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Table 1: Extracted Usecase
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Fig. 1: Usecase description of schedule case
management
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Fig. 6: Database model
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Fig. 2: Example of Usecase realization (Simulation) Abel W Abed gelE 243 uigd ALeRl 7]uke]
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Fig. 3: Business object model (Resource case)
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Fig. 5: Business components
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