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Abstract: In an open system, trust is one of the most complex concept in social relationships, involving many
decision factors, such as assumptions, expectations and behaviors, etc. So, it is very difficult to quantify and
forecast accurately. Combined with human social cognitive behaviors, a new dynamic trust forecasting model is
proposed. Firstly, a new and adaptive trusted decision-making method based on historical evidences window is
proposed, which can not only reduce the risk and improve system efficiency, but also solve trust measurement and
forecasting problem when the direct evidences are insufficient. Then, a feedback trust information aggregating
algorithm is used based on DTT (direct trust tree). Finally, Induced Ordered Weighted Averaging (IOWA) operator
is introduced to construct the new combined direct dynamic trust forecasting model, to make up the shortage of
traditional method, and the model hence can have a better rationality and a higher practicability. Simulations’
computing results show that compared with the existing trust forecasting metrics, the model in this paper is more
robust on trust dynamic adaptability, and has more remarkable enhancements in the forecasting accuracy.

Key words: distributed system; information security; dynamic trust forecasting model; IOWA (induced ordered

weighted averaging) operator
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M ESREAEMREF T HIIGRARERMESIF X AL T HTY EMW,(Q) 5IANFFHF T H
(induced ordered weighted averaging, & #7 IOWA) B #9#t4y, 72 5 7 A T IOWA BT 9 H 22 ETRARE T A f k&
ff AL IR AR B 18 M 48 A AR P AL R B RA M B oA A ARk AR B SRS A E MK
AR GG TR A T B A B R E

ERIA A XALE LA A B ETNEE FFA FeRTHET

hEE S TP311 CRKFRIRED: A

B 2505 AT 5 28 TS 200 41 2t N7 AR (EL 2 e A 2 030 i 5 AR 0 Sk P 90 9 140 R 0 20 7 S it v P A%

B RIT TR (I R 5 3E AR P2PAIAD hoc5%) P A AR A5 2 7 [T FRORIE 5T, 3 28 T AR A 22 7ot AN [ 14 Bl 7 vk
FLHR WA AR SR I e« B VERIAHA s 0, B 4 3 1435 A DR 2R I TR0 A 780 =490, 27 i B ok
WEFURAT B HES) T B &5 A 58 R EEM B W IE (K A i K8 T AT B &G R R W — 2
IR (R L IR 2087 BATTASHE AL, H I AT SR A7 AE L8 ), ¥ AT 51 22 A AT AL (1 AL

(1) BUA A5 AR TR B S50 P v R R I, DK 22 SR e 5 i LV sl 1 S B i 35 W I il 15 o 5
T BUE TN 45 SR AT BRI MRy, 5 W 1l A5 g SR (1 b2 1 i L R A SRk, — FUBUAEL A 52 5 A 5 B
2 FH AR A 2R 0 Al e 2% U 4 e, S N R e /b 1 3 I

(2) BUAT {5 A 5% 2R FUHL K 22 3 0 TS AR BEAK) ) 38 07 S AR S R G0 rh B AT R B AE I R, T 3 3
TER BB 43 A0 SR BE T F 01 S 10 M SO SIOt: RnEK 1 I 28 285 5 T4 0 T s 0 7 R Gl i Rk

(3) BhAME AR AR 55 PP AL 19 5 P, o 115 A 5 2 — P B I 1) A2 4 110 3 28 36 9 1) 2, th it
0 B PR IS TR K, LU PR A5 A R BILAE A5 A FU0 £ i sk At /) g T £ SRR K 22 068 T o 5 4 9% 2% 1) N 1) 38 9k
PEZ AN AL, BT MR 0 PR 355 1) 51 25 A8 A3 N R AN AL B T 5% 0 17 PRGN A 25 v g

WAL 2 R AR R R AR LR BRI KR — BN A FRIE & 15k 1t
TR 245 B P 2 — R AN ST 4% I Bh A& SR 2 — AN R 0 B A i Rt 30 0 R SR e I A7l ISR BT A%
200 DR 7 AR 4 R T T A T2 S R R S R IR, 2 5 . W
SRAR AN APE 2R 45 7 0 S S A SR () B R D I, B D T MRS T T R R RSN S e AL,
02 N FR A S AR BEBTL AR, [ Bt g BT AN T RE 2R 0 B (RO 1) 4 AR 5 A R B 53 A v S AR B 1
ot i AL 5 B R AR 5 7R - BUE @R SRS L 5 R RE L A IRHER S SR SR AR, D28 A e R R
PRy is W BEIBGEIN . 419V B SOR RS W S 1 2 U TT T ST N OF BB T SRR A .
AR NSRS R0 7T 535 7] LUt ) 23645 A 5% 28 O T A A J5 bt 19 32 8 6 A5 A 9% 28 PR R A S i 7
BT A B NRAL SR 5 AR 50 AR (00 BEA S R 5547 2315 A S ot S R 9 7 3k N Y 3 3 245 AT %
AT 2 v 300 8 B 4% 5O A 0 ) A 9 2 T 10 e A B, o A 24 i35 A 5% 2% TN ASE 2R v A7 A F) [ 3L 2 1 4%
G SIS AR RIBT U . 5 2 PR e 2 T A SN S A Bl A AR R R TR Y g My el i P2 55 3 9l
T AU S50 6 A SCASEAY ) AT PEANAT R REAT 23 AT 5 4 TO0 4 SCHEAT S R B R R ISR

1 XIS

1996 4F, Blaze 4 fift p Internet b 17 2% JIR 2% (¥ 2 4 6] 55 352 41 7 3 4T P (trust management) "R &, 7 3 1%
AT HALHBIA R R RG22 .

LA AT B2 550 T 22 oA 2N F o A 3 2845 A 56 3R, A AS [ 0 B2 vk R TR | T4
T Z TS L 45 78 11947 :PTM (pervasive trust management) 1% F Bk (1 3iF 4 218 (D-S  theory) % 5 4T ¢
FHEAT EAE A AT BE VA S P 22 B35 7 1. Hassan ™ 45 A 45 B4 T — i 35 T 1) £ (vector) LI (1435 AT A5 20 At
TGN [ B 32 SO H R 15 4 56 R M6 T — SE Al 2 PR IR A7 30EAT T %2 54k George™ 125 AR 1 T
I 2 BR (semi-ring) £ HCH S (1045 AT IR 4 435 AT 1) 0 Sk — ANAT 1) P GV, E) A 4 4% ) S0 SuntH 48 A A
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FAE BV R0 (entropy ) B JE AT 15 A 00 R BB RE. SCHR[12]JF R T — AN HAG S0 Pt A0 4 1 I P2P 75 2% &
i Power-Trust, % 28 45 W1 5 040365 7 4 Ja) 75 25 FRRG B0 1 R0 388 £k 12 PET IS 6 DA RITBIT 98 T4 24T 11 49 i 45 (1) 3
fith b 42 T — PP P2P AR L R AR AR O R VP AL AL, AT AT RE SR EUE T XURS (1) B 445 AR AN L T HERE (1
SRR A AT R 75 (11 75 2043 21 Peer-Trust Vet ) -S4 (L 5190 AN BE AR U7 Hh A2 5 AT B0 A VR 7 SR — 1) i 32y 17 36T
A AR (5 ATA5 R IR A 78 PSM, HLAR PSMAR I/ 400 18 321 R IR 5 IR U8 7 T A 48 e 1 3 Y 6 g 1ML el
I I RN ) 7R X BT PR, S BE AT R s R AR AT OC R I BN AR A B S R T AT PR (R HE A . SCER[15] B
JUT P2PIREE I (K45 AT B A 2 Tl O 40 7 v, S I NG B AT . KIIGEAE . BTN FRfERETX 4105
B S T 25 A5 AT B

AR IX B 58 AT T AR B R HES) T 30280545 00 R 8 1= 55 T B 0T 7 ) R R ARATY SR AEAE 51 5 8 4
i 01— 1L ) 03 o A 40 1 23 AT ANl 2 B, 3 A ) 0 3= B P A R 1) A S R S A AT O R ) TR A AN R 3
BRI AR AR IR R PR R B AR B 8 T A0 B 22 RV B, 2 — AR B & 1 2 160 B G0, 2 — A S 4k
Z ) [R5 AT 5% BRI AN AF £ N 2800 BN 0 S 5 (0 ISP, 2 15 3 2 N 4 B, 2 AN AR 1, 45 15 AT 1A IR VT Ay
Mok T AR A AR S bR SO — A3 A7 B Bl 35 1N 1) 9 28 40, S Ak 2 IRV AT B R SCAT g e Bl s
RAEARA, I BB AT I )R S5 PR R A A0 A2 B 45 A G AR R PR AL ARORE T I ) AN AT O B R SCAB ARG RN
R K 45 4 B S At S b Sz 44 (entities) 22 18] 1) 32 W (subjective) {5 4T 3¢ & HE 4T DAk A0 500 45 B I 2% v 1R 45 4 o
R G E NS EAT R R I L B S R 54T 24 S8 A SO A v S R FT 7 72 8 81 B A AT 2%
FRTNI 2 v A R SO A% BE IR BN A A5 AT G 2R TR 114 A% T3, W R 214 45 A DG 2R TR0 ASE 28 v £ 7 ) AL

2 FTSEETN AN ER
21 BENMETHEIEREOMSMAKEEETE

EX 1. WP1,Py,..., Py AN AT ARG R AEAS TAT N INAS SE A4, SEAA AT LA ] 9 45 v 1) G 25, 491 G mp
PLJE — AN F P (1 ), B AT LR — N 3RO IR 25 (R0 ), 38 vl DL — AN P 4% i % BB IR R IR EE
Q={P1,P,,..., Py} I AT B R G QH  HAE A S,ScQ, Hb @ AF £ TG 5 0,0cQ, 113 Vs e S, H8 1T H/F
{15 s—0, WISFR A AR o5 A 7R A 2K, 2 R 0.

A3 IR 4517 Sk 3 (service requester, i FR SR)JE T O, 11 Ik 45 3 2 (service provider, f&i#% SP)J&E T~ S.

TE 2417 K 2 500 SOk, — M2 25 18 B b 7 X 15 AT B (trust degree) 3k B 7 2K H #2 (direct) 77 =X A1 7] 422
(indirect) J5 3. 7 Direct 77 3 1 45 A1 ¢ FR A2 10 Ik 32 7A0) 25 44T 4y ¥ 7 5 1% ) B 70 BB 2 S 198 Indlirect J7 3,
LW I 5 =07 M HETE (recommend) &l 37 T {5 9% R FI SR MCHE T2 19 0T 45 5, Indirect 77 X140 15 4T 15 1 3 1t 2 A 44
AT BE BB AT VR ) — Se R M T AR B AT o B SRR TR, K 2 R B R R AR P
B ¥ 55 22 00 11 Rl T 555325, S04 5 ) s SR 5 A s ORI 2 W R 2, 3% ) T R A o SR R R 2 4 T L Sk 2> R
P, — EUSUIEL A 502 8 SI2 B 07 FH PP AR M H R 0 8 25 1 25 T 48 e 9 T 76 SCR [7-15] Fh 8 A A5 AT B (R 1 35 vk
UM% R T=WxD+(1-W)xI, o D EHEAFATE T & RGHE AT, W RI(1-w) 53 3k AR AT 5 R BHE AT IR
D A DU 2 R s T et AR B AR i RS A B A IS WX — [l — DA RO U

FEFF TSR o3 A SR BE o o] BE A AE A KR I 0 A AT B R B P I M i AR AT v RE R IR AN
SE R R AT B B AR AT BRI 2 AT 45 3 2 Qo] A5 20, SRR A ST Y T BE 4 R G0 SR I Bt AN
B R IE D A R ARAT T AR A0 B S0 ST AT e AR A I E S S R, S AE
B HAEZ KL LA AR (A TR 8 I, 50 05 7 00 BT 25000 ) 58 = U7 IR AR B AR H X — A0 A SO IR T
— T AT AT JE IR S8 A T R 9, T D SRR o 1R i, R

FEX 2. BAEFATEE (overall trust degree, i FROTD)ZR /8 A 1P, P;), & T v PARYE 53 P28 H.Jj sk 1 45 HH 1 %o
Pyt AR AT A5 PEVEY 2L P P e S, Py O. B Directf5 T Ji (direct trust degree, i FkDTD) % 7 4 I p(P;,P;), Indirect (s
J (indirect trust degree, & #RITD) 2K 7~ A 17(P;,P;),
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I'p(P.P), if h> H
ree,py= 1R if h=0 "
1 r B(P) .
(P, P)+ xI,(P,P), if0<h<H
1+5(P) 71+ B(P) j

Ferb n2 RGBUAT I P 5 P2 1A A2 T 1y SEAIE 4 (REAR) 1o 20 HOZ AR S8 BEE K 2 5wl A5 P 000 () 5 K g A 5k
AN BATIFR A 3 S B e B A(P;) € [0,10, 1% O i 55175 SR P10 S AR R B2 S i R EE I I TSI AR AE o %
FH PR R R B R e R MR S (L BN A, SR B A B0 2, 387 1 P BB A8 LA S R FG A S A (e 18
BB T IR e A 5 P A S ) S BT

1 T SR 6 1 S AR A A B v S S AR SR B, 24— A SR Tl SP R R 45135 SR IR, SP 75 260
SR AT {5 PEREAT TR, 38 1 AR 98 TIN5 2R ot ke SR ol Bk e SR vl RAAS 2 18 ik 55 2809 (B 55 i), A 1 T SR (14
SRAEALEE OTD,SP 1 Sk AL A #0405 A (evidence base) i %8 55 1% SR LUH A 4 AZ LU, IF 40 i 7 R G e
(K347 280N 5] N FROE S 2 H A h>HL A7 SP LA AT A0 T4 E 4 0 A2 LUAIIRT 22 SR 1R ml £ R 12, 3T ) T A
FIASCEE HYAOHET IOWA S57 [ ELE AR AR TN U7 VA 1EAT DTD B TH ST h<H R DU 1 B EGIEYE A 7800, A A2
LA Z SR A OTD, A5 2225 R84 = J7 1k (R A7 A5 S R A S BRI A5 B2 ITD.3h &5 AT 48 BRI 9T v 11—
A R i AU A o 3 3 A7 2 ORI A AR B A SCR AT IR 4 e K DTT(direct trust tree)HL i
HEAT 42 R ) S B AR AR R A R 3R, AR 0 45417 6 1, 18 0 AR S A KRB Al AR e P T 7 e 1

| Historical evidence window H |

I MDecision
= No Yes List of : function
2 s 2 @ effective |
Evidenc 53 S trust =
dence base §§; peH I l 32
S ﬁ 8 Y .| IOWA-Based "I___ — |83
223 DTD calculate $ f | < *g‘
F=IE I < o
= Y T
=87 g User (SR)

Direct trust tree (DTT)

XA

& Feedback trust h=0
—p calculate
Q O

Inadequate direct
evidence

System“.'servi ces
(SP)

Fig.1 Overall trust degree calculating based on historical evidence window
K1 TP SR RS AR AR R A

HI T PR 23 BT o i A A5 A SOOI ASE L A v 550 S A T {5 R BE I K 22 SR B R AR AT T A AR B 24
19 7 22, 43 A SR T 6 % L2 B 1 YA 2 46 T W 090y s, 50 TN 4 SR At A 8 R I A 4, e 1 ]
5 PSR AR A 10 B8R /> S35 4, — EUBUELB R 5 A5 S5 B IS A AR Hy 28 28 2l s i 25 ) 8 e, B3040 0 A 1Y
Wb L N T AP,) € [0,1], 7 A B30 AT FURLEE 1/(L+ B(P,)) W 24 A AN T 452 35 AT (0L (P, )+ (14 AP,)), T
WASCAETH SR AA R B, 23 SO0 S PRSP 5 10 ELEAS AR BEWR T s K B 1/(1+8(Py)), it 2 Ui, MR 55 42 4t
RGBS B O BRI OB AT S R B(P)/(L+8(P;) W B s 5 A(P;) B B i , IR G, AR SC IR B Ak
FEAT VST 52 — Pl A& Y (077105, 23 B RO Al 7 56 4 th AR G4 S K A B2 B 3l ob B AN T 2
ERLH R AP,) L R SR

PP)=[0(L,) + ()] @

oo, @(x)=1*ﬁ Ly A BN Py TSI T4 55 P42 AT o B 32 A , (e) H
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HOHSH—AKT O IEREH M TH b () T 1 193 FE, ST, () T 1 113 e S 3o 24 5. (2) T LA
Tt S AT RIS AP E P AR Ly, il 35 R EE, 5 96 1058 5 1 BUA S P O 2 I AP ) TR ) I J
A B 25 AP, 1 (EL U K, T 28 L 0 10 B 56 SR B T 5550 2 19 45 o 10035 B E 1, L, =55,
nmmFlS,5:0-2,%B/Aﬂ(Pj):O.QS.

AT R 23R T AT e B AR XU, AT 2 AT A R IRAT S R CUE ) AS A2 LA A AR AT A5 RE I, A 2 2% 18
=07 IHEREAS B2 B A AU LT Ay A 1R R A5 R8RS I, DU 25 B AT AR 58 = 7 IR . (2) 78 KA
Mo RGN T HRGHERIN 1ITD, RAZH T Tk | #6107y TR AEA W 48 T gEAT HEA7 38 I 48 2% DA 75
BERMRG AL OTD MTHHE R ydb 7 1TD B RE I LA LA BB IC R R I R AR 8
RGN ITRE.(3) R AT A4 B AIEFA 70 S I (10 vy {5 1 5 00 i 80, v A A ) T 2 408 A A IR ) 435 A 58 0 ) A
2.2 FEHERDR R RN R

H T KA IR S51E K& SR 1) OTD W AR]85 445 AR B 1) SR JEAT Uy inl 425 1) 47 B8 6 T 11 1 v By 4o 1 U ] 4%
TR SR R A, FRATI 45 R TR TR A TR A

EX 3. WEAREAERE P, P)H PSR K e ea,.. ep S 0<c,<1(p=1,2,...,P). Y 525 4 2% M)A 97,3
A R={cr,co,nn b AT PRIF LA REA W T ¢, ne, =D+ j) H e <, <..<cp, Mlep He, 5, B
R={c1,¢a,....cp} T AT 7 53 B 28 B VP AT - AL TAS 50 1) e 55 S={s1,52,....s7}, H.S& — A7 5 43 %1 28, W S AN
TP, P 0) ) [P IR 55 e ok ki B e Sk
sy, cp<IT(P,P)<1
Srar ¢y ST(BP)<cp
P(r(BP)=1 : : 3)
s, o<I'(F,P)<c
s, 0<I(PP)<q

IF FrRcr ... cp BN R GEIA TE 24 P 10) PR SR B0 T 16 IR 45 I, i S TEAR R P, 1P, P)) YR 2 B T A
FI IR R 55 5, JXHE B WJ DA23 R00g AN ) 1) S A i A AN [R] 1) JIR 55, A R T IR AIG 2R B AT e A7 A8 1R KU 3 A1 2 20 A
TSR TG T PPl 55 R S (R A o A9 B SO AL S IR S5 R T 3RS TR, S ={s;,5,,5:} 51
FORTE LRSS 5,28 7~ 538 7= DR AT LUt /] DU'S AH L 1) R SR A5 08 1A B E A R ={cy, ¢, ¢33 ={0,0.2,0.5} , 11
IR 55 e S R AT LU TR

ss, 05<I(B,P)<1
P (I'(P,P))=1s:, 02<I(P,P)<05.
s, 0<I'(P,P)<02
W HESEAR P I TP, P;)=0.19, AR s Y 5% bR B P S B 4 P (1 (R Py)) = W(0.19) = sy =4 48 IR 55

23 EFDTTHIRIEETESHLE

AT A5 AR AR TR o 73 At S BBt B A, HLOK 22 3l ) ik Oy AR A8 RS8P AT OB AR IR, S 8T
WAL RATEUT 225 R (1) A2 KRBT 20 Al SUPR IR 2R s 5 10 1 e SO A K 11 4 296 417 5 O , 3k
ST ARG RN (2) AEREAS W 2% R AT SO AR I AR AN T Gt S AT ORI S R R BT D A7 A

AT N2 BOHEREAT Do, FRATA M AL LA R 1 R AT AR AE B ST ORI NS B AR &
AR B AN 48 DR 0, T DA 36— A 18 B DA 0 S A B S B8t 55 A M0 38 5 S v £ Wi 300 A e D04,
AR T E RS AR (direct trust tree, ] FRDTT) AL, JF 25 TDTTEENL 77— FloBr (K T ™ Fi& (1 e A5 A4 6
R L SR AR S ) ) R AR AR SC R DT T AR5 A DT TREAT S 455 AL A5 B 2R, R I 5N 5t
DA MRS I PN 2 ok A Sl 2R U S URE, H T DTT IR A Sl 58 4 AR 3 s 2 1) 110 g k2 A8 . B Al
H B B ISR AN 5 2K 22 1R I 28 T4, AN 75 2005 S0 B 90 40 5 R 4 15 B 1 22 (K1 JION A LEAVEH 545
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. 1 2(2) 3715 PO I AS T35 A IR 7 i, PUAN P 15 PR Ak 5 FLAT 0 OB AN 15 40,08 4 PR P T
DTT L Pofty 40 45 5, P} PP BB (5 FERERE A A T 47 1 80 BUTE [ RE Py AP, AT F1 CIRAB I 1 24, #
A BT LR BB 1
E XA, IDTHHR A & 15 0] {5 & (feedback trust degree, [ FRFTD), 3 & MR 45 15 AT 4L 4 M 11 5L OTD(P AR AT
Py PASAE P S 4 P AL Py T A AT RRITDAE — A e 55 = 7 B A A S LA AL A1, 4 A2 I 3o o 52 4 P 2
VEA 2 Py B S AU T, BE 08 IR0 25 {0, W} FTDR O BB X
L#0

S @)% (P, P))
ry(B.p) = PIRUAY 4)

0, L=0
L S B AN E, (W) A S AU 7

Peer | Neighbors Direct tust dgree
P, P, 05

Py P 0.7

m ’ [/w LEVEL 3

P7 P é‘ ---------
@(9)=0.8x0.6x0.5=0.24

(a) (b)

Fig.2 Example of FDT computation based on DTT
2 JLF DTT i FTD il 5oR
FTD A fig 5K HU 87 50 00 0 A~ 359 18 I3 3% AN [R) 1 e 10t 3 BT A6 I LEVEL AN [A), A7 26 J 15t 3% 2 P, 11 28
(LEVEL=0), 1] 15 £ AN )& (LEVEL=0). & X 4 W AT a(W) 54— A S s Bk T s R 3 45— A [ ot 3 A
LEVEL, %5 H (W) I8 e
1, LEVEL =0

a(Wi)= ®)

I
[17(P. R), LEVEL>0

m=0

KA (P P) R RDTTH P BI P A B A2 P, A B 5 4615 5P, [RIDTD, L 15 RUWJITAE 1) S 4

Bl 2 AT DTTINFTD U E 6], B 2R R 15 MPos 1 JZDTTIRAEE R, PRI, A Po ¥ AT J& 15 i
(BPPoFH Py, PR LATIT A2 I A8 AT Ky, Po P A b B4 22 vh R AE AT PRI PR IS ATARL, FRATIFR PRI Py 2Ry Po IR AT J 715 A,
FALT Nt 25 i “BRON ), T Py 0 Poth A7 40 8 15 2 X FE 1T DL — )2 2 MU i — BT s Po DT T.H T DT T4
58 A R BT AU MO P I R T S RS EL IR AT AE YRR BT LADTT (1 44) AN 75 2 1) T A AR T 48 47 465 ) Jiir
T B IIONFILEAVE F il &, AT WD TT /& — Fh il 3r 78 B H 2 1032 48 5 45 4, 0 HLL B4 b 1 R 4 Rk vl
CASZELDTT A 4 1 (2 T2 2 2 45 400 S 4 o 1 508l 35 1) T 40).

B 2(b) BT 78 I8 25 ) B, M LEVEL=1 W ,@(P1)=0.5, 24 LEVEL=2 I} ,w(P3)=0.5x0.6=0.30, 24 LEVEL=3
I}, @(Pg)=0.8x0.6x0.5=0.24. % 17 1 Po 75 B3R HU AT i Poa ) RABAS AR AEPIDTT EIL I R A 5] 3 A 4
P5,Pg, Py 55 P1 R AR T A8 HAT A0 I 1R A8 L3865 BEVEAN 93 3 A Tp(Ps,P14)=0.6, 7 (Ps, P14)=0.8, I n(Pg,P14)=0.9. 4}
A 3(4), @(P,)=0.7x0.4=0.28 , @(P,) =0.7x0.6x0.5=0.21, @(P,) = 0.8x 0.6 x 0.5=0.24 . M4 A X (2), I (B,
Ras) =(0.28x0.6+0.21x 0.8+ 0.24 x 0.9)/(0.28 + 0.21+ 0.24) = 0.75616 .

2.4 ETFIOWARFRIEZEERMN
(1) IOWA EFAHCHE B
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ENE E B AT A SRR B R 169

U A A £ R 5SRO g 2 T B 4 4 U, DA 2 R B BT A3 HH A 5 52 Yager 7t 1988 442
T A FEIBUT 1 (OWA) P2 1 OWAE — Bl A1 S5 K 15 5 /NS 2 T AR AT 249 5 R 224 e 38 B v
“E IS EAC SR FHHTY R M AT R E AT 3L B R T DR R AT R A 1, N
B B AT S B N (0 R 22, BT R Ak AR A B AR R, T b R i TROORS DRt 52 21 [ Py A T A
J 2 A, 5 DG 1 e R S i SR AP B89 R 8, A A5 TR S R S0 A A A e TR 2 A TR OWASE
TANIE A Ak ) AR A 1 KR A 1 S0 1] 7. Yager§+ 2003 4T X AEOWAST T kAl B4R T 1 5457
KP4 551 (induced ordered weighted averaging operator) 2! (¥ 8 &, 3 4F K Wl T 46 5 1 T 30808 122 2R 45« B2 i
BHIES . BRARG. EETI G 2 G e — R T 5RO B /N TR AT B 5 AT DA SR A Rk
iRl 22 2 BORI I AT E A5 S, R THN B A6 45 H— 28 D01 X

EX 5 B f, R" >R AmIt B, W= (w,wyew,)T 51 I MAL T & (5 KBE), L
iwi =1Lw, >0,i=12,..,m

=
folanay,...a,) = ZWib,. (6)
i3

Kbt ay,ay,...,a,, T NKENINURHES 55 KI5 WFR B 2y e m AT 7 ISP 557 g id ) OWA
Hr.

AT HE 7, D81 b, AN 38 45 A 38 B T (1) 230 245 738 40 2 6 16 TR0 il 30 4900 /6 Bh AR A A Tl b B R 2 — N A
T W T A TR SEE B 1) o A AT AR L AT T 0 B ) S o 2, R A 5 B B ) e 7 A BB AT AR 24 15 mT 45 12k 1)
PEA TR /DS, B 0 v DL, FRATTAS 8 6T A5 AT AF 1) 91 42 JE EC SCARL 1 DR /N B AT Ik I, T I 42 JWE G 2 110 ek ) 8k id
TTFR R FEHE T

EX 6. B (v, @), (voy o)y (v,,a,) T m A B, A

fW ((Vlla]_>l<v2!a2> !!!! <leam>) = Zm:M}:av-index(i) (7)
i=1
WUIHK B8 A T vy, vy, v, TP 2E B m Y AT 7 IR 24 557 BT A0 W NOWASEL 1 JE i v-index (i) 7 vy, vy,

ZW; =1Lw,20,i=12,..m.

i=1

L6 KW IOWA 55 T 05 FAE vy vy, v, 38 K ENIBURHEFE 5 T X 2 H g, ay, e, a,, R BHEAT
IR, w) 5 %, 10 R /IN R BT 5%, 115 HE5 380 B 76 A5 5 5%, DRt AT T LAk 77 o5 A 42 A
(YIRS TR AT HE I, 068 I TR IOWA 557 118 51, IOWA B -k 58 4208 45 T 30 253 AR Ay T

(2) J T30 EIN ] F B 155 7 91

X 7. LR R SR,V PR 5 3P, A ) 5 S S5 T A5 £ PR P ) £ A P8 1 0000 Bk A2 B
P AT FE (DTD). BV P, 5 3P A3 W 36 K7 3ok m YRS L A5 K8 T 56 02 S, X 0 S 0 A7 28 Ll 2 FEE F VA
e R A A8 LI I E Py X P (R A8 L K VR A K R O JF A E={T S (B.P),. TP (B,P),...
r§(B,PYLOS (R, P)SLI<t <m A VFRE N 48 TN [ (9 B85 AT VP4 P 51 XS Erp 4 — A 6 2
LR A IR I 1R 2 R R

TR (B Pty T (B Pt T (B P)) 8)

FRUA b 2 15 41 4 6 T8 T o 6 75 54 P 432455 4 1 4.

i 06, DTD i1 TR i) 150 LU IR A 0, 5 (P Pty TP (PPt TSP (PP KA (1,00, T
(P, P)) 1M1 1E & 1OWA S AT LU LI i) 8 AR € L6, (2,0, 75 (B Py)) AT UHSE:
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IS (PP = £ty T (P Pty T (B P,k TSV (B P = D Wi T (P, P) 9)

t=1

FER (), w) t e[Lm) RaRHE i A2 1l R FEVE A (B AT T Al P AR (0 10 B S R, OF HL oy B0 A2

XK I~ N Orness(W*) :ﬁZ(n—i)W? (5 B R RN N Andness(W) =1-Orness(W™) ; Fo 3 MU R 8 N
Ti=l

Disp(") == wi In(w}) B R 5 i Bt 0% T 7 57 3 IR I 0 S0 15 0 R 3 8 B PR K s 28 4 1
i=1

HEAT2 HOE 55 5 45 B0 76 40 R HORLIEE, 548 0.< Disp (77" ) < In(m) S BT IFRR, 7= (w5 w! )T FEO 52 1

2 I P S K 4 B T B3 8 3 R AR 0 0 — A 5 7 v 7 4 1 5 B

R HENS 75 2 £ BRI AT SR S E TR I = (o Wil WA T 3 A 41

maximize: =Y wi In(w); Ormess(W*)=a,a €[0,1]; D wi =Lw €[0,1] (10)
i=1 i=1
2 2 (L0) B Jo ok 18 i ot 1020,y £
a =Orness(W™) =i2(m—i)w,-* (11)
m—1

oSl mg Y sy
In Wj =h|nwm eri_{ln Wl = Wj = Wl ij/ 1 (12)
wil(n—Da+1-nw; 1" =[(n-Da]"  [(n-Da - n)w; +1] (13)

. ((n-Da-n)w +1
w. =

n

(n-Da +1-nw, (14)

R A2) S ABFIBUE w .
(3) 3 AL KA S
LB A, 2 RN SRR A0 BRI ST 5 A5 A O AR O — b B I T A A0 T B A T ek 10 R, S A A AT )

(T (B Pty TP (PP Y1, TS (BLPY) B BE, (1, TS (B P K (1,00, TS (B P)) (I K,

T Cty, 75 (B P)) A (g D52 (B Py)) ST SN, T X B SR 14 K /S 1E 30 3o 2 28U R B i 7 = (wy w3,

o W) SRSEILIN, T4 25T IOWA TR REC B W™ = (w), wy,..,w)) IRRAESE.

Algorithm 1. Computing weight using the IOWA operator.
Begin
Input (e, <tl,F}})(E,Pj»,(tz,]“}f)(13,13/,)>,...,<tm,F[(,'”’(E,Pj))); [*For different « and m, we can get different
IOWA weight, m is the number of attributes; « is the situation parameter.*/
rf ZZO.S then a=1-«;
If &>0.5 then {
wil(n-Da+1-nw; 1" =[(n-Da]"[(n-Da —n)w; +1]; [*Calculate w} */
. (n=-Da-nmw +1
B (n-Da+1-nw, '

}
For i=2 to n—1 do

[*Calculate w;, */
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W D [*Calculate w; */

End.
B 1 A U 23 B R 0 & 1K T R N S 8 S B oA L SRR E m A
A SEBR 1R ER S T m BB O — AN 1 &, i LLEITE 1) DG B 2 ] & SR 1 22 S 8 oM. 24 m=4 I 7E
AN aBUEIE DL, (Wi, wy, wy, wy) TR R AR 107 DL Y BE A oA AR AK, 23 AL E 1 E L a=0.5 4 52,
IO R AT B4R T 24 ae [0,0.510F, (wy, wy, wy, wy ) HIAR AR AR 1502 188 20 388 980 1D, T X AN A 6 4% AT i B[] 3
0TI 2 ik (10 A A RT L FRAT T S B W FH A, ] BARR 5 e [0.5,1], 31X 4%, S 40 e BB R AL T WLy 22 ST ik 2% )
DRIF°, S e T A AR AR G DA 28 T 48 7 )38 s (% 23 FR S, o (B ) T 1, D0 DU () A8 T g Sl B ) st s A
T U, oK e i IR 48 90 B 5 W T 0 A @5 T 1,208 LA IR 73 B0 ek 76 4 4 s
Table 1 The (w;,w;,w;,w,) values for different situation parameter values &
F 1 AR alEX R 5 BBE (wy, wy, ws, wy) ITHRZE R

Categorization weight a=0 o=0.1 a=0.2 =0.3 a=0.4 =0.5
w, 0.000 000 0.010 365 0.045 018 0.054 918 0.073 547 0.250 000
W, 0.000 000 0.043 457 0.106 445 0.113 770 0.130 859 0.250 000
W, 0.000 000 0.182 129 0.251 953 0.237 305 0.233 398 0.250 000
wy 1.000 000 0.764 099 0.596 466 0.493 805 0.416 657 0.250 000

Categorization weight a=0.5 o=0.6 a=0.7 a=0.8 a=0.9 a=1.0
w, 0.250 000 0.416 657 0.493 805 0.596 466 0.764 099 1.000 000
W, 0.250 000 0.233 398 0.237 305 0.251 953 0.182 129 0.000 000
W, 0.250 000 0.130 859 0.113 770 0.106 445 0.043 457 0.000 000
wy 0.250 000 0.073 547 0.054 918 0.045 018 0.010 365 0.000 000

3 BRULBRHEERSN

BREADL S 06 K R R ] 8 32 (K1 A8 PP 300 9 300 ot - AL SR A U L A () [ ] 37 S S S AR Il (10 A T
AT 29, T LA 2 A i FE PP A A5 AT A PR A fit e S s 1) 0B PR 28 Bt 0 A s\ A AT R 5 (8 2 O T VPG 5 4T
BAAIIEP2PIA BT . Ad hocFH 5 3& v BR 5% v I 80 R, SR B0 B4 O 48 ) 15 AT B 8L 90) 2 BE VP T B AR SCil it
NetLogo - & Sz B T — AN L[ Peer-to-Peer [# £ B 5% S A8 SCHOAH ST (IOWA  model) % Fi 5 3E 4T 1 g
53 M7, NetLogo™F £ 42 2 [l VG 4k 0K 2% P 4% 2% ) R T SEATUEE A oo 4 H 1 T g P2 A B SR 1.4.1 Fidava 155
405, K L RE S AE 2 M 0T & _LIZ 4T (Mac, Windows, Linux2%). & [R] i $2 43 B LA ) 2% 2R 485 15 b A, B AN 455 Y
] LARAE K Java applets, il ik A BB 7T L1247 NetLogodi it — N TP BT &, 1 5 44 B 2 ) o o BL
AR 22 b 45 A 1 1 L ARG L T Multi-Agent 52 2% TF 80U 4 4 JL @A ) JEAEL AT BR R T . e 0 F N B
—FAE I TR B X LT AN B (I Agent R ik 35 A HEAT IEAT ISR A WIS & T 09T B A I 184k 1
RRERGN TR L, 2 O [25] B AR 5 7 155, B AT T7ENetLogo T & H LSBT oAl JLAS 80 1) 45 AT
B 4% Peer-Trust!"® PETMIHIDy-Trust?,
31 XWRE

RS AT TSI S8, 9 G RN St A L SCRR[25] AR 7], 2 D4 70 sk S 40

2 [ SCHR[25] IO PR SR B R A SO0 B — Lo e S Bt W

o AEBTALSC FORTT R (SER) B R B

1) SR 3 it S A LS A, — AN SEARRIR] LUy SP ] LUE D SR AT FR, — SR REE — AN 4f
(Y] SPAHAT 1 8 — AN (1 RPH LA S 4 A F AT, BN 5.
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2) FR W LLGy Ay 4 Fpe L

© HEFEA, SRR IS R 5

@ M Ak o] A T AR S BESE H A R VA

®  E BT ARIEY KE T A H AL I B4 B R PE I+A(1-0.5) (B4 5256 1 L A=0.5);

@  CHFM N HK N F ARV N 1,00 T A E AR VEO A 0.

3) SP AR AT LR 45 1 B o Ay 3 FP 2RO GS BEER AL RN RS ;@ BS B AR LIRS G RSHR
P 5 ) (9 B A2 Ak 4 T 424 GS 1 BS k%5

> RAMBNSE BB R IARAT N I BAS P b W SP SR i IR 25 W LAFE GS,BS,RS X [H]
AR, FR 0] ABI A HUAE 4 B 5 40 2 (2R Ak, S p ) DL BRI LD 25 FF RN SE 56 30 i 3 N2 50k ) it &R 55 1)
G MR E AT

1) R% %K 4% SRF(0<SRF<1),24( radom(D+1) /D<SRF(De[1...N])I, %5 i & IR 2% 3% 3K SRF [¥118
TR, V) R 515 SR B B, 3 7R R G0 — N AT R G AR T P SRF & RGBT I — ML

2) M55 8h73SHEE SCF(0SSCF<L), S MR T 5 4t Hh e 55 4 416 2 B35 8 VR I AN A i€ M, SRF (BB K, SP 7
GS,BS,RS 2 [H S % Z A V) e AL 5246 vh SRF & R R BT N H AL

3) HLRFBNAME SDF(0<SDF<1), Jx W T W 2 +L JF 1) AN o8 1, 76 SE 36 v, SDF 2 RS 8 1 — AN 8L (R
RE T SDFxN A T2 AT 1, e AT AT AR B 25 FF 5.

Table 2 Experimental parameters
F2 BRI SHUHA

Parameters Possible values Description

N 100 000 The total number of peers

N 2000 The total running time-steps

H 4 The value of history evidence window
max-LEVEL 3 The parameter in DTT?%?2

o 0.5-1 The parameter in Algorithm 1

3.2 TRMAREL M ERRETME
T 52 V5 2 ANH 5 P IR 25 10 5% i, AS B 38 O b A7 8 T 5% 2 (forecast error) MEAf & 2 3R 514 5 ELAH 22 7]
AR R VR A P 1D v R o AR 2 PR DR /S ke o T 5 2 0N M A 82 0 v 5 22 R DK, P A 38 AR 8 Ay H 241
NF 20 8 52 B AR AR AT, g A £ 1 ISP TOU A5 A L. T T 25 S RSO0 S 56 vl P 280 P40 799 A A e A v 00 4 i 2 ) i -
1) P46k 2 (mean absolute deviation, {5 %% MAD)
yap - 214 (15)
m

Hoe, i 2 eI TR 72, e, = 4, — F,, m5 2K (8) 2 3 (9)H Al [F] . MAD I ke i £ 22 A To0 & 11 N 4 — Ik
THONIAE 55 S R AL (%) 406 48 2 (AN 2 6 A, 2% T8 i 22 &) 1)~ S E. MAD BE A% % 47 b Jsz Wl L 00 ) R A AL AN 2
150 T £ TG A 2.

2)  CP4axtR 2 43 He (mean absolute percentage error, i #X MAPE)

1
MAPE = —
2

G

(x100%) (16)

t+1
Ho e I Z e TRINR 2, e, = A, — F,. m5 25 2R (8) A2 3(9) A 7). B A 5 — AN P01 1) Aff 58 sl 8 e 3 G
1 22 e, B SR 5% 2 e, T 00 200 00T TT S B A g A5 ASERL S50 v FRATT A8 I Netlogo T 5015 B 1 R — AN B )8 1) 45 4T
J ISP (P, P) AE R Ay I ECIAE S AT GEAE R 2 MAEAIRBT R R 7 — A8 (AL R 85 N
(M+E+C=20%, 2 45 FUAT /0 3B 43 1 4 502 0% 735710 A5 SRF=40%, R 4t Jt — > i R JE 3 P [ & 4 ;SCF=20%,
80% 1) SPf £ 2 It A2 8 1 iR %5, SDF=20%, & 4t 80% (1) SE R A REBE BRI B B TF R 45), A S S M a1 2L
o B TN 11 M EE (VD 5 0, 3R 3 B S 5 1 4 R

M 3 [ S50 45 T DL A8 — N RS E I A X A BE N 38 &S 5 0=0.8 I IOWA {5 T T A5 204 Jirp of
1) MAD F1 MAPE 3445 HoAth o BB 175 DL/, BRI L BATTHE R T LU SE 36 P T 0=0.8 h RS S HUSEAMY.

© RERREBERAIISTET http://www.c-s-a.org.cn



BNF B ST ETOR 69 ik Ee AR A B 173

Table 3 Results of IOWA trust model under different situation parameter «
&3 AFEZ TR L SL 6 45 2R

a=0.5 a=0.6 a=0.7 a=0.8 a=0.9 a=1.0
MAD 0.248 08 0.172 46 0.130 945 0.125 950 0.126 256 0.126 923
MAPE (%) 18.35 17.69 14.72 13.06 13.25 13.64
Kl 3 AT — AN AL X IR R LR 5 AT 85 20 1 o o M L B s 00 & IR B LS 50 P AT I
M+E+C=20%, %7~ 2G50 RAT /D30 (B 20%) 5 5 02 % =1 /5, SRF=40%, K8 R4 2 — NN EIE TR

F 4 SCF=20%, 3 7 80961 SPHA A HR L F4 TE ) IR 5% ; SDF=20%, % 71 2 45 1 80% 1) 52 44 4B A~ g bifi 25 I N B 3 54
TF R GEIXFE PR BE VB LA B — > S B 90 25 1) 5 i 250 IR0 DAy 2 — A 52 o I 486 o K 8 0 52 4 2 1 2 ) 2
s, AT D30 43 04 S AR A TR SR (1 20%), T A — A 512 B 14D 190 44 BRI Hp, DK 4 1) R 95 1 4k 3 8 e AR AR e 1Y)
555t B 3(a) BT s I 45 SR EATT AT DL B A2 IX 4 B8 o TOWA Trust Model [ °F- 24 £ 55 i 22 MAD I {8 5/, F
)4 0.126, ifif Peer-Trust Model () MADAE 5% &, *F1) 4 0.185, i PET Model #1Dy-Trust Model [\) MADE /T IOWA
Trust Model#1Peer-Trust Model 53 2 [, 73 %) °F- 341 24 0.128 F1 0.148. 11 F-MAD FH e 7 2 45 F0 0 52 45 5 56k~ 448
1) i 29 R P58, 6 ) (T AR T T O, TOUIN 174 &% TR o At 5 oy, B bt T DL 4 4 AR TR ASE R o TOWA Trust Model (1) T
TREAf P A2 Foc U 119, T Peer-Trust Model ) T A 12 SR, 161 3(D) Dy 4 Fofr FHOMI AR 2R 1) SF- 353 44 5% 32 72 7 43 EEMAPE )
Peie g I T LLE W, SRR &5 5 B 3() BT s M 45 AL A W) & IOWA Trust Model (1) MAPE i /2 #5 /IN 1), T
Peer-Trust Model (1 TR MAPER & J K 16, 53— 20 Ui B T 7E 4 P2 A1 IOWA Trust Model 2 A5 ¢ 4 1) T #E
fiff 1.

: : ; |

0.24f R SRS SO [T, WSS SRS SO SNSRI
{| —©— I0WA trust model —e— |OWA trust model
0.22% «rwi| T Peer-Trust model 17 rvermirnsend —4—— Peer-Trust model
| — < PET model —<— PET model
i Dy Tustmodel | 16} Dy-Trust model

Mean absolute deviation (MAD)
o
N
(=]

Mean absolute percentage error (MAPE) (x100)

0.18% 3 154
[0 TR T=} OV U UU SN URUTURUFIUTUS-VIUUN VAU FUNONORUNUIONG: L7 RUROTU TRV FYOU VRO NV O OTR VU UOUIUP SUNUUIUIOTRONGE
0.12 L L 1 12 i i 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Simulation time-steps Simulation time-steps
(@ (b)

Fig.3 Experimental results of the accuracy evaluation
Pl 3 TAOMIASE AR fit A B DIl 2 46 &5 2R

3.3 HEHEHZSIE R TG

B A 1 L R GEAE A AN E R R R S AL R S T EE IR S5 B RE g, — A Sl AE Y g ) BRI AE
FERERL B8 71 53 2% (1 8l AR AT b 4k 2L 42 (L ARUE A IR 55, B 008 IR A0 88 5 S92 A 160 08 00 o 9 ot 7 30 i A7 24 1) 8 2.
TFIBCH 73 A 3R G0 P 1 Bl s Pk 32 AR I AL 28 50 P SEARAT h 1) 8 25 3 A IR REAS 190 2 PR35 1) 8 A A A 1 E. 491
R 45 SRt SP SR ALY RS W LATE GS,BS,RS MBI AL, St # 15 i FR W LA HIAE 4 Fb £ 63 2 (8] A%
A HEA 10 255 AT AT SJ2 At mT BLBE LM 25 T RN R 8. 529l i 3 AN S HOR W R GE ) B Ak i aT prk o 1
FEARAEL S 06 PR 15 v 220 ) 2R G0 I A 8l 2 AR, AR 8 NS 4 SRF,SCF A1 SDF K iEAT 15 A, 1X 3 2
Hon] DUE 3 AN PR AL B BN ke S B, BT 4 8, A SCAN P LAY 2, R DG 4019 335 2 B SCHR[25).

LERTIN S 3R ATI SR — Pl Sz Nk (W forecast tracking signal (FT'S, T 45 & B B )WL B S A0 i 28 45 1 3h A o
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R fE 7, A T B A 5 i TR A5 25 VB0 R0 ST 35 4 A 22 1) LU A8, TSI v 4 07 vk 1280
Yo S(4-F)
=1

_RFSE _ T _
MAD  MAD MAD
HoA RFSE(running sum of forecast errors)3 7 S i 8 il 2] (145 152 2 FH (IR 2578 8h), MAD it A2 24 20(9) H T34
26 3%} {22 (mean absolute deviation, & Fx MAD). U1 AE — N g 2 A8 A0 I PR 558, T0I0ASE 2L 475 88 A 3% B 4 FTS W %
P IE T 09T LA FTS FIME BB I SR U WA B AY 1) Bl 4538 . BE ) 76 & Pl sl A 1 2 5000 B (0 175 S B O 05 o 38
/NI FTS Uk A2 LA [ A 1) 2y A0 i

555 1A S — R AL, S S Wt A PR RYSR A 53 0] BE A H 80%, M 10%,E 5%, C 5%, 3X FF [ ML {F
L FEARFF B — A S 4 4% [0 i, TR A o — A S 190 4% m K0 43 = A8 2 B0 S 1 =5 AR (H=80%), L A7 /b 8 4
2 R AR (MAHE+C=20%). 27 SE 8 45— A Sl A AR LB /N 6 ) 208 PR35 A5 28 1) ) 408 N R ) (B 4(a) i
7R),SRF HRU{H A 209%, %78 RGN ASKEN: 1R SE,80%) 45 4 4B AL T2 IR A SCF=20%£ 71 80% 1) ik 4%
PRt SP R RESLALAR AL 1 M55 SDF=40%F /R RELH 60%[1) 717 pi A ASBEBE R 25 T R 40, I Wt R 40 & — VA
WEE MRS NE 4@) I EL i 45 v UR 2 — AN R iR sE 4 MBI FTS eigzin, AR AT
0.1024~0.1026 = [i1], 1t B AE — A Bh A AR A PR A /N R X 48 SR8 v 4 AN A0 31 i o 4 Ak A R e 19 vl 5 9 28 0000 A
5 BT AT FTSAE#EE T 0,8 4(a) . s Wt H 1 S 50 o 15 1 18 S B a1, 4 /B B0 LA e i AR A L
R UF N2 1E A B 4(b) s I SE IR 45 RONTE — A S B S I 48 BR S 4 FPBEAYEY) FTS ik gh 4L p
UL 56 v F 7 AR SR 1 (SRF=0.6, B W] R 48 it — > B AT 1 9 45, SCF=0.6, 1t Bl 60% K1 il 95 $2 fit 17
AR AT Bl A5 T A AT R U e AR A 45 S 600 [ N A BT BRI B R 45 4E GS,BS,RS Z A1 Hh 1)
$t; SDF=0.8, i W P 245 /& — N AN Fe 8 [ 1458, 80% 11 45 o mT LA BE 3000 N B35 25 TT W 45 AL 4(b) I SI2 36 45 S vl LA
F i BE R GRS B S 5= 3 DR RS [0 5 FE B0 5, AR SO R AR B L I Al 3 APBIALE) FTS W35 2K, T IR
1%~5%Zc Aq , 1t B 70 512 36 HH 505 TR SR B2 A SO SR AR 2 A7 AR R AT AR R 1) IR 55 i 00 A0 30 2538 3 e 7 i
PET BRI FTS A2 K10, UL HILE 4 Fp A o PET 24808 MY B8 J) 2 e 59 11, 32 B2 U R AT g2 PET BERL 5 AT 1
I ) 222 9k A2 220 0 A 2 3¢ A 1.

0.1038 T T T 0.16

FTS

a7

T T T

—+— Peer-Trust model
—<— PET model
| —8— Dy-Trust model

——e— |OWA Trust model

—+— Peer-Trust model
4 —<— PET model
3 —8— Dy-Trust model

0.1032% e

0.1030k 4 Jeevvenrinriins

& * i * &

% * %
F—k * ;K * F*—k o *

{SRF=0.2, scé:o.z, SDF=0.§1]

Mean absolute deviation (MAD)
Mean absolute deviation (MAD)

0.1028F- Q\} -+~ +-3 : ] ! = .
{H=80%, M=10%, E=5%, C=5%] [SRF=0.6, SCFZ0.6, SDF=0.8
0.1026k- -4 : i Y 0.11 w,w,,,,,,,,‘.”’HESO%;Mgm%’,gm%f,;egs%v e
3 g N i i
0.1024 L : L 0.10 ! ! :
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Simulation time-steps Simulation time-steps
() (b)
Fig.4 Experimental results of the dynamic adaptability
Kl 4 BRI M DAl SE S 45 R
4 % it

INEIEAE K R 7 A S8 5 TR 2R AT N PR SR, 0 2 N PR A S AR BEAL AR, 17 It 0% e vt A
I3 FR) N 2R E 2R e S (1B F0 1 3R S5 R AN R T ik ol - N SN RN Bl (1 B2 2% 22 RE A o LU 57— A4S — D0 10
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DA EIRRRL 3 AR AR DR M (B B A R B — DA N D e A H S N P 5 A Ji U s — AN A IR R — R L s e — Ty TR
AT TR NSRS AL AR SCEE S H AT 2h A5 A8 T A by BB A AR A S B AR 2 OB 7 AN 5 B AR
X B0 2545 A G 2 I IR 11 08 9l A1 220 o AN A i 53 5P I A 20508 B I35 1) 230 25 A2 A3 IV 7 A A2 58 [ 3L K A o
SR BT R N B AR 56 R TR AL 2 wp B T AN TN AN S5 05 (R B0 A A5 AR TR AL h i T R T
3 SEAE 8 T 11 0K S AR Pk R S5 30 ANME T IR T A R R A6 A A ) 2 A W vk, i L T DA ok
PEAIE st AN AL IR PR AT R T ) LA P AT ) DTT WLIEAT 42 s 1) B AR AR AR R R R 5 5 4, LARRAIR I 25 e
ARG, 1 9 AR G A KR A RGP A T 7 A 51N IOWA 7 HOME S 1 37 T 2L T IOWA 51 1 B A
PRI ASE R, T AP SR At oA 8 RO A 20 50 285385 1 B ) AN A2 FD [ e

HORBIAY ) 32 TR AR S N S0 AR I A5 R 55 A LA AR A D A5 A T 5 P A £ 2 AR 4R T e
AR 500 BB AT D LB AN AL I 19 R 8] 1 ORAZ LI (R A A VP Al 4, T AR e iod 25 3 T 0
S8 ELHAR AR SASUE AEAS T I 0050 W7 7 ik, th T AP Ok o503 A 2 00 58 20 50 283 1 7 AN AR T 1 il 117 B 5
W H SR W], 5 CAT BN b B AT T A 14 B 2 I, A R ) TG VR A e T it AT A 2 T
A (0 AR R 4 N SR BOA I R, BE— 2D E A5 A 5 AR (10 88, JC LR B A5 AR50 R AR R L {5
T 10 2 3 R 58 1 5 BV, R A5G 2R () R A AR T (1, R A A5G 2R SR L 10 R i e A SO Al adt — o0
(K158 3, JF 45 & JAt 2 BHR AR, B 22 50 o N A RS Gk SR FRE & Tl 8 A A5 A1 % AR I 38 1R A R B R
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