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Abstract:

Conflict evidence combination remains unsettled in information fusion field. Based on analyzing the relationship

between paradox and evidence conflict, we proposed an effective conflict measurement parameter and a new DST based on local

conflict distribution strategy . Numerous examples show that the proposed rule can settle paradox effectively.
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m(@) =0.2448
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m(0) =0.2991
A ARSI rale 1 45589 m(0,) KT ule 2 45
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DST 0.9999 - - - 0 1 0 0
Yager |0.9999| - - - 0 {0.0001] O ]0.9999

SCHik[151]0.99990.9999 | 0.3679| - |0.182/ 0.004 |0. 182/ 0.632
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B, AR B TE B A PR SR AT DL, AR SO SR TR
A
B3 (REPVPHERE R O ={a,b,cl, RGERESR
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HEHW | m(a) m(b) m(c) m(0)
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