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(The State CHDL Description and Symbolic Minimization Algorithm

Development for State Machine Synthesizer)

& B E*
(Hi Seok Kim)

z ©

AU A7 A s sl 4o CHDL 714 % 7127243 gaels$ Altasich
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Abstract
A Symbolic cover Minimization Algorithm and State CHDL Description for Finite State Machine
Synthesizer are Presented.

State CHDL are used for design of PLA based finite state machine, also the symbolic cover
minimization algorithms are based upon single cube containment and distance 1 merging algorithms.

The procedure for state machine synthesizer has been applied to practical example, including
traffic light controller by using Boulder Optimal Logic Design System.
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HAE AAA AR el ALk YA A1 (highlevel
design) & 7154 Al (behavioral design) 7} F-A1%}eof

A5 astod =) &4 (logic synthesis) tool S o}-& YUl EA| 28 7)5dAle At e Al2E

g AAAEs Aot $ube] APsn ek =2l o FAEA L AADA Aojz JEstel Aolg B
& 7153

A tool s 0|88 A EA|LE Y AAAESE 5}

=4
& + doi9} =2 %% (combinational lo-
gic) 2olg ¥Elslo] netlist & 23] 2 (boolean

*EEE, BAKER BTI8H network) & 4b& el

(Dept. of Elec. Eng., Chongju Univ. ) Aol & HHo slgado]lE 428l (sequential
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4 tool™*" (synthesizer) ©] 7AWElz  ¢lom FSM
3129 AAAZEE w2357 Heh FRYe) T =
E]s'z}iol RAM, ROM, PLA 5% %ol Al-&3lx ¢}
©& PLAE —t—aHLZﬂ AND-OR 2tho]
PRoewe HAAANEHE 3

A ool A
FoA AL

z22]vt PLAC 2%
st daejg oW A
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FSM —‘\53]-4
o] of$ CE
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37] sl =ix PLAY = 5

#] 4 3} (symbolic minimization)
of g},

Fe] FSM &4 tool =
utsld o FSM 7]
HDL™4%(c based hardware descrip-
tion language)% A2l 7ledgon =23 43 1ol
3l BOLD (boulder optimal logic design) toolol] =&
PLA #=ste) a84& 4F3hgich

0. PLAOI 23t FSM 3244

PLAE 2 Aql F20]7] W&ol AARESA &
ol3fwl =2+ 3} tool, PLA folding %La!——% ol
B30 PLAS} 3 A=Az 52 248 ¢
+ ek

22|22 PLAe| & FSM 32+
F3he AA A (specification) o) =3
A" 4 ek

Yoz FAgze FrygAeze

A 8
A3 4

4

(synchronous) #} 8] % 7|4l ¥l4le| glow] PLAo 2
g FSM 312 AAA] A} &sE ulale &8 CLO-
CK3 &715+ 5714 wAS Ap2dtc)

714 FSM £A432 & 283z 245 oug
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& 3 BOLD =2|& 43} toololl st} A4 315l
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=2 Ale]l CHDL2 A ol3lx Algl CHDLY 2%
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CHDL (STATE)
DESCRIPTION

LEXICAL
ANALYSIS

PARSING

SYMBOLIC
STATE TABLE

SYMBOLIC
MINIMIZATION

STATE
ASSIGNMENT

LOGIC
MINIMIZER

OUTPUT
PLA FORM

a2, AAEAHE
Fig. 2. State machine synthesizer flow chart.

3 FEEA (parsing) B Eo] Autslojof stmg
®oegold ALY oL, FEEA YTFL
83} 7ol R,

(x}A 1) KeywordE INPUT, OUTPUT, MODEL,
BEGIN, PSTATE, NSTATE, IF, THEN,
ELSE, END 52& A3gt}

(A1 2) Al 71%§ CHDLE lookup Hl|o| &

sl FSM WAl o 2 Keyword,

TAh-Eog o3 E TR

3 HH (recursive) TL¥4 FLg

£ ol&3te] AlE o] & (symbol table)

Aeido| 3 E TAY

(A1) 74" AeiAelg2 Fe 2naolg] AND
(&), OR(i), NOT(!) & o|&s3le] PLA <]

Ag/H E]»D}-

(b4 5) PLA 8 a2e Aol wa}l d44H (present
state) 9 thEAtel e Y& Yy o
A sHA] ANuh A ghet

(Al 6) 44 % dHzrd A=

< A

identifier,

(<A 3)

N odln

Eij_c

8ol

el CHDL 7% ¥ 7152438 dxe|gA¢
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< AAgch, Ael CHDL: Arelaaf=,
ASM =33 e A 71€¥ F U=S
IF, THEN, ELSE®% E#+2(syntax) &
Za glov] Al CHDLY &Aoo we} 4
e8] CHDLY A o] +#+3¥F (control statement)
o] W3lA grl Atel CHDL® 24 M-
EAD & Conway™*2| %A1 3 M]3 2 (traf-
fic light controller) & 1% 39 Alefzef=
2 e o949 22 A CHDLR 7%
Ak, 2EATAAEZE 7} A
CHDLR ol3j#4, +E+A4 <zl
o3 359 2L A HolH o] & A4
gch, Al Ao ®lo]HollA] H WS, dH
w4243k AND, OR, NOT, <2#ao]H
o o8 PLAS Jqa=f A4%ch
deze A4 daE5e 1863 Fol
T}, gz YHF A o} o5
Al 925 AelAo] HlojEolA] AR
oldzreel AL Aulx| shofof gheh
28 70 mFAIEA3 e PLA J¥3
o A HAAe, bt 29
o] t}Z 2 (multiple output)?l 7%+ ¥4
+32 28ug X9 UA}=E Fd)
£ YA 5 2914 (positional cube) 22 A 3}
of Zastgirh Yubdoz Aoz, A-
SM =3¢ a4l ofeisfd A7
o}, oj@17{$ Ae] CHDLY 274 Td&
FaAAE Fz2 38 siEsloier drch
2% 8ol 4] #5Io} 7] (automatic vending
machine) & Ae) CHDL-E 4% 7lEsige
o 2AA4S FEAAH] F22 7)E3

A

(C)AND(TL)=Om
J=l/ T

NI

oo )

N /m

UC+TL -0

O2l3. mEAZAr] Az
Fig. 3. Traffic light controller state diagram.
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Symbolic transition table ----------------o--

C 0 hg hg | green
MODEL (traffic) tl 0 hg hy red
INPUT I C, t], ts: C 1 hy hy & no
OQUTPUT : st, hl, f1: tl. 1 fg green
BEGIN ¢ ts 0 fg fg red
PSTATE =hg . ts 1 fg fy yes
F(N{C=1 & t1-1))THEN/{ C 1 fy fy & yellow

NSTATE =hg ; tl 0 hg red

outl=green ; C 0 ' no

out2=red : tl 1 yellow
out3=no ; ts 0 red

' t 1 ye
PSTATE =hg ; red
IF(C—1& t1=1)THEN! green

NSTATE --hy ; no

out }=—green ; red

out2=red ; green
out3= yes ; yes

b red
PSTATE=hy ; yellow
IF (ts— 0) THEN { no

NSTATE ~hy ; red

out]l=yellow ; yellow

out2=red ; yes
outd—no ;

LSE a2l5. Aol Hel¥

NSTATE - fg ; Fig. 5. State transition table.

outl=yellow ;

out2—red ;

out3—yes ;

b
PSTATE = 1g ;

IF (! (C=0} t1- 1)) THEN { PROCEDURE encode ()

NSTATE =fg ; /5 S, KE oeuls 2g gl qladw4 A4 ¥y

outl= red ; /* L1 Abejale] dlol "oiw° Qe galali g A4 Y/

out2=green ; /* op operator Y */

out3=no ; /* sopt Abell# o] el o] &2} gperator */

! /* opvi Alef o] Bo| & -4 operator &t */
PSTATE fg; /* dopvi don’t care Abed */
IF(C=0!tl=1)THEN/{ BEGIN

NSTATE =y ; IKje!S!, 1elsop! ;

outl=red ; if(I€S, sopEop) |

outZ=green ; for(k=10, 1,ccecenrenecns dam ) |

outd~ yes ; for{1= 0, 1, ceererrerrnnnnns AeglEy ) |

t if(SK=S1) ¢
PSTATE ~fy ; code=code Uopv(k];} ;

IF {ts 0) THEN { else {code=codeU dopv k] ;

NSTATE=1{y ; }

outl=red ; !

out2=yellow ; b

out3=no ; }

' b

ELSE/{ END

NSTATE=hg ;

outl—red ; ag6. J¥is A4 dndE

outZ2=yellow ; ) K R

outd=no : Fig. 6. Input code generation algorithm.

H
END

agla. mEAlsAel”] 4el CHDL
Fig. 4. Traffic light controller state CHDL.
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0 - - hg hg 00101
- 0 - hg hg 00101
1 1 - hg hy 10110
- - 0 hy hy 11001
- - 1 hy fg 11010
1 0 - fg fg 10101
0 - - fg fy 10110
- 1 - fg fy 10110

[=]
—
«
—
~
—
bt
3
et

a%7. 7iEH el
Fig. 7. Symbolic table.

MODEL (Vendingmachine)
INPUT : xa, xb,r, ¢ ;
OUTPUT : za, zb, zc :
BEGIN {
PSTATE=xsa ;
IF (xa=0 & xb=0)THEN {
IF(r=0 & ¢=0)THEN ¢
NSTATE =sa :
outl=0 ;
out2=0 ;
out3=0 ;
H
b
PSTATE=3sa ;
IF (xa=1 & xb=0) THEN
IF (r=0 & ¢c=0)THEN
NSTATE=sb ;
outl=0 ;
out2=0 ;
out3=0 ;
b
b
PSTATE=sa ;
IF {xa=1 & xb=0)THEN
IF(r=0 & ¢c=0)THEN {
NSTATE =sf ;
outl=0 ;
out2=0 ;
out3=0 ;
b
b

A% 8. A-E#wi7] CHDL
Fig. 8. Automatic vending machine CHDL.

N. 7i&Hiolg =45l Mejgict
gubdo 2 PLA(S3 FPLA) S =3, Az
& A3} 7] YA E el o) gio]BollA =)
w2 & 7] T o] & (symbolic cover table) # 4 3}9}
def ol w9 Fadk FAolch

afel s)FEjo|BollA 289 S5 A4bel (equivalent
state) 7} ExElT dafo] oh& P& F¥ el HAV
delgicid B Ao 2R He (9o W
(merge) E 4~ o] Aef el wpilol ubel z = 3}
H PLA7L 44 %l 2ol Amstrong,'* Stearns,
& (partition), Reduced Depen-
4 FSM sjzo dejgdets st
Sy 2 Z|sEolEoll4 W4}
don’t care AelE Tefsia| 9o} R/ ZFSM A

otz Ealoke whFol 9o

2|2 Demichel*"'& °]Eﬁ’l A wold 23a
Z ulAlof 28} Kiss (keep internel state synthesis)
o‘—:}'_l_‘_"/]“"‘_’ 7HBL 1"]("’01‘03'5]'

a2} Kiss dxz]5< 289 PLAS Alg) & gtul
7bsstebs whde] ek dA PLA ®AE 58

Hartmanis

1l

aln o
oX

2
r-{r:

Mustang Abel &e}
s,
Mustang!” 4+el
£3 4198 T
< 7l5eo| ¥

Fanin Oriented

7 ¢nEe FSM A4S 3
.41 (common cube expression)
Hacel oy =25
daEi b 2oy 2
% 3H= Fanout Oriented & 38]5 02 FAI5ko] t}
gt AR EdE A5siAl sl 22l Mustang A
e g 7|sHo| R A4 12 6ln
%ot 7lselolgolld 5 Ale ol 3o 2abakA 7} Q)
= ATE Adede s 9l

et B EFoldE ZlEH o] ol g Az

@ste] S EAHI2l "o b3S Z3(cover)
3 FHE2AAE 38sle] i
B 73 (single cube containments) “¢2ElE1} 17

n:2 O}fﬂ 0

2] =3 (distance 1 merging) 4 15L AL co}e
I} e AeE Ao
(72l 1) Ael(state group) A= {iA, SA, SA’,

0A}, B={iB, SB, SB’, OB} (i+ primary
Ay, S+ dA4e, S’ oAl 0
) =« SADSB, SA'D_SBO]_‘H_IAQIB,
OADOBol= A4d A, A& BE S544
v dfo] thZale Z3stmz 1A Abej
2 9ge ¢ Uk

(% =) OA=A(A, SA), OB=A(iB, SB) ojmg
SADSB, OACOB, iADiBolH OAs} OB
T0AZ ¥{gsueg AHl1L Fgo| Fc}



minimal cube cover) &
go) HEgch Aol 104 HUFRLY 2
Seld et 2 ezl Adao.

/*C, Citle #Fu 5%
/* F+= CUBE® COVER #3 */
PROCEDURE comtaintCi, Ci+1)
BEGIN
for(i=0, vovvvnnnnn e 4)
switch(Ci, Ci+1€F) {
case(0, 1) {4%3 Fugtel 0, 1ol ohg 919
FBZ vl & if (contained) contained
=TRUE break}
case(2, 3, 4, {(Zizelel B9 &pAtel 37}
chaAel del ZgaA 2
if (contained) cobtained—
TRUE break!}

........... n)

don’t care : break ;
}
b
return (contained)
END

a9, dFezd obnegs
Fig. 9. Single cube containment algorithm.

(ol A1) 71ZelolEoll A =l Ae] P} ch-g4be] Q
7} M2 7e Aol dAAe Prp ohgAlE
QE E¥dshe A @7 Hejahd e
2 ol bz 4R g )
0000 SA SA 000
-~=-1 - SA 000
-—-01 SA SA 000
He 1z ol BofA - -~12--01 ]

22 gFE g dauefEol o& 38 g
Hact Ak 2313 d¥2z 0
0002 ddFuz3 o 142 4% (dis-
tance 1 merging) Y3250 23l 000
-2 s, daps A 1o s A4

H Hlol&& ofalo} o)
000- SA SA 000
-—=-1 SA SA 000
9 ellollA Altd DAFuzg dwga Fro
# 2] (distance) 7} 19 of &3 delEQl 171"4 "é‘
T dae| 5 ol &3l 7| EE)o|Hol4 e TS 4l
YA A} d2) HEE don't care AHE FY —’F A

(768)
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kl

t}. Abe] CHDLo|A A S 7] Ewo]
oS 7z B9 x4, ohga
2 ol slojo} g,

g; m]u’. rlo

PROCEDURE symbolic minimize (IN, PS, NS, OUT)
/* PS, NS+ #al, oS4k */
/* IN, OUT+= i&"H5tu */
BEGIN
ncube« | Fi}
for (i=0, +vevveennn. ncube-1) {
for(k=i+1, .covvvnnnnn ncube) |
if (4= PSi2PSk) {
if (ch-2 4l NSioNSk)
if INi2INkU 17 214 & (INi, INK)) N
(OUTi20UTkU 1A 2% 3OUTi, OUTK)) ¢
contained Fk=TRUE
i=9& (di, FK)
b return Fi
else if {(INk2INiU 17 2% & (INi, INK))N
(OUTk20UTiU 1A ¥ 3 (OUTk, OUT))
contained Fi=TRUE
Fi=4 & (3K, i)
} return Fi
b
}
b return Fi /* &
b
END

U4 g FREY Y

3z, 7548 daE
Fig. 10. Symbolic minimize algorithms.
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713348 daggg AL 1 Poz 9§y
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&3} %EH‘%}%‘ ate] F 200 FHslich *lsw
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PLA #A$ #4387 93 =& 43 toolo]

FSM 3l &

F5Adolnz

[e]

=

=

A}



ul

&R A gtAl 7] AAE Y8 Al CHDL 71¢ % 7133438 dngsAw 133
E 1. PLAl 23 FSM 3129 Hol& ¥ 2. Aul¥dd PLA
Table 1. PLA based finite state machine table. Table 2. State assignment PLA.
oo 1-- init0 init0 110000 # STATE ASSIGNED FINITE AUTOMATION
--1-- init0 init0 110000 # init0 0000 0000
--0-- init0 initl 110000 # initl 0011 0011
--00- initl initl 110000 # init2 0111 o011
--01- initl init2 110001 # init4 0010 0010
--0-- init2 init4 110100 # iowait 0001 0001
--01- init4 init4 110100 # read0 0100 0100
--00- init4 iowait 000000 # write0 1000 1000
0000- iowait jowait 000000 # rmack 1001 1001
1000~ iowait initl 110000 # wmack 0101 0101
01000 iowait read( 101000 # readl 0110 0110
11000 iowait write0 100010 i 9
01001 iowait rmack 100000 010
11001 iowait wmack 100000 type fr
--01- iowait init2 110001 --1-- 0000 0000 110000
--0-0 rmack rmack 100000 --0-- 0000 0011 110000
--0-1 rmack read( 101000 --00- 0011 0011 110000
--0-0 wmack wmack 100000 --01- 0011 0111 110001
--0-1 wmack writeQ 100010 --0-- 0111 0010 110100
--0-- read( readl 101001 --01- 0010 0010 110100
--0-- readl iowait 000000 ~--00- 0010 0001 000000
--0-- writeQ iowait 000000 0000- 0001 0001 000000
1000- 0001 0011 110000
01000 0001 0100 101000
11000 0001 1000 100010
WAL 57 el @A AlLEw gt )z ss) 01001 0001 1001 100000
o - 11001 0001 0101 100000
tool& ESPRESSO [I, MINI, MIS---%-¢] A}-&-5} 32 --01- 0001 0111 110001
glom] Fald Fz2q PLA AA % &3] wj$ --0-0 1001 1001 100000
£gA9e] dFHAA --0-1 1001 0100 101000
PLA 2231 438 sl sisl & e2ld A% T (0 Qo o
g =2 F A3 tool: BOLD =343t toolo]H ——Q-- 0100 0110 101001
BOLD +32]# 43 tool®] &AL ESPRESSOI --0-- 0110 0001 000000
=223 100l8] 712 YmE]Eq]l &l (expand), = --0-- 1000 0001 000000

4 (reduce), irredundant cover ¥ 313 &S A A
#3t ESPRESSO MLT (multi-level tautology chec-
king) W& AHEstng of g =2]# 43 ool T &
+4¢l PLA =8|343E5 ¥ 4 rh

o|2]g BOLD =243} tool S o|-&3sld £-&3
29 A (H4hE ¥ 4 enw] 53] PLAY
7% AND-OR 2%t PLAS <l4¥4 (factorization)
9o} FEFEZE duegol s ogt PLAZ W&
Hrog #4358 PLAE +¥€ 4 Uk

wleba] Fael 28t PLA AA M PLA 93 A9
A7t B-o| 4 sA slo] fFE FSM 3|29 PLA
817} 7hsslch olol whel cixl PLAS wHEnAL
o|¢ F93 ez ozt PLA #Halsa4$& BOLD
=2 H48 ool d AHE o3 Fo] FHEg

¥ 3o £ (boolean literals) 7} 4370) 4 f1,

(769)

f2, 135 2% PLA ®lo|¥ql LIF J#3a 2 7l¢s)
o] BOLD +2]# 43} toololl g8 3sle] cixl PLA ¥
3 AFNE F 49 FHA

H 49 AztelA 434 1y FgHfrL 297449
Feguas #Hasl siglond oyl PLAZ AAI7L S
gew] 2&l110] oigl PLAQ] 4% PLAS ¥-23l2
2 wgslo] A sdcl

A1 Z7A =& BOLD =243} toold} Ael T4
dnEE o]R wFATA7Y LS £S5
of 2H3l%or] B6q cixt PLAZ WHEd Ay
AN Fedgo) A5 FHEgch AAdd Ee
4 (literal) & o} & v v]m 3l Random Kiss
dngjgrot Herh AA dAdslo] a8l UF
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k3 3. PLAA {1, f2, 3
Table 3. PLA f1, f2, {3 boolean equetion.

f1=ABCD-t ABCE+ABF+ABG+HLM
f2-- AICD+ AICE+ AIF + AL+ HKLM
f3— AHLM +BHLM

E:3 4. PLA LIF ##3ld
Table 4., PLA LIF output file.

# LIF description of 2-level PLA after MLMIN.
. circuit 2-level PLA. pwmlm

.nv 13 3 20

.ic 12345678910 11121314 1516

. elements

.cover 613127121819 14

-1---11
.cover 7131910111218 1915
--=-111-1
111----1
-1----11
.cover 3111217 1816
1111
.cover 2121217
-11
1-1
.cover 211813 18
111
.cover 4121362019
11-11
1-1-1
.cover 2124520
-11
1-1
.end
FFFFEEEMIMIN V1. 0. e (6/11/87) ¥*****+
# A 2-level PLA. pwdiv filename =2-level PLA. pwdiv
#B . 29 original number of literals=29

e 5 HEstmzA el H o
5 don’t care AVl E A
Hold HAslE & 4 i

g Z6H ohE A FF FSM sz Ay
i

T
ol e 2

)
Ky
int
ofy
nu
e
&
>

T bhdnnbs

TN chsk PLAS $-8413
Fig.11. The boolean network of multilevel PLA.

F 5. ZEAZA 7] PLA Hlo| %
Table 5. Traffic light controller PLA table.

# STATE ASSIGNED FINITE AUTOMATION
#thg 00 00

# hy 10 10

# fg 01 01

# fy 11 11

ib
07
.type fr
0-- 00
-0- 00 00101
11- 00 10110
--0 10 10 11001
--1 10 01 11010
10- 01 01 10101
0-- 01 11 10110
-1- 01 11 10110
--0 11 11 11001
--1 11 00 11010

00101

=88

<t
o]9} o] M4 71Felo]E g Mustang Ui
2| 5ol A gv)mstd Hel o (original) 71EE|o] &y
ot Mustang ¥ 8l5 @A 7ke] Hgion PLA =
Ax Ao
2 7S e ol d Zhast dae]E
A Ael CHDLZ ¥ 445 715 ol

Aef o dao] thed e Aushed o $E 24l

ES
= 5 AH A A (equivalance check) Al7}o] mto] &
o= Aol et
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B 6. PLA 243 An
Table 6. PLA minimization result.
/0 P P’ S M literal CHDL excution time t t’
FSM1 (traffic) 3/5 10 10 2 37 17. 2sec 1.6 1.6
FSM2(PLA controller) 5/6 22 21 2 253 16. 3sec 2.4 2.2
FSM3 (auto-vending) 4/3 43 40 4 2322 25. 6sec 14. 57 14. 02
FSM4 (black jack) 5/10 17 16 3 29. 7sec 3.29 3. 20
FSM5 (10bit conuter) 2/1 21 {21 4 18. 1sec 2.2 2.2
1/0: 4% /%% t: Fel 715elo] 85 Mustang iie]Eol A &3 47}
P:7l3Elol s 4 t : 7I 2l o] %2 Mustang Ll Fol HL3 A7
P Ed ZlZzdoly g4
Sl
M literal : ©}%t PLA literal 4
ule}d FE A AAE sl EEH daelgel I “BOLD: A multi-level logic optimization
22 3w #A Tautology ZAHHE ol& ¢ 28 system™, ICCAD87, 1987.
ZFojr}, {3] R. Brayton, R, Rudell, A. Sangiovanni-
Vincentelli and A. Wang, “MIS: A multi-
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1987.
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