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Table 1: High Priority Classifications - Priority 1

Table 3: Low Priority Classifications - Priority 3

Classtype Description
icmp-event Generic ICMP event
misc-activity Misc activity

network-scan Detection of a Network Scan

Classtype Description

attempted-admin Attempted Administrator Privilege Gain

attempted-user Attempted User Privilege Gain

shellcode-detect Executable code was detected

successful-admin Successful Administrator Privilege Gain

Table 2: Medium Priority Classifications - Priority 2
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| signature Priority
scan null 1
scan nmap tcp 3
scan xmas 5
scan nmap fingerprint attempt | 9

EH 32AE:A(143.248.139.193)

T4 Z2E B(143.248.139.181),C(143,248,139.166)

T3 Z2E BE A ) scan null & scan xmas 574
£ AESI F4 EAE C = A9 scan nmap tep 3
scan nmap finger print attemp S A| =38} T},

Alert request / Total request
143.248.139.181->143.248.139.193 (639/772) :8
143.248.139.166->143..248.139.193(498/931) : 5

scan priority
143.248.139.181->143.248.139.193 (637/637) : 10
143.248.139.166->143..248.139.193(495/637) :7

priority of signature
143.248.139.181->143.248.139.193 : 3
143.248.139.166->143..248.139.193 :6
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