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The Important Factors in Security for Introducing the Cloud Services
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ABSTRACT

The cloud service has become the significant factor fo save the IT operation cost and to improve the productivities in companies.
It was infroduced to Korea for enterprise services of major companies in 2008. As the increase of recognition for its effect, more small
businesses and public institutions plan to infroduce the cloud computing services. The cloud computing researches have only focused
on the security threats and response fechnologies to them. Therefore, this research analyzed the importances of responses fo security
threats in specific domains. The domains were divided info managerial, physical, and technical security. The specific factors in three
domains were used for the analysis in this research as well. The ordered logit model was used for the analysis and the analysis results
showed that physical security and managerial security are considered o be significantly important in the cloud computing security.
The results also presented that the security policy, the control and surveillance to service infrastructure, and application security are
highly important in the respect of specific factors. This research will contribute to enterprises or institutions in Korea, which want to
infroduce the cloud computing services, by aiding the establishment of effective security strategies.
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(Table 1) Correlations of Independent Variables
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