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Description

FIELD OF TECHNOLOGY

[0001] The present disclosure relates to heuristic
methods of protecting computer systems against mali-
cious programs, and more specifically, to methods of us-
ing patterns of dangerous behavior of programs with a
high level of false detections.

BACKGROUND

[0002] In a modern solution for antivirus protection of
computer systems, several layers of protection should
be provided. Besides classical signature verification, that
is, the search for a dangerous, unknown program using
antivirus databases, an antivirus application should also
possess capabilities of behavioral detection - that is, be
able to recognize a threat from the behavior of a program.
Such an approach enables an effective detection of new
and unknown threats.
[0003] Activity monitors are part of present-day antivi-
rus products and they afford a proactive protection of
computer systems. They monitor all program processes,
comparing their behavior with characteristic models of
malicious programs. A suspicious program that is detect-
ed may, for example, be automatically placed in quaran-
tine. Based on information gathered by the monitor, a
rollback of the actions carried out by malicious programs
in the operating system may be performed when healing
the system of the malicious programs. Furthermore, the
activity monitor constantly controls access to files, and
when access to them is requested, the activity monitor
saves temporary backup copies of the files. Therefore,
if an antivirus product detects an attempt to encrypt any
files, the existence of the temporary backup copies will
enable a reversion of the data to its original form.
[0004] Such safety systems for threat detection utilize
patterns of dangerous behavior of programs. The pat-
terns are often developed manually by the specialists of
antivirus companies and contain sequences of program
actions that the antivirus product classifies as dangerous.
Among the patterns of dangerous behavior of programs
which are being developed is a category of patterns which
allow an effective detection of malicious behavior in a
range of scripts, yet when these patterns are used there
is a substantial risk of false detections (FD) occurring in
a particular environment. However, despite the high level
of false detections, the use of such patterns can signifi-
cantly raise the quality of the behavioral detection of ma-
licious programs by an antivirus product.
[0005] US9794287B 1 describes a method and a sys-
tem which are provided for implementing cloud based
malware container protection, in which a container is pro-
visioned for a user, the container is monitored, and when
an abnormal activity is detected based upon historical
metric data, a unikernel is provisioned and a user appli-
cation is migrated to the unikernel while inspection oc-

curs. WO2017/08436A1 discloses a system configured
to detect a threat activity on a network.

SUMMARY

[0006] Aspects of the present disclosure are designed
to adapt a pattern of dangerous behavior of programs to
the computer system of a user and to selectively use a
pattern of dangerous behavior of programs on a group
of computer systems. The technical result of aspects of
the present disclosure includes a reduction in the number
of false threat detections when using the pattern of dan-
gerous behavior of programs on the computer system of
a user.
[0007] According to one example, a computer-imple-
mented method for detecting malicious programs on a
computing system is provided. The method includes
loading a malicious-program pattern configured to match
activity associated with a malicious program. The mali-
cious-program pattern is configured in a silent usage
mode. The method further includes detecting a threat on
a computing system using the malicious-program pattern
during a first period of time, wherein using the malicious-
program pattern in the silent usage mode comprises de-
tecting the threat based on detection of one or more
events that correspond to the malicious-program pattern,
but not performing an action to remove the detected
threat. The method includes responsive to determining
that the events have occurred as a result of user actions,
and that the events have a recurring nature, adding one
or more parameters to the malicious-program pattern
configured to exclude from subsequent detection the de-
tected events, in response to expiration of the first period
of time, converti ng the malicious-program pattern to an
active usage mode.
[0008] In another example, using the malicious-pro-
gram pattern in the active usage mode includes detecting
subsequent threats on the computer system that corre-
spond to the malicious-program pattern and performing
an action for removal.
[0009] In another example, determining that the events
have a recurring nature includes determining whether
the events have been detected more than a threshold
number of times within a given second period of time.
[0010] In another example, determining that the events
have occurred as a result of user actions includes de-
tecting activity of the user on the computing system com-
prising at least one of an interaction of the user with el-
ements of a graphic user interface of the computing sys-
tem, and an interaction of the user with an input device
of the computing system.
[0011] In another example, the method further includes
monitoring events occurring within the computer system,
and generating an event log which includes a list of the
monitored events and associated event parameters,
wherein determining whether the events have a recurring
nature is based on analysis of the event log.
[0012] In another example, the detected threat is char-
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acterized as a false detection based on the determination
that the events have occurred as the result of user actions
and that the events have a recurring nature.
[0013] According to another example, a system for de-
tecting malicious programs on a computing system is pro-
vided. The system includes an input device configured
to receive user actions, and a hardware processor. The
processor is configured to load a malicious-program pat-
tern configured to match activity associated with a mali-
cious program, wherein the malicious-program pattern
is configured in a silent usage mode, and detect a threat
on a computing system using the malicious-program pat-
tern during a first period of time. Using the malicious-
program pattern in the silent usage mode includes de-
tecting the threat based on detection of one or more
events that correspond to the malicious-program pattern,
but not performing an action to remove the detected
threat. The processor is further configured to, responsive
to determining that the events have occurred as a result
of user actions, and that the events have a recurring na-
ture, add one or more parameters to the malicious-pro-
gram pattern configured to exclude from subsequent de-
tection the detected events, and in response to expiration
of the first period of time, convert the malicious-program
pattern to an active usage mode.
[0014] The above simplified summary of example as-
pects serves to provide a basic understanding of the
present disclosure. This summary is not an extensive
overview of all contemplated aspects, and is intended to
neither identify key or critical elements of all aspects nor
delineate the scope of any or all aspects of the present
disclosure. Its sole purpose is to present one or more
aspects in a simplified form as a prelude to the more
detailed description of the disclosure that follows. To the
accomplishment of the foregoing, the one or more as-
pects of the present disclosure include the features de-
scribed and exemplarily pointed out in the claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

[0015] The accompanying drawings, which are incor-
porated into and constitute a part of this specification,
illustrate one or more example aspects of the present
disclosure and, together with the detailed description,
serve to explain their principles and implementations.

Fig. 1A is a block diagram illustrating an example of
a system of adapting patterns of dangerous behavior
of programs to the computer systems of users.

Fig. IB is a block diagram showing the computer
system of a user in greater detail.

Fig. 2 is a flowchart illustrating an example of a meth-
od for adapting patterns of dangerous behavior of
programs to the computer systems of users.

Fig. 3 is a block diagram illustrating an example of

a system of adapting patterns of dangerous behavior
of programs on a group of computer systems.

Fig. 4 is a flowchart illustrating an example of a meth-
od of selective use of the pattern of dangerous be-
havior of programs on a group of computer systems.

Fig. 5 is a block diagram of an example of a computer
system on which the disclosed system and method
can be implemented.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

[0016] The objects and features of the present inven-
tion, and the methods of achieving these objects and
features, will become evident by referral to variant sam-
ple embodiments. However, the present invention is not
limited to the variant sample embodiments disclosed be-
low, and it may be embodied in different forms. The es-
sence presented in the description is merely specific de-
tails needed to assist an expert in the field of technology
for a comprehensive understanding of the invention, and
the present invention is defined in the scope of the ap-
pended claims.
[0017] An activity monitoring module is part of most
antivirus applications running on the computer systems
of users. This component monitors the activity of the pro-
grams (processes) launched and enables a real-time
analysis of their actions. For example, if a system register
has been changed, or a boot sector or file has been
changed, then information on the events having occurred
is written into a special database. This data may be used
afterwards to restore the computer system to its original
condition. In addition, the activity monitoring module in-
cludes a set of patterns of dangerous behavior of pro-
grams - models of behavior that can be used to identify
an unknown malicious software. Furthermore, the activity
monitoring module exchanges information with other
components of the antivirus software and, by remember-
ing the chains of events, forms an overall picture of the
behavior and registers the traces of each individual pro-
gram and of groups of programs, and also monitors the
actions of programs not only in the current session, but
also over the course of the entire life cycle of the program.
This significantly enhances the accuracy of detection of
malicious programs.
[0018] The pattern of dangerous behavior of programs
(or BSS, Behavior Stream Signature) contains a group
of events whose occurrence in the context of a computer
system leads to the detection of a threat corresponding
to that pattern. The fulfillment of the pattern requires the
activity monitoring module to detect a threat. Hereafter
in the text, for simplicity, we shall call the pattern of dan-
gerous behavior of programs "the pattern". The events
enumerated in the pattern may be related to system calls
by means of which processes interact with any given ob-
jects within the operating system, such as files, data load-
ed into RAM, or other processes. The events may be
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related to network traffic, specifically the identification in
this traffic of certain sequences of data or the determi-
nation of its current characteristics. Events may also be
related to analysis of the code loaded into RAM - the
activity monitoring module can read data from any given
sectors of RAM and perform an analysis on them.
[0019] The events enumerated in the pattern may be
clarified by indicating parameters (event parameters)
which a given event should conform to. These parame-
ters may be, for example, the identifiers of processes,
addresses and address ranges in memory, files, their
identifiers and directories. Besides events, the patterns
may also use conditional and logic operators, for exam-
ple, these may determine the timeframes and sequence
of occurrence of the events in the pattern. Moreover, the
pattern may include examination requests and verdicts
from other security systems, since the activity monitoring
module may exchange information with other compo-
nents of the antivirus software, both local and remote.
For example, the pattern may contain a request to list
trusted programs, in order to determine whether a proc-
ess carrying out actions on the computer system is known
and trusted or not.
[0020] The detection of a threat corresponding to a pat-
tern occurs when the activity monitoring module has iden-
tified all the events of said pattern. In other words, all of
the events enumerated in the pattern have occurred with-
in the computer system and the facts of these events
having occurred have been registered by the activity
monitoring module. The set of events enumerated in the
pattern characterizes a particular attack vector, making
it possible to locate a malicious object in the computer
system being used to carry out cyber-attacks, as well as
targeted cyber-attacks. The activity monitoring module
monitors events within the computer system by any meth-
od known in the prior art, for example in a particular em-
bodiment for the operating systems of the Windows fam-
ily the monitoring of events may be performed by install-
ing the corresponding driver filters.
[0021] The threats corresponding to patterns in the
context of the present disclosure are malicious programs.
The malicious programs discovered with the aid of a pat-
tern are identified by files pertaining to a given malicious
program, such as an executable file, and/or by a process,
that is, an actively executable malicious program loaded
into the RAM of the computer system. For example, a
naive or elementary pattern for identifying a threat such
as ransomware - a variety of malicious programs which
encrypt data important to the user on the computer sys-
tem in order to extort money - contains in the original
form the event "making changes to a file" and is triggered
by an alteration to any given file initiated by any given
process. Such a pattern cannot be used without adapting
it to a specific computer system, inasmuch as that pattern
is formulated too broadly and the event of "making chang-
es to a file" is not in itself malicious. As a consequence,
the use of this pattern leads to a large number of false
detections, also referred to as false positives, in which

results incorrectly characterize programs as malicious
(even though they are in fact not). Naturally, this example
is given only as an illustration, and the actual pattern is
not described so broadly, but instead contains a multitude
of parameters, conditions, and exceptions making pos-
sible a significant reduction in the number of false detec-
tions.
[0022] Falsely detected threats are trusted programs
which are identified as malicious by a corresponding pat-
tern, despite not being of such a nature [malicious]. The
determination of whether a threat detected with the aid
of a pattern is falsely detected is performed by additional
verifications. One of these is performed with the aid of
the activity monitoring module and a subsystem for mon-
itoring user actions. This verification method shall be de-
scribed below. Another way of determining whether a
detected threat has been falsely detected is a verification
of programs corresponding to identified threats using da-
tabases of trusted programs.
[0023] As mentioned above, traditionally, the patterns
are developed manually by the specialists of antivirus
companies. As soon as a pattern is created, it needs to
be tested and its efficacy or effectiveness determined,
for which purpose the pattern is loaded onto all the com-
puter systems of users and launched in silent mode. Si-
lent usage mode (or first usage mode) is a mode of using
a pattern in which the activity monitoring module detects
threats corresponding to that pattern on a computer sys-
tem, but does not perform actions for their removal. Ac-
cordingly, the active usage or pattern application mode
(second usage mode) is the mode of using patterns dur-
ing which the activity monitoring module detects threats
corresponding to that pattern on a computer system and
performs the actions for their removal. A pattern works
for a certain period of time in silent mode on the computer
systems of users, while statistics of the threats detected
on the computer systems with the use of that pattern are
gathered on a remote server. The statistics may include
at least the following data: the threat identifier, the pattern
identifier, the names and hash sums of the files and proc-
esses pertaining to the detected threat. These statistics
are afterwards analyzed by the specialists of the antivirus
company, and changes are made to the pattern which
enhance the effectiveness of use of that pattern, that is,
enabling a reduction in the number of false detections.
In the course of analysis of the statistics gathered, all
threats detected by using the pattern are checked to see
whether they are falsely detected threats. This checking
can be performed by checking the files and processes
pertaining to the detected threat using lists of trusted files
and programs. The updated pattern is again loaded onto
the computer systems of the users and once more started
in silent mode. This cycle of manual updating of the pat-
tern is repeated until the number of false detections of
threats corresponding to the pattern is equal to zero or
does not exceed a given value in the collected statistics
of use. After this, those patterns are converted to the
application mode. However, the level of false threat de-
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tections may not be reducible to zero for certain patterns,
as in the case of the pattern for identifying malicious pro-
grams encrypting user data, for example. For such pat-
terns, the level of false detections can only be brought
down to a certain level (such as < 3%). At this level of
false detections, the use of the pattern on an indefinite
number of computer systems is still not possible, al-
though such a pattern may be adapted with the help of
aspects of the present disclosure for use on each partic-
ular computer system.
[0024] In the context of the present application, a meth-
od is implemented for the use of patterns whose level of
false detections is not equal to zero. This method involves
changing the parameters of a pattern of dangerous be-
havior of programs for a computer system whereby the
pattern is used in silent mode on the computer system
of the user for a certain period of time (a teaching period).
During the teaching period, parameters are added to the
pattern with the help of a teaching module, which param-
eters make it possible to exclude from the next detection
those events for which both of the following conditions
are fulfilled: the event has occurred as a result of user
actions; and the event is regular in nature, i.e., it has been
registered with the aid of the activity monitoring module
more than a predefined number of times. After this, the
pattern is converted to application mode.
[0025] In order to determine whether a particular event
is related to user actions, the activity monitoring module
contains a subsystem for monitoring user actions, which
monitors the interactions of the user with the graphic user
interface of the operating system by means of input in-
terfaces. The interfaces of the operating system refers
to the means and methods of interaction of users with a
computer operating system or program. In the context of
the present disclosure, one may distinguish between the
graphic user interface (the interaction with the computer
is organized with the aid of pictograms, menus, dialog
windows, etc.) and the input interfaces (means of user
interaction with the computer). The input interfaces may
be, for example, data entry means such as a keyboard,
a mouse, or sensory control elements, and also means
of photo, video and audio capturing of data and other
means. The subsystem for monitoring user actions reg-
isters the commands coming from the input interfaces in
the process of interaction of the user with the graphic
user interface of the operating system, and thus deter-
mines which events in the context of the computer system
have occurred as a result of user actions.
[0026] That is, aspects of the present disclosure char-
acterize certain events occurring as a result of user ac-
tions as suggestive of legitimate behavior, in contrast to
certain events resulting from programmatic or automatic
behavior, which may suggest malicious activity. For ex-
ample, the activity monitoring module may detect an
event pertaining to a deletion of or modification to a file
and determine that the event is the result of a user’s in-
teractions with a user interface, including mouse input
navigating a cursor to a file icon, mouse input selecting

the file icon (e.g., <mouse click>), and keyboard input
(e.g., <DELETE> key) indicating a deletion of the user.
This type of activity, despite possibly matching a mali-
cious-program pattern, may be legitimate behavior. In
contrast, in the absence of such user actions, this type
of activity (when matching a pattern) could be the result
of a malicious program, for example, deleting files or en-
crypting them.
[0027] Figs. 1A and 1B illustrate the system of adapt-
ing patterns of dangerous behavior of programs to the
computer systems of users. In the context of the pro-
posed system, an antivirus application 100 has been
launched on the part of the computer system of a user
{CS 1, CS 2, ..., CS N}. The antivirus application 100
includes an activity monitoring module 101 and a teach-
ing module 102. The antivirus application 100 also in-
cludes other modules {Module 1, Module 2, ..., Module
N}, with which, in particular, both the activity monitoring
module 101 may interact in the course of working with
patterns and the teaching module 102 may interact.
Moreover, the antivirus application 100 is communica-
tively connected to such elements of the infrastructure
of an antivirus company as a database of "fuzzy patterns"
103 and to a plurality of services 104. The database of
"fuzzy patterns" 103 contains the same aforementioned
patterns whose level of false detections has been brought
down by the specialists of the antivirus company to a
particular level, but is not equal to zero. The services 104
may be any elements of the infrastructure of the antivirus
company which are used by the antivirus application 100
remotely, that is, which reside on remote servers of the
antivirus company.
[0028] The activity monitoring module 101 is config-
ured to detect threats on the computer system of a user
that correspond to a pattern of dangerous behavior of
programs. The activity monitoring module 101 also mon-
itors events occurring within a computer system, and as-
sembles statistical data on such events. The activity mon-
itoring module 101 may generate an event log 111 which
includes a list of events and their parameters (the event
parameters are explained in greater detail below). The
activity monitoring module 101 contains a subsystem for
monitoring user actions, making it possible to determine
whether an event related to a pattern has occurred as a
result of actions by the user of the computer system, es-
tablishing whether an interaction of the user has occurred
with the elements of the graphic user interface and/or
whether the user has used the data entry means. The
determination of the aforementioned facts with the aid of
the activity monitoring module 101 together with the re-
curring nature of the actions being evaluated makes it
possible to confirm, with high probability, that those
events have resulted in a false threat detection and
should be excluded from further detection in the context
of the particular pattern. The aforementioned recurring
nature of the events is identical to a recurring nature of
the events occurring as a result of user actions. Thus,
said recurring nature, in one example, can be established
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from the event log generated by the activity monitoring
module 101.
[0029] In another example, the activity monitoring
module 101 may be configured to gather threat detection
statistics (or simply statistics 112). The statistics 112 may
include at least the following data: a threat identifier, a
pattern identifier, the names and hash sums of the files
and processes pertaining to the detected threat. Moreo-
ver, the statistics 112 contain a list of events which have
occurred on the computer system, and their parameters,
which have led [events + parameters] to the detection of
a threat with the aid of the pattern. While the events in
the pattern may be described broadly using wildcards
and regular expressions, the statistics contain details
about the event having occurred on the computer system.
For example, the process "program.exe" has performed
a writing to the file "c:\windows\file" with the following
characteristics {A1, A2,..., Am}, which may include for
example the values of environment variables, access
rights, verdicts from other security systems from a local
set of {Module 1, ..., Module N} or from remote services
104, and many other characteristics. The process name,
the file name, the system call and its arguments, and also
the characteristics {A1, A2, ..., Am} are all event param-
eters.
[0030] The teaching module 102 may be configured to
run the pattern 110 of dangerous behavior of programs
in the first usage mode (silent usage mode 110A), during
which the activity monitoring module 101 detects threats
on the computer system that correspond to said pattern,
but does not perform actions for their removal (i.e., re-
frains from performing actions for removing the detected
threat). To run the pattern of dangerous behavior of pro-
grams, the teaching module 102 may load the pattern of
dangerous behavior of programs into the activity moni-
toring module 101 and establish the mentioned usage
mode for it. Furthermore, the teaching module 102 may
convert the pattern of dangerous behavior of programs
to the second usage mode (active usage mode 110B),
wherein the activity monitoring module 101 detects
threats on the computer system that correspond to said
pattern, and performs actions for their removal. The
teaching module 102 also adapts the patterns by adding
to them parameters which exclude from subsequent de-
tection those events for which the fulfillment of the afore-
mentioned conditions has been established with the aid
of the activity monitoring module 101: (1) the events have
occurred as a result of user actions; and (2) the events
have been detected more than a given number of times
within a given second period of time. That is, the teaching
module 102 may modify the patterns by adding param-
eters which will exclude the events that have occurred
as a result of user actions, and the events that occur
more than a threshold number of occurrences during a
given time period.
[0031] The parameters excluding events from subse-
quent detection may be any of the enumerated parame-
ters and combinations thereof: system calls; arguments

of system calls; files, applications, processes or data
identifying them; requests for verdicts from any security
systems; logic operations. For example, the teaching
module may modify a pattern to exclude matches with a
particular system call and/or arguments of the system
associated with events that occurred as a result of user
actions and that occurred more than a threshold number
of occurrences during a given time period. In another
example, the teaching module 102 may modify a pattern
to exclude matches with one or more files associated
with events (for example, events for making a change to
those files) that occurred as a result of user actions, and
that occurred more than the threshold number of occur-
rences. In another example, the teaching module 102
may modify a given pattern to exclude any system calls,
files, applications, and/or processes indicated by verdicts
from another security system as being safe or trusted.
Further examples of the parameters are described below
in greater detail.
[0032] In another example, the teaching module 102
may analyze the statistics 112 assembled by the activity
monitoring module 101 with the use of the pattern (pat-
terns) on the computer system. In the course of the anal-
ysis of the assembled statistics, the teaching module cal-
culates the number of false threat detections for the pat-
tern. Malicious programs are characterized as threats,
and trusted programs are characterized as falsely de-
tected threats. Teaching module 102 determines that a
detected threat is a falsely detected threat by checking
the programs corresponding to identified threats using
databases of trusted programs after the passage of a
specified period of time. From the results of the analysis,
the teaching module 102 can add to the pattern of dan-
gerous behavior of programs all falsely detected threats
on the given computer system as exceptions.
[0033] The aforementioned adding to the pattern of
dangerous behavior of programs of all falsely detected
threats corresponding to a specific computer system as
exceptions can be performed in various ways. In one
example, in order to exclude from subsequent detection
by means of the pattern a falsely detected threat (a trust-
ed program), the teaching module 102 introduces chang-
es 113 in the pattern. In particular, the teaching module
102 adds parameters of events (from the statistics 112)
having occurred on the computer system and resulted in
false detection of a threat and filters or conditional oper-
ators, which are procedures for checking the event pa-
rameters so as to exclude from the pattern the actions
with the corresponding parameters, to the pattern in
whole or in part. In one example, the teaching module
may add, to a pattern matching file-change-by-a-process
events, a parameter that excludes any process or name
matching a name of a process and/or file associated with
a false positive. For example, all actions of "making
changes to a file by a process" will be considered within
the pattern, except for the case when the name of the
process is "program1.exe" and the file name is "c:\pro-
gram files\file_1".
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[0034] In another example, the teaching module as
mentioned above may add to the pattern of dangerous
behavior of programs at least some of the parameters of
events (from the statistics) having occurred on the com-
puter system and filters or conditional operators, which
are procedures for checking the event parameters so as
to exclude from the pattern the events with the corre-
sponding parameters, if those events satisfy at least two
of the following three conditions. The first condition is that
the events are the actions of a program recognized by
the activity monitoring module 101 as being a threat false-
ly detected with the use of said pattern, where the deter-
mination that the program is a falsely detected threat is
performed with the aid of the teaching module 102 by
checking the program using databases of trusted pro-
grams after the passage of a given period of time (for
example, the same period as the teaching period). The
other two are the conditions whose fulfillment is deter-
mined by the activity monitoring module 101 (and with
the aid of the subsystem for monitoring user actions),
namely: the events have occurred as a result of user
actions; and the events have been detected more than
a given number of times within a given second period of
time. The second period of time may be greater than or
equal to the teaching period (greater than or equal to the
period counting from the starting point of the teaching
period), since the activity monitoring module 101 (as well
as the subsystem for monitoring user actions) constantly
monitors the events occurring within the computer sys-
tem and generates an event log, which was mentioned
above. Nor is the process of generating this log tied to
the starting point of the teaching period of the pattern.
[0035] In another example, in order to exclude from
subsequent detection a program that was characterized
as falsely detected threat, the teaching module 102 may
add the program is added to a list of trusted programs.
The list for example may reside locally on the computer
system. The teaching module 102 also adds to the pat-
tern a procedure for checking using this list. That is, when
running the pattern, if the program is contained on the
list, the actions relating to it do not come under the pat-
tern.
[0036] Fig. 2 presents a block diagram of a method
200 of adapting patterns of dangerous behavior of pro-
grams to the computer systems of users by changing the
parameters of the pattern of dangerous behavior of pro-
grams for a computer system.
[0037] According to this method 200, in step 201 the
teaching module loads into the activity monitoring module
a pattern of dangerous behavior of programs and estab-
lishes a first usage mode for it, during which the activity
monitoring module detects threats on the computer sys-
tem that correspond to that pattern, but does not perform
actions for their removal.
[0038] Later on in the course of a given first period of
time (teaching period), established in step 202, an itera-
tive cycle 203-206 is carried out. At step 204, the activity
monitoring module detects threats corresponding to the

mentioned pattern, the detection of the threat being due
to the detection of events from the mentioned pattern. In
step 207, responsive to determining that the events have
occurred as a result of user actions (step 205), and that
the events have been detected more than a given number
of times within a given second period of time (step 206),
the teaching module adds parameters to the mentioned
pattern which exclude from subsequent detection those
events for which the activity monitoring module has es-
tablished the fulfillment of the those conditions in steps
205 and 206.
[0039] Upon expiration of the specified first period of
time (as determined in step 203), the teaching module in
step 208 converts the pattern of dangerous behavior of
programs to the second usage mode, during which the
activity monitoring module detects threats on the com-
puter system that correspond to the mentioned pattern
and performs actions for their removal.
[0040] In another variant of the present disclosure, a
method of selective use of a pattern on computer systems
is implemented, whereby the pattern is used in silent
mode on a group of computer systems, such as a cor-
porate subnet, for a specified period of time (teaching
period). Statistics on the detection of threats correspond-
ing to the pattern are sent from each computer system
of the mentioned group to a remote security control cent-
er. Each program assigned to the threats with the use of
the pattern after the passage of the teaching period is
once more checked with the aid of the other security sys-
tems, in particular a checking of the programs using
"whitelists" is performed. Whitelists are lists of trusted
programs and the files and processes corresponding to
them. Different whitelists are kept and updated locally on
each computer system, and at the remote security control
center, and there is also a global white list which can be
updated on the part of the antivirus company. Accord-
ingly, a program assigned to the threats with the use of
a pattern is considered to be a falsely detected threat if,
after the passage of the teaching period, that program is
contained on a white list. For each computer system for
which the number of false threat detections in the threat
detection statistics assembled for that computer system
does not exceed an established threshold value, the re-
mote security control center adds to the pattern all falsely
detected threats corresponding to the particular compu-
ter system as exceptions, and the pattern is converted
to the application mode. In other words, if the number of
false threat detections does not exceed a threshold over
a certain time period, then such a pattern can be adapted
to a specific system, for example, to include in the ex-
ception pattern for detected false detections. If the
number of false thread detections using a pattern ex-
ceeds the threshold, then it may be concluded that such
a pattern is not suitable for a particular computer system.
[0041] Referring back to Fig. 1, in the described sys-
tem for selective use of patterns of dangerous behavior
of programs, there is provided on the user side a group
of computer systems {CS 1, CS 2, ..., CS N}. On each
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computer system of this group there is running an anti-
virus application, which includes various modules {Mod-
ule 1, Module 2, ..., Module N}, including the activity mon-
itoring module 101. Each antivirus application 100 run-
ning on the group of computer systems is communica-
tively connected to a remote security control module 105,
which is configured for centralized control of the security
of the group of computer systems. The remote security
control module 105 is communicatively connected to
such infrastructure elements managed by an antivirus
company as a database of "fuzzy patterns" 103 and to
services 104. The remote security control module 105 is
depicted in Fig. 1 as executing on a computer system on
the user side; in alternative, the remote security control
module 105 may be deployed on the antivirus company
side (as represented in dashed outline).
[0042] The activity monitoring module 101, which is
part of the antivirus application 100 running on each com-
puter system of the group of computer systems CS, may
be configured to detect threats on the computer system
of the user which correspond to a pattern of dangerous
behavior of programs, and also to dispatch threat detec-
tion statistics. As mentioned above, the statistics may
include at least the following data: a threat identifier, a
pattern identifier, the names and hash sums of the files
and processes pertaining to the detected threat. Moreo-
ver, the statistics may contain the identifier of the com-
puter system in the group of computer systems, as well
as a list of events having occurred on the computer sys-
tem, and their parameters, which have led [events + pa-
rameters] to the detection of a threat with the aid of the
pattern.
[0043] As shown in Fig. 3, the remote security control
module 105 in the context of the present disclosure is
configured to work with patterns 301 from a database of
"fuzzy" patterns 103. With the aid of the remote security
control module, a pattern 301 is loaded into the activity
monitoring module 101 for each computer system in the
group of computer systems and a first usage mode is
established for it, during which the activity monitoring
module detects threats on the computer system that cor-
respond to the said pattern, but does not perform actions
for their removal. The remote security control module 105
also makes it possible to assemble threat detection sta-
tistics (or simply statistics 302) corresponding to the pat-
tern. The statistics 302 are assembled for each computer
system in the group of computer systems over an estab-
lished period of time. The period of time is chosen em-
pirically. After the passage of this period of time, the re-
mote security control module 105 performs an analysis
of the threat detection statistics 302 assembled with the
use of the pattern for each computer system in the group
of computer systems. For each computer system, the
analysis is performed only for that portion of the statistics
assembled with the use of the pattern on the given com-
puter system. The threat detection statistics obtained
with the use of the pattern on other computer systems in
the group of computer systems are not taken into account

during this analysis. In the course of the analysis of the
assembled statistics, the number of false threat detec-
tions for each computer system is calculated. Malicious
programs (files, processes) are threats, and trusted pro-
grams (files, processes) are falsely detected threats. The
determination that a detected threat is a falsely detected
threat is performed with the aid of the remote security
control module 105 by checking the programs (files, proc-
esses) corresponding to identified threats using databas-
es of trusted programs after the passage of the above-
mentioned established period of time. From the results
of the analysis, for each computer system for which the
number of false threat detections in the threat detection
statistics assembled for that computer system does not
exceed an established threshold value, the following ac-
tions are performed with the aid of the remote security
control module 105: adding to the pattern of dangerous
behavior of programs all of the falsely detected threats
corresponding to the specific computer system, as ex-
ceptions; and converting the pattern of dangerous be-
havior of programs to the second usage mode, during
which the antivirus application running on the computer
system detects threats corresponding to the mentioned
pattern and performs actions for their removal.
[0044] In another example, in order to exclude from
subsequent detection a program recognized by means
of the pattern as a falsely detected threat, the program
is added by the remote security control module 105 (or
the activity monitoring module) to a list of trusted pro-
grams (whitelist 304), said list for example residing locally
on the computer system, and a procedure of checking
using this list is added to the pattern. If the program is
contained on the list, the actions associated with it do not
come under the pattern.
[0045] Fig. 4 presents a block diagram of a method
400 of selective use of patterns of dangerous behavior
of programs. According to this method 400, in step 401
a pattern of dangerous behavior of programs is launched
in the first mode on a group of computer systems by
means of a remote security control module, wherein the
antivirus application running on the computer system de-
tects threats corresponding to the mentioned pattern, but
does not perform actions for their removal. To launch a
pattern, the remote security control module 105 may load
the pattern of dangerous behavior of programs into the
activity monitoring modules of the group of computer sys-
tems and establish the mentioned usage mode for this
pattern. Actions to remove threats include: removal of
the malicious program; restoring the computer system;
requesting actions from the user; placing the malicious
program in quarantine.
[0046] In step 402, threat detection statistics are as-
sembled on the remote security control module, relating
to the threats corresponding to the mentioned pattern,
for each computer system in the mentioned group over
an established period of time. Then, in step 403, for each
computer system in the group of computer systems (it-
erative cycle of steps 403-407) the remote security con-
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trol module determines the number of false detections
(using any suitable verification technique described
above or known in the art).
[0047] For each computer system for which the
number of false threat detections in the threat detection
statistics assembled for that computer system that does
not exceed an established threshold value: in step 405,
the remote security control module adds to the pattern
of dangerous behavior of programs all of the falsely de-
tected threats corresponding to the specific computer
system, as exceptions. In step 406, the remote control
security module converts the pattern of dangerous be-
havior of programs to the second usage mode, during
which the antivirus application running on the computer
system detects threats corresponding to the mentioned
pattern and performs actions for their removal.
[0048] Fig. 5 is a block diagram illustrating a computer
system 20 on which examples of systems and methods
for detecting malicious threads on a computing system
may be implemented. It should be noted that the com-
puter system 20 can correspond to the computer systems
(CS1-CSN), for example, described earlier.
[0049] As shown, the computer system 20 (which may
be a personal computer or a server) includes a central
processing unit 21, a system memory 22, and a system
bus 23 connecting the various system components, in-
cluding the memory associated with the central process-
ing unit 21. As will be appreciated by those of ordinary
skill in the art, the system bus 23 may comprise a bus
memory or bus memory controller, a peripheral bus, and
a local bus that is able to interact with any other bus
architecture. The system memory may include perma-
nent memory (ROM) 24 and random-access memory
(RAM) 25. The basic input/output system (BIOS) 26 may
store the basic procedures for transfer of information be-
tween elements of the computer system 20, such as
those at the time of loading the operating system with
the use of the ROM 24.
[0050] The computer system 20, may also comprise a
hard disk 27 for reading and writing data, a magnetic disk
drive 28 for reading and writing on removable magnetic
disks 29, and an optical drive 30 for reading and writing
removable optical disks 31, such as CD-ROM, DVD-
ROM and other optical media. The hard disk 27, the mag-
netic disk drive 28, and the optical drive 30 are connected
to the system bus 23 across the hard disk interface 32,
the magnetic disk interface 33 and the optical drive in-
terface 34, respectively. The drives and the correspond-
ing computer information media are power-independent
modules for storage of computer instructions, data struc-
tures, program modules and other data of the computer
system 20.
[0051] In one example, a system that uses a hard disk
27, a removable magnetic disk 29 and a removable op-
tical disk 31 connected to the system bus 23 via the con-
troller 55. It will be understood by those of ordinary skill
in the art that any type of media 56 that is able to store
data in a form readable by a computer (solid state drives,

flash memory cards, digital disks, random-access mem-
ory (RAM) and so on) may also be utilized.
[0052] The computer system 20 has a file system 36,
in which the operating system 35, may be stored, as well
as additional program applications 37, other program
modules 38, and program data 39. A user of the computer
system 20 may enter commands and information using
keyboard 40, mouse 42, or any other input device known
to those of ordinary skill in the art, such as, but not limited
to, a microphone, joystick, game controller, scanner, etc.
Such input devices typically plug into the computer sys-
tem 20 through a serial port 46, which in turn is connected
to the system bus, but those of ordinary skill in the art
will appreciate that input devices may be also be con-
nected in other ways, such as, without limitation, via a
parallel port, a game port, or a universal serial bus (USB).
A monitor 47 or other type of display device may also be
connected to the system bus 23 across an interface, such
as a video adapter 48. In addition to the monitor 47, the
personal computer may be equipped with other periph-
eral output devices (not shown), such as loudspeakers,
a printer, etc.
[0053] Computer system 20 may operate in a network
environment, using a network connection to one or more
remote computers 49. The remote computer (or comput-
ers) 49 may be local computer workstations or servers
comprising most or all of the aforementioned elements
in describing the nature of a computer system 20. Other
devices may also be present in the computer network,
such as, but not limited to, routers, network stations, peer
devices or other network nodes.
[0054] Network connections can form a local-area
computer network (LAN) 50 and a wide-area computer
network (WAN). Such networks are used in corporate
computer networks and internal company networks, and
they generally have access to the Internet. In LAN or
WAN networks, the personal computer 20 is connected
to the local-area network 50 across a network adapter or
network interface 51. When networks are used, the com-
puter system 20 may employ a modem 54 or other mod-
ules well known to those of ordinary skill in the art that
enable communications with a wide-area computer net-
work such as the Internet. The modem 54, which may be
an internal or external device, may be connected to the
system bus 23 by a serial port 46. It will be appreciated
by those of ordinary skill in the art that said network con-
nections are nonlimiting examples of numerous well-un-
derstood ways of establishing a connection by one com-
puter to another using communication modules.
[0055] In various examples, the systems and methods
described herein may be implemented in hardware, soft-
ware, firmware, or any combination thereof. If implement-
ed in software, the methods may be stored as one or
more instructions or code on a non-transitory computer-
readable medium. Computer-readable medium includes
data storage. By way of example, and not limitation, such
computer-readable medium can comprise RAM, ROM,
EEPROM, CD-ROM, Flash memory or other types of
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electric, magnetic, or optical storage medium, or any oth-
er medium that can be used to carry or store desired
program code in the form of instructions or data structures
and that can be accessed by a processor of a general
purpose computer.
[0056] In various examples, the systems and methods
described in the present disclosure can be addressed in
terms of modules. The term "module" as used herein re-
fers to a real-world device, component, or arrangement
of components implemented using hardware, such as by
an application specific integrated circuit (ASIC) or field-
programmable gate array (FPGA), for example, or as a
combination of hardware and software, such as by a mi-
croprocessor system and a set of instructions to imple-
ment the module’s functionality, which (while being exe-
cuted) transform the microprocessor system into a spe-
cial-purpose device. A module may also be implemented
as a combination of the two, with certain functions facil-
itated by hardware alone, and other functions facilitated
by a combination of hardware and software. In certain
implementations, at least a portion, and in some cases,
all, of a module may be executed on the processor of a
computer (such as the one described in greater detail in
Fig. 5, above). Accordingly, each module may be real-
ized in a variety of suitable configurations, and should
not be limited to any particular implementation exempli-
fied herein.
[0057] In the interest of clarity, not all of the routine
features of the aspects are disclosed herein. It would be
appreciated that in the development of any actual imple-
mentation of the present disclosure, numerous imple-
mentation-specific decisions must be made in order to
achieve the developer’s specific goals, and these specific
goals will vary for different implementations and different
developers. It is understood that such a development ef-
fort might be complex and time-consuming, but would
nevertheless be a routine undertaking of engineering for
those of ordinary skill in the art, having the benefit of this
disclosure.
[0058] Furthermore, it is to be understood that the
phraseology or terminology used herein is for the pur-
pose of description and not of restriction, such that the
terminology or phraseology of the present specification
is to be interpreted by the skilled in the art in light of the
teachings and guidance presented herein, in combina-
tion with the knowledge of the skilled in the relevant art(s).
Moreover, it is not intended for any term in the specifica-
tion or claims to be ascribed an uncommon or special
meaning unless explicitly set forth as such.
[0059] The various aspects disclosed herein encom-
pass present and future known equivalents to the known
modules referred to herein by way of illustration. More-
over, while aspects and applications have been shown
and described, it would be apparent to those skilled in
the art having the benefit of this disclosure that many
more modifications than mentioned above are possible
without departing from the inventive concepts disclosed
herein. The invention is specified in the appended claims.

Claims

1. A computer-implemented method for detecting ma-
licious programs on a computing system, the method
comprising:

loading (201) a malicious-program pattern (301)
configured to match activity associated with a
malicious program, wherein the malicious-pro-
gram pattern (301) is configured in a silent usage
mode, wherein the silent usage mode comprises
detecting threats and not performing threat re-
moval;
detecting a threat (203) on a computing system
using the malicious-program pattern (301) dur-
ing a first period of time (202), wherein using the
malicious-program pattern (301) in the silent us-
age mode comprises detecting the threat (204)
based on detection of one or more events that
correspond to the malicious-program pattern
(301), but not performing an action to remove
the detected threat;
responsive to determining that the events have
occurred as a result of user actions (205), and
that the events have a recurring nature (206),
adding (207) one or more parameters to the ma-
licious-program pattern (301) configured to ex-
clude from subsequent detection the detected
events, wherein determining that the events
have occurred as the result of user actions (205)
comprises detecting activity of the user on the
computing system comprising at least one of an
interaction of the user with elements of a graphic
user interface of the computing system, and an
interaction of the user with an input device of the
computing system; and
in response to expiration of the first period of
time (203), converting the malicious-program
pattern (301) to an active usage mode (208).

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein using the
malicious-program pattern (301) in the active usage
mode (208) comprises detecting subsequent threats
(204) on the computer system that correspond to the
malicious-program pattern (301) and performing an
action for removal.

3. The method according to any of claims 1 to 2, where-
in determining that the events have a recurring na-
ture (206) comprises determining whether the
events have been detected more than a threshold
number of times within a given second period of time
(203).

4. The method according to any of claims 1 to 3, further
comprising:

monitoring (101) events occurring within the
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computer system; and
generating an event log (111) which includes a
list of the monitored events and associated
event parameters, wherein determining whether
the events have a recurring nature (206) is
based on analysis of the event log (111).

5. The method according to any of claims 1 to 4, where-
in the detected threat is characterized as a false de-
tection based on the determination that the events
have occurred as the result of user actions and that
the events have a recurring nature (206).

6. A system for detecting malicious programs on a com-
puting system, comprising:

an input device configured to receive user ac-
tions (205); and
a hardware processor (21) configured to:

load (201) a malicious-program pattern
(301) configured to match activity associat-
ed with a malicious program, wherein the
malicious-program pattern (301) is config-
ured (202) in a silent usage mode, wherein
the silent usage mode
comprises detecting threats and not per-
forming threat removal;
detect a threat (204) on a computing system
using the malicious-program pattern (301)
during a first period of time (203), wherein
using the malicious-program pattern (301)
in the silent usage mode comprises detect-
ing the threat (204) based on detection of
one or more events that correspond to the
malicious-program pattern (301), but not
performing an action to remove the detect-
ed threat;
responsive to determining that the events
have occurred as a result of user actions
(205), and that the events have a recurring
nature (206), add (207) one or more param-
eters to the malicious-program pattern
(301) configured to exclude from subse-
quent detection the detected events, where-
in determining that the events have oc-
curred as the result of user actions (205)
comprises detecting activity of the user on
the computing system comprising at least
one of an interaction of the user with ele-
ments of a graphic user interface of the com-
puting system, and an interaction of the user
with an input device of the computing sys-
tem; and
in response to expiration of the first period
of time (203), convert the malicious-pro-
gram pattern (301) to an active usage mode
(208).

7. The system according to claim 6, wherein the proc-
essor (21) configured to use the malicious-program
pattern (301) in the active usage mode (208) is fur-
ther configured to detect subsequent threats (204)
on the computer system that correspond to the ma-
licious-program pattern (301) and performing an ac-
tion for removal.

8. The system according to any of claims 6 to 7, wherein
the processor (21) configured to determine that the
events have a recurring nature (206) is further con-
figured to determine whether the events have been
detected more than a threshold number of times
within a given second period of time (203).

9. The system according to any of claims 6 to 8, wherein
the processor (21) is further configured to:

monitor (101) events occurring within the com-
puter system; and
generate an event log (111) which includes a list
of the monitored events and associated event
parameters, wherein determining whether the
events have a recurring nature (206) is based
on analysis of the event log (111).

10. The system according to any of claims 6 to 9, wherein
the detected threat (207) is characterized as a false
detection based on the determination that the events
have occurred as the result of user actions (205) and
that the events have a recurring nature (206).

Patentansprüche

1. Computerimplementiertes Verfahren zum Detektie-
ren schädlicher Programme bzw. Schadprogramme
auf einem Rechensystem, wobei das Verfahren um-
fasst:

Laden (201) eines Schadprogrammmusters
(301), das ausgelegt ist, sich einer mit einem
Schadprogramm verknüpften Aktivität anzupas-
sen, wobei das Schadprogrammmuster (301) in
einem stillen bzw. stummen Nutzungsmodus
konfiguriert bzw. ausgelegt ist, wobei der stille
Nutzungsmodus das Detektieren von Gefahren
und nicht das Ausführen von Gefahrenentfer-
nung umfasst;
Detektieren einer Gefahr (203) auf einem Re-
chensystem unter Verwendung des Schadpro-
grammmusters (301) während einer ersten Zeit-
spanne (202), wobei das Verwenden des
Schadprogrammmusters (301) in dem stillen
Nutzungsmodus das Detektieren der Gefahr
(204) auf Basis von Detektion von einem oder
mehreren Ereignissen, die dem Schadpro-
grammmuster (301) entsprechen, aber nicht
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das Ausführen einer Aktion zum Entfernen der
detektierten Gefahr umfasst;
reagierend auf das Feststellen, dass die Ereig-
nisse als Ergebnis von Benutzeraktionen (205)
aufgetreten sind, und dass die Ereignisse wie-
derkehrender Art (206) sind, das Hinzufügen
(207) eines oder mehrerer Parameter zu dem
Schadprogrammmuster (301), das ausgelegt
ist, die detektierten Ereignisse von der nachfol-
genden Detektion auszuschließen,
wobei das Feststellen, dass die Ereignisse als
Ergebnis von Benutzeraktionen (205) aufgetre-
ten sind, das Detektieren von Aktivität des Be-
nutzers auf dem Rechensystem umfasst, das
zumindest eines aus einer Interaktion zwischen
dem Benutzer mit Elementen einer graphischen
Benutzerschnittstelle des Rechensystems und
einer Interaktion des Benutzers mit einer Einga-
bevorrichtung des Rechensystems umfasst;
und
als Reaktion auf das Auslaufen der ersten Zeit-
spanne (203) das Konvertieren des Schadpro-
grammmusters (301) in einen aktiven Nutzungs-
modus (208).

2. Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei das Verwenden
des Schadprogrammmusters (301) in dem aktiven
Nutzungsmodus (208) das Detektieren nachfolgen-
der Gefahren (204) auf dem Rechensystem, die dem
Schadprogrammuster (301) entsprechen, und das
Ausführen einer Aktion zur Entfernung umfasst.

3. Verfahren nach einem der Ansprüche 1 bis 2, wobei
das Feststellen, dass die Ereignisse wiederkehren-
der Art (206) sind, das Feststellen umfasst, ob die
Ereignisse mehr als einen Schwellenwert an Anzah-
len innerhalb einer gegebenen zweiten Zeitspanne
(203) detektiert wurden.

4. Verfahren nach einem der Ansprüche 1 bis 3, ferner
umfassend:

Überwachen (101) von Ereignissen, die inner-
halb des Rechensystems auftreten; und
Erstellen eines Ereignisprotokolls (111), das ei-
ne Liste der überwachten Ereignisse und ver-
knüpften Ereignisparametern enthält, wobei das
Feststellen, ob die Ereignisse wiederkehrender
Art (206) sind, auf einer Analyse des Ereignis-
protokolls (111) basiert.

5. Verfahren nach einem der Ansprüche 1 bis 4, wobei
die detektierte Gefahr als eine falsche Detektion ge-
kennzeichnet wird, basierend auf der Feststellung,
dass die Ereignisse als das Ergebnis von Benutzer-
aktionen aufgetreten sind sowie dass die Ereignisse
wiederkehrender Art (206) sind.

6. System zum Detektieren von schädlichen Program-
men bzw. Schadprogrammen auf einem Rechen-
system, umfassend:

eine Eingabevorrichtung, die ausgelegt ist, Be-
nutzeraktionen (205) zu empfangen; und
einen Hardwareprozessor (21), der ausgelegt
ist:

ein Schadprogrammmuster (301) zu laden
(201), das ausgelegt ist, sich einer mit ei-
nem Schadprogramm verknüpften Aktivität
anzupassen, wobei das Schadprogramm-
muster (301) in einem stillen bzw. stummen
Nutzungsmodus konfiguriert (202) bzw.
ausgelegt ist, wobei der stille Nutzungsmo-
dus
das Detektieren von Gefahren und nicht das
Ausführen von Gefahrenentfernung um-
fasst;
eine Gefahr (204) auf einem Rechensystem
unter Verwendung des Schadprogramm-
musters (301) während einer ersten Zeit-
spanne (203) zu detektieren, wobei das
Verwenden des Schadprogrammmusters
(301) in dem stillen Nutzungsmodus das
Detektieren einer Gefahr (204), basierend
auf Detektion von einem oder mehreren Er-
eignissen, die dem Schadprogrammmuster
(301) entsprechen, aber nicht das Ausfüh-
ren einer Aktion zum Entfernen der detek-
tierten Gefahr umfasst;
reagierend auf das Feststellen, dass die Er-
eignisse als Ergebnis von Benutzeraktio-
nen (205) aufgetreten sind, und dass die
Ereignisse wiederkehrender Art (206) sind,
einen oder mehrere Parameter zu dem
Schadprogrammmuster (301) hinzuzufü-
gen (207), das ausgelegt ist, die detektier-
ten Ereignisse von der nachfolgenden De-
tektion auszuschließen,
wobei das Feststellen, dass die Ereignisse
als Ergebnis von Benutzeraktionen (205)
aufgetreten sind, das Detektieren von Akti-
vität des Benutzers auf dem Rechensystem
umfasst, das zumindest eines aus einer In-
teraktion zwischen dem Benutzer mit Ele-
menten einer graphischen Benutzerschnitt-
stelle des Rechensystems und einer Inter-
aktion des Benutzers mit einer Eingabevor-
richtung des Rechensystems umfasst; und
als Reaktion auf das Auslaufen der ersten
Zeitspanne (203) das Schadprogramm-
muster (301) zu einem aktiven Nutzungs-
modus (208) zu konvertieren.

7. System nach Anspruch 6, wobei der Prozessor (21),
der ausgelegt ist, das Schadprogrammmuster (301)
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in dem aktiven Nutzungsmodus (208) zu verwenden,
ferner ausgelegt ist, nachfolgende Gefahren (204)
auf dem Rechensystem zu detektieren, die dem
Schadprogrammmuster (301) entsprechen, und ei-
ne Aktion zum Entfernen auszuführen.

8. System nach einem der Ansprüche 6 bis 7, wobei
der Prozessor (21), der ausgelegt ist, festzustellen,
dass die Ereignisse wiederkehrender Art (206) sind,
ferner ausgelegt ist, festzustellen, ob die Ereignisse
mehr als einen Schwellenwert an Malen innerhalb
einer gegebenen zweiten Zeitspanne (203) detek-
tiert wurden.

9. System nach einem der Ansprüche 6 bis 8, wobei
der Prozessor (21) ferner ausgelegt ist:

Ereignisse, die innerhalb des Rechensystems
auftreten, zu überwachen (101); und
ein Ereignisprotokoll (111) zu erstellen, das eine
Liste der überwachten Ereignisse und verknüpf-
ten Ereignisparametern enthält, wobei das Fest-
stellen, ob die Ereignisse wiederkehrender Art
(206) sind, auf einer Analyse des Ereignispro-
tokolls (111) basiert.

10. System nach einem der Ansprüche 6 bis 9, wobei
die detektierte Gefahr (207) als eine falsche Detek-
tion gekennzeichnet wird, basierend auf der Fest-
stellung, dass die Ereignisse als das Ergebnis von
Benutzeraktionen (205) aufgetreten sind sowie dass
die Ereignisse wiederkehrender Art (206) sind.

Revendications

1. Procédé mis en œuvre par ordinateur pour détecter
des programmes malveillants sur un système infor-
matique, le procédé comprenant :

le chargement (201) d’un modèle de programme
malveillant (301) configuré pour coïncider avec
une activité associée à un programme mal-
veillant, dans lequel le modèle de programme
malveillant (301) est configuré dans un mode
d’usage silencieux, dans lequel le mode d’usage
silencieux comprend la détection de menaces
et la non-réalisation de la suppression de
menaces ;
la détection d’une menace (203) sur un système
informatique en utilisant le modèle de program-
me malveillant (301) pendant une première pé-
riode de temps (202), dans lequel l’utilisation du
modèle de programme malveillant (301) dans le
mode d’usage silencieux comprend la détection
de la menace (204) sur la base d’une détection
d’un ou plusieurs événements qui correspon-
dent au modèle de programme malveillant

(301), mais la non-réalisation d’une action pour
supprimer la menace détectée ;
en réponse à la détermination du fait que les
événements se sont produits suite à des actions
d’utilisateur (205), et que les événements ont
une nature récurrente (206), l’ajout (207) d’un
ou plusieurs paramètres au modèle de program-
me malveillant (301) configurés pour exclure
d’une détection ultérieure les événements dé-
tectés, dans lequel une détermination du fait que
les événements se sont produits suite à des ac-
tions d’utilisateur (205) comprend la détection
d’une activité de l’utilisateur sur le système in-
formatique comprenant au moins une parmi une
interaction de l’utilisateur avec des éléments
d’une interface utilisateur graphique du système
informatique, et une interaction de l’utilisateur
avec un dispositif d’entrée du système
informatique ; et
en réponse à l’expiration de la première période
de temps (203), la conversion du modèle de pro-
gramme malveillant (301) à un mode d’usage
actif (208).

2. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel l’utili-
sation du modèle de programme malveillant (301)
dans le mode d’usage actif (208) comprend la dé-
tection de menaces ultérieures (204) sur le système
d’ordinateur qui correspondent au modèle de pro-
gramme malveillant (301) et la réalisation d’une ac-
tion pour une suppression.

3. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
1 à 2, dans lequel la détermination du fait que les
événements ont une nature récurrente (206) com-
prend le fait de déterminer si les événements ont été
détectés plus qu’un nombre seuil de fois au sein
d’une seconde période de temps donnée (203).

4. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
1 à 3, comprenant en outre :

la surveillance (101) d’événements se produi-
sant au sein du système d’ordinateur ; et
la génération d’un journal d’événements (111)
qui inclut une liste des événements surveillés et
des paramètres d’événements associés, dans
lequel le fait de déterminer si les événements
ont une nature récurrente (206) est basé sur une
analyse du journal d’événements (111).

5. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
1 à 4, dans lequel la menace détectée est caracté-
risée comme une fausse détection sur la base de la
détermination du fait que les événements se sont
produits suite à des actions d’utilisateur et que les
événements ont une nature récurrente (206).
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6. Système pour détecter des programmes mal-
veillants sur un système informatique, comprenant :

un dispositif d’entrée configuré pour recevoir
des actions d’utilisateur (205) ; et
un processeur matériel (21) configuré pour :

charger (201) un modèle de programme
malveillant (301) configuré pour coïncider
avec une activité associée à un programme
malveillant, dans lequel le modèle de pro-
gramme malveillant (301) est configuré
(202) dans un mode d’usage silencieux,
dans lequel le mode d’usage silencieux
comprend la détection de menaces et la
non-réalisation d’une suppression des
menaces ;
détecter une menace (204) sur un système
informatique en utilisant le modèle de pro-
gramme malveillant (301) pendant une pre-
mière période de temps (203), dans lequel
l’utilisation du modèle de programme mal-
veillant (301) dans le mode d’usage silen-
cieux comprend la détection de la menace
(204) sur la base d’une détection d’un ou
plusieurs événements qui correspondent
au modèle de programme malveillant (301),
mais la non-réalisation d’une action pour
supprimer la menace détectée ;
en réponse à la détermination du fait que
les événements se sont produits suite à des
actions d’utilisateur (205), et que les évé-
nements ont une nature récurrente (206),
ajouter (207) un ou plusieurs paramètres au
modèle de programme malveillant (301)
configurés pour exclure d’une détection ul-
térieure les événements détectés, dans le-
quel une détermination du fait que les évé-
nements se sont produits suite à des actions
d’utilisateur (205) comprend la détection
d’une activité de l’utilisateur sur le système
informatique comprenant au moins une par-
mi une interaction de l’utilisateur avec des
éléments d’une interface utilisateur graphi-
que du système informatique, et une inte-
raction de l’utilisateur avec un dispositif
d’entrée du système informatique ; et
en réponse à l’expiration de la première pé-
riode de temps (203), convertir le modèle
de programme malveillant (301) à un mode
d’usage actif (208).

7. Système selon la revendication 6, dans lequel le pro-
cesseur (21) configuré pour utiliser le modèle de pro-
gramme malveillant (301) dans le mode d’usage actif
(208) est en outre configuré pour détecter des me-
naces ultérieures (204) sur le système d’ordinateur
qui correspondent au modèle de programme mal-

veillant (301) et la réalisation d’une action pour une
suppression.

8. Système selon l’une quelconque des revendications
6 à 7, dans lequel le processeur (21) configuré pour
déterminer que les événements ont une nature ré-
currente (206) est en outre configuré pour détermi-
ner si les événements ont été détectés plus qu’un
nombre seuil de fois au sein d’une seconde période
de temps donnée (203).

9. Système selon l’une quelconque des revendications
6 à 8, dans lequel le processeur (21) est en outre
configuré pour :

surveiller (101) des événements se produisant
au sein du système d’ordinateur ; et
générer un journal d’événements (111) qui inclut
une liste des événements surveillés et des pa-
ramètres d’événements associés, dans lequel
le fait de déterminer si les événements ont une
nature récurrente (206) est basé sur une analy-
se du journal d’événements (111).

10. Système selon l’une quelconque des revendications
6 à 9, dans lequel la menace détectée (207) est ca-
ractérisée comme une fausse détection sur la base
de la détermination du fait que les événements se
sont produits suite à des actions d’utilisateur (205)
et que les événements ont une nature récurrente
(206).
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