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ABSTRACT
Lockdown Mode was introduced in 2022 as a hardening setting for

Apple’s operating systems, designed to strengthen the protection

against “some of the most sophisticated digital threats”. However,

Apple never explained these threats further. We present the first

academic exploration of Lockdown Mode based on a 3-month au-

toethnographic study. We obtained a nuanced understanding of

user experience and identified issues that can be extrapolated to

larger user groups. The lack of information from Apple about the

underlying threat model and details on affected features may hinder

adequate assessment of Lockdown Mode, making informed deci-

sions on its use challenging. Besides encountering undocumented

restrictions, we also experienced both too much and too little visi-

bility of protection during Lockdown Mode use. Finally, we deem

the paternalistic security approach by Apple’s Lockdown Mode

harmful, because without detailed knowledge about technical ca-

pabilities and boundaries, at-risk users may be lulled into a false

sense of security.
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1 INTRODUCTION
With annual sales numbers that have grown from around 122 mil-

lion to over 1.3 billion between 2007 and 2023 [27], smartphones

are the most popular mobile devices [64]. While only about 13% of

global website traffic stemmed from mobile devices back in 2015,

the share remained over 51% since 2019 [63]. Consequently, smart-

phones are playing an important role as one of the main means for

participation in everyday digital life, and thus also for usage and

consumer behaviour in both private and professional contexts. Pre-

cisely because of their general prevalence, however, smartphones

have naturally become the target of cyber attacks just like conven-

tional computers. Due to the widespread use of smartphones among

potential high-value targets in the corporate, governmental, and

political sector, strong threat actors like nation-state adversaries

as well as commercial or “state-sponsored” [55] spyware such as

Pegasus [40, 17] have recently come into focus within the mobile

security landscape.

Apple Inc., USA, one of the leading vendors of mobile devices

which are affected by sophisticated cyber threats, introduced Lock-
down Mode in iOS 16. Lockdown Mode is an optional hardening

setting to safeguard so-called “at-risk users” from very sophisti-

cated attacks by limiting or disabling certain functionalities of the

operating system and of system apps. Yet, as we learnt as part of

an associated, yet unpublished research project with interviews of

international democracy activists, Lockdown Mode remains rela-

tively unknown among at-risk user populations. Since its release on

September 12, 2022, modest publicity and discussions have largely

been confined to specialist tech audiences. The limited coverage of

Lockdown Mode includes a small number of media articles [30, 71,

45], posts [31, 53, 51] and videos [50, 56, 66] in mostly tech-specific

contexts. We are not aware of any academic study, and at the time

of writing, no such studies of Lockdown Mode have been published.

We address this research gap by an explorative study investigat-

ing the impact of Lockdown Mode on day-to-day life. As a result

of an interdisciplinary collaboration between computer science

and anthropology, we utilised autoethnography (see Section 2.3) to

document the experiences of the first author while using an iPhone

with Lockdown Mode over a period of three months. Surprised that

a built-in security feature by Apple seemed to be unknown to users,

the first author recorded the following entry in their journal before

they embarked on the exploration of Lockdown Mode as part of a

structured self-test (see Section 3):

[I] talked with [a family member] about Lock-
down Mode. They wondered if their company
has enabled it per default. (They did not). Was
a bit hard to find in the settings since the Ger-
man translation (Blockierungsmodus[; blocking
mode]) is not really straightforward. Also, any-
one I talked to about my project, including iOS
users with high security and technical skills, did
not know about this mode. (July 30, 2023, Jour-
nal)

Research Question. Our exploratory autoethnographic study of

Lockdown Mode in iOS was guided by the following high-level

research question:
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What is the impact of Lockdown Mode on user
experience in everyday use?

Contributions. The contributions of this paper are summarised as

follows:

(1) To the best of our knowledge, we conducted the first aca-

demic study on Apple’s Lockdown Mode in iOS to investi-

gate user experience during daily usage.

(2) Over a period of three months, the first author utilised

autoethnography to document the hands-on experiences

of using Lockdown Mode. Despite the subjective nature of

autoethnography, and despite none of the authors being

at-risk users at the time of writing, our observations can be

extrapolated to achieve improvements for this user group.

(3) We identified both conceptual and implementation issues

of Lockdown Mode, and reflect on how they may affect

at-risk users:

(a) Firstly, we think that a lack of precise information from

Apple about the intended user group, the threat model

and affected features makes it difficult for users to

properly assess and understand Lockdown Mode, and

to make an informed decision about using or not using

it. This approach to security, sometimes referred to

as “authoritarian” [2] or “paternalistic” [22], has been

identified as harmful to users and to security.

(b) We found concrete usability problems with the then-

current implementation of Lockdown Mode in terms

of notification overload and undocumented blocking of

some important functions, such as incoming attempts

of destination sharing and contact sharing.

(c) Finally, the first author actually expected more restric-
tions due to Lockdown Mode than they experienced.

While this can be seen as an unexpected but welcome

phenomenon, at times it made them feel uneasy about

the invisibility of protection.

Outline. Section 2 provides an overview on at-risk users, Lockdown

Mode and autoethnography, including respective related work. The

methodology of our autoethnographic study is presented in Sec-

tion 3. Section 4, which is written from the perspective of the first

author, covers their autoethnographic experiences before and while
using the Lockdown Mode. Our findings are discussed in Section 5,

before the paper is concluded in Section 6.

2 BACKGROUND AND RELATEDWORK
This section provides background information and relevant existing

work to understand Lockdown Mode in the context of digital-safety

research with at-risk users. We also delve into the literature on

autoethnography, as employed in the field of human-computer

interaction (HCI).

2.1 Digital-Safety Research
Digital-safety research describes a growing body of work address-

ing “a person’s or a group’s state of security, privacy, safety, and

autonomy, as it relates to their digital footprint” [13]. Special atten-

tion has been paid to the digital-safety needs of so-called “at-risk

users”, often also referred to as “high-risk users”. These are users

who face an elevated likelihood of a digital attack and/or would

experience disproportionate harm from such an attack [70].

The realm of digital-safety research with at-risk users covers

their digital security experiences [32, 44, 59], their collective in-

formation security in movement contexts [4, 14, 18, 54], and their

digital-safety needs as journalists [20, 42, 43, 67], academics [65],

refugees [60], quasi-public internet personas [57], sex workers [41],

or survivors of intimate partner violence [12, 62, 61]. As this litera-

ture shows, it is important to identify differences in risk to avoid

generalising all at-risk users under a universal banner, as this could

otherwise lead to faulty or insufficient harm mitigation [13].

Recognising the need for contextualisation while upholding a

common definition of at-risk users, Warford et al. [70] undertook a

comprehensive systematisation study to establish a consolidated un-

derstanding of at-risk users. The study delves into 95 papers across

diverse populations, ultimately unveiling 10 overarching contextual

risk factors that amplify digital-safety risks. These factors include

societal elements such as political context and/or marginalisation,

relationship factors like dependence on a third party for digital

support or having a relationship with an attacker, and personal

circumstances such as prominence or access to sensitive resources.

A major challenge for technology providers is to sufficiently

incorporate these contextual risk factors and provide advanced

protective measures, when addressing the needs of at-risk users.

Specifically, software designed for at-risk users must prioritise se-

curity. Users must be able to use their devices securely for intended

purposes. Lockdown Mode aims to be such a protective feature.

2.2 Lockdown Mode
The Lockdown Mode introduced in iOS 16, which was released on

September 12, 2022, is described by Apple as “an optional, extreme

protection that’s designed for the very few individuals who, because

of who they are or what they do, might be personally targeted by

some of the most sophisticated digital threats” [6]. It is specifically

tailored as a security feature for at-risk users facing heightened

digital risks due to their identity or professional role. The primary

goal of Lockdown Mode is to reduce the potential attack surface for

highly targeted malware by restricting or disabling selected system

and app functionalities. Apple emphasises that the activation of

Lockdown Mode is not a common necessity, stating that “most

people are never targeted by attacks of this nature” [6], and that

functionality limitations may be experienced when using it.

Lockdown Mode can be enabled in the device settings of iOS

(“Privacy & Security”). Users are provided with an explanation of

Lockdown Mode and asked to confirm their decision (see Figure 1),

which ensures that the activation process is deliberate and informed.

Table 1 provides an overview of Lockdown Mode features for both

iOS 16 and iOS 17 as advertised by Apple. During our study, we dis-

covered additional restrictions that were not mentioned in Apple’s

information, such as restrictions on contact and destination sharing

(see Section 4.3).

So far, research on Apple’s Lockdown Mode is rather limited and

we are not aware of any academic studies on either the usability

and day-to-day use of Lockdown Mode or its technical aspects.

Prior to Apple’s implementation of Lockdown Mode in 2022, how-

ever, Gomez-Miralles and Arnedo-Moreno [29] proposed a proof

2
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Table 1: Lockdown Mode features in iOS 16/17 according to Apple [6, 7]. Features added in iOS 17 are indicated in italics.

Topics Blocked/Unavailable Features (Literal Citations from [6, 7])

Messages Most message attachment types are blocked, other than certain images, video, and audio. Some features, such as links and link previews, are unavailable.

Web Browsing Certain complex web technologies are blocked, which might cause some websites to load more slowly or not operate correctly. In addition, web fonts

might not be displayed, and images might be replaced with a missing image icon.

FaceTime Incoming FaceTime calls are blocked unless you have previously called that person or contact. Features such as SharePlay and Live Photos are unavailable.

Apple Services Incoming invitations for Apple services, such as invitations to manage a home in the Home app, are blocked unless you have previously invited that

person.

Shared Albums/Photos When photos are shared, location information is excluded. Shared albums are removed from the Photos app, and new Shared Album invitations are blocked.

You can still view these shared albums on other devices that do not have Lockdown Mode enabled.

Device Connections To connect an iPhone to an accessory or another computer, the device needs to be unlocked.

Wireless Connectivity iPhone will not automatically join non-secure Wi-Fi networks and will disconnect from a non-secure Wi-Fi network when turning on Lockdown Mode. 2G
cellular support is turned off.

Configuration Profiles Configuration profiles cannot be installed, and the iPhone cannot be enrolled in Mobile Device Management (MDM) or device supervision while in

Lockdown Mode.

Figure 1: Screenshots of activating LockdownMode in iOS 16,
including displayed information (left, centre) and activation
prompt (right).

of concept for a security hardening of iOS in 2015, where they

focused on “[c]ontrolling the device’s trust relationships” [29]. Al-

thoughmost of the threats that LockdownMode attempts to address

are outside the scope of this paper, the authors’ solution to their

particular problem (i.e., disabling certain features) appears to be

similar to Apple’s. The YouTube channel “Techlore” [66] conducted

a two-month test to examine the impact of Lockdown Mode on

everyday use. They found that the friction during usage were mini-

mal and consequently recommend the Lockdown Mode to security-

and privacy-conscious users. Newman [45] states that iPhones in

Lockdown Mode function normally for the most part, although

the restrictions are sometimes quite severe. They note that it takes

some getting used to the behaviour of Lockdown Mode, as it is

not intuitive from the start. They conclude that “if you really need

Lockdown Mode for your digital safety and personal protection, it’s

a workable alternative to throwing your phone in the ocean” [45].

Dack [17] and Marczak et al. [40] indicated that Lockdown Mode

can prevent and reveal the “PWNYOURHOME” attack, a new gen-

eration of Pegasus that exploits Apple’s HomeKit. Marczak [39] has

not yet reached a clear conclusion on whether Lockdown Mode can

protect against “TRIANGULATION” vulnerabilities in iOS. Cryptee

[16] provided a proof of concept for detecting Lockdown Mode

via browser fingerprinting. Jamf Threat Labs [35] demonstrated

the possibility of simulating active Lockdown Mode to the users

without providing any actual protection.

Overall, there is still a lack of knowledge about Lockdown Mode,

especially from an academic point of view and with a focus on

everyday usability and user experience. Therefore, to the best of

our knowledge, we have conducted the first academic study on this

topic.

2.3 Autoethnography
Autoethnography is a research method that involves documenting

and analysing personal experiences to enhance understanding of

cultural phenomena. The term itself can be deconstructed into three

components: “auto” signifies the utilisation of personal narratives,

“ethno” encompasses the exploration of cultural texts, experiences,

beliefs, and practices, and “graphy” pertains to the descriptive and

interpretive aspects of the method. It aims to handle the subjec-

tive beliefs of researchers transparently, without suggesting a false

sense of objectivity. Autoethnography involves retrospectively and

selectively narrating significant events tied to one’s cultural partic-

ipation or identity. Adhering to scientific standards of a systematic

and critical approach, autoethnographers must not only recount

experiences but also critically analyse them. This approach inte-

grates personal experiences into the analysis, offering a nuanced

perspective on cultural facets for both insiders and outsiders. The

combination of personal narratives and scholarly analysis consti-

tutes the depth of autoethnographic studies [24, 25].

When practising autoethnography, researchers engage in pro-

longed fieldwork, actively participating and observing, and generat-

ing detailed field notes that capture their encounters, assumptions,

and potential biases. These notes serve as a raw and unfiltered

record of the researcher’s experiences. Following the fieldwork,

the collected data is meticulously organised and structured into a

coherent narrative suitable for outsiders [23, 3].

3



Mader et al.

In recent years, there has been a growing trend in employing au-

toethnography within technical contexts. Its application has proven

particularly valuable in comprehending the usability and challenges

associated with technology in everyday scenarios. Especially in the

field of HCI, the popularity of autoethnography has grown consid-

erably in the last years [36]. One of the first to use autoethnography

to study mobile devices were O’Kane et al. [47] in 2014. One of the

authors used a blood pressure monitor twice a day for three months

and documented the results with a smartphone, taking photos of the

situation and adding optional text comments. They concluded that

autoethnography “is additionally useful for accessing non-routine

times not easily captured through user studies” [47]. North [46]

used an autoethnographic approach to create and think through an

imaginary study and to reflect about its design. Hine [33], Aagaard

et al. [1], and De Koning et al. [19] evaluated the adoption of smart

home technologies through autoethnography. Aagaard et al. [1]

state that “a 20-month diary of one of the authors enabled insight

into everyday scenarios, thoughts, and frustrations that arise when

smart technologies move into the home” [1] and therefore deem the

method useful. Bala et al. [11] utilised autoethnography to evaluate

digital technologies in the context of cultural heritage sites. Lewis

et al. [37] evaluated the technique of doodling for mental well-being

in online spaces. Gaver and Gaver [28] used autoethnography to

evaluate a simple communication device they co-designed called

Light Touch. This study documents the authors’ experiences of

using the device and evaluates its long-term effectiveness. Väkevä

et al. [69] used autoethnography to gain insights into the experi-

ences of video gaming, while Lo [38] reflected on prompting with

a chatbot that was attempting to emulate her own character.

Autoethnography has also been used to depict and make sense

of the experiences of people with various abilities and health states.

For example, Homewood [34] explored the possibility of reducing

physical activity due to a medical condition using a smart wristband.

Wu et al. [72] employed autoethnography to assess the impact of

videoconferencing on individuals who stutter. Similarly, Chen et

al. [15] examined the communication of individuals with mixed

hearing abilities in different settings.

A systematic literature analysis of autoethnography in HCI was

conducted by Kaltenhauser et al. [36]. The findings indicate that

autoethnography is employed for a diverse array of subjects and

technological fields. Our study appears to represent a typical ap-

plication of autoethnography in HCI: The analysis revealed that

mobile technologies are one of the most frequently researched tech-

nologies, often with the objective of obtaining “[i]n-depth, nuanced,

and personal insights on lived experiences” and studying “[d]ifficult

situations/topics”, which is where we position our research. More-

over, according to Kaltenhauser et al. [36], it is a common practice

for one author to conduct an autoethnography with the support

of their co-authors. In addition, many studies, such as ours, are

conducted over several months.

In the context of autoethnographic security-related research, we

are aware of only two prior works. Turner et al. [68] utilised the

method to study problems associated with smart home security

practices. During the 80-day study period, the struggles of a family

associated with using a smart home system were explored. Fassl

and Krombholz [26] used autoethnography to understand the low

adoption rate of authentication ceremonies. During a five-month

study period, a research diary to document the experiences with

authentication ceremonies was kept. The authors concluded that

autoethnography was a useful method for understanding the social

root causes of the problem.

3 METHODOLOGY
3.1 Rationale for Autoethnographic Approach
For our study of LockdownMode in iOS, we chose autoethnography

as our primary research method. It is particularly suitable when

other methods would be unethical, dangerous, or potentially expose

participants to risky investigation scenarios [36]. Since studies with

at-risk users are inherently risky to both study participants and

researchers [13], an autoethnographic study of a hardening setting

for Apple devices constitutes a useful, yet safe approach. Given the

exploratory nature of our research, our aim is to gain insights into

Lockdown Mode in a safe environment.

Moreover, our aim was to understand the impact of Lockdown

Mode on the everyday life of a user. We decided against a lab study,

as replicating authentic user interactions in a lab setting would

not have adequately reflected the spontaneous and highly personal

ways in which smartphones are used, especially in the context of

security. Covering these aspects with a survey would also have

been difficult for the same reason. Therefore, this work describes

an autoethnographic investigation which aims to study individual

experiences, as explained in Section 2.3. Autoethnography is well

suited to this type of study because smartphone usage is very per-

sonalised and touches on many areas of daily life. According to

Kaltenhauser et al. [36], as previously stated, acquiring thorough

and detailed first-hand experiences is the most common rationale

for autoethnography in the context of HCI research.

3.2 First- and Second-Order Observations
Section 4 is written from the point of view of the first author. Their

perspective is presented in the first person, including excerpts from

their journal (English), and audio recordings (German). Spelling

and punctuation errors in quoted journal entries were corrected to

improve readability, while transcriptions of audio recordings were

translated into English.

Throughout all research phases, we supplemented first-order ob-

servations of the autoethnographic investigator with second-order

observations in weekly team meetings. As the point of autoethno-

graphic experience is to gain insight through a particular perspective,
these meetings allowed us to address the limits of this perspective

by reflecting on how the first author observes and what they might

not yet have taken into account. Second-order observations and

questions in team meetings have also assisted the first author in

putting diffuse streams of experience into words. Thus, these con-

versations have not undermined, but sharpened the first author’s

perceptions.

3.3 Persona
At the time of the study in the second half of 2023, the male first

author was a 23-year-old graduate student in computer science

in Germany. They possess a solid comprehension of technology,

and consider themselves to be security- and privacy-conscious, as

these topics have been one of the main focuses during their study

4
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June July August September October DecemberNovember

Journaling
Practice Phase

Refamiliarisation 
 with iOS Phase

Lockdown Mode
Phase

Analysis
Phase

Audio
Journaling

First Drafts of
Autoethn. Texts

Interview

Journaling of Experiences With Lockdown ModeGetting Used to Journaling

Weekly Meetings

iOS 16 iOS 17

Figure 2: Road map of the different study phases and the associated actions; months on the timeline correspond to the year
2023.

programs. Moreover, they took an HCI course and a usable security

course, such that they were familiar with the basics of HCI research

methods and their application to security and privacy.

Their strong opposition to surveillance, both at an individual

and societal level, combined with a healthy scepticism towards

state agencies and corporations, highlights their commitment to

safeguarding their personal security and privacy. Measures taken

by the first author prior to the study include the use of Startpage as a

search engine, using unique and random passwords with Bitwarden,

blocking or automatically deleting cookies and trackers, and not

saving their browser history. The use of a feature such as Lockdown

Mode would therefore not have been atypical behaviour. However,

before embarking on the autoethnographic journey, they had no

prior knowledge of Lockdown Mode and had not used iOS since

2018.

In addition to the security measures taken by the first author,

their smartphone use has some further characteristics that set it

apart from the general public. For example, the first author is gen-

erally well informed about the overwhelming majority of their

devices’ functions, and they also use a minimalist interface to avoid

distractions. Although the above-average level of technical exper-

tise may lead to different experiences than less technically inclined

users, there are also benefits. As Fassl and Krombholz [26] argue,

technical expertise can help to better understand the phenomena

being studied and to make more nuanced observations.

At the same time, the first author lacks characteristics typically

associated with at-risk users whomight be advised to use Lockdown

Mode. They are not a public figure, do not engage in politically

sensitive or controversial work, and do not participate in activities

that could attract personalised targeted attacks. This absence of

high-risk attributes reduces the immediate threat to the first author.

3.4 Study Phases
The study is divided into four phases (see Figure 2). The first two

are for practising and familiarisation, the third and longest is for

data acquisition, while the final phase is for reflection and analysis.

Journaling Practice Phase. As the first author had been using an An-

droid smartphone privately for several years and had not previously

conducted an autoethnographic study, we decided to begin with

a “Journaling Practice Phase” in June 2023. Here, the first author

would use their current smartphone (OnePlus 6, OxygenOS 11.1.2.2)

which they had owned since summer 2018. The purpose of this

phase was to identify an appropriate journaling style to be used in

subsequent phases. Prior to their Android device, the first author

has owned an iPhone 6 for several years, so they already had expe-

rience with iOS, although not recently. As a personal preference

of the first author, all of their smartphones are set to English by

default, including the one used in this study.

Refamiliarisation with iOS Phase. In July 2023, the first author be-

gan using a test device (iPhone XR) full-time. As they had previous

experience with iOS, but had not used an iPhone since 2018, we

decided that a month of using iOS without Lockdown Mode would

be beneficial to establish a baseline of standard iOS behaviour. To

ensure a seamless transition into this phase, the device was set up

in the last week of June 2023. The first author attempted to use

the same apps as on Android or comparable alternatives. When

available, they used stock iOS apps to ensure comprehensive cover-

age of iOS functionality. To avoid limiting our findings with overly

restrictive settings, suggested settings were selected during device

setup. As no suggested option for location data was given, ‘When

app is used’ was chosen as it is the least functionality restricting

setting. One exception was that the first author opted to use Bit-

warden instead of Apple’s Keychain as the password manager and

disabled notifications for non-crucial applications, as this mirrors

their regular usage. Throughout this month, iOS versions 16.5.1 to

16.6 were utilised.

Lockdown Mode Phase. The main investigation phase lasted for

three months, from August to October 2023. During this phase, the

first author used the device in Lockdown Mode and recorded their

experiences in a journal. This method is explained in detail in Sec-

tion 3.5. In accordance to the research question, the aim was to gain

a comprehensive overview of Lockdown Mode in everyday use. To

ensure the best possible coverage of the impact of Lockdown Mode,

a mapping of affected functionality was created. The mapping was a

list of individual aspects – based on information provided by Apple,

related work, and our own considerations – that should or could be

affected by Lockdown Mode. If something was not used naturally,

5



Mader et al.

the first author actively tested it. A compact summary of this map-

ping can be found in Appendix B. During the “Refamiliarisation

with iOS Phase”, the first author tested all of these points for com-

parison. We achieved almost complete coverage using this method,

with only a few aspects missing, such as testing Apple services

due to the need for additional hardware like smart home devices,

which were not available. In this phase, we used iOS versions 16.6

up to 17.0.3. Since the release of iOS 17, which includes additional

Lockdown Mode features, was in mid-September, we were able to

observe it for a similar length of time as iOS 16. The device was

used full-time by the first author, except for one week where we

had to replace the screen due to a mishap.

Analysis Phase. The process of reflectionwas an integral component

of the study, occurring at various points throughout the duration

of the study project. Firstly, this was done through the medium of

journaling, and secondly, through the scheduled meetings held on

a weekly basis. During the weekly meetings, observations were dis-

cussed with the co-authors, and potential explanations for certain

design decision of Lockdown Mode were considered. Furthermore,

these meetings served the additional purpose of ensuring the qual-

ity of the autoethnographic work, as the first author lacked prior

experience with it. The weekly meeting helped the first author in

making sense of observations. It is likely that potential users may

exhibit similar behaviours and seek assistance through discussion

with other individuals.

The actual “Analysis Phase” took place in November and De-

cember 2023. The first author went through the journal entries and

screenshots, made audio recordings of relevant experiences and

reflected on possible thematic clusters. To enhance reflection, the

recordings were made in the first author’s native language, Ger-

man. This resulted in 56 audio recordings which were automatically

transcribed using OpenAI’s small model of Whisper [52, 48]. The

transcriptions were summarised and clustered into a tree diagram,

where each transcript acted as a leaf. Connecting themes were

extracted from the summaries and acted as parent nodes. These

smaller themes were then grouped into larger themes. The result

can be seen in Appendix A and led to the topics for Section 4.

As a final reflection loop, the first author was interviewed by a

co-author in a one-hour session in December 2023 based on ques-

tions that arose while reading a first draft of Section 4 with the aim

of clarifying unclear passages and further reflecting on the experi-

ence. The interview was recorded and transcribed, and helped to

reflect upon selected aspects of the first author’s autoethnographic

experiences and to refine the textual elaboration.

3.5 Journaling
As using a smartphone is an activity that takes place throughout

the day, we decided that the first author would write a journal every

evening summarising their experiences. Occasionally, this was done

during the day or in the morning after. We decided on a structured

approach where each activity or cluster of activities would get its

own entry. Each entry answered the following questions:

(1) What did you do? Think about the activity and the corre-

sponding smartphone/app usage.

(2) At what time did this take place?

(3) Where did it take place?

Figure 3: Example of journaling script in action.

(4) What was the social situation? Who was involved?

(5) Did you have any conflicts or problems?

(6) Do you have any additional thoughts or explanations?

For each entry, the date, and the number of the activity for the

day were recorded. A set of abbreviations was created to speed up

the answering of questions 2–4. Questions 4–6 could be left blank

if not required.

To create these entries, we wrote a Python script that asks the

user these questions and automatically appends the answers to a

CSV file. A shell script calls this Python script and then commits and

pushes the data to GitLab. For the first author, this script was easily

accessible via a keyboard shortcut or a short terminal command.

This had the advantage of keeping the barrier to journaling as low

as possible, and the entries were directly digital and therefore easily

searchable. The journal entries were accessible to all co-authors

and could be used as input for the weekly meetings. In addition

to written journal entries, the first author collected screenshots of

notable situations. These were manually moved to an input folder,

automatically and systematically renamed and moved to a storage

folder by the script. An execution example of the full script is shown

in Figure 3.

To record thoughts that were related to journaling and as a form

methodological reflection, we created a secondary journal called the

metajournal. It worked in the same way as the other journal, with

only one input field per entry. The metajournal was also accessed

by the script and could be used or skipped as needed.

Over the course of the study, the first author made 415 journal

entries. 115 originated from the “Journal Practice Phase”, 97 during

the “Refamiliarisation with iOS Phase”, and 203 during the “Lock-

down Mode Phase”. This equates to approximately 2.7 entries per

day over the whole 153-day study period and 2.2 entries a day dur-

ing the 92 days of testing Lockdown Mode specifically. The journal

entries were accompanied by 127 screenshots: 6 during the “Journal

Practice Phase”, 37 in the “Refamiliarisation with iOS Phase”, and

84 during the “Lockdown Mode Phase” (0.9 per day).

3.6 Ethical Considerations
Ethical considerationsweremade before and during our study. Since

Lockdown Mode is supposedly intended for users who face adver-

saries with powerful cyber capabilities, such as state agencies or

actors with comparable resources, it is highly unlikely that the first

author was actually at-risk while conducting the autoethnography.
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Further, we needed to take precautions to protect the privacy of

the first author and their social group, as conducting an autoethno-

graphic study of smartphone usage touches on several deeply per-

sonal areas of life. To minimise invasiveness for the first author, we

decided not to collect browser history. Also, the first author always

had the option of omitting sensitive or embarrassing topics from

their journal. However, this option was used very sparsely.

To protect their social group, the first author pseudonymised all

mentions of other people who were not part of the study. The real

identities of such individuals were not revealed to the co-authors.

Screenshots containing real names or other identifiable informa-

tion were censored, or not taken at all, if the content was deemed

sensitive.

4 AUTOETHNOGRAPHIC EXPERIENCES
WITH IOS AND APPLE’S LOCKDOWN MODE

As mentioned in Section 3, the following section is written from

the perspective of the first author. As an autoethnographic text, it

represents the thoughts and mental models during the investigation

phase. It needs to be noted that some later insights, such as the

more exact threat model, were not clear to them at the time.

4.1 Refamiliarisation with iOS
Setup. I had mixed feelings during switching back to the iPhone.

My first impressions of setting up the iPhone were mostly good.

The initial setup process was fairly straightforward, especially since

the “Move to iOS” app was able to easily transfer my saved contacts,

calendar, photos, and even some settings, such as my device being

in dark mode, and some installed apps to the new phone. This

initial good impression quickly faded. Probably because I used the

minimalist LessPhone launcher on my previous phone, I found the

home screen with several pages of pre-installed and transferred

apps overwhelming, as well as Apple’s promotion of a new feature

or app. I would say that Apple has moved very far away from

the simple and aesthetic interface that I appreciated during my

last experience with iOS 11 until the summer of 2018. Also button

positions, gestures and keyboard layouts were different.

As a result, I put off finishing the setup for a few days. During

this time, I worried about how I was going to use such a system for

the next four months. I finished the setup in three separate sessions.

I downloaded the apps I needed, customised the look and feel of the

interface, and logged into my accounts. During this phase, I was

pleasantly surprised by the customisability of the new iOS version.

Thanks to the App Library, I was able to remove all apps from

the Home Screen that I did not need and to largely recreate the

minimalist interface I was used to. Another positive surprise was

how easy it was to set up synchronisation between my Nextcloud

and the Calendar and Contacts applications; much easier than on

Android. This was a point I was most concerned about before I

started the project. I also liked the good integration of alternatives

to Apple’s Keychain, such as Bitwarden in my case. The only really

frustrating part of the setup was that I could not transfer my Signal

chat history from Android to iOS.

Getting Familiar. For the most part, I had a good time using the

iPhone. Although it was irritating at first, I got used to the differ-

ent user interface and to slightly differently designed apps. These

positive aspects were somewhat marred by a couple of instances

where I clashed with the very controlled, I would say somewhat

belittling, implementation of iOS. This is a point that also became

noticeable when using Lockdown Mode. For example, when setting

an alarm in the Clock app, the system told me to go to the Health

app first, where I had to enter my sleep cycle, and then set the

alarm. I thought this was a very bizarre design choice. The second

instance was that I was unable to change the search engine of Safari

to Startpage (there was a predefined list of only five search engines

to choose from). I also could not disable the saving of browsing

history, and had to get around this by using only private browsing

tabs.

4.2 “Trust Me, Bro” — Navigating Apple’s
Information Void

Getting Started. One aspect that will immediately confront new

Lockdown Mode users is Apple’s approach to communication. As

shown in Figure 1, users need to scroll through a textual overview

of what features might be affected by Lockdown Mode before they

can turn it on. Then, within the activation prompt that opens, users

are once more asked, if they want to turn on Lockdown Mode

and restart their phone, while being reminded that “apps, websites

and features [will be] strictly limited for security” and that “some

experiences [will be] completely unavailable”.

I think, as a high-risk user you first have a good
feeling about being well-informed, about what
you are getting into. And this looks secure at the
first glance. But you also see that it doesn’t really
go into details what concretely works and doesn’t
work. A few points are even omitted. (Nov 09,
Audio)

I think the presented information works well for a compact sum-

mary of features. Unfortunately, to find any additional detailed

information about the effects of Lockdown Mode in the documen-

tation provided by Apple [6, 7] is not easy. The support website

offers the same topics with a slightly expanded description of the

points. For example, “Most message attachments are blocked and

some features are unavailable” is expanded to “Most message at-

tachment types are blocked, other than certain images, video, and

audio. Some features, such as links and link previews, are unavail-

able” [6]. Although it is an improvement, it still does not give a

full picture of the exact functionality of Lockdown Mode. For ex-

ample, destination sharing by others via Apple Maps is blocked

in Lockdown Mode, as I further describe in Section 4.3. “That this
feature was blocked, wasn’t mentioned with a single point by Apple,
as far as I have seen.” (Nov 14, Audio) So it was only through my

autoethnographic observations that I became aware of this.

Unclear Threat Model. Another point that remains rather vague is

the threat model. Apple states that “Lockdown Mode helps protect

devices against extremely rare and highly sophisticated cyber at-

tacks” [6]. There is no concrete overview of the possible attackers,

their capabilities, the attacks, and how the features in Lockdown

Mode help against them. This ties in with the points of Section 4.3

that it is really hard to evaluate which features of Lockdown Mode

are really relevant and why they are implemented the way they are.
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I summarised my frustration about the lack of information in the

following excerpt from my audio reflections:

And I think one should actually do that [give con-
crete, detailed information]. I think Apple often
has an attitude of ‘trust me bro, we are doing it
the right way’. But you aren’t able to evaluate it
for yourself at first glance. (14 Nov, Audio)

The approach of creating a good product without telling users

the exact reasoning behind it may work for non-security issues and

may contribute to Apple’s success, but in the context of security

it proves problematic. For at-risk users, it is important to know

exactly how they are protected by a feature like Lockdown Mode.

They need to be able to assess where Lockdown Mode provides

protection, and where they may need to take further steps. A lack

of this knowledge may therefore result in potential security risks

for them. It also makes it difficult for researchers to evaluate the

effectiveness of LockdownMode, as it partly acts as a black box. This

reduces their ability to suggest improvements that could improve

the security and usability of Lockdown Mode.

4.3 Encounters with Mysterious Design Choices
Blocking Issues. In several instances, design choices led to issues

regarding blocked features and unintended consequences. Con-

versely, there were several situations where the implementation

seemed inconsistent or left me puzzled as to its purpose. For exam-

ple, although most websites worked fine during my testing phase,

I encountered instances of functionality breakdown. One memo-

rable incident occurred during a hiking trip with a friend, which I

recorded in the following journal entry:

Wanted to open the website with [the] route [the
friend] sent me. Lockdown Mode removed the im-
ages (not so bad) and the map (which obviously
was one of the main things I wanted to see) from
the website [(see Figure 4a)]. So before leaving, I
opened the link on my PC and during the trip I let
[them] navigate for us. Not a huge problem since
I could rely on them, but alone I would have been
helpless without deactivating LockdownMode for
the website. Could have also been catastrophic,
if I hadn’t taken my powerbank with me so [I
could] recharge their phone. (Aug 20, Journal)

It is possible to exclude websites from Lockdown Mode once the

relevant setting has been located, which I had to look up online:

On the left-hand side of the address bar in Safari, there is the page

settings button labelled “aA” which opens a menu, where Lockdown

Mode can be toggled off in the website settings. “It’s not really
hard, but I would not have found it by myself so easily” (Aug 01,
Journal). In the above-mentioned instance, I chose not to proceed

in deactivating LockdownMode, as at-risk users are likely to behave

similarly due to the strong warning not to do so. The warning can

be seen in Figure 5a and reads “Are you sure you want to turn off
Lockdown Mode for [this website]? Lockdown Mode protection will
be turned off for this website. This may increase security risk if you
believe you may be personally targeted by a highly sophisticated
cyberattack.”

(a) Annotated missing web-
site elements (Aug 20)

(b) Unable to open received files in
iMessage (Oct 25)

(c) Incoming FaceTime call from a
Mac blocked (Aug 23)

Figure 4: Screenshots of encountered functionality breaking
issues when using Lockdown Mode.

There are several further blocking issues. Specifically, not only

are link previews disabled in iMessage, URLs are also not displayed

as hyperlinks. Instead, they appear as regular text, which means

that users have to copy and paste links into their browser manually

in order to access them. It is “quite annoying” (Nov 13, Audio) if the
link is in the middle of a paragraph of text since it cannot be copied

individually. Furthermore, I was confused as to the purpose of this

feature:

Sure, you don’t click so fast on a link, that could
be a problem, or by accident. That’s probably the
thought behind this, but, yeah. . .Now you have to
copy it, which is just more work. But whether this
is supposed to generate a big security advantage,
I don’t know. (Nov 13, Audio)

Another issue affecting the usability of iMessage pertains to the

blocking of some file types. Many common file types, including

PDF and DOCX, are blocked from being opened. Instead, the file is

only indicated as a blank file icon with a non-descriptive label “1

Message”. Upon clicking on it, a notification is presented that states

the file is blocked in Lockdown Mode. Unfortunately, there is no

way to make an exception for a specific file, so the only solution

presented by the notification is to turn off Lockdown Mode system-

wide (see Figure 4b):

I could imagine that for a high-risk user this
could be a problem. If they get an important file
[. . . ] that’s relevant for them, they have to turn
off Lockdown Mode completely. And it might be
questionable if they will return [to Lockdown
Mode, I] would say, because if this is something
they have to do regularly, this is quite restricting.
(Nov 13, Audio)

Incoming FaceTime calls from contacts not previously facetimed

with will be blocked (see Figure 4c). It may not pose a significant

inconvenience for individuals with a limited network of acquain-

tances or family members with whom they regularly converse.

However, it can be challenging for professions like reporters, who

are potentially at-risk users and need to communicate with a wide

range of people. Additionally, there is no option to exempt specific
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(a) Excludingwebsite fromLock-
down Mode (Aug 01)

(b) Unprotected network
(Sep 27)

(c) Contact sharing blocked
(Sep 29)

(d) Screentime sharing
(Oct 30)

(e) Notification overflow
(Oct 31)

Figure 5: Screenshots of occurred notifications and warnings while using Lockdown Mode in chronological order.

calls without first making a call to the other person. Furthermore,

I discovered an inconsistent design whereby calls from the same

person were displayed as blocked when attempted from their Mac,

but not displayed at all when attempted from an iPhone. “[This]
seemed to me more like a bug than a feature” (Aug 23, Journal). I
also assumed that in countries like the US, where FaceTime may be

used more widely, even in professional contexts, having incoming

calls blocked could lead to embarrassing situations, such as when

being called for a job interview by a yet unknown contact.

Missing Protection. This was not the sole example of encountering

design inconsistencies. All the problems with iMessage and Face-

Time “could be easily avoided by using Signal or something like that,
which doesn’t lack in security and privacy anyway” (Aug 16, Journal).
The blocking issues are exclusive to Apple’s own apps and features.

However, within third-party apps, which a considerable number of

users, including those at at risk, may already employ, all obstructed

functionalities remain accessible. Excluding the security features

from third-party apps appeared peculiar, as if links or files present

a significant danger to at-risk users, they ought to be safeguarded

even when they choose not to use iMessage or FaceTime for com-

munication. Only later did I understand the reasoning behind this

approach (see Section 5.2). At the time it seemed very inconsistent.

Even while using iMessage, a situation occurred where I felt less

protected and questioned the implementation decisions of Lock-

down Mode:

Realised that the chat [with a friend] via iMes-
sage switched a while back from iMessage to SMS.
I find it quite bizarre, that this is not warnedmore
clearly about. I don’t know if iMessage is E2E en-
crypted [it is [9]], but if so, it would be more

secure than SMS. Lockdown should prevent such
mistakes. (Oct 01, Journal)

I Would Have Implemented It the Other Way Round. Another in-
stance where the design decision was perplexing was the restriction

of the contact sharing feature introduced in iOS 17. It blocks other

people to share their profile name and picture with users in Lock-

downMode. Sharing one’s own name or picture while in Lockdown

Mode is possible and even enabled per default. For me the intuitive

implementation choice would have been to block users in Lock-

down Mode from sharing their information while allowing them to

receive the information of others. I wrote the following about that

topic in my journal on the day it first occurred to me:

[A friend] tried (probably automatically) to share
their profile name and picture. (New contact info
feature). This was blocked by Lockdown Mode. I
find this very odd, since I see no apparent risk in
this behaviour. It’s just a name and a picture. The
only threat I could see, someone sharing a wrong
name and picture, and the user accidentally dis-
closes important information to this fake account
in believe it was a trusted contact. I find it espe-
cially odd since sharing your own contact info is
set to “contacts” per default. This might be much
more dangerous. Perhaps a high-risk user might
have given an alias to some contacts. Now it is
possible to accidentally disclose your real name
and photo to all your contacts. A good default
option would be to set this option to “always ask”
or deactivate it completely. (Sep 29, Journal)
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I experienced a similar design choice, where incoming informa-

tion was blocked while outgoing information was unimpeded, with

destination sharing in Apple Maps. Receiving a shared navigation

destination from others to myself was restricted, whereas I was

permitted to share my own destination with others.

I really don’t understand where the threat lies in
getting shared some information via an internal
(!) interface of the operating system. Tested this
featuremyself now and fromme, it works without
problems. Shouldn’t this be the thing with higher
risk for me, accidentally sharing my location and
destination with someone I don’t know very well,
or this information somehow being accessed by
a person in the middle. Very mysterious design
choices. (Sep 30, Journal)

After discussing with the co-authors, it became clear to me that

the primary motivation for these measures is presumably to pre-

vent threats such as zero-click exploits. These are what Apple is

referring to when it says it protects against “some of the most

sophisticated digital threats” [6]. It appears that Apple does not

prioritise protection against social attacks. However, it is important

to note that at-risk users with similar or lower levels of technical

understanding may come to the same wrong conclusion as I did.

Additionally, implementing protections against social attacks could

still be valuable for these users.

GoodDesign Choices. While some choices regarding blocking seemed

less than ideal to me, there were also instances of good design

choices. A prime example is the deactivation of 2G, which is set

as default in iOS 17 when Lockdown Mode is active, but could be

toggled back on, if necessary. Giving users the option to turn off

certain protections if they become too restrictive is, in my opin-

ion, a very good design choice that should be available for more

aspects of Lockdown Mode. Furthermore, although it is possible to

accidentally switch from iMessage to SMS and lose the benefits of

end-to-end encryption, SMS offers link and file protection as well.

4.4 Notification Overflow
Lockdown Mode introduces a host of new notifications to iOS.

Sometimes, they provide useful information or warnings. However,

their high volume can significantly diminish user experience. The

most frustrating example in my experience arose after joining my

iCloud family group. Regular notifications informed me that my

Screen Time data would not be shared with them. The timing of

these notifications seemed random to me. As shown in Figure 5d,

I received 3 warnings within 6 days. A journal entry reveals my

irritation with the number of notifications:

I now got this notification multiple times. It’s re-
ally annoying since there does not exist a method
to turn it off. My notifications for Screen Time
are already off. . . Really annoying if this persists.
Really bad implementation. (Sep 07, Journal)

To me, showing the notification so many times appears poorly

planned. I comprehend the benefit of informing the user once about

the feature restriction, but the persistent reminders are unnecessary

and hinder the primary tasks users wish to perform on their device.

The new contact sharing feature in iOS 17 presents a comparable

situation. I have already questioned the general implementation

of it in Section 4.3. Furthermore, I believe the notifications’ execu-

tion is suboptimal as the default setting is to automatically share

your name and picture with all contacts, meaning users with Lock-

down Mode can get tons of notifications that sharing attempts were

blocked. So if Alice has contact sharing enabled, Bob, who uses

Lockdown Mode, receives a notification stating name and photo

sharing has been prevented every time Alice attempts to contact

Bob via calling, iMessage or FaceTime (see Figure 5c). This proved

to be rather annoying, because while I can see the benefit of being

notified of blocked incoming FaceTime calls, I cannot see the benefit

of frequently receiving a message that their profile information has

been blocked. General information on the feature being blocked

would be entirely satisfactory for my needs.

Also, I did not quite understand the reasoning behind the unse-

cured Wi-Fi warning shown in Figure 5b:

I got a warning, but this one was not very intimi-
dating like the ones when disabling Lockdown for
a website. Although the text was quite extreme,
red wasn’t used and the connect-anyway-button
was the default (right) button. (Sep 25, Journal)

Although I acknowledge the usefulness of the unprotected Wi-

Fi warning, I remain unconvinced of its effectiveness as it is a

frequently encountered notification and may be simply clicked

through.

One example of the many warnings a user might be exposed to is

shown in Figure 5e. Overall, I am not of the opinion that increasing

the notification load is a good strategy for increasing perceived

security or improving user experience.

4.5 “Could As Well Not Be Active” — Tension
Between Expectation and Experience

Not Really Noticeable. A theme that emerged during my observa-

tions of Lockdown Mode was the overall lack of noticeable big

changes. Although there were a few noteworthy changes to the

user experience, as discussed above, for the most part my impres-

sion of Lockdown Mode during my day-to-day use was that the

changes were minor to unnoticeable. This is supported by entries in

my journal, which lack observations specific to LockdownMode for

most days and activities. Following the first few days, I formulated

this impression in the following entry:

Since the initial impressions of Lockdown Mode,
haven’t had any different experiences the past
days. Could as well not be active. (Aug 05, Jour-
nal)

This experience may be a result of my inaccurate expectations

prior to the study. My expectations were that the changes would

be more noticeable and have a big impact on everyday use. I have

reflected on my experience as follows:

I think that was also a bit in our discussion, that
there are somehow greater restrictions in real day-
to-day use, that there are somehow major things
that don’t work, that it’s kind of frustrating. You
just couldn’t experience this. I don’t think you
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could tell at that point in time. You could see
in individual apps that Lockdown Mode was on
because of the notification, and then nothing else
actually happened. (Nov 09, Audio)

As indicated in the last sentence, I blame Apple in part for my

false expectations. Most apps showed me when I first opened the

app that functionalitymight be limited. So I was expecting problems,

but in fact the biggest limitation I experienced was that the first

page of my regional mobility provider’s app did not load the first

time I opened it, and I am not entirely sure that it was really due to

the Lockdown Mode. All the other apps that displayed the warning

worked fine. I was conflicted whether the lack of friction while

using the Lockdown Mode would be beneficial to at-risk users, or

whether they might feel vulnerable:

On the one hand a smooth experience is beneficial
for the usability of the device. But users might
also be unsatisfied that not much really changes
[. . . ] and don’t really feel more secure therefore.
(Aug 16, Journal)

Wrongly Attributed Problems. A side effect of my expectations was

that I sometimes attributed problems to Lockdown Mode, although

they had nothing to do with it. Problems related to the web browser

or WebSheet, that is used by many third-party apps, were particu-

larly prone to this effect, as these are the places where I expected the

Lockdown Mode to cause problems. One example was trying to buy

a public transport ticket. The process failed, and I only found out

later that it was a problem in the app and not related to Lockdown

Mode:

I wanted to buy the [. . . ] ticket. [. . . ] However,
the payment process ended shortly after I had
entered everything with a non-descriptive error
message, and so I couldn’t buy the ticket. That
was another [. . . ] case of ‘this could have been
Lockdown Mode’ I didn’t quite know. It had re-
ally turned out that it wasn’t Lockdown Mode
because, for one thing, I tried it again a few days
later, and it worked, and I also learnt from many
other people around me that they had problems
with the payment, with buying the ticket, that
they also had exactly the same errors as me, even
though they weren’t using Lockdown Mode or
iOS at all. That was a problem on the [side of my
mobility provider]. You can see a bit again, yes,
people really like to blame errors first of all on
Lockdown Mode and then only later realise that
it is or isn’t actually a Lockdown Mode problem
at all. (Nov 15, Audio)

The problem of misattribution is related to the problems with

Apple’s communication strategy mentioned in Section 4.2. If Apple

were to communicate more clearly which features are affected by

Lockdown Mode, it would be clearer to users which problems are

related to Lockdown Mode and which are not. In my opinion, this

leads to a worse user experience of LockdownMode, because people

might think that more functionality is negatively affected than is

actually the case.

Non-Lockdown Features That Made Me Feel Uneasy. In a few in-

stances, I found Apple could improve trust in Lockdown Mode by

removing a few features and notification that are not directly se-

curity and Lockdown Mode related. An implementation issue that

presents a challenge is the recent modification to shared albums.

Once, I attempted to accept a shared album from a family member,

only to discover that activation of iCloud Photos was a requirement.

Activating iCloud Photos has the effect of uploading one’s entire

photo library to iCloud. I was disinclined to undertake such an

action due to personal reasons and the cost it would have caused.

Similarly, I anticipate that many at-risk users might endorse my

perspective. Perhaps they do not want all their private, potentially

incriminating, photos stored in iCloud, especially given instances

of leaks in the past. A prominent example is the leak of nude photos

of multiple female celebrities in 2014 [49]. Another example are

Siri’s suggestions, which made me feel under surveillance:

Got a Siri-suggestion about opening a specific
note I accessed every evening. Although it’s prob-
ably a very basic system, it freaked me out. So I
deactivated it in the settings. (Sep 07, Journal)

A comparable situation occurred when I reinstalled Instagram

and found that the system remembered my account, due to the

information being stored in iCloud. Both occurrences made me feel

watched and I can envision that an at-risk user might experience the

same feelings. Despite their lack of malicious intent, both features

could lead users to believe that their device is covertly monitoring

and recording their actions. It could potentially make at-risk users

feel uncomfortable. Especially affected could be those at-risk users

who are inclined towards legitimate paranoia, due to being victims

of high-intensity surveillance, or users who do not have a good

understanding of technology.

5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Visibility of Protection: Too Much and Too

Little At the Same Time
Our autoethnographic study of Apple’s Lockdown Mode in iOS

sheds light on significant gaps in information disclosure by the com-

pany, particularly concerning the specific features of Lockdown

Mode and its threat model. The lack of clarity hindered the first

author’s ability to comprehensively assess the necessity of certain

feature restrictions, and they identified gaps in protection in certain

domains. Our discussions during our weekly meetings have led us

to a critical realisation that Lockdown Mode primarily targets tech-

nical attacks from external sources, but provides limited defence

against social attacks relying on user information disclosure. Fur-

thermore, the first author’s experiences have revealed a frustration

triggered by an overflow of notifications, frequently attributed to

suboptimal interactions between Lockdown Mode and other fea-

tures. The introduction of new notification-intensive features in

iOS 17, such as contact sharing, served to reinforce this percep-

tion. The notification overflow occasionally overwhelmed the first

author, while at other times, a sense of vulnerability arose due to

low visibility or the absence of meaningful changes in the system.

The first author felt unprotected in these situations, highlighting

the nuanced balance between technical constraints, visibility, or
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lack thereof, and seamless usability. This study underscores the

significance of transparency and user-centric design in security

features. Like Distler et al. [21], who found that their users felt

reassured by the mentioning of encryption in the user interface of

a voting system, we think that overall explicit and calibrated visi-

bility of the Lockdown Mode’s presence, as implemented in Safari

(see “Lockdown Enabled” indicator above address bar in Figure 4a),

would have improved user experience in general. While there were

times when the first author suffered from notification overflows, in

other cases (see Section 4.5), the invisibility of protection did make

the first author uneasy, as they had no sense of assurance whether

they are currently protected. Here, a standardised, non-intrusive,

yet visible assurance that Lockdown Mode is active would benefit

users.

5.2 Intended Users and Threat Model
One of the most critical shortcomings of Lockdown Mode is the

absence of an explicit statement about intended users and a com-

prehensive threat model. The statement provided by Apple on their

website that Lockdown Mode is “an optional, extreme protection

that’s designed for the very few individuals who, because of who

they are or what they do, might be personally targeted by some of

the most sophisticated digital threats” [6] is very vague. It appears

evident that Apple is referring to users who are deemed to be at

risk. Nevertheless, as we elaborate in Section 2.1, the population of

at-risk users is heterogeneous, and the precise definition of these

users remains elusive.

It should be noted that LockdownMode primarily protects against

technical attacks, not social attacks. This is, however, not apparent

from Apple’s description. The first author’s reaction in Section 4.3

highlighted the lack of clarity on this issue. Providing explicit in-

formation about the covered functionalities, as well as those in-

tentionally excluded, and the reasons behind these design choices,

is vital for at-risk users to self-assess whether to use Lockdown

Mode or not. Finding reasons for specific implementations was

time-consuming for us and involved a lot of guesswork.

For instance, we only later understood the lack of restrictions on

third-party messengers, which the first author complained about

in Section 4.3. We first believed that the restrictions imposed by

Lockdown Mode are likely intended for system apps because these

apps have known vulnerabilities that attackers could exploit. For

example, features like iMessage’s link previews can enable zero-

click attacks with automated executions of malicious payloads.

However, we now believe the focus on these apps is a result of their

much higher level of permissions. This means that third-party apps

are less appealing targets since they have a smaller attack surface,

because they lack the privileged "entitlements" (i.e., permissions of

the type "com.apple.private.*") [8] that system apps have. From this

viewpoint, Apple’s design choice seems logical, but it is difficult for

users to fully understand the technical reasons behind it.

5.3 Improving Lockdown Mode
To enhance the effectiveness and user experience of Lockdown

Mode, it is essential to consider several aspects for refinement.

Better Information Policy. We believe that one of the most important

areas of improvement concerns Apple’s information policy. One

aspect of this, as elaborated in Section 5.2, is missing explanation

of the kind of users the Lockdown Mode is intended for, and the

exact threat model. The users are first encouraged to use Lockdown

Mode if they are at risk from “some of the most sophisticated digital

threats”, and then discouraged from activating the Lockdown Mode

in the next sentence, because “[m]ost people are never targeted by

attacks of this nature”. So the users are expected to autonomously

decide to which kind of users they belong to with very little in-

formation from Apple. This can be very tricky for non-tech-savvy

users, to whom people who are likely to attract targeted attacks

from governments and similar opponents may well belong.

This seems to be an instance of the information policy that is

called “need-to-know’ in the military context, which Adams and

Sasse describe in their classical paper [2]: The users are provided

with the absoluteminimumof information about a securitymeasure,

because more information is deemed to facilitate attacks. They

additionally call this approach “authoritarian” and show that badly

informed users develop “wildly inaccurate”mental models of threats

and security measures, which in turn undermines security. Later,

Dodier-Lazaro et al. [22] call this approach “paternalistic”: Security

goals and measures are set by security experts without considering

user values. Our 1-person-experience already shows that, apart

from wanting to be technically safe, the users may value many

other aspects, including but not limited to:

• Exact information on affected and non-affected features.

• An understanding of principles behind the LockdownMode.

• Exact attribution of problems with apps to Lockdown Mode

or not, because if a problem is not connected to Lockdown

Mode, it can be solved by app developers.

• A standardised, non-intrusive, visible manifestation that

Lockdown Mode is active.

• Being protected from accidental disclosures of valuable

information, such as when automatically sharing the real

name and photo via the contact sharing feature.

• Communicating without obstacles, which is still possible by

using, e.g., Signal that is not restricted in Lockdown Mode,

but not apparent from Apple’s description.

This is a conceptional weakness of Lockdown Mode, which is

independent of individual features. It is our contention that a more

transparent information policy on the part of Apple would serve

to empower at-risk users, enabling them to make well-informed

decisions with regard to their security, and thus enhance the level of

user acceptance by people who really would profit from Lockdown

Mode.

More Control for Users. Blocking certain features can lead to several
problems, as discussed in Section 4.3. While there is an option to

exclude certain websites, there is no such option for iMessage or

FaceTime. The restriction that only known contacts can call you

can be circumvented by calling the other person first. However,

it would be more convenient to have an option to exclude certain

contacts from this restriction. Although the removal of hyperlinks

in iMessage is annoying, the blocking of most file types is probably

the biggest obstacle for users, as there is no way to exclude certain

files or contacts. It is not even possible to know which file the user

is restricted from opening, as the filename is also excluded. The

only workaround suggested by iOS is to disable Lockdown Mode,
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which defeats the purpose of security. Giving users a more granular

level of control and allowing them to make specific exceptions to

Lockdown Mode may improve the user experience. In situations

where alternative secure options are available, iOS could also indi-

cate these. This might help users avoid having to choose between

staying in Lockdown Mode or turning it off completely.

Reducing Notification Load. As described in Section 4.4, the first

author frequently encountered notifications, often related to the

blocking of sharing functionality (contact sharing, destination shar-

ing, family sharing). The first author found this annoying as most

of these notifications were redundant. An improvement to the Lock-

down Mode would be to redesign this system so that each type of

notification (e.g., that a contact’s photo and name are not shared) is

only shown once and the user is only reminded occasionally that it

is still in place. On the other hand, notifications such as warnings

about adding websites to a whitelist or joining an insecure network

seem to be designed to scare and bully users into submission, as

criticised by Sasse [58], rather than helping them. It should also be

possible for users to disable the above notifications, for example in

a special section of the notifications or in the Lockdown Mode set-

tings. By making the Lockdown Mode a smoother, less distracting

experience, this measure could go a long way to improving user

experience.

5.4 Methodological Learnings
The autoethnographic approach in this study facilitated a detailed

exploration of the day-to-day usage of Lockdown Mode, offering

an in-depth perspective that would have been difficult to achieve

through a traditional user study. Therefore, similar to various prior

studies covered in the literature review by Kaltenhauser et al. [36],

we also come to the conclusion that autoethnography is a suitable

method for exploring everyday scenarios and gaining a deeper

understanding of the issues related to specific technologies.

The journaling process via a command-line script and proactively

asked questions has certainly helped us to collect autoethnographic

field notes in a simple and structured way. In hindsight, we believe

that a traditional pen-and-paper approach would have been equally

suitable, but would probably have required the first author to have

more prior experience with autoethnography. Starting to create

audio recordings and to transcribe them automatically at earlier

stages of our study would have been beneficial. In retrospect, the

first author deemed the conservation of experiences, thoughts and

situational details via spoken (native) language easier than via

exclusively written notes and potentially even more thorough. The

weekly meetings with the research team and the interview with

one co-author were valuable to deepen the first-order observations

of the first author.

5.5 Limitations
The nature of autoethnography, being rooted in individual expe-

riences, inherently limits the generalisability of the results to a

broader population of users. The first author, not being an at-risk

user, may have approached and interacted with Lockdown Mode

differently than users facing more substantial security threats. Ad-

ditionally, as a computer science student, the first author possessed

an above-average understanding of technology, potentially influ-

encing the perceptions and behaviours observed during the study.

However, this may have allowed them to better understand the tech-

nical reasons behind different design decisions behind Lockdown

Mode and to make better observations.

The objective of this study was not to conduct a comprehensive

testing of all possible use cases, but rather to investigate the im-

pact of Lockdown Mode on an individual. Given that each user,

including the first author, has their own unique usage patterns, it

was not feasible to include all possible apps and websites in the

study. Moreover, we were unable to test features like Apple Cash

and HomeKit due to Apple Cash only being available in the US

[10] and a lack of personal smart home devices, respectively. As

the first author did not possess any additional Apple products, such

as a MacBook or an Apple Watch, it was not possible to examine

the interaction between these devices and an iPhone in Lockdown

Mode.

This study examined a snapshot of Lockdown Mode as shipped

in the two recent major versions of iOS at the time of writing, but

its features and capabilities may evolve with subsequent updates

and advancements. Despite our findings on current issues regard-

ing the user experience as well as conceptual matters, follow-up

investigations of Lockdown Mode are therefore inevitable.

5.6 Future Work
Future work might explicitly focus on technical evaluations of

Lockdown Mode. Tracing the past and future evolution of Lock-

downMode as a protective iOS feature through longitudinal studies

could bring into view user needs and developer responses. Whether

Lockdown Mode actually reaches its intended user group, and ef-

fectively delivers the kind of protection it promises, still needs to

be thoroughly assessed. While direct involvement of at-risk users is

desirable, all such efforts must always centre their needs and safety
concerns [13]. As protagonists and beneficiaries of this line of re-

search, at-risk users could share their reasoning for (non-)adoption

and experiences of Lockdown Mode through interviews or in the

form of diary studies. Research of this kind might benefit from

cooperation with frontline organisations, such as the Electronic

Frontier Foundation (EFF) and Citizen Lab.

6 CONCLUSION
We conducted an autoethnographic study of the everyday impact

of Apple’s Lockdown Mode in iOS 16/17. Our study identified prob-

lems in Apple’s communication strategy and implementation of

Lockdown Mode. The first author frequently questioned the inclu-

sion or exclusion of certain features, which led to their decrease

in trust in Lockdown Mode. Furthermore, at times, they were frus-

trated by the number of warnings, while at other times they felt

unprotected because of the lack of perceptible changes.

Autoethnography was a valuable method for investigating the

benefits and problems of Lockdown Mode in a natural setting. It al-

lowed for an analysis beyond the purely technical implementation,

providing a nuanced understanding of a user’s experiences and

perceptions, and thus valuable insights into possible improvements

to Lockdown Mode. It is acknowledged that autoethnography in-

volves subjective insights, and therefore, our study can only be
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seen as a first exploration of this topic. To gain a comprehensive

understanding of the impact of Lockdown Mode on users, further

research is required with participants from diverse backgrounds,

especially real-life at-risk users.
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A CLUSTERING OF AUDIO RECORDINGS
ABOUT JOURNAL ENTRIES

Figure 6 shows the visual structure of the clustering process de-

scribed in Section 3.4: The bottom row represents individual audio

recordings corresponding to noteworthy journal entries, the middle

row shows the connecting themes that emerged from the coding

of the bottom row, and the top row shows the final overarching

themes which led to the topics presented in Section 4:

• “Communication” resulted in “Navigating Apple’s Informa-

tion Void” (Section 4.2),

• “Security vs. Usability” resulted in “Encounters with Myste-

rious Design Choices” (Section 4.3),

• “Attention vs. Invisibility” resulted in “Notification Over-

flow” (Section 4.4), and

• “Expectation vs. Experience” resulted in “Tension Between

Expectation and Experience” (Section 4.5).

B TESTING OF LOCKDOWNMODE RELATED
FEATURES

Table 2 presents a list of features impacted by Lockdown Mode that

were covered during the study, either because they were advertised

by Apple [6, 7] or because they were encountered during the study

and deemed relevant. The list was compiled in preparation for the
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Figure 6: Visualisation of the clustering process of audio recordings regarding journal entries.

Table 2: List of specific iOS features covered during
our autoethnographic study of using Lockdown
Mode

Features Coverage
AirDrop covered

AirPlay covered

AirPods covered

Attachments (iMessage) covered

Bluetooth covered

Configuration profiles covered

Contact sharing covered

Destination sharing covered

Device connections covered

FaceTime covered

Family sharing covered

FindMy covered

iMessage covered

Insecure network covered

Links (iMessage) covered

Metadata (photos) covered

Photo classification (search function) covered

Shared Albums covered

SMS covered

Web browsing covered

Whitelist (web browsing) covered

Wi-Fi hotspot covered

2G networks not covered
a

3rd party App Store not covered
b

Apple Cash not covered
c

HomeKit (Apple Services) not covered
d

a
Uncertain whether fallback to 2G ever occurred

b
Not available during study period, only available since iOS 17.4 [5]

c
Only available in the US [10]

d
Necessary smart home devices not available

autoethnographic phases and subsequently updated throughout

the course of the study.
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