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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.

Key words: information fusion; Dempster-Shafer; evidence theory; combination rule; unconflict; conflict;
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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 ]
WS R ) Al kG 2 S 2 AT RV T RN N2

BATAEGRN T RN 158 H, L5 50 3 1) 4 G B0 D0 B L 4% BU R JLANEE 20O F — > BE A 1) AR A 2 bk S
HR[S~O] M =B B /AR AL B8 (8 A5 I A 41 & ik A2 o FE 3 B 28, @ 3 — A B 7 L In AU/ 5 77 =X B R Wb
Hi SR IR A8 b S I 4518 1) 15D T X b i S B AT D-S U 15 P fe ) R S gk D A R )
B E BT AN T 7 35@ 3 B A TF 80P, e 98 78 25 AN Rl o 2 -t (48 B I R N N 288 0 56 1 Ak 3 7 Y 1
$E O AF X —A5 B ALE I B TP SR B i EE A 5 R SR s A e Rl A

R ML BATT G H — Tl R, A 5E 5T Sy 40 S50 R A R IX e 21 5 4T 0, R SO R 4 O L B DL A T v S
FR TP Ak P 4R A 5 AN AL 1) B IR

1 D-SEiFEE BN K& 5

1.1 & X
2 1 R TIESE:
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 my(A)my4) (1)
A=4;04;
Horp,
= z my(A)my(4;)=1- z my(A;)ma4;).
A;nA;#D A4;nA;#D
X FZ AIr 44
m(A)=m16-)m26-)...(-‘an(A)=E1 Z H mi(4;) 2)
f\A/:A 1<i<n
o,

= 2 [ m.

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 4 RIFER A Gl fE b 2= il

@ ZiFEIes

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

AR Q2), 2 130, LALE IR m(A)=1,m({4;}—{4})~0,0 A=n—1 ANUEYEAS {4;}— {4} A [ S PR 5E S
AR R Ty 2Ol SRR n—1 AL KM IL S5 18 (4} A5 I n—1 TR {4, — (A} IO AT REVEAL VA B
MR 24518 0,21 QYA my(A)xmy(A) = m () xmao A), A4 1K 2R FL AW IOK FF 77 31 B 44518, 20T
T ANUEHERT {4;}— (A} AR G B AR NIRRT 2 m () xma(A)x.. . xm(4) 5 my(A)x....xmy_y(A)xm,(4)F] T8 XL
SEARAE.

(2) PSR I IE S

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

(ORVEUIEN

myAdiyxn {Aib X mp{dibxg {4k} xo).

A x> LI m(d)=m(4)=0,m(A)=1, 110 EL ST L PIANIESE AN {4, 7T REVEAR N X — 41 A R L
T ZHXA{ A W AT e IA SN 35 5 T L RREE (R {4 15 8 T3 B 10 3L 5 1K) U

@ Zilfphse

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

A7 x11.%01, X = LI m(A4)=m(A4)~0,m(A)~ 1,35 n—1 ANEE0 SR (AL 1 AN 2 (A, S5 B AR SRR (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

D TF] P8 i e P18 A T A B, 5 B b e A A B ) S SCRIR 388, 08 4518 1) T REEAE 9 — 28 23 #T,
O o 25 R SRR AR, 3 HEL AT T V8 T A1 453 R 08 DX TR) Ay i R PR 8 22 RR . IS THT FRJE 408 S0 e ok 5 ), 380 o
S AR AR E XA

AL B CCFEE): Bel(A)y= Y m(A4;) 5 m(A;) FAETTIE ) B 00 Bel(4) AN 4.
IR R B TE R E): Pls(A)=1-Bel(A"), %58 X R AT 1-Bel(A"), 4 P M IFH %6 oA 3L [ SR AU,

DUJHR A AN 5 0 AR i R 0, B o A (R [R5 58 MR B 58 A B U I Pls AN e 20 WL B I 5 17

PREE T (5 52 FE): Dbt(A)=1-Pls(4).

KGNBE: Igr(A)=Pls(A)—Bel(A).

AL X [8]: EI(4)=[Bel(A),Pls(4)]=[Bel(4),1-Bel(4")].

XFFE 1.3 o i) L 2 S50 AR AR DRI D (1,10, 45 58 BERI 0 O, ANBURAR TR T4 (0 5 1, 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
AL
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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)= Y m (A)my(A) N mymy K
A;oA A;24 4,04

4,04
A’:A,»r\A/

T A WA G

XHUR SR A e A B A o — S RO e A — LR O T R AR AL Z AP m@)5
my(A) H 584 EBm (A) 5 my(A4,B) B FEME—Fm (4,B) 5 my(A4,C) WAL M — 3 g BM _Eat el LLE e
X A B SCREE AT X .

EX 3. WAEYE mymp, 25 Y m(A)my(A) =0 U mymy 715705, b m (A= Y my(4)my(4) +

4;n4;=0 A;NA=0
D m(Aymy(A4,) HX A BB R A m (—A)= Y my(A)my(A,) HxE A TR E PP AL
e e
A;NA4; =g
0, A=A,

RN A VERBFER AT, Todd)=| ) oy oe BRI AL BB A 1
S

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;

> m(A)my(4;) [1=AT), To, A, )1 0(A, Ty, T5, A A+
A4;nA=D
A,-:A

2y (A)my (A= AT, Ty, A, ADINAT LT, 4, 4))
= 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 50 (R E0) 6] IE A T A R R g e 2. 8 3 B

my(ANmyA AN 1= ATy, T, Ai Ar) 132 7% 1E AT TR 2% 4t PR — S0P AN [ 177 43FE S5 B0 OR B CFF 800 38 43, A(T, T, A1, ) R 7R
my (Ao A EH B I (R0 E.

my(Amo AN =A(Ty, T, A3, A7) 10A, Ty, T, Ay A) AR 7 AT IR U A [ ECB, 194, T, T, A, A)FR S (A7) o AAH
BT A PR R

T 5e 4 — SRR, TEAT I my(A)ma(A) 584307 A, 5148 D-S M A

KB TG IFHTIEE 1 TR 584 A AR AR € S 2 ) DLk — 224 il 2 3 L (H N A, i) 7€ X B4 e
X my(A)ymA AR my(A)ma(AB) 25 F I LA 5, 5 38 06 78 38 40006 B K 70 SCRF A, 0/ B 2035 3L HFE(4B),
A, AT LU H 55 2% 2045 U5 ) Rl 45 SR RE 08 6 280 X 50 my (A)mo A),my (ABYmo ACYFI my (A)my(AB).

T R4 S AR 4 A B0 B U my: (A} ma{AY: 1 my i {AY: 1 ymy: {C 21, 7 BB B8N % R SiF 4fs U PRI 25, 0)
m (Cy=m(A)...my(COVAAA,.. ACONCAA,... A), i (A=mi(4)....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

F T 2L 6 5 AT T8 IE, A XA R SOB AN I RT3 R, AR B A TARK AR AL
Bel(4)= Y i(4;) , i TAF AR BUFE M) UEH S 2 Ha DR B ok, e HEE0E T 1R Bel 45 RN 2y He e 5 UK.

AicA

Pls(A)=1-Bel(A+),H. Bel(A')= " m(4;) /1T 1 7 A LA 35 it RAE AR 52 A RIS R AT Bl 77, i 2

A;NA=D
Gl BINAE AP DI LK) Pls 215 T2
[ A AP TR o SR DL, AT 0 R 2~ E M, Bel Rl Pls 22 FHRAIR.
PRIGE JEE (75 52 1) Dbi(A) 5 R Tgr(4) Y441 i 3.
TS 1.3 WP HIEOL LSRR AR E) EL# 0 [x,y]xy T 0,45 € FEEME T 1,558 )k T 2 UEH 1)
L.

3 EALN G 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) 2 EEFNUEH 43 200, BE RO AIMET L 20 B8, Sl o3y HEU OV )5 o U i 1A R A b S B 1) X 51,
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 b 72 5 SCRIHE I ) i 77 ORE 1T (5) o f8 8 A J T AR 456 08 i st I A 17 1R
1R R AR BRAT A5 B 45t R 21 5 BT 5 L 38 Dempster ¥ #2058 77 XA 5547 4 78 4 2N HoA 90 4 138
FITE.

4 £ B
BATTNS X B9 A 1 o i W s AT 5

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

3AMESE IR, SR A RE 2 AR

AR A48 () B AR D0, A R XS BB B LR 1,5 X SRR 4518 e R Lk, Y AR .
Table 1 Areas of parameter values

F 1 ZHEE

Evidence classification A TiA)) (%) (A4 TiAi}) (%)
e 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 1R XXY PR O A B 18 (B,O) 1l NI RL 5 18 2 BN AT g T
JEREARRG C AR %0, 25 18475 4 (B,C).

ZHIE R B T A 5y 4E 38 (0 92 R 5 17 5 510 2, b 320 K 451 2 (B, €)96%x90, /& AR i 22 40 T ok, th T+ 2
KO 2 Hons BT IR 2 IX S8 1 1K) 2 BUR AR B AT R A SR 28 VT SR D01 S8 28 00 A 1K), BOR U5 4R W,
T PTAT, HAS IR BR 28 8 7T LA e AN [ £ i) AL I AN o S TSR U SR ABL T AR 49 10 30, SRR [2~ 1577 10 5 i A A BE 22 A
T L 2R P85 59 (UL T 53-#T).

Ferb 5 AN B8] 7, B R AR RE 4 HH I A 25 20 T 53 Ak ) L AR ST g ) B AR

APk T 30 N 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 RR ef5 AR R 0 R £ LR R R
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