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Abstract

Data flow analysis which determines data relationships at each point in a program is
needed for production type compilers to generate efficient object code. And it also provides
a programmer with useful information on usage of variables in a program. The data flow
problems are devided into two classes: what definitions can affect computations at a point,
and what uses can be affeced by computations at that point.

In this paper, recursive descendant algorithms for solving the latter problem on a goto-
less program are described. First, the basis of the data flow problem is given and some
terminologies are defined. Second, the intraprocedural data flow analysis algorithm is shown
which uses only available information within a procedure. Finally, the interprocedural data

flow analysis algorithm is presented taking account of calling relations between procedures.
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WEBAENMET S E, HBEAXT oy 7iH
wruEZohic s 2i1Tid, £ T2DEEDLY
ETENB. Lig, TOXMBEREFTZXH, B
BOXBETINIE &I, BERMEK, H30
REMSHERECX > THBR O T 5y 7
K3, 7oy 70fhho 0T oy 7 ~E
Fiilul¥ > - N AF S AN

(2) BEART oy 7%H N(node), 205D
H@mofhtl E(edge) LT, dEO7
77 s0EBORNE TR - 777 G=(N,
E,s) TEDLT. sIETHBAELEIHTS
5.

(3) GaEALTEMIMISLEART 0y 21z
20T, EROEREED . £OHEIIZ2
FOOH DNHB. 12RGCOBAEKEL 13
M5, FWHICHIELIcERT oy 70 bOEH
DBPRT 23 TREETD FHETH 5099,
951202, GAEA v E =,V LIESBAITH
ELTHLOEBDS 5 723 5ETH 3.
ZNEAEBICEA VA —r R EENBHICK
ISUERT oy 7 OERAERNT 3. Gosit
—DEIEFICEZ2ETCCORELBRDET. O
HICHOBRIERTOINS, FREOMETED
TBHERER T oy JICHELTHLD?.

Z ZTid, BLISS®® SIMPL®# &M & 5iC go to

OB a7 I VS EECHTEav,4 5TOD
F—4% « 70—, &< ICHRD(2) DREEIC DN
f%ia.zfu?—5-7n—%ﬁmﬁiéﬁiw
REZF RN, RAEELEHRTS. 3. Tl goto 7L
7“77\/ynm@%?w%Tb EETmy %
PERL T 0y 2IEDNTHRRE. 4. TiRZDT oy
2iCE B 1 D20FEHEEXANATORYT (intraprocedural
analysis), 5. CR>RFHEOTHLBAREZRL - Fh
=AM (interprocedural analysis) €D\ TR~
3.

CNSDORIFTHFHERZ DED LS WEKE L > T

5.

o EFEOMHELEL ETHIBIIHBOKNIZS
0/ ADXDOEREICL > THBERKR ESZ 52 &
BT3B, Lid-T, Fuls5srikk7a,
2I8FEDRBLIED, ZJu— ST 7%k
DT BHERNL, I/ 4ATOBRBTEHIHR
NAPESEEDCT + X VAEHERMEL TRITKT
Xx3.

o i Jan. 1977

e recursive descendant 1 HETH I 1 HERE
TERDTRITNTES. Lcti-T, €OQLE
CETLIRMIBIRLELSI &ETH7 07540
LD nICIERRT B2 DT, time complexity i3

O(n) THBV.
o FHEMOBTCHOT, AFHER 1 EHEE
THREF TR

2. F—% . -70-8F

%9, Fig. 1 W RTLINUEEAT Y2 BLED
E#ET7 0y 7 (immediate predecessor) & B E:%
#7 o 7 (immediate successor) OfDORAHEEE %
3. EEKT oy PPy, £t Pa #ETFLE
b&, HiEIBILEBY, BOETGHKRTLLS &I,
EORRICE > THREDOEALT D Y 7 S), Sz, B
303 Se CHESBEbDETSE. Tuy s B
FHEsEINs 8% BoA0, BhokHEniztnhs
BEBoHOL NS,

7Tas 7 ATHERALTHIEROERAEV ET 5.
7l aDHB5HEUBEOETH I NI OORKRT
By 7OKRTIENT, B veV offbhl %>
EDXHICHHET 3.

(i) FTFELThbN2. 205 EEOHERES

BVRBEBTONE L85 5.
(i) FFHOBEBMTONLE. 205 LBRD
BVRBEERBITONSCEHH 5.

(i) BEHRSBRIITOHI.

EH¥voRBEOFEONER, ThoDFAD LD,
Hr0RBHEHOFNFICL>TENS 2 HAHAEDES
bDENLB. o7 ahDHBEpLUBRDETICE
WT, ERvOELRFELT(I)KEHST T EH
HBEA, v3pPIEBENT busy TH B &S, £
ITRVBAIIIE, viRAICBNT free THB LN
3.

EAX7 0y 7 BOAOT busy iEKDOES%: IN
(B), HHOT busy ZE¥MDHEASA% OUT(B) ¥ 3,

IA 2,

exit of block B

= ---1\;1

Fig.1 A basic block

-- entry of block B
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BoWMOT busy HERIZ, ZOREEEETay 2

Si, 1=1,2,,m DAOT busy BEKROTMEAT

B5h 5, DEDOREEREMNRKRILD.
OUT(B)=IN(S1)UIN(S2)U-+- UIN(Snm)

=_§'11N(s,) (1)
SXIZ IN(B) & OUT(B) L0RFEE %% 5. B

EEFLIEE, ZZTHERAINTHEIERDOHT
BRI oELNEETECEND 2 b0 DEEE
REF(B) £792%. ¥ veV BRBOEFIZBNT,
ERO(1)H30E(H)OEDNFETEENHS
B4, vid BizH T definition free (DIF, D-free
EEL) THBEND. THLL, DEDBEATHS.

(1) veREF(B) %7:i2

(2) vRBoOhTRERINTHEL.

BT D-free 1EHK DA% DFR(B) T&bT.
BpAOT busy 73 &£ i3, REF(B) 0FEE, 5
Wi EDHIOT busy THrDOBTIE D-free H$DT
Hb. ULieh->T, 2¥OBRKRRIID.

IN(B)=REF (B)U[OUT (B)nDFR(B)]

:REF(B)U[LQJN(SJ]ODFR(BH

(2)
ARALTBRREF— 4 « 70—, &7Tay 7
OAOEHINZBIT S busy SEHOELAALRDB T
ENBRITHB. 7007 ARV D2hDOFREDS
H-THW360ET2E, 1D20FHEXOETHET
Urc & &3, ITNTOEEIS free &733. Lt
T, FHEORFTOKDE1DDEA Ty 7EE
T3,
IN(E)=¢ (¢ RELEEEDT)
THZ. Zhs busy UEBOEAERDZ L X000
T P A
F—4% - 7o0—-BiFof% Fig. 2 [TRT. &4
¥, Fig. 2(b)o7uy s B6 Tit, £ a,b Bk
Ut BREINZOT, £OAOT busy EKO%
&,
IN(B6)={a, b, t}
&35, B6 psEfTahicEE, o TERIATL
BEH a, b t,u, 2,y OSBT, &y lizfEn
B6 #31in-dE3EZTEEREINZ T EREL
DT, FNSRHOT free £ 153, ¢t & w3zl
DEFTTBEENS (B1 T) DT
OUT (B6)= {¢, u}

Goto#z L7a/ 3LDF—4% « 70 —K1T 29

1 proc p(t,u);

2 del a,b,¢, 2, y;

3 while (¢>u)

4 do;

5 read a,b,¢c;

6 if a<h

7 then a=bx%c;

8 else b=a/c;

9 do; x=a+b; y=t*ku;
10 write y; u=aky; end;
11 end;

12 return;
13 end;

(a) source program

--------- —INBD(t)
INBT): Pt} TTY | - OUT(B)=(t}
UTE7)e e T T T rINE2{t]

--------- ---0uT(B2)fa.b,c.t}
---------- - INB3)={ab,c.¢}

----0UT(B3)=(a,5,,t}
IN(BS)=(a,c.t}

INB4){b,0,t )5

a=bxc b=ajc
QUT(B4)=(a,b,¢)--- s -----0UT(BS)={a,b,t}
Py R -~-IN(B6)={a, 4, ¢}
Y=txx
write y

e J--ouTtBer=(t, )

{b) result of the analysis

Fig. 2 An example of data flow analysis for busy
variables

TH5.

3. Goto L7 YSIVIERBDODEFN
EJnvy

LTHRITOMRET 27 0s 7 413, Fig. 8 (ix
HER) WRT&SUEFar I IV SEELTEML
TW3bDETE. F—4% - Ju—BIFTIR, EEL
OHEEELECBY 2EROELN AT ICER
TE50T, ITREELOBELMBICHAT 3.

(1) a7 LR32BNEROEE (global dec-
ralation) THE D, 0 d L CFHRXDEH
LIRSS AR ROV:IY R

(2) FRxRZTOPTHIRRINEROES
(local decralation) Tt YD, #0H&EITND
RCEBENBDOTH 5.

(3) BEBOXIzDW\TIZ, Pascal 2 PLIIZ& 3
LD D THFAEBET 5. case NEETT
3L, ReDfix i LLIcE& ;=i &85 &
S gmbhlE, S; BRTENh3E. £20x5
e, M pats b &, else DisEMFNIT
Sra MEFTINS. 1, else DiFEMLY
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global decralation
proc py(ay az -, an)
[ local decralation
{statement list)
pro ¢ pi(a1, az -+, @m)
l: local decralation
{statement list)
where -+, pr: procedure names, @, az,--+: formal parameters
{statement list)::=[{statement list)] (statement):
{statement)::=¢basic statement) |<compound statement) |<if statement)|
(repeat statement)|{while statement)|{case statement)|
(return statement)
{basic statement)::=v=e|read v, vy, -, Uy|
write v,, vy, -, v leall ple, ez, 000, €1)
{compound statement)::=do; S end
(if statement)::=if e then S; [ ; else S,]
(repeat statement)::=repeat (statement) until (e)
{while statement)::=while (e) {statement)
{case statement)::=case e of \c,\S,\c,\Szm\q\S,.
[ ; else Sin]
{return statement)::=return [(e)]
where, e, €1, €;, -+, €71 expressions, vy, Vg, et
S, 81, Sp,e+ ¢ (statement list), ¢, ¢z -+, ¢k constants,

variables,

2: procedure name, [ ] means optional syntax.

Fig.3 A go to less programming language L

N, LB OEDNDETIIES.

EHIIEMERIITET S RIEREEH
DEAEMSREEDET S, HALMHICT
BIDICHEBRD T 4 2 DT RTHEED (call
by value) &3 5.

Fig. 2(a)RCDEETO 70/ 7 LBTH 3.

Z ZIZ/RL 72X ((statement)) B LT ZDHTH
53 —oOR (Kexprd) 2RI 2 2 —F DA T
oy 7 RS, ZOMETIEDOEDLIICT B.

(1) BXIT1l>D7T oy 745BKRT 5.

(2) XDWd ((statement list)) § 1 >D 7wy
7 %BRT 5.

if 3¢, repeat 3, while 3, 3 XL1F case 3T
TR, ZEFR(e)dl207 2y 758
RLTWBHDET 3.

TaysEBLIR, BXohicFus T Al
B 3HEORNICRK > TEWIZEES TSR
5b0DET 5.

12070y 7RMBTLEFEHSTRIEBHE
SHNWZEE, Tuy BRSO DD T By I %
ST EMBIENILEILBNT, Ty s tERT
0y 73R ->TH 5.

#EA7 o, 2 Bl Tik~rz, IN(B), OUT(B),
REF(B) % &£ DFR(B) Ox#4 L TF7a v 7icxt
LTb20%@AT 22 &icT 5. REF(B) 2, 7
oy 7 BICHEBNEZ ST, Bhs~HErBss

(4)

(3)

(4)

Jan. 1977

while (2<8)

do;----=cid=---1 a=----;end

Fig. 4 An example of a while block

MOTRTOFIMOHNEEL 2L %, Hokhics
NWT 20 O(1EEMTEELhABEINETED
HEIEMOEALEDT DL T S. DFR(B) ko0
THEBTO2X¥D X HICEHT 3.
DFR(B)=REF(B)U {BRD & 2 Hilomhic s
TREAINZCEDBVER]
While X7 vy 70 #l% Fig. 4 ILRT. ZOXR
BNT B: OSRAXICHT 37 oy 7 DRFRIZ
BLTh3. BiflrsEronhT, B & B: #8
fAEMETINEEDETEE, B a b, c B3Zh
ZhIEIBRETHLNEDT,
REF(B)={a, b, ¢}
E13. BOEFIIBWT, B £ LEEFLEZEG
THBENBO oM~/ ET 5L, EX a, b BB
HEh3KGTHEDS, VEAZOFRETERLT
WEEBDERSLT DL,
DFR(B)=REF(B)U[V — {a, b} ]
=V.

4. FEREAFT-—5 - 70-—-8F

UL, 120FkEohXYTELNAEHE
AT FEIC DN THR~N3S.

F—& . 70—fBIfX, 705 LEBRLTHS
&7B s Bi i=1,2,-,nicd 3 IN(B) Bk
U OUT(B:) #RkD2 DB BIRD B TH 5. BHE
a3— FOERKSERERE L T3 OUT(B) £ T
IR, KEELT, 2 Y751 VOB
DOBREETHRAPAHAINIEE © FEA ((basic sta-
tement)) T34 5 Fow 2 By itfL Tig call X
BT, REF(B) &7 a7 ATHEMEHEZN
BEMOES DEF(B:) ENERCEINTNEHD
ET 5. &, BFHEOHMAKEIT TICHLMIC
ThTVE60EFT 3. D& &, INMB) BLU
OUT (B:) %R 5 DICFE L5 D-free 2ERD
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#4 DFR(B:) 3o¥D & HICLTRET B ZLENT
x5,
[ZTU XL 1] D-free BEHKOBE
ANl FREEPICET B TRTCOELAX DT 2y
2 Bi, i=1,2,---,m X35 REF(B) &

DEF (B:)
#71: £7 vy 7icxtd 3 DFR(B;) & REF(B))
j=1,2,.,m

Fikx PEIOF S1; S2;0+5 Sa T35, £HEXH
I AT ABRERDO T Ry KBTS
DFR & REF 3, P THZ 5 hic X O EFICHE-
T, PFICRTRAFRNCERT 3 &Itk »>TK
HotLs.

WEMBEL ESELTW3ETry 2%2BET 3. &
DOTANTY XLABOIERT &%, BRFHREP
g s7ay s &9 5.

(1.1) BH#EALERADLE

DFR (B)=REF (B)U[V,—DEF(B)]
22T, Ve RFRE PITE 1T 2 RFHHAEEK (local
variable) £ & UIERFTHIZE K (global variable) @

EATHB. call XDHFAIKR, FHREFHLICK

STEEBED LD REELZTZ20p0ho 00

0T, BELCX > TREOREABEL ZFHT

S, THbb, 52 2B LCERHNE

MEFEHRSFHLICL-T, FOHSNFRED

hTETRESTON, ThbSENFERINDS

ZEEET B

(1.2) BOXOXBUERESX ({compound

statement)) O & X

Fig. 5 \ORT &) NBEEEA 5.

REF,(B)=REF;.1(B)UREF(B)) i=1,2,+,n

1272, REFo(B)=¢ &9 5.

DFR(B)= 0 [REF.-i(B)UDFR (B:)],

REF (B)=REF(B)NDFR(B).
Bizaihsg 7oy s By, i=1,2,-,n T2

wTHERHIC T AT Y Xa%HAL, REF(BY)

& DFR(B:) #3kodTHS, BT s558HEZT

3.

(1.3) Bps if X703 case D& &

—griz Fig. 6 [TRT XD NEHIBMEELEZ 5.

(a) else OFEENS IHE

n+1
DFR (B)=REF () U [_91 DFR(B.-)]

Goto B LF U/ 5 6DF—4% « 70 —tF 31

‘

(a) with else clause (b without else clause

Fig. 6 Control structure of a selection

REF (B)=REF (¢) u['_'_ﬂll REF(B,)]

(b) else DIFENLVEE
DFR(B)=Vp,

REF (B)=REF (e) u[é’;1 REF(B;)]

(1.4) B whilexxo & =
while (¢) Bw
EWAROXIINT BT ny 7 2FEZBE, DED
£HI1EB.
DFR(B)=Ve,
REF (B)=REF (¢) UREF (Bw).
(1.5) B#S repeat XD & &
repeat B until (e)
EWHEOHT BT ay 7EEZLE, DED
XHiClEB.
DFR (B)=DFR(Bg),
REF (B)=REF (Br) U[REF (¢)n DFR(B)].
(1.6) B#s return (¢) D& %
DFR(B)=Vp,
REF (B)=REF (¢).
toPEL, etk xitid REF()=¢ &35, K
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DI EOBEED S S LI, ThSDFHER
recursive descendant 735k TEMKEENT & ERICZITD
CENTx3. Fig. 2 OFITROEFD & S5 SRR
Boh3. Fig 2(a)RLARICHT BT 09 7
* S TELT. 722U, i 3BcBB33TESET
3.
Ve={a, b,c,t,u, x,v}
DFR(B1)={a, b,c, t,u, z,y}, REF(B1)={t, u}.
DFR(S5)={t,u, z, ¥}, REF(S5)=¢.
DFR(B3)={a, b, c,t, u, z,y}, REF(B3)={a, b}.
DFR(ST)={b,c,t,u, z,y}, REF(ST)={b,c}
DFR(S8)={a, c,t,u, z,y}, REF(S8)=1{a,c}
DFR(S6)={a, b, ¢, t,u, z,y}, REF(S6)={a, b,c}.
9, 10 FHOERAXICHT ZHERIIERT 2.
DFR(S9)= {a, &, ¢, ¢}, REF (S8)={a, b,t}.
DFR(S4)={¢}, REF (S4)= {t}.
DFR(S3)={a, b,¢,t,u, z, ¥}, REF(S3)={t, u}.
DFR (S12)= {a, b, ¢, t, 4, =, ¥}, REF(S12)=4.
DFR(S1)={a, b,¢,t,u, z,¥}, REF(S1)={t, u}.
D-free RERMRD SN EITF, 2. O(1)E
TU(2)ROBRIZHESNT, 120FHREHOE
Fa.y 7D, FOAMNSZVIZHEOT busy 75
EHOELSERDZENTES.
37, OXDESNFHEAELL.
LVIO(B, Bju)
2T, BRXERXodviexds vy,
B 2 BOBEE®RET 2y 7T 5. LVIO i B
DAOT busy EHHBKDOATNELE, BEX
Czzicdthza 7oy 70OA0B L HOT busy
BEMARET3DOFHET, DEOLIITER
I 5.
[ZHITYXL 2] ey 70 AO0ELUHOT
busy REHOkE: LVIO(B, Biu)
Af: BBXUBir&gEhs ny2kblLick
&, DFR(®)& REF(d), 15 UC Bue @
AT busy EHOHEE IN(B.w)

W7T: &b DAOBXUHOT busy KERDOES
IN(b) & &8 OUT(d)

Bp7 oy s0oBck-T, ENEFNRUTOHEE
5.

(2.1) Bps return (¢) D& &

OUT (B)=¢,
IN(B)=REF (¢).
(2.2) #ofoEAR, 2.0(2)RIZL-T, &

bi: Jan. 1977

$° OUT(B) & IN(B) %58 T 3.

OUT (B)=IN(B.,u),

IN(B)=REF(B)U[OUT(B)nDFR(B)].
BuEAXPIAOXICHTETay 7 THSHE&IT
2, XSKUTOHEET 3.

(2.3) BOXOYUERIEAXDL &

—fgic Fig. 5 KRL-H&EEEZS. BEHER
LTWA%&7 8y s BBz, Bs iILDOWTENE
1, IN & OUT ##H#ET 2701, COFHE%E
FRAICIES. Tbb,

call LVIO(B;, Bi+1), i=n, n—1,--,1
72720 Ba1=B.e £7 5.
(2.4) Bt if (E i case XD&E &
Fig. 6 [CRUICHEEEEZD.
IN (e)=IN(B).
(a) else DIETHDHBHR
Bi, Bz, -+, Ban1 itEF 3 IN £8Xy OUT %
HHET 5. TibD,
call LVIO(B:, Biue), i=1,2,---,n+1
e DHOT busy HEHOHEAR 2.0 (1)KOD
MEPLO¥DOLIWNLS.

n+l
OUT(e)= U IN(B.).
i=

(b) else OIFEMILNES
Bi, Bz, -+, Ba it} 5 IN 31U OUT %5
T 3. Tlabb,
call LVIO(B:, Biue), i=1,2,:--,1

OUT () =[,§1 IN(B)) JUIN(B.o).

(2.5) Byt while XD& %
Fig. 7 iCRTHBEEEZS.
IN(e) =IN(B).
el Bw OBEE®RKET 0,7 TH5507T, IN

IN(B), IN{e)-4-------

OUT(e)-----

SR SIS

OUT(BLIN(Bsuc) ===~

Bsuc

while (¢) Bw ; Bsuc
Fig. 7 A structure of a while block
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repeat By urtil (¢) ; Bsuc
Fig. 8 A structure of a repeat block

(e) 2T, IN(Bw)& OUT(Bw) 2K 3.
Tibb,
call LVIO(Bw,e).
D FE IN(Bw) #FT OUT (e) #3tH T 3.
OUT (e) =IN(B...) UIN (Bw).
(2.6) B repeat XD & X
Fig. 8 KRy MEALEZD.
OUT(e)=IN(B)UOUT(B),
IN (¢)=REF (¢)UOUT (e).
S¥ic, IN(e) #FT, IN(Bg) & OUT
(Br) 2357 3.
call LVIO(Bg,e). [
ERoFHEx LVIO #HH /- FhHhix ROFT— % -
7a—BIFOTNTY X LZO2EDLHITILS.
[FHITUXL 3] FHEEANTFT—% - 7o—@iF
AT BIFELE D ET3FHEPROKZT By /B
{3175 DFR(B) XU REF(B)
Wwi: PO 7oy s Bickids IN(B) BXU
OUT(B)
FHEXPAEHRL TV AXORTICHTE T oy 7
QEET2E,
call LVIO(Q, S)
Itk ->T, LROFERNEBONE. 22T, SIEERY
D7vy 77T, INS)=¢ &7 5. b2

4. FHEEMT—45 - 708

120FFEOHIE Y TED X SITHREEDT
b, call XOHBICL - THREDEAEBEL DT
2, ERUBIRERELBLCERITELL. £2T
FhisEOFEL OMBFRE ZR L o BT FEE £Z
3. EfTCLBERFRERIINTELSNTED, B
RO TFHRERLBOCEERETS
FREPODTHOFHREZQEFATHELE, £
CHELIZL > TEIIEROEMNERD ZKIE, F

Gotog L7/ 54DF—4% - 70— @iF 33

& o
call ¢; ‘
proc b °'°
call d;
gt e

G=(N,E)
where N=(a,b,c,d,e}
E ={a,8),(a,c),(6,c).
(6,d),(be)(c,e)}

Fig. 9 An example of a call graph G

frx PEWITT 280K, FR2QBIUQHSFUH
NI ~RTOFFELBTTRREITIL TR ThET
oV, FRExOFHL O BFE 7 7 7 TEERYT
3. ThAEEHL 5 7 (call graph) EIES. FEH
L7277 G=(N,E) R&FHKx% 1>0fitLikd
ODOEANLFHRL OMKEELE LI:bDDEAET
EbIhd. FosJLr0EFICENT, BHIER
BEZONIFHEDADSDOR, S HOFHExH
S5 1ERFUHEINE DL T 5. Fig. 9 %2R
7.
BRONTFHLEAGE LV EVLSENLS, GRV
~7EEE1BO. Fiix P hOoFHx P ~OEE
HB2ORBHEEMNTEHL A P.<P; LEbTE, GO
ERMITIE < kU CEIERF (partial order) DRI
DR Y L. L1258 ->T, G % topological sort® §° 3
LERE-T, DEOHEREITHRE K=(P1, P,
o P) A{EZTEMTES.

Pi<P; 151 i<j TH5. X
FhHEXOM\ITEF I K 2¥& L /2 b O (inverse
invocation order) K=(Pa, Pac1, ---, P1) THZOH

3. Fig. 9 oficik
K=(a,b,c,d,e), K=(e,c,d,b,a) L135.
EHE PHFHRXQLZEETFUHL TOWEHAI,

X call Qn7ay 7 itx3 % DFR, REF, I kU

DEF OXRDHFIXDNWTEZE. TDE &, T X2

OEIZIZEE D & Eitpd © (call by address) © 25

FrbHsb0DLT 3.

[ZHTYU XA 4] call Xizxtd 3 DFR, REF,
kv DEF oeE.
FHREPICBET2FHEx Q OFHL call Qs

270y %BET 5.

AS: BitBW 3 call X5 * 2 &L THERAX
NTWAEMB LU DFR(Q), REF(Q) &



34 % &

&0 DEF(Q)

Hi#: DFR(B), REF(B), # X DEF(B)

(4.1) DFR(Q), REF(Q), ¥ XU DEF(Q) o
5B T, JERFNERER T X 2ETEKL, K
R A BEEFNENICHIEL 127 £ 2 CTREL
7-#EA%E2DL3. £hd%EEFh&h DFR(B),
REF(B), X0 DEF(B) itiRAT 3.

4.2) QTERALTVATRT OIERHNERE
BTENFAZELTHERALTHWEEHOES Vs
2RHB. THbB,

Vs=REF (B)UDEF (B).

(4.3) HEDDT 2 ZICHTEENT A FOMHE
RBERXOFHLUICKZEEESZTIL. Lickt-
T, QDIEEDDR T * #itxtd 3 call QDE
295 A B uy, us, e, tum 12, BRBNT D-free T
$5. Tibb,

DFR (B)=DFR(B)U {1, u2, ***, tm}.

uy, uz, -, un OHTP ODRFFNEE, B LU DEF

(Q) KT NRVWIERFNERE v, vz, v &
Thiz, ehdiR, FHR2QOFHLU & > TEKE
CHESHEBINE L3 VWOT, DEF(B) »
5EDBRL.

DEF (B)=DEF (B)N[Vs— {v1, vz, -, 2} ].
(4.4) Fx P k3 RHANERS LUERK
MEROESE Ve LTHIL,

DFR(B)=Vp,—[V:—DFR(B)]. =

COFEILBOTI, £FA2ELTLIDOEY
BEEIMERINTVS L &K, Zh5IKHIET 2R
25 4 251 oCH D-free THNIL, ZOEHKIZB
BT D-free £33, ¥, EFAXELLTIHE
BRHZER g ERIh, QItEnTH g BIERFN
EMILTHEAZINTHE L &iTd, AROC EH80
3. TS DEAIHSVWTERLEELE ST,
QI3 fiEoMnEILE >T, EBEBRONT
NOETT 2 0ERELSSRITE ST,

W OhDFRRELSKEZ S uS T anEX 5
L&, ZhOoOFHMEBOFEHL OBFRLEMICAN
feF—4& s 7o -T2 E¥D KIS,

[(FVTYXL 5] FHE@F—4F - 70—

(5.1) FhxOFHL 77 7GEERT 3.

(5.2) G#% topological sort L THEKEx DEHIE

F K=(Pu Par,-, P1) 2RET 3.

(5.3) F#t Pi,i=n, n—1,-,1 LDONT, T

Y XA1A2ERALT, £7 vy 2B 35 DFR

n b2 Jan. 1977

BXU REF 238 T3. DL %, call Xo7o
v 7 OMBITRLTTANT Y X a4 2B AT 5.

(5.4) BEHEEXIONTTAT Y X A3EERL
T&7 oy 7 DAOEHOT busy BEROESE
RbB. DL EOFHEOBITEFIERTX
L. X

5. © ¥ U

Goto ZL7Fu/ 3 IV EBERANTEMINEY
027 LR, —RICBRONSUFREOET DS
WBEEVIKEMBASITSNDE. Lic-T, Fhx
MIDEFH L ORIREEML 20T, 1 DDFHE DR
PEoTEChsREFE->TRES I — FEERL &
5&F 5L, FARKBRELLOEELANTERNA
—FEDHERNENSZEEHEY. cokHN
L&, LCTRRIFHREMT -2 - 7o —RITEAE
HUERESEL (NETE SO TROICHEIL.
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LEIE M DN Ic 20 T B RBICE L B0/
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