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Abstract: In this paper, it is found that there are errors in D-S combination rules even though the evidences are
unconflict. The error, unanti-jamming and opposition during the evidence combination in traditional D-S theory are
studied. An effort has been made to prove that the evidence ullage is caused by ill-suited definitions and ill-suited
rules in the combination process. In this paper, new generic definitions and combination rules are also proposed.
The evidence ullage in the compatible evidence combination process in terms of the definitions and rules is found
and then solved. The experimental results show that the methodology developed here can not only solve the
conflicts efficiently, but also produce reasonable results.
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FEDESES: TPIS SCHAFRIRED: A

UEHE B8 B A K 2 2 Jo AN iff 8 1R B R 18 RO, L R B 0 - B ) S el 41 A g Bk
Sh SIS R AR Dempster 7 2532 N 540 Shafer 58 362 1% PR 1 5 BRME & 7E N I3 4149 3 5 B A
PR 45 B, Yager FRAG K ILh SR 41 A I 72 A= 10 ol S8, -4 RS o 5455 JEL 30 40 V1 45 04 % 20 LIt/ i 58P, Dubois
VU3 — 20 B2 HH AL 4 v I e 0 N 224 T LA B VL 110 25 2 AN BT TR AT SR, T A — B30I A 2 A P < 0
A8 AR AR RE LA 22 i b 52 5570 8] 43 B 1K 00 6 44 520 SR PR A0 58 G/ B2 & SE AR 14 e SR [9~ 111484 Jon 7y ]
RS B 0 Al kG 25 S 2 AT R VR T RN N RA L.

BATAE RN I RN 58 H, L5 50 3 1) 41 G B0 0 B L 2% BU R JLANEE 20O F — S B 1) IR Al bk 3
HR[S~O] M« BH B /AR AL B8 (8 A5 I A 41 & ik A2 o FE 3 B 28, @ A — AN B 7 L InAU/ A 5 7 =X B R Wb
Hi SR IR A8 b S I 4518 R 1) 5D T X b i S B AT D-S U 15 L S fe ) o R S gD A R )
B E BT AN T 735 @ 3 B A TF 80P, e 98 70 25 AN Rl 3 7 vt (48 I BT R N N 288 0 56 1 Ak 3 7 V2 1
$E O AF X — A5 B AL A I B TSR EOR B 5 R A SR s A e AL

R M BRATT G H — Tl R, DA SR 5T Sy 40 S50 R A R IX R 21 54T 0, R SO R T 4 i O L B DL T v S
FR TP Ak P 4R A 5 AN AL 1) B IR

1 D-SEiFEE N K5

1.1 & X
2 O R TIHESE:
ESX 1. R E m AL 29—10,1], HL 2 :
m(B)=0
> m(4) =1
m N FEA KR R H AT A€ @47 A#D, ) 4; JHE LG E.
1.2 AEHM

ST PR my,m A

m®my(A)= ¢! z ml(Ai)mZ(Aj) (D
A=4;04;
R
= Z my(A)my(4;)=1- Z my(A;)ma4;).
A,mAj;z@ A,mAj;z@
X2 AiEs A G
m(A)=m16-)sz-)...(-‘an(A)=E1 Z H mi(4;) 2)
f\A/:A 1<i<n
Hh,
e= 2 [ mi4).

mAjat@ 1<i<n

1.3 ERBE S

T R UE A T LU AR E AR, th R DL 20 AL T SR (3,4, 157 A B R B, AT e 22 2 A T A Y
PR 5 R HEAT 3 W

A= ERE S BUE 5 4 — S0 =" AR DB B [ A QR UE 5 4 2K

(1) SERFHAUEHEH A IR R 2=

Xt AcA, 35 mo A)y=mo A) A5 R (D) IEAS T my (A)ymo(A) = my (A)ymo(A), W A=3F {41 —{A} ] GedE A ol

ORTEE E
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my:{A}x;...;
my:{A;} ;...

# x> L, m(A)~1.

MU0 48 X1 P UEYE L (R4 %5 SCRE 4,90 0 AT RLHERR {4, — {4} 3X B AR 52 my AN {4} — {4} 1]
REtES A4 RIRER A A R R B .

@ ZiFEIes

my A}y XAy o msi{ A s my A

AR Q2), 2 1%, 0, LALE IR m(A)=1,m({4;}—{4})~0,0 A=n—1 ANUEYEAS {4;}— {4} B A [ S PR BE
N R Ty 2l SCRE n—1 AL K IL S50 (4} 415 I n—1 TR {4, — (A} IO AT REVEAL VH A B
BRI 24518 0,21 QYA my(A)xmy(A) = m () xma A), A4 1K 2R FL AW ROK FF 77 3 i &L 4518, 20T
—ANEHE T {4} — {4 IR AT 2 B AR NP T7 5 my (A)xma(A)x. . xm(A) 5 my(A)x...xm,_ (A)xm,(4) 115 X
SEARAE.

(2) PSR I IE S

RS S B e A RN 4E (1) :(2), AN A=DIIEAZ TR my(A)moA) = m (D)my D) =0, A=%F
(A A BT BEAN O 5 5 A Ay B 4N 4,0 4=,

@© P 5

my A4y xy {Arh X m25{Aj}'JCzl 1Ak} X2

A x> LI m(A)=m(4)=0,m(A)=1, 110 ELSETE L PIANIESE AN {4, 7T REVEAR /N 3X — 41 A R 3 L
T ZHX A4 T BEIA SN 35 7 T L RIREE (R {4 115 8 T3 BUE 18 3L 5 1K) 0%

@ ZiFfEsE

my{Aiy x4 X054 {Ak}l’Cn—l,z;mn?{Aj}3xn1 1Ak X2

A X115 X = LI m(A4)=m(A)=0,m(A)= 1,45 n—1 ANGERCHF {4,100 1 AN E {4, WAL HE {4}

IR SRR B R H A AR S b A A A TAT A AN SEUE SR, 0] TR A 5 R 1 2R A SR 1
T G R IR ZE 0 T H S8 K 2 BRI 0 Ok T 5 R A ¢ 2 TR IR
1.4 SERIAX X E RS R EZ 0

DX A1) B 5 2 UE 408 B 1) 7 B A BB 4, S B b oA AT 30 B 1) 8 SORA I8 ) &5 18 1 ] Be ARk — 25 4 #T,
hy do 25 YL SRAR AR 33X HL AT VA AR 458 2 0F DX IRy T S (10 5% 22 RN 15 THD P I 8 40 DI AR K U B 8 R
JE2H A AR E SO

TEARR BT L): Bel(A)= Y m(4,) A7 m(A4;) A AERTIR )8, W Bel(A4) AN AT 4.

R SR HL (TR B JE): Pls(4)=1-Bel(A'), 1% LI B TE 1-Bel(A"), W5 /MIESR 5 A 3o Ath 34 [F) 32 55 fUt,
DUIRE R AN 5 0T AR o A 0, Bt 4 iSRRG 5 PR B 58 A 3R ML, Pls AN e B0 I B4 155 B

PREEFE (5 32 FE): Dbt(A)=1-Pls(4).

KENFE: Igr(A)=Pls(A)—Bel(4).

EE X 6] EI(A)=[Bel(A),Pls(A)]=[Bel(4),1-Bel(A")].

XFFE 1.3 A ) R, 2 S50 AR AR DRI D (1,10, 45 58 BERI R O, ANBURAR TR T4 (0 5 18, S iy o e ¢
R T P AE .

SCHBRIS~1S A A R SEHEAT T A 2808 B, Je 3 A R A 280 R AR i 1% FH Pk, ELXS 6 1 S A% 5 TR AN . A
Josang! VA A3 14 2 2 I b SIS N % B 22 K N 10 DL, AR T R U o A ) S 2 I i 4L < B R o
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2 JREASHNE LK ik

2.1 —HMEX

AR I T BOIEHE B 10 E T AT A — AR AR I e P SOR BRI Y], 5 — A SR AL 1 B e 45
I TR IE 4 e 2 0 2 B, A SR 5 0 I 4 1 LA R E

EX 2 WAEH mump 5 m(A)y= Y my (A my (4;) = 0 JUFE my,my ST A AFAE—BOME #5060 A IE A

A=4;n4;
mi(A)my( ) A0 A#D, N mymy J—FEUESE SLh m (4)=D m (Amy(A) B mymy KT A 1564 — k4l
Trim (A= Y m(A)my(A) + Y m(Amy(A,) K mimy KT A EENELL L m (D)= D m (A)my(A,) N mymy K
A;oA A;24 4,04

4,24
A’:A,»r\A/

T A WA G

XU SR A A B A A — B RO e A — LR T R AR AL B2 A3 P m@)5
my(A) H 584 Em (A) 5 my(A4,B) B FEME—Fm (4,B) 5 my(A4,0) WAL M — 35 g BM _Eat el LLE e
X A B SCREE AT X .

EX 30 BAES myumy, 5 D m(A)my(A) =0 W mymy A2 AE W5 o (A= Y my(4)my(4) +

4ind; =2 A;nA=0
D m(Aymy(A,) HX A FFRIEM R m (d)= Y my(A)my(A,) HxE A TR E PP AL
e e
A;NA4; =g
0, A=A,

EX 4 WEARBFERBATL T And)=| )y L e BURER AL S B AL & JOR A B4l
<1, 4,#4,

B R TLT 50 B8 mymy BITESE bR R, AFE 82 SC 2 FlsE X3 H S AR IR K.

— N EAZ TR HAE S ORE DR E I Y . 200 AHIE I S AN R it 5 B R ) E B B RE A s R T R AR AR
PRI AL G518 A T2 2650 W] 5 10, A5 R AL 5 A7 A0 8 22 SRR FRATT AT U I SR v s 5 5 v 5 7 B 43 21 SR PR
22 RESHN

my @ myAy=c' > my (A4 my(A)) [1=A(T, To, A AN (AT, To A A)+

A=A 4;

> my(A)my(A;) [1=AT), To, i A) (A, Ty, To A A+
A4;nA=D
A,-:A

2y (A)my (A= AT, Ty, A, ADINAT LT, 4, 4))
y i
= Y m(A)my(A) [ = AT, Ty, A A)V(ALT,L Ty, 4, 4)) 3)
A‘mA/:A,or

A; mA‘::aAAJ:A,m
AjnA=Dndi=4

EE T NS
> my (A)my (A, [1=AT, T, A A (A, Ty, To, A A).
Horpr 4,0 A=A 88 A;N A=D1 A=A B AN A=D{H A=A.
=1=3" m  (4,)m, (4,) ATy, T>,4:4)
i (A)=m; ® my...® mA)
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= Y {Hm,-(fl,-)}[l—A({T,-aA,-})]U(A,{T,-aA,-})Jr > {Hm,-(/l,-)}[l—A({T,-aA,-})]U(A,{T,-aA,-})

A=A I<i<n nA4;=@ | 1<i<n
and:34;:
AJ-:A
=C'1Z{Hmi(Aj)}[l—A({Tw ADINAAT;, 4;}) “
I1<i<n

L, N A=A 50 AFDIHFE A=A,

c'=1-z{ﬂm,(Aj>} AT A).

KELRATTINT P E S 0 (R E0) 0] IEAS T A R R g e 2. 8 3 B

my(ANmyA AN 1= ATy, T, Ai A7) 132 7% 1528 TR 2% i PR — S0Pk AN [ 177 43FE S5 10 08 B CFF 8038 43, AT, T, A, ) R 7R
my (Ao A EH B I (R0 E.

my(Amo AN =A(Ty, T, A3, A7) 10A, Ty, T, A A) AR 7 AT AR T A (K ECBI, 194, T, T, A, A AR (A7) o AAH
BT A PR R

BT 584 — BRI, IEAS I my (A)yma(A) 58 2 ST H A, 51548 D-S A .

K@M (@) T A IR 1 TR 584 B UEYE ARYE & L2 v LAgE— 2040 il o 3 T AH A, nirt) & X T4
X my (ADma A)FH my (A)mo(AB) B 45 F I LA G, J5 5 0 58 A 38 G P BN B2 32 0F A TR B D343 32 FF(4B),
A, ] UL 05 26 245 RV Rl 5 SR BRI A R X 50 my (A)mo A),my (ABYmo AC) T my(A)mAAB).

T R Z AR A A B0 B U my: LAY ma{AY: 15 my i {AY: 1 imy: {Cy 21, R 7 BB BE AN % R SiF 4fs U PRI 25, 0)
m (Cy=m(A)...my(COVAAA,.. ACONCAA,...A), i (A=mi(A)....m(C)MAA,.. AC)N(C,AA,...AC), R % nik %
a8 R 4tk K R AU S s B AALA,. . AN m(4)=0.99,m(C)=0.01 Jy —H AT RE B X, &
RN SCE N INTIE S O (Y h

2.3 FANESR X (8 9 4

i XA U7 T T2 1, R TE X )52 SUB A B I RTIR ~, W A TR AE TR KR
Bel(A)= " m(A4,) ,l1 T A5 RARFEMUESE T 2 M OR B R R, HOE T 1.k Bel 45 RANE 5 Wz Ty 80K,

AicA

Pls(Ay=1-Bel(A+),H. Beld'y= > m(A;) BT B 7 1 7E FL A5 RAE N8 4 145 ROBCH el 7, 1m 2

A;NA=D
Gl BINAE AP DU LK) Pls 215 T2 4.
[ A AP TR o SR DL, AT 0 R 1A M, Bel Rl Pls A2 FHRAIR.
PRIGE JEE (75 32 1) Dbe(A) 5 R Legr(4) Y47 BT 3.
XA 1.3 IS, 4518 G AR X (8] ET#8 [x,p)xy BT 0,45 8 BOBIT T 1,592 [ e 7 2 R4 1)
L.

3 EALN AR
(1) By ikt ge D-S Jiik

? 404 =D p)=:0).

%[I_A(TbTZ’Ai’A')] U(A’Tl,TbAi,A'): ’ >
I 7 A,n4, =D

L0 uRe=RE,

H-AUTADIATAD=]] 25 05

(2) 5 SCHRI2~1 5T 8 P e e 5 e SCAIE 45 149 S b, 9577 5 0 B 5 S, M S0 o, 41 5 X
8 25T U — 50 0 22 0 5 28 9 9 A1 ALK 31,

(3) AT BB 58, A% 355 SR LU o LR A 2 50N 10 5 1.
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(4) SEAFRAAEYE IR R MBI S AT SR 1K) K i P, AR SO T SC_E R L EAT 70 28, 5 Ah T BUAT BT 9 3
55 I TT .

(5) FIBENEH 53 2B BEEs O AAUET, 23 Bt Sl 3 RO 1 L R UE R ) i SR A X3,
KA e AR T8 A 2 ¥ A S R 45K DR 5 LE 918 11 170 AR AL/ o 5 B A B 4 T T 3 S AR AR TR
A2V G 5 A B 1 AL A R AE 90 1T AR [ 45 0 S 2 B0 s 19 ) 25 BB P e UAS 5, S vl {6 1 PR - 0k — 20 A
SR8 I, 43838 7] 308 1 [ Bk 34 T 388 28 ) 305 0 AN (5] k34 200 s A [ 408 £ [ Gk 34 0 I 2 8 L AN [
(300 1 P A FE I 408 433 R 5 617 AL 3 AR 45 15 vl ASE LSRRG PR B 7L 01 1 (19 2% 19 27 i .

(6) SCHR[7,107130 1 4 78 5 SCRIHE I ) i 77 ORE 1T (5) o (8 8 A D7 T R 456 08 i e st I A 17 1R
T 1R R AR BRAT A5 B 45t R 21 BT 5 L 38 Dempster ¥R G 4208 77 XA 5547 4 70 24 22 oA 90 4 138
FITE.

4 £ B
BATTNS X B9 A% 1 o e W 5 B AT

SEATTUR: (A} B, (B ATHE, {C} .

3AMUESS IR, SR A RE k2 AR

AR A48 () B A A% D0, A 3 LS BOGE B AR 1,5 X SRR 4518 e R Bk Y DR .
Table 1 Areas of parameter values

F 1 ZHEE

Evidence classification A TiA)) (%) (A4 TiAi}) (%)
D-§ Extended XXX XXY XYY YYY XXX XXY | XYY | YYY
standard standard
Complete 0 0 I — 100/0 100/0
consistency
Complete Contained
unconflict consistency -5 =5 - - 95 9
Superposed 1~10 | 1~10 | 1090 | 10~90
consistency
Disturbed 50~90 | 10~50 | 10~30 | 40~80 | 10~70 | 40~90 | 50~80 | 10~70
. conflict
Conflict Neeafi
cgalve 50~90 | 10~50 | 10~30 | 40~80 | 10~70 0 0 0
conflict

KA BEIL 1) XXY PR S0 A B 18 (B,0) 10— MR 5 18 i BN AT REE T
JEREARRG C AR %0, 25 18475 4 (B,C).

ZHIE AR BB T A 5 JE 38 A0 92 bR 1 5510 b 20 B 451 2 (B, €)96%x90, /& MR i 28 3 T ok, th 1+ 2
KO 2 Hon BT IR 23X S8 1 o 1K) 2 U AR BT R SR 28 VT SR D0 R 28 06 U 1K), BOR U5 AR W,
T TTAT, HAS IR BR 28 8 7T LU e AN [ 1 i) AL I AN 2 S ORI SR ABL - AR 9] 10 30, SRR [2~ 1577 10 5 i A0 Ak BE 22
T L 2R P 59 (UL T 23 #T).

Ferb 5 AN B8], PR i RE 4 HH I A 25 20 T 53 Ak ) L AR ST g ) B AR

FATPRE T 30 M HA RG0SR WK 2.

Table 2 Results and comparison

F2 OIEE R

Examples classification Quantification  Example number D-S rules New rules
Complete unconflict c=1 10 3 8
General conflict 0.3<c<1 10 2 8
Serious conflict 0<¢<0.3 10 0 7
A8 R 55000 1) PR AT 5 15 S 10 4T BT 0 ) A P 0 6 0 0, LSRG e B S, R R A AN LA

Ji Al e
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5 & ¢

25— e U AT b T A 7 2, BT 5 SCRUE A U B 450 A 28 8 b S8 0T Rl e HE A 0 3k 78 A
SRR i) LA T LA BRI 5 BOR B AR GRFF I D-S TESU RT3 T S8 797 8.

MBS AN S B 3 A 7, AR SO H AR ik G R o R O A AR U A RS 1R (K B U4 SR AR
11 1 DAL () R SCAE L BE 8% 10 X 52 2% 22 A2 () ph S PR B 5 o 17 S W P I 4 1R IR B0 0, AT B 1R R L S R
BT, 45 RE LA 5 AT 7 DR R P g DA LA S 0 3 B A, O A T B 1 B % R0 6 9 B, S Rl AT

KoK 1A [F]IE 4 958 1 48 S A 6 ol < B i < SORE S SE R — 20, DU e 20 R RN S S B i Ak P
AR R

BOs ASCNESZH S SN FAE RS T S0RI R  ef5 AR SR 0 R e A IR AR
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