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With the rapid development of society, people pay more and more attention to knowledge and skills. So every year a large number
of people take Security-Operations-Engineer tests to prove their abilities. But even the best people fail sometimes. In addition to the
lack of effort, may also not make the right choice. A good choice can make one work twice the result with half the effort, and our
Security-Operations- Engineer study materials will be your right choice. Since inception, our company has been working on the
preparation of Security-Operations- Engineer learning guide, and now has successfully helped tens of thousands of candidates around
the world to pass the exam. As a member of the group who are about to take the Security-Operations- Engineer exam, are you
worried about the difficulties in preparing for the exam? Maybe this problem can be solved today, if you are willing to spend a few
minutes to try our Security-Operations- Engineer actual exam.

Ifyou prefer to prepare for your Security-Operations-Engineer exam on paper, we will be your best choice. Security-Operations-
Engmneer PDF version is printable, and you can print them into hard one and take some notes on them if you like, and you can study
them anytime and anyplace. In addition, Security-Operations- Engineer Pdf Version have free demo for you to have a try, so that you
can have deeper understanding of what you are going to buy. Security-Operations-Engineer exam dumps are edited by skilled
experts, and therefore the quality can be guaranteed. And you can use them at ease.

>> Security-Operations-Engineer Exam Reviews <<

100% Pass-Rate Security-Operations-Engineer Exam Reviews & Leading
Provider in Qualification Exams & Marvelous Security-Operations-Engineer
Latest Braindumps Free

Our Security-Operations- Engineer exam questions have a 99% pass rate. What does this mean? As long as you purchase our
Security-Operations- Engineer exam simulating and you are able to persist in your studies, you can basically pass the exam. This
passing rate is not what we say out of thin air. This is the value we obtained from analyzing all the users' exam resullts. It can be said
that choosing Security-Operations-Engineer study engine is your first step to pass the exam. Don't hesitate, just buy our Security-
Operations- Engineer practice engine and you will succeed easily!

Google Cloud Certified - Professional Security Operations Engineer (PSOE)
Exam Sample Questions (Q20-Q25):

NEW QUESTION # 20
Your organization recently adopted Google Security Operations (SecOps), and has configured ingestion, parsing and rules for their
log sources. The security operations teamis currently triaging alerts one at a time using several external product dashboards with
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alerts and enrichment data. You want to use the case management functionality in Google SecOps to reduce the amount of pivoting
between products your SOC analysts are required to do. You want to minimize development effort. What should you do first?

A. Build a playbook for each of the noisiest alert sources to gather additional context on the case from the source product.

B. Build a low-priority, catch-all playbook for enrichment of entities in a case using threat intelligence sources.

C. Build a job to periodically iterate over recent cases, determine relevant context, and enrich alerts.

D. Build a playbook for each detection rule to enrich and remediate alerts relative to the particular threat each rule is designed
to detect.

Answer: B

Explanation:

The most efficient first step is to build a low-priority, catch-all playbook for enrichment of entities in a case using threat intelligence
sources. This allows all cases to be automatically enriched with relevant context in Google SecOps, minimizing the need for analysts
to pivot between external dashboards and reducing manual effort, without requiring extensive custom development per rule or
source.

NEW QUESTION # 21

A Google Security Operations (SecOps) detection rule is generating frequent false positive alerts. The rule was designed to detect
suspicious Cloud Storage enumeration by triggering an alert whenever the storage.

objects.list API operation is called using the api.operation UDM field. However, a legitimate backup automation tool that uses the
same API, causing the rule to fire unnecessarily. You need to reduce these false positives from this trusted backup tool while still
detecting potentially malicious usage. How should you modify the rule to improve its accuracy?

A. Adjust the rule severity to low to deprioritize alerts from automation tools.
B. Add principal.user.email = "backup-bot@fcobaa.com' to the rule condition to exclude the automation account.
C. Convert the rule into a multi-event rule that looks for repeated API calls across multiple buckets.

D. Replace api.operation with api.service name = "storage.googleapis.com' to narrow the detection scope.

Answer: B

Explanation:

Comprehensive and Detailed Explanation

The correct solution is Option D. The problemiis that a known, trusted principal (the backup tool's service account) is performing a
legitimate action (storage.objects.list) that happens to look like the suspicious behavior the rule is designed to catch.

The most precise and effective way to reduce these false positives without weakening the rule's ability to catch malicious actors is to
create an exception for the trusted principal.

By adding principal.user.email = "backup-bot@fcobaa.com' (or the equivalent principal.user.userid) to the events or condition
section of the YARA-L rule, the rule will now only evaluate events where the actor is not the known-good backup bot.

* Option A is incorrect because it just lowers the priority of the false positive; it doesn't stop it from being generated.

* Option B is incorrect because the legitimate tool might also perform repeated calls, leading to the same false positive.

* Option C is incorrect because api.service name = "storage.googleapis.com' is less specific than api.

operation = "storage.objects.list" and would likely increase the number of false positives by triggering on any storage API call.
Exact Extract from Google Security Operations Documents:

Reduce false positives: When a detection rule generates false positives due to known-benign activity (e.g., from an administrative
script or automation tool), the best practice is to add a not condition to the rule to exclude the trusted entity.8 You can filter on
UDM fields to create exceptions. For example, to prevent a rule from firing on activity froma specific service account, you can add
a condition to the events section such as:

and $e.principal user.userid != "trusted-service-account@project.iam gserviceaccount.com'” This technique, often called "allow-
listing" or "suppression," improves the rule's accuracy by focusing only on unknown or untrusted principals.

References:

Google Cloud Documentation: Google Security Operations > Documentation > Detections > Overview of the YARA-L 2.0
language > Add not conditions to prevent false positives

NEW QUESTION # 22

You are implementing Google Security Operations (SecOps) for your organization. Your organization has their own threat
ntelligence feed that has been ingested to Google SecOps by using a native integration with a Malware Information Sharing Platform
(MISP). You are working on the following detection rule to leverage the command and control (C2) indicators that were ingested
mto the entity graph.



Sdns.network.dns.questions.name =Sjn%}query
$icc.graph.metadata.product_name = "MISP"
<< Add code>>
$ioc.graph.metagafd the€at.summary = "C2 domains"
$ioc.graph.entity.hostname = $dns_query
match

$dns guery over 5m

What cbde should you add in the detection rule to filter for the domain IOCS?

e A. Sioc.graph.metadata.entity type = "DOMAIN_ NAME"
$ioc.graph.metadata.source type = MDERIVED CONTEXT"

¢ B. $ioc.graph.metadata.entity type =, DOMAIN_NAME*'
S$ioc.graph.metadata.source type = "source type unspecified"

e C. Sioc.graph.metadata.entity type = MDOMAIN NAME"
$ioc.graph.metadata.scurce _type = "ElfelTYj
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