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Abstract: The development of Arctic marine resources is currently the focus of the world’s largest
oil and gas companies, which is due to the presence of significant hydrocarbon reserves. However,
the decision-making process for implementing offshore oil and gas projects in the Arctic is highly
uncertain and requires consideration of many factors. This study presents a comprehensive approach
to evaluating the prospects of oil production on the Russian Arctic shelf. It is based on a specific
methodology which involves expert forecasting methods. We analyze the current conditions and
key factors and indicators, focusing on oil prices and quality of technologies that could influence
the decision-making in the oil and gas company concerning Arctic offshore fields’ development. We
use general scientific methods—analysis, synthesis, classification and systematization—and propose
a method for assessing the prospects of Arctic projects which is based on a three-step algorithm.
Together with practical tools presented in the article, it will support decision-making on the project
initiation and the development of a particular field.

Keywords: Russian Arctic; marine resources; forecasting; expert methods; oil and gas; offshore
projects; shelf; prospects

1. Introduction

At present, the global oil and gas industry is undergoing post-crisis processes and
transformation of the energy sector. In March 2020, the price of Brent crude oil reached a
record minimum value, below $20 per barrel [1]—the average price of Brent crude oil was
about $42 per barrel in 2020 (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Dynamics of Brent crude oil prices during 2010–2020, USD/bbl. Source: developed by the
authors based on [2,3].
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Currently, reorganization of the industry is taking place due to the fact that oil could
start losing its leading position in the structure of world energy consumption [4–8] as
alternative energy sources are developing rapidly [9–13], and the industry is experiencing
a number of significant changes, in particular in connection with the COVID-19 pan-
demic [14–17]. Yet, oil accounted for 33% of the global energy balance in 2019 [3]. However,
according to analysts, the share of oil will steadily decline—BP estimates a decrease to 24%
by 2030 and 17% by 2040 [18].

Such trends are unprecedented in the global economy and significantly increase the
uncertainty throughout the industry, which itself is highly volatile [16]. It makes oil and
gas projects with high production costs unprofitable [19]. This is especially true for Arctic
marine projects, which are innovative and capital-intensive in nature.

It is well-known that the Arctic has rich hydrocarbon fields in the shelf zone, which
is of particular interest to Russian and foreign companies [20–25]. In this regard, it is still
debated whether the development of Arctic marine resources is reasonable.

For Russia, oil and gas production in the Arctic has been an important issue for a long
time, since it is a powerful driver for the development of the Northern territories and the
country’s economy as a whole [26,27]. The presence of Russian oil and gas companies in the
Arctic is of geopolitical significance [28–31]. In this situation, the problems of developing
Arctic mineral resources (including oil and gas) are widely discussed both at the state level
and in the academic literature [32–35].

Thus, since 2008, the foundations of strategic management of the Arctic region have
been developing in Russia. They are aimed firstly at socio-economic spatial development of
territories and ensuring national security. In recent years, a set of basic strategic documents
has been adopted which reflect general issues of strategic management and planning,
protecting Russia’s national interests in the Arctic [36–38], as well as specific problems, such
as the development of logistics routes and infrastructure (for example, the Complex plan
for modernization and expansion of the main infrastructure of the Russian Federation until
2024, the Development Plan for the Northern Route for the period until 2035, etc.) [39,40],
the development of mineral resources, etc.

Some legislative documents (for instance, the strategy for the development of the
Arctic zone of the Russian Federation and ensuring national security for the period up to
2020) were valid until 2020. In March 2020, the Fundamentals of the State Policy of the
Russian Federation in the Arctic for the period up to 2035 were adopted [36]. One of the
purposes of this document is to propel the economic development of the Russian Arctic
zone and increase their contribution to the country’s economic growth. In November 2020,
the strategy for the development of the Russian Arctic zone and ensuring national security
for the period up to 2035 was adopted [37]. It presents the main objectives, as well as the
tools for the development of the Russian Arctic.

An approach aimed at forming “reference zones” (points of growth) in the Arctic
seems interesting. It is established as the main tool for implementing state policy in the
Arctic and assumes the development of the Arctic territories as an integrated project. Many
of the designated “reference zones” (Kola, Nenets, Taimyro-Turukhansk and others) are
focused on raw materials, which confirms the critical importance of implementing oil and
gas and other mineral resource projects in the Arctic.

As for academic literature, many researchers devote their works to certain aspects of
Arctic territorial development: issues of economic development [26,41], attracting labor
resources to the Arctic [42,43], national and environmental safety [30,44], development
of hydrocarbon fields in the Arctic seas [45], territorial peculiarities in the Arctic [46],
assessment of associated risks [32,47] and many others.

In this regard, due to the complexity and uncertainty about the future of Arctic
projects, works in the field of strategic planning and forecasting are of interest. Some
of them represent practical tools, such as scenario-based roadmap method and scenario
planning [48,49], the choice of a policy implementation strategy based on the forecast of its
effectiveness [50], retrospective forecasting and strategic planning maps [51].
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For example, Kondratenko makes an attempt to form an effective program for the
development of the Arctic shelf based on economic and mathematical modeling [52]. This
approach considers the various aspects of the objects analyzed and justifies investments in
Arctic offshore oil and gas projects using its own methodology of multi-criteria analysis.

The opinions of researchers and experts regarding the prospects for the development
of oil and gas marine resources in the Arctic are radically different. Many experts oppose the
development of such deposits due to the commercial inefficiency of projects and the need to
import foreign mining technologies. Others, on the contrary, are in favor of implementing
projects in the Northern seas due to their positive effects on the Arctic regions, such as
improvement of the demographic situation and standard of living. Experts also argue that
this opinion is based on the need to strengthen Russia’s geopolitical position in the Arctic
and improve the image of the Russian oil and gas industry, to prepare for the development
of the Russian Arctic shelf [28–30,44,53].

The complexity of Arctic hydrocarbon production projects is due to the influence of a
wide range of factors that should be considered when making decisions concerning their
future. At the same time, many indicators are qualitative, and the process of evaluating
the prospects is difficult to formalize. All this significantly increases the uncertainty
surrounding the project and affecting the decisions on its implementation.

It is obvious that oil prices determine the efficiency of hydrocarbons production in the
Arctic seas [27,54]. The quality of technologies for offshore production also plays a signifi-
cant role. In fact, these are the key factors which determine the expediency of developing
Arctic offshore hydrocarbon resources, and from this viewpoint, it is inappropriate to talk
about high commercial effectiveness of such projects at the moment. However, oil prices’
growth, the emergence of new technologies for offshore production and other factors will
raise this issue again.

As a result of a thorough analysis of the literature, we have come to the conclusion
that there are few studies in the field of evaluating the prospects for the implementation of
Arctic offshore projects. In particular, Morgunova presents methods of scenario planning
for the development of Arctic shelf deposits in the long term [33]. However, the described
scenarios provide only general guidelines concerning the future development of Arctic
marine resources and do not consider the prospects for specific oil and gas projects. This
confirms the relevance of our research, which is a systematic approach to the problem.

In this work, we use the phrase “forecasting the prospects of an oil and gas Arctic
offshore project,” meaning that evaluating the long-term prospects of such projects should
be based on expert forecasting methods. The prospects of an Arctic oil and gas offshore
project appear as its qualitative characteristic, which determines the possibility of their com-
mercially effective implementation. The obtained forecasts will demonstrate the economic
performance of the specific offshore project in the long-term.

Our earlier analysis of the possibilities of applying traditional forecasting methods
(expert and statistical) to assess the prospects for developing Arctic marine hydrocarbon
fields showed that expert methods (expert surveys) are indispensable for such an assess-
ment. Statistical forecasting methods are not applicable for long-term forecasting purposes
due to high uncertainty and variability of the external environment and lack of necessary
statistical information on the studied indicators [55–57]. In this regard, we hypothesize that
the use of expert surveys is the only possible way to form adequate long-term forecasts in
this research field.

Thus, the research problem is that the decision-making process for the development
of the Arctic offshore field is complex and requires an appropriate scientific base. For that,
we propose a systems approach to the problem that will help managers of oil and gas
companies make qualified decisions.

Taking into account the above, the purpose of this work is to develop a universal con-
ceptual and methodological approach to forecasting the prospects for offshore hydrocarbon
production projects in the Arctic. The practical value of the study lies in the developed
system of specific indicators, toolkits and method for forecasting the prospects of an oil
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and gas Arctic project. From the analysis, we conclude that (i) long-term forecasts of
the prospects of Arctic marine oil and gas projects should be based on up-to-date expert
opinions, and (ii) decisions on the project implementation should be supported by scientific
research and involve specifically designed practical tools. For that, we recommend using
the methodology described below.

2. Materials and Methods

During the research, we used several scientific methods, such as scientific analysis
and synthesis, classification, systematization and decomposition. We applied commonly
used short-term and long-term forecasting methods—extrapolation and expert methods
mainly, as well as consensus forecasts.

In the beginning, we paid special attention to such critical aspects as post-pandemic
oil prices’ forecasts, the development of offshore oil production technologies and the
break-even point of Arctic oil and gas projects in the Arctic. Yet, we hypothesize that
decision-making on Arctic offshore projects’ implementation should consider a wider
range of factors and specific indicators.

Then, we systemized all factors and indicators that may hold back or, on the contrary,
facilitate the implementation of the project. It allowed us to highlight six key factors which
influence the project’s prospects. We call them TESCIMP factors, which stand for Technolo-
gies (T), Environmental Safety (ES), Climatic and geological factors (C), Infrastructure (I),
Macroeconomic factors (M) and Political factors (P). A more detailed description of each
factor and its influence on project prospects was provided in our previous research [58].
Indicators inherent to each specific project were classified in four groups in accordance
with two criteria—“controllability” and “necessity”—forming a matrix of TESCIMP indi-
cators. The controllability criterion allocates indicators into two groups—“manageable”
and “conditionally manageable” ones. It reflects the ability of managers to control and
influence the values of TESCIMP indicators. The necessity criterion divides indicators
into two groups—“essential” and “stimulating”—depending on the significance of each
indicator and the contribution it makes to the assessment of the project’s prospects. The
essential indicators are qualitative and are used to assess the project’s prospects in current
conditions based on the conformity of their real values to the desired ones, with the help of
a special checklist. Stimulating indicators are quantitative and help evaluate the project’s
prospects according to the method described below. The full list of indicators can be found
in our previous research [58].

Finally, we assume that forecasting the prospects of the Arctic offshore projects should
be carried out in the framework of our previously developed TESCIMP methodology. In
addition to the classification described above, it involves special practical tools which
facilitate solving the problem. They are included in the research algorithm presented below.
All these form a complex system and present a comprehensive approach to forecasting the
prospects of an Arctic offshore project.

3. Results
3.1. Oil Prices and Technology Development as Crucial Points of Arctic Oil and Gas
Projects’ Prospects

As noted above, the main factors determining the future of oil and gas projects on
the Arctic shelf are oil prices and technology. Oil prices, especially in the face of energy
transition, are difficult to predict, and even general trends (positive or negative) for oil
prices are hard to forecast. Regarding the new technologies for oil production in the Arctic,
the level of their development varies in different countries. As for Russia, predicting the
level of technology development is an extremely difficult task. The important thing is that
they can have a significant impact on reducing the level of operating costs (OPEX).

Figure 2 provides the analysis of post-pandemic oil price forecasts by the U.S. Energy
Information Administration (EIA) and energy companies such as Shell, Eni and BP. In
addition, it shows the consensus forecast of oil prices until 2030.
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Figure 2. Long-term Brent crude oil price forecast until 2030, USD/bbl. Source: developed by the
authors based on [1,59].

According to the forecasts presented in Figure 2, oil prices will grow. We can conclude
that under the optimistic scenario (close to the EIA estimates), oil prices will gradually
increase to $100 per barrel by 2030. In the pessimistic scenario (close to BP’s estimates), oil
prices will vary in the range of $60–$65 per barrel.

As for the level of operating costs in oil production on the Russian Arctic shelf, experts’
estimates differ significantly. According to the latest estimates of the Ministry of Energy of
the Russian Federation, the break-even point of oil marine projects in the Arctic is about
$50–$70 per barrel [60]. Some experts assess the costs at the level of $42–$43 per barrel [61].
However, this is an average estimate for all fields in the Arctic, and it will differ for each
specific project. Thus, according to Gazpromneft company, the cost of oil production at the
Prirazlomnoye field (the only fully launched oil project on the Arctic shelf) will be less than
$10 per barrel after all investments are made and the project reaches its full capacity [62].

The Norwegian company Equinor states that the break-even point of Johan Castberg
oil field is less than $35 per barrel, and Equinor’s portfolio reached a break-even point of
$27 [63,64]. Norway has made great strides in the development of Arctic hydrocarbons,
demonstrating record low OPEX for offshore oil production. In general, the breakthrough
technologies’ development can open up new opportunities for oil production in marine
fields, including Russian oil and gas companies.

It should be noted that in addition to OPEX, the amount of capital expenditures
(CAPEX) is also critically important. According to experts, the cost of drilling on the shelf
is 10 times higher than on land, and on the Arctic shelf it is about 27 times higher [65].
The development of drilling technologies may also be a powerful driver to enhance the
development of Arctic oil and gas projects.

At the same time, each Arctic project is unique (which is also confirmed by different
estimates of the cost of oil production on the Arctic shelf), has a different geographical
location and, accordingly, different infrastructure and geological conditions, and deter-
mining the prospects for such projects cannot be based only on oil prices and technology
development. It confirms the need for a thorough analysis of each particular case and
project with the involvement of experienced experts.

3.2. Method for Assessing the Prospects of an Oil and Gas Project on the Arctic Shelf

After the analysis, we came to a conclusion that expert forecasting methods are a
significant tool that could help managers prepare justified long-term forecasts for the
prospects of an oil and gas project on the Arctic shelf.

As the result of this study, we present a method for assessing the prospects of projects
on the Arctic shelf. It can be used by managers of oil and gas companies having specific
plans for extraction of hydrocarbons from the Arctic shelf zone as an additional instrument
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for assessing the prospects of such projects. It is a formalized method for considering
expert opinions in the decision-making process.

This toolkit is based on an algorithm that helps to apply a complex approach to
forecasting the project’s prospects and consists of three main stages (Figure 3). The “inputs”
of each stage are presented in ellipses on the left side. These are the specific practical tools
used within the stage, as well as incoming information. The central part of the algorithm
reflects the processes being implemented, and the right part—the results obtained.

Figure 3. Algorithm of a complex approach to forecasting the prospects of an oil and gas project on
the Arctic shelf. Source: developed by the authors.

The first stage of this research is focused on expert forecasting methods in terms of
overall prospects for hydrocarbons’ production in the Arctic seas. The goal of this stage is
to give an answer to the question whether the development of the Arctic shelf is expedient
or not. At this stage, specialists of various profiles, scientists and managers of oil and gas
companies are involved to ensure the objectivity of the study. The questionnaire of the
general expert survey includes the following issues: (i) development of the oil and gas
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industry as a whole, (ii) prospects and investment attractiveness of offshore oil and gas
projects in the Arctic, (iii) state regulation in the field of Arctic marine resources’ production,
(iv) international cooperation and (v) technological problems of hydrocarbon production
on the Arctic shelf. A fragment of a general expert survey questionnaire is presented in
Appendix A (Table A1). After the survey, the expert opinions are analyzed and adjusted.
The results of this survey provide a comprehensive expert opinion on the prospects for the
development of the Arctic oil and gas shelf. It will give a company’s manager a profound
outlook of key tendencies and problems that will accompany the project to be developed,
which will help him make a reasonable decision on initiating a project in the current
conditions.

The second stage consists of selecting TESCIMP factors and their corresponding
indicators that affect the implementation of a specific project, depending on the situation.
Moreover, the output of this stage is an information base for experts which will help to
support the decision-making process at the third stage—during the specific expert surveys.
This step is based on the TESCIMP methodology and includes the collection and processing
of statistical and analytical data for key indicators, and the use of statistical and expert
forecasting methods.

In order to determine TESCIMP indicators for assessing the prospects of an oil and gas
project on the Arctic shelf, we developed a scheme for selecting TESCIMP factors, which is
used every time a decision is made to develop a particular field in the corresponding cir-
cumstances (Figure 4). The prospects of the project are estimated by oil and gas companies
planning to develop the field.

Figure 4. Scheme for selecting TESCIMP factors for evaluating the prospects of an oil and gas project
on the Arctic shelf. Source: developed by the authors.

The selected TESCIMP factors and indicators can take different values depending on
the field, the operator company and the production region. If the deposits are located in
different countries and it is necessary to choose one of the projects, political and macroeco-
nomic factors will play an important role in assessing their prospects. In addition, even for
Russian projects, the influence of these factors is crucial, as they create, or do not create, the
opportunities for their successful implementation.

Therefore, these factors should be considered when evaluating the prospects of any
project. If the fields for the development are located in the same region, technologies and
climatic and geological factors will be paramount when choosing one of the alternative
projects by one company. This case corresponds to Situation 1 in the scheme. The envi-
ronmental safety appears to be a crucial factor when there are two or more oil and gas
companies applying for the fields’ development, since it is directly related to their environ-
mental policy. If there are deposits located in different regions, the values of infrastructure
indicators become important for the project precedence.

To assess the prospects of a specific project on the Arctic shelf, we propose to use a
checklist which can be formed after selecting TESCIMP factors and the corresponding qual-
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itative indicators (the so-called “essential” indicators). If the real values of each required
indicator in the checklist coincide with the desired ones, the project under consideration
can be assessed as promising [58].

The information base for experts includes short-term forecasts about the values of
particular quantitative TESCIMP indicators (we call them “stimulating” indicators as their
values can motivate or demotivate the company for the field development [58]). For this,
extrapolation methods using retrospective data are mainly used. In addition, we propose
to systematize up-to-date analytical information about the dynamics and current values of
the indicators under consideration. An example of an information base for conducting a
specific expert survey is presented in our previous research [66].

The third stage is dedicated to specific expert surveys on the prospects of an oil and
gas project and uses the outputs of the first and second stages. Its goal is to evaluate how
stimulating indicators affect the project prospects in the long term. For specific expert
surveys, a template is used as a basis for the special questionnaire, which is updated each
time before the research. This is necessary because the questionnaire itself is not static,
since it includes stimulating indicators that change depending on the situation of choice
of a specific project. As a result of the survey, each stimulating indicator should obtain a
range of its values (A, B or C), which is preceded by the expert approval procedure. The
ranges of the values of each indicator obtained by the expert method can be written as
follows:

aij min ≤ aij low ≤ aij high ≤ aij max, (1)

where aij min is the minimum value of the indicator, and aij low and aij high are the values of
stimulating indicator aij limiting the mid-range (B).

If the minimum and maximum value of any indicator is difficult to establish, one can
take aij min = 0; aij max → ∞.

Figure 5 illustrates how stimulating TESCIMP indicators can be used for constructing
a profile of a particular field from the managerial point of view.

An example profile shown in Figure 5 reflects the results of the specific expert survey
and serves as an output of Stage 3 of the algorithm. TESCIMP factors used to construct the
table are selected according to the scheme (Figure 4). In this case, we present an example of
Situation 4 when all six factors are considered. The boundaries of each value interval (i.e.,
aij min, aij low, aij high, aij max) are assessed using expert methods and are the outputs of the
specific expert survey. The black curved line is drawn based on the values of a range of
indicators (left column) that fall in the corresponding intervals—the so-called “profile” of a
project. In this example, the curved line shows a profile of a promising Arctic oil and gas
offshore project, assuming that the optimistic oil price scenario will take place. Promising
Arctic oil and gas offshore project is defined by the authors in our previous research [58].

Thus, this toolkit is designed to visualize how the real project’s quantitative indicators
behave relating to the possible value ranges for each indicator. It helps the company’s
managers compare the real values of the project indicators with ranges A, B and C and
prepare an informed decision on the project’s implementation.

Moreover, we propose to quantify the prospects of an Arctic offshore oil and gas
project.

Suppose m is the number of factors selected according to the above scheme, ki is
the number of indicators for each factor, i = 1, m, and aij is the real values of the project
indicators for each factor, i = 1, m and j = 1, ki.

To get the final project assessment, we propose to use a matrix of coincidences of the
real values of project indicators with ranges A, B and C. The elements cij of this matrix are
obtained as follows: cij = 1, if the real value of the indicator falls within the range A, i.e., aij
ε [aij min, aij low), cij = 2, if aij ε [aij low, aij high), and cij = 3, if aij ε [aij high, aij max).
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Figure 5. Example profile of a promising Arctic oil and gas offshore project. Source: developed by
the authors.

Then, the assessment of the prospects of an Arctic offshore project (PAOP) can be
calculated using the arithmetic mean of the elements cij of the matrix of coincidences:

PAOP =
∑m

i=1 ∑ki
j=1 cij

∑m
i=1 ki

. (2)

We propose to interpret the values of the PAOP indicator as follows:
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• If PAOP ≥ 2.5, the actual project indicators are in favor of the project implementation,
indicating its long-term prospects and resistance to external changes.

• If PAOP < 1.5, the project can possibly become unpromising in the long term, projects
with such values of PAOP are not recommended for development from the viewpoint
of their commercial implementation.

• If PAOP ∈ [1.5, 2.5), the project is promising under current conditions and has a
medium level of stability to changes in the external environment in the long term.

4. Discussion and Conclusions

The purpose of this work was to develop the method for evaluating the prospects of
hydrocarbon projects on the shelf of the Russian Arctic. It provided a comprehensive study
of the problematic field, analyzed the current situation and developed methodological
frameworks and tools for forecasting the prospects of Arctic projects. Consistent application
of the proposed methods in accordance with the proposed algorithm will provide answers
to key questions:

• Is the development of hydrocarbon deposits on the shelf of the Russian Arctic promis-
ing in the current situation and in the medium and long term?

• What factors have a key impact on the prospects of a specific Russian Arctic project
and what is the dynamics of the main indicators?

As mentioned above, the problem of forecasting the prospects for the implementation
of oil and gas offshore projects in the Arctic is difficult to formalize, which focused this study
on expert forecasting methods. The reliability of the results obtained when conducting
general and specific surveys was achieved by attracting a large number of experts and the
approval procedure, which is reflected in the research algorithm.

This work offers an approach to forecasting the prospects for offshore projects based
on a comprehensive study of its pros and cons, consideration of a large number of factors
and indicators that influence them. We assume this will allow an unbiased approach to the
problem of choosing the most promising project for implementation and will serve as the
basis for an effective decision-making process.

The proposed method provides recommendations to managers of oil and gas compa-
nies regarding the implementation of offshore Arctic projects. Due to the high uncertainty
surrounding the decision-making on the development of deposits, as well as the multidirec-
tional influence of numerous factors, especially qualitative ones, a more precise assessment
seems difficult, and its need is debatable.

In general, the results of the study are focused on the long-term perspective, since
they lie in the field of strategic planning and forecasting of such long-term and expensive
projects as the development of marine oil and gas fields in the Arctic. They can be used
by government agencies and oil and gas companies engaged in the development of the
Russian Arctic shelf when initiating and planning such projects.

Further research will be devoted to validation of the proposed method with other
cases and forecasting the prospects of particular oil and gas projects on the Russian Arctic
shelf. The study will be conducted for the management situation, which involves choosing
one of several potential projects and is characterized by its own set of key factors. The
proposed approach is designed to support decision-making for managers of oil and gas
companies and helps them in dealing with a complex structure and difficult to forecast
practical and scientific problem.

The research led to the following conclusions:

1. Despite the fact that the key determinants of interest in the Arctic shelf are oil prices
and available Arctic drilling and oil production technologies, the development of
marine resources of the Russian Arctic is dependent on a large number of various in-
dicators, each of them having a different impact on the project’s prospects. The role of
innovations is increasing significantly [34], as well as the parameters of sustainability
of oil and gas projects in the Arctic [67]. At the time of the research, the expediency of
such projects could be characterized as doubtful.
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2. The ongoing crisis associated with the COVID-19 pandemic hit the industry hard,
and, particularly, the offshore Arctic projects. Being doubtful before the pandemic, in
the current global conditions, they lose any potential profitability.

3. Despite the current commercial inefficiency of the Arctic projects, Russia continues
supporting Arctic offshore projects. This is due to the fact that the implementa-
tion of hydrocarbon projects in the Arctic is strategically significant for the Russian
Federation. It can also be confirmed by recently adopted strategic plans of the govern-
ment on the development of Russian Arctic and marine resources [36,37]. Obviously,
such projects in the current macroeconomic situation will require more government
support.

4. The state support of Arctic projects becomes a crucial essential indicator for its initia-
tion in the current conditions. This should be kept in mind as an important assumption
when forecasting the projects’ prospects until the macroeconomic situation changes
significantly.
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Appendix A

Table A1. Fragment of a general expert survey questionnaire—Objectives of the state and business in the implementation of
offshore projects.

Question Possible Answers Your Answer

What, in your opinion, should be the state
regulation of the development of the shelf and
the implementation of offshore projects?
(check one box only)

Direct participation of the state–direct contribution and
participation of the state in the economic, financial, scientific and
industrial spheres

Indirect participation of the state–formulation at the state level of
rules, norms, strategies that determine the development vector and
targets

Combination of direct and indirect state participation

Other: ___________________________________

Do you consider the current state regulation in
the field of shelf development to be effective?
(check one box only)

Yes, current government regulation can be considered effective

Yes, the current state regulation can be considered effective, but
requires improvements

In general, the current state regulation can be considered quite
effective, but there are problems with the declarative nature of the
main policy documents and initiatives

In general, current government regulation can be considered quite
effective, but there are problems in the area of interconnection of
the main policy documents and initiatives

No, the current government regulation cannot be considered
effective, significant adjustments are required

Other: ___________________________________
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Table A1. Cont.

Question Possible Answers Your Answer

What aspects of state regulation of shelf
development require improvement? (check
one or more boxes)

Legal regulation in general, the legal framework for the
development of the shelf

Tax policy

Licensing issues, procedure for granting the right to use subsurface
areas

Financial mechanisms, development of financial instruments

Information security

Development of environmental standards

Implementation of state control

Other: ___________________________________

What can be considered the main goal of the
government in the implementation of Arctic
shelf projects? (check one or more boxes)

Ensuring effective international cooperation

Increasing geological knowledge

Stimulating R&D in this area

Building strategies for the commercialization of R&D results in this
area, taking into account the interests of all stakeholders

Ensuring sustainable development of industries producing
up-to-date machinery in this area (oil and gas engineering and
related industries)

Development of small and medium-sized businesses (oilfield
services)

Ensuring sustainable social and economic development of the
Arctic region

Other: ___________________________________

Is it necessary to liberalize the admission of
private companies to work on the Russian
shelf? (in order to attract additional funding,
innovations, etc.) (check one box only)

Yes, it is necessary

Yes, it is necessary to perform individual tasks

No, there is no need

What can be considered the key problems for
business (oil producing companies) in the
implementation of offshore projects? (check
one or more boxes)

High bureaucracy at all stages

Imperfect tax regime

High capital intensity of projects

Funding problems

High prices for raw materials, resources, services (high production
costs)

Inadequate provision with domestic equipment and technologies

The need for implementation of related infrastructure projects

The tightening of environmental legislation

Lack of qualified personnel

Other: ___________________________________

What can be considered the main goal of
business in the development of the Arctic
shelf?

The preservation/development of cooperation with foreign
partners

Proactive participation in solving issues related to technological
security of projects

Proactive participation in solving issues related to ecological safety
of projects

Interaction with scientific and educational organizations

Other: ___________________________________

What can be considered the key business
objectives in improving the technological
security of offshore projects?

Creation and development of private R&D centers

Development of cooperation with domestic enterprises of oil and
gas engineering

Development of cooperation with small and medium-sized
businesses (oilfield services)

Collaboration with Asian R&D partners

Use of government mechanisms: development institutions, clusters,
technology platforms, etc.

Other: ___________________________________



J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2021, 9, 528 13 of 15

References
1. Dawn of a New Era. Oil and Gas Price Benchmarking as at 30 June 2020. Available online: https://www.pwc.co.uk/oil-gas/

assets/oil-gas-commodity-price-benchmarking.pdf (accessed on 29 March 2021).
2. Brent Oil Futures Historical Data. Available online: https://www.investing.com/commodities/brent-oil-historical-data (accessed

on 30 March 2021).
3. BP p.l.c. BP Statistical Review of World Energy 2020, 69th ed.; London, UK. 2020. Available online: https://www.bp.com/

content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2020-full-
report.pdf (accessed on 10 March 2021).

4. Miller, R.G.; Sorrell, S.R. The future of oil supply. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A 2013, 372, 20130179. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Höök, M. Depletion and Decline Curve Analysis in Crude Oil Production. Licentiate Thesis, Uppsala University, Uppsala,

Sweden, 2009.
6. Mitchell, J.; Marcel, V.; Mitchell, B. What Next for the Oil and Gas Industry? Chatham House (The Royal Institute of International

Affairs). 2012. Available online: https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Valerie_Marcel/publication/292958223_What_Next_
for_the_Oil_and_Gas_Industry/links/56e7e46b08ae166360e4b9d2/What-Next-for-the-Oil-and-Gas-Industry.pdf (accessed on 22
October 2020).

7. Weyler, R. The Decline of Oil Has Already Begun, Greenpeace. 2020. Available online: https://www.greenpeace.org/
international/story/29458/peak-oil-decline-coronavirus-economy/#:~{}:text=According%20to%20a%202019%20Geological,
next%2010%20to%2014%20years (accessed on 1 October 2020).

8. Norouzi, N.; Fani, M.; Ziarani, Z.K. The fall of oil Age: A scenario planning approach over the last peak oil of human history by
2040. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2020, 188, 106827. [CrossRef]

9. Kumar, G.; Kim, S.-H.; Lay, C.-H.; Ponnusamy, V.K. Recent developments on alternative fuels, energy and environment for
sustainability. Bioresour. Technol. 2020, 317, 124010. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Slade, R.; Saunders, R.; Gross, R.; Bauen, A. Energy from Biomass: The Size of the Global Resource. Imperial College Centre for
Energy Policy and Technology and UK Energy Research Centre. 2011. Available online: https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk/bitstream/
10044/1/12650/4/GlobalBiomassReport_LOLO.pdf (accessed on 25 September 2020).

11. Timilsina, G.R. Biofuels in the long-run global energy supply mix for transportation. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Ser. A 2014, 372,
20120323. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Giuseppe, F.; Felice, A. New perspectives in offshore wind energy. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Ser. A 2015, 373, 2035. [CrossRef]
13. Bórawski, P.; Bełdycka-Bórawska, A.; Jankowski, K.J.; Dubis, B.; Dunn, J.W. Development of wind energy market in the European

Union. Renew. Energy 2020, 161, 691–700. [CrossRef]
14. Michaux, S. Oil from a Critical Raw Material Perspective. Geological Survey of Finland. 2019. Available online: http://tupa.gtk.

fi/raportti/arkisto/70_2019.pdf (accessed on 27 September 2020).
15. Oil Markets Are Stabilizing, But It’s Still an Industry in Decline. Third Way. Available online: https://www.thirdway.org/blog/

oil-markets-are-stabilizing-but-its-still-an-industry-in-decline (accessed on 25 October 2020).
16. World Energy Issues Monitor. 2020. “Decoding New Signals of Change”. Available online: https://www.worldenergy.org/

assets/downloads/World_Energy_Issues_Monitor_2020_-_Executive_Summary.pdf (accessed on 15 October 2020).
17. Energy in Context, BP. Available online: https://www.bp.com/en/global/corporate/sustainability/our-sustainability-frame/

energy-in-context.html (accessed on 14 November 2020).
18. Energy Outlook 2020: Three Scenarios to Explore the Energy Transition to 2050. BP. 2020. Available online: https://www.bp.

com/en/global/corporate/energy-economics/energy-outlook/introduction/overview.html (accessed on 25 October 2020).
19. Coronavirus: The Impact of COVID-19 on the Fuel and Energy Sector in the World and in Russia. 2020. Available online: https:

//energy.skolkovo.ru/downloads/documents/SEneC/Research/SKOLKOVO_EneC_COVID19_and_Energy_sector_RU.pdf (ac-
cessed on 13 November 2020).

20. U.S. Geological Survey Oil and Gas Resource Assessment of the Russian Arctic. United States Geological Survey 2010. Available
online: https://netl.doe.gov/sites/default/files/2018-04/05NT15538_FinalReport.pdf (accessed on 10 October 2020).

21. Budzik, P. Arctic Oil and Natural Gas Potential. U.S. Energy Information Administration, Office of Integrated Analysis and
Forecasting Oil and Gas Division. 2009. Available online: https://www.arlis.org/docs/vol1/AlaskaGas/Paper/Paper_EIA_2009
_ArcticOilGasPotential.pdf (accessed on 20 October 2020).

22. Gautier, D.; Bird, K.; Charpentier, R.; Grantz, A.; Houseknecht, D.; Klett, T.; Moore, T.; Pitman, J.; Schenk, C.; Schuenemeyer, J.;
et al. Assessment of undiscovered oil and gas in the Arctic. Science 2009, 324, 1175–1179. [CrossRef]

23. Jørgensen-Dahl, A. Arctic Oil and Gas. CHNL. 2010. Available online: http://www.arctis-search.com/Arctic+Oil+and+Gas
(accessed on 14 October 2020).

24. Evdokimov, A.N.; Smirnov, A.N.; Fokin, V.I. Mineral Resources in Arctic Islands of Russia. J. Min. Inst. 2015, 216, 5–12.
25. Osadchij, A.I. Russian shelf oil and gas: Estimates and forecasts. Sci. Life. 2006, 7. Available online: https://www.nkj.ru/archive/

articles/6334 (accessed on 7 August 2020).
26. Shestak, O.; Shcheka, O.L.; Klochkov, Y. Methodological aspects of use of countries experience in determining the directions of

the strategic development of the Russian Federation Arctic regions. Int. J. Syst. Assur. Eng. Manag. 2020, 11, 44–62. [CrossRef]
27. Morgunova, M.O. Why is exploitation of Arctic offshore oil and natural gas resources ongoing? A multi-level perspective on the

cases of Norway and Russia. Polar J. 2020, 9, 1–18. [CrossRef]

https://www.pwc.co.uk/oil-gas/assets/oil-gas-commodity-price-benchmarking.pdf
https://www.pwc.co.uk/oil-gas/assets/oil-gas-commodity-price-benchmarking.pdf
https://www.investing.com/commodities/brent-oil-historical-data
https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2020-full-report.pdf
https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2020-full-report.pdf
https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/energy-economics/statistical-review/bp-stats-review-2020-full-report.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2013.0179
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24298085
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Valerie_Marcel/publication/292958223_What_Next_for_the_Oil_and_Gas_Industry/links/56e7e46b08ae166360e4b9d2/What-Next-for-the-Oil-and-Gas-Industry.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Valerie_Marcel/publication/292958223_What_Next_for_the_Oil_and_Gas_Industry/links/56e7e46b08ae166360e4b9d2/What-Next-for-the-Oil-and-Gas-Industry.pdf
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/story/29458/peak-oil-decline-coronavirus-economy/#:~{}:text=According%20to%20a%202019%20Geological,next%2010%20to%2014%20years
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/story/29458/peak-oil-decline-coronavirus-economy/#:~{}:text=According%20to%20a%202019%20Geological,next%2010%20to%2014%20years
https://www.greenpeace.org/international/story/29458/peak-oil-decline-coronavirus-economy/#:~{}:text=According%20to%20a%202019%20Geological,next%2010%20to%2014%20years
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2019.106827
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2020.124010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32822890
https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk/bitstream/10044/1/12650/4/GlobalBiomassReport_LOLO.pdf
https://spiral.imperial.ac.uk/bitstream/10044/1/12650/4/GlobalBiomassReport_LOLO.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2012.0323
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24298077
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2014.0228
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.07.081
http://tupa.gtk.fi/raportti/arkisto/70_2019.pdf
http://tupa.gtk.fi/raportti/arkisto/70_2019.pdf
https://www.thirdway.org/blog/oil-markets-are-stabilizing-but-its-still-an-industry-in-decline
https://www.thirdway.org/blog/oil-markets-are-stabilizing-but-its-still-an-industry-in-decline
https://www.worldenergy.org/assets/downloads/World_Energy_Issues_Monitor_2020_-_Executive_Summary.pdf
https://www.worldenergy.org/assets/downloads/World_Energy_Issues_Monitor_2020_-_Executive_Summary.pdf
https://www.bp.com/en/global/corporate/sustainability/our-sustainability-frame/energy-in-context.html
https://www.bp.com/en/global/corporate/sustainability/our-sustainability-frame/energy-in-context.html
https://www.bp.com/en/global/corporate/energy-economics/energy-outlook/introduction/overview.html
https://www.bp.com/en/global/corporate/energy-economics/energy-outlook/introduction/overview.html
https://energy.skolkovo.ru/downloads/documents/SEneC/Research/SKOLKOVO_EneC_COVID19_and_Energy_sector_RU.pdf
https://energy.skolkovo.ru/downloads/documents/SEneC/Research/SKOLKOVO_EneC_COVID19_and_Energy_sector_RU.pdf
https://netl.doe.gov/sites/default/files/2018-04/05NT15538_FinalReport.pdf
https://www.arlis.org/docs/vol1/AlaskaGas/Paper/Paper_EIA_2009_ArcticOilGasPotential.pdf
https://www.arlis.org/docs/vol1/AlaskaGas/Paper/Paper_EIA_2009_ArcticOilGasPotential.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1169467
http://www.arctis-search.com/Arctic+Oil+and+Gas
https://www.nkj.ru/archive/articles/6334
https://www.nkj.ru/archive/articles/6334
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13198-019-00805-w
http://doi.org/10.1080/2154896X.2020.1757823


J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2021, 9, 528 14 of 15

28. Krasnikov, A.V.; Maksimenko, V.S. Development of the Arctic oil and gas resources by the Russian companies as a tool of
innovative import substitution. Econ. Yesterday Today Tomorrow 2017, 7, 41–51.

29. Koz’menko, S.J. Regional presence of Russia in the Arctic: The geopolitical and economic trends. Arct. North 2011, 3, 1–12.
30. Henderson, J.; Grushevenko, E. The Future of Russian Oil Production in the Short, Medium, and Long Term. The Oxford Institute

for Energy Studies. 2019. Available online: https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/The-Future-
of-Russian-Oil-Production-in-the-Short-Medium-and-Long-Term-Insight-57.pdf (accessed on 10 October 2020).

31. Brutschin, E.; Schubert, S.R. Icy waters, hot tempers, and high stakes: Geopolitics and geoeconomics of the Arctic. Energy Res. Soc.
Sci. 2016, 16, 147–159. [CrossRef]

32. Henderson, J.; Loe, J. The Prospects and Challenges for Arctic Oil Development. The Oxford Institute for Energy Studies.
2014. Available online: https://www.oxfordenergy.org/publications/the-prospects-and-challenges-for-arctic-oil-development
(accessed on 8 October 2020).

33. Morgunova, M.O. Prospects for the Development of Hydrocarbon Resources of the Arctic shelf of Russia in the Context of the
Transformation of World Energy. Ph.D. Dissertation, National University of Oil and Gas, Gubkin University, Moscow, Russia,
2017.

34. Dmitrieva, D.; Romasheva, N. Sustainable Development of Oil and Gas Potential of the Arctic and Its Shelf Zone: The Role of
Innovations. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2020, 8, 1003. [CrossRef]

35. Egorov, A.S.; Prischepa, O.M.; Nefedov, Y.V.; Kontorovich, V.A.; Vinokurov, I.Y. Deep Structure, Tectonics and Petroleum Potential
of the Western Sector of the Russian Arctic. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2021, 9, 258. [CrossRef]

36. Decree of the President of the Russian Federation No. 164 of March 5, 2020 “On the Fundamentals of the State Policy of the
Russian Federation in the Arctic for the Period up to 2035”. Available online: https://www.garant.ru/products/ipo/prime/doc/
73606526/ (accessed on 12 October 2020).

37. Strategy for the Development of the Russian Arctic Zone and Ensuring National Security for the Period up to 2035. Available
online: https://www.garant.ru/products/ipo/prime/doc/74710556/ (accessed on 30 March 2021).

38. Energy Strategy of the Russian Federation until 2035. Available online: http://static.government.ru/media/files/w4
sigFOiDjGVDYT4IgsApssm6mZRb7wx.pdf (accessed on 9 November 2020).

39. Order of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 2101-r of September 30, 2018. Available online: http://static.government.
ru/media/files/MUNhgWFddP3UfF9RJASDW9VxP8zwcB4Y.pdf (accessed on 12 October 2020).

40. Order of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 3120-r of December 21, 2019. Available online: http://static.government.
ru/media/files/itR86nOgy9xFEvUVAgmZ3XoeruY8Bf9u.pdf (accessed on 12 October 2020).

41. Matviishin, D.A. Foreign and domestic experience of economic development of the Arctic territories. Arct. North 2017, 26, 24–37.
[CrossRef]

42. Iakovleva, I.A.; Sharok, V.V. Social factors that make work in Arctic region attractive. In Advances in Social Science, Education and
Humanities Research, Proceedings of International Conference on Communicative Strategies of Information Society—CSIS, Saint-Petersburg,
Russia, 26–27 October 2018; Atlantis Press: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2019; Volume 289, pp. 286–291. [CrossRef]

43. Smits, C.; Justinussen, J.C.S.; Bertelsen, R.G. Human capital development and a social license to operate: Examples from Arctic
energy development in the Faroe Islands, Iceland and Greenland. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2016, 16, 122–131. [CrossRef]

44. Ivchenko, B.P. National security issues in the development of offshore fields in the Arctic. Bulletin of the State University of the
Sea and River Fleet named after Admiral S. O. Makarov 2013, 3, 151–161.

45. Gulas, S.; Downton, M.; D’Souza, K.; Hayden, K.; Walker, T.R. Declining Arctic ocean oil and gas developments: Opportunities to
improve governance and environmental pollution control. Mar. Policy 2017, 75, 53–61. [CrossRef]

46. Kondratov, N.A. Territorial peculiarities of location and extractions of mineral resources deposits in Russian sector of the Arctic
region. Geogr. Bull. 2016, 3, 35–48. [CrossRef]

47. Oppong, R.; Talipova, A.; Abdul-Latif, B.L. Technical and legislative risks associated with Arctic development case study—Russia
and Norway. In Proceedings of the Arctic Technology Conference 2016, St. John’s, NL, Canada, 24–26 October 2016. no. 138204.
[CrossRef]

48. Cheng, M.; Wong, J.W.; Cheung, C.; Leung, K. A scenario-based roadmapping method for strategic planning and forecasting: A
case study in a testing, inspection and certification company. Technol. Forecast Soc. Chang. 2016, 111, 44–62. [CrossRef]

49. Schoemaker, P.J. Scenario planning: A tool for strategic thinking. Sloan Manag. Rev. 1995, 36, 25–40. [CrossRef]
50. Savio, N.D.; Nikolopoulos, K. A strategic forecasting framework for governmental decision-making and planning. Int. J. Forecast.

2013, 29, 311–321. [CrossRef]
51. Dortmans, P.J. Forecasting, backcasting, migration landscapes and strategic planning maps. Futures 2005, 37, 273–285. [CrossRef]
52. Kondratenko, N. The methodology of Arctic offshore oil and gas projects investment analysis. J. Entrep. Educ. 2017, 20, 1–8.
53. Henderson, J. Key Determinants for the Future of Russian Oil Production and Exports. The Oxford Institute for Energy Studies.

2015. Available online: https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/WPM-58.pdf (accessed on 20
September 2020).

54. Foley, R. Russia Remains Warm on Arctic Projects. 2020. Available online: https://www.petroleum-economist.com/articles/
midstream-downstream/lng/2020/russia-remains-warm-on-arctic-projects (accessed on 12 November 2020).

55. Chatfield, C. Time-Series Forecasting, 1st ed.; CRC Press: New York, NY, USA, 2000; p. 280.
56. Gardner, E.S.; McKenzie, E. Why the damped trend works. J. Oper. Res. Soc. 2011, 62, 1177–1180. [CrossRef]

https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/The-Future-of-Russian-Oil-Production-in-the-Short-Medium-and-Long-Term-Insight-57.pdf
https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/The-Future-of-Russian-Oil-Production-in-the-Short-Medium-and-Long-Term-Insight-57.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2016.03.020
https://www.oxfordenergy.org/publications/the-prospects-and-challenges-for-arctic-oil-development
http://doi.org/10.3390/jmse8121003
http://doi.org/10.3390/jmse9030258
https://www.garant.ru/products/ipo/prime/doc/73606526/
https://www.garant.ru/products/ipo/prime/doc/73606526/
https://www.garant.ru/products/ipo/prime/doc/74710556/
http://static.government.ru/media/files/w4sigFOiDjGVDYT4IgsApssm6mZRb7wx.pdf
http://static.government.ru/media/files/w4sigFOiDjGVDYT4IgsApssm6mZRb7wx.pdf
http://static.government.ru/media/files/MUNhgWFddP3UfF9RJASDW9VxP8zwcB4Y.pdf
http://static.government.ru/media/files/MUNhgWFddP3UfF9RJASDW9VxP8zwcB4Y.pdf
http://static.government.ru/media/files/itR86nOgy9xFEvUVAgmZ3XoeruY8Bf9u.pdf
http://static.government.ru/media/files/itR86nOgy9xFEvUVAgmZ3XoeruY8Bf9u.pdf
http://doi.org/10.17238/issn2221-2698.2017.26.24
http://doi.org/10.2991/csis-18.2019.58
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2016.03.016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2016.10.014
http://doi.org/10.17072/2079-7877-2016-3-35-48
http://doi.org/10.4043/27353-ms
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2016.06.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/0024-6301(95)91604-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijforecast.2011.08.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2004.07.003
https://www.oxfordenergy.org/wpcms/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/WPM-58.pdf
https://www.petroleum-economist.com/articles/midstream-downstream/lng/2020/russia-remains-warm-on-arctic-projects
https://www.petroleum-economist.com/articles/midstream-downstream/lng/2020/russia-remains-warm-on-arctic-projects
http://doi.org/10.1057/jors.2010.37


J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2021, 9, 528 15 of 15

57. Athanasopoulos, G.; Hyndman, R.J.; Kourentzes, N.; Petropoulos, F. Forecasting with temporal hierarchies. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2017,
262, 60–74. [CrossRef]

58. Carayannis, E.E.; Ilinova, A.A.; Chanysheva, A.F. Russian Arctic offshore oil and gas projects: Methodological framework for
evaluating their prospects. J. Knowl. Econ. 2019, 11, 1403–1429. [CrossRef]

59. Crude Oil Price Forecast: 2020, 2021 and Long Term to 2030. Available online: https://knoema.ru/infographics/yxptpab/crude-
oil-price-forecast-2020-2021-and-long-term-to-2030 (accessed on 30 March 2021).

60. The Ministry of Energy of the Russian Federation. Available online: https://minenergo.gov.ru (accessed on 10 October 2020).
61. Cost of Oil Production in Different Countries—Prices and List of Regions. Available online: https://barrel.black/sebestoimost-

nefti.html (accessed on 30 March 2021).
62. Gazprom Neft Named the Cost of Oil Production on the Russian Arctic Shelf. Available online: https://rns.online/energy/

Gazprom-neft-nazvala-sebestoimost-dobichi-nefti-na-arkticheskom-shelfe-Rossii-2019-04-09/ (accessed on 30 March 2021).
63. Johan Sverdrup, the North Sea Giant, Is on Stream, Equinor. 2019. Available online: https://www.equinor.com/en/news/2019-1

0-johan-sverdrup.html (accessed on 30 January 2021).
64. How We Cut the Break-Even Price from USD 100 to USD 27 per Barrel, Equinor. Available online: https://www.equinor.com/

en/magazine/achieving-lower-breakeven.html (accessed on 30 January 2021).
65. For Efficient Production of Oil in the Arctic Shelf is not enough Technology—Opinion. Available online: https://news.myseldon.

com/ru/news/index/246593434 (accessed on 30 March 2021).
66. Ilinova, A.A.; Chanysheva, A.F. Algorithm for assessing the prospects of offshore oil and gas projects in the Arctic. Energy Rep.

2020, 6, 504–509. [CrossRef]
67. Cherepovitsyn, A.; Tsvetkova, A.; Komendantova, N. Approaches to Assessing the Strategic Sustainability of High-Risk Offshore

Oil and Gas Projects. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2020, 8, 995. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2017.02.046
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13132-019-00602-7
https://knoema.ru/infographics/yxptpab/crude-oil-price-forecast-2020-2021-and-long-term-to-2030
https://knoema.ru/infographics/yxptpab/crude-oil-price-forecast-2020-2021-and-long-term-to-2030
https://minenergo.gov.ru
https://barrel.black/sebestoimost-nefti.html
https://barrel.black/sebestoimost-nefti.html
https://rns.online/energy/Gazprom-neft-nazvala-sebestoimost-dobichi-nefti-na-arkticheskom-shelfe-Rossii-2019-04-09/
https://rns.online/energy/Gazprom-neft-nazvala-sebestoimost-dobichi-nefti-na-arkticheskom-shelfe-Rossii-2019-04-09/
https://www.equinor.com/en/news/2019-10-johan-sverdrup.html
https://www.equinor.com/en/news/2019-10-johan-sverdrup.html
https://www.equinor.com/en/magazine/achieving-lower-breakeven.html
https://www.equinor.com/en/magazine/achieving-lower-breakeven.html
https://news.myseldon.com/ru/news/index/246593434
https://news.myseldon.com/ru/news/index/246593434
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2019.11.110
http://doi.org/10.3390/jmse8120995

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results 
	Oil Prices and Technology Development as Crucial Points of Arctic Oil and Gas Projects’ Prospects 
	Method for Assessing the Prospects of an Oil and Gas Project on the Arctic Shelf 

	Discussion and Conclusions 
	
	References

