
C R O S S WA L K  M A P P I N G

Answer once. See everywhere it counts.
The Hub links the questions of your frameworks, so work done for one shows in the others.

Most frameworks ask about the same controls in their own words: MFA, backups, incident response, supplier checks. The Hub's
crosswalks link those questions one by one. Once you finalise an assessment, its answers show under the related questions of
your other frameworks, and Across your frameworks lists the gaps they share, ranked by how many frameworks one fix counts
in. Rules do the linking and the ranking: no AI is used, and a link never changes an answer.

12
frameworks in the hub

25
tables, each read both ways

1,172
links between questions

619
of them close, the rest partial

Which frameworks are linked, and how closely

CE CAF ISO 27001 CIS NIST CSF NIS2 DORA DCC SOC 2 UK GDPR ISO 42001

NCSC CAF 32
13 close

ISO 27001 34
16 close

48
30 close

CIS Controls v8.1 33
24 close

52
40 close

52
35 close

NIST CSF 2.0 31
15 close

44
33 close

49
33 close

57
44 close

NIS2 10
7 close

44
22 close

47
26 close

28
24 close

50
39 close

DORA 55
18 close

60
27 close

DCC Readiness 54
15 close

95
40 close

SOC 2 Readiness 84
40 close

69
28 close

UK GDPR 39
8 close

36
11 close

ISO/IEC 42001 24
7 close

AI Governance 45
24 close

Links between the two frameworks' questions, and how many are close; darker means more No table links the two

CLOSE OR PARTIAL THE TWO PAIRS NIST MAPS

CMMC ↔ FedRAMP
200 links, from NIST's
mapping of SP 800-171 to
SP 800-53.

HIPAA ↔ NIST CSF 2.0
461 links, from NIST SP 800-
66 Rev 2, carried to CSF 2.0
by NIST's own transition
mapping.

On these two pairs the note goes further and suggests an
answer, translated from yours. It's still only a suggestion.

Close: the two questions ask for the same thing, so the evidence
for one usually serves the other.

▸

Partial: they overlap, but one asks for more or less. The link's
note says how.

▸

Direct links only. A shared gap never joins two questions through
a third framework, since partial links would chain together
questions that aren't alike.

▸



U N D E R  E A C H  Q U E S T I O N

What you answered elsewhere, under the question you're answering
Once one framework is finalised, its answers show under the related questions of the others.

On the NIS2 assessment. The MFA question shows what was answered on the related questions of five other finalised assessments, each with how
closely it's linked and the date it was finalised. Illustrative data.

HOW IT  WORKS WHERE ONE ASKS FOR MORE,  THE NOTE SAYS SO

DORA, UNDER ITS LINK TO NIS2'S EARLY WARNING
“DORA's initial notification is due within 4 hours of classifying the
incident as major, and no later than 24 hours after becoming aware
of it…”

SOC 2 READINESS, UNDER ITS OPERATING QUESTIONS
“A SOC 2 Type II audit samples evidence from across its period,
usually 3 to 12 months…”

UK GDPR, UNDER ITS LINK TO ISO 27001'S INCIDENT
HANDLING
“ISO 27001 sets no deadline: a notifiable personal data breach goes
to the ICO without undue delay and, where feasible, within 72
hours…”

HOW A LINK IS  MADE

By hand, question by question
Each link is written from both frameworks'
own text and graded close or partial, with a
note naming the clause, Article or criterion it
rests on.

One table, read both ways
A table is written in one direction and read
back in the other, so a link shows on both
frameworks' pages.

No counterpart, no link
CAF's threat hunting has no ISO 27001
question to link to, and UK GDPR's lawful
basis none either, so neither is linked. A link
to a question that doesn't exist fails our tests.

THE ASSESSMENTS THAT SHOW THEM

Cyber Essentials NCSC CAF ISO 27001 CIS Controls v8.1 NIST CSF 2.0 NIS2 DORA DCC Readiness

SOC 2 Readiness UK GDPR ISO/IEC 42001 AI Governance CMMC Level 2 FedRAMP Moderate HIPAA Security Rule

The last three, in blue, are linked through NIST's mappings: CMMC with FedRAMP, and HIPAA with NIST CSF 2.0.

Finalised answers only, never a draft, so what shows is what
was signed off. Each named scope's run shows too, labelled with
its name.

▸

Each framework in its own note, never merged into one
judgement.

▸

Your answer stays yours. A note never fills it in, and a line above
the first one says the links are our own analysis, not an official
equivalence.

▸

For MSPs and vCISOs, each client's notes come from that
client's own assessments.

▸



A C R O S S  Y O U R  F R A M E W O R K S

Fix once, and it counts in several
Where one fix counts in several frameworks, and where work done in one is waiting to count in another.

Open it with Shared gaps on My Hub. It compares your finalised assessments question by question through the crosswalks and
works out, by rules, where one piece of work would count in several of them.

One shared gap, five frameworks. ISO 27001's continuity question, linked to CAF, NIS2, DORA and NIST CSF 2.0, and fully in place in
none of them. Each row shows the answer given and how closely it's linked. Illustrative data.

For MSPs and vCISOs: each client's Across frameworks tile in the MSP
Portal opens the same page for that client and says how many shared
gaps it has. Done in one, not yet in another. In place in Cyber Essentials,

partly in NIST CSF 2.0: the evidence may already exist. Illustrative
data.

Across your frameworks needs two linked frameworks finalised. The Assessment Bundle (Solo and Team), Risk Operations and the MSP plans include every framework
in the crosswalk hub. The crosswalks are Security Compliance Hub's own analysis of which questions address a similar concern, not an official or certified equivalence;
the CMMC ↔ FedRAMP and HIPAA ↔ NIST CSF 2.0 pairs follow NIST's published mappings. A link never changes an answer. Screens are the shipped product
showing a fictional organisation; answers and dates are illustrative.

Ranked by how many frameworks one fix counts in, then how many
have it not in place, then how closely they're linked.

▸

Add to tracker files one Remediation Tracker item under the framework
you choose, naming the questions it also closes. A later analysis never
removes it.

▸

Already in place in another framework: that work may be the starting
point.

▸

Compare a named scope, such as one essential function's CAF beside
the ISO 27001 scope covering the same systems.

▸

Print it for the board, or export CSV or JSON.▸


