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Abstract—Security of smart power systems is a sound
concern as more cyber elements are added to the power
grid. In this paper, we focus on cyber attacks that target
data integrity in smart grid systems. We specifically inves-
tigate the impact of false data injection (FDI) attacks on
distributed transient stability control schemes. As an ex-
ample, we focus on the parametric feedback linearization
(PFL) controller, and we derive closed-form expressions for
the errors in rotors’ speed and angle as a result of cyber
attacks on data integrity. Furthermore, we investigate adap-
tive control strategies to eliminate or minimize the impact
of FDI attacks on system dynamics. The IEEE 68-bus test
power system is used to numerically evaluate the impact of
example attacks and to draw valuable insights.

Index Terms—Cyber attacks, distributed control, energy
storage systems (ESSs), false data injection (FDI) attacks,
feedback linearization control, power system dynamics,
transient stability.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE ongoing integration between traditional power system
elements, renewable energy sources, and cyber systems

promotes improving efficiency of smart power systems [1]–[6].
In addition, energy storage systems (ESSs) can be used to store
and inject power in the power system in a controlled manner;
ESSs are getting more attention as they can help facilitate the
integration of renewable energy sources into the smart grid.
Portrayed as a cyber-physical system, the cyber elements of a
smart grid system include communication networks, sensory,
and control technologies. In this paradigm, sensor readings that
capture the state of the power system are transferred to the
control agents through the communication network.

As smart grid elements are taking shape, reliability, and secu-
rity of its cyber components are of sound concern. Specifically,
hacking and cyber attacks on the power grid are more probable
due to the introduction of and dependence on cyber elements.
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Cyber attacks can target data delivery, integrity, or confiden-
tiality. Depending on the affected smart grid application, cyber
attacks can cause financial loses to the stakeholders (for ex-
ample, through theft), instability of the power grid (through
disruptive attacks), or lack of access to accurate time-critical
data for the control agents. Power system stability describes
the ability of the power system to regain a state of operating
equilibrium after being subjected to a physical disturbance [7].
Specifically, transient stability depends on the ability of the syn-
chronous generators in the power system to maintain or restore
a balance between their electrical and mechanical torques after
the occurrence of a large disturbance.

Recent work in [8]–[12] propose ESS-based distributed con-
trol schemes for transient stability applications. In order to
change the dynamics of the power system and achieve tran-
sient stability, a control agent utilizes sensor measurements that
are received through a communication network to actuate the
distributed ESSs to inject and/or absorb power from the power
grid. As ESS-based control for transient stability is evolving,
we assert that security should be part of controller design (and,
hence, not an afterthought) and should not hinder usability. As
such, we focus in this paper on cyber attacks that target data in-
tegrity for transient stability control applications. Often termed
false data injection (FDI) attacks, such adverse actions manipu-
late the structure of the data delivery system to insert fabricated
data in the data stream while bypassing bad data detection fil-
ters [13]–[17].

Specifically, we study the impact of FDI attacks on transient
stability control schemes, where the data under attack is used by
the control agent to actuate the distributed ESSs during transient
instability periods. Recent works that address similar problems
appear in [18]–[20] where the impact of FDI attacks on transient
stability control is modeled as a noise term. As an example con-
trol scheme, we consider the parametric feedback linearization
(PFL) control proposed in [12]. PFL control is a state-of-the-
art distributed transient stability control; a PFL controller has a
simple design and is flexible through a tuneable design param-
eter. We implement a general FDI attack that targets the con-
troller’s communication network. Further, we quantify the error
introduced by the FDI attack on rotor dynamics during tran-
sient instability periods. In addition, utilizing the PFL design
parameter, we investigate reactive control strategies to reduce
or eliminate the impact of the cyber attacks. Finally, we numer-
ically investigate the impact of example FDI attacks on power
system dynamics.
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Contributions of this work include providing a framework for
FDI attacks on storage-based transient stability control, deriving
closed-form expressions for the impact of FDI attacks on rotor
dynamics, and devising reactive control strategies to counter the
effect of the FDI attacks. This is a timely problem, and to the
best knowledge of the authors, the problem of FDI attacks on
storage-based transient stability control has not been addressed
in such detail yet.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The problem
setting is presented in Section II. The impact of FDI attacks
on transient stability control is detailed in Sections III and IV.
Section V presents adaptive control strategies against FDI at-
tacks. Section VI numerically investigates the impact of FDI
attacks on PFL control scheme. Finally, conclusions are shown
in Section VII.

II. BACKGROUND AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we present the problem setting, explain the
distributed control paradigm, and introduce FDI attacks.

A. Transient Dynamics

We model the smart grid as a multiagent cyber-physical con-
trolled system. We assume that a smart grid is comprised of
cyber-physical agents where each of these agents includes a
synchronous generator, a sensor that provides local measure-
ments of the generator rotor angle and speed, a distributed con-
trol agent that processes sensor data from system agents, and
a fast-acting ESS that can inject or absorb real power in the
system depending on the value of the control signal. In addition,
a communication network connects the different cyber-physical
agents of the smart power system. Depending on the structure
of the control scheme and the system state, the control agent
affects the dynamics of the power system in this model by actu-
ating the associated ESS.

Let the number of generators in the power system be denoted
N . For synchronous generator i, where i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the pa-
rameters of the generator are described by using Table I. The
two-axis subtransient machine model is widely used to cap-
ture the dynamics of synchronous generators during transient
periods. The electrical dynamics of generator i’s stator are rep-
resented as [21], [22]

Ė ′
qi =

1
T ′

di

(−E ′
qi − (Xdi − X ′

di)Idi + Efi
)

(1a)

Ė ′
di =

1
T ′

qi

(−E ′
di + (Xqi − X ′

qi)Iqi

)
(1b)

E ′
qi = Vqi + RaiIqi + X ′

diIdi (1c)

E ′
di = Vdi + RaiIdi − X ′

qiIqi (1d)

where Ė ′
qi and Ė ′

di denote the time derivative of E ′
qi and E ′

di ,
respectively. Further, the rotor dynamics can be described in this
model by using [21]

δ̇i = Ωs(ωi − ωs) (2a)

ω̇i =
ωs

2Hi
(TM i − TEi − Di(ωi − ωs)) (2b)

TABLE I
MACHINE PARAMETER DESCRIPTION

Parameter Description

δ Rotor angle
ω Rotor angular speed
ωs Synchronous speed
D Damping coefficient
E ′

d d-axis transient electromotive force (emf)
E ′

q q-axis transient emf
Ef Field voltage
H Machine inertia constant
Id d-axis component of stator current
Iq q-axis component of stator current
Ra Armature resistance
Xd d-axis synchronous reactance
Xq q-axis synchronous reactance
X ′

d d-axis transient reactance
X ′

q q-axis transient reactance
T ′

d d-axis transient open loop time constant
T ′

q q-axis transient open loop time constant
TE Electrical torque
TM Mechanical torque
Vd d-axis terminal voltage
Vq q-axis terminal voltage

where δ̇i and ω̇i are the time derivative of δi and ωi , respectively,
and Ωs denotes the system frequency (typically equal to 60 · 2π
or 50 · 2π depending the geographical area). For synchronous
generator i, the field voltage is controlled by the excitation
system, the mechanical torque is controlled by the associated
speed governor, and the electrical torque is calculated according
to [21]

TEi = E ′
diIdi + E ′

qiIqi + (X ′
qi − X ′

di)IdiIqi . (3)

This torque relation provides a nonlinear term in (2b). Let PM i

and PEi be the mechanical and electrical powers of generator i,
respectively, where PEi = TEi and PM i = TM i when using per
units. Further, let Ei denote the internal voltage of generator i,
then PEi can be expressed as [23]

PEi =
N∑

k=1

|Ei ||Ek | (Gik cos (δi − δk ) + Bik sin (δi − δk ))

(4)
where Gik = Gki and Bik = Bki are the Kron-reduced equiv-
alent conductance and susceptance between generators i and k,
respectively.

The swing equation describes the electromechanical dynam-
ics of the rotor of the synchronous generator and it traditionally
refers to the model in (2a) and (2b). The swing equation is
useful when studying the behavior of synchronous generators
when the power system is subjected to a large disturbance (i.e.,
during transient instability periods). Denote PAi = PM i − PEi ,
∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, as the accelerating power of generator i.
During normal operations of the power system, the value of
the accelerating power typically equals to 0. However, when
a major disturbance occurs in the power system, the acceler-
ating power of some synchronous generators deviates from 0.
As a result, the speed of the rotor of such generators may in-
crease when the accelerating power is positive, and vice versa.
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However, a large deviation in rotor speed might damage the
synchronous machine and consequently force the generator to
be disconnected from the power system.

In this paper, a synchronous generator is said to be stabilized if
its rotor speed is driven back to an acceptable range and when the
differences between the rotor angle of the different generators
are below a predefined threshold. In this context, the goal of a
transient stability control is to regain the balance between the
mechanical and electrical torques of the synchronous generators
in order to stabilize the power system. In other words, the actions
of the distributed control agents should restore the synchronism
between the system generators and drive back the rotor speeds
to within an acceptable range.

B. Distributed Control Paradigm

The presence of a communication network in smart grid sys-
tems enables the periodic exchange of sensor readings between
the different cyber-physical agents. The sensors take periodic
readings of the system state parameters (the rotor speeds and
angles in this case) and transmit such measurements to the dis-
tributed controllers in the cyber-physical agents through the
communication network. Based on the received measurements
and their attributes (for example, delay, amount of noise, and re-
liability of measurements), the control agents calculate control
signals to actuate the local ESS at the associated synchronous
generator’s bus. Thus, by injecting or absorbing calculated
amounts of power through the ESSs, the control agents can
affect the dynamics of the power system. The ESS is controlled
in [8] as a function of the level of frequency deviation in the
power system, and the mechanical power of the synchronous
generators is actuated in [24] to regulate the rotor speed. Opti-
mal control theory is used in [3] and [25] to calculate the control
signal, and nonlinear control schemes are used in [26]–[29].

Let ui denotes the output of the controlled ESS at the bus
of generator i, and let θi = ωi − ωs be the rotor speed of gen-
erator i relative to the synchronous speed in per units. Then,
incorporating the control action at time t modifies the swing
equation of generator i to

δ̇i(t) = Ωsθi(t)

ω̇i(t) =
ωs

2Hi
(PAi(t) − Diθi(t) + ui(t)) . (5)

Here, ωs , PAi , θi , and ui are in per units. Also, let δ̄i and θ̄i

denote the steady-state values of δi and θi , respectively, where

δ̄i = lim
t→∞ δi(t)

θ̄i = lim
t→∞ θi(t). (6)

Based on the feedback linearization control theory, a distributed
PFL control scheme is proposed in [12] for transient stability
applications. The PFL control agent actuates the associated ESS
of generator i at time t according to [12]

ui(t) = −PAi(t) − αiθi(t) (7)

where αi ≥ 0 is a design parameter. Through adjusting the value
of αi , the PFL control actuation reshapes the dynamics of the

controlled power system to resemble the dynamics of a series
of stable and decoupled linear control systems with tunable
eigenvalues.

C. FDI Threats to Smart Power Grids

Securing smart power systems against cyber attacks is a
paramount challenge for system operators as increased imple-
mentations of smart grid applications bring new challenges and
vulnerabilities. It is observed that exploiting smart grid data
delivery systems can lead to potentially damaging cyber and
physical attacks [28]. Common classes of cyber and physical
attacks on smart grid systems include interference, FDI, denial
of service, and switching attacks [30]–[35]. An adversary ex-
ploits the configuration of the cyber and physical elements of
the power system in an FDI attack in order to introduce an error
into certain system state variables. The adversary designs the
FDI attack vector such that it bypasses any existing schemes for
bad measurement detection. By launching an FDI attack, the
adversary may disrupt the normal energy distribution of power
system, affect the estimation of the state variables, or achieve
financial gains.

FDI attacks modify information that is generated by supervi-
sory control and data acquisition (SCADA) systems. FDI attacks
are distinct from naturally-occurring errors because the modi-
fied data is altered in an intelligent way such that it still fulfills,
for example, physical laws such that it is not detected by typical
bad data detection schemes [36]. Bad data detection represents a
class of signal processing techniques that aim to identify anoma-
lies in power system telemetry readings such that they can be
rejected during computation of the power system state. Hence,
if FDI data goes undetected by bad data detection filters, incor-
rect state estimation may result enabling incorrect actions, for
example, by the power system operator. Even if an FDI attack
is detected, a system operator may not be able to estimate the
true state; hence, part of the grid remains unobservable which
enhances the vulnerability of the power system to further at-
tacks [36].

To launch a successful FDI attack, the modified data should
appear “correct” in order to pass through bad data detection
filters. To achieve this, the adversary requires knowledge of the
topology of the power system and must, in some cases, conduct
the process of state estimation [36]. Simplified approaches to
conduct state estimation can be used through dc power flow
approximation [37].

1) DC State Estimation: Consider the state estimation
problem in power systems; let x, z, and n represent the true
states of the system, sensor measurements received at the esti-
mator, and errors in measurements, respectively. By using the dc
power flow approximation, the relation between these variables
is governed by the work in [38] and [39]

z = Hsx + n (8)

where Hs is a Jacobian matrix, and Hsx links sensor mea-
surements to system states. The goal in state estimation is to
find an estimate x̂ that is the best fit of the measurement vec-
tor z. Several approaches can be utilized to find x̂, including
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maximum likelihood criterion, weighted least-square criterion,
and minimum variance criterion [39]. Specifically, when n has
a Gaussian distribution with zero mean, then x̂ is found as [39]

x̂ = (HsW sHs)−1HT
s W sz (9)

where W s is a diagonal matrix whose elements can be the
reciprocals of the measurement errors variance.

2) Bad Measurement Detection: The measurements
used in state estimation might be inaccurate because of de-
vice errors and failures, malicious actions by adversaries,
or other noise signals. Inaccurate measurements can affect
the state estimation process; thus, bad measurement detec-
tion schemes can be helpful in detecting, identifying, or cor-
recting corrupted measurements [17], [31], [38], [40], [41]. A
common approach to detect bad measurements is to look at
the measurement residue ||z − Hs x̂||. This metric shows the
difference between received sensor measurements and estimated
measurements. Then, ||z − Hs x̂|| is compared to a thresh-
old ε. If ||z − Hs x̂|| > ε, then the bad measurement detection
scheme declares that at least one faulty (or bad) measurement
is present in the received measurement z.

3) FDI Attack Vector: In stealthy FDI attacks against state
estimation, the adversary manipulates the sensor readings in
order to cause arbitrary errors in the estimated values of the
system state (i.e., x̂) without being detected by the bad data
detection scheme. For example, let x̂a denotes the estimate
of x when there is an FDI attack, where x̂a = x̂ + ea and
ea is the estimation error introduced by the adversary. Let the
received measurement vector during the attack be denoted as
za . If za = z + Hsea , where an error of Hsea is injected by
the adversary, then the residue of the corrupted data appears
as [31]

||za − Hs x̂a || = ||z + Hsea − Hs(x̂ + ea)||
= ||z − Hs x̂||. (10)

As this residue is the same with the case of no FDI attack,
an adversary injecting an attack vector of za = z + Hsea can
bypass the bad data detection scheme.

D. FDI Threat Model

Our threat model follows standard assumptions employed in
the FDI attacks literature [31], [38], [41]. The threat model
assumes that the adversary has:

1) eavesdropping capabilities on the sensor readings;
2) knowledge about power system topology and model;
3) sufficient computational power to compute system state

variables; and
4) capability to inject fabricated measurements in the com-

munication network.
The adversary conducts the cyber attack, while the power

system undergoes transient stability analysis and control, which
may coincide with a major disturbance.

One goal of the adversary is to conduct a stealthy FDI attack
in which data modification goes undetected. Further, slowing
down the stabilization process (by invoking a less aggressive
control) is another objective of the attacker if the modified data

is detected by the control agent. The attack process is divided in
two steps: reconnaissance and execution. In the reconnaissance
stage, the adversary designs an attack vector za to bypass the
bad data detection schemes as shown in (10). In the execution
stage, the adversary identifies the SCADA environment, locates
control and monitoring devices, accesses the measurements z,
and injects the malicious data za instead of z [41]. The threat
model can be justified following an example in [42], where
attackers use authentication and restart communications option
vulnerabilities in Modbus/TCP protocols to conduct IP spoofing
and denial-of-service attacks in order to inject malicious data
and change the target addresses of SCADA traffic.

E. Problem Formulation

In this paper, we study the impact of FDI attacks on storage-
based transient stability control schemes. As an example, we
focus on PFL control proposed in [12]. The objectives of this
paper include the following:

1) providing a general framework for FDI attacks on
storage-based transient stability control;

2) quantifying the error introduced by FDI attack on rotor
dynamics;

3) devising reactive control strategies to counter the effect
of the FDI attacks; and

4) investigating the impact of example attacks on power
system dynamics and drawing conclusions.

III. FDI ATTACKS ON TRANSIENT STABILITY CONTROL

In this section, we investigate the effect of a general FDI
attack on transient stability control. Specifically, we consider
the PFL control in (7) as an example, and we derive expressions
for the deviation in rotor speed and angle due to the attack. We
assume the FDI attack bypasses the existing bad measurement
detection filter; thus, the control agent “does not know” that the
received data is corrupt with intentional errors.

A. FDI Attack Representation

Assume, a general representation for FDI attacks on the
system state parameters δ, θ, PA . Because of the false data
introduced by the adversary, the received measurements at the
controller of cyber-physical agent i (termed as δ̃i , θ̃i , P̃Ai) can
be represented as

θ̃i(t) = θi(t) + fθi(t)

P̃Ai(t) = PAi(t) + fP i(t)

δ̃i(t) = δi(t) + fδi(t) (11)

where a general FDI attack signal is expressed using

fθi(t) = εi1θi(t) + κi1(t) + μi1

fP i(t) = εi2PAi(t) + κi2(t) + μi2

fδi(t) = εi3δi(t) + κi3(t) + μi3. (12)

In this context, the εi term introduces an amplification com-
ponent, κi represents a general time-varying additive signal,
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and μi denotes a constant bias in the received system state
variables. The model in (11) provides a general representation
that can capture different types of FDI attacks. Following (4),
the rotor angle values determine PEi . Thus, an attack on rotor
angle measurements can indirectly affect the value of PAi(t).
Since the PFL controller utilizes the values of PAi(t) and θi(t)
to calculate ui(t), the following discussion will focus on FDI
attacks on rotor speed and accelerating power; however, an FDI
attack on δi implicitly leads to an attack on PAi as demonstrated
by (4).

Since it is assumed that the FDI attack vector bypasses the
bad measurement detection scheme, the PFL controller will, un-
knowingly, utilize the received (and corrupted) measurements to
calculate the control action. Using the corrupt received measure-
ments in θ̃i and P̃Ai , the PFL control signal at time t becomes
ui(t) = −P̃Ai(t) − αiθ̃i(t). Given the values of the control
signal, P̃Ai , and θ̃i , the rotor dynamics of generator i, thus,
becomes

θ̇i(t) = −Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
θi(t) − αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
θi(t) − αiμi1 + μi2

2Hi/ωs

− αiκi1(t) + κi2(t) + εi2PAi(t)
2Hi/ωs

=: aiθi(t) + biθi(t) + ci + gi(t) (13)

where

ai = −(Di + αi)/(2Hi/ωs)

bi = −(αiεi1)/(2Hi/ωs)

ci = −(αiμi1 + μi2)/(2Hi/ωs)

gi(t) = − (αiκi1(t) + κi2(t) + εi2PAi(t))/(2Hi/ωs).

In this formulation, aiθi(t) represents the dynamics of the
rotor when there is no FDI attack, and the impact of the FDI
attack on rotor speed appears in biθi(t) + ci + gi(t).

B. Impact on Rotor Speed and Angle

Building on the results in (13), the rotor speed dynamics
at time t becomes θ̇i(t) = (ai + bi)θi(t) + ci + gi(t). Solving
this differential equation leads to

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp((ai + bi)t)

+
ci

ai + bi
(exp((ai + bi)t) − 1)

+
∫ t

t0

gi(τ) exp((ai + bi)(t − τ)) dτ (14)

where gi(τ) is defined in (13), t0 is the starting time of the
controller, and θi(t0) is the rotor relative speed at t0. Then,
applying the values of ai , bi , and ci from (13) reveals the value
of the rotor relative speed as a function of time as shown in (16).
In addition, let δi(t0) denotes the rotor angle at t0. Then, using
δ̇i(t) = Ωsθi(t) and (14) to study the impact of FDI attacks on
the rotor angle of generator i, we find that the rotor angle can

be expressed as a function of time as

δi(t) = δi(t0) − θi(t0)(ai + bi) + ci

(ai + bi)2
Ωs − ci

ai + bi
Ωst

+
θi(t0)(ai + bi) + ci

(ai + bi)2
Ωs exp((ai + bi)t)

+
1

ai + bi
Ωs

∫ t

t0

gi(τ) (exp((ai + bi)(t − τ)) − 1) dτ .

(15)

Similarly, expanding this result using the values of ai , bi , and ci

leads to the expression of δi(t) in (17).

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

)
+

αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi + αiεi1

×
(

exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

)
− 1

)

+
∫ t

t0

gi(τ) exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
(t − τ)

)
dτ .

(16)

δi(t) = δi(t0) − αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi + αiεi1
Ωst − Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi + αiεi1

×
∫ t

t0

gi(τ)
(
exp

(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
(t − τ)

)
− 1

)
dτ

+
Ωs2Hi/ωs

(Di + αi + αiεi1)2
(θi(t0)(Di + αi + αiεi1)

+αiμi1 + μi2)
(

1 − exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

))
.

(17)

C. Rotor Speed and Angle When There is no FDI Attack

This is the case of normal operation where fθi(t) = 0 and
fP i(t) = 0. From (16), the rotor relative speed will appear as

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp
(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)
. (18)

In addition, following (17), the rotor angle during the normal
control operation becomes

δi(t) = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
θi(t0)

(
1 − exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

))
.

(19)
It is to be reminded that Di +αi

2Hi /ωs
> 0. Thus, following the results

in (18) and (19), the steady-state values of the rotor speed and
angle can be expressed as

θ̄i = 0 (20a)

δ̄i = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
θi(t0) . (20b)

Consequently, the rotor speed of generator i will exponen-
tially converge to the synchronous speed (i.e., limt→∞ ωi(t) =
ωs), and that means the synchronous generator is stabilized due
to the actions of the PFL controller.
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IV. STUDY OF SPECIAL CASES OF FDI ATTACKS

In this section, we consider special cases of FDI attacks. We
build on the results in (16) and (17) to simplify the expressions
for the generator’s rotor speed and angle in order to gain more
direct insights.

A. Attack Targets Rotor Speed Variable

Consider the case of an FDI attack that only targets the rotor
speed variable (θi); thus, fP i(t) = 0. The following is a detailed
study of the impact of some specific attack vectors.

1) μi1 �= 0, Other Terms are Zeros: This is the case of
a constant bias in the rotor speed measurements. In this FDI
attack, the rotor relative speed and angle, respectively, appear
as

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp
(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)

+
αiμi1

Di + αi

(
exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)
− 1

)

δi(t) = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
θi(t0)

(
1 − exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

))

+
αiμi1

Di + αi
Ωs

(
2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
− t

)

×
(

1 − exp
(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

))
. (21)

Then, the steady-state value of the rotor relative speed is shown
as

θ̄i = − αiμi1

Di + αi
. (22)

However, the magnitude of the rotor angle increases with time
because of the αi μi 1

Di +αi
Ωst term.

2) εi1 �= 0, Other Terms are Zeros: The FDI attack in
this scenario provides only an amplification term of εi1, and
thus θ̃i(t) = θi(t) + εi1θi(t). Consequently, this attack affects
the rotor dynamics as

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

)

δi(t) = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi + αiεi1
θi(t0)

− Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi + αiεi1
θi(t0) exp

(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

)
.

(23)

Consider the situation when εi1 > −(Di + αi)/αi , and in this
case Di + αi + αiεi1 > 0. This leads the steady-state values to
be expressed as

θ̄i = 0

δ̄i = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi + αiεi1
θi(t0). (24)

However, if εi1 < −(Di + αi)/αi , then the magnitude of the
rotor speed and angle will increase with time, and so transient
stability is lost.

3) μi1 �= 0, εi1 �= 0, Other Terms are Zeros: In this case,
the FDI attack adds amplification and constant bias terms to
the rotor speed variable. Hence, the rotor speed and angle of
generator i are described as

θi(t) = − αiμi1

Di + αi + αiεi1
+

(
θi(t0) +

αiμi1

Di + αi + αiεi1

)

× exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

)

δi(t) = δi(t0) − αiμi1

Di + αi + αiεi1
Ωst

+
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi + αiεi1

(
θi(t0) +

αiμi1

Di + αi + αiεi1

)

×
(

1 − exp
(
−Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
t

))
. (25)

The steady-state behavior depends on the value of the amplifi-
cation term. Specifically, if εi1 > −(Di + αi)/αi , then

θ̄i = − αiμi1

Di + αi + αiεi1
. (26)

However, the magnitude of the rotor angle increases with time.
On the other hand, both rotor speed and angle diverge when
εi1 < −(Di + αi)/αi .

B. Attack Targets Accelerating Power Variable

Consider the case of an FDI attack that only targets PAi with
a constant bias (μi2 �= 0). This attack leads the rotor dynamics
to be

θi(t) =
(

θi(t0) +
μi2

Di + αi

)
exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)
− μi2

Di + αi

δi(t) = δi(t0) − μi2

Di + αi
Ωst +

Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi

×
(

θi(t0) +
μi2

Di + αi

)(
1 − exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

))
.

(27)

In this case, the steady-state value of the rotor speed is shown
as

θ̄i = − μi2

Di + αi
. (28)

However, the magnitude of the rotor angle keeps increasing with
time.

C. Attack Is Only a Constant Bias

In this scenario, the values of εi and κi(t) are zeros. Thus, the
FDI attack signal appears as

fθi(t) = μi1

fP i(t) = μi2.
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This type of FDI attack changes the rotor speed into

θi(t) = θi(t0) exp
(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)

+
αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi

(
exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

)
− 1

)
. (29)

Here, the first component of θi(t) represents the normal behavior
of the rotor speed when there is no attack [i.e., the term in (18)],
and the second component represents the impact of the FDI
attack on θi . Thus, αi μi 1+μi 2

Di +αi
(exp (− Di +αi

2Hi /ωs
t) − 1) represents

the deviation in rotor speed due to the FDI attack. From (29),
the steady-state value of the rotor relative speed becomes

θ̄i = −αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi
. (30)

Likewise, the rotor angle expression during this type of FDI
attack is expressed as

δi(t) = δi(t0) − αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi
Ωst

+
Ωs2Hi/ωs

(Di + αi)2

(
1 − exp

(
−Di + αi

2Hi/ωs
t

))

× (θi(t0)(Di + αi) + αiμi1 + μi2) . (31)

It is observed here that this FDI attack causes a deviation of
αi μi 1+μi 2

Di +αi
[ Ωs 2Hi /ωs

Di +αi
(1 − exp (− Di +αi

2Hi /ωs
t)) − Ωst] in the rotor

angle. Also, if αiμi1 + μi2 = 0, the steady-state rotor angle in
this case is shown as

δ̄i = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
θi(t0) . (32)

Otherwise, the magnitude of rotor angle increases with time.

D. Attack is an Amplification and a Constant Bias

In this type of FDI attacks, the received measurements at
agent i will appear as

θ̃i(t) = θi(t) + εi1θi(t) + μi1

P̃Ai(t) = PAi(t) + εi2PAi(t) + μi2

which leads to gi(t) = − εi 2
2Hi /ωs

PAi(t) in (13). Thus, the rotor
speed and angle can be expressed as in (16) and (17), respec-
tively, with g(τ) is replaced with − εi 2

2Hi /ωs
PAi(τ). Since the

expression of the accelerating power over time is typically very
complicated and depends on many factors, the deviation in rotor
speed and angle values can be numerically calculated during a
simulation. To investigate the steady-state behavior under this
type of attacks, define

Δθi
= lim

t→∞

∫ t

t0

PAi(τ) exp
(

Di + αi + αiεi1

2Hi/ωs
(τ − t)

)
dτ

Δδi
= Δθi

− lim
t→∞

∫ t

t0

PAi(τ) dτ (33)

to denote a steady-state residue in the rotor speed and angle,
respectively. Consequently, the steady-state value of the rotor

relative speed becomes

θ̄i = − αiμi1 + μi2

Di + αi + αiεi1
− εi2

2Hi/ωs
Δθi

(34)

for the case when εi1 > −(Di + αi)/αi ; otherwise, the rotor
speed diverges over time. In addition, the steady-state value for
the rotor angle can be shown as

δ̄i = δi(t0) +
Ωs2Hi/ωs

Di + αi
θi(t0) +

Ωsεi2

Di + αi + αiεi1
Δδi

(35)

for the case when αiμi1 + μi2 = 0. However, when αiμi1 +
μi2 �= 0, the value of |δi(t)| increases with time.

V. ADAPTIVE PFL CONTROL AGAINST FDI ATTACKS

In this section, we investigate some reactive strategies to re-
duce the impact of FDI attacks on PFL control. We revisit the
findings of Section IV to get insights that help in devising a
reaction mechanism to offset or minimize the steady-state error
in rotor speed.

A. Observations

Let αmax > 0 denotes the maximum possible value of αi .
The following can be observed from the results of Section IV.

1) Time varying FDI components can result in steady-state
residues in (16) and (17).

2) A high value of αi can increase the value of gi in (13) for
a general FDI attack that includes time-varying signals.

3) Increasing the value of αi can decrease the difference
between the initial and final values of the rotor angle as
shown in (20b).

4) A positive amplification value on rotor speed measure-
ments does not affect the steady-state rotor speed values
as shown in (24).

5) If αmax ≥ −μi2/μi1 > 0, then the PFL control design
parameter can be selected as αi = −μi2/μi1 to eliminate
the effect of the FDI attack on rotor speed and angle for
the case when the FDI attack is a constant bias in (30)
and (32). However, such approach does not remove the
steady-state residue in (33) when the FDI attack includes
also an amplification term.

6) Rotor angles divergence is possible if αiμi1 + μi2 �= 0
in (32) and (35); thus, synchronism can possibly be lost.

Consider the steady-state values of θi (i.e., θ̄i) under the
different types of FDI attacks. The value of the PFL design
parameter (αi) can be varied in response to FDI attacks as the
following.

1) Decreasing the value of αi can reduce the magnitude of
θ̄i in (22).

2) A smaller value of αi can enhance the stability margin
in (24) and, thus, the PFL controller can tolerate more
FDI attacks; furthermore, a lower value of αi reduces the
impact of attacks on the rotor angle steady-state value.

3) Reducing αi enhances the stability margin in (26) and
can decrease the magnitude of θ̄i .
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4) The results in (30) show that |θ̄i | → μi2/Di as αi → 0,
and |θ̄i | → μi1 as αi → ∞; thus, αi can be made smaller
if μi2/Di lies in the acceptable range for θi .

5) It is observed in (30) and (32) that:
a) if μi1 = 0, then increasing the value of αi reduces

the impact of FDI attacks;
b) if μi2 = 0, then decreasing αi reduces the impact

of the attack; and
c) if the control agent can precisely estimate the FDI

attack parameters and if −μi2/μi1 > 0, then a
value of αi = −μi2/μi1 > 0 eliminates the impact
of the FDI attack on rotor dynamics.

6) A smaller value of αi reduces the value of
Δθi

in (33); thus, decreasing the impact of
εi2/(2Hi/ωs)Δθi

term in the steady-state value
of θi in (34).

The above results indicate that in some cases the PFL con-
troller can eliminate the impact of the FDI attack. For example,
if αi = −μi2/μi1 is a valid option (i.e., αmax ≥ −μi2/μi1 > 0),
then the PFL controller can eliminate the error in rotor speed
and angle if this ratio is estimated correctly.

B. Adaptive Control Reaction to FDI Attacks

Unless there is a strong bias in the accelerating power com-
ponent, the PFL controller should generally decrease the value
of its design parameter αi in (7) as a result of the FDI attack.
Specifically, decreasing αi enhances the stability margin for the
case of a multiplier FDI component, and it also reduces the
magnitude of the steady-state rotor speed. However, the eigen-
values of the controlled system are directly affected by the value
of αi , and it usually takes longer times to stabilize the system
generators with decreasing values of αi . Hence, there is a trade-
off between stability time and the PFL controller’s ability to
offset the impact of FDI attacks. Consequently, the value of the
design parameter should be selected in a way to balance the ag-
gressiveness of the PFL controller and its resilience to corrupt
measurements.

C. Attack Estimation

In this section, we overview techniques to estimate the
FDI attack parameters; we apply the method of moments
to estimate the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the corrupted
measurements [43]. We focus on the rotor speed variable;
however, similar analysis can be conducted for the accelerating
power. In this context, θi , θ̃i , and θ̂i represent the transmitted,
FDI-corrupted, and received measurements of rotor speed,
respectively. The model in (11) presents the relation between
θi and θ̃i ; further, θ̂i(t) = θ̃i(t) + ni(t), where ni(t) is a
zero-mean Gaussian noise signal that corrupts the received
measurements at time t at agent i’s side.

1) Notation and Assumptions: E[·] denotes the statisti-
cal expectation operator, which can be estimated for a specific
variable by averaging its value over time. E[θi(t)] = 0 can be
assumed from the properties of the rotor speed variable. Fur-
thermore, E[θ2

i (t)], E[θ̂2
i (t)], and E

[
n2

i (t)
]

represent the power
of the transmitted, received, and noise signals, respectively. The

estimated value of E[θ̂2
i (t)] (denoted Ê[θ̂2

i (t)]) is calculated at
the controller side by time-averaging the power of the received
signal. In addition, θi(t) is assumed to be an ergodic signal;
thus, the estimate to E

[
θ2

i (t)
]

(denoted Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]
) can be cal-

culated from the typical properties of the rotor speed signal.
Further, θi(t) and ni(t) are assumed to be independent signals
(i.e., E[θi(t) · ni(t)] = E[θi(t)] · E[ni(t)]), which is valid given
that ni(t) is a noise signal. The following cases are considered.

2) No FDI Attack: Consider the following model of the
received signal

θ̂i(t) = θi(t) + ni(t) . (36)

Thus, E[θ̂i(t)] = E[θi(t)] + E[ni(t)] = 0 from the properties of
the signals, and E[θ̂2

i (t)] = E[θ2
i (t)] + E[n2

i (t)] from the inde-
pendence assumption. The actual SNR value is then expressed
as

SNR =
E

[
θ2

i (t)
]

E
[
n2

i (t)
] . (37)

The noise power is estimated at the controller side from
Ê[θ̂2

i (t)] − Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]
. Hence, the estimated SNR value is cal-

culated from

Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]
/
(

Ê
[
θ̂2

i (t)
]
− Ê

[
θ2

i (t)
])

.

Since Ê[θ̂2
i (t)] is measured by the controller by time-averaging

the received signal power, and because Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]

is assumed to
be known from the typical properties of the rotor speed signal,
then the SNR can be estimated as shown above.

3) Constant-Bias FDI Attack: The received (corrupted)
rotor speed variable appears as θ̂i(t) = θi(t) + ni(t) + μi1,
where μi1 is the constant bias that the adversary injects in
the transmitted signal as in (11). Thus, E[θ̂i(t)] = μi1, and
E[θ̂2

i (t)] = E[θ2
i (t)] + E[n2

i (t)] + μ2
i1. The constant bias is es-

timated in this attack from Ê[θ̂i(t)]. The SNR of the received
signal also appears as

SNR =
E

[
θ2

i (t)
]

E
[
n2

i (t)
]
+ μ2

i1

. (38)

However, Ê[n2
i (t)] + μ2

i1 = Ê[θ̂2
i (t)] − Ê[θ2

i (t)]. Consequently,
the controller can estimate the SNR value from

Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]
/
(

Ê
[
θ̂2

i (t)
]
− Ê

[
θ2

i (t)
])

.

4) Additive FDI Attack: As shown in (11), the received
signal is expressed for this attack as θ̂i(t) = θi(t) + ni(t) +
κi1(t) + μi1. The attack signal is assumed to be indepen-
dent of the transmitted signal θi(t), and that κi1 has zero
mean. The constant-bias term is estimated using the first mo-
ment as E[θ̂i(t)] = μi1; calculating the second moment of the
received signal also yields E[θ̂2

i (t)] = E[θ2
i (t)] + E[n2

i (t)] +
E[κ2

i1(t)] + μ2
i1. This attack leads to an SNR value of

SNR =
E

[
θ2

i (t)
]

E
[
n2

i (t)
]
+ E

[
κ2

i1(t)
]
+ μ2

i1

. (39)
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Fig. 1. Phase portrait when there is no FDI attack. (a) PFL control is
not activated. (b) PFL control is activated.

Noting that Ê[n2
i (t)] + Ê[κ2

i1(t)] + μ2
i1 = Ê[θ̂2

i (t)] − Ê[θ2
i (t)],

the SNR value is estimated as

Ê
[
θ2

i (t)
]
/
(

Ê
[
θ̂2

i (t)
]
− Ê

[
θ2

i (t)
])

.

5) Multiplicative FDI Attack: This is a case where the
FDI attack amplifies the transmitted signal by a gain fac-
tor. From (11), the received signal is θ̂i(t) = θi(t) + ni(t) +
εi1θi(t) = (1 + εi1)θi(t) + ni(t). Thus, E[θ̂i(t)] = 0, and the
SNR value is calculated from

SNR =
(1 + εi1)2E

[
θ2

i (t)
]

E
[
n2

i (t)
] . (40)

To estimate the SNR for this type of attack, we calculate the
second and fourth central moments of θ̂i(t) as

E
[
θ̂2

i (t)
]

= (1 + εi1)2E
[
θ2

i (t)
]
+ E

[
n2

i (t)
]

E
[
θ̂4

i (t)
]

= (1 + εi1)4E
[
θ4

i (t)
]
+ E

[
n4

i (t)
]

+ 6(1 + εi1)2E
[
θ2

i (t)
]
E

[
n2

i (t)
]

(41)

where E[n4
i (t)] = 3(E[n2

i (t)])
2 for Gaussian noise [44]. The

second and fourth moments of θ̂i(t) can be estimated from
the received measurement. Solving for E[n2

i (t)] and (1 + εi1)2

in (41) enables the controller to estimate the SNR value in (40).

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we numerically evaluate the impact of exam-
ple FDI attacks on the transient stability control. The IEEE New
York–New England 68-bus test power system is used for numer-
ical simulations. The test system has 16 synchronous generators
and 68 buses. The parameters of this power system are extracted
from [45], and the simulation environment follows the guide-
lines in [21]. More details about this test system can be found
in [46]. As an illustrative example, consider a three-phase fault
that occurs at Bus 30 at t = 1 s for 5 cycles (i.e., a fault duration
of 83.3 ms), and the fault is cleared after that; thus, the test power
system undergoes a major disturbance enabling transient stabil-
ity studies. To facilitate achieving transient stability, PFL control
is activated in all agents at t = 2 s, and the control design param-
eter αi = 9Di is used for Figs. 2 and 3. Further, the capacity of
each ESS in the cyber-physical agents is limited to 5%PM i ,
which means that max

t≥2
(|ui(t)|) ≤ 5%PM i,∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Fig. 2. Phase portrait for different FDI attacks on rotor speed variable
(PFL control is activated). (a) εi1 = 5, others are zeros. (b) εi1 = −1.5,
others are zeros. (c) μi1 = 0.015, others are zeros. (d) εi1 = 2.5, μi1 =
−0.001, others are zeros.

Fig. 3. Phase portrait for different FDI attacks on accelerating power
variable (PFL control is activated). (a) εi2 = 5, others are zeros. (b) εi2 =
−5, others are zeros. (c) μi2 = 5, others are zeros. (d) εi2 = −1.5, μi2 =
−5, others are zeros.

We consider the phase portrait as a geometrical representation of
the weighted trajectories of the system generators’ rotor speed
and angle.

A. Performance When There are no FDI Attacks

The phase portrait is shown in Fig. 1 for the case when there
is no FDI attack. Fig. 1(a) displays the results when the PFL
control is not activated, while the phase portrait when the PFL
controller is activated is depicted in Fig. 1(b). It is shown that
without distributed control, the power system trajectory keeps
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Fig. 4. Phase portrait showing PFL controller completely eliminating
the impact of FDI attack. (a) No FDI attack: αi = 10. (b) FDI attack:
αi = 10, μi1 = −0.05, μi2 = 0.5.

“swinging” till the system finally settles in (if it is stable); how-
ever, the PFL control speeds up the stabilization process and the
phase portrait converges faster.

B. Impact of FDI Attacks

As a demonstration, we display in Fig. 2 the impact of exam-
ple FDI attacks on the rotor speed variable. The impact of such
attacks on transient stability is shown to depend on the details
of the FDI attack vector. For example, a large positive multiplier
term (εi1 
 1) may not cause a large variation in the power sys-
tem trajectory; however, a negative multiplier, even if relatively
small, can cause noticeable divergence for the transient stability
control. Considering a simple amplification plus constant bias
FDI attack in Fig. 2(d) demonstrates the easiness of tricking the
distributed control on settling the synchronous generator on a
nonzero rotor relative speed. Furthermore, the weighted phase
portrait is shown in Fig. 3 for sample attacks on the accelerat-
ing power variable. As PAi(t) usually decreases with time after
the end of the disturbance, the impact of multiplier terms be-
comes smaller over time. Similarly, an additive FDI term moves
the steady-state value of the rotor speed according to (28) and
shown in Fig. 3(c).

C. Adaptive PFL Control

The PFL controller can be made adaptive to reduce the impact
of the FDI attacks as detailed in Section V. For example, the
value of the design parameter can be set to−μi2/μi1 for constant
bias attacks if this ratio is within the acceptable margin for αi .
Assuming that the PFL controller can accurately estimate such
ratio, utilizing αi = −μi2/μi1 completely eliminates the impact
of this type of FDI attacks as demonstrated in Fig. 4.

Further, following the results of Section V, Figs. 5–7 demon-
strate sample performance results (for the first four generators in
the test power system) for the adaptive PFL control for different
types of FDI attacks. For example, in Fig. 5, the steady-state
rotor value decreases from about 15 to 4.6 mpu when αi is de-
creased from 9Di to 0.01Di for a constant-bias attack on the
rotor speed parameter. Also, Fig. 6 shows the results of adapting
the PFL controller for a bias attack on the accelerating power
variable; it is observed that θ̄ ≈ −2 mpu when αi = 9Di , but
θ̄ ≈ −0.6 mpu when αi = 35Di . Similarly for a more general

Fig. 5. Adaptive PFL control for μi1 = −0.5. (a) αi = 9Di . (b) αi =
0.01Di .

Fig. 6. Adaptive PFL control for μi2 = 1. (a) αi = 9Di . (b) αi = 35Di .

Fig. 7. Adaptive PFL control for μi1 = −0.5, μi2 = −3, εi1 = 5, εi2 = 2.
(a) αi = 9Di . (b) αi = 0.5Di .

FDI attack, reducing the value of αi to 0.5Di improves the
steady-state rotor speed in Fig. 7 from about 15 to 9 mpu.

D. Discussion

The phase portrait can be used to show the impact of cyber
attacks on data integrity. The numerical results in Fig. 1(b)
demonstrate the aggressive stabilization by the PFL controller.
However, it is observed in Figs. 2 and 3 that the details of
the attack vector greatly affect the impact of the FDI attacks.
For example, a positive value of εi1 yields a limited impact on
the synchronous generator transient stability. However, the PFL
controller shows resilience to different combinations of attacks.
In addition, adapting the value of the PFL controller’s design
parameter (αi) can enhance the stability of the power system
during the FDI attack.

VII. CONCLUSION

We aim in this paper to investigate the impact of FDI at-
tacks on storage-based transient stability control schemes. We
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consider a general formulation for an FDI attack on PFL con-
trol, and we derive closed-form expressions for the values of
rotor speed and angle as a result of this cyber attack. Then, we
investigate reactive mechanisms to enhance the performance of
the PFL controller during FDI attacks. We numerically evalu-
ate the impact of example FDI attacks using the IEEE 68-bus
test power system and we draw observations on the impact and
limitations of such attacks.

It is observed from the numerical results that the PFL control
scheme handles various FDI attacks reasonably well. Further,
adapting the PFL design parameter can enhance the performance
of the controller during these cyber attacks. Future directions of
this paper include investigating detailed detection strategies of
FDI attacks on storage-based transient stability control.
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[43] A. Stéphenne, F. Bellili, and S. Affes, “Moment-based SNR estimation
over linearly-modulated wireless SIMO channels,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 714–722, Feb. 2010.

[44] A. Papoulis and S. U. Pillai, Probability, Random Variables and Stochastic
Processes. New York, NY, USA: Tata McGraw-Hill Education, 2002.

[45] B. Pal and B. Chaudhuri, Robust Control in Power Systems (Power elec-
tronics and power systems series). New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2006.

[46] A. Singh and B. Pal, “IEEE PES task force on benchmark systems for
stability controls report on the 68-Bus, 16-Machine, 5-Area system,” IEEE
Power and Energy Society, Tech. Rep., Dec. 2013. [Online]. Available:
http://eioc.pnnl.gov/benchmark/ieeess/NETS68/New_England_New_
York_68_Bus_System_study_report.pdf

Abdallah Farraj (S’11–M’12) received the B.Sc.
and M.Sc. degrees in electrical engineering
from the University of Jordan, Amman, Jordan,
and the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering
from Texas A&M University, College Station, TX,
USA.

His research interests include modeling and
analysis of cyber-physical systems, cyber secu-
rity and resilience of smart grids, cognitive com-
munications, and downhole telemetry systems.

Eman Hammad (S’14) received the B.Sc. de-
gree from the University of Jordan, Amman, Jor-
dan, and the M.Sc. degree from Texas A&M
University, College Station, TX, USA, both in
electrical engineering. She is currently work-
ing toward the Ph.D. degree in the Department
of Electrical Engineering, University of Toronto,
Toronto, ON, Canada.

Her current research interests include cyber-
physical systems with particular interest in
cyber-security, resilient control, and cooperative

game theory in the context of smart grids. She currently serves as the
IEEE Toronto Communication Society Chapter Chair.

Deepa Kundur (S’91–M’99–SM’03–F’15) is a
native of Toronto, Canada. She received the
B.A.Sc., M.A.Sc., and Ph.D. degrees all in elec-
trical and computer engineering from the Univer-
sity of Toronto, Toronto, ON, Canada, in 1993,
1995, and 1999, respectively.

She currently serves as the Chair of the Di-
vision of Engineering Science and as a Profes-
sor and the Director of the Centre for Power &
Information in The Edward S. Rogers Sr. De-
partment of Electrical & Computer Engineering,

the University of Toronto. From January 2003 to December 2012, she
was a faculty member in electrical & computer engineering at Texas
A&M University, College Station, TX, USA, and from September 1999
to December 2002, she was a faculty member in electrical & computer
engineering at the University of Toronto. She is an author of more than
150 journal and conference papers. She is also a recognized authority
on cyber security issues and has appeared as an expert in popular tele-
vision, radio, and print media. She has participated on several editorial
and conference executive boards, and currently serves on the Advisory
Board of the IEEE Spectrum. Her research interests include interface of
cyber security, signal processing, and complex dynamical networks.

Dr. Kundur’s research has received best paper recognitions at nu-
merous venues including the 2015 IEEE Smart Grid Communications
Conference, the 2015 IEEE Electrical Power and Energy Conference,
the 2012 IEEE Canadian Conference on Electrical & Computer Engi-
neering, the 2011 Cyber Security and Information Intelligence Research
Workshop, and the 2008 IEEE INFOCOM Workshop on Mission Criti-
cal Networks. She has also received the teaching awards at both the
University of Toronto and Texas A&M University. She is a Fellow of the
Canadian Academy of Engineering.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


