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Overview

Description

ESET researchers discovered a cyberespionage campaign that targeted Tibetans through a
watering hole attack on a website related to the Monlam Festival in India and through a supply
chain compromise of Tibetan language software. The attackers used malicious downloaders and
backdoors like MgBot and Nightdoor to compromise website visitors and software users. The
campaign aimed to steal data from targets in India, Taiwan, Hong Kong, Australia, and the US.

Confidence

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

100 / 100
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Indicator

www.kagyumonlam.org

Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[hostname:value = 'www.kagyumonlam.org']

www.monlamit.com

Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[hostname:value = 'www.monlamit.com']

update.devicebug.com

n Indicator
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Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[hostname:value = 'update.devicebug.com']

tibetpost.net

Description

- **Unsafe:** False - **Server:** Apache - **Domain Rank:** 0 - **DNS Valid:** True -
**Parking:** False - **Spamming:** False - **Malware:** False - **Phishing** False -
**Suspicious:** False - **Adult:** False - **Category:** N/A - **Domain Age:** {'human": '16
years ago', 'timestamp': 1214399598, 'iso": '2008-06-25T09:13:18-04:00'} - **IPQS: Domain:**
tibetpost.net - **IPQS: IP Address:** 160.153131.220

Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[domain-name:value = 'tibetpost.net']

188.208.141.204

Description

- **7ip Code** N/A - **ISP:** Almouroltec Servicos De Informatica E Internet Lda - **ASN:**
132335 - **Qrganization:** Surfshark VPN - **Is Crawler:** False - **Timezone:** Asia/

Indicator
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Kolkata - **Mobile:** False - **Host:** 188.208141.204 - **Proxy:** True - **VPN:** True -
**TOR:** False - **Active VPN:** True - **Active TOR:** False - **Recent Abuse:** False -
**Bot Status:** False - **Connection Type:** Premium required. - **Abuse Velocity:**
Premium required. - **Country Code:** IN - **Region:** Maharashtra - **City:** Panvel -
**Latitude:** 18.98940086 - **Longitude:** 73.10739899

Pattern Type

stix

Pattern

[ipv4-addr:value = '188.208141.204']

n Indicator
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Intrusion-Set

Evasive Panda

n Intrusion-Set
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Attack-Pattern

11189

T1189

Description

Adversaries may gain access to a system through a user visiting a website over the normal
course of browsing. With this technique, the user's web browser is typically targeted for
exploitation, but adversaries may also use compromised websites for non-exploitation
behavior such as acquiring [Application Access Token](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1550/001). Multiple ways of delivering exploit code to a browser exist (i.e.,
[Drive-by Target](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1608/004)), including: * A legitimate
website is compromised where adversaries have injected some form of malicious code
such as JavaScript, iFrames, and cross-site scripting * Script files served to a legitimate
website from a publicly writeable cloud storage bucket are modified by an adversary *
Malicious ads are paid for and served through legitimate ad providers (i.e., [Malvertising]
(https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1583/008)) * Built-in web application interfaces are
leveraged for the insertion of any other kind of object that can be used to display web
content or contain a script that executes on the visiting client (e.g. forum posts, comments,
and other user controllable web content). Often the website used by an adversary is one
visited by a specific community, such as government, a particular industry, or region,
where the goal is to compromise a specific user or set of users based on a shared interest.
This kind of targeted campaign is often referred to a strategic web compromise or watering
hole attack. There are several known examples of this occurring.(Citation: Shadowserver
Strategic Web Compromise) Typical drive-by compromise process: 1. A user visits a website
that is used to host the adversary controlled content. 2. Scripts automatically execute,
typically searching versions of the browser and plugins for a potentially vulnerable
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version. * The user may be required to assist in this process by enabling scripting or active
website components and ignoring warning dialog boxes. 3. Upon finding a vulnerable
version, exploit code is delivered to the browser. 4. If exploitation is successful, then it will
give the adversary code execution on the user's system unless other protections are in
place. * In some cases a second visit to the website after the initial scan is required before
exploit code is delivered. Unlike [Exploit Public-Facing Application](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1190), the focus of this technique is to exploit software on a
client endpoint upon visiting a website. This will commonly give an adversary access to
systems on the internal network instead of external systems that may be in a DMZ.
Adversaries may also use compromised websites to deliver a user to a malicious
application designed to [Steal Application Access Token](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1528)s, like OAuth tokens, to gain access to protected applications and
information. These malicious applications have been delivered through popups on
legitimate websites.(Citation: Volexity OceanLotus Nov 2017)

T1585

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://
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attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1598) or [Phishing](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1566).(Citation: Mandiant APT1)

11012

T1012

Description

Adversaries may interact with the Windows Registry to gather information about the
system, configuration, and installed software. The Registry contains a significant amount of
information about the operating system, configuration, software, and security.(Citation:
Wikipedia Windows Registry) Information can easily be queried using the [Reg](https://
attack.mitre.org/software/S0075) utility, though other means to access the Registry exist.
Some of the information may help adversaries to further their operation within a network.
Adversaries may use the information from [Query Registry](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1012) during automated discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including
whether or not the adversary fully infects the target and/or attempts specific actions.

T1095

T1095

Description

Adversaries may use an OSI non-application layer protocol for communication between
host and C2 server or among infected hosts within a network. The list of possible protocols
is extensive.(Citation: Wikipedia OSI) Specific examples include use of network layer
protocols, such as the Internet Control Message Protocol (ICMP), transport layer protocols,
such as the User Datagram Protocol (UDP), session layer protocols, such as Socket Secure
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(SOCKS), as well as redirected/tunneled protocols, such as Serial over LAN (SOL). ICMP
communication between hosts is one example.(Citation: Cisco Synful Knock Evolution)
Because ICMP is part of the Internet Protocol Suite, it is required to be implemented by all
IP-compatible hosts.(Citation: Microsoft ICMP) However, it is not as commonly monitored
as other Internet Protocols such as TCP or UDP and may be used by adversaries to hide
communications.

T1571

T1571

Description

Adversaries may communicate using a protocol and port pairing that are typically not
associated. For example, HTTPS over port 8088(Citation: Symantec Elfin Mar 2019) or port
587(Citation: Fortinet Agent Tesla April 2018) as opposed to the traditional port 443.
Adversaries may make changes to the standard port used by a protocol to bypass filtering
or muddle analysis/parsing of network data. Adversaries may also make changes to victim
systems to abuse non-standard ports. For example, Registry keys and other configuration
settings can be used to modify protocol and port pairings.(Citation:
change_rdp_port_conti)

T1574

T1574

Description

Adversaries may execute their own malicious payloads by hijacking the way operating
systems run programs. Hijacking execution flow can be for the purposes of persistence,
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since this hijacked execution may reoccur over time. Adversaries may also use these
mechanisms to elevate privileges or evade defenses, such as application control or other
restrictions on execution. There are many ways an adversary may hijack the flow of
execution, including by manipulating how the operating system locates programs to be
executed. How the operating system locates libraries to be used by a program can also be
intercepted. Locations where the operating system looks for programs/resources, such as
file directories and in the case of Windows the Registry, could also be poisoned to include
malicious payloads.

T1057

11057

Description

Adversaries may attempt to get information about running processes on a system.
Information obtained could be used to gain an understanding of common software/
applications running on systems within the network. Adversaries may use the information
from [Process Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1057) during automated
discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including whether or not the adversary fully
infects the target and/or attempts specific actions. In Windows environments, adversaries
could obtain details on running processes using the [Tasklist](https://attack.mitre.org/
software/S0057) utility via [cmd](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0106) or “Get-Process
via [PowerShell](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/001). Information about
processes can also be extracted from the output of [Native API](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1106) calls such as "CreateToolhelp32Snapshot™. In Mac and Linux, this is
accomplished with the ps’ command. Adversaries may also opt to enumerate processes
via /proc. On network devices, [Network Device CLI](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/
T1059/008) commands such as “show processes” can be used to display current running
processes.(Citation: US-CERT-TA18-106A)(Citation: show_processes_cisco_cmd)

T1102

Attack-Pattern
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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).

T1584

11584

Description

Adversaries may compromise third-party infrastructure that can be used during targeting.
Infrastructure solutions include physical or cloud servers, domains, and third-party web
and DNS services. Instead of buying, leasing, or renting infrastructure an adversary may
compromise infrastructure and use it during other phases of the adversary lifecycle.
(Citation: Mandiant APT1)(Citation: ICANNDomainNameHijacking)(Citation: Talos
DNSpionage Nov 2018)(Citation: FireEye EPS Awakens Part 2) Additionally, adversaries may
compromise numerous machines to form a botnet they can leverage. Use of compromised
infrastructure allows adversaries to stage, launch, and execute operations. Compromised
infrastructure can help adversary operations blend in with traffic that is seen as normal,
such as contact with high reputation or trusted sites. For example, adversaries may
leverage compromised infrastructure (potentially also in conjunction with [Digital
Certificates](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1588/004)) to further blend in and
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support staged information gathering and/or [Phishing](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1566) campaigns.(Citation: FireEye DNS Hijack 2019) Additionally, adversaries
may also compromise infrastructure to support [Proxyl(https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1090) and/or proxyware services.(Citation: amnesty_nso_pegasus)(Citation:

Sysdig Proxyjacking) By using compromised infrastructure, adversaries may make it
difficult to tie their actions back to them. Prior to targeting, adversaries may compromise
the infrastructure of other adversaries.(Citation: NSA NCSC Turla OilRig)

11049

T1049

Description

Adversaries may attempt to get a listing of network connections to or from the
compromised system they are currently accessing or from remote systems by querying for
information over the network. An adversary who gains access to a system that is part of a
cloud-based environment may map out Virtual Private Clouds or Virtual Networks in order
to determine what systems and services are connected. The actions performed are likely
the same types of discovery techniques depending on the operating system, but the
resulting information may include details about the networked cloud environment
relevant to the adversary's goals. Cloud providers may have different ways in which their
virtual networks operate.(Citation: Amazon AWS VPC Guide)(Citation: Microsoft Azure Virtual
Network Overview)(Citation: Google VPC Overview) Similarly, adversaries who gain access
to network devices may also perform similar discovery activities to gather information
about connected systems and services. Utilities and commands that acquire this
information include [netstat](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0104), "net use," and "net
session" with [Net](https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0039). In Mac and Linux, [netstat]
(https://attack.mitre.org/software/S0104) and “lsof” can be used to list current
connections. 'who -a” and ‘w™ can be used to show which users are currently logged in,
similar to "net session". Additionally, built-in features native to network devices and
[Network Device CLI](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/008) may be used (e.g.
“show ip sockets’, "show tcp brief).(Citation: US-CERT-TA18-106A)
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11074

T1074

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 Datal(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.

11083

T1083

Description

Adversaries may enumerate files and directories or may search in specific locations of a
host or network share for certain information within a file system. Adversaries may use the
information from [File and Directory Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1083)
during automated discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including whether or not the
adversary fully infects the target and/or attempts specific actions. Many command shell
utilities can be used to obtain this information. Examples include “dir’, ‘tree’, 'ls’, find’,
and “locate™(Citation: Windows Commands JPCERT) Custom tools may also be used to
gather file and directory information and interact with the [Native API](https://
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attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1106). Adversaries may also leverage a [Network Device CLI]
(https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/008) on network devices to gather file and
directory information (e.g. *dir’, 'show flash’, and/or “nvram’).(Citation: US-CERT-TA18-106A)

11070

T1070

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.
This activity may also impede forensic analysis and incident response, due to lack of
sufficient data to determine what occurred.

171020

171020

Description

Adversaries may exfiltrate data, such as sensitive documents, through the use of
automated processing after being gathered during Collection. When automated exfiltration
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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).

11087

11087

Description

Adversaries may attempt to get a listing of valid accounts, usernames, or email addresses
on a system or within a compromised environment. This information can help adversaries
determine which accounts exist, which can aid in follow-on behavior such as brute-
forcing, spear-phishing attacks, or account takeovers (e.g., [Valid Accounts](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1078)). Adversaries may use several methods to enumerate
accounts, including abuse of existing tools, built-in commands, and potential
misconfigurations that leak account names and roles or permissions in the targeted
environment. For examples, cloud environments typically provide easily accessible
interfaces to obtain user lists. On hosts, adversaries can use default [PowerShell](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/001) and other command line functionality to identify
accounts. Information about email addresses and accounts may also be extracted by
searching an infected system'’s files.

Obfuscated Files or Information

11027

Description

Attack-Pattern
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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
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)

Software Discovery

11518

Description

Adversaries may attempt to get a listing of software and software versions that are
installed on a system or in a cloud environment. Adversaries may use the information
from [Software Discovery](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1518) during automated
discovery to shape follow-on behaviors, including whether or not the adversary fully
infects the target and/or attempts specific actions. Adversaries may attempt to enumerate
software for a variety of reasons, such as figuring out what security measures are present
or if the compromised system has a version of software that is vulnerable to [Exploitation
for Privilege Escalation](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1068).
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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.

11572

T1572

Description

Adversaries may tunnel network communications to and from a victim system within a
separate protocol to avoid detection/network filtering and/or enable access to otherwise
unreachable systems. Tunneling involves explicitly encapsulating a protocol within
another. This behavior may conceal malicious traffic by blending in with existing traffic
and/or provide an outer layer of encryption (similar to a VPN). Tunneling could also
enable routing of network packets that would otherwise not reach their intended
destination, such as SMB, RDP, or other traffic that would be filtered by network appliances
or not routed over the Internet. There are various means to encapsulate a protocol within
another protocol. For example, adversaries may perform SSH tunneling (also known as SSH
port forwarding), which involves forwarding arbitrary data over an encrypted SSH tunnel.
(Citation: SSH Tunneling) [Protocol Tunneling](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1572)

Attack-Pattern




TLP:CLEAR

may also be abused by adversaries during [Dynamic Resolution](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1568). Known as DNS over HTTPS (DoH), queries to resolve C2 infrastructure
may be encapsulated within encrypted HTTPS packets.(Citation: BleepingComp Godlua
JUL19) Adversaries may also leverage [Protocol Tunneling](https://attack.mitre.org/

techniques/T1572) in conjunction with [Proxy](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1090)
and/or [Protocol Impersonation](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1001/003) to further
conceal C2 communications and infrastructure.

11055

T1055

Description

Adversaries may inject code into processes in order to evade process-based defenses as
well as possibly elevate privileges. Process injection is a method of executing arbitrary
code in the address space of a separate live process. Running code in the context of
another process may allow access to the process's memory, system/network resources,
and possibly elevated privileges. Execution via process injection may also evade detection
from security products since the execution is masked under a legitimate process. There
are many different ways to inject code into a process, many of which abuse legitimate
functionalities. These implementations exist for every major OS but are typically platform
specific. More sophisticated samples may perform multiple process injections to segment
modules and further evade detection, utilizing named pipes or other inter-process
communication (IPC) mechanisms as a communication channel.

11036

T1036
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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.

11195

T1195

Description

Adversaries may manipulate products or product delivery mechanisms prior to receipt by
a final consumer for the purpose of data or system compromise. Supply chain compromise
can take place at any stage of the supply chain including: * Manipulation of development
tools * Manipulation of a development environment * Manipulation of source code
repositories (public or private) * Manipulation of source code in open-source
dependencies * Manipulation of software update/distribution mechanisms *
Compromised/infected system images (multiple cases of removable media infected at the
factory)(Citation: IBM Storwize)(Citation: Schneider Electric USB Malware) * Replacement of
legitimate software with modified versions * Sales of modified/counterfeit products to
legitimate distributors * Shipment interdiction While supply chain compromise can impact
any component of hardware or software, adversaries looking to gain execution have often
focused on malicious additions to legitimate software in software distribution or update
channels.(Citation: Avast CCleaner3 2018)(Citation: Microsoft Dofoil 2018)(Citation:
Command Five SK 2011) Targeting may be specific to a desired victim set or malicious
software may be distributed to a broad set of consumers but only move on to additional
tactics on specific victims.(Citation: Symantec Elderwood Sept 2012)(Citation: Avast
CCleaner3 2018)(Citation: Command Five SK 2011) Popular open source projects that are
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used as dependencies in many applications may also be targeted as a means to add
malicious code to users of the dependency.(Citation: Trendmicro NPM Compromise)

11567

T1567

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.

T1562

T1562

Description

Adversaries may maliciously modify components of a victim environment in order to
hinder or disable defensive mechanisms. This not only involves impairing preventative
defenses, such as firewalls and anti-virus, but also detection capabilities that defenders
can use to audit activity and identify malicious behavior. This may also span both native
defenses as well as supplemental capabilities installed by users and administrators.
Adversaries may also impair routine operations that contribute to defensive hygiene, such
as blocking users from logging out of a computer or stopping it from being shut down.
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These restrictions can further enable malicious operations as well as the continued
propagation of incidents.(Citation: Emotet shutdown) Adversaries could also target event
aggregation and analysis mechanisms, or otherwise disrupt these procedures by altering
other system components.

11140

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)

11005

T1005
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Description

Adversaries may search local system sources, such as file systems and configuration files
or local databases, to find files of interest and sensitive data prior to Exfiltration.
Adversaries may do this using a [Command and Scripting Interpreter](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059), such as [cmd](https://attack.mitre.org/software/
S0106) as well as a [Network Device CLI](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059/008),
which have functionality to interact with the file system to gather information.(Citation:
show_run_config_cmd_cisco) Adversaries may also use [Automated Collection](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1119) on the local system.

T1106

11106

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 API 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
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
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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).

T1053

11053

Description

Adversaries may abuse task scheduling functionality to facilitate initial or recurring
execution of malicious code. Utilities exist within all major operating systems to schedule
programs or scripts to be executed at a specified date and time. A task can also be
scheduled on a remote system, provided the proper authentication is met (ex: RPC and file
and printer sharing in Windows environments). Scheduling a task on a remote system
typically may require being a member of an admin or otherwise privileged group on the
remote system.(Citation: TechNet Task Scheduler Security) Adversaries may use task
scheduling to execute programs at system startup or on a scheduled basis for persistence.
These mechanisms can also be abused to run a process under the context of a specified

account (such as one with elevated permissions/privileges). Similar to [System Binary
Proxy Execution](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1218), adversaries have also abused
task scheduling to potentially mask one-time execution under a trusted system process.
(Citation: ProofPoint Serpent)

11082
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11082

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)

71071

T1071

Description

Adversaries may communicate using OSI application layer protocols to avoid detection/
network filtering by blending in with existing traffic. Commands to the remote system, and
often the results of those commands, will be embedded within the protocol traffic
between the client and server. Adversaries may utilize many different protocols, including
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those used for web browsing, transferring files, electronic mail, or DNS. For connections
that occur internally within an enclave (such as those between a proxy or pivot node and
other nodes), commonly used protocols are SMB, SSH, or RDP.

11119

T1119

Description

Once established within a system or network, an adversary may use automated techniques
for collecting internal data. Methods for performing this technique could include use of a
[Command and Scripting Interpreter](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1059) to search
for and copy information fitting set criteria such as file type, location, or name at specific
time intervals. In cloud-based environments, adversaries may also use cloud APIs,
command line interfaces, or extract, transform, and load (ETL) services to automatically
collect data. This functionality could also be built into remote access tools. This technique

may incorporate use of other techniques such as [File and Directory Discovery](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1083) and [Lateral Tool Transfer](https://attack.mitre.org/
techniques/T1570) to identify and move files, as well as [Cloud Service Dashboard](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1538) and [Cloud Storage Object Discovery](https://
attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1619) to identify resources in cloud environments.

T1543

T1543

Description

Attack-Pattern



TLP:CLEAR

Adversaries may create or modify system-level processes to repeatedly execute malicious
payloads as part of persistence. When operating systems boot up, they can start processes
that perform background system functions. On Windows and Linux, these system
processes are referred to as services.(Citation: TechNet Services) On macOS, launchd
processes known as [Launch Daemon](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1543/004) and
[Launch Agent](https://attack.mitre.org/techniques/T1543/001) are run to finish system
initialization and load user specific parameters.(Citation: AppleDocs Launch Agent
Daemons) Adversaries may install new services, daemons, or agents that can be
configured to execute at startup or a repeatable interval in order to establish persistence.
Similarly, adversaries may modify existing services, daemons, or agents to achieve the
same effect. Services, daemons, or agents may be created with administrator privileges but
executed under root/SYSTEM privileges. Adversaries may leverage this functionality to
create or modify system processes in order to escalate privileges.(Citation: OSX Malware
Detection)

11583

T1583

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.
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11033

T1033

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 macOS 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)
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Southern Asia

Asia

Region
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Hosthame

www.kagyumonlam.org

www.monlamit.com

update.devicebug.com

Hostname
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Domain-Name

tibetpost.net

Domain-Name
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IPv4-Addr

IIEHHHIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

188.208.141.204

e
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External References

https://www.welivesecurity.com/en/eset-research/evasive-panda-leverages-monlam-
festival-target-tibetans/

https://otx.alienvault.com/pulse/65eb52e495b380f1e97b85f1
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