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I Executive Summary

OpenAl has selected CrowdStrike as a participant in its Trusted Access for Cyber (TAC) program,
granting the company governed access to GPT-5.4-Cyber, afrontier Al model purpose-built for defensive
security operations. The integration embeds OpenAl's model capabilities directly into CrowdStrike's
Falcon platform and Charlotte Al, backed by intelligence spanning more than 280 tracked adversary
groups. For enterprise security leaders, this development signals a structural shift: frontier Al is entering
the security operations stack as a natively integrated component with governed access to security telemetry
and decision-support workflows, and the governance frameworks organizations apply to that access will
define their risk posture as much as the defensive value it delivers.

I Technical Analysis

The CrowdStrike-OpenAl TAC partnership places GPT-5.4-Cyber, a model OpenAl describes as purpose-built
for defensive security operations, inside the CrowdStrike Falcon ecosystem. Access is governed through
OpenAl's Trusted Access for Cyber program, a structured arrangement designed to mediate how frontier Al
models interact with enterprise security telemetry and workflows.

The technical architecture raises governance questions that map directly to established CWE categories.
CWE-284 (Improper Access Control) surfaces in the context of how tightly the Al model's access to security
telemetry is scoped and enforced. CWE-269 (Improper Privilege Management) applies to the risk that service
accounts used by Al integrations are granted privileges beyond their functional scope, or that Al-assisted
remediation actions inadvertently execute with escalated privileges inherited from the calling context. CWE-732
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(Incorrect Permission Assignment for Critical Resource) is relevant where Al model integrations interact with
high-value data sources, such as threat intelligence corpora or endpoint telemetry, without sufficiently granular
permission controls.

On the MITRE ATT&CK side, the integration touches several technique areas that defenders should account for
in their threat models. T1078 (Valid Accounts) and T1098 (Account Manipulation) are relevant because Al
integrations typically authenticate via service accounts or API tokens; compromise or misconfiguration of those
credentials could provide adversaries with access to both the Al layer and the security data it consumes. T1548
(Abuse Elevation Control Mechanism) and T1543 (Create or Modify System Process) apply where Al-assisted
automation can trigger privileged actions. T1071 (Application Layer Protocol) and T1059 (Command and
Scripting Interpreter) are relevant if adversaries attempt to manipulate Al-generated outputs or orchestration
pipelines to execute unauthorized commands. T1588.005 (Obtain Capabilities: Exploits) reflects the broader risk
that adversaries seeking to understand or subvert Al-assisted defenses may target the model access layer itself.

CrowdStrike's published blog on the partnership
(crowdstrike.com/en-us/blog/frontier-ai-for-defenders-crowdstrike-and-openai-tac/) describes the arrangement in
terms of defensive capability uplift, particularly for threat detection, triage acceleration, and analyst
augmentation through Charlotte Al. The security community should read this development alongside its
governance obligations: a model with deep access to enterprise security telemetry is simultaneously a
high-value capability and a high-value target, requiring governance frameworks that match its access scope.

I Action Checklist

1. Assess exposure, determine whether your organization uses CrowdStrike Falcon, Charlotte Al, or any
OpenAl APl-integrated security tooling that may fall under or alongside the TAC program architecture.

2. Review Al integration access controls, audit service accounts, API tokens, and OAuth grants associated
with any Al model integrations in your security stack; verify that scopes are least-privilege and rotated on a
defined schedule.

3. Map Al-assisted workflows to privilege boundaries, identify any automated actions (alert triage,
remediation playbooks, threat hunting queries) that Al components can trigger, and confirm those actions
are bounded by role-based access controls consistent with CWE-284 and CWE-269 guidance.

4. Update threat model, incorporate Al model integrations as a distinct attack surface category in your
threat register; model adversary interest in Al API credentials (T1078), prompt manipulation, and
Al-assisted detection evasion as concrete threat scenarios.

5. Brief leadership on the dual nature of this risk: the same Al access that accelerates detection can
become an adversary objective if access controls are insufficient. Frame this for executives as both a
defensive capability and a new governance obligation.

6. Monitor developments, track CrowdStrike and OpenAl disclosures for TAC program updates,
governance framework documentation, and any security advisories related to Charlotte Al or
GPT-5.4-Cyber integrations as the program matures.

I IR / Forensic Enrichment

Triage Priority STANDARD

Generated by TJS Security Command Center | 2026-04-18 06:52 UTC SCC-STY-2026-0067 Page 2



SECURITY COMMAND CENTER SCC- STY-2026- 0067
Tech Jacks Solutions TLP:CLEAR

Escalation Criteria Escalate to urgent if evidence emerges of unauthorized access to CrowdStrike Falcon API
credentials, suppression or modification of detections via the API, or any CISA advisory
designating Charlotte Al or GPT-5.4-Cyber integration components as actively exploited;
additionally escalate if Al-processed telemetry is confirmed to include Pl or PHI, triggering
breach notification obligations under applicable regulatory frameworks.

Recovery Notes Post-containment, rotate all CrowdStrike Falcon API client secrets and OpenAl API keys,
re-validate OAuth grant scopes against a least-privilege baseline, and re-enable only explicitly
reviewed automated Al workflows with documented human approval gates. Monitor Falcon
API audit logs and Charlotte Al session logs continuously for 30 days following any credential
rotation event, specifically watching for re-authentication attempts using previously valid but
now-revoked tokens, which would indicate credential persistence or exfiltration. Conduct a
structured review of any detections that were suppressed, modified, or auto-closed by
Al-assisted triage during the period of potential exposure to identify adversary activity that
may have been masked.

Forensic Artifacts CrowdStrike Falcon API audit log — records all API client authentications, scope usage, and
API calls made against the Falcon platform; critical for determining whether API credentials
were used by unauthorized parties to read or suppress detections | IdP (Azure AD or Okta)
sign-in logs for service principals — filter on CrowdStrike and OpenAl resource IDs to identify
off-hours, anomalous-geography, or high-frequency token requests that indicate credential
theft or automated abuse of Al integration accounts | Firewall and proxy egress logs filtered
for api.openai.com and CrowdStrike cloud endpoints (*.cloudsink.net, ts01-b.cloudsink.net) —
volume and timing anomalies in these logs can indicate bulk data exfiltration of threat
intelligence or detection telemetry via the Al integration pathway | CrowdStrike Real Time
Response (RTR) session audit log — records every automated and analyst-initiated RTR
session including the executing identity; anomalous sessions initiated by service accounts
outside business hours are a key indicator of Al workflow abuse or lateral movement via the
Falcon platform | Charlotte Al conversation and action logs (if logging is enabled in the Falcon
console) — contains the inputs fed to the Al model and any Al-generated recommendations or
actions taken, which is the primary artifact for investigating prompt injection attempts or
Al-assisted detection evasion scenarios

Per-Action IR Details

Assess exposure — determine whether your organization uses CrowdStrike Falcon, Charlotte Al, or any
OpenAl APl-integrated security tooling that may fall under or alongside the TAC program architecture.

NIST Phase: Preparation
Reference: NIST 800-61r3 82 — Preparation: Establishing IR Capability and Asset Awareness

Controls: NIST IR-4 (Incident Handling), NIST RA-3 (Risk Assessment), CIS 1.1 (Establish and Maintain Detailed
Enterprise Asset Inventory), CIS 2.1 (Establish and Maintain a Software Inventory)

Compensating: Run "Get-InstalledSoftware" via PowerShell or “wmic product get name,version™ on Windows
endpoints to identify CrowdStrike Falcon sensor installations. On Linux, use ‘rpm -ga | grep -i crowdstrike™ or “dpkg -l |
grep -i crowdstrike’. Cross-reference against a manually maintained CMDB spreadsheet. Query your DNS logs or
firewall outbound connection logs for destinations matching “*.crowdstrike.com’, “api.openai.com’, or
“*.openai.azure.com’ to identify hosts actively communicating with CrowdStrike cloud or OpenAl endpoints.
Evidence: Before scoping, capture a point-in-time snapshot of: (1) active outbound connections to CrowdStrike cloud
infrastructure ("*.cloudsink.net’, "ts01-b.cloudsink.net’) and OpenAl API endpoints (‘api.openai.com’) from firewall or
proxy logs; (2) software inventory exports from SCCM, Intune, or equivalent MDM showing Falcon sensor version and
deployment scope; (3) SaaS application inventory from your IdP (Okta, Azure AD) showing any OAuth application
grants to CrowdStrike or OpenAl-branded applications.
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Review Al integration access controls — audit service accounts, APl tokens, and OAuth grants associated
with any Al model integrations in your security stack; verify that scopes are least-privilege and rotated on a
defined schedule.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 82 — Preparation: Access Control Hardening Prior to Incident

Controls: NIST AC-2 (Account Management), NIST AC-6 (Least Privilege), NIST IA-5 (Authenticator Management),
CIS 5.1 (Establish and Maintain an Inventory of Accounts), CIS 6.1 (Establish an Access Granting Process), CIS 6.2
(Establish an Access Revoking Process)

Compensating: Export all OAuth application grants from your IdP using the Azure AD or Okta admin API: in Azure AD
run “Get-MgOAuth2PermissionGrant -All | Where-Object {$_.ResourceDisplayName -like *CrowdStrike*' -or
$_.ResourceDisplayName -like *OpenAl*} . For API token hygiene without a secrets manager, use a locked-down
spreadsheet with token issuance date, expiry, scope, and owning team — treat tokens older than 90 days as
candidates for rotation. Review CrowdStrike Falcon API client configurations directly in the Falcon console under
Support > API Clients and Keys, documenting each client's assigned scopes against the principle of least privilege.
Evidence: Capture before auditing: (1) CrowdStrike Falcon API client list with associated scopes exported from the
Falcon console (Support > API Clients and Keys); (2) Azure AD or Okta sign-in logs filtered for service principal activity
against CrowdStrike or OpenAl resource IDs in the 30 days prior — look for anomalous source IPs or off-hours access;
(3) any CI/CD pipeline configuration files (e.g., ".gitlab-ci.yml’, GitHub Actions ".yml" files) that may embed OpenAl or
CrowdStrike API tokens as environment variables, indicating hardcoded credential risk.

Map Al-assisted workflows to privilege boundaries — identify any automated actions (alert triage, remediation
playbooks, threat hunting queries) that Al components can trigger, and confirm those actions are bounded by
role-based access controls consistent with CWE-284 and CWE-269 guidance.

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 82 — Preparation: Defining Roles, Authorities, and Automation Boundaries

Controls: NIST AC-3 (Access Enforcement), NIST AC-6 (Least Privilege), NIST CM-7 (Least Functionality), NIST IR-4
(Incident Handling), CIS 5.4 (Restrict Administrator Privileges to Dedicated Administrator Accounts)

Compensating: Document each Charlotte Al-triggered action in a simple workflow matrix (action — triggering
condition — executing identity — permissions required — approval gate). For each automated remediation action in
Falcon Fusion or Charlotte Al playbooks, verify in the Falcon console that the associated API client scope does not
include write/execute permissions beyond what the specific automation requires — e.g., a threat hunting query
workflow should hold “Event Streams: read” and "Detections: read” scopes only, never "Device Control Policies: write"
or "Real Time Response: write™ unless explicitly justified. Use CrowdStrike's RTR audit log to confirm which automated
actions have executed and under what identity.

Evidence: Before mapping: (1) export CrowdStrike Falcon Fusion workflow definitions (SOAR playbook
configurations) to document every automated action and the API client identity executing it; (2) pull Real Time
Response (RTR) session logs from the Falcon console under Activity > Real Time Response Audit, noting any
sessions initiated by automated service accounts rather than named analysts; (3) review Charlotte Al conversation logs
if your organization has enabled logging, specifically looking for any Al-generated remediation suggestions that were
auto-approved without human confirmation.

Update threat model — incorporate Al model integrations as a distinct attack surface category in your threat
register; model adversary interest in Al APl credentials (T1078), prompt manipulation, and Al-assisted
detection evasion as concrete threat scenarios.

NIST Phase: Preparation
Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: Threat Modeling and Risk Register Maintenance

Controls: NIST RA-3 (Risk Assessment), NIST RA-5 (Vulnerability Monitoring and Scanning), NIST SI-5 (Security
Alerts, Advisories, and Directives), NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan), CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability
Management Process)
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Compensating: Add a dedicated 'Al Integration Attack Surface' section to your threat register with three concrete
scenarios: (1) T1078 — Valid Accounts: adversary obtains a CrowdStrike Falcon API token with “Detections: write’
scope and suppresses alerts to blind the SOC; (2) Prompt Injection: adversary injects malicious content into an alert
field (e.g., a process command line containing an instruction payload) that Charlotte Al ingests and acts upon during
triage; (3) Detection Evasion: adversary uses knowledge of Al-assisted triage logic to craft TTPs that score below
detection thresholds. Use the MITRE ATLAS framework (atlas.mitre.org) as a companion to ATT&CK for the
Al-specific threat scenarios — it is free and covers ML model attack patterns directly applicable to GPT-5.4-Cyber
integration risks.

Evidence: Before updating the threat model, capture: (1) the current list of MITRE ATT&CK techniques your existing
detections cover in Falcon, to identify gaps an adversary targeting Al-assisted triage blind spots could exploit; (2) any
prior incidents or near-misses involving API credential theft in your environment — pull Windows Security Event Log
Event ID 4648 (logon using explicit credentials) filtered for service account identities associated with CrowdStrike API
clients; (3) CrowdStrike threat intelligence on the 280+ tracked adversary groups' known interest in security tooling
infrastructure, accessible via the Falcon Intelligence portal if licensed.

Brief leadership on dual-use risk — frame this development for executives and the board as both a defensive
capability and a new governance obligation; the same Al access that accelerates detection can become an
adversary objective if access controls are insufficient.

NIST Phase: Post Incident
Reference: NIST 800-61r3 84 — Post-Incident Activity: Lessons Learned and Organizational Communication

Controls: NIST IR-6 (Incident Reporting), NIST IR-8 (Incident Response Plan), NIST PM-9 (Risk Management
Strategy), CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process), CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a
Remediation Process)

Compensating: Prepare a one-page executive brief using publicly available reference material: cite CrowdStrike's
official TAC program announcement and OpenAl's published TAC governance framework (once available) as the basis
for the dual-use risk narrative. Structure the brief around three questions boards can act on: (1) Do we know what
permissions our Al security tools hold? (2) Who approves automated remediation actions, and can that be audited? (3)
What is our naotification obligation if Al-integrated tooling is compromised and threat intelligence is exposed? For
organizations subject to SEC cybersecurity disclosure rules or state breach notification laws, flag that compromise of a
Falcon API credential with access to detection telemetry may constitute a reportable security incident depending on
data classification.

Evidence: Before the brief: (1) compile the current list of automated Al-assisted actions in your environment (from Step
3 artifact collection) to give leadership a concrete scope of what Al can do autonomously; (2) pull your data
classification inventory to determine whether threat intelligence, endpoint telemetry, or detection data processed by
Charlotte Al includes PII, PHI, or regulated data that would trigger notification obligations under HIPAA, GDPR, or
applicable state law if exposed; (3) document any existing governance gaps — specifically, whether your IR plan
currently references Al-assisted tooling as an asset category requiring protection.

Monitor developments — track CrowdStrike and OpenAl disclosures for TAC program updates, governance
framework documentation, and any security advisories related to Charlotte Al or GPT-5.4-Cyber integrations
as the program matures.

NIST Phase: Detection Analysis
Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.2 — Detection and Analysis: Continuous Monitoring and Intelligence Integration

Controls: NIST SI-5 (Security Alerts, Advisories, and Directives), NIST IR-5 (Incident Monitoring), NIST AU-6 (Audit
Record Review, Analysis, and Reporting), CIS 8.2 (Collect Audit Logs)

Compensating: Set up free RSS or email monitoring for CrowdStrike's adversary intelligence blog
(adversary.crowdstrike.com), CrowdStrike's support portal security advisories, and OpenAl's security disclosure page.
Create a Slack or Teams channel dedicated to TAC/Charlotte Al governance updates and designate one analyst as
owner. Use a free OSINT monitoring tool such as ChangeDetection.io pointed at CrowdStrike's TAC program
documentation URL and OpenAl's API changelog to alert on content changes. Subscribe to CISA's Known Exploited
Vulnerabilities catalog feed (cisa.gov/known-exploited-vulnerabilities-catalog) and filter for CrowdStrike or Al platform
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entries as a tripwire for any future exploitation in the wild.

Evidence: Establish a monitoring baseline before beginning ongoing watch: (1) capture the current version and hash
of CrowdStrike Falcon sensor deployed in your environment (visible in Falcon console under Hosts) to enable change
detection if a forced update introducing new Al integration behavior is pushed; (2) export the current Charlotte Al
configuration and enabled feature set from the Falcon console as a configuration baseline document; (3) note the
current OpenAl APl model version in use if your organization independently integrates OpenAl APIs, so any model
version changes can be assessed for behavioral drift that affects detection logic.

I Detection Guidance

Because this story involves a partnership announcement rather than an active exploitation event, detection
guidance focuses on the governance risk surface the integration creates rather than confirmed attacker activity.

Al integration credential monitoring: Review logs for CrowdStrike API token usage and OpenAl API key activity.
Flag anomalous query volumes, off-hours access, or access from unexpected source IPs or service principals.
API credential abuse (T1078) is the most direct path to Al integration compromise.

Privilege escalation in Al-assisted workflows: If Charlotte Al or any Al-orchestrated playbook can trigger
remediation actions, audit whether those actions are logged with full attribution. Look for cases where
Al-generated actions invoke elevated privileges not scoped to the integration's intended role (T1548, T1543).

Unexpected data egress from security telemetry: Monitor for anomalous export or query patterns against threat
intelligence feeds, endpoint telemetry, or SIEM data sources that Al integrations are authorized to access. Bulk
or unusual query patterns may indicate credential compromise or misconfiguration.

Prompt and output manipulation: This is an emerging detection domain. Where possible, log Al model inputs
and outputs within your security workflows. Anomalous or structurally inconsistent Al outputs, particularly those
triggering automated actions, warrant human review before execution.

Policy gap audit: Review whether your organization's Al acceptable use policy and third-party integration
governance framework explicitly address frontier Al model access to security telemetry. If no policy exists, that
absence is itself a gap to document and remediate.

I Framework Mappings

MITRE-ATTACK

e T1071 — Application Layer Protocol

e T1548 — Abuse Elevation Control Mechanism
e T1078 — Valid Accounts

e T1543 — Create or Modify System Process

e T1098 — Account Manipulation

e T1588.005 — Exploits

e T1059 — Command and Scripting Interpreter

NIST-800-53R5

e CA-7 — Continuous Monitoring

e SC-7 — Boundary Protection
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Sl-4 — System Monitoring

AC-6 — Least Privilege

CM-6 — Configuration Settings

AC-2 — Account Management

IA-2 — Identification and Authentication (Organizational Users)
IA-5 — Authenticator Management

CM-7 — Least Functionality

SI-3 — Malicious Code Protection

SI-7 — Software, Firmware, and Information Integrity

AC-3 — Access Enforcement

AT-2 — Literacy Training and Awareness

OWASP-TOP10-2021

A01:2021 — Broken Access Control

CIS-Vv8

e 6.1 — Establish an Access Granting Process

* 6.2 — Establish an Access Revoking Process

e 3.3 — Configure Data Access Control Lists

e 5.4 — Restrict Administrator Privileges to Dedicated Administrator Accounts

e 6.8 — Define and Maintain Role-Based Access Control

e 14.2 — Train Workforce Members to Recognize Social Engineering Attacks
SOC2-TSC

CC6.1 — The entity implements logical access security software, infrastructure, and architectures over

protected information assets

HIPAA-SECURITY

ISO

164.312(a)(1) — Access Control

-27001-2022

A.8.8 — Management of technical vulnerabilities

I MITRE ATT&CK Mapping

Technique ID Technigue Name Tactic
T1071 Application Layer Protocol Command-And-Control
T1548 Abuse Elevation Control Mechanism Privilege-Escalation
T1078 Valid Accounts Defense-Evasion
T1543 Create or Modify System Process Persistence
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Technique ID Techniqgue Name Tactic

T1098 Account Manipulation Persistence

T1588. 005 Exploits Resource-Development

T1059 Command and Scripting Interpreter Execution

Sources

Source URL Tier

Blog https://www.crowdstrike.com/en-us/blog/frontier-ai-for-defenders-cr... T3
https://www.redhotcyber.com/en/post/frontier-ai-for-defenders-crowd... T3
https://www.crowdstrike.com/en-us/blog/crowdstrike-brings-ai-powere... T3
https://www.crowdstrike.com/en-us/blog/cloud-security-defines-futur... T3

Frontier Al for https://www.crowdstrike.com/content/crowdstrike-www/locale-sites/us... T3

Defenders: CrowdStrike
and OpenAl TAC

DISCLAIMER

This intelligence report is produced by Tech Jacks Solutions Security Command Center (SCC) for informational purposes only. It does not constitute
professional security advice, legal counsel, or an incident response engagement. The information herein is derived from publicly available sources and
Al-assisted analysis; while every effort is made to ensure accuracy, Tech Jacks Solutions makes no warranties regarding completeness or timeliness.
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