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The processes related to oil and gas infrastructure are costly and hazardous. So, it requires complex mea-
sures to prevent the project overflow in terms of cost and time. This paper proposes two new methods
with the capability of use in oil and gas projects, namely a modified risk driver method, and an integrated
risk-schedule driver approach under the pressure of probable resources. The goal of the study is to in-
crease the use of cost and schedule risk analysis in the company under study with a focus on incidental
costs calculated at the end of the development phase. Using the Primavera Risk Analysis software, we
will perform the cost and schedule risk analysis of an oil project at the National Iranian Drilling Com-
pany using each one of the proposed modern methods and with the help of consulting engineers and
compare their results considering the estimation of incidental costs and the recognition of high-severity
risks. Then, we will perform a sensitivity analysis on the activity level in order to enhance the sched-
ule risk analysis of the target company and identify the most significant activities in the project program
through a series of measurements. Also, we will perform a numerical analysis considering the integrated
cost and cost risks. © 2024 Journal of Energy Management and Technology
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1. INTRODUCTION Risk management is an essential and systematic process im-
plemented in industrial establishments, following the manufac-
turer’s policies and industry best practices. This process plays a
crucial role in understanding the cause-and-effect relationships

between risks and their associated operations [7, 8]. Risk man-

According to [1], the definition of risk can vary depending on the
application domain. For instance, in the business domain, risk is
defined as the likelihood of achieving successful outcomes. On

the other hand, in the project domain, it is defined as the success-
ful completion of a project within a predetermined timeframe
and cost [2, 3]. The Project Management Institute Reference [4]
defines risk as an uncertain event or condition that, if it occurs,
can have a positive impact (opportunity) or a negative impact
(threat) on project objectives. Since projects are subject to uncer-
tainties arising from both external and internal factors, effective
risk management is necessary to reduce the probability of oc-
currence and/or minimize the negative impact of risky events
[5]. In terms of assessing uncertainties, risks are typically cat-
egorized as low, medium, or high, depending on the overall
impact they may have. From a quantitative perspective, risk
is addressed through the implementation of countermeasures
aimed at reducing either the likelihood or the consequences of
a risk, or by transferring the risk to a third party, such as an
insurance company [6].

agement can be proactive, employing managerial procedures
to lower the probability of occurrence, or reactive, responding
promptly to minimize the negative impact after a risk has mani-
fested. It is important to note that the occurrence of risks often
changes over time, necessitating continuous monitoring. The
comprehensive management of risk involves the identification,
control, and minimization of the impact of unpredictable or un-
certain events. Four fundamental phases in the risk management
process: risk identification, risk assessment, risk analysis, and
risk mitigation [6]. Among these phases, the risk analysis phase
holds prime importance. Its objective is to prioritize identified
risks and provide data to support the evaluation and treatment
of risks. During the risk analysis process, it is crucial to systemat-
ically utilize available information to determine the frequency of
specified events and assess the magnitude of their consequences
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[9, 10]. This process can take various forms, including quali-
tative, semi-qualitative, quantitative, or a combination thereof.
Qualitative risk analysis involves instinct-based assessments
of a situation, while quantitative risk analysis aims to assign
numeric values to risks using empirical data or quantified quali-
tative assessments [11]. Risk analysis methods based on systems
and probability are typically employed in cases where sufficient
failure statistics are unavailable [12, 13].

One of the primary goals of project managers is to create a
cost estimation method and a project schedule showing when
the project will be completed. Considering the fact that the
project risks often tend to increase rather than decrease the costs,
the delayed commissioning of projects (cost and time increase)
has become commonplace [14]. In oil projects, like many other
projects in Iran, the time-cost balance issue is the main concern.
Oil and gas development projects are compressed and high-
risk investments, which make them vulnerable to cost and time
overruns [15]. In addition to the balance theorem, some costs are
considered as a buffer and the maximum sum of the project cost.
The estimation value of this sum can help complete the project,
which can cause significant damage to the contractor and the
employer. If we want to make this sum realistic, we should
consider finding and analyzing the risks carefully and finding
relationships between them. In this research, we seek to find
methods of quantitative analysis that improve the values of Cost
Risk Analysis (CRA) and Schedule Risk Analysis (SRA). We will
use software applications to estimate the cost at which the project
will be completed. We will test the typical methods by focusing
on the amount of buffers, comparing them with Quantitative
Risk Analysis-Monte Carlo Simulation (QRA-MCs) and selecting
the appropriate method. We will compare the method used
by oil companies with the appropriate method found in the
previous step. The ultimate goal of this study is to help mitigate
the cost and time overruns in oil and gas projects. Additionally,
this research tries to introduce a method by which oil and gas
companies can estimate the additional cost of work (buffer) and
update its rate at the design and planning stages, and even in the
implementation stages, if needed. If it is continuously updated,
it is possible to minimize the accumulation of additional capital
to guarantee doing the work or to think of finding capital to
guarantee doing the work. This research will be organized as
follows: we will review the previous studies in the next part.
In the third part, we discuss the research process, methodology
and the tools used in the research to analyze the problem under
study. The results will be presented and analyzed in the next
part, and the fifth part will deal with the conclusion of the study
and end with some suggestions for future research.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

Here, we review the articles that have been written about risks,
estimation conditions, how to use numerical methods, the Monte
Carlo method, and information analysis. Reference [16] con-
ducted a study on major oil and gas projects, finding that risks
related to offshore projects tend to increase and are an important
factor in doing risk analysis and evaluating reliable probabilities.
The determined probabilities provide no guarantee and instead
allow for the fulfillment of cost and time criteria. He stated that
stakeholders in offshore projects need more than ever to be realis-
tic and rational about the probabilities required, know about the
probability of fulfillment of the approved expense and schedule,
the probability of overflow of the cost and predicted schedule,
and identify high-probability risks for which we should define

a reliable risk severity mitigation program. References [14] and
[16] performed research on risks and concluded that they should
avoid underestimating the time and cost in order to cope with
the overflow problem. Reference [14] found that we should
avoid underestimating the cost and time in order to eliminate
the cost and time overflow problems in projects. To achieve this
aim, it is very necessary to recognize and evaluate the conditions
and events that can divert the cost and time of the project from
the initial estimation. This method is known as risk analysis,
which in turn paves the way for developing a realistic proba-
bility assessment of time and cost. It is necessary to identify
and evaluate the conditions and events that may divert project
costs and time from the initial estimate. Investigating various
project risks and their impacts, he found that cost risk depends
on the uncertain elements of the project and that cost estima-
tion will not be reliable if planning fails. References [14] and
[17] criticized Monte Carlo and non-Monte Carlo approaches
and concluded that the Monte Carlo simulation always ensures
that concepts and results will be consistent. Considering that
Monte Carlo techniques take into account the combination of
multiple risks, their results can practically enhance decision-
making confidence for managers. This paper deals with the
quantitative risk analysis method, which can in turn be done
through different models. Reference [17] classified quantitative
evaluation methods into computational methods and software
methods. The computational methods were subdivided into
(1) Monte Carlo simulation methods; (2) numerical approxima-
tion methods; (3) precise algebraic solutions; and (4) torque
calculation methods. References [18], [19] and [14] analyzed the
various methods used for quantitative evaluation. They found
that Monte Carlo simulation models have been experienced and
tested more than the various methods of quantitative risk anal-
ysis. They argue that the Monte Carlo simulation model is the
most common and acceptable method for quantitative risk anal-
ysis. By combining various risks and their interactive impacts,
the MCs technique practically leads to multiple options from
which decision-makers can choose based on their potential toler-
ance. In addition, the above-mentioned result, which is based
on probability, is one of the requirements of the association for
the advancement of cost engineering regarding the probability
assessment method. Therefore, the new methods of evalua-
tion and assessment in the oil and gas industry usually use
probabilistic thinking through the use of incidental simulation
techniques. Reference [20] presented a novel quantitative risk
analysis and assessment approach integrating AHP and Monte
Carlo simulation methods. The study employed AHP to assign
weights to Confidentiality, Integrity, and Availability (CIA) as
information asset security attributes. To address uncertainties in
vulnerabilities and threats, Monte Carlo simulation was utilized,
considering multiple evaluators’ perspectives. Reference [21]
assessed cost estimation in construction projects using Monte
Carlo simulation, examining the probability distribution of dif-
ferent cost elements. The authors explored correlations between
project costs and simulation results, highlighting the value of
Monte Carlo simulation for risk management and cost estima-
tion. They identified an imbalanced and positively skewed cost
distribution, indicating interdependencies among cost elements.
In a study by [22], a fuzzy Monte Carlo simulation (MCS) ap-
proach was proposed to address the mentioned issues. The fuzzy
MCS offers advantages over traditional MCS by incorporating
both aleatory and epistemic uncertainty, and generating a range
of probability distributions. Additionally, the paper explored
the effective utilization of fuzzy MCS for uncertainty and global
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sensitivity analysis. Reference [23] employed a Monte Carlo
simulation-based fate model to investigate the behavior of six
antibiotics in wastewater treatment. The study found that nor-
floxacin and ciprofloxacin exhibit higher removal rates during
secondary treatment compared to other antibiotics. The total
removal efficiencies were primarily influenced by the tertiary
process, with reverse osmosis achieving high removal rates for
all antibiotics. Ozone treatment demonstrated negative corre-
lations between antibiotic removal and molecular weight, log
octanol-water partition coefficient, and acid dissociation con-
stant. Reverse osmosis effectively reduced antibiotic toxicity,
while residual erythromycin and ciprofloxacin in effluent pose
higher risks even after ozone and powder activated carbon treat-
ments. These findings contributed to optimizing wastewater
treatment and assessing antibiotic risks in the environment. Ref-
erence [24] developed a dual-interval stochastic programming
method (MC-DSP) using Monte Carlo simulation to assess un-
certainty impacts on crop planning and irrigation water supply.
Applied to the Zhangweinan River Basin in China, the method
generated solutions for crop planning and water allocation, re-
vealing changes in system benefits and irrigation shortages due
to varying surface water availabilities. Insufficient water for
wheat irrigation poses a risk to food supply, and all subareas
of farmland experience water deficits under different scenarios.
The conflicts between economic development and agricultural
sustainability necessitated adjustments to food security policies.
Reference [25] conducted a study to identify the critical risk
criteria in Oil and Gas Construction (OGC) projects based on
data collected from expert interviews in Iran in 2016. The study
utilized DEMATEL to evaluate the relative strengths of interde-
pendencies among the risks and employs the ANP method to
assess the significance of risk factors and determine an optimal
risk management strategy. The research findings contributed a
novel adaptation of risk assessment methodology specifically tai-
lored to OGC projects, highlighting key risk factors influencing
project success and aiding in the development of policies for reli-
able energy supply planning. Reference [6] focused on studying
the recognition, application, and quantification of risks in project
management, specifically within an oil and gas project in Oman.
Qualitative data on project risks were gathered through field
visits and interviews, which were then converted into numer-
ical values based on expert opinions. Monte Carlo simulation
using Risky Project Professional software predicted a potential
2-year delay and an 8% chance of exceeding the budget. The
numerical analysis was validated by comparing it with qual-
itative analysis conducted with project managers. Reference
[26] provided a comprehensive assessment of risks in the Ira-
nian bridge construction industry through site visits, interviews,
and questionnaires. Monte Carlo simulation was employed to
quantitatively analyze risks on a real project, determining their
impact on project time and cost. Financial risk was identified
as the most critical factor affecting projects. Practical solutions
for risk assessment and analysis were proposed, beneficial for
contractors, project managers, and project control engineers in
bridge construction companies. Reference [27] assessed the im-
pact of delay risks on the completion time of an oil and gas
project in Indonesia. Data on delay risks were collected from
literature reviews, project documents, and interviews. A Monte
Carlo simulation was conducted, revealing a probability of less
than 1% for on-time completion and projected extensions of
10.6% (405 days) and 14.2% (418 days) with 50% and 80% proba-
bilities, respectively. The sensitivity analysis identified tubular
delivery as the most influential activity, with long-lead item

delivery being the risk with the greatest impact on project de-
lays. The findings informed stakeholders in developing effective
risk mitigation strategies. Reference [28] examined risk man-
agement challenges in Public-Private-Partnership (PPP) project
implementation. Through decomposition analysis, government
risk, market risk, and project risk were identified as key risks in
PPP projects. A list of PPP project risks was established, and an
improved matter element model was proposed for risk assess-
ment. Reference [29] presented a novel consulting process to
address the previously mentioned challenges in the triangular
FAHP. This process included an innovative questionnaire de-
sign and an approach for determining fuzzy numbers based on
experts’ responses. The effectiveness of the proposed method
was demonstrated through its application in the Jinan metro
tunnel construction case study, where the new questionnaire
outperforms the traditional one in terms of convenience and
time efficiency for collecting experts’ opinions, resulting in the
establishment of consistent judgment matrices using triangular
fuzzy numbers. Reference [30] presented an original risk assess-
ment approach using Monte Carlo simulation that addresses
the co-occurrence of risks. They utilized extended and clas-
sic simulations to prioritize risks through Co-Occurrence-based
Risk Assessment (CORA) and determines uncertainty levels for
each risk source. The proposed model not only identified and
analyzed risks but also explored relationships between them,
distinguishing between resonance and reduction effects. The
authors incorporated a system dynamic model to visualize risk
relationships and was successfully applied to a petrochemical
project. The results highlighted the significance of considering
risk co-occurrence, emphasizing the value of CORA in compre-
hensive decision-making for managers. Reference [31] analyzed
46 infant formulas from the Chinese market to determine the
levels of 3-MCPDEs and GEs. By combining occurrence and
consumption data, a Monte Carlo simulation-based model was
developed to assess the risk of these contaminants in Chinese
infant formulas. The results showed that 3-MCPDEs posed min-
imal health risks to most populations aged 0-36 months, while
GEs may pose potential risks to 10% of the 0-12 month’s age
group. The study highlighted the importance of considering
uncertainties in the assessment and provides insights for regula-
tory limits in China. Reference [32] measured the concentration
of diazinon, chlorpyrifos, and malathion in cantaloupe and soil
samples from Kashan and Aran-Bidgol, Iran. Monte Carlo sim-
ulation was used to estimate the oral and dermal health risks
associated with these pesticides. The results indicated that the
concentrations of these pesticides in cantaloupe and soil were
within acceptable limits. However, continuous exposure to these
pesticides may still pose potential harm. The study emphasized
the importance of understanding the health consequences of
pesticide contamination and implementing remedial strategies
to mitigate environmental concerns. Reference [33] examined
the distribution, sources, and environmental risks of potentially
toxic elements (PTEs) in cultivated soils in Lishui City, China.
The results highlighted Pb and Cd as the main pollutants with
higher ecological risks. Analysis identified natural, mining, traf-
fic, and agricultural sources contributing to PTE accumulation.
Mining activities were found to significantly impact human
health risks, especially for children. This research provided valu-
able insights for managing PTE pollution and controlling health
risks in cultivated soils. Reference [34] evaluated the economic
risks of district heating (DH) networks considering uncertainties
in energy prices and waste heat availability. A case study of an
inter-regional heat transfer network in Austria was conducted
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using Monte Carlo simulations. The results demonstrated that
DH networks, by optimizing the utilization of waste heat and
integrating various heat sources, can mitigate the economic risks
associated with fluctuating energy prices compared to individ-
ual heating systems.

The inability of the existing models to integrate systemic risks
is one of the most noticeable inherent deficiencies. This ineffi-
ciency is a chronic problem that affects all MC-based models.
Instead of considering the project as a whole, it focuses on linear
elements and thus can only focus on the project-specific risks.
This paper initially proposes a modified hybrid model, which,
unlike the model presented by [35], extracts the results of both
models separately and then integrates them in a separate step.
Due to the need for an extra step, this will add to the complexity
of the task. In addition, the common risk analysis software ap-
plications are not able to simultaneously control both integrated
methods, which, as a result, limits the applicability of the com-
bined model in the industry. To solve this problem, we present
an integrated risk driver approach with Probabilistic Resource
Loaded Schedule (PRLS), the use of which will lead to a better
prioritization of the noticeable risks involved in the costs of this
project. In this regard, based on the gathered data, "uncertainty
of duration" has the most critical impact. Therefore, improving
the accuracy of the input data for the program can increase the
accuracy of the estimated final cost. The main differences be-
tween this paper and other studies that have been conducted in
this area are presented as follows:

¢ Simultaneous consideration of cost and time risks directly,
¢ Considering the correlation of risks,

¢ High iterations of risk variables that reduce the probability
of not considering the important risks,

¢ The decision maker’s freedom to balance time and cost

¢ Introducing two new Monte Carlo simulation methods,
the modified risk driver method and the integrated risk
schedule method, under the pressure of probable resources
with the ability to be used in oil and gas projects,

¢ Possibility of changing the analyses at the start of the project
stages and reducing uncertainty,

¢ Implementation of cost risk analysis and schedule risk anal-
ysis of an oil project in Iran’s National Drilling Company
using the proposed methods.

3. METHODOLOGY

A. Research Stages

This research aims to enhance the performance of CRA and
SRA methods by focusing on probable costs at the end of the
development phase. Different methods of ascertaining probable
costs have been investigated by different studies, among which
the quantitative risk analysis methods based on Monte Carlo
simulation models for cost and schedule have been subjected to
more in-depth studies. The steps involved in this article are as
follows:

1. Investigating the CRA and SRA techniques with a focus on
probabilistic estimation using QRA-MCS-based models to
find a new solution usable in oil and gas projects in Decision
Gate 3 (DG3).

‘ Models based on Monte Carlo simulation methods

‘ Driver-based Methods ‘ ‘ Traditional Methods

‘ Expected value ‘ Risk driver ‘ Conditional ‘ ‘Threerpmmesumanon ‘ Widespread estimation ‘

Fig. 1. Classification of Monte Carlo simulation methods [14].

2. Comparing the theory of the current approach in a sample
company in terms of CRA, SRA, and probability estimates
in DG3 with recommended procedures in order to find
possible contradictions and cases of incorrect use and their
impact on final results.

3. Implementing the new CRA and SRA methods identified
in the sample company and comparing the results with
current procedures in order to improve the sample com-
pany’s status in terms of estimation of probable costs and
identification of significant risks.

4. Doing a practical comparison between the Monte Carlo
simulation methods for estimation of probabilistic costs and
the corresponding non-MC models in the sample company
in order to find the inconsistency in their results.

B. Examining Typical MCs-Based Models for the QRA

All the methods presented hereafter make use of the simula-
tion process. These methods combine expert judgment with
the analytic model and then obtain probabilistic outputs using
simulation. Figure 1 presents a classification of Monte Carlo
simulation methods.

B.1. Traditional Methods

Traditional models are those that use probability density func-
tions (PDFs) to provide uncertainty in the values of elements due
to the impact of existing risks. In other words, these techniques
focus on the level of activity rather than the risk. The three-point
estimation method is the simplest type of MC-based model that
confirms the risks by taking uncertainty and associated risks
into account for each project. The larger the distribution width,
the greater the uncertainty of income. Some criticisms of the
3-point estimate method are presented below:

¢ In this method, the risk probability is ignored completely,
and risks are presented merely due to their unknown im-
pacts.

¢ It is not possible to distinguish the impact of each risk on
the cost of the entire project. In other words, this model
does not play a role in determining the most serious risks
and planning to reduce them.

e Focusing on the element of each project cost leads to a loss
of the impact of the risk on other cost elements.

¢ The mental evaluation of the collective impact of multiple
risks on the elements of each cost is difficult for experts.
This plays a role in the uncertainty of the input data.

The widespread estimation method was developed based on the
Pareto principle (also known as the 80/20 rule, the law of the
vital few, or the principle of factor sparsity). This method can be
assumed as an advancement to a 3-point estimate model focus-
ing merely on vital activities, which, according to Humphreys
(2008), impedes the final probable underestimation caused by
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the 3-point method. This method determines the risks of the
project cost by focusing on a few vital elements, classifying the
vital opportunities and risks, and using the Monte Carlo simula-
tion technique. The key to using this method is to identify the
vital elements of the project and apply the spectrum of estimates
to those elements. A common misconception is that very large
cost elements are vital due to their scope, while an item must
be considered vital if it can be sufficiently changed to impose a
significant impact on the profit or cost of the project. The main
critique of the widespread estimation method is that it neglects
the impact of uncertainty associated with non-vital elements by
assigning algebraic values for them and ignores their collective
impacts. In rare cases, highly correlated non-vital elements have
collective impacts even beyond the impact of the vital item, but
this impact cannot be taken into account with this method due
to the exclusive focus on vital elements.

B.2. Driver-based Methods

According to the Association for the Advancement of Cost
Engineering (AACE), the key concept in risk management is
that a probabilistic estimate should reflect the causes or drivers
of the risk. By contrast, traditional methods (3-point estimate
or widespread estimate models) do not bind the calculated
probabilistic estimate to the root causes of uncertainty. In
order to overcome this deficiency, driver-based approaches
that focus particularly on risks have been gradually developed.
In other words, [36] argue that baseline estimates should be
competitive, that is, they should require increased pricing and
excessive prescription for general unknowns. As shown in
Figure 1, driver-based models include three methods: the risk
driver, the conditional method, and the expected value method.
We study an oil project at the National Drilling Company. A
comparison of the process of cost and time analysis in this
company (Appendix 3) with the researched methods shows that
the National Drilling Company currently uses the risk driver
method. Accordingly, it is assumed that these analyses are not
affected by the inefficiency of traditional methods. Therefore,
this paper proposes two new methods based on the risk driver
method in order to analyze the cost and schedule risks in oil
and gas projects. In the following, we will introduce the risk
driver method and these new methods.

Method 1: The Risk Driver Method

This method was introduced by [14]. Let’s provide a brief
explanation of this method.

¢ Risks are derived from the risk register form.

* Risks are assigned to project element costs (more than one
risk is assigned to an element).

* The probability of each risk is estimated (algebraic).

¢ The impacts of each risk regarding estimation of the cor-
responding base of cost elements in incremental terms are
specified explicitly, that is, the incremental coefficients of
"L, M, H" for the impact on the element of each cost and the
type of probabilistic distribution for it are specified.

¢ Implementation of MCs, meaning that in each iteration, if
multiple risks affect one activity, their incremental factors
(random selection from probabilistic distributions of im-
pacts) are multiplied by one another and are applied by
estimating the baseline cost (algebraic value) of the project

Project Element’s Cost

Frequency

Combination of
Uncertainties and Risk
Events

Multiple Uncertainties

Multiple Risk Events

Fig. 2. The impact of risk uncertainties and events on the form
of the probability density function based of Reference [14].

element for determining the cost of that particular activity
during that iteration. If a risk does not occur during the
iterations, value 1 is assigned as its incremental impact to
neutralize its impact in the increment (multiplication).

* Risk events may or may not occur (with a probability of
less than 100%) and have uncertain impacts. The absence
of key, high-quality personnel is an example of this. The
probabilities of risky events are specified with an algebraic
value.

Figure 2 shows the impacts of the assignment of multiple
monopoly uncertainties and risk events and their combination
with the distribution of project cost elements. It is necessary
to emphasize that the probability distribution will change if a
completely risky event occurs. Because the element of each risk
is 100% definite, the cost of many iterations of MCs will be equal
to the baseline estimate. The mutation in the combination mode
tends to fade. Reference [14] shows that correlations between
line elements are due to risks, and risks are assigned to project
elements in this model. Because conclusions are inferred from
the incremental factors of risks, the cost elements are correlated
with the progression of the simulation. These risks must be
independent of one another and integrated into each term.
Therefore, there is no need to determine the correlation between
risk elements.

Method 2: Modified Risk Driver Method

Regardless of the correlation between non-deterministic
elements, one of the inaccurate uses is inaccuracy in the results
of MC-based models. In order to avoid the participation of
correlation coefficients in non-deterministic elements, we
used independent risk factors in the risk driver method. This
approach is quite consistent with [14] approach to the selection
of risk factors. By using this method, Reference [14] claimed
that by choosing strategic level risks, we do not need to estimate
the correlation coefficients between uncertain factors of risk.
In addition, due to the use of the risk driver method, the
correlations between the lines in the cumulative distribution
function (CDF) are modeled in practice, and consequently,
there will be no need to estimate the correlation coefficients
through them. However, as [37] asserts, entering risks only
from the strategic level causes us to ignore the impacts of some
of the precise technical risks and acts as a deterrent, causing
the correlation between the curve lines of the CDF not to be
fully accounted. This indicates that if we involve only risks at
strategic levels that are closely interrelated, we will still need
to use the correlation coefficients between them in order to
precisely determine the residual correlation due to the impact of
ignoring the precise technical risks.
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Method 3: An integrated risk-schedule driver approach
under the pressure of probable sources

The integrated cost-schedule risk driver method has been
selected as the latest technology for implementation in the CRA
domain and compared with the current risk driver method.
This choice is justified for the following reasons: Considering
the fact that the Eavar field development project is one of
the major projects in the oil and gas industry, it is assumed
that a large amount of the cost of this project is supplied
through time-dependent resources. Accordingly, as an impact
of sensitivity analysis on the cost of the Eavar project, the
"schedule impact", which is the impact of the fluctuations of the
schedule on project cost, has been posed as the most significant
risk in the CRA. This confirms the above-mentioned assumption
regarding the size of time-dependent resources in the project,
and thus emphasizes the degree of effective involvement of
schedule risks and uncertainties in cost-risk analysis. In contrast,
this impact is only estimated approximately in the risk driver
method for the CRA in the target project (Method 1) by adding
a single risk item called the "schedule impact" (Appendix 5).
This type of analysis is performed outside the framework of
the project schedule and, as a deterrent factor, considers only
one single-purpose impact of schedule risks on the project cost.
According to this principle, the effective involvement of the
schedule impact in the project cost is described as a benefit
of integrated analysis in the risk driver method through the
direct modeling of the relationship between cost and schedule.
Modeling is done by applying the integrated risk driver method
using the project schedule as a platform.

Sensitivity analysis in driver-based methods

Better and more reliable sensitivity analysis is regarded as
a major advantage of driver-based methods over traditional
methods because sensitivity analysis can be done on risk drivers
rather than activities. Now it is good to find the risks that are
more serious at a certain level of confidence and subsequently
provide reliable inputs for the discount plan. The impact of each
risk on the cost of the whole project and its prioritization by
sensitivity analysis depend on the following;:

¢ Its probability of occurrence,
* The scope of its impact on the project cost elements,
® The number and size of the cost elements assigned,

¢ The predetermined confidence level at which the sensitivity
analysis is performed, given that the resulting Tornado dia-
grams are based on correlation concepts that are themselves
determined by input and output distributions (A risk sig-
nificant at the P-70 level may not be significant at another
level).

4. CONCLUSIONS AND THEIR INTERPRETATIONS

In this part, we will implement the methods presented on an oil
project at the Iranian National Drilling Company. It should be
noted that the Consulting Engineers Company performs the cost
and schedule risk analysis for the target project based on the
process of cost and schedule risk analysis of the National Iranian
Drilling Company at DG3. To analyze the results, instead of the
@Risk software, we used the trial version of the Primavera Risk
Analysis (PRA) software for the following reasons:

¢ Free access to the trial version of the PRA was available
only for one month.

¢ In comparison with @Risk, the PRA software has a combina-
tion of more terminal equipment and computer programs.

e Unlike @Risk, there is no need to write the formula in Excel
to describe the system’s specifications in the PRA software.
Therefore, it is quite possible to learn how to use the PRA
skillfully in a short period of time.

The PRA software is a powerful tool for project risk analysis. It
enables the user to apply it for the following purposes: schedule
risk analysis, cost risk analysis, and combined cost/schedule
risk analysis for projects. In addition, the PRA software includes
various types of reports: distribution charts, Tornado diagrams,
dispersal charts, and possible liquidity assessments. It should be
noted that this software was, in some cases, able to control and
test the reliability of the collected data. For example, to eliminate
the deficiencies in the calculated coefficients (Appendix 11), the
risk correlation table was controlled and corrected by means of
this software.

A. Results of the risk driver method

The risk driver method is the current approach of the target
company in the use of CRA and SRA. To implement the risk
driver method and analyze the results, the researchers collected
the input cost and schedule data related to the project. They col-
lected the schedule data from the existing report and collected
the cost data with the collaboration of specialists from the Na-
tional Iranian Drilling Company. This project was implemented
through the use of the Primavera Risk Analysis software. Table
1 presents the input data collected from the project as well as
the elements considered in this analysis. It should be noted
that all uncertain elements in the input data are presented using
triangular distributions.

In this method, all simulations were performed with the risk
analysis module of the PRA software. The total cost and the
duration of the project were 180562340000 Rials and 1494 days,
respectively. Based on the type of the input risk data, all the risks
were defined in the software as quantitative risks, except for
"schedule accuracy”, which was defined for activities as "activity
duration Uncertainty". The Latin-Hypercube Sampling (LHS)
method, which is an acceptable sampling method superior to
MC sampling, was used in the software during simulation. In
order to implement CRA and SRA separately, we started two
"hidden risk plans", one by considering the schedule risk and
the other by considering the cost risks. After 1000 iterations of
simulations, we extracted the CDF and PDF for the cost and
activity duration of the target project.

A.1. Analysis of the CRA results

Figure 3 shows the PDF and CDF obtained from the CRA for the
Eavar Lavan project, in which the risk driver method is based
on the current approach of the drilling company. It is possible
to calculate risk probability based on different confidence levels.
Appendix 1 shows that the National Iranian Drilling Company
uses the confidence level of 50% here in the following ways:

Probability of cost = P50 value/the final cost

As Figure 3 shows, the probability of the cost of this project is
24306326730 trillion Rials, which is 13.4% of the estimated final
cost of the project. It is noteworthy that, as shown in Figure
3, there is only a 1% probability of reaching a definite value.
In addition, the standard deviation indicating the amount of
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Table 1. The input data of CRA and SRA for the project (Method 1).

Input data Description
CRA . . This includes estimated costs for all project activities. The cost elements were considered
Baseline cost (Appendix 1)
input just like the schedule elements.
data These data were prepared with the help of the specialists at the NIDC .

This document includes both the risks and the uncertainties associated with the baseline

cost of all costs. Risk also includes the probability of risk and its impact, Risk-related

Cost Risks (Appendix 2)
elements are extracted from a company’s report, and related are obtained with the
help of specialists from the National Iranian Drilling Company.
SRA This document includes both the risks and uncertainties associated with the preliminary
Baseline schedule
input estimation of the duration of activities. The risks also include their probability
(Appendix 3)
data and impacts.
Schedule risks L o
These data were extracted from an existing report within the company
(Appendix 4)
Method-1 CRA LD
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Fig. 3. PDF and CDF for the CRA of the project (Method 1).

uncertainty in the final result is equal to 1219064269 units. In
order to reduce the probability of a risk, we should mitigate the
specified risks. In this regard, sensitivity analysis is considered
one of the main benefits of driver-based methods over the old
methods. Figure 4 shows the impacts of sensitivity analysis on
the project cost, which includes the impact of each risk on the
total cost of the project and subsequently its priority

As presented in Figure 4, the "schedule impact ", which is
the impact of the fluctuation of the schedule on the cost, will
be the most significant risk to the project cost. This shows the
specific impact of the schedule risks and uncertainties on the
project cost. In addition, the concept mentioned in the previous
section emphasizes that the most important cost risks in large
projects are, in fact, schedule risks.

A.2. Results of the SRA results

Figure 5 shows the PDF and CDF obtained from the SRA for the
Eavar project, which are based on the current approach of the

National Iranian Drilling Company using the risk driver method.

As the above figure shows, the estimated final cost of the project
activity duration is 1494 days, and its probability of success is
only 1%. The confidence levels of 50% and 80% for the project
activity duration are 1555 and 1687 days, respectively. Figure

L L L L L s

Schedule Effect

Capacity in markets

Estimate accuracy

Design, development and changes
Detnor organisation and communication
Weight development

EPC contractor capacity

Contractor constellation

Labour strike

Contractor or supplier insolvency

Pile refusal

Fig. 4. Tornado diagram of the cost risk of the target project
(Method 1).

5 shows a significant deviation in the PDF of the time obtained
for the project from the normal distribution. This deviation, the
extension of the right-hand side of the graph, is extracted by
activity 43 (Appendix 3). This is a probabilistic branching with
the greatest impact on the project’s completion date because
it is always on a critical path. In simple terms, the part of the
ongoing activity is postponed, and the subsequent parts should
be carried out in less time and under pressure until the finish
date.

Cost results

From the CDF of the cost, the cost probability of the target
project was calculated based on the confidence level of 50% to be
2430632673, which is 13.4% of the estimated baseline final cost.
In addition, the sensitivity analysis showed that the "schedule
impact ", which is the impact of the schedule fluctuations on the
cost, is the most significant risk to the project cost. This finding
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Fig. 5. PDF and CDF related to the SRA of the project (Method
1).

reveals the specific impacts of the schedule risks on the cost of
the major projects.

Schedule results

From the CDF, the activity duration of the project was cal-
culated at a confidence level of 50% to be 1555 days, which is
40% higher than the project’s preliminary design. In addition,
the PDF also shows a significant deviation from the normal dis-
tribution, which is shown in the form of a deviation at the end
of the graph. This deviation, which is a positive point, is based
on the concept of probabilistic branching, which is used in the
schedule design, has a probability of occurrence, and will have
serious consequences for the project’s activity duration.

B. Results of the modified risk driver method

Method 2 is a modified version of Method 1, in which the incon-
sistencies identified with the corresponding theory have been
corrected. It has been emphasized that the entry of strategic-
level risks in Method 1 helps ignore the impacts of some of the
available technical risks. The result is that we ignore the residual
correlation between the project line elements. To eliminate this
inefficiency, the correlation coefficients of 0.3 are only adjusted
and set up between the activities of each work package due to
the overall technical risks affecting the components of each work
package. For the implementation of Method 2, in addition to
considering the correlation coefficients, we should consider the
input data and the process the same as Method 1.

All cost and schedule inputs presented in Method 1 are also
used here. To consider the residual correlation and correlation co-
efficients between the activities of each work package, we select
and set up the overall technical risks that affect the components
of each work package. Extracting the correlation coefficients
from experts is not so promising. Therefore, considering that
the residual correlation is not a significant value, we consider
the hypothetical value of 0.3, which has been proposed by [38],
for all correlation coefficients. To apply this concept in the CRA
through the PRA software, we apply correlation coefficients of
0.3 between the estimated uncertainties of the activity duration.
The same procedure is followed for SRAs by applying these
correlations between the estimated uncertainties of the activ-
ity duration. Finally, as in Method 1, two "compact risk plans"
are created, and the results of 1000 iterations of simulation are
shown in two different forms for the CRA and SRA.
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Fig. 6. PDF and CDF related to the CRA of the target project
(Method 2).
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Fig. 7. The CDFs of target project’s cost obtained from the
CRA of Method 1 and Method 2

B.1. Results of CRA analysis

The CDF chart extension shows the final cost of the project and
consequently increases the uncertainty in the final result (Figure
6). Also, considering the impact of the existing technical risks
can lead to a correlation between the yellow and red lines (Figure
7).

B.2. Results of SRA analysis

Like what was mentioned in the CRA, Figure 8 shows the PDF
and SDF related to the SRA using the modified risk driver
method, in which the residual correlations among the lines are
considered. Figure 9 shows a comparison between the CDFs of
the total activity duration of the project obtained from Method
1 (blue line) and Method 2 (green line). Considering the con-
tinuation of the diagram of the obtained CDFs, like what was
described in the CRA results and as expected, the inclusion of
correlation into the analysis would extend the CDF chart of the
activity duration, thereby increasing the uncertainty in the final
result (Figure 9). Of course, this impact is smaller than the corre-
sponding result about the cost. Regarding the changes in the P50
and P80 values, the results of Figure 9 suggest that the inclusion
of correlation through the modified method only has a small
and insignificant impact on the final result. This insignificant
impact can be partially justified for the following reasons:

Two contradictory positions were previously described about
the changes in the final activity duration of the project at the
P-50 level, if there exist parallel paths. On the one hand, the
inclusion of correlations only in the activities of each path will
exacerbate the impact of integration errors due to integration
and consequently increase the project’s activity duration in the
P50. On the other hand, the inclusion of correlations between
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Fig. 9. The CDFs of the target project’s cost, obtained from the
SRA of Method 1 and Method 2

parallel paths acts differently than the impact of the integration
error, and as a deterrent factor, it will mitigate the project’s activ-
ity duration at the P-50 level. Now, considering the schedule of
the Eavar project (Appendix 3), the inclusion of the correlation
between the activities of each work package in Method 2 leads
to the combination of the conflicting situations mentioned above,
which neutralize each other. Therefore, the project activity dura-
tion at the P-50 level or even P80 remains roughly equal to the
value obtained from Method 1.

Table 3 shows that the inclusion of the residual correlation
between line elements in the risk driver method has had no
more significant impacts on the final results of the SRA than on
the CRA, which is shown in Table 2. As explained previously,
this is due to the greater complexity of the SRA due to the
impact of the series and parallel paths on the final results. In
order to summarize the whole topic, we do not recommend
counting the residual correlations in the risk driver method in
projects in which time plays a crucial role and which have a
complex schedule, i.e., where the cost has no determining role.

Cost results

Table 2. Impact of considering the residual correlation on the
CRA results (Method 2).

Std.Deviation P50 P80
+4.7 % +1.5% +1.8 %

Contingency at P50
+13 %

Table 3. Impact of considering the residual correlation on the
SRA results (Method 2).

Std.Deviation P50 P80
+0.2 % +02% -0.2%

The extension of the CDF chart shows the final cost of
the project and consequently increases the uncertainty in
the final result (an increase of 4.7% in the pre-calculated
standard deviation). On the other hand, unlike the theory, the
pre-estimated cost of the project has increased to a level of
confidence of 50%, resulting in a 13% increase in probability
of occurrence. Therefore, it seems that taking into account the
impact of the existing precise technical risks that can result in a
correlation between the CDF lines can be useful for a contractor
company and help it achieve a more accurate probability of
occurrence.

Schedule results

The inclusion of the residual correlation in the analysis has a
significant impact on the final SRA results in comparison with
the CRA impact, and the final CDF of the schedule remains
almost the same as that in Method 1. This is due to the logic of
the schedule of the target project, in which the parallel and series
paths that exist simultaneously will have a contradictory impact
on the final schedule of the projects. As a general suggestion,
it does not appear useful to consider the residual correlation in
the risk driver method in time-based projects with a complex
schedule where the cost is not important.

C. Results of the integrated risk-schedule method under the
pressure of probable resources

The integrated risk driver method is one of the newest meth-
ods that directly models the impact of schedule fluctuations on
project costs by integrating the SRA with the CRA. To implement
this method, we have used the same schedule data as the previ-
ous ones. On the other hand, we separated the time-dependent
and time-independent sources in the case of cost and included
in the model the risks associated with them. The residual corre-
lation between line elements is similar to Method 2. In addition,
due to the integration of schedule risks and uncertainty with the
CRA, we have also considered the correlation between the cost
risk and the schedule risk. The procedure was followed based
on the process presented by the PRA software. Table 4 presents
the data required to impose costs and risks on the schedule and
production in the PRLS.

An additional step is also taken to confirm the identified risks.
After identifying the risks, we evaluate them to see whether they
cover the main uncertainties. The evaluation table is presented
in Appendix 10. This step helps us ensure that the risk areas
identified by the previous studies in the oil and gas industry are
included in our analysis.

In PRLS, all simulations are performed through the PRA. As
stated in Method 1, the final cost and activity duration of the
project are 18056234000 and 1494 days, respectively. The main
difference here is the set-up of a schedule under the pressure
of resources. Cost and uncertainty risks are implemented in
the plan in two ways: 1) the cost risks assigned to the activities;
and 2) the uncertainty of the Burn Rate, which is assigned to
the compensation rate of resources. For the schedule risks, the
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Table 4. The input data required for the project (Method 3).
Input data Description
This is a similar method to the document previously used for methods 1 and 2.
As previously stated, the integrated approach requires a high-quality project schedule with a high WBS
Schedule baseline plan  level that has the characteristics of an optimized schedule. This plan includes initial estimates of activity
(Appendix 3) durations without considering the probability of occurrence. Fortunately, the company prepared a schedule

containing 64 activities the total activity duration is about four years, and it can generally be divided into
four main parts

- Implementation of the EPC jacket, which is a pre-fabricated product that is manufactured in Europe

and then transported to the project site in the Persian Gulf for installation.

- Implementation of the upper part of the EPC, which is a pre-fabricated

product that is produced in East Asia and then transported to the project site in the Persian Gulf.

- Subsea umbilical, risers&amp;nbsp;&amp;nbsp;and flow lines (SURF) systems

- Drilling and wells

On the other hand, the prepared plan has some deficiencies in the area of network logic and the use

of necessary constraints. We tried to overcome these deficiencies by collaborating with the company’s
project planner and by holding meetings with the risk analysis consultant, but eventually, an idea came to
our mind: the defects of the plan (necessary constraints and suspicious logic of the network) are
unavoidable due to the special conditions of the project. The list of the identified faults and the reasons for
them are presented in Appendix 6. Thus, it can be argued that it is sometimes not possible to have an ideal

schedule, like the one we saw in the previous section, as one of the criticisms of the integrated method.

This is similar to the document previously used for Method 1. After identifying the risks, we evaluate each
one to see whether it covers the main uncertainties. Four studies are considered and the three main elements
of each study are evaluated and compared with the identified risks. The evaluation table is presented in
Appendix 8. This step helps us include in our analysis the areas of risk identified by previous studies in

the oil and gas industry.

This includes cost estimates for all project activities. The cost elements are exactly the same as the
schedule elements in Method 1. These data were prepared with the collaboration of NIDC specialists.

In an integrated approach to determine both time-dependent and time-independent resources and their
baseline costs. According to Appendix 8, to meet this requirement, we consider three groups of resources
for each activity. 1- human resources; 2- materials; 3- other time-dependent elements. Groups 1 and 3 are
assumed to be time-dependent, and materials are assumed to be time-independent. Then, we collect the

baseline cost of each group of cost elements.

Cost risks should be identified and assigned to both time-dependent and time-independent sources.
In this regard, the cost-risk data are collected through two tables. Parts 1-4 (from Appendix 9) includes
the risks associated with both types of resources for each activity, their probability of occurrence, and
their impact on resource costs based on the three-point estimate. Part 5 (from Appendix 9) includes
the uncertainty related to the time-dependent compensation rates based on the three-point percentage.
Thus, Table 2 presents the time-dependent sources through the uncertainties of the compensation rates

and the uncertainties of the burn rates..

There is a correlation between cost and time risk, and this correlation is considered in this step, where
an integrated analysis of cost and time risk is done. Due to a lack of access to technical personnel, we had
to use the idea of management-level employees about the degree of correlation and consider three

predefined values for the simplification of correlations: low (30%), medium (50%), and high (80%).
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first group (uncertainty) is assigned as the uncertainty of the
activity durations, and the rest are considered quantitative risks
and assigned to activities. Regarding the correlation between
non-deterministic elements, except for the correlation between
borderline elements (similar to Method 2), correlations between
cost risk and time risk are also taken into consideration. This
additional consideration is due to the integration of schedule risk
with the CRA. Therefore, both types of correlations are covered
when the integrated approach is used: the correlation between
the cost risks separately, the correlation between schedule risks
separately, and the correlation between the cost and schedule
elements.

Similar to what was mentioned in the risk driver method
to describe the uncertain impact of each risk on the cost and
duration of activities, the triangular distribution is also used
here, and LHS sampling is used in simulations. By executing
simulations for 5000 elements, the CDF, PDF, and scatter
diagram are extracted for the cost and activity duration of the
target project. It is noteworthy that the results of the integrated
method for activity duration are similar to the results obtained
in Method 2, presented in Figure 8, since both the activity
duration and the risks are considered on a similar schedule.
Therefore, only its results on the project cost are analyzed in the
following:

Challenges and Defects

As explained previously, schedules usually develop at a
lower level than risk and cost data. This causes problems in
building a schedule under the pressure of resources. We face
a similar challenge in deciding about the number of resources
and levels of work breakdown structure (WBS) to be assigned to
them. On the one hand, the mere selection of WBS for the alloca-
tion of resources leads to the neglect of the impact of schedule
risks associated with time-dependent resources in lower-level
activities. On the other hand, the definition and allocation of
precise and specific resources to each activity (cost elements are
similar to the schedule activities) make the processes of data col-
lection and analysis more difficult. To overcome this challenge,
we have defined specific resources for each work package to be
assigned to the activities within that work package. Therefore,
resources are defined neither briefly nor at a detailed level, and a
strategy has been adopted among the options mentioned above.
Considering the fact that the integrated risk model of PRLS is
a kind of MC-based model, the correlation coefficients consid-
ered in this case have been obtained with a very approximate
estimation and are not completely accurate.

C.1. Analysis of the CRA results

Figure 10 shows the PDF and CDF of the target project’s cost
using the integrated risk driver method of PRLS (Method 3).
Figure 11 also makes a comparison between the CDFs of the
total cost of the project obtained by this method (green line),
Method 1 (red line), and Method 2 (yellow line). Figure 11
shows that the application of the integrated approach, on the
one hand, extends the CDF chart of the final cost of the project
and thus increases uncertainty in the final result. On the other
hand, it estimates the project cost at the P50 and P80 levels
of confidence and, as a deterrent, increases the required cost
probability value. The difference between Method 3 and Method
2 lies only in their background attitudes toward involving the
impact of schedule risks in the CRA. In Method 3, a relationship
is directly modeled between cost and schedule by using the
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Fig. 10. PDF and CDF associated with the CRA of the target
project (Method 3).
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Fig. 11. CDFs of the target project’s cost based on the CRA of
methods 1,2 and 3

schedule under the pressure of resources, whereas in Method 2,
this relationship is estimated quite approximately by adding
a specific risk to the cost (the schedule impact). Therefore, it
seems that the estimated impact of schedule on the cost is not
exact in the risk driver method (as applied in Methods 1 and
2), and, consequently, the results are not as reliable as those in
Model 3. For example, the probability of occurrence required at
the 50% confidence level in Method 3 is equal to:

P50 value- the final cost = 3,696,158,175

This value is much higher than that obtained in the current
approach of the target company in Method 1. This result shows
that independent risk analysis is one of the reasons for unpre-
dictability and lower actual estimates of cost and schedule in the
projects. Table 5 summarizes the results of Figures 3, 6, and 10
and highlights the impact of the use of the integrated cost-time
risk analysis on the estimated costs of the project in compari-
son with the independent cost risk analysis. These impacts are
shown as the percentage of changes in the final results in ratio
to the results obtained from Methods 1 and 2.

Table 5 shows that PRLS actions increase the expected prob-
ability of occurrence at the P-50 level by 52% and 34%, respec-
tively, in comparison with methods 1 and 2. This comparison
shows that Method 1, which is the current approach of the target
company in which not only the correlation between line ele-
ments is ignored, but also the schedule risks are not considered
in the CRA, may face considerable costs.

Another benefit of the integrated risk analysis over the risk
driver method is that the former provides a more comprehensive
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Table 5. Impact of the integrated cost- schedule analysis on
CRA Results
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Fig. 12. Tornado diagram of the risks of the target project
(Method 3).

criterion for differentiating and prioritizing the risks. Figure 12
shows the results of performing sensitivity analysis through the
PRLS on the cost of the Eavar project. Different points can be
obtained from the results discussed below.

First, the "schedule impact" is identified as the most signifi-
cant cost risk of the project in the sensitivity analysis performed
using Method 1. As mentioned previously, this risk shows an
estimate of the accumulated impact of all schedule risks and
uncertainties on project costs. Although this highlights the im-
pact of the schedule risks and uncertainties on project costs, it
does not determine which of them is more serious and more
important. Figure 12 shows this distinction, indicating that the
"activity duration uncertainty” that results from the schedule
will be the most significant cost risk of the project. Accordingly,
the fifth schedule risk is "activity duration progress". Second,
Figure 12 shows that although the "schedule impact" has been
divided into different elements showing all the schedule risks
and uncertainties, again one of these components, that is, "activ-
ity duration- uncertainty" will have the first place in sensitivity
analysis. This issue shows the potential impact of schedule on
the project cost. In addition, as the results show, the first and
third positions of the uncertainty in the input data belong to the
activities of activity duration and cost estimation, respectively.
This finding also shows the importance of achieving accurate
input data. As described for estimating the cost of undersea
structures, data that are based on estimation usually attract the
most attention and the most concern, and the results of Figure
12 confirm this.

C.2. Analysis of the Scatter diagram

The following results are presented and evaluated for both
project cost and project time: The scatter diagram is the unique
output of the integrated cost-schedule risk analysis. We first
analyze the correlation between the cost and time of the target

18.000,000.000.

1850
Entire Plan:

Fig. 13. The impact of schedule on the density of the scatter
diagram

project and then evaluate the achievement of the joint confidence
level (JCL) in the target project.

Correlation between the cost and time of the project

By analyzing 5,000 replicates, we obtained Figure 13 with
5,000 points, each one representing the completion point of the
project and the cost associated with it during a replication pro-
cess, which is calculated during an iteration process from within
the schedule under the pressure of resources. As shown in Fig-
ure 13, the scatter diagram can be divided into two distinct parts
based on the density of the points. This is due to the impact of
the probabilistic branching (Activity 43, Appendix 3) considered
in the design of the project schedule. This factor can significantly
affect the duration of the project (extension of the right-hand
side of the PDF of the project activity duration in Figure 5), but
this impact will not be similar to the project cost (roughly the
normal distribution of the project cost in Figure 3). Therefore,
Region 1, with a greater density of its points in Figure 13, rep-
resents the cost and probable activity duration of the project
without the impact of probabilistic branching on the schedule.
Accordingly, Region 2 with fewer points indicates the cost and
probable activity duration in those iterations, which probabilistic
branching has affected. The important point is that modeling
the probabilistic branching of the project cost is considered one
of the capabilities of integrated cost-schedule analysis. Figure
13 shows a positive correlation between the cost and time of
the target project, which is based on two different methods of
correlation measurement. The correlation is 33% and 35.5%, re-
spectively. To clearly determine this correlation, we formulated
the line related to linear regression by transferring the data of
project cost and activity duration from the PRA to Microsoft
Excel software. Figure 14 shows the results of this analysis.

As shown in the figure, we can find the relationship between
the cost risks and schedule risks by determining the slope of the
regression line, and consequently, the impact of the schedule is
diminished due to delays in the project. Now, considering the
high regression line, we can calculate the impact of a one-day
delay in the schedule on the project cost using the following
formula:

Badconsequenceso fone — daydelay = (7 %10°) x 1 =7 % 10° (1)

Obtaining the Joint Confidence Level (JCL)

We provide an analysis in the following to obtain the joint
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Method-3 Scatter Diagram
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Fig. 14. Correlation between the cost and activity duration of
the target project
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Fig. 15. Obtaining the estimated values of time and final cost

confidence level about the cost and time of the target project.
In Figure 15, the transverse lines are adjusted based on the es-
timates of the final cost and project time. The green points in
the lower part of its left side show some repetitions among 5000
repetitions in which both goals have been achieved, whereas
the red points show the loss of both goals. The figure shows
that simultaneous achievement of both definite goals is very
improbable (approximately 0%), and the goals are missed in 96%
of the cases. Figure 16 shows a situation in which the goals for
the project cost and time in the P50 have been set separately.
Although the cost and time values are determined with a proba-
bility of 50% here, there is a far lower probability of achieving
both goals simultaneously. Green points, as shown in Figure 16,
constitute 30% of the total points, indicating that the JCL, which
is the possibility of simultaneous achievement of both goals at
the P-50 level, will be 30%. This is consistent with the equations
presented in the study section:

F(x)F(y) < F(x,y) = Pr(x < x1,y < y1)F(x) 2)

F(x)F(y) < F(x,y) = Pr(x < x1,y < y1)F(y) ®3)

Method-3 Scatter diagram Analysis
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Fig. 16. The borderline level of confidence for project cost and
time at the P-50 level.
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Fig. 17. The JCL for cost and time at the P-50 level

The joint confidence level of cost and time is limited by the multi-
plication of their borderline confidence levels, but none of them
will be higher. The hypothetical lower limit is such that the cost
and schedule grow independently, and the upper limit is also
100% correlation. Accordingly, for the target project in Figure 16,
where the borderline confidence level for cost and time has been
set at 50%, the above equation is written as follows:

25% < JCL = 30% < 50% @

In the search for cost and time goals (borderline confidence
level) for the JCL of, say, 50%, the inverse process of what was
stated above is taken. Here, the intersection points of the lines
are locked so that 50% of the points will be in the quarter of
the south-west of the graph. Figure 17 shows the results of this
position for the target project.

As previously mentioned, Figure 17 shows that satisfying the
JCL of 50% requires determining a higher level of confidence for
each borderline confidence level of cost and time. In this situa-
tion, the cost and time goals are set to 78% and 58%, respectively,
so that a JCL of 50% can be achieved. In this situation, the cost
probability is calculated as follows:

Cost probability = P78 value — final cost = 5040415884 (5)

This cost probability is equal to 27.9% of the final cost of the
project, which is much lower in comparison with the 13.4 per-
cent calculated by the company’s current method (Method 1)
(it is almost doubled by Method 1). Therefore, the implemen-
tation of an integrated cost-schedule analysis may lead to the
identification of cost probabilities that may not be feasible for
companies. Figure 17 also shows the boundary line, which rep-
resents the other pairs of cost and time goals that will lead to
a JCL to 50%. In order to reduce the probability of occurrence
required in the JCL of 50%, we have to move down and to the



Research Article

Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT)

Vol. 8, Issue 3 209

Method-3 Scatter diagram Snalysis

Simulation Latin Hypercube
© Dateminisic Pot * Inide boh s * Ouside both it
Herations 5000

Pearson's 35.5%
2600000000000 Spearman's 33.0%

Highlighters
2400000000000 xai 9% (1800)
50% 21.733,223.716.00
h limits 50%

2200000000000 Outside bath limits 1%

Entire Plan: Cost

i
2000000000000

1800000000000 "

1500 1550 1600

Fig. 18. Hypothetical movement to the right and bottom of the
borderline.

right of the borderline. However, as we emphasized in the pre-
vious section, such a transfer along the JCL contour will not be
associated with the same probability since the part must have
a density of many points, which has a very low probability. In
other words, by knowing the current plan and quantifying the
risks, we may complete the project at a time-cost point along
the left-down to right-up extension, that is, a point where there
are the most points of the cost-time pair. However, this very
improbable movement is presented in the results of Figure 18.
In such a situation, to achieve a JCL of 50%, the borderline con-
fidence level for the project cost must be set at least at the P50
level, which leads to a prolongation of the projects” activity du-
ration till 224 days (1800 days in Figure 18, minus 1576 days in
Figure 17). Based on the calculated loss for each delayed day,
this movement along the borderline will have an approximate
cost equal to the following;:

Loss = 10° % 224 x 7 = 1560000000 (6)

Again, it is noteworthy that this move towards the extreme left
and bottom of the borderline is very improbable.

Cost Results

Implementation of the integrated cost-schedule risk analysis
has dramatically extended the CDF chart of the final cost of the
project, thereby increasing uncertainty in the final outcome (36%
and 29% growth in the calculated standard deviation for Method
1 and Method 2, respectively). In addition, the estimated cost of
the project has increased at all levels of confidence, leading to an
increased probability of occurrence of the calculated cost (52%
and 34% growth in the pre-calculated probability for Method
1 and Method 2, respectively). Therefore, it is probable that
the current method for the company will lead to a waste of
time and cost in the project by estimating a lower degree of
probability. The results also confirm the assumption that the
typical independent risk analysis is a hidden cause of the waste
of time and cost in the project. The results of sensitivity analysis,
like those obtained from previous methods, have emphasized
the importance of schedule but suggested a better prioritization
by breaking down the "schedule impact" into its components. It
has been shown that "uncertainty of activity duration" caused
by activity duration will have the greatest impact on the project
cost. The following results were obtained from the analysis of
the scatter diagram, which is the unique outcome of Method 3:

* The time and cost of the project have a correlation of 35%.

¢ Each day of delay will impose a cost of approximately 70
billion Rials on the project.

In order to achieve a JCL of 50%, we must consider the borderline
confidence level at 78%, which would lead to a cost probabil-
ity twice as high as that of Method 1 In following, in Table 6,
a comparison of the results of the proposed approach with a
deterministic approach (no uncertainty and no risk considera-
tions) is given. The results show that a reduction in the final cost
of the project and a reduction in the duration of the project as
expected. This due to the fact that by removing uncertainty and
risk considerations, many limitations of the problem will be re-
duced and will lead to a reduction in the final cost of the project
and a reduction in the duration of the project. The proposed
approach can provide more accurate results against the changes
and uncertainties in the data and environment. Also, the pro-
posed approach pays attention to risk considerations such as
limitations, unknown external factors and other possible factors
in calculations and decisions. These risk considerations can help
improve confidence in the results and reduce the chance of larger
errors compared to a deterministic approach.

5. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

We dealt in this research with an estimate of the cost of project
completion for oil and gas projects, considering the risks using
Monte Carlo simulation methods. For this purpose, we first
analyzed the typical methods of cost and schedule risk analysis
with a focus on probabilistic estimation using the Monte Carlo
simulation model. Subsequently, we proposed a modern ap-
proach with the capability of being used in oil and gas projects.
Using the PRA software, we implemented the modern methods
of cost and schedule risk analysis for an oil project at the Na-
tional Iranian Drilling Company with the help of the Consulting
Engineers Company and compared their results based on the es-
timation of incidental costs and the recognition of high-severity
risks. Next, we performed a sensitivity analysis on the activity
level in order to improve the SRA approach in the target com-
pany and identified the most significant activities in the project
plan through a series of measurements. Finally, we presented a
theoretically reasonable model to improve probability estima-
tion in the project, which can be used for major projects in the
oil and gas industry at the end of the development phase. We
also performed a numerical analysis considering the schedule
and cost risks in an integrated way, which led to good results
and analyses taking into account the correlation of risks. The
research shows that the impact of resource pressure in the risk
driver analysis method helps increase the project’s probability
estimation in terms of time and cost, and the direct impact of
both cost risk and schedule risk in the integrated risk driver
method ensures that the level of correlation is estimated accu-
rately. As a future research work, providing a practical approach
to a better estimation of correlation can be beneficial. This can
enhance the reliability of the results obtained from independent
driver-based models as well as the integrated risk driver model
of PRLS. Besides, providing a practical solution for separating
systemic and project-specific risks from one another by avoiding
iterations of the latter’s impact can also be suggested for fu-
ture research. This can enhance the practicality of the proposed
integrated model.
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Table 6. a comparison of the results of the proposed approach with a deterministic approach.

With a deterministic approach ~ With the proposed approach

The final cost of the project 16,772,568,348 18,056,234,000
the duration of the project 1,357 1,494
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ln g Desc. Duration Total cost

Il 1 |TOTAL PROJECT 1494 18,056,234,000
|z 2 Project management 2,686,212,000
|3 2 PDO Preparation & approval 274 o

-l ol PDO preparation & approval 274

5 3 PDO governmental approval 0

Ie 2 Procurement long leed items 766 1,722,350,000
|7 G LLI {> 12 months) procurement topside 190 1,722,350,000
IS a3 Fabrication of LLI { > 12 months) topside 576

|9 2 EPC Jacket execution 976 867,644,000
10 3 Bid evaluation period 112

11 3 LOI jacket {effective date) 0

n2 3 Jacket EPC contract execution 843 767,624,000

13 4 Famiiliarisation 41

14 4 EPC jacket execution A1y 728,064,000

15 4 Jacket mechanical complete 0

16 4 Jacket storage period 0

17 1 Jacket load out and seafastening 20 39,560,000

18 4 Jacket ready for sailaway 0

e 3 Jacket installation 21 100,020,000

20 4 Transport Europe 7 49,980,000

21 4 Jacket installation start window 14

22 4 Lag mobilisation lifting vessel jacket (dummy) 0

23 4 Jacket installation 12 50,040,000

24 2 EPC Topside execution 1494 4,892,721,000
25 3 Bid evaluation period 112

26 & LOI topside 0

27 3 Topside contract 1136 3,620,761,000
28 4 Living quarter ERC 792 489,456,000

29 4 Detail design and procurement {before fab start) 300 1,648,200,000
30 4 Topside fabrication and construction 492 575,148,000

31 4 Topside assembly and outfitting 221 872,287,000

32 4 Mechanical complete {(MC) 0

|33 4 Company onshore commissioning 123 35,670,000

I34 1 Ready for load out 0

IiS 3 Topside il ilati HU and commi 197 1,271,960,000
36 4 Topside installation start window 29

37 4 Load out and seafastening 20 73,660,000

38 4 Ready for sail away 0

39 4 Transport Asia 45 105,300,000

40 4 Lag mobilisation lifting vessel ({dummy}) 0

41 4 Lift and installation of topside 7 105,280,000

42 1 Hook up and commissioning 126 987,720,000

43 4 Additional duration due to c.0. work 0

14 4 Commissioning complete 0

45 2 Subsea, umbilical, risers and flowlines a7 1,180,067,000
16 =5 Phase 1 installation activities 2015 90 35,100,000

47 3 Offshore operation start 2016 {lag) 24 837,168,000

18 3 Period before cable pull-in {dummy) 16 61,760,000

49 3 Subsea power cable installation {ex. pull-in} 15 42,000,000

50 3 Installation of tie-in spools and protection covers 42 61,488,000

51 3 Trenching of power cable 10 62,600,000

52 3 Rock installation 10 53,400,000

53 G Pull-in and splice of powercable 7 26,551,000

54 3 Subsea complete {ex. cable pull-in} 0

55 3 Subsea installation complete ¢!

56 2 Drilling and wells 1447 6,707,240,000
57 3 Jack up rig construction aa2 829,080,000

58 3 Ready for start drilling 0

59 3 Pre-drilling DOP-03 122 624,640,000

ISO = Pre-drilling DOP-04 101 564,590,000

Iﬁl 5l Pre-drilling DOP-05 103 579,890,000

ISZ 3 Drilling rig none operation pericde 60

|S3 & Drilling activities after topside installation 26 4,109,040,000
I64 | 1 [Firstoil [

Appendix 1 -Baseline Cost
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i [4 Tapside sxsembiy and uriiing Frasanon | 43Ri00 (i STames | SBARATS § EBSSSSTS § IDASEATSD | -iTAALBE (i ey 5 Sistere L iose4ns 5 P
25| 4 Company onshore commissioning 35,670,000 -1TE2,280 0 3,564,553 2,138,136 2,138,156 4277471 e o 2435132 0 Fal40 2455152 o 1TE2280
263 Topside i fan, HU and issioni
374 Tapside nstallation start window
28| 4 Load out and seafastening 73,660,000 o TI6,5T0 1473153 0 4413415 BEISEI6
29| 4 Transport Asia - Morway 105,200,000 o 1052540 2105680 0 B3040 12,654,080
0 (4 Ui and instalation of topside 6,280,000 [ igsaan | aaoes0 [ Gomiadn | feeaon0
3[4 Fioak up and G7720000 | wAsomo0 | Tepenoon | wigaoono | ‘zadoon | osaa0pon | wsznoon | narseon o SesEo0n | 98000 | 4700000 | 55800000
322 | Subsea. umbilival, risers and fio
333 Phase finstallation aciuities 2015 ssaongon | sanann [ 4195200 1045500 i sistaon | iasons | Gesepon | sasenos | oaneno i THangos
343 Difshare operation start 201 (13g) Sariea 00| -Eo0seisi 00,610,556 a5 ios (i Sestnss | arpossa | Shisseer - wTAMas | BaTEs i [
353 Poeriod batare tabie pulln (dumm) BiEn 00 || ik s55600 (i TaE0n 855,700 (i T B L e I i Shamson
EHE Subes ot a3t instalstion 25, pullin] V200000 | -i0:680800 (i SBas00 {68,600 (i T B L R P [ 5 35560
EHE installaicn ci He-in spacls and pratection ousrs Sidnngon | ssses T3TT 64 LTt (i B Ry B e 5 e
EE Trenching oi powar cable E2g00000. | -BOwA0 (i T505,400 E 00 (i sooseon [ aimamss T epione | swsos | essio 5 issos
333 Fiock installation 53,400,000 12,513,600 0 6,406,500 160,700 o 4.2T.200 263,500 5,000 10,678,000 SEEA00 o 2663500
e Fuilin and spios of powers bl SEERIO00 || 313000 [ 3156000 36500 i Bia4000 | -3EEN0 | Zeso00 | sainomo | -esssh ( T3aTE00
e 4 and weils
423 WJack up rig construction £29,080,000 124,500,000 0 124,500,000 -41,500,000 &3,000,000 207,500,000 0 41,500,000 58,100,000
(K Fre-drling D003 524,640,000 0 isiacen | 4eadsen
HE Fre-driling D004 564530000 0 Sasoesey | s9s9an0
tHE Fre-driling DOF-05 573330000 0 Smaes | 0591
[HE Drillng rig nane aperatian pericds
friE Driling 3etiuiies aiter topeids installation Eiigostnog | Eisseimes i 16 351160 | “BO5455.080 ; WiDG0TB4D. 1051 259,500 5 Sk e B e s

Taotal 18,056,234,000 107,320,000 0 1,753,6 -125 506,321 : 513735422 13 4 40 154,241,361 3842250 514,438 512 -52,350,000 | 640,234 64 1,235,1TT.881 65,233 430 - 326,167,152

Appendix 2 - Cost Risks (Part 1)
- D“"'c‘:":':?:n';';i:::l" and Weight development le refusal Labour strike C""""’s’;:'::l:!“'“’"" Contractor or supplier insolvency
Probabi 007 007 0% 20% 0 B3

o et N ML A N ML A MIN ML Max | Mm ML MaK | MK ML AKX MK ML A

1 [1]|T0TAL PROJECT
2 2] " Project management 2EBG212,000 | 80581082 [ 134,301,320
3 |2|  PDO Preparation & approval
+ |3 FO0 preparation & approval
5 (2 Procurement long leed items
& |3 LLI[> 12 months) procurement topside 1,722,350,000 ~F4ARTH 0 B6123,327 | -172,258,654 0 112,255,654 17,225,865 © 4450731 © BI6TISI6 | 1R.225565 | 34451731 © SL6TTSI6
7|3 Fabrication of LLI [ 5 12 manths] topside
8 2| EPC Jacket ezecution
a |3 Bid evaluation period
0|3 Jacket EPC contract execution
R i
1z |4 EPC jackst execution T2B.0E4000 | 14545803 0 36,312,358 T2T4A52 | 548,305 ; 21605,355 | SG186 : L1GSAE | 1145868
134 Jacket load out and sesfastening J95E0000 | -iaiost 0 157,782 535548 ;10T ; IM6645 | ONGAd ; 63286 ; 94,302
|3 Jacket installation
15 | 4 Transport Europe - Morway 49,330,000 [ s00,000 | 1,500,000 [ [ 500,000
16 | 4 Jacket installation start window
17 |4 Jacket installation 50,040,000 [} 500000 § 1,500,000 [ o 500,000
18 |2 | " EPC Topside ezecution
19 |3 Bid evaluation period
203 Topside contract
214 Living quarter EPC 4BIAEE000 | -Bsa s o i 43205 | 48364585 o 45 36A5ES LESEASE § ATAS AN § LAAST5 | LASEASE | B188811 | 1448515
22| 4 Dietsil design snd procurement (before fab stan] | 1648200000 | 52366362 1 0 B2ANTADE | 164854502 L 0 164,554,512 6,455,451 | 55,368,362 £ 45,450,444 | 16,453 451 | G556 365 | 45,450,444
23| 4 Tapside Fabrication and construction 575148000 | -MAsseu 0 575535 | 57,491,070 [} 57,431,070 ST4RI07 ;436218 ; T2ATEN | SMSIT | TAIBAN | 1247520
244 Topside assembly and outftting SFLOETN00 | 18 ges 1A 0 aSENGE | -67,280625 [} 87,220 625 GIEZ063 ; 444,185 ; 86,166,108 | BIEE063 | 144825 | 26166188
25| 4 Company onsh 3.670,000 0 0 wieEze0 | Ssed5s L) 5,564,553 SSease . TRAtE - 1069068 | O5ease | MESE - 1069,060
26|3 Topside i ion. HU and issioni
27| 4 Topsideinstallation start window
28| 4 Load out and seafastening 73,680,000 0 WESI0 | 2208008 o o 736,570
29| 4 Transpart Asia - Norway 105,300,000 0 1052340 ;3,158,520 o [ 1.052,340
30| 4 Liit and installation of tapside 105,260,000 0 1052340 ¢ 3,158,520 o o 1.052,340
31| 4 Hack up and i ioni 367,720,000 | -21.210,000 o 43,150,000 | 47,300,000 o 47,500,000 L380,000 § SSE0,000 § 14,310,000 | 4780000 | 550,000 | 14,510,000
32|2| " Subsea, uml sers and flowlines
333 Phase | installation activities 2015 35,100,000
343 Offshare operation start 2016 [lag) 837,168,000
353 Feriod befare cble pullin [dummy] B1.760,000
363 Subsea powrer vable installation (ex. pull-in) 42,000,000
37| 2 Installation of tie-in spools and protection covers. E1,482,000
38| 3 Trenching of pawer cable 62,600,000
393 Fiock instalatian 53,400,000
0|3 Fullin and splice of powerc able 26 561000
41 |2 | " Drilling and wells
423 Jsck up rig construction 23,090,000 | -5300,000 [ 300, o0
433 Pre-drilling DOP-03 524,640,000
443 Pre-drilling DOP-04 564,590,000
453 Pre-drilling DOP-05 579,890,000
463 Driling rig none aperation peride
473 Driling activities after topside installation 409,040,000 | 41030784 [ 123,272,052
Total 18,056,234,000 | 274,215,453 | 5,542,250 § 643265075 | 552,234,305 - 552,234,305 [ 7,670,000 1 15,340,000 ATET4,061 7 176,511,031 [ 55,223,430 | 16 446,561 | 114670231 [ 072,000,000 | 40,000,000 i2.742,000,000

Appendix 2 - Cost Risks (Part 2)
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ety | Fokond
e prejctcos| P topside setet | oo soices | o8 -rog e || e | e [ onegueincon] e
ey B prop|  Consequence 3336 5417 7777 3946 2761 493 479 516 1180 513 2400 Net botal amvﬂml SRS sldng|
[P0 ] wL | Poo [P10]ML] P90 [P0 mL]Ps0[Fi0] WL [Poo[F10] ML ] [ [Pso| Pio] ML [Foo|Fio[wL] Feo [Fio[ mM]Fs0] P10 | ML Poo (sumortGoven)
Estimate accurac 00) 015 1671 0 7| 64 5924 285] -140) 0 1170) 813 883
Capacity in markets 00 -005] 005] 015[-167] 0] 23] 7] 39] 77 | -2 B 2 2 230 247
EPC capaciity _00{ -0.03] -30 0] 89 | 177
Desing Ds and change 00| rﬁ'_ 0 7 2 2 -59] 118 236 0] 51 103]-120) 240/480 -203| 923| 19583
Contractor 0g[ - .ml ) 54 -2[ o] 59 66
D d _00] -0.03] 83| 0 157] -135] 0f 271] 19 0] 39 0] 26] -30| 0] 591 13| 0] 26] -60] 0[120] 415] 90}
Wee‘\ﬂqnhr« = ~00[-010] ¢ raag o] 54 — ~590) 2742
@hedu\e effect 00 75 0] 250 59 4 4 35] 150 -1072) 4
Pile refusal 10[ 0.01[ 002[ 003 8| 18] 23 8] 16]  20q]
Labour strike 20] 001 002] 003 54| 108 163] 8] 16[ 23 67] 133[ 249
?T‘”rmwW‘Su‘pphwlmm"c - Eigj a?[euz a2 EE = @‘%I 3.9 )| 7] 7 5729 093] §FEE | ss_slﬁ%lrn?\i ;nia )
otall per cost elemen Uncenaint; e 288] - 842| +i- 50| 4 aagl i L 6]+ _u‘w— 298|+ 2@' A Aél;l/— 492|C; 2862] 7493637
- 8%) +/- 14%] +1- 6%]| +/- 21%) +- 12%] +/- 5%]|+/- 52%)| +/- AE'H— 16%) +/- B8%J#/- 18%]|1.00 A11% 2737
[Base = 21817 | P15_= 21832 | Mean = 24679 | P8s_= 27 525 2152 5252
[Base = 21817 | P10 = 21175 | Mean = 24679 | P30 = 25@'
Appendix 5 - Schedule Impacts on Cost Risks
Activity ID Activity name Identified shortcoming
17 Jacket load out and sea fastening Constraint: As late As Poasible
21 Jacket Installation start windows Constraint: Must Start On Specific Date
23 Jacket Installation Constraint: Start No Later than Specific date
4 Eeady for load out Without successor activity
6 Topside installation start windows Constraint: Must Start On Specific Date
- . Constraint: As late As Possible
] Load out and sea fastening iy
Without predecessor activity
a9 Tranzport Asia Constraint: Must Finish On Specific Date
41 Lift and installation of topside Constraint: Start No Later than Specific date
: Constraint: Must Start On Specific Date
47 Offshore operation gtart 2016 (lag) . # =P
Without predecessor activity
61 Pre-drilling DOP-03 Without successor activity
Appendix 6. Problems with schedule
Cause of overrun
5 EE , g g
o [T = - E 5] E‘
g% |EF (B2 £ g8 o | § E | E |7
FI&E |BE | v |2 |85 2| & |2 | 2 [3% |3
E|:% |Eg | % | & |d= [2| % |3 i |88 | B
g e ' E5 =, E' s= (A B é E- ® @' &
=222 |FE|F | L |E% |5 )% |& |%E |EE |2
BE |28 |g g = E g | B =] = o
g8 |88 |g2|E |+ |sg E|F |2 2 |28 | B
e (e (82 |8 |5 [BE (B E |3 g |ES | §
g o B E g g & g =] . =
A g 8o @ & & B 4] E @
[ g = g E ® - ] g =
8 & & ey E
Cazpacity in markets ¥
EPC Contractor capebility v v v v
zn | Desien development and changes v ¥ ¥
%' Drilling progress performance v v v
E Contractor constellation v v
; FEED progress v ¥ o
2k Dafnor organization and communication ¥ ¥ v v
" | Weather conditions ¥
Weight development v ¥
SIMOPS % % s s v
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L: i Desc. Duration Total cost HALITLA Material S
i Nameftype cost

h 1 [TOTAL PROJECT 1494 18,056,234,000

|2 e Project management 2,686,212,000 2,686,212,000

B | 2| PDOPreparation & approval 274 0

g 3 PDO preparation & approval 274

5 3 PDO governmental approval o

Is 2 Procurement long leed items 766 1,722,350,000

I‘I 3 LLI {= 12 menths) precurement topside 190 1,722,350,000 Equipment 1,722,350,000

lB 3 Fabrication f LLI { > 12 months) topside 576

s 2 EPC Jacket execution 976 867,644,000

10 3 Bid evaluation period 112

11 3 LO| jacket {effective date) 0

12 3 Jacket EPC contract execution 843 767,624,000

13 4 Familiarisation 41

14 4 EPC jacket execution 711 728,084,000 375,408,000 352,656,000

15 4 Jacket mechanical complete o

16 4 Jacket storage period a

17 4 Jacket load out and seafastening 20 39,560,000 35,600,000 3,960,000

18 4 Jacket ready for sailaway o

19 3 Jacket installation 21 100,020,000

20 4 Transport Europe - Norway 7 49,980,000 Vessel 49,980,000

21 4 Jacket installation start window 14

22 4 Lag mobilisation lifting vessel jacket {dummy) o

23 4 Jacket installation 12 50,040,000 Vessel 50,040,000

24 2 EPC Topside execution 1454 4,892,721,000

25 3 Bid evaluation period 112

26 E LO| vopside a

127 3 Topside contract 1136 3,620,761,000

28 4 Living quarter EPC 792 489,456,000 289,080,000 200,376,000

29 4 Cetail design and procurement (before fab start) 300 1,648,200,000 1,648,200,000

[30 4 Topside fabrication and construction 492 575,148,000 138,744,000 436,404,000

31 4 Topside assembly and outfitting 221 872,287,000 610,623,000 261,664,000

32 4 Mechanical complete {(MC) o

| EE] 4 Company onshore commissioning 123 35,670,000 35,670,000

|34 a4 Ready for load out 1]

s 3 Topside i llation, HU and commissioning 157 1,271,960,000

36 4 Topside installation start window 29

[37 4 Load out and seafastening 20 73,660,000 66,300,000 7,360,000

38 4 Ready for sail away 0

39 4 Transport Asia - Norway 45 105,300,000 Vessel 105,300,000

el 4 Lag mobilisation lifting vessel {dummy) 0

j11 4 Lift and installation of topside 7 105,280,000 Vessel 105,280,000

12 | a Hook up and commissioning 126 987,720,000 463,250,000 11,970,000 e Rading 512,500,000

{13 4 Additional duration due to c.o. work o

k14 4 Commissioning complete o

45 2 Subsea, umbilical, risers and flowlines 417 1,180,067,000

e 3 Phase 1 installation activities 2015 a0 35,100,000 Vessel 35,100,000

j 7 3 Offshore operation start 2016 (lag) 24 837,168,000 224,328,000 489 960,000 Vessel 122,880,000

e 3 Period before cable pull-in {dummy) 16 61,760,000 Vessel 61,760,000

119 3 Subsea power cable install, {ex, pull-in} 15 42,000,000 Vessel 42,000,000

50 3 Installation of tie-in spools and protection covers 42 61,488,000 61,488,000

|5‘.l 3 Trenching of power cable 10 62,600,000 Vessel 62,600,000

l52 3 Rock installation 10 53,400,000 Vessel 53,400,000

lsa 3 Pull-in and splice of powercable 7 26,551,000 26,551,000

THE Subcea complete {ex. cable pull-in) 0

ISS 3 Subsea installation complete o

Iss |2 Drilling and wells 1447 6,707,240,000

57 |3 Jack up rig construction 882 829,080,000 s::::::':;_ £29,080,000

| 3 Ready for start drilling 0

lss 3 Pre-drilling DOP-03 122 624,640,000 Rig hire cost 624,640,000

o |3 Pre-drilling DOP-04 101 564,590,000 Rig hire cost 564,590,000

61 | 3 Pre-drilling DOP-05 103 579,890,000 Rig hire cost 579,890,000

|62 3 Drilling rig none operation periode &0

63 3 Drilling activities after topside installation 26 4,109,040,000 Rig hire cost 4,109,040,000

62 |1 [Firstoil ]

Appendix 8 - Resources section



218 |

Vol. 8, Issue 3

Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT)

Research Article

FEDLB0E1 0 B199192- | ICEHEB | L¥SHFGY 0 JESHES) 0 BLZECZS- | SZHEECIC | CILGESSI | DI2G69G1 | SEI5MI9Z 0 #60£2021- | 00O¥IASZ L B 8t
BIZLZ60E 0 FRESDIS | SOMSELZF | BOSEITS 0 S0IBELTR 0 88801221 | SZTESIZEL | £9SZEISL | CIBILIIE- | BEWNGOIY 0 BIZLZS0E | DOOEZA0IS SOMOF LRUNH 5 i
122 Buming puk fjquasse spisdo ) LA
95150812 0 09k | BIZLZSOE | 8620800 0 61242608 0 £9022268- | GIEZEERS | 8BISMSZ | 8BIGGIST- | EIEONSER 0 96150812 | 00DYORIER IEUSER G 56
ELEO¥ES 0 9r088l | O0SGOILE | BEIOLEE 0 02G91LE 0 TN E069599L | ¥upE20E | vee8Zee | Jolosen) 0 BLEDFEY 000F#L5E1 90531 UsllinH B ¥
3] v |og| s
S0FL1428 0 1epERbel- | S9CHEEGH | £029021 0 FIEHECEN 0 7969967¢ | FLLI0SL6) | 10900686 | L8000696- | ZIGHCEROL 0 S0PL¥Z8 | 00000ZEHS G 2
008 v |62| 18
G0L0Z004 0 1204002 | ZHISZ0M | £GODIOS 0 1418200 0 ZHOBOOK- | 26264042 | G202 | 92HT02 | 01208002 0 S0I0Z001 | 000926002 H [
28129%51 0 2542662 | 19046202 | EBOICZL 0 19024202 0 GIEVBIG- | GYZEOLYE | $IOFGEH | WTORGEL- | £1E$2682 0 18129%8- | 0O0D0S0BSE 5 62
L 043 sepenb Buin ¥ |8z 82
bt 1 ysenuos apisdo) £ |22| 22
_____ 2 pouad uonen|eas pig e | o 92
_____________________________ *6¥l T uonnIaxTI OE_U._O.-. 2d3 ¢ ¥ 52
_____ 0000009 © 0OD0O0E 0 0000004 ; 000005 0 0000$005 WBIBIES E #
il UOHEJEISU 1928 | Bl £2
+ OIS LJEYS WONEJIEIS 1908 v | 12|
0000009 | 000000E 0 000000L ; 000005 0 0000866+ Wi 5 r:
Fi figwiopy - #domng podsuel) ¥o|oz|oz
1z UOHIE]|RISUI 13y IR £ |61 &
25562 0 0 shaIE e1z851 0 0000952 [EUSIEN E Fl
SEBEESE 1] 0 BKELYEZ | wiGEZH 0 DO00035E ST IRUNH B o
[+ BUlIayse R as pUe N0 PESC| 1080 ¥ -
P 0 0 6898182 | 242060M [ 0009G925¢ TEEA 5 Fl
BENGLE 0 0 GHEOODE | 095400GH 0 00080¥GLE #3incEa1 Uelling 5 z
17} uonnoes 1eyoel 043 | 8|
It UOHESLIERILE v ala
£¥8 UOHINGSTS 19ENUOD DT 19Y0Rf elaln
2 pouad uolEn|Ess pig < | o] o
926 uonnoazaayoep 43 |2 | 6| 6
..... a5 apisdol [sypuow g < )77 jo vonesnge 4 £ gl %
12667193 | 0 : cessezll- | ecoissozl © £agksoch 0 GE0I350ZL 0 | LCASHYE- | GGEOLIS0Z | 2ElSGEeDl | ZElGsecol- | #8GzZA 0 12662193 | 0000522241 C L] b i
D&l apisdoy juswainaoud [sypuow 21 <M & ]
99z sway paa) buo] wawanaoiy €| 9| s
2z jenosdde 3 vonesedaiy oad 2| E| ¥
623609292 [ 0zZH0CHEl- | 0zEl0Ckel 0 022108451 | 0002129992 39M0S31 DEiling B I3
FTRTE ST iy z
¥641 103ro"d wWLoL|l | 1|
Kyl W Ml Ryl T il Rl 7 Ml Kl b7 it il T il 1200 8t uEIn | SWEU £a2IN0SSY samaoy m m al
¥ 00k ¥ 00k ¥ 00k X0k ¥ 00k ingeqoid) -
sabueyos tweu
UOIE(|3)ISUDD JIOYIENUO] pue yuawdo|aadp ‘ubisag ntuuaﬁ- 1030ENUOD 43 spayiew uw n-_unﬁun- Eaeinooe ayewnsy u—.».E—

Appendix 9 - Uncertainty compensation rate (Part 1)



219 |

Vol. 8, Issue 3

Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT)

Research Article

9G86P0L | GLZGE26  GIONIGZ | 9GBOMBL : BC2CEZG | 6I9NSZ SE19992 ] SHIIHIT | $EOCEOCH [ ez | o0oposlsz EiigEA 5 =
1669158 BIZZ | PRGOIG | lcooicel - Ges0lzdl | #RRGOIS SEHFI0IS 0 SCHVGNS | BIZ2T508 [ se80Izz | 000823049 w038 Urlig] § i
122 Bunugno pue fiquasse spisdo] | K| se)
$60£2061 | £O0ZZLE | ICOI9SH | GOCGOCI | £9022.9 | ISOIGCH EIS0I9CH 0 SMeck | 95160812 0 £00Z2L8 | 0OORORISH EriSEA s =
2ZZPY  IGIGMIT G 920986k | 2ZZAMb G IGI92T  S0GRTH 28206351 0 28008351 | BLEO¥EY 0 1giasz | 000bkLaEl FNOFR) Ui 5 Ve
6 USIISNIES0 PUR USIIFRUE) Spisdo | ¥ | 0| ££f
POGHEE | ZOESGEZC | ISERHOL | PRROGKER | 29899620 . IBHCBRGL 2ABHEEHA o 2SI | S0bLAZE 0 29699626 | 0O0OGZSHSL SIOS3] e § E
o0g [1%3s g8y a10geq) wswanaod pue ubisap pewg ¥ |82 IE
£302I03 | ZHOBOOF | 1208002 | £S0ZI0S | Z8OB00Y | 1204002 01204002 0 01201002+ | GOLOZ00L 0 zZh0s00s- | 000928002 SR A ™ |
AELSE | GI9NBIG | ICHIEAZ | ZIELI9B | GIBRALS | LERDRRZ c16h268Z 0 cIchzeaz- | LBIZOVHL [] Grevare | 000080682 SSRGS R A g &2
76t T3 saEn Guin) R
el 19enuos apisdo) € 22| 2
B potad uonEnEss prg £ o 8—
¥+l uonnoaza apisdoy g3 |2 | 2| &2
00000 0 0 00000GL | 000006 [ 00008005 MSigRES g 1
bl UOIE (€350 JagaEp ¥ El| £Z]
¥ MOPUA RIS UONE|[E IS Sy 0E L
000005 0 0 00000SL | 000005 [ 0000866+ iiiidiAb3 g 2|
I Sewsopy - doing yodsuel ] ¥ |0z _N—
12 UOnE|[EISU JaYIe £ |6l a——
646 6269 L:ts G998 isL 66GES PLLIEL 0 oleL- 0000962 AT & |
SEHGE [z BLMSZ | 18BL90L ¢ 2SENE  © bEESGE S9EELLL 1] e | 000009SE 33IM0S3] UellinH 4 2
0z GUILaSE S PUE INOD PEC) Jafoep L ﬁ—
SOGEHD | 00L09G | GOUGT | GRRSOSO | bZORROL | 216626t £aG9I9L o b20040.- | 000959258 iELiSEIA § af
PIZODE | 2H003 i IB0ODE | OZHESEN | 0BZ206L | OMGLE 00255261 0 0822054~ | 00030FELE SDIG33I UEH G |
He uonnoate 1942¢l O3 v | e al
™ UOHESEIWE 4 v a .m-—
£¥a UONNISITA JIENU0D 4T W@YIEp £ |21 =—
1 polad uonEnEsS pig £ o i—
a8 uonnosrs yeyoer 9g3 (2 | 6| f
alg i 2 elmoucneongey |2 | 8| 8
I6GLLNG | ICHIGHIC | S9BGTZLN | SEGALNG | ISUGMYE | G98BSEZL YSI8G2ZL 0 ¥59852240- | L266TI38 0 GG | 000055224 iisilidifb p |
06 apisdon wawsinacid [syuow 71 < ARE
a9 sway paa) buo| Jwawamaolg Z 3 m-
¥LZ (eacudde 3 uonesedasg 0Qd |2 | £ ¥
OZEI0EREL 1] ze0lesoe- | o00z1zasas a0IN0Sal UELLINK i o
iisiEEEED el |3 B |
yo4 103rodd ot [ 1] 1
-
Kl G Mllel b T [ ] Wil ™ Mil X ] Tl il ™ (7] EODSEEQ  pUEIN( | SWeU S82IN0SaY SAIADY M m In-_
0 #02 id 00k % 00L funqeqoid -
.n__._.__”“.._”_nh”#:nn_ FRAS InoqEy |esnial aild wawdojanap wybraa pue ““”M“H“”H.Eun_ .u_.x=w“

Appendix 9 - Uncertainty compensation rate (Part 2)



220 |

Vol. 8, Issue 3

Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT)

Research Article

gEracales | oeeenhel . 0 009652701 | OBGL0BINH | 0260SN0C- | OBAISENS | 0 | 03gcals: | oooobosos L ) ANE
92 uoge|EIsul apisdo) ey sauoe Bugig ¢ | £9] v8i
03 3popad UoNEJado suou i Bugug ¢ | 29| ¢8f
YE2LEE0S | BHROBICE 0 isidb3 ¥ 2
201 so-cnabump-ad (¢ | 19] 18]
BSFEISEE | 09828622 0 isidb3 ; [
0k yodpabumpaid  |c | 03] 62)
02349CH | 0¥329682 0 0000¥8529 isiudnb3 3 [
22 codoabumpad  |c | 66] 22l
00000IES ¢ 0000051 [ ODOOOOSE | 00000SHY- | 000D0S¥ZL | O | 000004521 isidnby ¥ 3]
28 uoRonaisuod budnyeer |¢ | 46| G|
1+l sian pue Buniug (2 |96| )
0D5LZEL 0 005632 | OOODKSG | ODOSSIZ | 00GLZE- | OODFIIZ o 0053EL- 0003315 0 0002269 | 000ISE92 et ¥ £
F) ajge2senad jo sonds pue uHing £ |68
0056392 | 0 . 0060cG | 000S90L . ODOGCES | 00G6397- | 00717k . 0 ¢ oouioal 0083043 0 003ciez- | 00000%ES ] b n
o vonegsupod (o | 26 0d)
0053AC | 0| 0029 | D0OWSZ | 0004529 009Gzl | 0096008 : 0 Odlalel: 00306. o ¢ oosansl | oooonszs ] ANE
[ 3|e2 1aiod jo busjousl | ¢ | 16| &9
ZRI0T | 0 | 00N | [0S96ZZ | COCRMS | Zuin06- | cysmer . 0 | LGwwEl VIBLLEL 0 i azesaid: | 0008BMS ] 3 19
* 110 pue 5100 ul-an Lk
000002 | O | 0DOOZ | ODOOKE | 0ODOOZF | 00DOOI- | OODOSES . O | 0000Sal: 000005 0 00008001 | 0000002# RS ¥ 59
) (und o) uoeeasut 3)e2 sanod easqng € | 6% ¥9)
0036306 . 0 . O0GAS | OD0SSCZI | O00BLS | 00GEG0E- | O0ZCRER - 0 | Onzesel 00848 0 | o03zew- | 0000849 S ¥ 9
o {funnp) upnd aiges wopqpouad ¢ | 8% 28
SYL6HKZ | 0 | OUSG60K | COCIGELG | JG9GGGOF | OWIGHNC- | LGGOGIEL | 0 | BOLGEOM 9caREL8S | 0 | 22968Gll- | 0000SEsSF iR ¥ 19
008H3 | 0 | 0062 | 00OYGCKZ | 0006231 | 00GeWS- [ 003688 | 0 | oigsc- 00%96H | 0 00336z | 000086221 b3 b 09)
0053421 0 00I0K22- | 000338¥% | ODDSCHZZ | D0SAIZU- | OOFSKEL | 0 0086249" 0036652 0 00266865 | 000828422 #Gihasa ek ¥
[ (Bei) 310z veis uonesedo 2iousin |8 | ib| 3
0003k2 | 0 | 003k | OOOZ883 | O00SGRS | 000SKL- | ODESELZ | O | O0sshOl- 0028614 [ 00B0BES- | 000DDISE isudinb3 ¥ 1
[ G102 S0 UonEImswl ased ¢ | 9| 39
0 SaulAO]J pue 513511 ‘|EaIqun ‘easqng |2 | Gk | 59
00000FZ | 0000OZI | 00000% | O000OSS | O | OOOOOG- | 000008 | O0ODOOS | 000003 | 0OOOHHH | ODOOZE | 000DKHY | OODDLEN s § [
[ 0 0 [ [ [} 00000822 DOD0EZLH 0 0 [ [ 000008218 isiidnb3 NE
A0000YCE | ODDOOLSY | 0000SEEZ- | 0000SCLE | 0 | 000GASN- | 0000SO0L | OODDGEEZ . 0000652 | 0000BLZLH | 000024 | 0 000057E3% et G 29
37 BUILOISSILILCS Pt 6 00K L
BE0VESZl | ovuEs 0 eesiz Lovezool . 0 000082501 ] ANE
1 spisdai Jo UonEns Pt I b | 13| 6]
0B0K9ZI | 0KOLIES [ Oese0iz [owezank 0 00000£500 isidinbg H )
¢ ieiioyy - 15y podsuesy ¥ | 6L 24
VesEss | Zheiy 0 WELM | JeseL [} 000082 TR [ )
CSEYGEL | BehLLE 0 szewn foi62ss | 0 00000693 ] ANE
[ Buajse jeas pue no peo] b | o] v
62 WOPU 1IRIE UDUEEISY aprsdo] ¥ | 3¢ o)
6} pue H “uonejersu apisdo) |5 | g5 73
0 N0 peo] 0j Epray ¥ | 4] ¥
08228l | 0 | Sovest | ZES6sz | OWISS 0 oz | 0 | ZeEi | wezh | scisel | sutste | eaaksst [ oezzell- | oboozsse ] 5 o
£ BUMOIS SO @10 ysuo fuedwo) ¥ | &2 egf
Xl T N Rl ™ Nlial btV Tl Nlial X Ll N Rl ™ Ml 1500 858 Mg | swey | M m ol
#4001 7001 “ 00k # 00k 7000 Supiqeqor|
UONENIHSU0S 10}0RIU0T pue ._.n.._nmal.___. v ubisag fpoedes 1010enu00 3d3 s1yew ul fyoede] orinooe 2iewns3 .u..___“M

Appendix 9 - Uncertainty compensation rate (Part 3)



221 |

Vol. 8, Issue 3

Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT)

Research Article

26672267 0 ¥RL0604 | 0000FOBOM + 8

e uongpRIsw spisdonsae sanoe buig e | €9 v

[ spoysduonessdo sucububuig ¢ | 29 ¢8

s — N o

ol so-dogbump-aid e | 19] 18]

100065435 ] v | o

[ $rdo0bumpaid e | o) e

0000¥3+23 + 82

a2 cordogbumpaid e | esf e

00000642 0 0000058 | 0000S06Z8 O a2

288 uoponnsuoaBudnyoer ¢ | 6] G2

244 siiaa pue bunug |z |95 &2

00015552 sainosaielinH ¥ £

2 @iqeasanod jo ao)|ds pur urng e |es| 22

00000¥ES + 1

o venelesayoed e | 2s) 02

00000323 O 69

[ g0 samodjobumpounil g | 15| 89

00068419 0 9

£ e |0s) 99

0000002+ + 5

El c | 6t] #8

00003219 + £9

E] EE

0 19

000085224 O 09

O004ZE422 0 65

2 [6e1) 5102 wes voniado awoysun ¢ | 24| ag|

0000015 3 g s

05 SI0Z ainnor voneiRIsw aseud ¢ | gt 9g]

¥ SUNIACH pUE SI35U ‘EM|IQUIN ‘e3SqNS |7 | G| S|

00009 | 000D¥Z | 00007 | 0000SC | O0000KZ | 00002 0000021 0 0000021 | 000003 0 00003¢ | 00006 B =

00000852 0 0000062 | 000005215 5 £

0000KO#E | 0ODOEE | OODOL9% | OODOLOWE | ODOO¥ES | DODOZST D0000LS% 0 0000029%* | ODDOSEEZ 0 DO00IO%I- | DODOSZESR S 26|

57 Buoissiues pue dn 4004 I

0¥82501 0 02SBSIE | O¥E2S0N (] 000082504 5 05

[ pisdo) jo uameljEIsul pus 1 b | It] 6

0882501 0 02568IE | O¥B2S0N (] D0000ES0H s £

o fieiniop - e15ty uodsue] + | 65| oy

25302 0 w602z | et [] 0000362 B 9%

46289 0 8EL6861 | £16293 (] 00000£33 B o

o m:_covuﬁaaue:mu_-_ovns i 28] b

6 AOPUIN 1815 LORE|EISU spisdo) b | 5| &

261 PuE (H “uor 1 apisdo) HEE]

0 00 peo| 10 fpeay ¥ | ¥E| I#]

B9E6I0L | 2EFLL | 969950 | BOCASOL | AL | 9GH9GE BSHI5E 0 B4GHISE- | 0822810 [ 0 00002958 5 [

£ BupsotssIuwWod 30U fiusduwody v | ] 8

Ao P W MW | HWW T MW | xeW W W L MW N W M MW | o0sseg freng o v wmn
A0k %02 70k #4004 » 001 ujigeqoiy|
Souanjosu ayms moge esnge1 a1 wawdojanap whioA o e 1o a“ﬂm._

131ddns 10 1039E U0

pue uoneswebio Jouan

Appendix 9 - Uncertainty compensation rate (Part 4)



Research Article Journal of Energy Management and Technology (JEMT) Vol. 8, Issue 3 222

Estimate accuracy
= = =
D Desc. E B 'Q
1 Procurement long Human resource
3 Leed items Equipment -3 % 0 20 %
4 EPC Jacket Human resource 0 0 20 %
5 execution Equipment (Other)
& Mhiaterial 0 0 20 %
7 EPC Topside Human resource -3 %% 0 20 %
2 execution Equipment (Other)
9 Mhiaterial -3 % 0 20 %
10 Subzea, umbilical, Human rezource 0 ] 20 %
11 | Eisers and flowlines Equipment (Other)
2 Mhiaterial 0 0 20 %
13 | Drilling and wells Human resource -15 % 0 15 %
14 Equipment (Other) -15 % 0 15 %
15 | Management | Material
17 | Additional resource due to co-work -10 %% 0 10 %%
Appendix 9 - Uncertainty compensation rate (Part 5)
o Caunse of overnm
L la |BE . | | %
s B |EF |28 7 |5k o [ § | F| E|p
o = g e o =8
PS8 B2 | |2 (85| ® |6 |2 | 3 (3D
=" : & ® = T T B :
E® |58 =8 |G B ES | & B g 218E | E
s'g" gg e | = B EE' T - - E’jﬁ ”% %-
g8 (Bg |aB 2 B | z E ® E E g | g
ER |28 B : 2 |z E g 2 |BE :
Se|Be |BE|® | F |BR[E | D |9 | B |fs|E
i Beg |EF 8 & g g o g
i (8% &3 R |8 Bl | ¢
2 |RE "1 & i
Estimate accuracy v ¥ v ¥ v
Capacity in markets v v
EPC Contractor capacity v v b ¥ v o
Q Desion_development and changes v v v v v
% | Contractor constellation v ¥ v ¥ v
£ | Detmor crganization and communication v ¥ v v v
7 | Weight development v ¥ ¥ v
Pile refisal v ¥
Labor strike v
Contractor or supplier insolvency v v
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Appendix 11 - Correlation between time and cost risks

Cost Risks
; ;
= 52 B g < = 8
mo| g @ |s | B |8 | & g
E | & |8 |Es | B | & | B |
2 ) 2 E Eu i g B
=] B =l B 3 E 2 [i] w0 =]
8 | & g |8 |E |[E§ | & |§ | & |%
g B g B i 2 B B a
E | &% | |E |5 |88 B
1 o E = £ E_ =4 =3
= B = =
|'_r"‘|t:|tl E
FEED progress M H M
Weight development L M H H H
g | SIMOPS M M M
& | Capacity in markets M H M
g | EPC Contractor capacity M H M M M M H M L
EJ Design. development and changes M H H Il H H
g. | Drlling progress performance L L
“ | Contractor constellation M H M
Detnor organization and communication M M M H L H H
Weather conditions Y I
| L: Low (0.3) W Bladium (0.5) H: High (0.8}
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