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Recent advances in polynomial chaos method for uncertainty propagation
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1 School of Aerospace Engineering, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China
2 China Aerodynamics Research and Development Center, Mianyang 621000, China

Abstract: Uncertainty exists widely in engineering design. As one of the key components of engineering
design, uncertainty propagation and quantification has always been an important research topic. Polynomial
chaos (PC) is a highly efficient uncertainty propagation method which has been widely studied and applied.
Therefore, this paper reviews recent advances in the PC method. First, the fundamentals of PC are introduced,
including the construction of an orthogonal polynomial basis and the calculation of PC coefficients. Second,
strategies such as basis truncation, sparse reconstruction, sparse grid and multi-fidelity modeling are described
to address the "curse of dimensionality" issue of PC. Local and global sensitivity analyses based on PC are
then introduced. Finally, the research prospects of PC are given.
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B 28 SCIE A% 5% e Ase /N, BRIk, TR DG 22 2 A AR iy
Bop=2 5% 3 R AR B TR SCBR T oK, B B iR
Tl 2 AR S A D

24 ZBCERIL

TR 1l 2 350 20 R BOR BUR IR 2 T A1
FEVEAERE 0 G, B Ay 3 B B 1 R R A vk
24.1 £k

FIH Galerkin #5275 3%, B3 (1) Pk [R] B AR
WG B IE R 2T A d,(é) I, 15

,
<y D> = <Zbi¢i<§> cbj(f)},j =0,1,+,P (4)
i=0

H A AR X, IF A IEAS 2 3 Y TE A8

e, B (4), 15
b; =Ely ®(£)] /JE[®«(§) @:(£)], i=0,1,---,P (5)
M £ TR E 22 1 X R AT 3d b Rk g 3.
2 (5) T 5 BEE[@y(§) i@V X IE 38 £ 11 2K
WIEE, H Tk S8 E 32 200 502 X T & hn HERE LA
wE= (&, &N R, HOBE X2, ml A
M7 T RER (. R, R R 2ok A
43 FEly @O T, 75 L0 FH — 8 U 4
Wil 7 PREL p(x), AT 38 2 B0C(E J7 9% 3803 il A koK
it o B SRS 7 A A R B E AR (full
factorial numerical integration, FFNI) Fl# i /3 % %%

{E #1473 (sparse grid numerical integration, SGNI) ",

T R R, 23 M) R R LA
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FEIR K S BRI Z BT 05 MR
iF, FENI s B0 5 s B0 T 6 o 4 B0
EARFOEK, FE7E AR, LR 3E I SGNI
HUAR FFNIL,
24.2 I3

FE T LA [ A 7 R i R T 22 1 2 R B
B L M 1 T 77925 (stochastic response surface method,
SRSM), ‘& /2 3 [E B % V4 M 37 K4 1 Isukapalli {4
LR R, AR ES = (65, 5 ST
HH L B4 BRI BEAELY = [(x)), -+, g™ B A
SR 2 I AR (3 (1)) A9 A I FlAE i, 15

Dy(E) DiED) -+ Pe(&)) [ Do 8(xp)
Py(&) P& - Pp&) || b || 8(x)
Dy(&R) D&Y - P&y L be 8(xy)

fife 3, 5o
yb=Y Q)

D& Pi(E)) - Pr(&))
D) Pi(&3) - Po(&3)

‘p: . . .
Dy(£3) DI(E) - Pp(&Y)
by g(x?)
3 b, 3 g(Xi)
b;s g(xi)

A N R InNE 712, A SRR Z IR AL
b=W'y)'y'y (®)

Xiong 25" 7 [ i& SRSM FEfit I, #F—20 42

T AL BE B B T % (Weighted SRSM) , 1 13
FIAREARUE AL, 25 18 A M5 23 (8] 1Y 43 A1
FRPE, TEM FFEA MG OL T, 488 T80 VA%
FEORG R . S8 v By me R AR R, 81 0E R
A B PR REAR AR BE b e 1 i O D AR 4O, AL Ot
PGE T SRSM AN E VAL RE (S E . DG THhAE Ty
1%, Hosder %5 DK B2 A S4CME 5 8T, X6F Bl AL Al
FE . P T #8577 87T (Latin hypercube design, LHD)
A1 Hemmasy il £ 75 25 4T T 25 & 1 40 B HE 3%
I 4 7 FH W RS T R AR 2 o 5 R B B
FEACCRI N=2(P+1) ) AT DUAS 31 bb B 2 45 28 .
Isukapalli®” $& H 7£ Wiener 1& 1l £ Wi 2 7 ¥ h iz
JH Hermite F43 75 55, 3 /& Hermite 1F 28 22 10 X
YRR, VA Il AR A R SR i R A, 7E1Z 5 e i 2
fili b, AT\ Askey J7 % BT 91 1E A2 2 A &, o)

IR A pH1 B IE 28 2 300 5 B AR, X ik LE A (— 2 =3
] ) #E AT B2 0k AR AR, 15 B 2 4E =S A i) 4 A
FURTHFEAS, SR 5 7RIk SO A o F AT fe /D Ik
W, 75 2R 20 R 8 X Rl SRk i 15
FEAR G K 22 04 vh e A 238 23 () o 1Y) o A0 238 X,
T BRI Y O, PR A TR E 2
KABAEAAGRE . i T XA Oy 20— ZEpE:
AR H R, SR80 Z 4R NG ECh
(1), B2REBOEK . B TFIHEENEIE, B
Jry BR T Je e 2 26 RO A 38 43 A A R A7 [ 15, 38
8 UM 253 ] 1 IR AR R AR . A
5% $ R FH R R 25 B ) (monomial cubature
rules, MCR) K 77 A= [A1 A FE AR, 4 8 1 9 22 201 XA
A, 38k & BT IE 9 PC-MCR J7 ik . % kiz
MCR P AEREA 1, T AEAS SUBCH 2D, Al LL4
FHRAG SR i 22 0 R B, A LPRIE T AN 1
LR B B2, T L5 A T B A e S AR T
AH B R R T A5 R A S

(] I 3k vy T o0 R BR34BT
Yk 7] R A] R 23 B BEBIRE I, PRt (] ) 3 A
HTARYE R, REALIMAE . b0 TR S it &
W B3 a5 MCR il 7 ik 7 TR il 2 0 X R 80T
7 LA AR RUARS B, MCR J7 ik B AR THRROR
77 18 Fe R AT WL, AH TR H AT IR s TR R
FEAR L2 A, i BT O HEA T R 2
b, ELAAR S oy P Sy S 0L, DRI A G 7 R R X A 2
3 RRC YRR T ik

TR IE 22 30 X 7 12 LA 3 ORG B R, 1
O R R B AL A Y 4R 48 AU
K, M 4E T AR AEEIOME” n) B, 3t 2 H RTTR
Tt 22 T 7 S o Iz HH v v i 1) e ROMERR . OC THi%
()R, H A T 2078 LG AU ME .

3.0 ZHASEHIH

R T RO AR IOME, 5 H Y O B b 4
B Vi 3 22 3 A AU i IR 22 2 I I A, Her,
W £k 3% W7 (hyperbolic truncation) 5 I ™ & 5 H
A —Fh, KRR, R TR
) B 14 e o A7 4 A e AR o DA S AR B 28 X
TP 5 ), 32 v B 28 SCIAR 52 I 450/, DT AT LA
B LR 2, A BIRRAGTH AR E

R 458 1 4 B TR I 22 1 = ASE AU A — TG 1 38 22 30
KIEME, FIHEHE K ERWEZITIERL 20
2, YR 2 IR ECh p I, 7 2200 2

lal=llall, =a;+---a;+---+a,<p )
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K a2 I0IE R 20X &, H 57 i 4k AR 5% 0 Y
—JCIEAZ Z IR B8 p A IR 2 R A 1Y
B, st et (1) I IERR 2 e,(i = 0,1, , P)
) F5e e IR

fEE K ET, () PIERR 2 S
BNP+1=(d+p)/dp!, 7T WIS BES d /18
ITEFEEE . A TR R, LT Ut
LA TR W, BRI A B 22 L2 T, DLk
SR Z W R B RO E R E R

1

d q
I} =caeN’:|lal|, =( af] <p (10)
=1

i

6 —

Kb g b H o SUR B 75 1o A S50
a=(a, - ,a)WEE .

Llp=1{3,4,5,6/F1q={1,0.75,0.5 1 ], £ — 4
23 [R] A L R T vk A B B B B D 6 B
7, P e e 1 (5 R e il 5K (10) R A
KMa=(a, .a)WES . B, LT AR
£ AR T SR W, A S SR T — B 40 i B 38 LI, X
(i A = N E e (= I (Tl = W SN T '
p I, g BN, KBRS B A8 LI 2, T R R AR
B, Y =11 625 —47) B, X (10) B kK
HRL AR 2 W0 2k

6

@ llallos=<3 0) llallos<4

&) llallos=<5

@) llallos=<6

6 ARMHRE T F—uEZ 2 BAMP A S

Fig. 6 Order combinations of orthogonal polynomial with different sparse factors

B 13k 28 B 2 B v B 2 S 22 1 A A
W7 %K % , Hampton Al Doostan”" $2 1 T 45 [n] B2 £
51 =X, i %X (anisotropic polynomial order) FJ 4 &, 7
i VR i 2 P AR R g ek R e, Ak R X B T
2 Y AR 15 1 — T 22 I 2 B s B O JE AR [R], G
G ARG, A b N A S I i £ 4 IE 5
ZIAXH Ma = (a,---,a,), 202

d
=1

|2

<1 (11)

i

S

i

AL, Mp=pG=1,- DB, %R H

PRI 2 AR o SERR R, R R OC T 4%
HEBEHLAL B AR RN R AN R A, I B A% A%
1) S 1 14 22 33T X w7 Tk RE RS AR T R —
T OL T, R B 22 BT IR C B T AR L M B A 4
b TR R

22 T XA SR s RE A8 1 — i P L eIt
SR, (B A AT AT A IR0 A i PR 4 R BB
N EW . AR R /), R NT DIAR R AR
R AR, (HORh TR T3 2 M Br g X
T, NG A R B . P, TR E S T
o5 I 28 LI R 5/ N R TR R
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3.2 *ﬁ% Jlbﬁm

i 6 A 11 AR AE A B R L 2 A
T JE A L, 38 2 B G R R S KA IE
LEZWA T D, (i=0,1,---,P), W/ IRI 2R R
B A K, DT AR TR B A, 2 Y AN X R T
T YR FTME” MERR A ANis R 2 — o TR
T R R B IR D 22 0 OB AR A 2Ry

Y~ > bdi(E) (12)
i=0

Hrp IR 2T R NEBONP, + 1, AP +1 <
P+1.

X it Y T 22 T v, G BEAE T ] 25
RARAETE LM IEAC 2T . Blatman 1 Sudret™
i LR E BT VARG S & B L alll I e S v 4
T, A IR B 68 f R AR T 15 22 1Y
EAZ Z2 35 X 3 F 2 A 0T 7 DA B, DA s 2>
TR 2 WX R A8 RS, AT 4R R A
/M 15 (least angle regression, LAR) 75 &
P FAF 1 2 1E A2 2 I, M A B IR
Z W A A T LB, DARRAR TR v 2 10 X R A
B F A ™, BN X LAR W95 g TR 1
Z WA Ty B R IT T WE 5, i 22 55 e A
B, Bl 2 BORIR T 2 A AU I, 2R
T 22 150 AT B RE A R B, S BOR T 2
Tt X SR fife R B Dol )RR B AR, HE DA OR
fiff, SR T i VR Yok 22 30 K ) JLF- O A2 e 5 i, ()
A 34 B PR 5 5 AT SAE B2 . Hu AT Youn™ 41 XF
TR SRR AT AT, B2 7R 2 B IR ME 2 7 2
BEALAY IE 22 Z A A, 5 AR 2216 4K
A I b 7 2 158 26 6 B R Y AUZE T IE 58 22 T A
TR A4S AR R 22 A, RO AR SET SR H
Hi /)N 2t of WL 4 R 5 5T (LASSO) [ 9 [ 3l ik
PEIR I 22 701 2 i) o 280 S H R T R AL, i — P
IR Z W R R IRT 2 R RBUE R %L Cheng
SRR T ] LI e 157 PR [ A8 R B A RS
Ja il (D-MORPH) 333, FH T #4) 2 7 i T il 22 10 =X
iR Diaz 2", Tsilifis 28" F1B& T 2™ 43 51
5T T F) FH 45 1261 (compressed sensing ) 5 72 14
M B T T 22 T SR AR, P 4 R v 2 R RN
T A P S BT TV, R RS R A3 b T A AR
BifES, f L0 RSB E/NT HHEMDE.
A R 22 201 2 Ji I 2 A it 1), T3 A R A DL AR
b a) e 2

~

b = argmin||b||, st. yb=Y (13)

X, 0BRGN b HARF LR AR, S By

MRS S WA (7). % EFIS (13) F NP-
hard [a] 8, SR A AR ME, HLS2 RN H 25 20 ) i
TR, ANER b = YAEE AL, W= (13) — %
G|

b= argmin||b||, s.t.

fERfp b, MR EEMiRE e BT
DALl o A A o TR 22 I R A rh E E R IE
A& 22 351 XK 4 2 A i TR 22 701 =X A O ik, A E
78 K TR il 22 T =X 3 R O i 4E AR 7R 2 58 (high di-
mensional model representation, HDMR ) fit] Z2#4, 1A
Shy 45 7 Sk BB B AN ORUAR 2 W]/ H 9 HDMR
PRBCEE © 22 0T AR RS B b il iR R 0 b, 2
W6 A3 S v B T, DT 4 3 T 4 198 4 15 YR il 22 30 =X
RS, DLk 21 B AR TR B 22 300 2L 78 v 1E 38 2 3 2
Wigny 5™

LAR. J& 45 8 H1 45 5 B 7 44 7 72 76 40 B4 B
BRI L v, Wl T AU IR E R IERR 2
I I, 0 F AR 2 v H 4B = (d>10)
P IR) 8, Wi ask R AT R AR RN, HoM S B A2 T
TE AR A A ) Y SR e M AR B e R R

3.3 bl kS B (e B o

3.1 F1 3.2 75 5 A 38 A U/ N 4 B Vi il 22 T A
Y E 28 Z2 I IUEOR I3 s o P A
AR S3 0)30 5 AE B R  E ER i 2 R h
KU Smoyak B, Az AT A, AT A
T IR N SN, DAITTZR A ARSI
MEd, STy R sE HRvdEH £, Winokur™”
EEXPIRIE Z I ST T —Fh 38 I 5 D0 A% S0 (E
U7k, RKFERART 115 5, J00 H s o i
F 2004 4 9 FI A U7 WERUEE i A5 G RE VL B Y U
LA rh . Wu SRR B RS R AR o T
TR 2 I, SR T AT EE T BB S
ko Xiong 45" ¥4 3L T Bt W0 A% 50 AL 1 TR T
Z I 7 1 I T K i AR R A o T A B
(E R 0 S RETE — a2 B2 B LRI L IR 4E (d<10)
AN R AL A ) A TR i 2 10 a0 R T B
R 5 248 B0 nT LATRUA, o S50 U8, T HLEAT $50
B e P, 214 T % i A K O M 5 o T 5 G
e, AR i 4 () 8 H R 6 B8 0 R H A R, 1T
HEAKIRAEH K.

4 ZlfEREIRI 2 BN

TEFET 05 B TRERT R, 23R (40 CFD
I FEA) TE1E B A o BE AR bk | o 55 AR i A9
Ao SRR 22 T 507 06 AR T b B Ay A

lyb-Yl,<e (14
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RUFEAT AN 8 P AL R, o [R) A T i 3 58 2 K 1)
Mo X T TRERRGERI, B TR0 TaEkE
M, sk A BT Bg 2 ootk . WiE
BOTHHEFR B HE SR, TR PRI A 2 FhOAR ARG 2 At
SR S BT AR A ol an, FE/NRLTRALEE K 2
A [ 3 R 2 1 S Bl G o, R R 2 80
EZLIR = R I = W= B T R A S
(Z Yk si AU AN R R IR e AR A ) | rhok B A
T (3 4% 12 Fl Buler CFD, JH rfv U@ 2 450 7 24 5% 1)
PRNEL) | ek BEAR A (3 T 55 17+ Navier-Stokes
J7 #E1) CFD) o M4k, i A 1 1 120 56 B 08 F1 kAT
RIS EHE o JE A AT ARG B e, RE SR
B, AT AR B REAS B D SRR AIR A
i, AR Z A, 7 T 2] E R
51 (multi-fidelity modeling) ) FE A8, th FR 22 45 AU Bl
4 (model fusion) , £ K 38 JE M (14 IOKS B A A JE il
e, AT RS B REAS O S5 BB R,
Tl AN [RDHS B T B PR A B, s 2]
AR BB AU ( multi-fidelity metamodel) , RE % 76 {4
TEAR PR YRS B2 1 [ B, AT il A IR T 55
TEIZ T HAA RS54 Kennedy 5 O'Hagan
P& A I T W B AL AR A bR 25 (B L fE)
AR Z )29 co-kriging "™ 45

T 2 AT B A e A R I 5 i TR
REEF, ArHEETRMZHA T B R T 20
15 BE N 8 MEAR 3G A IE 5T, 38 1 DA/ o B R B A
AR5 T, il R ARORS BE A AS B3 I 3 AN [
B A5 R 2 JR] )48 TE TR 22 T U AR, SR 2 I
i 2 TR il 22 T A 1 T A5 B, AT 38 38 B A3
SRR H Y. Ng il Eldred™ $2 11 T3 TR £
Tt X RS S P s BB B 40 1) 22 R A BE AN o kA%
R 715 Palar S5 4R T L TR/ K A £
A BRI 2T T k. IR Z AlE BRI 2 0
7R IEAE 1E Y 22 W] {5 B B 5 s, R e
ROKS B VR Tl 22 1 SR A b A ik R 0 2 i =
B IE, BA BRI TR E 0 R, HARRFETEA
JE o fFl4n: Ng F1 Eldred #& H 1 75 v5 77 2R L F b
o A BB FR A3 AL R A, LB RS AN 2
11719 5 Matteo™ £ Hi 19 5 16 DRURI £ 11 0 3%
THAR M Z 00 R 8, BEARTE R AR mE EAHXT R
T, BT 2 = MRS BEREAS S . Witk Berchi-
er $& TG B2 TR il 22 10 X052 A0 fe 1) ik 224
A SR e A, fHEX 0 SR 23 5 — 2 B T i
25, BEAR T 2 AT (5 B IR 1 2 100 X R A8 B
Yan Fll Zhou™ &t %F DU 3 4f 3 i [m) R, 2 i 1 —
LT I 3 O A 048 T 22 AT A% B2 VR I 22 10
KTk Cheng ™ $2 1 T —Fp 3 T W 2 [l

T 2 R R E B BRI 250 . Wang
G BT E T BE AL AR, B 2 )2 co-kriging Tr ik
W 5 1 22 AT {5 B A AT I B i B R A 2 P
b, W —F T Z 0l {5 BIR i 200y ik, BFgE
T, MR AT R G 3T A& I 1Y 2 0] {5 B TR
Tl 2230y RS B R IR B R, ELi O TR RE A I G
BEA ARG B K AR 2 A B . B T LA
JE I /3R A& IE A = W BE AL R ) £ 0] {5
TRIE 252 Ty v, 078 B 7 4 HE R i s 4 )
5} (output space mapping) $¢ A 5% 8 £ Al {5 B 1R i
22 T AR Ry ", HL 2 AR A ST (R R TR
Tl 22 31 A TR 2] R RS R L il 2 3 A R 1) e S O
R, WS O F A w L A 2 b g

M T 2 05 B A A A i B A E
KERE, Y& H = i b b 2 e 2 F
5 A B R R0 e e 0 BRUIR, 2 R R IR il 2 T
KWFE RN TR R . H AT, TR e £ nlfE
FEVR I 22 355X 7 12 ol 1 IR ORI S R, R
Z . ETERALE R 2 5 IR 2 iy
TORG BEN E M , AEER TR A R 0 B AL O
R SRS TR AR T SRR (g AN A Bk
A, X SR E T T i B AL O R Y A T VA A
FE SR I R, BT T, 2 nIE IR 2 A
L ARG By i B B R, (R R S
B PRSI 1Y) 22 W] AR B AR AL, W TS
JE 3 BT A R T e A — 3, FEAEZ AR BE AN R 1Y
[F] AL, T L G ey 0 5 45 A 22 1A BE 2 BB R A R
AN B DI ARTE A B 5 A 396 RS B, H At gk =
BRGNS

5 REEMPr

51 Jaildiik

e e TRV SRRz N, R 2
WA T E e E TR b, TR
1 TR T AR TR AR A O Ak i AR 22,
T 2 T8 B UL A e Ak v, 75 223155 B A
FNZY R EOR AT T3 AR Y R TR U (R R,
PR R AU (design sensitivity) o 48, BT
R RE BT IR RS %, N 7E L bR
RO B R S AT . R R RO R
FIFH 22 0 e PR se i o h 8 B, (X AR 25 7N
FE— & IR R, U H Y R s R, 1A
wK,

TR vl 2 1 =X H T Jm 38 R 8B A i F 5 A
% . Ren 55" BI X R T HUE UM IR ME 2 01 X
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FE R, S TR R UE, W IR
FEAAT AT B 7 PR A . 2T IE R TR IR
T ) 38 RS sh R Ak, A EL T BRI 25 4y
TR AL, TG A 30% TR . FE
2| 2 B SR B T Galerkin $% 52 1 5 H $0E X
45, WX (5), Hop 2y 7 B EELy (&)1 F 4B
W 227 Ay R T A A R 0 1 AR, R
R TR B A 45 ) R O T 5 A
FOE[yD:i(&)]/ 0x,, Horhx, A Wi B s, 43
SEFXE FENT AT SGNI, %1 Xt AS [8] 19 45 1540 A6 55 0L
S5E PR W AR AL R, R S L R A
(B, 76 AS 8 AT o] g J57 bR B0 1% 00 T, 45 T2
filE I X ry it 2 s

52 ARJiik

4 Jry REFE43H7 (global sensitivity analysis, GSA )
R 5t T 25 AN B o P 1R 3 X8 % 49 i) oy A i P 1)
SR AR B, F I AT 3 Y 22 W IR 5 ) /N B AN B
PEDR 2R, 76 52 mHG BE (0 1 45 B IO 1 e PR AR
G R O B G 1N T K =10 N DAl X
AR Z — o 2 Jm R 5B 5 s KA T DA
g3 R T N B 5 A T O 2 0 k™, Horh
F T Sobol' R B 15 K1) J5 22 43 A ik DR T SR AT
AR RE SR B T N .

TR VE 2230505 5 V0 Bt AL 05 o 1 3R Sy — 2
EAZ 23X A AL G, B TR DG 2 30 AR A mf
it A A B e 1y 22, IR 5 5 {8 #3155 Sobol
WO FRE . R RS TREUR I TIR M 20X
FBOWFEAT RIS, MY TR 23 R EOT R W
Bl P= 5o TR A LT MCS TR KON FRIE,
I3 TR T £ 10 28 A Sobol 5 22 43 v Wi ok — F
R H F ) 4 Ry R Sy b T s

B TR M 25 )5 74 1Y Sobol' R i 45 B3k
N

>, wefe]

S agQd, ... i (1 5)
e DPC

K, D B2, WEE X Q) I EMSE . H
3 (15) TN, — ELYR It 22 T A R ) e 4, gl 7T
FETR TG 22 T SR R S b L R AT 4 R RAUE b
733 ¢ TR M 22 0 2 R oy R UE 48 B Rk,
TC 5 AT A &5 4 () eR IR o

Sudret”™ ¥ )7 SCIR M 22 151 X H 2] 42 Jm) R
FE A B, A5 8] T OC TR I 2 10 R Hhon A =X
i) Sobol' R ETE %, Palar & H TNk IE L
AF FEIR W 2 00 X )7 i, #5477 5T Sobol' R

JER R 22 )Ry RABUZ 73 Mr o Cheng 5™ 56 SCFF
) AL AR 7T 4R R R A B Y 1
R ATk . RS 2 72 TR 20
SR Tl R T #9955 o vl IR0 4 )y SR 0% 23 B O %,
IR SO T | P s B R R SRas AT R A
AOCHE R A FEALAS 5 o A" X TR 2 I
I 4 Jy RABE 73 M7 07 1k R IT IR AW 5T, 9 R
S 2R GG 1 RABUE 5 T 5 B o M de It 10 R e
R A B B I 4% 0 R SR
PMESE SR 2E TR M 2 R 4 42 Jm R 808
IR M, N 324 Sl A LA 2 b R I
T 6 MW EE A% O OGS R. EIRTITRE T
BE TR 1l 2 0020 Sobol'4: Jay R U 43 By, % 1&
TR AR PR RIS DL . A P ST SEAE
AP iR il 22 A R B R AT U £ T, AL A
B TR 22 SR, A A L AT 4 R RAUE
o3 A, BETT A A Sobol' R A5 i K /N A 2
AR, AR AN E R AL N T LA &, AT S B
W2k, IR I A o 24 I ) 28 2 i) A Sl I 0B g 1Y
Mo IR IE Z WX, SR B T 2 mORS B AR
i H ™

6 ROATHE LR

4 2% B B #L (aleatory ) F1TA 1 (epistemic) 1R A
AN SE R I R AN i M AL G i R S — A
HLAY B XSG IR, S0 2% BN HUR B 2 1, N2
SN RIS B M T T AR B0 T I BEALAS
W VARG . TR 2 W0y i s Ak, i
SRR B TN AR T 22 T T 2 T AR B AL
FN IR B A0 E PR R T TAE . HIEAR
KR SN2 FAER & (P-box) | JEHE . BOR . X [H]
DL B AR AR A 145 05 5 25 RN R i g M, TN 2 i
175 TR v 22 10 X BE ML AS B o 1A% 4, DA T ik
o K 2t 8] FH R B 1% S ) 7 R B, BRI AR 6

6.1 HEHREIiL

E 3 &5 7 AR Sy Z B BE % J7 12 (second-or-
der probability) ™", ‘& il 1K i 3 e 5 Y bR
2 BB A pR B (CDF) 1 S i1 5ok 8 A ff
PE o SRR DA AN B PR AR AR B AT AR
fan, © R FIASER MR L N BRIX ], AT AR %
DX 8] 3 [l P R SR T 8 N7 7 ilRE 7S 31 M FEAR,
& WAP U TEA AT R . BRaEh,
AP JEAE 5 H B IR0 AN B 1 A e AR R M2 R
KB FEAMA, SR 5TE N 2635 7% 1B BE LA 1 o 1
A5, R AT B TR B 22 10 XA BE HLAS B 8 P AR
o, B 205 3 4 1 e )07 HE R RV Y — % CDF il £k
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(™ Ad) , b T 2 B P )2 e A1 J2 B IR 2% A A R
R R, B — P-box. &l 7 R A FHAR R
ST A HATIR G N0 2 MR R 1R B, BE A
U 22 PR 8 20 080/, {7 BB W 8 4, s 1Y
A AR 1 B 22 T 1) i 2500 O BN o T AR
£ (%) CDF 4%, n] i — 45 2% g i y e
A E VRS B (B . 720, 55), BENTHER
S X B, Bl wl.

CDF
CDF

i % JEHALAIA A
ZIEBENAS AT A4
i PRy UP i P — e
L e e e e e e m i CDF il

P 7 BT SRR 22 T TR S AN e A 1
Fig. 7 Mixed UP with PC and P-box

6.2 UFRRIE

E §5 B 32 (evidence theory) f& FH Dempster %
SR B Y, J5 4 Shafer R4t 583%, S XA Demp-
ster-Shafer ¥t ", B J& X 28 SLAE SR BRI 19— Fh ™
Ji&, A A 58 300 B S i A AT R A5 R AR A AR Y
{EAERE . R4S B 38 i UM AE AL | FEAC A5 B 4y
fid. (basic probability assignment, BPA) . 1] {5 J& pFi £
BelFML 1L BR L PIOIX 3 D EEABE SR T A
Bff 2 PR B ME SR 33 W] 228 SO [29, 94, 103]
ARBOC TR #e 0 BARA 4 o FFH UEHE 38 15
B A AN 2 PR AL 1 B, 35 7 T vili 22 0 R B

Oy === ===
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M N Y 2R FUE B bR 2L (cumulative belief function,
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function, CPF ) e FR ik 15 J1I HE 22 Py 22 5t ) g i) ATy
FEREE, Qi 8 FraR . EASF 4 e y 7 CBF Al
CPF Z J&, o] it — 25 # 7 38 A Ao Ak 3
A ARL T34 {8 A 5 22 1 EH AR iz )
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CPF

y
P8 EYEH S T i WESL y /) CBF Il CPF ik
Fig. 8 CBF and CPF of output response with Dempster-Shafer
theory

6.3 BIWIEL
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0~1), B oA JE s B, 7E AT IR A NI S PE AL 4%
B, AT LIS A0 B0 1 — Pl 36 1) P-box I IE X,
R B> a-cut B9 X [R) 2E 47 356 1R 30 22 1 =X B R
B 5 R A, e A B R G fn Yy A SR
JE R, 9 S KB R s L, o P
TR E KB p (0)H, @ € [0, 1 a-cut /KF- .

1E o;—cut [X[a],
X AR A B

!

{EAAREALL, %
BEBLTE Rt PC
BB, 1598 4,

()

i

(&)

@

S R A | \ [
o i :
]

Wi a-cut X, | 1
133 p, 1 BT, :I

nL- ’7L ;1L n n”= o
X"“ﬁﬂy ) a—cut o M /4‘.3 > M Mo

X [

Ko TR 2 BRSO B R & AN E AL 16
Fig. 9 Mixed uncertainty propagation with PC and fuzzy theory

6.4 [X[HPHE
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A'=[A"A"] = {x4" <x<A"xeR}  (16)
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6.5 {USRJith
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I MR R MR B Rk AT ANH ML R . ol
SRAG T RV [ B Ak B R RN X TR s, ek LA
i St 1 A R DX ) 5080 A A A AN B M A
75 TR AR IE 200 AR e 1, 38 A R A
SR PR, A5 BN RIS 1 2 PR A8 e %) W 25 9% B ek K
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