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Tab. 1 The comparetion results
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m w m w m w m

A 0 0.448 2 0.4457 0.504 4 0.501 6 0.559 1 0.556 0

B 0.33 0.3193 0.3193 0.312 3 0.312 4 0.324 2 0.324 2

C 0.67 0.2325 0.234 9 0.183 3 0.186 0 0.116 7 0.1198
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Evidence Combination Approach Based on Distance
between Evidences and Ambiguity Measure

XIA Wen —jun'”, ZHU Lin —hu', HUANG Shao — jun', LU Zhong — kai'
(1. Science Institute, Air Force Engineering University, Xi’an 710051, China;2. Unit 95907, Jiuquan 732750,
Gansu , China)

Abstract : In order to solve the problem that conflict evidences can not be combined with Dempster’s combination
rule, a weights redistribution approach to evidence combination is proposed. In this approach the disaccord of evi—
dences and the ambiguity of evidence are measured by distance and ambiguity measure respectively. Based on this,
this paper expands the weights determination principles proposed in [7 ]. Then, new weights determination algo—
rithm and evidence combination approach are suggested, and the result in [7] is improved.
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