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[Abstract]

As financial institutions increasingly adopt hybrid and multi-cloud environments, the complexity of
security architecture design has risen due to unclear boundaries and multi-layered data flows. Existing
approaches rely heavily on expert experience and manual processes, causing inconsistencies and limited
reproducibility. This study proposes a structured and quantitative methodology for deriving security
requirements and mapping them to architecture design based on a unified Security Technology
Reference Model (STRM) integrating standards such as ITU-T X.805 and X.1601. The model introduces
a formalized Security Requirement Code (SEC) data model, a matrix-based mapping structure (Protection
Object x Security Function), and a quantitative coverage metric for evaluating completeness. This

proposed model improves coverage, reduces omission, and enhances design consistency.
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[2 ©<f]
w573 stolHgE B HYEHE o R Hdle] 7p&stel| whel Hb Q] A <]

WA doly 559 TSR Qs Hel o8 AAle] el Frkstal Stk 71E
HOMA WAe A7t B Al &t Aol Akl 8FANY e, 44 B
ARG A o TAZE Bk vk & 7= ITU-T X.8059F X.16013% 2 FARTFS &
%3k STRM(Security Technology Reference Model)S 7]HFO. 2 HOLQ A1 wZ3) o}7|81x A7
£ Tgete AHY UHES Aoksit)h A9 249l SEC(Security Requirement Code) 7]4WHe] Q.-
A AEs), Rooida Bl i MiEY A Fx, agar 8 AN A8 HE ks ¢
o AR ARE xgeth 5§ = 3 Ak B4 AR, ARE Ee e A8
9 g, e ghA, A A3 e 71odske Ao wE UEsTh

» FA[0f: HOF O [HIY, 22fRE ARG, & YEES, HoV|s »2EY, A &=

« First Author: Gyeongsu Kim, Corresponding Author: Hanjin Lee

*Gyeongsu Kim (weloving@naver.com), Department of Digital Management, Korea University

*Hyunsu Yoo (n3oism@gmail.com), Department of Digital Management, Korea University

*x*Hanjin Lee (cus@handong.edu), School of Creative Convergence Education, Handong Global University
* Received: 2026. 04. 13, Revised: 2026. 05. 13, Accepted: 2026. 06. 17.

Copyright © 2026 The Korea Society of Computer and Information
http://www ksci.re.kr pISSN:1598-849X | eISSN:2383-9945



108 Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information

I. Introduction

URE Agho] 7h&gto] mef g571He] IT $42 7]
& 220]A(On-premise) 4 XA stojH2|=
(Hybrid) ¥ HE]Z2-2=(Multi-Cloud) 7|§HO0.2 #2A]
=L Q. ol2iqt g Wahe AH|A SN &Y
5885 T sAloll, Bl HAlol s /du}
Hlole 259] tAISSER Qlsl] 7]& HoHA WA of
AE B 2 Sl Qlot [1-5]. §9] 3871
< AEsdsd, VIUREYeR, ABAEW,
ISMS-P, 1SO/IEC 270013} 722 o} JAIS Ao
Fpoliof otH, 2| g62oF 22HF-E ol 7ol A
& S o] FuA, 2y FeReE HoklS
2 Hod A4 7toleet 22 AR AR A sfof
gt} [6-10]. o] wizol BOMEAI: St 7le g
Jol Al &t AlAEE A dAle AR ARERl.

rok

2y AR oM EERAARY =&at of7[HA
AAPE ofds] Awrte] Fedat A SUo2 o8
+ 37T ®en, o|z Qlsl| QFARY w2, 55, siA
HAPL RS540 2 wAlsha itk [11-15]. ol2fqt EAll=
HoraAS] d/dat M= Al & ohd2h, A tie
oM e BEEARQI A aut HE RS it

71E AFEE A A, BoF medYE, e
HoVles iAo r s 430l o, Hote~AL
& =304 op|EA AAPIA SRHoe AZsts 7
zolgl upgEe Aoz wasit [1617). o
ITU-T X.1601%F X.805, T2]11 Zero Trust
ArchitectureQ} Z-2 fj3A Axrgdo HollxE A
sho o S-8akAle 28 A APAE AuReR
Fasfstol A op|EA A Qs MR A
A M-SR+ et [16-18].

Q] T JRofA L ObXEH 22kt Hot opy|E
A, X.805 7]9F m Y3
PCI DSSOF 22 ZEafoled 4 RIAY, Zero Trust 7]

L, ol A+ AL
A A} QhollH FYH o2 FaeixlE Raloick [19-25]
oo ¥ Hil= ITU-T X.8059} X.16018 £3st STRM
(Security Technology Reference Model)S 7]¥to g
HotQARES A gelstal, Baot/dat ¥otrls 1 ulig

FEE Sl QAR o7 [EA| o] BAIE AAIK L
2 ot A RS Akt

II. Theoretical Background and Related
Works

7IE dte BUeTAIY B R o |EA @A BA
oA A % 2F 7INF B, 2o ZAH 3 718k A,

| ) Ly
T2n 29T ueble B4 A20B 7Y 4 9k

2yl A2 AL oMY
olg A, 121 F2ALC Ay
e A7dld Sl A 4 FUME 2
A, AR A8 AAoke] A e ATl 397t B

ot [1,11-14].
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Hol mefole] 3 7]¥F AL ITU-T X.1601x} X.805,
2]1 Zero Trust ArchitectureQ} Zto] WO LA E A
e oA E2 Aleeitte Aol o 1
& UEHZ 34 20 e 7HKle
A ZeHE Yrgo] B&s5t, X 16012 2% 2+
of AefstA|gt 2mefujAacte] A A W2 A
xo2 MghEolct [16-18,20]. A= Qe See
© ZEY 832 93 8ot oA Ao X805 71t
s meoeld £F At aeglon, 44 &
RS AYRoR asttel A W2 dshs

S
&
rr
2}

2 PCIDSS &4, AWS HQt o}7]Elx J14d, REST 718t
uot mYa, J2n FLS FPHY Zero

2 Ao selsiSol 9 U 7
AoIA ARl BA] Wore AJAlat [15.21-23). it
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el lou, aPARE AA 7t HYA 94 7AT
AAlekE A7 ois] Alatslolct [24-26].

olziet T2 %%‘6}3 ot AR} o]

3 WE 9 7A dolel A B

2 AA A1, 22 E‘L%Kﬂ A-E geloll gt FEA

Uo}7} CSA Cloud Controls Matrix(CCM), NIST SP
800-53, NIST Cybersecurity Framework (CSF),
ISO/IEC 27002, CIS Controls, SABSA % TOGAF
Security Architecture?t 22 tfEAQl HOF mee]
e A = A B Bot o [EA dAlE Alseitt
L xpxlo] ojct}.

SRS ols At Al R7ARS BYet
dole] 4RI PSS, o2 2ot o|elA] Aot A
WO Adsh] et RS AR AgetAl g

v ¥ APt STRME Jl¥loR Bola TS
SEC(Security Requirement Code) ZH= 7J3fa}ol,
BETPII BeP)S 2 UPES §9) RTARRE uot
Al R oF[EIA AR AV Rt F
A 71E medH 2t AME S 7Y &, Coverage 7]
U A 87t Soll HoteAly A8 s 24T 4
U= FoflM e 7]E A Al AREehe).

ol A-foME ol2igt SIS Esty] flsii STRM
71919 PR HotQ Al RHli} of7[HlA ufy A}

S ARttt

Table 1. Comparison of Security Architecture Approaches

Catedo ITU-T ITU-T Zero Trust | Proposed
99 1 x805 | X.1601 |Architecture| STRM
Access
. OnPremises Clouq Control.and Integra!ted
Primary Scope Computing | Identity- Hybrid
Infrastructure . . .
Environment | Centric | Environment
Security
Requirement Not Not Not Provided
Formalization | Provided | Provided | Provided
Quantitative Not Not Not Supported
Assessment | Supported | Supported | Supported PP
Requirement-
to-Architecture | Limited Limited Limited | Supported
Traceability

@A &5t CSA CCM, NIST SP 800-533t 7+ 2]
AU dEstglo, & 49 =Ao] HobEAl AlA

o

30] ohd AT} ol |EA 2t YA oj B A
Qo] Yoo B ke wot op|ElA oA A

Aol WMol =2 X805 X.1601 @ Zero Trust
Architectures £A10 2 AT

Q70 Z1E A2 2 Boa AR SEC Bz
Agetsla, STRM 7|3t UlE<Ag B8] @Al of
TR 7t wAS AeRoR Aojgomn A Y

Yah @S st g BLR

III. STRM-based Quantitative Security
Requirements Model

AQtsle Aol ITU-T X.8059F X.16012] L&A
T 7.;3%5}04 STRMS AUstuAl st} X.805%
End-to-End H QRN AZa Bob| s AFdE Al

g, X.1601 —;—a}g: sh730] Aolvcy} JAKS}
Uttt} STRME & B&E2 &9sto] Ui ol

2teb 22keErt A 2}740111 Qud HMIAIS

hsebl st RE 122 AT
3
Securily
layers
2 % w
EEE5E» fp—
T
Eggn‘-igi o
<%z 3
g g
R i
3 :
Sru;;mr:q} B Security Dimendions

Fig. 1.

ITU-T X.805 Security Architecture

321 (Figure 1) ITU-T X.805004] &Jo]st Hot of7]
HAS YR, 2ot AS(Security Layer), HQF AR
(Security Dimension) % E47F EAl WA
(End-to-End Communication)2 7|§to.2 HOFQ LA}
o R,

o

ol
fujo
r°l‘
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ITU-T 5G17 (ent'd)
Security Recommendations
* Cloud computing security:
®  Seqarity framework for cloud computing (Rec. ITU-T X 16015

ety and Hreas management AR,
e oy o gt

| Pl seeweny

interisce pecarity Triat model

Serwhon seCuriny
rres] ke dadl

Rase, ITLI-T X.3601 - Secusity framirmork for dloud computing ’;’#

Fig. 2. ITU-T X.1601 Cloud Security Architecture

th2o] J3d2(Figure 2)= ITU-T X.1601004 &gt 2
2HPE HoF o[RS HER D], 22he-E Afu|A meln

ALY PEZ VO Bk RIARS oY,

Table 2. Comparison Between ITU-T X.805 and X.1601

Category ITU-T X.805 ITU-T X.1601
Telecommunication
Primary Networks and Cloud Services
Scope On-Premises (laaS / PaaS / SaaS)
Systems
. . Laye.r— and Service Model and
Architectural | Dimension-Based . R .
. . Virtualization-Oriented
Perspective Security

Architecture Security Architecture

Explicit Shared

Clear End-to-End Responsibility Model,

Security Structuring

Strengths . Virtualization Security,
and Explicit Layer .
. and Data Sovereignty
Interdependencies . .
Considerations
Limited Insufficient Integration
Consideration of with On-Premises
Limitations | Cloud-Native and Infrastructure and

Traditional Network
Security
Provides Cloud-Specific
Security Controls —
Combined Use Enables

Virtualized
Environments

Provides
Fundamental

Complemen- Security Principles

tarity for Traditional Comprehenswe.
Coverage of Hybrid
Infrastructure .
Environments
STRMO] 34l 7fd2 HA| HMAAS ‘Bao)d

(Protection Object) 1t ‘HOFHEA|(Security Function) @]
WA= FRsfshs Zlolot. WA ot HlolE =50
w2} 427 (Endpoint), YEY 3 (Network), AH(Server),
ofj=2]Alo|M(Application), DBMS, 22+ &(Cloud)2
o o508 HOMEAl= AZEAl(Access Control),
Al 9l o1Z([dentification and Authentication), Hsh4z]

(Authorization Management), 7]%4J(Confidentiality),

7§91 B ¥ S (Privacy Protection), £2(Integrity), 7H&-
(Availability), 27 ¥ 7Z*AHLogging and Audit Trail),
HOM-H(Security Operations and Management)2 Xt
shEltH(Figure 3).

Security Architecture Components
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Fig. 3. STRM Components and Structure

J&4(Figure 4)= A|Qtsh= STRMO] a#Al RS U}
E} . STRME ITU-T X.805¢} ITU-T X.16019] Hot
7158 E3k5t, o]2 HstjAkProtection Object)dt &
Aot ®ESH}. B3F A2 Endpoint, Network,
Server, Application, DBMS, Cloud2 +dEH, o]&
S0l Hote T AR} =&3} o7 |ElA A 7te] 2A TS
st IAS T & o). E3F STRMZ 2 ALof|A] A
QFsh= SEC 7|4t Bote Al wHllsdal oA ujg &
AR 7I9F A= F8E)

L
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Security Technology Reference Model
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Security = =y - I E — 1 = i

S e ¥ .
Dhmrmainm, Canfdentiality and Privacy Protection
(Secunty | < & =]
Fabrictiorad Entegrity
= . I —§ |

Acvailabubiry

Logeing and Ausdit Trail

1
Seurity Operations and Manasgement
T T T --]

Fig. 4. STRM Matrix Structure (Protection Object X
Security Function)
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= Jx2E= ITU-T X.8059F X.16018 E3sto] BT
N BObls 2t BfEA T2 Belgt eiqAte] Aot
Dot} of STRMS] a4 24 PE2A Hoka 74}
b B2 Coverage 7|8t A2F =71 9 Wot o}7]Elx] of
ol 7|z02 AL At AT AARL 2
RS Sesly] 95t A pd oahs Lapst

~

o OE o%

O.

E2 A Fej2 CfSAIZORA, 7 Qln
Solo} & BAIR TS YA VR
SRl 25 ojug FxmoR

IV. Security Requirements Derivation
and Architecture Design Procedure

B A7 J1E BeMAL ARt AR 8FE 24
o lEdozA Wik &4&% w33 % 18

1. Derivation of Security Requirements Based
on Regulations and Standards

HOQ AR =& AN AREe =17, 7H°1
AEHSH AL™-HH ISMS-P, ISO/IEC 27001 & &
$1 20 A 2 IABES B4 o dsiant

2 A SAE 23 U92 Bl 3, MoK BES
N1eH AP
k. o] oA 5 o
A 2% M) Mg THse 4502 FRItHCL.

&Y 2ot AR SEC(Security Require ment
Code) Eé% 7leto 2 Asisie|e, 7k Q JASo=

§ AEAE Holsto] dole] /| B 27} 71seteg )

o
pSS

Table 3. Structure of Security Requirement Defini
tion(SEC Data Model)

No. Field
@ SEC Code

Description

Unique identifier assigned to each
security requirement (e.g, SEC-030).
. Concise title summarizing the core
Requirement | . . .

Name intent of the.securlty regl.,urement
(e.g., Encryption of Sensitive Data).
Refined requirement statement derived
from legal, regulatory, and international
standard provisions, translated into
technical and implementable terms.
Security control category based on STRM
Security Functions, indicating the
relevant security service domain
(e.g., Access Control, Authentication,
Confidentiality).
Infrastructure classification based on
STRM Protection Objects, identifying the
infrastructure layers where the

® Requirement
Definition

Classification
Criterion

® Applicable

Target . .
9 requirement must be applied
(e.g., Endpoint, Server, Cloud).
Related . . .
Regulations Applicable laws, supervisory regulations,
® and and standard clause identifiers
supporting the requirement.
References PP 9 q
Types of evidence used to verify
@ Verification |implementation, such as logs,
Evidence configuration values, inspection reports,
or audit records.
Imolementation Priority level of the requirement (High
peman / Medium /Low) or indication of
Priority .
mandatory compliance status.
Remarks / Maf\a.gement metadata including
revision date, related systems,
® Change .
. responsible personnel, and change
History .
history.
* 3(Table 3= B FARNS APt HloE] 7R
2 Aolgt 252 Yehol, R7ARIe] S84 AALE

4e = sm g3t 71e MBI

2. Classification and Structuring of Security
Requirements Based on STRM

ety Bera AR STRMO] 314 24840 1
SUH(PO)T HOP|E(SF)E 7I&er +R/ 0. WA
H 3§42 Endpoint, Network, Server, Application,
DBMS, Cloud& —-2E0, ¥obV|52 HIEAIRE B
O gnR] Aol=ICt

ZF SEC ZE+& sl o]4f9] Hati & Hob]
BEH, o5 &5l Heta AR A& ‘ﬂcHQ} A
zx02 Yo 4 9k

L
o

:1:1

rulo
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Table 4. SEC Code Application by Protection Object

ety | G | e ne v arlfe] BB | e [
Require | mon . Server| . Detailed
point| ork ation | MS | ud

ment SEC ©) (N) (S) A |0 W SEC
Name |Code Codes
Encryption

of SEC- SEC-030
Sensitive| 030 d ¢ o o (C/A/DN)
Data

Access
Endpoint | SEC- SEC-012
Restric | 012 [ J [ J [ J ® O O (C/N/S/
tion A/D/V)

@ : Applicable to the corresponding Protection Object,
Blank : Not applicable

(Table 4)= HOotQAlglo] HorjalHa ojE7
:’é g MEL=AlS e, 2 7AKRe] A8 HY S
TAEROoZ ATt & QI = Shrt

3. Quantification and Mapping Procedure of
Security Requirements

STRM 718t g ©AoA =
w2 werpy wobls 7t w2
R 7o oy 2 B,

1 O]—_Q_q.}\]»_o‘}J 7(4_9. o:]

Aojsiet. o WAl

M(PO, SF) € {01}
o7|A 12 s HOMEAPL ALY ojujsiy, 0
R QER| 4SS olujgitt. o] 2 s} wora LA U
EZA JEi2 B, ZF Q Ao A8 HOE Xk

Moz A 4 9.

ol

A
&Y

r{m
i

Uo7} wete Al g ek chea 2] ejsict

Coverage = (X &E HOFEA] &
/ A&o] HQsF FA] HOFEA] )

o] 252 3 a7
4 glon], AAl) Apdg FRRoR W 4 ok

t}S-2 STRM 7|8t o5} BarhAt 7 o L&
s L%EHBE%.

Table 5. STRM Matrix: Mapping Between Security
Functions and Protection Objects

Protection
Object — Endpoint|Network| Server APl pgms | cloud
/ Security cation
Function |
Access ° PY ° ) (] o
Control

Identification
and
Authentication

(]
O
(]
(]
(]
(

Authorization
Management

Confidentiality

Privacy
Protection

Integrity

Availability

Logging and
Audit Trail

® OO @ @ O
® 6O O o o
o 60 o o o
o 060 o o o
o 060 o o o
o 60 o o o

Security
Operations
and

O
O
O
O
O
(

Management

Legend:
@ : Applicable, O : Not applicable

£ jEA(Table b)= BV|5at Harjy 7+ A&
WAE FARe= Eéia}nq HotQ JAlE e wojs

S
[ =
2Aa] glat 7152
4. Mapping to Security Architecture Design
ol Aeteiel moteaAate chga 7o wet g
ol olafl oA Al a4 AZEC,

Security Control = {(SEC, PO, SF)

o|2 &3] 7} HOotQ Al
TEE HAEAR HeEY, 44

el A
o] 7hsolidlct E5] FetE oA AdRE ndl
S 2§t} CSP9} AFRA} Gldde 15y, 7F o]
S

e BIIEAIZ Agdc

£l
jg
|.|-|
=g
L L
).4
E
-
e
9, _L

uolgAE FAED 4 gtk o
Melo] ofy LxA anJ WRog
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Table 6. Mapping of Security Controls with STRM

Security
Functlop/ Er.1d Network | Server Am.)“_ DBMS | Cloud
Protection | point cation
Object
Web
Access MDM, VPN, PAM, ADPHC Database IAM:
Control EDR NAC, | Active | ation |Access|Security
Firewall | Directory| Server |Control|Groups
ACL
SSO,
Identification oTP, VPN . PAM, |Token-|Database IAM,
and FIDO Authenti| OS | based |Authen- STS
Authentication cation | Login |Authenitication
tication
o rReAc, | Role”
Authorization| DRM, NAC 0s Based |Database| IAM
Management| DLP Policy Access| Roles |Policies
Groups
Control
Disk Esé'f HTTPS, C_‘iL“V”e‘I” KMS,
Confidentiality| Encry-| TLS . P Secure Secrets
tion tion, Cookies Encryp Manager
P SSL tion
0S-
. DRM
Privacy Data’ Secure | level API Data | Cloud
Protection .~ _|Channels| Encryp |Masking|Masking| DLP
Masking )
tion
MDM Hash Databese| 1Y
. . IPS, . | Code - | Config
Integrity |Integrity DS Verifi- Signin Integrity ration
Check cation [2'9"'"9| Check U310
Control
End
oint L4/L7 Cluster WAS |Database| Cloud
Availability | ” Load | o °'| Auto [Replica| Auto
Redun- -ing . . .
Balancer Scaling| tion |Scaling
dancy
Applic Cloud
Logging and| Local | NMS, 0S ation Databe!se Tra.ll,
Audit Trail| Logs | Syslog | Syslog Logs, | Audit:|Configu-
Audit | Logs | ration
Trails Logs
Secur.lty Patch |Network Vulner DevSec Database
Operations |Manag | Manage abilit Ops Monitor CSPM,
and ement| ment Scanng/r Security in CNAPP
Management| Agent | System Tools 9

T 6(Table 6 STRM 7t 0}y Z2kg AA| BotE
A 7E RAZ W A2, PARo] opIElN U
2 AZes BYe olEd

5. Procedural Implications

& oA AARE ERl= BotR AARNS U AL
ofd SLzske dlo]H 2 Aghstal, o]F o |EA A
283 4 QRS Frhe Hold ojolg FAIh of
HMAAlE B9 718 AZolA Blojy, /gt

i a
2 ZH 7R 71 A Wroz AEE & Yok

VS

MV
ik
L

=]
E
[

ol
==

=
LY

TR TR

ox,

V. Case Study and Validation

ot AolA] Aotet STRM 7[5t Bota TALg AJoe
L op7|e ojy 2| by A55P] Ael. 38
o sfojuelc e ZeoC ) 15 DeAE AlE
2 2apsicy A e AU
W19k A WIS YYShE YA o2 Laysiich
Edos AmE ARl R 287189 A
28 35 Al 5 slo|dels el 20 87 K g
2RES g0z Agsith 24 e ZemE
9] JOIN, HOtQTALG PN, BePy AE ZAnA o
et op|ER Mol $Y ZRAES J1FE0R ]

= A7} STRM 7]8F 212 8|22k B2} 7]

mu Y, foh

>

o B

=)

A Aghe 7150 wet BEohn Bl 7t ohge
43Yotn, Z2AE Welo] et BAFAY HE of
w2 st

1. Design of Quantitative Validation

oFA] ¥tgl wiel o], & AoA= STRM(Security
Technology Reference Model) 7|8t HOtQ LA A2k
g} 29| A8 gits A5 floll Eeta ARt &g
S LER= Coverage A| &5 &-8513itt. Coverage
+ Bt Bo]s IF ujE AuE 7vtes A8H
HOtEAQ] vle2 F7st= AB=EA sl

ok of7]oA Coveragew HQFSAIY Uk, =k
T BV 52 Hrlsh] gt Rl&7} oYz}, Bote
ARGl AA upgol dupt FASH VHGE A=A
B7kst7] At QAR A8 e AlE2 Aosiich

x.8o] Wagh AR BIHEA] 5= STRMOIY Aol 6
719 B StiAHEndpoint, Network, Server, Application,
DBMS, Cloud)a} 9719] HO|59] 22 7|&os A
oAt olof wet A SA SEae- Z|of 547H(6%9) =
oz FgH: o] & AR m2AIE Hjof sigsh= &A
ks B7F ooz ARstei o, AR oie eRlE Y
H 7oA, HOtR ALY 7oA, Bod HE ZApA R B
oF oZIHIR] BAME 7IEor HHsI

2= HobEAl 528 7HEAIE AEstieiey, eA &
Q% e B A =0 GE = VAl
FolshA] okttt ol & A9 FAlo] JiE HobEA|9
S4/d5 Brtste Aol ofdzt, Q41 WOFEAIE 27
ol == Qlo] WFEEAE Aoz Felshe

g A7] ol
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wfepy s AlEE Qmet S
A Hgo] Aede Bletn,
sl 9lgt AN v1zoR #ge 5 2
olug|e WEjZelOE 25 TRAES o
27b $4 A wWAT STRM ZJ9b A wy
Coverage £&2 HliL 2Asto] A¢F 2o A8 &
£ A5,

2. Results of Quantitative Validation

Afel B4 A3k, STRM 7]9F 2 WAL 71E WAl o
H] BORA AR Ag et sl A3 wglon,
QPARY w2t ke L A L SHAIA Tk
Tpakg] oir}

£35] STRM UH A2 &

R

Table 7. Quantitative Comparison of Coverage and

Design Quality between Conventional and STRM
-based Approaches
Catedo Conventional STRM-based
gory Approach Approach
Evaluated Security 47 47
Controls
Applied Security 28 13
Controls
Coverage Level 59.6% 91.5%
. . Partially Structurally
Requirement Omission Observed Minimized
. . Deper.1d.ent on Rule-based
Design Consistency Individual .
) Consistency
Experience
Requirement - Explicitly
Traceability Limited Established

= Evaluation Criteria:

- Implemented security control = 1

- Non-implemented security control = 0

- Coverage = Number of implemented security controls
/ Total number of evaluated security controls

0]7]0]]A] Coverage= HOMEA|Q] A HZ2 olulst
+ A0l ofyz}, Al agolA et SAI7E A= Bt
FEIU=AE FA5] Yot A& HY Almo|ot. 2 Al
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