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Description

[0001] The present invention relates to an electronic
control system, and more particularly relates to a vehicle
safety electronic control system.
[0002] Electronic safety systems are now very widely
used in motor vehicles. Such safety systems may in-
clude, for example: blind spot monitoring systems; active
cruise control systems; pre-safe braking systems; colli-
sion avoidance systems; lane departure prevention sys-
tems; and rear-collision mitigation systems.
[0003] The complex nature of modern vehicular safety
systems places great importance on the performance
and reliability of the electronic control systems which are
required to provide and manage the safety systems.
Such control systems typically include integrated hard-
ware and software in order to host and run so-called Ad-
vanced Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS) algorithms.
[0004] Such systems are required to satisfy very strin-
gent safety requirements such as the ISO 26262 Func-
tional Safety for Road Vehicles standard which defines
a so-called Automotive Safety Integrity Level (ASIL) risk
classification scheme. ASIL-D represents the highest in-
tegrity requirements under this standard, and is applica-
ble to safety-related processing tasks.
[0005] A requirement of the functional safety standard
is that the control system must be capable of identifying
safety relevant errors in its arithmetic, logical and mem-
ory units, which is only possible for an ASIL-D electronic
control unit if a lockstep processor architecture is used..
However, lockstep architectures of this type have only a
relatively low processing power which is insufficient to
handle modern applications like ADAS with a set of suit-
able sensors such as Radar, Lidar and/or cameras.
There is therefore a need for a vehicle safety electronic
control system which is capable of providing improved
processing power whilst satisfying the required safety
integrity requirements.
[0006] Current high performance microprocessors are
too complex to achieve the required safety integrity re-
quirements via cyclic diagnostic tests for permanent and
transient error detection.
[0007] US 2012/0265405 A1 discloses a vehicular
control apparatus with a microcomputer formed of a lock-
step-type CPU.
[0008] US 7290169 B2 discloses a microprocessor
with multiple cores and lockstep logic which can detect
differences between the output signals of the multiple
cores.
[0009] US 2007/0022348 A1 discloses a method and
apparatus for reducing the uncorrectable error rate in a
lockstepped dual-modular redundancy system.
[0010] US 1005/0114735 A1 discloses systems and
methods for verifying core determinacy in a processor.
[0011] According to the present invention, there is pro-
vided a vehicle safety electronic control system compris-
ing: a first microcontroller having a lockstep architecture
with a lockstep core; and a second microcontroller having

at least two processing cores; wherein lockstep core of
the first microcontroller is configured to monitor and con-
trol outputs of said at least two cores of the second mi-
crocontroller.
[0012] The first microcontroller may have at least one
non-lockstep core.
[0013] Preferably, said lockstep core of the first micro-
controller is configured to receive, from said second mi-
crocontroller, data representing the direct outputs of the
second microcontroller cores.
[0014] Advantageously, said lockstep core of the first
microcontroller is configured to receive, from said second
microcontroller, data representing a comparison of the
outputs of the second microcontroller cores, and is con-
figured to derive therefrom an operational status of the
second microcontroller.
[0015] Conveniently, said first microcontroller is con-
figured to determine from said comparison data whether
either of said second microcontroller cores is disturbed
or faulty.
[0016] Preferably, said lockstep core of the first micro-
controller is configured to do at least one of the following
in response to determining that either of said second mi-
crocontroller cores is disturbed or faulty: send an error
message to a vehicle safety system; reset the disturbed
or faulty core; and enter the disturbed or faulty core into
a predefined safe state. Advantageously, both of said
two cores of the second microcontroller are operable to
execute the same software operation in synchronism to
obtain respective results, and each of said two cores is
operable to compare its respective result with the result
of the other core to thereby derive said comparison data.
[0017] Conveniently, each of said two cores of the sec-
ond microcontroller is operable to compare its said result
with said result of the other core after each frame during
execution of said software.
[0018] Preferably, said cores of the second microcon-
troller are operable to execute vehicle safety-related soft-
ware.
[0019] Advantageously, said first and second micro-
controllers are configured to operate synchronously.
[0020] Conveniently, said first microcontroller is con-
figured to monitor the second microcontroller cyclically
with a predetermined cycle time.
[0021] Preferably, said cycle time is shorter than the
time required to transition the or each second microcon-
troller core to its respective said safe state.
[0022] Advantageously, said first microcontroller is
configured to act as a watchdog timer for the second
microcontroller.
[0023] Conveniently, the lockstep core of said first mi-
crocontroller is operable to execute a software watchdog
application.
[0024] Preferably, said software watchdog application
includes a heartbeat monitoring unit, a program flow
checking unit, and a task state indication unit.
[0025] Advantageously, the control system is provided
in the form of an integrated electronic control unit.

1 2 



EP 3 085 596 B1

3

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

[0026] The electronic control system of the present in-
vention may be provided as a part of an electronic safety
system in a motor vehicle such as, for example, an Ad-
vanced Driver Assistance System (ADAS) which may in-
clude a blind spot monitoring system; an active cruise
control system; a pre-safe braking system; a collision
avoidance system; a lane departure prevention system;
and/or a rear-collision mitigation system.
[0027] So that the invention may be more readily un-
derstood, and so that further features thereof may be
appreciated, embodiments of the invention will now be
described by way of example with reference to the ac-
companying drawings in which:

Figure 1 is a schematic illustration showing an over-
view of a typical motor vehicle safety system, which
may include an electronic control system in accord-
ance with the present invention;

Figure 2 is a schematic illustration showing an over-
view the principal hardware elements of an electronic
control system in accordance with the present inven-
tion;

Figure 3 is a schematic illustrated similar to that of
figure 2, but which shows a preferred allocation of
microcontroller cores to ASIL integrity requirements;

Figure 4 is a schematic illustration in the form of a
flow diagram depicting aspects of a software moni-
toring aspect of a preferred embodiment of the in-
vention; and

Figure 5 is a schematic illustration showing an elec-
tronic control system in accordance with the present
invention installed as part of a motor vehicle safety
system.

[0028] Turning now to consider figure 1 in more detail,
there is illustrated a schematic representation of an ex-
emplary electronic safety system 1 installed in a motor
vehicle 2 (only one side panel of which is denoted in
figure 1 to indicate the vehicle’s orientation). The safety
system 1 comprises a number of different types of sensor
mounted at appropriate positions on the motor vehicle 2.
In particular, the system 1 illustrated includes: a pair of
divergent and outwardly directed mid-range radar
("MRR") sensors 3 mounted at respective front corners
of the vehicle 2, a similar pair of divergent and outwardly
directed multi-role radar sensors 4 mounted at respective
rear corners of the vehicle, a forwardly directed long-
range radar ("LRR") sensor 5 mounted centrally at the
front of the vehicle 2, and a pair of generally forwardly
directed optical sensors 6 forming part of a stereo vision
system ("SVS") 7 which may be mounted, for example,
in the region of the upper edge of the vehicle’s wind-
screen. The various sensors 3-6 are operatively connect-
ed to a central electronic control system which is typically

provided in the form of an integrated electronic control
unit 8 mounted at a convenient location within the vehicle.
In the particular arrangement illustrated, the front and
rear MRR sensors 3, 4 are connected to the central con-
trol unit 8 via a conventional Controller Area Network
("CAN") bus 9, and the LRR sensor 5 and the sensors of
the SVS 7 are connected to the central control unit 8 via
a faster FlexRay serial bus 10, also of a type known per
se.
[0029] Collectively, and under the control of the control
unit 8, the various sensors 3-6 can be used to provide a
variety of different types of driver assistance systems
such as, for example, blind spot monitoring, adaptive
cruise control, collision prevention assist, lane departure
protection, and rear collision mitigation. Accordingly, the
control unit 8 will be configured to run appropriate soft-
ware algorithms for each such driver system.
[0030] Figure 2 illustrates schematically the principal
hardware elements of a control system in accordance
with the present invention, which it will be appreciated
could be provided in the form of the integrated control
unit 8 illustrated in figure 1. The control system comprises
a first (master) microcontroller 11, and a second (slave)
microcontroller 12. As will become apparent, the master
microcontroller 11 is configured to run safety software to
live up to the strictest (ASIL-D) safety integrity require-
ments of the system, which require the identification of
processing errors and thus a lockstep architecture, whilst
the slave microcontroller 12 has a higher processing
power and no lockstep architecture, and is configured to
handle some safety-related processing tasks in order to
relieve the master microcontroller 11. Because the mas-
ter microcontroller 11 is configured to satisfy the strict
safety integrity requirements of the system it can be con-
sidered to represent a so-called "safety microcontroller".
Similarly, because the slave microcontroller 12 is config-
ured to have a higher processing power than the master
microcontroller, it can be considered to represent a so-
called "performance microcontroller".
[0031] In more detail, in the particular embodiment il-
lustrated, the master microcontroller 11 has a lockstep
architecture comprising three processing cores 13, 14,
15 which are denoted as "Core 0", "Core 1/1"’, and "Core
2" respectively in figure 2. As will therefore be appreci-
ated, core 14 (denoted Core 1/1’) in figure 2) represents
the so-called lockstep core (or redundant core) of the
master microcontroller 11. The slave microcontroller 12
does not require a lockstep architecture, and in the illus-
trated embodiment comprises two processing cores 16,
17, which are denoted "Core 4" and "Core 5" respectively
in figure 2. It is to be noted, however, that in other em-
bodiments it is possible for either the master microcon-
troller 11, or the slave microcontroller 12, to have more
processing cores (not illustrated in figure 2).
[0032] In currently preferred embodiments it is envis-
aged that the master microcontroller 11 may be provided
in the form of an Aurix TC29x processor which is com-
mercially available from Infineon Technologies AG,
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whilst the slave microcontroller 12 may be provided in
the form of a Fusion28 processor which is commercially
available from Texas Instruments Inc. Accordingly, in
such an embodiment it is envisaged that each core 13,
14, 15 the master microcontroller will perform at 500 DMI-
PS, whilst each core 16, 17 of the slave microcontroller
12 will perform at 3000 DMIPS, which it will be noted
represents a significantly higher processing power in
comparison to the cores of the master microcontroller
11. It is to be appreciated, however, that other types of
processor could be used for either or both the master
microcontroller and the slave microcontroller.
[0033] The two microcontrollers are operatively con-
nected via a synchronous serial communication interface
in the form of a Serial Peripheral Interface ("SPI") bus,
as denoted schematically at 18 in figure 2, and are thus
configured to operate synchronously. In preferred em-
bodiments, it is envisaged that the SPI bus 18 will be
provided in the form of a quad SPI connection having
four channels operable in a simplex mode to establish
the required bandwidth between the two microcontrol-
lers.
[0034] Accordingly, as denoted schematically in figure
2, the master microcontroller’s lockstep core 14 is con-
figured to monitor and control both of the processing
cores 16, 17 of the slave microcontroller 12 as well as its
own other two processing cores 13, 15 of the master
microcontroller 11. As also illustrated in figure 2, the mas-
ter microcontroller 11 is configured for direct connection
to the vehicle buses, which may include the CAN and
FlexRay buses 9, 10, and an Ethernet bus.
[0035] Turning now to consider figure 3, it will be noted
that the two non-lockstep cores 13, 15 of the master mi-
crocontroller 11 are configured to run safety related soft-
ware, which may be considered to represent so-called
"Black Box" software, denoted schematically by block 19
in figure 3. Because this software 19 is safety related, it’s
processing is required to satisfy the ASIL-B safety integ-
rity requirement, and so can be reliably and safely han-
dled by to the two non-lockstep cores 13, 15.
[0036] The two processing cores 16, 17 of the high
performance slave microcontroller 12 are configured to
run safety-related software, which can again be consid-
ered to represent so-called "Black Box" software as de-
noted schematically by block 20 in figure 3. The manner
in which the two slave cores 16, 17 operate will be de-
scribed in more detail herein below, but it is to be noted
that the cores 16, 17 only operate in satisfaction of a
relatively low (ASIL-B/C) safety integrity requirement,
rather than the strictest (ASIL-D) standard. This is per-
missible in the system of the present invention because,
as will also be explained in more detail herein below, the
outputs of the two slave cores 16, 17 are monitored and
controlled by the lockstep core 14 of the master micro-
controller 11, which does operate in satisfaction of the
strictest (ASIL-D) standard, via data exchange on the
SPI bus 18. Because the slave cores 16, 17 have a sig-
nificantly higher processing power than the lockstep core

14, the slave microcontroller is able to run the complex
safety-related software more quickly and efficiently than
the master microcontroller 11 would be able to. However,
because the lockstep core 14 is configured to monitor
and control the outputs of the two slave cores 16, 17, the
highest (ASIL-D) safety integrity requirements are satis-
fied.
[0037] As will be noted, the particular configuration of
the slave microcontroller 12 illustrated in figure 3 is a
quad core arrangement having other processing cores
in addition to the two cores 16, 17 described above. This
type of arrangement may be used to provide a sufficient
number of processing cores to execute all necessary run-
nable tasks, such that each runnable task is executed on
a dedicated slave core.
[0038] As well as monitoring and controlling the out-
puts of the two slave processing cores 16, 17, the lock-
step core 14 of the master microcontroller 11 is config-
ured to run frame software, as denoted by block 21 on
figure 3. The frame software 21 may include various soft-
ware components, activeness monitoring unit 28a, arrival
rate monitoring unit 28b, control flow monitoring unit 29,
and a task state indication unit 30; forming together a so-
called complex software watchdog 26.
[0039] The master microcontroller 11 includes various
hardware components to detect and handle failures such
as; internal bus error correcting code 22, memory error
correcting code 23, a safety management unit 24, and a
memory protection unit 25.
[0040] The lockstep core 14 of the master microcon-
troller 11 is configured to monitor the processing cores
16, 17 of the slave microcontroller 12 cyclically, with a
preferred cycle time which is shorter than the time re-
quired to transition the cores 16, 17 of the slave micro-
controller to a respective safe state. Furthermore, it will
be appreciated that by virtue of the complex software
watchdog 26, the lockstep core 14 acts as a supervisor
for the slave microcontroller 12.
[0041] In order to monitor the health of the system and
to react to hardware and software faults, a software serv-
ice is provided by the lockstep core 14 to monitor indi-
vidual application software components in runtime,
thereby improving the overall dependability of the system
to meet the safety integrity requirements. The functional
safety concept is supported by the complex software
watchdog 26 which provides heartbeat monitoring and
program flow checking. As will be appreciated, the soft-
ware watchdog 26 is integrated in the software platform
provided on the master microcontroller 11.
[0042] The preferred design of the software watchdog
26 follows the concept of heartbeat monitoring of runna-
ble tasks 27 and is illustrated schematically in figure 4.
The software watchdog 26 includes a heartbeat monitor-
ing unit 28, a control flow monitoring unit 29, and a task
state indication ("TSI") unit 30.
[0043] With the assistance of a heartbeat indication
routine, the various runnable tasks 27 report their heart-
beats to the heartbeat monitoring unit 28 of the software
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watchdog 26. A deadline supervision mechanism of each
task may be useful when the task has a relatively low
execution priority and is interrupted by one or more tasks
of higher priority. Other parameters, such as task re-
sponse time, can also be used to define the health state
of the system.
[0044] The control flow monitoring unit 29 monitors the
execution sequence of the runnable tasks 27 by compar-
ing real executed successors with a predefined set of
possible successors of the predecessors. The operating
system executes all runnable tasks in a pre-defined order
as defined by a fixed schedule table. The control flow
monitoring unit 29 supervises the correct activation of
the runnable tasks according to the fixed schedule table.
Control flow checking can be achieved at various differ-
ent levels of granularity.
[0045] Errors in any of the runnable tasks 27 which are
identified in by the heartbeat monitoring unit 28 and the
control flow checking unit 29 are reported to the task state
indication unit 30. The task state indication unit 30 then
compares the number of detected errors with appropriate
predefined threshold values, and generates therefrom
individual supervision reports on each runnable task 27.
These reports may then be used to derive indication
states for the various tasks, which in turn can be used to
determine the status of the various software applications.
[0046] Turning now to consider the safety-related soft-
ware 20 which is run by the two processing cores 16, 17
of the slave microcontroller 12, it is to be noted that in
preferred embodiments both of the slave cores 16, 17
are configured to execute the same software operations
in synchronism to thereby obtain respective results. This
is to ensure that appropriate data is generated to pass
to the lockstep core 14 of the master microcontroller 11
to satisfy the highest (ASIL-D) safety integrity require-
ment. Each of the slave cores 16, 17 then operates to
compare its respective result with the result of the other
core to thereby derive comparison data which comprises
two compared results; one provided by each core 16, 17.
It is considered particularly advantageous for each of the
slave cores 16, 17 to compare its respective result with
the corresponding result of the other slave core after each
frame during execution of the software, to provide com-
plete comparison data. It is to be noted, however, that
whilst currently preferred embodiments are operable to
derive comparison data comprising two compared re-
sults as explained above, in other embodiments it will be
possible to derive only a single compared result, for ex-
ample when sending the processed data of both slave
cores 16, 17 directly to the master microcontroller 11.
Also, in some arrangements non-safety related tasks
could be processed by the two slave cores 16, 17 in ad-
dition to the safety related tasks.
[0047] The comparison data obtained in the above-de-
scribed manner by the slave cores 16, 17 is then sent to
the lockstep core 14 of the master microcontroller 12, via
the SPI bus 18 together with a processed Cyclic Redun-
dancy Code, message counter and time stamp, for fur-

ther processing (in accordance with ASIL-D require-
ments) by its frame software 21. The lockstep core 14 is
thus configured to run a diagnostic algorithm on the com-
parison data to derive an operational status of the slave
microcontroller 12, to thereby determine whether or not
the slave microcontroller 12 is operating correctly. More
particularly, the lockstep core 14 is operable to deter-
mine, from said comparison data received from the slave
microcontroller 12, whether either of said slave cores 16,
17 is disturbed or faulty. If either slave core 16, 17 is
determined to be disturbed or faulty then the lockstep
core 14 will send an error message to the relevant re-
ceiver to thereby enter it into a safe mode.
[0048] As will be appreciated from the foregoing, the
control system of the present invention provides signifi-
cantly improved processing performance for advanced
driver assistance systems, whilst ensuring that safety-
related software routines are subjected to reliable diag-
nostic measures in order to satisfy the functional safety
integrity requirements. The two processing cores 16, 17
of the slave microcontroller 12 are able to run safety-
related software with high processing power, whilst the
results and comparison data are reviewed by the lockstep
core 14 of the master microcontroller 11 to satisfy safety
integrity requirements up to the ASIL-D level. As will also
be appreciated, by only sending the and comparison data
from the slave cores 16, 17 to the lockstep core 14 for
further processing, rather than the complete data gener-
ated, the lockstep core 14 is able to function efficiently
with its relatively low (in comparison to the slave cores
16, 17) processing power.
[0049] Figure 5 is a schematic illustration showing the
electronic control system of the present invention em-
bodied in an integrated electronic control unit 8 and form-
ing part of a vehicle safety system 1. The control unit 8
is connected to a suitable power supply 31, and the safety
system 1 which it is arranged to control and operate com-
prises a number of different types of sensors, including:
a pair of rear short range radar sensors 32 which are
connected to the control unit 8 via a CAN bus 9, an SVS
sensor array 7 which is connected to the control unit via
a FlexRay bus 10, and a front long range radar sensor 5
which is also connected to the control unit 8 via the
FlexRay bus 10. Additionally, the vehicle safety system
comprises a number of actuators which are controlled by
the control unit 8 to implement corrective actions to main-
tain the safety of the vehicle in response to signals from
the sensors 5, 7, 32, or display or sound alerts to the
driver of the vehicle. In the specific system illustrated in
figure 5, the actuators include are provided as part of:
the vehicle’s Electronic stability/brake system 33, the ve-
hicle’s engine control system 34, the vehicle’s steering
system 35, and the vehicle’s instrument cluster 36. All of
the actuators are connected to the control unit 8 via the
FlexRay Bus 10.
[0050] It has been found that the control system of the
present invention, comprising a multi-core master micro-
controller 11 with a lockstep architecture and a slave mi-

7 8 



EP 3 085 596 B1

6

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

crocontroller 12 having at least two processing cores 16,
17, provides high overall processing power whilst still sat-
isfying the safety integrity requirements up to the ASIL-
D level, by using core redundancy in the master micro-
controller 11 to achieve the required diagnostic function-
ality in a very short time period.
[0051] In variants of the system of the present inven-
tion, it will be possible to provide an additional core in the
slave microcontroller 12 to thereby provide a so-called
2oo3 architecture. In this type of arrangement the slave
microcontroller 12 would then function as a so-called "fail
operational" processor, and a defective slave core could
then be identified by comparing the processing results
of all three slave cores. This would then permit the soft-
ware to continue to run even in the event that one of the
slave cores is faulty, whilst still satisfying the relevant
ASIL safety requirements. If more processing power is
required, additional slave processing cores could be pro-
vided, or even additional slave microcontroller.
[0052] It is to be noted, that whilst the present invention
has been described above with reference to a particular
embodiment in which data is sent between the master
microcontroller 11 and the slave microcontroller 12 via
the SPI bus 9, it is also possible to connect the slave
microcontroller to a vehicle bus, and to transmit the data
over that connection.
[0053] When used in this specification and claims, the
terms "comprises" and "comprising" and variations there-
of mean that the specified features, steps or integers are
included. The terms are not to be interpreted to exclude
the presence of other features, steps or integers.
[0054] While the invention has been described in con-
junction with the exemplary embodiments described
above, many equivalent modifications and variations will
be apparent to those skilled in the art when given this
disclosure. Accordingly, the exemplary embodiments of
the invention set forth above are considered to be illus-
trative and not limiting. Various changes to the described
embodiments may be made without departing from the
scope of the invention as defined by the claims.

Claims

1. A vehicle safety electronic control system (8) com-
prising: a first microcontroller (11) having a lockstep
architecture with a lockstep core (14); and charac-
terised by a second microcontroller (12) having at
least two processing cores (16, 17); wherein said
lockstep core (14) of the first microcontroller (11) is
configured to monitor and control outputs of said at
least two cores (16, 17) of the second microcontrol-
ler.

2. A control system according to claim 1, wherein said
lockstep core (14) of the first microcontroller (11) is
configured to receive, from said second microcon-
troller (12), data representing the direct outputs of

the second microcontroller cores (16, 17).

3. A control system according to claim 1 or claim 2,
wherein lockstep core (14) of the first microcontroller
(11) is configured to receive, from said second mi-
crocontroller (12), data representing a comparison
of the outputs of the second microcontroller cores
(16, 17), and is configured to derive therefrom an
operational status of the second microcontroller (12).

4. A control system according to claim 3, wherein said
first microcontroller (11) is configured to determine
from said comparison data whether either of said
second microcontroller cores (16,17) is disturbed or
faulty.

5. A control system according to claim 3 claim 4, where-
in said lockstep core (14) of the first microcontroller
(11) is configured to do at least one of the following
in response to determining that either of said second
microcontroller cores (16, 17) is disturbed or faulty:
send an error message to a vehicle safety system;
reset the disturbed or faulty core (16, 17) of the sec-
ond microcontroller (12); and enter the disturbed or
faulty core (16, 17) into a predefined safe state.

6. A control system according to any one of claims 3
to 5, wherein both of said two cores (16, 17) of the
second microcontroller (12) are operable to execute
the same software operation (20) in synchronism to
obtain respective results, and each of said two cores
(16, 17) is operable to compare its respective result
with the result of the other core (17, 16) to thereby
derive said comparison data.

7. A control system according to claim 6, wherein each
of said two cores (16, 17) of the second microcon-
troller (12) is operable to compare its said result with
said result of the other core (17, 16) after each frame
during execution of said software (20).

8. A control system according to any preceding claim,
wherein said cores (16, 17) of the second microcon-
troller (12) are operable to execute vehicle safety-
related software (20).

9. A control system according to any preceding claim,
wherein said first and second microcontrollers (11,
12) are configured to operate synchronously.

10. A control system according to any preceding claim,
wherein said first microcontroller (11) is configured
to monitor the second microcontroller (12) cyclically
with a predetermined cycle time.

11. A control system according to claim 10, as depend-
ent on claim 5, wherein said cycle time is shorter
than the time required to transition the or each sec-
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ond microcontroller core (16, 17) to its respective
said safe state.

12. A control system according to any preceding claim,
wherein said first microcontroller (11) is configured
to act as a watchdog timer for the second microcon-
troller (12).

13. A control system according to claim 12, wherein the
lockstep core (14) of said first microcontroller (11) is
operable to execute a complex software watchdog
application (26).

14. A control system according to claim 13, wherein said
software watchdog application (26) includes a heart-
beat monitoring unit (28), a program flow checking
unit (28), and a task state indication unit (30).

15. A control system according to any preceding claim
provided in the form of an integrated electronic con-
trol unit.

Patentansprüche

1. Elektronisches Fahrzeugsicherheitssteuerungssys-
tem (8), umfassend: einen ersten Mikrocontroller
(11), welcher eine Lockstep-Architektur mit einem
Lockstep-Kern (14) aufweist; und gekennzeichnet
durch einen zweiten Mikrocontroller (12), welcher
mindestens zwei Prozessorkerne (16, 17) aufweist;
wobei der Lockstep-Kern (14) des ersten Mikrocon-
trollers (11) so konfiguriert ist, dass er Ausgaben der
mindestens zwei Kerne (16, 17) des zweiten Mikro-
controllers überwacht und steuert.

2. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 1, wobei der
Lockstep-Kern (14) des ersten Mikrocontrollers (11)
so konfiguriert ist, dass er von dem zweiten Micro-
controller (12) Daten empfängt, welche die direkten
Ausgaben der Kerne des zweiten Mikrocontrollers
(16, 17) darstellen.

3. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 1 oder 2, wobei
der Lockstep-Kern (14) des ersten Mikrocontrollers
(11) so konfiguriert ist, dass er von dem zweiten Mi-
crocontroller (12) Daten empfängt, welche einen
Vergleich der Ausgaben der Kerne des zweiten Mi-
krocontrollers (16, 17) darstellen, und so konfiguriert
ist, dass er daraus einen Betriebsstatus des zweiten
Mikrocontrollers (12) ableitet.

4. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 3, wobei der ers-
te Mikrocontroller (11) so konfiguriert ist, dass er aus
den Vergleichsdaten bestimmt, ob einer der Kerne
des zweiten Mikrocontrollers (16, 17) eine Störung
oder einen Fehler aufweist.

5. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 3 oder 4, wobei
der Lockstep-Kern (14) des ersten Mikrocontrollers
(11) so konfiguriert ist, dass er in Reaktion auf die
Bestimmung, dass einer der Kerne des zweiten Mi-
krocontrollers (16, 17) eine Störung oder einen Feh-
ler aufweist, mindestens eines aus Folgendem un-
ternimmt: Senden einer Fehlermeldung an ein Fahr-
zeugsicherheitssystem; Zurücksetzen des gestör-
ten oder fehlerhaften Kerns (16, 17) des zweiten Mi-
krocontrollers (12) und Bringen des gestörten oder
fehlerhaften Kerns (16, 17) in einen vorab definierten
sicheren Zustand.

6. Steuerungssystem nach einem der Ansprüche 3 bis
5, wobei beide der zwei Kerne (16, 17) des zweiten
Mikrocontrollers (12) so zu betreiben sind, dass sie
synchron dieselbe Software-Operation (20) ausfüh-
ren, um entsprechende Ergebnisse zu erhalten, und
jeder der zwei Kerne (16, 17) so zu betreiben ist,
dass er sein entsprechendes Ergebnis mit dem Er-
gebnis des anderen Kerns (17, 16) vergleicht, um
dadurch die Vergleichsdaten abzuleiten.

7. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 6, wobei jeder
der zwei Kerne (16, 17) des zweiten Mikrocontrollers
(12) so zu betreiben ist, dass er während der Aus-
führung der Software (20) nach jedem Rahmen sein
Ergebnis mit dem Ergebnis des anderen Kerns (17,
16) vergleicht.

8. Steuerungssystem nach einem der vorhergehenden
Ansprüche, wobei die Kerne (16, 17) des zweiten
Mikrocontrollers (12) so zu betreiben sind, dass sie
auf Fahrzeugsicherheit bezogene Software (20)
ausführen.

9. Steuerungssystem nach einem der vorhergehenden
Ansprüche, wobei der erste und zweite Mikrocont-
roller (11, 12) so konfiguriert sind, dass sie synchron
arbeiten.

10. Steuerungssystem nach einem der vorhergehenden
Ansprüche, wobei der erste Mikrocontroller (11, 12)
so konfiguriert ist, dass er den zweiten Mikrocontrol-
ler (12) zyklisch mit einer vorgegebenen Zykluszeit
überwacht.

11. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 10 in Bezug auf
Anspruch 5, wobei die Zykluszeit kürzer als die Zeit
ist, die benötigt wird, um den oder jeden Kern des
zweiten Mikrocontrollers (16, 17) in seinen entspre-
chenden sicheren Zustand zu überführen.

12. Steuerungssystem nach einem der vorhergehenden
Ansprüche, wobei der erste Mikrocontroller (11, 12)
so konfiguriert ist, dass er als ein Überwachungs-
Timer für den zweiten Mikrocontroller (12) fungiert.
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13. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 12, wobei der
Lockstep-Kern (14) des ersten Mikrocontrollers (11)
so zu betreiben ist, dass er eine komplexe Überwa-
chungs-Software-Anwendung (26) ausführt.

14. Steuerungssystem nach Anspruch 13, wobei die
Überwachungs-Software-Anwendung (26) eine
Heartbeat-Überwachungseinheit (28), eine Pro-
grammablauf-Prüfeinheit (28) und eine Aufgaben-
status-Anzeigeeinheit (30) umfasst.

15. Steuerungssystem nach einem der vorhergehenden
Ansprüche, bereitgestellt in der Form einer integrier-
ten elektronischen Steuerungseinheit.

Revendications

1. Système (8) de commande électronique de sécurité
pour un véhicule, comprenant : un premier micro-
contrôleur (11) ayant une architecture en mode ver-
rouillé (lockstep), comportant un coeur en mode ver-
rouillé (14) ; et caractérisé par un deuxième micro-
contrôleur (12) ayant au moins deux coeurs de trai-
tement (16, 17), ledit coeur en mode verrouillé (14)
du premier microcontrôleur (11) étant configuré de
façon à surveiller et commander les sorties desdits
au moins deux coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième micro-
contrôleur.

2. Système de commande selon la revendication 1,
dans lequel ledit coeur en mode verrouillé (14) du
premier microcontrôleur (11) est configuré de façon
à recevoir, dudit deuxième microcontrôleur (12), des
données représentant les sorties directes des
coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième microcontrôleur.

3. Système de commande selon la revendication 1 ou
la revendication 2, dans lequel le coeur en mode
verrouillé (14) du premier microcontrôleur (11) est
configuré de façon à recevoir, dudit deuxième mi-
crocontrôleur (12), des données représentant une
comparaison des sorties des coeurs (16, 17) du
deuxième microcontrôleur, et est configuré de façon
à en déduire un statut de fonctionnement du deuxiè-
me microcontrôleur (12).

4. Système de commande selon la revendication 3,
dans lequel ledit premier microcontrôleur (11) est
configuré de façon à déterminer, à partir desdites
données de comparaison, si l’un ou l’autre desdits
coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième microcontrôleur est
perturbé ou défectueux.

5. Système de commande selon la revendication 3 ou
la revendication 4, dans lequel ledit coeur en mode
verrouillé (14) du premier microcontrôleur (11) est
configuré de façon à effectuer au moins l’une des

opérations suivantes en réponse à la détermination
si l’un ou l’autre desdits coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième
microcontrôleur est perturbé ou défectueux : en-
voyer un message d’erreur à un système de sécurité
du véhicule ; réinitialiser le coeur (16, 17) perturbé
ou défectueux du deuxième microcontrôleur (12) ;
et mettre dans un état de sécurité prédéfini le coeur
(16, 17) perturbé ou défectueux.

6. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications 3 à 5, dans lequel l’un et l’autre des-
dits deux coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième microcontrô-
leur (12) sont aptes au fonctionnement pour exécuter
la même opération logicielle (20) en synchronisme
pour obtenir des résultats respectifs, et chacun des-
dits deux coeurs (16, 17) est apte au fonctionnement
pour comparer son résultat respectif au résultat de
l’autre coeur (17, 16) pour en déduire de ce fait les-
dites données de comparaison.

7. Système de commande selon la revendication 6,
dans lequel chacun desdits deux coeurs (16, 17) du
deuxième microcontrôleur (12) est apte au fonction-
nement pour comparer son résultat audit résultat de
l’autre coeur (17, 16) après chaque trame pendant
l’exécution dudit logiciel (20).

8. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications précédentes, dans lequel lesdits
coeurs (16, 17) du deuxième microcontrôleur (12)
sont aptes au fonctionnement pour exécuter un lo-
giciel (20) relatif à la sécurité du véhicule.

9. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications précédentes, dans lequel lesdits pre-
mier et deuxième microcontrôleurs (11, 12) sont con-
figurés de façon à fonctionner d’une manière syn-
chrone.

10. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications précédentes, dans lequel ledit pre-
mier microcontrôleur (11) est configuré de façon à
surveiller d’une manière cyclique le deuxième micro-
contrôleur (12), avec une durée de cycle prédéter-
minée.

11. Système de commande selon la revendication 10,
dans la mesure où elle dépend de la revendication
5, dans lequel ladite durée de cycle est plus courte
que le temps requis pour la transition du ou de cha-
que coeur (16, 17) du deuxième microcontrôleur vers
son état de sécurité respectif.

12. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications précédentes, dans lequel ledit pre-
mier microcontrôleur (11) est configuré de façon à
jouer le rôle d’une horloge de surveillance du deuxiè-
me microcontrôleur (12).
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13. Système de commande selon la revendication 12,
dans lequel le coeur en mode verrouillé (14) dudit
premier microcontrôleur (11) est apte au fonctionne-
ment pour exécuter une application logicielle com-
plexe (26) d’horloge de surveillance.

14. Système de commande selon la revendication 13,
dans lequel ladite application logicielle (26) d’horlo-
ge de surveillance comprend une unité (28) de sur-
veillance heartbeat, une unité (28) de contrôle du
flux de programme et une unité (30) d’indication de
l’état des tâches.

15. Système de commande selon l’une quelconque des
revendications précédentes, mis à disposition sous
forme d’une unité de commande électronique inté-
grée.
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