
Organizations today are confronted with increasingly com-
plex and sophisticated cyber threats. Traditional cybersecurity
measures, such as firewalls and intrusion detection systems
(IDS), often struggle to keep pace with the rapidly evolving
tactics, techniques, and procedures (TTPs) employed by ad-
versaries. This has led to the rise of cyber threat hunting,
a proactive approach to identifying threats that may bypass
conventional defenses. Unlike reactive incident response mea-
sures, which rely on predefined rules or alerts, threat hunting
actively seeks out potential indicators of compromise (IoCs)
by leveraging both human expertise and machine intelligence.

At its core, threat hunting involves continuous monitor-
ing, analysis, and defense against cyber threats through the
collection of data from various sources, including network
traffic, endpoint logs, and threat intelligence feeds. As ad-
versaries increasingly adopt automated and adaptive malware,
organizations must evolve their defensive strategies to address
these emerging risks. Effective threat hunting provides critical
visibility and situational awareness, enabling security teams
to detect threats that might otherwise go unnoticed. However,
several challenges such as insufficient machine intelligence,
the need for real-time data analysis, and the knowledge gap
regarding new and emerging threats pose significant barriers
to the success of threat hunting programs.

This paper explores the essential components of an effective
threat hunting strategy, with a focus on the integration of
advanced analytics techniques. It also highlights the need for
organizations to enhance their threat hunting capabilities by
addressing skill gaps in both data analysis and cybersecurity
expertise. By adopting a proactive, threat-hunting-centric ap-
proach, organizations can reduce their attack surface, improve
incident response times, and strengthen their overall security
posture against both known and unknown threats.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 discusses threat
types and identification. Section 3 outlines the requirements for
effective threat hunting. Section 4 examines the threat hunting
framework and strategies for mitigation. Finally, Section 5
concludes the paper.

Organizations face a wide range of threats that vary in
complexity, stealth, and impact. Identifying and understand-
ing these threats is essential for effective threat hunting, a
proactive process that seeks out malicious activities before
they can inflict significant damage. This section explores the
types of threats faced by organizations and the methodologies
employed in threat identification.

Threats can be classified into various categories, depending
on the TTPs employed by attackers. These threats can range
from well-known methods like phishing to more advanced
threats, such as zero-day exploits and advanced persistent
threats (APTs). Key types of threats that often challenge threat
hunters include:
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• Zero-Day Vulnerabilities: These are security flaws in
software that are unknown to the vendor or have not
yet been patched. Zero-day exploits take advantage of
these vulnerabilities, allowing attackers to breach systems
before defenses are in place. Since they are novel and
lack predefined signatures, they often bypass traditional
defenses, making proactive threat hunting critical for
detection.

• Advanced Persistent Threats: APTs involve stealthy, pro-
longed cyberattacks, often orchestrated by well-funded
and sophisticated adversaries. They target high-value
assets, remaining undetected for extended periods by
avoiding overt disruption and focusing on data exfiltra-
tion. Threat hunters need advanced techniques, such as
behavior analysis, to uncover these threats.

• Insider Threats: These threats arise from individuals
within an organization, such as employees, contractors, or
partners, who have access to sensitive systems. Whether
malicious or accidental, insider threats are difficult to
detect using conventional security tools, as they originate
from trusted users. Behavioral monitoring and anomaly
detection are essential in identifying these threats.

• Malware and Ransomware: While malware encompasses
various malicious software designed to damage or dis-
rupt systems, ransomware specifically encrypts files and
demands payment for their decryption. Threat hunting
focuses on detecting unusual file system activity, such as
unauthorized encryption or deletion of large volumes of
data, to mitigate ransomware attacks.

• Distributed Denial of Service (DDoS) Attacks: DDoS
attacks overwhelm network resources by flooding them
with traffic, rendering services unavailable. While tradi-
tional defenses focus on mitigating these attacks as they
happen, proactive threat hunting can help identify unusual
traffic patterns early, enabling preemptive action.

• API Abuse: APIs are integral to modern applications
but can be vulnerable to exploitation. Threat hunters can
focus on detecting anomalies in API traffic, such as ab-
normal call frequencies or unauthorized access attempts,
to preempt attacks that exploit API weaknesses.

Identifying threats requires a comprehensive approach that
integrates multiple data sources and analysis techniques. The
effectiveness of threat identification is significantly enhanced
when threat hunters combine human expertise with automated
tools. Below are some key methodologies employed in iden-
tifying threats:
Pattern Recognition framework:

1) Identify Relevant Sources
2) Data Collection: Gather data from different sources
3) Baseline Establishment: Define Normal Behavior, Pat-

tern Learning
4) Analyze Data
5) Spot Unusual Behavior Using Threat Intelligence
6) Anomaly Detection: Detect Deviations, Correlate Events

7) Contextualization: Contextual Analysis, Cross-Check
with Baseline

8) Incident Confirmation: Validate Findings, Generate Hy-
potheses, Give the Impact

9) Response and Mitigation: Trigger Incident Response,
Mitigate Threats

Threat hunters begin by identifying relevant data sources and
gathering logs, network traffic, and other system data. They
establish a baseline by defining normal behavior and using
pattern learning techniques. Once the baseline is set, they
analyze the collected data to spot unusual behavior, often lever-
aging threat intelligence for enhanced detection. Anomalies
are detected by identifying deviations and correlating events.
These deviations are then contextualized by cross-checking
with the baseline and analyzing their potential impact. If
malicious activity is suspected, the findings are validated,
hypotheses are generated, and the potential impact is assessed.
In confirmed cases, the threat hunting team triggers incident
response and mitigates the threat.
User Behavior Analytics (UBA) framework:

1) Data Collection
2) Baseline Establishment
3) Behavior Analysis
4) Anomaly Detection
5) Incident Confirmation
6) Response and Mitigation
User Behavior Analytics (UBA) begins with data collection,

where user activities are monitored and logged from various
sources, including login records and application usage. Next,
a baseline is established by analyzing typical user behavior,
allowing the system to understand what constitutes normal
activity. Once the baseline is set, the behavior analysis phase
involves continuously examining user actions to identify any
deviations from the norm. Anomaly detection is a critical
component, flagging unusual behaviors, such as logins from
unfamiliar locations or access attempts at odd hours, as
potential security threats. If any anomalies are identified,
incident confirmation follows, where findings are validated
to determine if they indicate insider threats or compromised
accounts. In cases where malicious activity is confirmed, the
UBA system triggers a response and mitigation process to
address the threat effectively.
Threat Intelligence Integration framework:

1) Data Collection
2) Threat Intelligence Acquisition
3) Correlation Analysis
4) Anomaly Detection
5) Contextualization
6) Incident Confirmation
7) Response and Mitigation
The Threat Intelligence Integration framework begins with

data collection, where network behavior data is gathered from
various sources, including logs and alerts. This is followed
by threat intelligence acquisition, which involves obtaining
relevant threat intelligence feeds that provide IoCs and insights

2.2 Threat Identification 
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into known threats. Next, correlation analysis is performed to
match observed network behaviors with the IoCs and TTPs
identified in the threat intelligence feeds. This step enhances
anomaly detection, allowing threat hunters to identify mali-
cious activities more effectively by recognizing behaviors that
align with previously identified threats. Once anomalies are
detected, contextualization occurs, where the context of the
correlated behaviors is analyzed to determine their severity and
potential impact. If malicious activity is suspected, incident
confirmation is conducted to validate the findings and assess
the risk they pose to the organization. In confirmed cases, the
framework triggers a response and mitigation process, imple-
menting appropriate actions to address the threat effectively.
This comprehensive integration of threat intelligence enables
faster and more accurate detection of potential security threats.
Real-Time Monitoring framework:

1) Setup Monitoring Tools
2) Data Collection
3) Event Correlation
4) Suspicious Activity Detection
5) Alert Generation
6) Incident Response Activation
7) Reporting and Documentation

The Real-Time Monitoring framework begins with setting
up monitoring tools, where Security Information and Event
Management (SIEM) platforms and other relevant tools are
implemented across the network and endpoints. Following this,
data collection is initiated, involving the continuous gathering
of information from various sources, including logs, network
traffic, and endpoint activities. Once data is collected, event
correlation takes place, where the incoming data is analyzed
to identify patterns and relationships among different activities
in real time. This analysis is crucial for suspicious activity
detection, enabling threat hunters to identify potentially harm-
ful behaviors as they occur. When suspicious activities are
detected, alert generation is activated to notify security teams
of the anomalies, prompting immediate attention. This leads
to incident response activation, where predefined procedures
are initiated to investigate and mitigate any confirmed security
threats. Finally, reporting and documentation are essential
components of the framework, as they ensure that all de-
tected incidents and responses are recorded, providing valuable
insights for future monitoring efforts and improving overall
threat detection capabilities. This continuous real-time analysis
significantly reducing and minimizing the potential impact of
an attack.
Anomaly Detection framework:

1) Data Collection
2) Baseline Establishment
3) Feature Selection:
4) Anomaly Detection Algorithm Application
5) Anomaly Scoring
6) Alert Generation
7) Incident Investigation
8) Response and Mitigation

The Anomaly Detection framework begins with data collec-
tion, where large datasets are gathered from various sources,
including network traffic, system logs, and user activities. Fol-
lowing this, baseline establishment occurs, defining what con-
stitutes normal system behavior by analyzing historical data to
identify typical patterns. Next, feature selection is performed
to identify relevant features and metrics that will be crucial for
evaluating system behavior and detecting anomalies. Once the
relevant features are established, anomaly detection algorithms
are applied to analyze the data for deviations from the baseline.
Detected anomalies are then assigned scores through anomaly
scoring, which assesses the severity of each anomaly based
on the degree of deviation from normal behavior. Significant
anomalies trigger alert generation, notifying security teams of
potential threats that require further investigation. The frame-
work continues with incident investigation, where flagged
anomalies are examined to determine their nature and whether
they represent genuine threats. In cases where real threats
are confirmed, a response and mitigation process is initiated
to address the security issues effectively. By analyzing large
datasets for deviations from normal behavior, the anomaly
detection technique aids in identifying previously unknown
threats, making it particularly useful for detecting zero-day
exploits and advanced persistent threats (APTs) that traditional
signature-based detection methods may overlook.

Threat identification relies heavily on recognizing IoCs,
which are artifacts or signals that suggest a security breach
has occurred. These can include:

• Unusual login activities: For example, multiple failed lo-
gin attempts from different geolocations or login attempts
from previously unused devices.

• Suspicious file transfers: Large volumes of data being
sent to unfamiliar external IP addresses can indicate data
exfiltration.

• Process anomalies: Unusual processes running on a sys-
tem, such as unauthorized system-level commands or
unrecognized software, are often signs of malware or
exploitation attempts.

Based on these IoCs, we can establish proactive measures
and actions to enhance our defense against threats. These
measures include blocking insecure URLs, scanning laptops
for malware, investigating suspected users for potential insider
threats or compromised accounts, and implementing spam
filters to reduce phishing risks.

Frameworks such as the Lockheed Martin Cyber Kill Chain
and MITRE ATT&CK provide structured approaches to identi-
fying and analyzing threats. These models break down attacks
into stages, allowing threat hunters to identify malicious
activity at various points in the attack lifecycle:
• Cyber Kill Chain: The model below outlines the stages

of a cyberattack, from reconnaissance to actions on ojbective,

2.3 Common Indicators of Compromise (IoCs) 

2.4 Frameworks for Threat Identification 
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allowing threat hunters to focus on disrupting attacks early in
their lifecycle.

• MITRE ATT&CK: This framework catalogs adversarial
behaviors, tactics, and techniques, providing threat hunters
with insights into the common strategies employed by attack-
ers.

By mapping threats to these techniques, threat hunters can
develop more targeted and effective detection strategies.

The proactive identification of threats is a cornerstone of
effective threat hunting. By understanding the different types
of threats and utilizing advanced identification techniques, we
can reduce the risk of undetected breaches, improving the
overall security posture.

Effective threat hunting necessitates a diverse set of skills
and resources, blending technical expertise, data analytics, and
advanced detection capabilities to address these cyber threats.
This proactive approach involves identifying potential threats
and IoCs before they materialize into full-blown incidents,
emphasizing the need for continuous monitoring and analysis
across an organization’s digital infrastructure. Below are the

key requirements for successful threat hunting:
Technical Expertise and Security Knowledge:
Threat hunting requires deep cybersecurity knowledge, in-
cluding understanding network architectures, traffic analysis,
network segmentation, access control, and malware analysis
through both static and dynamic techniques. It also involves a
thorough understanding of attack methodologies such as ran-
somware and APTs. Familiarity with frameworks like MITRE
ATT&CK and the Cyber Kill Chain is crucial for analyzing
Tactics, Techniques, and Procedures (TTPs).
Data Analytics Skills:
Analyzing large datasets to detect threats is essential. Skills in
data correlation, such as combining different data sources and
contextual analysis; anomaly detection, including recognizing
deviations from the norm, behavioral analytics, and real-time
vs. retrospective analysis; and applying machine learning for
pattern recognition, supervised vs. unsupervised learning, and
automating threat detection are vital for identifying patterns
and behaviors that bypass traditional security tools.
Tools and Technologies:
Threat hunters rely on a diverse set of tools and technologies
to effectively detect, analyze, and respond to potential threats
within an organization. These tools provide visibility across
networks, endpoints, and user behavior, enabling the proac-
tive identification of malicious activity. Tools such as SIEM
platforms for centralized log management and real-time mon-
itoring and alerting; EDR solutions for monitoring endpoint
activity, threat detection, response, and forensic capabilities;
Threat Intelligence Platforms (TIPs) for integrating external
intelligence, enriching internal data, and proactive hunting;
UEBA (User and Entity Behavior Analytics) for monitoring
user and entity behavior, performing behavioral analytics,
and reducing false positives; Deception Technologies for de-
ploying traps and decoys, detecting lateral movement, and
providing high-fidelity alerts; Network Traffic Analysis (NTA)
for monitoring network traffic in real time and performing
deep packet inspection; Security Orchestration, Automation,
and Response (SOAR) for automating repetitive tasks and
streamlining incident response; Packet Capture and Forensic
Tools for full packet capture and forensic investigations; and
Vulnerability Scanning and Management Tools for identifying
weaknesses and prioritizing threats all enhance detection and
response capabilities.

Automation and Machine Intelligence:
Automation can handle routine tasks, enhancing the efficiency

3. Threat Hunting Requirements 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on COMMUNICATIONS 
DOI: 10.37394/23204.2024.23.19 Assoujaa Ismail

E-ISSN: 2224-2864 145 Volume 23, 2024



of threat hunting. While human expertise is indispensable, in-
tegrating cognitive machine intelligence could improve threat
detection and response, though there are gaps in adoption due
to skills shortages.

Effective threat hunting requires a combination of technical
skills, data analytics, and advanced tools to proactively detect
threats. Security teams need deep knowledge of cybersecurity,
the ability to analyze large datasets, and the flexibility to adapt
to new threats. By integrating automation and continuously
learning, organizations can build robust threat-hunting pro-
grams capable of defending against emerging cyber threats.

To develop a robust threat-hunting capability, organizations
must employ a structured framework that not only identifies
and responds to threats but also supports continuous improve-
ment in threat mitigation strategies. Effective threat hunting is
a proactive activity that integrates various tools, technologies,
and methodologies, aiming to uncover stealthy threats that
may bypass traditional security defenses. This section outlines
key elements of a threat-hunting framework and discusses the
strategies for mitigation that organizations can implement to
improve their overall security posture.

The below framework outlines a structured approach to
threat hunting in cybersecurity, focusing on data collection,
analysis, and continuous feedback to improve detection and
response to evolving threats.

1) Data Collection:
The threat-hunting process begins by gathering relevant
security data from various sources. This is critical for
identifying potential threats. The data sources include:

• Network Data: Logs from proxies, DNS, firewalls,
and network sessions that provide visibility into
network activities and potential threats.

• Endpoint Data: Logs from applications and systems
on endpoints, which can reveal signs of device
compromise.

• Threat Intelligence Data: External reports on known
attacks, vulnerabilities, and indicators of compro-
mise (IoCs) that help contextualize internal findings.

2) Data analysis using tools:
Automation and tools play a crucial role in the efficiency
of threat hunting. Solutions like Security Information
and Event Management (SIEM), Endpoint Detection and
Response (EDR) tools, and User and Entity Behavior
Analytics (UEBA) help aggregate and analyze large
volumes of security data in real-time, enabling more
effective detection of potential threats.

3) Finding based on hypothesis:
Threat hunters form hypotheses based on observed be-
haviors and data patterns. This step may follow one of
two approaches:

• Hypothesis-Driven Hunting: The investigation is
guided by hypothesized behaviors or deviations
from normal patterns.

• Indicator-Driven Hunting: The investigation is based
on known indicators of compromise (IoCs), such
as malware hashes or IP addresses associated with
known attacks.

4) Assess the impact:
Threat hunters assess the potential impact of identified
anomalies or suspicious behavior by analyzing the tac-
tics, techniques, and procedures (TTPs) of adversaries.
Frameworks like the Cyber Kill Chain and MITRE
ATT&CK are often used to map the detected activities
to known stages of attacks, helping assess how far an
attacker may have progressed.

5) Report:
After assessing the findings, threat hunters create de-
tailed reports outlining the discovered threats, their po-
tential impact, and recommendations for mitigation. This
helps security teams understand the scope of the threat
and take informed actions.

6) Follow up and feedbacks:
The threat-hunting process is iterative and adaptive. Ret-
rospective analysis and continuous feedback loops allow
organizations to refine their methodologies. As threats
evolve, organizations adjust their hunting techniques and
improve their detection capabilities, ensuring that they
remain proactive against new attack methods.

This threat-hunting framework emphasizes the importance of
data collection from diverse sources, tool-assisted analysis, and
a hypothesis-driven investigative approach. Also feedbacks,
lessons learned and continuous adaptation to evolving threats,
ensuring that organizations can keep up with new attack
vectors and improve their defenses over time.

Mitigating threats discovered during the threat-hunting pro-
cess requires a blend of real-time response, automated defense
mechanisms, and long-term strategic improvements. Effective
mitigation strategies include:

• Endpoint Protection: Utilizing Endpoint Protection Plat-
forms (EPP) and next-generation anti-virus solutions to
block malicious activity before it spreads. Enforcing
policies are important defensive measures.

• Layered Defense Strategies: Implementing defense-in-
depth strategies, which combine multiple layers of de-
fense, such as firewalls, intrusion detection/prevention
systems (IDS/IPS), and network segmentation, helps limit
the impact of any one security breach. These layered
defenses must be regularly updated based on the latest
threat intelligence.

• Leveraging Threat Intelligence: Incorporating external
threat intelligence feeds into security operations enhances
detection capabilities by correlating internal activities
with known threats. Threat intelligence platforms (TIPs)

4. Threat Hunting Framework and 
Strategies For Mitigation 

4.1 Defining the Threat Hunting Framework 

4.2 Strategies for Mitigation 
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facilitate this integration, enriching the data available for
analysis.

• Automation and orchestration of detection and response:
enable early threat identification and rapid incident re-
sponse by detecting anomalous behaviors, such as un-
usual login attempts, through continuous monitoring and
automation, which streamline data analysis, integrate
security technologies, and automate threat responses to
minimize damage and reduce manual intervention.

Threat hunting is an ongoing process that requires continual
refinement and adaptation to new threat landscapes. Organiza-
tions should regularly review their hunting efforts and adjust
strategies based on lessons learned:

• Lessons learned assessment: Reviewing the effectiveness
of previous threat-hunting campaigns helps identify gaps
in detection capabilities and fine-tune tools, techniques,
and workflows.

• Training and Skill Development: As threat hunting
evolves, so must the skills of the personnel involved.
Continuous education and training in advanced analyt-
ical techniques, including machine learning and artificial
intelligence (AI), are essential for staying ahead of emerg-
ing threats.

• Feedback Loop: The insights gained through threat hunt-
ing should inform broader security strategies, including
policy changes, infrastructure upgrades, and the adoption
of new security tools.

An effective threat-hunting framework integrates human ex-
pertise, automated tools, and proactive detection strategies to
uncover threats before they cause harm. By employing miti-
gation strategies such as automation, continuous monitoring,
and defense-in-depth, organizations can significantly reduce
risk and improve their overall security posture. Continuous
adaptation to evolving threats and fostering collaboration
across the cybersecurity ecosystem are essential components
of a successful and resilient threat-hunting program.

Threat hunting has become a critical component of modern
cybersecurity strategies, providing a proactive defense against
sophisticated threats such as zero-day vulnerabilities and
APTs. Unlike traditional reactive approaches, threat hunting
teams must establish frameworks that can anticipate, detect,
and mitigate threats before significant damage occurs. The
combination of human expertise, data analytics, and advanced
tools has proven effective in enhancing an organizations
threat detection and incident response capabilities. However,
challenges remain, including the need for more advanced
tools for autonomous analysis and addressing the skills gap
in data analytics among security professionals. While threat
hunting programs are effective in reducing attack surfaces and
improving response times, many organizations still struggle
to fully realize the benefits of these initiatives. To address
these challenges, security programs must prioritize continuous

improvement by embracing automation, enhancing detection
capabilities, and adapting methodologies over time. By doing
so, organizations can reduce the impact time, improve their
overall security posture, and strengthen their defenses against
evolving cyber threats.
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