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Abstract

From the risk investigation, risk identification, risk prevention measures, risk grade evaluation,
the conclusion of risk analysis and other aspects, this paper elaborates the estimation process of
social risk, the content and methods of major investment projects in fixed assets. Combined with
the case, this paper focuses on the risk estimation, risk grade evaluation quantization process, to
provide the basis for social stability risk quantitative analysis.
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Figure 1. The flow chart of social stability risk assessment
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Table 3. The reference table of social stability risk grade evaluation
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Table 5. The rating calculation table of social stability risk before and after risk prevention and resolving measures
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