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Program Main
ST1 call Console_in(v, w, x, y, z);
ST2  call cale(v, w, X, Y, 2,8, t);
ST3 call Console_out(s, t)
end
Procedure calc(p, q, a, b, ¢, g, h)

ST11 g:=0; ST16 k:=p-1;
ST12 h:=0; ST17 n:=m+m;
ST13 if p>0 STi8 if (k>0andq>0)
then then
ST14 m:=b-a ST19 g:=n-5
else ; else
ST1S m:=c+a ST20 h:=n+S5
fi fi
B1 4yo7arnssn return
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