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Procedure SumAndProduct(
S1 : N : integer:
S2 : var SumN,
S3 : ProdN : integer)
S4 @ ver I ¢ integer;
begin
S5 @ SumN : = 0;
S6 : ProdN @ = 1;
S7:1:=1to S8: N do begin
S9 @ SumN ! = SumN + [;
S10 : ProdN : = ProdN + I;
S 11 : end
S 12 : end
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N(S) = {Ni}
N(Sz) = {SumN}
N(S3) = {ProdN;}

N(S4) = {It}

N(Ss) = {SumN., 01}
N(S¢) = {ProdNy, 11}
N(S?) = {k, 12}
N(Ss) = {N2}

N(Ss) = {SumNs, SumNg, Iz}
N(S10) = {ProdNs, ProdN,, 14}
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N(N) = {Ni, No}

ND = {I}, I, I L}

N(SumN) = {SumN;, SumNz, SumNs, SumNg4}
N(ProdN) = {ProdNj, ProdNz, ProdNs, ProdN4}
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E(Ss) = {01 — SumNg}

E(Se) = {11 — ProdNz}
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E(SumN) = {SumN; — SumN; SumN; —
SumN3;, SumN; — SumN,}
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