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Procedure Initialize(dagnode, Tree_Dcopy)
begin
Dag_Buffer{] := Topol{dagnode)
ROOT_PROVI[] := Tree_Dcopy;
Tree_D’copyl] := Create T();
ROOT_NEED = T

end;
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Procedure Com_Prov_Need(Dag_Buffer[})
begin
for dag := Dag_Buffer[Min] to Dag_Buffer[Max]
do begin
Need[dag] := NEEDED(dag);
Providag] := ROOT_PROV([dag]

end,

if (Need == 'EMPTY) then
for dag := Dag_Buffer{Min} to Dag_Buffer{Max]
do

Dag_NEEDIdag] := <Need[dag],i>;
if (Prov == 'EMPTY) then
for dag = Dag_Buffer[Min] fo Dag_Buffer[Max]
do
Dag_PROVI[dag] := Prov(dag]
end;
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Procedure Make_D'copy (Dag_Buffer[), Dag_NEED{],
Dag_PROVI], Tree_D'copyl])
begin

A 2+A 5} Dag_Buffer[] := Topol(d’_root(dagnode));
= Dag_NEED Dag PROV for dag = Dag_Buffer[Min] to Dag_Buffer[Max) do
1 o {1/1) begin
2 (<12/81>} 3/2, 6/2} if (Dag_PROVIdag] == EMPTY) then
3 {<12/82>, <12/8,3>} (7/3) begin
4 {<13/3,1>} {2/4} New_Dag := NEW(dag);
5 [%] {9/5} Tree_D’copy(Dag_NEED[dag]] := New_Dag
end;
1=
o . Da'q-gEED Dafl-élg}o v if (Dag_PROVIdag] == IEMPTY) then
7 z a1/7 Tree_D'copy[Dag_NEED({dag]] := Dag_PROV(dag]
8 (0 &z Remove T (Tree_D'copy[])
9 {<12/8.4>} [%] end,
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