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i Test Plan vs. Verification Plan

= Verification Plan (Environment Architecture):
= Derived from System and Macro Spec.
= High level description.
= Targets, goals, feasibility
= Test Plan:
= Detailed list
= Derived from all documents.
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i Test Plan Specifications

» Resources:

= MRD, System Spec., Hardware Specs
(Macro and Micro)

= Designers notes.
= Common tests for all chips.
= EXperience.
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i Test Plan Specifications (2)

= Consider:
= IPs, Reused blocks, New blocks
= Verification methodology - Random/direct
« Granularity — System, Asic, Block, Unit.
= Verification capabilities
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i Documentation Flow

Features Environment

List ﬁ Architecture
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Direct Tests Plan Coverage Plan
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Direct Tests
Definitions
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i Format

= Different generators / checkers
= High Level / Low level

= Priorities

= Monitoring capabilities
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Format Example

Microsoft Excel - ¥erification Plan example for verification leaders seminar Z006.xls
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i Definition

= When:

= Must we wait until Arch is closed?
(features)

= Design status - Started? Finished? Other?
(components — fifos, arbiters, SMs etc.)

= Who:

= Arch, pArch, Design, Verification, Other?
= Split between several engineers



i Review

s Reviewers:

= Arch, JArch, PL, Design, Verification (All?),
Others?

= Risk evaluation
= Priority = risk x feature necessity

= Depending on the status of:
= Architecture, Design, Verification

= Re-review
= Code completion? RTL Freeze? Tape out?




‘L The End

= Thank You!
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