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I Executive Summary

According to Recorded Future's Insikt Group May 2026 anaysis, 41 high-impact CVEs were identified,
representing an 11% increase from April's reported count of 37, continuing a multi-month upward trend
that signals a structural acceleration in vulnerability discovery driven by Al-assisted bulk identification.
Exploitation windows are compressing simultaneously, meaning the time between public disclosure and
active attack is shrinking at precisely the moment patch backlogs are growing. For boards and CISOs, this
is not a spike, it is a sustained ratchet that demands a fundamental reassessment of remediation velocity
and prioritization strategy.

I Technical Analysis

The May 2026 CVE landscape report from Recorded Future's Insikt Group describes a threat environment
under dual pressure: Al models enabling bulk vulnerability discovery on the research side, and Al-assisted
exploit development compressing the window between disclosure and active exploitation on the attacker side.
The 41 high-impact CVEs identified represent an 11% month-over-month increase from April's 37, which itself
followed a prior month's count, suggesting the trend is not noise but structural. The weakness classes driving
the landscape are well-established and exploitable at scale: path traversal (CWE-22), code injection (CWE-94),
improper input validation (CWE-20), missing authentication (CWE-306), SQL injection (CWE-89), and OS
command injection (CWE-78). These are not novel weakness classes, they are foundational failures that have
persisted across software ecosystems for decades, now being rediscovered and weaponized faster than ever.
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The MITRE ATT&CK techniques mapped to this landscape cover the full attack lifecycle: initial access through
external-facing application exploitation (T1190), valid accounts (T1078), and phishing (T1566); execution via
exploitation for client execution (T1203) and command and scripting interpreters (T1059); privilege escalation
via exploitation (T1068); persistence through external remote services (T1133); and collection and
command-and-control activity (T1071). The presence of T1588.006, obtaining exploits, and T1195 (supply chain
compromise) in the technique set indicates attackers are both sourcing ready-made exploit tooling and targeting
upstream dependencies, not just direct victims. According to threat intelligence sources in the May 2026
landscape analysis, named threat actors active in campaigns exploiting these CVEs include Storm-1175,
ShinyHunters, Nimbus Manticore, Kali365 operators, Showboat, and Eagle Werewolf. This mix of criminal,
hacktivist-adjacent, and state-aligned actors reinforces that high-impact CVEs are being prioritized by
adversaries across the full threat spectrum, not just sophisticated nation-state groups. The aggregate CVSS
concentration of 9.5 in the source data reflects the critical severity concentration in this month's set. Security
teams face a compounding problem: the volume of high-priority CVEs requiring immediate attention is growing
faster than most organizations can remediate, while attackers, using the same Al tooling that accelerated
discovery, are reducing the grace period that historically allowed defenders to patch before exploitation began.
Intelligence sources describe legacy unpatched systems as active campaign targets, meaning organizations
carrying deferred patch debt face elevated near-term risk from adversaries who have already mapped
exploitable exposure.

I Action Checklist

1. Step 1: Assess exposure, audit your external attack surface for systems vulnerable to CWE-306
(missing authentication) and CWE-22 (path traversal) first; these classes appear in actively exploited
CVEs and require no authentication to trigger in many implementations

2. Step 2: Triage the May 2026 CVE set, pull the full Recorded Future Insikt Group report and
cross-reference all 41 high-impact CVEs against your asset inventory; prioritize any asset reachable from
the internet or from an untrusted network segment (NIST AC-4, CIS 7.1, CIS 7.2)

3. Step 3: Accelerate patch velocity for legacy systems, according to threat intelligence sources in the May
2026 landscape analysis, legacy unpatched systems are active campaign targets; identify any system
running end-of-life software or carrying patches older than 90 days and escalate to emergency
remediation queue (CIS 7.3, CIS 7.4, CIS 2.2)

4. Step 4: Enforce authentication controls on externally-facing services, CWE-306 (missing authentication)
and T1133 (external remote services) appear together in this landscape; verify that no internet-exposed
service permits unauthenticated access and that MFA is enforced on all remote access paths (NIST
AC-17, CIS 6.3, CIS 6.4, D3-MFA)

5. Step 5: Review input validation posture, CWE-20, CWE-89, CWE-78, and CWE-94 all trace to
inadequate input handling; conduct a targeted code review or DAST scan sweep against public-facing
applications and APIs, prioritizing those handling user-supplied data without WAF coverage

6. Step 6: Update threat model with named actors, incorporate Storm-1175, ShinyHunters, Nimbus
Manticore, Kali365 operators, Showboat, and Eagle Werewolf into your threat register; map each actor's
known TTPs to your detection coverage and identify gaps (NIST AU-6, NIST SI-4, no mapped control for
actor-specific threat register update from verified KB data)

7. Step 7: Reassess exploit acquisition risk, T1588.006 (obtaining exploits) in the technique set means
adversaries are sourcing ready-made exploit tooling for these CVEs; monitor threat intelligence feeds for
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exploit-kit updates and proof-of-concept releases tied to the May CVE set (NIST SlI-4, NIST AU-6)

8. Step 8: Brief leadership, frame this as a trend, not a single event; the reported month-over-month CVE
increase and compressing exploitation windows represent a structural shift that requires resource
investment in remediation capacity, not just a one-time patch sprint

I IR/ Forensic Enrichment

Triage Priority IMMEDIATE

Escalation Criteria Escalate to full IR engagement if any of the following are confirmed: evidence of exploitation
activity in web/application logs matching CWE-22 or CWE-306 patterns, successful
authentication from unexpected IP ranges via T1133 vectors, IOC match for Storm-1175,
ShinyHunters, Nimbus Manticore, Kali365, Showboat, or Eagle Werewolf in any log source,
any May 2026 CVE appearing in the CISA KEV catalog for systems in your internet-facing
inventory, or discovery of a legacy EOL system with no network isolation that cannot receive
the emergency patch within 24 hours.

Recovery Notes After containment and patching, verify remediation by re-running the OpenVAS or
Shodan-based exposure audit from Step 1 against all previously-vulnerable assets and
confirming zero unauthenticated service exposure. Monitor web server access logs,
authentication logs, and DNS query logs for at least 30 days post-remediation for
re-emergence of exploitation patterns tied to the May 2026 CVE set, as threat actors
associated with this landscape (particularly ShinyHunters and Storm-1175) are known to
re-target previously vulnerable organizations after initial access is burned. Update the threat
register with post-incident IOCs and refine Sigma/Sysmon detection rules based on any
confirmed exploitation artifacts discovered during the incident to improve detection fidelity for
the next exploitation cycle.

Forensic Artifacts Web server access logs (Apache/Nginx/I1S) filtered for CWE-22 path traversal sequences
C..I, "%2e%2e%2f", "%252e%252¢e") and CWE-306 unauthenticated access to protected
URIs — these are the primary exploitation artifacts for the two dominant CWE classes in the
May 2026 active CVE set | Windows Security Event Log Event ID 4624 (Logon Type 10/3)
and Event ID 4648 (Logon using explicit credentials) from internet-facing systems — 71133
(External Remote Services) exploitation by named actors Storm-1175 and Eagle Werewolf
would produce anomalous remote authentication events from external IP ranges | Sysmon
Event ID 1 (Process Create) logs on web-facing hosts filtered for web server worker
processes (w3wp.exe, httpd, nginx) spawning child shells (cmd.exe, powershell.exe, /bin/sh,
/bin/bash) — a reliable indicator of CWE-78 OS command injection or CWE-94 code injection
exploitation success | DNS query logs and proxy logs for outbound connections from web
servers and legacy systems to newly-registered or low-reputation domains —
post-exploitation C2 beaconing behavior consistent with ShinyHunters and Nimbus Manticore
operational patterns following initial access via unpatched CVEs | File system artifacts on web
server document roots and temp directories: newly-created ".php’, ".aspx’, ".jsp’, or ".py  files
with modification timestamps post-dating the May 2026 CVE disclosure window — web shells
are a common post-exploitation persistence mechanism for actors exploiting CWE-22 path
traversal to achieve write access

Per-Action IR Details

Step 1: Assess exposure — audit your external attack surface for systems vulnerable to CWE-306 (missing
authentication) and CWE-22 (path traversal) first; these classes appear in actively exploited CVEs and require
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no authentication to trigger in many implementations

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §2 — Preparation: establishing IR capability and reducing attack surface before
exploitation occurs

Controls: NIST AC-3 (Access Enforcement), NIST AC-6 (Least Privilege), CIS 1.1 (Establish and Maintain Detailed
Enterprise Asset Inventory), CIS 4.4 (Implement and Manage a Firewall on Servers), CIS 4.5 (Implement and Manage
a Firewall on End-User Devices)

Compensating: Run Shodan CLI (‘shodan search 'org:"YourOrg"") or FOCA/theHarvester against your declared IP
ranges to enumerate externally-exposed services. For CWE-306 exposure, use “curl -v -X GET https:///api/" against all
internet-facing endpoints without an Authorization header and check for HTTP 200 responses indicating
unauthenticated access. For CWE-22, fuzz URI parameters with a wordlist using ffuf (‘ffuf -u https:///FUZZ -w
Jusr/share/seclists/Fuzzing/LFI/LFI-LFISuite-pathtotest.txt’) to detect traversal-permissive endpoints. Document every
positive finding in a shared spreadsheet before moving to remediation.

Evidence: Before restricting access, capture: (1) current web server access logs (Apache
“Ivarl/log/apache2/access.log’, Nginx “/var/log/nginx/access.log’, 1IS "%SystemDrive%\inetpub\logs\LogFiles\") for all
requests to unauthenticated endpoints — filter for HTTP 200 responses on paths that should require auth; (2)
firewall/NAT rule exports to document current exposure baseline; (3) netstat output ("netstat -tulnp™ on Linux, “netstat
-ano” on Windows) from each externally-reachable host to identify listening services with no auth wrapper. These
baselines confirm pre-remediation exposure and establish scope for any active compromise assessment.

Step 2: Triage the May 2026 CVE set — pull the full Recorded Future Insikt Group report and cross-reference
all 41 high-impact CVEs against your asset inventory; prioritize any asset reachable from the internet or from
an untrusted network segment (NIST AC-4, CIS 7.1, CIS 7.2)

NIST Phase: Detection Analysis

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.2 — Detection and Analysis: correlating threat intelligence against asset inventory to
determine scope and impact

Controls: NIST AC-4 (Information Flow Enforcement), CIS 1.1 (Establish and Maintain Detailed Enterprise Asset
Inventory), CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process), CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a
Remediation Process), CIS 2.1 (Establish and Maintain a Software Inventory), CIS 2.2 (Ensure Authorized Software is
Currently Supported)

Compensating: If no commercial vulnerability scanner is available, use OpenVAS (Greenbone Community Edition)
deployed on a dedicated scan host to enumerate CVE exposure across your inventory. Cross-reference CPE strings
from the Insikt Group report against your software inventory spreadsheet manually. Use the NVD API (“curl
‘https://services.nvd.nist.gov/rest/json/cves/2.0?cveld=CVE-XXXX-XXXXX") to pull CVSS scores and affected CPE
lists for each of the 41 CVEs. Flag any asset in an internet-facing or DMZ network segment as P1 regardless of CVSS,
consistent with AC-4 boundary enforcement logic.

Evidence: Before cross-referencing, export: (1) your CMDB or asset inventory with OS version, software version,
patch level, and network zone for every asset — this is your ground truth for CVE applicability; (2) network diagrams or
firewall rule exports showing which hosts are reachable from untrusted segments (AC-4 boundary data); (3) existing
vulnerability scan results (even if stale) to identify assets with known-open findings that overlap the May 2026 CVE set.
The intersection of these three data sources defines your highest-priority remediation cohort before any active
exploitation evidence is sought.

Step 3: Accelerate patch velocity for legacy systems — the report specifically identifies legacy unpatched
systems as active campaign targets; identify any system running end-of-life software or carrying patches
older than 90 days and escalate to emergency remediation queue (CIS 7.3, CIS 7.4, CIS 2.2)

NIST Phase: Containment

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.3 — Containment: executing IR plan and mitigating exposure on actively targeted
systems before full eradication is possible
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Controls: CIS 2.2 (Ensure Authorized Software is Currently Supported), CIS 7.3 (Perform Automated Operating
System Patch Management), CIS 7.4 (Perform Automated Application Patch Management), CIS 7.1 (Establish and
Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process), CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a Remediation Process)

Compensating: Query Windows endpoints with PowerShell to identify patch age: "Get-HotFix | Sort-Object
InstalledOn | Select-Object -Last 1° — any result older than 90 days triggers escalation. For Linux, use ‘rpm -ga --last |
head -20° (RHEL/CentOS) or “grep 'install ' /var/log/dpkg.log | tail -20" (Debian/Ubuntu). For EOL software,
cross-reference installed applications against the Microsoft EOL list or vendor advisories manually. For systems that
cannot be patched immediately, implement host-based firewall rules ("ufw deny from any to any port * or Windows
Firewall via "netsh advfirewall’) to isolate the vulnerable service as a short-term containment measure while the
emergency patch queue is processed.

Evidence: Before patching, capture: (1) Windows Event Log — System channel, Event ID 19 (Windows Update
successful install) and Event ID 20 (Windows Update failed install) to establish patch history baseline; (2) "wmic gfe list
full’ output (Windows) or “rpm -ga’” / "dpkg -I" (Linux) as a pre-patch software state snapshot; (3) running process list
(Get-Process” / "ps aux’) and listening ports (‘netstat -ano” / “ss -tulnp’) on each legacy target to detect any active
exploitation of the vulnerable service before the patch is applied. These snapshots are essential if a legacy system is
found to be already compromised during patching.

Step 4: Enforce authentication controls on externally-facing services — CWE-306 (missing authentication)
and T1133 (external remote services) appear together in this landscape; verify that no internet-exposed
service permits unauthenticated access and that MFA is enforced on all remote access paths (NIST AC-17,
CIS 6.3, CIS 6.4, D3-MFA)

NIST Phase: Containment

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.3 — Containment: mitigating active attack vectors by eliminating unauthenticated
access paths targeted via T1133

Controls: NIST AC-17 (Remote Access), NIST AC-7 (Unsuccessful Logon Attempts), NIST AC-3 (Access
Enforcement), CIS 6.3 (Require MFA for Externally-Exposed Applications), CIS 6.4 (Require MFA for Remote Network
Access), CIS 6.5 (Require MFA for Administrative Access)

Compensating: For teams without a commercial MFA solution, deploy Authelia (open-source) as a reverse proxy
authentication layer in front of web-exposed services. For VPN/remote access lacking MFA, enable Google
Authenticator PAM module on Linux SSH (‘libpam-google-authenticator’) as a free TOTP second factor. Audit all
externally-exposed services using: “nmap -p 22,3389,5900,8080,8443,443,80 --open -oN external_services.txt™ and for
each open port, manually verify an authentication challenge is returned before any data. For RDP exposure specifically
(T1133 primary vector), enforce Network Level Authentication via Group Policy: "“Computer Configuration > Windows
Settings > Security Settings > Local Policies > Security Options > Require NLA".

Evidence: Before enforcing auth changes, capture: (1) Windows Security Event Log — Event ID 4624 (successful
logon) filtered for Logon Type 10 (Remotelnteractive) and Type 3 (Network) from external IP ranges, to identify any
accounts already authenticated without MFA via T1133 vectors; (2) VPN gateway authentication logs filtered for
successful connections with single-factor authentication; (3) web server access logs filtered for authenticated sessions
(look for absence of Authorization headers or session tokens on sensitive URIs) — these establish whether CWE-306
conditions were already exploited before the control is enforced.

Step 5: Review input validation posture — CWE-20, CWE-89, CWE-78, and CWE-94 all trace to inadequate
input handling; conduct a targeted code review or DAST scan sweep against public-facing applications and
APIs, prioritizing those handling user-supplied data without WAF coverage

NIST Phase: Detection Analysis

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.2 — Detection and Analysis: analyzing system behavior and identifying exploitation
indicators specific to injection-class vulnerabilities

Controls: NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, And Reporting), NIST AU-2 (Event Logging), NIST AU-3
(Content Of Audit Records), CIS 4.4 (Implement and Manage a Firewall on Servers)

Compensating: Deploy OWASP ZAP in active scan mode against all public-facing applications: “zap-cli quick-scan
--self-contained --spider -r https://". For CWE-89 (SQLI) specifically, run sqlmap against discovered endpoints: “sqlmap
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-u 'https:///api/search?g=test' --level=3 --risk=2 --batch’. For CWE-78 (OS command injection), look for parameters
passed to shell functions and test with Commix (‘commix --url="https:///[page?cmd=test"). For CWE-94 (code injection
in interpreted languages), manually review all “eval()’, ‘exec()’, “system()", ‘popen()’, and “subprocess.call()" usages in
application source. Write ModSecurity CRS rules or Nginx ‘map" blocks as a WAF compensating control where no
commercial WAF exists.

Evidence: Before running DAST scans, preserve: (1) web application access logs in their current state — filter for
anomalous URI patterns indicating prior exploitation attempts: SQL metacharacters (" OR 1=1", "UNION SELECT"),
path traversal sequences ("../°, "%2e%2e%?2f"), OS command separators (*;, ’|’, '&& URL-encoded in query
parameters), and template injection probes ({{7*7}}, “${7*7}"); (2) application error logs (‘/var/log/app/error.log™ or
Windows Event Log Application channel) for database error messages, stack traces, or shell execution errors that
indicate prior successful injection; (3) WAF block logs (if any WAF exists) to identify attack patterns already attempted
against the application.

Step 6: Update threat model with named actors — incorporate Storm-1175, ShinyHunters, Nimbus Manticore,
Kali365 operators, Showboat, and Eagle Werewolf into your threat register; map each actor's known TTPs to
your detection coverage and identify gaps (NIST AU-6, NIST SI-4 — no mapped control for actor-specific
threat register update from verified KB data)

NIST Phase: Preparation

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 82 — Preparation: integrating current threat intelligence into detection capability to reduce
dwell time when these specific actors are active

Controls: NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, And Reporting), NIST AU-13 (Monitoring For Information
Disclosure)

Compensating: Pull each actor's MITRE ATT&CK profile from the ATT&CK Navigator
(https://mitre-attack.github.io/attack-navigator/) and export their known technique sets as a layer JSON file.
Cross-reference each technique against your Sigma rule coverage using the Sigma repo (‘grep -r
'"T1059\|T1566\|T1190' /path/to/sigmalrules/). For actors not yet in ATT&CK (e.g., Kali365, Showboat), source TTPs
from Recorded Future's Insikt Group report directly and map manually. Deploy or update Sysmon using the
SwiftOnSecurity Sysmon config (‘'sysmon -¢ sysmonconfig-export.xml’) to ensure Event IDs 1 (Process Create), 3
(Network Connect), 11 (File Create), and 22 (DNS Query) are captured — these cover the most common initial access
and execution TTPs for all named actors operating in the May 2026 landscape.

Evidence: Before updating the threat register, capture: (1) current SIEM/log search results for any IOCs previously
published for Storm-1175, ShinyHunters, Nimbus Manticore, Kali365, Showboat, and Eagle Werewolf — specifically IP
addresses, domain names, and file hashes from prior Insikt Group or Microsoft MSTIC reporting; (2) DNS query logs
(Windows DNS debug log at *%SystemRo0ot%\System32\dns\dns.log" or resolv/bind query logs) for lookups matching
known C2 infrastructure associated with these actors; (3) existing detection rule inventory (Sigma rules, SIEM
correlation rules, EDR policy list) as a baseline to measure gap coverage after TTP mapping is complete.

Step 7: Reassess exploit acquisition risk — T1588.006 (obtaining exploits) in the technique set means
adversaries are sourcing ready-made exploit tooling for these CVEs; monitor threat intelligence feeds for
exploit-kit updates and proof-of-concept releases tied to the May CVE set (NIST AU-13)

NIST Phase: Detection Analysis

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 §3.2 — Detection and Analysis: integrating CTI on exploit availability to refine triage priority
and accelerate detection rule deployment before weaponization reaches production environments

Controls: NIST AU-13 (Monitoring For Information Disclosure), NIST AU-6 (Audit Record Review, Analysis, And
Reporting)

Compensating: Subscribe to and query the free tier of ExploitDB (‘searchsploit *) and GitHub ("gh search repos
--language python --sort updated) daily for each of the 41 May 2026 CVEs. Monitor the CISA KEV catalog via API
(curl https://www.cisa.gov/sites/default/files/feeds/known_exploited_vulnerabilities.json | jq .vulnerabilities(] |
select(.cvelD=="CVE-XXXX-XXXXX")") for additions from the May CVE set — KEV addition is a reliable signal that
commodity exploit tooling exists. For each CVE where a PoC is found, immediately write or pull a corresponding Sigma
detection rule from the SigmaHQ repo and deploy it to your log analysis tool (Chainsaw, Hayabusa, or ELK with Sigma
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plugin).

Evidence: Before adjusting triage priorities based on exploit availability, capture: (1) IDS/IPS logs (Snort/Suricata alert
logs at “/var/log/suricata/fast.log™ or “/var/log/snort/alert’) for any signatures matching known exploit framework traffic
patterns (Metasploit stageless shellcode signatures, Cobalt Strike beacon check-ins) that may indicate the May CVE
set is already being weaponized against your environment; (2) proxy or DNS logs for outbound connections to exploit
hosting domains or GitHub raw content URLs (‘raw.githubusercontent.com’) from internal hosts — a potential indicator
that a compromised internal host is pulling additional tooling; (3) web server access logs filtered for HTTP requests
matching CVE-specific exploit URI patterns (e.g., specific endpoint paths, header values, or body payloads associated
with each confirmed PoC release).

Step 8: Brief leadership — frame this as a trend, not a single event; the 11% month-over-month CVE increase
and compressing exploitation windows represent a structural shift that requires resource investment in
remediation capacity, not just a one-time patch sprint

NIST Phase: Post Incident

Reference: NIST 800-61r3 84 — Post-Incident Activity: translating lessons learned and threat trend data into
organizational improvement and resource investment decisions

Controls: NIST AC-1 (Policy And Procedures), CIS 7.1 (Establish and Maintain a Vulnerability Management Process),
CIS 7.2 (Establish and Maintain a Remediation Process)

Compensating: Produce a one-page brief using three concrete data points: (1) month-over-month CVE volume trend
(37 in April - 41 in May, per Insikt Group — an 11% increase); (2) your organization's current mean time to patch
(MTTP) calculated from your patch log data versus the shrinking exploitation window documented in the report; (3) the
number of assets in your environment that fell into the legacy/unpatched cohort identified in Step 3, expressed as a
percentage of your total internet-facing footprint. Frame the ask as a remediation velocity investment (additional
personnel, tooling, or process automation), not a one-time emergency spend. Use the CIS Controls v8 Implementation
Group tiering to show leadership a maturity roadmap rather than an open-ended budget request.

Evidence: Before the leadership brief, assemble supporting evidence: (1) patch compliance metrics from your
vulnerability management tooling showing the delta between patch release dates and deployment dates for the past 90
days — this quantifies your current remediation velocity gap against the compressing exploitation window; (2) the
output of the asset triage from Step 2 showing the count of affected assets by business criticality tier — this translates
technical risk into business impact language; (3) any prior IR reports, insurance claims, or audit findings related to
unpatched systems that establish organizational precedent and regulatory exposure, strengthening the case for
resource investment.

I Detection Guidance

Detection for this landscape spans multiple MITRE techniques and requires correlation across log sources and
baseline familiarity with your application’s legitimate traffic patterns; the indicators below should be tuned and
validated in a test environment before enabling in production to minimize false positives. For T1190 (exploit
public-facing application), monitor web application and API gateway logs for anomalous request patterns
consistent with path traversal (encoded ../ sequences, null bytes), SQL injection (UNION SELECT, OR 1=1
variants), and OS command injection (semicolon or pipe-delimited shell metacharacters in HTTP parameters).
For T1078 (valid accounts) combined with T1133 (external remote services), alert on authentication events from
unusual geolocations, off-hours access to VPN and remote desktop infrastructure, and account logins with no
preceding MFA event where MFA is expected. For T1059 (command and scripting interpreters), detect unusual
parent-child process chains where web server processes (IIS worker, Apache httpd, nginx) spawn command
shells, this is a primary post-exploitation indicator for CWE-94 and CWE-78 exploitation. For T1068 (privilege
escalation), monitor for local privilege escalation tool execution (token manipulation, LSASS access, UAC
bypass patterns) following an initial web-facing compromise. For T1195 (supply chain compromise), audit
third-party software update mechanisms and code dependencies for unexpected checksum changes or
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unsigned update packages (D3-FMBYV, D3-SFA). For T1588.006, monitor dark web and code repository feeds
for new proof-of-concept releases tied to the May CVE set, this is an early warning indicator that exploitation
windows are about to compress further. Audit authentication databases and system configuration files for
unauthorized modification as an indicator of post-exploitation persistence (D3-SFA, D3-SICA). Review audit
logs under NIST AU-2 event logging requirements and ensure all externally-facing systems generate records
sufficient to reconstruct an exploitation chain (NIST AU-3, CIS 8.2). Local account monitoring (D3-LAM) should

flag any newly created accounts or privilege changes following external access events.

I Indicators of Compromise

Type Value Context

TOOL Pending —refer to The Recorded Future source report
Recorded Future Insikt references active campaigns by named
Group May 2026 CVE threat actors (Storm-1175,

Landscape report for

ShinyHunters, Nimbus Manticore,
publ i shed indicators

Kali365 operators, Showboat, Eagle

infrastructure, payload hashes, and
exploit artifacts are expected to be

Werewolf); specific IOCs including C2

published in the full report but were not
available in the provided source data

Confidence

LOW

I Framework Mappings

MITRE-ATTACK

e T1203 — Exploitation for Client Execution

e T1133 — External Remote Services

e T1588.006 — Vulnerabilities

e T1078 — Valid Accounts

e T1068 — Exploitation for Privilege Escalation

e T1190 — Exploit Public-Facing Application

e T1195 — Supply Chain Compromise

e T1059 — Command and Scripting Interpreter

* T1566 — Phishing

e T1071 — Application Layer Protocol
NIST-800-53R5

* SC-7 — Boundary Protection

e SI-2 — Flaw Remediation

e SI-3 — Malicious Code Protection

e Sl|-4 — System Monitoring

e AC-17 — Remote Access

¢ AC-20 — Use of External Systems
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ow

CIS

ISO

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

AC-2 — Account Management

AC-6 — Least Privilege

CA-8 — Penetration Testing

RA-5 — Vulnerability Monitoring and Scanning

SI-7 — Software, Firmware, and Information Integrity
SA-9 — External System Services

SR-2 — Supply Chain Risk Management Plan

SR-3 — Supply Chain Controls and Processes

CM-7 — Least Functionality

AT-2 — Literacy Training and Awareness

CA-7 — Continuous Monitoring

SI-8 — Spam Protection

SI-10 — Information Input Validation

AC-3 — Access Enforcement
ASP-TOP10-2021

A07:2021 — Identification and Authentication Failures
A03:2021 — Injection
A01:2021 — Broken Access Control

-V8
6.3 — Require MFA for Externally-Exposed Applications
16.10 — Apply Secure Design Principles in Application Architectures
16.12 — Implement Code-Level Security Checks
2.5 — Allowlist Authorized Software
7.3 — Perform Automated Operating System Patch Management
7.4 — Perform Automated Application Patch Management
-27001-2022

A.8.26 — Application security requirements
A.8.28 — Secure coding

A.8.8 — Management of technical vulnerabilities

I MITRE ATT&CK Mapping

Technique ID Technigue Name Tactic

T1203 Exploitation for Client Execution
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Technique ID Technique Name Tactic

T1133 External Remote Services Persistence

T1588. 006 Vulnerabilities Resource-Development

T1078 Valid Accounts Defense-Evasion

T1068 Exploitation for Privilege Escalation Privilege-Escalation

T1190 Exploit Public-Facing Application Initial-Access

T1195 Supply Chain Compromise Initial-Access

T1059 Command and Scripting Interpreter Execution

T1566 Phishing Initial-Access

T1071 Application Layer Protocol Command-And-Control

Sources

Source URL Tier

Recorded Future https://www.recordedfuture.com/blog/may-2026-cve-landscape T3
https://www.recordedfuture.com/blog/april-cve-landscape T3
https://www.paloaltonetworks.com/blog/2026/05/defenders-guide-front... T3
https://research.checkpoint.com/2026/25th-may-threat-intelligence-r... T3

Vulnerability In Apache https://northwave-cybersecurity.com/threat-response/vulnerability-i... T3
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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.
Organizations should conduct their own validation and consult qualified security professionals before taking action based on this report. Tech Jacks
Solutions is not liable for any damages resulting from the use of this information.
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