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Introduction: Why Complex Projects
Need a New Approach

Capital projects have always been difficult. But leaders responsible for $100M+ programs
now face unprecedented complexity: multiple stakeholders, global supply chains, stricter
regulations, and accelerating digital demands—from real-time visibility and Al adoption to
tighter ESG reporting and cross-enterprise collaboration.

Yet the tools meant to support these projects haven’'t made a difference. Most organizations
are still piecing together vendor application clouds, on-prem installs, data warehouses,
siloed Bl dashboards, and raw hyperscaler infrastructure. None of these were designed for
the interconnected, data-intensive reality of modern project delivery.

The consequences are visible across the industry. McKinsey's review of more than 300
megaprojects found average cost overruns of 80% and schedule delays of 50%. When
complexity rises faster than technology can support it, the result is overruns, blind spots, and
wasted investment.

The result is predictable:
. Project delays and overruns caused by fragmented applications and data silos.
. Reactive rather than proactive decision-making due to latency in data warehouses and
static BI.
« Rising security and compliance risks across inconsistent environments.
. Wasted spend on unused software licenses and redundant integrations.

What’s missing is not another application, dashboard, or cloud contract. What’s missing is a
unifying foundation—a way to integrate applications, transform data continuously, enforce
governance, and make intelligence accessible in real time.

That foundation is the Unified Project Platform (UPP).

The UPP is a category-defining solution: a project-first cloud environment that brings
applications, data, and Al together into a single pane of glass. With it, leaders gain the
clarity and control they need to deliver faster, reduce overruns, and scale with confidence.
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In this guide, we’ll cover:

« Why legacy approaches fall short in today’s environment.
. What the Unified Project Platform is and how it works.

« Why only UPP can deliver outcomes at scale.

« The measurable business benefits of UPP adoption.

« A step-by-step playbook for building your own UPP.

Whether you're a project controls director, ClO, or data leader, this guide will show why the
project management cloud of the future is unified, and how to create it today.

Part I: The Problem with
Legacy Approaches

1. Application Sprawl & Fragmentation

Large-scale projects rely on a patchwork of on-premises installs, virtual desktop
infrastructure (VDI), and vendor application clouds. Each delivery model was introduced to
simplify access to critical tools. Instead, they’ve created multiple entry points, inconsistent
interfaces, and a steady build-up of inefficiency.

One Gartner survey found that 47 % of digital workers struggle to find the information they
need to effectively perform their jobs.

This fragmentation creates two sets of problems:

. For project teams. Lost productivity as users waste valuable time navigating multiple
access points. Increased training and support costs as IT and business leaders struggle
to onboard and assist a diverse workforce across inconsistent systems.

. For IT leaders. Every additional entry point increases the complexity of support. Instead of
scaling strategic initiatives, IT teams are consumed with onboarding users, resetting
access, and managing tickets across a patchwork of systems. The more fragmented the
stack, the harder it becomes to deliver consistency, reliability, and adoption at scale.

What was meant to simplify access has instead multiplied complexity. The result is an
operating environment where project teams lose time, IT teams lose control, and
organizations lose efficiency.
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2. Disparate Applications and Data Silos

Application sprawl is not only causing user friction. Beneath that surface problem lies a
deeper structural issue: the core project applications themselves remain isolated. While large
projects depend on portfolios of specialized tools—P6, EcoSys, Autodesk, Bentley, and
others—and each excels in its domain, they rarely communicate in meaningful ways.

The consequences of this isolation are felt on both sides of the organization:

. For project teams: Duplicated data entry and manual reconciliation. Out-of-sync schedules
and budgets. Blind spots in performance tracking. Inconsistent reporting. These gaps
delay decisions and hide risks until they’ve already escalated.

. For IT leaders: Each silo brings its own governance model. Access and permissions vary by
tool and location. Consistent security and compliance is nearly impossible. IT teams
spend resources maintaining brittle integrations or reconciling reports wasting precious
resources.

The result is predictable: critical project intelligence gets trapped in disconnected
applications, leaving users to operate on partial truths. And when organizations attempt to
break free of these silos, the default response is often to centralize information in a data
warehouse—a fix that introduces its own set of problems.
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3. Data Warehouses: Yesterday’s Fix

When faced with entrenched silos, many organizations turn to data warehouses as the
solution. The idea is straightforward: extract project data from multiple systems, load it into
a central repository, and use that store as the foundation for reporting.

In practice, warehouses introduce a different set of problems:

. Latency. Data moves in scheduled batches, so by the time it's available for analysis, it's
already stale.

. Manual ETL. Extract-transform—load processes still require human effort to clean,
normalize, and map datasets. The work is repetitive, resource-intensive, and prone to error.

. Rigid structures. Static schemas can’t keep pace with the fluid, multi-source nature of
project data.

« Rearview reporting. Warehouses are built for historical analysis, not real-time interrogation.

For project teams, this means reports arrive late and rarely match the pace of execution. For
IT data teams, it creates a cycle of constant maintenance—feeding pipelines, debugging
jobs, and managing transformations that never fully align with business needs.

Independent research confirms this .
dissatisfaction. In a recent Vanson Bourne \
survey of U.S. and U.K. businesses, 83% A
of IT decision makers said they were not d
fully satisfied with their data warehousing - di
initiatives, and 93% believed that e
improvements are needed in how they £ /
collect, manage, store, and analyze data.

CORCR TRAE IR A

The effect is a rearview mirror: leaders can see what happened, but not what is happening
now. In capital projects, that lag compounds compliance delays, blindsides risk
management, and increases exposure to overruns.

™
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4. Bl Dashhoards & Fragmented Al: Pretty Pictures,
Shallow Insights

If data warehouses function as the rearview mirror, Bl dashboards are the glossy overlay on
top. Tools like Power Bl and Tableau promise democratized insights, but they only visualize
the data they're fed. They don’t solve the upstream problems of integration, transformation,
or governance.

The limitations are clear:

. Garbage in, garbage out. Inconsistent or incomplete datasets flow directly into
dashboards, amplifying errors instead of resolving them.

. Not real-time. Bl platforms consume data, they don’t orchestrate it—so the latency from
warehouses or manual ETL persists.

. Dependence on specialists. What should be self-service turns into a queue of requests and
rework. According to Gartner, 70-80% of enterprise Bl initiatives fail, and TDWI reports
only 28% of senior leaders are confident their analysts can build dashboards without
heavy IT involvement.

The same pattern shows up with Al. Many companies experiment with predictive scheduling in
one tool, machine learning trained on a narrow dataset, or Al features bundled into vendor
platforms. But just like dashboards, these efforts are limited by the same root problem:
fragmented, unreliable data.

For project leaders, the outcome is surface-level insight—dashboards and charts that look
impressive but fail to guide decisions with confidence. For data teams, it's a treadmill of
requests and experiments that consume resources without solving the structural problem.
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0. Security & Compliance Risks in Fragmented Systems

When applications, data, and dashboards are scattered across different environments, the
fragmentation extends to security and compliance. Each system introduces its own access
controls, policies, and vulnerabilities. The result is an inconsistent security posture that is
nearly impossible to enforce uniformly.

The risks are clear:

. For project teams: Role definitions and permissions differ from tool to tool. Sensitive data
may be overexposed in one environment and locked down in another, creating confusion
and slowing collaboration. Audit trails are incomplete, forcing teams to scramble during
compliance reviews.

. For IT and data teams: Every silo requires separate monitoring, patching, and reporting.
Without centralized roles, logging, and end-to-end audit trails, proving compliance across
multiple apps and vendors is slow and expensive. Fragmented governance also
complicates collaboration with owners, contractors, and regulators.

The effect is a compliance minefield. What should be a single governance model becomes a
patchwork of rules, exceptions, and workarounds. Even minor lapses can escalate into
regulatory penalties, contract disputes, or reputational damage.
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6. Hyperscalers: Infrastructure Without Integration

Many organizations turn to hyperscalers—AWS, Azure, or Google Cloud—for scale and speed.
The promise is attractive: virtually unlimited compute and storage capacity, provisioned
quickly and supported by a broad menu of services. Hyperscalers appear to offer a fast path
to modernization.

However, infrastructure alone, which is what hyperscalers provide, leaves the burden of
integration, governance, and security on the customer’s team:

. For IT and data teams: They must connect applications, manage data pipelines, and build
governance frameworks themselves. They are also responsible for patching, upgrades, and
third-party dependencies.

. For project controls leaders: Hyperscalers offer no project DNA. Cost, schedule, and risk
remain disconnected, forcing leaders to make decisions on partial truths. The promise of
“cloud” does not translate into project visibility or predictability.

. Cost without outcome. Infrastructure spend often grows without delivering measurable
improvements in project performance. According to Gartner, organizations overspend on
cloud services by as much as 70%—yet still fail to realize the expected business value.

What begins as a strategy for speed and scalability often turns into a cycle of integration
projects, patching, and maintenance that consumes resources but fails to improve project
outcomes.

The Common Thread: Fragmentation

Taken together, these legacy approaches—application sprawl, data silos, warehouses, Bl
dashboards, problematic Al, compliance gaps, and hyperscaler complexity—share one flaw:
they were never designed to work as a system. The result is a project environment defined by
friction, risk, and wasted investment. What’s missing is not another application or dashboard.
What’s missing is a unifying foundation built for the way capital projects actually run. That
foundation is the Unified Project Platform (UPP).
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Part lI: The Unified Project Platform (UPP)

A New Foundation for Project Delivery

The Unified Project Platform (UPP) is not another application, dashboard, or cloud contract.
It is a new category of solution—a project-first environment where applications, data, and
intelligence converge.

Unlike fragmented legacy approaches, a UPP provides a unifying foundation: it integrates
project-critical applications, continuously transforms and aligns data, enforces governance
end-to-end, and makes intelligence accessible in real time. The result is an ecosystem built
not on infrastructure alone, but on project outcomes—faster delivery, fewer overruns, and
more confident decisions.

What Defines a Unified Project Platform?
A Unified Project Platform is defined by six core capabilities:

« Application unification — All project-critical tools—Primavera P6, EcoSys, Autodesk, and
more—are accessed through a single secure entry point. No matter how complex or
specialized the tool, it can be launched, managed, and administered through one
consistent single pane of glass. For project users, this means no wasted time switching
between systems or juggling logins—just direct access to the tools they need.

« Adoption visibility — UPP provides real-time visibility into user adoption and software
utilization. Leaders can track usage by role, team, or geography, identify underutilized
tools, and eliminate wasted license spend. This enables smarter license management and
ensures investments translate into real productivity.

. Data transformation — Continuous aligning and unifying of fragmented datasets into a
common, analytics-ready structure for a 360° project view.

. Al interrogation — Natural-language queries instantly return contextual answers, visuals, and
narratives—freeing teams from the delays of report requests and static dashboards.

. Governance and control — Centralized role-based security and compliance are applied
consistently across the ecosystem. Instead of fragmented app-by-app permissions, a UPP
enforces governance across all project tools and data.

. Ecosystem integration — Owners, contractors, and partners work from the same source of
truth, strengthening collaboration and reducing supply chain fragility.

Together, these elements make the UPP a project-first environment—not just another layer of
IT, but the foundation for faster, more predictable outcomes.

™
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What a UPP Is Not

It’s just as important to define UPP by what it is not:

. Not middleware — A UPP isn’t a bolt-on connector. It is the platform itself—the
environment where applications, data, and intelligence live together.

. Not a data warehouse — Warehouses store data but require heavy, manual ETL and deliver
only static, historical reports. UPP continuously transforms data streams in near real
time.

. Not Bl dashhoards — Dashboards visualize, but they don’t solve upstream problems. UPP
ensures the underlying data is unified, clean, and trustworthy before it’s ever visualized.

. Not vendor clouds — Oracle, Microsoft, Autodesk, and others sell app-centric ecosystems
that reinforce silos. A UPP is project-centric and application-agnostic, built to unify
competitors’ tools. UPPs provide freedom to work in tools that work for the company.
UPPs also allow users to stay on the preferred version of the software without risk of
forced upgrades breaking hard coded connections.

« Not raw infrastructure — Hyperscalers (AWS, Azure, GCP) provide compute and storage,
but they stop short of delivering project intelligence, governance, or outcomes.

. Not generic Al interrogation — Point solutions that bolt large language models onto
fragmented data sets deliver surface-level insights at best. A UPP embeds Al directly into
the unified, transformed dataset—providing contextual, project-specific answers instead
of generic responses.

Data Transformation: The Beating Heart of a UPP

While application unification provides the single pane of glass for access, the true engine of
the Unified Project Platform is data transformation. Without it, applications remain silos and
intelligence remains fragmented.

Legacy approaches—whether data warehouses, Bl dashboards, or vendor clouds—struggle
because they rely on static, inconsistent, or manually reconciled data. Information is copied
in batches, reformatted differently in each system, and often out of sync by the time it
reaches decision-makers.
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A UPP replaces this patchwork with continuous transformation. Data from scheduling,
estimating, BIM, ERP, and risk systems is automatically cleansed, aligned, and unified into a
common structure. This creates:

. A single source of truth — Cost, schedule, risk, and other disciplines operate from the same
consistent dataset.

. Continuous transformation vs. static ETL — Data flows are updated in near real time,
ensuring leaders see the current state of the project, not a lagging version.

. An Al-ready foundation — With harmonized data in place, intelligence can be interrogated
directly, producing accurate, contextual insights instead of isolated snapshots.

Data transformation is therefore not one feature among many, but the beating heart of UPP
—the layer that converts fragmented project information into a single, trusted system of
record.

On this foundation of clean, unified data, the next defining capability of UPP becomes
possible: Al interrogation—turning a single source of truth into immediate, contextual

answers.

Al Interrogation: From Reporting to Real-Time Answers

The value of continuous data
transformation comes into focus when
paired with Al interrogation. Legacy
approaches require analysts and IT teams
to stitch together reports from inconsistent
data sources, or dashboards that are
already outdated by the time they’re built.
These delays force leaders to act on
partial, lagging information.
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A UPP removes that bottleneck. Because project data is already unified and harmonized, Al
can be embedded directly into the platform. Executives, project managers, and field teams
can ask questions in natural language— “Which resource is assigned to the most projects?”
or “How many projects have activities with future actuals?”—and receive immediate,
contextual answers.

This shift is critical:

. From retrospective reporting to real-time decisioning — Answers come instantly, reducing
reliance on static reports and Bl dashboards.

. From siloed views to holistic insights — Al sees cost, schedule, risk, and resources in
relation to one another, not as disconnected data points.

. From black-box outputs to auditable intelligence — Every response is tied back to the
underlying data and logic, giving leaders confidence in the results.

Al interrogation is not a bolt-on or experiment. Within UPP, it becomes a systemic capability
—one that transforms how project teams make decisions under pressure.

Ecosystem: Beyond a Platform, a Living Network

Unlike single-tenant applications or siloed Bl tools, a Unified Project Platform functions as
an ecosystem:

. Vendors, contractors, and owners work from the same environment, eliminating duplication
and misalignment across stakeholders.

. Governance ensures sensitive data is shared only with the right people, applying consistent
controls without slowing collaboration.

. Performance improvements compound as more stakeholders connect, strengthening visibility
and efficiency at scale.

« The entire ecosystem can be novated at the conclusion of the project to the entity
responsible for asset maintenance, ensuring continuity beyond delivery.

This ecosystem is not static—it grows and adapts, becoming smarter as more data and
participants are added.
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The legacy approaches outlined in Part | all attempt to address parts of the problem, but

none can deliver a unified foundation for project delivery.

« Vendor clouds remain vendor-first, reinforcing silos rather than eliminating them.

. IT teams play a critical role in enterprise systems, but are not resourced to manage the
specialized demands of project ecosystems at scale.

« Hyperscalers provide infrastructure—compute, storage, and networking—but stop short of
enabling project outcomes.

These approaches offer fragments, not a solution. The comparison below illustrates how they

differ from a Unified Project Platform.

What Matters

Getting apps to work
together

Turning data into
something useful

Using Al for projects

Accurate, timely project
intelligence

Security & access
control

Ecosystem integration

How the platform is
designed

Total cost to run

Unified Project
Platform

Built-in— apps from any
vendor work together
more easily

Automatic, real-time
transformation across
every tool

Al with full project
contextfor instant,
explainable answers

Real-time insightsat your
fingertips

Centralized, role-based
governanceacross all
tools and data

One version of truth for
internal & external
stakeholders

Project-centric living
network built for
outcomes

Predictable — one
purpose-built foundation

Software Vendor
Clouds

Limited — vendors
compete, so tools don’t
share data

Only within their own
ecosystem

Insights locked in single
applications

Basic dashboards, siloed
views

Fragmented, app-by-app
permissions

Walled gardens, siloed
vendors

App-centric; keeps silos
alive

High — multiple vendors
& integration costs

In-House IT Teams

Manual integrations; slow
and expensive

Heavy lift — drains IT
resources

Generic analytics; not
project-specific

Custom builds, slow
refresh cycles

Manual role setups,
inconsistent

Internal focus, limited
external coordination

Internal fixes; limited
collaboration

Extreme — specialists &
opportunity cost

Hyperscalers (AWS /
Azure / GCP)

DIY effort only; no
project application
expertise

Build from scratch with
no project context

Infrastructure-level only;
no intelligence layer

Raw infrastructure only

Infrastructure-focused
only, no project context

Infrastructure only, no
project ecosystem model

Infrastructure-focused,;
success measured by
uptime not outcomes

Unpredictable — hidden
complexity costs

Seen together, these models highlight why a unified approach is needed—and why the future
of project delivery depends on it.
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Part IV: Ending the Cycle of Overruns

Despite decades of technology investment, complex capital-intensive projects continue to
face the same chronic issues. Research shows that large capital projects take 20% longer
and cost up to 80% more than planned (McKinsey), and only 31% of projects finish within
10% of budget (KPMG). Even in advanced economies, infrastructure projects average
16.5% cost overruns (Flyvbjerg et al.). Governance gaps compound the problem: firms with
weak governance experience up to 40% more compliance-related delays (Cll).

A Unified Project Platform addresses these persistent failures not with another tool, but with a
new foundation. By unifying applications through a single-entry point, providing real-time
visibility into adoption, continuously transforming project data, enforcing role-based
governance, and embedding Al directly on top of the unified dataset, UPP delivers measurable
business outcomes:

. Faster, more predictable project delivery

« Reduced cost overruns and risk exposure

. A unified governance and compliance posture

. Higher ROI on cloud application investments through improved adoption and license
efficiency

. Real-time intelligence through embedded Al interrogation, replacing static reports with
contextual answers

Conclusion: The Future Belongs to UPP

Fragmentation has defined the past—silos of applications, disconnected datasets, static
dashboards, and inconsistent governance resulting in chronic overruns, delays, and wasted
investment. For organizations delivering large-scale projects, this model is no longer
sustainable.

A Unified Project Platform addresses these systemic failures not by adding another tool, but
by creating a project-first environment: one secure entry point for applications, continuous
data transformation into a single source of truth, embedded governance, and Al layered
directly on project information. Together, these capabilities turn fragmentation into unification.

The preceding sections have defined what a Unified Project Platform is, why legacy
approaches fall short, and the outcomes a UPP makes possible. The next step is understanding
how to build a UPP in practice—what principles guide its design, and what capabilities must
come together to move from fragmented systems to a unified project environment.

™
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Part V: How to Build a UPP
Step 1. Establish a Secure Project Environment

The first step in building a UPP isn’t about migrating apps or standing up servers—it’'s about
choosing and planning with your UPP provider. The provider will guide you through the
process, offering options and recommendations on everything from security standards to
backup strategies. Your role is to define the requirements; their role is to design and deliver
the environment that meets them.

Most importantly, make sure this environment is built for the demands of complex, capital
projects—where schedules are unforgiving, budgets are tight, and compliance requirements
leave no margin for error.

What this step involves:

. List the applications you’ll need and the versions to support: Decide which tools are in-scope
(e.g., Primavera, EcoSys, SAP, Autodesk) and lock in the versions you’ll standardize on.

« Decide where the environment should live: Choose the geographic region(s) for hosting (U.S.,
Europe, Asia, etc.) and decide if you need built-in redundancy or backup systems in case
of outages.

. Set up secure access for users: Determine single sign-on, multi-factor authentication, and
role-based permissions so people only see what they should.

. Agree on compliance standards: Identify which certifications or regulations (SOC 2, 1SO
27001, GDPR, etc.) must be enforced from day one.

. Define support expectations: Establish response times, uptime targets, and escalation paths
in the form of service level agreements (SLAs) and support runbooks.

The outcome: By clarifying requirements up front—and working with a provider who helps
shape and maintain them—you lay the foundation for a UPP without overburdening your
internal IT. Step 2 will focus on bringing the applications themselves into this environment.

™
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Step 2. Unify Applications in a Single Pane of Glass

Once the secure project environment is ready, the next step is to bring all project-critical
applications into one unified workspace. This is where the UPP delivers its first visible
benefit: instead of juggling multiple desktops, logins, and URLSs, users see asingle pane of
glass where every tool is available.

The provider handles the heavy lift—configuring the apps, security, and templates—while your
team simply defines which applications matter most and how roles should be structured.
Applications launch in their native format, so there’s no retraining required.

What this step involves:

. Single sign-on and multi-factor authentication: The provider enforces secure logins so every
user enters through the same gateway.

. App launchers and role-based visibility: Each user sees only the applications they need,
reducing clutter and confusion.

. Golden images & environment templates: Tools like Primavera or EcoSys are delivered in
standardized, pre-configured setups for consistency across projects.

. Usage telemetry enabled: Adoption data is captured automatically, so you can track
utilization and spot unused licenses early.

The outcome: Users no longer waste time clicking through desktops or tracking down the
right login. Every tool opens from one place, in its familiar format. This reduces friction for
project teams, speeds up day-to-day work, and gives administrators a single console to
oversee the environment.

™
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Step 3. Enforce Governance and Security Early

On large capital projects, governance isn’t just about keeping systems safe—it’s about being
able to prove control to owners, regulators, and auditors without derailing day-to-day work.
Fragmented systems make that nearly impossible; every application has its own logs, roles,
and reporting formats. A UPP avoids this by embedding governance from the start, so
compliance doesn’t become an emergency late in the project.

What this step involves:

. Define roles and separation-of-duties (SoD) rules once: Create a role catalog at the project
level and apply it consistently across all applications.

. Centralize logging and retention: Activity logs and audit trails are captured in one place,
making reporting and external collaboration easier.

. Encrypt data in transit and at rest: Ensure all project data—whether moving between apps or
stored in the platform—is protected by default.

. Control vendor access: Manage and monitor how external vendors or support partners
connect to the environment.

. Schedule periodic access reviews: Regularly confirm that only the right people retain access
as teams change over the life of the project.

The outcome: Governance and security become steady-state practices rather than ad hoc
exercises, giving project leaders reliable audit evidence and reducing compliance overhead.
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Step 4. Monitor Adoption and Visibility

One of the most overlooked aspects of building a UPP is measuring whether people are
actually using the tools you've provided—and whether integrations are functioning as
intended. Without monitoring, license costs creep up, adoption stalls, and disconnected
systems quietly undermine value.

The provider enables dashboards and telemetry in the platform; your role is to decide which
metrics matter most for your project teams.

What this step involves:

. Track who uses what, and how often: Adoption dashboards show where training or
enablement may be needed.

. Reduce license waste: License utilization reports highlight underused tools before renewal
cycles.

. Monitor integration health: Visibility into refresh frequency and error logs ensures systems
stay connected and current.

. Correlate adoption with support load: Usage data tied to help-desk tickets helps identify
where workflows are breaking down.

Key KPIs to watch:

. Time-to-first-use (TTFU): How quickly new users get into the system after onboarding.
. % of licensed users active weekly: A leading indicator of adoption and ROI.

. Help-desk tickets per 100 users: A measure of usability and stability.

. Integration freshness (hours): How current the data is across connected systems.

The outcome: Adoption and usage patterns become visible, wasted license spend is reduced,
and integrations are actively monitored.
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Step 5. Transform Data Continuously

With applications unified and governance in place, the next step is to decide what project
data the UPP should continuously process. Typical starting points include cost, schedule,
and estimating, with other sources (risk, procurement, safety) added as needed.

The UPP provider configures the pipelines to ingest, align, and standardize that data
automatically. Your role is to define the business rules, KPls, and glossary so the vendor can
implement them consistently across all systems.

The outcome: The UPP maintains a continuously refreshed, reliable dataset. You get a single
source of truth that reflects the definitions and rules you set—ready for reporting and Al
interrogation.

Step 6. Enable Al Interrogation

With project data unified and continuously refreshed, the next step is to activate the Al layer
that makes the information usable day-to-day. In a UPP, this layer is preconfigured to
support multiple modes of interaction—chat, visualizations, and narrative summaries. The
provider establishes the framework; your role is to define the key questions and performance
metrics that guide its configuration.

Executives and project managers can ask natural-language questions— “Where are we at risk
of overrun?” or “Which vendors are driving schedule variance?”—and receive answers as
chat responses, visuals, or narrative explanations

What this step involves:

. Role-aware question sets: Define which types of queries executives, project managers, and
contractors are permitted to ask.

. Prompt templates and guardrails: Standardize phrasing and boundaries to keep queries
accurate and relevant.

. Answer explainability and export: Require that every Al response shows its underlying logic
or query and can be exported for audit or reporting.

. Feedback loop for model tuning: Pilot the Al with a select group, capture feedback on
accuracy and usefulness, and refine the configuration before scaling.

The outcome: Any authorized user can interrogate the dataset directly—asking questions, generating
reports, and accessing insights—without needing specialized technical or reporting skills.
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Step 7. Embed the Platform into Daily Work

Once the UPP is live, the value comes from weaving it into everyday project routines. This
step is about ensuring the platform isn’t just “available,” but actively used as the primary
workspace.

What this step involves:

. Require access through the UPP: Enforce single sign-on so all users log in via the platform,
not directly into individual applications. This ensures consistent security, usage tracking,
and reporting, and creates efficiency by eliminating multiple passwords, scattered URLs,
and wasted clicks.

. Use dashboards and Al in meetings: Reference adoption dashboards, license utilization, and
Al queries directly in status reviews and monthly reporting cycles.

. Save recurring queries: Pin or save common Al questions so they can be refreshed
automatically after each data update.

. Leverage report types by audience: Executives receive concise summary reports, while
project managers and controllers work with the more detailed project-level reports.

- Monitor adoption trends: Use telemetry to identify underutilized licenses or teams needing
additional training.

. Capture lessons learned: Update business rules, KPI definitions, or query templates as the
project evolves, so improvements become part of the shared environment.

The outcome: The UPP becomes the default environment for day-to-day project work—
reinforcing adoption, ensuring data-driven practices, and simplifying access for users before
the project reaches closeout.

Step 8. Prepare for Closeout and Handover

One of the most significant benefits comes at project closeout. Instead of packaging up
disconnected files, the entire platform—with applications, data, and history—can be novated
to the asset owner. This eliminates the manual effort of rebuilding project records and gives
the owner a live environment that carries forward into operations.
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What this step involves:

. External identity federation: Configure secure login for external organizations without
duplicating accounts.

. Package-level permissions: Restrict visibility down to work package or contract scope.

. Data-sharing agreements: Document rules for what data is shared with which stakeholders.

« Closeout plan and owner onboarding: Define the handover process so the owner inherits a
functioning platform instead of a static archive.

The outcome: Project closeout becomes a straightforward handover of a live, unified platform
—rather than a costly, error-prone transfer of files.

Putting It All Together

The path to better project outcomes isn’'t more technology — it's unification.

As this guide has shown, the Unified Project Platform (UPP) brings your tools, data, and
teams together into a single governed system that delivers faster decisions, fewer overruns,
and real accountability.

Every organization, and project, starts from a different place — with different systems,
challenges, and goals — but the destination is the same: control, clarity, and confidence
across the entire project ecosystem.

If you're ready to explore what a
Unified Project Platform could
look like for your projects, our
team can help you get started
— from defining the right
approach to building the
foundation that fits your
environment.

Contact one of our LoadSpring
Solutions experts today.
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ABOUT LOADSPRING

For 25 years, LoadSpring Solutions has been at the forefront of
transforming capital-intensive projects worldwide, supporting over $1
trillion in project value and serving more than 100,000 users across

6,000 organizations. As the industry's most trusted digital
transformation partner, LoadSpring leverages its deep expertise in
cloud technology, data modernization, and Al-powered analytics to

deliver customized solutions, drive measurable results, and maximize
ROI for the world's most complex capital projects.

Learn more at www.loadspring.com
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