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Combination of weighted belief functions based on
evidence distance and conflicting belief
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Abstract: Dempster-Shafer(DS) theory involves counter-intuitive behaviors when evidence highly conflicts. A new
approach of combination of weighted belief functions is proposed to solve the problem. If many pieces of evidence are to
be combined, the amount of conflict between evidences is at first evaluated by both evidence distance and conflicting belief,
and every piece of evidence is given a weight coefficient according to its amount of conflict with the others. Two different
methods are separately used to modify the belief function of each piece of evidence based on its weight coefficient. Finally,
the modified functions are combined by DS rule. In the last part of this paper, numerical examples are given to illustrate
the effectiveness and the good performance of convergence of the proposed approach in case of high conflict between
evidences.
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PVEXHIESE & IE, 2R )5 FHDSHLN & B, T8 i 305
¥ AL VRS HoAh AT T X A
2 DSHELM A H i3k (DS combination rule and
its improvements)
DSHE R MR E# AT EHFFAESE O LIS, X
R P AT AR iy R AR N AL TR AR 29 . 7520 bE
X T EAEERIRE S : 29 — [0,1]), mB L

1 5|3 (Introduction)

UE 4% B 181 X FRDempster-Shafer(DS)EE 18 7] L
B R AL B 2 17 B (2 B R FHDSHL U Xt
i P SR YE & BN, R T REAS R T R B 451,
H A, ez n) B 2T T A B A T G 1R
B4 EE 77 3 Sk 4 A A P RE SR R BB IE
VRO~ AN B0 2 U AR Al A 4 A . T
TEZ/MIEE— A B, vHEE SORK, AMET 556

REHS. A, ASCHRH T — R TE BB IE R INBGIE
B B
KIXEREZE IR T 70 I B 7 A4 PE 5 5 UE 4 o
REJRFR, R T H P 3L R SRR ) 7.
HR A B AN RS 15 FARAIE 3 b AR BE 10 DK/ SR <8 3
BUEE ZR B, 25 70 0 SR Y 30 B2 G 40 32 AR X in Bk
ek H 3: 2008— 10— 14; W& Bk H 3#H: 2009—03—-20.

Dm(¢) =0;2)0<m(A) <1;3) > m(A4) =1.
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> Aml(Bi)mQ(Cj)
BmC’j: X
m(4) = - AFED (1)
m(®) = 0.
FEHEF
B;NC; =%

DSHELI K T 24 B AT 6 IR B B0 B — 4T K o7 JE
FERIRLHISBS THEET NSRTEHE
XoF v 1 SR B B BT 2 HH IR 45 SRS G B ) i) L
U, VR 2238 Sy Sy 4 T AR S 0 ek R ) 12~o1)
i DezertFlSmarandache$t 1 FIPCR5HL B i 7Y
HIARER M, ZEXT PIAMIESE A B i LA 40 T

Va,y C 29,

m(z) =

> mu(Bi)ma(Cy) +

B;,Cj €2®
B;NCj=x

mi (z)ma(y)

yeze  mu(z) +ma(y)
zNy=¢

m3(z)ma (y) ]
ma(x) +ma(y)”

3)

PCRSZ MIEHE —i & B A= 3[5].

B 3)AT LA Hm (x) B P E6 2 A8 DA R, 1%
T AR AN A 45 5 A, 2 N UE T 5 BUFR b 5% W)
BAZER, HiE—BERNARBETAE, WHHEE
IR, oAt SSrak A0 ) 2 A ZRABURE . A bk, AT
BLAE R FIDSHLI & Bl 2 1 i Xk 4845 B B IE
SKAR VR SEUE YR A R ) .
3 UE3E v R R E W # € (Measurement of

conflict between belief functions)

UEFEE 1E 5 1) AR 5 LB R (0 b SRR B R
R TESE AR D, rh R BAR IR ROKR, LA
1555 oA, 22 IR SR IR X & B4 R 1 5%
). DRk, S TR o SRR FE IR/ T IR

81 2 th T ¥ AN RS 1 7 JE R 1 &0k AR
e b BE S5 R A B UEEAEE W 7. L1019 H (iR
P EE S AT DL RS p R R R, Hoe R fE
FHIR B FERAEZE R, BANIESE 2 A B TR IR R
ﬁnhﬂlmg HIEE S R

1
d(my,my) = \/2(771> - %)TQ(T’T{ - 777)2)7 4)
Dli, j] = |A; 0 B;|/|A; U By].

H DA x 2191E & R 5 B, A, B4y
%UmlianE%QQ*%ﬁ%.
7% J& BR - FUE 48 B 43 0l S A FH B 20 g

T b IR R i R
Bl %6 ={a,b,c},
E1:m(a) =0.6,m,(b) =0.2,my(c) = 0.2;
E2:my(a) = 0.6,my(b) = 0.2,mz(c) = 0.2.

RPAMIESE 2 —FE), ESCAIRTH RN A E. T
8k = 0.56, d = 0, IRIEEE B FIWTHK A R, 55y
Hr— 2 IR 7 R W A B3 bR, DRt
A7 J& B 7R RAE M R A B E .
2 %O ={a,b,c}
E1:m;(a) =0.5,my(b) = 0.3, my(c) = 0.2;
E2:my(a) =0.2,my(b) = 0.3, mz(c) = 0.5;
E3 :ms(a) =0,ms(b) = 0.1,m3(c) = 0.9.

UEYE E13C 7 B 2a, E2ME33 Fe, — M HEWT E271
E1ff vh % B K TE2NE3, & i 8§ 8k, =
0.71 (k3R 7~ S5 A /AN UE 38 B0 77 J& BRI ), dio
=0.3(d,; RN FIEE JMEE FIFE D), Koz = 0.52,
doz = 0.35, BURYET J& K7 AWt E2F1 B P58 K
T E2RE3, 550 Hr—30, Wik iE 25 AW a0 &, #p
AR FHAIE Y PR B8 R AR SRR R A B 1A,

FJE R FRR T U & B AR ETTCEER
TRV G T HERIF IEE B/, IR B R 7R Tk
AR TR B E B Z 5, XWERE
—E R EAME. BRI, ASSTIA A UEHE i SR FE B B P
J& Rl FHAIE S BE B SR BE A I e, FL IR e
4 INBGEESE A B (Combination of weighted

belief functions)

4.1 iF 3 B E & (Weight coefficient of belief
functions )

UE 8 B R A T %R 4 5 L Ath R 48 1 e
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() LT ISE SRR R i S [ R, B

CODf(i,j) = v/ kzgdlj (5)
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conf; = Zn: conf (i, j). (7)
j=1
A FAUESE SRS Hoftin — 1/MESE R SRR, b
RIFR A B AMIESE AR5 BE A

tru; = (n — 1) — conf;. 8)

B AR, 5 H AR R SRR RO, ZRAS AR AR B
N ARG, AT LA B n MIESE AR BE 1) &

TRU = [truy --- tru; - tru,). 9)
KA BE ) B JH — A 5 AT A3 SRR AN EE R 2K
w; = tru;/ Zn: tru,;. (10)
j=1
AR BEYE A E R B &N
W=lw - w; - wyl. 11
4.2 iEHE{E B B8 IE(Modification of belief func-
tions)
1) BASEEE .
MR R H ) B (1) AT PRI R k4
M:iwm. (12)

DSHLNT MIEARA En — 1IRJE B G5 BAE H XA
TR A g 1.

2) FHXF INBGIEHE .

T 56 B BUE R U K AR hy IR, 3
WEREA

wmax:ma’X(wlv'” s Wiy = o * 7wn)' (13)
SR 515 B S UEHE AN B EE ) 2
W = [wl te wn]/wmax- (14)
FH AT A B LE PR SR A B RIR KB “ el 77
o= = (15)

R3E “HrnEF” SHERHITEIE,
m;(Ag) = aimi(Ax), Ar # 6;
mi(0) =1=3 mj(Ay).
& IE 5 FUESE R FA DS ZE A&
5 HBILK 518 (Numerical examples and
discussion)

LR 1 ET2AARBNEH HARRBE
HERIBTFUTT 1), BLBCE SAN A [R5 A i o 2
Hh B AR EEAT IR

PHEEW T WHARMEZRO={a: RAL, b: &
YENL, c: HR=SHHLY, W BT F BOASRi 2E Hh 7 DA L 5%
TR TRSE A I 32K H AR KRG, 4% A X
H AL, 1 56 43 3l 32 BRI S 08 4% 5 IR RFALE,

(16)

SR vE SR U AIE S AR 2 32K H A A SRR AIE A
BR PR BE S, H H 3 S SR EROULI H A5 5 B TR AE 42
FI AR B ARACLRE, R S 225 A B B K, AR ADLRE /)N,
XHEFT AR SFO6 LI H ARFE A RHESL T () s BE
SrEE. x5 e BE 20 Be H — AL BR S A5 2 T 5
RS, T /5 R A IR Ee Rl & EOME SR Bl &, M4
R 45 SRABCH AW U,
HAET XL, AR A -5 32 (7) 0 S0 AR R BAIE

TREABFIRIREEL

E1:m4(a) =0.5,my(b) =0.2,mq(c) = 0.3;

E2:my(a) = 0,my(b) = 0.9, my(c) = 0.1;

E3 :m3(a) = 0.55,m3(b) = 0.1, m3(c) = 0.35;

E4 :my(a) = 0.55,my(b) = 0.1, my(c) = 0.35;
E5 : ms(a) = 0.55,ms(b) = 0.1, ms(c) = 0.35.
AR5 ) B LA R AR 1.
&1 SRERL

Table 1 Comparison between combination results

EFl~FE3 El~F4 FE1~FE5

m(a) 0 0 0

DS m(b) 0.6316 03288  0.1288
m(c) 03684 06712  0.8722

m(a) 035 0.6027  0.7958

X[6]  m(b) 05224 02627  0.0932
m(c) 0.1276  0.1346  0.1110

m(a) 04861 07773  0.8909

X[7]  m(b) 03481  0.0628  0.0086
m(c) 0.1657  0.1600  0.1005

m(a) 0.6013 08193  0.8954
HHSIEEE m(b) 02214 0.0354  0.0056
m(c) 01774  0.1452  0.0990

MSAMESE AT AR B, H4MEE —BOA N ESEZH
Fri2a o] Be B oK, 3 & BRHEWT, 252 MIEYE T B &
AH AR s R 2 T 35 BA %, B H RN %
a: Rl

2NN EYE A B TV AR A R B TR
4. TE3MNIEYE A BT, SCI6145 2 1) 3 E 3
m(b) > m(a), FEE RN N E AR EFEH
m(b) & K, LI 5 A H AN & B A W, SCI718 AR
B Hm(a)B K, Hm(a) 4 XHE LA &m(a)5m(b)
ZEAEHA B K, AF) T80 1A w5k, 1 B 22 UE PR
15 O] RS H IR I R SR IR B R R4 SAMIE
PN, 3C6,71F0 B B2 UE 95 v 1) A B 45 R AR 15
Tm(a)BK, 7] LA A B3k, X B0 240 TDSHE
), {5 BAERUEYE R R % H AR A B AR W B E
Wk (m(a) — 1, m(b) — 0,m(c) —» O)EHRTHEH
&, BT R IER RS

SR 2 WA R A EE X AR I BGIE P %
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Table 2 Comparison between combination results

El1~E3 FEl~E4 El~E5
m(a)  0.3700 0.5101 0.6154
PCR5  m(b)  0.4482 0.2579 0.1247
m(c)  0.1818 0.2319 0.2598
m(a)  0.1691 0.2970 0.3947
X[8] m(b)  0.4913 0.2121 0.0683
m(c)  0.3395 0.4909 0.5369
s [1,0.089] [1, 1] [1, 1]
X m(a) 0 0 0
X[9]
m(b)  0.5000 0.3288 0.1288
m(c)  0.5000 0.6712 0.8722
m(a 0.5794 0.7598 0.8383
wxtmi. "
o (b)  0.1493 0.0224 0.0045
¥R
m(c) 02713 0.2179 0.1572

PCRSHIN B 2 FT 4 MIEHE & 85 75 7145 i (a)
K, B35 HAREEA BASE S (E SIOR 18, AR
TR IR R, SCSITEIRE & 4 2R —HR
A Him(a) K, ToIEMUE IERRA). A SC9175 ¥
I, BT UEYE 25 H Al UE 3% R 2 B B AU, #eR A
W BIE, FeE S s (1) (G R s 140 &
X)X R 240 AR YE & B, FREHR S Hs(2) A
HEmRadREE2E MK HERPma)BENF,
EDSHE AR Lo ZE A BT B3, R TTIEANE &
X e R SRAE I8 B R AR BN ABGIE S ¥R A3 IE SR &
BT IR —E AT #5 Hm(a) 8K, JF B BEE RS f5E 0,
bR B 5 A A 17 S0 R O S PR, R B
& R ] DUBUA 5 B DO A H IEAfR UM,

MEER S5 RKFE, LRSI AIAR N I AIE H52
AT LA 2559 A v v SRAIE 8 5 B IR . {ELAE N
HH ORI P R T R R R B RN I IERVR 2
R SRR I8 F DS USR5 K, H07E 2 BOEds 2
A EAF TR IR R BB — B, T E A B A E
AREG 2R K A YE, & A R % H ARk
A EFESR O RS, TR T L IE
HigRsR. (B2, HZHALEHRABFETRIREEA —
B AR B AR SRR EE AR/ DR AN BRI, %057
Lo AR I I 2 UGOEUR, & s R g
92T BRI, T AE S BOR AR, SEI AR . A
X INBGIE A T X U HRIT Hr 4038 KA e Pk
THRA LR P, BT HIERT AsEttE R, Bis
EABFERRSEE LS L&, HEZNERK
0 M A S AR PR R A, PR ST I
BT BRI S B i DUR M & I #E.

6 45 (Conclusion)

A ICKE 7 JE R FIE B BE B 45 A D >R BE 4 T Hb
TR T RS (R ph oS AR BE, AT BE 4F I i T &R
P IRE REL, FER A T WIRh T RS BB IE,
SR )5 FIDSHLI & . SR 45 SRR B, e A
VRS H SRR A EE R BN A L, A I AGIE 4 2
FHHA SR U v 43 Sl 5 oAt 7 VA AR B, AT DUBE nAE 2%
i e v P SRAUE A B R R, A H AR AR
17 1 58 R 1) B R AE ISR, R T 0 % et Al
IERERR AR,
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