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1. Introduction

Risk Management
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2. Literature Review
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3. Methodoloqgy
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3.1 Risks Matrix and Bow-Tie to find the response plan
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3.2 Risk (Probability & Impact )
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3.3 (Risk contingency & Impact Cost)
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TABLE 4

Risk contingency Impact Cost Probability List of Risks NO
RS RS
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7,365.00 RS 14,950.00 RS TOTAL

4. Results and discussions
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I appreciate your efforts in explaining the information to us,
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