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A Cause-Effect Graph approach to the Syntax Analysis

Stage in a Compiler Design

Young Chul Kim
Graduate of Eng., Yonsei Uniwv.

In this paper, in order to make the compiler that
the corrective detection of errors and expression
of more understandable error messages are provid-
ed, the usage of cause-effect testing method and

case study (simulation COBOL compiler) using this
methodology are illustrated.
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