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Abstract

A fault detecting method of ternary logic is proposed by using the spectral coefficients of
the Chrestenson function. Fault detecting conditions are derived for a stuck-at fault in case of
single input. multiple inputs and internal lines in the ternary logic. The detecting conditions
for min/max bridging faults are also considered. When using this fault analysis method, it is
possible to detect faults without the test vector and minimize high volume memory for storing
the vector and response data. Thus, the computational complexity for the test vector can be
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decreased.
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s° —[ 18a+9a2 18+9a, 182+94% 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0] *,

Sht=8"=9

g/2 o 7%

S =[ 274% 0,0,0,0,0,0 0,0 ° S"=8"=p
wald, 8, s, £, & & ASEE AR 7F5EA
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X1l
X2—>
' Il 3HX)

xn__'._)

(a)
X1 ———
XZH'
£ _.>f(X)
xm+ 1
xm+2
xn
{b)
x1—
X2——
£ ____>f(X)
xm+1
xm+2
xn

(c)

a8 2. 3% =213 29 min/max bridging IR
)
(a) AA3E (b) Min 93 bridging =%
(¢) Max 9% brideing %
Fig. 2. Min/Max bridging fault
ternary logic.
{a) fault free network (b) Min input
bridging fault (¢) Max input bridging
fault

model of

4. Min/Max bridging 2%

Min/max bridging TAel®d 70 ojAke] ¢y <
A7 A2 min & max ¥ d=Ee], ZF AE
2] min ¥ %2 max #oE YHEHE ARG
a3 2.9} 7o) vehd & Qi) o] o] Tl oAt

AEo] min 2 max DEEE A= stuck-at

(1559)

3 wdyph= olEA sAsiedol o] 1A FEe]
7¥s3 757 St

1) Min bridging 2%

g {(X)E APske 3% =223 24, min
413 bridging 3Ael# ¥ %7 min N2
g Hoj, 1 jEWsER min @tol Zbel d¥e
2 ZaiEe ol o] wATE f(X)ek 3,

min bridging® V8L (xpi1, Xmez> * 0y Xy )
olg}al 3}x}.
b U x0T Ko /MWt Xz, C t X)),

1<a<n—m, (n<m7} Hr}

EZ £ (kL% L x.) = Rxx, o
) B BEY £ ek 2 owu, -,

Up-m & udl 3% Aol S FF fln . 1
L xd A¥EHe|T min bridging IS

N ,xn)/min(u) , U= :‘g’:ui3i—li Eﬁi

t o Xoms Uy, Ug,

(Xmt1, Xmtzs * *

&zt

Ae 8.

32 =32 AH (), xc Am Ker, LK)
ZFANA . (K1, Zoaze + - 22 O] min brid-

ging A HAAY ¥EIE s8 dH, min
bridging 4 WA 72 3R] AHEYLE oy
=} 3}

(i) 0sus<(EFly—12 A9 2 $-pgae) A
g Ae s,¢ 2

(i) (BHly<usp-120 A9 24 Fuge) 2=
Y ASE 5,0 A ® oae 0, 2370l

(i) »=p2 A9 249l AsE 5,7 "} &
B="E 237 =31

(343)

HA BEIF £, % 0 ¢ -2 SHEHE 5.2
ska, (1), (), (i) zHztel s S=gc},

() 0sus(EHH-10 A%

Uy = 08 ASE | min(ay,up, © * ) Upem-1,00=0
o] 5|22 min bridging A =& ¢ A
% 7F Rk wEh | ojule] A~sEF AA] 571 Rk
(1) (EFy=uzp-19 A%

o] AL 4e{0,1,2), 1<isz-m7} HEZE, min

Cuy,tg, + + + e € 0,109 BE 27 Ao} ol
A, e oV ER, a"edy Al s "o v
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as (0,237,
(i) u=pd A%

BEE y = 2, (I<i<sn-m3IFE 7FRIEE, min
(w4, + + *ue)=27F "eh W=, £ = £7} =
I, S8 e s A Fck. QED.
(l4) n=4, m=121 3# =23z

fI, f;, .. f§ = fo "_"’SO

f;, f;(), e f;ﬁ = foorfla —“‘_’SO or 813

f3 = f ——*'st°] %‘:}‘
A= 9.

'@'"}F .f(x]vxz, C X X+l T " ’xn)o“/{-) (xm+1'
Xmens * %000l min bridging A A%,

L Alg E3R= AL si-testable 3ith

N C o SE!
v* &

= ST e
i " sy t+ Eﬁﬂ G "sy + tusy  (35)
k: p2 T
3

o g=3"""-1, 0<i<B, 0<j<3"—1,ae {0, zlaw
(=)

2] 8.2 ¥E], min bridging T34 7} ¥-E3h4e)
s Ege chew} et

[ S3ST- - - S o, STasr, © *
3 3
=0 S S - ~SS, - +S.S4

Se-1 53l (36)

21 (M)} (36) 2.8 HE

(8rLlyy. £+l I
[ s%s*...5 ° s ¢ SRR |
(37

= So S -+ 8 S, - 'Sasﬂ] Tﬁ"m

ST=1 8 S - SSar -+ S.Sg] T (38)
(A1l

. Bl — J—
I n—m n—m n—m
S; +* = t/,,' So; + L tki Saj + fﬁ,’ S g
= Iz=§
»

s+ grold HAE ZP5Elr]  wFe]  ZHEi
Q.E.D.
(o)

29 1.904 min(x;, x,) bridging 224l s} 2
A3l o3t 2t
el 8.l o3 wAgAle Higpe} AMERS 73}
W oSt 2
714, g=8. nm =2, (BFl)—3e] =},
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&EL S

E:d 1. Min(x,, x,) bridging 344l #-83

o} ~HEY

Table 1. The subfunction and spectrum of
Min(x;, x;) bridging fault.

U X2 X1 X3 ] f S
0 0 0 d fo -——> So
1 0 1 d fo >
2 0 2 d fo ——> %0
3 1 0 d fo -——> S
4 1 1 d fs ——--> S
5 1 2 d f1. ——--> Sy
6 2 0 d fo ----> %
7 2 1 d fs ——-> 54
8 2 2 d fs > S

BB Y, Yy, Y2 0|83, 2 ~HEY Al
& oluffe} o) & 4= 9}

X2 X1 X3 | Yo X2 X1 x3 | Yq

X2 X1 X3 | Yg
0 0 0| 1 11 a 2 2 a
0 0 1] 1 1 1 11| a 2 2 1|4
0 0 211 1 1 2] a 2 2 a
So = T3Y,
111 1 0
=!14d%a 1 =13
1ad 1 0
S4=ﬁY4
111 a 3a
=|1da al =| 0
1ad a 0
Sy = T} ¥y
111 a’ 3a*
= 1da @l =] 0
lad a® 0

A2} 9.9} 4] (35)FE H¥ si-testabled H-$E
w3 o] & 4 9ot
s = éogsw + kz::a?;s,,,- + st Ak & o = 0
F2 4olr}
| 1,

T
i3

e 2

PR 7 -
S = Eﬂ £y s + Eap,;s,a + Bysm
= {Bys + Bose + Bosw) +
(Boses + Bose + Bosp + fos + Fos)

+?10582 =0

webs, = tol7] W&l -not testable 3}k
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&= 5wt Dhsat Pasw
= (fhasw + fysoo + Baso)
+ (Bosw + fyso + Bosi + Basw + Basw)
+ sy =15+ 32
w2, sf(=6) =si'ol7] wliol si-testable 3}c}.
o] & WHleg RE 5" 0<i<gd ASLE Fapd
ot 2t

§*=[0, 0, 0. S$=[15+3a 0. 0], S$*=[ 6+3a% 0. 0]
S*=[ 15+3a%, 0, 01, S"=I[ 12a+6a%. 0, 0], S =[ 3a+6a%, 0, 0]
§*=[6+3z% 0, 01, S™=1[ 32a+6a% 0, 0], $*={ 3+62, 0, 0]

A 9 o o8 Bes) L HAE b AGE 7
¥ 4 9ok,

kvl 2. Min(x,, x;) bridging Ao gt
HAE 75 A

Table 2. The testable coefficients of
Min(x,, x,) bridging fault.

(x2 ,X1)/min u Testable 28 E3d A4

(x2 ,x1)/min 0 s% , %

(x2 ,x1)/min 1 so, s, sh

(x2 ,x1)/min 2 s, sh, s%

(x2 ,x1)/min 3 s, st s%

(x2 ,%1)/min 4 s, st sh

(x2 ,x1)/min 5 s, s

(X2 ,x1)/min 6 %, %, s%

(xz ,x1)/min 7 s, sh

(x2 ,x1)/min 8 s, s

2) Max bridging =%

e AXNE AP 3% =elR2gs2d4, max
¥ bridging agolst iy Ad¥s} et s,
2 JHREES) max gl e} Ees Fashe
TAe|ct, wAe g FHEEE I+F ot sz,

£ 324 BR £ 128 17
-, %,/ max (z) , u=§)':u.-3""i B3R}

32 =23 E U (x4 A ey ¢ ¢ -

%) T, et xmez, 0 L2081l max

bridging 4 WAA], zt @] sHEyL o}
3} 2t}
Al 10.
1) u=0 o A Z PRI A¥EY ASe
Se} 3},
(i) 1su< (3" =377 -18] A 7z} REgo
24ed Aes 5,9 )

Foas ( F37 2% 37 ol
(i) @"™™=3"""") <u<p, @, g=3"""-1
2HEH Ape 5,71 P
)
FEST flanx, - 0 a9 2¥E-S s.8) 3T,
(1), G, (i) 22l sl F=dsPa b3} g},
1) w=0%1 AS
EE w, (=<isn-—m7} 00|22, max(uy, up - - -,
Up-) =07} E|3, max bridging ZAAe] RE P
fo B A7t 9ok weld, olule] xdEde
7} e},
(i) 1<u<@™™=3"""H-19 AL
o] A%+ ue{0,1,2}, U<isn-mo] FHEE max
Cuaa € (1,218 3 Z2A ¥ el
A, Ae f7F B olde] AdEd AL s 9
t},
2 ae (F37, 23 oleh,
(i) @""=3"""") <u<pl H$

o A% w,on=20°17] WE, max(u,u, - ¢ -,
up-m)=27F et v, =57 S, 5,9 A9
EY 3te A #o Q.E.D.
(A ) n=4, m=12 A%

A4

Gy g, - -

max bridging® UHFZ (xpe1, Zmizs . %)

2ha s, fi=to =5

F, 0l B tmia® Ko /MAX Gty Kmrzs 0 0K, fi.fo, .. A = fpor f5 ==—SgorSy

1<a<n—m, (n(m7} He}. fis. fig. . £l = frs ———S°] ek

fu(x1-x2- c X, = Rxy, %9, + - X Uy, U, »“n»m)%ﬂ 11.

= Efé"é_} "/‘1:' 9\1':’}' 017]/“] UL Uy, ot Upe S u 9 ‘q':}")T\' f(xl,xzy R o A ,x,,)':’ﬂ/q (xm+1,
3z ot s, FF flxn . w0, xS 2 Tmaz, 0 x) Mol max bridging AN AL
HEZH o]y max bridging TS Xmers Zmios I 3AL ohs AlE U=l A% si-testable 3

(1561)
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* t[)r Soi +? t sa; + ﬁ t (39)

ko B=3"""—1, 0<i<fB, 0<;<3"—1, 3 = 3" "—
3n—~m—l
e {’2’:3#1' 2"’2'1"3#1)0]4'
=4)

Al 10.°2F ¥¥, max bridging 37 72t 2
o) Al ofou o}
[SiSi Sy Sy - S5 =[ 89S+ -8,8 -+ s (40)

A (D) 3 (40) o2 FE

[ S si*. . .grlrgrm ... S8 41
=[ sosa...sasﬁ...SB]T* )
S" =1 Sy Sa - SySp- -+ S31 Tia" (42)
o _ m S pre)
S;' = tg,' SO}' +§1 tk,' Saj + értki Sgi (43)

si# s o] H|AE yFsdly] uliel 2wEc)
Q.ED.
(<l A)
2% 1. oA max(x, x,) bridging 24l s
25p bt 2t

Ael 10.o0 & g3 o] ARl HRFpe A
HE]g P £ gch
91714 | =8, n-m =2, y=3"-3'=6, 0<i<8,
p<j<20] Er}

Eid 3. max(x;, x;) bridging 334 A #&3

g9} ey Ap
Table 3. The subfunction and spectrum of
max (x3, x,) bridging fault.

u X3 Xz X1 £ S
0 0 0 d fo ----> %
1 0 1 d fa -——-> 54
2 0 2 d fs ----> Sg
3 1 0 d fa  ———-> 54
4 1 1 d fi  ----> 54
5 1 2 d fg -—-—-> Sy
6 2 0 d fg ----> S5
7 2 1 d fg -—-—-—-> 83
8 2 2 d fg --—-> Sz
—Ei ﬂ‘l‘ Yo Y4 Ya % °]‘§‘5’]'°=], 1 —/—\‘Sg]E
4 A 72 4+ ok

(1562)

EEH N
X2 X1 X3 Yo ||[Xe x1 x3| Ya||X2e X1 x3| Ys
0 0 0 1 1 0lall2 2 0fa
0 0 1 1 1 1|ajj2 2 1|4
000 2 (& ||1 1 2| a2 2 2/a
S = TiY,
111 1 0
=|1ada a| = 3]
lad a’ 0
34:T§Y4
111 a 2a+a*
=|1ada a| =| 2+a
l1ad a* 2a+d*
ngﬁYH
111 a’ 34*
=|1d%a & =| 0
1 ad? 2’ 0

Al (39) 2 ¥E] si-testable & %2 olehe} o)
T 4 it

sit= By + /; Bso + értzk,sﬁ,7]— =} 4
22 golw, y=6, B=8 o|c}.

5 Eof

@

st = fysu+ glgsal + éGtTIaS&
= Tuso+{Fssa + Gasa + Bos+ fasy + Base)
+ (5w 4 By + fase )
=6+34°
Wb, si(=6434Y) = sitol7)
testable dlt}.
@

£l

si-not

_ 5 8

s3 = Baspt El fasa + Es?ﬂ_assz
= Bt {fasn + Bysp + Eysp+ faspt Zysie)
+ sy + Bysp + oy )

3+3a

webi], 8(=3) # s3"0)7] WEol] si-testable 3t}
e upeg »E §* 0<i<89 AGE b v}
&3} 2.

$" =1 6a+184°, 9+3a, 62+3a’] , " =[ 9+3a, 6+3a%, 3+3al
§* =1{ 6+34% 3+3a, 347 , § = 9+3a, 6+34°, 3+3al
$* = 6+3d% 3+3d%. 3], $* =1 3+3a, 3, 0]
S =1 6+3¢% 3+3a, 3% .

$* =1 3d%,

S§" =1 3+3a, 3, 0]
0, 3+3a]
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A2l 11, o Yl ket B2 HiE sbs AGE
2 & ek

B 4. Max(xs, x;) bridging ZAel
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Table 4. The testable coefficients of
Max (x3, x,) bridging fault.
(x3 ,x2)/max u Testable ~HEH A
(x3 ,x2)/max 0 s, s%
(X3 ,X2)/max 1 s'o, sh
(x3 ,x2)/max 2 s, &4, sh
(x3 ,x2)/max 3 s’ , 5%
(x3 ,x2)/max 4 s, sh
(x3 ,x2)/max 5 s, s
(x3 ,x2)/max 6 o, 8%, s%
(x3 ,x2)/max 7 s, sh
(x3 Xx2)/max 8 s, 5%
I\

32 =3 Re wAES 8 2MEY AFE
ol &5t WP Akl £ =i H2E 4E9
AAgle] 2o BE H2FE iste] ofal &
Hey Axz = £ doley #4& Falof, 27
& AEE 5 UESF slu2d, 3% =32 A
A o 7o) 7R diict Wk, H
E dejd 23 AEA Pag de=ke] £ ol
% H2E we 22 913 vErl g8 ¢la, =
E W] e 9% B d4kg Hasdg 5 QA
=i} 37 =Y ae] vy, oEsiE 2@ uiEE
2ellX9) s-a 74 ¥ syndrome HIAE Wiy o1
ute] Algre] mA HERZ uwlE S-S ZARH]
24 Haer} 2Vede 2BedFgdeh vyt 3% =e]F
2o 7HA 718 g4 28]l Min/Max bridging
Ak g nHEY Jooide] 3AHE 2L F
=3l w, dF B8 2 R-8A448 isEislch Bl
APgERe o]} zo] <defzl HAE slFRE ASE
oA A wAg AWk i AsEe] AY
S e A 24 24 gopstE 3 aAAHE 4
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