Vol. 28 No. 2

WHRLBRELGE

Feb. 1987

REGEDOBHERERERET LT U X AL

Ptk i

/N

A+ B & %

e ¥ — IR

BUYEXEORRERBEORMEHARR, AEZNCXEOKEIDOEEMETCHIZCENOOATVE. 2O
BRET V) XA, 29 Knuth RX->THEZShicht, £0D%, Chebotar, R4ihi, Deransart ik -
THROWRBTDOOI. ARX TR, RECEORIBITAICHT 3KES 57 7 OB+ TE~, HENEE
BOIEMULERERET V) ZARDOTHERE. R2DT T Y XATR, ERBACERERND> S
Boh2HAEMNL, BRERECRLBLHBLRVBRIBEET>TS. ZOZEREDIRED
EARMIRPEDERINS. BOLOBREEOERAIIKOVT, RA4DTATY XasTTCRASATYH
ZR/EERET VT ) XLADHROLEAHEBICL > TH - 12

1. ¥ 2 At &

B30 (attribute grammar) (3, SCIRE HSUE
THXDBERINTVAEEED, BRI RD:
OIZ Knuth® k> THAINh:. BYESERZEK
HUNOEED» L, BEFAROEMICEL o 3&EK
PB—BICELZIDEIDEH O, UDEMB T EMNER
Eh3 o i3EEXEoOBRYMES LTas
NTHY, TORMIAERIAEMIEORE XD
BHENTH BT LD JazayeriV® Tk - TEHX
T3, ULirl, BL OEATIIEMEREEIINL
ELET, BEBRBEARERZ—BIC Knuth 0703 ) X
LEQELIHETHAEACMA S 2LEL 50T
5. £D%, Chebotar?, Riaiha!?, Deransart? 5|2
Lo TRBUEREOHEROE BRI ThII. KRIT
R, BEXEOBIERTARCHT 2IkES 5 7 0H
2R, TLFBOIVEBERET VY X%
#EHT D Re2OT7ATY XATIT, ERBAIICERE
RAULSBONIEHREMAML, BEERECRYE
RHEREROBRILEET- T3, 2ol itk
H, IRFOETEMILLLEHINS.

UFo2&<TR, BYXEcHETI3ERETELR
~N5. 3ETR, BERUEREOUBFELRRE. 4
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t Some Fast Algorithms for Testing Circularity of Attribute
Grammars by HIROsHI KOIKE, YOSHIHIDE IGARASHI and
KAzZUHIRO SADO (Department of Computer Science, Faculty
of Engineering, Gunma University).
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2. EREEE

AEXTHOZEHER, FICXR 2), 3), 12)ick
5.
BHE3GE G i3, =28 (Gu, A, F) TREh3.
Gu, A, F RZEhZhRD(1)~(3)THEI LN 5.

(1) Gu=(N,T,P,Z) 3B XRELXET,
G OREEXHRE B3 (underlying context-free
grammar) EEIh 3. 2T, NIiddEksn
SOEREE, T RERELZSOFERELT,
NNT=¢, Z 13 N OERTHWBES, PIIER
RUOHREATH 3. KBTS, BHMENRE
CRASHBRE LIV OT, ARXTREERE
AR SEBRVTET. & pEP DT,
p: Xo—XiXoXny, 72720, & Xi(0<i<n,)
BNOERTH 5.

(2) Gu p&RIEKEHELES X e, HiCHR
ZO0EFERES SX) & IX) MEZ oh3.
SX) & IX) i}, 2hEh X DAREHE (syn
thesized attribute) & ##tB#: (inherited attrib-
ute) DEASTH 5. HERBH p: Xo— X1Xe -
Xnp IZDONT, £ i BH (0<i<n,) OIEkH
LT Xi OB% a DA (occurrence) % (a,i) T
7. XOoBEOELEE AXN(=SX)VKX)) T,
GCOFTRTOBHDESE A(=UXxeNAX))
TEY. BBRES Zicd L, (2)=¢, £ D
XeT L, AX)=¢ &9 5.

(3) BAEREE p: X—X1Xe-Xn, 2T 3
Fp) %, S(X)UIX1)U--UI(Xn,) DEBEHIC
20T, EhENWOREERBOREMEEED 3 &
BEiRA] (semantic rule) OFRTOEALT 3.
84 F(= UrePF(p) i3 G DEBHHRAOEETH
5. BEAR (a, k) ZED 2 BHEHAIZ, (a, k)=
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Sor (@, 1), -, (am, im), (a;€EA(Xi)p), i;€[0..
n,], jEM1..m)) IEBFEL TS, 2L, k=
0 D& & acS(Xo), 1<k<n, D & & acl(X))
THs. CoLE, p KERLICEHELAR (a,k)
12, (a1,41),,(@m,inm) ITIREFET D END.

LEDFEBT, (a,B)=far,(ar,i1), -, (am, in)) 23,
% jel..m} 2T, (a5,i;)EXX)US(X)U--
US(Xn,) Z87cT & &, T ORKARAR Bochmann
ERETHEENS. A

VIF, A% XTIz Bochmann FHFEOEKBAIN
BEFEOBHXFEOAEEZ B.

HERMA p OBYARE N O KEBER DR %,
DR(p) = {((a,i), (b, (@, )= fat.s(-+, (b, ), ) EF
(&) &3 5. MR pictd 24k%F 2" 7 7 (depend-
ency graph) DG(p) i3, DR(p) 757 £HBTdh
D, ((a,i), b, NEDR(P) D&%, HOEDELEEFKR
DT (5,7) DO (a,d) KD BEBH2BMS 7
7TH5. WMIBITAK e T 2&ES 57 DGG)
13, t OBEICHE->T DG(p) ZREADE T35V
Thb THbb, DG 13t ROBBEELHDIEK
ERREETENS 7 7 THD. EERRA p: Xo—
Xy Xnp 1220T, FG() i3, WO HBAEN {Xo, -,
Xnst T, DG(p) KD AX))
iKhrBEERN AX) Kd

HROBF SR
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TNITY)ZXLERLIIRT. DT, Z2Oo7A0T Y XA
% KCT &I
KCT 7, D(X) 13 AX) Lo/kERFEEETZ
FREROEETHS. ds 13 AX) ROBHEICIKEE
BEBEELLB W L2 RTHBEFETHS. -
T, de=¢ ERIELTEW. 8FTHIL, adibs(a,
Ni-did,j) 2Rkd 5. 9FFED 4d* (2 A FOBR
doHBRATEET. A
BEROKS DX) »5, £0hOHOBEFICE
NELINEAREMOBNTS, BEEEREOERER
EboSIIWN. T DOWEHIL covering EEFITH,
Lorho'® 2k » CTHMAZINI.. TDXHIZHRELL
Toa ) Xai, KCT 06 F7EHE 12 iTHOD if X
EENThRD if LKEEWMAZETHONS.
if do is not covered by D(X,) then begin
D(Xo) = covering (D(Xo)U {do});
escape = false
end
Zok3icLTEShicTT Y X%k KCTC ¢
%7. LT, KCTC 2EBHEREO XM AR LT
3

ARX TR, HEEBRRAOSE ARRAUOR/N, E

algorithm KCT(in G: grammar);

begin
IBUARICKFELTVSL & 1. for each X € N do D(X) := (d,);
(7272 L i,j€[0..m,)), 2% 2. repeat
escape = true;

DEXIZRY X b5 X; N[ 3.
CEEROBERS 3 7THS. 4

BHIGE G OB IRTTA
it oW, DG() Ricy4 7
BRI EE G BIEBERTH
LS.

end
else

3. MMERET VTY v

> IA >
16.

3.1 Knuthp7/)TJVX4L

B SGEOBRERET VT
)X s & LT, Knuth OFHE® ié
B—icmoi T 5. Chebo-
tar?, Raiha!V, Deransart? &
OEEEBERET VI ) X L& 13, end
b, KRAXTHLTATY X4 1. en‘:fm escape
b, Knuth o7 v 3" ) Xo% -

HELIHBDTHS. Knuth ©

for each (d,, --

for each p € P (p:Xo—+X,;X;* "X"p) do
if n, = 0 then begin /% the right hand side

of p is a terminal string */

5. let dy be the restriction of DR(p) to A(X,);
6 if d, € D(X,) then begin

D(Xo) := D(Xo) U (do);

escape :=
end

false

<y d,,P) € D(X;)X--- xD(X,p) do begin

d = DR(p) U URi-ds; /% ad;b @ (a, j)j-d;(b, j) ¥/
compute d*;
if d* is circular then begin

determine G to be circular;
stop
end;

let dy be the restriction of d* to A(X,);
if d, ¢ D(X,) then begin

D(Xe) := D(Xo) U {do};
escape := false
end

Knuth OEREALRETET AT Y XA
Fig. 1 Knuth’s algorithm for testing circularity.
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FREVD.

SERBHROEHLD, ROERIFALHTH
[~N

[F® 1] DG@) ADEH 1 7 vitDNT,
DG(p) BEDH 4 2 vD—EETLD S BHERKR
B p Op T, RicEkbANERBAIZ CAP
AR R, B O SAOCERIRAN CUP
ERIRA, ZoM%E #MEET 3 ERRANE TR
ERBERTH 5.

UFo=>20%, LOEBIVASHLTH
3.

CUP [%11 NULL ARRRIE A ) XD SH

DRNTH, BEEREOERIED ST
[32]) CAP HBAIEH 12 VB E
RIEBBTH 5.
CAP ARRHAIA ISV B, File®

cupP
itk - THERIEN: 1-VISIT OBHXET
1 ‘ »H5.
vLLN L tiitete R3] CUP ARBAIERALEHIE
EBEBTH B.

2 DGt ROY 1 2 DB
Fig. 2 An example of a cycle in DG(?).

BRBRIOSE B J URBEOEE T ORI A
ATRCEitk-T, BEREREONEL LT 3.

3.2 ERRMoIA

B# 3 G=(Gu, A, F) OBIUETA t ito1T,
DG hicBN 24 4 7 v3BR2IRT LS, L
W, i, THLHRT 3 DGP) KHETE3. C
N o> OWMCHEYT ZERBER p: Xo—Xie-Xn, %,
zfn#Fh CAP, TR, CUP L3 T7ibb, CAP,
TR, CUP %2RD &5 IED 5.

(1) FG(p) hicHi Xo 241N A1 7 VHEE
TEHEE, TOERBR i3 CAP TH2L
D.

(2) FG(p)thicHl Xo 24LEX 2D LDV 12
WBEET DX, ZOERMA p 12 TR Th
BEVS.

(3) FG(p) thichi Xo FOBMN~TFDEET S
&, HBRERl p 13 CUP ThB&S.

f4) CAPTH TR Th CUP THIZNKH ML
BRI p 13, NULL ThHB LS.

£R#AIE CAP, TR, CUP oW HhT

BOBELHBL, 2hEhZE@s48bETHEBS
$%%. CAP, TR, CUP, NULL Z4RERDHE

R1kh, BREREOHEZ L 310

i, NULL £F#BRIZIROBRNTH LT E

Bbhs. BEEOZERBANICONT, FGp) %

PRBZLILEHT, p BB CAP TH 2D, TR Th

B, HBNICUP THADEHET AL EMTE

3. BEIO-DOZOFINEEHX FILT1 2K 3
ez I

procedure FILT1(in P, DR; out CAP, TR, CUP);

begin )
CUP = ¢;
TR := ¢; °

CAP %
for each p € P do begin
construct: FG(p) from DR(p);
/% the following three decisions
can be done in the cubic order
time of the grammar size ¥/
it p is CUP-production
then CUP := CUP U (p};
if p is CAP-production
then CAP := CAP U (p};
if p is TR-production
then TR := TR U (p}
end; )
if (CUP = ¢) or (CAP = ¢) then begin
determine G to be non-circular;
stop
end
end;

B3 ERFAESMETIFHRE

Fig. 3 A procedure for partitioning the set
of productions.
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3.3 ERRAONEN RS-V T57

TR, EERBRIOW/N, BICEBHAIDS
HERBREETOOICHCEIBH 2 — vy 5 7
(derivation pattern graph) {C DT~ 3.

ERFAOES QSP ik20T, Q Lo FHEE
Q) ZEROXSiICEDD. Q WOERBH 0,
p: A—p, P Boy gD, BBER p NickR
LT05eEE, »O20E %KD 2, pea@) T
H5. HRBAROEE QSP K21 T, ok an
QT, (P.P)€dQ) DL %, HDOEDEERRY p
5 P~ OKREROBEMS S 7% alQ) ¥z —
Y777E05. QEHBLUEL THEBHBIINE &
3 LDU57% a BHE~2 757 (a-DPG &
Bi0) &EL. NULL EERZEHOERBRIER
W HRBRIOEAD a-DPG O&MIIC, £DHERE
RlosEE@ENd s s 7% 8l —v s
7 (B-DPG BE) L) (K4BR).

B-DPG REBRUBRETHOIY, 20HREL1F
blcwic, £9, B-DPG OEREEZ 3. +RTO
#id TR TH3 B-DPG WOHY 4 s v% DS 57
D TR 147 0&5. B-DPG WDL TR 44 2
NEDEIE —D DT 5% HEE TR L 115,
TR R T—D2DWICE>7cd D% COMP ik
(bEDHI LA UM, COMP fit by, &
COMP #iic 2T, £DCOMP Biic I -0
Hic—>Ts CAP (TR, CUP) Tk 3ERBEAIHH
-7t &, o COMP #ii3 CAP (TR, CUP) T4

1,2) A -> BC!C 11) H-> M
3) B -> DE 12) 1 -> co
4) ¢ => E 13) J > P

5,6) D -> DF!FGH 14; X ->
7) E => 1 15) L -> G

8,9) F -> BJ!K 17) M -> H

10) G -> L 18) 0 -»>
A A
A:C\P
: TR
l : Ccup
AT

ATU(G)‘—"@TU AT@
‘ﬁ?T (:)T (:)TU u
@ar U @T @T 0'

R4 B/ 2—-vr57
Fig. 4 A p-derivation pattern graph.

Feb. 1987
MATU ?\(Z)(’/®A
SERS0-,
o o ‘@
o°

A : CAP U : cup
T : TR M : COMP

B5 rigfcs—-vsrso
Fig. 5 A r-derivation pattern graph.

procedure GAMMA
(in CAP, TR, CUP; out Y -DPG);
begin
construct £-DPG;
construct ¥ -DPG from g-DPG;
/¥ the ¥ -DPG is obtained from
TR-transformation of 8-DPG ¥/
end;
/% the computing time of this procedure
is at most the square order of the
number of production rules x/

B 6 r8fex—vs5 7 MRT 5T 2
Fig. 6 A procedure for constructing a r-DPG.

53L105. TR EMEhI /5705 ~0%, RO
JICEDS. FMINBOEICONTIRS DR
MZzZzoHin5 ~rE L, COMP Sz Do\ TI3ER
SNIMICHS T 2ERBAOESE % £D COMP &
DFNNETE. COBEICE - THEONE 57
Z, v B2~ 757 (;-DPG EBSE) &105
(B 5 2H). 1-DPG 2R 2H10BF % GAMMA
%E6TRT.

3.4 HEpiRAIORN

ZOEITIE, BREREICEE LS OAERENZE
7-DPG OB D B FHEXEHHTSE. COXS57
HRBAOEAOR/NI L - T, BREREOYERL
LFrc v s,

71-DPG T CAP THE3EH»oli<T, 0@ELLtD
TR ThH2W 5B LT, CUP THAEICEZ/ 42
% AT*U-/z LS. v-DPG WD AT*U-,¢x %
HWK¥3Mi&, CAP-TR-CUP T% 2% COMP iz
HREMEFS, 25 TR WAL E0E 3
CAR-TR-CUP T# % COMP iz, FRIh 357
D757 (B-DPG) Wiz AT*U~ X LTS C
EEERELTNE.

[BE2] EEOBIUBITA t IcDOT, BRALE
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MATU & | | C:jA
\\\Af(%
T ®

©

U
®

y
©)

u M TU
A : CAP U : cup
T : TR M : coMP

T WMEARMAERDBRO I r A2 -V 57
Fig. 7 A r-derivation pattern graph without
useless nodes.

procedure FILT2(in ¥ -DPG; out ¥ -DPG);
begin
find the AT*U-paths and
the CAP-TR-CUP COMP-nodes in ¥ -DPG;
choose all the useless nodes by using
the AT*U-paths and CAP-TR-CUP COMP-nodes;
‘remove all the useless nodes from 7Y -DPG;
it ¥ -DPG has no nodes then begin
determine G to be non-circular;
stop
end
end;

8 WANBKHEMOERL Fhts

Fig. 8 A procedure for removing useless-nodes.

BT ALERBRA 2 @ DGp) &, DG O+ 1~
WO—IRIZER D BIS.

(ZFBR) EE1 LD, BXWFK ¢t DIRES 7 7
DG(t) Wit 4 7 vhsdbhid, ¢ ORH» ST, D
FH BRI (CRO—FTH IV,

CAP Td ZHRGHEAN

0EP kD TR T SARMRE

CUP T& ZHERMAI
DJEIC, BRI Z OEIURITAK ¢ IER SN T
w3, B ONRE O CDMEFL r-DPG RO
AT*U- Y2 1cH M 4 % (COMP fiiz> 0T, E
FrxN BP0 B-DPG LTEZB). X-»T, ZO/¥
ZCEELRWE (F2bb, EAKE) X, DG@)
WTHA 7 vO—E%HBRT 5 &30, 0

ITROEBIOROENEKILT 3.

[R4] EANKEHTHIERBRAUEZATGELDE
DERWTDH, BREREOKEIED S,

WEEHER OBV r-DPG 0% R T1ZRT.
7-DPG H SRS HIZERD B ATLE T4t & FILT 2
2R 81TRT.

BUXEOREBRERET VY X 4 135

3.5 EpimflosmLnERmE

EEERET AT Y X LDHEHEE LT, Chebotar
12X BATEDOSEEY & Deransart {JX 5 weak
stability P o T 5. FIETTHA LT r-DPG
ZHENT, SEEY & weak stability 32 A4
bR ENTX 3. %72 CUP, TR, CAP 04
BHARWALEICE > TEOICHETEEMNTE
5.

T3y XA KCTC 0T, DX) iczhllE
FLOERMEMI O WREE DX) ORERE
EUELS, AR p: X—p BT 2L & D(X) 1
I EHFLOEEBEMEINE KRB 2D
KRR p OREIREEEFES. & & T, BEIEIC
LXBEBRBAUD 2 5 A3 E, 75 A0REBIEREEE
ALHINEBFEHREEHRHT 5.

Taug Yy Xa KCTC T3, HEHERIAVTRY
R0, RaABEALIHEERHREERLT, 20T
NTY XLAOBEERIT 2L, RO EHNZB.
T ) XLDETH, ¥ CAP ARBRIOMEIC
E-TBohD AX) EOEEREM DX) Aick
HEN, DT, TORKERFKE TR ARBEAOM
BhoBohd AX) LoEERELS DX) Hice
MEN 2. HERENO CAP EESHIL, BURTA
OFhSIEREE 5 AX) LoKREBRERNT, 4
A7 WBBEEDEIPERETIEEDLAL LN
3. Pltoctky, ERBROLEHEICL08 &
MERHRD L OIEEME, ROK7 5 XEICED B
TEMTEB.

1) TR T2 CUP THI4EBBRD 7 5 X.

2) TR THAIHEBRHFAD7 5 R.

3) TR T4 CAP THIEKMAID, 7 X.
ZD7 SAFGREREEHFLTNS.33b B, CAP-
CUP ARR#HANL, 1) & 2) OMFD7 5 XICAS.
WIZ2) O/ 53A2ESIMAT D, ZOEBDI:
Wiz, r-DPG tiod TR TH A FicgB L= 5
TAEREZD.

TTO TR THEHE, Mid TR Ofiizis -
THWB3TRTOEMN S5 7-DPG R/ 5 7 %,
O W, 2 —v 5 7 (5-DPG LEER) &5 (B9

MATU

- ar A CAP
—>® T : TR
N U : CUP

M : COMP

(gj.r MTU

B9 é®bcsr~rrs7
Fig. 9 A d-derivation pattern graph.
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procedure FILT3
(in ¥ -DPG; out INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL);
begin
let INIT be the set of productions
associated with CUP but not TR nodes
in ¥ -DPG; '
let FINAL be the set of productions
associated with CAP but not TR nodes
in y -DPG;
construct & ~-DPG from ¥ -DPG;
the nodes of & -DPG are topologically
sorted, and the sorted nodes are stored
into array BLOCKS in nondecreasing order;
end;

R 10 £RB[AOFHBLUIEBEFETHIFHS
Fig. 10 A procedure for partitioning and
ordering productions.

BR). 6-DPG zH 7z, TR ARBRID 7 5 2531
ENEBIEBOREL, ROXS KT 5. 2, TR
THAHIERMA % 6-DPG Ofic LiciTS5. 6-DPG
HOERDIICDONT, ZOHMIKET ZARBRME
BT BDOMBELRMER, ZOHLLEETEITN
TOMRKBT 2HERBABRELTNBLZETHB.
ZDT Eitkd, TR AFBRHIOMEL 0-DPG OF
DEFWHSFAIE L. £»T, 6-DPG Ofix t#o
Thny—=r L, ZOEF%E TR £FRADZ 52
DOHBIEE ST 5. COMP HROARBRIDZELL
DR L P 2 ER &1 3.

Ub&y, HRUEOEIBRBEORMNEF i X
FILT3 2%H T LMTES. COFHEERI0
TR

3.6 EERMADOEISRIINT AR

HIjE FILT1 kk-»T, £#ERID CAP, TR,
CUP ofEf%H/I ¥ TH5DT, TRETERER
DRI FACHBUIMBNAEETH S, Thbb, &
BIRRODE 2 5 AD0T, FRELO—FEEIKT
x3.

(1) TR T#\ CUP AFKMAID 7 5 2 DNE

LD 3 ADOERBAIKKM LTI, 7TV X200
ERART DX) Wit AX) LoBRERAT B
OTHETHS. ko-T, 207 52A0EKRBENDE
BREDIL, Bl oFkEE PCUP TFZ 5.

(2) TR THIEEFRIOD7 5 2R ONE

TO7 5 ADERBAIKHL TR, TAoT ) X 4
KCTC TIAHTRTONBBHKETHS. KCTC 0
3-13 FRA—EEFT 5720 T, COMP Tz 5
ZDEBRBAURTRTRETS. cDZ &itkb,
2-14 FTHO Vv — 713, COMP ThH3 7 521zl
TOATZLE LY. T, WVTED d* DY 4 7 ik

HHRABFELBXIE
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procedure PCUP(in INIT, DR; out D)
begin

for each p € INIT

(p:Xe—= X, X, - -X,p) do begin
let dy be the restriction of DR(p) to A(X,);
if d, is not covered by D(X,) then
D(Xg) := covering(D(X,) U {do});
end
end;

procedure PTR(in BLOCKS, DR, D; out D)
procedure PBLOCK(in BLOCK, DR, D; out D);
begin

repeat
escape := true; .
for each p € BLOCK (p:Xo=X;Xp*- "Xy ) do
for each (d;, -, d,,p)
€ D(X,)X:+-- xD(an) do begin

d := DR(p) U U% j-dj;
compute d*;
if .p is CAP-production then
if d* is circular then begin
determine G to be circular;
stop
end; :
“let dy be the restriction of d* to A(X,);
it d, is not covered by D(X,)' then begin
D(X,) := covering(D(X,) U {do});
escape := false
end 14
end i
until (escape) or not{(COMP_node(BLOCK))
end;
begin /* procedure PBLOCK main */
for i:=1 to size of BLOCKS do
PBLOCK(BLOCKS[i], DR, D, D)
end;

procedure PCAP(in FINAL, DR, D);
begin
for each p € FINAL (p:Xo-»XIXz--oX.P) do

for each (d;, *++, d-,)
€ D(X,)X--- xn(x,,p) do begin

d := DR(p) U U}% j-dg

compute d*;

if d* is circular then begin
determine G to be circular;
stop
end

end

end;

11 F4t& PCUP, PTR, PCAP
Fig. 11 Procedures PCUP, PTR and PCAP.

&3, CAP HERBAIZBTAIE L.
ZHL:-FHx PTR 2R 11 KR
(3) TR T CAP ERRAID 7 5 x DB
Lo (1)E(2)ORBEFTFS &, T~TD DX) X
KET B, CD7 5 AQERBAIOMEIZ, ZoRE
L7c DX) ZANT d* NO Y 1 7 nABET SR
T k-7, M1l oFH& PCAP TfFZ 3.
L E TR HEREETRTIY AN EEBR
HBRETFALTY XL FI123KCT 2E 1210577

ZhonwE
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algorithm F123KCT(in G: grammar);

procedure FILTER
(in P, DR; out INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL);
begin
FILT1(P, DR, CAP, TR, CUP);
GAMMA(CUP, TR, CAP, ¥ -DPG);
FILT2(Y -DPG, ¥ ~DPG);
FILT3(y -DPG, INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL)
end;

procedure TEST
(in DR, INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL);
begin
for each XeN do D(X) := {d4};
PCUP(INIT, DR, D);
PTR(BLOCKS, DR, D, D);
PCAP(FINAL, DR, D)
end;

begin /% main %/
FILTER(P, DR, INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL);
TEST(DR, INIT, BLOCKS, FINAL);
determine G to be non-circular

Ondo

& 12 BRERERET LV IY XL
Fig. 12 A fast circularity test algorithm.

4. RITHEOLE

ABTE, RAOTATY XLETNETRASH
TWaT7TaT ) Xak, POOREEOREBFICK
LTERL, ThooXakiHe oHBELET 5.

BERUATOL>OBEERET va' ) XaiCHL
'C‘ﬁ' -7z
« KCT: Knuth o7 3 ) X 48
« KCTW : KCT+Weak stability %2
« KCTC: KCT+Covering &9
« KCTCW : KCT + Weak stability 7%+ Covering #:

* 1 EREREOETHEOLE

Table 1 A comparison of several circularity
test algorithms.

' D1 { D2 ( D3 D4
"KCT | 1070 | 137 | 71 | 412
KCTW ‘1%6‘ 137 | 7.1 39.7
KCTC © 1| 50 | 60 30.5
KCTCW | 30.4 | 49 | 60 | 259
PKCTCW 343 | 27 | 38 | 129
CFIKCT 201 | 3.9 \ 0.6 | 0.9
FI2KCT  20.1 | 4.0 ‘;{ 0.6 r 1.0
CFISKCT . 209 | 24 06 | 10
F123KCT = 20.8 2.4 0.6 |
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« F123KCT: FILT 1—FILT 2—FILT 3-»TEST
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