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Research on the application of evaluation method based on fuzzy analytic hierarchy
process in emergency communication plans for power system

WANG Qun', LI Wei', YU Hai', JIN Chengming', TONG Xin?
(1. State Grid Liaoning Electric Power Co., Ltd. Information and Communication Branch, Shenyang 110006, China;
2. School of Electronics and Information Engineering, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract: In order to evaluate the emergency communication plan effectively and to minimize the losses caused by
incidents and the adverse effect on the society, as well as to detect and solve problems that may arise in the plan, a
comprehensive evaluation index system for emergency communication plan is presented. In the meantime, a
comprehensive evaluation model based on fuzzy analytic hierarchy process is established to reduce the subjective factors
that may appear in the assessment process. Furthermore, an evaluation example of the emergency communication plan in
State Grid Liaoning Electric Power Co., Ltd. is also presented. The results show that the evaluation method can be used
for evaluation of emergency communication plans, providing effective suggestions for revision and improvement of
emergency plans.
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Fig. 1 Emergency plan disposal process
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