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Abstract: With the development of effective investment in Power Grid, Power Grid Corp pays more attention to effect of investment

while keeping reliability. Perfecting the evaluation method of power grid can improve effect of investment. In this paper, we analyzed

the characteristic and performance of technology project, constructed index calculation method, and chose the method of subordinate

function to evaluate the effect of power grid technology project.
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Fig. 1 Selection Process of Grid Technology Project

Evaluation Index
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Table 2 Corresponding Relationship Between the Value
of the Index and the Quantile
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Fig. 2 Project Index Score-level 2
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Table 3 Performance of a Single Project
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