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VIBING WITH CAUTION

Artificial Intelligence now co-pilots modern software development. Generative Al tools—what
many developers refer to as “vibing”—reshape how code is written, dramatically boosting
productivity. Developers scaffold applications in minutes, often bypassing the routine processes
and checks inherent in the “good ol’ days” of software development. While this new method
of coding offers unmatched speed and productivity, it also introduces a critical compromise
in terms of security. The progress of AppSec teams in their endeavors toward DevSecOps has
been undermined in favor of cool, new capabilities. Everyone wants to latch onto technological
advancement; fewer want to worry about its flaws.

The fact (and what’s often attractive to developers) is that Al-assisted code generation removes
many of the historical friction points where secure coding practices usually exist. Designreviews,
dependency vetting, and configuration audits get lost in the flow (Don't kill my vibe, man!). Using
Al-assisted coding, developers may unknowingly pull insecure libraries, hardcode secrets, or
mishandle inputs—all because the code looks polished and plausible.

The Risk Behind the Rhythm

The primary danger of vibing rests inits emphasis on speed over scrutiny. Al tools train on massive
public codebases, many of which contain flawed or outdated patterns. Developers whoinsert Al-
suggested snippets without critical review introduce hardcoded credentials, vulnerable libraries,
insecure API configurations, or overly broad permissions. The result: Vulnerabilities wrapped in
code that looks production-ready.

This influx of uncertain code increases the volume of potential issues surfaced by application
security tools. Static Application Security Testing (SAST), Dynamic Application Security Testing
(DAST), Infrastructure as Code (laC) scanning, secrets detection, and cloud security posture
management (CSPM) platforms flag a higher number of risks—some legitimate, others false
positives. Vibing doesn't just create vulnerabilities; it floods AppSec teams with purported
issues, many of which lack context or relevance. The security signal gets buried beneath the
noise.

The Tooling Problem: When Integration Isn't Enough

In a typical AppSec scenario, most organizations rely on a fragmented set of AppSec and
vulnerability analysis tools—each of which addresses a specific aspect or stage of security. One
tool runs SAST, another handles DAST, a third reviews laC, a fourth monitors Git posture, and so
on. These tools may be “best of breed,” but they generate findings in silos. Application security
posture management (ASPM) platforms have exploded onto the AppSec scene to remedy this
age-old fragmented data problem, but simply aggregating integrated data into fancy dashboard
views only ratchets up the noise and makes security teams’ problems harder and more complex.
Centralization without normalization, contextualization, and correlation is a recipe for more
problems, less AppSec-developer harmony.
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While tech-forward teams see Al-generated code as a force multiplier, analysis to date shows
that vibing has a high potential to introduce speculative code, incomplete stubs, and high-
velocity iteration of flaws. Making problems worse, traditional software analysis tools analyze
static snapshots; they don't understand which pieces of code are meaningful, where they came
from, or whether they're part of the intended application. The result: Alerts that look urgent but
lack relevance.

Security teams need more than integration. They need continuous, correlated analysis of
findings from across the full software development and production lifecycle. Platforms like
OX Security accomplish this by starting with an underlying data fabric of ten native scanning
solutions and 100+ integrations with third-party tools, then contextualizing the aggregated data
across repositories, pipelines, runtime environments, and cloud configurations. The goal isn't to
generate more alerts—it’s to extract insight. OX enables AppSec teams to trace vulnerabilities
across systems, validate the impact of identified vulnerabilities, and map their relevance to
actual (and unique) business risk.

The Complexity of Al-Assisted Code for Traditional
Security Tools

Al-generated code challenges conventional scanning approaches. These models don't
understandbusinesslogic, architecturalintent, orthreatmodeling. They output what statistically
fits—not what securely belongs. This canresult in insecure defaults, overlooked input validation,
poor encryption handling, or the use of deprecated APIs.

Because Al-generated code often appears syntactically correct and stylistically consistent, it
creates anillusion of quality. Traditional scanners, focused on known signatures and rule-based
detection, may miss subtleties. Worse, the sheer variability in Al output creates an ambiguity
layer: The same function could behave differently based on small, context-dependent changes.
Static tools can’'t resolve dynamic inputs or runtime behaviors.

AppSec tools must evolve to match the complexity of modern-day coding practices. Today’s
tools must incorporate runtime telemetry, integrate with development tools, and perform logic-
aware scanning. More importantly, they must move beyond checklists to analyze behavior rather
than simple syntax.

Alert Noise Reduction: An AppSec Imperative

Al doesn't just generate more code—it produces more potential vulnerabilities and, thus, the
never-ending issue of alert fatigue. Security teams drown in uncontextualized findings, most of
which aren’t actionable even if they’re eventually deemed relevant. Many commercial AppSec
and vulnerability assessment tools lack the intelligence to differentiate between valid threats
and background noise.
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OX Security, for example, addresses alert fatigue by suppressing false positives, identifying
duplicates, and filtering out low-risk issues. The platform uses runtime data and Al-enhanced
modeling to validate vulnerabilities in context, identify test code, confirm exploitability, eliminate
duplicate alerts, and prioritize real threats.

Noise reduction is not optional—it's foundational. AppSec teams need clarity, not clutter. In the
world of vibing, where velocity matters, only platforms like OX that deliver precision will enable
secure development at scale.

Reachability Analysis: Learn What Actually Matters

Leaning into the idea that more isn't always better, OX recognizes that not all identified
vulnerabilities pose an actionable threat. When contextual analysis shows that an issue isn't
“high,” “critical,” or “apocalyptic” in a given environment under certain conditions (even when
CVE or CISAKEV state the opposite), it should not be shoved to the top of security teams’ to-do
lists.

Reachability and expolitability analysis identify which issues are imminently exploitable based
on how the application runs, its dependencies, compensating controls, and so on. In its present
State, Al-assisted coding often generates unused or isolated functions that never execute even
when the application is running in production. Without reachability and explotability analysis,
traditional AppSec tools can report vulnerabilities in dead code, test stubs, or unused modules—
wasting development and AppSec teams’ time and distracting from real issues that require
immediate attention.

Reachability analysis filters out non-critical issues by evaluating execution paths, data flows, and
architectural context to tell security teams which vulnerabilities lie in the path of user input, which
can be triggered remotely, and which remain dormant. This process allows teams to avoid wasting
time fixing irrelevant bugs and focus remediation efforts where the risk of exploitationis real.

As vibing accelerates code churn and experimentation, reachability becomes even more
essential. It cuts through Al-induced complexity and ensures that developers and AppSec teams
focus their time on the problems that could cause the most catastrophic impacts.

Prioritization: The Heart of Risk-Aware Development

Finding vulnerabilities is easy. The security industry already has myriad technologies that excel
atgeneratinglong lists of “stuff.” But after years and years of slogging through long alert listsand
logs of irrelevant or inactionable findings, security pros are ravenous for results that highlight—
with demonstrable evidence— therisks that matter. Over the past several years, security vendors
have acknowledged the problems of “too much data” and have focused on refining their tools
to help security teams find the needles in the haystack. With the introduction of vibing and its
tendency to food codebases with Al-generated content, we've taken alarge leap backward. What
AppSec teams need now are advanced tools that separate noise from necessity and provide
effective prioritization.
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True prioritization considers multiple factors: context, reachability, exploitability, and business
impact. Context provides a full picture of where and how a vulnerability exists. Reachability
confirms whether the vulnerability can be hit in production. Exploitability examines whether it
can realistically be abused. Business impact ties the issue to tangible consequences.

OX Security’s ASPM Platform uses these dimensions to generate evidence-based prioritization.
Thismeansthat OXisn't simply scoring vulnerabilities—the OX platformranks vulnerabilitiesbased
on data, execution insight, and potential disruption. It aligns security teams with engineering
priorities, allowing both groups to focus on high-risk, high-impact threats. This technology-
business alignment fosters faster development, less risk, and improved collaboration.

Integrating Security into the Flow of Development

Security must fit seamlessly into the software development lifecycle. Developers won't adopt
toolsthatdisrupt their workflow—hence the rapid adoption of Al-assisted coding, which promises
the opposite. To mitigate vibing-related risks, AppSec must surface at the right time, in the right
place, with actionable guidance.

This means bi-directional integration with the tools developers already use: GitHub, GitLab, Jira,
Slack, and VS Code. Security findings should appear directly in pull requests or issue trackers.
Fixes should come with context and automated suggestions. Developers must remain in control
but empowered.

Automation further improves the experience. Auto-triage routes findings to the right people.
Smart remediation hints explain how and why to fix. Pre-commit checks, secret scanning, and
posture analysis run silently in the background, helping security scale without bottlenecking
software delivery.

Collaboration Between Developers and AppSec

Vibing has introduced a cultural shift as much as it has a technical shift. With Al, developers gain
power and speed while AppSec inherits complexity. The only way forward is shared responsibility.

Security teams must educate developers on Al's risks—what it does well and where it fails.
Developers must be made aware that Al-generated code continues to require security
rigor, meaning that security checks from design to runtime must remain the gold standard.
Organizations can support this shift with secure coding playbooks, policies for Al usage, and
security champion programs.

AppSec teams must also adjust. Rather than bluntly enforcing rules or inserting security
roadblocks into the software development process, teams must establish security guardrails,
not gates. When both teams align, vibing becomes a tool for innovation—not a source of risk.
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Conclusion:
Secure the Vibe with Intelligence, Not Just Integration

Al is redefining how code is created. Now, (as with all Al usage) it demands that security teams
redefine how both Al and code are secured. The pace, diversity, and ambiguity introduced by
vibing stretch traditional security models beyond their limits.

Only platforms like OX that ingest, correlate, and analyze context-rich data can cut through
the noise. Evidence-based prioritization, reachability-aware scanning, and smart filtering allow
teams to focus onwhat's real. Integrated, automated workfiows ensure that security keeps pace
with development and isn’t an impediment to progress.

Alisn't going away. Neither is vibing. It's time to meet speed with strategy—and turn security from
an obstacle into an accelerator.

About OX Security

For AppSec and development teams that struggle with wasted resources caused by generic prioritization
of security issues, OX Security is the only unified application security posture management (ASPM)
platform that leverages proprietary Code Projection technology. Code projection dynamically and
accurately prioritizes risks based on reachability, exploitability, and real-world impact.

Unlike traditional tools that rely on static data and generic prioritization, OX Security projects code
into runtime context, enabling deep, evidence-based insights from design to runtime. This ensures
teams focus only on the critical 5% of risks that matter, eliminating 95% of irrelevant issues, improving
collaboration, and reducing costly runtime fixes.
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