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Abstract

Based on the simulation model verification and validation standards and guidelines from overseas, this paper proposed a

general process and method for system simulation model credibility evaluation. This paper describes the corresponding concepts

and lists the main steps in model evaluation. This proposed evaluation method employs the feature selective validation with uncer-

tainty. In order to illustrate the feasibility and validity of the proposed evaluation method, the paper introduces an example of

pressure fluctuation simulation model credibility evaluation in waterpipe.
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