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Secure C# JSON Deserialization
with System.Text.Json

System.Text.Json can deserialize safely when you control the target types, reject
unknown input early, and validate the resulting object graph before use. This
article explains the operational risks, secure defaults, practical workflow, and
production checks for C# applications that process untrusted JSON.

Programming - July 17, 2026

Why JSON deserialization becomes a security issue

The practical problem is not parsing JSON itself; it is turning untrusted JSON into live

.NET objects with behavior, assumptions, and downstream side effects. In C# services, that
boundary is often crossed in request handlers, message consumers, and integration workers
where input is assumed to be benign. If the object model is too permissive, the application
can accept unexpected shapes, silently drop important validation signals, or construct state
that later drives authorization, persistence, or command execution.

System.Text.Json gives you a safer baseline than many legacy serializers because it does not
rely on the same type metadata patterns that have historically expanded attack surface. That
does not make deserialization automatically safe. Security still depends on the target type,

the converter configuration, and whether you validate the resulting object before it is

used. After reading this article, you should be able to decide when System.Text.Json is a
good fit, recognize unsafe patterns, apply a practical validation workflow, and verify the
checks that matter before production use.

Key takeaways
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B Prefer deserializing into explicit DTOs or request models, not domain objects with
behavior.

B Keep the type surface narrow: only accept the fields the operation actually needs.
B Treat JSON deserialization as input processing, not trust establishment.
®  Reject or ignore unknown input deliberately, based on the risk of the endpoint.

B Validate the resulting object graph before business logic, persistence, or authorization
decisions.

®  Be cautious with custom converters, polymorphism, and object graphs that can express more
than your use case requires.

How System.Text.Json helps, and where it does not

System.Text.Json is designed around explicit contracts. That matters operationally because
it reduces the chance that an attacker can smuggle in behavior through unexpected type
resolution. In practical terms, the serializer maps JSON to known .NET types, and you
control which members are bindable through attributes, naming policy, and serializer
options.

That control is useful only if you keep the target type small and predictable. A

deserializer cannot infer business intent. For example, a JSON payload might contain fields
such as IsAdmin, Approved, or Role, but whether those values are safe to bind depends on
whether the server is supposed to accept them from the caller at all. The safest posture is
to accept the minimum shape required for the operation and then derive privileged state
server-side.

This is also why secure deserialization is closely related to preventing RCE in .NET
applications. Even if your current code path does not use unsafe polymorphism, an overly
flexible model or converter can widen the attack surface later when the endpoint evolves.

What secure deserialization looks like in practice

A secure deserialization flow is less about one magic option and more about a disciplined
contract:
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B Parse JSON into a narrow request type.

B Enforce strict parsing behavior where the endpoint requires it.

B Validate required fields, ranges, formats, and cross-field constraints.
B Map the validated request into internal models.

B Apply authorization and business rules after input validation.

A compact example:

This pattern does not make every input safe by itself, but it does establish a predictable
contract. The key security property is that the server accepts only what it explicitly knows
how to handle.

Practical scenario: an internal API that ingests work
orders

Consider a service that receives JSON work orders from another internal system. The payload
includes a description, priority, requested completion date, and a few routing fields. The
receiving service stores the request, then later assigns it to an internal queue.

The common mistake in this kind of environment is to deserialize directly into a domain

entity such as WorkOrder, which also contains status, owner, approval state, timestamps, and
audit metadata. That seems convenient because the JSON matches the object shape closely. It
is also dangerous because the caller can now supply fields that should only be set by the
server.

A safer model is to accept a request DTO with only the fields the sender is allowed to

control. If the inbound JSON contains unexpected properties, your response should depend on
the endpoint?s risk profile. For a high-trust integration, you may choose to ignore extras

but log them. For a security-sensitive endpoint, you may prefer to reject them so drift or

abuse does not go unnoticed.

This is where secure deserialization becomes operationally useful: it helps you draw a hard
line between caller-controlled data and server-owned state.

Implementation trade-offs you need to decide
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Secure deserialization is not free. The main trade-offs are about strictness, compatibility,
and maintainability.

Strict versus tolerant input

Strict parsing improves confidence because malformed or unexpected payloads fail early. That
is usually the right choice for public APIs and security-sensitive workflows. The trade-off

is integration friction: older clients may send casing variations, extra fields, or number

formats that your server no longer accepts.

A tolerant parser can improve interoperability, but it also makes it easier to miss contract
drift. If you allow too much flexibility, you may not notice that clients are sending data
you do not actually use.

DTOs versus domain models

DTOs reduce risk because they separate the wire format from internal behavior. Domain models
are convenient but often contain invariants that are hard to preserve during direct
deserialization. If a model has computed properties, required relationships, or server-owned
fields, direct binding increases the chance of partially valid state.

Custom converters versus built-in conventions

Custom converters can solve real problems, such as legacy payloads or unusual date formats.
They also create review burden because they become a second parser with its own edge cases.
If you use converters, keep them narrow and test them against malformed input as carefully

as you test your main code path.

Unknown properties: reject or ignore
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System.Text.Json can be configured in different ways depending on the .NET version and your
model. The question is not only technical; it is governance. In some systems, ignoring
unknown fields is acceptable because the payload is controlled and backward compatibility
matters. In others, unknown fields are a signal of attack, client bug, or schema drift, and

should be rejected or at least logged for investigation. Verify the available behavior on

your target runtime version rather than assuming a setting exists or behaves the same across
releases.

What this means in practice

In practice, secure JSON deserialization means you stop treating the serializer as a neutral
plumbing layer. It becomes part of your input validation boundary.

For developers, that means the object you deserialize into should look like an API contract,
not a rich business object. For system engineers, that means contract changes need review
just like authentication or authorization changes, because a new field can change server
behavior. For security professionals, that means deserialization review should focus on the
boundary between wire input and trusted state: what is bound, what is ignored, what is
rejected, and what code runs after binding.

If you are comparing approaches, remember that secure deserialization is one control in a
larger chain. It does not replace authentication, authorization, rate limiting, schema
validation, or downstream authorization checks. It simply prevents the application from
giving untrusted data more structure and influence than it deserves.

Decision guidance: when this approach is enough, and
when to tighten it

Use a narrow System.Text.Json contract when the payload is straightforward, the data shape
is known, and the server can validate everything it needs before taking action. This is the
common case for request DTOs, event envelopes, and internal integration messages.

Tighten the controls further when any of the following are true:

®  The endpoint accepts untrusted external traffic.

®  The payload can influence authorization, workflow state, or persistence rules.
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B You rely on custom converters or polymorphic models.
®  The object graph is large or historically unstable.
®  The input comes from multiple producers with uneven contract discipline.

If the payload is highly dynamic, especially if it resembles a document store more than a
request contract, a schema-first approach or a dedicated validation layer may be a better
fit than direct object binding.

Common mistakes that weaken security

The most frequent mistake is deserializing into a type that contains more power than the
caller should have. That often shows up as binding directly to entities used by Entity
Framework, workflow state objects, or privileged configuration models.

A second mistake is assuming that successful deserialization means valid data. It only means
the payload could be mapped into the target type. Required field presence, business rules,
data ranges, and cross-field consistency still need validation.

A third mistake is relying on defaults without reviewing them. Case-insensitive matching,
permissive number handling, and tolerance for extra syntax can be convenient, but each of
these choices should be intentional.

A fourth mistake is allowing custom converters to become unreviewed exception paths.
Converters are often where edge-case parsing, implicit conversions, and legacy compatibility
accumulate. If a converter is complex enough to hide business logic, it needs the same
scrutiny as any other sensitive code path.

A fifth mistake is failing to bound payload size and nesting depth. Even when the type
mapping is safe, large or deeply nested JSON can still create denial-of-service pressure if
you do not enforce limits at the transport or application layer.

Production readiness checklist

Before using System.Text.Json deserialization in production, verify the following:

®  The target type is a narrow DTO, not a privileged domain entity.

B Required fields are validated after deserialization.
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B Unknown fields are handled intentionally for the endpoint?s risk level.
B Custom converters, if any, are reviewed and tested with malformed input.

®  The runtime version and serializer options are confirmed in the target deployment
environment.

®  Payload size, depth, and request limits are enforced somewhere in the request path.

B Sensitive fields are server-owned and never accepted from the caller unless explicitly
required.

®  Logging captures enough context to detect schema drift without recording secrets.
B Failure behavior is defined: reject, ignore, or quarantine malformed payloads.

B Security review covers both the serializer settings and the downstream code that consumes
the deserialized object.

Final takeaway

Secure C# JSON deserialization with System.Text.Json is less about a single setting and more
about contract discipline. Deserialize into the smallest useful type, validate immediately,

and keep caller-controlled data separate from trusted application state. If you do that
consistently, System.Text.Json gives you a practical, reviewable foundation for processing
untrusted JSON without expanding your attack surface unnecessarily.

Use this guidance together with C# async await deadlocks to connect the workflow with
related operational context already available on the site.

Use this guidance together with Python logging best practices and Python memory profiling to
connect the workflow with related operational context already available on the site.
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