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A Study on Influence of Information Security Stress and Behavioral
Intention for Characteristic factors of Information Security Policy
Perceived by Employee
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Abstract Company strengthen various information security policy and activity in order to protect important
information assets that the company has been dealing with and prevents information security accidents such as
personal information spill. However, some study said these policy and activity increase employee's information
security stress and still information security accidents by employees have happened so far.

Therefore, this study will review preceding theories and studies used in many various fields including Information
Security areas needed to explain human's behavioral intention and determinants and summarize characteristic factors
that have influence on control of human's behavioral intention in the results of the above theories and studies.
Secondly, this study will implement exploratory analysis on characteristic factors perceived by employees that has
been stemmed from various company's information security policy and activity in order to increase employee/'s
information security compliance intention under the its surrounding security circumstance.

Thirdly, this study will fulfil multiple-regression analysis in order to identify cause-effect relationship between
employee's perceived information security stress and employee's perceived characteristic factor. Finally, this study
will explain casual relationship with same analysis methods between information security stress and information
security compliance intention based on results of the survey conducted on the financial firm's employees with same
analysis methods
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Perpetrator
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External | - Competitors - Natural Disasters

Threats | - Hackers - Computer Viruses
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Table 9. The summary of hypothesis testing
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