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PUHE G D
A ARY

%35 YT — e UE B BE R

ARG T, RTHRE S NZFERBER IC 30 2 RO — LIS OWTER L, AMEELE &L T2
Wiz R AR E T 5. 72, AP OREIMERR A ARG S THRE § % — LSRN X - TR AT
BETHBILERNT.

BEFVIoICko TIEEIN-ELMHIE, LTO 3 O0EMtAiE T 3. a) &M AR D S5
RIS L B 2EAOHBERITIRO NS, b) HEATENERDO R U TRMNFEAMERITER S
N5, c) FENERELTH 552NN EAMERITRZM L LOEATMERIZELY, 2ThED 3 DOEMFFTAR
CEWET BEEGEOEMHNIATE L 20 A GEBE AR O FRUC B 2 NHEEM 2 RKBIT 5 & 4L,
INSOEMITARTRY SR EZONDS., £/, FMPICEBHEAEAT S LT, o) OB EEMN
T 5 LSRRI B IR S h Tnw 5,

AL TE, £, FvI750 MHLEMBNE X 512 %fbd 5. ARTIRET 2 bR ihx, &
fFe UTERMEROE TE A L NAFEEEH WS, FlbkZASMFHIIE Ichihashi 5% Dubois 512k > T8
PBEXNTHBED, ZhED—HALEMFINIENA ZHHIB X OY = 7 ) —BHIO—#%tTH 5 729 Lidd
PR p) Al X, AR CIRET B LMNT e) OBEEEMLZOAT, b) &c) OB
7.

& 51T, KRGS T ORERUERR & — AL SRAFHIOBIRIZ O W TER U 5. GERMERR IE XA T HEGR O
R LTI AZENTEBZH, Hi-l, AR TIE Smets 5 DR HE[E 2 E 7L (Transferable Be-
lief Model) (2% BRFHLOKEA L LTI TE 322 & B X ORI TIRET 5 — (L& & S TR

WETHD I LERT.

F =7 — F ! GELPEE, Dempster- Shafer B, FefFH), —i b & rFl), GEALER

1. FUSIC

AEL T, FHESICK->TRAH L<IRES I
REYUFR G (Dempster-Shafer®iam [1]) 12 364 5 S t-HI)
(2, 3] & —fAb L, BRMERIZ K - TRBLE N5 A
EEREEESZMHFETHH LSRRI A ET 5 [4].
F 7z, KEROAHEFNE % SEBERIC & > TRBLT 5 4
A (REAUMERR) 12D W T8GR L, BEFOREMERD 1D
ARG SCAPRE T 2 — b S 7= SFHI & U TRRRmT
RTHDILERT,

AEHVEE R O & FHINE . Dempster SfHHI[1] % 448
ELTHEE IR -t h T 5[5-20]. AT
PFET D50 L FIRE, SfFBSBRHEFME L ST )
B D %A Ichihashi 5 [8]% Dubois 5 [11]12 &

T Generalization of Conditioning and New Interpretation of Evi-
dential Reasoning
Vilany KIMALA, Koichi YAMADA and Muneyuki UNEHARA
1 REIERRERY: B - KRR 5
Nagaoka University of Technology, Infrmation Science and Con-
trol Engineering
* 2 RMRRE R R
Nagaoka University of Technology, Management and Informa-
tion Systems Science

2009/8

DIREEN TS, FHiOERELMFOEZEEI N A
RIEA NI ZHADOFMHINCBIT 20198 8 & 5 [20].

KAk, a3z WT, 3 O08MkEi- 95
BRI A B 72 1IRE L. 3ODEM LR, o) b

HEAIIRE N B[19], b) RfEN2EATHEVIRD &1
EAMERITER I NS, o) FEPEHREATH DS
B ARG LORAERIZE LY, TH
3. )35 A 5N IEBGHT 2 2 & 2Bk
U, b)alUREER 2 B 12 B9 5 AiEFMETIZ R L,
AN OEEDEAWERS FiGm & ¥ 5 R[16,21]1
AL, o) 3EREAVIRELEEDTNTEEDEN
FEENSHROND. 72, o) DFMUERED, &M
[0, 1] X RN Ol & HL 5 {5 JE 1 238 A U 7= 50 HI & 42
KL=,

KT & SIcfpiRa —Aite , [8,11] & [AIkkIC
FUDHEARMER TR SN BEETH 2HADKMH]
ERETS. 220, [B1R[11]THRE =21
B ARTARA ZRANDHEE T B 5 Jefferey HRI[22] D
FEUFIERAND X 5 5 ZYR E PR T E 508, AR TH
Fo3 B HHNE ERCET 0) & i 72§ 72912 Jeffrey BHI
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DOPEFE T R0,

AHEFNE % 22 WEEDZAHNL, AHETL A KR & &
B 37-0ICk<H\Wo NS, GERPHEGIC X > T
Gk & KIS 2 R 1E, L LA BATATEE
% 751%(15,23-31] & KA TRBIT 5 k(32
3THZRBIE N5, —ficik, & cRIlahx
L= DSMABIZ & > THRE LR, Jiko 7 —
A /NP L TTOREN S % [32,35]. KL T
2, &R TERBEINZL - L EHWT, N4 XHE
i IRE Y B TIRE S h =GOk [33112 o0
Cikim L, ZOHEGL, Smets 5 ORIRIHEESTT
L3812 BT BRFLOAEA & LT, L UFRFH L TR
KT b — ML & UCRIRATETH 5 Z & &
7.

RS, AHiLRE, 2 §iCREUME & [3] TRE
ENZZMANT DN THHIZ RS, [3]TIEHS »
IZENTOAEWEEIZOWT ST 5. 3HiTIE
T%%tﬁ‘é%ﬁt?é%ﬁw«@ &%lﬁﬁf

N, FEPOTERRI8,11] L ik 5. 4 fiT
u,%ﬁ%ﬁr»—»éiﬁﬁéﬁmmﬁmﬂ®%ﬁ
IZOWTa U, MAFOMROM, 3 #iTiREL 254404
HNZ &k 2 MHPATRETH 5 Z & &R T,

AFTIE, ABBORFEATHDZ L, HES
HEATHHIEH, TRTNACB, ACBT/HRT.
BIZ BOHiEATHS. 72, HAMHEEm(e)b &
V2T K-> TER SN BEEME, Z4MENE 45
WIS &, 4t BTk 2 &P HEAMER m(e [B) B
UL TER SN IERHE D 5\ VT4 M
W % fige (3 & L IFR,

2. FIEBLIBGR &SRRl

ARITRE L & Bat lE O ML |, FH 51D
WERENF-LMA[23] 4 MHICE LD 5.

21 SEHNTEEH

U A BB R IE S GRI 7 L — 2) £ 5. i
HAGTIE, DT O A 5B m: 2 —[01]
% U b IAHER (% 72 ST IE) & 075,

m(@)=0 (1)
2 mA)=1 2)
A4e2Y

72720, Y UDREEATHS. m(A) >0 Fiiz
FTAREAEREMTIN S, mA)IZU &ESEE T
DEBIEN ANICH B LIELCBFEZN, ADESY
EARERIIOWTI A BAIT, MEIC A LFIR
TAERDERNERT.

568

REDHEATER & F TR ML &2 VEIE A
INETNRDEHITEHE NS,

Bel(4)= D.m(X) 3)

XcA

Pl(A)= Y m(X) n
XNA+D
m(e), Bel(e),
LB TS 5.
2 DD NI AR 5 #5555 mY (o)
m2(e)RfEohs L&, Zhod 1 DICHATEE
% D Dempster fEAHIBRE N TN 5,

Pl( @) 32 g hiH B4

Lm0 em ()

S e ) ©

XNY#D

7L, m(@)=0T,
b5,

7, RO XS I m(e)=mV(e)%HiRif5&
L, m2B)=1&3ut, LiLDHEAIZL>TRD
Dempster &{FHI2 MG 51 5.

2. m(X)
my(4|B)=4208 (6)

2. m(X)

XNB=J

Ak, AEEER ORI [1,39] & ZR Sz,

RED 0 D& X IFREHT

22 %77 - |UHE - EEOZEAH
Fv 751k, FHifE& m(e) &100%HEN % 5t B
NEZb6h5LE, BHRESGMFIDmAIB)IE, X
D3 DOF AT RE & L7z[2,3].
[ZE1) AnB= @ O, mAIB)=0.
[ZfF 2] &2 =OBAERE, FMHFHNTER SN
3.
[E3] m(ATU)=m(A).
INFThOBEHOZERIE, [ZUOIZ]THRNLED
Thb. KL BMELMHIORT, 3 DOHEH
FTNTEGZT EOIFEL B, REEERFIIRED

P AGZZ L, ENEMITZ X ROIZ DN TEATR3]
Iz,

ZfERNG, FRROBEMFICHES % | RO R HRE IS
EH5TH%,

(a) HAIEEOHENEE X L& BAFE L& (XN
Bz @)HBAICIE, XITHIFB AL, XnBIZH=R
m(X) % FHELE 3 5.

(b) X & BOBFIET S (XNB= @) HBAITIE, m(X) %
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—HEREEMEEK T UICEIDH TS, 2D L
T, ZMBIZKBH9EFL, UnB=BIZEE m(X)
% PAlE S 5.

Lit(a), (b) DEREMREEATY, FRiESE2E2
Wr S/ GG Y (-

D m(X), ifA#D,4c B,

A=XNB
mg(4|B)=1 D m(X)+ D m(X), ifd=B, (7)
BcX XNB=Y

0, otherwise .

7=7L, B=@.

mc(A|B) BIERTERTH 5 Z &, FHifEE L 4B
BELFE LW (TR TOEHBEZEXITH LT XN
B= @) A IC Dempster #5AHI L —34 5 Z L I3FH
DR END . £72, ZOZLRMHH LRD 3 DO
iz 28, BLOXOWE#E DT L E/RnahT
W3 [3].

Pl (A|B)>Pl,(A|B)>Bel, (4| B)> Bel, (4 |B) (8)

7272 L, Belp(A|B), Pl,(A|B)ixZhZHh Dempster
SN & 2 M HE &R, 24 MHE T, Belc(A]
B), Pl (AIB)IZEENNIZ k28D TH 5.

BRROEE 113584 B 2#58A8IE L5 2 & &K
T50, FFCEFE20< A<)EEATEI L
12X 5T m(A|B) & I L 2 g RE X h T
W3,

2 Am(X)+ (1= Am(4),
A=XNB
if BoA=U,

D AmX)+ (1= mB)+ D am(X),  (9)
A=BcX XAB=Q
if 4=B,
(-A)m(d), ifAz B, A#BA#D
0, if4=0.

m;(4|B)=

772U, BxJ.

A=10&x, m(AIB) I m(AIB)IZF LW, F
72, A< 1D L & m (AB)IZEM 1 &7z Xm0,
P2 L 3T I EPRENTNS,

[BIRE 1] & %82 —H OIRFEHFEIL, U={ads, a2h,
bds, b2h, b2c, c4S, c2c, d2u, ddu}d 9 Fi & ¥ 5. Hiff
D1 XFH(@b d diZ77 Y F%, 2 XFHOBF
W78, 3FH(GS hcwidsgf 7 (g, Ny F
Ny 7, =X SUV) %KY, Y= LAY/ 0dH B#
BOWAEME LT, 77 Farc(04), b(0.3),
2 F7(0.2), AW0.1)DKfMAES. 208K, Z0
&N 5 DB TT F ¥ F b={bds, b2h, b2c} (2P

2009/8

EDIEERH 7. Z
%%,
m({ads,a2h,c4s,c2c)} =0.4,m(b)=0.3,
m({a2h,b2h,b2¢c,c2c,d2u} =0.2, m(U)=0.1.
EE#DFHIEE 12 Dempster -1 % W 5 & kD
EoicFEeh3.

0.3+0.1

blpy=— 0L
mo )= 0201

0.67,

0.2 B
03+02+0.1

mp ({b2h,b2c)} | b) =
F7 7 5DHEMFUOHAF(T)XLD,
mg(b|b)=(0.3+0.1)+0.4=0.8,
my ({b2h,b2c)} |b)=0.2.
7z, (55 b OFIHES 1=07L 45 &,
m,;(b|b)=0.7x0.8+(1-0.7)x0.3=0.65,
m,;({b2h,b2c)} |b)=0.7x0.2=0.14,
m;({ads,a2h,c4s,c2c)|b}
=(1-0.7)x04=0.12,
m,({a2h,b2h,b2c,c2c,d2u}
=(1-0.7)x0.2=0.06,
m,U|b)y=(1-0.7)x0.1=0.03.

23 XY I5DXMHRIOHE
22Tk, X23] Tidfith s Tz me (A
B) B XU m (A[B)DMWHEIZOWTIS 2T 5,
9, (DRTERZREIN md(AIB) XKD & 5 I1Zfi
AL L THLS ZEMRHETH 5.

mg(4|B)= D mX)+ D m(X) (10)
A=XNB j:g:@

ZFEL, AxD, BT, m(@|B)=0.

F7z, ORTEZENDS m(AIB)IZOWTIE, X
DRV T 5.
[ 1] m, (A]B)IE m(AB) & m(A) & #IZHIE S
ANk -THAOGN S,

m (A |B)=Amy (4 |B)+ (- )m(A) (11)

A A=10& & m(A[B)=m(A|B) THSDIZ
Hoh, a=00kxm(AIB)=mA) EW5-». &
72, A=A QD EEANRPIDIDODEME 2, Th
Pstowg, (R&D,

569



146 Fpe WM (HARIREN® 7 7 ¥ 1 258

Amy (A | B)+(1-2)ym(4)
D am(X)+(1- 2ym(A), if A #D, A B,

A=XNB
=1 2 amX)+ X Am(X)+ (1= A)ym(A), if =B,
BcX XNB=J

(A—-A)ym(A), otherwise.

AEeh5H, ZhF@RTHE L v, GERK)

XHR[1]TiE, BHRESEEICEETE LVEA
12, R EROBER»SEFHTEAVEIAICHY YT S
HAEXZLYE, BLWRBAESKRENICEH L 55k
PREEIN TS, ThEH5] % (discounting) & IT
&K, it EBTid, m(AIB)» 54 B 2 EHHT
BOEIAQ-2)DEREEXELE, LW EA
YT 2B EE, BREAESMIFET 2 mAlU)=
m(A) THOADE S, AEHIL, FHHNCET 5 —
RO H[5] % (discounting) RG22 LN TE XS,

¥, mo(ABIEANA ZEAO b Tid .,
(NRKD, HAEEHBNA D7 v (BRERNTNT
VYN V)TE, FREENRA VT VLIRS
BT Eebrd, 2F0, FHIEIANA DTV T
%, Plk(A|B)=P(A|B), Bel(A|B)=P(A|B)TH 3.

me (A |B) 3R A XD — AL T, %
IS & m &40 B BWERICPET 254 (T
HEEREXIZHLTXNB=T, 2% OPI(B)=0)T
&, B#100%EHL T m(A[B) #REHICL AW
(B, B 2) DMARIRERTH 5. A X4
HTiE, PB)=00D& %= PAIB)AKEHKRTDH S —
B, FvI6DO5FHFHTIEPI(B)=0D% % m (B
B)=1T&0, Plt(B|B)=Bel((B|B)=12HE5bh
5.

%72, mg(A)= m(A|B), m((A|B|C)= mg(A|C)
LEFLES. m(AIBIC)IE m(A|B) & Finifg & &
AL, EHLIEFMHCEERAZLDTHS. ZDL
&, KESCTIRET 2 RS AR A 72 & 50,
2%, m(A|B|C)=mc(A|C|B)=m(A|BNC) TH
5. T, FHifEE L&D 2 ORI T 5E
JEOISFREICRE T 5. Haifs & (OE/MER X)
ERUEBFIET 206, B 112Xk > TRMEE100%
B L CCFRERABIL 2V 175 B R FHiE 2 2
DOYWEEED.

7%, Dempster SLHEHINE, HINHE X 58 B2
FIE L OGRS %100 %G L (5O MR
YE), FIET 2541030 7 OWH A FEHT 5 (REH
DOxFFRME) . Dempster SHHID Z D5 HEH & AMETHD
SRMEEAS AR AT 72 TR E 54 528, AEEOxE
PR E: 2 27z X B WERER E B 5 T3,

570

3. [BRZFRMEFLTHHEEA

31 ¥7 375 DEHFRIDIE

i fii D 4FH % | Ichihashi 5 [8]% Dubois & [11]
DI, HRMERm, TRHESh I E&E4MHLT
BN IERET 5. ZOBAOERHREL, &0
(@), (D) IZHEL TRD K 512475 .

() FHifE SO EMBER X L& L %5 5 HAIER

TSR my(Y) TXIZHIFI Y 23R L, XY IZEE m(X)e
m, (Y) % FHAdiE 3 % .
(b)X & YDRFIFG(XNY D) T BHAITI, BHE
m(X) & — H5e2 A R & B4 2 UIZEID $C 5.
ZOLET, WEE m(Y) THEV Y #8 L, UnY=Y
IZEE m(X)em,(Y) & FHAliE 4 5.

RO BB & > THL N2 HERERE ma (Al
m,) TERET R ERXDEHIZHEHIT S,

Myyy (A |m,)=

DomX)yem,(¥)+ D m(X)em,(Y)

A=XnY XnY=0
A=Y

FRAEHIOHE1HEHIZ@)IZLBEDTHY, H2HIT
N2k B3DTH5, (10)XAHWTHMI %4
3 EXANEENS,

2mX)+ 2 m(X)

Mmyyy (A | my) :Zmb @)
Y A=XAY Xoy=o (12)
A=

= > mg (4| V)om,(Y)

YcU

5F, Ma(DIm)=0EHs2T, $§THDACU
LT mey(AIm) ORIZERZ & 1124552 & 8]
5N TH5.

RU2) 1%, PEFREEEmICX2ERERE, &
Y Z2F2 m(ATY ) D my(Y) I & 2 EAN E IS
EoTHEAGNBEZ AT,

T, UTOEMEED, me(Alm,) id m, (A|B)D
EREWIETH B ZENbh 5.

[EH 2] &M BOBHENITHE L%, m(B)=
A, n\a(U):lfﬂ DEETERT. Zok ¥k, mKYU(A
Im)=m,(A[B)CTH 5.

FEW D ADREH WS RO XS IZHEH E R 5.

m; (A |B)=Amy (A|B)+(1-A)m(A)
= Amy (A B)+ (1= Dmy (4 |U) = myyy (4| my)

(REPI#%)
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72, meu(Alm) 2. 280 2 & 312443
ROGMEET 5.
(DEZEORFE m IS L me (Alm) iZREFRE 55
o (B 2 1TS54
2)mU)=1TH3E %, mew(Alm)=m(A) (E
3 ITRIB T 5 410
(22 3 ] miwy (A | my) 13 D 41 (1) & (2) # e §
3.
FERH D 4efF (1) D m(AB)IE B 2AZETAWR D K
B, #-T, ADAKIDEZED A, my 12K
LT mey(Alm,) 2T 2 Z &R TEDIZH S 2,
Z1:©2) tmU)=10kx, 11D)RXLDH my(Alm,)
=mc(AlU)=m(A). GEWZ)
[FlRE 2] MIE 1 TH 2 6 h7zERiiEaicd L, N
M FEHERE LT m(b)=0.7, m(t)=0.3235-% 5
N=e$3. 7270, bld75V FbOHEOES,
tiE2 F7OHBOEATH S, me(e|b) IZHIEL D
EBEDAEOR, mo ) IFRDEHIZKES.

my ({a2h} |6)=0.4, myg({b2h,b2c}|t)=0.3,
my(t|6)=02, mg({d2u}|6)=0.1.

(12) XEMV S L, mew
ns.

Myyy (b my)=0.8x0.7=0.56,

Myyy ({b2h,b2¢} | my)=0.2x0.7+0.3x0.3=0.23,
myyy ({a2hy |m,)=0.4x0.3=0.12,

My (¢ my)=0.2%0.3=0.06,

myyy (1d2u} |my,)=0.1x0.3=10.03.

(olm)IFLTFTD X125

3.2 MOTHEREREZFHOFHAEDOHE

Ichihashi 5 3 ARG S & [AIBRIC AHER 258 % 50
ET2 3OD%MHNERE L 28],
a) %Y 21FHI| (Plausible conditioning)
(X)em, (Y)
" ’ y %‘\Y zm(X) (13)
XnY=0

7ZL, m(@Im)=0. 7, m, OLEDOEHE
FEYIZHLTY, ,  mX)<IAE &R, ik &
NEVWEZIEIRERTDH 5.

b) 15 §H %11 (Credible conditioning)

(A)°mb(Y)
me,(A|my)= Y, =
" Z - 2w (14)

XaY X#Y

270, m(@Im)=0. £/, m OEEOHELNE

2009/8

FYIZHLTY o, mOO) <1 2RGE S, il 7
ENENVEZIRERTDH 5.
c) "RES MR (Possible conditioning)

(A) e m, (V)

A |my)= Y, =

PAIm 2 S 19
XnY=g

72770, m(@Im)=0. &7z, m, OILFED %
FYIEHLTY  omOO<TAE SR, il &
NENEZRIRERTHS.

%, DuboisH [1111& Y = 7 ) —HHI» & o A

ELT, (13) REA< %A FO&MFINZONT
Wam L 77,
mpp (A |my) =D mp (4| X)em, (X) (13a)
X
Plyp (4 |mh)=§PID (A1 X)8m,(X) (13)
(13¢)

Belpp (A |my) =D Bely (4] X)em, (X)
X

FHAMEE MARA D7 VT, m OFESEREN AR
#£4 U 2584 % & %, Ichihashi 50 3 DD 4 M4:HI
(Dubois 5 DO&MFRIE FE) 13§ NTY = 7 U —JH]

—%T5. £/, BB LTmB)=1TH3
LE L CRMEMN, EREEAEN, wRERAHNE, 2
NZN Dempster SFHI, ML ERI[5,11],
Planchet O ZAFHI[7]12—3% 4 5.

REFSLTH I E L 72 mew (0l m) 1, my(B)=1
THHEEmM(o|BIT—HTHLENIEKRT, my(e]
my), my(emy), my,(e|my) & FRIZREE SO 4%
BTHEN, mBRA4 V7Y T, m DESBEHENS
HREAUEZDETLLETEY 27 ) —HHNZIE—
HFLin, ZhiZ, me(o|B) AN A ZE&MRIOIEIET
BOZEPOMENTHS.

L L, me(e|B) B4 XE&MFHIOIETEL
My (@lmy) 282 = 7 ) —JHAIOIER THWT & A8,
mc(8]B) & myy, (o |my) DM A EE T 2R Tk A
WV, 22%@%14:2;5&0“%@3 INESISRAE SCACPIRS
FHIE &L RPN ERICTIET 2HATEMS 2 @%
#Bisgsfsz L %mwé A, NA DEPEHIOPEE
ELTHONSFRMHFINIRERIC LS. HERRICE
B REEIETIE, FMESEITREAICTIE T 585
BHZONTERAELITIEEL, BAL PO %
W Z RO o256 WBIAIL, FMgaRy b2
oW E T ATIEES AVEA) 8BV EE
bhs,

KEZOMEIZ, 2200EEmV(e)m?(e)%

571
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(5)XD Dempster #EAHITHATH2HLAICEL X
. TRTOXE YDHMAENXNY2DTHD L
BRBOIZEBENETH BN, ThEkT5010,
XY= SFDOBAIZ mY(X)em? (Y) & EfREA U IS
0 HTHHE40], XOUYIZEID H T3 HkI31,
41], X & Y IZHHI RS 5 ikl42], XnY= @D
BABEDT XY, XAY, XNnY D 3 FIZHET
243l ENRE I T3,

Hi# [3] Tld, Dempster #5& 02 6 £ %4 Ko
5 (21 EERIC LT, [40]&([3141]% &
O P ORAHIA B A R®D , mc(o|B) & ik
LTW3, ZhsDOFMEINIERMAEBICE TR WE
AICERAHERET LI NS 5708 M | A &
BOA, FROBHA & B 2 3wz, Wi, WfE
SO 2 < FBMF 1 2 Wiz VB2 &7z & v
2, 18] THE I NALMHFINTEM 2, 3 Wz L,
B 1 AW &R0,

4. FELERODFREFAIC K DR
RIEFE % GG CRBLY 5 ki GEAUER) 0 BF
Fmd s, KEITIE, BEAEHEISOOCHEIICE 20
0B, FEHERD 1 2 # AT (G 17 & 5 %P
LUTIRTE 52 L AmT.

PRI RIS LT, KO &5 IZRBLE N5 L — 1
5D

If ye B,then x € 4 with weight « (16)
72U, x, y R EhEhniEs 5 2KES U, U, OB

FEMETHEKT, A B, U, U OEHEAT
H5. EAa € (011IHMENRHOL L 7z & ZIZHEER
RV THEXETHD.

SRS & O T RE0L — L A RO BB B
HiE, RELIBAERELBERD 22125 6h 5
[32,35]. Hi#HIEERL U, XU, LOKEAREEBEIZE -
TA— L ERBT 2 fZ, [23-31]). %E A0
HRIC &k BB O SR E SRR L > TERBT 5
[32-37].

S, WEABRIC KB RHEL O FHERIZL £
BOBBAMIZE > THELR T, Mo T— 42 &
SRR BDHCFEAH 5. FIHE &K
EOF 2V Y e s L, AEZBKD
iz 2! Y % 5 [32,35].

FHEATL—L(16) 2 RBL, HALXEQE LT
B4, BADOMNE LT a=m(AlB) & ¢ = Bel
(AIB) A3 B0, AL TR ZhLE e =m(AIB)D
RO TIZHHT 5.

XC, RO &S ISR L7200 — LD EL mD (Al

572

B) LU, EOIEATER mv 435 2 5 C U, L-0IEATE
# mi &Rk B AEAERIE . KA THE S [33).

mD ()= Y m" (A Y)emP(¥) (17)
YQU,\
F7-, ERITHBTFSE mPA), mP2AlY), mY(Y)

#U, XU, BICHEIRELZZ8 0%, Zhahme (Ag),
mte (A Ye), moe(Ye) &35, 72721, Ac=U, XA,
Ye=YXU, THhs. ZhoxA7)RRATE LXK
Ao hs,

mNdg)= 2w (A | Yp)em (V) (18)

Yp=YxU,
YgU}.

A7) RE W) RIFFA%ELEZEZ6h 55, (17) AT
PIMISRT &5 12X ZHEm IS DWW TIES b T
W35 [33].

(1) XA ZHEdm IS < R

LREA U LKL, Beemiog 2Y Lot
BAMGE LTRIRITRETH 5. L=n->T, mR(A),
mY (Y) & Zzhzh 2%, 2Y% Loigkp,(1Al), P,(IY]),
mo (AlY) %Yt C2% 2.2 54 F o 2%
OHER P (AL YD) LRSI, N4 R KD,

P.({4D)= 2 P.({4} |{Y})e P, ({Y}) (19)
YEZ}LV"l

BT %, LROMRO T, (17) Rk KU1 (18) X

E(19)RIFAFTHS.

NS ZHEFIIED R TIE, RPN SRR
LRBICE#R SN TH 5. (18) RDOLMHHEA
TERDIAIEROERIZ A S,

m" Ay (Y)  mU(Y x 4)

() — —
m'(Ag | Yp)= =
( E | E) (r")(YE) (rg)(YXUx) (20)

DITFARF T, 17)Rb L008) RDiEamA, #iix
WEESET LB BT HHllORAL LT, B&
UG SCCHREE LR LB RICL 24 LT
fRRARETH 5 Z & &RT.

(2) FEHLODAE A2 FE D < ]

Smets 13, BKTTHESS &€ 7 )L (Transferable Belief
Model) [38112HW\ T, GREEREIC & B GEUAE A 123D
HEGm A EEIRE L 2[32]. BimRiEZET L L
I, G2 5 m(@) = 0 DRl AR E, U D5
PEAGE L 2R 2 EF LT BRI TH 5.

BRI & B EEIE A L 1%, (5) XD Dempster &
AR S ERALAHD BN 728 D TH 5.
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ma ()= 2 mO(X)emP(y) (21)
A'=X'nY’

22T, mY, m? 2z F AT A BRI A D

il —2kEL U LOERERETHS., ERE, X'n

Y =@ & a5 HEEEX, Y BEETUE, m (D)

>0 &&B780, FEUERZGERELG 2 5 1358 5.

@D RFERBNIc k> TR EF—TH B LM
FE XN T 5,

ma ()= Xm A |7 e mP (1) (22)
Y'cU

72721, m~(A|B)iZ(6): D Dempster set:HI %> 5 1F

HALAH O B4 TH 5.

Smets 13 (22) A& BIKTTRER ST T ILIZH T % Hdn
KeLn, QOAEFHE, XInY' =& %% mW
EmPOEEEEREX, Y 2AHBE mU(T|Y)>0
L, TOBRM(D)>0L%5.

LhL, 22)RADekEAZU=U XU, L, m,
(A), mRAY), m2(Y)», zheh17)RicE
3 m(A), mY(AlY), mY(Y)D U, XU, EAD
MfEER7Z 45 &, BT RVMEED XYIZXR LT
X'AY' =(Uy XX)N(Y XU ) =Y XX = BTH B0
5, m(IY)=0, m(@)=0»RaExhs. Z
D & %, Dempster &4H & Dempster #&5AHIJ D 1EH
LIEARE T, ZhZh my(AlB), my(A)IZFHLL &
5, F7z, 22) T W) AL < FAFLRET I LA
TE 5056, (18):RUT & 2 HEdwid Dempster #5AHI &
VARG AHNC X % 2 DORHLOMEA & LT
D NG =
(3)KYU RIS & 2 @M

(12) ATHE L 72 KYU &, md(@Y)=0,
Mo (D Im)=0TH 270 22)REHEusr, 1EF
FRRIC LTS 5. 2fRlEA% U=U, XU & L,
12) Rk 2mg(Alm), m(AlY), mM %, Z
hZhA)RIZHT S mW(A), mO(AlY), mY(Y)
D Uy XU, ENOMGEEE 35, BiRmiziz, (12)
KD U, A Y EZhZTh U, XU,, Ae=U, XA, Ye=YX
U S &2 T,

myyy (Ag |mb):ZmK(AE [ Yg)em,(Yg) (23)
Yl:‘

#35. L LODEAR o #F VT HDOEMFHNZLD

L, U, LOREKIER mY &5 4 6 M7= AfEFE kL

FUEMRT2Z L2857, (23)& (18)Ad4<

F%IZAh 5. 2F0, SHMER SRR X TRET SR

MEF AR My I K 2 5L UCTRRATEET S 5.

2009/8

F/, BTHEVVEEOABIOYICHLTANY:
2P THBEINE, ZOBEIE mc(AelYe) = mp(Ac|Ye)
NEXDD., LT,

myyy (Ag |mb)=sz(AE [ Yg)em,(Yg) (24)
YE
LD, L—ILDOEA% Dempster oHHI & I 5
ZLHUEETH .
[FlRE 3] & 28 2 — D DOIRFEHFEOHEAE, HED
FINDFHDOEA % U, & L, A — FIZEF ORI &I
AHFOBIRIZ DOV THIEE m© (X]Y), XCU,, YC
U 2f2LT5. ZOLE, BHFIZDOVTOFE
I mY (V) 23 g, (17) RIS & - THEF A
ATHH AT S I LN TE S, ZOMamkiE
KD 3 ODMMRATEETH 3.
(1) AP & il A LA 0D B AR 12 B 3 2 AN T2 2 16k & il
FARNNZBY 3 2 AHEF 2 M5k & - TR A XHfiin %
1T - 7G5
(2) 4R & [ A RO BE R 12 B3 B AN 92 2 A5tk &
FARI I B ¥ B ANHE I 25 JAk A GRS A L 72 4R
(3) FHFAFUUZ B 2 AHEF MG % 5 & B A
i 12 B9 B SR HE AT

5. ¥&H

KX TlE, FE 612 & > TIRIEIRE & - E e
FC IS BRI E b U, JEARRERIZ & 5 TR
XN B ARMEREGEEEZME T HH LM 2 HRE
Uz, F72, HIFROARHETNE 2 GG 12 & - TRBL
AR SOV T & U, EFOEMERD 1 2
DIARGRSLTIRE S 5 — ML MHI & U TR BE T &
5ZLERLI.

XHR[31IC k1T B #EE 5 DIEIZ, £IE£2100%15
FTE LALLM 72§ RE 3OO, %
No 2= &MEITH 72, 3O0FMFLIE, o)
S IEATER O T HRII RN T H B HEADOE I
BIZREhN B, b) ZBHEATEMEROSMFIZR LT
S RAMRITER I NS, o) FUENEEREAT
HBGE RN L LOSERERIZE LY, Thd, H
o) 1, FEMUETER AN (Z RS B A Cld <
ANHDOEEDEAVERSIBGHTH S5 61, HET
b5,

KRS TIRE LN, SRR 2 &t
BRTHIGADEMATH S, ZHE3EFDI B
DIDOTHDa)eFETHIEEBRT SN, b & )
ITHRY 4 2 B2 LT b,

Ichihashi 5 [8] & Dubois &5 [11]1&, A& Rk
ICARHERBERITNT 2 LMHERE L. ThbD
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FHEHNG, RA ZERABHIDOILIRTdH 5 Jefferey HiHI %
OGP APE L - D L BT X 5. Ly
L, Vx 7Y —FHI(RA XL O TH 25 Z &
EHM ) BT 57280, I o DO&HNEE b)
AR L2\,

7o, KL, PHEFEMEZE RO EEARTER T
B 206k EHO TR T2 HRICOWGRt 2z, £
LT, XA ZHfidn &R T 2 CIRE & W - EF O
Fidild, Smets 5 MWRET IBIRAIRESET VICE
I BAHLORSAE L LT TH S5 2 L, BLUK
LTI T B LA & U CHIFRTRECH 5 Z
LERIRL7, ThET, RO DAY TEll
N7z ERR O — 7 A SRR O M A D T IE Y
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Generalization of Conditioning and New Interpretation of Evidential Reasoning
by
Vilany KIMALA, Koichi YAMADA and Muneyuki UNEHARA

Abstract .

The paper discusses generalization of conditioning in Evidence theory proposed recently, and proposes a new
generalized conditioning with an uncertain belief. It also shows that a conventional method of evidential reasoning
could be interpreted by the proposed generalized conditioning.

A conditioning rule proposed recently by Kimala et al. satisfies the following three requirements: a) focal ele-
ments of conditional basic belief assignment are limited to subsets of the given condition, ) conditional bba must be
defined for any condition except for the empty set, and ¢) conditional bba with condition of the universal set equals to
bba with no condition. All those requirements are natural and appropriate with understanding that Evidence theory
deals with subjective uncertainty of humans, though there are no conditioning rules satisfying all of the three require-
ments. They also proposed a generalized conditioning that loosens a requirement ¢) by introducing reliability of the
condition.

The paper generalizes further Kimala et al.'s generalized conditioning. The proposed generalized conditioning
uses a belief represented by a bba as the condition. Ichihashi et a/. and Dubois et al. have already proposed similar
conditioning rules. However, since they are extensions of Bayesian conditioning and Jeffrey's rule, they cannot sat-
isfy the requirement b). The conditioning proposed in the paper satisfy both 4) and c¢), though «) is lost because of the
generalization.

The paper also discusses the relation between a conventional evidential reasoning and conditioning rules. The
evidential reasoning is understood as an extension of Bayesian reasoning. In the paper we show that it could be
interpreted as a combination of evidence in Transferable Belief Model proposed by Smets et al., as well as the pro-
posed generalized conditioning rule with an uncertain belief.

Keywords : Evidence theory, Dempster-Shafer theory, conditioning, generalized conditioning rule, evidential rea-
soning.
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