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1 5 &

A R B TT IR TR 7 N2 T e iz AU 7 9%, H AT C O v S B T A
THEALE B ) 1 1) 3 S G 43 (£ B 2003), 38 AT R 02 BT B 5L AT R TR AR
AT EE RV AT I S AE TR I O AR AT B S A AT A PR oA 2 A H T
C2& N 5 BB M IR AIT 780 AL 1T 5L K B BRI T BLL —, el R T R
iy, BIOREK, AR T Hrif 4t 1 Bt U7 A AT YR ER ARAE, R AF N R
BEE, AIRTBR A S 5 MR ZE, EEARE: SR SHIRE . ZHORZEMH KR
72 (Brownjohn et al. 1992, Mottershead & Friswell 1993). Q5 % 72 ik ¥ 1) BRIAE, W)
A7 PR TCAR ALK AN i S R S PR R R 1 —— A BRI BB IE ROR g 1 A2l T i A
IR = S 3645 S, 3 WA D S K a5 D e A T AR, TR A PR T RS IEBOR () AR
AR A 5 2 e B, WA IR TR B AT B IE, S K IR i /MO A5 R 5 S Bt
AV ZE R, A PR O B e v B AT SE b S e SEBR A5 R R (R R ZLAAE A B 2012).
WIUR A IR e R G ST 5, S0k 342 60 25 A 2 S A 36 B KT B 2k % 22 AT DLE 1o 5 7 I A% 4 1 ok
il 2 HOA IR o AUE I 7 V5 SeBr B et WIRE . B MBS LT R S5 A
SHMBIE, IR RS EORZ (AT M 2005). A R JTBBAZ IE £ R B B IAE
FL 25 0. 1958 4, Gravitz 81 €L T 9% 20 90 10 5 A2 15 RONLEE R SR LR B, A
NFEA R ITCHE BB IEEOR B R WHRER (R85 2009). 20 ZERAERE, A RITE R
IE & RN — T EL B R A CRE R R, I AT N A T 18 2 SEBr L2 (Brughmans et al.
1991, 1993, Schedlinski 2000, Venture et al. 2001, Goge 2003). LA 47 TFE 45 A, LA
FEMF 5 AR 0 B P fe o B, 4 RE 8 58 FURF RS W R A IR e A2 2 1E 1) 1) A (7
SLAHAE 2000, Wang et al. 2005, Xu et al. 2011, A EZE 2014). 546, BAR H A7 7 KA
A R IC o B AT R R A2 IE T ¢ 1 AN 5 ¥, {H 1 41 Dynamic Design Solution (DDS)
2y F ) FEMtools, Pi1 ]+ (SIEMENS) A ® ] LMS Gateway, Simcenter 3D & 3 {4 7] it
. TRESE B I T AR A OR s HE B A IR e A R IE ORI A R, PR X —
AU I RUR R TT 18] 2 — AR, REE LR E O A — D B, IX IR IS 17
WA B, BRI EOR M G K & 2 A R oAU E RS 7 B s EEok. sk
KW, B 1L 5 BRI ATY SR AN BE DR UE T 25 ) 8 S0 S 355 v P o S i ok 00, PRI ot 5
AT IN (5k2 7% 2002), R4S B B G B DUIR R 2k oM N2 . sk b %2
PR | PESRAE D R, oI AR B0 B E I8 e B S Hh By ) A AR AN E I,
BB HE T € PR A IR TR R A IR 2 — AR5, A BR TR R A B A B — IR R
e f T RAE IEE G i 22 LR R (FRB) T AT5K 2 9% 2005, 5% A ZLAEH BT 2012).
AL T DA X — W 2 1 5l A 5 [ R 5 i s PV B0 - Tz 5 387 [ 5 SE 6 % (Los Alamos
National Laboratory, LANL). i W [H] 5 5245 % (Sandia National Laboratory, SNL) Fll
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SiAe T - R B B R [E ZK 5L 5G % (Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, LLNL) 1 57 )
LI R R Y (Martin 2000), I 5 S ARG Z 5R0E. HAT, A R TR A
(R AR AR BR 2k L L AT J, AR TS AE AN WA (S8 8h 75 5% 20064, 5% A 2040 7
A5 2012).

T3Ab, Bk T I R A A B kR 2, ARG S AR e BR oA BB IR v AR
SHORTE AL, WIIEH IR ITREAR 5y — R 2RI —— RIS MR %, FEAL S IR
TeRE RS IEFOR I AN Je. (BT SEBR A K TRT AL, X 25 A AR 4R R i 2 VAL 28 AR
N T ARG A BRI RS 1L B GETH IR, 5 T R xBTS A 2 kAR Ak 1) 45 44,
G TRV A T RAZ IE NS B A AR s b AR kA PR o
1& 1E ) 5 2 5] BT 78 N A RVE . Schmidt (1994) S JE 28 4 BR o R 4% 1F ) 8 i3t
AT 7B IR SRR, T I UL I R N RN, O EE R A R AR B R I R AR A MR HEAT
TRRMEIEWETT. 3 HMEA — LR S5 e B BRI 1 B R AR 2 ) A7 42 1T 1] 7
(Mottershead et al. 2011, 5% A £L5% 2012), HAH KB R IFA T 5. TR e 1% G 4t
ZER AR ZS o AT BRI AR AR R MR S5 TR IR ANE D, T AR ZR R B ) AR G R Y A ST A
L, HH P EEESEWND T . IBHEN AR RPIIR (Kerschen et al.
2006), PRI AR 2 VAT PR T RUAZ I A& T BB AR D ) L G SRR AR R e A L AR &
AR AR — B0 A BOR S (0 S AN LY, D9 A BR JT A RUAB IR BOR [ R 1k JE 4
A7 BRSO, AR A BR TR RS IE BE 0 W IR Y (Y ST 2R R, PR AR AN
P, 8 H AT S PR A, MR LIRTHE IR R BB, 5 TR S 57k
)RR, A AN EE DT T S M E IR R, AR IR TR R AE IR Z
R 2 1 RE.

KIEATIRTCHEABIEBOAR, $- T4 IR e AR U S PR 2/ (I BE 7, REfis it — Dk
AT PR TTAEAU 73 BT 5 VA IO 35, X & e ih « ARk, S M IR B, 454 f e, 5
R PEBEVEAL o FO0IU S5 TTRE N, DA S A Dl i L o HE 45 TR A R B A B S [,
B BB A AN 2 B AR AIT TT, B BRI AR, T2 ROA, e SR A I, 4R v Al 1
ARIKF RT3 58 5 70, AR RAT ML 2% (0 Ji& AN BT 2. A ST e T30 e A7 FRJT
RS IE R AT VA . BRI G5 A PEIR, AL AE R TORE AU A9 2 D 8, e T [
A PR ICHE R AE IEBOR B K DI RE, [R5 18 FL fof & e J7 17); B Rl 4R ) A PR e A 7Y 4%
LR A ARZNE 1 K FEBUIR IF #EAT FE &, BERIAT AT U 53 255
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FHRAERTHERBGE T EZNE AR

i AR FE A, B 1 B oy B R R 2R T RBUE S BB IETT
ERR B 2. Berman M1 Flannelly (1971)« Berman (1984) (K4} 5t %7 4 BR 7o i AL & 1E 3E 4T
TR R IR, B TR A 58 % A IR, 38 06 A S ST S s 4 A Y B
TR I AT DR HE £, DT 2 A2 A RS G 1E R 57 B W) 3 LR AR . Frriswell
F1 Mottershead (1995) 1% 3 (Finite Element Model Updating in Structural Dynamics)

XA IR TR RUE IE (R BOR BR 2k L A8 IR 72 vh AT BE A8 2 10 [a) A B AR i 7 k04T T
BN R, F A R Tt RS IEJ7 V50 8 T RS 8E i B 2 TSR
RIS AR AN TR 7. 2 ZHERRRE, C2mIL 7 KEA R T &
1E 75V, A SR SCHR s A Ml ¥, D7 VAR 7 R WA B AN ZR6 KA, W DURSE 2 IEXT R
ANTF) 73 9 R B BUAB IE 7 M 2 8RS TR T7 0. A8 TR B8 vb fa ) S 0 5 mT DL )
J3 iR I 3 A B e B, i e B S e S R U, A
TR, A AT ) 70 e B 3 AT A IR o B IE A UG BT I BOR (58
JELLAUE B 2012), B3 T30 1 i94 IR T B IE 75 D0 A T 7T i) F2 30T, BRI A 3¢
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BRI RT3 B R TE MR A T 7 . X T G4 IR 6 MR A T S A 5% B,
P2 BT T B T I8 L S SEREIR. Hou, SRR (1908) AM 4 T 5 A
TE 79k, SR A R T8 7 3 2 MO0 7 0 R TR RS I8, 4 22 302 (2002) 1 T 40 4
R T 35 3 7 30 0 07 U M R R R, R T R TR L R 4 W R4S TE A K
A 60 1 1B KIS0 (2003) HR B T A PR TE R0 E OB B Y . B 8 LA R
A3 S (A B, R T R T e B (48 IE 7, ZERERI T M (2005)
DR TR D7V L B RO T R 6 I 4 1, A R TR R, B M
21 I R, SRS (2006a) T AT T BT BRI E 14 ek ST A PR T R
A R B0 2255 (2000) S48 T A3 R TT R TF b 3 T RS A 2 50 4500 o8 4R 3
1 2 1 4%l T B8 % R 3 B R S 2 R T3 — AR ST 1 R R T R, A
5 A N, (E3 R A2 M TR E TE T Sk s R . O T R A PR 7
HTEL {6 T R 52 M0 10 2 JRE ok A, SHETTT 31t F 2% 1 TR 0 RS 80 T 0 448, % S o B 1T
4T HY 24 55 ST G5 R 0 BT A T 32k, {EL RS 48 J 303 T R 70 BT 48 T 1R 1O 5%
R VINE S S E5 R T vy:i )

2.1.1 FEfRERIG X

Berman (1979). Berman 1 Nagy (1983) L & Baruch (1978, 1982) %5 1F it T B 4L
I B L35 7 TR M T e 1O SR I AT AR, Al AT TaE RS IEAS M SR AR A 20K, il
Ao L 6 B 3fe 192 Ao R R A2 1 R Y B dme AL, ELARAB IR BRI BE R R i A X R
A IE e AT RE S A B < AR I B, (ER R 1R W R SR
R FEERRRAE. X IX — )@, Kabe (1985) #& H 7 — Fi (R 4758 K0 B o R o 4 45 10F 119
W BEFE FEAZ IR 7 V5, B AR @ 5l N PR A, (e f2 IEad e A s s e R AR F T R,
A F IR RAR. B IR R W B AR A RIRERE Th R, KR T ik L — A ECR
B JE 8 A B2 W TR IR L, RS SR 2 R AR AT T TR Bl S H
B IENIEE . R T s R IT ) (FRIE SR R i€ 1999). Roy (1990) I8 X} bE 2 Fif
BIEJTE, 1R H BRI Y B S B IE R R T 3R Rk L B IE 45 R H S i IR
TeRE BB IE T iRV b . XA BEORTE, ELIRIB IR BB M BEE B 1) 5 ik B AR T
DI S it A 2 240 SR ORAIE FL A IR« B R AL, (B I SR B TR O YR AE A2 AR I R AIE IE 4
R AT i wh = VB S AB IR G R R AR 45 R L5 SER S5 MR T A B S8
br TREE X, IR HNE P25k & (M 2011). BERTFIRM BRI O f KEM
RILFAH, NHHA.

2.1.2 S¥AEFZE

SRR ITIEANRENS FRIE M IR RE « B 45 R AW L S, I RE W8 ORAEJE 5 IR A
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R B AR DA R & e R R R AT I R, RAEME R IR E R R, E A A
FH AT TEONIRN M. S 808 5 3w Bl 0 S 800T DU 7 RE S 4, T DL
e B SRy B s R R B L RS SR S

THFE S50 th Natke (1988) AT#2A8. @ik 74 BE S H0BAE IE f5 1 B & . W
HFE M*, K* £ A

N
M* =M, + ZanM;

n=1

K"=Ko+ EN: B K,
n=1
Horf, Mo, Ko NIEIERTHIBE « NIBEHE [, &R SRAN AT My, K, W] DL S oA R
A PITH RIS an, B, BUN TS 8. "B DR BRE . WIEEAEREARN
R AL 5 RE BEASVE 264, K38 5% T 7 S5 M 2 ) 05 RO SR g, (0K BB A2 IR /9 H /.
Friswell (1990) #¢-5- #0R 5 o W B2 B4 2R 0= A R TR B IEV B S8 p 10— Bt Tay-
lor JEE T30

l
oM
M=M0+Z5pi87p_
- @
!
0K
K=Ko+ ) opi—

SRJE AT LU AR AR J7 A% B E 22V 26, b [R] B J0URH S5 40 35 5 RE LR A 2 8. A L
TTREEZHARA T EMES U EREE N, XA IESHRE T AR TS

PR b, SO H T R A 3 S R R AR R R 22 H A R O S AL B 0 A BR e
RUEIETTE. RRTTIE LRIR N

J(Ap) =e"We (3)

Horp B %2 e KRN

e=Af—SAp (4)

Ap JoFHE TE S M B, AF 95 MU 2 MR A B 0735 A B, i R 6 46 0 1
AT LU BHAEA « B Bt . B (R IEHE N (modal assurance criteria, MAC)- 35U B 41«
SRR 0 SIS e 3 AR, th T LT A B 0 I 2 M R A 5 22
2 I3 R R S TR, B e TR I 5 501 T T L 46
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U Ofu
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1969 4, Fox 1 Kapoor J4y PR i% 5 52 5 11748 5 6f ) J7 e B2 (19 52, TF 5 T &t S g
BPRFAEE N RURRAE & o 1) B4k BRI RS, B8 7 TR W) Z =AW Bl
X2 N BT RS A PRGBS IE VAT T o) 2 A, BT R BUE
A IR ICHEARUE IE J7 A 2 B AT H B O ) 77, Mottershead 5§ (2011) X 5T R
R A BROGAEEAUE IE 5k AT T R GE . AW RIS, IF LA BT LA BTGB &
TE 0 T2 S0 5 B 12 7 s I B AR, E AR R AR, SO 2 Fox Al Kapoor
2 AR AR AR VR AE 1) B R B TH SR V. AR 1) o R R SR X A 2, TR LV
B VR 22 ek T B AT 9T A B, e Nelson (1976) $1 HY 0 77 92 PR LR 75 B2 00 45 4 B A
AHARE BONE T SEPR BT R T 72 6. H Sutter 55 (1989) 7EXTLL T 4 Fh 5
3R EAAN, Nelson iR RI R 45 2 N FAR RO, 76 1H 5 R0R A 25 ik

A Ve A7 / = = 8 (T) N R N
Wtk b B A — B AR 3. Nelson V£ r WMRHF ) & R B gp_ HITH R T AR AR
N i 5 R R A T 2R
00" ) 4 )
o =C"p\" +V (6)
/Q‘,\
A =K -\ M (7)
0K oM T (OK oM
o) — _ A0 (o0 @IV )| L)
Op; A Op; <{P ) Opi A Op; ® v (8)
=X
ANy — p) (9)
KRR VO R IE B
1 T M T
) — _ 2\ M (0 ()
o= 2("9 ) ap ¥ (‘P ) Mv (10)

KO0 JEARNI (6) BI A SRAGFHREAE ) 2 R BUE. & FRHIE 2 R B 0 TH LR AE OGS
TR OARZHE, AR (B 2003, BT EZR 2011). 54, R 3) T
W ABUEHERE, Friswell Al Mottershead (1995) X ABU{H 1% 5 1) B3k 47 7 %l v 40 1 3+t
W, A P 2 T 222 1 8 e 0% S WL ) A R R R, Ko AR SR v AR ) Ry T
KIEUE. 5 H 57 BE 3% B3 A0 2 T8 2 MR 72 N R 450, F b [ A 3 1
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B AB 55 5 3R A5 HABON W SE, 7E M) 3G H A5 bR BUN 8 H AN AT SR HER S 22 MR AIE B I
o756t 43 i B TR AL ER (5K A SR AT AT IR 1995, #8425 2009).

FE S BRI 78 o, SRR DA KB i T P A A B R BR il L e B B S
5 5y 52 W 75 S P AR BUR R 22, B3RS IS5 K A5 R A B % 1, TR e A6 T L 22 1) s
1B LB/ 28R BRI L. 18 IE 2 Bk £ 2 1t 28 7 12 b A O B B I R A
WS HOE TR R TRAR 5 R 45 & 1 J77%, IR4E &K1 € KRB0
] i 30 43 SR 0P 50 v () 2 00, A B P DA 3 B R M RE 1 A g 5 R AR R AE SEBR B 1
FFAN AR 1) 28, AT DL3gE S 22 56 e % R AU BN S H0E ) R BUE R B e (R
JALLAUEAET 2012). F34b, Gn R A5 & A A, 55 BEAE 45497 1€ A 07 V1 E 12
1IEZ %0 (Friswell & Mottershead 1995). A 157 & 142, S0 Jy vk i85 v DUAR 95 52 b
i, 2 HE B IR R HEAT AR, DAIR = B 1E 45 SR BORS 1 2, (E 2 ah AR R R Wi i
Pk Z AH SCAIE FEIE 1.

TSRS 20 AT I AR 1 B 1R 22 G IR RE 2 R TR S 4R 2 (D’ Ambrogio et al.
1993), it LUA 2238 JT AR B 5 B #4023 i o7 50 4 30 AT R BUAZ 1. Ao 0 4 e % ae
Bt KRR 2, HOBA T 51, & D ) BE 08 AH TLRSAZ M T 3R 45 58 2 #E 1 1) 2
5, BRI B )R (9 5 BT 5. Natke (1988) e i HEAT T 2418 Bl 5 Lin 1 Ewins (1994)
Pt 7 T R B R BUE 55, Zang 55 (2001) SR HRAIT ST 1A BR TR L E IE 1 0
SRR I, DA U PRAN B IE JE A, (RN i mT AR A AE IE H bR B EG 4R 5K W] 48 (2002, 2003)
St 2o R 4 R A AR B A R U A BR TR AR TE T, B SN AR R HSOAH
KAk RUE 775, I O BRI, SIS TR R RO AL, IE TR T U5 R R
ZEE (BUPR I N R 225 Al H R 22V P AP 29 5 7% (Cottin et al. 1984, Fritzen 1986,
Fritzen & Zhu 1991). {HIXJET7VEANA MZ pi b #. BHJE B A2 1E 45 vl 8 5 S ok, H Al
3 — L E A A2 35 B0 T LU 7R BT 7 — SR, 40 Grafe (1999) $2H 1%
JE 2 i BEL 1) K R 4 M A R 4B TE J7 7% Kwon M Lin (2004) $2H T 45 & REBUE /041 5
WA KR FE FE AR (measurement dependency index, MDI) ¥4 Bt 1% #6387 75 7%; Sipple Al
Sanayei (2014) F 5 pg) K (0 S (8 R 88088 & AU BT REBURE, 2t — b BEMS [R] I 2 15 5T
= WIEE . BB R R B IR 55, XI5 7K (2015) R JE T PR REUESRFR, #Eth T2 1E
il 25 ORI B 13 1) 202 77 V55, AH GBI FUATIEE A TR N

FHAN, WAL DRSS ARG M B R S5, BT ARSI S AR — R
i), T L3 6 S5 M) A A0 K R 2 KR o B ST R . KL B S AR AL S B T
VEAIRASIRBN G HL I 75 5K, B b 4R 25 2E A S R Tk 58 8% . £ B R T
R B G R BT ST S M TR A0 EE T B I R T R IRl i A BR T
BAMEIE, 5 bk 3 TR A 24 00 77 7 A AH [F] (Beliveau et al. 1986). Lin
A Zhu (2007) T Fede H T2 T R AR A BR o B BUAZ IR T vk, d i B R A
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ANy AR A HEAT B IE, XM O EA R ERABIE T TS AL TS (2010) 12 3
WIFEX B tH 2 B8 —Bir Taylor JEIT 3, K L& T5ik Kk ey BB PLE Lt S5
(145 IE; XIZRBEFN T HFF (2013) 256 U4 5 & 4ti% (improved reduction system, IRS)
(O’Callahan 1989), JF 1 I Hl 72 73 1155 R B, St 17 3 T F a8l 1) 1 A0 18 1E g,
Pem TR A2 HALER; Yuan 1 Yu (2015) 4 77 15 R JE I B 2125 58 BHJB (1 25
1, JFE i PR R IE, IS T R AR RCR.

AL H AR 5, A PR oA A A I A A A O A 1] L BE R T SRR A R
J&, — el BR K AR B0E KT RF SRR R R TS L & TR IS BRI A Sk
RS RYE, O N H T ARG AZ IEWF A (Levin & Lieven 1998a, 5% U4 55
2006, Marwala 2010, Perera et al. 2010, Jafarkhani & Masri 2011, T JT~F F1 X1 5 2% 2013,
Shabbir & Omenzetter 2015, Astroza et al. 2016). SZfr LA R G ZIEIEH &
ALK, H— O AR AL n) 8, & 3 i A8 A 50 A RE e ris SRR, iy HoRg ik
SR 4 R F AUAR, 0T PR TR B AZ IE J7 V2 i S B B B B S, AT AR
N NGIG A FT 5% ARk i AR T7 5. B2, B A NI AR AR T5VE I A XA
PR A ARG TR 3R 1) R R, A R T AL T AR 1) R F I A2 AR 58 5 NGB IR 45 KRR AIE
B, B AL RS PR S e BE A M A SR A AR PR H b e

T RGPER SO T BAR BA W B e 3, (H2 i 0 B xR
o, Z AR CEERL, TR E R Hoot 5 & 20k IE T R R FE 5, B
SHOEFEA I, W2 BOR BUL BUN S LA S8R e R AT S L, I B R A T
Gemt, RBUERE MEAE R A AR T 5 IR A, S BURER R R A iR (Friswell et al.
2001). PRBEAE S B BT A, R a2 AT R B IE S BB 2 1 KR . R 2Rait i fr — Lk
B A1)

2.2 EEARTHEBBERZENEAR

B0 AR G 2 UM 7 VEAFAE BT SRR L SRARERE R 5y H I 285 1) I, A7 2 2 3R H
K 45 FAE T B ARHE ALY (surrogate model) 7772, PA AT T REE S HON 5k
IR B2 RUE, A R oAR AUE IE ST SR BT 7K 2 Byt 0. R 4 SR 7
EEEAR: §48 %15 (Guyan 1965) 3146 ik (Paz 1984). IRS 5. SEW A G4 K
% (system equivalent reduction expansion process, SEREP) (O’Callahan et al. 1989) %%.
Papadimitriou Al Papadioti (2013) 4t [ 45 & 1B 28 G ik 2 AT B A2 1E 1 JB%; Weng
S5 (2011) A AR T TS5 M 7%, BLR A 35 AR (2010) $2 HY B 20 R 5 S5 R 42 I 7 7 L
157 BUF R ROR, o B AR RS IE 18 SR A 5 B, X Ee 757 ik R BEAE T4 JR A 45 4
T P T A R R DRI RS 2 2. A SRR R RS NSV (cross-model cross-mode
method, CMCM) & —Fh S8R J7 v, B HA TR E A7 IS 5, BAH EH 5 R 5
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JE, BT M8 G § A Gt T VA B Il R Al e 2 D 46 i T A5 AR RS B 7 ik AN
RS BEARTH S A AH, T AN 1H 5 R AR, AR 1 SBT3

BEAN, H T SR G5 M e T AFAE AN E VR, T A% S8 A PR R L 2 1R 1 O T
E ML, 5 SRR ASARRE. R, 18] ASEA E 11 ) K JE 2 4% e A BR o B IEHOR
HEWKETT . Collins 45 (1974) Z5& 4 Mgt it MARSR Y 1 5 T RUZ I /N7 2
2, FFRW T A IR o @ AN B gk el A b i A e P, R s g B R
PR OCH MBI i) B 53 A 2 S 3, DU e o HE W v b S 35 BAEE A B A5
A5, R 5 HEWOR S Hr WAR, 18 54 IR BB IEBOR B AR S L, T2 6
DUt S g vF 310 N B0 R T AUE IR AR . Alvin &8 (1998) #& i — Fh =5 R 22 F
ANHA E PRI A AE 22, JEBE T DU S G vh il 1R rh R 22 AU E B A TE AN AR 0
Beck fll Katafygiotis (1998) & Je 4 th DUt I Ge v A TR M BEORME B, A6 7 B Al 78
77 (1998) TGS AF A RAUIR G T 10 A B2, HHE 3 7 B T DUMH I RE 2R i BB TE A =X, JF
PR T HAR TR TG P L B R A ) R B S — SR B i U6 AT AR T SR DR,
KIET —RFNH 715 (Beck & Au 2002, Ching & Chen 2007, Cheung & Beck 2009); &
WA T ITF (2017) 7E DB IEREZE R, SR HY 1 & v T 20 456 45 44 1 A PR o A 1Y
BIETTvE. BT gt 75k © &) 2 F T4k 2R 5 9 O A BR T B A A . B
A8 FH A0 E AR B R S MLASE B DA AL, G AT LA P AR A 2R 4k T B 2 ) . e O R S
77 (1997) HR4EA BR o BUE 1E b A7 AE OB 10 2 ik £ . BOBI A2 1E H PR SERFAE, $2
AR 12 1E 2 B0 K BB BRI 08 356 1 A PR e R B AR 1E 77 vk, HL U S50 BAS 1 BRAB ) 2%
H; Liu Al Duan (2012) ¥ A5G BRCHE S 5] N2 IR e RS IE, A HE % E T
B Z B A E XS IE 45 R % 0; Erdogan M1 Bakir (2013) 45 & 500 #2 3
MBS0 L R RE SRV, 4R 2R T RO R T B AS IE 8 05 iR ) 7 7%, JF 5%
T I G ok 1 SR RIS AL (Monte Carlo simulation) J5 7445 X b, B/ 1 347 1Y
RO AL G 77 5 1) AN 78 1k ) AR, R i) 2 e b T B A BR T B i A HOR, KA B AR
5 48 75 1T R B 8l R X7 . DU EEE /48 CMCOM, #2846 72 AT 3
THIVE, FFAR A PR oA R 0 K R D R AT 8 IR
2.2.1 CMCM

CMCM 1 Hu 4§ (2007) B 5648, & —MAZET RBUE R I7E. XML 75
MEY A S, [RIRERAS I J5 A 5T L I B B R s o 3 (1) TB TR N RFAE J7 2
(B S 000 B 0 5 B0 HO R 10 52 AE TR e 1 — Mg o7 . B 5 (1) o M, Ko RoRig
IERT B IR RS, D) e B0 4R A7 IR e B RRAIE 7] & L RFAEME B o7, A2 RS2 RR
fIE 1) RPAEE AU o, AL A BB BB IR AT 5 A4 IR 7 2

K()@? = )\?MO‘P? (11)
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K ¢l = X, M" ¢! (12)

B (0" R (12), (o) R (11), BT (¢!)" Kop? M (o))" K*o Febrfik, %t
i ¢ I ! J5 5P RFAE 7 R AR #J 1) ELAEL, 45 21

= L (13)

N qT e it t N qT e, At
1+Zanwz ﬁ <1+Zﬁnw> (14)

EIPN KSR R =S

N N
Z anCr,n + Z 5nEr,n = fr (15)
n=1 n=1
(@) K5 (@) M0 N N
;E\:EF‘& Cij,n = Tija Dij,n = Tiia Er,n = *%Dij,na fr = % - L %LH:
(pf)" Kop} (pf)" Moy A Al

A PR TSR A I i 850 U1 35 Dy figb e R g R 2L T . X A g v AN i AT SRS R
RIS IIILE, HAZOREMESEEE, AF UM EREUE, AFENUE, £ TN
FH. B2 22 S0 e L s Al DIk, 6 AR AU 5 7% (1 LU AR IS T B HE B 20 R % 1Y
oL AR SR R T34 TR S HOR AR S5, W LLRIE T 2 [ R E M Z
MESHGEER, TIERAT — DRI AR E B S B2 1L

2.2.2 HEMLEE

A PR A RS T 2 — i b s e Y ) e i) R e ) R — i R A2 A 21t HLAN & 8 Y,
SRAAME BERCIE 0] K4S 2. A% G805 V5 To W ] JE B AR 18 1IE S 30t ok o 8 1R i
SR BRI A 5, TR A 5 o I A6 A 48 W 4% v, R L AR 2R MR i B i L Bk
BUHF R R, KA R TR AAS TR 1 Je ) 8 A% 4K OF ) RSR i (% ER L RT5K 455 2004).
KA ZEMRE, CE-EMBEZ AL, HEL NIIRA R T AN, F
T BR oA B E IR AU = B 2 M R R (RBF) #1445 (Levin & Lieven 1998b,
Atalla & Inman 1998) FlJz M f&# (BP) #1148 M 2% (1 EEESE 2000, 224K 55 2006). A1
TR A, 4 X 2% J7 VA e T AR 2 1 S5 44 A PR e S T (3% PR [ 4% 2005). B
LR Bk, Ml TRAR S RBUL 54 &I EFEA B ESEUE b S
K, B MRHE B AR NS B FrE IR S 80l g A PR o AL 15 2 B 25 14
FRAE &, A2 Boph 22 0 2% IR I 2R e AR 5080 SR, T e o 2% (R S 1 | 25, R RE AR
HAR N Greh P 2%, B 2SI K Sl HHE 15 21 10 45 M R Ak B N & R 2%, 15 21 (1 2
HEVNBIE S KB HG e a, BB IE G S BN AT BR Jo B8 38 A Al 46 M) R A B 5 5K
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TEE LA, A0 SRR ZZ K, 7 ZEA e I ZRFEAS I FOHT I SR 22 W 2%, 0 bk 5 A2 L 4 i
AR BE ISR, i 2 W 2% AQ R B T i LT S MR IR R 5 A3 2 I S R T I 2R &,
K A7 PR TR RS e A2 08 I W) UK A, 2 A BROTAR B IEBOR B E D (HO, M W 2%
1z AL RE S0 B IE 45 2R I RE M OR, 2 15 5 R i A4 15 5 B 5 23t — P i o)
b, 28U 2 IS A 22 I 2% i ot WSSO ] G, i N PR I 0 00 7 7 e 8 0 4% 368 U
SIORBR, E R ST K ) I R K0l th 7 2 A A BR e AR R U B, AT 3 A 1Y
T .

2.2.3 Mo N mHE

R 2RO A IR T BLAAE IE 7 vE ik RO 2 75 2 2 Ol S A BR oA, 36 ik
PO B TH B & i I A A R e A A B SR 0 X R Rl 43 O ST DAE — e AR
P 0B R N T Y — R AL SR, e DA R ) N T R B A A AR A
5282 M2 3 Mk 00 R, #ar — A B AUE BR oA AL AR AL AT A0 40 5 AT 2
(¥ 512 2011). WA T 95 A% - i Box A1 Wilson (1992) #2& Hi 3E 5 T4k 2 Tolk, 45t %
R ECHRINN TN TR R TR 2 A4k, 208055 (2006b) 5 HLAR
W STV AE A PR G AR TG T AR I R AR L. AT T R R AR (2008, 2010) R
K W S TRV T AR e KR b R AR 25 ) A BR e S ARG IE 1) R, ELXE S B i R R 47 A B
TORL RS IE R SO T R i) AR i L TR VE A R e A5 A TE I R AR ik 2 (O s &
2011, 5% A AT A B 2012): @I WIGAA R T A 5, B e i & 10 0 e A 250k
T2 A, 3 8 6 0@ IR0 B v 5 R AR PR AR i, o T RIS BTt o vE A AT
L E AR BB BB AE, SR G RN UG A FR o B AR iR A 04 Jdid
XoF R AR B HE AT T7 22 43 W, 34 R T &5 e v I 52 ) B . 1) 22 B 3 A5 v . T AR Y U A
B 24, IR ) 2 TR R L 2 IR R L A% 1 ik R B Y L T B A% (Kriging)
BEAY S5 B (e B T A AL FR S ¥ T R 2 L PR B RBE SRR T
BRI VI, G Sk BIMG FE LR, T T 0 o 7 T S 2R AR A R e 88 B AT AR B AE G AR AL
TR A 0 R (R4 ok e R T ASE R 4 AR A R A R TV AT PR e AR A OE —
fm AR an B 2 Fow.

AHF TR, AT R N 2% ik, ma BT VR AR TAE = NS 2 i H, @i S
Th 5 2243 BT 3R 5 5 1) 32 25 1) S B, AT e AR e SR A i 80D 4 B2, 2 4o 440 I 2% 02
ANEWEES) (J7 22 2010). S5 40, Wi 7 TH 55 Ak BE 22 2 0 0 1) AR AR B0 HE T R 1
PR, ELIR138E T £% 85 5 v 1T g H IR A e R, DR] O AR v K TR 4 ) [ A PR e A
BUAG IE () b BT R (AT e, (A B O oo A R A A AR B AR A R IE IE R R
R [ 7 T AL N TV % PR Y U VR B UK T TN B &8, HLAFAE A A
I BRI <ob e ARTEE . B IESE FAME —, AE BuRE A B0 v 530 8 35 K 5% 1) R
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B e ]»
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¥
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& 2
W) T vk R IR T AR AL B R AR

Chakraborty 1 Sen (2014) X} 5 /Iy = 3fe v 3K Ml B2 T 15 58 2 807 A2 (1) 1r 22 42 H A8 F T
BN /N ZFeik; Gou 5§ (2016) Fe T 1E A8 B v MIZE 14 i )8 [ 42 HY JE 22308 £27% (successive
selection method) PR A% £ A1 73 M7 LI B THAE A A, IR THEL 74H; Jin A1 Jung (2016)
T AR AL (sequential surrogate modeling) B AR X B 5035 48 36 4, B 11
RS XM ITEVIEA KR R .

2.2.4 BIRTER A

A PR IT R R B A2 A IR e B 1 AN 5 1 B AN E 1R B R R BA AR TR ek
D, 35 SR 2 A A R M N A 0 e B, SR I ST A PR TR R AN RE % 1R T 45 1
BEvE, W S5 R4, 18 N 24 Be 8% TIUI &5 84 R ok TAEJIRES (Farrar & Worden 2012). iX
F B SR AT PR TR B AN R 8 R A 4 T+ S B 5 A R 1, T HL B RIE A A IR 25 R A
A BB KT UMESR 5 2et— D Ry R 15 11 E R R AL G BR T AL I
BR B TIAN, HAZ TE S5 RS2 Br b2 AN E PEAR Y 1) — MR 5 T AN E 1 1)
G5 F (i R I T S, A B R AR R R TR AR R M N ) R — T 72 (Housner et all.
1997). A BR 7oA R A R e b SR U5 1), X S5 8 R G W BV AR Y 0 )2
BRI AR AR TG, X 2R G v B AN 2 PR EAT B A A AR 3 2 A, DA AOR A PR R R AR
2 TR FHUARORG 2 HEAT PR RIRA A, BB 2 57 B O W SE A A IR TR Y O AN 42 1 BiR 45
PR B A5 B (5% 40 AT A5 3 2012).

A PR O AR W A FR) R B 4 Tl 3 [ — Lot LA B BIE TR S BT ORI
H(RER 2010), /653 35 B B IR EB 52 1000 A 1 5 8 B H &I (Accelerated Strategic
Computing Initiative Program), K52 BENTHEN B RFEE VL 57—
RIS UE AL AL AN (modal verification and modal validation) TFXIJE s # ASCI V&V 1t
X, B SNL il %2 1 ASCI V&V $&8 R’ (Martin 2000); 3% E i 25 Ml K2~ 2 (American Insti-
tute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, ATAA) THHE LA /) %2 51 25 (Computational Fluid
Dynamics Committee) $& Hi i T+ 54 51 7 27 400 1 B ik AL FE 79 (ATAA Guide for
the Verification and Validation of Computational Fluid Dynamics Simulations), LA X ffi J&
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( YT RS M T )

T
B it
oy il

WL

P75 il
FETBIE

(verification) i—i—ﬁ*ﬁ@

ERPRL GaT

ESeh TR A

ANffsE AL AE R

T TS
)  BHRER
WSS T g kg

Chi
h 4

G—E%%/?%%/%ﬁ#/$@

Bt

3
A B9 9IF 0 7 A K B 2 (Schwer 2007)

F E ML AL Pr 2 (American Society of Mechanical Engineers, ASME) B7 % 12
T2 I R AT BT B A 7 5 B0 UE A AL FE B (Guide for Verification and Validation in
Computational Solid Mechanics) (Schwer 2009) 2§, J& il 1)+ A % 2k a0 3w, Hrp
“BSAIE” (Verification) #7018 X0 546 Y 55 Frop A A 2 ) A P AR AN S0 O BGAE, A
FEA IR I “BiN” (Validation) #5732 45 636 45 R SR 45 R 2 (B i ik, RDA
ST A BRTEE R N, 4, AR RS T Mo B AR AR, XA
BERKERRG T AERY. TRG W5 BoulUADNRER, /TR KRR SRS R
FE. BARG D Z0FUR W, T 2 UORAR R i PR 30l 3l R BEAE R 48 1A A T
J2 RERAS LR AR B 10 U0 50, P DU B DA 3 AR IX AN 2 AT (R R 2010).
AIRTTHERBAE R GIR T 2 )5, E2 28R Heim 73X — B 9. Hemez
F1 Doebling (2000a, 2000b), Hanson Al Hemez (2001) M43 T LANL [ — S8 78 T4,
XA PR TR B A BEAT 1By 4 T R IR AR B 5k A TR (2002) E IR B A\ K e
DI et b, B8 7R A A DA AR DA I0 R B 2k, 0 2 AU F 9T T 1]
1T T J2; Rebba & (2003, 2006) iz F ULt 77y 0018 17 BERS AN o 5% 224 34 1) 1) i@,
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FF AR i Y DU 7 9 2% (Bayes network) S B 150 8 1) 38 B i oA (5 A% 38, DL
RS 0 68 F7 1 AL Link A1 Friswell (2003) %1% 3% 44 i) GARTEUR v A5 7 32 1
RSB ) = A E N, 32 S Oden 45 (2003) Fi Hi 77 % il @ b i SR Y (1)
AN T8 MR AR SR R T 1), HL BT A ST AN A E AR R 24 R A X ) A ) e g A
FIEE 7> BT AN T Chen 5 (2004) 32 H A FH i B2 9% 5 S0 RIS AU R D5 iR 7T 1
& @R B T2 A B A 1] 2R PRI 45 (2004) 12 Link 1 Friswell $2 H (1) = 2%
M AHEN, [ FEXT GARTEUR AR 3E4T T BB 6 DA BIE 70, 20 8075 %5 (2006a) 7E [H]
At Gt A7 IR TR TS IE FOR B R Ail b, 41 2538 1 A7 BR Jo B AYAS IE 1a) A5 B At A 1 R
JEET7 1) Sz FLBUIR, o8 AR 405 K R 22 R BT 08 4T 1 S 20 #r. 2006 4F, ik — D HEE)
BB EINBIE 70 80 K, SNL R AT 17 BB B A B0 B il 1) A, B35 #4480 2 A0 Bh
253 AT, [E A B BT R T T2 BT A AT 8 (Red-House & Paez 2008,
Hills et al. 2008), X 1 B ff A B0 A ke 21 1 — 5 I HES) 1 H]. Paez 1 Red-Horse (2008)
RGN AT E B A P R 6 ST SR, A 4E: Ghanem 5§ (2008) $2
g &M K-L i3 (Karhunen-Logve procedure) 1% Il =X Vi i 2 JF (polynomial chaos
expansion, PCE) 37 ffi AL 2 F B AN J0 A e PR RS, FEE 70 1 AN o 14 A% 3 A
Z B e R B R A A Hasselman A1 Lloyd (2008) I FH 45 5 5 vk 8 37 2% 1 [l AL A 7Y
SR M NASA AR B DA E T 52 RSk A il et Fr) A5 R LA Horta 55 (2008) X & 7 4 70 fift
(singular value decomposition, SVD). #% % EE i 11 (kernel density estimate, KDE) % i}
SR Ty v HEAT 0 BG40 T AN 45 McFarland 1 Mahadevan (2008) 1 %% ] 3 2 70
(principal component analysis, PCA) Iy /R B} K55 58 F5 K& J7 % (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC) X B3 2 Bt AT 128 T A v 5770 A ALY, SR J5 B 52 5 R v 4L A
FAN E 1 1) 4% 3% Rutherford (2008) > F i N2 3 B 73 70 A B IEAZ 1) 58 A i R £, DA
2o M 2H A R R B, BBz T B AL KA (Latin hypercube sample) A% % BE Al v
M 2o A, 50 E e X B AT B R AR HE L BN Zang 55 (2008) ELFEEI A & K
FE . B REOFI et SAR LN R B> B @ ST B AR Y, S8 R 52 Ry R U A AT AR Y
WA FE, RIS IR 1 ARGtk 5 AN 58 12 1 9% R S AR G g A5 Y A A ) S L. e Ak i
A 40 Jiang 1 Mahadevan (2011) 42 /N3 (wavelet spectrum) 73 B 8Y #f IA 7 7%,
I 38 3 % Bk R ) R AT I TR AR RS (2011) 1 A% FEAG T RTAZ 60 BT (kernel
principal component analysis, KPCA) J5 2% iZ 8k dik 7] & (1 F 55 2. Oberkampf F1 Roy
(2010) F) % 25 X READLAIE 70 Hh A R AR AL B iE « A5E A 1 A 5 F () R AT 1 AR G I S 45
Wik, T ARIESE (2010) R T AEA IR AUE IE 2 /T AR HEAT BN L EE RGO R v i
LABIE 45 RS FE R R X AR ER (2010) SR CFF I FEHL (support vector machine, SVM)
Wi S THTRIE FE 1 2 2% AR 4 OSSR A TR R i B ) U AN XA R (2013) 5K A A AT FE
% (2013) BREESE (2013) WK H 54 RIS 5 g BT 45 A 09 7 R T T R
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BN I, AR T B I ORI e B A D AT AR AN T Je v, SR I 5 T 1)
e AN E PRI ) A S AN E PR R B ARPRR T (S W WA S R
(3 VF O HE U PR 52t DA RS A RAB IR BOR &5 6 1) &5 ) 22 A VP AS T % 28 Gt 1 3 5%

3 FLMARTEKREZIELRIVIK

MR 3 A 22 1 A G A PR TR Y AS E R 1) E R R T 1), A 3 [ P AR
BT R AR S A e AN, AE M R A R A B B M, — ROkt
8 R Al 2 M R AT 0T ALUARN AT A 2 386 o 485 4 R AN e e, B ASE S P R T G v B e ) AR L
1B #IA T, IEVE AR AR FoCE R B AS R LR TR i, JE etk 2T
DATTEN, BRI AR LR R4, fESE M4 4% . T p S A B I R I HE LR MR AE, —
SO Y SO P L R R DRI S R A A, R R A LA B AT i ) A5 R AR e R T ]
AR ZRrE. AR ARIME LR TREW, 2 2. BEZE. REEESEH. K
PERGE . Hb T 250 5 R R AR B R TR AR SCER T Y B S EAT 43 0 i, (RN [
Y (1) 45 K 2 (R AEAE SE PR 1 AR Rk 1] R, G0 AN & BRI D28 RS, — Ik DA 2R M B AR g AT
BAANE IE, 7T BRI s R B B B R 0 2 2055 AR 1) R, g o N 8 4R i T 7=
‘%4> (Worden & Tomlinson 2000). 74k, A TF2 458 TAE IR 52 P55 K R 2 i 50N
BF N, R A1) 7 R R TS 1) 65 R R R R G ) B b O N M i o PR R TR 3R 0
(RIRZ MR, T UG B2 T RE . IXUSE A 05 DR 200 45 i i) s 2 R 2R MR K. B AT, B RS
A BR oA RUAE IE, 34 2 ) AN B E 1 R R 1A BR TR Y A A, DA B 5 R A 855 D] 3 s
(KA BR G A BUE TE A 78, 30 R 3 T 25 M 2 Ve B, 18 FH 1A AR L IR 28 S5 4 1k &8 g s
TR M 7%, B Tz R 3R R BRI 7 UA, B8 R @ L S R R 5 451
) 15t 22 18] 06 SR A ALK U7 258 IR BT R R, IR Ok R S 4 AN BLRUE IR
R (] 5 2013, Zhou & Song 2016), {H HA A 22 2, R WA T 4R 26 14 45 74
7 &R DK 2 1R PR OB AE TE AR G AT

BT MR R A G PR RS IE 7 0 R IR M, B4 5] ke B WA= E 1)
Kk, FEA LT RCR:

(1) LANL /¥ Hemez FI Doebling & 40 5 7L i K. Hemez 1 Doebling (2001) X} E
LRMERE RS IEREAT 7R IR, B LANL (0 L 50R 560 45 5, 0 & F 4k 26 1k A A
16 15 19 06 T4 DA % 7 TG I (0 ik Beardsley 25 (1999) 1 25 543 20 #r 45 45 Wi 1 T (1)
ik, WER T R G MR A B AR B IE 0] 3, JF 538 T AT E B IS
SF LG, BLE T AR LR MRS IE D VE R # Schultze 25 (2001) F o ol 458 56 Wi %7 e 1 5
FEAE R AL &, 455 07 22 0 M 073, @S AR IR S 805 R AL B 22 18] R i 182 T S Y AT 7S
T APRHE S AL AR IE [7) L
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& 4
Ewins %3 B3 LA R THEE B EH A E % (Ewins et al. 2015)

(2) & B R K2 (Tufts University) Moaveni U@ 2 #F 78 B Moaveni %5 (2010,
2013) SEJEHEAT T 7 JE AN VR L BY D) KE 5 AR BLURT 3 2 A A Vi L AE AR AR AL R )
G, JF i 2 A R e AU B IEBEAT B0 IR0, 5 SRR, BEAE O R R
T 2B 1) 7 V5 IR AR I AR R 45 MR 2 Asgarieh ZF (2014, 2017) Fifi Jim X6 1% 5 > 1k
Wt AT 7 AR R TR TAE IE 0T 5T, i M B AR A AR MR S U E A fr B IR
H, 18 I AR RS 2 B B s M AR R A R AE, DA IE H b 2R B0 R AR ADLIR ik
T, B T B A R

(3) % [ 7 [ FE T 2% B¢ (Imperial College London) Ewins ¥ & ZH B 7 5 2R Ewins &5
(2015) $2H T —FPAE LR AT PR e BUAE IEFIIA IR “= PR BL 10 DI BRI 2R,
4 iR, B Se g SL A MR il 1 A% G U7 R HEAT B 1E; SRl I 0 S i AR v ) P
W, TR &R 0 3l J 58 X 65 M AR LR M BEAT RN L 8 AT B IR R B AL SCE B IR
TR “TF27 (upgrading) FUMER, BERUR N 24 52 TH B U O SR A R AR, S A
Hi I 5 45 1 T A (R AR G R B SR BT T R AR R MR R AT — P B IR
AN, B 5, Ewins PRAEZ Carri 5 (2017) 2 BB IR H B R BRI E Mt 47 T
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LA R BB IR RGBT 5T, 38 Fl )R 7% (reverse path method) ffiiR AE 2kt I il
o il 2R A 0 AR L M HEAT AN, HE— D SRR AR 45 A 2RO ORI BE OB I T g R
(e N, AN 4E H H AT TS AR LM R TR A 2, F T AR L 2
IEFfIN B 7 VR B R S — P i 7T, Sk b, 7 SNL $2 tH B9 Bkiik 1) @i v, Fe 7450 1)
EBAAFETGIELNE, Ewins WAL Zang 55 (2008) L& Hoalt AT TR IFRIR T
W TR 2 M 7 B, Se R AT 4 1t 45 A B AL\ PR AR F AR ZR It s ma 1R SR AR 34, Carrd
A Di Maio (2016) 3% — /WL R R AE 2 PRIERLHEAT IR 0T 7T, d8 )b vk 4T AF
etk e A iR . Bk, IFIEE IR B AL S iR BOEE AT T IR R, EARZ U 5T R
15 T EUF S R, HR SR AR T HITVE IO IE RS A A R RS ASE AL (1 ) @, DA
JIA T A AN A2

(4) T = E IR, 2 PRI 45 (2005) 88 A% [n) 0 22 [0 28 7 2%, a3 &) ik 58
BT A S B AR fI R 2 W 2%, 0 — AR 2 PR R B R AR e VE B S Bt AT 2 1E.
Wang %5 (2015, 2016) @it #4227 i (analytical mode decomposition, AMD) Fl 4y /K
A% A2 # (Hilbert transform, HT) & B 87 3 A5 43 16 B B 50 20 AN AEL, I DA b 2 37 %%
2 H b B A, S8 )5 R RBEADLIR KA B3 58 AR 2R M8 IE, 3 ad BT U0 74 45 1y 1) B
SR A0 AR [T 4 A5 A IR B & IR I IR T 1% 07 VAT R 31 4F (2016) A 2L
X ZEHERR R AR IE R B - AR R R AT AR IE; 554, Yuan 55 (2016)
EHEAT TS F 0 R HEAT AR M E B RO E IR BT 5T, A B R BUE A i ik B S
B, R PR AR A G H bR R AL, G FIBUGR KO R AT A, Il i B RN AT e R
B AT T BUE 5] BAIE.

(5) HoAth 2% 5 B 70 R Meyer F Link (2003) 5 5 ¥ AE 2 4 A H B R 4,
K F W77 (harmonic balance method) K 3 28 14 4k 78 4 2 i3, LKA IE R 45
BB WIS BHLJEAERE. Li 5% (2017) B4 A0 I A2 Hicdfe, 2R — PR Ar 2 A Ff R AR
SCEHEAT T R IR R G IR IE, (HILE R v SR R 7 Ik — B R
H. Lenaerts % (2001) ig F AME IEAZHEZS (proper orthogonal mode, POM) i i 15 41 12
1EF B AT ARG A Z B0 00, I8 ad = 3 1F 4 1t G 0 Hi i 55 3k AT D5 VA Sk, 1B N
T2 J L PR g5 e A — 2 W ME; Kerschen FIT Golinval (2004, 2005) 4t J& F FH 5 # 2 W 4%
g A M AE R B2 73 BT 771 (non-linear principal component analysis) Fl 25 4 [z 25 12
(conditioned reverse path method) &b ¥ 4E 2 1 28 e AYAX 1E v) @, (H R FH T~ S R 45 4 1
ik — B HEFT. da Silva 55 (2009) XF 4 Ff F T AR RUE IE () 77 L B3R AT T ELEHT K.
ALFE B P vE . AR R IR ZE1E (constitutive equation error) Pk & JTHITE (restoring
force surface) Fl K-L (Karhunen-Lodve) 73 fif#i%. Bussetta 5§ (2017a, 2017b) M H b5 b8 21
MRALFEPIA M R AR ARSI T30 AT T 4838 JF32 FH AT =B Volterra 2%, *f
— R UG 0B AT AR Ak A R TR B AE IE AR A, B T B RCR; Song
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& (2012) ) F B IF M B2 AR D9 RpAIE B, SR FH R 1A BR T BUB IR 7 %, #E4T TR Bt
BT SR AR G VE AT B2 IE W AT, JF R e Bl #EAT TR A; 5341, Song AN
Dyke (2013a, 2013b) F|FH TG /K 2 P (unscented Kalman filter, UKF) FF & | —#f
BT 6, T LU RARE AR 2 At i [0 45 Y 1547 SEIRFAZ IR, I 00 S5 MPIR S8 PG, Tsasa
S (2011) & H T — M E ZWECPETE ST R AR K R iR ZETE (extended constitutive
relation error, ECRE) [ Je 8 JE £ P A& 1E 7 1, IR T 2 R A A TR 1 gy vk gk
177 BAUE, B S BR N R A 75 3k — 25 F 7T, Shahidi Al Pakzad (2013) 32 FH i 5 [ 25,
X AR AR BEA M BB IEHEAT T HIB AT 7E. Kurt 55 (2015, 2016) fth 7 — 7 “Hdfs
IXE AR S M A B o A5 AU A5 T SR, 38 e 0 7 A (R0 ZK ST e SAF S () /N D i gk
TR, BRI - RER KLY K RIF R HIIE - ge R &, Lo ik 25 4 1) JF 2 itk oy
PE. IX 7V AN 75 g S0 AR 2 M AR R At AR, A T e N B AT R A I A
HR XM TR 2R Z MR AR, tHEEWMERR, BIES R & 2Ead BB
Xf EE Sk 1 B T AN BE B Ak, 2R T SEBR 45 #3875 3k — B AT 5. Chen 5% (2016) iz Hl 1
WP H AR R A FRE, 550 FRF M4 5 H br ok £, Gl b7 T #8830 7 R 7
PRI EAME, X H b s BOE AT Ak DL 5E s R AR I, I3l i 2 R MUE S AT 5 ik
K UE. Canbaloglu 1 Ozgiiven (2016) & F T #2 Hi 14 594 % 5% (pseudo receptance
difference, PRD) M5 AL FRE H4R& BUZ ML 7> FRF, 285 2 P42 1E 7 10
BEATAEIE, JF 8 i B AR50 18 W32 77 V5 0 S i RS 2 BT — SE RIOR, H2 Hoxf i
AR Ak 1 i VA TR Lk — P HE T, Wang 45 (2018) 1z F A B4k 15 56 78 IR U 1
MR AT 2B IE, SRS A ] 3208 BB BT AR e VR B 1E, B T AR 2ok [ S0 6
[ AE £ PE R RS IEBUAS T R 2% 5. Ebrahimian %5 (2017) iz A 5 KSR Al 1545
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Recent progress on finite element model updating:
From linearity to nonlinearity
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Abstract Finite element (FE) analysis is extensively applied in practical engineering.
However, FE model usually differs much from actual engineering structures due to modeling
errors caused by meshing scales, boundary conditions, and material properties. Therefore an
FE model has to be modified or updated by test data to make the FE model as close as pos-
sible to the real structure so that the updated model can be convincingly used for structural
simulation, dynamic analysis, health monitoring or other engineering applications. Over
the years, although FE model updating has been applied to many engineering applications
successfully, the development of modern technology has put forward higher requirements on
updated models, not only higher accuracy level but also higher confidence level. However,
current methods are mostly confined to the linear structure hypothesis, which disagrees with
the actual situations in many cases. Based on the background, this paper comprehensively
reviews traditional FE model updating techniques with civil engineering structure as an
example. Furthermore, influential model updating methods and their progress are surveyed
and critically commented including recent progress of FE model validation. Especially, the
evolution from linear to nonlinear FE model updating technology and essential research
findings are summarized, then attractive perspectives are forecasted, and several promising

issues are sketched out.

Keywords finite element model updating, finite element modelling, nonlinear finite ele-

ment model updating, model validation, sensitivity
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