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Foreword

Commission) form the specialized system for worldwide standardization. National bodies that‘aj
members of ISO or IEC participate in the development of International Standards through téchniqal
committees established by the respective organization to deal with particular fields of technical activity.
ISO and IEC technical committees collaborate in fields of mutual interest. Other <internatioral
organizations, governmental and non-governmental, in liaison with ISO and IEC, also-take part in the
work. In the field of information technology, ISO and IEC have established a joint technical committge,
ISO/IEC]TC 1.

The procedures used to develop this document and those intended for its-further maintenance afe
described in the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 1. In particular the different approval criteria needed for the
different types of document should be noted. This document was drafted in accordance with the
editorial rules of the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2 (see www.iso.org/directives).

Attention is drawn to the possibility that some of the elements of this document may be the subject [of
patent rights. ISO and IEC shall not be held responsible“for identifying any or all such patent
rights. Details of any patent rights identified during the development of the document will be in the
Introduction and/or on the ISO list of patent declarations received (see www.iso.org/patents).

Any trade name used in this document is information given for the convenience of users and does njpt
constitute an endorsement.

For an explanation on the meaning of ISO specific terms and expressions related to conformity
assessment, as well as information about ISO's adherence to the WTO principles in the Technidal
Barriers to Trade (TBT) see the following URL: Foreword - Supplementary information

The committee responsible forthis document is ISO/IEC JTC 1, Information technology, SC 27, Security
techniques

This corrected version.0f1SO 24759:2014 incorporates the following corrections plus other minor
editorial modifications.

— 6.2.3.2,,AS502.15, AS02.16, AS02.17 and AS02.18 modified

— 6.3(3-AS03.04, AS03.07, AS03.10 and AS03.15 modified

—=\6.3.4; AS03.19 modified

— 6.4.1; AS04.02 modified

— 6.4.2; AS04.05, AS04.06 and AS04.07 modified
— 6.4.3.1: AS04.11, AS04.13 and AS04.14

— 6.4.3.2 and AS04.20

— 6.4.4: AS04.39, AS04.40 and AS04.42 modified

— 6.5: AS05.05, AS05.06, AS05.07, AS05.08, AS05.13, AS05.17 and AS05.18 modified
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— 6.8: AS08.04 modified

— 6.10.1: AS10.17 modified
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Information technology — Security techniques — Test
requirements for cryptographic modules

1 Scope

This International Standard specifies the methods to be used by testing laboratories to test‘whether the
cryptographic module conforms to the requirements specified in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015. The
methods are developed to provide a high degree of objectivity during the testing process and to ensure
consistency across the testing laboratories.

This International Standard also specifies the requirements for information that-yendors provide to testing
laboratories as supporting evidence to demonstrate their cryptographic,modules’ conformity to the
requirements specified in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Vendors can use this International Standard as guidance in trying te_verify whether their cryptograplic
modules satisfy the requirements specified in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor. 22015 before they apply to the testipng
laboratory for testing.

2 Normative references

The following documents, in whole or in part, are® normatively referenced in this document and dre
indispensable for its application. For dated referenees, only the edition cited applies. For undated referencas,
the latest edition of the referenced document (including any amendments) applies.

ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015, Information technology — Security techniques — Security requirements foj
cryptographic modules

=

3 Terms and definitions

For the purposes of this document, the terms and definitions given in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 apply,

4 Symbols and abbreviated terms

For the purposes of this document, the symbols and abbreviated terms given in ISO/IEC
19790:2012/€0r.1:2015 apply.

5 Decument organization

51 General

Clause—6—ofthis—decument—speciies—the—methods—that shall-be—used—bytesting—taberatories—and—the
requirements for information that vendors shall provide to testing laboratories. Clause 6, besides a general
subclause 6.1, includes eleven subclauses corresponding to the eleven areas of security requirements and six

subclauses corresponding to the six Annexes A to F of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

5.2 Assertions and security requirements

Within each subclause, the corresponding security requirements from ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 are
divided into a set of assertions (i.e., statements that have to be true for the module to satisfy the requirement
of a given area at a given level). All of the assertions are direct quotations from ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.
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The assertions are denoted by the form
AS<requirement_number>.<assertion_sequence_number>
where “requirement_number” is the number of the corresponding area specified in ISO/IEC

19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 (i.e., one through twelve and A through F), and “sequence_number” is a sequential
identifier for assertions within a subclause. After the statement of each assertion, the security levels to which

th... aobcﬁ;uu app:lca (i.c., :CVC:D 1 thluuy:l 4) al'T :Ibtcd ;II palcnthccco.

Following each assertion is a set of requirements levied on the vendor. These requirements describe the
types of documentation or explicit information that the vendor shall provide in order for the tester to verify
cgnformity to the given assertion. These requirements are denoted by the form
VE<requirement_number>.<assertion_sequence_number>.<sequence_nhumber>

where “requirement_number” and “assertion_sequence_number” are identical to the corresponding assertion
reguirement number and sequence number, and “sequence_number” is a sequential identifier for vendor
reguirements within the assertion requirement.

Also following each assertion and the requirements levied on the vendor is a set of requirements levied on the
tepter of the cryptographic module. These requirements instruct the tester as, to what he or she shall do in
order to test the cryptographic module with respect to the given assertion. TheS€ requirements are denoted by
the form

TE<requirement_number>.<assertion_sequence_number>.<sequence_number>

where “requirement_number” and “assertion_sequence_numbeyp™are identical to the corresponding assertion
refuirement number and sequence number, and “sequenc€)ntmber” is a sequential identifier for tester
reguirements within the assertion requirement.

A \validation authority may modify, add or delete VEs and/or TEs in this international standard.

5.8 Assertions with cross references

For clarity in some assertions, cross references to ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 or other assertions
nymbers have been put between curly brackets “{* and "}". Those cross references are written in italics.

6| Security requirements

6.{L General
AB01.01: (Specification. Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

This clause spegifies the security requirements that shall be satisfied by the cryptographic module's
compliance tocthis International Standard.

NQTE This subclause states general requirements to meet the assertions of the other subclauses in clauses 6, and A
through E. This subclause sets no assertion of itself and is not separately tested.

ABO102: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A cryptographic module shall be tested against the requirements of each area addressed in this
clause.

NOTE 1 The tests can be performed in one or more of the following manners:
a) Tester performs tests at the tester’s facility
b) Tester performs tests at the vendor's facility

c) Tester supervises vendor performing tests at the vendor's facility
2
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— Rationale is included that explains why tester could not perform the tests
— Tester develops the required test plan and required tests

— Tester directly observes the tests being performed

An assertion fails if any of its subsequent tests fails.

NOTE 2 This subclause states general requirements to meet the assertions of the other subclauses in clause 6. F
subclause sets no assertion of itself and is not separately tested.

ASO01.03: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall be independently rated in each area.

NOTE  This subclause states general requirements to meet the assertions of the other sub¢lauses in clauses 6 and
through F. This subclause sets no assertion of itself and is not separately tested.

AS01.04: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All documentation, including copies of the user and installation manuals, design specifications, life-
Nt

cycle documentation shall be provided for a cryptographic modul€, that is to undergo an independe
verification or evaluation scheme.

NOTE  This subclause states general requirements to meet the assertions of the other subclauses in clauses 6 and
through F. This subclause sets no assertion of itself and is not separately tested.

6.2 Cryptographic module specification

6.2.1 Cryptographic module specification general requirements

AS02.01: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3,.and 4)

A cryptographic module shall be a.set of hardware, software, firmware, or some combination there
that at a minimum, implements a“defined cryptographic service employing an approved cryptograpH
algorithm, security function orprocess and contained within a defined cryptographic boundary.

NOTE This assertion is not Separately tested.

AS02.02: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.2 shall

be provided.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of ASA.01.

6.2.2/ Types of cryptographic modules

AS02.03: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

N

A cryptographic module shall be defined as one of the following module types:

— Hardware module is a module whose cryptographic boundary is specified at a hardware perimeter.

S

Cc

Firmware and/or software, which may also include an operating system, may be included within

this hardware cryptographic boundary.

— Software module is a module whose cryptographic boundary delimits the software exclusive
component(s) (may be one or multiple software components) that execute(s) in a modifiable
operational environment. The computing platform and operating system of the operational
environment which the software executes in are external to the defined software module

boundary.
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— Firmware module is a module whose cryptographic boundary delimits the firmware exclusive

component(s) that execute(s) in a limited or non-modifiable operational environment. The
computing platform and operating system of the operational environment which the firmware
executes in are external to the defined firmware module boundary but explicitly bound to the
firmware module.

— Hybrid Software module is a module whose cryptographic boundary delimits the composite of a

R¢

Vi
cr

Vi
S{e

R¢

TH
lis

TH
hd
cd

Software COmponent anda diSjoint fTardware COMmponent (.e. the Software COMpOonent 1S 1ot
contained within the hardware module boundary). The computing platform and operating system
of the operational environment which the software executes in are external to the defined hybrid
software module boundary.

Hybrid Firmware module is a module whose cryptographic boundary delimits the composite of a
firmware component and a disjoint hardware component (i.e. the firmware component is not
contained within the hardware module boundary). The computing platform and operating system
of the operational environment which the firmware executes in are external to theldefined hybrid
firmware module boundary but explicitly bound to the hybrid firmware module.

pquired Vendor Information

F02.03.01: The vendor shall provide a description of the cryptographic module describing the type of
yptographic module. It will explain the rationale of the module type selections

F02.03.02: The vendor shall provide a specification of the cryptographic module identifying all hardware,
ftware and/or firmware components of the cryptographic module.

pquired Test Procedures

F02.03.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided.documentation identifies one of the module types
ted in AS02.03.

F02.03.02: The tester shall verify from the vendar provided specification documentation, by identifying all
rdware, software and/or firmware components (AS02.15 through AS02.18), that the cryptographic module is
nsistent with the type of the cryptographic module.

AB02.04: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3fand 4)

For hardware and firmware modules, the applicable physical security and non-invasive security
requirements found in {ISO/IE€ _19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.7 and 7.8 shall apply.

NQTE This assertion is not tested separately.

A$02.05: (Specification= Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

For software modules executing in a modifiable environment, the physical security requirements
found in {ISONEC 19790:2015 subclause} 7.7 are optional and the applicable non-invasive security
requirements(n {ISO/IEC 19790:2015 subclause} 7.8 shall apply.

NOTE This assertion is not tested separately.

AB02.06: (Qpprifipafinn —levelsl 2 3 and A)

For hybrid modules, all applicable requirements of {ISO/IEC 19790:2015 subclause} 7.5, 7.6, 7.7 and
7.8 shall apply.

NOTE This assertion is not tested separately.
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6.2.3 Cryptographic boundary

6.2.3.1 Cryptographic boundary general requirements
AS02.07: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic boundary shall consist of an explicitly defined perimeter (i.e. set of hardware,

software or firmware components) that establishes the boundary of all componenis of, the
cryptographic module.

Required Vendor Information
VEO02.07.01: The vendor documentation shall specify all components within the cryptographic. boundary.
Required Test Procedures

TEO02.07.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation‘that all the components
specified in AS02.15 through AS02.18 are within the cryptographic boundary.

TE02.07.02: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor ‘decumentation that there are po
unidentified components which are not specified in AS02.15 through_AS02.18 within the cryptographic
boundary.

ASO02.08: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The requirements of this International Standard shall apply to all algorithms, security functior]s,
processes and components within the module’s cryptographic boundary.

NOTE This assertion is not tested separately.

AS02.09: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and4)
The cryptographic boundary shall, at azminimum, encompass all security relevant algorithms, security
functions, processes and components of a cryptographic module (i.e., security relevant within the
scope of this International Standard).

Required Vendor Information

VEO02.09.01: The vendor, shall provide a list of all the security relevant algorithms, security functions,
processes and components within the cryptographic boundary.

Required Test Procedures
TE02.09.01ZF he tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation clearly identifies and lists all the
security _felevant algorithms, security functions, processes and components of the module within the
cryptagraphic boundary.

AS02.10: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Non-security relevant algorithms, securlty functlons _processes or components which are used in an

aB aty achall ha ntad nRerto ot intarfara Ay A Ao

ad ada aof ma +
uppluvbu eae—o61t UPLIMLIUII SAaHPe IIII|JI\4III\;IIL\4U H—a—mahher—teohRoetihterrere—of COTTToTomTTST the

approved operation of the cryptographic module.

Required Vendor Information

VEO02.10.01: The vendor provided documentation shall list the non-security relevant functions used in an
approved mode of operation and justify that they are not interfering with the approved mode of operation of

the module.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO02.10.01: The tester shall verify through documentation review and inspection of the module that the non-
security relevant functions are not interfering or compromising the approved mode of operation of the module.

TE02.10.02: The tester shall verify the correctness of any rationale for not interfering nor compromising
provided by the vendor. The burden of proof is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the
tester shall require the vendor to produce additional information as needed.

A

~Ao aa . /o e " 1 O, -~ 4
UZ. L1. (oPCLINILAUUIT=LEVEIS 1, £, o, dllU &)

The defined name of a cryptographic module shall be representative of the composition of the
components within the cryptographic boundary and not representative of a larger composition -or
product.

Required Vendor Information

VIE02.11.01: The vendor shall provide the defined name of the module.

Required Test Procedures

THE02.11.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided module name is consistent with the composition

of

the components within the cryptographic boundary.

TKE02.11.02: The tester shall verify that the module name does not represefta composition of components or

fu

A

nctions that are not consistent with the composition of the components Wwithin the cryptographic boundary.

502.12: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall have, at minimum, specific’versioning information representing the

di

stinct individual hardware, software and/or firmware cemponents.

Required Vendor Information

VIE02.12.01: The vendor shall provide the versioning information of the modules distinct individual hardware,
sdftware and/or firmware components.

Required Test Procedures

TEO02.12.01: The tester shall verify_the versioning information represents the modules distinct individual
hgrdware, software and/or firmware components.

A

502.13: (Specification —tevels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The excluded hardware; software or firmware components shall be implemented in a manner to not

in

kerfere or compromise the approved secure operation of the cryptographic module.

Required VendorInformation

VIE02.13.01:The vendor shall describe the excluded components of the module and justify that these
cgmponents will not interfere with the approved secure operation of the module.

\
ra

tionale shall describe how each excluded component, when working properly or when it malfunctions,

cannot interfere with the approved secure operation of the module. Rationale that may be acceptable, if
adequately supported by documentation, includes:

a)

b)

The component is not connected with security relevant components of the module that would allow
inappropriate transfer of SSPs, plaintext data, or other information that could interfere with the approved
secure operation of the module,

All information processed by the component is strictly for internal use of the module, and does not in any
way impact the correctness of control, status or data outputs.
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Required Test Procedures

TEO02.13.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor provided documentation that the excluded components
the cryptographic boundary will not interfere with the approved secure operation of the module.

of

TEO02.13.02: The tester shall verify the correctness of any rationale for exclusion provided by the vendor. The

burden of proof is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor

to

pluduu:' additiunai iIIfUIIIIatiUII as IIUCUIUUI.

TEO02.13.03: The tester shall manipulate (e.g. to cause the component to operate not as designed) t
excluded components in a manner to cause incorrect operation of the excluded component. The, tester sh
verify that the incorrect operation of the excluded component shall not interfere with the approved secu
operation of the module.

ASO02.14: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The excluded hardware, software or firmware shall be specified {ISO/IEC. 19790:2012/Cor.1:201
(Annex A).

Required Vendor Information

VE02.14.01: All components that are to be excluded from the security. ¥égquirements shall be explicitly listed
the vendor documentation.

Required Test Procedures

TEO02.14.01: The tester shall verify whether the vendor indicates that any components of the module are to
excluded from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/C0r.1:2015.

6.2.3.2 Definitions of cryptographic boundary
AS02.15: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and’4)

The cryptographic boundary of a hardware cryptographic module shall delimit and identify:
— The set of hardware components which may include:

— physical structures; including circuit boards, substrates or other mounting surfaces th
provide the intérconnecting physical wiring between components,

— active electrical components such as semi-integrated, custom-integrated or commo
integratedcircuits, processors, memory, power supplies, converters, etc.

— physSical structures, such as enclosures, potting or encapsulation materials, connectors, af
interfaces,

— firmware, which may include an operating system,

— other components types not listed above.

he
all
re

in

at

nd

Required Vendor Information

VE02.15.01: All hardware components of the cryptographic module shall be identified in the vend
documentation. Components to be listed shall include all of the following:

or

a) Physical structures, including circuit boards, substrates or other mounting surfaces that provide the

interconnecting physical wiring between components.

1) circuit boards, substrates and mounting surfaces.
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b)

Active electrical components such as semi-integrated, custom-integrated or common-integrated circuits,
processors, memory, power supplies, converters, etc.

1) processors, including microprocessors, digital signal processors, custom processors,
microcontrollers, or any other types of processors (identify manufacturer and type),

2) read-only memory (ROM) integrated circuits for program executable code and data (this may include

B4 B4

d)

e)

Vi

(EPROM), electrically erasable PROM (EEPROM), or Flash-memory),
3) random-access memory (RAM) or other integrated circuits for temporary data storage,

4) semi-custom, application-specific integrated circuits, such as gate arrays, programmable logic arrays,
field programmable gate arrays, or other programmable logic devices,

5) fully custom, application-specific integrated circuits, including any custom cryptographic integrated
circuits,

6) power supply components, including power supply, power converters (e.gs AC-to-DC or DC-to-DC
modules, transformers), input power connectors, and output power connectofs,

7) other active electronic circuit elements (passive circuit elements sueghlas pull up/pull down resistors
or bypass capacitors do not need to be included if they do not provide security relevant function as
part of the cryptographic module).

Physical structures, such as enclosures, potting or encapsulation‘materials, connectors, and interfaces,

1) physical structures and enclosures, including any remoevable access doors or covers,

2) potting or encapsulation materials,

3) boundary connectors,

4) connectors between major independent'sub assemblies within the module.

Firmware, which may include an operating system,

1) Executable code:

2) Non-modifiable
i)  Modifiable

Other componénts types not listed above

1) coolingior heating arrangements, such as conduction plates, cooling airflow, heat exchanger, cooling
finsfans, heaters, or other arrangements for removing or adding heat.

F0245.02: The vendor documentation shall indicate the internal layout and assembly methods (e.g.

fa

steners and fittings) of the module, including drawings that are at least approximately to scale.

VEO02.15.03: The vendor documentation shall describe the primary physical parameters of the module,
including descriptions of the enclosure, access points, circuit boards, location of power supply, interconnection

Wi

ring runs, cooling arrangements, and any other significant parameters.

VEO02.15.04: The vendor documentation shall include a block diagram which represents the module's
boundary and relationship of the hardware components.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO02.15.01: The tester shall identify all hardware components of the cryptographic module. Components to
be listed shall include all of the following:

a) Physical structures, including circuit boards, substrates or other mounting surfaces that provide the
interconnecting physical wiring between components.

1)

circuit boards, substrates and mounting surfaces.

b) Active electrical components such as semi-integrated, custom-integrated or common-integrated circui
processors, memory, power supplies, converters, etc.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

processors, including microprocessors, digital signal processors, custom¢).processo
microcontrollers, or any other types of processors (identify manufacturer and type),

read-only memory (ROM) integrated circuits for program executable code and data (this may inclu
mask-programmed ROM, programmable ROM (PROM) such as ultraviolet, erasable PRQ
(EPROM), electrically erasable PROM (EEPROM), or Flash-memory,

random-access memory (RAM) or other integrated circuits for temporary data storage,

semi-custom, application-specific integrated circuits, such as gate arrays, programmable logic array
field programmable gate arrays, or other programmable logic.dévices,

fully custom, application-specific, integrated circuits, in¢loding any custom cryptographic integrat
circuits,

power supply components, including power supply, power converters (e.g. AC-to-DC or DC-to-[
modules, transformers), input power connecteérs, and output power connectors,

other active electronic circuit elements (passive circuit elements such as pull up/pull down resistd
or bypass capacitors do not need to.bg“included if they do not provide security relevant function
part of the cryptographic module).

¢) Physical structures, such as enclosures, potting or encapsulation materials, connectors, and interfaces,

1)
2)
3)

4)

physical structures and enclosures, including any removable access doors or covers,
potting or encapsulation materials,
boundary copngctors,

connectors between major independent sub assemblies within the module.

d) Firmwate,'which may include an operating system,

1)

2)

Executable code:
Non-modifiable

i)  Modifiable

e) Other components types not listed above

1)

TEO02.15.02: The tester shall verify that the components list is consistent with information provided for other

cooling or heating arrangements, such as conduction plates, cooling airflow, heat exchanger, cooling

fins, fans, heaters, or other arrangements for removing or adding heat.

assertions of this subclause, as defined below:

a) The specification of the cryptographic boundary under assertion AS02.07. Verify that all components

inside the cryptographic boundary are included in the components list and vice versa. Also verify that any

9
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b)

components outside the cryptographic boundary are not listed as components of the cryptographic
module.

The specification of the block diagram under assertion ASA.01. Verify that any individual components
identified in the block diagram (e.g. processors, application specific integrated circuits) are also listed in
the components list.

c)
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b)
TH
in
ha

Tk

th

TH
pa

a)
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<)
d)

e)

Anycomponents-thataretobeexctuded-fronrtherequirements o SOHEC19790-2612/Cor 12615 under
the provisions of assertions AS02.13 and AS02.14. Verify that components to be so excluded are still
listed in the components list.

F02.15.03: The tester shall verify that the cryptographic boundary is physically contiguous, such that’there
£ no gaps that could allow uncontrolled input, output, or other access into the cryptographic (module.
hysical protection and tamper protection are covered separately in requirements under) 7.7 of
O/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.) The module design has to also ensure that there are np \uncontrolled
erfaces into or out of the cryptographic module.

£F02.15.04: The tester shall verify that the cryptographic boundary encompasses all{components that are
bntified in the block diagram under assertion ASA.01 as inputting, outputting, or processing SSPs, plaintext
ta, or other information.

F02.15.05: As a partial exception to the above requirements, the vendorfs allowed to exclude certain
mponents from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 after-satisfying the requirements under
sertions AS02.13 and AS02.14 in this subclause. The tester shall verify that any interfaces or physical
nnections between such excluded components and the rest of the module do not allow the following:

uncontrolled release of CSPs, plaintext data, or other information that if misused could lead to a
compromise,

uncontrolled modifications of SSPs or other information-that could lead to a compromise.
F02.15.06: The tester shall verify that the vendor’'s documentation shows the internal layout of the module,
Cluding the placement and approximate dimensions of major identifiable components of the module. This

s to include drawings that are at least approximately to scale.

F02.15.07: The tester shall verify that the vendor's documentation indicates the major physical assemblies of
e module and how they are assembled.or inserted into the module.

F02.15.08: The tester shall werify that the vendor's documentation describes the primary physical
rameters of the module. ThiSwdescription has to include at least the following:

Enclosure shape and.approximate dimensions, including any access doors or covers

Circuit board(s)y-approximate dimensions, layout, and interconnections

Location ofower supply, power converters, and power inputs and outputs

Intereonnection wiring runs: routing and terminals

Cooling or heating arrangements, such as conductlon plates, cooling airflow, heat exchanger, cooling fins,

k2o haata athor arranoannman to far roanmaos in e haoat fro Addina hant +n thn adula

Iul I\J, IIL;uL\;I\J, UI JirretT uIIuIIUL’IIIL,IILJ LA BRI RRAVA' AL} Iu LB A>3~ 19 IIUIII UI uuull Iy rmeaat tu i III\J\JUIL;

f)

Other component types not listed above

TEO02.15.09: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided block diagram represents the module's boundary
and relationship of the hardware components.

AS02.16: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic boundary of a software cryptographic module shall delimit and identify:

10
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— The set of executable file or files that constitute the cryptographic module; and

— The instantiation of the cryptographic module saved in memory and executed by one or mo
processors.

Required Vendor Information

re

VEUZ.I6.01; Al software components of the cryptographic_module shall be identiiied i the ven
documentation. Components to be listed shall include all of the following:

a) The set of executable file or files that constitute the cryptographic module,
b) Other security relevant component types not listed above.

VE02.16.02: The vendor documentation shall indicate the internal software architecture;*including how t
software components interact.

VEO02.16.03: The vendor documentation shall indicate the software environment(e.g. operating system, ru
time library, etc.) on which the module executes.

Required Test Procedures

TE02.16.01: The tester shall verify that the documentation includes a components list that includes
software components of the cryptographic module.

TE02.16.02: The tester shall verify that the components list inCludes all occurrences of the following types
components, excluding only component types that are nat used in the module:

a) The set of executable file or files that constitute the cryptographic module; and
b) Other component types not listed above.

TE02.16.03: The tester shall verify that the' components list is consistent with information provided for oth
assertions of this subclause, as defined-below:

a) The specification of the cryptegraphic boundary under assertion AS02.07. Verify that all componer
inside the cryptographic beundary are included in the components list and vice versa. Also verify that a
components outside the-—cryptographic boundary are not listed as components of the cryptograph
module.

b) The specification,of the software under assertion ASA.01. Verify that the list of software components
the same as’in the specifications under assertion AS02.07.

c) The specification of the block diagram under assertion ASA.01. Verify that any individual componer|
identified in the block diagram are also listed in the components list.

d) . {Any components that are to be excluded from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 und
the provisions of assertions AS02.13 and AS02.14. Verify that components to be so excluded are s
listed in the components list.

or

all

of

er

—

S
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er
till

TEOZ-16.047 AS a partal exception (o the above Tequirements, the Vendor 1S allowed [0 exciude certa
components from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 after satisfying the requirements und

1N
er

assertions AS02.13 and AS02.14 in this subclause. The tester shall verify that any interfaces or physical

connections between such excluded components and the rest of the module do not allow the following:

a) uncontrolled release of CSPs, plaintext data, or other information that if misused could lead to
compromise, nor

b) uncontrolled modifications of SSPs or other information that could lead to a compromise.

a

11
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TEO02.16.05: The tester shall verify that the vendor's documentation indicates the major software components

of

the module and how they are linked together forming the module.

AS02.17: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic boundary of a firmware cryptographic module shall delimit and identify:
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The instantiation of the cryptographic module saved in memory and executed by one or more
processors.

pquired Vendor Information

F02.17.01: All firmware components of the cryptographic module shall be identified inVthe vendor
cumentation. Components to be listed shall include all of the following:

The set of executable file or files that constitute the cryptographic module,
Other security relevant component types not listed above.

F02.17.02: The vendor documentation shall indicate the internal firmware\architecture, including how the
Mmware components interact.

F02.17.03: The vendor documentation shall indicate the firmware environment (e.g. operating system, run-
ne library, etc.) on which the module executes.

pquired Test Procedures

F02.17.01: The tester shall verify that the documentation includes a components list that includes all
mware components of the cryptographic module.

F02.17.02: The tester shall verify that the compenents list includes all occurrences of the following types of
mponents, excluding only component types that are not used in the module:

The set of executable file or files that.constitute the cryptographic module,
Other component types not listed-above.

F02.17.03: The tester shallverify that the components list is consistent with information provided for other
sertions of this subclausé€, as defined below:

The specificationCef the cryptographic boundary under assertion AS02.07. Verify that all components
inside the cryptographic boundary are included in the components list and vice versa. Also verify that any
components‘outside the cryptographic boundary are not listed as components of the cryptographic
module.

The specification of the firmware under assertion ASA.01. Verify that the list of firmware components is
the'same as in the specifications under assertion AS02.07.

c)

d)

T e specification of the bfock diagranT under assertion ASA 0T Verify thatany mdividuat cComponents
identified in the block diagram are also listed in the components list.

Any components that are to be excluded from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 under
the provisions of assertions AS02.13 and AS02.14. Verify that components to be so excluded are still
listed in the components list.

TE02.17.04: As a partial exception to the above requirements, the vendor is allowed to exclude certain
components from the requirements of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 after satisfying the requirements under
assertions AS02.13 and AS02.14 in this subclause. The tester shall verify that any interfaces or physical
connections between such excluded components and the rest of the module do not allow the following

12
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a) uncontrolled release of CSPs, plaintext data, or other information that if misused could lead to
compromise,

b) uncontrolled modifications of SSPs or other information that could lead to a compromise.

a

TEO02.17.05: The tester shall verify that the vendor’'s documentation indicates the major firmware components

of the module and how they are linked together forming the module.

AS02.18: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic boundary of a hybrid cryptographic module shall:

— be the composite of the module’s hardware component boundary and the disjoint ‘software
firmware component(s) boundary; and

— include the collection of all ports and interfaces from each component.

NOTE In addition to the disjoint software or firmware component(s), the hardware -component can also inclu
embedded software or firmware.

Required Vendor Information

VE02.18.01: The cryptographic module shall be identified in the (vendor documentation as either a Hyb
Software Module or a Hybrid Firmware Module.

a) For Hybrid Software Module components, the vendor decumentation shall provide information requir
under VEO02.15.01 through VE02.15.04 and VE02.16:01 through VE02.16.03.

b) For Hybrid Firmware Module components, the vendor documentation shall provide information requir
under VE02.15.01 through VE02.15.04 and VE02.17.01 through VEO02.17.03.

Required Test Procedures

de

d

TEO02.18.01: The tester shall verify that\the documentation identifies the module as either a Hybrid Softwdre

Module or a Hybrid Firmware Module:

a) For Hybrid Software Module’components, the tester shall follow procedures required under TE02.15.
through TE02.15.09 and.TE02.16.01 through TE02.16.05.

b) For Hybrid Firmware*Module components, the tester shall follow procedures required under TE02.15.
through TE02.25.09 and TE02.17.01 through TE02.17.05.

6.2.4 Modes-of operations

6.2.4.1 /) Modes of operation general requirements

ASD02!19: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The operator shall be able to operate the module in an approved mode of operation.

D1

Required Vendor Information

VE02.19.01: The vendor provided non-proprietary security policy shall provide a description of the approved

mode of operation.

VE02.19.02: The vendor provided non-proprietary security policy shall provide instructions for invoking the

approved mode of operation.

Required Test Procedures

13
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TE02.19.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided non-proprietary security policy contains a
description of the approved mode of operation.

TE02.19.02: The tester shall invoke the approved mode of operation using the vendor provided instructions
found in the non-proprietary security policy. The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor
documentation, that the cryptographic module is the approved mode of operation as a result of documented
instructions.
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502.20: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

n approved mode of operation shall be defined as the set of services which include at least one
rvice that utilises an approved cryptographic algorithm, security function or process andthose
rvices or processes specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.4.3.

pquired Vendor Information

F02.20.01: The vendor shall provide a validation certificate for each approved security function.

F02.20.02: The vendor shall provide a list of all non-approved security functions.

pquired Test Procedures

F02.20.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor has provided a validation certificate for each approved
curity function issued by a validation authority.

F02.20.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor has provided the list of non-approved security functions.
502.21: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

bn-approved cryptographic algorithms, security funetions, and processes or other services not
ecified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.4.3 shall not be utilised by the operator in an
proved mode of operation unless the non-appreved cryptographic algorithm or security function is
irt of an approved process and is not security'relevant to the approved processes operation (e.g. a
n-approved cryptographic algorithm or non=approved generated key may be used to obfuscate data

CSPs but the result is consideredcunprotected plaintext and provides no security relevant
nctionality until protected with an approved cryptographic algorithm).

pquired Vendor Information

F02.21.01: The vendor provided documentation shall identify all of non-approved cryptographic algorithms,
curity functions or processes-utilised for each service in each approved mode of operation.

F02.21.02: The vendor-documentation shall provide a rationale for why utilised non-approved cryptographic
jorithms, security-functions or processes are considered non-security relevant to the approved processes
eration.

pquired Test Procedures

F02,21201: The tester shall verify by inspection that the vendor provided documentation identifies all of non-
proved cryptographic algorithms, security functions or processes utilised for each service in each approved

m

bde’ of npnrnfinn

TE02.21.02: The tester shall verify the correctness of any rationale provided by the vendor. The burden of
proof is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor to produce
additional information as needed.

6.2.4.2 Normal operation

AS02.22: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

14
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CSPs shall be exclusive between approved and non-approved services and modes of operation (e.
not shared or accessed).

Required Vendor Information

g.

VEO02.22.01: The vendor shall provide a list of all CSPs within the module and identify their usage between

approved and non-approved services and mode of operation.

VE02.22.02: The vendor shall provide a description of how each CSP becomes exclusive between approv
and non-approved services and modes of operation.

Required Test Procedures

TE02.22.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation contains a'description of t
usage of each CSP in an approved or non-approved mode of operation.

TEO02.22.02: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the CSPs §
exclusive between approved and non-approved services and modes of operation;

AS02.23: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The module’s security policy shall define the complete set of.sérvices that are provided for ea
defined mode of operation (both approved and non-approved).

NOTE This assertion is tested under ASB.01.

ASO02.24: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All services shall provide an indicator when the service utilises an approved cryptographic algorith
security function or process in an approved‘*thanner and those services or processes specified
{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 74.3.

Required Vendor Information

VE02.24.01: The vendor provided documentation shall specify the indicator for each service.

Required Test Procedures

TEO02.24.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation contains a description of indicat
when the service utilisés*an approved cryptographic algorithm, security function or process in an approv

manner.

TE02.24.02: The-tester shall execute all services and verify that the indicator provides an unambiguo

indication of-whether the service utilises an approved cryptographic algorithm, security function or processii

an approved-manner or not.

6.24°3 Degraded operation

AS02.25: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
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19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 AS02.26 through AS02.30} shall apply:

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

ASO02.26: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The degraded operation shall be entered only after exiting an error state;

Required Vendor Information

15
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VEO02.26.01: If the cryptographic module allows a degraded operation, the vendor shall provide a description

of

all degraded operation after exiting each error state.

VE02.26.02: The vendor shall provide specification of degraded operation. For each degraded operation, the
specification shall include:

a)

conditions of entry into and exit from the degraded operation

b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
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operational algorithms, security functions, services or processes

non-operational algorithms, security functions, services or processes

isolated mechanisms, functions, or components in the degraded operation

techniques to isolate mechanisms, functions or components

status information provided in the degraded operation

status indicator if attempts are made to use a hon-operational algorithm, security function, or process
pquired Test Procedures

F02.26.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation' clearly identifies the degraded
eration and its conditions of entry and exit.

F02.26.02: The tester shall use the vendor documentation to check that the degraded operation can only be
cessed after exiting in error state. The tester shall check that\the error status indicator (see AS03.11) is
rrectly positioned.

F02.26.03: The tester shall exercise the cryptographicvmodule, causing it to operate in each degraded
eration. For each degraded operation, tester shall.attempt to perform a service to verify that all conditional
jorithm self-tests are performed prior to the first operational use of any cryptographic algorithm.

F02.26.04: The tester shall first exercise the-cryptographic module, causing it to operate in each degraded
eration. The tester shall next perform ,pre-operational self-tests to verify that the cryptographic module

mains in degraded operation until su¢h time the cryptographic module passes without failure all pre-
erational self-tests successfully.

F02.26.05: The tester shall first.exercise the cryptographic module, causing it to operate in each degraded
eration. The tester shall-next perform pre-operational self-tests, causing an error condition in pre-
erational self-tests to ogcur! The tester shall verify that the cryptographic module does not remain in
graded operation but enters an error state.

502.27: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

e module shall provide status information when re-configured and the degraded operation entered.

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS02.26.

502.28: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The mechanism or function that failed shall be isolated.

Required Vendor Information

VE02.28.01: The vendor documentation requirement is specified under VE02.26.02. The vendor design shall
ensure that any failure from the failed mechanisms, functions, and components cannot interfere or
compromise the approved operation of the cryptographic module.

Required Test Procedures

16
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TEO02.28.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that failed mechanisms,
functions, and components are isolated before entering degraded operation.

TEO02.28.02: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that failed mechanisms,
functions, and components cannot interfere or compromise the approved operation of the cryptographic
module.

NPV V- 7-X ] " i ted OO A
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All conditional algorithm self-tests shall be performed prior to the first operational useCef the
cryptographic algorithm after entering degraded operation.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS02.26.
AS02.30: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Services shall provide an indicator if attempts are made to use a non-operational algorithm, security
function, or process.

Required Vendor Information
VE02.30.01: The vendor documentation requirement is specified undefA/E02.26.02. The vendor design shgll
ensure that service output includes an indicator if attempts are made to use a non-operational algorithm,
security function, or process.

Required Test Procedures

TEO02.30.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor ‘documentation that services provide documentgd
indicators if attempts are made to use a non-operational algorithm, security function, or process.

TEO02.30.02: The tester shall exercise the cryptegraphic module and verify that the documented indicator|is
provided if attempts are made to use a non-opéerational algorithm, security function, or process.

ASO02.31: (Specification — Levels 1, 2,:3;-and 4)

The cryptographic module shall~remain in degraded operation until such time the cryptograpHhic
module passes without failure(all pre-operational self-tests successfully.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS02.26.

AS02.32: (Specification — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If the cryptographic module fails the pre-operational self-tests, the module shall not enter a degradéed

operation.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS02.26.
6.3.Cryptographic module interfaces

6.3.1 Cryptographic module interfaces general requirements

AS03.01: (module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A cryptographic module shall restrict all logical information flow to only those physical access points
and logical interfaces that are identified as entry and exit points to and from the cryptographic
boundary of the module.

Required Vendor Information

VEO03.01.01: The vendor documentation shall specify each of the physical ports and logical interfaces of the
cryptographic module, including the:
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a)
b)
<)
d)

Physical ports and their pin assignments
Physical covers, doors or openings
Logical interfaces (e.g. APIs and all other data/control/status signals) and the signal names and functions

Manual controls (e.g. buttons or switches) for applicable physical control inputs

e)

f)

a)
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Physical status indicators (e.g. lights or displays) for applicable physical status outputs

Mapping of the logical interfaces to the physical ports, manual controls, and physical status indicators® of
the cryptographic module

Physical, logical, and electrical characteristics, as applicable, of the above ports and interfaces

F03.01.02: The vendor documentation shall specify the information flows and physical access points of the
yptographic module by highlighting or annotating copies of the block diagrams, design specifications and/or
urce code and schematics provided in 6.2 and 6.11 of this International Standard. , 7he vendor shall also
pvide any other documentation necessary to clearly specify the relationship of the\information flows and
ysical access points to the physical ports and logical interfaces. The vendor shall establish the above
ormation in relation with the information provided under assertions AS02.07 and AS02.15 through AS02.18
thout inconsistencies in the description of components and physical layout forthe input/output ports.

F03.01.03: For each physical or logical input to the cryptographic medule, or physical and logical output
m the module, the vendor documentation shall specify the logical ‘interface to which the physical input or
tput belongs, and the physical entry/exit port. The specifications’ provided shall be consistent with the
ecifications of the cryptographic module components provided- under 6.2 and 6.11 of this International

Standard, and the specifications of the logical interfaces provided in assertions AS03.04 to AS03.11 of this

Sy

R¢
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bquired Test Procedures

F03.01.01: The tester shall verify that vendor decumentation specifies each of the physical ports and logical
erfaces of the cryptographic module. The required specifications shall include:

a)l All physical input and output ports, in¢cluding their pin assignments, physical locations within the module, a
summary of the logical signals thatflow through each port, and the timing sequence of signal flows if two
or more signals share the same'physical pin

b)[ All physical covers, doors;.0r openings, including their physical location within the cryptographic module,
and the components orfunctions that can be accessed and/or modified via each cover/door/opening

c)| All logical input and-output interfaces (e.g. APIs and all other data/control/status signals), including a
listing or annotated block diagram of all the logical data and control inputs and data and status outputs of
the cryptographic module, and a listing and description of the signal names and functions

d) All manual controls used to physically enter control signals, such as switches or buttons, including their
physicallocation within the cryptographic module, and a listing and description of the control signals that
canbé entered manually

e)—Al—physical—status—indicators,—ineluding—theirphysicalJocation—within—the—medule—and—a—tisting—and
description of the status indication signals that are output physically

f) A mapping of the logical input and output interfaces to the physical input and output ports, manual
controls, and physical status indicators of the cryptographic module

g) Physical, logical, and electrical characteristics, as applicable, of the above physical ports and interfaces,

including summaries of pin designations, logical signals carried on each port, voltage levels and their
logical significance (e.g. what a low or high voltage signifies in terms of a logic “0”, “1”, or other meaning)
and the timing of signals

18
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TEO03.01.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies all information flows and physical
access points of the cryptographic module, by examining the block diagrams, design specifications and/or
source code and schematics provided in 6.2 and 6.11 of this International Standard, and any other
documentation provided by the vendor. The documentation shall specify the relationship of the information
flows and physical access points to the physical ports and logical interfaces of the cryptographic module. The
tester shall compare the above information with the information provided under assertions AS02.07 and
AS02.15 through AS02.18 and verify that there are no inconsistencies in the description of components and
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TEO03.01.03: The tester shall verify that for each physical or logical input to the cryptographic module, [or
physical and logical output from the module, the vendor documentation specifies the logical interface to which
the physical input or output belongs, and the physical entry/exit port. The specifications proyvided shall be
consistent with the specifications of the cryptographic module components provided under 6.27and 6.11 of this
International Standard, and the specifications of the logical interfaces provided in assertions AS03.04 |to
AS03.11 of this subclause.

TE03.01.04: The tester shall verify, by inspection of the cryptographic module, that all the aboye
specifications provided by the vendor documentation are consistent with the actual-design of the cryptographic
module.

AS03.02: (Module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module logical interfaces shall be distinct from each other although they may shafre
one physical port (e.g. input data may enter and output datasmay exit via the same port) or may be
distributed over one or more physical ports (e.g. input data‘may enter via both a serial and a parallel
port).

NOTE An Application Program Interface (API) of a software’component of a cryptographic module can be defined jas
one or more logical interface(s).

Required Vendor Information

VE03.02.01: The vendor's design shall separate the cryptographic module interfaces into logically distinct apd
isolated categories, using the categories.listed in assertion AS03.04, and, if applicable, AS03.12 and AS03.1L3
in this subclause. This informationshall be consistent with the specification of the logical interfaces apd
physical ports provided in AS03.01 in'this subclause.

VE03.02.02: The vendor decumentation shall provide a mapping of each category of logical interface tg a
physical port of the cryptographic module. A logical interface may be physically distributed across more than
one physical port, or two\er more logical interfaces may share one physical port as long as the informatipn
flows are kept logically separate. If two or more logical interfaces share the same physical port, the vendor
documentation shallspecify how the information from the different interface categories is kept logically
separate.

RequiredFest Procedures

TEO03.02:01: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the cryptographic
madule, that the module interfaces are logically distinct and isolated for the categories of interfaces specified
in~assertions AS03.04 and, if applicable, AS03.12 and AS03.13 of this subclause. This information shall pbe
consistent with the specification and design of the logical interfaces and physical ports provided in AS03.01(in
this subclause.

TE03.02.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation provides a mapping of each category of
logical interface to a physical port of the cryptographic module. A logical interface may be physically
distributed across more than one physical port, or two or more logical interfaces may share one physical port.
If two or more interfaces share the same physical port, the tester shall verify that the vendor documentation
specifies how the information flows for the input, output, control, and status interfaces are kept logically
separate.

AS03.03: (Module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
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The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.3 shall
be provided.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.03.01: The vendor shall provide documentation as specified in A.2.3 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Required-TestProcedures

TKE03.03.01: The tester shall verify completeness of the documentation specified in A.2.3 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

6.8.2 Types of interfaces

6..3 Definition of interfaces
A$503.04: (Module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Alcryptographic module shall have the following five interfaces ("input" and \*output" are indicated
from the perspective of the module):

—t Data input interface

—t Data output interface

—t Control input interface

—t Control output interface

—t Status output interface

Required Vendor Information

VIE03.04.01: The vendor documentation shall separate the cryptographic module interfaces into logically
distinct and isolated categories by the “following five distinctly defined logical interfaces within the
cryptographic module (“input” and “output’are indicated from the perspective of the module):

a)| Data input interface (for the input of data as specified in AS03.05),

b)[ Data output interface (for:the output of data as specified in AS03.06 and AS03.07),

c)| Control input interface (for the input of commands as specified in AS03.08),

d)| Control output interface (for the output of commands as specified in AS03.09, and AS03.10) and

e) Statusoutput interface (for the output of status information as specified in AS03.11).

Required-Test Procedures

TEB3-64-0—The-testershall-verfy-thatthe-vendordocumentation-speciies-thatthe-fiveltogicaHnterfaces-as
listed in VE03.04.01 have been designed within the cryptographic module. If so, verification that the logical
interfaces within the cryptographic module function as specified shall be performed under assertions AS03.05

to AS03.11 in this subclause.

Data input interface

ASO03.05: (Data input interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All data (except control data entered via the control input interface) that is input to and processed by a
cryptographic module (including plaintext data, ciphertext data, SSPs, and status information from
another module) shall enter via the "data input" interface.
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Required Vendor Information

E)

VE03.05.01: The cryptographic module shall have a data input interface. All data (except control data entered
via the control input interface) that is to be input to and processed by the cryptographic module shall enter via

the data input interface, including:

a) Plaintext data

b) Ciphertext or signed data

c) Cryptographic keys and other key management data (plaintext or encrypted)

d) Authentication data (plaintext or encrypted)

e) Status information from external sources

f)  Any other input data

VE03.05.02: If applicable, the vendor documentation shall specify any external\input devices to be used w
the cryptographic module for the entry of data into the data input interface, such as smart cards, toker
keypads, key loaders, and/or biometric devices.
Required Test Procedures

TEO03.05.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection, that thé\ cryptographic module includes a data ing
interface, and that the data input interface functions as specified. The tester shall verify that all data (exce
control data entered via the control input interface) that¢syto be input to and processed by the cryptograpk
module enters via the data input interface, including:

a) Plaintext data that is to be encrypted or signed\by the cryptographic module

b) Ciphertext or signed data that is to be decrypted or verified by the module

c) Plaintext or encrypted cryptographi¢ keys and other key management data that are input into and used
the cryptographic module, inclading initialisation data and vectors, split key information, and/or ki

accounting information.  (Qther key management requirements are covered in 7.9 of ISO/IE

19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.)

d) Plaintext or encrypted authentication data that is input into the cryptographic module, including passwor
PINs, and/or biometric information

e) Status information from external sources (e.g. another cryptographic module or device)

f)  Any otherrinformation that is input into the cryptographic module for processing or storage, except f
contral information that is covered separately in AS03.08

TEQ3:05.02: The tester shall verify if the vendor documentation specifies any external input devices to
used”’with the cryptographic module for the entry of data into the data input interface, such as smart card
tokens, keypads, key loaders, and/or biometric devices. The tester shall enter data into the data ing

ut

pt
ic

oY%
3
C

or

interface using the identified external input device(s), and verify that entry of data using the external ing
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Data output interface

AS03.06: (Data output interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All data (except status data output via the status output interface and control data output via the
control output interface) that is output from a cryptographic module (including plaintext data,

ciphertext data, and SSPs) shall exit via the "data output” interface.

Required Vendor Information
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VE03.06.01: The cryptographic module shall have a data output interface. All data (except status data output
via the status output interface and control data output via the control output interface) that has been
processed and is to be output by the cryptographic module shall exit via the data output interface, including:

a) Plaintext data

b) Ciphertext data and digital signatures

c)| Cryptographic keys and other key management data (plaintext or encrypted)

d) Any other information that is output from the cryptographic module after processing or storage except for
status information that is covered separately in AS03.11 and control information that is covered
separately in AS03.09 and AS03.10 in this subclause

VIE03.06.02: If applicable, the vendor documentation shall specify any external output devices to be used with
the cryptographic module for the output of data from the data output interface, such as smatt\cards, tokens,
displays, and/or other storage devices.

Required Test Procedures

TEO03.06.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection, that the cryptographic module includes a data output
inferface, and that the data output interface functions as specified. The tester shall verify that all data (except
status data output via the status output interface and control data output viaythe control output interface) that
has been processed and is to be output by the cryptographic modulé-exits via the data output interface,
in¢luding:

a)| Plaintext data that has been decrypted by the cryptographicsmodule

b)[ Ciphertext data that has been encrypted, and digital signatures that have been generated by the
cryptographic module

c)| Plaintext or encrypted cryptographic keys and other key management data that have been internally
generated and output from the module, including initialisation data and vectors, split key information,
and/or key accounting information (other key management requirements are covered in 7.9 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015)

d)[ Any other information that is output\from the cryptographic module after processing or storage except for
status information that is covered)separately in AS03.11 in this subclause and control information that is
covered separately in AS03.09 and AS03.10 in this subclause.

TEO03.06.02: The tester shall:verify if vendor documentation specifies any external output devices to be used
with the cryptographic medule for the output of data from the data output interface, such as smart cards,
tokens, displays, and/or-other storage devices. The tester shall output data from the data output interface
uding the identifiedcexternal output device(s), and verify that output of data using the external output device
fupctions as spegcified.

AB03.07: (bata output interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

operational self-tests, software/firmware loading and zeroisation; or when the cryptographic module is

A#}I datareutput via the “data output” interface shall be inhibited while performing manual entry, pre-

INnLanZerror state.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.07.01: The vendor documentation shall specify how the cryptographic module inhibits data output while
performing manual entry, pre-operational self-tests, software/firmware loading and zeroisation; or when the
cryptographic module is in an error state.

VE03.07.02: The vendor documentation shall specify how the design of the cryptographic module ensures
that all data output via the data output interface is inhibited while performing manual entry, pre-operational
self-tests, software/firmware loading and zeroisation; or when the cryptographic module is in an error state.
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Required Test Procedures

TEO03.07.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that all data output via the data
output interface is inhibited

a) whenever the cryptographic module is performing

P—Tmanuatentry;

2) pre-operational self-tests,

3) software/firmware loading,

4) zeroisation;
b) or when the cryptographic module is in an error state.
This test procedure can be restated as follows:

a) The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that once each of the following services is startgd,
all data output via the data output interface is inhibited, until the service is completed successfully:

1) manual entry,

2) pre-operational self-tests,
3) software/firmware loading,
4) zeroisation.

b) The tester shall verify from vendor documentation that once an error condition is detected and the erfor
state is entered, all data output via the data output interface is inhibited, until error recovery occurs.

TE03.07.02: The tester shall cause the-cryptographic module to enter each of following states:
a) a state performing manual SSP entry,

b) a self-test state performing pre-operational self-tests,

c) a state performing seftware/firmware loading,

d) a state perferming zeroisation,

e) an errorstate;

and verify that all data output via the data output interface is inhibited.

IfSitis not possible for the tester to cause an error then the vendor shall provide a rationale to the tester why

this test cannot be performed. In such case, the tester shall follow alternative procedures allowed by the
validation authority, to ensure that all data output via the data output interface is inhibited.

EXAMPLE Examining the applicable source code

TE03.07.03: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that all data output via the data
output interface is inhibited whenever the cryptographic module is in a self-test condition. The tester shall
verify from the vendor documentation that once self-tests are being performed, all data output via the data
output interface is inhibited, until the self-tests are completed. Status information to display the results of the
self-tests may be allowed from the status output interface. The tester shall also verify that the self-test
conditions specified in response to this assertion are identical to the self-tests specified under AS10.14.
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TE03.07.04: The tester shall command the module to perform the self-tests and verify that all data output via
the data output interface is inhibited. If status information is output from the status output interface to indicate
the results of the self-tests, the tester shall verify that no CSPs, plaintext data, or other information are output
that if misused could lead to a compromise. If it is not possible for the tester to attempt data output during
specific self-test state, then the vendor shall provide a rationale to the tester why this test cannot be performed.

In
all

such case, the tester shall follow alternative procedures allowed by the validation authority, to ensure that
data output via the data output interface is inhibited.
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AMPLE 1 Examining the applicable source code

AMPLE 2 Using a simulator

AMPLE 3 Using a debugger

F03.07.05: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies how the cryptographic module
sures that all data output via the data output interface is to be inhibited during error states or self-test
nditions. The tester shall also verify, by inspection of the design of the cryptographic module, that the data
tput interface is, in fact, logically or physically inhibited under these conditions.

pntrol input interface

A

503.08: (Control input interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All input commands, signals (e.g. clock input), and control data (including function calls and manual
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ntrols such as switches, buttons, and keyboards) used to control“the operation of a cryptographic
pdule shall enter via the “control input” interface.

pquired Vendor Information
F03.08.01: The cryptographic module shall have a control input interface. All commands, signals, and
ntrol data (except data entered via the data input interface) used to control the operation of the

yptographic module shall enter via the control inputdnterface, including:

Commands input logically via an API (e.g. ferthe software and firmware components of the cryptographic
module)

Signals input logically or physicallycvia one or more physical ports (e.g. for the hardware components of
the cryptographic module)

Manual control inputs (e.g.stsing switches, buttons, or a keyboard)

Any other input control‘data
F03.08.02: If applicable, the vendor documentation shall specify any external input devices to be used with
b cryptographic-medule for the entry of commands, signals, and control data into the control input interface,
ch as smart ¢ards, tokens, or keypads.

bquired Test Procedures

F03.08.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection, that the cryptographic module includes a control input

in

erface, and that the control input interface functions as specified. The tester shall verify that all commands

signals, and control data (except data entered via the data input interface) used to control the operation of the
cryptographic module shall enter via the control input interface, including:

a)

b)

<)
d)

Commands input logically via an API, such as function calls to a software library or to a smart card

Signals input logically or physically via one or more physical ports, such as commands and signals sent
through a serial port or a PC Card

Manual control inputs (e.g. using switches, buttons, or a keyboard)

Any other input control data
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TEO03.08.02: The tester shall verify if the vendor documentation specifies any external input devices to be
used with the cryptographic module for the entry of commands, signals, and control data into the control input
interface, such as smart cards, tokens, or keypads. The tester shall enter commands via the control input
interface using the identified external input device(s), and verify that input of commands using the external
input device functions as specified.

Control output interface

AS03.09: (Control output interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All output commands, signals, and control data (e.g. control commands to another module) lused [to
control or indicate the state of operation of a cryptographic module shall exit via the “control outpyt”
interface.

Required Vendor Information
VE03.09.01: The vendor documentation shall specify all output commands, signals; and control data (e|g.

control commands to another module) used to control or indicate the state of¢operation of a cryptographi
module shall exit via the control output interface

o

Required Test Procedures
TE03.09.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation shall specify all output commands, signals,
and control data (e.g. control commands to another module) usgd-o control or indicate the state of operatipn
of a cryptographic module shall exit via the control output interface

TE03.09.02: If the control output interface is specified,/the tester shall verify, by inspection, that the contfol
output interface functions as specified.

AS03.10: (Control output interface — Levels 1, 2,3, and 4)

All control output via the “control output™interface shall be inhibited when the cryptographic mody
is in an error state unless exceptions are'specified and documented in the security policy.

e

Required Vendor Information

VE03.10.01: The vendor docunientation shall specify how the cryptographic module ensures that all contfol
output via the control output interface is inhibited whenever the module is in an error state (error states gre
covered in 7.11 of ISO/EC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015). Status information may be allowed from the status
output interface to identify:the type of error.

VE03.10.02: The-vendor documentation shall specify how the design of the cryptographic module ensurgs
that all control output via the control output interface is inhibited whenever the module is in a self-test conditipn
(self-tests are covered in 7.10 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015). Status information to display the results|of
the self-tests-may be allowed from the status output interface.

Required Test Procedures

TE03.10.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that all control output via the
control output interface is inhibited whenever the cryptographic module is in an error state. The tester shall

\/prify fram the vendar documentation that once an error candition is detected and the error state is entered &l
control output via the control output interface is inhibited, until error recovery occurs. The tester shall also
verify that the error states specified in response to this assertion are identical to the error states specified
under AS11.08.

TE03.10.02: The tester shall cause the cryptographic module to enter each specified error state and verify
that all control output via the control output interface is inhibited. If status information is output from the status
output interface to identify the type of error, the tester shall verify that the information output is not sensitive.
The following actions may be used to cause the cryptographic module to enter an error state - opening a
tamper-detecting cover or door, entering incorrectly-formatted commands, keys, or parameters, reducing input
voltage, and/or any other error-causing actions.
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If

it is not possible for the tester to cause an error then the vendor shall provide a rationale to the tester why

this test cannot be performed.

TE03.10.03: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that all control output via the
control output interface is inhibited whenever the cryptographic module is in a self-test condition. The tester
shall verify from the vendor documentation that once self-tests are being performed, all control output via the
control output interface is inhibited, until the self-tests are completed. The tester shall also verify that the self-
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F03.10.04: The tester shall cause the module to perform the self-tests and verify that all control output via
b control output interface is inhibited.

F03.10.05: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies how the cryptographi¢ module
sures that all control output via the control output interface is to be inhibited during error states, orself-test

nditions. The tester shall also verify, by inspection of the implementation of the cryptographic \module, that
b control output interface is, in fact, logically or physically inhibited under these conditions.

atus output interface

503.11: (Status output interface — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All output signals, indicators (e.g. error indicator), and status data.jibcluding return codes and
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pysical indicators such as visual (display, indicator lamps), audio (buzzer, tone, ring), and
pchanical (vibration)] used to indicate the status of a cryptographie;module shall exit via the "status
Itput” interface.

DTE Status output will be either implicit or explicit.

pquired Vendor Information

F03.11.01: The cryptographic module shall have a status output interface. All status information, signals,
jical indicators, and physical indicators used to indicate or display the status of the module shall exit via the
htus output interface, including:

Status information output logically via an-API

Signal outputs logically or physically_via one or more physical ports

Manual status outputs (e.g. using displays, indicator, lamps, buzzer, tone, or ring)

Any other output status-infermation
F03.11.02: If applicable;the vendor documentation shall specify any external output devices to be used with
b cryptographic module for the output of status information, signals, logical indicators, and physical
licators via the<Status output interface, such as smart cards, tokens, displays, and/or other storage devices.

pquired Test Procedures

F03.11:01: The tester shall verify, by inspection, that the cryptographic module includes a status output
erface, and that the status output interface functions as specified. The tester shall verify that all status

nrmnfinn' cignnlc, Ingir‘nl inr‘linnfnrc' and phycir‘nl indicators used to indicate or rlicplny the status of the

module shall exit via the status output interface, including:

a)

b)

<)
d)

Status information output logically via an API, such as return codes from a software library or a smart
card

Signal outputs logically or physically via one or more physical ports, such as status information sent
through a serial port or a PC Card connector

Manual status outputs (e.g. using LEDs, buzzers, or a display)

Any other output status information
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TEO03.11.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies any external output devices (if
applicable) to be used with the cryptographic module for the output of status information, signals, logical
indicators, and physical indicators via the status output interface.

TEO03.11.03: The tester shall verify that the status information output from the status output interface shall not
output any information that could result in a compromise of CSPs.

ASO3 2 (vModutemterfaces=tevels 12, 3;anmd4)

Except for the software cryptographic modules, all modules shall also have the following interface.
NOTE This assertion is not tested separately.

AS03.13: (Module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Power interface: All external electrical power that is input to a cryptographic module shall enter vid a
power interface.

NOTE A power interface is not required if all power is provided or maintained \internal to the module, and that
replacement of an internal battery is considered a physical maintenance activity;ahd is subject to the requirements
specified in 7.7 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Required Vendor Information
VE03.13.01: If the cryptographic module requires or provides“power to/from other devices external to the
boundary (e.g. a power supply or an external battery), theyvendor documentation shall specify a power

interface and a corresponding physical port.

VEO03.13.02: All power entering or exiting the cryptographic module to/from other devices external to the
cryptographic boundary shall pass through the specified power interface.

Required Test Procedures
TEO03.13.01: The tester shall verify if thecvendor documentation specifies whether the cryptographic moddule
requires or provides power to/from other devices external to the cryptographic boundary (e.g. a power supply,
power cord, power inlet/outlet, ofan external battery). The tester shall also verify that the vendor
documentation specifies a power-interface and a corresponding physical port.
TEO03.13.02: The tester shall verify, by inspection of the cryptographic module that all power entering [or
exiting the module to/fremrother devices external to the cryptographic boundary passes through the specified
power interface.

AS03.14: (Modulelinterfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptagraphic module shall distinguish between data, control information, and power for inpit,
and data, control information, status information, and power for output.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.14.01: The vendor documentation shall specify how the cryptographic module distinguishes betwegn
data and control for input and data, control and status for output, and how the physical and logical paths

followed by the input data and control information entering the module via the applicable input interfaces are
logically or physically disconnected from the physical and logical paths followed by the output data, control
and status information exiting the module via the applicable output interfaces.

VE03.14.02: The vendor documentation shall specify how the physical and logical paths used by the input
data and control information are logically or physically disconnected from the physical and logical paths used
by the output data, control and status information. If the physical and logical paths used by the input data and
control information and the output data, control and status information are physically shared, the vendor
documentation shall specify how logical separation is enforced by the cryptographic module.
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VE03.14.03: The vendor documentation shall show consistency and shall show that the cryptographic module
distinguishes between data and control for input and data, control and status for output, and that the physical
and logical paths followed by the input data and control information entering the module via the applicable
input interfaces are logically or physically disconnected from the physical and logical paths followed by the
output data, control and status information exiting the module via the applicable output interfaces.

Required Test Procedures

TKE03.14.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies how the cryptographic module
distinguishes between data and control for input and data, control and status for output. Input data entered
from the data input interface, and control information entered from the control input interface shall be logically
or| physically distinguished from output data exiting to the output data interface, output control exiting/to_the
oUtput control interface, and status information exiting to the status output interface.

THEO03.14.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies how the physicalxand logical
paths used by the input data and control information are logically or physically disconnected ftom the physical
and logical paths used by the output data, control and status information. If the physical and logical paths
uded by the input data and control information and the output data, control and status information are
physically shared, the tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies how ogical separation is
enforced by the cryptographic module.

THEO03.14.03: The tester shall verify, by inspection, the consistency of the vender-documentation, and that the
cryptographic module distinguishes between data and control for input and-data, control and status for output,
and that the physical and logical paths followed by the input data and cantfol information entering the module
via the applicable input interfaces are logically or physically disconne¢ted from the physical and logical paths
followed by the output data, control and status information exiting’the module via the applicable output
interfaces.

A$03.15: (Module interfaces — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module specification shall, unambiguously, specify format of input data and
cgntrol information, including length restrictions for all variable length inputs.

Required Vendor Information

VIE03.15.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the physical and logical paths used by all major
cgtegories of input data entering the:cryptographic module via the data input interface and the applicable
physical ports. The documentation shall include a specification of the applicable paths (e.g. by highlighted or
annotated copies of the schematics, block diagrams, or other information provided under AS02.07 and
A$02.15 through AS02.18). Alkinput data entering the cryptographic module via the data input interface shall
only use the specified paths'‘while being processed or stored by each physical or logical sub-section of the
mpdule. The input datapaths shall be specified in sufficient detail to verify which type of data pass through
edch applicable physicalport.

NQTE The tepny‘all major categories of input data” refer to items addressed in AS03.05 for data input, and to items
addressed in AS03.08 for control input.

VIE03.15.02:/The vendor documentation shall specify that all input data entering the cryptographic module via
the datasinput interface and applicable physical ports only use the specified paths. The documentation shall
show that all logical and physical information flows used by the input data are consistent with the design and
operation of the cryptographic module. The vendor documentation shall establish that there are no conflicts

between the applicable paths that may lead to the compromise of CSPs, plaintext data, or other information of
the cryptographic module.

VE03.15.03: The vendor provided documentation shall unambiguously specify format of input data and control
information including length restrictions for all variable length inputs.

VEO03.15.04: The vendor provided documentation shall identify which component within the cryptographic
boundary is validating the format.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO03.15.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies the physical and logical paths
used by all major categories of input data entering the cryptographic module via the data input interface. The
tester shall also verify that the paths shall be documented in the specification (e.g. by highlighted or annotated
copies of the schematics, block diagrams, or other information provided under AS02.07 and AS02.15 through
AS02.18). The tester shall verify the documentation which type of data pass through each applicable physical
port.

TEGS].SGZ Thc tCDtCI D:Ia:: vcl;fy fIUIII thc VCIIdUI duuunlclltat;uu Al Id by illopcuﬂuu Uf thc bly}JtUUICl}J: |C
module, that all input data entering the module via the data input interface and applicable physical portsvonly
use the specified paths. The tester shall examine all logical and physical information flows and shall verjfy
that the specification of the paths used by the input data is consistent with the design and operation of the
cryptographic module. The tester shall verify that there are no conflicts between the applicable paths that mpy
lead to the compromise of CSPs, plaintext data, or other information.

TEO03.15.03: The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, that the unambiguops
specification is provided about the format of input data and control information, including length restrictions for
all variable length inputs.

1%
o

TEO03.15.04: The tester shall verify that the identified component within the cryptographic boundary is locat
on the specified path under VE03.15.02.

TEO03.15.05: The tester shall examine the applicable source code(s) te‘ensure that the identified component|is
actually validating the documented format.

TEO03.15.06: The tester shall attempt to input data and/or control information which is not compliant with the
format, and verify that such service inputs are rejected by the ‘cryptographic module.

NOTE The test platform or configuration can impose a part'of format/restrictions.

EXAMPLE 1 A device driver to use the cryptographie module is enforcing a part of the format.
EXAMPLE 2 A layer in a protocol stack supportsifixed length packet only.

If it is not possible for the tester to input-Certain data or control information which is not compliant with the
format, then the tester shall require the vendor to provide a rationale why this test cannot be performed. (In

such case, the tester shall follow_alternative procedures allowed by the validation authority, to ensure that the
cryptographic module is validating the format.

6.3.4 Trusted channel

AS03.16: (Trusted channel — Levels 3, and 4)
For the transmission of unprotected plaintext CSPs, key components and authentication data betweg¢n
the cryptographic module and the sender or receivers endpoint the cryptographic module shall
implementa-trusted channel.

Required Vendor Information

VEO03.16.01: The vendor shall describe the method of transmission of unprotected CSPs and the way th
are protected via a trusted channel.

9
<

Required Test Procedures

TEO03.16.01: The tester shall verify that the trusted channel is able to protect unprotected CSPs between the
cryptographic module boundary and the sender or receiver endpoint.

AS03.17: (Trusted channel — Levels 3 and 4)

The trusted channel shall prevent unauthorised modification, substitution, and disclosure along the
communication link.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS03.18 or AS03.19.
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ASO03.18: (Trusted channel — Levels 3 and 4)

The physical ports used for the trusted channel shall be physically separated from all other ports {or
AS03.19 shall be satisfied}.

Required Vendor Information
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5Ps. The physical port(s) used for the input and output of plaintext CSPs shall be physically separated from
other physical ports of the cryptographic module.

F03.18.02: If the cryptographic module inputs or outputs plaintext CSPs, the module shall ensure that only
hintext CSPs enter or exit the module through the applicable physical ports, and that no other data, plaintext
encrypted, enters or exits the module via the applicable physical ports.

pquired Test Procedures

F03.18.01: The tester shall verify if the vendor documentation specifies whether the cryptographic module
buts or outputs plaintext CSPs. The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and also by
Epection of the physical ports on the cryptographic module that the applicable physical ports used for the
but and output of plaintext CSPs are physically separated from all other physical pofts of the module.

F03.18.02: If the cryptographic module inputs or outputs plaintext CSPs, the tester shall verify that only
hintext CSPs enter or exit the module through the applicable physical parts, and that no other data, plaintext
encrypted, enters or exits the module via the applicable physical ports:

503.19: (Trusted channels — Levels 3, and 4)

e logical interfaces used for the trusted channel:shall be logically separated from all other

interfaces {or AS03.18 shall be satisfied}.

pquired Vendor Information

F03.19.01: The vendor documentation shall déscribe how the logical interfaces used in the trusted channel
input and output plaintext CSPs are logically separated from all other interfaces.

F03.19.02:  If the cryptographic module inputs or outputs plaintext CSPs, the module shall ensure that
hintext CSPs enter or exit the module'through the applicable logical interface using the trusted channel, and
ht no other data, plaintext or encrypted, enters or exits the module via the applicable logical interface using
e trusted channel.

F03.19.03: The vendor ydocumentation shall provide rationale how the trusted channel prevents
authorised modificatian,)substitution, and disclosure along the communication link.

bquired Test Praocedures
F03.19.01: »The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and also by inspection of the

yptographic module that the applicable logical interfaces used in the trusted channel to input and output of
hintext ESPs are logically separated from all other logical interfaces of the module.

F03)19.02: If the cryptographic module inputs or outputs plaintext CSPs, the tester shall verify that plaintext

C

Ps enter or exit the module through the applicable logical interface using the trusted channel, and that no

other data, plaintext or encrypted, enters or exits the module via the applicable logical interface using the
trusted channel.

TEO03.19.03: The tester shall verify the correctness of any rationale provided by the vendor. The burden of
proof is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor to produce
additional information as needed.

TE03.19.04: The tester shall, by attempting to access the communication link, verify that the trusted channel
prevents unauthorised modification, substitution, and disclosure along the communication link.
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ASO03.20: (Trusted channel — Levels 3, and 4)
Identity-based authentication shall be employed for all services utilising the trusted channel.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.20.01: The vendor shall provide description of the authentication mechanism used by the trusted

channetk:

Required Test Procedures

TE03.20.01: The tester shall verify that an identity-based authentication mechanism is employed for
services utilising the trusted channel. The tester shall verify that services utilising the trusted(channel are 1
provided without successfully passing the operator authentication.

ASO03.21: (Trusted channel — Levels 3, and 4)

A status indicator shall be provided when the trusted channel is in use.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.21.01: The vendor shall provide description of the indicator provided when trusted channel is in use.

Required Test Procedures

TE03.21.01: The tester shall verify, by exercising the module; that the status indicator is provided when t
trusted channel is in use.

AS03.22: (Trusted channel — Level 4)

In addition to the requirements of Securitydevel 3, for Security Level 4 multi-factor identity-bas
authentication shall be employed for all services utilising the trusted channel.

Required Vendor Information

VE03.22.01: The vendor shall provide description of the multi-factor identity-based authentication mechanis
used by the trusted channel.

Required Test Procedures
TE03.22.01: The tester shall verify that a multi-factor identity-based authentication mechanism is employ

for all services utilising the trusted channel. The tester shall verify that services utilising the trusted chanr
are not provided-without successfully passing the operator authentication.

6.4 Roles,/services, and authentication

6.4.1) Roles, services, and authentication general requirements

AS04.01: (Roles, services, and authentication — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

all
ot

117
o

m

bd
el

A cryptographic module shall support authorised roles for operators and corresponding services

within each role.
NOTE This assertion is tested under AS04.11.

AS04.02: (Roles, services, and authentication — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If a cryptographic module supports concurrent operators, then the module shall internally maintain

the separation of the roles assumed by each operator and the corresponding services.

Required Vendor Information

31


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=38b026b23d690459667fc85a70df83df

ISO/IEC 24759:2014/Cor.1:2015(E)

VEO04.02.01: The vendor documentation shall specify whether multiple concurrent operators are allowed. The
vendor documentation shall specify the method by which separation of the authorised roles and services
performed by each operator is achieved. The vendor documentation shall also describe any restrictions on
concurrent operators.

EXAMPLE 1 One operator in a maintenance role and another in a user role simultaneously is not allowed.
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neration service can be run at a time in the cryptographic module.

AMPLE 3 When multiple concurrent operators in a Crypto Officer role are logged in, but each Crypto Officer cannot
ange the authentication data of the other operators in a Crypto Officer role.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.02.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the method implemented by the module to
force separation between the roles and services performed by concurrent operators is described.

F04.02.02: The tester shall assume the identity of two independent operators: Opératorl and Operator2.
e operators shall assume different roles. The tester shall verify that only the seryices allocated to the each
e can be performed in that role. The tester shall also attempt, for each operator, t6"access services that are
ique to the role assumed by the other operator in order to verify that separation’ is maintained between the
es and services allowed in concurrent operators.

F04.02.03: If the vendor documentation specifies any restrictions on ‘eoncurrent operators, the tester shall
empt to violate the restrictions by attempting to concurrently assume restricted roles as independent
erators and verify that the module enforces the restrictions.

504.03: (Roles — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

le documentation requirements specified ip, {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
2.4 shall be provided.

pquired Vendor Information

F04.03.01: The vendor shall provide decumentation as described in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015}
2.4

pquired Test Procedures

F04.03.01: The tester shall check vendor documentation against {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} A.2.4
ecification.

1.2 Roles

504.04: (Roles—"Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
cryptographic module shall, at a minimum, support a Crypto Officer Role.

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.05.

AS04.05: (Roles — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The Crypto Officer Role shall be assumed to perform cryptographic initialisation or management

fu

nctions, and general security services (e.g. module initialisation, management of CSPs, PSPs, and

audit functions).

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.05.01: In the documentation required, the vendor shall include at least one crypto-officer role. These

ro

les shall be specified by name and allowed services.
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Required Test Procedures

TEO04.05.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that at least one crypto-officer role is defined.

The tester shall verify that roles are specified by name and allowed services as specified in AS04.05.

AS04.06: (Roles — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

general security services, including cryptographic operatlons and other approved securlty functions

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.06.01: If the cryptographic module supports a User Role, the vendor provided documentation shall
explicitly state that a User Role is supported, and (2) completely specify the role by name and allow
services.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.06.01: The tester shall determine, from the vendor documentation, whethér the cryptographic mody
supports a User Role. If the cryptographic module supports a User Role{ the tester shall verify the vend
documentation that at least one user role is defined. The tester shall verify,that user role is specified by nar
and allowed services as specified in AS04.06.

AS04.07: (Roles — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All unprotected SSPs shall be zeroised when entering or exiting the Maintenance Role.

Required Vendor Information

VE04.07.01: If the cryptographic module has*&" maintenance access interface, the vendor provide

documentation shall 1) explicitly state a maintenance role is supported, 2) completely specify the role by nar
purpose, and allowed services, and 3) specify‘'the maintenance access interface under VE07.11.01.

VEO04.07.02: The vendor documentation-shall specify how the module’s unprotected SSPs, as defined |i

3.110 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015, are actively zeroised when the maintenance role is entered
exited.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.07.01: The tester.shall verify the specifications of the module interfaces whether a maintenance acce
interface is specified (see AS07.11). If so, the tester shall verify the vendor documentation pertaining to t
authorised roles and-verify that the maintenance role is specified by name, purpose, and allowed services.

TEO04.07.02:+-Thie tester shall verify the specifications of the module interfaces whether a maintenance role
defined andycheck the zeroisation of all unprotected SSPs as described in the module specification.

TE04.07.03: While in the maintenance role, the tester shall enter, for all unprotected SSPs, known valu
which’ are effective in demonstrating the zeroisation and, upon exit from the maintenance role, shall verify th
zeroisation has taken place.
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64-3—Services

6.4.3.1  Services general requirements

AS04.08: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Services shall refer to all of the services, operations, or functions that can be performed by a module.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS04.09: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
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Service inputs shall consist of all data or control inputs to the module that initiate or obtain specific
services, operations, or functions.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS04.10: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

sgrvices, operations, or functions initiated or obtained by service inputs.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested.
AB04.11: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Each service input shall result in a service output.
Required Vendor Information

VIE04.11.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the purpose and function/\of) each service. The
dqcumentation shall include for each service: service inputs, corresponding service outputs, and the
adthorised role or roles in which the service can be performed.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.11.01: The tester shall check the vendor documentation and yverify that the purpose and function of
edch service is described. The tester shall also check that the following information is specified for each
sgrvice: service inputs, corresponding service outputs, and the authorised role or roles in which the service
cgn be performed.

TEO04.11.02: The tester shall perform the following for each' service (i.e. security and non-security services,
bqth approved and non-approved services):

—1 Enter each of the specified service inputs and.ebserve that they result in the specified service outputs.

—t For services that require the operator to.assume a role, the role shall be assumed to enter each of the
specified service inputs and observe thatthey result in the specified service outputs.

—t For services that require the operator to assume a role, assume the role that is not specified for the
service and enter each of the specified service inputs and observe that the service is not provided.

—1 For services that requjre.the operator to assume an authenticated role, the role shall be assumed and
authenticated to enter‘each of the specified service inputs and observe that they result in the specified
service outputs.

—1 For services¢hat'require the operator to assume an authenticated role, the role shall be assumed but the
authentication“data shall be modified to fail authentication and enter each of the specified service inputs
and observe that the service is not provided.

—t Fofservices that provide data output over the Data output interface, the tester shall verify the result
against the expected result.

EXAMPLE If the service provides data output which is a function of the services data input, the tester will verify the
data output result as a function of the provided input data.

AS04.12: (services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
A cryptographic module shall provide the following services to operators.
NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

Show module’s versioning information
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AS04.13: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall output the name or module identifier and the versioning information
that can be correlated with a validation record (e.g. hardware, software and/or firmware versioning
information).

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.13.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the output of the current name and versioning
information of the cryptographic module;

VEO04.13.02: The vendor provided documentation shall identify the name or module identifier and the
versioning information which will be posted as the validation record.

VE04.13.03: The vendor provided documentation, either non-proprietary security policy\er an Administrajor
guidance, shall specify how to correlate the output of the current name and the versioning information with a
validation record.

Required Test Procedures
TE04.13.01: The tester shall verify that the service outputs (i.e. name{ ar module identifier and versionipg
information) are consistent with specification and with information®@rovided under assertions AS02.11,
AS02.12, and AS11.04.
TE04.13.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation (i.e. non-proprietary securjty
policy or an Administrator guidance) provides sufficient jnformation to unambiguously identify the moddle
version.
TEO04.13.03: The tester shall verify that the output ofithe current name or module identifier and the versionipg
information is sufficient for an operator to correlate the module with a validation record, with the help of ngn-
proprietary security policy or an administrator guidance.

Show Status

AS04.14: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3(and 4)

The cryptographic module shall output current status.

Required Vendor Information

VE04.14.01: The vender documentation shall describe the output of the current status of the module.
Required TestProcedures

TEO04.14.01y~The tester shall verify the vendor documentation to verify that the “Show Status” servicel|is
allocated“to at least one authorised role. The tester shall verify that these services are described as specified

in AS04:14.

TEO04.14.02: The tester shall verify that the “Show Status” indicator matches the vendor documentation.

Perform self-tests

AS04.15: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall initiate and run the pre-operational self-tests as specified in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.10.2.

Required Vendor Information
VEO04.15.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the initiation and running of user callable self-tests.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO04.15.01: The tester shall verify that the module provides for the initiation of the running of pre-operational
self-tests, as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.10 this is performed under
documentation verification in TEA.01.01.

Perform approved security functions

AS04.16: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall perform at least one approved security function used in an approved
mpde of operation as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.2.4.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested.

Pé¢rform zeroisation

AB04.17: (Services — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall perform zeroisation of the parameters as spécified in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.9.7.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested.

6.4.3.2 Bypass capability

A$04.18: (Bypass capability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

=N

If the module can output a particular data or status item in a-Cryptographically protected form, or (as a
result of module configuration or operator intervention) can/also output the item in a non-protected
farm, then a bypass capability shall be defined.

Required Vendor Information

VIE04.18.01: If the module implements a bypass:‘capability, the vendor documentation shall describe the
bypass service.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.18.01: The tester shall verify that the module implements a bypass capability as specified in the vendor
dqcumentation.

AB504.19: (Bypass capability. Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If Ja cryptographic moedule implements a bypass capability, then the operator shall assume an
aythorised role before‘configuring the bypass capability.

Required Vendorinformation

VIE04.19.01:./If the module implements a bypass capability, the vendor documentation shall describe how the
operatorsassumes an authorised role before configuring the bypass capability.

Required Test Procedures

TE04.19.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module requires an operator to
assume an authorised role before configuring the bypass capability.

TE04.19.02: The tester shall assume the defined role that is documented to configure the bypass capability
and perform the configuration.

TE04.19.03: The tester shall assume a defined role that is not documented to configure the bypass capability
and attempt to perform the bypass configuration. The tester shall verify the attempt fails.

AS04.20: (Bypass capability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
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If a cryptographic module implements a bypass capability, then two independent internal actions shall

be required to activate the capability to prevent the inadvertent bypass of plaintext data due to
single error.

Required Vendor Information

a

VEO04.20.01: If the module implements a bypass capability, the vendor documentation shall describe the

'prab: DUIV;LU as apcbificu‘ ill ASG420

VE04.20.02: The finite state model and other the vendor documentation shall indicate, for all transjtions ir
an exclusive or alternating bypass state, two independent internal actions that are required to transition in
each bypass state.

Required Test Procedures

to
to

TEO04.20.01: The tester shall verify whether the bypass capability is implemented by the ' module. The tester

shall verify the vendor documentation to verify that the bypass capability is allocated to’at least one authoris
role.

TEO04.20.02: The tester shall verify the finite state model and other the vendor documentation whether ea
transition into an exclusive or alternating bypass state shows two independent internal actions that have
occur in order for the cryptographic module to transition into either excluSive or alternating bypass state.

TEO04.20.03: The tester shall attempt to transition to each bypass,state from each state that shows such
transition, and verify that it takes two internal actions to accomplish each such transition.

AS04.21: (Bypass capability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If a cryptographic module implements a bypass capability, then the two independent interr]
actions shall modify software and/or hardware behaviour that is dedicated to mediate the bypa
capability.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.21.01: If the module implements a bypass capability, the vendor provided documentation shall spec
how the two independent internal actions modify software and/or hardware behaviour that is dedicated

mediate the bypass capability.

VEO04.21.02: The vendor provided documentation shall specify how the two independent internal actio
protect against the inadvertent bypass of plain text data to a single error.

Required Test Procedures

TE04.21.01~The tester shall verify that vendor documentation specifies how the two independent interr
actions proteet against the inadvertent bypass of plain text data due to a single error.

bd

ch
to

al
5S

al

TEQ4,271.02: The tester shall verify that the two independent internal actions modify software and/or hardwdre

behaviour that is dedicated to mediate the bypass capability, by inspection and by attempting to transition
each bypass state from each state that shows such a transition.

to

AS04.22: (Bypass capability —Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If a cryptographic module implements a bypass capability, then the module shall show status
indicate whether the bypass capability:

to

a) is not activated, and the module is exclusively providing services with cryptographic processing

(e.g. plaintext data is encrypted); or

b) is activated and the module is exclusively providing services without cryptographic processing

(e.g. plaintext data is not encrypted); or
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c) is alternately activated and deactivated and the module is providing some services with
cryptographic processing and some services without cryptographic processing (e.g. for modules
with multiple communication channels, plaintext data is or is not encrypted depending on each
channel configuration).

Required Vendor Information

VES422-061TtHrevendordocumentationforthe—~Stow-Status*service shattindicate bypass-status:
Required Test Procedures

TEO04.22.01: The tester shall review the vendor documentation for the “Show Status” service and verify.the
by{pass service indication.

TEO04.22.02: The tester shall transition to each bypass state and verify that the “Show Status! indicates the
applicable bypass status.

6.4.3.3  Self-Initiated cryptographic output capability
AB04.23: (Self-initiated cryptographic output capability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The self-initiated cryptographic output capability shall be configured by\the Crypto Officer and this
configuration may be preserved over resetting, rebooting, or power cycling of the module.

Required Vendor Information
VIEO04.23.01: The vendor shall provide description of the self-initiated cryptographic output capability.
Required Test Procedures

TEO04.23.01: The tester shall verify that the self-initiated cryptographic output capability must be configured by
the Crypto Officer.

AB04.24: (Self-initiated cryptographic outputicapability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If [a cryptographic module implements a self-initiated cryptographic output capability, then two
independent internal actions shall-be’ required to activate the capability to prevent the inadvertent
ouitput due to a single error.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.25.

AB04.25: (Self-initiated-eryptographic output capability — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If |a cryptographiczcmaodule implements a self-initiated cryptographic output capability, then the two
independent intérnal actions shall modify software and/or hardware behaviour that is dedicated to

mEdiate the capability (e.g. two different software or hardware flags are set, one of which may be user-
injtiated).

Required-Vendor Information

V QA 2E N1 - Thao vnandar chall Aafina o cont ~AFf b ntarnaal otinne +n Iha oA nadanth,
|=mv i v atw pp v o IC— vV CToOoOT— o Ot SC T O tvwwo— it aCtioTTs—tO— 10T < o

activate the self-initiated cryptographic output capability.

VEO04.25.02: The vendor provided documentation shall specify how the two independent internal actions
modify software and/or hardware behaviour that is dedicated to mediate the self-initiated cryptographic output
capability.

VEO04.25.03: The vendor provided documentation shall specify how the two independent internal actions
protect against the inadvertent output due to a single error.

Required Test Procedures
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TE04.25.01: The tester shall determine whether the cryptographic module implements a self-initiated
cryptographic output capability. The tester shall verify that vendor documentation specifies the two
independent internal actions performed by the cryptographic module before activating the self-initiated
cryptographic output capability. The tester shall also verify that vendor documentation specifies how the two
independent internal actions protect against the inadvertent output due to a single error.

TEO04.25.02: The tester shall activate the self-initiated cryptographic output capability, and verify that the two

il IdeCI Idcl It il Itcl 1 ICl: Cl\.atiUI 15 ful Ibt;UII [ 0] bpc.'b;ﬁcd. :f Al Iy ouftvvcuc Ul fIIIIIVVaIC bUIII}JUI ITI1 Itb alc c/\cbutcd |n
the process of activation, the tester shall examine the applicable source code to ensure that the software (or
firmware components support the requirement for two independent internal actions before activating the "sqlf-
initiated cryptographic output capability.

U

TEO04.25.03: The tester shall verify that a status indicator is provided to indicate when the" self-initiatgd
cryptographic output capability is activated.

AS04.26: (Self-initiated cryptographic output capability— Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
If a cryptographic module implements a self-initiated cryptographic qutput capability, then the

module shall show status to indicate whether the self-initiated cryptographic output capability |is
activated.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.25,

6.4.3.4  Software/Firmware loading
AS04.27: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and'4)

If a cryptographic module has the capability of loading software or firmware from an external sourge,
then the following requirements shall apply.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.. Jested as part of AS04.28.
AS04.28: (Software/Firmware loading —Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The loaded software or firmware~shall be validated by a validation authority prior to loading [to
maintain validation.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.28.01: The vendor:shall provide a certificate of validation by a validation authority. This certificate shall
unambiguously identity-the software or firmware loaded in the cryptographic module.

Required TestProcedures

TEO04.28.01:y-The tester shall check that the software or firmware version is the one who claims to be. This
identification shall be consistent with the one verified in 7.2.3.1 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

AS04.29: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All data output via the data output interface shall be inhibited until the software/firmware loading and
load test has anlnlnfprl successit |Ily

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.29.01: The vendor shall describe the process used to inhibit data output during loading processes and
load test.

Required Test Procedures

TE04.29.01: The tester shall verify that the data output is inhibited during software or firmware loading and
load test.
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AS04.30: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The Software/Firmware Load Test specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
7.10.3.4 shall be performed before the loaded code can be executed.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS10.37 through AS10.41.
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The cryptographic module shall withhold execution of any loaded or modified approved security

functions until after the pre-operational self-tests specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015
sybclause} 7.10.2 have been successfully executed.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS10.37 through AS10.41.
AB04.32: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The modules versioning information shall be modified to represent the addition and/or update of the
newly loaded software or firmware ({ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 74.3).

Required Vendor Information

VIE04.32.01: The vendor shall provide the means to read the version of the-newly loaded software or firmware.
Required Test Procedures

THEO04.32.01: The tester shall initiate the software/firmware load test. After the pre-operational self-tests have
been successfully executed subsequent to software/firmwaresoad test, the tester shall verify that the
varsioning information is modified to represent the addition.and/or update of the newly loaded software or
firmware.

AB04.33: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2,:3, and 4)

If the loading of new software or firmware isé@ complete image replacement, this shall constitute an
entirely new module which would require yalidation by a validation authority to maintain validation.

Required Vendor Information

VIE04.33.01: The vendor provided documentation shall specify whether the module supports a complete
image replacement as a result ef:software/firmware loading and load test.

VIE04.33.02: The vendor shall provide a certificate of validation by a validation authority. This certificate shall
unjambiguously identity-the software or firmware loaded in the cryptographic module

Required Test Procedures

THEO04.33.01;. \Fhe tester shall ensure that the new complete image replacement is validated by a validation
adthority byninspection of the name and version as indicated in AS04.13.

AB04.34: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The new software or firmware image shall only be executed after the module transitions through a
power-on reset.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.34.01: If a complete image replacement is supported, the vendor provided documentation shall specify
how the new image is executed only after the module transitions through a power-on reset.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO04.34.01: The tester shall initiate the software/firmware load test. After the software/firmware load test
passed, the tester shall verify that the loaded software or firmware cannot be used until after the pre-
operational self-tests have been successfully executed through power-on reset.

ASO04.35: (Software/Firmware loading — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All SSPs shall be zeroised prior to execution of the new image.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.35.01: If a complete image replacement is supported, the vendor provided documentation shall’specjfy
that SSP zeroisation takes place prior to execution of the new image.

VEO04.35.02: If a complete image replacement is supported, the vendor documentation. shall specify the
following SSPs zeroisation information:

a) Zeroisation techniques

b) Rationale explaining how the zeroisation technique is performed in @ ‘time that is not sufficient |to
compromise SSPs

Required Test Procedures

TE04.35.01: The tester shall review the vendor documentationto verify that the information specified |in
VEO04.35.01 is included. The tester shall determine the accuragy of any rationale provided by the vendor. The
burden of proof is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or-ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor|to
produce additional information as needed.

TE04.35.02: The tester shall note which SSPs aré present in the module and initiate the power-on reget
subsequent to software/firmware load test. Following the completion of the pre-operational self-test, the tester
shall attempt to perform cryptographic operations’using each of the SSPs that were stored in the module. The
tester shall verify that each SSP cannot be accessed.

6.4.4 Authentication

Role-Based Authentication

AS04.36: (Role-Based Authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
If role-based authentication mechanisms are supported by a cryptographic module, the module shall
require that one or more roles either be implicitly or explicitly selected by the operator {and shall
authenticate the-assumption of the selected role (or set of roles)}.

NOTE This.assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.37.
AS04.37~Role-Based Authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
If role-based authentication mechanisms are supported by a cryptographic module, the module {shall

require that one or more roles either be implicitly or explicitly selected by the operator and} shall
authenticate the assumption of the selected role (or set of roles).

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.37.01: The vendor shall document the type of authentication performed for the module. The vendor
shall document the mechanisms used to perform the implicit or explicit selection of a role or set of roles and
the authentication of the operator to assume the role(s).

Required Test Procedures
TEO04.37.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies the mechanisms used for the

selection of a role or roles and the authentication of the operator to assume a role.

41


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=38b026b23d690459667fc85a70df83df

ISO/IEC 24759:2014/Cor.1:2015(E)

TEO04.37.02: The tester shall assume each role and initiate an error during the authentication procedure. The
tester shall verify that the module denies access to each role.

AS04.38: (Role-Based Authentication — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

If

a cryptographic module permits an operator to change roles, then the module shall authenticate the

assumption of any role that was not previously authenticated for that operator.

R¢

Vi
th

R¢

pquired Vendor Information

F04.38.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the ability of an operator to modify roles and shall state
At authentication of an operator to assume a new role is required.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.38.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation to verify that the method by which an operator
n modify roles includes the authentication of the operator to assume a new role.

F04.38.02: The tester shall perform the following tests:

Assume a role, attempt to modify to another role that the operator is authoriséd to assume, and verify that
the module allows the operator to request services assigned to the new role.

Assume a role, attempt to modify to another role that the operator isthot’authorised to assume, and verify
that the module does not allow the operator to request the services assigned only to the new role.

entity-Based Authentication

m
off
R¢
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m

a)
N

b)
N(

c)

504.39: (Identity-Based Authentication — Levels 3 and 4)

identity-based authentication mechanisms are’ supported by a cryptographic module, the
pdule shall require that the operator be individually and uniquely identified, {shall require that one or
pre roles either be implicitly or explicitly seleéted by the operator, and shall authenticate the identity
the operator and the authorisation of the ggerator to assume the selected role or set of roles}.
bquired Vendor Information

F04.39.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the type of authentication implemented within the
pdule. The vendor documentation shall specify:

the mechanism(s) used-te_perform the identification of the operator,

DTE 1 This is associated with AS04.39.

the mechanism(s) used to perform the authentication of the operator’s identity,
DTE 2 This/is associated with AS04.41.

thetmechanism(s) used to perform the implicit or explicit selection of a role or set of roles,

N

DTE'3 This is associated with AS04.40.

d)

the mechanism(s) used to perform the verification of the authorisation of the operator to assume the
role(s), and

NOTE 4 This is associated with AS04.41.

e)

the mechanism(s) used to internally maintain the relationship between the identified and authenticated
operator and the selected role or set of roles authorised to assume by the operator.

NOTE 5 This is associated with AS04.40, AS04.41, AS04.42 and AS11.13.
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Required Test Procedures
TEO04.39.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies:
a) how the operator is uniquely identified,

NOTE 6 This is associated with AS04.39.

b) how that identity is authenticated,
NOTE 7  This is associated with AS04.41.
¢) how the operator chooses a role,
NOTE 8  This is associated with AS04.40.

d) how the authorisation of the operator to assume a role is performed based on the authenticated identi
and

NOTE 9 This is associated with AS04.41.

e) how the relationship is internally maintained between the identified,and authenticated operator and t
selected role or set of roles authorised to assume by the operator.

NOTE 10 This is associated with AS04.40, AS04.41, AS04.42, and AS11.13.
TEO04.39.02: The tester shall verify by inspection and frem the vendor documentation that the identificati
and authentication procedure is implemented as specified in the vendor documentation provided und

VE04.39.01.

TEO04.39.03: The tester shall initiate an error_during the authentication procedure and shall verify that t
module does not allow the tester to proceed beyond the authentication procedure.

TEO04.39.04: The tester shall successfully.@uthenticate his/her identity to the module. When required to selq
one or more roles, the tester shall sgelect roles not compatible with the authenticated identity and shall ver
that authorisation to assume the roles’is denied.

NOTE 11 This test procedure(is associated with AS04.39 and AS04.41.
ASO04.40: (Identity-Based*Authentication — Levels 3 and 4)

{If identity-based authentication mechanisms are supported by a cryptographic module, the modu
shall require that)the operator be individually and uniquely identified}, shall require that one or mo
roles either_be implicitly or explicitly selected by the operator, {and shall authenticate the identity
the operatat.and the authorisation of the operator to assume the selected role or set of roles}.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS04.41: (Identity-Based Authentication — Levels 3 and 4)

yl
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{If identity-based authentication mechanisms are supported by a cryptographic module, the modu

le

shall require that the operator be individually and uniquely identified, shall require that one or mo
roles either be implicitly or explicitly selected by the operator}, and shall authenticate the identity
the operator and the authorisation of the operator to assume the selected role or set of roles.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS04.42: (Identity-Based Authentication — Levels 3 and 4)

re
of

If a cryptographic module permits an operator to change roles, then the module shall verify the

authorisation of the identified operator to assume any role that was not previously authorised.
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VE04.42.01: The vendor documentation shall specify:

a)
b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

R¢

TH
cr

TH
m
th
TH

a)

b)

TH
(@]
dq

A

W
m

whether the cryptographic module permits an operator to modify roles,
how an operator can modify roles after the operator is identified and authenticated,

how the relationship is internally maintained between the identified and authenticated operator and the

—setected Tote or setof totesauthorisedtoassume by the operator fseeitermme) of VEO4:39:011;

how the cryptographic module enforces the verification of authorisation of the identified operator to
assume a role that was not previously authorised,

conditions under which the operator's identity has to be reauthenticated in modifying roles,
how the cryptographic module is designed to meet the assertion AS11.13:

1) how the cryptographic module prohibits changing to a Crypto Officer state from_ any/other role other
than the Crypto Officer, or

2) how the results of previous authentications/authorisation is cleared and‘the cryptographic module
requires the operator to be authenticated and authorised to assume_a Crypto Office role, when
changing from any other role other than the Crypto Officer role.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.42.01: The tester shall determine, by inspection and from, the vendor documentation, whether the
yptographic module permits an operator to modify roles.

F04.42.02: The tester shall verify in the vendor documentation that the method by which an operator can
bdify roles without re-authentication of the operator’s identity includes the verification of the authorisation of
b operator for a role not previously authenticated.

F04.42.03: The tester shall perform the following-tests:

Assume each role, attempt to modify te. another role that the tester is authorised to assume, verify that the
tester’'s identity does not have to be(reauthenticated, and verify that the tester can access the services
associated with the new role. Theé.tester shall perform services in the new role that were not associated
with the previous role in order towverify that the tester has assumed a different role.

Assume each role, attemptito modify to another role that the operator is not authorised to assume, and
verify that the module denies access to the role based on the identity of the operator.

F04.42.04: The testershall exercise the cryptographic module and verify that the changing to a Crypto
ficer role from any.other role other than the Crypto Officer role is prohibited as specified in the vendor
cumentation provided under VE04.42.01.

504.43: (Operator authentication — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

hen arcryptographic module is reset, rebooted, powered off and subsequently powered on, the
pdule shall require the operator to be authenticated.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.43.01: The vendor documentation shall describe how the results of previous authentications are cleared
when the module is powered off.

Required Test Procedures

TE04.43.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the clearing of previous authentications
upon power off of the module is described.
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TEO04.43.02: The tester shall authenticate to the module and assume one or more roles, power off the modu
power on the module, and attempt to perform services in those roles. To meet this assertion, the module sh
deny access to the services and require that the tester be reauthenticated.

ASO04.44: (Operator authentication — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

E)

le,
all

Authentication data within a cryptographic module shall be protected against unauthorised use,

d;o\,:uoulc |||ud;f;uat;ull Clll\’:lI oubot;tutlull.

NOTE Approved security functions can be used as part of the authentication mechanism.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.44.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the protection of all authenticationydata within t

module. Protection shall include the implementation of mechanisms that protect against unauthoris

disclosure, modification, and substitution.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.44.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that describésthe protection of authenticati

data. The tester shall verify that the documentation describes how(the data will be protected agair

unauthorised disclosure, modification, and substitution.

TEO04.44.02: The tester shall perform the following tests:

a) Attempt to access (by circumventing the documented protection mechanisms) authentication data 1
which the tester is not authorised to have access. Jfthe module denies access or allows access only

encrypted or otherwise protected forms of data, thérequirement is met.

b) Modify authentication data using any method<not specified by the vendor documentation and attempt
enter the modified data. The module shall.not allow the tester to be authenticated using the modified d3

AS04.45: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
If a cryptographic module does ot contain the authentication data required to authenticate t
operator for the first time the_.module is accessed, then other authorised methods (e.g. procedui
controls or use of factory-set_ or default authentication data) shall be used to control access to t
module and initialise the aGthientication mechanisms.

Required Vendor Infofmation

VEO04.45.01: The.vendor documentation shall specify means to control access to the module before it
initialised.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO04.45.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation describes the procedure by which the operafor

is.authenticated upon accessing the module for the first time.

TEO04.45.02: If access to the module before initialisation is controlled, the tester shall initiate an error on

AN

ed

uninitialised module _and shall \/prify that the module denies access.__The tester shall assume the authaoris
role and verify that the required authentication complies with the documented procedures. The tester sh

all

attempt to assume other roles before the module has been initialised and verify that the module denies access

to the roles.

TEO04.45.03: If default authentication data is used to access to the module and to initialise the authentication

mechanism, the tester shall assume the authenticated role, and verify that the default authentication data

is

replaced upon the first-time authentication. The tester shall also enter the default authentication data after the
first-time authentication and verify that the cryptographic module does not allow the tester to be authenticated.

ASO04.46: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
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default authentication data is used to control access to the module, then default authentication

data shall be replaced upon first-time authentication ({ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
7.9.7).

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.45.

AS04.47: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
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the cryptographic module uses security functions to authenticate the operator, then those security
nctions shall be approved security functions.

pquired Vendor Information

F04.47.01: The vendor provided documentation shall specify the list of security functions used to
thenticate operators.

F04.47.02: The vendor shall provide a validation certificate for each approved security functiens as specified
VE02.20.01.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.47.01: The tester shall verify that the security functions used to authenticate operators are all approved
curity functions.

504.48: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

e module shall implement an approved authentication<mechanism as specified in {ISO/IEC
790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex E.

pquired Vendor Information

£F04.48.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the approved authentication mechanism used to
thenticate operators.

F04.48.02: If the module implements an_approved authentication mechanism, the vendor shall provide a
lidation certificate as specified in VE02,20:01.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.48.01: The tester shall Aerify that the authentication mechanism used to authenticate operators is an
proved one.

504.49: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

e strength of"the approved authentication mechanism shall be specified in the security policy
SO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex B).

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of ASB.01.

504.50: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

For each attempt to use the approved authentication mechanism, the module shall meet the strength
of the authentication objective.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.50.01: The vendor documentation shall specify each authentication mechanism and the associated
false acceptance rate or probability that a random access will succeed.

Required Test Procedures
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TE04.50.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation for each authentication mechanism that the
associated false acceptance or random access rate is specified.

TEO04.50.02: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation for each authentication mechanism that the
objective is met.

AS04.51: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

For multiple attempts to use the approved authentication mechanism during a one-minute periodythe
module shall meet the strength of the authentication objective.

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.51.01: The vendor documentation shall specify each authentication mechanism and.the associated
probability of a successful random attempt during a one-minute period.

Required Test Procedures

TEO04.51.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation for each authentication mechanism that the
associated probability of a successful random is specified.

TE04.51.02: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation for each-authentication mechanism that the
associated probability of a successful random is meeting the objective,

AS04.52: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The approved authentication mechanism shall be metdyy the module’s implementation and not rely on
documented procedural controls or security rules (efg.)password size restrictions).

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.52.01: The vendor shall provide complete.déscription of the authentication mechanisms.
Required Test Procedures

TEO04.52.01: The tester shall verifychy inspection and from the vendor documentation that the approved
authentication mechanism is met by the module's implementation and does not rely on documentgd
procedural controls or security.rules.

AS04.53: (Operator authentication — Level 2)

If the operating ~system implements the authentication mechanism, then the authenticatipn
mechanism shall meet the requirements of this clause.

Required Vendor Information
VE04.53)01: The vendor shall provide authentication mechanism specification of the operating system.
Required Test Procedures

TE04.53.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation and by inspection that the approved
authentication mechanism implemented in the operating system meets the applicable requirements.

AS04.54: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

Feedback of authentication data to an operator shall be obscured during authentication (e.g. no
visible display of characters when entering a password).

Required Vendor Information

VEO04.54.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the method used to obscure feedback of the
authentication data to an operator during entry of the authentication data.
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Required Test Procedures

TE04.54.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the authentication data is obscured during
data entry.

TE04.54.02: The tester shall enter authentication data and verify that there is no visible display of
authentication data during data entry.
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504.55: (Operator authentication — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

bedback provided to an operator during an attempted authentication shall prevent weakening of the
thentication mechanism strength beyond the required authentication strength.

pquired Vendor Information

F04.55.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the feedback mechanism that is used when.the operator
entering authentication data.

pquired Test Procedures

F04.55.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the feedback mechanism does not provide
ormation that could be used to guess or determine the authentication data.

F04.55.02: The tester shall enter authentication data to assume each\role to ensure that the feedback
bchanism does not provide useful information.

504.56: (Operator authentication — Level 1)

a module does not support authentication mechanisms{.the module shall require that the operator
ther implicitly or explicitly select one or more roles.

pquired Vendor Information
F04.56.01: The vendor shall document the typée of authentication performed for the module. The vendor
all document the mechanisms used to perform the implicit or explicit selection of a role or set of roles and

b authentication of the operator to assume'the role(s).

F04.56.02: The vendor provided non=proprietary security policy shall provide a description of the roles, either
plicit or explicit, that the operator, can assume.

F04.56.03: The vendor provided non-proprietary security policy shall provide instructions for the operator to
sume either the implicit or explicit roles.

pquired Test Procedures
F04.56.01: The\tester shall verify that the vendor provided non-proprietary security policy provides a
scription ofithe roles, either implicit or explicit, that the operator can assume and the means to assume each

e.

F0456.02: The tester shall invoke the method described in the non-proprietary security policy and verify that

chrole can either be implicitly or explicitly assumed.

AS04.57: (Operator authentication — Level 2)

A
m

cryptographic module shall at a minimum employ role-based authentication to control access to the
odule.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.36.

AS04.58: (Operator authentication — Levels 3 and 4)
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A cryptographic module shall employ identity-based authentication mechanisms to control access to
the module.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS04.39 through AS04.41.
AS04.59: (Operator authentication — Level 4)
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control access to the module.

VE04.59.01: The vendor shall provide specification of a multi factor identity-based authentication and provifle
testing features of the mechanism.

Required Test Procedures

1%
o

TE04.59.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation and assess multi-factor identity-bas
authentication.

6.5 Software/Firmware security

ASO05.01: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The requirements of this clause shall apply to software and firmware components of a cryptograpH
module.

Cc

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part.of\tAS05.02 through AS05.23.
ASO05.02: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2{3%and 4)

The documentation requirements specified int{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.5 shall
be provided.

Required Vendor Information
VE05.02.01: The vendor shall provide.documentation as specified in A.2.5 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.
Required Test Procedures

TEO05.02.01: The tester shall verify completeness of the documentation specified in A.2.5 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015,

ASO05.03: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

The following“requirements shall apply to software and firmware components of a cryptograpHh
module for-Security Level 1.

C

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.
AS05.04: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

All software and firmware shall be in a form that satisfies the requirements of this Internatiorjal

Standard without modification prior to instattation {ISOAEC 197907201 2/Cor- 172015 subctausey (7-11-

~

Required Vendor Information
VE05.04.01: The vendor shall provide software and firmware specification.
Required Test Procedures

TEO05.04.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection of the cryptographic module, that specifications provided by
vendor documentation are consistent with the actual design of the cryptographic module.

AS05.05: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)
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For software and firmware modules and the software or firmware component of a hybrid module
(except for the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of a hybrid
module): A cryptographic mechanism using an approved integrity technique shall be applied to all
software and firmware components within the module’s defined cryptographic boundary in one of the
following ways:

— by the cryptographic module itself; or

—t by another validated cryptographic module operating in an approved mode of operation.

Required Vendor Information

VIE05.05.01: The vendor provided documentation shall describe the approved integrity techniqué that is
applied to all software and firmware components and the software or firmware component of a hybrid module
(elkcept for the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of a hybrid'module).

VIE05.05.02: The vendor provided documentation shall specify how the integrity techniquelis applied to all
sdftware and firmware components and the software or firmware component of a hybrid“todule (except for
the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of a hybrid, module) using either

a)| a single encompassing message authentication code or signature;
or
b)[ multiple disjoint codes or signatures.

VIE05.05.03: The vendor documentation shall describe whether the approved integrity technique is
implemented either by the cryptographic module itself or by angther validated cryptographic module operating
infan approved mode of operation.

VIE05.05.04: The vendor provided documentation shall‘specify the location of the cryptographic key used in
the integrity technique. If the approved digital signature is used as the integrity technique, the vendor
dgcumentation shall also specify the location of the' private signing key which is used to generate reference
signature.

VIE05.05.05: The vendor shall provide a.validation certificate for the approved integrity technique as specified
in[VE02.20.01.

Required Test Procedures

TEO05.05.01: The tester shall_verify by inspection of the cryptographic module that an approved integrity
technique is applied to all software and firmware components and the software or firmware component of a
hybrid module (except-for’the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of a
hybrid module) withim\the module.

THEO05.05.02: The_ tester shall verify that the vendor has provided a validation certificate for the approved
integrity technigue implemented as specified in VE02.20.01.

TEO05.05.03: If the module implements a hash or MAC for the software/firmware integrity test, the tester shall
verify“that the vendor documentation of the software/firmware integrity test fully describes the process by
whiefpthe hash or MAC is calculated and verified.

TEO05.05.04: If the module implements an approved digital signature for the software/firmware integrity test,
the tester shall verify that the vendor documentation of the software/firmware integrity test includes the
following:

a) Specification of the approved digital signature algorithm implemented.
b) Identification of software and firmware that is protected using the approved digital signatures.

c) Verification that the pre-calculated value of the approved digital signature is included with the software or
firmware.
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d) Verification of the approved digital signature.
e) Failure of the self-test upon failure of the approved digital signature verification.
TEO05.05.05: Even if the approved integrity technique is provided by another validated module, the tester shall

verify that the determination of pass or fail of the software/firmware integrity test is made as specified in
AS10.01.

TEO05.05.06: By checking the code and/or design documentation, the tester shall verify that'.ihe
implementation of the software/firmware test is consistent with the information provided under AS05.05 and
AS05.08.

TEO05.05.07: The tester shall modify the cryptographic software and firmware components. Thistest is faileq if
the integrity mechanisms do not detect the modifications.

ASO05.06: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

For software and firmware components of a hardware cryptographic module and the software pr
firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of a hybfid~cryptographic module: |A
cryptographic mechanism using an approved integrity technique)or an error detection cog¢e
(EDC) shall be applied to all software and firmware components within the hardware module’s defined
cryptographic boundary or within disjoint hardware components.6f the hybrid module.

Required Vendor Information

VEO05.06.01: The vendor provided documentation shall desCribe the approved integrity technique or erfor
detection code that is applied to all software and firmwarg{components of a hardware cryptographic modyle
and the software or firmware components within a disjeint hardware component of a hybrid cryptographic
module.

VE05.06.02: The vendor provided documentation shall specify how the approved integrity technique or erfor
detection code is applied to all software and<firmware components of a hardware cryptographic module apd
the software or firmware components within:a disjoint hardware component of a hybrid cryptographic modulg.

VEO05.06.03: If the module implements-an error detection code, the vendor shall provide the documentatipn
required under VE05.07.01.

VEO05.06.04: If the cryptographic-module implements an approved integrity technique for the integrity test, the
vendor provided documentation shall provide information required under VEO05.05.02, VE05.05.04 apd
VEO05.05.05.

Required Test Procedures

TEO05.06.01: The tester shall verify by inspection of the cryptographic module that an approved integrty
technique _oryerror detection code is applied to all software and firmware components of a hardwgre
cryptographic module and all software or firmware components within a disjoint hardware component of| a
hybrid-cryptographic module.

TE05.06.02: If the module implements an error detection code, the tester shall follow procedures required
uhder TE05.07.01.
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TEO05.06.04: If the module implements an approved digital signature for the software/firmware integrity test,
the tester shall follow procedures required under TE05.05.04.

TEO05.06.05: By checking the code and/or design documentation, the tester shall verify that the
implementation of the software/firmware test is consistent with the information provided under AS05.06
through AS05.08.

TEO05.06.06: The tester shall modify the cryptographic software and firmware components. This test is failed if
the integrity mechanisms do not detect the modifications.
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ASO05.07: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)
If an EDC is used, the EDC shall be at least 16 bits in length.
Required Vendor Information

VE05.07.01: The vendor shall provide the specification of the error detection code used within the module.
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a)| description of EDC calculation algorithm,

b)[ calculation of the EDCs when the software and firmware is installed,
c)| description of verification process,

1) recalculation of the EDCs when the self-test is initiated,

2) comparison of the stored EDC against the recalculated EDC,
3) expected outputs for success or failure of test.

Required Test Procedures

TEO05.07.01: The tester shall verify that the error detection code is atdeast 16 bits in length and verify by
ingpection that the following information is provided:

a)l the implementation of the EDC calculation algorithm,

b)[ the verification process,

1) recalculation of the EDCs when the self-test is_initiated,

2) comparison of the stored EDC against thelrecalculated EDC, and
3) the expected outputs for success orfailure of test.

AP05.08: (Software/Firmware security.+ Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

If [the integrity test fails (i.e. the calculated result is not successfully verified or the EDC cannot be
varified depending on the module type), the module shall enter the error state.

Required Vendor Informatien

VIEO05.08.01: The vendor shall provide the specification of the integrity test of Software/firmware. This
mechanism shall be-an approved integrity technique or an error detection code depending on the module type
(spe AS05.05 and*AS05.06).

Required Test Procedures

TEO0508.01: The tester shall verify that if the integrity test fails, the module enters the error state.

TEO05.08.02: The tester shall verify that any temporary values generated during the integrity test are zeroised
upon completion of the integrity test.

ASO05.09: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

The approved integrity technique may consist of a single encompassing message authentication code
or signature, or multiple disjoint authentication codes or signatures of which failure of any disjoint
authentication code or signature shall cause the module to enter the error state.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS05.05, AS05.06 and AS05.08.
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ASO05.10: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

The temporary value(s) generated during the integrity test of the module’s software or firmware shall
be zeroised from the module upon completion of the integrity test.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS05.08.
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An operator shall be able to perform the integrity test on demand via an HMI, SFMI, HSMI or, HFMI
service {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} (7.3.2).

Required Vendor Information

VE05.11.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the way to perform the integrity test'\on demand via an
HMI, SFMI, HSMI or HFMI service.

Required Test Procedures

TEO05.11.01: The tester shall verify that the integrity test can be performedniacan HMI, SFMI, HSMI or HFMI
service on demand.

TEO05.11.02: The tester shall verify by inspection of the module that.the”integrity of all software and firmwgre
components within the module is tested during the integrity test callable on demand.

ASO05.12: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and@)
All data and control inputs, and data, control)and status outputs (specified in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.3.3) of the“ cryptographic module and services ({ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}7.4.3) shall he directed through a defined HMI, SFMI, HFMI or HSMI.

Required Vendor Information

VEO05.12.01: The vendor documentationzrequirement is specified under VE05.16.01 and 6.3.1, 6.3.3, apd
6.4.3 of this International Standard.

Required Test Procedures
TEO05.12.01: The tester shall'verify that the vendor documentation specifies the following:

— total set of commands used to request the services of the cryptographic module, including parametegrs
that enter or leavethe module's cryptographic boundary as part of the requested service.

TEO05.12.02: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that all data and contfol
inputs, andCdata, control and status outputs (specified in 7.3.3 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015) of the
cryptographic module and services (specified in 7.4.3 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015) pass through only
the defined HMI, SFMI, HFMI or HSMI.

AS05.13: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 1, 2, 3 and 4)

If the software or firmware that is loaded is associated, bound, modifies or is an executable requis
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the validated module with the following exceptions:

— The cryptographic module is a software module and the loaded software image is a complete
image replacement or overlay of the validated module.

— The cryptographic module is a firmware module of physical Security Level 1 and the loaded
firmware image is a complete image replacement or overlay of the validated module.

— The cryptographic module is a hybrid software module and the loaded software image is a
complete image replacement or overlay of the disjoint software components.
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— The cryptographic module is a hybrid firmware module of physical Security Level 1 and the
loaded firmware image is a complete image replacement or overlay of the disjoint firmware
components.

Required Vendor Information

VEO05.13.01: The vendor shall provide a specification of software/firmware loading processes, including:

a) the type(s) of software/firmware loading processes

1) adding software and firmware components

2) updating existing software and firmware components

b)[ the location where newly loaded software and firmware components are stored,

c)| existing software/firmware/hardware components to enforce the software/firmware loading;

d)| existing software/firmware components which will be affected, modified or replaced as a result of
software/firmware loading,

e)| existing software/firmware components which will be neither affected, modified nor replaced as a result of
software/firmware loading.

VIE05.13.02: The vendor shall provide the specification of the software/firmware load test performed by the
vglidated module.

Required Test Procedures

THEO05.13.01: The tester shall determine, by inspection *and from the vendor documentation, whether the
cryptographic module has a capability of loading softwaresor firmware.

TKE05.13.02: If the cryptographic module has a capability of loading any software or firmware components, the
tepter shall determine, by inspection and from~the vendor documentation, the type(s) of software/firmware
lopding whether additional software and firmware components are loaded, or existing software and firmware
cgmponents are updated.

THEO05.13.03: If additional software (@nd firmware components are loaded, the tester shall verify that the
sdftware/firmware load test is performed with the software/firmware loading.

THEO5.13.04: The tester shall_determine, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, whether any
sgcurity relevant components are included in the existing components which will be affected, modified or
replaced as a result of software/firmware loading.

TEO05.13.05: If any-security relevant components are included in the existing components affected, modified or
replaced as a result of software/firmware loading, the tester shall verify that the software/firmware load test is
pdrformed withrthe software/firmware loading.

TEO05.13.06: The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, that a Crypto Officer
role has‘to be assumed to perform software/firmware loading.

TEUS.I3.077 By checking the code and/or design documentation, the iester shall veriy that ihe
implementation of the software/firmware loading is consistent with the information provided under VE05.13.01.

TEO05.13.08: The tester shall verify the implementation of the software/firmware load test under TE04.28.01,
TE04.29.01, TE04.32.01, TE04.34.01, TE04.35.01, and TE04.35.02.

AS05.14: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

The following requirements shall apply to software and firmware components of a cryptographic
module for Security Level 2.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS05.15 through AS05.18.
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ASO05.15: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

The software and firmware components of a cryptographic module shall only include code that is in
executable form (e.g. no source code, object code or just-in-time compiled code).

Required Vendor Information
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Required Test Procedures

TEO05.15.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, that thesdocumented
executable form does not require further compilation, and that there is no dynamically modified-code.

TEO05.15.02: The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, that the documentgd
executable form is used for each software/firmware components.

ASO05.16: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

There shall be no services via the HMI, SFMI, HFMI or HSMI interface to \allow the operator to examine
the executable code.

Required Vendor Information

VEO05.16.01: The vendor shall provide specification of HMI, SFMK HFMI, or HSMI services.
Required Test Procedures

TEO05.16.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documented specification of services.

TEO05.16.02: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the services do not allow the operafor
to examine the executable code.

TEO05.16.03: The tester shall test the services to verify that the operator cannot examine the executable codg.
ASO05.17: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

For software and firmware modules and the software or firmware component of a hybrid module fopr
Security Level 2 (except\for the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware
component of a hybrid module): An approved digital signature or keyed message authenticatipn
code shall be applied*to all software and firmware within the module’s defined cryptographic
boundary.

Required Vendorinformation

VEO05.17.01;-The vendor shall provide documentation that identifies the technique used to maintain the
integrity.of-the cryptographic software and firmware components.

Required Test Procedures

TEO05.17.01: The tester shall verify that the information specified in VE05.17.01 is included. If this informatipn
is not included, then this assertion fails

TEO05.17.02: The tester shall attempt to corrupt the cryptographic software and firmware components. If the
integrity is maintained, this test is failed.

ASO05.18: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 2, 3 and 4)

If the calculated result is not successfully verified, the test fails and the module shall enter the error
State.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS05.17.
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ASO05.19: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 3 and 4)

In addition to the requirements of Security Levels 1 and 2, the following requirements shall apply to
software and firmware modules and the software or firmware component of a hybrid module for
Security Levels 3 and 4 (except for the software and firmware components within a disjoint hardware
component of a hybrid module).

cnart-af ASOL 20 h ACQLD 29
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NEFE Thisassertorisretseparatelytested—Testedaspart6FASEE20-through-AS85-2
A$05.20: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 3 and 4)

A|cryptographic mechanism using an approved digital signature shall be applied to all software and
filmware components within the module’s defined cryptographic boundary.

Required Vendor Information

VIE05.20.01: The vendor shall provide documentation of the approved digital signature mechanism.

Required Test Procedures

TE05.20.01: The tester shall verify by inspection of the cryptographic module that-a eryptographic mechanism
uding an approved digital signature mechanism is applied to all software and firmware components within the
mpdule's defined cryptographic boundary.

AB05.21: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 3 and 4)

If the calculated result is not successfully verified, the test fails and the module shall enter the error
state.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part 6f AS05.17.
A$05.22: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 3 and4)

The digital signature technique may consist @f a single encompassing signature or multiple disjoint
signatures of which failure of any disjoint sighature shall cause the module to enter the error state.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tésted. Tested as part of AS05.05.

AB05.23: (Software/Firmware security — Levels 3 and 4)

The private signing key shallreside outside the module.

Required Vendor Information

VIE05.23.01: The vendor documentation requirement is specified under VE05.05.04. The vendor design shall
ensure that the pfivate signing key for generating reference signature does not reside within the cryptographic
mpdule boundary:

Required-test Procedures

TEQ5.23.01: The tester shall verify, by inspection and from the vendor documentation, that the private signing

kav—does-notreside-within-the-crvptoaraphic-boundary
Y-808SRoH iee-WHRHRHe-GR/ P glraprHcRBoudhRaaR/~

6.6 Operational environment

6.6.1 Operational environment general requirements
AS06.01: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

If the operational environment is non-modifiable or a limited operational environment, only the
operating system requirements in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.6.2 shall apply.
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NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. It is tested as part of AS06.04.

AS06.02: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

If the operational environment is a modifiable operational environment, the operating system
requirements in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.6.3 shall apply.

AS06.03: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} ' A.2.6 shall
be provided.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.03.01: The vendor shall provide the documentation requirements as specified in A.2.6 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.03.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documenitation as specified in A.2.6 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

6.6.2 Operating system requirements for limited or non-modifiable operational environments
AS06.04: (Operational environment — Level 1)

The requirements in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1.:2015 subclause} 7.6.3 Security Level 1 shall be
applicable if the module is Security Level 1 in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.7.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. It"is tested as part of AS06.05 through AS06.08.

6.6.3 Operating system requirements for modifiable operational environments

NOTE The requirements AS06:05 through AS06.29 apply to the operating system or operating environment jas
applicable.

ASO06.05: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)
Each instance of acryptographic module shall have control over its own SSPs.

NOTE 1 Eachunstance of a cryptographic module controls its own SSPs and are not owned or controlled by externpal
processes/operators.

NOTE 2{/~This requirement cannot be enforced by administrative documentation and procedures, but must be enforcged
by the ‘cryptographic module itself.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.05.01: The vendor shall provide a description of the operating system mechanism used to ensure that

each instance of a cryptographic module has control over its own SSPs while the cryptographic process is in
use.

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.05.01: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the operating system,
that each instance of a cryptographic module has control over its own SSPs while the cryptographic module is
in use.

TEO06.05.02: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the operating system,
that the requirement shall be enforced by the cryptographic module itself.
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TEO06.05.03: The tester shall perform cryptographic functions as described in the crypto officer and user
guidance documentation. While the cryptographic functions are executing, the same or another tester shall
attempt to gain unauthorised access to secret and private keys, intermediate key generation values, and other
SSPs which are under the control of the cryptographic module.

ASO06.06: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

TI/IC UPUI at;ulla: CIIV;IUIIIIICIIt ﬁ PIUV;dU thc uapab;:;ty tU QC}JGI (ZtC |||d;V|dua: appl;\.’at;ull PIU\.:C-D-DUQ
from each other in order to prevent uncontrolled access to CSPs and uncontrolled modifications of
S$Ps regardless if this data is in the process memory or stored on persistent storage within the
operational environment.

Required Vendor Information

VIE06.06.01: The vendor shall provide a description of the operational environment mechanism used to
prpvide the capability to separate individual application processes from each other in arder to prevent
unjcontrolled access to CSPs and uncontrolled modifications of SSPs regardless if this data is'in the process
memory or stored on persistent storage within the operational environment.

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.06.01: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and hy/inspection of the operational
environment mechanism used that it provides the capability to separate individual application processes from
edch other in order to prevent uncontrolled access to CSPs and_dncontrolled modifications of SSPs
regardless if this data is in the process memory or stored on petsistent storage within the operational
ervironment.

TE06.06.02: The tester shall perform cryptographic functionS as described in the crypto officer and user
guidance documentation. While the cryptographic functions are executing, the same or another tester shall
attempt to gain access to CSPs and perform modifications’/of SSPs regardless if this data is in the process
mEemory or stored on persistent storage within the operational environment.

A$06.07: (Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

Restrictions to the configuration of the operational environment shall be documented in the security
palicy of the cryptographic module.

Required Vendor Information

VIE06.07.01: The vendor shall provide documentation which provides a description of any restrictions to the
operational environment.

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.07.01: Thedester shall verify that any restrictions to the operational environment are documented in the
Security Policy:s

A$06.08;_(Operational environment — Levels 1 and 2)

Processes that are spawned by the cryptographic module shall be owned by the module and are not

owned by external processes/operators

NOTE This requirement cannot be enforced by administrative documentation and procedures, but must be enforced
by the cryptographic module itself.

Required Vendor Information
VE06.08.01: The vendor shall provide a description of the operating system mechanism used to ensure that
processes that are spawned by the cryptographic module are owned by the module and are not owned by

external processes/operators.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO06.08.01: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the operating system,
that processes that are spawned by the cryptographic module are owned by the module and are not owned by
external processes/operators.

TEO06.08.02: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the operating system,
that the requirement shall be enforced by the cryptographic module itself.

FEO6:08-:03—Thetester—shattperformeryptographic—functions—as—described—mthe—crypto—offrcer—and—user
guidance documentation. While the cryptographic functions are executing, the same or another tester ‘Shall
attempt to gain ownership of a spawned cryptographic process that is owned by a cryptographic module frgm
either a separate external process or operator.

AS06.09: (Operational environment — Level 2)

For Security Level 2 an operating environment shall meet the following requirements‘or as allowed by
the validation authority.

NOTE 1  If the operating environment requirements are not specified by a validation authority, the assertion is tested|in
AS06.10 through AS06.29.

NOTE 2  If the operating environment requirements are specified by a validationauthority, the assertion is tested s
follows.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.09.01: The vendor shall provide documentation which provides a description of the operating
environment.

VE06.09.02: The vendor shall provide documentation.comparing the operating environment with the operati
environment allowed by the validation authority.

=]

g

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.09.01: The tester shall verify thatthe vendor documentation provides a description of the operatipg
system.

TEO06.09.02: The tester shall verify by inspection of the operating system that it matches the vendor provided
description of the operating system.

TEO06.09.03: The testersshall verify by inspection of the operating system and the vendor provided descriptipn
of the operating system that it is allowed by the validation authority.

AS06.10: (Operational environment — Level 2)

All cryptographic software, SSPs, and control and status information shall be under the control of an
operatingvsystem that implements either role-based access controls or, at the minimum,|a
discrétionary access control with robust mechanism of defining new groups and assigning restrictiye
perfmissions for example through access control lists (ACLs), and with the capability of assigning
each user to more than one group.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.10.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of the
operating system control mechanisms which implements either role-based access controls or, at the minimum,
a discretionary access control with robust mechanism of defining new groups and assigning restrictive
permissions for example through access control lists (ACLs), and with the capability of assigning each user to
more than one group.

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.10.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating system
control mechanisms, that the operating system implements either role-based access controls or, at the
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minimum, a discretionary access control with robust mechanism of defining new groups and assigning
restrictive permissions for example through access control lists (ACLs), and with the capability of assigning
each user to more than one group.

TE06.10.02: The tester shall configure the operating systems role-based access controls or discretionary
access controls to give permissions to a specific user or group. The tester, assuming a permitted user or
group role, shall attempt to execute, modify, or read SSPs, control or status data which the tester has

) H <l
aymotrtsetaccess:

TKE06.10.03: The tester shall configure the operating systems role-based access controls or discretionary.
agcess controls to give permissions to a specific user or group. The tester, assuming a different user or group
role, shall attempt to execute, modify, or read SSPs, control or status data which the tester has unautharised
adcess.

A$06.11: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The operating system shall be configured to protect against unauthorised execution, modification,
and reading of SSPs, control and status data.

Required Vendor Information

VIE06.11.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which’provides a description of the
operating system control mechanisms which can be configured to protectyagainst unauthorised execution,
mpdification, and reading of SSPs, control and status data.

Réquired Test Procedures

TE06.11.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating system
cgntrol mechanisms, that the operating system can be configured to protect against unauthorised execution,
mpdification, and reading of SSPs, control and status data:

THE06.11.02: The tester shall configure the operating system to protect against unauthorised execution,
mpdification, and reading of SSPs, control and status data. During execution of a cryptographic process, the
tepter shall attempt to execute, modify or read\SSPs, control or status data which the tester has authorised
agcess.

TKE06.11.03;: The tester shall configuré the operating system to protect against unauthorised execution,
mpdification, and reading of SSPs, Control and status data. During execution of a cryptographic process, the
tepter shall attempt to execute, modify or read SSPs, control or status data which the tester has unauthorised
adcess.

AB06.12: (Operational environment — Level 2)

{Tlo protect plaintext.data, cryptographic software, SSPs, and authentication data, the access control
mgchanisms of the-Operating system} shall be configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
groups and their"associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to execute the stored
crnyptographie software.

Required-Vendor Information

VIEQ6212 01: The vendar shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of how
the access control mechanisms of the operating system are configured to define and enforce the set of roles
or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to execute the stored
cryptographic software.

Required Test Procedures
TE06.12.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating system
control mechanisms, that the operating system is configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the

groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to execute the stored
cryptographic software.
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TE06.12.02: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the set
of roles or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions to give exclusive rights to execute the
stored cryptographic software. The tester shall verify that they have exclusive rights to execute the stored
cryptographic software.

TEO06.12.03: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the set
of roles or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions to not give exclusive rights to execute the

+ pu | + lo £+ Tl + + ) Ll o y) Py ) <l 1o 1 H el 4+ + 4+
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stored cryptographic software.
AS06.13: (Operational environment — Level 2)

{To protect plaintext data, cryptographic software, SSPs, and authentication data, the@gcess control
mechanisms of the operating system} shall be configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights toymodify (i.e., write,
replace, and delete) the following cryptographic module software stored within* the cryptographic
boundary: cryptographic programs, cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic.'audit data), SSPs, and
plaintext data.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.13.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of hgw
the access control mechanisms of the operating system are configured to define and enforce the set of roles
or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions thatchave exclusive rights to modify (i.e., write,
replace, and delete) the following cryptographic module software stored within the cryptographic boundafy:
cryptographic programs, cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic’audit data), SSPs, and plaintext data.

Required Test Procedures

TE06.13.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating systgm
control mechanisms, that the operating system/is configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to modify (i.e., write, replage,
and delete) the following cryptographici"-module software stored within the cryptographic boundafy:
cryptographic programs, cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), SSPs, and plaintext data.

TEO06.13.02: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the get
of roles or the groups and their,associated restrictive permissions to give exclusive rights to execute the
stored cryptographic softwafe, The tester shall verify that they have exclusive rights to modify (i.e., write,
replace, and delete) the following cryptographic module software stored within the cryptographic boundafy:
cryptographic programsy:cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), SSPs, and plaintext data.

TEO06.13.03: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the get
of roles or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions to not give exclusive rights to modify (i.e.,
write, replace;-and delete) the following cryptographic module software stored within the cryptographic
boundaryzeryptographic programs, cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), SSPs, and plaintgxt
data. The-tester shall verify that they do not have exclusive rights to modify (i.e., write, replace, and delete) the
followinag cryptographic module software stored within the cryptographic boundary: cryptographic programs,
cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), SSPs, and plaintext data.

AS06.14: (Operational environment — Level 2)

{To protect plaintext data, cryptographic software, SSPs, and authentication data, the access control
mechanisms of the operating system} shall be configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to read cryptographic
data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext data.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.14.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of how
the access control mechanisms of the operating system are configured to define and enforce the set of roles
or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to read cryptographic data
(e.g. cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext data.
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Required Test Procedures

TE06.14.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating system
control mechanisms, that the operating system is configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
groups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to read cryptographic data (e.g.
cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext data.

TEO6-14-02Thetestershattconfigure-theoperatng-systemcontrotmechantsms-todefimeandenforce-theset
of| roles or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions to give exclusive rights to read
cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext data.

TE06.14.03: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the set
of| roles or the groups and their associated restrictive permissions to not give exclusive rights(to“read
cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext data. The tester shall verify that they
dq not have exclusive rights to read cryptographic data (e.g. cryptographic audit data), CSPs, and plaintext
data.

A$06.15: (Operational environment — Level 2)

{Tlo protect plaintext data, cryptographic software, SSPs, and authenticationcdata, the access control
mechanisms of the operating system} shall be configured to define and enforce the set of roles or the
grloups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to enter SSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VIE06.15.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of how
the access control mechanisms of the operating system are configured to define and enforce the set of roles
or|the groups and their associated restrictive permissions thathave exclusive rights to enter SSPs.

Required Test Procedures

TE06.15.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor*documentation, and by inspection of operating system
cgntrol mechanisms, that the operating system isiconfigured to define and enforce the set of roles or the

grpups and their associated restrictive permissions that have exclusive rights to enter SSPs.

THE06.15.02: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the set
of{roles or the groups and their associatéd restrictive permissions to give exclusive rights to enter SSPs.

TE06.15.03:; The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms to define and enforce the set
of|roles or the groups and theifiassociated restrictive permissions to not give exclusive rights to enter SSPs.
The tester shall verify that they-do not have exclusive rights to enter SSPs.

AB06.16: (Operational.eavironment — Level 2)

The following specifications shall be consistent with the roles or designated groups’ rights and
s@rvices as defined in the security policy.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested. It is tested as part of AS06.17 through AS06.20.

AB506.17: (Operational environment — Level 2)

When not supporting a maintenance role, the operating system shall prevent all operators and
running processes from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded and executing
cryptographic program images).

Required Vendor Information
VEO06.17.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of how

the operating system prevents all operators and running processes from modifying running cryptographic
processes (i.e., loaded and executing cryptographic program images) when not in maintenance mode.
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VE06.17.02: The specifications of how the operating system prevents all operators and running processes
from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded and executing cryptographic program images)
when not in maintenance mode shall be consistent with the roles or designated groups’ rights and services as
defined in the Security Policy.

Required Test Procedures

FEO6- 170t —Thetester—shattverifythatthe—vendordocumentatiom,—and—by-mspectiomof-operating—systgm
control mechanisms, that the operating system is configured to prevent all operators and running progessgs
from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded and executing cryptographic program. images)
when not in maintenance mode.

TEO06.17.02: The tester shall verify that the roles or designated groups’ rights and services dsdefined in the
Security Policy is consistent with how the operating system is configured to prevent all operators and runnipg
processes from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded and executing cryptographic progrgm
images) when not in maintenance mode.

TEO06.17.03: The tester shall configure the operating system control mechanisms-to prevent all operators ahd
running processes from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded and executing cryptographic
program images) when not in maintenance mode. The tester shall assume 'an operator role and verify tHat
they are prevented from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e.{ lpaded and executing cryptographic
program images) when not in maintenance mode. The tester shall verify’that running processes are preventgd
from modifying running cryptographic processes (i.e., loaded andcexecuting cryptographic program images)
when not in maintenance mode.

AS06.18: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The operating system shall prevent processes in user' role or user groups from gaining either read pr
write access to SSPs owned by other processes:and to system SSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VEO06.18.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of hgw
the operating system prevents processes:in user roles or user groups from gaining either read or write accegss
to SSPs owned by other processes and to system SSPs.

VE06.18.02: The specifications,.0f how the operating system prevents processes in user roles or user groups
from gaining either read or Wwrite access to SSPs owned by other processes and to system SSPs shall be
consistent with the roles gor'designated groups’ rights and services as defined in the Security Policy.

Required Test Proecedures

TEO06.18.01: The-tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating systgm
control mechanisms, that the operating system is configured to prevent processes in user roles or user groups
from gaining-either read or write access to SSPs owned by other processes and to system SSPs.

TEO06.18.02: The tester shall verify that the roles or designated groups’ rights and services as defined in the
Security Policy is consistent with how the operating system is configured to prevent processes in user roles [or
user groups from gaining either read or write access to SSPs owned by other processes and to system SSP

UJ

TEQ06.18 03: The tester shall r‘nnfigurp the nppmfing system control mechanisms to prevent processes inuder

roles or user groups from gaining either read or write access to SSPs owned by other processes and to
system SSPs. The tester shall verify that running processes in user roles or user groups are prevented from
gaining either read or write access to SSPs owned by other processes and to system SSPs.

AS06.19: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The configuration of the operating system that meets the above requirements {AS06.16 through
AS06.18} shall be specified in the Administrator Guidance.

Required Vendor Information
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VE06.19.01: The vendor shall provide the Administrator Guidance documents which provides a description of
how the operating system is configured to meet the requirements in AS06.16 through AS06.18.

Required Test Procedures

TE06.19.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided Administrator Guidance documents provide a
description of how the operating system is configured to meet the requirements in AS06.16 through AS06.18.

A

TH
{A

R¢
VI
SY
pr
R¢
TH
O[]
cd

A

TH
of

N

A

506.20: (Operational environment — Level 2)

e Administrator Guidance shall state that the operating system must be configured as specified
S06.16 through AS06.18} for the module contents to be considered protected.

pquired Vendor Information

F06.20.01: The vendor shall provide the Administrator Guidance documents which state that the operating
stem shall be configured as specified AS06.16 through AS06.18 for the module contents te be considered
ptected.

pquired Test Procedures

£06.20.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided Administrator Guidance documents state that the
erating system shall be configured as specified AS06.16 through AS06-18 for the module contents to be
nsidered protected.

506.21: (Operational environment — Level 2)

e identification and authentication mechanism to the opérating system shall meet the requirements
{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.4.3 and:be specified in the module's security policy.

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as. part of AS06.24 through AS06.28.

506.22: (Operational environment — Level 2)

All cryptographic software, SSPs, control and status information shall be under the control of {an

Of
N
A

{A
Of

N(
A
TH

N

erating system which shall have, at.a minimum, the following attributes.}
DTE This assertion is not separatély tested. Tested as part of AS06.24 through AS06.28.
506.23: (Operational environment — Level 2)

[l cryptographic software, SSPs, control and status information shall be under the control of} an
perating system which shall have, at a minimum, the following attributes.

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS06.24 through AS06.28.
506.24: (Operational environment — Level 2)

e operating system shall provide an audit mechanism with the date and time of each audited event.

DTE An assumption of this assertion is that the cryptographic module is using the audit mechanism provided by the

operating system to audit the identified events. It Is insufficient for the cryptographic module software to use another file

as

its audit log, no matter how well protected.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.24.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of the
audit mechanism provided by the operating system and how each event is marked with the date and time.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO06.24.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of operating system, that
an audit mechanism is provided and that each event is marked with the date and time.

AS06.25: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The cryptographic module shall not include SSPs as part of any audit record.

o H 1\ L ol Lok i
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VE06.25.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description\of the
cryptographic module's services that provide audit records to the audit mechanism of the operating system.

Required Test Procedures
TEO06.25.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of'the cryptographic
module's services that provide audit records to the audit mechanism of the operating_system that no SSPs gre

provided in the audit records.

TE06.25.02: The tester shall execute the module's services that provide audit records and examine the
operating system audit logs to verify that no SSPs were provided.

AS06.26: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The cryptographic module shall provide the following events-to be recorded by the audit mechanigm
of the operating system:

— modifications, accesses, deletions, and additionsof cryptographic data and SSPs;
— attempts to provide invalid input for Crypto Officer functions;

— addition or deletion of an operator to and<from a Crypto Officer role (if those roles are managed by
the cryptographic module);

— the use of a security-relevant Crypto Officer function;
— requests to access authentieation data associated with the cryptographic module;

— the use of an authentieation mechanism (e.g. login) associated with the cryptographic module;
and

— explicit requests to assume a Crypto Officer role.
Required Vendor Information

VE06.26;014: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation which provides a description of the
cryptographic module events that are provided and recorded by the audit mechanism of the operating system.

-

Required Test Procedures

TEO06.26.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of the cryptographic

module's services that provide audit event records to the audit mechanism of the operating system, that the
list of events specified in AS06.26 {modifications, accesses, deletions, and additions of cryptographic data and
SSPs; attempts to provide invalid input for Crypto Officer functions; addition or deletion of an operator to and
from a Crypto Officer role (if those roles are managed by the cryptographic module); the use of a security-
relevant Crypto Officer function; requests to access authentication data associated with the cryptographic
module; the use of an authentication mechanism (e.g. login) associated with the cryptographic module; and
explicit requests to assume a Crypto Officer role} are provided by the cryptographic module for event
recording.

TEO06.26.02: The tester shall execute the module's services that provide audit event records and examine the
operating system audit logs to verify that the events in AS06.26 {modifications, accesses, deletions, and
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additions of cryptographic data and SSPs; attempts to provide invalid input for Crypto Officer functions;
addition or deletion of an operator to and from a Crypto Officer role (if those roles are managed by the
cryptographic module); the use of a security-relevant Crypto Officer function; requests to access
authentication data associated with the cryptographic module; the use of an authentication mechanism (e.g.
login) associated with the cryptographic module; and explicit requests to assume a Crypto Officer role} were
recorded.

N(\‘I'l_ Thaitaat noaEc MNOT L toit $tlo it k. i b ad—lor—ik. 41 £ el gt o ol L
P T CSTCT DU S INO T rave o e St areaaurt retrarnSTT proviott— Uy - e optratT g Sy St and Attt oy

th¢ vendor.
AB06.27: (Operational environment — Level 2)

The audit mechanism of the operating system shall be capable of auditing the following operating
system related events:

—t all operator read or write accesses to audit data stored in the audit trail;
—t access to files used by the cryptographic module to store cryptographic data or-SSPs;

—t addition or deletion of an operator to and from a Crypto Officer role (if those roles are managed by
operational environment);

— requests to use authentication data management mechanisms;

— attempts to use the trusted channel function and whether the request was granted, when trusted
channel is supported at this security level; and

—t identification of the initiator and target of a trusted channel, when trusted channel is supported at
this security level.

Required Vendor Information

VIE06.27.01: The vendor shall provide operating>system documentation which provides a description of the
operating system events that are provided and-fecorded by the audit mechanism of the operating system.

Required Test Procedures

TE06.27.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of the operating system
dqcumentation, that the operating. system provides the list of events specified in AS06.27 {all operator read or
wirite accesses to audit data stared in the audit trail; access to files used by the cryptographic module to store
cryptographic data or SSPs; addition or deletion of an operator to and from a Crypto Officer role (if those roles
are managed by operational environment); requests to use authentication data management mechanisms;
attempts to use the trsted channel function and whether the request was granted, when trusted channel is
sypported at this security level; and identification of the initiator and target of a trusted channel, when trusted
channel is supported at this security level} as audit event records to the audit mechanism of the operating
sylstem.

TEO06.27:02:"The tester shall execute the cryptographic module's services to verify that the operating system
eVents in~AS06.27 {all operator read or write accesses to audit data stored in the audit trail; access to files
uged-by the cryptographic module to store cryptographic data or SSPs; addition or deletion of an operator to

ard fIUIII [=} CIy}JtU Ofl‘;bcl IU:U (If thUQC IU:CQ Aalrc IIIQIIGHCd by UPCIGt;UIIQ: CIIV;IUIIIIICIIt); |cC|ucoto tU uotT
authentication data management mechanisms; attempts to use the trusted channel function and whether the
request was granted, when trusted channel is supported at this security level; and identification of the initiator
and target of a trusted channel, when trusted channel is supported at this security level} were recorded.

NOTE The tester DOES NOT have to test the audit mechanism provided by the operating system and identified by
the vendor.

AS06.28: (Operational environment — Level 2)

66


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=38b026b23d690459667fc85a70df83df

ISO/IEC 24759:2014/Cor.1:2015(E)

The operating system shall be configured to prevent operators other than those with the privileges
identified in the Security Policy from modifying cryptographic module software and audit data stored
within the operational environment of the cryptographic module.

Required Vendor Information

VE06.28.01: The vendor shall provide operating system documentation that specifies how the operating

systenTisconfigured-topreventoperatorsother-tharmthose-withthepriviteges-tdentifred-mthe—Security Poticy
from modifying cryptographic module software and audit data stored within the operational environment,of_the
cryptographic module.

Required Test Procedures

TE06.28.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation, and by inspection of\operating systgm
configuration controls, that the operating system is configured to prevent operators othenithan those with the
privileges identified in the Security Policy from modifying cryptographic module software and audit data storgd
within the operational environment of the cryptographic module.

TEO06.28.02: The tester shall configure the operating system controls to prevent operators other than thoge
with the privileges identified in the Security Policy from modifying cryptographic module software and aufit
data stored within the operational environment of the cryptographic module;

TE06.28.03: The tester shall assume the privileges identified in the/Security Policy to allow modification of the
cryptographic module software and audit data stored within the _6pgrational environment of the cryptographic
module and verify that modification can be achieved.

TE06.28.04: The tester shall assume the privileges ddentified in the Security Policy that do not allgw
modification of the cryptographic module software and{audit data stored within the operational environment|of
the cryptographic module and verify that modification.eannot be achieved.
AS06.29: (Operational environment — Level 2)

Only operating systems that are configured to meet the above security requirements {AS06.p5
through AS06.28} shall be permittediat this security level, whether or not the cryptographic modyle
operates in an approved mode of gperation.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS06.05 through AS06.28.
6.7 Physical security

6.7.1 Physical security embodiments

AS07.01: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
A cryptographic module shall employ physical security mechanisms in order to restrict unauthoris¢d
physical access to the contents of the module and to deter unauthorised use or modification of the

maodule (including substitution of the entire module) when installed.

Required Vendor Information

VEO/.01.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the applicable physical security mechanisms that are
employed by the module. The contents of the module, including all hardware, firmware, software, and data
(including plaintext CSPs) shall be protected.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.01.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation describes the applicable physical security
mechanisms that are employed by the module.

TEO07.01.02: The tester shall verify that the physical security mechanisms documented are implemented.
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AS07.02: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All hardware, software, firmware, and data components and SSPs within the cryptographic
boundary shall be protected.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

A 0702 (Dhvcieal caocieidy Lovala 1 2 2 ~ond 4N
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The requirements of this clause shall be applicable to hardware and firmware modules, and hardware
and firmware components of hybrid modules.

NQTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AB07.04: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The requirements of this clause shall be applicable at the defined physical boundary ofi the module.
NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

A$07.05: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Dépending on the physical security mechanisms of a cryptographic maodule, unauthorised attempts at
physical access, use, or modification shall have a high probability of-being detected:

— subsequent to an attempt by leaving visible signs (i.e., tampé€r evidence);

and/or

—t during an access attempt

{and appropriate immediate actions shall be takeh.by the cryptographic module to protect CSPs}.
NQTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AB07.06: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2,3, and 4)

{Im conjunction with AS07.05:} Appropriate immediate actions shall be taken by the cryptographic
mpdule to protect CSPs.

NOTE This assertion is notiseparately tested.
A$07.07: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The documentatiornrequirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.7 shall
b¢ provided.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

6.[.2"\Physical security general requirements

AS07.08: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The following requirements shall apply to all physical embodiments.
NOTE Tested as part of AS07.09 through AS07.33.

AS07.09: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Documentation shall specify the physical embodiment and the security level for which the physical
security mechanisms of a cryptographic module are implemented.
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Required Vendor Information

VEO07.09.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the physical embodiment of the module: single-chip
cryptographic module, multiple-chip embedded cryptographic module, or multiple-chip standalone
cryptographic module, as defined in 7.7.1 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

The specified physical embodiment shall be consistent with the module physical design. The vendor

documentatiormshattatso-state-whichrsecurity tevet (- througir4)themoduteisntended-tomeet:
Required Test Procedures

TEO07.09.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor identified that the cryptographic modufe_is either|a
single-chip module, a multi-chip embedded module, or a multi-chip standalone module as defined in 7.7.1|of
ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

The tester shall perform an independent determination that the physical embodiment satisfies one of the thrge
criteria specified below. The fundamental determining characteristics of the three_physical embodiments apd
some common examples are summarised below.

a) Single-chip cryptographic module. Characteristics: A single integrated circuit (IC) chip, used as|a
standalone device or physically embedded within some other madule or enclosure that may not be
physically protected. The single-chip will consist of one die thatinay be covered with a uniform external
material such as plastic or ceramic, and external input/output connectors. Examples: Single IC chips,
smart cards with a single IC chip, or other systems with &-single IC chip to implement cryptographic
functions.

b) Multiple-chip embedded cryptographic module. Characteristics: Two or more IC chips interconnected apd
physically embedded within some other product orenclosure that may not be physically protected.

c) Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic module? Characteristics: Two or more IC chips interconnected
and physically embedded in an enclosure that is entirely physically protected.

TEOQ7.09.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation states which security level the modulelis
intended to meet. The tester shall perform an independent determination of the security level that the module
actually meets.

ASO07.10: (Physical security <Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
Whenever zeroisation is ‘performed for physical security purposes, the zeroisation shall occur in|a
sufficiently small timespéeriod so as to prevent the recovery of the sensitive data between the time |of
detection and the actual zeroisation.

Required Vendorinformation

VEQ7.10.013-The vendor documentation shall specify the response time of the zeroisation after tampger
detection:

Required Test Procedures

TEOQ7.10.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation describes the zeroisation response time

aftar the tamnor detectiaon

after the tamper detection-

TEO07.10.02: The tester shall verify that the zeroisation response mechanism is implemented as specified.
ASO07.11: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

{If a module includes a maintenance role that requires physical access to the contents of the module
or if the module is designed to permit physical access (e.g. by the module vendor or other authorised
individual), then} a maintenance access interface shall be defined.

Required Vendor Information
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VEQ7.11.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the maintenance access interface employed by the
module.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.11.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation describes the maintenance access interface.

TEO7 1102 The testerstatt verify that theverndor documentatiomand mplemeTntation are Consistent:
AB07.12: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

{If a module includes a maintenance role that requires physical access to the contents of the module
olf if the module is designed to permit physical access (e.g. by the module vendor or other authorised
individual), then} the maintenance access interface shall include all physical access paths to the
contents of the cryptographic module, including any removable covers or doors.

Required Vendor Information

VIEQ7.12.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the maintenance access nterface, including any
removable covers or doors.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.12.01: The tester shall verify in the vendor documentation that-a maintenance access interface is
prpvided, including any removable covers or doors.

AB07.13: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

{il a module includes a maintenance role that requires physical access to the contents of the module
orn if the module is designed to permit physical access. (e.g. by the module vendor or other authorised
individual), then} any removable covers or daors included within the maintenance access
interface shall be safeguarded using the appropriate physical security mechanisms.

Required Vendor Information

VIE07.13.01: The vendor documentation-shall specify a physical protection such that any removable covers or
dqors included within the maintenancé access interface are safeguarded using the appropriate physical
sgcurity mechanisms.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.13.01:; The tester shallvery that any removable covers or doors included within the maintenance access
inferface are safeguarded-using the appropriate physical security mechanisms.

AB07.14: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The followjngrequirements shall apply to all cryptographic modules for Security Level 1.

NQTE Tested as part of AS07.15 through AS07.16.

AB0Z15: (Physical security —Levels 1, 2. 3. and 4)

The cryptographic module shall consist of production-grade components that include standard
passivation techniques (e.g. a conformal coating or a sealing coat applied over the module’s circuitry
to protect against environmental or other physical damage).

Required Vendor Information

VEO07.15.01: The module shall consist of standard, production-quality ICs, designed to meet commercial-
grade specifications for power, temperature, reliability, shock and vibration, etc. The module shall use
standard passivation techniques for the entire chip. The vendor documentation shall describe the IC quality.
If an IC is used that is not a standard device, its passivation design shall also be described.
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Required Test Procedures
TEO07.15.01: The tester shall verify by inspection, or from the vendor documentation, that the module contains
standard integrated circuits with a uniform exterior material and standard connectors. The tester shall verify

from the vendor documentation that the chips in the module are commercial grade in regards to power and
voltage ranges, temperature, reliability, and shock and vibration.

applied to it. The passivation has to be a sealing coat applied over the chip circuitry to protect it adgainst
environmental or other physical damage. If standard passivation is not used, then the documentation ‘shgll
provide information to indicate why it is equivalent to a standard passivation approach.
ASO07.16: (Physical security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

When performing physical maintenance, zeroisation shall either be performed procedurally by the
operator or automatically by the cryptographic module.

NOTE  This assertion is tested as part of AS07.10.

AS07.17: (Physical security — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The following requirement shall apply to all cryptographic modulesfor Security Level 2.
NOTE Tested as part of AS07.18 through AS07.20.

AS07.18: (Physical security — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall provide evidence of tampering (e.g. on the cover, enclosure, and seal)
when physical access to the module is attempted.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.34, and AS07.35 for single-chip embodiments, AS07.44 and ASQ7.45
for multiple-chip embedded embodiments, and AS07.62 and AS07.63 for multiple-chip standalone embodiments.

ASO07.19: (Physical security — Levels 23, and 4)
The tamper-evident material, coating or enclosure shall either be opaque or translucent within the
visible spectrum (i.e., light of\wavelength range of 400nm to 750nm) to prevent the gathering [of
information about the internakoperations of the critical areas of the module.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ07.19.01: The véndor documentation shall specify that the tamper evident material, coating or enclosure
shall be opaque @ntranslucent within the visible spectrum.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.49.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the tamper evidgnt
material, coating or enclosure is opaque or translucent within the visible spectrum.

AS07.20: (Physical security — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

H-the \,i"y'ptugi'c\phi\, moedule-contains-ventatienhoeles—or a:ito, then-the-moedule M be-eonstraeted-in
a manner to prevent the gathering of information of the module’s internal construction or components
by direct visual observation using artificial light sources in the visual spectrum of the module’s
internal construction or components.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ07.20.01: If the module is contained within a cover or enclosure that contains any ventilation holes or slits;
then they shall be constructed in a manner that prevents the gathering of information of the module’s internal
construction or components by direct visual observation using artificial light sources in the visual spectrum of
the module’s internal construction or components. The vendor documentation shall describe the physical
design approach that prevents such observation.
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Required Test Procedures

TEO07.20.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation whether the module has
a cover or enclosure with ventilation holes, slits, or other openings, and if so, whether they are constructed to
deter the gathering of information of the module’s internal construction or components by direct visual
observation using artificial light sources in the visual spectrum of the module’s internal construction or
components.

AB07.21: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)
The following requirements shall apply to all cryptographic modules for Security Level 3.

NOTE Tested as part of AS07.22 through AS07.28.

AB07.22: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

==

If |the cryptographic module contains any doors or removable covers or if a maiftenance access
interface is defined, then the module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation-capability.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.13 for general requirements, AS07.38for'single-chip embodiments,
A$07.50 for multiple-chip embodiments and AS07.62 for multiple-chip standalone embodiments.

A$07.23: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

The tamper response and zeroisation capability shall immediately zeroise all unprotected SSPs when
a poor is opened, a cover is removed, or when the maintenance aceess interface is accessed.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.13 for general requirements, AS07.38 for single-chip embodiments,
A$07.50 for multiple-chip embedded embodiments, and AS07.62 for multiple-chip standalone embodiments.

AB07.24: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

The tamper response and zeroisation capability\shall remain operational when unprotected SSPs are
contained within the cryptographic module.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of ASQ7.38 for single-chip embodiments, AS07.50 for multiple-chip embedded
embodiments, and AS07.65 for multiple-chip standalone embodiments.

AB07.25: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

==

If the cryptographic module-eantains ventilation holes or slits, then the module shall be constructed in
a [manner that prevents undetected physical probing inside the enclosure (e.g. prevent probing by a
single articulated probe),

Required Vendor Information
VIEQ7.25.01: If the module is contained within a cover or enclosure that contains any ventilation holes or slits;

then they shall be constructed in a manner that prevents undetected physical probing inside the enclosure.
The vendordocumentation shall describe the ventilation physical design approach.

Required Test Procedures

TEOQ7.25.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation whether the module has
a cover or enclosure with ventilation holes, slits, or other openings, and if so, whether they are constructed to
deter undetected probing inside the cover or enclosure.

AS07.26: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

Strong or hard conformal or non-conformal enclosures, coatings or potting materials shall maintain
strength and hardness characteristics over the module's intended temperature range of operation,
storage and distribution.

Required Vendor Information
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VEQ7.26.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the strength, hard conformal or non-conformal

enclosure, coatings or potting materials and the rational that the strength is appropriate for the module desig

Required Test Procedures

n.

TEQ07.26.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation and inspection of the module that the
strength, hard conformal or non-conformal enclosure, coatings or potting materials is the one designed as

apcuificu'.
AS07.27: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

If tamper evident seals are employed, they shall be uniquely numbered or independently) identifiakl
(e.g. uniguely numbered evidence tape or uniquely identifiable holographic seals).

Required Vendor Information
VEQ7.27.01: The vendor shall provide the specification of the tamper evident seal.
Required Test Procedures

TEQ7.27.01: The tester shall verify that tamper evident seals are uhiquely numbered or independen
identifiable as documented.

AS07.28: (Physical security — Levels 3 and 4)

The module shall either include EFP features or undergo EFT.

NOTE  This assertion is tested as part of AS07.73.

AS07.29: (Physical security — Level 4)

The following requirement shall apply to allcryptographic modules for Security Level 4.
NOTE Tested as part of AS07.30 througthAS07.33.

ASO07.30: (Physical security — Level 4)

The cryptographic module(shall be protected either by a hard opaque removal-resistant coating, or
a tamper detection envelope with tamper response and zeroisation capability.

NOTE This assertion_is tested as part of AS07.40 for single-chip embodiments, AS07.52 for multiple-chip embedd
embodiments, and ASQ7.64 for multiple-chip standalone embodiments.

ASO07.31: (Physical security — Level 4)
The madule shall include EFP features.
NOTE’ This assertion is tested as part of AS07.74.

AS07.32: (Physical security — Level 4)

T—

y

The cryptographic module shall provide protection from fault induction.
Required Vendor Information
VEO07.32.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the protection mechanism from fault induction.

Required Test Procedures

TEQ07.32.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the module the

specified fault induction protection mechanisms.
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ASO07.33: (Physical security — Level 4)

The fault induction mitigation techniques and the mitigation metrics employed shall be documented
as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex B.

Required Vendor Information
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tigation metrics employed by the module.
pquired Test Procedures

F07.33.01: The tester shall verify that the fault induction mitigation techniques and the mitigation” metrics
nployed by the module are documented as specified.

.3 Physical security requirements for each physical security embodiment

.[.3.1  Single-chip cryptographic modules

DTE 1  In addition to the general security requirements specified in 7.7.2 of ISO/IEC ¥9790:2012/Cor.1:2015, the
juirements specified in AS07.34 to AS07.42 are specific to single-chip cryptographic modules.

DTE 2  There are no additional Security Level 1 requirements for single-chip cryptographic modules.

507.34: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

e following requirements shall apply to single-chip cryptagraphic modules for Security Level 2.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.35.

507.35: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

e cryptographic module shall be covered>with a tamper-evident coating (e.g. a tamper-evident
Issivation material or a tamper-evident material covering the passivation) or contained in a tamper-
ident enclosure to deter direct observation, probing, or manipulation of the module and to provide
idence of attempts to tamper with orjremove the module.

DTE This requirement is associated/with AS07.18.

pquired Vendor Information

F07.35.01: The vendor.documentation shall identify the tamper-evident coating and its characteristics.
bquired Test Proeedures

F07.35.01: The-tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module is
vered with. a@’tamper-evident coating. The inspection shall verify that the tamper-evident coating completely

vers thesmodule and deters direct observation, probing, or manipulation of the single-chip.

507.36: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

The following requirements shall apply to single-chip cryptographic modules for Security Level 3.

NOTE This requirement is tested in AS07.37 or AS07.38.

AS07.37: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

{Either} the module shall be covered with a hard opaque tamper-evident coating (e.g. a hard opaque
epoxy covering the passivation) {or AS07.38 shall be satisfied}.

Required Vendor Information
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VEQ7.37.01: The vendor documentation shall state clearly that the approach specified in AS07.37 is used to
meet the requirement.

VEQ7.37.02: The vendor documentation shall provide supporting detailed design information, especially the
type of coating that is used and its characteristics.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.37.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module
covered with a hard opaque tamper evident coating.

S

TEO07.37.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation does sufficiently provide suppgrting detailed
design information, especially specifying the type of coating that is used and its characteristics|

TEO07.37.03: The tester shall verify that the coating cannot be easily penetrated to the depth of the underlyipg
circuitry, and that it leaves tamper evidence. The inspection has to verify that the coating completely covgrs
the module, is visibly opaque, and deters direct observation, probing, or manipulation.

ASO07.38: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

{If AS07.37 is not satisfied, then} the enclosure shall be implemented {so that attempts at removal pr
penetration of the enclosure shall have a high probability .0f causing serious damage to the
cryptographic module (i.e., the module will not function)}.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested in AS07.39:
ASO07.39: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Levels\3 and 4)

{If AS07.37 is not satisfied, then} {the enclosuresshall be implemented} so that attempts at removal pr
penetration of the enclosure shall have a *high probability of causing serious damage to the
cryptographic module (i.e., the module will n@t function).

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.39.01: The vendor documentation shall state clearly that the approach specified in AS07.38 is used [to
meet the requirement.

VEO07.39.02: The vendor documentation shall provide supporting detailed design information, especidlly
whether the enclosure contains any doors or removable covers and whether a maintenance access interfage
is specified. The enclosure shall be designed such that attempts to remove it will have a high probability |of
causing serious damage to the circuitry within the module.

VEQ7.39.03: The.vendor documentation shall provide supporting detailed design information if the enclosure
contains any- doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is specified, then the modyle
shall contain-tamper response and zeroisation circuitry. The circuitry shall continuously monitor the covers
and dogrs,;“and upon the removal of a cover or the opening of a door, shall zeroise all plaintext CSPs. The
circuitry shall be operational whenever plaintext CSPs are contained within the module.

Required Test Procedures

TEQ7.39.01: The tester shall verify that the documentation specifies that the enclosure cannat be removed

easily and whether the module contains doors or removable covers or has a maintenance access interface. If
the enclosure contains any doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is specified, then
the tester shall verify that the documentation specifies that the module contains tamper response and
zeroisation circuitry.

TE07.39.02: If the enclosure has removable covers or doors, or if a maintenance access interface is specified,
the tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs when a
cover or door is removed or if the maintenance access interface is accessed.

TE07.39.03: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the tamper
response and zeroisation circuitry remains operational when plaintext CSPs are contained within the module.
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TEOQ7.39.04: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the enclosure
cannot be removed or penetrated without having a high probability of causing serious damage to the module.

TEO07.39.05: If the enclosure has doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is specified,
the tester shall test that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs when a cover or door is removed or if the
maintenance access interface is accessed.

TEO739:06—Thetester—shatttestthat-theenctosurecanmotbheremovedorpenetrated-without-having—=high
prpbability of causing serious damage to the module.

AB07.40: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The following requirements shall apply to single-chip cryptographic modules for Security Level 4.
NOQTE This assertion is tested in AS07.41 and AS07.42.

AB07.41: (Single-chip cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The cryptographic module shall be covered with a hard, opaque removal-resistant coating with
hardness and adhesion characteristics such that attempting to peel or pryvthe coating from the
mpdule will have a high probability of resulting in serious damage to the module (i.e., the module will
not function).

Required Vendor Information

VIEQ7.41.01: The vendor documentation shall clearly identify the kind‘of coating used and shall provide details
of|its characteristics, especially hardness and removal resistance:-

VIEQ7.41.02: The vendor documentation shall provide supporting detailed design information for the module
when covered with a hard, opaque removal-resistant coating. The hardness and adhesion characteristics of
the material shall be such that attempting to peel or@pry the material from the module will have a high
prpbability of resulting in serious damage to the module (i.e., the module does not function). The material
sHall be opaque within the visible spectrum.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.41.01; The tester shall verify byCinspection and from the vendor documentation that the module is
cqvered with a hard, opaque removal-resistant coating.

TEO07.41.02: The tester shall verify the removal-resistant properties of the module coating. The tester shall
attempt to peel or pry the /material from the module, and verify that this is not possible with a reasonable
apjplication of force, that the-module ceased to function, or that the module circuitry was obviously physically
dgstroyed.

AB07.42: (Single=chip cryptographic modules — Level 4)
The removal-resistant coating shall have solvency characteristics such that dissolving the coating will

have a high’/ probability of dissolving or seriously damaging the module (i.e., the module will not
function).

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.42.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the solvency characteristics of the removal-resistant
coating. The solvency characteristics of the material shall be such that dissolving the material to remove it will
have a high probability of dissolving or seriously damaging the module.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.42.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation to determine the solvency properties of the
module's removal-resistant coating.
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TEO07.42.02: The tester shall test the solvency properties of the module's removal-resistant coating. The tester,
based on documentation provided in VE07.42.01, shall verify what type of solvent would be required to
compromise the removal-resistant coating.

6.7.3.2  Multiple-chip embedded cryptographic modules

NOTE In addition to the general security requirements specified in 7.7.2 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015, the

Tollowing requirements ASU/.45 10 ASU/.56 are specilic 1o multiple-chip embedded cryptographnic modules.
AS07.43: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If the cryptographic module is contained within an enclosure or removable cover, a production-gragle
enclosure or removable cover shall be used.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ07.43.01: The module shall be entirely contained within a production-grade enclosure or removable cover.
The vendor documentation shall describe the cover or enclosure.

Required Test Procedures

TEOQ7.43.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module
contained within an enclosure or removable cover that is of production*grade.

S

ASO07.44: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic moduless Levels 2, 3, and 4)
The following requirements {AS07.45 through AS~07.46} shall apply to multiple-chip embedded
cryptographic modules for Security Level 2 {and<th€& assertions AS07.45 through AS 07.46 shall be
satisfied in the following groups: (AS07.45) or (AS07.46 and AS07.47) or (AS07.46 and AS07.48)}.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.44.01: The vendor documentation-shall specify that either (AS07.45) or [AS07.46 and (ASQ07.47 (or
AS07.48)] are satisfied.

Required Test Procedures

TEOQ07.44.01: The tester shallverify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that either (AS07.45) [or
[AS07.46 and (AS07.47 or AS07.48)] are satisfied.

ASO07.45: (Multiplecchip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The module components shall be covered with a tamper-evident coating or potting material (e.g. etch-
resistant coating or bleeding paint) to deter direct observation and to provide evidence of attempts to
tamper Withi“or remove module components {or the groups (AS07.46 and AS07.47) or (AS07.46 anfd
ASO07.48)shall be satisfied}.

Reguired Vendor Information

VEQ7.45.01: The vendor documentation shall specify that the module is encapsulated with an opaqye,

tamnar oavidant caatina crich ac ateh racictant caatina Ar hlaadina Nnaint
tHHP eV et Coatg-—SuthHaSeteh—Tre SISttt Coatmg- ot eamgpaitit:

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.45.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module is
encapsulated with an opaque, tamper-evident material.

TEO07.45.02: The tester shall verify by testing that the module provides evidence of attempts to tamper with or
remove module components.

ASO07.46: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
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{If AS07.45 is not satisfied, then the} module shall be entirely contained within a metal or hard plastic
production-grade enclosure that may include doors or removable covers {and the groups (AS07.47
and AS07.48) or (AS07.47 and AS07.49) shall be satisfied}.

Required Vendor Information

VEO07.46.01: The module shall be entirely contained within a metal or hard plastic production-grade enclosure

th
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hardness characteristics.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.46.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module is
cgntained within an enclosure that meets the following requirements:

a)
b)

<)

A

The enclosure has to completely surround the entire module.

The enclosure material has to be of a composition defined in the vendor documentatien.

The enclosure has to be production-grade. The vendor literature has to either show that an enclosure of
the same material has been used commercially, or provide data to show that it is equivalent to a

commercial product.

507.47: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 2,3, and 4)

{Iff AS07.45 is not satisfied, then if} the enclosure includes any‘doors or removable covers, then the
doors or covers shall be locked with pick-resistant mechanical locks employing physical or logical

kays {or AS07.48 shall be satisfied}.

Required Vendor Information

VIEQ7.47.01: The doors or covers included by the .enclosure shall be locked with pick-resistant mechanical

lo

Cks that employ physical or logical keys. The-vendor documentation shall describe the locks and the

employed physical or logical keys.
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pquired Test Procedures

F07.47.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the doors or covers
e locked with a pick-resistant lack that requires a physical key or a logical key.

F07.47.02: The tester shall attempt to open the locked cover or door without use of the key and verify that
e cover or door will not-epeh without signs of damage.

507.48: (Multiplecchip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

AS07.45 js«¢not satisfied and the enclosure includes any doors or removable covers without
ptching AS07.47, then they (i.e. the doors or removable covers)} shall be protected with tamper-
ident seals (e.g. evidence tape or holographic seals) {and the group (AS07.47 and AS07.49) shall be
tisfied}

tHred \endor Information
e \-eRaor—HHoHRaHoR
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VEQ7.48.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the tamper-evident seals.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.48.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the cover or door is
protected with a tamper-evident seal such as evidence tape or a holographic seal.

TEO07.48.02: The tester shall verify that the cover or door cannot be opened without breaking or removing the
seal, and that the seal cannot be removed and later replaced.
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ASO07.49: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

The following requirements shall apply to multiple-chip embedded cryptographic modules for Security
Level 3.

NOTE This assertion is tested in AS07.50 or AS07.51.
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{Either} the multiple-chip embodiment of the circuitry within the cryptographic module shall be
covered with a hard coating or potting material (e.g. a hard epoxy material) {or AS07.51" shall be
satisfied} such that attempts at removal or penetration of the enclosure will have a high probability |of
causing serious damage to the modaule (i.e., the module will not function).

Required Vendor Information

VEQ07.50.01: The vendor documentation shall provide design documentation for the hard coating or potting
material.

VEQ07.50.02: The vendor documentation shall provide documentation regarding the opacity characteristics |of
the hard coating or potting material.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.50.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies the hard coating or pottihg
material.

TE07.50.02: The tester shall verify by inspection)and from the vendor documentation the opacjty
characteristics of the hard coating or potting materiak

TEO07.50.03: The tester shall verify by inspectionand from the vendor documentation that the hard coating |or
potting material cannot be removed or penetrated without having a high probability of causing serious damage
to the module.

AS07.51: (Multiple chip embeddederyptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

{If ASQ07.50 does not apply;}Cthe module shall be contained within a strong enclosure such that
attempts at removal or penetration of the enclosure will have a high probability of causing serious
damage to the module (i.e., the module will not function).

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.51.01: TFhe/vendor documentation shall provide supporting design documentation for the stropg
enclosure. The' module shall be entirely contained within a strong enclosure. The enclosure shall be
designed such that attempts to remove it will have a high probability of causing serious damage to the circuifry
within the-module (i.e., the module does not function).

VEQ%:51.02: If the enclosure contains any doors or removable covers, then the module shall contain tamper
response and zeroisation circuitry and the vendor shall provide supporting design documentation for the
tamper response and zeroisation circuitry.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.51.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies whether the enclosure contains
any doors or removable covers and whether a maintenance access interface is specified, then the module
shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry.

TEO07.51.02: If the enclosure contains any doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is

specified, then the tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that the module zeroises all
plaintext CSPs when a door or cover is removed or if the maintenance access interface is accessed.
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TEO07.51.03: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies which requirement option in
VEO07.51.01 and VEQ7.51.02 is implemented and provides design documentation.

TE07.51.04: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the tamper
response and zeroisation circuitry remains operational when plaintext CSPs are contained within the module.

TEO07.51.05: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the enclosure

canmothberemovedorpenetratectwithrouttavingahighrprobabitity of causmy-seriousdamagetothemodute:
TEO07.51.06: The tester shall verify the strength of the enclosure by attempting to access the underlying
cifcuitry and verifying that the enclosure is not easily breached. The tester shall verify by inspection and from
the vendor documentation that the enclosure cannot be removed.

TEO07.51.07: If the strong enclosure has doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access.interface is
specified, the tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs
when a cover or door is removed.

TEO07.51.08: If the enclosure has doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access/ifiterface is specified,
the tester shall test that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs when a cover or door’is removed or if the
maintenance access interface is accessed.

TEO07.51.09: The tester shall test that the enclosure cannot be removed or penetrated without having a high
prpbability of causing serious damage to the module.

AB07.52: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level4)

The following requirements shall apply to multiple-chip embedded cryptographic modules for Security
Level 4.

NQTE This assertion is tested in AS07.53 through AS07.59¢

AB07.53: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The module components shall be within a strong or hard conformal or non-conformal enclosure.
Required Vendor Information

VIEQ07.53.01: The module shall be €ontained within a tamper detection envelope that will detect tampering
atfacks against the potting material or enclosure. The vendor documentation shall describe the tamper
datection envelope design.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.53.01: The tester-shall verify from the vendor documentation and by inspection that the module contains
a famper detection-envelope that surrounds the module components. This barrier shall be designed such that
any breach by<means such as drilling, milling, grinding, or dissolving to access the module components can

be detected-by'monitoring components in the module.

AB07 54~ (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The-enclosure shall be encapsulated by a tamper detection envelope (e.g. a flexible mylar printed

circuit with a serpentine geometric pattern of conductors or a wire-wound package or a non-flexible,
brittle circuit or a strong enclosure) {that shall detect tampering by means such as cutting, drilling,
milling, grinding, burning, melting, or dissolving of the potting material or enclosure to an extent
sufficient for accessing SSPs}.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested in AS07.55.
AS07.55: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)

{The enclosure shall be encapsulated by a tamper detection envelope (e.g. a flexible mylar printed
circuit with a serpentine geometric pattern of conductors or a wire-wound package or a non-flexible,
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brittle circuit or a strong enclosure)} that shall detect tampering by means such as cutting, drilling,
milling, grinding, burning, melting, or dissolving of the potting material or enclosure to an extent
sufficient for accessing SSPs.
Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.55.01: The module shall be contained within a tamper detection envelope that will detect tampering

attacks—against—the—pottng—materiator—enclosure—Fhe—vendor—documentatiom—statt—describe—the—tamper
detection envelope design.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.55.01: The tester shall verify from vendor documentation and by inspection that the médule containg a
tamper detection envelope that surrounds the module components. This barrier shall be designed such tHat
any breach by means such as drilling, milling, grinding, or dissolving to access the module components cgn
be detected by monitoring components in the module.

ASO07.56: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry {that shall continuously monitpr
the tamper detection envelope and, upon the detection of tampefing, shall immediately zeroise gll
unprotected SSPs}.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested in AS07.57 andyAS07.58.
AS07.57: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules* Level 4)

{The module shall contain tamper response and ze€poisation circuitry} that shall continuously monitor
the tamper detection envelope {and, upon the detection of tampering, shall immediately zeroise all
unprotected SSPs}.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.57.01: The module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry that continuously monitdrs
the tamper detection envelope for tampering, and upon the detection of tampering, shall zeroise all plaintgxt
CSPs. The circuitry shall be operational whenever plaintext CSPs are contained within the module. The
vendor documentation shall describe the tamper response and zeroisation design.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.57.01: The tester.shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module contains tamper responge
and zeroisation circuitry that continuously monitors the tamper detection envelope; detects any breach py
means such as\drilling, milling, grinding or dissolving any portion of the envelope; and then zeroises gll
plaintext CSPs,

AS07.58:(Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)
{The.module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry that shall continuously monitpr

the tamper detection envelope } and upon the detection of tampering, shall immediately zeroise fll
unprotected SSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.58.01: The module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry that continuously monitors
the tamper detection envelope for tampering, and upon the detection of tampering, shall zeroise all plaintext
CSPs. The vendor documentation shall describe the tamper response and zeroisation design.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.58.01: The tester shall breach the tamper detection envelope barrier and then verify that the module
zeroises all plaintext CSPs.
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AS07.59: (Multiple chip embedded cryptographic modules — Level 4)

The tamper response circuitry shall remain operational when unprotected SSPs are contained within
the cryptographic module.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

6./33 VIUITIpIe-CNIp Standalone cryptograpnic modaules

NQTE In addition to the general security requirements specified in 7.7.2 of ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015, the
following requirements AS07.60 to AS07.71 are specific to multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules.

AB07.60: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall be entirely contained within a metal or hard plastic produgetion-grade
enclosure that may include doors or removable covers.

Required Vendor Information

VIE07.60.01: The module shall be entirely contained within a metal or hard plastic production-grade enclosure
that may include removable covers or doors. The vendor documentation shall describe the enclosure and its
hardness characteristics.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.60.01: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the module is
cgntained within an enclosure that meets the following requirements:

a)l The enclosure has to completely surround the entire madule.

b)l The enclosure material has to be of a composition-defined in the vendor documentation.

c)| The enclosure has to be production-grade. Fhe vendor literature has to either show that an enclosure of
the same material has been used commercially, or provide data to show that it is equivalent to a

commercial product.

AB07.61: (Multiple-chip standalone ctyptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The following requirements ghall apply to multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules for
Security Level 2.

NOTE This assertion s.tested in AS07.62 or AS07.63.

AB07.62: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

If the enclosure-of the cryptographic module includes any doors or removable covers, then the doors
oll covers shall be locked with pick-resistant mechanical locks employing physical or logical keys {or

A$07.63 shiall apply}.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.62.01: If the enclosure includes any removable covers or doors, then either they shall be locked with
pick-resistant mechanical locks that employ physical or logical keys. The vendor documentation shall
describe pick-resistant mechanical locks that employ physical or logical keys.

Required Test Procedures
TEO07.62.01: The tester shall verify whether the enclosure contains any removable covers or doors. The tester
shall verify that each cover or door is locked with a pick-resistant lock that requires a physical key or a logical

key. The tester shall attempt to open the locked cover or door without use of the key and verify that the cover
or door will not open without signs of damage.
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ASO07.63: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

{If AS07.62 is not satisfied, then the doors or covers} shall be protected with tamper-evident seals (e.g.

evidence tape or holographic seals).

Required Vendor Information
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the vendor documentation shall describe the tamper-evident seals.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.63.01: The cover or door is protected with a seal such as evidence tape or a holographic seal. T
tester shall verify that the cover or door cannot be opened without breaking or removing the. seal, and that t

seal cannot be removed and later replaced.

ASO07.64: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Levels 3 and 4)

The following requirements shall apply to multiple-chip standalone’ cryptographic modules for

Security Level 3.
NOTE This assertion is tested in AS07.65.
AS07.65: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules —Levels 3 and 4)

The module shall be contained within a strong enclosure(such that attempts at removal or penetrati
of the enclosure will have a high probability of causingiserious damage to the module (i.e. the modu
will not function).

Required Vendor Information

VEOQ7.65.01: The vendor documentation shall provide supporting design documentation for the stro
enclosure. The module shall be entirelyicontained within a strong enclosure. The enclosure shall
designed such that attempts to remove itWwill have a high probability of causing serious damage to the circui
within the module (i.e., the module does not function).

VEQ7.65.02: If the enclosure cofitains any doors or removable covers, then the module shall contain tamp
response and zeroisation (circuitry and the vendor documentation shall provide supporting desi
documentation for the tamper response and zeroisation circuitry.

Required Test Procedures

TEOQ7.65.01: The.tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies whether the enclosure contai
any doors or'removable covers and whether a maintenance access interface is specified, then the mody
shall contain<tamper response and zeroisation circuitry.

TEQZ.65.02: If the enclosure contains any doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface
specified, then the tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that the module zeroises
plaintext CSPs when a door or cover is removed or if the maintenance access interface is accessed.
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TE07.65.03: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies which requirement option li

VEO07.65.01 and VEQ7.65.02 is implemented and provides design documentation.

TEO07.65.04: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the tamper
response and zeroisation circuitry remains operational when plaintext CSPs are contained within the module.

TEO07.65.05: The tester shall verify by inspection and from the vendor documentation that the enclosure
cannot be removed or penetrated without having a high probability of causing serious damage to the module.

TEOQ7.65.06: The tester shall verify the strength of the enclosure by attempting to access the underlying
circuitry and verifying that the enclosure is not easily breached. The tester shall verify by inspection and from

the vendor documentation that the enclosure cannot be removed.
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TEO07.65.07: If the strong enclosure has doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is
specified, the tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs
when a cover or door is removed.

TEO07.65.08: If the enclosure has doors or removable covers, or if a maintenance access interface is specified,
the tester shall test that the module zeroises all plaintext CSPs when a cover or door is removed or if the
maintenance access interface is accessed.
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F07.65.09: The tester shall test that the enclosure cannot be removed or penetrated without having a high
pbability of causing serious damage to the module.

507.66: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)

e following requirements shall apply to multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules for
pcurity Level 4.

DTE This assertion is tested in AS07.67 through AS07.72.
507.67: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)
e enclosure of the cryptographic module shall contain a tamper detection envelope that use tamper

tection mechanisms such as cover switches (e.g. micro-switches, niaghetic Hall effect switches,
rmanent magnetic actuators, etc.), motion detectors (e.g. ultrasonig, infrared, or microwave), or

other tamper detection mechanisms as described in {ISO/IEC 49790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
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.[F.3.2 Security Level 4.

pquired Vendor Information

F07.67.01: The enclosure or potting material shall be encapsulated by a tamper detection envelope by the
e of tamper detection mechanisms. The vendor decumentation shall describe the tamper detection
velope design.

pquired Test Procedures

F07.67.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation and by inspection that the module
closure or potting material contains tamper detection mechanisms, which shall form a tamper detection
velope that protects the module components. The mechanisms shall be designed such that any breach of
b enclosure or potting material to access the module components can be detected.

507.68: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)

e tamper detection mechanisms shall respond to attacks such as cutting, drilling, milling, grinding,
irning, melting, or dissolving to an extent sufficient for accessing SSPs.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.71.
507.69: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)

e cryptographic module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation capability {that shall
ntinuously monitor the tamper detection envelope and, upon the detection of tampering, shall

i

mediately zeroise all unprotected SSPs}.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.71.

AS07.70: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)

{The cryptographic module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation capability} that shall
continuously monitor the tamper detection envelope {and, upon the detection of tampering, shall
immediately zeroise all unprotected SSPs}.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.71.
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ASO07.71: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules — Level 4)

{The cryptographic module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation capability that shall
continuously monitor the tamper detection envelope} and, upon the detection of tampering, shall

immediately zeroise all unprotected SSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.71.01: The module shall contain tamper response and zeroisation circuitry that continuously maenitg
the tamper detection envelope for tampering, and upon the detection of tampering, shall zeroise all plaintg
SSPs. The circuitry shall be operational whenever plaintext SSPs are contained within the module. T
vendor documentation shall describe the tamper response and zeroisation design.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.71.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation that the module cantains tamper respon
and zeroisation circuitry that continuously monitors the tamper detection envelope; detects any breach
means such as drilling, milling, grinding or dissolving any portion of the envelope; and then zeroises
plaintext SSPs.

TEO07.71.02: The tester shall breach the tamper detection envelope bafrier and then verify that the mody
zeroises all t plaintext SSPs.

AS07.72: (Multiple-chip standalone cryptographic modules —(Level 4)

The tamper response and zeroisation capability shall remain operational when unprotected SSPs are

contained within the cryptographic module.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.71.
6.7.4 Environmental failure protection/testing

6.7.4.1 Environmental failure protection/testing general requirements

NOTE A cryptographic module is not-required to employ environmental failure protection features or undergo
environmental failure testing for Security Levels 1 and 2.

ASO07.73: (Environmental failure protection/testing — Level 3)

A module shall either-employ environmental failure protection (EFP) features {AS07.75 to AS07.77} o
undergo environmental failure testing (EFT) {AS07.78 to AS07.86}.

Required Vendar Information
VEO07.73.01: The vendor shall use either of the following:
a) <(EFP features; or

By EFT
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as specified i 7.7.4 of ISOAEC 19790:2012/Cor.172015, 10 _ensure that the foffowing four unusual
environmental conditions or fluctuations (accidental or induced) outside of the module’s normal operation

range will not compromise the security of the module:
a) Low temperature

b) High temperature

c) Large negative voltage

d) Large positive voltage
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The vendor shall choose to use EFP or EFT for each condition, but each choice is independent of the choices
for the other conditions. The vendor shall provide corresponding supporting EFP/EFT documentation for each
condition, specifying how the selected approach is used.

Required Test Procedures

TEO07.73.01 The tester shall verify that the documentation states EFP/EFT selection for each condition and

hgw-thre apt:biﬁcu' applucu,il isusect:
AB07.74: (Environmental failure protection/testing — Level 4)
A|module shall employ environmental failure protection (EFP) features.

NOTE  This assertion is tested in AS07.75 through AS07.77.

6.f.4.2 Environmental failure protection features

AB07.75: (Environmental failure protection features — Levels 3 and 4)

Emvironmental failure protection (EFP) features shall protect a cryptographic module against unusual
environmental conditions (accidental or induced) when outside of the, module’s normal operating
range that can compromise the security of the module.

NQTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.77.

A$07.76: (Environmental failure protection features — Levels 3rand 4)

The cryptographic module shall monitor and correctly¢respond when operating temperature and
voltage are outside of the specified normal operating rahges.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.77.
AB07.77: (Environmental failure protection features — Levels 3 and 4)

If the temperature or voltage falls outside~of the cryptographic module’s normal operating range, the
protection capability shall either:

—t shutdown the module to prevent further operation,

or

—t immediately zeroise\all unprotected SSPs.

Required Vendor Igformation

VIEQ7.77.01: If EFP is chosen for a particular condition, the module shall monitor and correctly respond to
flyctuationsin‘the operating temperature or voltage, outside of the module’s normal operating range for that

cgndition=—The protection features shall continuously measure these environmental conditions. If a condition
is|determined to be outside of the module’s normal operating range, the protection circuitry shall either:

\

a) Shut dUVVII thC IIIUdU:C, Ul
b) Zeroise all plaintext SSPs

Documentation shall state which of these approaches was chosen and provide a specification description of
the EFP features implemented within the module.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO07.77.01: The tester shall configure the environmental condition (ambient temperature and voltage) close
to the appropriate extreme of the normal operating range specified for the module, and verify that the module
continues to perform within normal operating parameters.

TEOQ7.77.02: The tester shall extend the temperature and voltage outside of the specified normal range and
verify that the module either shuts down to prevent further operations or zeroises all plaintext SSPs.

%mmmﬂmmmmm ] ; ' ' i i er

returning to the normal environmental range, the tester shall perform services that require SSPs and, verjfy
that the module does not perform these services.

6.7.4.3  Environmental failure testing procedures

ASO07.78: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)
Environmental failure testing (EFT) shall involve a combination of analysis, simulation, and testing jof
a cryptographic module to provide reasonable assurance that the envifonmental conditions
(accidental or induced) when outside the module's normal operating ranges for temperature apd
voltage will not compromise the security of the module.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.

ASO07.79: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)
EFT shall demonstrate that, if the operating temperature or, voltage falls outside the normal operating
range of the module resulting in a failure, {at no time shall-the security of the cryptographic module be
compromised}.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.

ASO07.80: (Environmental failure testing procédures — Level 3)
{EFT shall demonstrate that, if the operating temperature or voltage falls outside the normal operatifg
range of the module resulting in a failure,} at no time shall the security of the cryptographic module be
compromised.

NOTE This assertion is tested @s'part of AS07.81.

AS07.81: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)
The temperature fange to be tested shall be from a temperature within the normal operating
temperature range-to the lowest (i.e. coldest) temperature that either (1) shutdown the module fto
prevent further\operation or (2) immediately zeroise all unprotected SSPs; and from a temperature
within the normal operating temperature range to the highest (i.e. hottest) temperature that either (1)
shuts down-er goes into an error state or (2) zeroises all unprotected SSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ7.81.01: If EFT is chosen for a particular condition, the module shall be tested within the temperatu
range specified in AS07.82, and voltage ranges specified in AS07.85 and AS07.86. The module shall either

=

e

a) Continue to operate normally; or
b) Shut down; or
c) Zeroise all plaintext SSPs

Documentation shall state which of these approaches was chosen and provide a specification description of
the EFT.

Required Test Procedures
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TEO07.81.01: The tester shall configure the environmental condition (ambient temperature and voltage) as
specified in AS07.82, AS07.85 and AS07.86, and verify that the module either continues to operate normally,

or

shuts down to prevent further operations, or zeroises all plaintext SSPs.

TEO07.81.02: If the module is designed to zeroise all plaintext SSPs, and the module was still operational after

re

turning to the normal environmental range, the tester shall perform services that require keys and verify that

the module does not perform these services.
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507.82: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)

e temperature range to be tested shall be from - 100° to + 200° Celsius (- 150° to + 4Q0°
lthrenheit); {however, the test shall be interrupted as soon as either (1) the module is shutdaWwn ‘to
event further operation, (2) all unprotected SSPs are immediately zeroised or (3) the module enters a
lure state}.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.

507.83: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)

he temperature range to be tested shall be from - 100° to + 200° CelSjus (- 150° to + 400°
threnheit);} however, the test shall be interrupted as soon as either (1) the module is shutdown to

event further operation, (2) all unprotected SSPs are immediately zeroiséd or (3) the module enters a
lure state.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.
507.84: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)

mperature shall be monitored internally at the sensitive components and critical devices and not
5t at the physical boundary of the module.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.
507.85: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)

e voltage range tested shall be gradually decreasing from a voltage within the normal operating
Itage range to a lower voltage thatceither (1) shuts down the module to prevent further operation or

immediately zeroises all unprotected SSPs; {and shall be gradually increasing from a voltage
thin the normal operating valtage range to a higher voltage that either (1) shuts down the module to
event further operation or_(2:immediately zeroises all unprotected SSPs}.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.

507.86: (Environmental failure testing procedures — Level 3)

he voltage range tested shall be gradually decreasing from a voltage within the normal operating
Itage range-to a lower voltage that either (1) shuts down the module to prevent further operation or

immediately zeroises all unprotected SSPs;} and shall be gradually increasing from a voltage
thin the. normal operating voltage range to a higher voltage that either (1) shuts down the module to

pv|event further operation or (2) immediately zeroises all unprotected SSPs.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS07.81.

6.

8 Non-invasive security

AS08.01: (Non-invasive security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Non-invasive attack mitigation techniques implemented by the cryptographic module to protect the
module’s SSPs that are not referenced in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex F shall meet the

re

quirements in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.12.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. It is tested as part of AS12.01 through AS12.04.
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AS08.02: (Non-invasive security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Non-invasive attack mitigation techniques implemented by the cryptographic module to protect the
module’s SSPs that are referenced in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex F shall meet the
following requirements.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS08.03: (Non-invasive security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.8 shall
be provided.

Required Vendor Information

VE08.03.01: The vendor shall provide the documentation requirements as (specified in A.2.8 |of
ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Required Test Procedures

TEO08.03.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation as specified in A.2.8 |of
ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

AS08.04: (Non-invasive security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Documentation shall specify all of the mitigation techniques employed to protect the module’s CSPs
from the non-invasive attacks referenced in {ISO/IEC,49790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex F.

Required Vendor Information

VE08.04.01: The vendor shall provide supporting’documentation which specifies all of the mitigation
technigques employed to protect the module’s’*€SPs from the non-invasive attacks specified in
{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex k!

Required Test Procedures

TEO08.04.01: The tester shall veftify that the vendor provides supporting documentation which specifies all |of

the mitigation techniques employed to protect the module’s CSPs from the non-invasive attacks specified|in
{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Car.1:2015} Annex F.

AS08.05: (Non-invasive security — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Documentation'shall include evidence of the effectiveness of each of the attack mitigation technique

n

RequiredVendor Information
VE08.05.01: The vendor shall specify in the documentation the effectiveness of the mitigation techniques.

Required Test Procedures

TEOR.05 01 The tester shall verify that the vendar provides documentation that specifies the effectiveness|of
the mitigation techniques.

AS08.06: (Non-invasive security — Level 3)

The cryptographic module shall be tested to meet the approved non-invasive attack mitigation test
metrics for Security Level 3 as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex F.

Required Vendor Information

VE08.06.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that the module meets the approved non-invasive attack
mitigation test metrics for Security Level 3.
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Required Test Procedures

TE08.06.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation that the module meets the
approved non-invasive attack mitigation test metrics for Security Level 3.

AS08.07: (Non-invasive security — Level 4)

Tl + los Ll [} Hlo + PP Y ) | H H oy 1 I e + &
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meEtrics for Security Level 4 as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex F.
Required Vendor Information

VIE08.07.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that the module meets the approved non-invasive)attack
mjtigation test metrics for Security Level 4.

Required Test Procedures

TEO08.07.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation that the.’module meets the
approved non-invasive attack mitigation test metrics for Security Level 4.

6.9 Sensitive security parameter management

6.p.1 Sensitive security parameter management general requirements

AP09.01: (Sensitive security parameter management — Levels 1, 2)3, and 4)

CBPs shall be protected within the module from unauthorised access, use, disclosure, modification,
and substitution.

Required Vendor Information

VIE09.01.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the protection of all CSPs internal to the module.
Pilotection shall include the implementation of.mechanisms that protect against unauthorised access, use,
disclosure, maodification, and substitution.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.01.01: The tester shall check the vendor documentation that describes the protection of CSPs. The

tepter shall verify that the documentation describes how these CSPs are protected from unauthorised access,
uge, disclosure, modification,(and substitution.

D

THEO09.01.02: The tester.Shall attempt to access (by circumventing the documented protection mechanisms)
C§Ps for which the tester is not authorised to access. To meet this assertion the module is required to deny
agcess.

TKE09.01.03; The tester shall attempt to modify CSPs using any method not specified by the vendor
dqcumentationh.

NOTE CSPs encrypted using a non-approved algorithm or proprietary algorithm or method are considered in
plaintext form, within the scope of this International Standard.

AS09.02: (Sensitive security parameter management — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
PSPs shall be protected within the module against unauthorised modification and substitution.
Required Vendor Information

VE09.02.01: The vendor documentation shall describe the protection of all PSPs against unauthorised
modification and substitution.

Required Test Procedures
20
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TE09.02.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation describe how the PSPs are protected from
unauthorised modification, and substitution.

TE09.02.02: The tester shall attempt to modify all PSPs using any method not specified by the vendor
documentation and shall attempt to enter them into the module.

AS09.03: (Sensitive security parameter management — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A module shall associate an SSP which is generated, entered into or output from the module withthe
entity (i.e. person, group, role, or process) to which the SSP is assigned.

Required Vendor Information

VE09.03.01: The documented SSP procedures shall describe the mechanisms or procedures used to ensure
that each SSP is associated with the correct entity.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.03.01: The tester shall verify the documented SSP entry/output procedures that the procedures addrejss
how an entered or output SSP is associated with the correct entity.

TE09.03.02: For each SSP that can be entered, the tester shall first entér the SSP while assuming the corrdct
entity. The tester shall then verify that entry is not possible when assuming an incorrect entity.

TE09.03.03: For each SSP that can be output, the tester shall*first output the SSP while assuming the corrgct
entity. The tester shall then verify that output is not possible when assuming an incorrect entity.

AS09.04: (Sensitive security parameter management ~Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Hash values of passwords, RBG state information and intermediate key generation values shall be
considered as CSPs.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ09.04.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that hash values of passwords, RBG state informatipn
and intermediate key generation values are defined as CSPs.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.04.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation that hash values of passwords,
RBG state informatjon-and intermediate key generation values are defined as CSPs.

TE09.04.02: The-tester shall verify that the vendor provided Security Policy defines any hash values |of
passwords,RBG state information and intermediate key generation values are defined as CSPs.

AS09.05(Sensitive security parameter management — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.9 shall
be'provided.

Reauired \endorinformation
~egHHea—~+eRaoe—HHoeHaHohR

VE09.05.01: The vendor shall provide the documentation requirements as specified in A.2.9 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.05.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation as specified in A.2.9 of ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015.
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6.9.2 Random bit generators

NOTE A cryptographic module can contain RBGs, a chain of RBGs, or can be solely an RBG.

AS09.06: (Random bit generators — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If

an approved security function, SSP generation or SSP establishment method requires random
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DTE Approved RBGs are listed in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 Annex C.
pquired Vendor Information

F09.06.01: The vendor shall provide the list of all RBGs used in approved security functions, SSR, generation
SSP establishment methods within the cryptographic module and their precise usage.

F09.06.02: The vendor shall provide documentation that any random values used by .approved security
nctions, SSP generation or SSP establishment method are provided from an approved/RBG.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.06.01: The tester shall verify that all RBGs used by approved security fufictions, SSP generation or SSP
tablishment methods are documented and their usage defined.

F09.06.02: The tester shall verify from the vendor provided documentation that the implemented RBGs used
approved security functions, SSP generation or SSP establishment methods are compliant with the

proved RBGs listed in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 Annex-€¢

F09.06.03: The tester shall verify from the vendor providedsdocumentation that any random values used by

proved security functions, SSP generation or SSP establishment method are provided from an approved

BG.

509.07: (Random bit generators — Levels 1, 2,3, and 4)

entropy is collected from outside the-cryptographic boundary of the module, the data stream
nerated using this entropy input shall be considered a CSP.

pquired Vendor Information

F09.07.01: The vendor shallprovide documentation that the input datastream generated from entropy
llected from outside the cryptographic module's boundary is defined as a CSP.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.07.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation that the input datastream
nerated from{gntropy collected from outside the cryptographic module's boundary is defined as a CSP.

D.3  Sensitive security parameter generation

509,08: (Sensitive security parameter generation — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Compromising the security of the SSP generation method which uses the output of an approved RBG

(e

.g. guessing the seed value to initialise the deterministic RBG) shall require at least as many

operations as determining the value of the generated SSP.

Required Vendor Information

VE09.08.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that provides rationale stating how compromising the
security of the SSP generation method (e.g. guessing the seed value to initialise the deterministic RBG) shall

re

quire at least as many operations as determining the value of the generated SSP.
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Required Test Procedures

TE09.08.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provided documentation that provides rationale stating how
compromising the security of the SSP generation method (e.g. guessing the seed value to initialise the
deterministic RBG) shall require at least as many operations as determining the value of the generated SSP.

TE09.08.02: The tester shall verify the accuracy of any rationale provided by the vendor. The burden of proof

is—omthe—vendor—if-there—ts—anyuncertamtyorambiguity;,—the—tester—shattrequire—thre—vendor—to—procure
additional information as needed.

AS09.09: (Sensitive security parameter generation — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

SSPs generated by the module from either the output of an approved RBG or derived from an S$P
entered into the module and used by an approved security function or SSP)establishment
method shall be generated using an approved SSP generation method, listed in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex D.

NOTE Approved sensitive security parameter generation methods are listed in ISO©/NEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:20[L5
Annex D.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ09.09.01: The vendor shall provide the list of all SSPs generated-by, the module from either the output of an
approved RBG or derived from an SSP entered into the module and-used by an approved security function |or
SSP establishment methods used in the cryptographic module@and their precise usage.

VEQ09.09.02: The vendor shall provide documentation that SSPs generated by the module from either the
output of an approved RBG or derived from an SSP)entered into the module and used by an approved
security function or SSP establishment method are genérated using an approved SSP generation method.

Required Test Procedures
TE09.09.01: The tester shall verify that all SSPs generated by the module from either the output of an
approved RBG or derived from an SSP entered into the module and used by an approved security function |or
SSP establishment methods are documented and their usage defined.
TE09.09.02: The tester shall wverify from the vendor provided documentation that the implemented SSPs
generated by the module from seither the output of an approved RBG or derived from an SSP entered into the

module and used by an, approved security function or SSP establishment methods are compliant with the
approved SSP generation,methods listed in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 Annex D.

6.9.4 Sensitive-security parameter establishment

NOTE Sensifive security parameter establishment can consist of automated SSP transport or SSP agreemgnt
methods or' mahual SSP entry or output or output via direct or electronic methods.

AS09.10: (Sensitive security parameter establishment — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Automated SSP establishment shall use an approved method Ilisted in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex D.

NOTE Approved sensitive security parameter establishment methods are listed in ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015
Annex D.

Required Vendor Information

VE09.10.01: The vendor shall provide the list of all automated SSP establishment methods used in the
cryptographic module and their precise usage.

Required Test Procedures
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TE09.10.01: The tester shall verify that all automated SSP establishment methods are documented and their
usage defined.

TE09.10.02: The tester shall verify from the vendor provided documentation that the implemented automated
SSP establishment methods are compliant with the approved automated SSP establishment methods listed in
ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 Annex D.

~~ao aa . /o — — - P I - I ted OO 14
A UJ.1L1. (OCTISIUVE STLUTILY PaldITiciTl S AUNSTITIETIL=LEVEIS 1, £, o, dllU &)

Manual SSP establishment shall meet the requirements of {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
7.9.5.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS09.12 through AS09.24.

6.p.5 Sensitive security parameter entry and output

NOTE Sensitive security parameters can be manually entered into or output from a module: either directly (e.g.
entered via a keyboard or number pad, or output via a visual display) or electronically (e.g. via a-Smart card/tokens, PC
card, other electronic key loading device, or the module operating system).

AP09.12: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If|ISSPs are manually entered into or output from a module, the entry~or output shall be through the
defined HMI, SFMI, HFMI or HSMI ({ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 sdbeclause} 7.3.2) interfaces.

NQTE This assertion is tested as part of AS03.04 through AS03.15.
A$09.13: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output —bevels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All cryptographically protected SSPs, entered into or @utput from the module shall be encrypted using
an approved security function.

Required Vendor Information

VIEQ09.13.01: The vendor documentation shall, specify all cryptographically protected SSPs which are entered
info or output from the cryptographic module-

VIE09.13.02: The vendor documentation shall state the encryption method used to cryptographically protect
the SSPs which are entered into or output from the cryptographic module.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.13.01: The testershall verify that the vendor has provided documentation specifying all the
cryptographically protected SSPs which are entered into and output from the cryptographic module.

THE09.13.02: The-tester shall verify that the vendor has provided documentation specifies the encryption
method used \to- cryptographically protect the SSPs which are entered into or output from the cryptographic
mpdule.

TE09.13.03: The tester shall verify that the encryption method used to cryptographically protect the SSPs
wipich’ are entered into or output from the cryptographic module is performed using an approved security

function.

NOTE For directly entered SSPs, the entered values can be temporarily displayed to allow visual verification and to
improve accuracy.

AS09.14: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If encrypted SSPs are directly entered into the module, then the plaintext values of the SSPs shall not
be displayed.

Required Vendor Information
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VE09.14.01: The documented SSP entry mechanisms for encrypted SSPs shall preclude the display of their

plaintext values.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.14.01: The tester shall verify the documented SSP entry mechanisms for encrypted SSPs precludes the

display of their plaintext values during the encrypted SSP entry process.

TE09.14.02: The tester shall enter all encrypted SSPs and shall monitor the output interfaces of the module
verify that any resulting plaintext SSP values are not displayed.

AS09.15: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Directly entered (plaintext or encrypted) SSPs shall be verified during entry into a madule for accura
using the conditional manual entry test specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.2:2015 subclaus|
7.10.3.5.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.42 through AS10.46.

AS09.16: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 8} and 4)

To prevent the inadvertent output of sensitive information, two independent internal actions shall
required in order to output any plaintext CSP.

Required Vendor Information

VE09.16.01: If the module outputs any plaintext CSPs,the vendor documentation shall describe the outg
services.

VE09.16.02: The finite state model and other vender documentation shall indicate, for the output of plaintg
CSPs, that two independent internal actions that@are required.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.16.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation or finite state model that the module allo
the output of plaintext CSPs.

TE09.16.02: The tester shall_verify the finite state model and other vendor documentation that the output
plaintext CSPs requires two. independent internal actions in order for the cryptographic module to output t
plaintext CSPs.

TE09.16.03: The tester shall attempt to output plaintext CSPs without the module performing two independg
internal actions..The module shall fail if the module allows the output of plaintext CSPs without ty
independent-internal actions.

AS09.17:(Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

These two independent internal actions shall be dedicated to mediating the output of the CSPs.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS09.16.
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AS09.18: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

For electronic entry or output via a wireless connection; CSPs, key components and authentication

data shall be encrypted.
Required Vendor Information

VEQ09.18.01: If the module inputs or outputs CSPs, key components and authentication data via wirele
interfaces, the vendor documentation shall describe the wireless services.

SS
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VE09.18.02: If the module inputs or outputs CSPs, key components and authentication data via wireless
interfaces, the vendor documentation shall describe the encryption methods employed to encrypt the CSPs,
key components and authentication data.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.18.01: The tester shall verify whether the module inputs or outputs CSPs, key components and
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F09.18.02: The tester shall verify that the encryption methods employed to encrypt the CSPs, key.
mponents and authentication data are approved encryption methods.

DTE For Security Levels 1 and 2, plaintext CSPs, key components and authentication data can be entered and
tput via physical port(s) and logical interface(s) shared with other physical ports and logical interfaces of the
ptographic module.

509.19: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 1, and 2)

br software modules or the software components of a hybrid software/A\module, CSPs, key
mponents and authentication data may be entered into or output in either\encrypted or plaintext
rm provided that the CSPs, key components and authentication data shall bé maintained within the
perational environment and meet the requirements of {ISO/IEC 19790;2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause}
5.3.

pquired Vendor Information

F09.19.01: For software modules or the software components of hybrid software module the vendor shall
pvide documentation that CSPs, key components and authentication data may be entered into or output in
her encrypted or plaintext form provided that the CSPs, key components and authentication data are
hintained within the operational environment andc.meet the requirements in 7.6.3 of ISO/IEC
790:2012/Cor.1:2015 {AS06.05 through AS06.29 as applicable}.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.19.01: For software modules or the software components of a hybrid software module the tester shall
rify that the vendor provides documentation that CSPs, key components and authentication data may be
tered into or output in either encrypted or plaintext form provided that the CSPs, key components and
thentication data are maintained within the operational environment and meet the requirements in 7.6.3 of
O/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 {AS06.05 through AS06.29 as applicable}.

509.20: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 3, and 4)

5Ps, key components and authentication data shall be entered into or output from the module either
crypted or by a trusted channel.

DTE This assertion is tested as part of AS09.13 or AS03.16 through AS03.22.
509.21: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Levels 3, and 4)

SPs{which are plaintext secret and private cryptographic keys shall be entered into or output from
e‘module using split knowledge procedures using a trusted channel.

Required Vendor Information

VE09.21.01: The vendor shall supply documentation specifying the split knowledge procedures employed by
the cryptographic module using a trusted channel for the input or output of plaintext secret and private
cryptographic keys.

Required Test Procedures
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TE09.21.01: The tester shall verify that the documentation specifying the split knowledge procedures
employed by the cryptographic module using a trusted channel for the input or output of plaintext secret and
private cryptographic keys matches the implementation.

TE09.21.02: The tester shall verify the split knowledge procedure splits the key into multiple key components,
with each key component individually sharing no knowledge of the original key.

FEO0921 03— Thetester—shatt-verify-thata—subsetof-the—sptitknowtedge—components—or—attcomporents—4re
required to be entered or output for each key.

TE09.21.04: The tester shall verify the trusted channel under AS03.16 through AS03.21 for Level 3 apd
AS03.22 for Level 4.

AS09.22: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Level 3)
If the module employs split knowledge procedures, the module shall employ séparate identity-bas¢d
operator authentication for entering or outputting each key component,.{and at least two key
components shall be required to reconstruct the original cryptographic key}.

Required Vendor Information

7
>

VEQ09.22.01: The vendor documentation shall specify that identity-based-authentication is employed for ea
separate key component.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.22.01: The tester shall verify that identity-based~authentication is employed for each separate ki
component.

3
<

AS09.23: (Sensitive security parameter entry and’output — Level 3)
{If the module employs split knowledge procedures, the module shall employ separate identity-bas¢d
operator authentication for entering or* outputting each key component,} and at least two key
components shall be required to recanstruct the original cryptographic key.

Required Vendor Information

VEQ09.23.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the number of components that are required to constryct
the original CSP.

Required Test Proeedures

TE09.23.01: The.tester shall verify in the vendor documentation that the split knowledge procedure requires|at
least two compenents to construct the original CSP.

TE09.23.02: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the output of CSPs under split knowledge
procedures does not result in the output of a single component that can be used to construct the original CS

U

AS09.24: (Sensitive security parameter entry and output — Level 4)

The module shall employ multi-factor separate identity-based operator authentication for entering jor

outputting each key component.
Required Vendor Information

VE09.24.01: The vendor documentation shall specify that multi-factor identity-based authentication is
employed for each separate key component.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.24.01: The tester shall verify that multi-factor identity-based authentication is employed for each
separate key component.
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TE09.24.02: The tester shall verify the multi-factor authentication method under AS04.59.

6.9.6 Sensitive security parameter storage

AS09.25: (Sensitive security parameter storage — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A

module shall associate every SSP stored within the module with the entity (e.g. operator, role, or

process) to which the SSP IS assigned.
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pquired Vendor Information

F09.25.01: The vendor documentation on key storage shall describe the mechanisms or procedures used to
sure that each key is associated with the correct entity.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.25.01: The tester shall verify the documentation on key storage that the proceduses”address how a
bred key is associated with the correct entity.

F09.25.02: The tester shall modify the association of key and entity. The tester shall then attempt to perform
yptographic functions as one of the entities and shall verify that these functions\fail.

509.26: (Sensitive security parameter storage — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
ccess to plaintext CSPs by unauthorised operators shall be prohibited.
DTE This assertion is tested under AS09.01.

509.27: (Sensitive security parameter storage — Levels.d; 2, 3, and 4)
bdification of PSPs by unauthorised operators shall be prohibited.
pquired Vendor Information

F09.27.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that modification of PSPs by unauthorised operators
all be prohibited.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.27.01: The tester shall-verify that the vendor provides documentation that modification of PSPs by
authorised operators shall be prohibited.

F09.27.02: The testérshall assume an unauthorised role and attempt to modify PSPs stored within the
bdule and verify thaf'this attempt fails.

D.7 Sensitive security parameter zeroisation

509.28:\(Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

module shall provide methods to zeroise all unprotected SSPs and key components within the

module.

NOTE 1 This assertion is tested AS09.30.

NOTE 2  Temporarily stored SSPs and other stored values owned by the module should be zeroised when they are no
longer needed for future use.

AS09.29: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A

zeroised SSP shall not be retrievable or reusable.
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Required Vendor Information
VE09.29.01: The vendor documentation shall specify how a zeroised SSP cannot be retrievable or reusable.
Required Test Procedures

TE09.29.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation specifies how a zeroised SSP

Canmot be Tetrievabte or reusabte:
TE09.29.02: The tester shall verify the accuracy of any rationale provided by the vendor. The burden‘of prqof
is on the vendor; if there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor,to ‘produge
additional information as needed.

NOTE 1  Zeroisation of protected PSPs, encrypted CSPs, or CSPs otherwise physically or logically. protected within gn
additional embedded validated module (meeting the requirements of this International Standard) is not‘required.

NOTE 2  SSPs need not meet these zeroisation requirements if they are used exclusively/to reveal plaintext datafto
processes that are authentication proxies (e.g. a CSP that is a module initialisation key).

AS09.30: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall perform the zeroisation of unprotected SSPs (e.g. overwriting with all

zeros or all ones or with random data).

Required Vendor Information

VE09.30.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the following SSPs zeroisation information:
a) Zeroisation techniques

b) Restrictions when plaintext SSPs can be zeroised

¢) Plaintext SSPs that are zeroised

d) Plaintext SSPs that are not zeroised and rationale

e) Rationale explaining how the zeroisation technique is performed in a time that is not sufficient |to
compromise plaintext SSPs

Required Test Procedures

TE09.30.01: The_ tester shall verify the vendor documentation that the information specified in VE09.30.01]is
included. Thetester shall verify the accuracy of any rationale provided by the vendor. The burden of proof|is
on the venders.if'there is any uncertainty or ambiguity, the tester shall require the vendor to produce additional
informatiomas needed.

TEQ9,80.02: The tester shall verify which keys are present in the module and initiate the zeroise commard.
Following the completion of the zeroise command, the tester shall attempt to perform cryptographic operations
using each of the plaintext SSPs that were stored in the module. The tester shall verify that each plaintgxt
SSPs cannot be accessed.

TE09.30.03: The tester shall initiate zeroisation and verify the key destruction method is performed in a time
that is not sufficient to compromise plaintext SSPs.

TE09.30.04: The tester shall verify that all plaintext SSPs that are not zeroised by the zeroise command are
either 1) encrypted using an approved algorithm, or 2) physically or logically protected within an embedded
validated cryptographic module (validated as conforming to ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015).

AS09.31: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 2, 3, and 4)

Zeroisation shall exclude the overwriting of an unprotected SSP with another unprotected SSP.

99


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=38b026b23d690459667fc85a70df83df

ISO/IEC 24759:2014/Cor.1:2015(E)

Required Vendor Information

VE09.31.01: The vendor documentation shall specify that the zeroisation excludes the overwriting of an
unprotected SSP with another unprotected SSP.

Required Test Procedures
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F09-31 01— The tester shatt-verify thattheverndor provideddocumentationm specifiesthatthe—zeroisation
cludes the overwriting of an unprotected SSP with another unprotected SSP.

509.32: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
mporary SSPs shall be zeroised when they are no longer needed.
pquired Vendor Information

F09.32.01: The vendor documentation shall specify that temporary SSPs are zeroised when they are no
nger needed.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.32.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation specifies that temporary SSPs are
roised when they are no longer needed.

509.33: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Levels 2, 3, and 4)
e module shall provide an output status indication when the\zeroisation is complete.
pquired Vendor Information

F09.33.01: The vendor documentation shall specify~-that the module provides an output status indication
nen the zeroisation is complete {AS03.11}.

pquired Test Procedures

F09.33.01: The tester shall verify that.the” vendor provides documentation that specifies that the module
pvides an output status indication when’the zeroisation is complete.

F09.33.02: The tester shall perform zeroisation and verify the status output indicator.

S09.34: (Sensitive security-parameter zeroisation — Level 4)

e following requirements {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 AS09.35 through AS09.37} shall be met:
DTE This assertion is tested under AS09.35 through AS09.37.

509.35: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Level 4)

Zegroisation shall be immediate and non-interruptible {and shall occur in a sufficiently small time

th

pgriodisso as to prevent the recovery of the sensitive data between the time zeroisation is initiated and

le_actual zeraisation r‘nmlnlpfpd and {AQHQ 37 shall bhe mnf}}

NOTE This assertion is tested in AS09.36.

AS09.36: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Level 4)

{Zeroisation shall be immediate and non-interruptible} and shall occur in a sufficiently small time
period so as to prevent the recovery of the sensitive data between the time zeroisation is initiated and

th

e actual zeroisation completed and {AS09.37 shall be met}.

Required Vendor Information
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VE09.36.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that the module zeroisation is immediate and non-
interruptible and occurs in a sufficiently small time period so as to prevent the recovery of the sensitive data
between the time zeroisation is initiated and the actual zeroisation completed.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.36.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides documentation that the module zeroisation is

mmmediate—andmon=mterruptibteamd-occorsmarsuffictentty-smeatttimeperiod-soastoprevent-therecoveryjof
the sensitive data between the time zeroisation is initiated and the actual zeroisation completed.

TE09.36.02: The tester shall perform the module zeroisation. The test shall attempt to interrupt the zeroisatipn
process to prevent its completion in whole or part.

AS09.37: (Sensitive security parameter zeroisation — Level 4)

All SSPs shall be zeroised whether plaintext or cryptographically protected, suchthat the module
returned to the factory state.

S

Required Vendor Information

VE09.37.01: The vendor shall provide documentation that all unprotected SSPs are zeroised whether plaintgxt
or cryptographically protected, such that the module is returned to the factory state.

Required Test Procedures

TE09.37.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor provides‘documentation that all unprotected SSPs dre
zeroised whether plaintext or cryptographically protected;such that the module is returned to the factory state.

TE09.37.02: The tester shall perform the module Zeroisation. The tester shall verify that the module has
returned to the factory state.

6.10 Self-tests

6.10.1 Self-test general requirements
AS10.01: (Self-tests — Levels.1; 2, 3, and 4)
All self-tests shall be performed, {and determination of pass or fail shall be made by the module,
without external controls, externally provided input text vectors, expected output results, or operatpr
intervention or whether the module will operate in an approved or non-approved mode}.
NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS10.02: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

{All self-tests shall be performed,} and determination of pass or fail shall be made by the module,
without external controls, externally provided input text vectors, expected output results, or operatpr

intervention or whether the module will operate in an approved or non-approved mode.

NOTE This assertion is not separately tested.

AS10.03: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The pre-operational self-tests shall be performed and passed successfully prior to the module
providing any data output via the data output interface.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.15.

AS10.04: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
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Conditional self-tests shall be performed when an applicable security function or process is invoked
(i.e. security functions for which self-tests are required).

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.25.

AS10.05: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

Clthrough E)

shall be implemented as applicable within the cryptographic module.
NQTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.06.

A$10.06: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All self-tests identified in addition or in lieu of those specified in the underlying algorithmie.standards
({ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annexes C through E) shall be implemented as specified in {ISO/IEC
19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annexes C through E for each approved security function, SSP,establishment
method and authentication mechanism.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.01 through AS10.04.

A$10.07: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

If |a cryptographic module fails a self-test, the module shall enter an‘error state {and shall output an
erfror indicator as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subctause} 7.3.3}.

Required Vendor Information

VIE10.07.01: For each error condition, the vendor documentation shall provide the condition name, description
of|the condition, the events that can produce the condition,yand the actions necessary to clear the condition
and resume normal operation.

Required Test Procedures

TE10.07.01: The tester shall verify the list of self-tests to include the following:

a)| Pre-operational self-tests

1) Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test

2) Pre-operational bypass test

3) Pre-operational.critical functions test

b)| Conditional seli-tests

1) Conditional cryptographic algorithm test

2) >Conditional pair-wise consistency test

3) Conditional software/firmware load test

4) Conditional manual entry test
5) Conditional bypass test
6) Conditional critical functions test
TE10.07.02: The tester shall check that the information provided above is specified for each error condition.

TE10.07.03: The tester shall cause each error condition to occur and shall attempt to clear the error condition.
The tester shall verify that actions necessary to clear the error condition are consistent with the vendor
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documentation. If the tester cannot cause each error condition to occur, the tester shall verify the code listing
and or design documentation whether the actions necessary to clear each error condition are consistent with
the descriptions in the vendor documentation.

TE10.07.04: The tester shall verify that all self-tests are performed regardless if the cryptographic module
operates in an approved mode or non-approved mode.

TE10.07-05—Thetester—shattverify-by-inspectiomand—fromthe—vendordocumentation—that—determinatiorm of
pass or fail of each self-test is made by the module, without external controls, externally provided input’taxt
vectors, expected output results, or operator intervention.
AS10.08: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

{If a cryptographic module fails a self-test, the module shall enter an error state} and shall output an
error indicator as specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.3.3.

Required Vendor Information

VE10.08.01: The vendor shall document all error states associated with each ‘'sélf-test and shall indicate for
each error state the expected error indicator.

Required Test Procedures
TE10.08.01: The tester shall verify the vendor documentation, éheck that it lists every error state that the
module enters upon failure of a self-test, and indicates the error indicator associated with each error stafe.
The tester shall compare the list of error states to those defined in the finite state model (see AS11.10) [to
verify that they agree.

TE10.08.02: By inspecting the vendor documentation that specifies how each self-test handles errors, the
tester shall verify that:

a) The module enters an error state upon failing a self-test.

b) The error state is consistent with the*documentation and the finite state model.
¢) The module outputs an error.indicator.

d) The error indicator is consistent with the documented error indicator.
TE10.08.03: The tester.shall run each self-test and cause the module to enter every error state. The tester
shall compare the ebserved error indicator with the indicator specified in the vendor documentation. If they
are not the samesthis test is failed.

AS10.09: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The cryptographic module shall not perform any cryptographic operations or output control and dgta
via theg control and data output interface while in an error state.

Required Vendor Information

MEL n nO n‘l Tha \lnnrlr\r Hr\r\llmnnfc\hnn rnqlllvnmnnfo are c\pnr\lflar] ||nr|nr \/En’) ﬂ7 ﬂ’l \/EnQ n7 r‘2

VE03.10.01 and VEO03.10.02. The vendor design also shall ensure that cryptographic operatlons cannot be
performed while the module is in the error state.

Required Test Procedures

TE10.09.01: The tester shall verify that the inhibition of control and data output was performed under
TEO03.07.01, TE03.07.02, TE03.10.01, TE03.10.02 and TE03.10.05. The results of the verification shall
indicate that:

a) The vendor documentation shows that all control and data output via the control and data output interface
is inhibited whenever the module is in an error state.
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b)

The module inhibits all control and data output when the module is in an error state.

TE10.09.02: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies that cryptographic functions are
inhibited while the module is in an error state.

TE10.09.03: The tester shall cause the module to enter the error state and verify that any cryptographic
operations that the tester attempts to initiate are prevented.
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510.10: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

e cryptographic module shall not utilise any functionality that relies upon a function or algorithm
at failed a self-test until the relevant self-test has been repeated and successfully passed.

pquired Vendor Information

£10.10.01: The vendor shall provide design documentation that the cryptographic module cannot utilise any
nctionality that relies upon a function or algorithm that failed a self-test until the relevant Sglf-test has been
peated and successfully passed.

pquired Test Procedures

E10.10.01: The tester shall cause an error in a function or algorithm thatfailed a self-test and initiate a
hctionality that utilise the function or algorithm and verify that the module cannat utilise this functionality.

F10.10.02: The tester shall run each self-test and cause the module to.enter every error state or a degraded
eration. The tester shall exercise the cryptographic module, and-verify that the functionality cannot be
lised until the relevant self-test has been repeated and successfully passed.

510.11: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

a module does not output an error status upon failure of a module self-test, the operator of the
pdule shall be able to determine if the module-has entered an error state implicitly through an
nambiguous procedure documented in the security policy ({ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015} Annex

pquired Vendor Information

£10.11.01: If the module does not output an error status upon failure of the module self-test, the vendor
pvided non-proprietary security policy shall describe unambiguously the procedure to determine if the
yptographic module has entered an error state.

bquired Test Procedures

F10.11.01: The tester shall run each self-test and cause the module to enter every error state. The tester
all verify that the_module has entered the error state implicitly through the procedure documented in the
n-proprietary seerity policy.

510.12: (Self-tests — Levels 3, and 4)

e madule shall maintain an error log that is accessible by an authorised operator of the module.

pquired Vendor Information

VE10.12.01: The vendor documentation shall specify the error logging functionality of the module including
types of recorded information in the error log (e.g. which self-test has failed, when the error occurred).

VE10.12.02: The vendor documentation shall describe the mechanism to maintain the integrity of the error log.

Required Test Procedures

TE10.12.01: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation, that an unauthorised operator cannot
access to the error log.
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TE10.12.02: The tester shall verify, from the vendor documentation, that the error logging functionality
provides information, at a minimum, the most recent error event.

NOTE This TE is to cover assertion AS10.13.

TE10.12.03: The tester shall cause the cryptographic module to enter an error state and verify that the
module generates the error log, at a minimum, for the most recent error event.

TE10.12.04: The tester shall access the error log without assuming any authenticated role supported by-the
cryptographic module. If the error log can be accessed, this assertion fails.

TE10.12.05: The tester shall exercise the cryptographic module, and verify that the error log_is_protected
against unauthorised modification and substitution.

AS10.13: (Self-tests — Levels 3, and 4)

The error log shall provide information, at a minimum, the most recent error event (i.e. which self-tgst
failed).

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.12.

AS10.14: (Self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The documentation requirements specified in {ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} A.2.10 shall

be provided.

NOTE  This assertion is tested as part of ASA.0L.
6.10.2 Pre-operational self-tests

6.10.2.1 Pre-operational self-test general requirements
AS10.15: (Pre-operational self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

The pre-operational tests shall be _performed and passed successfully by a cryptographic modyle
between the time a cryptographicimodule is powered on or instantiated (after being powered off, reget,
rebooted, cold-start, power .interruption, etc.) and before the module transitions to the operational
state.

Required Vendor Information
VE10.15.01: The vendor documentation shall provide the information for each of the pre-operational self-tests.

VE10.15.02: The vendor shall provide the sequence of pre-operational self-tests between the time the modyle
is powered Onyor instantiated and before the module transitions to the operational state.

Required Test Procedures

U7
—+

TELX0.15.01: The tester shall verify that the vendor documentation specifies each pre-operational self-te
The tester shall verify that the pre-operational self-tests are performed as specified.

test is performed and passed successfully between the time a cryptographic module is powered on or
instantiated and before the module transitions to the operational state.

AS10.16: (Pre-operational self-tests — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

A cryptographic module shall perform the following pre-operational tests, as applicable:
— pre-operational software/firmware integrity test;
— pre-operational bypass test; and
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— pre-operational critical functions test.

NOTE This assertion is tested as part of AS10.17 to AS10.24.

6.10.2.2 Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test

AS10.17: (Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

All software and firmware components within the cryptographic boundary shall be verified using an
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proved integrity technique or EDC satisfying the requirements defined in {ISO/IEC
790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.5.

DTE This assertion is not separately tested. Tested as part of AS05.05 through AS05.23.
510.18: (Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)
the verification fails, the pre-operational software/firmware integrity test shall fail.
DTE This assertion is not tested separately.

510.19: (Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

a hardware module does not contain either software or firmware, the module shall, at a minimum,

plement one cryptographic algorithm self-test as specified iA~{ISO/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015
bclause} 7.10.3.2 as a pre-operational self-test.

DTE This assertion is not tested separately.

510.20: (Pre-operational software/firmware integrity test— Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

cryptographic algorithm that is used to perforin the approved integrity technique for the pre-
perational software/firmware test shall first pass the cryptographic algorithm self-test specified in
5O/IEC 19790:2012/Cor.1:2015 subclause} 7.10:3.2.

pquired Vendor Information

F10.20.01: The vendor documentation tequirement is specified under VE10.15.02.

pquired Test Procedures

£10.20.01: By checking the“codes and/or design documentation, the tester shall verify that the

yptographic algorithm testused to perform the approved integrity technique is passed before the pre-
erational software/firmware integrity test starts.

10.2.3 Pre-opertational bypass test
510.21: (Prereperational bypass test — Levels 1, 2, 3, and 4)

a cryptographic module implements a bypass capability, then the module shall ensure the correct
peration of the logic governing activation of the bypass capability by exercising that logic.

Required Vendor Information

VE10.21.01: The vendor documentation shall specify how the cryptographic module ensures the correct
operation of the logic governing activation of the bypass capability.

Required Test Procedures

TE10.21.01: The tester shall verify from the vendor documentation and by inspection of the module that the
logic governing activation of the bypass capability is implemented as specified.
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