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* The goal is to develop an effective control structure Cooperation, support and guidance from industry in the following
that keeps the processes within safe limits. areas would benefit this research activity:
This control can be implemented via: — Review and validation of our functional control models and

. . . . mption inst real-worl -
— technical means (safety interlocks, fail safe design etc.) assumptions against real-world use-cases
— Discussions about and testing of our software tools to

— through changes in process and procedures facilitate the use of the Cybersafety Method by OT personnel
— through social controls such as regulatory, cultural, . Contact:
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