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Abstract

The paper uses the theory of whole life cycle analysis of wind power project investment risk, uses
the interpretative structural model to analyze the risk factors of the wind power in China, con-
structs a hierarchical graph of risk factors, describes the hierarchy of wind power project invest-
ment risk and the relationship between risk factors, determines the source of risk, process risk
and terminal risk of wind power project investment risk in China and puts forward the corres-
ponding risk control methods.
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Figure 1. The process of whole life cycle risk management
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Figure 2. Wind power investment risk index system
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Figure 3. Directed graph based on the interpretation structure model
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Table 1. The influence of the risk index

1 KBEARRREIRND R R

EizL7 SRR AT

1 3,4,5,9,10,11
2 4,9

3 56,9 13
4 7,9,11,12
5 6,8, 10
6 5,7,8,10, 12
7 6,10

8 6,7,10,13, 14
9 10

10

11 5,10
12 10

13 10
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Figure 4. The reachability matrix after partition
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Figure 5. Wind power project investment risk
factors of class structure
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