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The Dynamic Evaluation of Urban Rail Transit Project Financing Risk

LIU Werqing, DENG Shao-bo,XU Zhi-fen
(School of Economics and Management, Shijiazhuang Tiedao University,Shijiazhuang 050043, China)

Abstract: Project financing in solving urban rail transit development facing money problems at the same time also faces

high risks, in order to reduce and avoid the loss of investors, we should make accurate and objective evaluation for the

urban rail transit project financing risk. This paper based on extension theory, from the dynamic perspective of urban rail

transit project financing risk establishes a dynamic evaluation model which considers all phases in the process of urban rail

transit project financing risk factors, and reflect the status and influence degree of various kinds of risk factors.
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