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Research on safety risk assessment of optical network geographical distribution
Li Wenjun, Zhang Yinfa, Wang Jingyu
(Optical Communication Laboratory, Xi’an Communications Institute, Xi’an 710106, China)
Abstract: On the basis of optical network geographical distribution model, we simulate the network topological structure by u-

sing the worst line cut algorithm and find out the worst line cut aggregation and the link risk probability of the network, In ad-
dition, we assess the network safety on the basis of the link risk probability. This work has a certain value of reference for im-

proving optical network survivability.
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