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As we had 6 common elements, SoC computes to 6. We have at least 4 single processes.

The number of elements in the single processes for criticality levels A, B, C and D are 10 (f4 through f13),
10 (f4 through f13), 6 (f4, 15, 6, f9, f10 and f11) and 6 (f4, f5, 6, f9, f10 and f11) respectively.

Thus, P r Rfdssingle processes A, B, C and D are computed as 0.6, 0.6, 1 and 1 respectively.
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Our DSL= X {UMA, CHESSML, CACM-arg}

Base model = X-compliant model

Resolved model = X-compliant model
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