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1 3]

B BRI . B A, MRS EOR . m MR T SN AR e R I FR SRk A o SR AR ) 2
(computational fluid dynamics, CFD) fEfUE MR REURZS) ). ATl iz 30485 [ 5 5K TR s &
BT HMEENAEN, RO S TR FEaPE R 04 TR NASA %A () CFD
2030 JE S WFFUHR Y, CFD B AT ds BOvh A% ot s Ui A2 5. Hofe 0 20 ml DLPRIN K AT 28 a2 e
vERE, KRR T S WAT S BTk R 0, W A R ] (Slotnick et al. 2014). Y5t [H] I,
CFD [R5 B4 52 597wy vl A5 LI BB T RE ), Cl ok o FE A% O 58 4 ) 1 R B AR 5

CFD ) i A S 2 M) 1 v SR BUAE 55005 R SR R T AR 7 3 0007 1, SR GBI 4 15 .
NS T i v it 52t R BRI g 2 2 0 D7 R v T S 2R R AR G M G 20 D7 R AL, H i AR AT
il 1 A5 22 BB WF A 78 . [, BT S B A BE e A B 19 52 % b 78 s BERI B R A AN Ak A
I — 7 KR B AL, X 5 50 CFD A7 75 AN PT A0 IR 5% 22 RUANI € B2, ] {5 A7 5E. [ 1
e o = Jm ATAA = T1 ) P00 25 S0 TF S 45 SRS (Rumsey et al. 2019). 7] LI & F 2 A 7] 5 F
TS RO AR K, R ) A0 B T ) K U B I X P A AN R R A A . BfE ks L
WIS L HIa6 4 1R 45 TR 3R 3 B0 2 St EL B A ) 44 S — BORI R RN 7 9%, AN TR B 1 S B 4
T SRAFAE 2 ¢, HE 2 AT B AT A7 A5 B2 bug, TF 545 S IE AT RE A7 A6 2% 5. CFD B0l 1) 52 22 AIAS
T 58 S 45 TV R T 1A FH s SR AR D1 TR A DR, A 42 o) TR Ll R ke 3 1) IXURS:, %) CFD W] 45 JiE
BEAT £ 5 7 BT AIE ) AR B . A, 0 T O 07 SRS BE VRO AR TE, [ P A 2 AR A 28 S
R FHE B UEF#HIN (verification and validation, V&V), HAZ.0 T AE & &L EH
5 B ) A 2 RUAN TS o 2. 36 UE 5 A DA BRI R ASE TR S FH i A 200 B 58 s 1) A

FAr, 6 A plR = (ATAA). S E U TR0 b < (ASME). 3¢ [ fi 25 B K J=)
(NASA) Fir [ 22 S8 Jp ik 585 K R Ly A5 BIF FTATL ARG 810 56 00E 5 1 DA AR D B0ME 075 B 40Uk (1) i 2
RIETT ). NASA AE (B 2 UM BRI S5 K g 85 /0 B 2040 fF IR W70 A5 ) il 1
JUAS B, LR IR ISR 5 A . PR SR E AN E R AL R AH DG AL (Liu et al. 2018).
NASA CFD 2030 J& 5t 45 ti 1 22 FIA i & B2 1) 2545 8 & CFD N H 4 /N HUR B BE ) 2 — (Slot-
nick et al. 2014). ASME j§37 T oF SR A4 ) 2. TSR ) S AL R B 2 AR o, BT
il 5 50 UE 55 A DRI AN i B A0 7 T AR EE RS . 96 18 [ KRL 2 Bt [ X F 90 25 D1 4% (national re-
search council, NRC) #ill5€ T 5 iiF (1) = Ik L J5 W RTAR A 1R /S T AZ O fE ) (NRC 2012), JF45H T
B0 UE 5 A DA B0 o T e S e g . S8 L[ B 5 A v ST SUM R R A T A S (CREATE) 4R
XA JEUN, &5 T B S R DA R R O S B AR, T el B ) B R U A BABEAT .
BN WAL R AE B OB KGR TR R, LTI IROL I UE S WA R G, B A A
() CFD Wik 5 i A& &R (B 2), 2e45 7 AsdE. J5ik. PR P & TR (B %ok 2021, & 4

tion, Validation and Uncertainty Quantification 1 International Journal for Uncertainty Quanti-
fication 55V AT A 44 o i 5T 1E e
A ICM CFD AlE L VEO A U)ok i, MRS Nk, Wi T3k sl . T HAP
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2 EIES#IARIEE R A

B UE 5 A A R BE AN & fh 36 [ U S LB R P 2 (SCS) T 1979 4 1 IR # H (Schlesinger
1979). MG M2 5 - LR JTiPh 4 IEEE (1984). ATAA (1998). ASME (2006, 2009, 2012, 2019)+
NASA (2016a). % [E [H i i DoD (1994, 1996, 1997, 2008) 2 £H 2t ) 1 5t £ & tH k%o 56 1iE 15
AT 2 PYIRHEAT B . H R BB, AN SO 50 F 5 A A S AR S R e A S

=, MIGIE S HIIN . RS A E BEAE AL O AR TE B BRI ERATY SR AT AE O3 B

TE AR % (ARG [ ik b, ATAA KA ) ATAA-G-077-1998 45 75 (ATAA 1998), ASME 41 % it 5
[ 4 7 2% KA ) ASME V&V 10-2006 #5675 (ASME 2006) & J& 4k & J& () ASME V&V 10-2019 #x
#E (ASME 2019), £ o8 5 A& J) 27 FAL $405 I A 1) ASME V&V 20-2009 5 #E (ASME 2009),
55 HAE A BB DIAH G, BE B S S S JE ot T30 UE R A DA A ARE, X LA SO IR AR
A DO A PR R A B AR X YR, SRR R A R A SR AR T TR, AR AT R
fift T IEHA 7 FE (Blottner 1990), {H A& 78 5 28 RN i 8 25 2 At S¢S ARAE 138 A7 76 W 243 .

A1 B S8E A TR SRR R, o [l 218 o 5 R R o B S AT L .
RN TP T T 2 TF e T 22 50 B0 56 UE 5 i R T B SCIR & TS, 70 £ 46 [ A0 R B SO 2
fitt F3EH T CFD Bl 5 #iAARIE, 80— & A LR, Hrp SC AR TE 1) e X T

(1) B AR R G sl B W 3 . B0 s A R I B R, SRS Y B
FTH SR,

(2) ML A TR 2 oF S (10 A 2R 96 0 ol R ) 088 R 3 . R o A 2R Sl T A A R T
WIRES )RR, MR R AR ) 2 S B AL RSB S iR v, AR AR . TR R AR

(3) Hp B A A B R . FEQRRIRE IR . WA TR, WIh 4. L
AN ERE IR

(4) VHEABIRL: Br B B B S I S, 3R O U B R SR SE L W SHE AR
5) FRA: L EE A IR ) R
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(18) FEMESLG: e Lo Bkik . 850 UE 15 i DI R L 17T R BEAT B4 LU XS (1 b v A5 491
(19) FRAL: BN RE T, 20 RO BETE . RERS S e S TR 370 Bl e 0T sl A2 5 2 I P 7 SR PR 4 58
]
(20) TR RE 3= 75 Be A a6 Hdha I, 8 P 20 3R MR O # (0 E
(21) A JH 3 S A ATASE O T J01 46 T AR DX k. tho ok DA TN sk, 0390 P e
(22) WA R BEANBI I SCTE 8 L 2 % (H B AN IX Bk,
(23)
(24)
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23 i8I BORAT O o B by BCSIE AR R S AT O O R AT A R
24) FirA R W /H FAE GRS %/ HAE I RESE.
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3 KIES#IARRIE

ASME V&V 10-2006 45 /¥ 45t 7 %0k 5 0 A 19 = 2 B (ASME 2006), ASME V&V 10-
2019 AR AEXTILHE— 20 48 (ASME 2019), Q1B 3 i, i b dh R AE 7 £ BRI 1) 32 22 2 A
BE S BRI B AR L IR L 0 T3 — R R A S48, SR S B A B
PR AN T B AT R ST, P 3 S e b R AC A, R SOAR G AT PR IR B 1 . 6T AR
EAEAL, NS Bt e, e 37 B R R o SR R 8 3 o SRS 1 o A A BRI
55 25 1R B0 AN o A R 50 i R AT LR, E N AR A T SR IS IE A L A B
. 7EBE R A BT, AR 50 E RO 56 AIF , DRI ECE BT 45 SRS 1 S5 LA B

oS ISR DA (¥ F Y, 26 18 Sandia SEH S R AT T 58 B IE S IA T EAE S, fr B R
A R /AR 56 1K I H T & AT (Richard et al. 2015). A 3E— 25 40 46 56 30F 5 A 1R S U7
P, b B 2330 k9T 5 R o R G S R A B 5 o SRR RIS s i 2 i ok
SEEARBEFHT . S0 5 B 5 A A CFD [R5 25 H % K5 30 F 5 A Kl 40 g DU B B 4%
SLEAT, W 4 TR,

3.1 MR ER

BEX) CFD A i 70U T 38 50 v 1) ) e, 23 At CFD i Bl B, i 5 O v o J RS JB2 25K,
PN KRB R . OB PRI G B R 3%, JE0 HeEAT FE 7, )€ CFD %k 5l 7 .

FRRIBT By hy = A9 0, 2 2

(1) 525 10 [ 843 By

IR V&V [P0 %R H .

(2) 14 #41 2: PIRT 4 #7

B GA 8 F145 2 % 73 32 (phenomena identification and ranking table, PIRT), .5 4%
M RFWZHEN, T8F V&V J7 Zilil e AL (Wilson & Boyack 1998, Mahaffy 2007).

(3) 9 A 3: il vH K

e Uk 5N TT 5, 13 V&V 3% 3l w] LUK e A7 445 5 it
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3.2 FIERMER

KA T B BUruE ] B HER AT ORI A s AT 8 8. BRI, SRR
TORE R, Al TE B0 SR I R P M % 22, DR IR 00MEE K A i N R i A B R O e, SRR R A
R AR

B UE & A R BE A T8 U, DR UE S5 SR 73 AT A PR B AT 2 Wl 3 S i AL 45 L) Bl o
s, BT (RS B s R TE S B 0SS ) e, B SR I R mT E, HO(E  fe  JH RAE
BRI I R 1 = .

565 E AT LA A 56 0 7 56 0 P A 2 T . L P AR B A A A s B T AR AR D v 15
TERSEIL R, 75 B L85 AT CRENURE 7 TF ST AS SIS (R R, M S5 Ok A 25 (1 SR 56
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PRAUE BB B 45 2R 5 Ab 21 IE 1.

(5) 19 A 8 Hf vk = Akt

O 50 I B 85 LT BB % 7 o A T AL K

(6) 15 5 9: fiff 1 B A 50

U PR B0 i A B X R

(7) 71525 10: B E ST

TSI IR R, fRUE S E R FE AT E . TR

3.3 FAIAMEX

Fe b R BE A7 BT I S8 A DA RS, TR R DAL, AR I R B P R AN B, SR F
WRE iR AT G SR 45 AL 2 S, VRN RS I, AR BRI B IE R

AT B2 A /S A5 5, 43l a2

(1) 795 2% 11: A RIS 1 e vk b St

R NN TR RN 2 €7

(2) 5 A 12: BB

Y N R RS

(3) 1725 13: #IAE 5
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(4) 715 A5 14: BERLIE R PR AL

T e A R AE T o (R ) PN T 3 R

(5) 7 5 15: BEAUEIE

I v R A5 BB e AR RO e

(6) 17 55 16: ffIA SCAY

PR IE B I T RS, CRUE A VORI AL BN . T ERE . s Y.

3.4 AEEFMNHER

PEAGECPE TR A8 R0 CED 3 A8 T 348 11 n] 4% B2
A BEVEAN B B 23 SR DU AN A, 4 it

(1) 15 22017 R4 AR BE PR

HMEY CED B A4 9 Al {5 i

(2) 17 A1 18: FII fig S VP4

PEALASE TR B 0] A S S o ) ) o0

(3) 725 19: V&V i

%5 CFD 564 5 A 4R 5.

(4) 5 51 20: VA

JiEA A I V&V iEF).
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4.1 KABIEIE

ARG I8 UE AT LA 43 Sy B JoT DR UE A S SV i

AT ot i DR UE A5 TR 8 R AT 2R 48 AR S 75 1E A 5 B DA S AR A 45 8 1 ok S A A R
AT (B ENRE RS WM DRSS &1 3 ) AR AT 4 R A
HORUEZE A i A TR B, SRR AT R MRS e B R A IR AR, DA A A ot i
B Yk 55 2 L I AR Y O PR SRR B R R AR R G T HERSE 1K (Oberkampf et al. 2010). 3 %
T3V R A B B A DR TE 223 A ) R 7 V%

HAE S0 UE 0 AR RS AT S5 1 &5 SR B AT LR Ay B, D) B B SR A AR AR T S
TSI, O S A AT R L T2 R SR A 7 A PR UE AR SRR WA Ak 1) B SFOVE AT I
fy HA WU T . Oberkampf 55 (2010) & 45 T A0E 5L 560k 35 2207 v

(1) faj F ik

R A O AR B B AT b BOPE IOn) B e R AT A T A AR AR A B L s E
IR0 R e AN AR A R A R A B B S T R AT R BRI A T L I AR N, KR A
7 AR BRSO ORI (A A L B R o S B P A AR R e AN A
TR SR 1 B AR 200 3 A A ) s AN AR IR {1 A A Sl R s AN AR

(2) AXHH IA] B 82

A WU 1 i 5 R U PR R AT BRI AR W A R R M R ISR D 5 4 A (] 11 A A Y
SRR H e i 1 7 A% (1) A 56 k.

(3) B HR 2 TEAN

SE i 1 DAl BOME A 150 2 A5 T A T R B R 22 VP AR T R R A A RS AR R L,
FH P 32 00t ) D S50 At K A e ) 22 2 75 3 A2 5 oK

(4) Wessomik

DN B A 0% 22 7 17 B A P o 88 B IS [ 25 (R /N T gk, A 7 A AR 3601 v 1) S A A

(5) K Bl ik

R PR 00 3 ™ s AR 36 G R, 2 S L P SR I A n % B TR 8 A IR, H S
R 2 AT DL F R TR /N . b PO A PR A T AOR BE BT, ST B AR R A R0 UK R . R B
TROO) T A A 15 B B B0k ) it o Al 8 ABURK i e (i A9 8 ) ARG 38 ik 7 V2, RS AT A0
M 50 A8 WAC SN B8 TR S DL 2 R 0%, 01 A 30 S A AR AL B L I RS e 4

K BB DU A 22 2 0 A sl st ) 20 TR EAT o5 K B0 R A A% T T ) RS I il 2 K
RETE, Al v LIRS B2t . Oberkampf 45 (2010) 5 i, 76 PR D0 oL B, 7 00 2 AN 225K 48—
TR R — BN % . AR Rl — 2R 51 T8 T 1) A A T B 1) X S R ) A 5T A% A T R B A
AR ALY 3 22 22 I e 470 T FR RS FEE A 4 AT A7 s A AR AR e 11 1 7L

A0 e A 2 SR Ak TEOUL IR BEBY, 38 5k 25 (Burg & Murali 2004) 4i 1% (Thomas
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et al. 2008) A LEE4A/NE (Hebert et al. 2005) &5 77 %, 3X 467735 W H I AN U fir sk 77 ik N FH Tz,
BT AN PRI,

(6) s ff filt A5

T IR 2 VAL < OSSN X ARG 2 B X A% 77 3% 3 R T 0 R ORI B =
BT PR T A ERAT KSR T VRN G AR T k.

O LIRS

X UAR g S T R, AR 8 T SRR AU A AT, B0E R R AR R SRR
(I~ AT W Be) S, W RAAS 3 O R RRORS A A AR Dl ks SORS RE I, 20 AE 2 R .
Laplace. Burgers 75 #£45. X} T Euler 75 #2, &% A AT M . 25535 (Shu 1998). Sod (1978)
M Lax (1954) W% & SR % . X Navier-Stokes 77 #2, ¥ 1 ] Couette i (HE P45 2018) 45 4 fff
fi#. Norman 1 Philip (2006) M- 29 R AR S W8l « Bl MRES Wi sl P i A R AR R A i 8)
FHDO FRAEFRAS B YA 50 8 R 45 T Navier Stokes J7 F4 FORS 1 fif

£ CFD Uk, 22 AR Le vy REAR D ARG Bf, — SBCHR 2 20 i 4k 2 Jm 1 REMAEAT %, T ]
A5 1 5 RE AN e 76 48 M A I Ji 75 R o 1 2% 00, 3 22 0 A 8 DR AN AR 36 AE 1 A 1) 22 B, AR AR
BRI FE 7 BPE L. B0 Couette W 2h T, 4 ML K A O 2, AT G 32 960 UE A e Hh 37 S IR R 2
A AT T

@ Ni&f#J71% (method of manufactured solutions, MMS)

AR T3 308 N D R 3 (0 A A A AN 2 I s i ke 20 s R 4L vb, R D7 Re S 8B AT R, JE T A
L i R R AL I T ol OO, 4 BUAE IR P U (Roy et al. 2004). ] 3C_EF, MMS J5ik
W — PlORE W0 T30 N W ) 3 B0 A2 18 TR R T R . N 0 R 3 ) A T e AR T B X
(EAT B T 00 B e S it PR 1 A

MMS ] LLJ5 {3t A P % (AR et R 0 AL IR (6 AR e E AR B AN S
e 2 R AR ) ), WA P A 2 R (R TR HERE L P R AR ).
MIMS S 2 S AR A A0, e AR 36 1 375 30 o 3 A T 1977 3. MIMES 79k (1R il i 2 B 7
SRR R I NG R, B SR, T SR A R U 2 A S5 PR 2 1R ARG

76 CFD 43, MMS i 0 & il N H 2 7 NS 4 #2 (Murali & Burg 2002). RANS J7 2
(Eca et al. 2016). =M R X (Navah & Nadarajah 2016). ¥ A543 (Brehm et al. 2015)
LTI BA (Ricei et al. 2015). Z MW BLHL (Choudhary et al. 2014) 5 A% 46 UF T 1.
Marshall (2011) %&F MMS JFk T FH ARSI C + + %, B P E5i R (2010) F 44
(2017) T J& 7 N fi# B9 55, Ghia 58 (2010) 76437 T NI fift 5 32 F0ORS 1 i 7 V5 ARk 55 2
Ji, 45 HE R MM HE A7 AR 56 1E A0 58 55002 Dl A AR s i E TR . B T E DG AL T A B Y
F 22 A1, MMS i 8% $h J2 31 5 A 1) B 5 AE 1R 3 3 K 560k - (Grrder et al. 2014, 2015, Woods &
Starkey 2015).

4.2 FRIGIE

fiff 38 UE 2 5 PR A DR B TR (10 SRR A L FOUYI Y e PN AL 0 ME . T R AR T IR 11 T 4 A A



636 7 7 il Ji& 2023 7 °B 53 &

Fro gk TACRS R UE, R OR AT AH A WS BB R TG R R AR L U T A T
PRI 0 HOR SR At ak R v ™ A 8 2 A R SR AP R R 2 g =AU (1) BB B0 i AN R v
R IR B 225 (2) THANLR IR B AR B R v B R 72, 3G & NIRZE . SETh AR 22 .
IEARE 22 B 1R 225 (3) Ak BEASAUL Han HH 25040 o R 7 A PR A o iR 22 . o) = 2R 22 1) Ak BE R Ay
T, MBI UETE B 53 h =80 W ON B IS E L B R A AL T S AR B T B R E, Horh A ok
T 22 YR A ARG IE I B 1R S X G IR, R I IE TG Bl I N R B AR S A A A L SE R A BRI
LU A 56 0 R 3828 T S0 A 1R U SR T RE A B DE (1) T ) SR A T8 A 1R A B AR 58 mT DL )
B R ) T S AT AT R A
T T o0 e B () B R ZE A T R T A 4
4.2.1 ENREMIT

PEAL 7 AR 22 10 52 Wi I, — RS0 A0 0 T R NLRS FE TR as ﬁ CFD 2 )7, 515 5 & vk S ALK
NEBATRET, R 2, TR AL S R B @SS, B AT E AL
K] DA A2 TR N F 75 3K, TA R 4 N 22 m) DL ZUIS AN Tt
4.2.2 GritHMFIRE M T

Ge vkl AR R 25— M I AR B B R A N AR BEALE IS B0, Bk 2R U7 % (DSMC,
lattice Boltzmann %) . & JF & # B b 75 L0000k I (8]~ Y ok v S 3l 1 3 &, 1K I AN [R) 4 v I
K S B0 3 S I 2 05 8 e v A R 2

Gt vk HhAE U 22 AT DU 3 VP Al OCvE fa H B A R R H L Gt AR LT IR SR ok
fli vt
4.2.3 ERREMIT

IEAR R ZE LA AT T AR T R AR B T A2 (A1) MM ol T, Hopo2 dis 5 R — AP I 4L
(B 55 77 FEAG B0 ) i 22 . B e MW SORTR 3 W8I, 2 AT T 2 ANk AP I BB AR A
AR 2 W U7 1 (Ferziger 1996, 1998, 2002, Golub & Van Loan 1996, Roy & Blottner 2003), {H
F2 [0S S5 o v 850 e I 1Y S AR 1) B — M P WA SO 00 3 8 AT R JE IR Ak o U Tk

B0 AE 5 6 A [RGBl 6 AR R ZE 3t T AN TA] 00 75 3K 70 RS B ol 3ok Bl 2 2 s 2 A vk, il

BRI AR 25 A I B EGR 22 19 1% (Oberkampf et al. 2010). Kb 5 (1K) 2 $OR 0 & FE 1 556
IR AR R 7 B 25 AL RE R v
4.2.4 BREURZEMIT

IR ZE A TR B T FERE 6 R R T R ORE A T R 2 IR A DY R B R 2 R B K IR
ZEAUE. S — FF0 0 RS 3 2 TR BE B (1) 77322284, AR T DUASE A% 7 2 Ak v 2 ) 5 iR 22

(1) I X Richardson #MfE

V0 A1 i LA G o s e i RO AR 0 . A1 A W6 A 2 SR ) P A D, L R A e i RS
Gy B R rh (r> 1), HOE S EUE T LUE TN
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up = un=o + gph? + O (K**1) (1)
Urh = Up—0 + gp(rh)’ + O (hP11)
28 1L 17 H I AR B0E 50T DA B wg—o AN T @ 985 12
02y, g+ O (hP*1) (2)

1
HH 3 52 B RS i) R 7 R R T 0 0 i A PR, S N — 2 A T T B SRk ) e
B O 2 A7 A T A DX s, R R T I L Ak R R =X (1) AT e/ = e it v T RORG it At
FES AR 22
(2) GCI J7ik
A5 S B e ) AR AT e H I0OUEI0KS B2 B 55 T 2O BE B AN — B0 IS B0, 3 I 8 A 22 Al o i Rl
15 BE AT HEI, 12 0] 8 B A by B8 AN 5 B2 A o) R ]l 7 07 REORS B0 AR R, 81 AN A 2 B2
WINFIAN 2 . Roache (1998) 2t T P WL 845 F5 (grid convergence index, GCI) K Al v £ {i A

il 52 S5

Fy

I:
QOr= ———

|f2 = ful

SR, fo A fo 73 ) 2 S RS R R A% BB A, P 22 A D1, ol e vy AA: 380 A% 0 A 0 AN
W€ 0 f1 £ GCL, iZ A% o DX 2 AT 95% (845 . Roache 5 H 41 R A PIE RIS TH 45 R, it
I JC A v LIRS BB, DA 3 1) p OB 20K BB, O 22 4xild WL FOOK 3. WA =& DL E K
A%, AT DAL RS BEBT p, 5 T 20K BERY pe EAT XS LE, ARAE SR 1 e AT P AT p A

Fz1 FA GCIHITHESIRER p M F; BFYEUE (Roache 1998)

D —pr
p— bt F
‘ Dt ’ P
<0.1 1.25 Dt
>0.1 3.0 min(max(0.5, p),pr)

(3) W& RITTTE
8 F) N TR SE ) CFD SR 4% #  2 1) kg kg 5, 222 A04E K (1) s BEal b, 1Y
TR =P HUEITIE R (Ega & Hoekstra 2014), 4374

— B TT

fi=fo+ah; (3)
B T

fi = fo+ Bhi (4)
—Br/ B A T

fi = fo+ ahi + gh} (5)
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¥ (1) 5K (3) ~ (5) 4G, MBEAUA 15 25 5 /N IR TTAE oy B vt 2 A vk i J I B A

(4) 25 UL Bl R 2 AL 71

Richardson 73 HT J5 2 5 %2 &2 > AE = 4% Jay il — Lo 5l Jn 25 (0 I b LB AT V145, 0 - 52 b = 4
SEARHIE KA, WA AR SR S 2 1 FE I 1 I AR B X IX —HE L, Venditti A1 Darmofal (2000)
P T TR AR B R ZE A TE UV PR OGN JE ELHR AR, T A DR S b
SEAS B IR 0 1 8 R A B8 5 R AR A8 IE A 21, AR HEAS S R v 470 9K 75 2 3R A 25 19 6 5 3 11 D9 4% R 0 AT

TRV IR BRI LY R, R R 53 2 8 A it e 48— n 2% RN — Z50n 2% 223K 1 19 4% )7 41
A5 2 R A R R R SR 3 T b A T B T O T R AEE AR AR AR IR R, AT AT R VR 3 SR A A )
T A5 5 ), 0T AR DG T Tl ) 2 AR 2 A T AR B A BB

5 INWEERZE

5.1 AT E

HRAGEBAA MRS RGNS, RREEAFE & L THRREZEZ . 2WHSRE
VBRI AN TG 2 A5 A . PR ATAA G-077-1998 15 B, ASME V&V 10-2006 1 B & ASME V&V 10-
2019 A5 HEHS 42 R B R 2 o il T35, B 0% R G FE B JZ B, BN 2R IEA TR
T A

BN RS AV =, N BRI R BB RG)E . FREE . EEE MR,
KFEANCERGHBE A YIS (ATAA 1998). Bl 5 MW i) 85 £f 55 45 T v b e o
AT T HANZFoRB]. RGJEN NI 53 JUAT S50 e 38 B AL 22 R AE , et R4
Bl R G T RS20 N & S REPE R GERMEAE . A b ST i R B JLART G ARG . — S AH SE () 1 B AN
WAE R AL, W SBh /3BT 37 7 ZR G B R AR E BRI B R IR e L SRR L AR S5 4 i e
Tl v SR AT s TG I R BRI LA S5 L SRBNRRAE, A0 T 5 A0 T e R R )
52 HENITHEEENK

B U7 AN PRI R 0 LS AR BL R (A, A AE AN T BRI R ZE RO 2 5, R
b ) 3t 78 73 B AL P 3 AN GE L, A e B RE S R A P A 1) 22 5, 3 Sl DRI KU

NASA (2016b) A A HAE H7 EAN E LB AL 1 BN S B A5 AN R 38 70 SRANSRAE . iR 1K)
i 75 AN 2 B2 AL T+ RE B SR0I O 7 AN O B« AN E FEAR R AN E BEAME . AN E IR A A
MLV S (B 6). mT LA E BE B A2 — AN PE RO R, JL b ANl 2 B 70 R AN 2 DR
DR B H R A RO 2% DR R AT 00 2 AN BE R AR AT I X 73« 0 A1 85 K U7 VA R N AN
DRV 25 010 3 R B o 5 98 ) O 22 AN 80 2 B Ao o 00 P A B U R A T BT SRR 5 LN IO AN B 5 5
PRI i 22 AN Aff 52 JEE Ay v B2 A R 8 T S 5 LN IR AN 2 58 5 AN 58 A 8 B A g AN ANl
JEERTASEAUL £ SR 1 5 00 AN 52 J5E A1 48 0% v et 9 DA S A 4 2 I P AN ) ANl 0 55 AR B 2R A Al
T2 R EE A A T BB ARAN 2 S5 5 M S VP AN 3 T AN o S5 A0 45 R AT P REAR T 70 BT

LR Br CFD ANy 52 B AL TAF =24 72 LU R JLAS J5 .
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WRILH, 15 4, B 55 TS IR T 22 B0 R 5 B AT 9T Ik i

639
™ e R
S o 1 TEERL
=
- : e SO0 ) ;
HEER 5% naga| (W5 wskss R4
T R4
R
ms| | wmmns| |Easp e | |BERER] | L
R | |tk | e | |G IRETHE | 1 g o
& s
5 A 7 AT 3 A B R R Bl (Oberkampf & Trucano 2000)
BB | ————- AERERM | ———— - SEFUQII B
I I I
AU E R .
Bor R HFET S
I I I I | | |
e RWE MERER  SUREG P e g | PEREIAREL
EAE  RERIL BRI e i UG
- mriR | [+ X T NN R L A
o | ot | [ | | | R | | SR e || 2
BLA ||| | || D || IESR | | BERUS |  HEIE T
AL BibL% ksl I () RHERE | [spio A e
CEAIA | | e - BER oy
DRI RN s
- G KR e
L A
6

T L E A K B E 5 (NASA 2016D)

5.2.1 RiEFZFRIE

KA A SRR AT FE A AR KR ANA E I 3. NASA (2016b) K5 AVH 52 K 2R IE 04
LU LR (1) BB (2) 4G (3) BTN g 225 (4) BB 22; (5) MEAUAEE A Jm A AT
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WK G 43 BT, A 2 8 B o B (o R A 0 52 12 ) oA 0 AR o 7
B L 72 1 45 o 58 5 O 1 e 5 SO A 8, 4 T BRI B, IO b S Bl
ST D B 4 0 14 2 0 LG S S L B2, PP 26 0 T MR b . B M
BB BRI HICK S (TR RRE B 2018). AR R 5 T B S RS B R
5, T BB A SN T > A A 5 R 7 AR A K s £ R PR D 8
AT, AR IS . W ASREERAS . DK (AN NT . B BEALBDIE RS (b R b
D018). Tt L 56— AN FL P B AR 8 52 181 2%, B BLAR 0 5 WA 0 R 0 5 [ 7, DR A Y 2 AR
. LU A A 7 e AT 24T, 6 24T 77 58 W M £ (probability-box, p-box). % 1
B 5 ] AL A SO R A 70, o T 4 R B 2 e e X B

FRH] CFD FUs, B (BB . fooy VR . RA R4S, B4 (B SH. ki
Gl BN SO RO SRR T 00 AR i 5 KU

5.2.2 BRI HMEELE

SR E FEAL TR 22 TAE R AR 45 8 A€ S UM ECE RAENS DL T, WS € BEAE &R
b AL B R, 0 A LB PR AN S RRALE

DR R (2015) R AN T B AL R ) £ B vE R 45 o i R .28 (1) Monte Carlo 28 U7 %
(Fishman 1996, Loh 1996, Niederreiter 1992, 1998, Stein 1987). 1% Jy i faj ¥ 1 $%, {H J& 5 B AE
KBRS BEAS 2B RE RS 451, (2) #3077k (Liu et al. 1986a, 1986b). % J5 ¥ K B ML
A AT H A A Taylor 20 85 e I, — M LN H /s ROBE 1 Bl AL S N\ 10 82 (3) & J7 78 7 ik
(Zhang 2002). 1% 77 V% tH B 46 BEHL 7 B2 R, 41 3 BEATLAR (6 25 B Ge v A A 1 7 B, (AR 2451
— R BX HREATE . (4) 2 I 0E T /7% (Wiener 1938, Ghanem & Spanos 1991, Xiu &
Karniadakis 2002), 1 4 fik A IR 22 T 05 . 1% 05 v6 6 B WL AR £ Bl WL 30 A\ AZ B 16 22 100 38 2 ]
BRI, M8 2 12X 00 1E A8 PR i A9 ) e T ZR BRI e Ny FR AL AR 7 v AR R ONARRS S R
FE, FETT R BUMIEST J7 RE 4l o0 B2 2%, SRR . (5) BEALEL B ¥ (Babuska et al. 2007, Smolyak
1963, Bungartz & Griebel 2004, Xiu & Hesthaven 2005, Xiu 2007), t Jy JE ik A 20 IR i £ 10 5 7
Wi % ITIR R RERE TR AT 2 B R I, AT ] B HORE A 38 o B8 AN 23 B (] U 20 A 49 31 T R
. 1E AN A TR 2 U T T SA T AR Y R %L (Schaefer et al. 2017, B 45 2019),
ke fi AR B R % (Dunn et al. 2011, Platteeuw et al. 2008). KRy &F (5K %5 2018, R nw &
2018, LW Al 45 2015, Mariotti et al. 2016, Avdonin & Polofke 2019, Zhu et al. 2020, Wang &
Zhang 2016). 3% %% (Loeven & Bijl 2008, Liu et al. 2017) #& 1 M T 8] B X~ (1) 5 25 45
2013) S5 AN 5T 2 BOR BEAR TSR IR 1R S WA B d N 2 B0 B R T B O, YR 22 Ty
V% SRR A SR ORI G I, 7 A R R A ) R R A AT B T A o vk, S H &
¥ 77 (Blatman & Sudret 2010). i B A4 J7 7% (Blatman & Sudret 2011) 15k (Nair &
Keane 2002, Raisee et al. 2015) %%, DLIOR FEARBEHL R TF 20 (8] () 4E 4. 45 R R WX L7k 5 58 8
TR ¥l 22 T 27 V2 AH EE RE 8 7 AH X B0/ ) T B BEAS TR 77 AR K AR AH 2 1 &5 2R

YR, TN S 2% 2R SR A A URE I RE ) 1 R, T 22 2 2 R A AR BASE AL AR ST Bl R
gt A A AR B BE T 7 1k, BRAR AN 52 A5 R WF 50 R BEAS 10 75 SR . L R A B R 7R A 5% 2 07




#5310 WRILH, 15 4, B 55 TS IR T 22 B0 R 5 B AT 9T Ik i 641

SRR |y sk R (R VR AR R R S ) LA, JE ek 45 G B Rl R D v B O Y SR TV,
O&A TP TRENH (F#8 % 2020, Bhattacharyya 2022, Huang & Giacobello 2022, Kawai
& Shimoyama 2014, Liu et al. 2020, Rumpfkeil et al. 2017).

5.2.3 NI HEEENK

W EIANH S BE 75 BRI RPN R I B 73, ATAE SR LG . T REPERLE . X [A)
ST ERBUR BEHLBORIELE S (th R B 2018). 2k ANE B NS B R4 I DU AT
(9 2 SR e o3 A i, o] DR FH A5 BE WL 2 O 52 B Al — S0 7 ik A s B, H aess
SRk T BRAETRIRE, y BAR DI 23 R A3 5G i i kAN 52 DRIV R A A0 B A A
FZ I, A DR A UE S B9E T ek R e S ik B R . I b ds B8 (Shafer 1976, Sen-
tz & Ferson 2002) 4 A& i A O 0 A5 S5 A FH 26 A 4 73 e R A 34 i BT AT ] e 2 € ) A AT R
20, RIAMEAT R A LR B KR B AL Ay Pl T e 52 SLRIMER by R, £ AT B 45 )
IR R B2 ] 1 22 A B AN 2 L
524 RETHEEEN

ARG THA LA ESH, XA NHAESH, & DS AT LA E S
B, AE R A TEHA R A A A R AN B 2 I, 7 SR IR & AN o2 R AL T vk M R
X (%) J2 Wk 8 5 358 BE LR ED AN € 20 TT R, 3RAS R R MR & 70 A (Eldred &
Swiler 2009, Swiler et al. 2009).

5.2.5 RALHAEEENL

BN E PR UE T B R b i e Hihi % WL, U m, BARRILN: (1) f74E
Z PR RE MR, AR N B R FE ST AN GE 5 (2) M B L BE RS 1 SR A, th BRI SK
ILGAFAE — 5 IR TN 22 . 55— b 0 o2 2 R ISR 5 100 7L, 3 FH 00 75 30 0, 368 Lo J0p A 70 7 12
(Park et al. 2010) Fli S %1k (Zio & Apostolakis 1996). LI 37 A 70 S 34 38 % & 76 A 1 56 2 %
RO B0, T DU S s SRR AT AR 5 00 e, BEAT 22 B B I ACT- 1) T U 4 2 Bkl R A
ToAR B B B O T, L 5O LA U AR B A AT 2 B R I BT 2. Riley A
Grandhi (2011) FIJ i DL $i7 456 RSP 34 8 5% 7 AGARD 445.6 HL 3 87 45 1) /00 1) 45 700 3% 8 N1 52 )2
XF T3 MG DL, Voyles Al Roy (2015) 38 ik i AL A B 557 SRAS AN 4 i HE B2 47 BRI 10
ZE5E, Y5 N 0 A5 R R A0 A R B AT R, MR R SR AE B 1) AN E JiE . Kennedy 1 O
Hagan (2001) 4 ! fig 05 [7) I 58 Ji 2 R ok R 70l i 22 22 45 1K) DU 307 7 vk KOH HEZE, o° (2) =
py™ (x,0) + 6 (x) + e, Horh o () /2 RAEEAE {7 FLR) B AR 40 2 57 10 s 22 391, B0 A v Tl 7.

5.2.6 TNHEEEZEAEIR

B A R Z BB S8, PO AE 2 B A 32 W [m) 5, T8 1T B OGO 1) 2t 22 U5 A
S DN 3N 7 B A SR AR RN 2 B . Bea S8 TAUE M S A EML R, fr i T BUE il 48
WX IR P A A A C (Ega et al. 2019), LA 9k ORIy 25 S0 2 45 30 35 5% W AN o B2 14
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453 (Ega et al. 2020). PR AE AN 5@ FE R AL, PN BT A ] G (0 AN A o TR 38, 7 25 7 B AE 4
SXof - SN A XRS5 425G L. NASA CFD 2030 &5t 45 H 75 Z 4 5 2% e B A A 1) 45 2 F A1
RS BUE R ZE . S REHLATA RS T

Roy Ml Oberkampf (2011) $& HHME R G4 Ik, MK FIE T S50, BE B 5] NI A Hi
SERE, MR G B NI ATY R, B A BRI E B KOH HEALK S 4. Bl
oI A 22 RS0 R AN S B — % 18, R ZUR AN € FESRG BAGRE ). REZY 2R A EE
BT DU e vh Jy s AN o B 2R G A HE SR (BB S5 2% 45 2023), 4 HUE B LR & AN T FE AL
LT — AN AT .

5.2.7 BN S

S CED {5 A R AN E VEI A2, 99 2891 VR4 0 M AT I 3R N2 5 1, JlAT AT L
3 9035 i 2R FABUREAE 20 W 5 35 05 30 ) B S PR3, B 1) A A2 2 . B 0 S0 20 0 40 D9 L
] LAy Dy Ja FS SRR A 23 M U VA N e SR R 3 B i BIAT K 93 R S R A O3 U VA
PRI 52 1R JR 38 AR b Ak, S6F BT ATE S0 R 3R AT AL Taylor B FF, ¥ 4 H AR &2 56 ANl 2 2 4000 I 5 4K
VR BB b %07 VR SERIE, (H AN RE S B> 2 K sl 22 A 2 B0 A8 1 A1 G B th ANl o2
JER DTk, N A BR . 4 R RO 2 A D v RT DA R AN S i N S A A T 2 ) P AR A
RUER MRS . W R IR R AN A . Bk Tr ZE 0 MR AT VAR . Gan
SEN (2014) 45 A AR A BOR A RE 7 I VRGN I8 T 25 R BBURE 23 B 5 iR AE K Bl g 2 e R Y S
b BL. I A (2018) X 4 Jm BBURE 73 BT 7 iR HEAT TRV 4

5.3 RIEHWAHEEEWL

Aiff DR B0 2 SR IO 1 DA T s B ) T 2L B, ATAA. ASME (¥ 4% #E Fl Sandia SE 5
RS HSR U T A R T R0 K e L . ATAA SRR P RS T ARG B
HISET I AE I (ATAA 1998), Oberkampf 45 FLER T i U AR 560 AN 7] T 4% G 1 56 1 JLAN J7 1D, 32
T 6 AT & PR SR PE AL A AR S (Oberkampf & Smith 2017).

CFD 56 11k 55 fff oA o 2l 58 SR PRI a3 K500 A oy SRR EE B, b 56 2ol iR RS e 4 ik T
B IR RS A — A 2 IR R A B, A — BT T A 1 S ) A 4 5 ) A5 R
FEYRIRE A, I 5 0 ) b5 20000 45 AL by v S A 0 WU S AN E B2, 20 THEAD 90 AEAR, [l B bR A
AL MORAT T G AN B3R R d8 ), HIR 22 55 AN S5 40 S M K2 SR e vl 7 14
B bR AE 25 AN T BERR O A AN 8 B, SRR ARG T 7 43 B I AN 8 BEFR O B ANl 58 2
AMSE HR T GRIGAH E E A UE) (ASME 2005), ATAA HAR T W KRR 56 (0 A ff 5 1
PR bR (ATAA 1999, 2003), 7177 7% L5 [ Br bR AE AL 20 2305 HE DR FF — 20 ATAA brifEfiliaR 1 X,
TR 5 AR (¥ 57 TR 2V, B RRARAEANE . KU T A . BB I
B AR ZE 5. BRI A, R UE IS S AL T PP B0 AN B a8 1R 7 V2 RO G 1R ZE PR I BRI
B BEVEAL Tk . REATHE R BENLAH & B 45 AT BEME S . RGN IR A& BE ALK IR
] S 5 45 R AR 3G RG2S T B8 DA D v 00 B A5 A T wd W, R B BRI R
FHF R g« D0 AR
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5.4 MIAE=E

At N B R ) DL AT B 4 SRR L S 5 IR0 2 S AR i L 1 20 AR R A DA R A A
PR 0B DA S RH AN 8 MR IR DA . A% S8 R PR 1R B A B R P o B 4 SRR
56 &35 IR I 248 0 R 2 R 0 R 22 . AN E T A DA R T it 4 i % R A 07 TR B R RS
REAF LI AN S

AN € PR IO R T SR AL E TR AE SRR IR A B R A AN E PERE SR R Y
BN . Liu 55 (2011) £ A A 88 07 V2 A2 1 48 N AN BEA R BT, A6 1B A A V2 A AT AE R
BUAS T 8 PEHE R, A WA B 5 05 3 00 9 DU b (1) 28 i R e K 56 (Classical Hypothesis
Testing); (2) DU i Al -1 (Bayes Factor); (3) #il % [ & (Frequentist’s Metric); (4) i & &=
(Area Metric). B & J& TR WA I 1077 %, fedn ok 80 5 B SGlge Hdl 2 5 — BUn g e L CE
15 BE, AHAS W) 3 G 5 — SRR R (B0 R ) RIS — 2R ah R (RI<ah b %) (Jiang & Ma-
hadevan 2007, Ling & Mahadevan 2013); J& W # &5 T RHBS () J7 1%, REAEGETh 3 X 45 i B 45
R 5 Lz I0 Bdl 00 i 2 R R, T O Al L R A W 07 OB R B S50 B Al 2 T — 2 (Ferson &
Oberkampf 2009). [ [ & A8 FH 7 S04 0 S AR 00 A1 ok £ 5 90 B4k 10 0 56 ) A1 ok £ 8] 1) T
UK A AU TSy 3RS0 () — 2k, W 7 s,

BT DA I AN T 5 HE 28R BRSO A [ Ah 2 2 AR TR B R R SRR B BEAT TR, A4
(2014) e X 1) A2 5 e A 4y 39 2 23 A, R 38 29 23 A1 1 52 B 20 A e B A T 56 DX T) ey 3 5 A4
D<A Wi 8, T P 2% 538 20 A ek B0 8] 16 T AR AR D SR A D B . Wang 45 (2018) #h i T AL 481
TR B, S T b X1 AR T A PR 20 1 00 R RS A A 0 TR A ANE E TR 1Y
BN B, TR PN A2 3 A M S B T 0 i AR R R AT TR BRI LS B LN
(2022) M) Z5IR 3.

5.5 HHASHRE

B 25 BOR E AE AN S PR Ak B il RBURIE 9T 1K) S 2%, AT LA B O A A E PERE SR T ) B L
TS HE R AN 52 R AE 28R 1 S BB vE . 1 2 PEAE SR T I S BURHEAL A, 322247 Shuffled Complex
Evolution (Duan et al. 1992), #8138 k% (Kirkpatrick et al. 1983) Al % T A4 B AL A (14 4k 15
(Wang et al. 2014) 55755, X275 5 05— BRI 2 508 45 B0 07 B AP PR 56 45 2R 2 18]
P R R g0 TN %) T2 (] AT SR R) L R AR D RS ANEE MERESL T 1) S HUR HE %
JE& BRSO AN U 30 s 1) AN 158, 8 DU ik i T R L B AR T
Begs i Z s R A vk, i a0 Bt S0 2 800 A, RS S Al vE . DU S 7 v 2 S K]
KEESFF R Y (markov chain monte carlo, MCMC) 45 J7 V215 21 2 B0 1) B BORE AR R AE. DU 307 5
125 B % 0 S B AR e By . KO HE 2R A8 HY ey 307 B AL Ik R A8, ] DA A 45 s 1K 56 24 b B P R
. Arendt 55 (2012) 5T KOH HEZY, $8 i T Bidetl ity DU-$0r 77 3%, ¢ A Az A8 A

6 FRIRIRIE

CFD Ktk 55 i WA 15 AN T SEAE ST 200 . 4.1 15 20 17 6 ik wb A0 P (RS it Ak A D A 8 i
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1.0

B 45 R

N\

THI AR EE

AN

BB AE

&7
AR B R A (LR ELE 2022)

WIES), AN IR T 4 T R AR NE . A nT 5 00 B 1 b v S, G NASA 130 i A
U] (https://turbmodels.larc.nasa.gov). ERCOFTAC #2245 (Casey et al. 2000). NPARC
55 UF 5 A A 5741 (https:/ /www.grc.nasa.gov/www/wind /valid /archive.html). QNET-CFD = @
4% (Hirsch 2008). AGARD %41 CFD i\ ik 4 #i 4 4 (Vidanovic et al. 2014). FLOWNET #{
i PE (Marini et al. 2002) 2. 3% 2 o 8 T 2000—2004 4F (1] 2L 2L 0E AT T 4 <% T CFD Tl
FH (% J5T 2 R0 0T A5 82 1) 8 2% QNET-CED” (1 K BURF5E I H , S0 A7 298 43 5K, £ BAFFU
FALHE CFD %018 P Rl AR 52 ik 21, QNET-CFD 856 7 FJE T3 6 S8, 405k 4
WS ) e L3y e arad B . BOK D 22 R 22 4x; £ORESIM HVAC; 3185 ke KN
Ui B R S T AT 1) A SR DA K ARG R CED B 18 AR, S O 53 Tl
FIPR AR 43 T BE AR B AS . B 70 B3R A — A 2 R AU R R A R B A 4 PRI, SRR IR
AL T O R 22 BN F Bk an ] A B CFD 1 e S B (0 g 38, 3X 440 0 QNET-CFD die A7 78 I 5
Bk, CED )R] A5 5 FH 5T K P R e 453 31— 204 i (Hirsch 2008).

BB AR, A ¥ 52 NASA CFD 2030 Jt 55t th ki Sl B0 — 8 43, 56 [ [ By 38 30 39148 5 e 7 1Y
CREATE-AV 55t H £t 54 57 5 038 8 A 456 56 7 50 O F P B o — 4R D g 1E PR
UE S HEAT IS0 AIE AR, LA R T — 218 N W (1 49 B 1) S8 HEAT 1) 3R PR DA T4 (Hallissy et
al. 2014). X LE4) B e 5092 b5 A AR P AR Y H A T s IR — A R W AR R AL
] 53 2% Ve FVR B 52 A Pk 1 5 A 540, Bl 8 o, XSS B B AR I — A IR A IR B AH OC, RE e
BARIERTT« VPSR =5 B P 5 %k CED 3k X JEAARL T 45 1 75 oK

[ 2 S 8l AT R LR CFD B0 AE 55 8 D IR bR BB 75 K, 58 BB A B 7 VA 56
UE S B BRAE L MR 38 S A B0 F 5 A AR . TR ) S U 5 A A AR ASE L R B T SRR
A Y A 3 53 (10 A 6 B 5 IR . HG v 5B A A0 VR 2R A A8 - 2202 Oy CFD 3 A 11
56 VIE 475 20 B A A I 1 s o A0 T KO B AR B R RS A A AN (ML) SRS R AE AR LA T
PPA CED B AP0 &L )2 28 o BTt RA R e 56 A ) iy 40 e g, AT 3k
X173, 3640 ANbRAE. TR ) UG UE 55 A AR H] T PR Al CFD JA X T2 R /AT 38T, m Tt
Jiv RIS AR PE I TN e D), $ TNV T TS 75 5K, 40 o KL EE 'L, NI K


https://turbmodels.larc.nasa.gov
https://www.grc.nasa.gov/www/wind/valid/archive.html

% 31 MRYT 5, B4, B S v S A ) 24 300 5 B i ok 645

o BRI o WHCH R IR
ERI (HFE. 3) G AR

o R XA )

; o Jam G ;

N7 ¥ o AR E| ez
o UKZ 7 i

o EHHLE alpha—sweep

¢« ONERA M6 ML
o KU =R
o 7= /I BV
. . o E IR IE AT SN .
=4, HAE o SR B B R Z RIER )
o =4 HER/LEX iR
o S
o FRASIAN, (BFAEAY /FEA)
e _ PAS
® R AN R o AN (HiR)

= 8
B iE 5 A A R % 0 4 32 5] BT (Hallissy et al. 2014)

Bls SRR AT T BT mol VAT S AR D 323wl RAT 4%, I8 20 AN, R Al i SR 96 11k
LA T PPAl CED BT Tl 28 5 A Jie v ke e i il (14 Ak R BE ) v [ 22 3l ko 5
JE A B TR B SR . s AR SR R TR RS R
FHEEP . R R Y AL TR AE SRR U R BRSO T 14 TR B
KBRS, 065 K 5% L 3 5 4 5 AR bR B (CHN-T1) 5% (B 9). /DX WE AR (CHN-
F1) W% @I A5 R B s ks 1 BB AR TR A - A -4 B 3 Mol B . TSTO 25K
RATER G o B KR SR LB R SR O AR T AR T U BOE WA L RN
BY T2 TP A = YT SR AR . R RAT S BRIk G M SR . RS
SRR o B AR Y N KR L TR PR R BN g A S R 2 IR S R BRI A, 3R
7RIS W P Beds UL S5 R, O CFD R A 32 16 17 i 74 58 11 e A8 S 4l

7 IR

7.1 HUEE

56 0E 55 A WA KRR T S R AE B MO AR UL 6 5 A R LA SR, FE AR AR R A B
Jenfi b, @A RS e YRR RS S BB T A

22 B D WE T R 0 TT R T B AIE S A B PR, B A it AN A XU 1K 56 A
KR E ST 2 (0 e B S BdE e, HoAT SR N B B B T SO AR R R
Bk oAU E . BROE R, REUE B EIIRE, BEN M T SR ARSI I AL SN
NHRS, i D CED B A 2 A R AR A B PN & SR AR S P H i s i ——
NS G ERAREI AT SR T RN & e S e Wl o2 A S R LT S e 1 SRV T T ol e 7 ]
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CHN-T1 A7 & 2 KU 8 7 % 5 45 R

(https://www.nssdc.ac.cn/mobile/nssdc_zh/html/task/cfd.html). IR A& A () 504 95 95 B2 45 89 4>
P AN B TR BR UE 0, R 12 RIE AR BN RFAE . 10 R SR T RE N ) . 15 ARSI DL
10 Fft R R .

Ji s VG 22 T o SRR B ST T RF 2L T RE T 50 UE A DA Bk e ) T R B o v A ) A 3 T
Y, HiSL T B UEH N LI . SR TR b ot S 5 ORUE AR 5. DA SRR 20 A A7 Ak A T 1) 9
2530 Hbw, 756 T Web J7 301 CFD 56 3F A A DA B8 P2, Bk T 76 4 ml {5 B 7 6 I IE 8 52
Ff TR AT D S B s e T R g Y L R T Wik BOR, #120 @57 T — % CFD 8 i
S B AR R R R R g, SRR AR KA IR A B AIRRAE ER . AR R
SR T e s 7 ROBCRRAE B R G0 B S I D) g, R e 080 ) /3 CFD BAF vl {5 15
PRSI S TS

7.2 BILNRFES

>
z

1 304 A A [ Ak et 20 B R Tie 48 T 1 Wi, Thoughtworks 23 7] JF & 1) Web JF i
H 3l 46 W T H Selenium, fig 56 ik 5 FH F2 Ry A5 AN [5) 30 W0 % R 454 &R 48 32 47 16 15 B 7% . Tel-
erik 22 7 JF K f) Web H 244 & T H Telerik Test Studio, 1] I T~ Web. WPT & F () FL1f . 1)
AEMiA . Apache ZH 241 FF 35 & 7738 T H. Apache JMeter, REf&Xf HTTP Ml FTP k45 #8 24T &
T3 HEREMNR. 5 A& G AR A [ 2, LA CED SRR BB 1F 57 1 72 A 35 32 45 18 57 FNVF 1
IS B T EIT R A A B oI S R A I DAL, 3 T RE AT X AN [F] R A
F18) B s N R [ I 0. bk A T2 3R 1 20 A Ik T L A A A, (H Y A 6 CFD A 1)
A R[] )00 T 4 S

AT RCE B BRI A R R, b R R W S R R b S T B A Skl
B AR OMFFSE T 6. P & 18 ok 8 7 B0 48— S0 B ds 2 fan N F i Lb s v B AR
CFD A AU B S () 15 00 T, I AC B2 GUI 2 4E 5t 1, B shib AT A g i, A 3t &  H 41
8 308 549 S I s R v B, 1 SR v B 45 SR OO0 vk S A5 R EAT R EE A B, PR RS B R k4 T
RN G BT, Wk S8BT T R WA, B ) T O R BIBAATIE e AL . ]
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% 31 MRIT V5, B4, B4 o SRR ) 22 5600 5 B T 9 30k i 647
WAL B AEITE R AR R,

73 AMBEEENLIER

HurE W AT R T 2 3 AN e s A4 & . 52 [E Lawrence Livermore 250 % Jf & T 3t
T C + + WIFUEFE 7L PSUADE (Tong 2005), Jh K &5 2418 1) UQ 43t 4 41t 56 48 1) e vk i
AT AT Gl L Ay 24T W A 7E Linux R4 N is 7. Sandia B K SL 5 = 4K ) DAKOTA (Adams
et al. 2009) THARH C + + BF WS, EBIEITHIT GEB4T, © N U EAVE REAR 47 7
2 TR AL R GG HoaT 7 F2 (1482 1. SIMLABIL (Saltelli et al. 2004) & & v T 85U 20 Br 160 B A~
&, Feft 7T 2 Fh 4 s R 4> M1 T A Open TURNS (Andrianov et al. 2007) €& AN & J& 70 A7
MU 73 #r, W] LAFE Windows A1 Linux FR 48 FigT, its 21 H] Python & #{. UQLab (Marelli &
Sudret 2014) J& T Matlab #fF AT AN i B AL 2 B, A3 V0 2 Rk AN 2007 i, iR vl 22 T X
. UQ-PyL 1" & (Wang et al. 2016) 2 K & A% 1) v BB $AT 2 07 1 (1) UQ AE 55 $2 fit — A>3
EEBTEFI T EE, %P A T UQ d B m e . 8wt gt oty BUS 4y
B AREBIEL N S 54 2530 48, SR A 0 UQ 57k, B &3l — AN I H P ki, mf LLig
ITHEE AR, v DL V- & AT, o A8 5 S R R o B CFD FE R F R T A il
E R 6. % EET Java B F K, IR SHR BT, AR, A
T 5 P20 BT AN 2 R 5 KRB A g, S BERmI By . al RS W RE, UQ 20 M i R e W] D
BH.OFEER T Z R4 G UQ &7k, Wit Sobol R UL 4> #T . ME% & (P-box). Kriging 1574
PCE &%, MCMC 4.

7.4 AEEWHNIA

AT B v B UE g B DR T A RE PR (0 R AN E SRR, A AT T S AR B A O B
WL, PR T 23S AR5 VRO . et 55 (2004) 2 IR IT Kk T /s BE B
FAHAE T A5 BE 2> B ¥ & WiseCFD. - 5 48 7 7 9 1L 06 1F A DA S0 A7 3%, JF di B R Atk 1 Fr) 260 1iE
NS PR, S PETT IR BB B P E A B L VRO FE e B PRI H A SV B R RUH A
GUETL. SIS E B TR B B o MR LR A DL e B B AR T AR AR B AR
M1Zhg, 9 CFD BAF BT A5 BEPPA S 1t 19T 0 I SCRe TR BRI 2RSS (2017) JT K T — 3K CFD
BAFRAESIA =P &, LA BN BS G . SesS vk B . R AR P i g5 R
AR & A5 T fiE, T A 2O B2 ) CFD BPEIT A B AT . op B R S sl ik 5 e 3t H Rip
CFD (1) B sl AL A1 RE AL BE AR AR il il LAOKH s 730 B ROHLES o 21 553 0 #0, SI28L CFD 35
REF E BILAG . P BN L VR (1 B Shatb Ak, Sl & M 9 4 595 5 SR 1K LR 32 A 3 78 sk
AR R R SRS AR BERE T b I A B T W T R R B T S X R B BF CFD
BAF I BAES BA T K, DRI LR ER A, Bl B . SRR B S VR R B RO 0 1) R
H 3L K] CED BAF AR LA &, 7 & TR B AF P4 H be (PO Fe ke iA R ), Az, WL
L IT JE CFD 1R A5 B U i &5 B Jm Ab B . Bodlox e & — B R fk e b . R
AR AL A PR G Bl D A ISR S A B T A5 BEVEAG SR O 17 e 20nT S 1 TS
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VA 2 HT CFD FAN 2 MR TR ) @) 05 LR g, BN AN BRI 4120 T 2 I T
SRR I I AIE S A AT 2. ATAA Sl bl TR AL H I T RAI0HT 25, 4G ATAA BH
JIM 25 (Tinoco et al. 2018). AIAA & ) Pl <3 B (Rumsey et al. 2019). ATAA < 3h 3k
T 25 (Heeg et al. 2016) &5 . BIF iy 233 i R 25 50 T W ) 0 G AR fif B0 L A AR R M
RUTF REHE A LG, 322 H AR &% 24 {7 CFD AR S Ul 68 ) HEAT 255 VAN, Sl T — D UK i
(077 1) A H Bk e B 2 SO AR T R AL RS L 2 ML AR 38 5 20 5 A BH ) R 4 7, 43 Ji) %) DLR-
F4. DLR-F6 fl CRM (common research model, i H f 50455 71 ) &5 JF g £ fi o) e & ) Tl 2
BORAE T RN AT A LI 2 B3 A 0 F e 54 0r Lo BH #2380, 0 il 2= 18055 20
CFD $o il 5 i\ A b AR PRI [ bR o i, ie 5 B 28 2w, K18 TIRZ H &%, A #E3)
T CFD AH & A R B AR B R FE, IFREAH 5 [ By 1 0T 8 0% 30 1) 20 2380 JF g 32 4 7 2 2% A

PR N 2003 SRR AS, FEAR S EAMEZE SR, AR T RYIATE FE A AT B L S
. 1 UGS IR 2003 FFE A8 I8, BRO <G —BBIWFE. ke T 3 ANEA], BARIE . 85 AR S
W (& DLR-F4 38 S HURL AR NLR7301 i F- ) W9 BOBSAL ) L om0 e U Bl A —
B (PEHERCIY ). WIS A B AR B AR T SORE B, i 2 2 A B I e L AR B A T S5 R A
&2 AT 2R Y 8 — W AT VB AR A b Sl 5 AT AR O RS B (R g — A g
g .

% 2 YO B AE 2005 5528 I B IR < R B b S0 AT (5 B2 in) 80, i 4 7 KB CT-1 An itk
B 6T [ 1 SR AN 7 K O 8 22 S A R LR 30 UE RV 4 IS PR o 5 5 SRAH » 23 i, R Ik
BT VAL T E CFD H52 A KPR i 3 1R 5 7 ] (1) 105 H b

93 W 4 UGS 23 WA 2009 4 2013 FEZE IR, GERRCA i A fE CFD & R IT”. 5B
3UGEANERE T 2 N, 145 DLR-F6 ¥ 5 brifk /ME TR AL AL (K HTFgAL). NASA = T+ I HL3#E 4
J&/F A EELR (Tt iR AL, 5 DA BEE 3 1 2 R AN [, 0 IR B g I I ) A, [
I3 o 37 v AT CFD & 878G 3l % 1T sl JFal 5TB A7k 2% 1) 1K) & JF FTP 24k ik 5%
Wy RATG % WIS, AR 2RSS, X2 5 84070 AWF &Ik CFD A 1 +2
ARACE AT S5 VAL . 28 4 IRIE SR 8 T 28 3 IRTG B R FI & 5, £ NASA &t L 4>
JEM BUIT R AT, DLR-F6 3 5 by i AR 2 A O £ 16 A5 1.

55 5 G B AE 2018 4E 2% Jp . 1B $E E A H AT WFHI ) CHN-T1 A3 BT e & @it i) (Eiz i 45
2019). CHN-T1 Ar B2 A 3 EIFRE . LTI T RBZHL CFD A v SR bR, & T A
MERERE 17 F s — 2.

b T RS, EN 2 K TR (TR — e BIR = Be) 725 S W Jof M 2 5K
A2 A WA CFD BOAR K- H 1, 856 85 08T 55, TFRE T 2 KB KA iE 8, #E3)
T CFD £oAR Jeti i) AR ) B 3 7] % CFD B ob.




% 31 MRIT V5, B4, B4 o SRR ) 22 5600 5 B T 9 30k i 649
9 HFEMTE [

[ AN E CFD B0 UF 5 8 NI T e T 1 2 R N IIE S0 AR, (AR A AE LR LA 7 A
AR R B

(1) BRAT R Fa R« YGRSV G 1) T 5 DU (R 29 R, e ) SV 1P

DA AR R S AbR 00 2T 50 0F 5 A A R E PR EAR RN B RAR AR, s A
A7 T 45 1 1 St e R R PR IE T 0 X L R RT3 AT ARG e R AT 56 5 A
T HTIE M.

(2) 5 ZE Al VI AU B 32 A0 7 VA e TR S o il L1 R AN

FE] Ay A0 58 2 Al T R AN i A0 7 T PR AR 0 AR S g A v 7 A B A2 AT o ORI 7 B3 B0 il
R, AT A S B TR e R R AR

@ 52 7% TR I A 25 F0R 22 Al T B A k.

AT TR HBO(E 8 % 222 A T 5 VA A B T s RUBE 1) Taylor 20450 I, 3% H: v 2 SR H0(E iRt 15
ST OE . AEVF 2 TR ) 3 R A AR (W, PR EAS R4 ] Taylor AR TT, (HEFZ
HH LR BRLEG, KR TR R E (R &) BEUE R 22 X Fh 7 SO0 B s 22 Al ok
{153 10 BT I V5 VP Al

B RO 2 Al T T 2 A 0 B T A, I L — S0 A R g — g U kT R )
R, X TEAN IR 1) A AN 2 50 A% 340 2 Al 45 0 A% AN A i SR E DKL 1 s H R A T %
1) 75 24 2 I3 I At R AR R 1) 7 2, St B TR B IR B A . AMTEAR AL, Wik R
JEE A5 22 b B, 3R 0 A A B AR B TR Bk R, e T O ZE A T I R AE L AT
AA BH 7 F5000 25 RN e T 7 FI000 25 U055 BR AR T SR I 4 L A T T BRI 0 A A% AR AR R
i 245 B T D00 A 2 A1 W — BOID % R e — I A5 SR, 2 AT BE W9 A% B ok R AE A% R AR UL, I
A7 R UE . DR, e ) 3 A 5 1 D9 A% 7 21 F Je 2 R 22 Al T A7 2 A AR AR e 1 1 R

@ Aniff e JE B A T AR 45 B3 78 B 5 VERIF ST, oA BLE VR M.

AN 58 JE Ak 2 CFD 56 3F 5 #f A A R% 0 T1E. NASA 75 CFD 2030 2k ;3 g 5 g 35—
g, AN E B ALY N CFD [ @k 2 2218 (Cary et al. 2021). BLEY BEAEASH 2 5 2 A6 AU,
SR G T G AR &5 G AN 8 5 DA LT

a. AT R 3 R AR T B AL

AT 58 TR 25 1A R0 0 RN BB SR AE AN o AR I ST I R B, (H 2 B BEAR 2 0 59X
IS 7 P bt Ky AN DR 3R Bk v T A A a0 A, AR R BOE (B A RS IR AR RS AN o
A S5 AT B TR o A A S S ).

o LS TR I AU, AN BRI I . B R, AR ERIR T RAE W (M kHE
i LR MR 225 ). AN FRIREE (B SRR A 1R AE) B (/A HLE X 2
H) S5 0] S SRS A B Ik R R (0 BE AL /N LA RO A AN e PR 2R O LA B O R R,
F2: BELRS AN R 5 A iR v TR ) A ) — KM A R IR R R AE Y % R A5 R . 15 B 2
B MR L, R R AT I 1R /N R AR 22 5 0N Rl O i
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b. Z WA E B 2R A AL B AN 58 %

TNV FEB AR = S DA Ve vk o MR VR Al 45 OB P NG B, d 0 1 2 2 IR AN 2 IR 2 P )
YER R 7 145 B I BEAR A 78 . 5.2.6 T4 T PRSI 8 B 2R BN 7 R AR 2 R AN
ESE LA BB RAE 5 . AT, ASME V&V 20-2009 ArfE B % 280, Bl ALt 5
(R AN iff 5 55 S AH BN (R, 368 ek T 0 0 SRR B 0 4 HE ASE 2R R AN S R 2 3 % AN i o DR 3% 2 T
A BEAFAE AR LR Pk AR AR A 1 T, 30X — 50 AR AN A BRI, TT e 45 W SR DAk A S v 70 11 XU . iy
VUM I LR BT A A 58 DR 385 W, SOAS i il 0 B0 485 SR AN 8 B2, e B BR 7 v B IR A

c. IREA G AN 28 AT B AR Y (1) iy ok Bk

CFD T+ 510 s #E I o B U 6 BRI T AR AR, 2 i e TR B ABE R %) AN i o P A% 1 U7 1%
A IR B 1, AR A R A B RARS i L 2 AT R 5y — Ui, CFD qul it B A 1) 52 2%
Fis AT EZ . MG O R AT 2 R IR 45 B8 S i T AR K R, R A i A 1 e
FE AR BRI RLAE W) B B AR AT 2 AN TE ZE . dn e S0/ T AR B R, Az A Re TR, R R
PR S AN 58 FEAL FRRE AL RREE 1A . A7 Pk 1k 1) 0t 5 2R

d. ANl 1R I FH S5l A 7 9 7 AU

LR TR R e BRI AL B VORI 7 A 2 i R ABE B AN A S M e R AR R s
Sk AN K 28 A AR B R T TUE Bl I R R AN o B A A B Y . T B
WIS B R AE . TOUSE M BRI, TR S by v A 4 HUAT A BRI 0, B8 AT RG]
e 5 BRI RGN T, 1K A T B0 5 DA S AR S 21 T PR BE A% BB e S A A5 R A
TOAE N FH PR T 00 A5 R, BRSSO HE 1R AN At o B S Ak, A7) A8k T A e 114 o A

(3) CFD 5 UE 15 fiff DA 4 500 AN i A2 H 23 189 K 1R 56 F 55 fff A 75 5K

F BRI vl SRR S T A H A2 1 CFD FEHER S, 500 55 ff R AT A5 BEVEAR
FIF 7Sz SEAL, H H AT R 5. m VP AT W 22 .

@© LA BRG] 4 100 1k PR B R PE CFD )4 vl (5 B v A7 B Wl 22 B

CFD &) IZ A BIMUAS MR . REIRSN ) A2 3055 5 OC TR U, N FH 37 55t 40 56 2
O RAT L A RN AR UK AR Z ARG 220 S 2R 2 ey Gl
P2, I AR RS0 ok S8 H 259 B 1 CFD 8% 5 BEVEAN 75 3K, S B0 & AN CFD &
A IHE. X H a0 e B v I T BB AR S5 Ty 18 1) R s A 45 R EDCE v A9 B 1 40 DR A

@ LA BRI AT IR 4l AL 2R 25 % WL PE A CED BR 4 ) 45 B v A7 Bl Wl 22 B

AR IS 2 T AR 0 & TR, AT TR R B, b e 2 50 PE e BT 5 2
TR AL GEAR 56, o 8 X X6 PR 958 R 6 o R AN A o DN 38 10 R R A (EAR 22 B AR5 491 i 2 o}
RGN IR AR PE L 28 B 0 4% T 30 2 08 22 RURH e R U RS 4 24k, X b 5 8O VL 45
WAVT S B A 52 (V) 40 B B OA WA 4% AR NI T 4 A DA R R SR O 15 8 A5 0 A R T FLAR
2 bR A T T A R H b I D R R AN ) R XS B VR AN
CFD #AF 1) ny 45 . Dol it 75 B2k — 25 JF e R 4l 1) XU T 56 AT 5, /6 65 SR FH Al 485l ) 2 43 AR A 1
BRI Je E4H T
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CFD My 4 ¥ 3 A7 724 < BT, B VVP IR, 31X — 5 i 2 i FRMIE Bt B ST R A2
SRR AT BB B A, 53— D i et RHIE N 538 i AN A A b BEAT 96 AR 5 A . BE#E CFD
52 # e vk A b A % H 23 SRR, CFD M B 1) U SEL ™ JiE 1) B i ) AR AEL, M
Py B BEAU ™ e 21 22 1) B R 5 AU, W5 B R 25T CFD A 77 KRS TR I T A A% 0 )
AL RS AR R L. R S WA ARE . AE BE AL Tk, CFD BUSRR B8 s . B iiE
5 S8 T HAE 2 CFD 5k 5 i oA Sl 5 5 1 wiF 53 7 1n)

B UE 5 W A bR HE T I, 32 [E ASME NI ATAA. o[855 (80 Jy WF 5T 15 Jie v o0 S5 BRI 55 25
EIEI6AE L5 B ARV R E . AR SRS UE L5 A AR AE I AE AT AR AE A LAt -, A B A 1 S5 it 4 U
ANPEA 5T 5 3%, o 4 R AR R STt 7= ), MR 00 T D) PR R 90 8 3 A A 80 T 5 £ P i
i, WM. R, w0l B ML LT CFD 8F 4 R I KE 5 A, 1f
(X P NATINVE S Rt FiR

AN e BEBEAG T VE T T, 5 BN LS Ak AR ) A, I R SR b L (R T R
FESLRE AR T 2RI A 1) S

(1) G EA N Z YR 5 1R b B L AT DL R TR & AN E 3 (RN S
MR A R R A5 ), I S A B BER / IX TR) /UE 4 S H oy 1A
(2) FETH i ANl A2 B B B0 0 BT 20 1 AN 52 52 23 BT FRD RS 38 7 SRR 7 3K
(3) ¥ I/ A AN SE B A 7V, ANBR AR 5 0 9 S g e SIE B R ) L
(4) BB 2 WA € B £ 15 S A0 5 ik, Sl N7 AN ] DR YR B30 2 AR AR PR AN 0 B 48— A HE B,
ERAT VPN BRI 1) B AR AN 3 L

CFD USRS 7 T, 5 S48 Y. CFD #2222 R & o RS 40 7000 ¥ 5 e 3, 7 4 e £k
Fhi P 8 ot 3 B I R I, 3R T S i s v ROR I T K A HLIO ML B SR B . il ol AT 4
(K13 s 3 55 )l i B P AL S A I R BAT R A A 0 A 5 o SR A B, — T i
RIS/ 2 A RS & 5 AR HbR R, 59— i 8 SN S AT i I e A A S 1 e e, IR
A G 1Rl R A i Kt 1) 5 AN 15 5 PR G 40 A Bl A e, I 55 P R R TR Ak A i oK.

B UE 5 W\ SCHE TR 5, A S SEELR R S ol e VAR B E AL . BB, Bh R E
fiti CFD H AT #9 ACAS 1A 1L 5 B0 mT A B S8 TR W B & Bl R 2 Al ok o B SVE R 5% 1)
AE, 12 & a5 BEVP T AR E BT RE. T3 4b, V& ity BERF ST AR A i 36 Uk -5 4 DA (1) dpe B B0k
AL, SIS 5 2 LR AN B B 05 3 1R 1% 25 AN 5 B B AL B 6, 190 22 U 22 FHAN 1 5 DS 3%
AL SR . Bl b PO TR SE A DR Ak k26 g A DA F T S A vt

BB R SC AR B E KB A R R E SR A SRR AR 4 R O A - [ R ) BT AR B
NSAF [t & 3L 4 U2230208 ¥t ).
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Abstract Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) has played an increasingly important role in major
engineering fields, and its credibility is the key constraint to its further extensive engineering applica-
tion. It is widely accepted home and abroad that verification and validation is the only way to evalu-
ate and guarantee the credibility of CFD. Through systematic verification and validation, the poten-
tial programming errors can be effectively identified, the reliability of numerical solving process can be
guaranteed, the adequacy and prediction capability of mathematical models in the intended use can be
objectively evaluated and improved when necessary. In this paper, with regard to two key issues,
‘what is verification and validation’ and ‘how to perform verification and validation’, the research
progress of verification and validation in CFD is introduced from the aspects including basic concept,
implementation processes, main methods, calibration model experiments and platform tools, with fo-
cusing on numerical error estimation and uncertainty quantification. At the end, the shortcomings of

current research are reviewed and the key research directions are prospected.
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