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cu C12 C21 c2 C31 C32 [} d
1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0
2 0 1 2 1 1 1 0 1
3 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 1
4 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0
5 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 2
6 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 1
7 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 2
8 1 2 0 1 0 1 0 1
9 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 1
10 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 1
11 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2
12 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 1
13 0 1 2 1 0 1 1 1
14 1 2 1 1 0 1 1 2
15 0 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
16 1 2 1 1 0 2 1 1

3.2
Q= ={d,P=

={cu,C2,C1,02,01,C2,Cn,C2},
IND(P) = {{1} {2} {3} .{4} .{5}.{6} {7},
{8 {9 {10} {11} {12} {13} {14} {15} {16}},

IND(Q) = {{1,4, {2,3,6,8,9,10,12,13,
16} ,{5,7,11,14,15}} ,
POSF(Q) = U
u P Q
( )

IND(P{eu}) = {{1.4}.{2}.{3}.{5}.{6},

{7y {8 . {9 {10} , {11} ,{12} ,{13},{14} ,{15},
{16}} ;

IND(P{c2}) = {{1,6}, {2}, {3,12}, {4},
{5 .{7r.{8 .{9 .{10} , {11} , {12}, {13} ,{14},
{15} ,{16}};

IND(P{ca}) = {{1,7},{2},{3},{4.{5},
{er.{8 .{9 {10} , {11} ,{12} ,{13},{14} ,{15},
{16}} ;

IND(P{c2}) ={{1,3,9} {2} {4} .,{5} {6},
{7} {8 {10} {11} {12} ,{13} {14} {15} {16}};

IND(P{en}) = {{1} {2} {3} .{4}.{5} .{6},
{7y {8 {10} {11} {12} ,{13,15} ,{14} ,{16}};

IND(P{c2}) = {{1},{2} {3} .{4} .{5} {6},
{7} {8 {10} {11} {12} {13} {14,16} ,{15}};

IND(P{c}) = {{1}.,{2} {3} .{4} .{5} {6},
{7y {8 {10} {11} {12} {13} ,{14} {15} ,{16}}

POS(r c,» (Q) = U = POSF(Q) ;
POSr o,» (Q = {2,3,4,5,7,8,9,10,11,12,
13,14,15,16} ;

POS(r o,» (Q) = {2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,
13,14,15,16} ;

POS(rc,» (Q = {2,4,5,6,7,8,10,11,12,
13,14,15,16} ;

POS(r o,» (Q = {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10
11,12,14,16} ;

POS(r o,» (Q) = {1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,
11,12,13,15};

POS(r ¢n (Q = U = POSk(Q)

Cu G d
C2 G

G2 G G2 d

COREq(P) ={ c2,01,02,01,G2} :

IND (P{cu,c}) ={{1,4 {2} {3} .{5} {6},
{7y {8 .{9 {10} , {11} ,{12} , {13} ,{14} ., {15},
{16}},

POS & 011,04})(Q) =U = POS(Q),

Cu Pl o} d
C P{ a1}
d ,OOREq(P) ={ a2,cn,C2,

G, 02}
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Research on Risk Assessment Index of Technological Achievement Trand or mation
Based on Rough Set Theory

Lv Chao

(Accounting Department ,Harbin Finance College , Harbin 150030 ,China)

Abdtract : Risk isanimportant factor influencing the result of the technological achievement transormation. And risk recognitionisthe premise

and the important guarantee for success ul technological achievement transormation. Based on rough set theory ,this paper analyzes the risks of
technologica achievement trangormation projectsimplemented findsout the sgnificant dependence relations and achieves the objective of scien-
tifically analyzing and measuring the risks of technologica achievement transormation projects by less indexes.

Key wor ds: technological achievement transormation ;rough set ; risk assessment index
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