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(54) Intelligent cyberphysical instrusion detection and prevention systems and methods for 
industrial control systems

(57) The embodiments described herein include a
system and a method. In one embodiment, a system in-
cludes a device monitoring component (40) configured
to measure control system behavior and an intrusion pre-
vention system (10) communicatively coupled to the de-
vice monitoring component (40) and a communications

network (18). The intrusion prevention system (12) in-
cludes a control system analysis component (38) config-
ured to analyze the control system behavior measured
by the device monitoring component (40) against a first
rule set to determine whether an anomaly, an intrusion,
or both are present.
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Description

BACKGROUND

[0001] This disclosure related to an intrusion preven-
tion system (IPS) that detects security breaches in a con-
trol system by monitoring the physical behavior of the
control system.
[0002] Generally, an IPS may be configured to detect
and/or prevent a digital intrusion into the control system,
such as the industrial control system, by monitoring net-
work communications in the control system. Specifically,
the network IPS may look for indications of an intrusion
and/or anomaly based on network parameters. For ex-
ample, the network IPS may monitor parameters such
as network traffic, file system access/modifications, or
operating system/library calls. The monitored parame-
ters may then be compared to rule sets to determine
whether intrusions and/or anomalies are present in the
control system.
[0003] Security breaches, referred to as intrusions,
may enable an unauthorized party to access a control
system, such as an industrial control system, and cause
unexpected behavior within the system. For example,
the intrusion may cause the system to perform processes
that were not requested. Because the industrial control
system may include devices such as turbines, genera-
tors, compressors, or combustors, it would be beneficial
to improve the security in industrial control systems be-
yond network parameters.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

[0004] Certain embodiments commensurate in scope
with the originally claimed invention are summarized be-
low. These embodiments are not intended to limit the
scope of the claimed invention, but rather these embod-
iments are intended only to provide a brief summary of
possible forms of the invention. Indeed, the invention may
encompass a variety of forms that may be similar to or
different from the embodiments set forth below.
[0005] A first aspect of the invention provides a system
including a device monitoring component configured to
measure control system behavior and an intrusion pre-
vention system communicatively coupled to the device
monitoring component and a communications network.
The intrusion prevention system includes a control sys-
tem analysis component configured to analyze the con-
trol system behavior measured by the device monitoring
component against a first rule set to determine whether
an anomaly, an intrusion, or both are present.
[0006] A second aspect of the invention provides a
method of detecting security breaches in an industrial
control system receiving communication packets; per-
forming a first test, wherein the communication packets
are tested against a network rule set; receiving control
system measurements, wherein the control system
measurements are representative of control system be-

havior of the industrial control system; performing a sec-
ond test, wherein the control system measurements are
tested against a control system rule; correlating results
from the first test and the second test; and determining
whether an anomaly, an intrusion, or both are present in
the industrial control system based on the correlated re-
sults.
[0007] A third aspect of the invention provides a system
including an intrusion prevention system communicative-
ly coupled to a controller and a supervisory station. The
intrusion prevention system is configured to receive net-
work communications sent between the supervisory sta-
tion and the controller, and to determine whether an
anomaly, an intrusion, or both are present based at least
in part on a state of the controller, a state of the industrial
control system, devices connected to the controller, or
any combination thereof.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

[0008] These and other features, aspects, and advan-
tages of the present invention will become better under-
stood when the following detailed description is read with
reference to the accompanying drawings in which like
characters represent like parts throughout the drawings,
wherein:

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of an intrusion prevention
system (IPS) within an industrial control system;

FIG. 2 is a block diagram of an embodiment of the
intrusion prevention system (IPS) from FIG. 1;

FIG. 3 is a flowchart of an embodiment of a process
suitable for determining whether an anomaly has oc-
curred within an industrial control system; and

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of an embodiment of a process
suitable for creating and/or modifying rule sets in an
intrusion prevention system (IPS).

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

[0009] One or more specific embodiments of the
present invention will be described below. In an effort to
provide a concise description of these embodiments, all
features of an actual implementation may not be de-
scribed in the specification. It should be appreciated that
in the development of any such actual implementation,
as in any engineering or design project, numerous im-
plementation-specific decisions must be made to
achieve the developers’ specific goals, such as compli-
ance with system-related and business-related con-
straints, which may vary from one implementation to an-
other. Moreover, it should be appreciated that such a
development effort might be complex and time consum-
ing, but would nevertheless be a routine undertaking of
design, fabrication, and manufacture for those of ordinary
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skill having the benefit of this disclosure.
[0010] When introducing elements of various embod-
iments of the present invention, the articles "a," "an,"
"the," and "said" are intended to mean that there are one
or more of the elements. The terms "comprising," "includ-
ing," and "having" are intended to be inclusive and mean
that there may be additional elements other than the list-
ed elements.
[0011] The present disclosure is generally directed to-
wards an intrusion prevention system (IPS) disposed in
a control system, such as an industrial control system,
that may be configured to reduce the possibility of an
intrusion entering the industrial control system. As used
herein, intrusions refer to digital security breaches that
may enter the industrial control system. When intrusions
enter the industrial control system, they may cause
anomalies within the industrial control system. In other
words, intrusions may cause unexpected behavior within
the industrial control system. For example, an intrusion
may cause the industrial control system to transmit data
through network connects that was not requested. Thus,
systems designed to reduce intrusions may be config-
ured to monitor network connections in the industrial con-
trol system, such as network traffic, file system ac-
cess/modifications, or operating system/library calls.
However, additional parameters in the industrial control
system may be monitored in order to improve the security
of the industrial control system.
[0012] Accordingly, the present disclosure provides a
system including a device monitoring component config-
ured to measure control system behavior and an intrusion
prevention system communicatively coupled to the de-
vice monitoring component and a communications net-
work. The intrusion prevention system includes a control
system analysis component configured to analyze the
control system behavior measured by the device moni-
toring component against a rule set to determine whether
an anomaly has occurred. In other words, in addition to
monitoring network parameters, the disclosed tech-
niques also monitor physical parameters to better under-
stand the industrial control system and better determine
whether an anomaly and/or an intrusion is present in the
industrial control system.
[0013] By way of introduction, FIG. 1 illustrates an em-
bodiment of an intrusion prevention system (IPS) 10 with-
in an industrial control system 12. The industrial control
system 12, such as an automated power generation sys-
tem (e.g., gas, steam, wind, or water turbines, heat re-
covery steam generators (HRSG), gasification systems,
combustion systems, electrical power generators, power
grid automation system or similar automated power gen-
eration systems) or an automated manufacturing system
(e.g.,, chemical plants, oil refineries, or similar manufac-
turing system), may include a supervisory station 14, a
cyber security monitoring/response system 15, a control-
ler 16, devices, and a communications network 18.
[0014] The supervisory station 14 and the controller 16
may be configured to send communication packets

through the communications network 18. Specifically, the
communication packets may include control commands
and/or data. Various protocols may be used by the com-
munications network 18, such as Modbus remote termi-
nal unit (RTU), Profibus, Conitel, International Electro-
technical Commission (IEC) 60870-5-101, IEC
60870-5-104, IEC 61850, Distributed Network Protocol
(DNP) 3, or the like. Some of the protocols may include
Transmission Control Protocol and Internet Protocol
(TCP/IP) extensions, which may enable the industrial
control system to be accessible over the internet. Accord-
ingly, one point of entry for an intrusion into the industrial
control system 12 may be in the communications network
18.
[0015] In addition, the controller 16 may be configured
to control various devices, such as turbines 20, sensors
22, actuator 24, and pumps 26. Furthermore, in a sub-
station configuration, the controller 16 may be an intelli-
gent electronic device configured to provide protection,
control, and metering functions for power equipment,
such as transformers, breakers, switches, motors, or
generators. Accordingly, the controller 16 may include a
processing unit 28, memory 30, a storage device 32, and
a communications apparatus 34 configured to commu-
nicate with the devices. Thus, another entry point for an
intrusion may be directly into the devices. Other entry
points for an intrusion may be directly into the controller
16 or the supervisory station 14.
[0016] The depicted industrial control system 12 also
includes the IPS 10. The IPS 10 may be a implemented
in a computing device (e.g.,, computer, server, laptop,
tablet, cell phone, mobile device, or similar processing
or computing device) or in executable non-transitory
computer instructions or code stored in a machine read-
able medium, such as the memory 30 of the controller
16, the supervisory station 14, the storage device 32 of
the controller 16, or a combination thereof. In addition to
monitoring network parameters, the IPS 10 may be con-
figured to monitor control system (i.e., physical) param-
eters to determine whether an anomaly and/or an intru-
sion are present. The IPS 10 may be configured to mon-
itor control system parameters, such as communication
with devices, heat generation, or power usage, because
they may be an accurate representation of the processes
occurring within the industrial control system 12. In other
words, the control system parameters are generally
based on the laws of physics which may be more difficult
to circumvent. For example, because the temperature of
a processor may be related to the processes the proc-
essor is performing, monitoring the temperature enables
the IPS 10 to know if the processor is performing addi-
tional processes, such as those caused by an intrusion.
Accordingly, the IPS includes a network analysis com-
ponent 36 and a control system analysis component 38.
[0017] The network analysis component 36 may be
configured to analyze network parameters of communi-
cation packets sent over the communications network
30, such as such as network traffic, file system ac-
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cess/modifications, or operating system/library calls, to
determine whether an anomaly and/or an intrusion is
present. Accordingly, the network analysis component
38 may be coupled to the communications network 18
and configured to receive the communication packets
sent through the communications network 18.
[0018] Similarly, the control system analysis compo-
nent 38 may be configured to analyze control system
parameters, such as communication with devices, heat
generation, or power usage, to determine whether an
anomaly and/or intrusion has occurred. Thus, the IPS 10
may further include a device monitoring component 40
configured to monitor measure control system (i.e., phys-
ical) parameters of the controller 16 and the devices (e.g.,
turbine 20, sensor 22, actuator 24, pump 26, or electrical
assists 27) controlled by the controller 16. Accordingly,
the device monitoring component 40 may be communi-
catively coupled to the controller 16. In the depicted em-
bodiment, the device monitoring component 40 is located
within the controller 16 and directly coupled to the
processing unit 28, the memory 30, the storage device
32, and the communications apparatus 34. Alternatively,
the device monitoring component 40 may be implement-
ed in a separate computing device or in executable non-
transitory computer instructions stored in a machine
readable medium, such as the memory 30 of the control-
ler 16, the supervisory station 14, the storage device 32
of the controller 16, or a combination thereof.
[0019] As described above, the device monitoring
component 40 may be configured to measure control sys-
tem (i.e., physical) parameters. The measured control
system (i.e., physical) parameters are the physical re-
sults of the operation of the industrial control system 10.
Accordingly, they may provide an indication of the proc-
esses taking place in the industrial control system 10.
For example, the device monitoring component 40 may
measure the power usage or temperature of the process-
ing unit 28, monitor communication activity between the
communications apparatus 34 and devices (e.g., turbine
20, sensor 22, actuator 24, pump 26, or electrical assists
27), or measure the timing of processes performed by
the controller 16. The measured control system param-
eters may then be transmitted to the control system anal-
ysis component 10 and analyzed against the control sys-
tem rule set to determine whether an anomaly and/or
intrusion is present.
[0020] As described above, intrusions into the indus-
trial control system 12 may cause unexpected behavior
or anomalies in the industrial control system 12. When
an anomaly is detected, the IPS 10 may communicate
the anomaly to the supervising station 14 and/or the cyber
security monitoring/response system 15 through an
alarm. The supervising station 14 and the cyber security
monitoring/response system 15 may be configured to act
as central systems to correlate the anomalies reported.
In addition, both may include human-machine interfaces
(HMI) which enable an operator to further examine the
anomalies. For example, an operator on the cyber secu-

rity monitoring/response system 15 may determine that
an anomaly is in fact a false positive and change the
network rule set accordingly. In addition, the operator
may determine a response to the anomaly detected. In
other words, the operator may be able to instruct the in-
dustrial control system 12 to take actions to ameliorate
the anomalies. In some embodiments, the response may
be automatically determined and communicated to the
industrial control system 12.
[0021] FIG. 2 illustrates one embodiment of the intru-
sion prevention system (IPS) 10 shown in FIG. 1. In the
depicted embodiment, the network analysis component
36 includes a network monitoring component 42 and a
network rule set processing component 44, which in-
cludes a network rule set 46. Similarly, the control system
analysis component 38 includes a control system moni-
toring component 48 and a control system rule set
processing component 50, which includes a control sys-
tem rule set 52.
[0022] As described above, the IPS 10 is configured
to receive communication packets from the communica-
tion network 18 and control system measurements from
the device monitoring component 40. The communica-
tion packets may first enter the IPS 10 through the net-
work monitoring component 42. The network monitoring
component 42 may be configured to act as a gateway to
the IPS 10. The communication packets are then passed
to a network rule set processing component 44. The net-
work rule set processing component 44 may be config-
ured to analyze the communication packets against the
network rule set 46 to determine whether a network
anomaly and/or intrusion is present. Similarly, the control
system measurements first enter the IPS 10 through the
control system monitoring component 48 and are then
passed to the control system rule set processing com-
ponent 50. The control system rule set processing com-
ponent 50 may be configured to analyze the control sys-
tem measurements against the control system rule set
52 to determine whether a control system anomaly and/or
intrusion is present.
[0023] FIG. 3 illustrates one embodiment of a process
54 used by the IPS 10 to determine whether an anomaly
and/or an intrusion is present. The process 54 may begin
with the network monitoring component 42 receiving
communication packets from the communication net-
work 18 (block 56). As described above, the communi-
cation packets may include control commands and/or da-
ta between the supervisory station 14 and the controller
16. The control commands may include file system ac-
cess/modification, application/process calls, operating
system calls, library calls, or any combination thereof.
The data may include measurements taken by devices,
such as sensors 22, coupled to the controller 16.
[0024] Next, the network rule set processing compo-
nent 44 may test the received packets against the net-
work rule set 46 (block 58) to determine whether the net-
work rule set processing component 44 believes a net-
work anomaly and/or intrusion is present. The network
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rule set 46 may be configured to include a white list and
a black list. The white list may be a list of communication
packets that the IPS 10 believes are not related to an
intrusion and the black list may be a list of communication
packets that the IPS 10 believes are related to an intru-
sion. In the instances where the communication packet
does not fall within either the white list or the black list, it
may be classified as a network anomaly because the IPS
10 may be unsure whether an intrusion is present.
[0025] In addition, to better characterize the commu-
nication packets, the network rule set processing com-
ponent 44 may be configured to look at the network com-
munications contextually. In other words, the network
rule set processing component 44 may be configured to
look at least in part at a state of the controller, a state of
the industrial control system, devices connected to the
controller, or any combination thereof. For example,
when a device (e.g., turbines 20, sensors 22, actuator
24, pumps 26, or electrical assists 27) is in a commis-
sioned state, the device is operational and little changes
to the configurations should be made. Accordingly, when
the network rule set processing component 44 deter-
mines that the communication packet is attempting to
change a configuration, such as the electrical protection
setting, the communication packet may be identified as
a network anomaly. Comparatively, when the device is
in a configuration state, more changes to the configura-
tions should be permitted to enable the device to be con-
figured. Other states may include a maintenance state,
an emergency state, or a security response state. Simi-
larly, the network rule set processing component 44 may
identify a communication packet as a network anomaly
if the communication packet is intended for a device, such
as the turbine 20, but the turbine 20 is not in the industrial
control system 12.
[0026] The process 54 may continue with the control
system monitoring component 48 receiving the control
system measurements from the device monitoring com-
ponent 40 (block 60). As described above, the device
monitoring component 40 may be configured to make
control system (i.e., physical) measurements on the in-
dustrial control system 12, such as power usage of com-
ponents in the controller, temperature of the components
in the controller, timing of operations, input/output of the
controller, telemetry data of devices coupled to the con-
troller, or any combination thereof. For example, the de-
vice monitoring component 40 may measure the power
usage or temperature of the processing unit 28, monitor
communication activity between the communications ap-
paratus 34 and devices (e.g., turbine 20, sensor 22, ac-
tuator 24, pump 26, or electrical assists 27), or measure
the timing of processes performed by the controller 16.
In addition, the device monitoring component 40 may
measure telemetry data of the devices, such as the speed
the turbine 20 is rotating. It should be appreciated that
the measured parameters represent the processes oc-
curring within the industrial control system 12.
[0027] Next, the control system rule set processing

component 50 may test the received measurements
against the control system rule set 52 (block 62) to de-
termine whether the control system rule set processing
component 50 believes a control system anomaly and/or
an intrusion is present. Again, the control system rule set
52 may be configured to include a white list and a black
list. The white list may include appropriate measurement
ranges for the measured parameter when control system
anomalies are not present. The black list may include
threshold values that once met may signify an intrusion.
It should be appreciated that when the measurement val-
ue does not fall within the white list range or above the
black list threshold it may be classified as a control sys-
tem anomaly.
[0028] The results from block 58 and block 62 may
then be correlated (block 64) in a machine learning and
correlated analysis component 68 in the IPS 10 to deter-
mine whether an intrusion and/or an anomaly are present
(block 66). As should be appreciated, the rule sets (e.g.,
46 and 52) are not perfect and may return false positives
or miss anomalies altogether (i.e., false negative). Ac-
cordingly, to achieve a more accurate representation of
the industrial control system 12, the machine learning
and correlated analysis component 68 may correlate the
network anomalies, the control system anomalies, and
intrusions to determine whether it believes an anomaly
or intrusion is present. A more accurate detection of in-
trusions and/or anomalies of the industrial control system
12 is achieved because using two rule sets (e.g., 46 and
52) may lower the possibility of false positives and missed
anomalies and/or intrusions. Accordingly, instead of a
strict following of the rule sets (e.g., 46 and 52) more
leeway may be taken when detecting an anomaly and/or
an intrusion.
[0029] Returning to FIG. 2, when an anomaly is detect-
ed, in addition to the response by the supervising station
14 and/or the cyber security monitoring/response system
15, the IPS 10 itself may take further action. The next
action taken by the network rule set processing compo-
nent 44 and the control system rule set processing com-
ponent 50 may depend on what mode the IPS 10 is in.
Specifically, when the IPS 10 is in a passive mode, the
IPS 10 is configured to interfere as minimally in the op-
eration of the industrial control system 12 as possible.
Accordingly, the network rule set processing component
44 may be configured to send an alarm through the net-
work monitoring component 42 to the cyber security mon-
itoring/response system 15. Similarly, the control system
rule set processing component 50 may be configured to
send an alarm through the control system monitoring
component 48 to the supervisory system 14. When the
IPS 10 is in an active mode, the IPS 10 is configured to
actively protect the industrial control system 12. Accord-
ingly, the network rule set processing component 44 may
be configured to filter communication packets that are
anomalies and the control system rule set processing
component 50 may be configured to send a control sys-
tem. For example, if the control system rule set process-
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ing component 50 determines that a detected anomaly
will cause a device to act unexpectedly, the control sys-
tem rule set processing component 50 may send a control
signal to cease operation of the device.
[0030] As described above, the IPS 10 further may in-
clude the machine learning and correlated analysis com-
ponent 68. The machine learning and correlation analysis
component 54 may be configured to facilitate creating
and modifying the rules sets (e.g., 46 and 52). In the
depicted embodiment, the cyber security monitoring/re-
sponse system 15 and the supervisory station 14 may
be configured to communicate false positives and false
negatives to the IPS 10. The machine learning and cor-
related analysis component 68 may be configured to
modify the rule sets (e.g., 46 and 52) accordingly. Spe-
cifically, in the depicted embodiment, the cyber security
monitoring/response system 15 communicates the net-
work false positives and false negatives to the network
rule set processing component 44 and the supervisory
station 14 communicates the control system false posi-
tives and false negatives to the control system rule set
processing component 50. The false negatives and false
positives are then communicated to the machine learning
and correlated analysis component 68.
[0031] FIG. 4 illustrates one embodiment of a process
70 configured to create and/or maintain the rule sets (e.g.,
46 and 52). When the IPS 10 is in a configuration/training
mode, the rule sets (e.g., 46 and 52) may be created
based on a model. Accordingly, when the IPS 10 is in a
configuration/training mode, the process 70 may begin
by running a model (block 72). The model may be a
known set of operations with no intrusions present. Next,
the IPS 10 reads the network parameters (block 74). As
described above, the network parameters may include
the communication packets communicated between the
controller 16 and the supervisory station 14. Similarly,
the IPS 10 reads the control system parameters (block
76). As described above, the control system parameters
may include measurements from the device monitoring
component 40, such as power usage, temperature, tim-
ing, or device (e.g., 20, 22, 24, 26, or 27) telemetry. The
read network parameters and control systems parame-
ters may then be used to create the rule sets (e.g., 46
and 52) (block 78) because they represent the expected
parameters with no intrusions and/or anomalies present.
Once the rule sets (e.g., 46 and 52) are created, the IPS
10 may monitor the operation of the industrial control
system 12 and determine whether anomalies and/or in-
trusions are present based on the rule sets (e.g., 46 and
52).
[0032] As described above, the rule sets (e.g., 46 and
52) may not be perfect. Accordingly, the rule sets (e.g.,
46 and 52) may then be maintained/modified to better
detect anomalies and/or intrusions. The rule sets (e.g.,
46 and 52) may be modified when the IPS 10 is in a
maintenance mode (decision block 82). When the IPS
10 is in a maintenance mode, the process 70 may check
for false positive and/or false negatives from the cyber

security monitoring response system 15 and the super-
visory station 14. Then, the IPS again reads the network
parameters (block 74) and the control system parameters
(block 76). Accordingly, the rule sets (e.g., 46 and 52)
may be modified based on the false positives, false neg-
atives, read network parameters, and control system pa-
rameters. Because the industrial control system 12 may
contain some intrusions and/or anomalies the IPS 10
may use algorithm, such as Bayesian classifiers, support
vector machines, artificial neural networks, or evolution-
ary/genetic algorithms.
[0033] Technical effects of the disclosed embodiments
include improving the security in industrial control system
12. Specifically, the disclosed techniques describe an
intrusion prevention system (IPS) 10 configured to better
understand the processes occurring in the industrial con-
trol system 12. For example, the IPS 10 is configured to
monitor both network parameters and control system pa-
rameters, such as power usage, temperature, timing, or
telemetry data. In addition, the IPS 10 may be configured
to monitor the network parameters in the larger context
of the industrial control system 12. Finally, the IPS 10
may be configured to create/modify the rule sets (e.g.,
46 and 52) based on both the network parameters and
the control system parameters.
[0034] This written description uses examples to dis-
close the invention, including the best mode, and also to
enable any person skilled in the art to practice the inven-
tion, including making and using any devices or systems
and performing any incorporated methods. The patent-
able scope of the invention is defined by the claims, and
may include other examples that occur to those skilled
in the art. Such other examples are intended to be within
the scope of the claims if they have structural elements
that do not differ from the literal language of the claims,
or if they include equivalent structural elements with in-
substantial differences from the literal language of the
claims.

Claims

1. A system comprising:

a device monitoring component (40) configured
to measure control system behavior; and
an intrusion prevention system (10) communi-
catively coupled to the device monitoring com-
ponent (40) and a communications network
(18), wherein the intrusion prevention system
(10) comprises:
a control system analysis component (38) con-
figured to analyze the control system behavior
measured by the device monitoring component
(40) against a first rule (52) set to determine
whether an anomaly, an intrusion, or both are
present.
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2. The system of claim 1, comprising a network analysis
component (36) configured to analyze network data
from the communications network (30) against a sec-
ond rule (46) set to determine whether an anomaly
has occurred.

3. The system of claim 1 or 2, wherein the control sys-
tem behavior comprises behavior of a controller (16)
when the device monitoring component (40) is com-
municatively coupled to the controller (16).

4. The system of claim 3, wherein the controller behav-
ior includes power usage of components in the con-
troller (16), temperature of the components in the
controller (16), timing of operations, input/output of
the controller (16), telemetry data of devices
(22,24,26,28) coupled to the controller (16), or any
combination thereof.

5. The system of claim 3 or 4, wherein the device mon-
itoring component (40) is located in the controller
(16) or comprises a separate device from the con-
troller (16).

6. The system of any of claims 1 to 5, wherein the in-
trusion prevention system (10) comprises a separate
device.

7. The system of any preceding claim, wherein the sys-
tem is an industrial control system (12) comprising
a gas turbine system, a gasification system, a steam
turbine system, a wind turbine system, a water tur-
bine system, a power generation system, a power
grid automation system, or any combination thereof.

8. A method of detecting security breaches in an indus-
trial control system (12) receiving communication
packets;
performing a first test, wherein the communication
packets are tested against a network rule set (46);
receiving control system measurements, wherein
the control system measurements are representa-
tive of control system behavior of the industrial con-
trol system (12);
performing a second test, wherein the control system
measurements are tested against a control system
rule (52);
correlating results from the first test and the second
test; and
determining whether an anomaly, an intrusion, or
both are present in the industrial control system (12)
based on the correlated results.

9. The medium of claim 8, wherein the instructions to
performing a first test comprises testing the commu-
nication packets against the network rule set stored
in a networking analysis component, and performing
a second test comprises testing the testing the con-

trol system measurements against the control sys-
tem rule set stored in a control system analysis com-
ponent.

10. The medium of any of claims 8 or 9, wherein receiv-
ing communications packets comprises receiving
communication packets sent between a controller
(16) and a supervisory station (14).

11. The medium of claims 8 to 10, wherein the industrial
control system (12) comprises a gas turbine system,
a gasification system, a steam turbine system, a wind
turbine system, a water turbine system, a power gen-
eration system, a power grid automation system, or
any combination thereof.

12. The method of any of claims 8 to 11, further com-
prising in configuration mode:

running a model operation on an industrial con-
trol system (12);
receiving communication packets;
receiving control system measurements; and
creating the network rule set (46) and the control
system rule set (52) based on at least the re-
ceived communication packets and the received
control system measurements.

13. The method of any of claims 8 to 12, further com-
prising in maintenance mode:

running an industrial control system (12);
receiving communication packets;
receiving control system measurements; and
modifying the network rule set (46) and the con-
trol system rule set (52) based on at least the
received communication packets and the re-
ceived control system measurements.

14. A computer program comprising computer program
code means adapted to perform the method of any
of claims 8 to 13 when executed by a computer pro-
gram.

15. The computer program of claim 14 embodied on a
computer-readable medium.
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