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OBJECTIVE — Develop methods and framework for an analytic workbench Decision Tools: Robust Portfolio Optimization
to analyze system interdependencies in context of SoS architecture and
evolution to guide both systems and SoS development.

Decision support approach from financial engineering/operations
research to identify ‘portfolios’ of systems by leveraging performance
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Approximate dynamic programming (ADP) framework is used to make
an near-optimal sequence of decisions for SoS capability development.
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