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ABSTRACT

In the recent IT industry, security has established itself as the factor to be considered the most in the software development.
It goes without saying that security is the critical factor for the development of information security products. In the evaluation
of the information security products, the security is assured by the security architecture requirement (ADV_ARC). However, the
Absence of the systematic software security architecture process makes it difficult to guarantee the security quality consistently
even though they are evaluated based on common criteria. In this paper, we propose a way to ensure a consistent security
quality applying the software security framework in BSIMM.
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Table 5. Deployments of SSF and CC
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