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Abstract

As evident in today’s complex world, there are diverse, complex, and large-scale cyber threats, which
require a change in organizational approaches to protection. Security Operations Centers (SOCs), are the
first defense in the cybersecurity domain, and for a long time, relied on the reactive defense model where
the security teams reacted to security incidents as and when they happened. This paper aims at identifying
the changes in the design of the SOCs, specifically on the transition from reactive to proactive Security
models.

The abstract gives a detailed description of the evolution of traditional SOCs that were developed to detect
known threats and threats with known signatures such as firewalls and antivirus which posed issues in
handling new and complex threats. This paper explores these factors and underscores how Al and machine
learning, as well as other progressive technologies, can support a proactive approach. The change in the
landscape comes from the innovation in technologies such as XDR, real-time threat intelligence,
behavioral analytics, and Zero Trust architectures.

Moreover, the paper outlines how the SOC model type of proactive has the advantages of better threat
identification, faster reaction time to cases and increased organizational readiness.This paper emphasizes
the importance of proactive SOC strategies in modern cybersecurity and how they represent a crucial shift
in defending against increasingly complex cyber threats.

1. Introduction

Today, organizations from various industries implement digital transformation; therefore, their dependence
on interconnected systems and clouds, as well as new technologies, including the 10oT. Unfortunately, these
developments come with several advantages such as operational effectiveness and flexibility, while at the
same time, increasing the vulnerability exposure in an organization. The increase in the frequency of
attacking and the sophistication of attacks such as ransomware, APTs, and insider threats has forced change
in the organizational approach to security.

Security Operations Centers are central to organizations’ cybersecurity posture. In the past, most SOCs were
deployed with a reactive security model where the focus of those centers was to detect security threats and
incidents and respond to them accordingly. In this reactive mode most of the SOCs implement signature
based technologies such as IDS, viruses and firewall, used for detecting a threat which is already identified
and recognized at the time of detection. Even this worked fine to some extent in managing risk from specific
attacks that have been well known but as we experience in the modern world today it is insufficient. The
modern attackers use techniques like zero-day attacks, fileless attacks, and polymorphic attacks where the
attack techniques are invisible to usual security mechanisms.

That is why many people came to realize that reactive cybersecurity measures no longer suffice. Reactive
SOCs, by their nature, are engaged merely in reacting to a certain type or event after this has been launched
or discovered. Consequently, the time it takes for organizations to detect attacks have been prolonged, thus
enabling attackers to leverage sufficient time and effect massive damages to the organizations. This is
mainly because the cost of such breaches, in both financial and reputational sense, increases with time.
Modern research on the subject shows that once the attack occurs, it may take days or even weeks, during
which the attackers are free to steal data or otherwise compromise it.

Given the new threat environment, the position of SOCs is evolving from purely reactive to proactive
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models of cyber defense. Contemporary proactive SOCs are not only supposed to investigate and combat
incidents, but also to predict them before they turn into large-scale breaches. This shift has marked a
complete paradigm shift in the course of security in the field and it is as a result of new technologies that are
Al, ML automated security and real time threat intelligence.

Preventive SOC strategic features concern awareness of the constant changes in the IT space and building
SOC strategies based on emerging risk factors, and integrating the concept of threat hunting. It also enables
organisations to prevent and confront threats and, thus, prevent attackers from capitalizing on the chinks in
their armor. While contingent to conventional modes that rely on a set ‘signature’, proactive type strategies
incorporate behavioral analysis, anomaly detection, within real-time context to identify possible preliminary
signs of upcoming threats.

This shift cannot be over-emphasized given the technological developments empowering this shift. Current
technologies encompassed in the field of Al and machine learning are capable of analyzing big data in real-
time modes in order to identify patterns, predict potential threats, and respond to threats automatically. XDR
platforms compile and analyze information that an organization’s SOC personnel would otherwise have to
review separately in an integrated manner that provides the SOC teams with a big picture view of the
security exposure of the organization. Threat intelligence feeds offer information about the behavior of
threat actors — their activities, methodologies, and protocols, or TTPs, thus enabling security teams to stem
emanating threats. Moreover, the Zero Trust architectures implement a never trust and always verify
approach that decreases the attack surface and improves security on multiple tiers of an organization.

The benefits of transitioning to a proactive SOC are numerous. Organizations with proactive SOC strategies
experience faster detection and response times, reduced risk of data breaches, and improved resilience
against cyberattacks. By identifying and addressing potential threats before they become full-scale incidents,
organizations can save significant costs related to data recovery, legal liabilities, and reputational harm.
Moreover, proactive SOCs enable a more efficient allocation of resources, allowing security analysts to
focus on high-value tasks like threat hunting and strategic decision-making rather than being overwhelmed
by constant alerts and manual investigations.

However, shifting to a proactive SOC model is not without its challenges. Implementing proactive security
measures requires significant investments in advanced technologies, skilled personnel, and continuous
training. The cybersecurity skills gap, which is already a pressing issue, becomes even more pronounced as
organizations seek experts who are capable of working with Al-driven tools, threat intelligence platforms,
and advanced analytics. Additionally, integrating proactive strategies with existing legacy systems and
processes can be difficult, as many older systems were not designed for real-time monitoring or automated
response.

In this paper, we explore the evolution of SOCs from their reactive origins to the adoption of proactive
cybersecurity strategies. We will examine the technological innovations that are driving this transformation,
including Al, machine learning, automation, and XDR, as well as the benefits and challenges of adopting a
proactive SOC approach. By understanding how SOCs are evolving, organizations can better position
themselves to defend against the growing and ever-changing threat landscape.

2. The Traditional Role of SOCs: A Reactive Approach

Security Operations Centers (SOCs) have long been the cornerstone of an organization's cybersecurity
defense, tasked with detecting, analyzing, and responding to security incidents in real-time. Traditionally,
SOCs have operated under a reactive approach, where the primary goal is to monitor the organization’s IT
environment and respond to threats and incidents as they arise. This reactive model focuses on defending
against known threats using predefined rules, signatures, and patterns of malicious activity.

2.1. The Primary Functions of a Traditional SOC

Incident Detection: In a traditional reactive SOC, incident detection is largely based on signature-based
detection mechanisms. These systems, such as Intrusion Detection Systems (IDS), antivirus software, and
firewalls, monitor network traffic, endpoints, and user activities for known malicious behavior. When
suspicious activity that matches a predefined signature is detected, an alert is generated, signaling the SOC
team to investigate further.

Incident Response: After detecting a potential threat, the next role of the SOC is to respond. Response
actions typically include containing the threat, mitigating the damage, and restoring affected systems to their
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normal state. In a reactive model, SOC analysts are often overwhelmed by the sheer volume of alerts, which
leads to delayed response times and, in many cases, incidents being handled after the damage has already
occurred.

Monitoring and Logging: SOCs are responsible for continuous monitoring of network activity, system
logs, and user behavior to identify any anomalies that could indicate a security breach. In this role, the SOC
acts as the eyes and ears of the organization, ensuring that suspicious activities are flagged for further
analysis. Logs collected by SOCs are critical for post-incident forensic analysis to determine the root cause
and scope of a security event.

Post-Incident Analysis: In a reactive SOC, much of the learning happens after the incident has taken place.
After a breach, SOC teams conduct a thorough investigation to determine how the attack was carried out,
what systems were affected, and how to prevent similar attacks in the future. This post-incident analysis
provides valuable lessons but often comes too late to prevent significant damage.

2.2. The Tools and Technologies of a Reactive SOC

A traditional SOC relies on various tools designed to detect and respond to threats, but these tools are
primarily based on known attack signatures and rules. The most common tools include:

Intrusion Detection Systems (IDS): IDS monitors network and system activities for malicious activity or
policy violations. They work by comparing network traffic patterns against a database of known attack
signatures. However, they are limited by their inability to detect new or unknown threats.

Firewalls: Firewalls act as a barrier between the organization’s internal network and external networks,
blocking unauthorized access based on predefined rules. While effective at preventing unauthorized access,
firewalls alone are insufficient to counter sophisticated cyber threats that bypass perimeter defenses.
Antivirus and Anti-malware Software: These tools scan files and systems for malicious software based on
known virus definitions or malware signatures. Although antivirus solutions are essential for detecting
known malware, they are ineffective against newer, more advanced threats such as polymorphic malware
and zero-day exploits.

Security Information and Event Management (SIEM) Systems: SIEM tools collect and correlate logs
from various sources within the IT environment, generating alerts based on predefined rules. While SIEM
tools are essential in managing and correlating vast amounts of data, they can be limited by false positives
and are often unable to detect sophisticated or unknown threats that do not follow traditional attack patterns.

2.3. Limitations of the Reactive Approach

While reactive SOCs have been effective in addressing known threats, their reliance on predefined
signatures, static rules, and after-the-fact analysis presents several limitations in today’s fast-evolving threat
landscape.

Dependence on Known Threats: A primary limitation of reactive SOCs is their dependence on known
threat signatures and rule-based detection. This means that they are only effective against threats that have
already been identified and cataloged in databases. As cybercriminals develop new attack methods,
particularly zero-day exploits and sophisticated malware that evolve to avoid detection, traditional SOCs
struggle to identify and block these emerging threats.

Delayed Response: In a reactive model, security teams respond only after an incident has occurred. The
time it takes to detect, investigate, and respond to a security event can lead to considerable delays. During
this window, attackers may have already compromised sensitive data, infiltrated networks, or deployed
malware, resulting in substantial damage before a response can even begin.

Alert Fatigue: One of the major challenges faced by reactive SOCs is the overwhelming number of alerts
generated by signature-based tools like IDS and SIEM systems. A large percentage of these alerts are false
positives, leading to alert fatigue, where security analysts become desensitized to alerts or struggle to
prioritize genuine threats. This can cause important security incidents to be missed or delayed in response.
Limited Visibility: Traditional SOCs often suffer from siloed systems and lack the full visibility required to
understand the scope of an attack. Without comprehensive visibility into the entire network environment, it
becomes difficult to correlate incidents, leading to inefficiencies in detection and response.

Slow Adaptation to New Threats: Reactive SOCs, by their nature, are slow to adapt to new and emerging
threats. Once an attack is identified and mitigated, there is often a lag in updating the threat detection
systems with new signatures. This delay creates a window of opportunity for attackers to exploit
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vulnerabilities that have not yet been accounted for.

High Resource Demand: Reactively addressing incidents consumes significant time and resources.
Analysts must manually investigate every alert, assess the severity, and determine appropriate response
actions. This resource-intensive process diverts attention away from proactive measures like threat hunting
and system hardening, which could prevent attacks in the first place.

2.4. The Growing Cybersecurity Threat Landscape

The reactive approach to cybersecurity was developed in a time when cyberattacks were less sophisticated
and threats could be effectively managed through signature-based detection and manual response processes.
However, the modern threat landscape has evolved dramatically, making these methods increasingly
ineffective.

Zero-Day Exploits: Cybercriminals are constantly discovering new vulnerabilities in software, operating
systems, and hardware that can be exploited before patches are made available. Zero-day exploits are
undetectable by signature-based systems until the vulnerability has been identified, leaving organizations
exposed.

Advanced Persistent Threats (APTs): APTs are highly sophisticated and targeted attacks where
cybercriminals infiltrate a network and remain undetected for extended periods, gathering sensitive
information or causing long-term damage. These attacks often use techniques that evade detection by
traditional SOC tools, such as custom malware, phishing, and lateral movement within a compromised
network.

Ransomware: The increasing prevalence of ransomware attacks, where attackers encrypt data and demand
payment for its release, presents a significant challenge to reactive SOCs. Ransomware can propagate
rapidly, encrypting critical files before traditional defenses can respond.

Polymorphic Malware: Unlike traditional malware, which has a static signature, polymorphic malware
constantly changes its code to avoid detection by signature-based systems. This dynamic nature makes it
particularly challenging for reactive SOCs to detect and mitigate in real-time.

2.5. The Need for Evolution

As cyber threats continue to become more advanced, organizations have begun to realize that relying solely
on reactive strategies is insufficient. The delays in detection and response inherent in traditional SOC
models put organizations at risk of significant financial and reputational harm. Consequently, SOCs are now
evolving towards proactive cybersecurity strategies that focus on identifying and mitigating threats before
they can cause damage.

Proactive SOCs leverage advanced technologies like artificial intelligence (Al), machine learning (ML), and
automation to predict, detect, and respond to threats in real-time. By adopting a proactive approach, SOCs
aim to anticipate potential vulnerabilities, engage in continuous monitoring, and actively hunt for threats,
significantly reducing the likelihood of successful cyberattacks.

This transition from reactive to proactive strategies represents a pivotal shift in the cybersecurity landscape,
enabling organizations to stay ahead of evolving threats and better protect their critical assets and data.

In the next section, we will explore why this shift is necessary and how a proactive SOC approach addresses
the limitations of the traditional reactive model.

3. The Need for a Proactive SOC Approach

As cyberattacks grow more frequent, sophisticated, and damaging, the limitations of a reactive Security
Operations Center (SOC) model have become increasingly clear. Reactive approaches, which rely on
responding to threats only after they are detected or have caused damage, leave organizations vulnerable to
advanced threats that can bypass traditional defenses. These threats, such as zero-day exploits, advanced
persistent threats (APTSs), and ransomware, require a faster, more intelligent, and anticipatory approach to
cybersecurity.

To address these challenges, the evolution of SOCs from reactive to proactive strategies is no longer a
luxury but a necessity. A proactive SOC approach shifts the focus from responding to incidents after they
occur to preventing them from happening in the first place. This section explores why organizations must
adopt a proactive SOC model and how such a transformation addresses the limitations of the traditional
reactive approach.
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3.1. The Increasing Sophistication of Cyber Threats

The modern cyber threat landscape is dominated by increasingly complex and sophisticated attacks that can
evade traditional detection mechanisms. Some of the most prevalent and dangerous threats include:
Zero-Day Exploits: Zero-day vulnerabilities are previously unknown weaknesses in software, hardware, or
networks that attackers can exploit before developers can patch them. Since these exploits are not yet
recognized by signature-based systems, reactive SOCs are unable to detect them until the damage is done.
Proactive SOCs, on the other hand, can use behavioral analytics, threat intelligence, and anomaly detection
to identify signs of potential zero-day attacks before they strike.

Advanced Persistent Threats (APTs): APTs are sophisticated, long-term cyberattacks that involve
continuous and stealthy hacking techniques to gain access to networks and remain undetected. Attackers
often use custom malware and other advanced tactics to avoid detection by traditional SOCs. Proactive
SOCs use techniques like threat hunting and real-time monitoring to detect subtle, unusual behavior that
could indicate an ongoing APT, allowing them to neutralize the threat before significant damage is done.
Ransomware: Ransomware attacks have evolved to become more destructive, rapidly encrypting critical
data and demanding payment for decryption. Reactive SOCs typically only detect ransomware after it has
started encrypting files, which can lead to devastating consequences. In contrast, proactive SOCs employ
advanced detection mechanisms, such as monitoring for unusual encryption behavior or lateral movement,
to stop ransomware before it spreads.

Fileless and Polymorphic Malware: Unlike traditional malware, which relies on executable files that can
be easily detected, fileless malware operates entirely in a system’s memory, leaving no traces on disk.
Polymorphic malware constantly changes its code to avoid detection by signature-based tools. These types
of malware are difficult for reactive SOCs to identify, but proactive approaches using machine learning and
behavior-based detection can recognize unusual patterns associated with these threats.

The growing sophistication of these cyber threats underscores the need for SOCs to move beyond reactive
measures and adopt more forward-thinking strategies. Without the ability to anticipate and prevent these
attacks, organizations risk severe financial, operational, and reputational damage.

3.2. The Limitations of Signature-Based Detection

Traditional SOCs primarily rely on signature-based detection systems to identify known threats. While these
systems are effective at detecting familiar attack vectors, they struggle to identify new or evolving threats.
Signature-based systems work by comparing incoming data against a database of known malicious
signatures, such as malware or phishing patterns. However, many modern cyberattacks are designed to
bypass these systems by using novel techniques, encrypted communication channels, or polymorphic code.

Signature-based limitations include:

+ Inability to Detect Unknown Threats: Signature-based systems cannot detect threats for which no
signature has been defined. This leaves a dangerous gap in protection, as new malware variants,
exploits, or attack techniques can go undetected for weeks or months.

« Delayed Response: Even after a new threat is identified, there is often a delay in updating signature
databases to reflect this discovery. During this window, organizations are vulnerable to attacks.

« False Positives: Signature-based systems often generate a high volume of alerts, many of which are
false positives. This leads to alert fatigue among SOC analysts, who may overlook genuine threats
amid a flood of low-priority or benign alerts.

To overcome these limitations, SOCs need a proactive approach that doesn’t rely solely on predefined
signatures. Instead, they must incorporate techniques that focus on detecting abnormal behaviors, patterns,
and potential threats before they are officially recognized and cataloged.

3.3. Reducing Dwell Time and Enhancing Threat Detection

One of the most critical measures of cybersecurity effectiveness is dwell time, the period between an
attacker gaining access to a network and when the attack is detected and mitigated. In a reactive SOC, dwell
time can be alarmingly high, sometimes lasting weeks or even months, as attacks remain hidden until they
trigger a recognizable signature or cause a major incident.

The longer the dwell time, the greater the opportunity for attackers to cause damage. They can exfiltrate
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sensitive data, move laterally through the network, escalate privileges, or deploy additional malware. By the
time a reactive SOC detects the breach, the damage may already be irreversible.

A proactive SOC approach significantly reduces dwell time by leveraging advanced technologies such as
real-time monitoring, behavioral analytics, and threat hunting. These tools enable SOC teams to detect and
neutralize threats at earlier stages of an attack, even before traditional indicators of compromise (1oCs) are
visible.

« Behavioral Analytics: Instead of relying on signatures, behavioral analytics identify deviations from
normal patterns of behavior in a network or system. For example, if an employee suddenly accesses
large volumes of sensitive data or logs in from an unusual location, these anomalies would trigger an
investigation. This approach allows SOC teams to detect unusual activity even if it doesn’t match
known attack signatures.

« Threat Hunting: In a proactive SOC, security analysts actively search for potential threats rather than
waiting for alerts. Threat hunting involves analyzing logs, network traffic, and other data sources to
identify suspicious behavior, such as lateral movement within a network, which could indicate an
ongoing attack. By actively searching for signs of compromise, threat hunters can discover and
neutralize threats that would otherwise go unnoticed in a reactive SOC.

3.4. The Rise of Automation and Al in Cybersecurity

One of the key drivers of the shift toward proactive SOCs is the development of advanced technologies such
as artificial intelligence (Al), machine learning (ML), and automation. These technologies enable
organizations to scale their security operations, identify threats more quickly, and automate the response to
routine security incidents, freeing up SOC analysts to focus on more complex threats.

» Al and Machine Learning: Al and machine learning are capable of analyzing vast amounts of data in
real-time, detecting patterns, and identifying subtle anomalies that could indicate a cyberattack.
These tools enable proactive SOCs to detect even the most sophisticated threats, which might
otherwise go unnoticed by human analysts. Machine learning algorithms can continuously learn from
new data, improving the accuracy and speed of threat detection over time.

« Automation: Many tasks within a SOC are repetitive, time-consuming, and prone to human error.
Automation helps streamline these processes, such as alert triage, log analysis, and incident response.
By automating routine tasks, proactive SOCs can significantly reduce the time to respond to threats,
improve accuracy, and ensure that analysts are not overwhelmed by an avalanche of alerts. Security
Orchestration, Automation, and Response (SOAR) platforms are increasingly being integrated into
SOCs to automate and standardize workflows, allowing for faster, more efficient incident
management.

» Threat Intelligence: Proactive SOCs also rely heavily on threat intelligence to stay ahead of evolving
threats. Threat intelligence platforms aggregate information on known attack vectors, emerging
vulnerabilities, and threat actor behavior from various sources, including global cybersecurity
communities, governments, and private vendors. This information enables SOC teams to proactively
defend against potential threats by updating defenses, patching vulnerabilities, and implementing
preemptive measures before attacks occur.

3.5. Proactive Defense through Zero Trust Architectures

The Zero Trust security model has become a cornerstone of proactive cybersecurity strategies. Zero Trust
operates on the principle of "never trust, always verify," meaning that no user, device, or application is
inherently trusted, even if they are inside the organization's network perimeter. This approach reduces the
risk of lateral movement within a compromised network and ensures that attackers cannot easily exploit a
single weak point to gain broad access.

Zero Trust architectures enforce strong authentication, continuous monitoring, and strict access controls,
making it more difficult for attackers to move undetected within a network. For a SOC, this provides greater
visibility into network activities and helps prevent breaches from escalating into full-scale incidents.

3.6. The Changing Role of the SOC Analyst
In a proactive SOC, the role of the SOC analyst shifts from responding to alerts and incidents to engaging in
more strategic activities such as threat hunting, behavior analysis, and incident prevention. Analysts work in

Gourav Nagar, IJSRM Volume 06 Issue 09 September 2018 [www.ijsrm.net] EC-2018-105



collaboration with Al-driven tools and automated systems to focus on high-priority threats and complex
investigations rather than spending time on repetitive tasks.

Proactive SOCs emphasize continuous learning and improvement, as analysts must stay ahead of emerging
threats, refine detection algorithms, and adjust defenses to counter new tactics used by cybercriminals.

The Need for a Paradigm Shift

In today’s fast-evolving cybersecurity environment, the reactive SOC model is no longer sufficient. The
growing complexity and sophistication of cyberattacks demand a proactive, anticipatory approach that
combines advanced technologies, continuous monitoring, threat intelligence, and behavioral analytics. By
shifting to a proactive SOC approach, organizations can significantly reduce dwell time, enhance threat
detection, and improve their overall cybersecurity posture, ensuring that they are prepared for both current
and future threats.

The next section of this paper will explore the technologies that are driving this evolution and how they are
enabling SOCs to become more proactive in defending against cyber threats.

4. The Role of Technology in Enabling Proactive Cybersecurity Strategies

The shift from reactive to proactive cybersecurity strategies in Security Operations Centers (SOCs) is largely
driven by advancements in technology. Modern cyber threats have outpaced traditional security tools,
requiring SOCs to leverage cutting-edge technologies to anticipate, prevent, and mitigate attacks before they
can cause harm. Proactive cybersecurity strategies rely on a variety of technologies, including Artificial
Intelligence (Al), machine learning (ML), automation, big data analytics, threat intelligence, and behavioral
monitoring. These technologies empower SOCs to stay ahead of attackers by detecting emerging threats in
real-time and responding rapidly to minimize the risk of a breach.

This section explores how these key technologies enable proactive cybersecurity strategies, transforming
SOCs into more resilient, intelligent, and responsive entities.

4.1. Artificial Intelligence and Machine Learning

Al and machine learning (ML) are fundamental to the evolution of proactive cybersecurity. These
technologies enable SOCs to analyze vast amounts of data, detect complex patterns, and respond to
sophisticated threats in real-time. Al and ML systems learn from historical data, identifying both known and
previously unknown threats by recognizing anomalous behaviors and subtle indicators that may be missed
by traditional signature-based tools.

Al and ML in Threat Detection

I. Behavioral Analytics: Al and ML-powered SOCs can monitor user and system behaviors to detect
deviations from normal activity. For example, Al can flag a user logging in at an unusual time,
accessing sensitive data they normally don’t interact with, or exhibiting behaviors indicative of an
insider threat. Unlike signature-based systems that rely on known attack patterns, behavioral
analytics allow Al-driven SOCs to identify unknown or emerging threats based on changes in
behavior.

Il. Anomaly Detection: Machine learning algorithms are highly effective at detecting anomalies in large
datasets. These anomalies may indicate the presence of a cyber threat, such as lateral movement
within a network or unauthorized data exfiltration. Al tools continuously learn from the data they
analyze, improving their detection capabilities over time. This enables SOCs to identify even subtle,
complex attack vectors that might otherwise go unnoticed.

I11. Predictive Analytics: One of the most significant contributions of Al to proactive cybersecurity is the
ability to predict future threats. By analyzing historical data on attacks, vulnerabilities, and threat
actor behavior, Al systems can forecast where and how an organization might be attacked. This
allows SOCs to preemptively address potential vulnerabilities before they are exploited.

Al in Automated Response

I. Al-Powered Incident Response: Al-driven SOCs can automate many aspects of incident response,
allowing for faster and more efficient mitigation. For instance, Al can automatically quarantine
compromised endpoints, block suspicious IP addresses, or initiate specific containment measures
without human intervention. This capability dramatically reduces the time between detection and
response, limiting the damage that a cyberattack can cause.
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Il. Adaptive Defense Mechanisms: Al can dynamically adjust security controls in response to changing
threat landscapes. For example, Al can increase monitoring of high-risk assets during periods of
heightened threat activity or tighten access controls if it detects unusual login patterns. This
adaptability ensures that organizations remain resilient to new and evolving threats.

4.2. Automation and Orchestration

Automation plays a critical role in enabling SOCs to scale their operations and implement proactive
cybersecurity strategies. As cyber threats become more complex and attack volumes increase, SOCs must be
able to respond quickly and efficiently. Manual processes can no longer keep pace with the speed of modern
attacks, and SOC analysts often struggle with alert fatigue due to the sheer volume of incoming data.
Security Orchestration, Automation, and Response (SOAR) platforms have emerged as essential tools for
proactive SOCs. SOAR platforms integrate with an organization’s security tools and automate a wide range
of security processes, from threat detection to incident response.

Key Benefits of Automation

I.  Reduced Response Time: By automating routine tasks such as alert triage, log analysis, and incident
investigation, SOCs can significantly reduce the time it takes to detect and respond to threats.
Automation ensures that threats are prioritized and addressed without the delays associated with
manual processes.

1. Improved Accuracy: Automated systems are less prone to human error, which can occur when
analysts are overwhelmed by a high volume of alerts. Automation ensures that alerts are processed
consistently and accurately, reducing the likelihood of false positives and missed threats.

I11. Resource Optimization: By automating repetitive tasks, SOC analysts can focus on higher-level
activities such as threat hunting, strategic analysis, and complex investigations. This leads to more
efficient use of resources and enables SOCs to handle a higher volume of threats with the same or
fewer staff.

Security Orchestration

Orchestration refers to the coordination of different security tools and processes to work together
seamlessly. In a proactive SOC, SOAR platforms orchestrate the flow of data and actions between tools such
as intrusion detection systems (IDS), firewalls, endpoint detection and response (EDR) solutions, and threat
intelligence platforms. This ensures that when a threat is detected, all relevant systems are updated and
response actions are executed automatically, without the need for manual intervention.

For example, when a SOAR platform detects an unauthorized access attempt, it can automatically notify the
firewall to block the offending IP address, alert the endpoint detection system to scan affected devices, and
log the incident for further analysis. This orchestrated response reduces dwell time and enhances the SOC's
ability to prevent threats before they escalate.

4.3. Threat Intelligence Platforms

Threat intelligence is critical for proactive cybersecurity strategies, as it provides SOCs with real-time
information on emerging threats, vulnerabilities, and attack techniques. Threat intelligence platforms
aggregate data from multiple sources, including security vendors, government agencies, cybersecurity
communities, and open-source databases, to give SOCs a comprehensive view of the threat landscape.

The Role of Threat Intelligence in Proactive Defense

I. Real-Time Updates: Proactive SOCs use threat intelligence platforms to receive real-time updates on
the latest vulnerabilities and attack techniques. This allows them to apply patches, update defenses,
and adjust security controls before attackers can exploit newly discovered weaknesses.

Il. Threat Actor Profiling: Threat intelligence provides detailed information about known threat actors,
including their tactics, techniques, and procedures (TTPs). SOCs can use this intelligence to
anticipate potential attacks by specific adversaries and take preventive measures, such as hardening
defenses against known methods of attack.

I1l. Automated Threat Feeds: Many threat intelligence platforms offer automated threat feeds that
integrate directly with security tools, enabling real-time threat detection and blocking. For instance,
if a threat intelligence feed identifies a new phishing domain being used in attacks, the SOC's
systems can automatically block emails from that domain or prevent users from accessing it.
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4.4. Big Data Analytics

In today's interconnected digital environment, the sheer volume of data generated by networks, applications,
and users can be overwhelming for SOCs. Big data analytics allows SOCs to process and analyze massive
datasets in real-time, identifying patterns, correlations, and anomalies that may indicate a cyber threat.
Proactive SOCs leverage big data analytics to gain deeper insights into network activity, detect complex
attack patterns, and respond to threats faster than ever before.

Key Benefits of Big Data Analytics

I.  Enhanced Visibility: Big data analytics provides SOCs with comprehensive visibility into the entire
IT environment. This includes network traffic, user behavior, endpoint activity, and system logs.
With full visibility, SOCs can detect suspicious activities and spot potential threats across different
systems and domains.

Il. Correlation of Disparate Data: Cyberattacks often leave subtle clues across multiple systems. Big
data analytics tools can correlate data from various sources (such as logs, alerts, and network traffic)
to identify potential threats that may not be apparent when viewed in isolation. For example, an
increase in failed login attempts followed by unusual data transfers could indicate a brute force
attack followed by data exfiltration.

I1l. Real-Time Monitoring and Alerts: Big data platforms process data in real-time, providing SOCs with
immediate insights into potential security incidents. When an anomaly is detected, the SOC can be
alerted instantly, allowing for rapid investigation and response.

4.5. Behavioral Monitoring and Anomaly Detection

In addition to leveraging Al and ML for predictive analytics, proactive SOCs employ behavioral monitoring
and anomaly detection tools to identify unusual activity within an organization’s network. These tools go
beyond simple log analysis by continuously monitoring system and user behavior for deviations from
established baselines.

How Behavioral Monitoring Enhances Proactive Security

I. Insider Threat Detection: Behavioral monitoring helps detect insider threats, such as employees who
may be accessing sensitive data without authorization or engaging in risky behavior. By analyzing
patterns of behavior over time, SOCs can flag unusual actions, such as a user suddenly downloading
large amounts of data or accessing systems outside their typical scope of work.

I. Detecting Lateral Movement: One of the hallmarks of sophisticated attacks, particularly Advanced
Persistent Threats (APTs), is lateral movement—where attackers move within a network after
breaching an initial system. Anomaly detection tools can identify this lateral movement by
monitoring for unusual access patterns or changes in network traffic between systems.

I11. Continuous Authentication: Behavioral monitoring tools can be integrated into access control
systems to provide continuous authentication. Instead of relying solely on login credentials, these
systems monitor user behavior to ensure that it remains consistent throughout a session. If a user’s
behavior deviates significantly from their normal patterns, access can be restricted or additional
authentication steps can be required.

4.6. Cloud Security Technologies

As organizations increasingly move their operations to the cloud, SOCs must adopt cloud security
technologies to ensure that cloud environments are protected against cyber threats. Proactive SOCs use a
variety of cloud-specific security tools to monitor, manage, and secure cloud assets.

Key Cloud Security Technologies
I. Cloud Access Security Brokers (CASBs): CASBs provide visibility and control over cloud usage,
ensuring that sensitive data is protected, and security policies are enforced across cloud applications.
CASBs enable proactive SOCs to monitor cloud activity, detect shadow IT, and apply security
controls to prevent unauthorized access or data leakage.
Il. Cloud-Native Security Tools: Many cloud providers offer built-in security tools that provide
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continuous monitoring, vulnerability scanning, and threat detection. These tools can be integrated
into SOC workflows to enable real-time threat detection and response in cloud environments.

Empowering Proactive Cybersecurity

The evolution of technology is at the heart of the transition from reactive to proactive cybersecurity
strategies. Advanced technologies like Al, machine learning, automation, threat intelligence, and big data
analytics provide SOCs with the tools they need to anticipate, detect, and respond to threats in real-time. By
adopting these technologies, SOCs can transform from reactive entities that respond to incidents after they
occur, into proactive, intelligent defense systems capable of preventing attacks before they can cause harm.
This proactive approach is essential in today’s dynamic and increasingly complex cyber threat landscape.

5. The Benefits of Proactive SOC Strategies

Adopting a proactive approach in Security Operations Centers (SOCs) offers numerous benefits that
enhance an organization's overall cybersecurity posture. As cyber threats continue to evolve in complexity
and sophistication, the limitations of reactive strategies become apparent. Proactive SOC strategies enable
organizations to anticipate and mitigate threats before they can cause significant damage. This section
outlines the key benefits of implementing proactive SOC strategies, highlighting how they contribute to
improved security, operational efficiency, and overall resilience against cyber threats.

5.1. Enhanced Threat Detection and Response
One of the primary benefits of a proactive SOC strategy is the enhanced ability to detect and respond to
threats more effectively:

I. Real-Time Threat Detection: Proactive SOCs utilize advanced technologies such as artificial
intelligence (Al), machine learning (ML), and behavioral analytics to continuously monitor networks
and systems for signs of suspicious activity. This real-time monitoring allows organizations to detect
potential threats as they emerge, significantly reducing dwell time.

1. Early Incident Detection: By focusing on identifying anomalous behavior and patterns indicative of
an attack, proactive SOCs can detect incidents early in their lifecycle. Early detection allows for
timely intervention, minimizing potential damage and reducing recovery time.

I11. Faster Response Times: Automated incident response mechanisms enable SOCs to respond to threats
quickly. Proactive strategies leverage automation to contain threats, block malicious activities, and
notify relevant stakeholders immediately. This rapid response reduces the risk of data breaches and
enhances the overall effectiveness of the security program.

5.2. Reduced Dwell Time and Impact of Attacks
Dwell time—the time it takes for an organization to detect and respond to a cyber incident—is a critical
metric in assessing cybersecurity effectiveness. Proactive SOC strategies lead to:

I. Shortened Dwell Time: By employing real-time monitoring, threat intelligence, and behavioral
analytics, proactive SOCs can detect and respond to threats before they escalate. This significantly
reduces dwell time compared to reactive strategies, where threats may go unnoticed for extended
periods.

Il. Minimized Impact of Attacks: With a proactive approach, the likelihood of successful attacks is
diminished, and when attacks do occur, their impact is significantly lessened. Early detection and
rapid response limit the extent of damage, preventing data loss, operational disruptions, and
reputational harm.

5.3. Improved Incident Prevention
Proactive SOC strategies emphasize prevention rather than merely responding to incidents:

I.  Vulnerability Management: Proactive SOCs regularly assess and patch vulnerabilities within systems
and applications before they can be exploited by attackers. This continuous vulnerability
management is essential in reducing the attack surface and preventing breaches.

Il. Threat Intelligence Integration: Proactive SOCs leverage threat intelligence to stay informed about
emerging threats, vulnerabilities, and tactics used by adversaries. By understanding the threat
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landscape, organizations can proactively implement defenses against potential attacks.

I11. Regular Security Assessments: Proactive SOCs conduct ongoing security assessments, including
penetration testing and red teaming exercises, to identify weaknesses in their defenses. These
assessments help organizations strengthen their security posture and improve their ability to prevent
attacks.

5.4. Increased Operational Efficiency
A proactive SOC strategy not only enhances security but also improves operational efficiency:

I. Streamlined Processes: Automation of routine tasks such as alert triage, log analysis, and incident
response reduces the workload on SOC analysts. This efficiency allows them to focus on higher-
priority tasks, such as threat hunting and strategic planning.

Il. Reduced Alert Fatigue: By implementing advanced detection mechanisms that prioritize alerts based
on risk and potential impact, proactive SOCs reduce alert fatigue among analysts. This focus on
critical alerts enhances the quality of investigations and increases overall SOC effectiveness.

I11. Collaboration and Knowledge Sharing: Proactive SOCs foster a culture of collaboration and
knowledge sharing, both within the SOC and across the organization. This collaborative approach
enhances communication and ensures that security best practices are shared, leading to a more
resilient security environment.

5.5. Cost Savings and Risk Reduction
Investing in proactive SOC strategies can lead to significant cost savings and reduced risk over time:

I.  Lower Costs of Incident Response: The costs associated with data breaches and cyber incidents can
be substantial, including remediation, regulatory fines, and reputational damage. By preventing
incidents before they occur, proactive SOCs can save organizations from the high costs associated
with reactive incident response.

I. Insurance Benefits: Organizations that adopt proactive cybersecurity measures may benefit from
lower premiums on cyber insurance policies. Insurers often reward organizations that demonstrate a
strong security posture with reduced rates, recognizing the reduced risk of cyber incidents.

I11. Long-Term Resilience: A proactive approach fosters long-term resilience against cyber threats. By
continuously improving defenses and staying ahead of attackers, organizations can create a robust
security framework that adapts to the evolving threat landscape.

5.6. Enhanced Compliance and Regulatory Adherence
Proactive SOC strategies can assist organizations in meeting compliance requirements and adhering to
industry regulations:

I.  Meeting Regulatory Standards: Many industries are subject to stringent regulations regarding data
protection and cybersecurity (e.g., GDPR, HIPAA, PCI-DSS). Proactive SOCs ensure that security
controls are in place and continuously monitored, helping organizations maintain compliance and
avoid costly penalties.

Il. Documentation and Reporting: Proactive SOCs maintain comprehensive records of security
activities, incidents, and response actions. This documentation is crucial for demonstrating
compliance during audits and can serve as evidence of an organization’s commitment to
cybersecurity.

I11. Risk Management Frameworks: Proactive SOCs often incorporate risk management frameworks that
align with regulatory standards. This alignment helps organizations proactively identify and address
risks, ensuring they remain compliant with applicable regulations.

5.7. Building Trust and Confidence
Implementing proactive SOC strategies fosters trust among stakeholders, including customers, partners, and
employees:

I. Customer Confidence: Demonstrating a commitment to proactive cybersecurity instills confidence in
customers. Organizations that prioritize security are more likely to retain customer trust, leading to
stronger customer relationships and brand loyalty.

Il. Employee Assurance: A secure working environment promotes employee morale and confidence in
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the organization’s commitment to protecting sensitive data. Employees are more likely to embrace
cybersecurity initiatives when they see their organization taking proactive measures to safeguard
information.

I11. Reputation Management: Organizations that effectively prevent and respond to cyber threats enhance
their reputation in the marketplace. A strong reputation for cybersecurity can differentiate an
organization from competitors and attract new business opportunities.

Embracing Proactive SOC Strategies for Future Resilience

The benefits of proactive SOC strategies are multifaceted and extend beyond mere incident response. By
enhancing threat detection, reducing dwell time, preventing incidents, and increasing operational efficiency,
organizations can significantly improve their overall cybersecurity posture. Additionally, cost savings,
compliance adherence, and enhanced trust among stakeholders position proactive SOCs as essential
components of a resilient cybersecurity strategy. As the cyber threat landscape continues to evolve,
organizations that embrace proactive SOC strategies will be better equipped to defend against emerging
threats and secure their digital assets.

6. Technological Details: Enabling Proactive SOC Strategies

The shift from reactive to proactive Security Operations Center (SOC) strategies is heavily driven by
advancements in cybersecurity technologies. The incorporation of cutting-edge tools and platforms allows
SOCs to anticipate, detect, and respond to cyber threats with far greater efficiency and speed than traditional
reactive methods. This section dives into the technological specifics that empower proactive SOCs to
combat modern cyber threats. Key technologies include Artificial Intelligence (Al), machine learning
(ML), automation, big data analytics, threat intelligence platforms, and behavioral monitoring tools.
Each of these technologies plays a crucial role in transforming how SOCs detect, manage, and neutralize
threats.

6.1. Artificial Intelligence (Al) and Machine Learning (ML)

Al and ML are among the most transformative technologies in modern cybersecurity, enabling SOCs to
operate proactively by leveraging predictive analytics, real-time data processing, and behavioral pattern
recognition.

Al in Proactive Cybersecurity

e Real-Time Threat Detection: Al tools can continuously monitor and analyze massive volumes of
data in real-time, scanning network traffic, application logs, and user activities to detect anomalies
that indicate a potential attack. Unlike traditional signature-based detection systems that rely on
predefined threat patterns, Al uses probabilistic reasoning to identify emerging threats that have no
known signatures.

e Predictive Analytics: AI’s predictive capabilities help SOCs forecast future attack vectors. By
analyzing historical attack data, threat actor behaviors, and system vulnerabilities, Al-powered tools
can predict where an attack is likely to occur, allowing organizations to bolster their defenses
preemptively.

Machine Learning Algorithms

e Supervised Learning: SOCs deploy supervised learning models trained on labeled data to detect
known types of attacks and identify recurring patterns. For example, supervised ML can be used to
detect phishing attempts, malware, and data exfiltration activities based on historical patterns.

e Unsupervised Learning: Unsupervised machine learning is particularly useful in anomaly detection.
By analyzing data without pre-labeled attack patterns, ML models can identify outliers and
deviations from normal behavior, uncovering new and evolving threats.

e Reinforcement Learning: SOCs utilize reinforcement learning to improve incident response over
time. Systems learn from past security incidents and adjust response strategies automatically,
minimizing the need for human intervention in future incidents.

Al and Automation in Incident Response

e Automated Decision-Making: Al-driven systems can make real-time decisions, such as isolating
compromised endpoints, blocking malicious traffic, or shutting down affected systems. This reduces
response time and ensures that threats are contained before they cause significant damage.
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e Adaptive Defense Mechanisms: Al can dynamically adjust security policies based on current threat
intelligence. For example, during an active threat campaign, Al may increase security controls or
block access to certain critical assets until the threat subsides.

6.2. Automation and Security Orchestration

Automation is a critical enabler of proactive SOC strategies. By automating routine tasks, SOCs can operate
more efficiently and respond to threats faster.

Security Orchestration, Automation, and Response (SOAR) Platforms

SOAR platforms combine automation with orchestration capabilities, allowing SOCs to integrate multiple
security tools and automate processes across the entire security ecosystem.

e Automated Threat Triage: SOAR platforms automatically categorize and prioritize security alerts
based on risk levels, ensuring that high-priority threats are addressed first. This reduces the manual
effort required from SOC analysts to sort through large volumes of alerts.

e Automated Incident Response Playbooks: SOAR systems use predefined response playbooks that
execute automatic containment, mitigation, and remediation actions. For example, if a SOAR
platform detects malware on an endpoint, it can automatically isolate the infected machine, block
further network access, and trigger a system scan without human intervention.

e Orchestration Across Tools: SOAR integrates with intrusion detection systems (IDS), firewalls,
endpoint detection and response (EDR) platforms, and other security tools, allowing them to work
together seamlessly. This orchestration ensures that when a threat is detected, all relevant systems are
updated and actions are taken in unison.

Benefits of Automation

e Reduction of Human Error: Automation minimizes the risk of errors introduced by manual
processes. Automated systems follow standardized protocols, ensuring that no step is skipped during
incident response.

e Speed and Scalability: Automated processes operate at machine speed, allowing SOCs to scale
operations and handle increasing volumes of data without additional personnel.

6.3. Big Data Analytics

In proactive SOCs, big data analytics plays a vital role in processing and analyzing vast amounts of data
generated by an organization’s IT environment. The ability to extract insights from large datasets allows
SOCs to identify trends, correlations, and anomalies that may indicate a security threat.

Real-Time Data Processing

e Log Analysis: Big data tools analyze logs generated by network devices, applications, and security
tools. Proactive SOCs use these analytics to identify patterns of abnormal activity. For instance, an
unusually high number of failed login attempts or sudden spikes in outbound data traffic might signal
a brute-force attack or data exfiltration attempt.

e Correlation of Disparate Data: Big data analytics allows SOCs to correlate data from multiple
sources, such as system logs, network traffic, and endpoint activity, to identify potential threats. For
example, a combination of unusual access requests, changes in file integrity, and lateral movement
within a network could be correlated as indicators of a sophisticated attack.

Predictive Analytics

e Threat Forecasting: Proactive SOCs use predictive analytics to anticipate potential security
incidents. By analyzing historical data and attack trends, SOCs can identify emerging threats and
take preventive measures. Predictive models can also suggest which systems are most likely to be
targeted, allowing for resource allocation based on risk.

6.4. Threat Intelligence Platforms
Threat intelligence is critical in providing SOCs with up-to-date information on emerging cyber threats.
Threat intelligence platforms gather, process, and disseminate data from various sources to enhance an
organization’s awareness of the current threat landscape.
Features of Threat Intelligence Platforms
e Automated Threat Feeds: Threat intelligence platforms automatically ingest threat data from
multiple sources, including security vendors, government agencies, and open-source platforms. This
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data is integrated into an organization’s security tools, enabling real-time detection of new threats.

e TTPs (Tactics, Techniques, and Procedures) of Threat Actors: Threat intelligence platforms
provide detailed information about the tactics, techniques, and procedures used by cybercriminals.
Proactive SOCs use this information to adjust security controls and deploy countermeasures against
specific attack methodologies.

Benefits of Threat Intelligence

e Preemptive Defense: By leveraging threat intelligence, SOCs can anticipate attacks based on
emerging threat data. For example, if a new vulnerability is being actively exploited in the wild, the
SOC can prioritize patching and defenses for affected systems.

e Contextualized Alerts: Threat intelligence platforms provide context around alerts, helping SOC
analysts better understand the potential severity and impact of detected threats.

6.5. Behavioral Monitoring and Anomaly Detection

Behavioral monitoring tools focus on identifying deviations from established baselines of normal behavior
in users, systems, and networks. These tools are particularly useful for detecting insider threats and
advanced persistent threats (APTs), which often involve subtle changes in activity that can be missed by
traditional detection methods.

Behavioral Analytics

e User Behavior Analytics (UBA): UBA tools track user activity to identify potential threats based on
deviations from normal patterns. For example, if an employee who typically accesses customer data
during work hours suddenly attempts to download large volumes of sensitive files after hours, UBA
tools can flag this as suspicious and trigger an alert.

e Entity Behavior Analytics (EBA): Similar to UBA, entity behavior analytics focuses on monitoring
the behavior of devices, applications, and other network components. EBA tools detect anomalies
that might indicate system compromises or unauthorized access.

Anomaly Detection Algorithms

e Statistical Models: These models use statistical methods to define normal behavior and flag outliers
as potential security threats. For example, sudden spikes in network traffic to an external server may
trigger an alert.

e Machine Learning-Based Models: Advanced machine learning models dynamically adjust
baselines and continuously learn from network data. These models are more flexible and can identify
more complex anomalies than static statistical models.

6.6. Cloud Security Technologies

With the increasing adoption of cloud computing, proactive SOCs must also incorporate cloud security
technologies to protect cloud environments effectively.

Cloud Access Security Brokers (CASBs)

CASB:s are intermediary security services that sit between an organization’s on-premises infrastructure and
its cloud provider. They provide visibility into cloud usage and enforce security policies to protect data and
applications in the cloud.

e Visibility and Control: CASBs offer deep visibility into how users access and interact with cloud
services, detecting shadow IT, ensuring compliance with security policies, and protecting sensitive
data.

e Real-Time Monitoring: CASBs provide real-time monitoring of cloud activity, detecting potential
threats such as unauthorized access or data exfiltration.

Cloud-Native Security Tools

e Cloud Security Posture Management (CSPM): CSPM tools continuously monitor cloud
environments to identify misconfigurations and compliance violations that could lead to security
risks.

e Cloud Workload Protection Platforms (CWPP): CWPP tools focus on securing workloads and
containers running in cloud environments, ensuring that applications are protected against
vulnerabilities and attacks.

The integration of advanced technologies such as Al, machine learning, big data analytics, threat
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intelligence platforms, and cloud security tools has fundamentally transformed the capabilities of Security
Operations Centers. These technologies enable SOCs to shift from a reactive, incident-driven model to a
proactive approach, where threats are anticipated, prevented, and mitigated before they can cause significant
harm.

Conclusion

The transition of SOCs from focusing on security alerts to becoming preemptive in nature is a significant
development in the approach organizations take toward cybersecurity in an ever-growing threat
environment. With the increase in the complexity of cyber threats, purely detective measures approaches are
insufficient to protect information, guarantee business continuity and compliance. This change is not just a
fashion but a response to the current challenges of the threat landscape of computer networks.

Preventive SOC strategies provide numerous advantages that help improve an organization’s cybersecurity
regime considerably. Active SOCs use several technologies including artificial intelligence (Al), machine
learning (ML), automation, threat intelligence, and big data to identify and neutralize threats in real-time
fashion. This capability helps to reduce the time spent on the systems from malicious actors, mitigate the
effects of attacks, and prevent certain attacks from becoming serious threats in the first place. Moreover, the
use of these technologies enhances SOC functionality since much of the workload is automated enabling
analysts to work more on issues relevant tasks than being overwhelmed by alerts and investigations.
Furthermore, practical and strategic SOC initiatives lead to cost efficiencies and risk mitigation. In this way,
businesses can avoid high losses in the forms of remediation and expense of data leak, in addition to the loss
of reputation that results as well. This not only assists in enhancing the financial situation of an organization
but also enables it to build up a strong structure that will defend it against future cyber-crises. Furthermore, a
proactive approach increases compliance with the set legal requirements and makes organizations adhere to
the set legal requirements to avoid compromising the trust of its stakeholders.

Citing that threats are dynamic in the current world and turning into more technical in the digital world,
organizations and companies must take their exercises in cybersecurity. Proactivity has become mainstream
in dealing with security threats and it has to do with the SOC across numerous industries. This way of
buying into proactive security, prepares organizations to address the new wave threats like terrorisms,
protect their digital assets, and reputation systematically.

The shift from reactive SOC strategies is a major step forward in the battle against cybercriminals. Given the
difficult environment organizations will face in the future due to constantly evolving digital threats and
risks, it will be crucial to adopt a proactive approach in all these interacting forms, so that organizations can
achieve optimal levels of security, business continuity, and customer, partner, and employee trust. The next
generation of cybersecurity is in the prevention of risks rather than merely trying to identify threats and act
against them. In so doing, it opens up a wider field of vision about qualitatively different threat
environments to the accepted organizational paradigms and consequently creates the basis for further
development and strengthening of all participants in the face of new threats.
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