374 HS5 W SR I PN S Vol.37 No.5
200849 H Journal of University of Electronic Science and Technology of China Sep. 2008

D-SIEHEIEIE IR SSIE RIS BT A

ol o o 1,3 2y o2 2 =3
X g, RERS, A E
(1. fRINEIE T RSB Ft 2111015 2. P EHRFRGERS =+ )W mat 210007;

3. R B LRSS DR Bt 210007)

URE]) 4t 5 84 RIEE SR, T D-SEmF EA LKA FT RO ITE, B T —FFeysats ik, #5540
FIAD-SERAN, 1243 ZARZRAE S RGEEB T EA IR EZARENER, £ R BRSO 0 T BB TEAZET
REARR, ABEAAAXESRTRFRE ZFEAEEGLE, Bmi GEERGOBA, S TR BEREE, @iiEEast
A 89 EARTAZ BB DA AT E/38) T T2 WANRE 693709 RE 09 A A TE B o B st . /58 it F 6 i R A#T 7 %69
BREREAHEA,

X 8 iR REA R JEEIER; RER, SHRBHIEGS

FESES TNII XERFRIRED A

Combination of Conflict Evidences in D-S Theory
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Abstract D-S combination rule and other modified methods are defective in resolving evidence combination
problem of highly conflict evidences. So we propose a new modified method. The new method still uses the D-S
combination rule. All evidences must have the same important degree when they are combined with D-S
combination rule. In practice, evidences may have different important degree so we maybe get paradoxical result if
we directly combine these evidences. Therefore we introduce a concept of evidence weight and give the concrete
algorithm for the evidence weight. Then new evidences with the same evidence weight can be got by modifying the
basic belief assignment function of primary evidences through the algorithm to the evidence weight. Finally, an
example indicates that the new method can give the more reasonable combination results compared with D-S
combination rule and the other modified methods.
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