Al-driven detection vs.
enterprise-grade AppSec intelligence.

OpenAl's Aardvark and DeepMind's CodeMender signal a real shift toward Al-assisted
detection and remediation. But enterprise AppSec needs accuracy, normalization,
prioritization, compliance, and financial quantification. A three-way comparison.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Genuine progress —
but narrowly scoped.

Autonomous agents like Aardvark and CodeMender signal an industry shift
toward Al-assisted detection and remediation. Both remain early-stage,
limited in transparency, and scoped around code-level vulnerabilities.

Enterprise programs require far more: accuracy, normalization, prioritization, compliance
alignment, financial risk quantification, and consistent reporting across diverse toolchains.

CyberSagacity's SATraits and SATriage fulfill that need today — the rigorous,
measurable, business-aligned foundation these agents do not attempt to solve.




- .
. C\IberSagacrt\l THE THREE APPROACHES 03 DETECTION, REMEDIATION, INTELLIGENCE

OVERVIEW OF THE THREE APPROACHES

Three solutions —
solving different problems.

OPENAI AARDVARK DEEPMIND CODEMENDER CYBERSAGACITY

Autonomous security researcher Autonomous patch generation AppSec intelligence layer

GPT-based agent embedded in repos: continuous commit scanning, Root-cause analysis via static/dynamic/fuzzing/SMT + Al reasoning, Ingests, corrects, normalizes, and correlates all AST output; 1:n risk
autonomous threat modeling, sandbox-validated exploitability, and multi-agent patch refinement, and OSS upstream submission. prioritization; compliance mapping; financial quantification; board-
Codex patch suggestions. Private beta. Research prototype. ready reporting. Production-ready today.

Two repair code. One repairs the AppSec program.
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04 WHAT BOTH LACK

CRITICAL GAPS IN AARDVARK & CODEMENDER

Meaningful innovation —
shared limitations.

01 02 03 04

No cross-tool normalization No statistical validation No compliance or governance No financial or business metrics

Neither ingests or correlates results across AST No published false-positive/negative metrics, No mapping to NIST, PCl, CMMC, HIPAA, Both focus on patch generation — not the
tools. They analyze the codebase, not the broader coverage benchmarks, or reproducibility analyses. or ISO; integration depth and policy financial or operational impact of defects. Both

defect ecosystem. alignment undisclosed. remain experimental.

Powerful engines — but not the backbone of an enterprise AppSec program.
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WHY CYBERSAGACITY IS FUNDAMENTALLY DIFFERENT

We don't compete with Al patching —
we enable it.

CyberSagacity provides: Aardvark & CodeMender provide:

® Accuracy — correction, deduplication, false-positive elimination. ® Autonomous detection and automated remediation.
® Consistency across diverse tools and pipelines. ® Insight into code-level flaws.

® Context — exploitability, compliance, consequence. ® Early-stage agent-based analysis.

® Prioritization via statistical risk modeling.

® Business alignment — cost, exposure, ROI. They become powerful engines — but only on a foundation of accuracy,

normalization, compliance, and financial modeling.

® Governance — audit-ready reporting and mapped controls.
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THREE-WAY COMPARISON

THREE-WAY COMPETITIVE MATRIX

Across the dimensions
enterprises actually buy on.

Category

Product maturity
Primary focus
Coverage scope

False pos/neg
Normalization

Risk prioritization
Compliance mapping
Financial quantification
Patch generation

Availability

OpenAl Aardvark

Private beta.

Vuln detection + patch suggestions.
Code-level; git repos.

No published metrics.

None.

Basic exploitability validation.
None.

None.

Yes (candidate).

Limited beta.

DeepMind CodeMender

Research prototype.

Vuln discovery + automated patches.

Code-level; OSS focus.
No published metrics.
None.

Implicit via fix generation.
None.

None.

Yes (automated).

Not publicly available.
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CyberSagacity SATraits / SATriage

Commercial, production-ready.

End-to-end accuracy, governance, prioritization, compliance, financial.
Full AST pipeline: SAST, DAST, MAST, SCA, container, cloud, PenTest.
Proven statistical accuracy modeling & correction.

Dedupe, correlate, classify, unify across all sources.

Statistical 1:n by consequence, exploitability, history.

NIST SSDF, 800-53, PCI DSS, CMMC, HIPAA, ISO 27001.

Exposure, loss expectancy, remediation ROL.

No — risk-based prioritization & remediation impact.

Fully available today.
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STRATEGIC CONCLUSION

Al agents repair code.
CyberSagacity repairs the program.

Aardvark and CodeMender are powerful milestones — the future of code-level defense. But early-stage research cannot replace
the foundational requirements of an enterprise AppSec program.

CyberSagacity delivers what they do not: accuracy, normalization, compliance, financial accountability, governance, and enterprise
reporting — making application security measurable, actionable, and aligned with business outcomes.

THE BOTTOM LINE

The future of AppSec will not be won by detection or remediation alone — but by platforms that deliver trustworthy intelligence across the entire security lifecycle.

CyberSagacity provides that intelligence today.

Learn more at www.cybersagacity.com —



https://www.cybersagacity.com/

