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A Study on Feasibility and Establishment of a Security Grade
Certification Scheme for the New IT Services
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Abstract

In this study we analyzed and gauged the information security needs for the new IT service which will be proceeding.
Then we designed Information Security Rank Authentication System to raise the level of information security. To achieve
this study, we analyzed rank authentication system of the inside and outside of the country and developed the practical
propulsive system and the evaluation model which reflects IT service’s own feature differing from the general evaluation
of IS information security. The result of this study can be utilized to assess the level of domestic IT service information
security objectively, and it can be applied as the means of rational decisionmaking for establishing a policy to raise degree
of information security of corporations providing IT service.

Keyword: Security Grade Certification. New IT Service, Security Evaluation Model
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