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e several options for products that are

hese can be excluded per AS01.09
7er components can’t always be excluded from the
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. E.g. Memory and processors
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the absence of guidance, labs must
of hardware
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' ".T'e balance efficiency and expediency with
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Jorking Group will work towards a
orm of draft Implementation Guidance
e overall amount of testing by

ing some technolog omponents “equivalent”.



Draft 1G

e case where a vendor wishes to group
are modules in the same report, and
ne certificate, under what conditions
. ed operational testing on the
up of modules and < ovide the assurance that all
> modules meet the FIPS 140-2 standard? What is the
m set of “limited testing”, if any, that must be

rmed by the lab?
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Assumptions

0 Operational testing of Hardware modules

oer IG 1.22 and these modules meet the
VP requirements Ing in a single report

ical testing (section 4.5) is not addressed for level 2 and above.
er words this IG will not exempt the lab from performing

al security testing for modules at Level 2 or above. This is

ise the lab needs to examine each module for, e.g., opacity and
evidence, if there are physical differences between the
modules. However, equivalency arguments can still be made for
operational testing.
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Towards a Resolution
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