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Abstract

The Korea standard model is not fitted to general company in many faces because it is
made for the public institution.

This report suggests the risk analysis Simulation model of Security Management based
on korea standard model, to apply and operate for general companies possibly.

This model tries to show many standards, come subjectively in the character of the
risk analysis, objectively and generally, and tries to give you the possible countermove,
which can be operated and actual, for the countermove analysis and presentation.
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Fig. 3-1 Risk Analysis Simulation Model
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