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Abstract: Automatic simulation vectors generation is an efficient method to accelerate digital system’s design
verification process. An algorithm that generates coverage metrics and simulation vectors for state-pair of
interacting FSM is presented in this paper. Compared with FSM (finite state machines) product method and the
method which treats the interacting FSM as a single FSM, this algorithm can generate accurate coverage metrics
and the shortest simulation vectors. Experimental results show that this algorithm is efficient in memory usage and
perfectly solves the states space exploration problem.
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FSM_TRAVERSAL(Init, T(s',s,i)){
Reached(s)=New(s)=Init(s)

While (New(s)=0){
N(s")=IMAGE[New(s),T(s',s,i)]
New(s)=N(s'<s)—Reached(s)
Reached(s)=Reached(s)+New(s)

}

}

Fig.2 Traditional state traversal algorithm
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STATE_PAIR TRAVERSAL(Init,,BDD(FSM),Init, BDD(FSM>)){
Reached Pair=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[Init, Init,]
115=01(A1(0"1,Inity,iy))

[1=0,(A2(0"2,Inity,i))

Reached (FSM)=New(FSM,)=Init,

Reached (FSMy)=New(FSM,)=Init,

While (New(FSM,)<>0||New(FSM,)<>0){
N(FSM)=IMAGE[New(FSM,),8,(s"1,51,i1)]
N(ESM)=N(FSM)A L
New(FSMy)=N(FSM,)-Reached(FSM,)
N(FSMy)=IMAGE_EXTEND[New(FSMy),8x(s'2,52,i2), N(FSM1)]
New(FSM»)=N(FSM,)—Reached(FSM,)

S1=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[Reached(FSM,),New(FSM,)]
S2=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[New(FSM,),Reached(FSM>)]
S3=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[New(FSM,),New(FSM,)]
Reached_Pair=Reached_Pair+S1+52+S53
11:=01(A1(0"1,New(FSM1),i1))
11=0:(Ax(0"2,New(FSM>),i2))
Reached(FSM,)=Reached(FSM,)+New(FSM,)
Reached(FSM,)=Reached(FSM,)+New(FSM>)
Fig.3 Coverage metric computation algorithm
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STATE PAIR_TEST GEN(Init,,BDD(FSM,),Init,,BDD(FSM>)){

Add(Pair_Trace_Table,[Init,,Init,])

Add(Trace_FSM,,Init,)

Add(Trace_FSM,,Init)

Reached Pair=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[Init,,Init,]]

1175=01(A1(0"1,Inity,iy))

11=0:(A2(0"2,Inity,i))

Reached (FSM)=New(FSM,)=Init

Reached (FSM>)=New(FSM,)=Init,

While (New(FSM,)<>0||New(FSM,)<>0){
N(FSM\)=IMAGE[New(FSM,),01(s"1,51,i1)]
N(FSM,)=N(FSM )\l
New(FSM,)=N(FSM,)—Reached(FSM,)
N(FSM>)=IMAGE _EXTEND[New(FSM,),5(s'2,52,i2),N(FSM)]
New(FSM>)=N(FSM>)—Reached(FSM,)
Add(Trace_FSM,,New(FSM,))
Add(Trace_FSM,,New(FSM>))
S1=CONSTRUCT PAIR[Reached(FSM,),New(FSM,),Trace_FSM,,Trace_ FSM,,Pair_Trace_Table]
S2=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[New(FSM,),Reached(FSM>),Trace_FSM,,Trace_FSM,,Pair_Trace_Table]
S3=CONSTRUCT _PAIR[New(FSM,),New(FSM,),Trace_FSM,,Trace_FSM,,Pair_Trace_Table]
Reached Pair=Reached Pair+S1+52+S3
1|2=O|(Z](0'1,N€W(FSM1),i]))
11=05(12(0"2,New(FSM,),i))
Reached(FSM,)=Reached(FSM,)+New(FSM,)
Reached(FSM,)=Reached(FSM,)+New(FSM>)

}

For each reached state-pair in Pair_Trace Table do
Gen_Test(state_pair)

}

Fig.4 Automatic simulation vector generation algorithm
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Table 1 Experimental results comparing with the FSM product method
F 1 LREVERBUT I AL

Interacting Reachable Reachable The method of this paper  FSM product based method Improvement
FSM state-pairs  state-pairs  Max BDD  Max active Max BDD Max active Max Active
in theory in fact nodes nodes nodes nodes nodes nodes
Zero-Miss 36 30 7154 2766 113 442 72 478 15 26
Zero-Fill 30 10 4088 1677 38 836 34 893 9 20
Zero-WB 48 48 13 286 10271 312732 306 460 23 29
Miss-Fill 30 30 7154 3161 76 650 69 236 10 21
Miss-WB 48 27 16 352 11755 385294 376 493 23 32
Fill-WB 40 40 13 286 10 666 863 590 855 260 65 80

Table 2 Experimental results comparing with the method that treats interacting FSM as a single FSM
F 2 SRAEAREHLEAE RSP LR LE SR 45 R

Interacting Reachable Reachal?le The method of this paper Single FSM method Improvement
FSM state-pairs  state-pairs Max BDD Max active ~ Max BDD Max active Max Active
in theory in fact nodes nodes nodes nodes nodes nodes
Zero-Miss 36 30 3066 1107 30 662 17712 10 16
Zero-Fill 30 10 2 044 612 12 265 7957 6 13
Zero-WB 48 48 4088 1684 61323 30 646 15 18
Miss-Fill 30 30 4088 1418 16 355 15601 4 11
Miss-WB 48 27 6132 2475 85 849 61879 14 25
Fill-WB 40 40 4088 1980 204 403 128 700 50 65
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