Hardware Security in DRAMSs and Processor Caches

o |1om /T
L JCRES

Wenjie Xiong My dissertation research aimed to:
Postdoctoral researcher at Facebook Al research - identify and mitigate security vulnerabilities in hardware design, e.g., covert channels N ~(
Work done at Yale University - leverage hardware features to enhance the system security, e.g., PUFs LUXETVERITAS

Physically Unclonable Functions (PUFs) extract the unique and
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