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Background UAT Plan

A UAT plan is a comprehensive set of use cases
that is tested to ensure the EDC system can
handle real-world tasks and perform up to
development specifications.

A UAT plan is developed by identifying test cases,

* The Targeted Agent and Profiling Utilization Registry
(TAPUR) Study is a precision oncology phase Il basket Planning
trial that evaluates the antitumor activity of
commercially available targeted agents in patients with
advanced cancers with specific genomic alterations
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