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Figure S. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE  ::
Strategy with restrictions
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5. CONCLUSION
Based on the m‘e'thoddogy"and on the deyelooed tool, it is p0ssible to assert that:

The interaction of models based on knowledge and system dynamlcs methods produce
powerful MSS tools.

It is possible the integration of the superficial and deep knowledges in order to help more
efficiently the decision maker.

The problem of the strategical planning of computational recourses is possible to be
solved through

MSS tools.
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