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Abstract: A research was conducted upon the risk assessment
of bank roadbed security along Three Gorges. Based on the
rough set theory, an evaluation model of risk factors was
established. A feasible method was proposed to determine the
weight of the factors on the basis of an analysis of the actual
bank road situation. According to the fuzzy mathematics
theory, a model of risk assessment of a combination of factors
was established. The information of the section of Yuba bank
road from Baishuitan to Nanxi in Yunyang County was
collected, and the established models were adopted to assess
the bank roadbed security of Bai-Nan section along Yu-Ba
road.
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Tab.3 The risk evaluation results of bank roadbed security
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