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Evidential Reasoning Theory and Its Applications

ZHOU Zhi-Jie! TANG Shuai-Wen'! HU Chang-Hua' CAO You' WANG Jie!

Abstract Evidence theory can not only deal with uncertain information flexibly, including randomness, ambiguity,
inaccuracy and inconsistency, but can integrate quantitative information and qualitative knowledge effectively. At
present, evidence theory has been widely applied in various areas such as assessment and decision, involving mul-
tiple-attribute decision analysis, information fusion, pattern recognition, expert systems, and so on. Starting from
the D-S evidence theory, this paper is focused on the counter-intuitive problem and the combinational explosion of
the Dempster combination rule. The development process of evidence theory is systematically combed from the per-
spective of belief distribution, and typical literatures both here and abroad are summarized and analyzed. Finally, a
brief commentary and outlook on evidence theory is given from its practical applications.
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Fig.1  The overall framework of this paper
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Table 1  Basic probability assignment of evidence
JUFRHREE A
FEARME A
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mi 0.99 0.01 0
m2 0 0.01 0.99
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0.9999 (11)
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M, 389 Dempster 2H-& M2 ER BiEE]. A
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AR SHE A F B XE LRSS ) 8, R
(AR R A5 77 ¥ 0 3 JE S s 75 S T AR AR 3 i
PRAET — P AE VSR I AR AR E U R U5, i
T T R AR U R R PR I iR, ] DU 2k
HARAE S, RAAGMES T HIENA b7,
N T FRAMESE FEAE A L, Ishizuka 25100 47 HR A5
BISEE S FUE S B0 &5 G ek, H TR 44 i)l e ok

ASORYIE 8 PHE LI 42 PR ASORY) SF Jo i o i) 16 6

FETAUEPEER 1 H RS SRS AT DE A HE I i E =
AP RS, Liu & fEAZ A ER 775 1)
fitti b, $EH T —FR I BRI 4 B 2 R K e A
ST EEET ER HiEMBLAHESE, Ak TIE RS
AR VEAL H TR S AN e T T R I T OHE 2
FURBER F &£ 4011 “IF-THEN” L4 fi& 2|
T EABAG SR EE, H R R SR T
VLT eR £ 1 i N\ e BUE T 20, 18 SUE AT B L 8
FEpR AT SRAE, RIS A T e mAE R 1. %
J7E RN 2 AR R ) 2 R e A TR RS 7R
TARFVE HE R G0 002 A VP A AR T s s S RE
1T, A 7E B ) IR s v B B 1 EOK. e
ERHERI PR B R ) MADM 5] 83, 3% = AR R
FIANBNESEHER A BT T XA R R IA I IE
PRHEEE MADM 7715, B g v 7 BOBIS B 51E
WRORLE A . R KD ) Dempster 24 #)
R, FEH 7 —Fh T 5 A 0 S R R i 4 A
J7iE, Y TN R AR BT ILEE ). Yang S0 R
FHASOR LI 5 i 6 AN 78 43 FIAORA 11 22 18 M5 S 34T
AEER, FER S R R AR AT T

X [E]IEHEHETE

B M D-S UEHE B8 A g H ok 4H & 1 5E 1k
i, ENTCVEA ROE BANH E RS, T O S AE R SR
Ao e oA A S 1) T g XA R KR PR A 5 R
Lee %0 i ST AT 70 B AT X 18] B A5 G5 RIESE )
i, JFET —F ) SCRIUESE A, sk iz 5
W, BB A7 AE B o o id 1 R WLRE = R 4L A
A A B ARARAEALSE 1] Denceux!™* R 4iih
WHFL T X TS (2 & VA — e ), fi i X Ta) 5

3.4

EIFANE M TR G R T, Rl T
X TEEYE H & A 2 45 S, JERH T —Ffrng X
(B UEHE 2 A S A — 4 73 AH %7 ERR e 1 X [H]
WEHE Y 2H & A — Ak 7% i3 m 73— 4 e
X [AIEHE AN e M. 2 5, Yager™ W4T 1 AHG
T8, ABATSSRAFALE X TRV UE S (1) 2 & L 22 o & v A
H— A 1) o] . Wang 55 ££ Denceux (5%
FEnh B T M T HE M X R B AE 4
FE A T7 %, BPIX EESEHERE (Interval eviden-
tial reasoning, IER) %%, HAUES 14L& F1H—
AR BEAT T SR AT
EZ BV HT (Multiple attribute decision
analysis, MADA) [aJ@H, 5% A = {a1, a2, ,anm}
Fom M ANRFETTRINVESR, ai B i MRFETTR;
E={ei, e, er} RN LA H L %M
SRR AT VAN S 2] 5 H = {Hy, Ha,- - ,Hxn} N
HHRMELZE, T84 UEHE e; HOIX 18] BAS S50 ] LARIR
S(eilag))={(Hn, 8, :(a;), By i (a)]),n =1, N}
(35)
Hep,i=1, L, j=1,-,M, 0<8, ,(a;) <5, (ay).
[Br.4(a;), Bt i (a)] RN R TS 5 ay FEUESE e; N HF
SR H, EEENT B, (a;) M1 8, (ay) Z 18]
BAR, B8, (a5) = B (ay) B, DX 8] BAS S5 H A0
THEEAAMBEEW. Bk, SR EE SN
B E I U, TER BEsURM R 461 ER H
7%, BIF GG ER ik 2 TER FIAkR45 6. X 0 B A5
G T S R 2% A B ZH A A R 7 L SCHR [68).
305 3.1 WIHHRIER © = {04, ,On} M
AATHIPFRMESE H = {Hy, Hy, - -+, Hy } A E2 A
[F 1, & mr U, HARRR T e T e s 3

IEARHETE AL

JFAG K ER S35 A %8 TR 10— LU,
WNIEE R 7E e T EE /. (Ha2, T AR BHESRE 3k
W) 7 AN, HAESRBGE AR b vl g 52 2125 Fh T30
I, USRS A — 2 s e 58 & BN Uk A ER
SR GRS, A6 45 R0 5 SR a5 RAFAERORR
Z2. P, 25 REIESE (R E R, 3 1M 4 A0 e 4 1 % 30
VERURAGICONE E 1. ARG 1) 5 BB Y [X 3]
FET, AIEESE M T ARG I 9 i o 45 E 1] it I
BAPPAl B DT SR INIRE 7T, REAESE (A R 1k, TR
TR T S W T IR T AR A ) B A
AR T PR SE RIE G ) S FE L, Tl R SR (0 2 0
BB, J&T S, ER MWA R X 7
TR AR EEAVBCER, IR o Rl O\ BIE R ) B
& A,

3.5
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BEHERHEL N © = {61, , 0N}, UEHE e; FTLA
Forouna (19) B BE oA, e IAE
RIFELZ I3 )N w; ey, FS 27 A AT 5 B2 IR 3
BUEAE AT 8 LN

m; ={(0,me:),V0 € ©; (P(O©),mpee),)} (36)

H,

07 9 = @
ﬁ'LO,i = § Crw,i™Mo,i, 0 c 97 0 ?é @ (37)
Crw,i(l - Ti) 5 0= P(G))

FEX B W, crwi=1/1+w; —r) RoRH—
th &5, Zeg@ me,i +mpe),; =1 . XA EW
SMSTAEY e; Fle; , B B AS 0 A 2 AT i X
(36) Ri&, W e; Mle; Xffim i 6 HIEK G SCRF pg e(2) HI
T UHE

0, 0=10
Poe(2) = mf’f@) . 0CO, 040 (38)
Z MAe(2)
Ace

Mpe2) = [(1 —ri)me,; + (1 —75)me,] +
> masmp;, ¥0CO (39)
ANB=6
AR et XFF LIRS E = {e1,e9,- -,
er}, EAT AR 0 FRIEE SCHF po o) PIEL AL
(AW
Mo.e(k)y = [(1L = 76)Mg e(k—1) + MP6O),e(k—1)M0,k] +

Z MAe(k—1)MB .k, V0 SO

ANB=0 (40)
Mmp©).ek) = (L=7%)Mp(©),c(k—1) (41)
0, =10
My e(k) = m@,e(k) 9 7& 0 (42)
A;@ M A e(k) + MP(O),e(k)
0, 0=10
Do,e(k) = M7 9 CO, 040 (43)
> M A e(k)
ACO

Hr, k=3, L. mgu BT HTk SKUESRHE
Ja okt R 0 G SCRERERE . HA mg 1) = moa,
Mp©).e1) = Mmpo),1 - WX, Hr, =w, i, X (40)~
(43) Z40 T30 (29)~(33), BI ER HUUEE 1k 5l R 46
1 ER 5%, B 54 ER BA2 ER AU B RE).
M = 1EF, K (40)~(43) 4 T30 (6), B ER #1
MR AL A Dempster A #N, 1B Dempster 2H

AR ER AU AR5

¥ L SIS A& 5 B AT SEE N re(r),
HEBEN wey, HRX (37) AT ¥mpeo)er) =
(L= 7o)/ (1 + we(ry — rery)- BIE, 7oy AT HTT
i e

_1-mp©).ew) (1 + wer))
1 —mpo)er)
7ER (44) 1, w, o) FIBUERIZAT I R HSTE
TEE‘]%j(*Xi max{wi}ﬂ] 1 ‘ZI‘EL E&ﬁ Te(L) (we(L)) c
[Te(L)(l)v Te(L) (max{wi})] .

3.6 HWEMHAE

AN Tt B ik Dempster 214 M. JF Uh
ER HiEA ER FUN 2 (81 #5¢ &, T BLSCHR [71)
HR R 25 AR 2 A AT B . BRI
TSy © = {A, B}, U g Ml ex I EAZ /AU 2
JIi7R.

Te(L) (44)

®2 EEREES A

Table 2  Belief distribution of evidence
i
ESR
A B
el 0.8 0.2
[} 0.4 0.6

R er Tl eo HIALEE J2 ] 58 FE 43 il N wy = 0.2,
wy = 0.8, 11 = 0.8, 7y = 0.7, 2HH0 (6). 2N (29)~(33)
= (40)~(43), 737K H Dempster 415 # . J5

H ER ByEA ER MUUXHES AT H G, 152453
w3 Prr.

TEFR 3 o, UEHE e il eg ANAFAETC AN, HEYE
WE LWL 7 IH— I EK, I84 Dempster &
AR 46 ER HIiE A A 45 BN 2 — 5 (Hi2,
Dempster 4G HUUHE 4 J5 TR PR AL s 7 HERAE
20,58 m(0) = m(P(0)). Zk m(P(0))EH/ i
Zhml AR B AD 4 e(2) = Mae2)/(1 — Mo e(2) =
0.452, pp.e(2) = Mp.e(2)/(1 — Mo e(2)) = 0.548, %45
K5 ER FIERIS R e —8, Xyl 1 uEds
FIALE LN 18], ER BY%IB16A Dempster 260,

[, AR T R E N r =02, 7 =
0.8, 2T (40)~(43) A7) ER #LN, 15 FUE 55
A2 R NFs

Po,e2) = {(0,0), (A, 0.4520), (B, 0.5480), (©,0)}
(45)
2R, X (45) H3E 3 W RIE ER HiERH G4
R —8, KWW TIERmR T EESE T IH— L
BCER, ER R N R 4R ER 502
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Table 3  Comparison of evidence combination results

AR M5 0 A B S} P(©)

my 0 0.1600 0.0400 0.8000 0

m2 0 0.3200 0.4800 0.2000 0

Dempster 214 #0
Z my (C)mz (D) 0.0896 0.3392 0.4112 0.1600 0
cnD=6

m 0 0.3726 0.4517 0.1757 0
mi 0 0.1600 0.0400 0 0.8000
ma 0 0.3200 0.4800 0 0.2000

JiE ER Bk

Mg e(2) 0 0.3726 0.4517 0 0.1757

Po.e(2) 0 0.4520 0.5480 0 0
my 0 0.4000 0.1000 0 0.5000
mo 0 0.2909 0.4364 0 0.2727
ER #0) g, e(2) 0 0.1632 0.1272 0 0.0600
m0.0(2) 0 0.4658 0.3630 0 0.1712

Po,e(2) 0 0.5620 0.4380 0 0

4 EREIEIRYEE Y A

UESRAEEE O )2 T 1P A o 38 2 A U
AR T 2 EAN E P ) L AT 32 S SR
o 2 JEE TR SR AR SR ) S5 U T 9 G AIE 4 A EE 1Y
SAINH].

41 EEME

5 B RlA FAE 20 th42 70 FEAR BBk S £ fil
&, WTREKHENGE SR RS, J5RAEEHI
Srb 32 B 2 R UESE AR DU 58 K IR L
BE), FE15 BRG] TIRAKE.

SCHR [72] R AHETT B D-S E 4 B 6 2R S K
FAR O RBATRE S, S 1 G a5 R 0 HER
RN SOk (73] 44 D-S IEHEEA T AR |
PRI A0 e P R e R, LG R A U A R R AR AR
SR, X R AR RV AT T R TL. Lin S
b0 S g e SR AR PR RS WU R 5 1) R, AR T — ol
A UEEHEEE (Dynamic evidential reasoning,
DER) J7i%, M7 2 W AH EHUR BN il & . Paksoy
A Goktiirk™ SR A [F] (15 B Rl SR BEAT B AT
BE T, G SEER G UE T D-S UEHEE S 1 K 47 T
RO Quost SEBFXS 7 4% 4H A I UEHE A JRST Y
W), P T AT e Ve 2 Dempster 41
R, I I Sk BREE SR UE B T T ER TV A L
PE. Li R T — A E SR T A R
(Aggregate production planning, APP)H7ZHE
R (Belief rule base, BRB) #:¥ /73, K
APP it 7 —Fpi P RE MR LT 2. Zhou FEF 42
HH b s e e AR AN S R S T

BRB 1 ER HI#A, H5 5720 255 B 20 [F] — b5
AENESE T IR b AT R, P T 000 R P14 7 2 2 48 1
7. Kong 5™ K ER J7 VR & % M # 565,
W SR B Sk, o BR e B A o kAT
ARG I, NSRS RO TG
HEZR. Zhu S50 7 3 UE 23 20 A i A B A
FIFR, S T — o — 2 BEAE Z8 T A4 HE B R
AIEYE 5 735, RHIESF 70 Hr I 0 SR PP A5 B 2t
TR, P T R A R AR R, T S5 A X
LI T VAt r 0 Bt A 58 B AN AN o Bfy ) R, 2
T Rh 2 R IR TE SORTE AL SR ) ok
PP T, FFBL 2008 RO 5, X T R
PONREAT REVHA, Bl 7 Fri ik A e &
AL

42  ZRMRER

MADM H-7£ 20 22 90 A B 7T, LR
NERTRZ BRI, FEW &L A RA -
T S BV SR A BRI B HE B R /E MADM
5 ISR, H OB E 2 & T 55 v it
FRft T .

Yang M1 Sen™ Xf ER J7 VAL 2 4R TR ™ dh ek
T RN AT T RS 45, R ER
PRI IR R M S BT AT T 7 RO IE. STk [83)
o A% e B 2 He SR R AE 8 MR ATEURN 5 5 B A
IR, SR T I T DL B RO 4 R
ARSI, T TR ARG B B
(R e PR AL . Wang 1 Elhag® 42 1 7 —Fh 5 T4F
P HEER (A 2 e AP VPG 7, SEEL T MR R AR
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ER HEZE ) MADM [0, e flx 715481 FRA 1
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S UEHE B (U UE AR B RS HEE T, RO AR 2
Wr 2245 BGIE T BT ER A A R XA SR 3
HT —F3ET BRB M ER (35 4% % ay P05 7 1%,
25 7 BRB EX RGERIVHLRE T, A 8RR T
K72 AR IGAE A D T PR M S5 ). i 50 42
W — MR TR XN ZE A B AS U E &
RAGZENMEVHEA, SR ER J7 kAT B A HE
IR WD615 RS 22 e AT A, 1R
T VPAh 2 S HER I, PR T TR 28 E. Bao S
FEH T — AR THE NS ER 55 I BEUWASDR B
HTHVE, FRAEBE A FEBEFNAR FN IS LT X PEAL
AT 7O, FRR IR Tk MADM A g ek
W FZHE T . Zhou 5 ER FUNHE) 2 5
PRI T I MADM [0/, 7870 2% & 7 & ZRIHE
P %) DX 1) A R R AT 5 B 0 FE BRI A 2
AT T VRN

4.3 1R

BRI X R oA a7 28, s il i v AL
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A SR — AN R Y R R AR AR S — PR
KA E PEHERE Ty X, AR R A SRSz 2 1T
2RI
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X 18K PR AR BT 0 2R, KRR B SRR
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PEH T — B TR B A R R A JE R
A RAL K € TR S5, ARk T €&
5 VA E VAR BT B AR 2 R G0 R TR 1]
R, FFRER T ITEAE TR bRrh B9 R 7). Liu
SOV FEH T — M T IR AL S A T R b B
AN FE BRI 73 2R 10) R, AR VI ZRRE AR A v Ec 8

R SRR, I UEYE G35 T A e B A
g B AESEIG IR A E B 1 T8 7 VA U
SCHR [97] MUEHE B P30 v SR AR5 i 58 H R B
RS AR AL WU B, SRR AT A2 1R, BT RN
Hr Al Dempster ZH-&FN, A & 1 i RUEYE &
R “I BT AR Wang S50 £ X B iR R 25 A
FE SR VLIC FE T VEAFAE G B R R R, R H T —Fh
T 5T LD o TSR 5ORN B, 5 B 1 1Y) B o SR A
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FRITEAE R RS A5 3] 7 50E. B B 2 H
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RS B SRR, ARG BRI AR A TS Y
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Sonmez S5 SR AL HE SRR 5 925 R M D AR B R
DM TR I AL, DAt okt SR DR S sk = L I TR
SR P R0 R B = 5 1T 7 2 BEAT AN E L AN 52 BBl
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SEMTHEIE 1% ER BERARLVERFAE, IR LN
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73, SCHR [105] BAK i i B A0 52 TR ARCBON I 3 9
KM D-S ESEBRAR HEAT IR A &, XK 9 45 F ol
PEMDK IR AT VA, MR EEE RO TR R, Xu
SEN0LKE ER J7VEME N BRB B X RS HERLNL, 48
W7 BRB WUIZRT5 1%, 5 L 8 T R A .
Zhou FEMT I T — AL XTI T2 T BRB &
K ARGIEL SR Hk, SRBL T TE MR A R
W 9T PR TR, Zhou &0 X gt
TR A BRB AR R G AT IR, 78
IR SRR, TR T TS R f 3 HE ST A
V2, 20 ) T AR EE A e R R SR e . Hou S0
S T — MR T ER S0 RG] SE I TN £
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