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Cause-analysis for conflicting evidences in the generalized power space
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Abstract: The classical Dempster-Shafer evidence theory can not handle highly conflicting evidence efficiently. This
drawback greatly limits the application of Dempster-Shafer evidence theory to real systems. The earlier researches mainly
focused on improving the Dempster rules of combination or revising the data model. Although Liu brought out the question
of effectively expressing the conflicting evidences, there still exists the problem of effectively distinguishing the causes
among conflicting evidences. We first put forward a new confliction-representation model; and then analyze and summarize
the causes of conflicting evidences through numerical examples. These examples show the efficiency of the proposed
confliction representation model.
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1 5|3 (Introduction)

Dempster-Shaferiif 4 FE 1&(DST)! 21 E UF 4 = &
SIS 2 P AR AN P S R g5 B [E A
A0 TR g 9T A O 2B ) 3 2 R AT R 1 T
Ak B A Bk T AR A IS T EIST | i R A S B
S K 2 2 Jt R s R A1) AE AN 5 S RN A% s 1)
AERERE, o AR AR I o] 5 R AR AL A A 5 1
Wy EL bR 3 UL R A S 2% 52 B T3R0S, Haennil'S14R
HiZadeh#t Hi () [ AN SEDSTA & (45 3%, 2% H
TDST. 20064F-Linl 145 H 4% 45 i 58 28 $U A7 71 10 &,
T4 H BT 04 e B ] B B R S UE I 2 18] 1R 52
DST i %42 Kk, b 58 iE 3 k& A ) LA T2 1)
] L Z i s BRI 58 R BN A6 A2 A4 2 A2
W] SRR I 58 R EIEAT P S 10 SR 43 B2 an Al 2R AT

eAe H #: 2010—03—12; Y& ek H 3#3: 2011—-03—04.

AU e A DX R Rt Jgt R 3 80 T bR,
A REAT HUTBOR, FARNE D0 B AR W oK AT v SR AR
Fy Ak B 5 118191,

ARSI B TAR AR SURARMEZS N i 3BT 1)
R PR R R R, AR5 EAT BAR 1 b 5 s A
AXiIe
2 MR AN A A AE ) IR) B (Problems in

the course of solving conflict)

2.1 LiuJj ¥k 4% 7€ 9 7] B (Problem of Liu’s
method)

Bl 1 BRRBERNU, |U| = 3, H1, 2%58khRid
PUIHESE b i LA B i AL 5. K18 AR GE b R
FECKPIMILin b 5 LRI LA

FEETH: B K A ARRE R AT S H (61032001); 5K A 28R 2= 5 4 ¥ W I H (60572161, 60874105, 60972160); 4 ELF5 18 3T 1E

LI 4 0 B I H (200443).
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Table 1 Compare of different measure coefficients

K difBetP

mi ma

{1},1/3:{1,2},1/3;{1,2,3},1/3 {1,2,3},1 0 5/18

{1},1/3;{2},1/3;{3},1/3  {1,2,3},1 0 0
{1,2},1 {1,2,3},1 0 1/3

Liulf 77 368 BB LR S35 i # A — 2 1 i
58, SRR BLBEAT P, AR S 5 RN A 3
T OLER KA o, AR T UE e h 58 & n) @, Liu
7712 KR S 0, AR s B2 i it 2 A
—REMPEE, S84 AN FNE R SR A N A ] , IX
Ll 7 ) — N .
2.2 ¥ELE M S5E ) @ (The Problem of potential con-
flict)
Bl 2 WIHBAEZAU = {A), Ay, As, Ay, W
ZRUEHE 7393 4 -
my({A1}) = 0.5, my({A, A3}) = 0.5,
ma({A1, As}) = 0.5, mao({As}) = 0.5.

DempsterZH &5 AL v 545
miz({A1}) = 0.5, mia({Az}) = 0.5.

UEPEAE R AR R 1w AL I A Be k. FERETT
KETUFSE A G h = A oS, MR G R1G —
% 7 AE PEms : ms({As}) = 0.5, ms({A4}) = 0.5,
IRV AE PSS, HERCVAAS A RS e,

TR E UL & Ja, 2060 o R el HE B
Jia BRAR T ANt k. DRI A b 50T LG RN AS
Bt PEAST HA FRAR Y, 2 UE I AN o PR 18 KB, YA
MK K.

3 B R AR K REA(A new conflict
representation model)

b DA b a5 T SCREAR 2 [A] R 4 HE ) i
RAEBETB e f(ma, -+ ,my) = (deonttics, P), LA
deonsiics N, PARE. N A Hdcongiicr, PFICS.

EX 1 &N IERIES,, -, S, 70 A F R
SAEZLU T AH N ()] RS AS 1t 26 L (GBPAs) 77 73l
Hmy, -y my, SEFEFHER FI—MGY| x |GY
TEE R EED. I A UE G P, Hlm; 22 18] F 0 5% 52 48
bR Z(CMF) 2 M Jousselme i 25 1) 3L il | & Jig 1 ok
0 e X Hy

dcorlﬁict(mi7 mj) = \/;(mi_mj)D(mi_mj)Ta (1
HAGU b R, RGY = U, R M
), 5GY = 2V, RoRDSTHRAESMP, GV =
DY, 5 DSmT 8 74 725 ()8, 35GY = SV, ®oR

UFT) U, Mn = 2, :UD)HHEB 1L N H§
S 1 o SR BE R B D) A BOI P T U
FGY, WA |GY|. HEiFF T E N
|A; N B,

|A; UB;|’
Cu(A; N By)
Cu(4; U By)
Horp: | A|XT NDSTH R~ A FIFEEL, Ca(A) xR
DSmTHE 42 Venn & 1 82 A1 35 ) B i oo A4,
PRS2 0 DY IG5 AIMDSmAE 13, & 1t
A5 ISR A B AR (1) B L (1 DS mAR B B TR A DS mi
A2

A;,B; C2Y,
D(A, B) = 2)

) Ai7Bj CDU?

EX 2 WATUEHER = {1, n}, & X
SAEHm,; 5 FLAh IS 2 8] ) p S8 B 20 i 2R
conf (i, R) = ﬁ — zn: deontiict (Mi, my).  (3)

e
MGUAS A T EHELL2Y | HAG YRR EPE & [F)—
HF TR SRAT I, D) 77 v B A SCHR[18)45 HA IR 7 .
PR UE A 5 2 10 ()3 58 B S (ED BN, e AT 122 8] TR AH
ABRPH P FEE S BR A, TR Y 5 22 T) R ARARL P 0
fEsim(m;, m;) R

sim(m;, m;) = 1 — deongiict (M4, M), “)

W sup; A UEHE @ 8% AR BT A IR S IR
rel; F 7R S S UE A YR IR AT 5 B 1K Hrel, AR NS
AIE L. ARG BB AR IE HORAS T, AN IESs slifh
SRR 1) PT HE RE, e 0 PR A S A B i 7 R %
FR) P 0 2 B ) S 36 A L, 30 W P 3l I R AN Y1 A
SE IR AT A5 B OB A B 3.

EX 3 WAnSKUE, 7 B UF ARm,
LA U SCRF () SR e sup; b

sup; = i sim(m;, m;) -rel;, i,5=1,--- ,n. (5)
J#i
EX 4

crd; =

B S UER AP 2 AT A B
sup; .
7121525"'771" (6)

n

Z sup;
i=1
EX S5  ZAURIR IR E R A
deonfiics (Mg, -+ ,my,) = > crd; - conf (i, R).  (7)
i=1
dconﬁict(miamj) == 1% Eﬁm“mj%ﬁémj?‘é, ?"j Ti{%

T2 (6) T 7 BEHI IR0, X B E: #Fsup; = 0(@ = 1,
s )i Wlerd; = 1/n(i=1,--- ,n).

EE1  Hn =20, RO (T
iE Yn = 2K,

conf(1,R) = conf(2,R) = deonfiict (M1, M2).

%Jsim(ml, m2) =1 _dconﬂict (mb m?)’ sup; =
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sim(my, my) - rely, supy = sim(my, my) - rely, JrlA

sup, B rel,
sup; +supy  rely + rely’

Sup» B rely
sup; +sups  rely + rely’

i
dconﬂict (mh m2) =

crd; - conf(1, R) + crds - conf(2,R) =
sup; Sup;

supnt sup, L R+ e, o (2 ) =
relfj—brelzconf(l’ ) + rdlriliebconf(z R) =
deonflict (M1, M2).

IEEE.

ENX 6 BEAMNIFEES,, - - -, S, 76 7R

I (A GY TR AR ) SCHE AR A AL 20 59 hm,
oy, AR WMy, - my, Z TR A — 2ok
EGE MR R HUE XN

P(mla'” 7m7l):
|A;NB;N---NL|
Z‘AiUBjUH-ULl’ml( i)ma(B;) - - - my (L)
®)
X7 im0 = (s P

ZAAEYR Z B R R, P EA AT 5, 1
JEMER. AW —Judle f 1 Lhdoongics 1 HI T A
&, PEATHTBFINT, EATZ RIS R AT

1) #ideonsiicr = 0, Wef = 0;

2) Hideonticr = 1, Wef = 1;

3) #ideontiicr — 1, Wef — 1.

4 hSGEHE R BRI R 4 BT (Block scheme of

conflict reason analysis)

EiRE WL I EE R V4 SRS B= 4 WD 7 tiibics
FEFRIRA I8, M5 58 77 A2 1) 2 B PR K.

PSR L R T R 5 A SRl 1 5 e o A S s
ANV, A A U0 R AR R F) AN G 7 2 LA
BT TR A AN B HOAH OC. ph SR B IR =25 PR
Je: 1) AR B i e A B R AN T 2) )
THE ZRAN S 3, BRIV AR R WA o O 20 1) AN 1
& X, HAR SRy 3E (A8, Shaferfi B4 v RUI HE 28
AMTET H AR, T AR 60 B R R 0l A B e ) o 3R
A TEIL.

MR S Hn = 20, deonfice (M1, ma) > m (G
iy € [0, 1) AR 5% PR B A1) 2 WAIE 4 22 Th) ey B2
MR T EER IR A RE B,
R R ] RE S RN HESE AN 8 8, o mT g A% I s
S| 7 P N1 o SN ORI U N 0D S g A

S I % AR, L B en > 2R
S DR, o1 T4 T4 U P T 41 4 i o
2% 55 R L0 58, O AT WSS 1 17

1) WA .

EX S BRI, -, S, 7E 4 R
BIA [ GY M1 S AR 201 40 0
M Ar L A BUREE M, - R
SR T, JERAy, - AR R A A A
TAe T A O, Y7 U 4 P A o
m({C}) = 0, i LB i CHOESE 46 50
0, oA O S 5 . O 3 P 38 2
3, UL LE DRSS, T e Th S T

B4R 2 X8, WA A S T, T LA
FF 2 TE RO 46 MO, 18 2B TE O R 2 5
SR 0, MUk 174 HEAE T oE. 5 4E e b
FURLE L1

A, - ARAEYEE T m,, ., m, T
FIXH R T4, CRIFIEMRET

XF 58 1 4R ER j 4 UEHE
TIPSR &

m(C)=Y m(A)m(4,)=0

I<i<j<n

5 AR AT P P UE S AL

l

m(C)>0, 1< i<j<k<n i)

B
e

ASEAER AN

AR AE PR

4 K
1 AE R SR 0 IR P

Fig. 1 Block scheme of potential conflict

2) & deonsiict (M, -+, my,), conf (i, R)FIP.

Hidoonttict (M1, - -+ ,my) < mAP < noltf (G
ne € [0, 1) UEHE ph 5 18 BIE), 1508 2 45 Uk 4 2 (7]
AAFAEGE. RN FEAAFAEW RAT R 2 A AW R
M A BR 0 1 pp 9 SR I “ A X i X R AE BT
CL I AELn , mpo— FECHTS 2 AR S B N FH 155 990 3 WA o
(1. — R UL, Yy, no I 1LOI, X T ol 5 2
(LN



1720

I U

YoM A 028 4

Fideonsiict (M1, -+, M) < MAP > nplif AL
ni,me € [0, 1) A UEHR S 1 BAE), 308 2 45 k4 2
(B 7E— S [R5, AR 1) ik &5 SR AT 52 ).

%dconﬂict(mla T amn) = 771Hﬂ', PIREZ SNEi
Z )i BEPR S, 5 AT A0 BR3) I 4 v 5 1) Ji K] 2y
M. REER I, My = 10, Wdeongics (Mo, -+ ,my) =
1, Ui WS VR A 2 S0 b 4 58 A R

3) Mo DA A

A R LAUESE ) S B B ROR, HILARUFHE

( IR )

fERVATPLIE A i

l

JE ShaferBi )

Pt

P>,

dconﬂict(ml’ o m") >,

ST AT TR IR AR P
FHconf (i, R) R K

e SR B AL B AT I ZE B, W BUBATIE IR
FRIDA A 0 5 D DR v B B R R LA AR s
ST PRBATEARKTH.

A5 RE UL (1 5% B B {ELconf (4, 30) & LE AL R
FLASAR KIS, k408 i S 1) Jit DA ] e 2 UM AR 2 AN 58
B, AT T REE AR 2 A% SR A ). B SR )
HEZEAN SE 2, 1B SR ABE R IR EL(BPA), I W P2 7
AT, F b, WA E SR HE SRS 76 8 25 58,
WUJIA g S AR 2 A AR Al ity ZEREAT I N TE A

iy |

PUHIHEZE e, (H
ATH TR
T

|

T2 R
FEtEnhse

P!
/'i‘_:,
e | E—
sitminipeas || PAEELCE:
ST S
[
E

P 2 Uk R 5 st AR i R

Fig. 2 Block scheme of conflict reason analysis

4.1 FAEHE 53 HT(Numerical examples analysis)

g b, SR i S R e ek AR AT i 98 I R Ay
#r, W2,

Hdeonfiict HEAT 158 BE B IS, 3F 1 DL B deonftict
AN AR K, R UEYE 2 (M A7EE — 5 B 58, 7F
B, IX A deongiics PR3, ELIE S5 2R B8 37 v
DL deonflic FHZE, #B 40,5774, IXASK A HL, B
SE3FNAE B me S 58 A H B As AN R AR, 1 B

SRR DU v R R LG ER 2R I DL R /DN, P
LA deongtics T A TE 8 T 14 470 5 J8E 4 e 45 3 1K, 170
LA P AR B0 B 2 1R % D0 R A5 173 55, {H 25240
SR3OS0 R AT ], T I 80 4k 45 1) W
A BOE KAE N deonftics 50 B I, WI3FHAG BLAN
FEATATD 53], BAREANEIE (. i PREAT 4 B I,
2R DU LSRG DL pR SRR BEOR, R A

IS
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A2 FREE R
Table 2 Results of different conflict measures in
different circumstances

ol e E3

deonfiice 04087  0.5774 0.5774
K 0 0 0

P 0.3333  0.6667 0.3333

w2, SR E A AT LR v S . AR
I 2 X8, UEHE 2 (B AA AR AR 8. X UEH 2E 4T
K. conf(1,R) = 0.5762, conf(2,R) = 0.52,
conf(3, R) = 0.5562, deonficy = 0.5496, P = 1.

REP = 1, Bl Fdeonsice = 0.54961, B35
UEHE AR — S IR

% 3 {EShaferfi A4 vy, R AL AR ARG 341
WEHR By, Ex M Es, £EI090 N Ay, Ag, As, SEA MR
RNk
m1({A1})= 0.9, m1({A2})= 0.1, my({A3})=0,
ma({A1})= 0, ma({A2})= 0.8, ma({A3})=0.2,
m3({A1})=0.1, m3({A2})=0.1, m3({A3})=0.8.

ia FIDST, & 4 m({A1})= 0, m({A2})
=1, m({As}) = 0. ) BALIKEHR AL BOUEY 2
FHE PhSE 0, AH A Sl FEHN A Aok 3T, X BARAT
P BT THEEA T UE e 5 1) St DR 43

conf(1,R) = 0.80927, conf(2,R) = 0.73714,

conf(3, R) = 0.72787, deonpiict = 0.75262,

P =0.992.

i e 3 B 51 Ji PR HH I A R A0 1B
HUAR, W0 20 76 T S R0 HE 8N s ik 4, 34
AT 3% 4 R T i B 1) B e 70 ) s e1 = 0.2, 9
= 0.2,e5 = 0.221. A4 57 iy AU AR 1) 19 (e 7E
JHEFYUNHEZU = { Ay, Ao, A3, 0i}(i = 1,2,3)
AR GRS M, mb, m R

my({A1}) = 0.9, mi({¢1}) = 0.1,
my({A2}) = 0.8, m5({p2}) = 0.2,
my({As}) = 0.8, m5({s}) = 0.2,

it ﬁdconﬂict (mlp m,2a mé) = 0.8353 > dconﬂict(
my,mg,m3), P = 0.996. deonsiict F1 PES A3 21 G I,
PRGN n™ , WHERR U8 B AR mT Re .

ABCE 77 AR PP o 1) Bt DR A SR 28 52 2,
DUPARFE 3 2% Uk 4 1 1 58 38 300 o2 3L IR AR 11 38
A E 23990 240.2628, 0.3622, 0.375, 15 505 HIAEYE
CIRYE 7k

m! ({A1}) = 0.2365, m/ ({A}) = 0.0263,

m{(U) = 0.7372, m5({A}) = 0.2898,
my({As}) = 0.0724, m4(U) = 0.6378,
mf({A1}) = 0.0375, m5({As2}) = 0.0375,
mf({As}) = 0.3, m45(U) = 0.625.
Wiz F DST i fil & 45 1 I m({41}) = 0.1513,
m({A2}) = 0.2256, m({As}) = 0.245, m(U) =
0.3781.

Hdconftict (MY, my, m3) = 0.2579 < deonflics (M1,
ma, ), M RFEEERT B FRAR, Wb 5 i I &34
e AR 27 IBPAS ANUERS, 7 EEREAT 0T 5.

% 4 {i-Shaferfsi 24, {5 ¥ AL RS 3RAF3 4
R By, Ex M Es, BTG A Ay, Ag, As, JEAHE
AL R BN -
mi1({A1})=0.9, m1({A42})=0.1, m1({As})=0,
mg({Al}):O, mQ({AQ}):O.l, mz({A;;}):O.g,
m3({A1})=0.8, mz({A2})=0.1, m3({As})=0.1.

12 FIDST, & 4 i oAm({A1}) = 0, m({A2})
=1, m({43}) = 0.

A IR B AL 1 A A UE s v Ao PR R A M 2 I A1
AR N, A g RENIN A Ao E, i H, RS 8
2 SCHF ARSI, D3R m({A2}) = L,
KRR E LA A

MR T UE S PO B 5 R 20 A

conf(1,R) = 0.5, conf(2, %) = 0.85, conf (3, R)
= 0.45, deongiict = 0.5208, P = 0.999. R dconfiict
ARARK, AHZEP — 1, W3R A7 AE — 52 i b
SR [FJ IS B2 At B i 1 b 5 L 120 82 R e K, T
H LR BRAR 22, MOA N B2 A5 [0 H

B 5 {EShafert A b, B IRMHESEU = { Ay,
Ag, - Ao}, MARIER SRAF34LIEYE B, Eo R E3,
FEA WA T AEL R 200 Ay

ml({Al, A3,A5}) = 0.2, ml({AQ}) = 0.5,

ml({Aﬁ}) = 0.15, ml({Alo}) = 0.05,

1({47}) = 0.04, m1({Ag}) = 0.035,
1({A44}) = 0.015, m;({As}) = 0.01,
2({A43, Ag}) = 0.3, ma({A4}) =0.1,
2({As, Ag}) = 0.3, ma({A;, A2}) = 0.06,

(

(

(

3

3

3

3

2({A5}) = 0.07, ma({A7}) = 0.08,
ma({A1o}) = 0.09, ms({A1}) = 0.15,
ma({As}) = 0.15, ms({A1, A2}) = 0.1,
ma({As, A, As, Ag, Az, As, Ag, A1g}) = 0.6.

T SEAR i R ER I AR ph R A e . R
ZH05 0 A conf(1,R) = 0.4488, conf(2,R) =

3
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0.4397, conf(3,R) = 0.4546, dconfiict = 0.4476,
P =0.996. H I, 2 A I DSTADSmT.

R 88 0T T i AL 1) 5 A e A T T R A 2
)= {Al, AQ, Ag, QOZ}{’L == 1, 2, 3}1:':] éE E/Q 'LE TEm’l,
mb, ms

m' ({Al, A3, A5}) == 0.2, mll({Ag}) == 05,

1
m' ({4}) = 0.15, m/ ({A10}) = 0.05,
m({e1}) = 0.1; my({A43, Ag}) = 0.3,
my({As}) = 0.1, mh({As, Ag}) = 0.3,
my({@2}) = 0.3; mz({e3}) = 0.4,

ms({As, Ay, As, Ag, A7, Ag, Ag, A1g}) = 0.6.

P = 0.988, W6 L T IR AAE ZE 50 1 8T H br,
AT % IR SCRR[2 119 (0 5 11 25 B Al A 45
5 458 (Conclusions)

ASCE P OB I S R AR, FFEE 0PI Y
TE AR T 2 500 i) R 9 e e h S ) W R 1S,
I Ja 45 i o R R o BT o R T 6 U S A 3 AT
PRSI LR 2 A, 5 46 R S R IR 58 i IR 3
B NP 1) AR IS B i B A Sk 4 I
ANUER; 2) TRAHEZEANSEHE. 8RR i 52 55 4% J&
D8 B Bl Bl SRS I AN AE A, S A R R A
BR OB [P AN RS A o UL B AT U R A B S5 AR AH
I T ELE 6 B AR = A e 5 1) s DR kAT 20 )
kI 2 # LU TAEME b, EH5 A Eaew
— AL MD-SUEE FES BISHESE R, 20 b Al
AF 57 3 1 K D PR 5 S50 4 o 5 1 — S R, R
U b Ak FUE 5 5 ) S, i N FH AE 2 AR I AR A R
Fil-E I
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