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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Prudhoe Bay.  
 
 

 

Figure 11: Historical Prudhoe Bay oil production data, modeled economically optimal 
production with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production 
under several tax policy scenarios. 
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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Kuparuk. 
 
 

 
Figure 11: Historical Kuparuk oil production data, modeled economically optimal production 
with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production under several 
tax policy scenarios. 
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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Milne Point. 
 

 
Figure 11: Historical Milne Point oil production data, modeled economically optimal production 
with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production under several 
tax policy scenarios. 
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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Endicott. 
 

 
Figure 11: Historical Endicott oil production data, modeled economically optimal production 
with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production under several 
tax policy scenarios. 
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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Colville River. 
 
 

 
Figure 11: Historical Colville River oil production data, modeled economically optimal 
production with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production 
under several tax policy scenarios. 
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Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for Northstar. 
 

 
Figure 11: Historical Northstar oil production data, modeled economically optimal production 
with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production under several 
tax policy scenarios. 
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North Slope Aggregate Total 

 
Figure 9: Sensitivity analysis for the un-calibrated model of the total North Slope (i.e., the sum 
of production from seven independently-optimized production units, unconstrained for initial 
production rate and without adjustment costs). 
 

 
Figure 10: Sensitivity analysis of the calibrated model for the total North Slope (i.e., the sum of 
production from seven independently-optimized production units). 
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Figure 12: Historical total North Slope oil production data, modeled economically optimal 
production with historical tax policy (Best Fit), and modeled economically optimal production 
under several tax policy scenarios. The total North Slope production is the sum of production 
from seven independently-optimized production units. 
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