Hi Ajay,

at a first sight, it appears like a superset of the minimal key things we are here using for volume diagnosis in manufacturing.

Hence it is good.

There was one point I raised at the very beginning (but indeed life here was not allowing me to step in in the discussion) which is about compliancy checking.

I'm referring to the possibility of embedding a signature in the datalog inferred from the vectors set ACTUALLY loaded in the ATE memory.

One of the recurrent problems is ensure full matching of ATPG generated vectors with image on ATE memory. This is also a protection respect changes in vectors not reported at ATPG level.

Another item we may want to consider (indeed I've checked the meeting records but I have not found them) is allowing to track the ATPG model/version used to generate the vector image running on ATE. I see it can appear a redundant info, but our experience says that is a useful information especially for long-lifetime products.

Can the two fields PROG_TXT and RSLT_TXT be exploited at the purpose? Is worth highlighting in the specs these two above as possible utilization models for the field? And in case all of above makes sense, does these names mnemonics are appropriates?

Thanks and best regards,

/davide
