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Risk Factors Analysis and Quantitative Risk Assessment Model for Tunnel Construction
Project
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Abstract : The tunnel construction projects is demanded more efficient risk management measures and loss forecasts to prepare for risk losses from

an increase in the trend of tunnel construction. This study aims to analyze the risk factors that caused the loss of material in actual tunnel construction
and to develop a quantified predictive loss model, based on the past loss record of tunnel construction projects.
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2.1 HE&3Al ZZHE Risk Indicators
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Ha Coef, | Std, Error | Beta coef, Sig. VIF Ha Coef, Std, Error | Beta coef, Sig. VIF,

EHAME 573 349 298 .009 1,004 =2 4,246 1,680 .588 .010 1,098

XEtx=24 382 314 237 041 1,006 2 2.355 1,272 .301 .048 1,043

Adj. R2 0.231 0.259
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