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Abstract: Based on the modified conflict coefficient which takes the consideration of classical conflict coeffi-

cient and evidence distance compressively, a new model to dynamically determine the sensor credibility

through data collected in multisensor systems was constructed in this paper. A numerical example in target rec-

ognition was used to illustrate the efficiency of the method. It is shown that correct results can be obtained

when the evidences conflict with each other even in a high degree.
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”rln]’”r:, 0 0.328 8 0.671 2 0 0.001 8 0.003 7 0.994 5 0.8710 0.0140 0.0670 0.047 0
3510
mlr:qmzr’nt ’ 0 0.1228 0.8772 0 0. 000 2 0.001 3 0.998 5 0.9230 0.0050 0.0600 0.0120
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