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We are now arriving at task 7, dedicated to
writing the results. This step is crucial because it

presents the findings from the data analysis /
conducted in the previous task in a clear and

Data Analysis

Task 6 ‘

organized manner. ‘ Findings

If the analysis allowed us to understand the data, l
writing the results allows us to communicate

them effectively to the scientific community. Task 7
Today, I will present the results of two Writing Results

hypothetical studies as if [ had conducted them
myself, focusing on clarity and the use of visual \‘

tools.
‘ Clear Presentation ‘
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B First Report - Cybersecurity of Industrial Systems

@il "Evaluation of
EDR Solutions Against
APTs - Results"

Let's start with the first
report on the evaluation
of EDR solutions against
persistent cyber threats.
Main Result 1: Detection
rate by ATT&CK
technique

Detection Rate by ATT&CK Technigue and EDR Solution
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These visualizations clearly show the superiority of CrowdStrike across all tested
ATT&CK techniques, while allowing for a quick comparison between solutions
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Let's now move on to the clarity of the steps, starting with the quantitative analysis:

EDR Solution CPU Usage (%) Memory Impact Response Time (ms)

CrowdStrike 4.2% 156 MB 45 ms
SentinelOne 5.8% 210 MB 62 ms
Microsoft Defender 3.1% 125 MB 38 ms

Microsoft Defender shows the lowest system impact, an important

advantage for performance-sensitive environments.
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B Second paper - Artificial intelligence

in threat detection
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Main Result 1: Accuracy of the tested algorithms
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Title: "Comparison of ML Algorithms for Anomaly Detection”
Let's move on to the second paper on artificial intelligence in cybersecurity.

J Random
Firest
J Neural

networks
0 SVM
O K-NN
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Main result 2: Processing time and false positives

Algorithm Accuracy (%) False positives

Random Forest 95%
Neural Networks 92%
SVM 89%
K-NN 87%

Although Random Forest is the most accurate, SVM and K-NN offer significantly shorter processing times.
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For the second report, the analysis of the

accuracy/speed ratio

Algorithmes Rapides h‘ SVM, K-NN ‘

Algorithmes Precis —_— Random Forest

Equilibre Optimal e Reseaux Neurones ‘
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Summary of key findings:

Best performance CrowdStrike (94%) Random Forest (95%)
More economical Microsoft Defender SVM (1.1s)

Main advantage Full detection High precision

Main limit Impact performances

High computation time

Recommendation Critical environments In-depth analyses
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Conclusion and connection with the analysis

In conclusion, this presentation of the results:

¢ Maintains optimal clarity through a logical and hierarchical
organization

s Extensively uses visual aids to make the data accessible

¢ Directly relies on the analysis of data from the previous task

s Allows for easy comparison between different cybersecurity
approaches
This approach ensures that the results are not only understandable but
also directly actionable by security professionals.
Thank you for your attention.
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