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Fig. 2 Overview of the TM-control MILS
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Fig. 3 Difference between a model and an executable form
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Fig. 5 Simulation environment using SCALEXIO
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Fig. 7 Relationship between the number of model
divisions and simulation time
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Fig. 8 Specification of the order of operations
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Fig. 10 Simulation time of TM-control MILS
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