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Abstract: ,

P UK
In order to improve the accuracy of prediction of coal and gas outburst and quantify the Pz
guantify of outburst intensity and the criticality of outstanding, then to guide the outburst F Article by Qin,b

prevention work more targeted, a new method was putted forward.The method was based
on grey system theory and intelligent weighted grey target decision model.In the model, the
grey target critical value, four outstanding individual index critical values are grey target
critical value which is the positive and negative cutoff point of the consistent effect measure
function, and target and miss two different circumstances were fully
considered.Corresponding outburst strength and possible outburst risk level, outburst
hazard is quantitated.The combination of qualitative and quantitative is realized.And outburst
strength grade and outburst possibility degree level were divided.So test results will be more
direct and accurate.Evaluation results shows that, it is possible for intelligent weighting grey
target decision model to evaluate coal and gas outburst risk level.
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