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Abstract The purpose of information system audit is to proactively identify and efficiently manage all
risk factors that may arise during the process of constructing an information system, in order to assist
in achieving the objectives of information system development. However, there is currently significant
dissatisfaction with the quality and effectiveness of the auditing process, leading to ongoing research
aimed at finding effective solutions. In this paper, we propose a multi—level evaluation model to enhance
mutual understanding between auditors and evaluators and present a model that undergoes a maturity
process, improving its levels and stages. We introduce a maturity—based evaluation model platform,
enabling efficient communication between auditors and evaluators, allowing for real—time feedback, and
supplementing it through continuous search. By presenting this multi—level model aimed at maturing the
entire system, we aim to efficiently manage the system development process.
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Fig. 3. Overall System Class Diagram
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