Ajay and team,
 

In regards to signing up for running Beta testing and identifying an ATPG and ATE partner I take it that the vendors will have code ready for testing at the same time. To help identify the partners it would be nice to have some additional information (especially for the ATE vendors). I’m sure more details can be added to the following list, but I wanted to at least get this started.
For ATPG vendors:
What will beta code capability be? Read only from GDR or collect all required data from STDF file?
How will we measure success of the code?
Will local support be available to setup and run?
For ATE vendors:
On which platform will beta code first be supported on? Freescale, as I’m sure others support multiple platforms within a given ATE vendor on our test / probe floors. Knowing which platform will help me identify the team to recruit for the beta testing.
How will we measure success of the code?
Will local AE support be available to setup and run Beta code on tester?
I see two scenarios for the Beta testing: 
-First is to generate STDF file on ATE, and bring into ATPG and verify read capability and correct data for diagnostics. 
-The second scenario becomes more complex in that the beta code is embedded into a production environment such that the STDF file is collected and transferred via our normal production data handling. The scan failure data is then pulled out and then sent on to the ATPG tool for diagnostics. 
I think the first scenario is all that’s needed to prove out the beta code, but the second scenario will prove out the code works in the production environment. The second scenario will require more interactions across the different internal teams and thus may take longer to complete.
Beta Site Planning
1. Goals and Objectives:
The Goal of the Beta site testing is to test the initial implementation to ensure 

· Correctness of the writes and Readers

· Interoperability across reader & Writers: Consistency among the usage of the record fields for populating and interpreting 
· Validate information sufficiency.

· Collect the volume data

· Impact on existing flows/tools
· Data consistency w.r.t. a benchmark??

· Flow/code/standard field usage coverage

Concerns: TB: Expensive

                  RL: Divide the validation task over the Beta sites

                  GP: There should be partial overlap though

2. Setup
The Beta sites will be organized as a three/four way partnerships. Where the three/four partners will be

1. A Device manufactures (Fabless/IDM)

2. An ATE vendor

3. An EDA vendor

4. YMS tool vendor (optional)

TB: No experience with STDF. Will need some help on how to read and what S/W to use
JR: Corresponding ATDF representations for the new records

SA: Tools that are commonly used..Readers available today get a kick start..Suggest the best ones.

PB: Phil to check on helping out with the STDF reader…

A set of such partnerships should cover all the ATE and EDA company pairs.

3. Pre-requisites
1. Standard Draft availability

2. Both Writer (Mostly ATE) and Reader (mostly EDA) prototype code availability

3. Application support from the vendors

4. Validation Strategy

5. Validation suite

6. Validation/success criteria

4. Validation scenario:

1. Scan Fail only

2. (functional & parametric)

3. Scan & Other 

   Validation will target all of these scenarios.
SA: 1 is two file scenario and will require validation of synchronization field to sync two files..

SA: What and how the log is triggered (with ATE OSs)

