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ABSTRACT

This paper examines vulnerabilities in various common smart home
devices, specifically risks and security challenges they may entail
for the consumer. Investigations have focused on exploring if ear-
lier reported risks still exist in the current (2019 - 2020) versions
of hardware. Although many of earlier reported risk seem fixed in
later device updates, there are however still potential risks present
in some of the tested devices.

CCS Concepts

* Human-centered computing - Ubiquitous and mobile com-
puting — Ubiquitous and mobile devices. ¢ Security and pri-
vacy — Security in hardware.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Smart home devices seem to become increasingly popular, with sa-
les growing from USD 55B (2016) to 174B in 2025 [1]. Today,
household devices range from e.g. smart fridges to home assistants
and house locks [2]. Major brands such as Amazon and Google
are also broadening their product range to include devices such as
smart speakers that respond to voice commands [3].

There are however expressed many concerns about the high rate of
“smartification" [4]. It has been said (although not verified) that
“everything connected to the Internet can probably be hacked” [5].
Because of the wide range of settings and control methods that can
deployed, risks such as identity theft and ransomware increase [6].

Smart home technologies came on market in the early 2000s [7].
Since then, the range of devices and volume of sales has grown
rapidly. Global smart home market statistics and forecasts vary,
but most report at least 100% growth 2016 to 2022 [8]; the US
speaker market has grown from 7% (2017) to 31% (2019) [ibid.].
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Smart home technology is also known as Home automation [9]
and denotes the use of devices that are connected to a network
(most often, a local network and the Internet). The devices use sen-
sors and other appliances connected to IoT and can be remotely
configured, monitored and accessed. They can also provide servi-
ces according to the needs of the users. With smart home devices
users are able to control and monitor their devices from apps on
their smartphones even when not home. Through such services, a
user may e.g. adjust the home thermostat so that a home will be
warm and perhaps with music playing upon your arrival. Smart
home technology has also been reported beneficial for people with
special needs, as it helps them with accommodating [10-11].

Some of the more common smart home devices are [12]:

1. Indoor and outdoor security cameras

2. Doorbells

3. Lights

4. Locks

5. Thermostats

6. Speakers

7.  Smoke and Carbon Monoxide detectors

8. Smart irrigation systems

In the reported study, speakers and a light bulb have been evalua-
ted, together with media streaming units and a router. The latter
device will probably not (in itself) be considered a smart device
but is central in the communication with all the others.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

Testing network security is not new [see 13-14 for overviews]. In
later years, many studies have focused on smart homes in specific,
as a novel, hence vulnerable, area of application [15-16].

As stated in [14], “Billions of IoT devices are expected to popula-
te our environments and provide novel pervasive services by inter-
connecting the physical and digital world.” The increased connecti-
vity of all such everyday objects may, besides offering new smart
services in homes, also open for criminal, malicious attacks, or for
information collection about the user (without consent) [17]. These
threats are even further augmented by the resource constraints and
heterogeneity of low-cost IoT devices, which make current host-
based and static perimeter-oriented defense mechanisms unsuitab-
le for dynamic IoT environments. [14]



The general availability of free Internet tools for intrusion detec-
tion (but also exploration of networks and devices) has long been
seen as arisk [18]. Reports on smart home threats and vulnerability
are found in thousands. A database search (May 27, 2020) on the
key-phrase “security risks smart home”, filtered for peer-review,
articles and journals, and from 2015 and onwards generated more
than 3,000 hits.

There are several articles/studies published on types of devices exa-
mined in this study, e.g. on speakers [19], TVs [20],and voice-cont-
rolled devices such as Google Assistant and Amazon Alexa [21].
Many more will no doubt be published in the years to come. If one
thing is obvious from the literature review, it will be that there are
many more challenges to meet, and many more studies needed to
explore and exploit vulnerability in what many end users consider
being “safe” devices [22].

3. TOOLS AND DEVICES
3.1 Software packages

A range of publicly available packages have been used, to mimic
earlier reported work. Tests have been run on traditional computers
(Windows, Linux) as well as on e.g. a Raspberry Pi setup. Many
of the packages used in this study are described in length in [23].

3.1.1 TCPDump

This tool will detect packages from a certain device or adapter
[24]. It was installed on a Raspberry Piunit and used for “man in the
middle” [25] attacks which allowed monitoring of data sent from
the smart device being tested. For more on this tool, see [26-27].

3.1.2 Wireshark

Wireshark [28] is a tool for analyzing data packets. Different from
TCPDump, this is a GUI tool that allows for isolating streams
such as an entire conversation during a TCP session. Several re-
ports discuss this tool in greater detail, e.g. [29-30].

3.1.3 Routersploit

Routersploit [31] is a tool that searches for exploits (modules that
take advantage of identified vulnerabilities) for embedded devi-
ces. For more details on this tool, see [23, 32].

3.1.4 Sparta

This is a python GUI application [33] (rather than a separate tool)
that makes it easier to see where there are weaknesses in a net-
work. For example, several stages from Nmap (used to discover
open ports on hosts) [34] will display potential connections.

3.1.5 Miranda
Miranda [35] is used to find devices that use UPnP and extract in-
formation from packages sent with UPnP. For other work, see [36].

3.2 Devices

Security concerns were tested in different smart home devices.
The aim was to investigate a smaller selection of fairly common
devices, rather than aiming at a broader set of available products.

3.2.1 Bose 300 Home Speaker

This device is manufactured by Bose Corporation [37]. The pro-
duct was launched summer of 2019 and has Google Assistant [38]
and Alexa [39] built in. The Bose 300 can be connected to a home
network using Wi-Fi, which enables usage of Google Assistant,
Alexa, Apple Airplay 2 [40] and a mobile app called Bose Music
to control it. Controls include e.g. an equalizer, assigning presents
to the 6 buttons on top, managing which device that may connect
via Bluetooth and enabling integrated music services (e.g. Spotify,
Deezer, Amazon music, etc.). The speaker also has a touch button
on top that can be used to turn off the microphone. This is how-
ever a touch button - and not a physical switch.

There are four ways to play audio on the speaker: using the aux
port, connect via Bluetooth or Wi-Fi, and use voice commands.

3.2.2 Google Home Speaker

The Google Home speaker is part of a more extensive system de-
veloped by Google [41]. The unit uses voice commands to interact
with Google Assistant services. The product was introduced to the
consumer market in November 2016, followed by more Google
Home products that were released in 2017-2019 [42]. The user
must install the Google Home app to configure the device.

3.2.3 TP-Link Archer C50

The Archer C50 is a Wi-Fi Router from TP-Link [43] and became
available on the market in the autumn of 2017. It allows for a total
of 1200 Mbps available bandwidth and supports guest network
access. The guest network can also be used by signing up through
Facebook. The device can be controlled using a mobile app called
TP-Link Tether. This app allows network management, and inclu-
des: Filters, applying updates, listing all connected devices, sha-
ring a Wi-Fi, setup of SSID and password for the device, etc. The
device also allows for a web UI to manage similar (in some cases,
extended) settings.

3.2.4 Nvidia Shield

This device (from Nvidia, [44]) connects to your TV and enables
the user to stream e.g. shows, movies, and games.

3.2.5 Google Chromecast

A Google Chromecast unit connects to a TV via HDMI and gives
access to multiple streaming services, e.g. Netflix and YouTube.
It is controlled through the Google Home app [45].

3.2.6 LIFX Light Bulb

The range of home devices has been expanded in recent years.
Among new appliances with connectivity are home lighting. The
LIFX light bulb [46] is a smart bulb which has the possibility to
change color using an app or by integration with a system such as
Google Home. Security lighting issues also covers smart cities [47].

3.2.7 Samsung Smart TV (2015 and 2019)

The last devices tested were Samsung [48] smart TVs: a 32-inch
unit (UE32) from 2015 and a Samsung Q9 (55-inch) from 2019.

The devices used in this study allows for some pairing compari-
sons (speakers, streaming devices, different manufacturing years



for TVs). The remaining two represents a common component in
any smart home (router) and a fairly new addition (light bulb) that
may seem to be a “simple” device but is connected, and can hence
be used as an entry point to network explorations.

4. RESULTS FROM TESTING

The next section will present results from the tests. First will be a
list of open ports and comments to their use (and potential risk).
This will be followed by examples of data that can be detected.

4.1 Bose 300 Home Speaker

The Bose speaker was found to have passable security with three
open ports. User data could also be collected (but not passwords.)

4.1.1 Open Ports

The box had two open ports: http and zeroconf. It was also found
that ftp, rtsp and realserver ports sometimes were open (but regu-
larly switched from open to filtered).

SPARTA 1.0.4 (BETA) - untitled - /root/
File Help
Scan | Brute
Hosts | Services | Tools

Services | Scripts | Information | Notes | nikto (80/tcp) & | nikto (80/tcp) &

0s Host Port Protocol State Name Version

2 10.3.141.145 (Bose-Home-Speaker-300) © 80 tp open http

© 5353 udp open zeroconf

Hosts | Services | Tools Services | Scripts | Information | Notes | ftp-default (21/tcp)

os Host Port Protocol State Name
® 554 tp open rtsp
® 7070  tep open realserver

Figure 1. Detecting open ports (Bose 3000 Home Speaker).

4.1.2 Data Packages

The unit also sends numerous packages trough the network, such
as connectivity checks every 5 minutes, and extensive information
about songs played on Spotify, Deezer and radio.

bf

{"errors":null,"duration":
0,"countryCode":"BE","isAllowed":false,"ipAddress"
:"157.52.108.83","zipCode":"2390", "city":"Malle","s
tate":"0","latitude":51.299,"longitude":
4.711,"firstError":null}

Figure 2. Displaying user data (Bose 3000 Home Speaker).

{"oatch_resuk™:[{"d":

700634201, name":"nardinel”, Tastname".™, “firstname™.™,"email"." doma
il.com","status™:

0,"birthday”."0000-00-00", “inscription_date"."2015-05-04", "gender™.™ "link". http:V/
www.deezer.com)/profile)/ 700694201","picture”: "http:\/\/ api.deezer.com!/user\/
700694201\/image”,"picture_small": "hitp:\/\/cdn-images. deezer.com/images\/user\/\/
56x56-000000-80-0-0.4pg","picture_medium": "etp:\/\/cdn-images. deezer.com)/images\/
user\/\/250x250-000000-80-0-0.jpg","picture_big": "http:\/\/cdn-images.deezer.com\/
images\/user\/\/S00xS00-000000-80-0-0.jpg", "picture_x":"http:\/\/cdn-

images. deezer com)/images)/user\/\/
1000x1000-000000-80-0-0.jpg","country”:"US","lang™: "EN", "is_kid"-faise, "explicit_content |
evel™:"explicit_display”,"explicit_content_levels_available™:
["explicit_display”,"explicit_no_recommendation”,"explicit_hide"], "tracklist”. "http:\/\/
api.deezer.com\/user\/ 700694201\

Figure 3. Displaying user data (Bose 3000 Home Speaker).

4.2 Google Home Speaker

Testing a different brand speaker made way for comparisons. The
Google unit seemed to be a well secured device. Apart from music
service (provider) information and data about which current music
piece was being played, no further data sharing was detected.

4.2.1 Open Ports

Some ports were detected open, but only ones needed for device
functionality. When trying to connect to these ports all attempts
were immediately terminated.

®
L
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Figure 4. Detecting open ports (Google Home Speaker).

4.2.2 Data Packages

The testing was unable to detect and interpret personal data packa-
ges from the Google Home device, apart from music player type
and music currently listened to. The other packages seemed highly
secured (encrypted).

18ce495a5a6735f34bd2dbd808# cd=564251B78DC79E1
‘=1#rs=Casting: Homicide (feat. Eminem)...!.....x. e |
5C9BCDY95D24084F6F0B27CSED._sub._googlecast._tcp.
868ce495a5a6735f34bd2dbd808# cd=564251B78DC79I

Figure 5. Displaying user data (Google Home Speaker).
4.3 TP-Link Archer C50

Most home configurations will include a router hence it seemed to
be a logical device type to include in the testing.

4.3.1 Open Ports

Upon router reset, a port scan was performed to detect all ports set
open by default. Four ports were found open. Most important was
the SSH port. There are many reports on breaches committed
through such ports (e.g. brute force attacks) because if breached it
allows for almost full control of the device [49-50].

Services Scripts Information Notes

Port Protocol State Name

2 tcp open ssh

3 tcp open domain ( banner:

tcp open http

tcp open upnp Portable SDK for UPnP de 6.19 (Linux2.6.3..

Figure 6. Open ports (TP-Link Archer C50 Router)



4.3.2 Exploits

An Internet search for exploits (and listing of tools) was also per-
formed. The acquired information was tested on the device. Some
of the Internet information was found not valid anymore.

4.3.2.1 Default Credentials

After reset, the default credentials could be accessed with the tool
Routersploit. This operation enabled full control of the router's
GUI, and possibilities to adjust any of the initial settings.

wn command: ‘target’

admin

Figure 7. Using exploits for access (TP-Link Archer C50).

Enabling a physical reset may be difficult without direct access to
the router but the tests showed that access to configuration and the
GUI was possible through freely available tools.

Figure 8. GUI access (TP-Link Archer C50).

4.3.2.2 Denial Of Service

Among exploits found through the Internet search was one that
suggested a possible use of Denial of Service (DoS). Attempts to
invoke this method were however unsuccessful, indicating that the
manufacturer has fixed this potential security breach since it was
made publicly known.

t # python3 exploit_tplinkarcher_c5@.py
IP : 192.168.1.1

Port : 8@

Initializing Socket...

Connecting to target...

Sending Request ...

Disconnecting Socket ...
Initializing Socket...
Connecting to target...
Sending Request ...
Disconnecting Socket ...
Exploit Failed!

Figure 9. Attempting DoS exploit (TP-Link Archer C50).

4.4 NVidia Shield

The next two devices tested are both used for media connectivity.
The unit is connected to a TV set and once operational, it allows
the user to stream different media services, e.g. Netflix, YouTube,
or gaming.

The NVidia Shield was found to have the tightest security of all
devices tested. The device exploration did not reveal any personal
information. The only data that was detected remotely accessible
were pictures of the Netflix series thumbnails.

4.4.1 Open Ports
The unit had 3 open (but secured) ports: http, ajpl3 and https-alt.

Port Protocol State Name
©® 8008 tcp open http
® 8009 tcp open ajpl3
© 8443 tcp open https-alt

Figure 10. Open ports (NVidia Shield).

4.4.2 Data Packages

Much of the data this device sends is encrypted, but thumbnails
loaded by Netflix were readable (which may be seen as a type of
personal information). Testing the shield also revealed that con-
nectivity checks were performed every minute.
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Figure 11. Netflix thumbnails (NVidia Shield).

4.5 Google Chromecast

The Chromecast, part of Googles Home range of devices has been
available on the market since 2013 [45]. With total sales exceeding
55 million (2017) [51], it is a very common device in many homes.

4.5.1 Open Ports

Five ports were detected open but secured — all attempts to access
them in this study failed. Three were the same as for the NVidia
shield (http, ajpl3, and https-alt), and two more were cslistener
and scp-config.
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Figure 12. Open ports (Google Chromecast).

4.5.2 Data Packages

During uptime, data seems well secured (no access was found) but
a performing a device reset revealed information about the system
itself and the network to which it was connected.



With access to such data, there are possibilities to find vital device
values, e.g. MAC and IP addresses. Accessing uptime data of the
device may also reveal when the user is home or not.

{"buid_info":{"build_type":2,"cast build_revi
channel’,"syster mber”:"172094"),
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Figure 13. Data access (Google Chromecast).

4.6 LIFX Light Bulb

A light bulb may be seen as a “simple” and “harmful” device
compared to the others tested. It has limited functionality — but
being part of the network, it may be used as an entry point for
other exploration. Studies of smart bulbs (different brands, [52-
53]) have revealed a security flaw in the ZigBee [54] protocol.
This exploit was however not relevant in tests of this device, as
the ZigBee protocol was not used.

4.6.1 Open Ports
Only two ports were found open: http and zeroconf (both secured).

Port Protocol State Name
® 80 tcp open http
® 5353 udp open zeroconf

Figure 14. Open ports (LIFX light bulb).
4.6.2 Data Packages

There were packages send by the device but none of them seemed
to contain (for the tests) usable information. The bulb connects to
104.198.46.246 (the LIFX server) using TLSv1.2 and secure TCP.

4.7 Samsung Smart TVs (2015 and 2019)

The set of testing devices also made possible a comparison between
two devices from the same manufacturer, but with different release
years. This allowed a review whether security had been updated.

Initially, a scan for open ports was performed. Both devices had
several ports open. Most notably was UPnP. Using Miranda, in-
formation sent with the UPnP service was found. Exploits were
also attempted but did not work well as most require physical con-
tact with the device before continuing to work remotely (and all
tests in this paper’s design were done through networks).

4.7.1 Open Ports
The 2015 unit had 5 open ports. Most interesting was the UPnP
port, which has been reported for security breaches [55].

0os Host Protocol State Name
2 192.168.1109 tep open pharos
tcp open tcpwrapped

tcp open upnp AliShare UPnP

tcp open http lighttpd

tcp open https-alt

Figure 15. Open ports (Samsung Smart TV 2015).

4.7.2 Data Packages

A data search was done using the Miranda tool on the UPnP ports.

upnp> msearch

Entering discovery mode for 'upnp:rootdevice', Ctl+C to stop ...

L
SSDP notification message from 192.168.0.208:2869

XML file is located at http://192.168.8.208:2869/upnphost/udhisapi.dl
Device is running Microsoft-Windows/10.0 UPnP/1.0 UPnP-Device-Host/1.
L S

B b
SSDP notification message from 192.168.0.208:49686

XML file is located at http://192.168.08.208:49686/

Device is running WINDOWS, UPnP/1.8, MicroStack/1.0.4931

et dededededede e e e e e e e e e e ek ek e

B e
SSDP reply message from 192.168.1.109:7676

XML file is located at http://192.168.1.109:7676/smp_21_

Device is running SHP, UPnP/1.0, Samsung UPnP SDK/1.0
B

Figure16. Miranda Search (Samsung Smart TV 2015).

The search enables a user to see which device(s) that will be using
UPnP and list them. This means (from a security point of view)
that with any device using UPnP, XML files will be readable (as
seen in figure 18) and potentially reveal privacy-oriented data.

upnp> host get 7

Requesting device and service info for 192.168.1.109:7676 (this could take a few seconds
Host data enumeration complete!

upnp> host summary 7

Host: 192.168.1.109:7676

XML File: http://192.168.1.109:7676/smp_21_
dialreceiver

manufacture

¢ http://ww .samsung.com/sec

modelName: 32H5303

modelNumber: 1.0

friendlyName: [TV]Samsung LED32

fullName: urn:dial-multiscreen-org:device:dialreceiver:1
modelDescription: Samsung TV NS

UDN: uuid:09896801-00a0-1000-b47c-c4576ed74e45
modelURL: http://www .samsung.com/sec

manufacturer: Samsung Electronics

Figure 17. Miranda information (Samsung Smart TV 2015).

Miranda testing also revealed XML packages. Data included e.g.
device type, serial/model number and manufacturer.

- <root>

— <specVersion>
<major>1</major>
<minor>0</minor>

</specVersion>

— <device>
<deviceType>urn:dial-multiscreen-org:device:dialreceiver:1 </device Type>
<friendk [TV LED32</friendlyN:

<manufacturer>Samsung Electronics</manufacturer>
<manufacturerURL>http:/wwiw.samsung.com/sec</manufacturerURL>
<modelDescription>Samsung TV NS </modelDescription>
<modelName>UE32H5303</modelName>
<modelNumber>1.0</modelNumber>
<modelURL>http://www.samsung.com/sec</modelURL>
<serialNumber>20090804RCR</serialNumber>
<UDN>uuid:09896801-00a0-1000-b47c-c4576ed74e45</UDN >
<sec:deviceID>P7CGYQLKCH5CS</sec:deviceID>
<sec:ProductCap>Resolution:1280X720,Y2014 </sec:ProductCap>
—<serviceList>
—<service>
<serviceType>urn:dial-multiscreen-org:service:dial:1 </service Type>
<serviceld>urn:dial-multiscreen-org:serviceld:dial</serviceld>
<controlURL>/smp 23 _</controlURL>
<eventSubURL>/smp 24 </eventSubURL>
<SCPDURL>/smp_22_</SCPDURL>
</service>
</serviceList>
—<sec:Capabilities>
<sec:Capability name="samsung:multiscreen:1" port="8001" location="/ms/1.0/"/>
</sec:Capabilities>
</device>
</root>

Figure 18. XML-file (Samsung Smart TV 2015).

Inspecting the Pcap files indicated that handling of information
was not completely secure. The user's search history could simply
be found in plain text between the data packets. Figure 19 shows a
search for YouTube with the TV’s default browser.

Host: www.google.com

Referer: http://www.google.com/search?hl=nl-BE&source=hp&biw=8bih=8q=YouTubediflsig=
3..0i131j6143011317613701131.12315.23405.0.24634.3.3.0.0.0.0.579.1784.4-2j071.3.0. ..
User-Agent: Mozilla/5.@ (SMART-TV; X11; Linux armv7l) AppleWebkit/537.42 (KHTML, lik

Figure 19. Browser search (Samsung Smart TV 2015).



The 2015 unit was then compared with a more contemporary
(2019) device to see if security had improved in later models.

4.7.3 Open Ports (Samsung Smart TV 2019)

The newer unit had more ports open, possibly due to new services
from Samsung; an arrangement that may compromise security.
Further Miranda testing also detected more UPnP ports than 2015.

Port Protocol State Name Version
7678 e open upnp Samsung AlShare upnpd 1.0 (UPnP 1.1)

veom-tunnel

8001 q| open

8002 c open teradataord.
8080  tc open http lighttpd
8187 ¢| open upnp Samsung AllShare upnpd 1.0 (UPnP 1.1)
9119 q open upnp Samsung AllShare upnpd 1.0 (UPnP 1.1)
9197 C open upnp Samsung AllShare upnpd 1.0 (UPnP 1.1)

9999 d open abyss

5 5 500006 606

15500  tc open

Figure 21. Open ports (Samsung Smart TV 2019).

upnp> host summary 1

Host: 192.168.1.101:7678
XML File: http://192.168.1.101:7678/nservice/
dialreceiver
manufacturerURL: http://www.samsung.com/sec
modelName: QES55Q9FNA
modelNumber: 1.0
friendlyName: [TV] Samsung Q9 Series (55)

fullName: urn:dial-multiscreen-org:device:dialreceiver:1
modelDescription: Samsung DTV RCR

UDN: uuid:256280aa-5b5f-4692-ba25-3c6ffaebac87
modelURL: http://www.samsung.com/sec

manufacturer: Samsung Electronics

Figure22. UPnP information (Samsung Smart TV 2019).

4.7.4 Data Packages (Samsung Smart TV 2019)
Accessing the UPnP ports revealed an XML file with data such as
serial number and MAC-addresses. Figure 23 shows the addresses
from each port on the device and the listen frequency. Figure 24
shows data in the XML file for the 2019 unit (as figure 18 does
for the 2015 unit).

—<sec:X_ScreenSharing>

1ds

A 18,eth0MacAdd: 4:fc:05:03:9:81
ffc2-4576-b4f9-ca6d28522bas, 1 412,

ddiessif 1
412 bssid:b8:27:eb:b: vdProductType: TV

Figure23. XML network data (Samsung Smart TV 2019).

—<device>
<deviceType>urn:dial-multiscreen-org:device:dialreceiver:1</deviceType>
<friendlyName>[TV] Samsung Q9 Series (55)</friendlyName>
<manufacturer>Samsung Electronics</manufacturer>
<manufacturerURL>http://www.samsung.com/sec</manufacturerURL>
<modelDescription>Samsung DTV RCR</modelDescription>
<modelName>QE55Q9FNA </modelName>
<modelNumber>1.0</modelNumber>
<modelURL>http://www.samsung.com/sec</modelURL>
<serialNumber>20090804RCR</serialNumber>
<UDN >uuid:256280aa-5b5f-4692-ba25-3c6ffaebac87</UDN>
<sec:deviceID>NSNSC5ZTTO2RS</sec:devicelD>
<sec:ProductCap>Resolution:1920X1080,Tizen,Y2017</sec:ProductCap>

- <serviceList>

Figure24. XML information (Samsung Smart TV 2019).
From looking at the tested user's search history, it may be conclu-

ded that the manufacturer has not optimized this access yet, even
as information about this is easy to get (e.g. on Internet [56]).

Host: www.google.com

Connection: keep-alive

User-Agent: Mozilla/5.@ (SMART-TV; Linux; Tizen 4.8) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML,
Accept: image/webp,image/*,*/*;q=0.8

Referer: http://www.google.com/search?q=dogfood&aq=flaqi=-g708aql=&oq=4gs_rfai=

(RS e B B

GET / HTTP/1.1

Host: wew.wikipedia.org
Connection: keep-alive
Upgrade-Insecure-Requests: 1
User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (SMART-
Accept: text/html,application/x
Accept-Encoding: gzip, deflate
Accept-Language: nl-NL

Figure25. Old user search data (Samsung Smart TV 2019).

4.8 Reviewing Tests

The tests run in this study are fairly simple and may not be able to
fully penetrate the devices. The aim was to use only simple tools
that are readily available, and test commonly used smart home de-
vices. Because of the situation at time of the study (the Covid-19
pandemic) lockdowns forced experiments to be carried out in a
home environment, and on available devices - rather than in an
advanced, fully equipped forensic laboratory and on more devices.

S. DISCUSSION

From the tests, it would seem as some devices have improved
over the years with respect to security — but not all. Some of the
earlier security flaws have however been corrected. A reason for
doing so may be that neglecting security could be costly if exp-
loited, and consumers may distrust the brand’s products. Many re-
ports echo concern in this regard ([57-59].

6. CONCLUSIONS

Even though there is still a potential for improvements (e.g. in the
Samsung smart TVs and the router), there are also results that in-
dicate a higher level of security today in the tested devices.
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