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Abstract Mctacomputing system is the environment. which helps the users easily and promptly deal with their
jobs, with integration of the distributed computing resources and visualization device. In this research. we
have developed a prototype ol a special-purpose metacomputing system for simulation in CFD(Computational
Fluid Dynamics) [ield. This system supports the automatic remotc compilation, transparent data distribution.
the selection of appropriate computing resource, and the reallime visualization. This research can be
summarized as following: a study on selecling resource and the intcgration ol component systems. In the
research of selecting computing resource, we use the property of CFD algorithm. In the research of realiime
visualization. we modify a popular visualizer.
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I=0

Start_time = second()
c do 10 j = 1, jmax
continue
end_time = second()
elapsed time = end_time start_time
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