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Abstract: The objective of this paper isto construct a model which mainly based on projection pursuit model
and use fuzzy estimates and clustering to raise the precision of the risk evaluation. Firstly, use projection
pursuit model to compute the weight of each one of the risk factors, then check the deviation of each factor’s
score and use the interval point-rating method to reevaluate the score of these ones; secondly check the given
scores of every expert and eliminate the deviated ones; finaly, the risk of IT project is presented at the end
for instance in steps, following that using projection pursuit model to verify the weight matrix to testify the
feasibility of the model.
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Table 1. Professor score
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Figure 2. SPSSclusteringicicle after adjustment
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Table 2. REQR.5 adjusted professor score
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Figure 3. SPSS clustering after adjustment
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Table 3. The adjusted professor score
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i 1 fahr 2 1645 3 fabr 4 fihr 5 fihr 6 fabr 7 fih5 8 85 9 b5 10
Ll 5.7232 1.8612 2.817 1.953 25173 0.5368 1.7152 0.672 0.7889 0.3016
LHK3 5.7232 1551 2.2536 2.232 1.9579 0.8052 1.9296 0.784 0.7889 0.3016
LR 4 5.7232 1551 2.6292 1674 2.2376 0.671 1.5008 0.56 0.5635 0.377
LHK5 6.4386 1.551 3.0048 1.953 1.9579 0.4026 1.2864 0.784 0.7889 0.377
56 5.0078 2.1714 2.2536 1.395 2.2376 0.671 1.7152 0.784 0.6762 0.4524
AR5 90.6089
a{ 1) -0.7153850
B{ 2) -0.3101633
a{ 3) -0.3755679
i 4) -0.2789678
i 5) -0.2796545
L{ 8) -0.1342340
A7) -0.2144482
a( e -0.1120074
ni 2) -0.1127268
a{ 10) -0.7538077E-01
Figure4. Analysisresult of pursuit projection model
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Table 4. The weight table of the factors
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