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Conclusions:

Although cost models must evolve as new technology becomes available and as program objectives are modified, the research and analysis
done in this project have improved the foundation upon which cost models for future space telescopes will be based. Major results from my
research include confirmation of the relationship between OTA cost and diameter, and OTA Cost and OTA mass. As diameter increases, so does
OTA Cost and OTA Mass, both increasing in similar ways. This shows that mass is still the most significant factor in cost and provides graphical
evidence that we are taking the rights steps towards a cost estimate by separating the variables that influence mass and cost. Research on the
variables that affect cost will continue in the future in an effort to create the most updated and accurate cost model for space telescopes
possible.
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