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Abstract: As an important strategic resource of national and social development, the government open data is of
great value. But China lack standards in the security risk assessment of government open data, especially the securi-
ty of national data is at risk. Based on the theory of information security risk assessment, a government open data
security risk assessment model was constructed with national security assets, open data vulnerability and security
threat as the main security risk elements. Analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
methods were used to quantify and evaluate the security risks of government open data, and the validity of the model
is verified by example.
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Figure 1 The national security risk assessment process of government
open data
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Figure 2 Schematic diagram of risk analysis
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Figure 4 The government open data security risk assessment
index system
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