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C2	
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  Claim	
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  Carry	
  over	
  part	
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{Architecture}	
  sa0sfies	
  allocated	
  
Dependability	
  AXribute	
  in	
  
development:	
  Claim	
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  Carry-­‐over	
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  Dynamic	
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  ArgumentReasoning	
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  Expected	
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(use	
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  Informa0onElement	
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  cases	
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Informa0onElement	
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