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A New Kind of Combination Rule
of Evidence Theory

Zhang Shanying, Pan Quan, Zhang Hongcai
(Northwestern Polytechnical U niversity)

Abstract Evidence reasoning has good performance in dealing with uncertain information in decision—
making system- Some important improved combination rules are firstly reviewed. The reasons of
drawbacks of Dempster € rule are analyzed. According to the resource of conflict, a new combination
rule, named “&bsorptive” method, is proposed by employing the information of conflict. As simulation
results, this new method has better performance in dealing with conflict than Dempster § rule and other

met hods-
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