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Abstract

This paper discusses the language system which provides top-down programming by the

following means,

(1) To describe each decomposition process in the extensible programming language

EPL and the structured programming language SPL in order to eliminate ambiguity of

each decomposition representations which are in general written in natural languages.

(2) To describe not the whole system but the program segments which are necessary

for each decomposition process.

(3) To generate the whole system which runs in the actual programming environment

by this system.
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2. CoREROWS

2.1 HMOEE
SROSawR%E, Fus5IVv/EBOEILH
VWTO¥D LS ICEERT 3.
P={ST, SUB.,, MACROc}
SUBg, = {ST, SUB.c;, MACRO ()}
MACRO 5, = {ST, SUB,c;, MACRO.(,}
(1)
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RBIHOMBLL 2Ly 27 LBESTEREN S S0
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fo & ZiF PL/I® i3, SUBw (& CALL X & 3
WiRBEESFUH L o TER &, MACROw i3,!
7Y oy XTERENE. chdid, WThb R
REPHEBULEN, ThWIch o2 ERTEICE
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step 1 P={ST, SUByc,, MACROq)}

step 2 SUByB) = (ST, SUByc), MACROy¢,}
and/or MACRO(B,= (ST, SUBxc;, MACROq)}

step n SUBn_y8,={ST}and/or MACROn_y8,={ST}

Fig.1 Decomposition process

74, BRI TIEERTHLCERBEASHTH
A5. thooitd% EPL o EkRIZRTT S, ST
i3, 7077 APRBRAICCOSERCLVBHE
NB3XTHE STE2X}S57F+—FFusss
v 7% SPL CigdhT 3 &icky, Bohs o
75 r0EEHAED 5. (SPL OEHiHEMic D0
Tit, 6. TH~3G.)

&T SPL & EPL o7 a5 4 PORITN
Bo8A»roBohict 5. Plcount SPL Xikic
L BRITBAFTS. CDEXXDOHTL 32 XKRT
2, 9" EPL TEBIN/XOHEIC L 3T EFT
W, Z0% SPL OXOXHic L 2BIT£TD. %12
ROMTL AXHRTIR, £3° EPL TEHRIN R0
X & BBIFETO, £0% SPL 0,0 XHkic k
BT ATTS. oL ST DEERIL, EPL & SPL
o185,
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# Fig. 1 iIt;R$. Fig. 1 CHROIERRIDEF¥D LS
kftbh s, (1)E9 Posilil EPL TE#HI /X
e SPL OXHTEHEBENS. (2)DF|C step i
> step i+1 ~D#Eit, EPL 2BV TO¥D &5
Kbt s, i i=1, -, n—1(n>=2) Tk 3.
step ¢ DREMNE L35 SUBi» ¥ MACRO:©
DiedBiz EPL X EREER T, S Eh/: stepi+1
@ SUBuw» % MACRO:w 0itibiz EPL ok
ERTIHLNSE, EUTCOEESRY, (1) LU
(2)CESNHTPA SPL &ML 5 7Fud 5 nic
BBET 5.

3. SPL EEdi

SPL {3, D¥D &3 SEMAEHD.

(1) #—sEHEMEFREBOIRL T8

(2) GO TO XiEATELVY,

(3) BLISS® $ PASCAL® & R0 Hiig (IF
YL A—=FHAX, Ar—FhoOlHX) £
2. ZDiFb GCASE 3 HA 2 HiMsaE s
& SPL HHoOHEHE L
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(4) 4354y« a— FIEBBEEE-,

ZZTik SPL OB HEMETH5 GCASE
X EBALFI BB DV TR~ 2. SPL o st
2, KRXOEBTRHEVOTHEBT 3. % SPL
D7 a7 sfliconTI, Fig.8 28BS hizi.

3.1 GCASE x¢

3R bUL7c IF XoMEEEELT 320ic, 3D
OHBWEENREINTVEY, EBO S 0S5 AT
2, ZNSD3S>DHBEEL cho DILBS Ol
BHIEADINTERShZCEBB W (221
Fig. 2 8IR). ccTizcho %238 T& 5 GCASE
XEREST 3. ch% Fig. 3 iR

Fig.3itB0 T, ( )TCHINbOIX, MXER
(BEEERILVIERT. [adi3, BXERab
HMBELTHLELTH LT E%RT.

{expression;) (i=1,2,---,n) {3, ZOREMNEX1
DEy PALILBERAT—ATH 3.

GCASE X DBz, 2¥DL5TH53.

(1) <(expressioni) DEHMNE T 5 (¥, (statement
listh BRTEh, 2¥ONThhroBENE SN .

(a) NEXT A 7> a a7z {, COMMON ¢
faEIhTHhiZ, COMMON EnEFT X h, 1o
(statement list) IRIT A 7'ic, H#iz ENDCASE
XDOEDOXICES. (b) NEXT 47y 3 v MHEE
xhhid, 2¥DORXTH 5 ({expressionz)) : (state-

S

E T{true)
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=
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Fig. 2 IF Statement nested structure.
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GCASE;
( Cexpression, ) }: {sta list), [ wEXT )
{ BLSC ¢ statement n.:>h ]

{ Lexp: fon;> )z ¢ list), [ WEXT ).
{ ELSC (statement 11:t>“ ]

[4 (axptesdcnn> ): (statement ult)n
{ ELSC (statement u.c)m b
[ COMMON (statement list), 1
ENDCASE;

Fig.8 GCASE statement.
ment list)2 [NEXT] [ELSC {statement list)2] %S
ET&Nn5. (c) NEXT # v a v COMMON
Ko hid, ENDCASE X2 &DXic Hlf o &
3.

(2) <expressiom) D EHH% S L, ELSC &
({statement list)1) $3FFT &1 (ELSC #aHniT),
DEDHL ({expressionz)) : (statement list)s [NE-
XT] [ELSC (statement list)2] icHTNB 2. 0
st hid, ENDCASE X2 X0 Xic fifbs
B3

(1)Td(2)Thd, >¥oBicHBEBNZ, £
BEEROBIELBROEI N B,

GCASE X o ft:%* Fig. 2 2BV TRT.

Fig.2 T e, ez, es BXAH 55—, S, Sz Ss, Sun,
Sany, Ssn, Sc X DF (statement list) TH 2.
OHBAEET S BLY Sun WX DB, CASE
XWTHRABRTE S, ChlADEA, CASEXTiR
—BCRIERTELY. Th¥WIch S oBAKR
IF XCERBT5008LTH 5. Lhsic SPL ¢
i, ZOME% GCASE ik 2X¥D X 5 ic i
RERTHZENTEB.

GCASE;
@): S

ELSC S«
(e&): S

ELSC Si,
(es): Sy

ELSC Sy

COMMON Sc
ENDCASE;

5% GCASE Xic kb, XM 11) offkEs 2
TRERTHIZENTES.
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72 ON X»sEfrdha, D ON RHfERRET S
&, REwZH@BTHThN 3,
7A@ >¥D kS8 PLI cBE S 07
LBHBETB.
M: PROC;
DCL A AREA (4096);

DCL X CHAR (16) BASED;
DCL P PTR;

ON AREA BEGIN;  -weon )
A=EMPTY; RETURN; END;

ALLOCATE X SET (P) IN (A);

END M;

ZDEEN(2)T AREA REEMNBET S &, X
(1) ON XXHEFFEN B, DX i Rk H
BTk, 79275 LD well-structured 73 BDHE
hichEx 52 5. thwz SPL Tik, H#oKh
% well-structured {C§57:9iC, ON 2=y + 48
ALORET IR EMOH 5N, £OHEIRESE
3.

1clZd bR Fas 5 4% SPL TROED LD
icighd 5.

ALLOCATE X SET (P) IN (A)
ON AREA BEGIN; A=EMPTY;
RETURN; END;

ZOXT AREA R#nRETZ L, XD ON
2=y PAEFTEN, HBEOWARE ShELL.

4. EPL ERE{d#

EPL iciz, X&ADELRBENDS. € C T,
ARCHEREET LD BEXOWREICOVTOSER
4. EPL TRk, XOHRERICEIERE" ~ KA
T35, COEEDEDLSBBEEREORTELR
BT 3.

(1) svy pREEHEP COBOL o3 o i SHEE,
%] (metalinguistic connectives) {ZHM4 T 5D &L
<, OPTIONAL(--) % ITERATION(:-) %z ¥ D&
BHUCERLBV ==y 7L HAT 3.

(2) AN (Algol N) I’ Tz, BXDOKADIE
BB CEET 20, EPL Tiz L ~LEE
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Zh# Fig. 4 it;R7. Fig. 4 K0T {of... i3,
BYERan 1B E&DELHET S C LE2RT.
fal B} &, WMXEFE a» fonThbh—FhHEAT
23c:%ERT. [al.. i3, XER a 0B LE
DERUHBRT B E£RT. (identifier): i3, X DX
BRI A #I T 5881 THS. (minor structure)
(UBHEEHEW D) DEMDOMFRIV VB SERT.
VRLVERS n(n>=2) OFAIIZ, 2¥0nkhKk
EVHEAT, BLHTaddniknkbhsbr~u
BESE2FT2HANHETIETOLTOHENSE
3. VLBS20EBOFE, Chicqdzha L
~VESa+l OFALEHTSE. ol L
~NVEEnDEBRE, ZhiKETh3 LV~ ES n+l
OHREOELEHRTS. HIBOHEAIKETNETFOD
HHit, €0 RANDOM p» ONE-OF Trilith
i, 2hdOEBFEFICHEY > THET S (b LHE
T2 &dhid) T & %7R9. {character string con-
stant)y |3, LWRININDIZ2VRXOLE ($—7
—FPRWOBESLE) £RL, TDTTHBETEC
& %k9. ITERATION (--) i3, chic@Eh 3R
Bt n(n>=1) EigHBELHERETEEERT. &
VEL OEIHH (parameter): ICHZE X 5. RAN-
DOM i3, chic@zh 3 FOHREFELERTH S
Z %587, OPTIONAL(--) i3, ChitdEh3H
B2 THBELTHLIELA TN EERT. 2L
ThsoHBEOMERE (WRThid "1" B, hH
Lisdhid "0" B) 28 (parameter)s ICHE I h 3.
{character string constant): DEL 3, ITERATION
(+-) OBRBOFLL THE T %, {character string
constant)z 33, ITERATION (--) g&EhsEHD
REDBROELEZBRVTHRVELOEICHET I &
E2RYT. COBELDOX¥ORTRYT

2 ITERATION ($1),

3 YABC|,
3 v,'"DEL,

ZOFT $1 v 3 DK, XF5F] "ABC, ABC, ABC’
ERDT.
ONE-CF &2, zhic&thaFoLhh 1 ohH

{statement syntax rule dcscription}

TEERT 2. T7ROLRIER L RO RER
THHORMLT, %FIX2ZRITHILERLET
5. Lich- TEHZIRAIFICH~RT, ol
BEBHNEILY T, HEMCOLERL B,
4.1 X oikkE
(1) XoXHERTBRE

= 1 (idcntifier)l SYNTAX—OF-STATEMKNT{,Z <{minor structuze) ss
{¢3 <minor structirey 2ss[, .. [,n+l <minor s::ucture) nssl .o * PR I }.. .t

{minox structure) 1ssnss

+= { Ccharacter string constant) | | ITERATION( cparameter) )
|RANDOM | OPTIONAL( parameter) ;) | <character string constant) 4 DED
|onE-0F | <identifier) , | (parameter)> 1{ VARIABLE | EXPRESSION | s'r.\'rmmm}i

Fig. 4 Statement syntax rule description.
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B4 s LAiRT.

identifier)z i3, JAH %3509 2 LRI TH 5.

VARIABLE |3, (parameter): #s SPL T
ENZEROERERHDC L ERT. EXPRE-
SSION 135 tric STATEMENT i3, #h &
h (parametern 35 SPL oRXE k¢ EPL ¢
xR uo5vic SPL ok L ¥ EPL
THRINEXOEREB DL LE2RT

(2) Xo®EwkAjEDRHE:

Zhicid, 220ANES. THubLLBEXD
ITEZONDLOBIUFHEITEIONS
bOMHE. T TRHFEBCOVTDOART.
ZOEWRAG DS Fig. 5 1K/RT.

Fig.5 T, $2H0FHIZAT N3 FOHEE
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(statement semantic rule description)
:= 1 <Cidentifier) ckx

[.2 ¢miror structure

TICS-OF-STATEMENT{ <identifier) 2
P 1sm[,z minor structurc) Zsm{' .. [ntl {minor

structure) nsml FERY ERRS PR PRRS |
Cminor structure), . .o
= {‘ {character string constant > ) [ <paramcter) N | ITERATION( < parancter),)

{opTIONAL {( (par.mcux);g(4»yarane:er)3)},‘<chamczcr string constam’\zn"l‘.l‘}

Fig.5 Statement semantic rule description.

1 FOR-ST SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,
2 ONE-OF,3 'FORDO’,3 'FOR',3 'DOFOR',2 $1 VARIABLE,2 '=',
2 ITERATION($2),3 $3 EXPRESSION,3 RANDOM,4 OPTIONAL(S4),
5 'T0',5 $5 EXPRESSION,4 OPTIONAL($6),5 'BY',S $7 EXPRESSION,
3 ','DEL,2 $8 STATEMENT;
1 SEM-OF-FOR SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT{FOR-ST),
2 ITERATION($2),3 'DO',3 $1,3 '=',3 $3,3 OPTIONAL(S4),
4 'TO',4 $5,3 OPTIONAL($6) ,4 *BY',4 $7,3 OPTIONAL(~$6),4 'BY 1',
3 ';',3 $8,3 'ENDDO; ';

Fig. 6 Syntax and semantic description example.

12, ZOBMEFICRM > THIIENS (bL
WHENh3EThiT) ¢ &ERT. (identifier) i3, 3
OEHKRERDO LRI TH 5. (identifierdr i3, IET
B XHAGREH#NT 2.0 ICERINS. TTIRE
BENTOLEKMAFEHL 20T, TOL~v
10HEDA A RE T I & V. (character string
constant)1 ¥, SPL o (DF]) (512 B L)
EPL i & 0B HFLOX (B2 03/ BEU)
ZhsoXO 1if%ERL, Toxsdhdhsces
Sk3. (parameter), {(parameter): 3 k {f(parameter)s
{3, X595 (statement syntax rule description)
HOBEANZERTH S CUER & BRI O T3
Eaxh s oo 2 2icB8T 2 AN, (3)Tadd 3).
ZDH L (parameteryr X, T DX FTHIT XN 3.
ITERATION (--) i3, {parameter): D @ [@1¥77
O, ChicaInsREBKROELENZNE L%
9. OPTIONAL ((parameter)s) {3, (parameter)s
OfEH "1I"B 125, chicaInsHENHTIEH,
B SHAINE W EEIRT. —F OPTIONAL
(1{parameter)s) {3, {(parameterps O{EHs 0" B 735
i, ZhiKEIN3HAsHAIIZN, "1I"B 2 5 HA
ANV T EART

{character string constant)z DEL {3, ITERATION
(+)ICBENBBREKOTE L TIEETE, (character
string constant)z 3, ITERATION (-:) iz4%h 32
FHHOBRKROBRVELEZRVTROVEL OFIHINE
haz %Ry, Fig. 6 i, CH:REEERE & & skl
LD REA% 1T

(3) XHERIED & ERAZERE D5 x 2 DB

#

XERERTHO OGN E,5 2 23, FERAIZZKRD
MG 3¢5 2 2K EWEINE. 254228
THEISNABFECERBEINS. XHEAEER & &kl
LD e7 x 2 OXIEEFR%E Fig. 6 B TRT.
Fig. 6 T3 #:AlEER FOR-ST d/v5 » % $1 i3, &
LRRIEERE SEM-OF-FOR D353 5/,¢5 2 2 $1 i€
Blagshnz. Eic FOR-ST © $2,$3, 84 &
75, #h#h SEM-OF-FOR o $2,$3,$4 73 Xz q|
x*Wah 3.

(4) EPL oiEm#

ABXES FOR A=B TO C, D BY E TO F,
G TO H BY I S(A)=T(A)+U(A); 2Bt 7 v
S AKEbN:F, COXFHNIL Fig. 6 OEH I
A3dh, FOR-ST ¢ A &h, ZOXHRITERD $1
»o$8EOXDLHIKHIESITFSN B,

(a) $1 BALAHUENE.

(b) $233¢:AmE¥N 3. £hwi ITERA-
TION ($2) ik&Th2HAR, 2T 1XKCORAT
ENEXROERII3ITHS. ZnH0HH K S o
75 LORIGRD2EDL DT B,

(1) $3(1),83(2),8$3(3) ¥h<h B,D,G &

HizENB.

(i) RANDOM o F $4(1),$4(2), $4(3) 143,
WIhd "I"B(EETA)NEEXH, FOFT
$%$5(1),85(2),85(3)iz, €h<nC, F,. H
LAILENE. —H$6(1),86(2),$6(3)icid,
ZhEN 0" B(FEEL 75),"1" B,"1"B st
xh, EOFTHB $7(1),$7(2), $7(3) i3,
ZThZh?E (FELV), EI 3803,
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(c) $8 13, SPL o RAX S(A)=T(A)+U(A);
LHIEENB.

ZDESIcLT FOR-ST m/¢5 £ 2 $1~$8 L A
HAXEFEFE OR}IENREZ 5h 5.

INSDeT 2 20504 Y % EekAIER SEM-OF -
FOR icEsh, 2¥D & HUXOANERE N 3.
CCTRERLBI - DIC2EREOCRBELETTS.

(d) #H1BR % 3 ITERATION ($2), OP-
TIONAL ($4), OPTIONAL ($6) 3 k¢ OPTION-
AL (186) offiicttds-» TEKAMEZERT S &, 0¥
D& HIEXDFIMER SN B.

DO $1=83(1) TO $5(1) BY 1; $8 ENDDO;

DO $1=83(2) TO $5(2) BY $7(2); $8 ENDDO;
DO $1=8$3(3) TO $5(3) BY $7(3); $8 ENDDO;

iz $6(1) icxtL Tiz, OPTIONAL (186)
feEsEA LN, Chicxiss 33Xk "BY 17 Hs
f1ans.

(e) H2BM $1,$3,$537 5L $8%, =
hZhMET2BTEREBZIZ L, D¥DOL SN
HERXh5.

DO A=B TO C BY 1;
S(A)=T(A)+U(A); ENDDO;
DO A=D TOF BY E;
S(A)=T(A)+U(A); ENDDO;

DO A=G TO H BY I;
S(A)=T(A)+U(A); ENDDO;

4.2 BREKEORE

EPL THIREN-IUCDNT, €0 X D RFRIC B
MR sET 2B A5 5. COEERTE, Bl
BEMELEHE LTS, THITOOTHE RO THE
4 5%. EPL CHRah/- XD 15%, DFicRT.

(statement):=EIF{(expression) ETHEN(statement),
[EELSE (statement),]

AN EFp EIF E1 ETHEN EIF E2
ETHEN A=B; EELSE A=C; p& %, Fig.7
CRT &S 2B OMRNETSE. COEER
TRFR 2 oRE LB T & b, BlkiEs
BELTHS. T1OBER b« LRADENAL
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<eif statement 1>
Cstatement 11D
eif statement 2)
(exprelssion 1> |<expression 2>]<statement 2),
EIF El  ETHEN EIF E2 ETHEN A=B; EELSE A=G: i
@) M W 1 t
{eif statement 1

statement 1>
(eif statement 2

{statement 12>

{expression 1| [Cexpression 23| {statement 21)’ {statement 22>
EIF El ETHEN EIF E2 ETHEN A=B: EELSE A=C:
(b) R ¥R 2

Fig.7 Ambiguous statement example.

W 3.
ERAY PR
(1) Transaction-File #%:#, Transaction-Code
it & b, Reservation-File @ RIp% © BF % T

J.

(2) (1)ospE#%, Transaction-File H3Z8ic75 3
FCHDET. oA EPL ic X hRERhd
BEDEDEIICILA.

1 RESERVATION-PROGRAM SYNTAX-OF~STATEMENT,
2 '"RESERVATION-PROGRAM; ';
1 SEM-OF-RESERV SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT (RESERVATION-PROGRAM) ,
2 'REPEAT FOREVER; READ FILE (TRANSACTION-FILE) ON(EOF) DO;
CALL PRINTA (RESERVATION-FILE); STOP; END;
IF TRANSACTION-CODE='1'B
THEN CALL CREATE (RESERVATION-FILE);
ELSE UPDATE (RESERVATION-FILE); ENDREP;';

(Step 2)
BT,

(Step 1) TE# & ht: UPDATE 045

1 UPDATE SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,

2 'UPDATE(',2 $1 VARIABLE,2 ');';
1 SEM-OF-UPDATE SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT(UPDATE) ,

2 'IF UPDATE-CODE='0'B THEN DO; FIND(',2 $1,2 '-RECORD)INVALID-KEY
DO; ADD(',2 $1,2 ’-RECORD); INVALID='l'E; END; IF INVALID='0'B THEN
MODIFY-ADD(',2 $1,2 °-RECORD); ELSE INVALID='0'B; END; ELSE DO; FIND(',

2 $1,2 '~RECORD) INVALID-KEY DO; CALL PRINT('NON EXISTENT RECORD',

BIZh 22 JEMICERT A Licky,
ORI AT 5.

5. R &S

XR12) Dby T Foy «Fars iy o
(Reservaticn Program) #4##L, EPL ic & 2 3o
175, BB T TR 12) oM EES hicd
LHi-wic, GCASE LZHL L.

(Step 1) Reservation Program o E:A B9k 5k 5

TRANSACTION-RECORD) ; INVALID='1'B; END;IF INVALID='0'B THEN MODIFY-DELETE
(*+2 $1,2 '-RECORD) ELSE INVALID='0'B; END;';

(Step 3) (Step 2) Tz xh/: FIND, ADD,
MODIFY-ADD # ¢ MODIFY-DELETE o/}

P

Z1T9.

1 FIND SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,
2 'FIND(',2 $2 VARIABLE,2 ')INVALID-KEY';
1 SEM~OF-FIND SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT (FIND) ,
2 'CALL FIND(',2 $2,2 ');IF INVALID-XEY='1'B THEN®;
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1 ADD SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,
2 'ADD(*,2 $2 VARIABLE,2 ');';

1 SEM-OF-ADD SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT (ADD) ,
2 'CALL INSERT(',2 $2,2 '); CALL PRINT(‘'NEW RECORD ADDED’ A
2 82,2 ');';

1 MODIFY-ADD SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,
2 "MODIFY-ADD(',2 $2 VARIABLE,2 *);*;
1 SEM-OF-MODIFY-ADD SEMANTICS~OF-STATEMENT (MODIFY-ADD) ,
2 'IF PA NAME-1 OR P NAME-2="* * THEN DO;
CALL MODIFY(',2 $2,2 '); CALL PRINT('RESERVATION ADDED',',
2 $2,2 '); END; ELSE DO; CALL REWRITE(',2 $2,2 '); CALL PRINT(
'NO ROOM ON FLIGHT',',2 $2,2 '); END;';

1 MODIFY-DELETE SYNTAX-OF-STATEMENT,

2 'MODIFY-DELETE (',2 $2 VARIABLE,2 '};‘;

1 SEM-OF-MODIFY-DELETE SEMANTICS-OF-STATEMENT (MODIFY-DELETE),

2 ‘DO; CALL MODIFY(',2 $2,2 '); IF PASSENGER-NAME-1 AND
PASSENGER-NAME-2=' ' THEN DO; CALL DELETE(',2 $2,2 '); CALL
PRINT('RECORD DELETED',',2 $2,2 '); END; ELSE DO; CALL REWRITE
(',2 $2,2 '); CALL PRINT('RESERVATION DELETED',TRANSACTION-RECORD
); END; END;':

(Step 1), (Step 2) L (Step 3) DA MEITHB
T, $1=RESERVATION-FILE, $2=RESERVA.-
TION-FILE-RECORD # 5%, EPL THLEF 3 &,
Fig. 8 "¢ & 575 SPL ¢idsk X 7= Reservation
Program psHEgR XN 3.

REPEAT FOREVER;

READ FILE(TRANSACTION-FILE) ON(EOF) DO;

CALL PRINTA(RESERVATION-FILE) ; STOP;END;

IF TRANSACTION-CODE='0'B

THEN CALL CREATE (RESERVATION-FILE);

ELSE IF UPDATE-CODE=‘0‘B

THEN DO; CALL FIND{RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

IF INVALID-KZY='1'B

THEHN DO; CALL INSERT (RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

CALL PRINT{'NEW RECORD ADDED',RESERVATION-FILE~RECORD) ;
INVALID='1'B; END;

IF INVALID='0'B

THEN IF PASSENGER-NAME-1 OR PASSENGER-NAME-2='

THEN DO; CALL MODIFY {RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

CALL PRINT('RESERVATION ADDED',RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ; END;
ELSZ DO; CALL REWRITE (RESERVATION-FILE~RECORD) ;

CALL PRINT('NO ROOM ON FLIGHT', RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ; END;
ELSE INVALID='0'B; END;

ELSE DO; CALL FIND{RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

IF INVALID-KEY="1'B

THEN DO; CALL PRINT('NON EXISTENT RECORD', TRANSACTION-RECORD) ;
INVALID='1'B; END;

IF INVALID='0'B

THEN DO; CALL MODIFY (RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

IF PASSENGER-NAME-1 AND PASSENGER-NAME-2=' ‘

THEN DO; CALL DELETE (RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD) ;

CALL PRINT('RECORD DELETED',RESERVATION-FILE-RECORD); END;
ELSE DO; CALL REWRITE (RESERVATION~FILE-RECORD) ;

CALL PRINT('RESERVATION DELETED',TRANSACTIGH-RECORD) i END; END;
ELSE INVALID='0'B; END;

ENDREP;

Fig.8 Generated SPL statement list,
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Table 1 Comparison of this method and Dijkstra’s
method
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