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2 0 2056888 0 178675 Q0 235577 0 140536 0 067007 0. 172517
3 0 2573388 0 152727 0 233577 0 055289 0 04338 0. 257687
4 0 17179 0 106576 0 158433 0 212385 0 246181 0. 104636
5 0 17957 0 256175 0 060861 Q0 233017 0 249989 0. 020387
6 0 017139 0 257387 0 335591 0 082465 0 078381 0. 229037
7 0 1678033 0 192866 0 309095 0 143148 0 149542 0. 037546
8 Q0 1581455 0 166081 0 156985 Q 141301 0 208235 0. 169253
9 0 0991229 0 203226 0 228422 0 082779 0 189152 0. 197298
10 0 12097 0 193273 Q0 22713 0 070105 0 201104 0. 187419
11 0 0111488 0 137817 0 184052 0 515469 0 132455 0. 019057
12 0 1484282 0 078033 0 17102 0 335218 0 159685 0. 107615
13 0 2605673 0 284047 0 110156 0 035164 0 024501 0. 285565
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A New Method of Combination Rules of Evidences Based on Concordance Evidences Conflict

LIANG Chang yong, YE Chun-sen, ZHANG En-qiao
(1 School of Management, Hefei University of Technology, H efei 230009, China;
21 School of M anagement, Anhuiu University , Hefei 230039, China)

Abstract: Aiming to the problem of conflict from intuition decision making and the combination result of
dempstershafer, a new combination rule was proposed in this paper based on the classes of evidence con
flictsl The two types of absurdity were firstly presented according to demand of decisiormaking in real
world, which are/ one-vote-down systemQ and/ public clamor can confound right and wrong0l Some errors
were analyzed, which is caused by the irrational definition of evidence conflicts in view of information
strengthened or lessenedl Finally, two numerical examples and experiments were applied to illustrate the
validity of the proposed methodl

Key words: evidence theory; evidence conflict; decision- making pattern; absurdity of combination



