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PROTECTION MEANS FOR ENSURING CYBERSECURITY OF
THE ECONOMY OF KAZAKHSTAN BASED ON ARTIFICIAL
INTELLIGENCE TECHNOLOGIES

Abstract. The scientific article reveals such an important and relevant topic
today as the use of artificial intelligence technologies in the field of cybersecurity.
The main areas of information protection, into which artificial intelligence
modules are actively integrated, are analyzed. A concept of protection means using
artificial intelligence based on existing domestic software is proposed, including
for the purpose of ensuring the technological independence of the economy of the
Republic of Kazakhstan. Based on an expert survey, the practical significance and
feasibility of introducing protection systems based on artificial intelligence
technologies in various sectors of the economy is confirmed. Recommendations for
combating cybercrime in the economic sphere of Kazakhstan are proposed.

Keywords: economy, artificial intelligence, the Republic of Kazakhstan,
cybersecurity, cyberattack.

Introduction

Currently, the only domestic manufacturer of cybersecurity software in
Kazakhstan that uses artificial intelligence (Al) technologies is MSSP Global, a
Kazakhstani developer of products and solutions for information security and
confidential data protection, producing tools for detecting malware. Our analysis of
cybersecurity mechanisms in organizations of various industries showed that
domestic solutions presented on the market are mainly fragmented: they are able to
effectively counter certain types of cyber threats, but not all of their diversity,



which does not allow them to be used to create a full-fledged cyberspace protection
framework for an organization. For this reason, most large Kazakhstani enterprises
have Dbeen actively using foreign-made security software for preventing
cyberattacks and monitoring security based on artificial intelligence for many
years, since a distinctive feature of foreign solutions was the high efficiency of
detecting and blocking zero-day threats - threats against which protective
mechanisms have not yet been developed [1]. The suppliers of this software were
companies such as: Symantec, IBM, Cylance, Cisco and others.

In connection with these circumstances, Kazakhstan needs to develop its
own set of information security tools, the functioning of which will be based on
artificial intelligence. The need to use artificial intelligence in information security
tools is due to the following reasons:

1) a shortage of specialists in the field of cybersecurity;

2) a significant increase in the volume of data processed by devices in recent
years; 3) an 11-fold increase in the number of cyberattacks in March-September
2022 compared to the same period in 2021; 4) the use of Al technologies by
attackers who are able to bypass security tools without using Al [2].

Methodology

There are 9 main areas of information security tools using Al technologies,
which differ in usage scenarios and functional type. Fig. 1 shows all existing areas
of protection and their share of the total number of products using Al technologies
in the global cybersecurity market.

8,80%

= Detecting and Responding to Cyber Attacks 33,1% Detecting Fraud in Business 13,4%

Security event management 11,1% endpoint protection 9,8%
= Application protection 8,8% = Access and authentication management 7,9%
= Analysis of user and device behaviour 6,4% = Detection of malicious programs 5,1%

Fig. 1 — Distribution of products using Al technologies in the field of
cybersecurity by use scenarios

According to Fig. 1, there is a significant preponderance of the share of
cyberattack detection and response tools, which make up almost a third of the total



number of Al-based protection tools, while malware detection tools (antiviruses)
and anti-phishing tools, which were leaders in the cybersecurity market and were
the most popular areas of protection just a few years ago, now collectively make up
less than 10% of the total market share. These statistics confirm the high rate of
development and change in cybersecurity trends and the need to use innovative
technologies in its protection.

The use of all available types of protection tools will provide an opportunity
to be protected from simple to the most complex attacks, but the cost of the
necessary technical equipment for their maintenance may be too high for many
critical information infrastructure (CII) facilities [3, 4], for which this set of tools is
needed first and foremost, therefore, the proposed set of tools should use areas of
protection that are suitable for most organizations in both the public and
commercial sectors. For example, systems for detecting and preventing fraudulent
transactions and threats in business processes are very useful for commercial
enterprises, but for government agencies and most critical information
infrastructure facilities, their use is impractical due to the small number or absence
of business processes in their activities.

Results

The priority area in the proposed set of security tools will be the NDR
(Network Detection and Response) cyberattack detection and response system. Its
main task is to detect attacks in the network perimeter and promptly respond to
them. The need to use this system is confirmed by its popularity in the global Al
market, which accounts for 33.1% of the total number of security systems. The
principle of operation of this system is to use generated and regularly updated
databases of statistics and threats, continuously analyzed by artificial intelligence
using deep learning technologies. As a result of the analysis of this data, the system
determines threats in the network perimeter in advance and can automatically
respond to them appropriately, changing the configuration of network devices and
gateways.

The main difference from similar means of protection without the use of Al
is the ability to build a model of potential threats, with the help of which it is
possible to block even those attacks, the algorithm of which is not yet known to
databases [5]. This is primarily necessary to repel cyberattacks that also use Al,
because it is with its help that hackers bypass existing protection systems using the
speed of modification of malicious files and the attack scenario in real time. An
additional function of this system is the analysis of mail traffic for phishing, which
eliminates the need to use a separate system to protect against it. According to
research by the Capgemini Institute of Information Technology, 89% of
organizations that have used Al technologies in systems for detecting and
responding to cyberattacks report a reduction in response time and a decrease in
the costs of detecting and preventing them. Statistical indicators of the
effectiveness of Al in systems for detecting and responding to cyberattacks on
organizations are given in Table 1.



Table 1 - Statistics on the reduction of costs for detecting and responding to
cyberattacks using Al technologies

Percentage of organizations reporting
Indicators improvement in this indicator:

By 1-20% More than 20%
Reducing the cost of vulnerability 54 29
detection
Reducing the cost of restoring IT 51 19
systems from cyber attacks
Reducing vulnerability detection time 53 35
Reducing cyber-attack neutralization 65 20
time

The second direction in the proposed set of information security tools is the
SIEM (Security Information and Event Management) security event management
system. The main task of this protection direction is to monitor information
systems, analyze security events in real time, emanating from network equipment,
information security systems and network infrastructure, IT services and
applications, which in turn help to detect information security incidents. The main
advantage of using Al technologies in this system is the ability to detect abnormal
behavior and reduce false positives when changing templates and data models.

The main problem with SIEM systems is their heavy dependence on experts
to handle the data due to its complexity and the huge volume of data that experts
cannot process. According to Escal Institute of Technology, the use of artificial
intelligence in SIEM systems allows for a very high level of automation and
eliminates the need to expand the staff of information security specialists [6].

The third direction is not the most popular on the world market, but a very
popular system of behavioral analysis of users and information entities UEBA
(User and Entity Behavior Analytics). Its task is to detect cases of unusual
behavior in order to detect external and internal threats. Artificial intelligence
technologies in this type of system help to automatically identify anomalies in user
behavior models (deviation from the norm or compliance with the threat template)
for various elements of information systems.

The detected anomalies are identified by artificial intelligence as various
threats and risks to business. Detection of abnormal behavior can be used for the
purposes of monitoring and access control, detecting fraud among clients or
employees, protecting personal data, checking compliance with certain regulations
and normative acts. UEBA systems simplify the work of security personnel by
automatically solving a variety of tasks, based on the formed models of user
behavior and other elements of information systems, with the subsequent
identification of "black sheep”, thereby determining [7]:

* unauthorized access and movement of data;

* suspicious behavior of privileged users;

* malicious activity of employees;

» non-standard access and use of cloud resources.



If we talk about the use of Al technologies in cybersecurity protection in
general, without reference to a specific protection scenario, then according to a
survey by the cybersecurity consulting company Osterman Research, which
covered more than 100 organizations belonging to medium and large businesses
and operating in various industries and services, 81% of companies that have
started using software for various protection scenarios using Al technologies note
an increase in the efficiency of incident investigation, detection and response speed
to threats. Many respondents also pay attention to the reduction in the number of
false positives. More detailed statistics on the improvement of security indicators
are presented in Table 2.

Table 2 - Statistics on improvement of information security indicators after
the use of Al technologies, %

All Organizations with | Organizations
Advantages organizations |a share of Al |with an Al
application less | application share
than 10% of 10% or more
Speed of threat 60 47 71
detection
Increasing the 59 45 70
efficiency of
security departments
Automation of data 47 39 53
sorting
Optimizing of 46 42 52
Threat Detection
Reduced number of 37 26 51
false alarms
Automatic  system 22 16 29
recovery after a
cyber attack

As can be seen from the data in Table 2, even organizations that use Al
relatively little in their own information security system note significant
improvements from its use to detect various types of threats. At the same time,
organizations with a higher share of Al technologies use record an almost 2-fold
improvement in the value of the parameter "Automatic system recovery after a
cyberattack", a significant increase in efficiency is also observed in the parameters
"Rapidity of threat detection™ and "Reduction in the number of false positives". As
statistics show, organizations that actively use Al technologies to ensure protection
against cyber threats can more adequately build the current activities of security
departments on their basis and increase the efficiency of data sorting automation.

To assess the feasibility and effectiveness of implementing Al in ensuring
cybersecurity, as well as identifying the most popular security systems, a survey
was conducted among 25 employees working with network infrastructure and



ensuring its security in organizations of various types. Table 3 presents a list of
questions and possible answers.

Table 3 - List of questions and answer options for employees of information
security departments

Question Question Answer options
number
1 How many information security incidents do | 1) 0-1
you encounter each month? 2) 2-5
3) 6-10
4) More than 10
2 How many of the above incidents are cyber- | 1) 0-25%
attacks? 2) 26-50%
3) 51-75%
4) 76-100%
3 Do you use any security protection tools 1) la
other than antivirus software? 2) Het
4 If you answered “no” to question 3, do you | 1) Jla
consider this security measure sufficient? 2) Her
5 What percentage of cyber-attacks are| 1) 0-25%
prevented before they cause damage? 2) 26-50%
3) 51-75%
4) 76-100%
6 On a scale of 1 to 10, how secure 1 — aOcomoTHO He
do you consider your network infrastructure to | 3amuinena,
be against 10 — abCcoarTHO
current threats? 3alUIICHA
7 Do you need additional staff 1) Yes, a significant
to deal with current issues more effectively? | expansion of staff is
necessary 2) Yes, 1
or 2 additional
employees are
needed 3) No need
8 In your opinion, could more advanced 1) Yes 2) No
security measures using Al technologies 3) | find it difficult
help you solve your current problems? to answer
9 Since February 24, 2022, have you noticed a | 1) Yes
significant increase in cyberattacks on your | 2) No
organization?
10 On a scale of 1 to 10, how necessary is it to 1 - not necessary,
purchase additional software 10 - critically
and equipment for its functioning necessary

in order to more effectively counteract
current problems?

Source: own development




The results of this survey are shown in Table 4.

Table 4 - Results of the survey conducted regarding models of information

and cyber security

Question Answer option and frequency of its selection, %
No
1 0-1 2-5 6-10 more than
10
0 8 52 40
2 0-25% 26-50% 51-75% 76-100%
0 4 24 72
3 Yes No
24 76
4 Yes No
28 72
5 0-25% 26-50% 51-75% 76-100%
20 44 24 12
6 1-2 3-4 5-6 7-9 9-10
4 12 28 8 4
7 Yes, a Yes, 1or?2 No need
significant | additional
expansion | employees
of staff is | are needed
necessary
8 Yes 12 0
80 No | find it
difficult to
answer
9 Yes 0 20
96 No
10 1-2 4
0 3-4 5-6 7-9 9-10
12 24 34 30

Source: own development

The following conclusions can be drawn from the results of this survey:
92% of respondents noted that they encounter an average of 8 or more information
security incidents per month. An information security incident, according to
respondents, is the occurrence of one or more undesirable or unexpected events
that are associated with a significant probability of compromise and the creation of
a threat to the security structure of the entire organization [8,9].



Conclusion

According to the results of processing the respondents' answers, in 79.5% of
cases, these incidents are caused by cyber-attacks, not by the human factor
(visiting suspicious sites, failure to comply with the organization's information
security policy, etc.), while 76% of organizations use only antiviruses as a means
of protection, the main purpose of which is to protect against incidents related to
the human factor. 72% of specialists noted that using only an antivirus is not
enough. Damage can be prevented on average only from 45.5% of attacks, the
remaining 54.5% of attacks to one degree or another become an obstacle to the
work process of the entire organization.

The statistics for the sixth question are noteworthy: 44% of employees found
it difficult to answer this question, because they do not have sufficient
competencies or cannot cover the entire infrastructure of the organization. Mostly,
these employees work in large organizations with more than 10 servers and more
than 100 personal computers. This fact indicates the need for an IT audit of large
organizations. It should be noted that this problem is typical for all regions and
organizations of various industry and departmental affiliations without exception.
100% of employees considered it necessary to expand the security staff, while 88%
need a significant expansion of the staff, which also indicates the need to use Al,
which will simplify the routine work of information security department
employees. Also, 100% of employees familiar with Al technologies agree with
their effectiveness and the feasibility of their use. 80% of all surveyed employees
consider it necessary to strengthen existing security measures and use Al
technologies in them to one degree or another. From the above statistical data, one
can also draw a conclusion about the advisability of introducing Al into the work
process of organizations of various profiles.

Thus, taking into account the absence of the above-mentioned areas of
protection in the Kazakhstan market, as well as the provided statistics on the
improvement of key indicators of enterprise security from cyberattacks, we can
conclude that it is promising and feasible from a technical point of view to create a
set of protection tools using artificial intelligence based on domestic software
solutions.
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KA3AKCTAH DKOHOMUKACHI YIIIH KUBEP KA VIIICI3IIK
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Anoamna. bByn eviibimu  Mmaxanaoa  Kubepkayincizoikme  Hcacauobl
UHMEJLIeKM — MeXHON02UANAPbIH — NAUOANaHyObly — MAaHbI30bl  JHCIHE  O3eKmi
MaxwvlpblOvl Kapacmulpsliadvl. Kacanovl unmeniexm mooyivoepi bencenoi mypoe
Oipikmipineen aknapammolk Kayincizoikmiy Hezizei Oazvlmmapsl maioaHobl.
Konoanvicmazvr omanovix 6azoapramanviy scacakmama He2izinoe, OHblH [UiHOe
Kazakcman Pecnybnukacet 3KOHOMUKACHIHBIY —MEXHOIO2USIBIK  MAYeNci30iein
KAMMAamacsyi3 emy MaKkcamuvlHod, JHeacanobl UHmelieKmKe He2izoeneeH Kayincizoik
WewiMOepiHiy — MyACLlpbiMOamMacsl  YCblHbliovl.  Capanmamanvly —cayaiHama
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HamMudicecinoe HcacaHovl UHMENNeKm MeXHON02UANAPbl HezizoelleeH Kayincizoik
JHcyuenepin  apmypai  IKOHOMUKANLIK — CAnanapoa  eHeizyoiy  Npakmukaivlk
ManbI30bLIbLIZbI MEH OPLIHOBLILIZLIH pacmatiovl. Kazaxcmannvllyy 3KOHOMUKAIBIK
CEKMOPbIHOA&bl KUOEPKLIIMbICNEH Kypecy OOUbIHUA YCbiHbIcmap 0epioi.

Tyuinoi ce3dep: oxonomuka, ocacawovl ummennekm, Kazaxcman
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CPEACTBA 3ALIUTDI VI OBECHHEYEHUS KUBEPBE3OIIACHOCTH
IKOHOMMUKHU KAZAXCTAHA HA OCHOBE TEXHOJIOTUHN
NCKYCCTBEHHOI'O HHTEJIVIEKTA

Annomayusa. B Hayunou cmamve pacKkpvléaemcs makas 6dadcHas U
AKMyanbHas HA Ce200HAWMHUL OeHb meMd, KAk NpUMeHeHue mMexHOL02UlU
UCKYCCMBEHHO20 uHmenilekma 6 cgepe xubepoesonachocmu. Ilpoananuzuposanvl
OCHOBHble  HANPAGNeHUs 3awumsl UHDOpMaAyuu, 6 KOmopvle aKMUBHO
UHmMe2pUPYIOmcs: MOOYaU UCKYCCMBeHH020 unmeinekma. lIpeonoscena xonyenyus
cpedcms 3auumsl C UCHOIL30BAHUEM UCKYCCMBEHHO20 UHMeNIeKma Ha 0Oasze
Cyuecmeayouezo omeyecmeeHHo20 NPoSPaAMMHO20 obecneyenus, 8 mom yucie 8
yenax obecneyenus MexHoN02UHeCKOU He3a8UCUMOCmU IKOHOMUKU Pecnyonuku
Kazaxcman. Ha ocHnose skcnepmnozo onpoca noomeepicoeHa NpaKmuiecKdst
BHAYUMOCMb U Yeleco0OpasHOCmb GHeOPeHUs CUCmeM 3aujumvl HA OCHOGe
MEeXHON02UU UCKYCCMBEHHO20 UHMENIEKMA 6 PA3IUYHbIX OMPACIAX SKOHOMUKU.
Ilpeonoscenvt  pekomendayuu no Oopvbe ¢  KubepnpecmynHocmvlo 8
aKoHOMUuUYeckol cghepe Kaszaxcmana.

Knwuesvie cnosa: s3xoHomuxa, uckyccmeenHlli unmesnnekm, Pecnyonuka
Kazaxcman, kxubepbezonacnocms, kubepamaxa.



