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Accurate and reliable project duration estimation 1s highly Most common project types of MDT from 2003 to 2018. An as-built schedule for each project was developed using As-built schedules of representative projects for each project

dependent upon two major components; project pay items, their implementation dates in DWR data and type were integrated with MDT schedulers’ knowledge and
the controlling activity list. Note: some pay items from DWR experience to develop a common sequence logic diagram for

Were aggrege.ttec.l toa contrqlling work item using the extended each project type. The diagrams were developed in two forms:
m Drainage list and their implementation dates were added together to 1) including only common work items and 2) including both

compute the duration of each controlling work item. common and not common work items. The diagrams below
indicate the sequence logics for common work items. Other

a) reasonable production rate estimation of major work items,
b) logical sequencing of those work items.
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For each work type, a construction activity sequence logic
diagram was developed to illustrate frequent controlling work
items and their sequential relationship.
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