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B 1 ESMIEWEET AL RERR

Figure 1 Milestone of foreign simulation credibility assessment

g W), WA BE R R G A 06 B LR GAE — B AR . — SR T SR A IR, RO
5E S IE B VE A5 O RREE B Al {5 BEVE AL R FR AL /0 R G /47 L SE B 25 B 75 AT 5 DL R E T
FEREAT o3 bt VHEAIVEAR

BEE T BEHARMERE, T ERGEEEITES VV&A TAERETH AL B RGN I K RS # fr
AR O, VV&A I R G A A R A OGS, X S B B LA R AR R LA M AT A
BEAT A THI R PPAL, 3 17 CRAEA 35 2R Gl 3 2 08 e I WA FEKF DL R LA H AR I 75 2 1. Horh ) i
(verification) A& H)E /L @A FE RN —Fi B e Ak Dy 5y — FB 0 15 1R A, B A4l 2 A1) Ik
MREAR AL B HUA B B SR (VBN ) B DL RN “HBUERE T B S (V)RR ) B )
P BB FALIERIYE; B0E (validation) 2 MW E RGMH H I &, % &0 5 R G HAE R
W GHERIACE TR RS, T 2SS BAIGUE R H 45 RIE; Bl (accreditation) J&7EAL
2 AL R FERH ., A ASUB AL B 20 0 LR GEAEnS T2 — e R & 75 T4 17,

UEAh, HHRA MR RIT R R EEWE S VV&A FIEERME, ik, IEEE 12784 45H T
TH A FE G VVE&C (verification, validation and certification) FRUERITE (B, BAZ B 2 75 /e br it
ALY AR K FEIERA I | Jo b H 2 AR T St R SRR N S5 AR AE « A DA B4 7 L
B P92 T 2 RIE (RS R KT, BE VV&C T R AR B A 2 R S 6 P 2 X0 3 ) 5 .

RS FEVEAL I B B4R B/ RGP . R B IESE. @I v AE B VPl AT 45 T ELA
) RGEAE LRI EACSE R, BET 07 5 AR GEHEAT FIWTAIAE ; TS BE VP AL AT [ — X R A 2 M5 HAR
BT A BE A BEREAT HER, 1 M0 22 U DIC 07 AR R AT 5 PT(5 BE PPAR BE A 0 077 LRSI / R 45 ) ik
FEAREAT G AN 58 Aor, BT AR BN B R Gt Sk, 10 B RIS Bl 77 2032 255 v i e FF R 0 R 1)
PEA NI [ 45 R A VRAS P AD, 508 AR 07 5 R GIT RO R AT AT FE V-G, J5 & A0 JBRRL ) RGTT
REE HEAT TRAR.

1.2 ESMAEREETELRARE

EAME 20 D 50 FARRFFLEXN 7 5 o5 VS AT 7L, &0 T B2 Ak, B3R T K
SRR, SR R AR e B AR I A 7 R an B 1 s,

M 1929 55 1 6 Link 2R 28BS 20 e 60 AN EHAR KM B, Wila)i8 H H 78
P FHURRA B SEHUE I, KOs 5 AT 6 1% KRG R R R, M), LR T
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Xf 7 FAE RS ] AP B FE. 1959 48, Conway Al Maxwell X #0754 015 51 AT 5 2 10 BUHEAT 1
WIELERGE P 1967 4F, Fishman 1 Kiviat SR A 7047 7712555 — D HEBA 0 B AL 5 ST PR R G554
PEREAT T VP4, R REE T 0 BB AR A% 5 SR E R 10

20 e 70 FAUG, P EHARNEFSIRY R ] 7 TR, AH I T 0 & &R RS E
FEENAL AT, FEIF R T FE R B RS ISR AR =, b B T EHARHEN T e
BB AEUGIS I, AH OG5 07 B BGUE T VAT W AT, TR T LR B AR B 7 A A B iE T
%, XL E 2 B T FLAE RS, A MRS E Ty T, B AR YR B0 Ty A R T ek Y AT R
DK 02, 7F 2 R IOTE 5 T, AR IR ISR 30 #E AR E AP I0TE /5150 N FR A 45 RICTE A B A 45
IGUFFE R, FRAS LS RIS A ERE 4 R I M S B T, BARER « 156 18], K-S 10 A «2
Fr e M4 XAl it 0] &5 Zha g ISE 7 iA A4S Theil AER AL (TIC) 4k D1, I [a] ¢ 51 %
& — B0 A D71 Bt oy by 081 &5 b Ah, AH OGS 0 B V&V IR BRI VT T 4, KT
5 BEVPAR 51550 R A AT sha& IR 2984 Hr ANEER IR (19200 @ ke iid, 3% — I A A 8 2
Fe )] FASE AL IO UIE K AT A5 B PAk (1 SR Al 7 .

F| 20 t2d 90 FAX, LA DIS, HLA AR RI A1 X7 HERPUEUR &, 7 BHE RN T m B B
UBI A T T A A A A AE SR T E RS VV&EA 505 VA AR AEAL TAE, Ay
TR E RGO AR 2, B REMERARERITEAA (1) 1996 435 [ E b i @ i 5 5 B
IpA% (DMSO) HI5E K VV&A HITE (DoD VV&A RPG) 2122 FIF5F N @b+ . 25 /1S 3B 1
SN S 07 5 VV&A TARREEE RIEH; (2) ZEE BB T2 [EEE T 1997 4
F1 2007 IS AL HAGE (DIS) RGLAK HLA B R AISAT RS2 T VV&A Bl
IEEE 1278.4 81 fil IEEE 1516.4 23; (3) 2012 547 B H#AEARAEIL AL 2N (SISO) LHEH e T — Ml F 1
PiH RS VV&A MG (GM-VV) [24~26],

20 ALK RS, BT EXT R IR ZA LR 6 B R S8 R )3 &, 0 RN T LA
BIARRGAT E N E R B, X 207 B R G AE FETEAL A ok 1B BPkik. AH OG5 A0t B A
SEPERZI 27T, Zonp At AR R 280 DL 2 AR AR R R ) R A AR R 290 f o BRAGIE ir) AT T
WF7E. Horp, PLSEE Sandia B SLIR = Oberkampf AR 2EE AT TK LG S 4 i 2 N BB TS 5t
XA B IR ) AT AL, SRt T R T XA v B0 R oA 22 e BY (WS UEJVE, R T
ELA AN 5 M52 B A A 45 BLEGIE (W) . SE[E Vanderbilt University F) Mahadevan %5523 £ 5K
LA Bayes “#IR 1) A AR SO L I0AIE 0] f, 52 MG T EAR R Z 5k 5N T B 50 E B,
HESEH ARG BEMS A, 81 Bayes B 1077 VEIRBUT FARRLIGE 25 5 B2 LA 72 %
FAFE: BT R IGA Bayes IS 5035 1 2 sl th 45 B U0 UE 77725 331 0 PR R B0 46 7 V241
IR IX (A kg B4 FE U 075 3L R Ge vI {3 BE VA J7 T, SR FH Bayes P48 X} T B (¥ 50 TE 45
BT /Tt e 20 RGBT PO Rt T /N AR S Bayes R AHES & 1804 H
b JIOAIE J772; 361,

BEAR, AH G35 IR AN [F] B 75 56 R B B A B IGAIE K v A5 FE VPAR 0] T J& T8 58, SCiik [37)
PR T IR RLR ZE VEAGVE (EARTH), F T 2250 2 407 BB (1 S 28 HH AR L 36 40F i . STk [38] %t
X 78 HOR LT EARUR SR T R T R OB GE vk, STk [39]) X GM-VV FRUHEREATE BT XS F-16
AT B IEAT AIAE BE VAL, SCHR [40]) S I 728 O S O R G AT R, JRER TR B
P EAERIIGIEMESE . SCHR [41) 25T Agent HIARAIIGAIE J7 75 22 WA 5 24 4 BB R BEAT 36 E, SCHR [42]
WEFE T VPl N B3 (2 S AR B B0 UE AR AR . SOk [43] 32 H T 2508 SRS 7 BB B B0 AIE 1 B AR AR, 3¢
R [44] 2T EE RSO B A AE SCRT A A MERIGAE k. SCRR [45] $R I T — B IR A REGAE 2 B ek
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PiHAGHITTiE, SCHR [46] $2H 1 5T A5 B AR ) 2 B R RIS IE T i, SR A R R R 5
e R gtk G R R E AR, FFEEAT — Bk

1.3 EARNEAEETELRARE

B o T S BEPFAG 5 VV&A BIBTFAG T 20 28 80 FAUK, 2533 1Rl A g, 7E7F
ARV 7V 5 T 2 AR R B AT SO0 3, I &5 S B 7 SROG A R 5 VR AT B R etk [RJ A A7 44
PEME HH S T TS BEPPAGRT 7 i, T M SO AL B0 IR AN 077 2R 2 T A B VP Ak 9 5 T AT i 4.

P ARG UET T, B A 2 A0 T E ARSI PO ik . BAR X1 RO KN  Bayes S8l
THZ . Bayes [RS8 5%, 1 H N T8 A5 0 45 RRAIE iR AL BEX0 s 2850 L AG REIE R AL, 2 T
BT REKRBRHTE 7 BAETTE, IR G EAMG TIC ¥4, MILREGE. W77 EARTH J5
s PR HHESE TR R T 5 TRHIE 22 53 U BHIE 77 ik 1481,

5 FEANHE VE RS W R R UG IE 7 VB TE 5 T, SCHR [5] 45 HH T 2k TRRAE 22 R AR A PR S AR 45 A 1Y
PiREERAETT %, HIESHHARRZ RGO, STk [49] BRI A 2 705 5 S IREE A . R 22
ey ERIP T TTIERI S & T 2 oS AR L IGAIE, SCHR [50] St 1 Bayes fliiTIA 2
TNTRESEAS TR TR TR 225 Bl S = (38R 1) . 41X 22 Jo sl 255 HY 10 45 R 56 IE R 7, 3C
R [51] 5 7 e EARTH 52 MRS & ISRk, SCHR [52] 45 13T 2ot S ks
HARAHGS & B TT 2. Ak, SCHR (53] R T RIIRMITIE . BT R RGHITE. B Re s b
JTHERIT A FT 5 B RE A BRI ) L.

DI ARG RI A5 FEVPAG T3 T, [ P9 228 X R AMIE TR, sk AL 7 i 2T 2k HT (AHP)
BRI ZRE VP (MSE) AHSS & 1) J7E B BET Markov AL U7k B JETHIEHE BB IR 0% BB, Jik
T Bayes £ {7715 1P SEHEAT B0 LA 2 SRR 50K, 7R B HF 0 BR G n] {5 FEVAS 75 i, 3¢
Bk [57) A ESHOIRE —BUhE 0 A BEHEAT PR05; SR [58] 3 1 2 T F0 00 B A B B AR 07 OB R R AT 4
7. A R A ARG AE FEPPAG 8, SCHR [59] 3R Y T T AE BN (CESN) B2 4Lt
PR RAETTIR A ERREE W75, RN, AR 2 1 Sy F R G ml {5 BE A 8 B 5 77 1% 160)
ANAE 5] 2% 45 AR SR AT A5 FEVE A HESE (61,

ZR LR, FEAME 7 AT S VP 5 AT FURD R R 2, FENATREE L )R S ha i s
JTEIARSE. E B AN R A T AR G T VA T2 T B R P, SR R e R BRI L D5 VE A
RS PICHSCRE R RO H ARG ., FF 704 R (5 5 DI T 1 10 1) 2 X s A8 A I 2 i
B W5 BOR SCHEII 3 ANRIRGE B 20T HR GE RIS FEPPAG I D5 58 K ST S B s 7y
T =200 AR G rT A BE VAL T I Ak LIE, 4 B AR RBIE T 1A,

2 ERMERFWIEEITMAEE S
SORVTE R GAENUE UL G557 TR B — € M R Ak, FLmT {5 BE VAl T i V7 22 38 ). "~
THPE S M 2% 017 L 3R e ml it 28 FE T £ PR 1Al v S ] .

2.1 ERERGHFRIHN

BN ARG LR ARG, (BRA T RER IR, 1 B RBAER I i) & PE A 35
ARG ANEAZ . R H R GERIRZ o, TINS5 35 22 48 TSR B 3 v A K A7 500 R 1)
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RN FR GE T 07 HBE R R0k, T EARBIE I T3 T — R A B B L R % . A\
AR AENERSER R, R AR TR R, TR R R LKA

T E ARG RNEA DAL RGN S5 B B RS AL 25 AMER BT T, IR BB AT L
AR NAERFAL DT 0. HAMER LA RV E BRI R (1) KM, R 2R R G A
BRI MR, HEREK; (2) RETE. ERTARG T RERAELL AR & ARG A, 7]
REAAAE NAE [ B  BEPRAE (R BE RO 00; (3) ARGtk th . A7 5 AR Ge v fe 7 AL B4 A4 A B i A0 i 18
B MR B EAREE ARG R (4) sedRasla]) . A B 20 AR ST Se iR i I R rh sk
SR 72 . ARG DR, T P 647 S 46 SR A v A AN 4 TR RGO B S, S BOR B B Sk
e YCBURI & 1) 0 ELSE B, (5) MBIV E . BRI ARG T REE S B A AL E AR BRI
NI, BN S ARG T SSARNEAERE . NRAT N Z AR B R A, R A [F SR ) R 4L A
Bi 2 (8] TMAFAEAR ELRC .

M5 5 ARG NAERHE FIFEAAAE R e E. (1) SRR A.. MRl B AR G i T 0 OB AL R 2R 1,
(2) B L R 2RI, HIP FRAN0TH H 2R, SBOGRERITH RGN T R G0 PR MR LA
[l (3) IHAT /A, R HARGH BA AT /o0 A s/ ML BIRy s, TR 1847 570 Hrid A2 B n
o (4) TRAMZHER. ARRRARDPRNTREMRE RN A RS, Hisfridky ke o
PER LR T RGN ELARAE, Tl 25 A — 5055 ) AL

2.2 BEREZRSWIEETMGHEIGC)

BRI HRGNIRE mL, W28 07 FUSR K 5R23%017 30 AR G873 T 23 H v P2 DAk o s 14 32
O R B OB R S AE BT DA 1) ] g phe B AT 2 o S St H A TR AR A A OGO
F 15 FOARSE R GG IE [ i g o475 OB R A N S S BCRAE AN 8 PR A0 OB R A6 IE [ R G ] g ik
SRR Z A OU T 07 OB R GGUE 1) dn el fi ok 22 A0 SRR 51 P 55 20 B R i R 2 0 R R
PRI DAl 7] L

ERE R H RGN A SN, Ll {5 B VAl T I (0 3 22 1 U 1 A2 T R G E AT S F W
AT RS B 2R U ARG Al {5 VRl il F R A ES: - BHUR & Hr - A - 3t
RE KR I H R GG LV, Tt 2RI . 270 20 An 3/ A AL 07 R GERbAT Rl 5 LT
fiti; AR A R B R HHE ARG R A e R R R T R SR FEVE A W AT RGP
REANIABEHEAT AT A5 BEVPAS; el A R0 B A AR GE A8 FEVPAS AR L S I 8 B VP05 ) B Sh L e
JE5 R,

3 ERMERFWEEITMHEBRAR

AT BT X AT I AR G TS R VTAl T W ) 8 2 10 L L A ok T 56, PP R S R, AR
SCHEIEE 3 ANJTTHEAT IR, AR5 20 Hh HA R 2% 015 AR G vl A5 EE VYAl il AL X A 1 92 56T SRS

3.1 AEEIFETE

3.1.1 ERMERKRBIIEGE

(1) 25 REANH E PR B 0 BRI UE T 3%, AN PR RS2, 0 B AN 2 25 a2 B
BEATLIE, SR T 508 5 AE AIE 55 2 5 10 7 VR B B AN 226 i L ) — B0k ). i e SR IR S Hh 8
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Pa BRF AL, HL o 2 R DAL A B I AU A, IR B AR B AR O R AR AL T T30
o E R, R BRI 2R G AT 19 2R 4 AN 225 508 e 51 55 A L A1 B o e e 1 AT LA, SR
HARRAE. LS b, 25 R ahaf i (A 8 . IR R RAIE ) 5 AR T Oy

T

FF(YRj7YRd) = % Zz(i)2, (1)
i—1

Fr(Yay, Yaa) = % S L) - 312 @)

Fu(Yrj, Yra) =1 — %7 (3)

HHt, Yoy, § = 1,20, FRH j DEEREHA; Yea = £330, Yoy RS H 5 10T K (H;
2(i) = Yij(i) = Yra(i), i = 1,2,..., T3 2 = Y1, 2() /T T ABWESHHTAIKEE: Fu(-) Fom Ik
WA R Yry, Yra M50, Hof m MRS RIB A ARSI R 55, M NS 5B HERLE
(T ES=PEE

FET FIRFRAE B AR GRS 15 2 S5 A7 B A OC T SR RFIE BB HLAL & ery = {eky, €Rpr- - - »
emn Y, esk = {ekp, €2, .- et} b NEURRHENR 5, JE R 2 A 2 R R s ma e B AT — 3%
PERE &, FIFESR BN ey A ess, BEAT IR, HETR HEEACRUESR AR RIE R, W5, SRR 2
TR B 52 R B AR AE AR B 1R — B0, 78 b R v A G I 8 R S A7 A BB kA it 52 3%
my, mo FEF—HHRIES 6 = {1,2,..., N} LIIW4 BPAs, & A, B Bl hHETLILER, 0 56 N A
e HAH TSGR, MRS g iE & 5 Ch

dppa(my, my) = \/;(Hmll2 + [[ma[|? — 2(my, my)), (4)
Hrp (my,mo) FoRMBEZ AN, [m| FRAERE, |m]? = (m,m), FRETHELA XY
2N oN A; N B;
<m1,m2> = ;;ml(Al)mz(Bj) IAZUBj, Ai,Bj S 29. (5)

B (4) g5 e e R R U B A 5K

2<m1, m2>

(6)

idBpA(m1 mg) =1—y|/—.
’ [[ma |2 + [[ma?

(2) BA 2 om0 B RIS E SHEP VRS k. B 7 AEVE R, B0 FA T IE
WL BA 2R FE R AR 1025 FE AN E VE AN 22 0 5 a0 H R 45 RIGIE R A, 25 3T
B34 53 BT RAAE 48 P 28 1) 285 R BAIE 777 520, SR EARTH B $2HUEh A B RRAE, R FIE S 28 5 31
X HHEATHA, 105 5N F2 73 B 8] 3 873 20 M ket 22 oA A i RFAIE AN UE SR (A BEAT PR A O 2R Bt 5%
PERZI, RIS (6) THAEYE A 8] 1) — EPEAS 2SR S5 R

BEAL, T ARG R RE A, A I 36 T 2 A e A b e £ (5 AR R AT A, RO 3
HEETRY B HE 7 DR T AL, 45 1 2 T SRS AR5 3 A7 1) 00 BB HE 7 PG 73k 181, i 2 iR X (1)~(3) $2
At At 0 R R AL, SR P 3 R 23T T3 950 2 e SN H 0 22 SR R AR REAT P 44 i R SRk
I MRS 2 A0 AR [ 23 D TR, SR G A D5 0 W 2 25 i K i J@ i, k45
LS 7 A X R 7 AR D T A5 AR A,
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(3) HESHHI R Z 07 EARRIGUE 7%, XS HER sk Z M50, ATl % R4 2580
HIGETH A1, I-5 05 HEER BEAT — SCE b, Biltn, RS R BEAT 07 SO R UG UE R, 25 & 225 4
RZHIEOL, W2 AR R g 1S B T X R AR 0 A0, IR IER R & 50 2 IR E R E 0
BATERG. W ma, my, . my N0 DEFRGHIMTHER, Beanln A (i=1,2,...,N),

e > I mia, Aze.

m(A) = NAi=A1<iKN (7)
0, A=,

R K =31 420 [licicy mi(Ai), m(A) FoRGE R ZAMGHE .

BeAh, T PRAUEDT EAR R A5 B A 25 R R AR, [50S4 77 V21 SE R B, B 75 22 784>
FRZNEFE WA RS EE, LHERHAS— A% 52 W7 20, 25 T = AR
KT FASERLIGAE J7vE B4 1 Sl 2 0 S 20 H e ST LY B BCREAE B S 4G 5K, HETTT VT
EAF BN A F b AT B — B0, SR = A BORIECS AT HR ANE, BT = A ERIEUZE I i
FARR & B AR R AE; f&)a, PIAEMIZEEIERNESR & &0 Bt B — B, [J R0 A
BRI (S .

3.1.2 ERMERGHIEETMEE

(1) BT ARG AE VTR ARR & T35, X MANIF A B ST 01 R G mT A5 L VRl AR AR AT
CREMTHIBRILUN 3 MOl LA NI BUES BA A, T4 MR RUE S B aE
FRABL, AFRIR RS, Yk, 450 7R RIS TR AR 45 A Tk (62, (S BA E & 1]
A, E T XA RUCEAR S I 5, XA S ey Y (10 B X i) ) B R 9k e 2 2 WL, R o
HEXNERERUPCEIATER G, HMART R EBE. HRERG R S &EA B, 4
TR AHP AL S ARG S RS G T 1% SO AR PR AR ISL A DL, SISO 7
XHEPRE IS¢ RFATHIE, 45 G EBGE . BIFREEE . 2 - AT EE AT Choquet BERIRA 7, SE
DU AR PRER G

(2) BIEL KB MM B RV E ARG E G T %. BT BRI B ARG & A 25 50
RZ L, R0 KRG L b HREKEe & R WAT VRS, A EMPERIASH E . 9] A
BIEEATRURE SR X L S WHEAT AL B, JF R ANESR AL & 7 R SR S VPR 4 R 63, | tar — i
AT H RGN AE FLPPAG TR AR R &, B S B R SR BUR Z 1R A PRAl 8 I L A AR 3R A PR
A BUR VAN LI FEAT A B 2R TR A B Ve il & VAN R AP Al FE AR AE, SR AR G ]
fEE.

(3) HIEZ T AR KRB RNV H ARG W E I TE RRITHAGEE M2 T RGN, T
A GIA) A A2 L AR A FAR Y 8] ) A2 T S B, RN 2R G A AR A FAR R TR A7 AR R IR I AE TR .
i, 27 R H KRR R AAITH R GG FEPPAL S BRSNS HR R R 7 OB AT IIE.
FEXES A IEAIS 07 FOBE R BEAT I0AIE, PR S 4% SR 2 0 o A O R DAt s A 2 R 42 R g 5 o e 7
fE B IR R B &R, o B R bk 2R T AT BE SRS VPG, X BLHE b A 28 U FH T Bl o [ g (54). [
€ MREMG R 8] 52 B2k R R AE FE PP TR AR R &R, gt 7l SR Bk R RSO R IER ISR &
710 VA R SR b [ ) 77 3k (B9,
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[ Credibility of large-scale simulation system]

Credibility of subsystem 1 Credibility of subsystem 2 | ...... Credibility of subsystem n 2
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Figure 2 Index system of credibility assessment for large-scale simulation system
TN=PN =y :
3.1.3 AMEREMERGAEETELFR

(1) R HARGERIE VPG 7 5. AR R ST R 56 B o el (5 B REAT VP4, W R
T [ S5 SR VR 7 3, 2T RGTR AR IR A & R ALVl B AR PP TR bR &, Wl 2 B,
B RGNS AR RGN Z AT RGBT S BEFa AR, SCELPHG TRAR 20 1L, A
BHFHBENT ARG/ RM L BT EE, KA RS TRAGT T RENLHRAR
PR ARG — Bk . S E AR R IEFE RN S, [ E R, %07 BRI R RS
A PEE DI 1 — g 2 R

(2) REVI KRG G VP T 5. S0 ELE S HUR & (T H R G TS VP, 7 20 B AESE ., &
HUCRGURs s MR HEAT 73 A, [N 5 2255 18 1 R Gt AR R R SS TR WIS BE . X T SE R Geet, AR 4 Ho
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Figure 3 Index system of credibility assessment for mixed continuous and discrete simulation system
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Figure 4 Index system of credibility assessment for flight training simulator
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Figure 5 Process model of credibility assessment for complex simulation system
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Figure 6 Structure of supporting environment of credibility assessment for complex simulation system
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Research progress on credibility assessment of a complex simu-
lation system

Wei LI, Shenglin LIN, Yuchen ZHOU, Ping MA & Ming YANG"
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Abstract Modeling and simulation have been used extensively, and they have become an important means to
recognize and remold the real world. Whether the simulation system is credible has been a concern of simulation
users. Various complexity characteristics of the simulation systems are presented with increasingly complex
simulation objects and higher application requirements, creating some challenges in credibility assessment. First,
the development process of the simulation credibility assessment is summarized. Next, the characteristics of
complex simulation systems and the problems of the credibility assessment are analyzed, and some solutions
and countermeasures for the assessment problems are provided. Finally, the challenges and opportunities of the
credibility assessment for complex simulation systems are summarized, and the corresponding future research
directions are indicated.
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