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The client has engaged us to run a penetration test against its whole internet-facing perimeter. The goal is to find and confirm weaknesses that an
external attacker with no prior access or credentials could exploit. We will report each one with a clear, prioritised remediation path.

We start with reconnaissance to map what the client exposes publicly. This covers registered IP ranges, domains and subdomains, cloud-hosted services,
remote-access gateways, mail infrastructure and web applications. Each discovered asset is checked against the agreed scope before testing begins. We
then enumerate the network and services across that surface, assess vulnerabilities, and attempt controlled manual exploitation. This lets us show the
real-world impact of any finding and rule out false positives.

The work follows recognised industry methodologies, including PTES, the OWASP Testing Guide and NIST SP 800-115. It runs under agreed rules of
engagement to keep disruption to production services as low as possible. Any critical issue found during testing goes to the client straight away instead

of waiting for the final report.
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