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Abstract

As a result of the compulsory of information system audit and a rise in audit demand, the
quality improvement of information system audit is being emphasized. However, since the current
information system audit heavily depends on the auditor's experience, skill, and subjective
judgments, it incurs distrust in the objectivity and reliability of audit results from audit interest
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person. Furthermore,

so far research activites aimed at securing the objectivity and reliability of

audits have not been adequately carried out. Therefore, this paper presents a quantitative method

for information system audit evaluation in order to contribute to the quality improvement of overall

information system audit through securing

compliance, objectivity,

and reliability of information

system audit. The quantitative method is largely composed of two sectors, such as evaluation areas

and items, scores calculation for evaluation items,

audit standard to information system audit evaluation.

» Keyword :Information System Audit, Audit
Evaluation
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and can generally apply the information system

Evaluation, Quantitative Method, Quantitative
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AEHFOD * $8=(123) * 100 (4 1)
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