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region v do
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begin
while not (§,>0 &:-& S.>0) do await(e) ;
Sii=8-1; ; Su: =Sa—1
end }
® V (S, Sw)

region v do
begin

Si:=8+1; «; Sm:=Sm+1;

{if not empty (Q.) then} cause (¢)
end
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