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Abstract: In order to reduce the risks of F2F(farm to family)
companies, an approach was proposed which combined failure
mode and effects analysis with cloud model. Through the
evaluation from a group of experts, the potential risks can be
sorted based on the theories of fuzzy logic and probability.
Besides, the risks and solutions were outlined by a case study.
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Fig.1 Examples of cloud generator at very low, medium, and very high linguistic values
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Tab.5 Evaluation of risk factors from expert
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Tab.6 Calculated value of risk factors
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