ISSN(Print): 2287-5891

0
T
T

fof

N

A Z2HAS QIS QBBE ASHE 2Y 103

http://dx.doi.org/10.3745/KTCCS.2012.1.2.103

Risk Management interaction model for Process of
Information Security Governance

You-jin Song’

ABSTRACT

Recently, IT Governance has been applied to business management environment. In this paper, we study business model that can

minimize information security risk using IT governance in cloud computing environment. Especially, we propose the interaction model that

link risk management for subject of information security governance. In our model, synergy means the effective, strategic and secure

business support. And interaction analysis of BMIS’s 4 elements and 6 dynamic interconnections is required. Therefore we propose
interaction model which can link risk management based on COSO ERM or COBIT Risk IT Framework.
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Fig. 5. Synergy of BMIS and COBIT[12]
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