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p
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h
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p
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p
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n
gin

e

areaw
id

th
areah

eig
h
t

1
..
∗

n
o
tify

u
p
d
a
te

0
..
∗

h
ea

d

w
o
rld

1
..
∗

C
o
n
ven

tio
n
s:

•
d
efa

u
lt

ξ
is

1

– 10 – 2013-12-02 – Stron –

2
4

/
9
6

M
o

dellin
g

B
eh

avio
ur

– 10 – 2013-12-02 – main –

2
5

/
9
6

Stocktakin
g...

H
a
ve

:
M

ean
s

to
m

o
d
el

th
e

stru
ctu

re
of

th
e

system
.

•
C
lass

d
iagram

s
grap

h
ically,

con
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b
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.
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p
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p
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p
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con
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b
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