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Abstract: Based on the review of the development and recent advances in model, reasoning, decision and evaluation in
evidence theory, some analyses and discussions on some problems, confusions and misunderstandings in evidence theory are
provided together with some related numerical examples. The relations between evidence theory and probability theory, the
evidence conflict and related counter-intuitive results, some definitions on distance of evidence and the evaluation criteria in

evidence theory are covered in this paper. The future developing trends of evidence theory are also analyzed. This research

aims to provide reference for the correctly understanding and using of evidence theory.
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Dempster-Shafer (DS) U # 218 7= 4 B L 20 60
AR, Dempster V42 H1 T AR L A, I S e
XT b R, Bifi)5, Shafer® Fl A 2 B 806 B R
AP TR, QUL T UEH# 1 52= #E18”. Dempster
e X T #4411 Dempster WEE 415 U, (B8 H 11
IR AN & 2 A5 B R, DR B R A 15 FEE iR £
BLiN7oN

g AR, DS UESE B # 5 I AN T
RE AR, SR IR T VF 22 AH G IR BB A . FH BF 5T, Horp
Smets SFHHE H T HER L YL HONE S5 8 (1 n] AR A5 AT
BAL (TBM), VI T Mk 515 FE ok Hloz 1] (1 SCHE, 58

IR R AR A E ML, LRI T2
FOABAR G B 15 77 2%, W DSmT FLIR 4501, 84 2%
RO A 55 e 4 PR AR 45 S b AT T ESE RIFE A L
120 80 AEARW I L TT & 1 HIE 4 B8 (AT 5T T AR,
Jo 8 PR 22 B A5 SRl < 3 120 0 e 4 2 4 i
TR,

RS BV AR 2 — Bl AN & PR I, D PSR
AHEAR B RS e R 408 T 5 i TR, 26
SR B SR A e S 3 T S U A B T
FUS-I51 A5 H i BE LA BE T, R )  HJ7 1k 2 1 id
e AR SE T BT, IR B ARSI T RS 1
LT ERIgIEZ —.
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AR S SIS B R AR PR SRV
S T SR AT 2 RS, LA ST P AR A
(RN FP DR VR IE SGEHEAT T BT SR, JRgh A — Lt
{85 B 5816 A O 1) JEUREAT 43 BT, 15 A A S BLR 1) 1F
A EER g R FH B A — 2 (R SR B xR ik
JEJ7 M AT T .
1 RS
PEFHE SR B8 P SR AR RS, Bk T A
TITREHNTE A ARG A AL AR ST Al S 0] BT
PHEHESE 0 1y —A>1 2. 5 R Uar> 9
m(@) =0, > m(A)=1,

ACO

WFRm = 29 — [0,1] K © _LHIFEAAE ETAE (BBA),
WK K mass B EL. 29 For 0 R4, Bl O fTfy 14
Fr R 1 ) B . A5 AT BR £ (Bel) FHALLEL 2R 28 (P1) 5 X
%[2,9]

(1)

Bel(A) = Y m(B), VA C 6©; 2)
BCA

Pi(A)= Y m(B). 3)
B A#2

XFTHFAESE © rh i) il (i) A, WA A
JEIX ] [Bel(A), PI(A)] FI Tk dr il A kA= nl etk
{E Y0 B B 4 e 2 R A B2 DX TR) SR i 3 i i
PIA . R EIR T I m(0) € [0,1], RIA4E
mass W T8 AR FE (AN ENE). P4 2R g
% DX A3 AN RN AN, T 22T IR A A
AN, LM EMEA P(O) = 1.

F -+ Dempster At U2 V0] 5 HOM AT AR H5 ma, mo
(RIZH & sl 45 5, R

0, A=g;
m(A) = > ma(Ai)ma(By) “4)
A B=A
—— A4
KK =" mi(Ai)ma(By) HIFEI. £ AUEHR

A; N\ B;=2

H A I, Deglpster FHL N3G AR 4 A AN AT e, X A
THE B REE RS0 A B 2T AR
Dempster-Shafer ZH 5 L. SZFr_EiZ M /2 Dempster
T S MO B Y, VER 1) 44 FR Y A Dempster 41 25 61
W), 3K AR A2 [l o b 38 (R PRI
2 iRV RE

DLF 42 HEUE S FE 8 oh ANHf e R R R, B 1) 3
P2 (BBA A2 I RLTHET); 2) UEHE 4 5 S HERE (pf
AR A AFIESR); 3) UEH Y (BBA ZMLAIK)
By, 4) UEHE VR GUET P B IO 06Tk B HE i v
(R B I A AT 250

2.1 EREBEEMRHERE
2.1 UEHE BB O T

TR HAOR BEAT AN R R TR, ok
BB A AR SRR a8, B mass A% (BBA)
A2 B I . BBA AR Jit b g2 — Ff AR R B AL AR & (BE AL
AR, D] b A i ) A 5 b AT G BB B AL AR B
(1) 3 A AR ) i (X [ A 25 AU AT AR 2 — AR
FE AR I g 1 1) M AT, X A9, A2 JEL ¥ 2 PRI AR T 7. AR AIE
PRS0 s R, BBA A2 ilifi 11 55 HAR R 45 4]
FHOK. Selzer S OMKHE H b5 28 BUECRIPR 8 AL R %k
Ji% BBA. Shafer' f 1t J- 48 1 1E 4% 3K HU BBA. Bi 45!!7]
BEXT SCAS 43 2K 0] JLBE T T = £ JC 41 BBA. Valente
SEUSIER o 75 5 R0 1) R, S TSR B R T AR R
BBA [ 2 Bl J5 3. Zha S R BOR - 33 SR 28 5K
LT BBA [ 3K HX. Szlzenstein 2520V F) H & T iy 1y
PERUE B R IE AL TR 5L BBA [FI3REX. Deng 45121
Peth T LT e AR AT BIARBLURE, BEIM45 T BBA
(19 7 3. B e SCARRAEL 1 X I) 03 il 0y R AR L
BBA. Dezert 55123170 H 1IE 48 21 18 0} 5 7326 B AN o
PEUEAT R, ST R 0 UG SRl 2t g 45 124
s TR v KB LY (MRF) 245 G BBA, 27 7 K%
UEHE 3. Han 552U T 22 J& 1 10 A ff o 1k X [R] A= Bl
BBA. XS 3% i S RO ) P 35 Wl B v PR T AR T
15 B T R A KA ) BBA A= Jl RIHfEEE 7 vk, 2R
LTV S AR BN 1) F 70 T 1) A 52 01 T BBA AR s
.

T A, LT — S — e v p a8 7 v
Boudraa %5281 | Florea 252713 15 J& J& 1Y) BBA L1 77
% Han S50 TSR 8 B 5 SURILAG I 71255

it H AT AT OB S, BBA A OB R B
TR a) A B PN FE (P ANA G 1, R ) e X TIe v
T IR AN 5 PEREAT A, DL A 20 A 4R 3R (1) AR
e,
2.1.2 iR EBT TR
Dempster 21 G W) d5 B ) — > ke g A iF 45 41
Ay o R FE OB E ) L £ 08 B B A P HE 4
JC# B H DLFR B0 A8 3G, i ot S On. AR
HEZRAT n AN JCER, WIRTREM AL JCE H o 2 — 14~ BL 20
ANTCEM A RAELR A0, A fefE o Bl A
1.048 576 x 107.

WA UEHE AT SR B AN 5 ok
PRI ZH A A K 6) BBA IR IE AL (fai k). PRIgE4 &
FU 7 1H0: KennesBUE T Dempster #1 U (1) — Ff 41
5%, Barnett™ (1) TAF LA J Shafer SEB2 ) 22 ik 4k vt
S5 T7 A PR A 7 5 AR AR Moral S5 T
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Monte-Carlo J7 = SZ 3L T iF 415 41 & Wickramarathne
SEBAR 1 T J T Monte-Carlo A1 48 1 % A J7 v sz B
UEHR LA AT 5

T UFE 3 o £ A 5 TAE J7 11 Voorbraak 33 if
T FFAIPE Y TAE; TessemBORH T 25 44 (1) k-l-2 J715;
GrabischP7 42 H 74 5 BBA 5 Hofth — 263 B pq 5 (n
AREPE R 2 (8] OC R 1) — R AL, LA 1L BBA,
Burger 55138157 Pignistic Mt 3 40 11 3 A, B2 H P FD k-
additive BBA; Denoeux® & I} T E R AL 27 K L
S BBA W SR AT BRI A1 2 I AL Dezert 5U0R H T
JZ R AK mass Z3IC (1) 77 72 LA SE B BBA 3 ABL (3 AL B2 AT
#%); Han SR 255 1 FHAIE 3 PE 25 F0ASAf o 5 1, DA
AT A SEHLBBA I L.

22 HEASSEEMRER
221 MOUESEA G BTSSR

B A48 70 464K, Zadeh™2 VI 46 1 % IE 3 B2 18
R 5T 5E, BE S BT Bk 8 22 47 OGR4 BEOR 1) i,
Horp g 5| ANATTAIE 0 2 8 1Y) 2 i e S IR 4 41 A I
Y B LM 4 L ) . — oW A A S LW 4 AR 2
Dempster i )3 J 1), 7 2 HEAE AL BR i 58 I 1) 25 57
A BT 20 REZOUL R IR 27 N Ok 75 2SO A
T CRE ) o AL B 7 3. S 4h— 22235 Ak, )
FOM &5 SR H T UE B Y5 AR UEHE 20 A R, AR AL A
Z T NI HEAT G IE, A N B Bt g e b
£ #3451 Sy R B () 0, B SOUEHE A S AR
Dempster iU (1 A8 444t 45 45 S5 R 4P B A Rk,
AN, EAAAE— AT, U RS Rk B T 1R
HEZEIR AN SE 2L, 1 Smets SEME HI I TR Al SR e, XS
T A IR A 56 4% HEBE KAH R 2H 5 T7 .

R TR R T A A SRR RS Tk 2
SEUNRIH 2 DR 2 4 e b5 7 XS T U e Bk
Rl RSO ARSI T B R v S T U AL Bl
EHWFICIIRN, A I SRS 41 A 10 8187 S8 %« B
JIEREANBM L. 4 H7 A OGRS FR I 5T CRe 2
W) B A p SR A5 T . AHORRIE T AR
(o HH n] 25 L SCHIR [49-501.

FHECAE el ST 55, 2838 A RS IE U4 44
175 2K, R R R (48 2043 AR S 13K Dempster #EL)
KRGS A S G HEAE0 R YT, SEBr b, W R AE
JRAR TR A B A% TR AR A T AN UERf A SR E S PP 5%, DL
B B A R 5 44 T A1 G U T A G 3.

222 AR FUBERE

Dempster i I A% J5T A 0 R IK), FFAN X 43 P 18 56

B0 J VR SR AE 5 9 &L 4% 41k (conditioning) 55

SEH AR J5T b A R PR ). M 2 HE AL I A A Ak
AR ST 57 ) R, A 95 4 A3 o L Bayes A %5
28 RHORT R T A UE P HE BE P 14 B Bk
INF, ] Z5 A0 Ak DL 2 S — AN IR A R
O SR AR T B S8 — 1 4% A0 B IE 3
ST AR 2 = E M 4y B0+ Ik, 41 Dempster 4%
R0 B TBM ASE 2814 gh et FH Sk S5 I 7 3 3 F 418 2
A 0T DL T PR UE 8 TE BT Jeffrey 4% £ R0 )52 2
7558 B E 35 2 A A e VIS B0 S8 0 M A 5
1, Dubois SEB3V7E UF 4 #1146 HE 22 Py 5187 fif B JF 4
J7 T Jeffrey Z5 A RN, SEHL T %) mass BRE A B R
HIR) S, [R) I A ATT R H T 5 59 PR A 4% R )
K SEPLALE #5584 Ichihashi 251591, WagnerP9 DL &
SmetsP7HBHE) T Jeffrey FUIU. 5 4 5 58 5 LT B
(1%t BBA, JF-5E T I SIZHL T 2K Jeffrey AU B 7.
FIREFI CAE Y E e IE A SR AT B R
el F BBA, SR A 48T BEYS S22 Jeffrey IS
IR UE 8 BB, 38 A7 27 J0A 4 UE A AR 20 UE 4R A AR
T AN T IR BE LR, Rt 1 T 3d #f S B 1) 5 HT
TUJISOT. SR [607] K W A7 Ik 415 A1 BT 5 SR 4% 1 0F 40 3k
ATERPEA G, SEL 1 R SEFr. R SR S br b
Tt 350 132 4 e AREARA, TRIE T Sy AR 5 01,
223 MRUESEA ST BERE
{4 F Dempster K0 1], #5245 G G0F 9 7] 5. 4% 1k
L. RPPRST AR R SR AT DL A A SR BRAR. 5k, AN
24 A1 B - Dempster U A BT o — N <R ).
MBEATLEE M BE, UESE 205 AH >4 T PR AL BEATLAR (AL
TE OV LY ROE 2 AE ZE K B, AR SRR R AR S T
MSEFAFRE AR AR FEOR, NS BRAE ERL G A Bk,
T R A A AR AR DS PRI R, IR () 2 BV AT
. @S TUAR M R A BRI IR K SEBR A
FHOGUE S 20 A A 58 20 A AN TLIR: H—,
XPUESEIREBEAT 7347, 53 85 9 22 BRAH DGR 43 Jo P AT 21
01621 I s SCnT RLIE T2 AHOC (B DGR
ANBH IR UE 488 FR1 8 4G 163641 B - /N 7k v 1
IIJ (least commitment principle) [ %% S 14 15 20 5 K )
S M OGRS 4G BRI O e B e 0 5 Ak i 5
AAHEEN S BEETURAN, A EZHNE
(1) s R A LRI I
2.3 ERREARIER
BETUEHE BRAR 58 AN € HEBR 2 5, 4 1711 f ¢
(R PR S 0] L. G N AT 7 2505 BBA i o fE 6. XA~
] A T E A e R 25 £ e 1R mass IUETE
TR B A b AT K S S5 BE AT ) B BBA AR
(K457 1.
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5 b T (00 AE 28 5 45 75 22 B Ok Smets S5 HY
1] Pignistic ME5 44, X5 A A2 701 mass TRAEK FH T
S840 TE ) SR . Sudanol O3 T HL S EF R LS PR
B BRI T — RV IR 4 775 Cuzzolin!® 4,
T R TAE. BIREFRh, R AT il
LA T mass TR A PR A0 AT ABLEC 82 o 1) A
Smarandache 551 F £ 76 %5 5 mass A (145 B 1)
i T DSmP ¥4 77 7. Dezert 25H0AHR T 2 RAL )
NS4 7

KR T OKr BBA B4 R 2 A6, AT BB TR
0 oA I T PSR 10 7V, VE L SCHR [67].
24 EREMARER

A AU VP AN U T T 9 2 D R AN 1
T UEHE BB S U 2 S VR AL AR SO IE P B 2
WFTCREAT 2R ANl 5 B R 730t B vl 2 DL Sk 19,
30, 68], UEHE AL VIO BT TIE e AT 22 UL SCHR [49].

UEFE FE 25109 ] F-4ifiik BBA [) (1) 2= Sk, ARS8
I3 I8 UEHR A I A5 U A EE I N L I 2K
RTRAG A,

1) TR R 2 ) ) e X

FETUE R BR BN B (1) 0 A B (L R SR S
JR AR a1z e S, Wi 1 o,

B GBI
v : /iE ¢

*“4 o R AU |

e GBI £

B 1 EHERE BRI (E)HEE X

1993 4F, Tessem!®%13& F Pignistic ¥ % & il T
Pignistic < #1112 2K 18 38 UE 4 AH B PE, BT 0 e 4
A G AT Bl vk S I A AR VF Al Bauer 70 A
TR T AE. Pignistic P2 O A5 2 T8 2 N H,
R G e SCRMAEE FH ks A 70 55 8 i A AU, Han
U203 o AR R B T s ST LR R B Lin £ 1314
T DSmP BE# (A4 e ST iEdE .

2) HEA TR R H0E X

Cuzzolin ¥ v - H& H T UF 48 2L 18 141 LA At .
LE LT F, JousselmeZ5 731 5E T Jousselme iiF 4 FH
=, B

dy(mi,ms) = \/;(ml —mg)D(my —ma).  (5)
Hrp: DJ2—A~2m x 20 AR FE, n B HHRRES T #EAS
. DHRtE DEXHN
D(B,0) = BN CI/IBUC!

PRSI T s 2 ), ARARLRE 8%, 2013 4 Bouchard
EEUOIIE B T Jaccard £H B (1) 1F 52 1, AT EDGE T
Jousselme PH 29 42 ™A% 1 B 25, 5 A2 IE St L S R
H SR = A AR TR B B LA RS, Wen
VTR T M B B e X
Biti 5 Y DI T 14 22 UE 4 BB 25 19 S B 9%, Deng
SR H Jousselme 1UF 35 2R 25 5 LT UE 4 44 1] (1) AH
BLRE, I eh e AR OB AE I A5 4 S e . Linl78151) H
Pignistic M % i 25 F1 Dempster 41 & #1158 R K ¥4 1%,
Tond, FH DA R UE A4 T R b 58 Ristic 557 H
UIE 46 B 2 7E TBMAE 28 S B0 T 2% 1 2 A AN E £
SR H bR 5 4y S, Zouhal ZEBO3E T BBA X W ]
Pignistic E % 5| N T — ¥ 07 Z0E &, A e+ T
E 4 k-1T 40 43 2 2% (1 1E 1 2. Schubert®F HI1iF 45
PE S AT B R M, B4R T BEAE ) 2R SR ME e, Florea
G TR IR S WA E B e S, TR
R A B s A i A SSUR F UE A R ST UE A
J7 72, N T IAGIE S 41 & 5 2 B T E Ps iR
BIAIE T 20 KA RS S B 5. Han S5BUIE T
Jousselme F 25 5 ANff i FEAH 45 6 DLAGAK J7 2 S BT
BBA bl 55
3 UFHRES T 5 IRYE ) ORI R
31 HREIEESMFLHXFR
W5 E hpTIA, UEE ER YR TR I S 2 AP
H T 22 )T 2RI AR . ABVE 22 SCHR o0 MR 18 Ly k4 2
TR B IR O R A AL A B R IX
311 EERBE MR AR
A AN /D 5 A SCHR (2 Sk [85-891) 45 i, BBA 7E
Wi A — 8 S5 A AT LR AL e 22, RIS BBA (X AT
AT AR B ORI AL A 2. R SR AR Atk n
I TR
Bl B0 = {01,05,03}, (£ AT EE W
BBA i
m({6:}) = 0.2, m({6:}) = 0.3, m({6s}) = 0.5.
JE SCUNTR I
PU{61}) = 02, P({62}) = 0.3, P({6:}) = 0.5.
) @2 P(-) 5 om(-) 2454 R ik m] 41 ) n
PE09T ] 45
P({61,62}) = P({61}) + P({62}) = 0.5.
[F] IS AR A 8 AR S T B e, A7
P({0}) = P({61}) + P({02}) + P({63}) = 1.0.
m(-) 7E O M FE4E EVA—, BR {61} {62} {05} Z 511
AT AT A2 0% M mass IAE 344 0. Rk
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m({01,02}) =0 #
m({01}) + m({62}) = 0.5,
m({6}) =0#
m({01}) + m({62}) + m({63}) = 1.
K245 i 7 BBA 5 1 X 5. T LA, RN
2 A0 B i 4R b U BBA L JF ANl A2 1T %1 ml i
PEFN A LA 4 1 AR 5T, DRI T % A BBA AN 2 Ak
. BBA MU U B A B WA AL A B R AR
Bayesian iE# s 2%, {H & IFERE.
P(6,00,)=P(0,)+P(0,)=0.5

0.n6,= o
P(0)=02 | P(6,)=03

P(0,)=0.5

P(6)=1
(a) W&

m(@)=0

0.N0,= 2
m({0})=0.2| m{6.})=0.3

m({0;})=0.5

m({0U 0,})=0#m({0,}) +m(16,})=0.5
(b) BBA

El2 BBA S#IEHIX3H

R I, AR BBAANE T RER, (HAE 4
e N SBAR TS ik BT LAE A S — R R T ARG A
(imprecise probability) 347 #E B (K 3 i 5 U5 v, B
T ANHRG B M 5 2 45 00 I S0 i i Rt DL X ) T 2X
PR L MR B X 1)), W] S B TR A v )
FREIX 1] [Bel(A), P1(A)]. AHER TR B e, A
IR VRTINS, ORI B 2 R
RSO R BS 5 ASR S MR AT 4 5 LA

3.1.2 Dempster iE#E 414 2305 Bayes AR KR

7L [E Py STk, W SCiER (86, 891, W] BA R BLIX
FERIR IR, Y mass bR ZOA FL AR boE U (9B 460
ME#), Dempster 41 & 22 0K IR 64 Bayes A0 HE
T TR R 4T U .

2 Eukere HAR R R, AT REAT ) H bRE
RS A F15 )% B J10. &40 H bR 2886 HERAE
BH 6 ={A B} TP Em AWM E]F HFPRRFIE

FH 2 B L F 15 (56 50 B3 60% (P(A) =
0.6). & T F & MWK BAFFAE E, /1 P(E|A) = 0.8,

P(E|B) = 0.2. ff#ii Bayes 2~ 3\, 7
P(AIE) =
P(EJA) - P(A) _
P(E|A)- P(A)+ P(E|B) - P(B)
0.8 x 0.6
0.8x06+02x04

= 0.86,

P(B|E) =
P(E|B) - P(B) _
P(E|B)- P(B) + P(E|B) - P(B)
0.2 x 0.4
0.8 % 0.6+0.2 x 0.4

=0.14.

W SR 55U BBA fiik_FiR RS, nT 43
mi1(A) = 0.6, m1(B) = 0.4,
mo(A) = 0.8, m1(B) =0.2;

55T Dempster H & B mi2 = my & mo, 11T
mia(A) = 0.86, mya(B) = 0.14.

P b, ALSF-n] LAAERT H Dempster #8115 Bayes 22
A5 245 A2 — 3. (HSE i BIX AR AR AN
[X. 5% Dempster 22 2 2 5 4 G IR UEHE A& % 45 11,
AEAESEI AR Z J1 . A g BB FIALLSR R H 24
YEPIAISEUE R B AT, AR A ).

FLUR, A A £ A0 1 ADLER R HR I 5 5 1 AR B PR
%, B P(E|A) + P(E|B) = 1, X% T Bayes AR &
IFAE L EEAT. a0 R LR B O 2 BBA, 3L 23
W FNR 1. eAh, LR R 38 USSR T 2 R
(1, AFUEHE B vh dn el s 4 BBA IR WA 48— (1)
L ANBERE ML o )ALLK R £ 45 [R) T BBA A H.

BEAb, fwy Bk, B BBA HFARMEER, DX A
I [¥] Dempster 21 &5 ¥ 1B 4k 24 Bayes 2 20K 6 i
2. 1T W, Bayes 24 Il Dempster 21 & KU 4751

ZE b, BRI 5 R4 R S P E AN [ (1 BRI AE
B8 AT DA R UE s B 2 0 A i — R R, (HX
P EFEATE %, A TIR AL, UE 18 S Fr b2 6 i
AR HIAN B LD (40 i, R e AEge v Bt
24 BCE DRI SR, BT UE 4 e Y HE R 45 RA A
ARG R A S Wit 3 P,

B3 WA E I 8 Bk @ AN ER AN 4 /MR
BK). 4ANZ0BK53 004 Ry~ Ras Rs~ Ry (B3R L7 #0bs
1), 4 BLER 53 51 R B By Bg B (BRAAK LUAT % b
¥). WE = {c,i =1,3,5,7} @FHL*T), B2 = {c;,
i =2,4,6,8} (%4 5), By Fl By 7\ & AP AN ]
(R s 2% 5207 XL WA C N E R Bs, CHEMN
F| Bs. HHUUESN © = {C,C}, WWHAT AR Y &
£ Bg ] fe.
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A R S BBA BT
. { mi(C) = P(Bs|Ey) = 0/4 =0,
m1(C)=1— P(P(Bg|Ey)) = 1;
. { ma(C) = P(Bs|Ez) = 1/4,
ma(C) = 1 — P(P(Bs|E)) = 3/4.
HH Dempster KL AT 15 m12(C) = 0,m12(C) = 1.
I 75 J A Bk b & 2 B (2% 4 P(Bs|Ey U Eo) =
1/8. WAR 3 rfdas RA—E
FH 3R 451 7 AT %0, DS E His BEAR IE A 2 MR 1)
R R R D
32 RN RERENLERBKXER
WPk, Sk 35 F) FH Dempster B8 0347
AN, o3 LS B &5 L. S IR i S B L 2
X s TR 45 R RS DRI T T PR 48] R 5 .
B4 WHRHES R 6 = {61,0,03}, I e X
THrE 24~ BBAML:
mi1({61}) = a, mi({61,62}) =1 — a;
mZ({91,02}) = by, m2(9) = bo,
ma({03}) =1— b1 — ba.
tH Dempster 21 & A LA 3R RE K =mq2(2)
=1—b; — by LRABEHIBBA A
miz({01}) = a =mi({01}),
mi2({01,02}) =1 —a=m1({61,602}) = ba.
HELK > 0, 808K 82 maa(r) = ma(-). IEFEHISE R
AR I ELMLIR, DA A S SR B UE 4R mo MR AN TGV 5
BV A I LS R, M me A5 IFAETFEE R E (m(0) =
1.

SEBs b AT LU by A by (R HUAE R SR 7] 1
KA K. WK WEUE AT CUR &, ] BURAK. 441 4
HIR G T 06 BT LA 28 AR 22, DRtk 8 b S iR S
31961 I+ Dempster A 0 AT 10F 9 41 45 #6547 AE 3k
IR EHMLI 25 5
33 EREESRSIERPRAXEF

A9 2447 TRE I TG AR G-t 220 1 4 ) ) b 58 R
FE, F HLGIN T UE 45 2 25 0k 2L [F) 0 i b 52, 4 Linl"®!
(0 T A, Bk T e (K, dy) ke 8 8] b 58
(Eb dy Ky Jousselme TE 3 B &30, YR 22 8 # DL
A AN, A PIIE B P 25 5 v 58 R A K ARG A R A A
PhEE, N F Sk AR 4 A (IR P B 2L E
BT IR g

5 WHHHAELE N © = {01,60,,05), H 5 X
T 24> mass BREL, 43950 K

mi({01}) = mi({62}) = mi({63}) = 1/3,
ma({01}) = ma({62}) = ma({63}) = 1/3.

o FEAT S b4l o0 2 o h 5, OB S8 0. tH R H SRR
BK = 2/3. XHA L FEMIESE IR %A v 5.
BBA A it AT AN e P, BV E #P5€ (auto-conflict B
self-conflict)®7. G 5 FH4IF H BH 25 ok 34 v 58 AR 2
ANE BRI UEHE BE R AR BT b A 1R L A ] 1) 2 S
JEE (BRAHARLRE). v SEAE S MR B2 | R A% S i 22 e, 1L
T IFER M. R TR

ffle WHFRHEZE R O = {01,02,05), T e X

T 2> mass EREL, 73 K

m1({01}) = m1({02,03}) = 1/2,

mo({0}) = 1.
A g Flmg CFAF BE R ED IR R K = 0,
MRS d; JIFAER 0.

A5 FA] 6 B %, B o 2 AN AN ) A
. Destercke SE8IEJT T (1) TAEH & LT MR 5 i
I35 A2 TR — ZR B A5, T TIE 40 BE 2 JF AN B e i A Ix £
ZAT (PEILICHR [98)).

Zx b, RN R 2= e U R UE A B R AR SRS
ST — M OCER, HA T E &AW /NS, IR FEAIE
FAE AR E .

34 HIEREZESRERGIEITMH

BET BBA AT LA SE B AE Y (1 4 34 5 #E B R AE
HEAT YL I A3 41 75 2250 % BBA sRELE 3 o M.
5 F (1) )2 Pignistic MEZF 45 7 vAM, |

BetP,,(0;) = Y _ m(B)/|B|, VB C 6.
0.€B
AT b AN BT B mass BUEF 22 73 o 45
A5 1 PR R EH TSR R AN AN )~ 35 43T
75 3\, Pignistic 4 5 7 R AR B R

TEIAT TV BT RT3 2 4 7V A 5 b, 4 SCHR(S,
65-66, 99-101], 114 KX Shannon 17 S J5 1 A I, Bl
B W 5 15 3 1 Shannon Ji 8 /]S, R 5 £ 107 7, 103
N e R AR G AR R B R A, A5 R MR
P UE 448 R 250 2 A 23 ) e R e (5 R0 R IBOK, 1X0%
AR . 9265 L, Shannon {5 B HA 2 LA
PPAL M A e 4 7 v e 5. SR T 5 A R 1R E
/N, 2 30 m (1 25 21

P17 BOHIHES N 0 = {61, 02}, 1T

m({61}) = 0.20000001,
m({62}) = 0.199.999 99,
m({61,02}) = 0.6
O FaE I mass BREL. WKHEAE SRS B /M SR, 15
B ML 25 5 N
P(6,) = 0.800 00001, P(62) = 0.199 999 99.

(6)
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A AL, e e e 2 22 S HIA K. W] DLt 43 5
W BRIV R R 10, Bl SE (s B0 AS 2 CAVE
MRk 4 R0 02,

i ME l
_— 0.80000002
¥ 0.00000002 {

m(i63) mQ6.) P(6))

3 EFRMK

4 HFkLRE

FEXUEA R T A e 1 253 (1 Atk b, - XHIE
I FAST90 h AEAE IR 22 AR R ATR I, 45 & FAR S
BT T 9 M RER B RF7E N D2IE A 456 FH DS HIE
I FR R PR LA S A 4 HES A 5 E il A0 Z1 i AN
P F 2 HAT R A, (b T IR M8 1 R HE 4R 1)
ANTER I S, ATISRATAE T 2 ) {0 s k.

Xof A SRAIE A BEAS (1) 5 s WF 985 1) e 2B R

D) UEAE B S TR —FE L MR O
2T TR et 5 TR i BE LA B T
SR AR (3R TR, B EZ AT ZEi 24 T A,
TE PG HE 8 i BBA A BCSE Il 8 (1 it v, A s
T AAB AL AR 5573 AT AR ) 1) 755 20 K000 ) e v A
b BEHLAR ) AR (G250 vl i L, X e S
AT BENLAE (5 A L7308 2 T WEFL IR 31X
S A E 3 R A 1) S RN 1) BT A

2) UFHEES T R PE B R G 2, 2 Bk
TIE 8 A U TUWE 5T BE A5 B S 00k JRe (1 Jik 35
TE. A THMAI R RVER AN, Tkt 4
A3 5 2 bR UE, ATk H e R sk 1 e R
DRI S A7 G VP M D) R IE FORE o = RO 1), A2
M i 2 ITAE.

3) fERENLAEH IR 55 )5 VR A Wi, SR R A
(R VPAN TR DU I, 85 25 S I ) A PR A ARG o2 e, X Ak
SRR TCVF A A A e () I v R, SR U 0 3
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