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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of HBN indicator evaluation model
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Fig.2  The technical flow of testability indicator dynamic evaluation considering delaying correction strategy

2.1 R HIR

LAY 55 X, R B, 45 10 3 2% 9] T 3w 52t 1) JL
SR

1) B 2% 8 A 9% 21 T SR W 118 I K 3 56
TF R B 25 28 25 K AN PR AR, JF Il G BT R 6 i B4
P18 B0 A A 24 DA B e e e R R R A

2) M s 45 — L 285 o, A B B I A 43
Kk, B (= 1,2, -, my,,,) B B Y 18 0 7
ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ(mf&%E¢M3%%&Am%E
B, f00,) F R A g Bk I /B S R, O Ll

(i+1)

FAEZB B FDRAA (LA pl)), R R FIERE) | RIBS pli, )
FR 25 1k W B 1 00 03k P 3 I B G S B9 FDR
{0 1A 0 25 £+ 1 B B B 80 KGR B T 0 FDR 8 5

3) M52 55 o, A B B A 080 K 0 5 SR, 4
S AT AT IR B BB KR K SRR A SERR A
2 B B MR G, IR

Liny) f(Z n,i
B B AESS KT po o VA 46

4) IR P 8 R 56 i B BOT AL A R S
O Py < P < o Pl < o i

)
(4, np) <
Mgyt 1)

(Ln)

<1 (4)



WoE iR

o B AN 3 vz, o T AT LR Y S 22 2 IF SR 42
5 5E TR AR TS BT T A R A B R K

A L FEAF BT 5 X, DR AR R

B, [l 0 75 ] — 35K B BO il M 48 AR FDR AR5 A
B Bk m,, BRI E RIS g, 11
I B 3 389 Y T (LT S B, AT I 3
PEFE AR S A o P PP R AR AR R 7R SEBR Y 3 K B

Bt AR bR R T 45 X, O FDR M
(n('"“wn*‘) f‘munﬂ))
) &
g ) *
(Al (n(l (1; g f(l 1;' ! ) \\
p(lm) A 3 % \,
(1) . jg:&
G ki | T
iz 5
& n® fO : Eﬁl& k
a ( W’ (I.np) it
= -
0
p(lm) @H{ﬁ
vl
o ‘
( <l;»,)’f(lm) %ﬁ
O
(.
e B
G
0 1 . Mgy Myt
B3 458 X, R T b 9 K 3

Fig.3 The growth trend of testability indicator at node X,
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