[LRHEFHE - HHE N1402) 19915F11H]

TARGEC BT B Y X T 5T

Risk Researches in Infrastructure Planning

2H e
By Katsuhiko KURODA

In planning of infrastructure systems uncertainties are unavoidable.
Therefore, some risks are inherently involved in any planning and design of
infrastructure systems. The present paper reviews the risk management me-
thods in infrastructure planning from the viewpoint of mathematical decision
analysis. The methods can be devided into two categories: the first one is
to treat risks and/or uncertainties explicitely, second is to treat risks im—
plicitely. A typical mathematical wethod treating risks and /or uncertain-
ties explicitely is the statistical decision theory while the example of the

latter method is an application of various kinds of decision criteria in deci-

sion phase taking into account of the uncertainties.
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