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Abstract

The index weight of the reasonable is the basis
of objective and quantitative assessment of the
risk. Taking a sample of the Northeast Passage
Vilkitsky Strait, using the combination of
subjectively and objectively, realize the
complementary advantages of two ways, to
establish the northeast passage natural
environment risk index system, with the
analytic hierarchy process to determine the
subjective weight, rough set theory to
determine the objective weight, organic
integration of subjective and objective weights
to get the combination weights, makes the
northeast passage natural environment
indicators of risk evaluation is more objective,
so as to improve the accuracy of risk
assessment. By calculating the combination
weights, natural environment factor weight

sorting get channel.
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