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Conclusions

1.

Simulation modelling produces detailed

and extensive information.

It provides fully quantitative likelihood and

consequence estimates.

The case study makes many assumptions.

Resolving these knowledge gaps will help

to realise the method’s potential.

Practical application of the method is
limited by the overwhelming volume of

results produced.

Alternatives such as scenario modelling
and more generic risk analyses may be

more valuable
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loss to critical water faclilities truly extreme events which are the main concern.
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pumps are not turned on However, power cuts to service
reservoirs result in a loss of
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drops too far
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