, BHHETOREAKRE N IMB O
FMWA =N~y RRKREW., TNk, # U < HI% % L
THMENEIMU-7-DR e fRTE 5. £z, 5 &
Y, Chrome DA TIE, 100KB & 1IMB OMAIZH W
T, A=~y R, 3% Kt CTH 5. Firefox DHE LA
BRIZ, IMB DFHDF =3~y RHRERZ .

2 DHIZ, malloc-test N> Fv—72 [33] zFHAL, <
WF ALy RTOAE YRR - R D BB O ML
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thread num

File size  lib
1 2 3 4 5
glibc 0.335 0.674 1.02 1.36 1.71
100B 100KB  0.398 (18.8%) 0.802 (19%) 1.2 (17.6%) 1.612 (18.4%) 2.015 (18.1%)
1MB 0.399 (19.1%) 0.806 (19.6%) 1.205 (18.1%) 1.613 (18.5%) 2.02 (18.4%)
glibc 0.371 0.748 1.132 1.51 1.885
512B 100KB  0.425 (14.5%) 0.867 (15.9%) 1.31 (15.7%) 1.754 (16.2%)  2.195 (16.4%)
1MB 0.437 (17.8%) 0.88 (17.6%) 1.324 (17.1%) 1.765 (16.2%) 2.21 (17.2%)
glibc 0.374 0.754 1.137 1.518 1.903
1024B 100KB  0.526 (40.6%) 0.998 (32.4%) 1.495 (31.5%) 1.988 (31%) 2.481 (30.4%)
1MB 0.543 (45.2%) 1.01 (40%) 1.503 (36.6%) 2.01 (32.4%) 2.509 (31.8%)

W 100KB
m1MB

Performance overhead (%)

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

- 411 [ 0
. [ |

octane sunspider kraken litebrite peacekeeper doromaero

B 4 Overheads of Firefox browser benchmark

1
. M mm .

octane

M 100KB
= 1MB

Performance overhead (%)
N
n

sunspider kraken lite_brite peacekeeper doromaero

5 Overheads of Chrome browser benchmark

MaEHE L~ ZZTIE, 100 byte, 512 byte, 1,024 byte
DENTND ATV Y1 XEHER - T 208 % 1,000
FilEHE DR U 7 BRI EERER 2 [l U7z, 72, AL w R
X, 126 5 DFTHP UL, REFIEOHMMIE, 100KB
& IMB O 2 TH 5. FHEFEREZR 1ITRg. K1 &K
v, 100 byte & 512 byte D A € VMR - BRI B VT,
F =N~y R 20% RiiTH o7z, 1024 byte D A E Y
TEAR - FRICTIE, A — N~y RDY ) 30%~45% (284 L
TW5, ZHhiE, I—FMTHLWEREZERT 5 AT
LIA—VPEEMU 7= Z ENRNZ g TE 5. 72,
DY A XZBWTH, REFEOBENPKE WAL —N
ANy RPRENZ RG0S,

3 DHIZ, UnixBench [30], sysbench [31], himeno bench-
mark [32] Z W, A—"A~y FZ2HIEL . REFED
BfEI%, 100KB & IMB ® 2 FHTH 5. FLMikEHEE2R 2
RS, BETEE, YORVFI—-Z1IZ8VWTH, F—
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% 2 Overheads of UnixBench, sysbench and himeno.

lib UnixBench sysbench (s) himeno
(Kbyte/s) (MFLOPS)
glibc  4,139.18 25.98 2,690.24
100KB  4,131.38 (0.19%)  26.21 (0.23%)  2,689.64 (0.02%)
1MB 4,130.57 (0.21%)  26.22 (0.24%)  2,688.05 (0.08%)
6000000
n
5000000 ﬂ Lt
Iy
1"

— gibc

4000000 = — = 100KB

3000000 - - ime

Memory usage (KB)

2000000

i

1000000

]
-5 =
0

1 3 5 7 911131517 19212325272931333537394143454749
time (s)

6 Overheads of Firefox browser memory usage

Ny R, 1%KMTH 5.

PAEOFHiFER & 0, BEFEOL— 1"~y FiZ/hI v
ZEERWSHPIZU. £, ATV REMR - BIE KRBT
DIRT T, HREANHENAONDE Z L 2SI
L7-.

4.3 Linux TOXEYERZEDAIE

ZZ T, glibc IREFEELET 5728, 777X
VFR—IEFAGFUEBOT I T u Z0REAEY
HHEOHR 2 JE L7, RETFIEOBMEIX, 100KB &
1IMB @ 2ffHTH 5. 6 12, Firefox T Octane % {7
LD AR EHEOHB Z7RT. 6 LD, glibc &
FEEFERCATVHHAEE WS Z e300 5. BAERKRIZ, £
£V FABOBKAMIE, gibe T, 5,375,276 KB, [Hf#
7% 100 KB 05581, 5,382,988 KB, BiffidY IMB 0856
1%, 5,407,820 KB T#® > 7z. Kraken & SunSpider ® X E
VEHEOHB ZHIELZE 25, Octane & [AERDKE R
Lipole, IN&Y, BEFERE, AEVMEHARIIENT
DI =N~y RENSVENVWR D,
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600000

Memory usag

400000
200000
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7 Overheads of Chrome browser memory usage

*7, 712, Chrome T Octane % fllE U 7ZEED X €
VRO 2R L TWS, Chrome 1%, BEIIZ, #
BIaL R (22T, 6 7RER) 2ERT 5720, &
HEAXEVHEEBEZMFBHLTCWS 70 A0 ARV HHED
HBZ2MH U 7. 7 &b, Chrome OEFHIZHNWTH,
RETFIEIL, glibc LIFERIUABVFHEZ VWS Z 2
S5, BRNZ, AT VHHAEORKMEIE, glibc T,
5,375,276 KB, B 100 KB D&%, 5,382,988 KB,
BMEDY IMB D4 1%, 5,407,820 KB TH -7z,

U EOFfiFER L 0, REFIEOEAIZLE AT HH
®qlX, NEWZEZBHSDIZUT.

4.4 Windows T®D UAF KEDR51EEER

Metasploit [34] THAMAINTWHEHEI— K2 HNT
UAF W ZFGIETE 20FEM U7z, EBRICHWZRIE L
W' — N %, Windows XP @ IE7 T CVE-2011-1260 &
CVE-2012-4969, Windows 7 ® IE10 T CVE-2014-0322
EHEALUL. REFEROBMMEZEET 5728, Linux TD
RBEFHRIIBWT, BffEZE IMB & LZBIZ, 799X
VI — 7 FETRO AT AR ORERK TN
AEVHEEERELTWENFEEL . FEERLD, @
I N AV HIEE 3,000 ARET DI LB 0ho
7z. TN & D, Windows TOREFIEOHMEIZMHAT S
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Z Z T, IE 10 Z A\, Octane, SunSpider, Kraken @
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4.6 BEFEEOLER
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10 Overheads of Chrome browser benchmark

YV —Z 3= RPRFAINTWE 0, REFE (BE 1IMB)
U7, FHliTIiE, 7 U R FT—2, malloc-
test, UnixBench, sysbench, himeno % E{E X 72545 D
F—=nN~y RERELZ. 72, 7909 RVF—T%
FEITUBEORAE ) HHEOHR S L 7.

9 (Z, Firefox (28T, Octane, Sunspider, kraken %
FAT LU 72BR D glibe & DMERED A — NNy RERLTWA.
Firefox Tld, Kraken DN TIE, IBEFIEDH DA =N~
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#* 3 Overheads of malloc-test.

File size lib

thread num

1 2

3 4 5

IMB 0.437 (17.8%)  0.88 (17.6%)
DicHarder  1.247 (236%)  2.586 (245%)

512B

1.324 (17.1%)  1.765 (16.2%)  2.21 (17.2%)
4.094 (262%)  5.421 (259%)  6.982 (270%)

% 4 Overheads of UnixBench, sysbench and himeno.

1600000

1400000

1200000

lib UnixBench sysbench (s) himeno
(Kbyte/s) (MFLOPS)
1MB 4,130.57 (0.21%)  26.22 (0.24%)  2,688.05 (0.08%)

= 1MB
1000000

DieHarder 4,124.77 (0.35%)  26.25 (1.04%)  2,674.44 (0.60%)

===DieHarder
800000
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—1MB
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6000000 ===DieHarder
5000000
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Memory usage (KB)

3000000
2000000
1000000

0
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11 Overheads of Firefox browser memory usage
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CEZDL. TDRDH, A=A~y RBREFRFEIZHER, B
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12 Overheads of Chrome browser memory usage
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