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Fig. 1 Sales breakdown of ENR top 225 companies of year
2007
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Fig. 3 Overseas construction sales amount of Korean
companies per work type®
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Table 3. Priority vector of sub—factors of engineering risk

Table 4. Priority vector of sub—factors of procurement risk
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Table 6. Priority vector of sub—factors of commissioning risk
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Table 9. Synthesized priority vector of EPC Business risk factors
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