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3.1 AMLX%<& DTD

AML i3 % RR T 5 12DIC Araucaria TEEEH
7z Markup Language T$H%. AML XEDE N EES
$°% DTD(argument.dtd)[5] D—EELLTICRT.

<!ELEMENT ARG (SCHEMESET?, TEXT?, EDATA?, AU?)>
<!ELEMENT AU (PROP, REFUTATION?, (CA | LA)*)>
<IELEMENT PROP (PROPTEXT, OWNER¥*,
INSCHEME*, ROLE*, TUTOR?)>

<!ELEMENT REFUTATION (AU)>
<!ELEMENT CA (AU*)>
<!ELEMENT LA (AU, AU+)>
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3.3 AMLXE55 EALP/ELP £ FHE
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AML A®D ARG, AU, PROP, PROPTEXT %#5~\)L &
LTED/—RE2ET. p AU BHRNFESXTH 5.

F$iZ p_ARG(root)
AHER: root (AML ADIR)
stepl. root DFD AU T NNWD/—FERED, 2h% n AU L35,
step2. p-AU(n-AU) %%47. return.

FHi& p_AU(Node_AU)
ANER: Node AU 3Rf#: String &
JRFER: Child, Head, BL;
stepl. Node_ AU OF# Child & U, £T® Child icoWT
step2 ZE1T.
step2. (i)Child ®5-LH PROP % 51E, p_PROP(Child) #£7L
ZDiR{E% Head IcfAA. (i.e. Head:=p.PROP(Child))
(ii)Child D Z~N)IVAY CA ¥7zid LA &6,
Child DFOE AU F~AD/— K AU; (1< i < k)
2DV, p-AU(n_AU;) BEFT, ZTOEE%R BL; i<fRA.
Head “<” BL, »,”..”)” BLy %)V —)VEHES.
(v)Child DZ~\)VH REFUTATION %5,
Child ODFD AU /—RERDTJ, T1% n AU &9 3.
p-AU(n.AU) 2 F{T.
(vi)Child i CA & LA D& DOAHES , Head # NAF UF3)b
TixWia 5, Head “” 53—V,
step3. return Head. %O LIt p AU (i) TERENS
RN — IV DAED) T Wi B,

FHi& p.PROP(Node_PROP)

AFEE: Node. PROP iEfH: string B!

JAFZ#L: Lit, ano

stepl. Node_ PROP OF® PROPTEXT LD/ — REHDIF
Fh% n PROPTEXT &9 3.

step2. p_PROPTEXT(n_PROPTEXT) #£{7L,
FOEME#E Lit iR

step3. n_.PROPTEXT ® nodelabel B DE#* ano iICfRA.

%ELP 72513 ZRMENDT ano EZEHNCK 3
step4. Lit ”:” ano % return. %HUWHLITD p AU TERZ NS
% —IVOIEDY F MK S.

##i& p_ PROPTEXT(Node_ PROPTEXT)
AFIEH: Node PROPTEXT /—F &{H: string &
RFER: txt
stepl. Node PROPTEXT OF®D {PCDATA % txt iZfEA.
step2. return txt RPECH LEDY T c k3

B 4: AML X&» 5 EALP/ELP £RO 7LV XL
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BREHR AN EERT.

+1 call p_ARG(ARG1)
+2 call p_AU(AU1)
+3 call p_PROP(PROP1)
+4 call p_PROPTEXT (PROPTEXT1)
-4 return a

-3 return a:t
+3 call p_AU(AU2)
+4 call p_PROP(PROP2)
+5 call p_PROPTEXT(PROPTEXT2)
-5 return b
-4 return b:t
+4 call p_AU(AU3)
+5 call p_PROP(PROP3)
+6 call p_PROPTEXT(PROPTEXT3)
-6 return d
-5 return d:t
<<<Loutput d:t «>>>>
-4 return d:t
+4 call p_AU(AU4)
+5 call p_PROP(PROP4)
+6 call p_PROPTEXT(PROPTEXT4)
-6 return not e
-5 return not e:f
-4 return not e:f
<<<<output b:t < d:t, not e:f>>>>
-3 return b:t
<<<<output a:t < b:t>>>>
-2 return a:t
-1 return
LHOERITEBELD, K2 DMIEZ AT T LNET
fal[a:t—b:t; b:t—d:tnote: f;d:t —|%
BT B —IVH, B SEDIRICIER, EITRICEDS
NBTLAETES.
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