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A Study on Fire Risk Analysis & Indexing of Buildings
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Abstract

A successful fire risk assessment is depends on identification of risk, the analytical process of potential risk,
on estimation of likelihood and the width and depth of consequence. Take the influence on enterprise into
consideration, Fire risk assessment could carry out along the evaluation of the risk importance, the risk level
and the risk acceptance. A large part of the limitation of choosing the risk assessment techniques impose
restrictions on expense and fime. If it is unnecessary high level risk assessment or Probabilistic Risk
Assessment of buildings, in compliance with the Relative Ranking Method, Fire risk indexing and assessing is
possible. As working-level technique, AHP method is useful with practical technique.
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