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Table 2 Fuzzy comprehensive evaluation results for three typical sections of Jingjiang Dyke
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Fuzzy comprehensive method for evaluation of safety of Jingjiang Dyke

WU Wei GUO Xing-wen WANG De-xin ZhANG Zi-ming
College of Ciwil Engineering Hohai University ~Nanjing 210098  China

Abstract Based on analysis of the management of Jingjiang Dyke and worldwide safety evaluation results of other dykes
around the world a theoretical framework and comprehensive evaluation system were established using fuzzy mathematics
theory and taking into account influencing factors such as geological conditions stability of river regime seepage and
sliding stability stress distribution and level additional displacement deformation and seismic liquefaction regions.
Comprehensive evaluation results of the safety of Jingjiang Dyke indicate that the results of 52 dyke sections accord with

the present status.
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