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B-TOS case study: Comparison of nominal and $80M per year program budget
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B-TOS case study: Comparison of nominal and $10M per year program budget
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B-TOS case study: Comparison of nominal and $25M per year program budget
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B-TOS case study: Comparison of nominal and $5M per year program budget
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Figure 10. B-TOS case study results for nominal and budget reduction cases for decreasing yearly budgets.



