Phil:
Data Model

1) Where do the SSR and SCR records fall under in the data model?

Issues: 

1.) Should we have them in the spec at all?


Resolution: Yes. But the development of tools to handle these records should be based on customer needs.

2.) Which data model category

  
Resolution: add a new category and propose a name.

AJAY: How about DFT/DEVICE Description category. Can also be used for memory BIST
Continuation Fields Overview

1) The CNR record should be added to the list of the record types that use Continuation fields (“CONT_FLG”). The list would then be PSR, STR, CNR, SSR, & SCR.
Resolution: update the list
2) Generally this description section describes the CONT_FLG field in a manner which infers a constant usage in these records. However two the records (PSR and STR)  use this field t0 contain some field present bits as well. Should we consider putting the field present bits in there own fields in those two records in order to support a common description/usage of the CONT_FLG field? 

Resolution: Fix the usage of the first two bits in the record flag byte for the continuation indication 
 

SNR Record

1) Change “ATPG names” to “ATPG Signal names” in the 1st sentence.

Resolution: Fix the description

PSR Record

1) As discussed above in “Continuation Fields Overview”, the CONT_FLG field includes some field present flag bits. Should we but those bits in their own field?

Resolution: See the resolution for #2 in the continuation record resolution
2) We should consider making the PAT_FILE field optional as well (add a bit) just in case where this information is not available but the cycle start;/stop data is still desired.

Resolution: Make it optional but mandatory
3) “Note 1” is referenced in the field table, but is not listed in the description section (“Note” is without the “1”)

Resolution: fix the description

STR Record

1) Page layout problem. The table begins on the page following the “Table 14” caption

2) As discussed above in “Continuation Fields Overview”, the CONT_FLG field includes some field present flag bits. Should we but those bits in their own field?

3) The CONT_FLG field is referred to as the STR_FLGS field in the description section. I propose we keep this field name but remove the two continuation flag bits to their own CONT_FLG field as discussed above.

SSR Record

1) Change “CONT_FLGS” to CONT_FLG”

2) Since continuation records are supported, we need a total chains field count field (TOTAL_CNT)  and the local count (LOCAL_CNT) of chains referenced in this specific record (k)

SCR Record

1) Need a continuation field (CONT_FLG) added

2) The SCAN_LEN and SCAN_CNT fields are called  TOTAL_CNT and LOCAL_CNT in other records. We should change them to be consistent.

