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Overview

Description
Researchers have analysed a growing series of downloaders used by the OilRig cyberespionage

group to maintain access to Israeli targets of special interest, in a blogpost published on 14
December 2023.

Confidence

This value represents the confidence in the correctness of the data contained within this report.
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Attack-Pattern

Establish Accounts

T1585

Description

Adversaries may create and cultivate accounts with services that can be used during
targeting. Adversaries can create accounts that can be used to build a persona to further
operations. Persona development consists of the development of public information,
presence, history and appropriate affiliations. This development could be applied to social
media, website, or other publicly available information that could be referenced and
scrutinized for legitimacy over the course of an operation using that persona or identity.
(Citation: NEWSCASTER2014)(Citation: BlackHatRobinSage) For operations incorporating
social engineering, the utilization of an online persona may be important. These personas
may be fictitious or impersonate real people. The persona may exist on a single site or
across multiple sites (ex: Facebook, LinkedIn, Twitter, Google, GitHub, Docker Hub, etc.).
Establishing a persona may require development of additional documentation to make
them seem real. This could include filling out profile information, developing social
networks, or incorporating photos.(Citation: NEWSCASTER2014)(Citation:
BlackHatRobinSage) Establishing accounts can also include the creation of accounts with
email providers, which may be directly leveraged for [Phishing for Information](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1598) or [Phishing](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1566).(Citation: Mandiant APT1)
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Develop Capabilities

T1587

Description

Adversaries may build capabilities that can be used during targeting. Rather than
purchasing, freely downloading, or stealing capabilities, adversaries may develop their
own capabilities in-house. This is the process of identifying development requirements
and building solutions such as malware, exploits, and self-signed certificates. Adversaries
may develop capabilities to support their operations throughout numerous phases of the
adversary lifecycle.(Citation: Mandiant APT1)(Citation: Kaspersky Sofacy)(Citation:
Bitdefender StrongPity June 2020)(Citation: Talos Promethium June 2020) As with legitimate
development efforts, different skill sets may be required for developing capabilities. The
skills needed may be located in-house, or may need to be contracted out. Use of a

contractor may be considered an extension of that adversary's development capabilities,
provided the adversary plays a role in shaping requirements and maintains a degree of
exclusivity to the capability.

Fallback Channels

71008

Description

Adversaries may use fallback or alternate communication channels if the primary channel
is compromised or inaccessible in order to maintain reliable command and control and to
avoid data transfer thresholds.

Attack-Pattern
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Masquerading

T1036

Description

Adversaries may attempt to manipulate features of their artifacts to make them appear
legitimate or benign to users and/or security tools. Masquerading occurs when the name
or location of an object, legitimate or malicious, is manipulated or abused for the sake of
evading defenses and observation. This may include manipulating file metadata, tricking
users into misidentifying the file type, and giving legitimate task or service names.
Renaming abusable system utilities to evade security monitoring is also a form of
[Masquerading](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1036).(Citation: LOLBAS Main Site)
Masquerading may also include the use of [Proxy](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1090) or VPNs to disguise IP addresses, which can allow adversaries to blend in with
normal network traffic and bypass conditional access policies or anti-abuse protections.

Hide Artifacts

T1564

Description

Adversaries may attempt to hide artifacts associated with their behaviors to evade
detection. Operating systems may have features to hide various artifacts, such as
important system files and administrative task execution, to avoid disrupting user work
environments and prevent users from changing files or features on the system.
Adversaries may abuse these features to hide artifacts such as files, directories, user
accounts, or other system activity to evade detection.(Citation: Sofacy Komplex Trojan)
(Citation: Cybereason OSX Pirrit)(Citation: MalwareBytes ADS July 2015) Adversaries may
also attempt to hide artifacts associated with malicious behavior by creating computing
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regions that are isolated from common security instrumentation, such as through the use
of virtualization technology.(Citation: Sophos Ragnar May 2020)

Encrypted Channel

T1573

Description

Adversaries may employ a known encryption algorithm to conceal command and control
traffic rather than relying on any inherent protections provided by a communication
protocol. Despite the use of a secure algorithm, these implementations may be vulnerable
to reverse engineering if secret keys are encoded and/or generated within malware
samples/configuration files

Indicator Removal

171070

Description

Adversaries may delete or modify artifacts generated within systems to remove evidence
of their presence or hinder defenses. Various artifacts may be created by an adversary or
something that can be attributed to an adversary’s actions. Typically these artifacts are
used as defensive indicators related to monitored events, such as strings from
downloaded files, logs that are generated from user actions, and other data analyzed by
defenders. Location, format, and type of artifact (such as command or login history) are
often specific to each platform. Removal of these indicators may interfere with event
collection, reporting, or other processes used to detect intrusion activity. This may
compromise the integrity of security solutions by causing notable events to go unreported.
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This activity may also impede forensic analysis and incident response, due to lack of
sufficient data to determine what occurred.

Phishing

T1566

Description

Adversaries may send phishing messages to gain access to victim systems. All forms of
phishing are electronically delivered social engineering. Phishing can be targeted, known
as spearphishing. In spearphishing, a specific individual, company, or industry will be
targeted by the adversary. More generally, adversaries can conduct non-targeted phishing,
such as in mass malware spam campaigns. Adversaries may send victims emails
containing malicious attachments or links, typically to execute malicious code on victim
systems. Phishing may also be conducted via third-party services, like social media
platforms. Phishing may also involve social engineering techniques, such as posing as a
trusted source, as well as evasive techniques such as removing or manipulating emails or
metadata/headers from compromised accounts being abused to send messages (e.g.,
[Email Hiding Rules](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1564/008)).(Citation: Microsoft
OAuth Spam 2022)(Citation: Palo Alto Unit 42 VBA Infostealer 2014) Another way to
accomplish this is by forging or spoofing(Citation: Proofpoint-spoof) the identity of the
sender which can be used to fool both the human recipient as well as automated security
tools.(Citation: cyberproof-double-bounce) Victims may also receive phishing messages

that instruct them to call a phone number where they are directed to visit a malicious URL,
download malware,(Citation: sygnia Luna Month)(Citation: CISA Remote Monitoring and
Management Software) or install adversary-accessible remote management tools onto
their computer (i.e., [User Execution](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1204)).(Citation:
Unit42 Luna Moth)

Data Encoding
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11132

Description

Adversaries may encode data to make the content of command and control traffic more
difficult to detect. Command and control (C2) information can be encoded using a
standard data encoding system. Use of data encoding may adhere to existing protocol
specifications and includes use of ASCII, Unicode, Base64, MIME, or other binary-to-text
and character encoding systems.(Citation: Wikipedia Binary-to-text Encoding) (Citation:
Wikipedia Character Encoding) Some data encoding systems may also result in data
compression, such as gzip.

Data from Cloud Storage

11530

Description

Adversaries may access data from cloud storage. Many laaS providers offer solutions for
online data object storage such as Amazon S3, Azure Storage, and Google Cloud Storage.
Similarly, SaaS enterprise platforms such as Office 365 and Google Workspace provide
cloud-based document storage to users through services such as OneDrive and Google
Drive, while SaaS application providers such as Slack, Confluence, Salesforce, and Dropbox
may provide cloud storage solutions as a peripheral or primary use case of their platform.
In some cases, as with laaS-based cloud storage, there exists no overarching application
(such as SQL or Elasticsearch) with which to interact with the stored objects: instead, data
from these solutions is retrieved directly though the [Cloud API](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1059/009). In SaaS applications, adversaries may be able to collect this data
directly from APIs or backend cloud storage objects, rather than through their front-end
application or interface (i.e., [Data from Information Repositories](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1213)). Adversaries may collect sensitive data from these cloud storage
solutions. Providers typically offer security guides to help end users configure systems,
though misconfigurations are a common problem.(Citation: Amazon S3 Security, 2019)
(Citation: Microsoft Azure Storage Security, 2019)(Citation: Google Cloud Storage Best
Practices, 2019) There have been numerous incidents where cloud storage has been
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improperly secured, typically by unintentionally allowing public access to unauthenticated
users, overly-broad access by all users, or even access for any anonymous person outside
the control of the Identity Access Management system without even needing basic user
permissions. This open access may expose various types of sensitive data, such as credit
cards, personally identifiable information, or medical records.(Citation: Trend Micro S3
Exposed PIlI, 2017)(Citation: Wired Magecart S3 Buckets, 2019)(Citation: HIPAA Journal S3
Breach, 2017)(Citation: Rclone-mega-extortion_05_2021) Adversaries may also obtain then
abuse leaked credentials from source repositories, logs, or other means as a way to gain
access to cloud storage objects.

Browser Extensions

11176

Description

Adversaries may abuse Internet browser extensions to establish persistent access to victim
systems. Browser extensions or plugins are small programs that can add functionality and
customize aspects of Internet browsers. They can be installed directly or through a
browser's app store and generally have access and permissions to everything that the
browser can access.(Citation: Wikipedia Browser Extension)(Citation: Chrome Extensions
Definition) Malicious extensions can be installed into a browser through malicious app
store downloads masquerading as legitimate extensions, through social engineering, or by
an adversary that has already compromised a system. Security can be limited on browser
app stores so it may not be difficult for malicious extensions to defeat automated
scanners.(Citation: Malicious Chrome Extension Numbers) Depending on the browser,
adversaries may also manipulate an extension's update url to install updates from an
adversary controlled server or manipulate the mobile configuration file to silently install
additional extensions. Previous to macOS 11, adversaries could silently install browser
extensions via the command line using the profiles tool to install malicious
“.mobileconfig” files. In macOS 11+ the use of the "profiles” tool can no longer install
configuration profiles, however "mobileconfig” files can be planted and installed with user
interaction.(Citation: xorrior chrome extensions macOS) Once the extension is installed, it
can browse to websites in the background, steal all information that a user enters into a
browser (including credentials), and be used as an installer for a RAT for persistence.
(Citation: Chrome Extension Crypto Miner)(Citation: ICEBRG Chrome Extensions)(Citation:
Banker Google Chrome Extension Steals Creds)(Citation: Catch All Chrome Extension) There
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have also been instances of botnets using a persistent backdoor through malicious
Chrome extensions.(Citation: Stantinko Botnet) There have also been similar examples of
extensions being used for command & control.(Citation: Chrome Extension C2 Malware)

Email Collection

T4

Description

Adversaries may target user email to collect sensitive information. Emails may contain
sensitive data, including trade secrets or personal information, that can prove valuable to
adversaries. Adversaries can collect or forward email from mail servers or clients.

Native API

T1106

Description

Adversaries may interact with the native OS application programming interface (API) to
execute behaviors. Native APIs provide a controlled means of calling low-level OS services
within the kernel, such as those involving hardware/devices, memory, and processes.
(Citation: NT APl Windows)(Citation: Linux Kernel API) These native APIs are leveraged by
the OS during system boot (when other system components are not yet initialized) as well
as carrying out tasks and requests during routine operations. Adversaries may abuse these
OS API functions as a means of executing behaviors. Similar to [Command and Scripting
Interpreter](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059), the native API and its hierarchy of
interfaces provide mechanisms to interact with and utilize various components of a
victimized system. Native API functions (such as "NtCreateProcess’) may be directed

Attack-Pattern




TLP:CLEAR

invoked via system calls / syscalls, but these features are also often exposed to user-
mode applications via interfaces and libraries.(Citation: OutFlank System Calls)(Citation:
CyberBit System Calls)(Citation: MDSec System Calls) For example, functions such as the
Windows API “CreateProcess()” or GNU “fork()” will allow programs and scripts to start other
processes.(Citation: Microsoft CreateProcess)(Citation: GNU Fork) This may allow API callers
to execute a binary, run a CLI command, load modules, etc. as thousands of similar API
functions exist for various system operations.(Citation: Microsoft Win32)(Citation: LIBC)
(Citation: GLIBC) Higher level software frameworks, such as Microsoft .NET and macOS
Cocoa, are also available to interact with native APIs. These frameworks typically provide
language wrappers/abstractions to API functionalities and are designed for ease-of-use/
portability of code.(Citation: Microsoft NET)(Citation: Apple Core Services)(Citation: MACOS
Cocoa)(Citation: macOS Foundation) Adversaries may use assembly to directly or in-
directly invoke syscalls in an attempt to subvert defensive sensors and detection
signatures such as user mode API-hooks.(Citation: Redops Syscalls) Adversaries may also
attempt to tamper with sensors and defensive tools associated with APl monitoring, such
as unhooking monitored functions via [Disable or Modify Tools](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1562/001).

Acquire Infrastructure

11583

Description

Adversaries may buy, lease, or rent infrastructure that can be used during targeting. A wide
variety of infrastructure exists for hosting and orchestrating adversary operations.
Infrastructure solutions include physical or cloud servers, domains, and third-party web
services.(Citation: TrendmicroHideoutsLease) Additionally, botnets are available for rent or
purchase. Use of these infrastructure solutions allows adversaries to stage, launch, and
execute operations. Solutions may help adversary operations blend in with traffic that is
seen as normal, such as contacting third-party web services or acquiring infrastructure to
support [Proxy](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1090), including from residential
proxy services.(Citation: amnesty_nso_pegasus)(Citation: FBI Proxies Credential Stuffing)
(Citation: Mandiant APT29 Microsoft 365 2022) Depending on the implementation,
adversaries may use infrastructure that makes it difficult to physically tie back to them as
well as utilize infrastructure that can be rapidly provisioned, modified, and shut down.

Attack-Pattern




TLP:CLEAR

Archive Collected Data

11560

Description

An adversary may compress and/or encrypt data that is collected prior to exfiltration.
Compressing the data can help to obfuscate the collected data and minimize the amount
of data sent over the network. Encryption can be used to hide information that is being
exfiltrated from detection or make exfiltration less conspicuous upon inspection by a
defender. Both compression and encryption are done prior to exfiltration, and can be
performed using a utility, 3rd party library, or custom method.

Obfuscated Files or Information

11027

Description

Adversaries may attempt to make an executable or file difficult to discover or analyze by
encrypting, encoding, or otherwise obfuscating its contents on the system or in transit.
This is common behavior that can be used across different platforms and the network to
evade defenses. Payloads may be compressed, archived, or encrypted in order to avoid
detection. These payloads may be used during Initial Access or later to mitigate detection.
Sometimes a user's action may be required to open and [Deobfuscate/Decode Files or
Information](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1140) for [User Execution](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1204). The user may also be required to input a password to
open a password protected compressed/encrypted file that was provided by the adversary.
(Citation: Volexity PowerDuke November 2016) Adversaries may also use compressed or
archived scripts, such as JavaScript. Portions of files can also be encoded to hide the
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plain-text strings that would otherwise help defenders with discovery. (Citation: Linux/
Cdorked.A We Live Security Analysis) Payloads may also be split into separate, seemingly
benign files that only reveal malicious functionality when reassembled. (Citation: Carbon
Black Obfuscation Sept 2016) Adversaries may also abuse [Command Obfuscation](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1027/010) to obscure commands executed from payloads or
directly via [Command and Scripting Interpreter](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1059). Environment variables, aliases, characters, and other platform/language specific
semantics can be used to evade signature based detections and application control
mechanisms. (Citation: FireEye Obfuscation June 2017) (Citation: FireEye Revoke-
Obfuscation July 2017)(Citation: PaloAlto EncodedCommand March 2017)

Ingress Tool Transfer

T1105

Description

Adversaries may transfer tools or other files from an external system into a compromised
environment. Tools or files may be copied from an external adversary-controlled system to
the victim network through the command and control channel or through alternate
protocols such as [ftp](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0095). Once present, adversaries
may also transfer/spread tools between victim devices within a compromised environment
(i.e. [Lateral Tool Transfer](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1570)). On Windows,
adversaries may use various utilities to download tools, such as “copy’, finger’, [certutil]
(https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0160), and [PowerShell](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1059/001) commands such as "IEX(New-Object
NetWebClient).downloadString()” and “Invoke-WebRequest™. On Linux and macOS systems,
a variety of utilities also exist, such as “curl’, "scp’, ‘sftp, ‘tftp’, ‘rsync’, finger, and ‘wget .
(Citation: t1105_Llolbas) Adversaries may also abuse installers and package managers, such
as yum  or winget, to download tools to victim hosts. Files can also be transferred using
various [Web Service](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1102)s as well as native or
otherwise present tools on the victim system.(Citation: PTSecurity Cobalt Dec 2016) In some
cases, adversaries may be able to leverage services that sync between a web-based and

an on-premises client, such as Dropbox or OneDrive, to transfer files onto victim systems.
For example, by compromising a cloud account and logging into the service's web portal,
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an adversary may be able to trigger an automatic syncing process that transfers the file
onto the victim's machine.(Citation: Dropbox Malware Sync)

Execution Guardrails

T1480

Description

Adversaries may use execution guardrails to constrain execution or actions based on
adversary supplied and environment specific conditions that are expected to be present
on the target. Guardrails ensure that a payload only executes against an intended target
and reduces collateral damage from an adversary’s campaign.(Citation: FireEye Kevin
Mandia Guardrails) Values an adversary can provide about a target system or environment
to use as guardrails may include specific network share names, attached physical devices,
files, joined Active Directory (AD) domains, and local/external IP addresses.(Citation:
FireEye Outlook Dec 2019) Guardrails can be used to prevent exposure of capabilities in
environments that are not intended to be compromised or operated within. This use of
guardrails is distinct from typical [Virtualization/Sandbox Evasion](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1497). While use of [Virtualization/Sandbox Evasion](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1497) may involve checking for known sandbox values and
continuing with execution only if there is no match, the use of guardrails will involve

checking for an expected target-specific value and only continuing with execution if there
is such a match.

Access Token Manipulation

T1134

Description
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Adversaries may modify access tokens to operate under a different user or system security
context to perform actions and bypass access controls. Windows uses access tokens to
determine the ownership of a running process. A user can manipulate access tokens to
make a running process appear as though it is the child of a different process or belongs
to someone other than the user that started the process. When this occurs, the process
also takes on the security context associated with the new token. An adversary can use
built-in Windows API functions to copy access tokens from existing processes; this is
known as token stealing. These token can then be applied to an existing process (i.e.
[Token Impersonation/Theft](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1134/001)) or used to
spawn a new process (i.e. [Create Process with Token](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1134/002)). An adversary must already be in a privileged user context (i.e. administrator)
to steal a token. However, adversaries commonly use token stealing to elevate their
security context from the administrator level to the SYSTEM level. An adversary can then
use a token to authenticate to a remote system as the account for that token if the
account has appropriate permissions on the remote system.(Citation: Pentestlab Token
Manipulation) Any standard user can use the ‘runas’ command, and the Windows API
functions, to create impersonation tokens; it does not require access to an administrator
account. There are also other mechanisms, such as Active Directory fields, that can be
used to modify access tokens.

Indirect Command Execution

T1202

Description

Adversaries may abuse utilities that allow for command execution to bypass security
restrictions that limit the use of command-Lline interpreters. Various Windows utilities may
be used to execute commands, possibly without invoking [cmd](https://attack.mitre.org/
software/S0106). For example, [Forfiles](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0193), the
Program Compatibility Assistant (pcalua.exe), components of the Windows Subsystem for
Linux (WSL), as well as other utilities may invoke the execution of programs and
commands from a [Command and Scripting Interpreter](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1059), Run window, or via scripts. (Citation: VectorSec ForFiles Aug 2017)
(Citation: Evilcg Forfiles Nov 2017) Adversaries may abuse these features for [Defense
Evasion](https://attack.mitre.org/tactics/TA0005), specifically to perform arbitrary
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execution while subverting detections and/or mitigation controls (such as Group Policy)
that limit/prevent the usage of [cmd](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0106) or file
extensions more commonly associated with malicious payloads.

Command and Scripting Interpreter

T1059

Description

Adversaries may abuse command and script interpreters to execute commands, scripts, or
binaries. These interfaces and languages provide ways of interacting with computer
systems and are a common feature across many different platforms. Most systems come
with some built-in command-line interface and scripting capabilities, for example, macOS
and Linux distributions include some flavor of [Unix Shell](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1059/004) while Windows installations include the [Windows Command Shell]
(https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/003) and [PowerShell](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1059/001). There are also cross-platform interpreters such as [Python]
(https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/006), as well as those commonly associated
with client applications such as [JavaScript](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1059/007) and [Visual Basic](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/005). Adversaries
may abuse these technologies in various ways as a means of executing arbitrary
commands. Commands and scripts can be embedded in [Initial Access](https://
attack.mitre.org/tactics/TA0001) payloads delivered to victims as lure documents or as
secondary payloads downloaded from an existing C2. Adversaries may also execute
commands through interactive terminals/shells, as well as utilize various [Remote
Services](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1021) in order to achieve remote Execution.
(Citation: Powershell Remote Commands)(Citation: Cisco 10S Software Integrity Assurance -
Command History)(Citation: Remote Shell Execution in Python)

System Owner/User Discovery
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11033

Description

Adversaries may attempt to identify the primary user, currently logged in user, set of users
that commonly uses a system, or whether a user is actively using the system. They may do
this, for example, by retrieving account usernames or by using [0S Credential Dumping]
(https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1003). The information may be collected in a number
of different ways using other Discovery techniques, because user and username details are
prevalent throughout a system and include running process ownership, file/directory
ownership, session information, and system logs. Adversaries may use the information
from [System Owner/User Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1033) during
automated discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including whether or not the adversary
fully infects the target and/or attempts specific actions. Various utilities and commands
may acquire this information, including ‘whoami™. In macOS and Linux, the currently
logged in user can be identified with 'w™ and "who™. On macQOS the “dscl . list /Users | grep
-v' " command can also be used to enumerate user accounts. Environment variables, such
as “%USERNAME% and "SUSER’, may also be used to access this information. On network
devices, [Network Device CLI](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/008) commands
such as ‘show users” and ‘show ssh™ can be used to display users currently logged into the
device.(Citation: show_ssh_users_cmd_cisco)(Citation: US-CERT TA18-106A Network
Infrastructure Devices 2018)

Trusted Relationship

T1199

Description

Adversaries may breach or otherwise leverage organizations who have access to intended
victims. Access through trusted third party relationship abuses an existing connection that
may not be protected or receives less scrutiny than standard mechanisms of gaining
access to a network. Organizations often grant elevated access to second or third-party
external providers in order to allow them to manage internal systems as well as cloud-
based environments. Some examples of these relationships include IT services
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contractors, managed security providers, infrastructure contractors (e.g. HVAC, elevators,
physical security). The third-party provider's access may be intended to be limited to the
infrastructure being maintained, but may exist on the same network as the rest of the
enterprise. As such, [Valid Accounts](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1078) used by
the other party for access to internal network systems may be compromised and used.
(Citation: CISA IT Service Providers) In Office 365 environments, organizations may grant
Microsoft partners or resellers delegated administrator permissions. By compromising a
partner or reseller account, an adversary may be able to leverage existing delegated
administrator relationships or send new delegated administrator offers to clients in order
to gain administrative control over the victim tenant.(Citation: Office 365 Delegated
Administration)

Web Service

T1102

Description

Adversaries may use an existing, legitimate external Web service as a means for relaying
data to/from a compromised system. Popular websites and social media acting as a
mechanism for C2 may give a significant amount of cover due to the likelihood that hosts
within a network are already communicating with them prior to a compromise. Using
common services, such as those offered by Google or Twitter, makes it easier for
adversaries to hide in expected noise. Web service providers commonly use SSL/TLS
encryption, giving adversaries an added level of protection. Use of Web services may also
protect back-end C2 infrastructure from discovery through malware binary analysis while

also enabling operational resiliency (since this infrastructure may be dynamically
changed).

Deobfuscate/Decode Files or Information
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11140

Description

Adversaries may use [Obfuscated Files or Information](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1027) to hide artifacts of an intrusion from analysis. They may require
separate mechanisms to decode or deobfuscate that information depending on how they
intend to use it. Methods for doing that include built-in functionality of malware or by
using utilities present on the system. One such example is the use of [certutil](https://
attack.mitre.org/software/S0160) to decode a remote access tool portable executable file
that has been hidden inside a certificate file.(Citation: Malwarebytes Targeted Attack
against Saudi Arabia) Another example is using the Windows “copy /b~ command to
reassemble binary fragments into a malicious payload.(Citation: Carbon Black Obfuscation
Sept 2016) Sometimes a user's action may be required to open it for deobfuscation or
decryption as part of [User Execution](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1204). The user
may also be required to input a password to open a password protected compressed/
encrypted file that was provided by the adversary. (Citation: Volexity PowerDuke November
2016)

Automated Exfiltration

171020

Description

Adversaries may exfiltrate data, such as sensitive documents, through the use of
automated processing after being gathered during Collection. When automated exfiltration
Is used, other exfiltration techniques likely apply as well to transfer the information out of
the network, such as [Exfiltration Over C2 Channel](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1041) and [Exfiltration Over Alternative Protocol](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1048).
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Stage Capabilities

11608

Description

Adversaries may upload, install, or otherwise set up capabilities that can be used during
targeting. To support their operations, an adversary may need to take capabilities they
developed ([Develop Capabilities](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1587)) or obtained
([Obtain Capabilities](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1588)) and stage them on
infrastructure under their control. These capabilities may be staged on infrastructure that
was previously purchased/rented by the adversary ([Acquire Infrastructure](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1583)) or was otherwise compromised by them ([Compromise
Infrastructure](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1584)). Capabilities may also be
staged on web services, such as GitHub or Pastebin, or on Platform-as-a-Service (Paas)
offerings that enable users to easily provision applications.(Citation: Volexity Ocean Lotus
November 2020)(Citation: Dragos Heroku Watering Hole)(Citation: Malwarebytes Heroku
Skimmers)(Citation: Netskope GCP Redirection)(Citation: Netskope Cloud Phishing) Staging
of capabilities can aid the adversary in a number of initial access and post-compromise
behaviors, including (but not limited to): * Staging web resources necessary to conduct
[Drive-by Compromise](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1189) when a user browses to
a site.(Citation: FireEye CFR Watering Hole 2012)(Citation: Gallagher 2015)(Citation: ATT
ScanBox) * Staging web resources for a link target to be used with spearphishing.(Citation:
Malwarebytes Silent Librarian October 2020)(Citation: Proofpoint TA407 September 2019) *
Uploading malware or tools to a location accessible to a victim network to enable [Ingress
Tool Transfer](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1105).(Citation: Volexity Ocean Lotus
November 2020) * Installing a previously acquired SSL/TLS certificate to use to encrypt
command and control traffic (ex: [Asymmetric Cryptography](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1573/002) with [Web Protocols](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1071/001)).(Citation: DigiCert Install SSL Cert)

Data Staged

Attack-Pattern
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11074

Description

Adversaries may stage collected data in a central location or directory prior to Exfiltration.
Data may be kept in separate files or combined into one file through techniques such as
[Archive Collected Data](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1560). Interactive command
shells may be used, and common functionality within [cmd](https://attack.mitre.org/
software/S0106) and bash may be used to copy data into a staging location.(Citation: PWC
Cloud Hopper April 2017) In cloud environments, adversaries may stage data within a
particular instance or virtual machine before exfiltration. An adversary may [Create Cloud
Instance](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1578/002) and stage data in that instance.
(Citation: Mandiant M-Trends 2020) Adversaries may choose to stage data from a victim
network in a centralized location prior to Exfiltration to minimize the number of
connections made to their C2 server and better evade detection.

Exfiltration Over Web Service

11567

Description

Adversaries may use an existing, legitimate external Web service to exfiltrate data rather
than their primary command and control channel. Popular Web services acting as an
exfiltration mechanism may give a significant amount of cover due to the likelihood that
hosts within a network are already communicating with them prior to compromise.
Firewall rules may also already exist to permit traffic to these services. Web service
providers also commonly use SSL/TLS encryption, giving adversaries an added level of
protection.

System Information Discovery

Attack-Pattern
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171082

Description

An adversary may attempt to get detailed information about the operating system and
hardware, including version, patches, hotfixes, service packs, and architecture. Adversaries
may use the information from [System Information Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1082) during automated discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including
whether or not the adversary fully infects the target and/or attempts specific actions.
Tools such as [Systeminfo](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0096) can be used to gather
detailed system information. If running with privileged access, a breakdown of system data
can be gathered through the “systemsetup™ configuration tool on macOS. As an example,
adversaries with user-level access can execute the “df -aH command to obtain currently
mounted disks and associated freely available space. Adversaries may also leverage a
[Network Device CLI](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/008) on network devices
to gather detailed system information (e.g. 'show version’).(Citation: US-CERT-TA18-106A)
[System Information Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1082) combined with
information gathered from other forms of discovery and reconnaissance can drive payload
development and concealment.(Citation: OSX.FairyTale)(Citation: 20 macOS Common Tools
and Techniques) Infrastructure as a Service (laaS) cloud providers such as AWS, GCP, and
Azure allow access to instance and virtual machine information via APIs. Successful
authenticated API calls can return data such as the operating system platform and status
of a particular instance or the model view of a virtual machine.(Citation: Amazon Describe
Instance)(Citation: Google Instances Resource)(Citation: Microsoft Virutal Machine API)

Exfiltration Over C2 Channel

T1041

Description

Attack-Pattern
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Adversaries may steal data by exfiltrating it over an existing command and control
channel. Stolen data is encoded into the normal communications channel using the same
protocol as command and control communications.

Attack-Pattern
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Heavy industries

Description

Private entities working to transform raw materials into manufactured products
(Chemicals, metal etc.).

Energy

Description

Public and private entities operating to extract, store, transport and process fuel, entities
managing energy plants and energy storage and distribution and entities managing fuel
waste.

Finance

Description

Public and private entities involved in the allocation of assets and liabilities over space
and time.

Sector




Manufacturing

Description

Private entities transforming and selling goods, products and equipment which are not
included in other activity sectors.

Health

Description

Public and private entities involved in research, services and manufacturing activities
related to public health.

Telecommunications

Description

Private and public entities involved in the production, transport and dissemination of
information and communication signals.

Government and administrations

Description

Civilian government institutions and administrations of the executive and legislative
branches. The diplomatic and judicial branches are not included.

Sector
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Indicator

http://host1.com/rt.ovf

Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[url:value = 'http://hostl.com/rt.ovf']

Indicator
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Intrusion-Set

OilRig

[OilRig](https://attack.mitre.org/groups/G0049) is a suspected Iranian threat group that
has targeted Middle Eastern and international victims since at least 2014. The group has
targeted a variety of sectors, including financial, government, energy, chemical, and
telecommunications. It appears the group carries out supply chain attacks, leveraging the
trust relationship between organizations to attack their primary targets. FireEye assesses
that the group works on behalf of the Iranian government based on infrastructure details
that contain references to Iran, use of Iranian infrastructure, and targeting that aligns with
nation-state interests.(Citation: Palo Alto QilRig April 2017)(Citation: ClearSky QilRig Jan
2017)(Citation: Palo Alto OilRig May 2016)(Citation: Palo Alto OilRig Oct 2016)(Citation: Unit42
QilRig Playbook 2023)(Citation: FireEye APT34 Dec 2017)(Citation: Unit 42 QUADAGENT July
2018)

Intrusion-Set



United Arab Emirates

Lebanon

Israel

Country
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Asia

Middle East

Region



TLP:CLEAR

ODAgent

OilRig

CmEx

QilCheck

SC5k

CH/NET

OilBooster

Malware
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http://host1.com/rt.ovf
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External References

https://otx.alienvault.com/pulse/657b11ab57c4b75f5004b236

https://www.welivesecurity.com/en/eset-research/oilrig-persistent-attacks-cloud-service-
powered-downloaders/

External References


https://otx.alienvault.com/pulse/657b11ab57c4b75f5004b236
https://www.welivesecurity.com/en/eset-research/oilrig-persistent-attacks-cloud-service-powered-downloaders/
https://www.welivesecurity.com/en/eset-research/oilrig-persistent-attacks-cloud-service-powered-downloaders/
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