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{Abstract>

The execution models of AND,”OR Parallelism in logic program are proposed in (10,12] that based on data
flow concept

In this paper, based on the model that is proposed in [10], the method with that assertions in logic program
are translated to data flow graphs is represented, and AND Parallelism can be increased by transforming
graph templates into Spanning Tree not Euler Path, and a procedure for execution of template tokens is

represented by propagating these tokens into nodes of data flow graph.
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