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Fig.1 The index system of feasibility evaluation of emergency plan for emergent events of reservoirs
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Tab.1 The state grade of comprehensive values in feasibility evaluation
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Tab.2 Calculation results of standard level’s weights
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Tab.3 The index weights in general ranking
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A study on feasibility evaluation for emergency plan of
emergent events of reservoirs

CHENG Cui-yun', QIAN Xin', WAN Yu-qiu', SHENG Jin-bao>, LI Lei’
(1. State Key Laboratory of Pollution Control and Resources Reuse, School of the Environment, Nanjing University
Nanjing 210093, China; 2. State Key Laboratory of Hydrology-Water Resources and Hydraulic Engineering,
Nanjing Hydraulic Research Institute, Nanjing 210029, China)

Abstract: Emergency planning is an important content of dam safety management and feasibility is its basic
requirement which influences directly its implementation effects. Whether emergency planning is feasible is not
known, and cannot be entirely judged by drilling. The studies about it are limited at present. To assess feasibility
of emergency planning of reservoir dams, this paper discusses the guiding principle for construction of the feasibility
evaluation index systems, and a preliminary design is made of an index system framework which includes three
levels; aim, standard and index. After determining the assessment methods such as the method of index number,
the paper chooses an example to evaluate its feasibility. Its aim is to provide references for the formulation and

assessment of feasible emergency planning for emergent events of reservoirs.

Key words: emergency plan; feasibility; index weight; the method of index number



