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Chapter

Metrological Traceability at
Different Measurement Levels

Oleh Velychko and Tetyana Gordiyenko

Abstract

The international agreements are the basis for establishing the global metrolog-
ical traceability at different measurement levels. The concepts and concept relations
around metrological traceability are presented. An important element of providing
the metrological traceability is the evaluation of measurement uncertainty. The
procedure of linking of key and supplementary comparison results is described.
Linking of key and supplementary comparison results of the Regional Metrology
Organization for some quantities according to the described procedure was
presented. Results for all participants of presented key and supplementary compar-
isons are satisfactory for chi-square test and E,, number. The procedure of linking of
key or supplementary comparison and national inter-laboratory comparison results
is described. This procedure can be used for practical evaluation of specific inter-
laboratory comparison results on a national level in different countries by means of
laboratory results of the National Metrology Institute and Designated Institute. This
procedure can contribute the mutual recognition of measurement and testing
results by different countries. Linking of key comparison and inter-laboratory
comparison results for some quantities according to the described procedure was
presented. Results for all participants of presented key comparison and inter-
laboratory comparison are satisfactory for chi-square test, E, number, z scores and {
scores.

Keywords: metrological traceability, measurement uncertainty, measurement
standard, comparison, inter-laboratory comparison, National Metrology Institute,
laboratory

1. Introduction

The Mutual Recognition Agreement (MRA) of the International Committee on
Weights and Measures (CIPM) [1] and the MRA of the International Laboratory
Accreditation Cooperation (ILAC) play an important role in overcoming technical
barriers to international trade. CIPM MRA plays a key role in ensuring the interna-
tional equivalence of national measurement standards of different countries. ILAC
MRA plays a key role in ensuring international recognition of calibration results or
test results in accredited calibration and testing laboratories. The main base of these
agreements is special documents, guidelines, standards and recommendations [2].

National Metrology Institutes (NMlIs) and Designated Institutes (DIs) play an
important role in implementation of the CIPM MRA. They take an active part in
organizing and conducting international comparisons of national standards.
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Consultative Committees (CCs) of CIPM and the International Bureau of Weights
and Measures (BIPM) carry out key comparisons (KCs) of national standards in
different fields of measurements. KCs are also being carried out by Regional
Metrology Organizations (RMOs), which are equivalent to CC KCs. Only RMO
makes supplementary comparisons (SCs) for those measurements that are not
covered by KC CC or RMO. Results of all comparisons of standards are published in
a special database KC (KCDB) of BIPM [3].

For CC KC and RMO KGC, the reference value (RV) of KC and degree of equiv-
alence (DoE) of national standards with corresponding uncertainty are established
[4, 5]. DoE derived from an RMO KC has the same status as that derived from a CC
KC. RMO SC has the same status as RMO KC. RMOs have a procedure to carry out
comparisons, but only the Euro-Asian Cooperation of National Metrological
Institutions (COOMET) has guidelines on comparison data evaluation [6, 7].

According to results obtained by the NMI or DI (NMI/DI) in conducted
comparisons, Calibration and Measurement Capabilities (CMCs) of NMI/DI are being
prepared [8, 9]. The internationally recognized NMI CMCs are those that are
published to the KCDB of BIPM. Metrological traceability [10] is important for indus-
trial metrology, because it allows you to compare measurement accuracy in accor-
dance with a standardized procedure for assessing measurement uncertainty [11].

ILAC publication [12] established the need to ensure a continuous calibration
chain to international or national standards as the main element for establishing
metrological traceability. Important roles for the implementation of this require-
ment are calibration laboratories (CLs).

Inter-laboratory comparisons (ILCs) are a form of experimental verification of
accredited calibration and test laboratories. They must meet the requirements of
international standards ISO/IEC 17025 [13] and ISO/IEC 17043 [14]. Their main
goal is to determine the technical competence of accredited laboratories for specific
activities. The purpose of the ILC is to establish the inter-laboratory differences of
their participants. Successful laboratory results in ILC confirm technical compe-
tence for certain types of measurements or testing.

Establishment of measurement traceability at the highest metrological level is
carried out in accordance with procedures through international comparisons of the
national standards of NMI/DI. Establishment of metrological traceability at lower
measurement level is carried out in accordance with the calibration procedures of
working standards by both NMIs/DIs and accredited CLs.

For the highest level of the metrological traceability, it is advisable to develop a
methodology for linking of results of RMO SC to RMO KC, and RMO SC to other
RMO SC. For lower level of the metrological traceability, it is advisable to develop a
methodology for linking of results of the national ILC to RMO KC or RMO SC.
These methodologies can be used for practical assessment of results of specific RMO
KC/SC as an extension of the technical basis of confirmation of NMI/DI CMC or
specific ILC and at the national level in different countries using the comparison
results and CMC NMIs/DIs.

2. Bases of metrological traceability

The concept of metrological traceability is important for industrial metrology
and is associated with such basic metrological concepts as measurement result,
calibration chain, and measurement uncertainty [10]. A partial concept diagram
around metrological traceability is shown in Figure 1.

The concept diagram demonstrates associative relations of metrological trace-
ability with metrological traceability chain, measurement result, measurement
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Figure 1.
Partial concept diagram avound metrological traceability.

uncertainty, standard, and calibration. Hierarchical generic relations of metrological
traceability with a measurement unit and of standard with international standard
and national standard are established. Hierarchical partitive relation of calibration
hierarchy with calibration is also established.

At the modern stage of development of the industrial metrology, the role of
NMIs/DIs and CLs increases significantly. This is due to the need to ensure mutual
recognition of measurement results in different countries. Global metrological
traceability at different measurement levels [15] is provided by the CIPM MRA and
ILAC MRA. These agreements set out the basic requirements for ensuring mutual
recognition of both measurements and testing.

The general scheme of global metrological traceability at different measurement
levels is presented in Figure 2.

International comparisons of national standards of NMIs/DIs are carried out as
part of activities of the CIPM consultative committees (CCs) and technical com-
mittees of six RMOs. Results of these comparisons are technical basis for the prep-
aration of NMI/DI CMC for publication in KCDB of BIPM. Accredited CLs and
testing laboratories participate at the national level in the ILCs as part of activities of
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Figure 2.
The general scheme of global metrological traceability at different measurement levels.
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national accreditation bodies. The calibration hierarchy is provided by calibration of
the working standards and MIs: CLs—for testing laboratories; NMIs/DIs—for CLs.

3. The data evaluation of standard comparisons

The diagram of concept relations for standard comparisons is shown in Figure 3.
Besides to KCs and SCs, pilot comparisons are also carried out, which all these
comparisons can be bilateral. The organization of CC KCs and RMO KCs/SCs is the
responsibility of pilot laboratory (PL) whose functions are performed by one of the
selected NMI/DI [4, 6, 7]. The main responsibilities of PL include development of
technical protocol of comparison, selection, and research of traveling standard, and
the development of draft comparison reports. Coordination of the entire work of
the PL as part of comparison is carried out by the contact person of PL.

The organizational scheme of standard comparisons is shown in Figure 4. NMI 1
is PL and is responsible for organizing the delivery of traveling standard to NMI
participants. This scheme can be circular or radial. In the second case, it is better to
provide research of drift of the traveling standard. The most commonly used is a
mixed comparison scheme: after several NMI/DI participants of comparison, a
traveling standard returns to PL for research of their drift.

Comparison of national

v v v

Supplementary Key Pilot
] A A A A H A A
. b= 5 5 & 5 5.0 s W S S EaEe I
v :
I
Degree of equivalence |« Reference value of KC = Bilateral
x x :
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Figure 3.
The diagram of concept velations for standard comparisons.
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Figure 4.
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Metrological Traceability at Different Measurement Levels
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84853

RMO organizes KC with a number of joint NMI/DI participants with CC KC.
This is necessary in order to link the results of the RMO KC with the results of the
CC KC. For this purpose, equivalent technical protocols of both comparisons are
used. The procedures for evaluating the data obtained at RMO KC are necessary to
establish the DoE of national standards of NMI participants. PL calculates the KC
RV and DoE for all NMI participants when preparing draft of comparison reports.
The procedures used for evaluating RMO SC data are the same as for RMO KC. SC
RMO complements KC CC or RM KC and is not second level comparison. RMO SC
results are also published in KCDB of BIPM [16, 17].

RMO KC and RMO SC data evaluation usually includes determining the follow-
ing characteristics: determining the RV comparison with the corresponding uncer-
tainty, the DoE with corresponding uncertainties for each NMI/DI participant, and
a pair DoE of i-th NMI/DI participant and j-th NMI/DI participant with
corresponding uncertainties [6, 7]. RMO KC data evaluation includes the definition
of such additional characteristics: converted KC data with corresponding uncer-
tainties and DoE with corresponding uncertainties for each NMI/DI participant,
except for linking NMI/DI.

The RMO KC/SC RV Xy is calculated as the mean of NMI/DI participant results
from RMO KC/SC data are given by

g, XNMii 1
Xpv = (1)
K i§1 u?(xnmri) S (onmri)
with the combined standard uncertainty
2 S 1

S u?(onmii)

where xnpy; is the result for -th NMI/DI participant in RMO KC/SC; u(xnmii) is
corresponding standard uncertainty for i-th NMI/DI participant in RMO KC/SC;
i =1,2,..,n,nis the total number of NMI/DI participants of RMO KC/SC.

The DoE of i-th NMI/DI participant Dyyy and corresponding combined
standard uncertainty #(Dnpy;) are estimated as

Dnmii = xnmri — Xrvs (3)
u* (D) = u? () + u? (Xry)- (4)

Pairs of DoE of i-th NMI/DI participant and j-th NMI/DI participant Dnmrij of
RMO KC/SC and corresponding combined standard uncertainty u (DNMIg) are

estimated as
Dy = XNmri — XNwij (5)
u” (Dnmrj) = (o) + o (xmgy) - (6)

On the basis of the measurement results of RMO KC/SC and corresponding
combined standard uncertainties claimed by NMI/DI participants of RMO KC/SC,
the chi-square test value is calculated [7].

» & Dy
— 5 D @)
x 21 u? (% nmi)

If the calculated chi-criterion value does not exceed the chi-square test critical
value with the coverage level of 0.95 and freedom degrees of n — 1
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1 <Xgos(m — 1), (8)

then data can be acknowledged as consistent. This is the objective confirmation
of declared uncertainties.

The NMI/DI participants of RMO KC/SC that provides maximum E, number are
determined [7].

B |Dnmri
maxE, = .
i 2\/142(.761\]1\/[1,') —MZ(XRv)

Then the data of NMI/DI participants with the largest value of E, number are
temporarily excluded from consideration, and the procedure for checking of con-
sistency of the comparison data is repeated. Sequential data exclusion is repeated
until the condition (8) is fulfilled.

The State Enterprise “Ukrmetrteststandard” (UMTS) was PL of several
COOMET KCs and SCs in the field of electricity and magnetism (EM) in 2005-
2018. UMTS as PL prepared and agreed with all NMI/DI participants draft reports
on comparison COOMET.EM-K4, COOMET.EM-K5, COOMET.EM-K6.a,
COOMET.EM-S2, COOMET.EM-S4, COOMET.EM-§13, COOMET.EM-S14, which
comparison results are published in the KCDB of BIPM.

COOMET.EM-K4 comparison of national standards of a nominal capacitance of
10 pF at frequencies of 1000 and 1593 Hz was organized UMTS and carried out in
2005-2009. KV of COOMET.EM-K4 is Xy = —0.13 pF/F at a frequency of
1000 Hz, and corresponding combined standard uncertainty is # (Xxy) = 0.22 pF/F
(k = 2 for coverage level of 0.95). DoE for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K4
comparison for a nominal capacitance of 10 pF at a frequency of 1000 Hz [18] is
shown in Figure 5.

Results of COOMET.EM-K4 comparison for a nominal capacitance of 10 pF
at a frequency of 1000 Hz were checked for the fulfillment of the chi-square test.
The obtained value of the chi-square test for all NMI/DI participants can be
considered consistent, since the condition of expression (8) is satisfactory

(f* = 0.68 <y3 o5(n — 1) = 1.15). The same results of COOMET.EM-K4

9)

Di, uF/F COOMET.EM-K4 - DoE for 10 pF at 1000 Hz
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Figure 5.
DoE for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K4 comparison.
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comparisons for all NMI/DI participants were checked for E, number using Eq. (9).
The resulting E, number values for all NMI/DI participants do not exceed the
value 1.0.

Results for the NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K4 comparison are shown
in Table 1 for a nominal capacitance of 10 pF at a frequency of 1000 Hz.

COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison of AC voltage of 3 V at frequency of 20 kHz at
frequencies of 1, 20, 100, and 1 MHz was organized UMTS and carried out in 2013—
2014. KV of COOMET.EM-K6.a of AC/DC voltage transfer of AC voltage of 3 V at
frequency of 20 kHz is Xy = —2.0 pV/V, and corresponding combined standard
uncertainty is #(Xgy) = 1.9 pV/V (k = 2 for coverage level of 0.95). DoE for NMI/DI
participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison for AC voltage of 3 V at frequency
of 20 kHz [19] is shown in Figure 6.

Results of COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison of AC/DC voltage transfer of AC
voltage of 3 V at a frequency of 20 kHz were checked for the fulfillment of the chi-
criterion. The obtained value of the chi-square test for all NMI/DI participants can
be considered consistent, since the condition of expression (8) is satisfied
(f* = 0.64 <y} os(n — 1) = 0.71 without INM data). The same results of
COOMET.EM-K6.a comparisons for all NMI/DI participants were checked for E,
number using Eq. (9). The resulting E,, number values for all NMI/DI participants
do not exceed the value 1.0.

Results for the NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison are
shown in Table 2 for AC/DC voltage transfer of AC voltage of 3 V at a frequency of
20 kHz.

CMC [8] has three unambiguous characteristics: measurand, measurement
range, and measurement uncertainty (generally given at a confidence level of 0.95).

NMI BIM PTB VNIIM KazInMetr UMTS BelGIM

D, pF/F 0.43 0.16 —-0.06 —-0.41 0.05 -0.10

u(Dnpg), BF/F 1.16 0.18 0.15 0.33 0.19 1.09

E, 0.19 0.46 0.20 0.61 0.13 0.05
Table 1.

Results for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K4 comparison.

Di, uVv/V. COOMET.EM-K6.a - AC/DC voltage transfer difference, 3 V, 20 kHz
20.00

15.00

10.00

5.00

0.00 l

-5.00

-10.00 T T T
NMI VNIIM SMS BelGIM INM UMTS

Figure 6.
DoE for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison.
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NMI VNIIM SMS BelGIM INM UMTS

Dy, pVIV 0.48 13.98 11.98 -1.12 0.38

u(Dnpr), PVIV 1.05 10.96 14.47 1.19 2.00

E, 0.23 0.64 0.41 0.47 0.10
Table 2.

Results for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a compavison.

They also contain a description of the used method or used measuring system,
values of influence parameters, and any other relevant information. Normally for
CMC, there are four ways in which a complete statement of uncertainty may be
expressed: measurement range, equation, fixed measurand, and a matrix of mea-
surement uncertainties.

CMC must be consistent with information from some or all of the following
sources: results of KC and SC, knowledge of technical activities by other NMIs/DIs,
including publications, other available knowledge and experience, etc. Results of
RMO KCs/SCs are the ideal supporting evidence, but they can be used for fixed
measurand only.

Methodologies for estimating the measurement uncertainty in a wide range of
capacitance from 10 pF to 10 nF at frequencies of 1000 Hz and 1592 Hz and of
inductance from 10 pH to 10 Hz at 1000 Hz are described in [20, 21], respectively.
In these methodologies, requirements of both GUM [11] and regional recommen-
dation [22] are used.

4. Linking procedures for international comparisons

Only CC KC results have a KC RV. Through joint NMI/DI participants, RMO KC
must be linked to corresponding CC KC. The complete results of the linked RMO KC are
presented in exactly the same form as the corresponding CC KC in KCDB of BIPM [4].

DoE of i-th NMI/DI participant of RMO KC is estimated as

dnmii = Dy + A, (10)

where Dy is result for NMI/DI participant from RMO KC only; dyuy; is result
for i-th NMI/DI participant which is linked to CC KC.
The correction factor for i-th linking NMI/DI is estimated as

AiLink = diLink — DiLink (11)

where dpiy is result for i-th linking NMI/DI from CC KC; Dy, is result for i-th
linking NMI/DI from RMO KC.

The total correction factor A is then calculated as the weighted mean of the
correction factor for linking NMI/DI participants, that is:

k
A= Y WiLinkAiLinks (12)
iLink
s*(A)
WiLink = 33— Do)’ (13)
2 v 1 (14)
sS(A) =1 - 14
(a) /iL,ansz(AiLink)
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The standard uncertainty s(A;p;u ) associated with A,z is calculated by the root-
sum-square of the transfer standard uncertainty in CC KC: ur is transfer standard
uncertainty in RMO KC; u(p;) is standard uncertainty associated with the imperfect
reproducibility of results of NMI,;;,,;, in time period spanning two measurements;
"iLink iS uncertainty associated with the imperfect reproducibility of measurement
results of NMI,;;, in time period spanning its two measurements in CC KC and
RMO KC;i =1,2, .., k, k is total number of linking NMIs/DIs.

Table 3 lists the quantity values used in calculation linking total correction
factor A and corresponding standard deviation s(A) for CCEM-K4 and COOMET.-
EM-K4 comparisons for nominal capacitance 10 pF at a frequency of 1592 Hz [18].

The combined standard uncertainty is calculated as:

u? (dnmr) = w*(Dwz) + w*(A) = u*(Dnwz) + 5*(A) + u* (Xgv ), (15)

where #(Xgy) is combined standard uncertainty in CC KC RV.

The expanded uncertainty is U(dnpri) = ku(dnmri) which is chosen k = 2 for a
coverage level of 0.95.

An example of linking of EUROMET.EM-K4, APMP.EM-K4.1, and COOMET.-
EM-K4 results to the CCEM-K4 results for nominal capacitance of 10 pF at
frequency 1592 Hz [18, 23, 24] is shown in Figure 7. When linking results of those
comparisons, the presented linking procedure was used.

Results of EUROMET.EM-S26 comparison have been linked to EUROMET.EM-
S20 comparison (two RMO SCs for an inductance of 100 mH at frequency

Linking NMI  diire~ Dipime  Divink up  w(p:) Vi  S(Diink)  WiLink A s(A)

VNIIM -0.12 -0.10 -0.02 0.02 0.08 0.07 0.16 0.49 011 011
PTB -0.00 -0.17 0.17 0.02 0.08 0.07 0.15 0.51
Table 3.

CCEM-K4 and COOMET.EM-K4 data for linking NMIs, uF/F.

D;, uF/F CCEM-K4, EUROMET.EM-K4, APMP.EM-K4.1 and COOMET.EM-K4 - Capacitance at nominal value 10 pF

4.00 : r

3.50

3.00

2.50

2.00

150

1.00 + |

0.50 7'y L 4 i

0.00 & ST RS (R T iI; ’ 1 B ; 1 §I T*‘_
B L8, 1 . A 4 e ? T |

-0.50 7'y

L 3

-1.00 T

-1.50

-2.00

-2.50

-3.00

-3.50 [ ]

-§:00 T——7—T—T——7T—T—T—7—71 7 T — —r—r—r—r—r—rTr—r—r—r—r—r—r—
2”5@25‘,@&%52 EEEJEZQE"*“‘ LR 2ERERpEOE© SR £8 2
= =] g = 7] [ = W = O > 8« 3 B8
ESIEEZE?_._ZZ'ME “"80%8“5 E 07‘5523%“’@; ‘“EEEQ
2 3 = ZZ s S
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Blue circles: participants in APMP.EM-K4.1 Brown squares: participants in COOMET.EM-K4
Figure 7.

Corrected DoE for participants of CCEM-K4, EUROMET.EM-K4, APMP.EM-K4.1, and COOMET.EM-K4
comparisons.
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1000 Hz) with used special linking procedure [25] which is similar to the described
linking procedure. Results of COOMET.EM-S2 comparison have been linked to
EURAMET.EM-KS5.1 comparison for electrical power [26]; results of COOMET.EM-
S1 comparison have been linked to COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison of AC/DC volt-
age transfer difference [27] (RMO SC to RMO KC for similar values of physical
quantities). When linking results of those comparisons, the described linking pro-
cedure was used.

Table 4 lists data for calculated total correction factors A and corresponding
combined standard uncertainties #(A) for linking of COOMET.EM-S1 comparison
results to COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison results for AC voltage of 3 V at frequen-
cies of 1 kHz, 20 kHz, and 100 kHz [19], where Xe,.xv is COOMET.EM-K6.a RV; u
(Xkeaxv) is combined standard uncertainty of COOMET.EM-K6.a RV.

Linked results of COOMET.EM-S1 (mark *) and COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison
of AC/DC voltage transfer difference of AC voltage of 3 V at frequencies of 1, 20,
and 100 kHz [27] are shown in Figure 8. When linking results of those compari-
sons, the presented linking procedure was used.

For consistency verification of results of COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1
comparisons, the value of chi-square test was calculated. The obtained value of chi-
square test for all participants can be considered consistent: y*> = 0.58 <3 o5(n — 1)
= 0.71 (without VNIIM result) at frequency 1 kHz; x> = 0.46 < y? o5(n — 1) = 0.71at
frequency 20 kHz; and y* = 0.49 <y} 45(n — 1) = 0.71 (without VNIIM result) at
frequency 100 kHz.

The maximum E, number and declared uncertainties for DoE of NMI/DI par-
ticipants of COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1 comparisons are judged as

Frequency XK6arv u(Xkeaxv) A u(A)

1 kHz 0.30 0.85 —0.60 1.15

20 kHz —2.00 0.95 1.70 1.30

100 kHz —6.80 1.70 5.60 1.85
Table 4.

Data for linking of COOMET.EM-S1 comparison results to COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison vesults, uV/V.

D,, wV/V COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1

! AC/DC voltage transfer difference, 3 V, 1 kHz, 20 kHz, 100 kHz

16.00

12.00 l
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-8.00

-12.00

-16.00

_20-00 T T T T T T T T
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Red diamonds: 1 kHz; Green triangles: 20 kHz; Blue circles: 100 kHz
Figure 8.

Corrected DoE for participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1 comparisons.
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NMI VNIIM UMTS BelGIM INM UMTS*
1kHz
Dpr, pV/IV -1.10 0.00 4.10 1.20 —2.60
u(Dnpir) > pVIV 0.90 2.02 11.97 1.22 2.35
E, 0.28 0.00 0.17 0.28 0.44
20 kHz
Dpr, pV/IV 0.48 0.38 11.98 -1.12 0.20
u(Dnpr)> pVIV 1.06 2.00 14.47 1.19 2.45
E, 0.11 0.07 0.41 0.26 0.03
100 kHz
Dypg, pV/IV 1.81 -3.19 25.80 -5.99 0.60
u(Dnpp), pVIV 1.03 3.84 69.50 5.75 3.45
E, 0.28 0.32 0.19 0.46 0.06
Table 5.

Results for NMI/DI participants of COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1.

confirmed by Egs. (8) and (9) accordingly. Results for NMI/DI participants of
COOMET.EM-K6.a and COOMET.EM-S1 comparisons are satisfactory (Table 5).

5. The data evaluation of national inter-laboratory comparisons

A number of studies are devoted to urgent questions of the data evaluation of
ILC: the use of different methods for inconsistent data evaluation of ILC discussed
in [28], suggested approaches to verifying the reliability of measurement results for
CL participations of ILC [29], the application of z score test for performance evalu-
ation of CLs recommended instead of E, number since this number is not applicable
due to the difficulty in determining the assigned value (AV) [30], algorithms for
conducting ILC and obtaining precision data for CMC evaluation of laboratories are
considered in [31-33], etc.

The general scheme of ILC is shown in Figure 9. Lab 1 is reference laboratories
(RLs) of ILC. This scheme can be either circular or radial. Most often, a mixed

-~ ’ ~ ~
* comparison ke

Figure 9.
The organizational scheme for ILCs.
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scheme of ILCs is used: after several Lab participants, the traveling standard is
returned to RL for research of its drift.

ILCs based on fundamental requirements: the repeatability and instability of
traveling standard. Main steps common to nearly all ILCs are: the determination of
AV, the calculation of performance statistics, the evaluation of performance, and
the preliminary determination of ILC traveling standard stability [14].

The RL processes the data received from CL participants according to results of
ILC for CL. Verification of ILC data is required for consistency. In the case of
uncoordinated data, an analysis is conducted for the purpose of rejecting these data
or for further harmonization by correction of the applied indicators. To verify the
consistency of data, comparative analyses of the relevant criteria for performance
statistics are carried out and the most effective for use in processing of the data is
selected [14, 34].

There are various procedures available for the establishment of AV. These pro-
cedures involve the use of, in particular AVs—as determined by analysis, the mea-
surement or standard comparison, traceable to a national or an international
standard. The general algorithm for data evaluation of ILC is described in [35]. This
algorithm allows RL to take into account all the reporting features of ILC.

The laboratory difference Dy,; for j-th CL participant of ILC is calculated using
Equation [14, 35, 36].

Diay; = Xiapj — Xav, (16)

where x;,; is the measured value for i-th CL; X, is AV which is determined by RL.
The percent laboratory difference Dy for ILC is calculated using equation

Douabj = [Diapj/Xav] - 100. (17)

The criteria for performance evaluation will be established after taking into
account whether methods for evaluating the performance characteristics consider
the main features, namely: the statistical determination of indicators, i.e. when the
criteria must be suitable for each indicator; the compliance with the purpose, given
criteria that take into account, for example, technical specifications for characteris-
tics of method and recognized level of participant studies, etc. [14].

The most often to check consistency of ILC data that uses E, number which is
calculated using equation

E, = Dia;/ \/ U? (X1ap7) — U*(Xav), (18)

where U (xlabj) is the expanded uncertainty of a participant’s result; U(Xv) is
the expanded uncertainty of RL’s AV.

For an E, number:

|E,.| < 1.0 indicates satisfactory performance;

|E,.| > 1.0 indicates unsatisfactory performance.

For checking consistency of ILC data, a z scores is also used, which is calculated
by the equation

z = Dyay/0, (19)

where o is the standard deviation for qualification assessment.

The value of 6 can be calculated based on [14]: estimates from a statistical model
(main model) or results of a precision experiment, estimates from previous ILC
rounds or assumptions based on experience, results of participating laboratories,
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that is, normal or robust standard deviation, based on the results of ILC participat-
ing laboratories, etc.

For checking consistency of the ILC data, a { scores is used, which is calculated
by the equation

{= Dlabj/\/uz (%1apj) — u*(Xav) (20)

where u (xlabj) is the combined standard uncertainty associated with result of the
laboratory participating in the ILC; #(X4v) is the combined standard uncertainty of
ILC AV.

For a z scores and a { scores:

2| < 2.0 and |¢| < 2.0 indicate a satisfactory performance characteristic and do
not require adjustment or response measures;

2.0 |2 < 3.0 and 2.0 < [¢| < 3.0 indicate a dubious performance characteristic
and require precautionary measures;

|2| > 3.0 and |{| > 3.0 indicate an unsatisfactory performance characteristic and
require adjustment or response measures.

Obvious blunders, such as those with incorrect units, decimal point errors, and
results for a different ILC item will be removed from the data set and treated
separately. These results will not be subject to outlier tests or robust statistical
methods. If results are removed as outliers, they will be removed only for calcula-
tion of summary statistics. These results should still be evaluated within ILC scheme
and be given the appropriate performance evaluation [35].

The value of expanded uncertainty U(X4v) is estimated as

U(XAV) =24/ u? (xrq‘) + uz(xstab)’ (21)

where u (x,.) is the standard uncertainty obtained by calibrating traveling stan-
dard with a RL; #(x,s) is the standard uncertainty from the instability of traveling
standard during ILC period.

The value of standard uncertainty u(x,,) is estimated as

u(xsmb) = AXmax/\/g; (22)

where AX .y is the maximum change in nominal value of traveling standard
during ILC period.

Linking the correspondingly expanded uncertainties of AV U,y when RL of ILC
are NMlIs, accredited by CLs or accredited RLs that are not NMIs or accredited by
CLs, is as follows [36]:

Uav nmr <Uav e <Uav rr (23)

that is, the most accurate ILCs are those that are performed by NMIs.

The value of the expanded uncertainty Uay ypy for a case where the NMI is RL
can be derived from results of corresponding international comparisons of national
standards in which the NMI participated. The value of the expanded uncertainty
Uav cr. for a case where CL is RL can be derived from corresponding calibration
certificates for working standards issued by the NMI using CL in ILC. The value of
the expanded uncertainty Uay gy, for a case where an RL is an accredited provider
can be obtained from corresponding calibration certificates for working standards
issued by accredited CLs that use RLs in ILC.

An example of the laboratory difference D,,;, of lab participants for national ILC
of AC/DC voltage transfer difference of AC voltage of 3 V at a frequency of 20 kHz
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Dlabj, pV/V  1LC - AC/DC voltage transfer difference, 3 V, 20 kHz
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Figure 10.
Results of national ILC for AC/DC voltage transfer difference.

Lab Ref Lab 2 Lab 3 Lab 4 Lab 5

Dy, pVIV 0.00 —42.00 17.40 28.10 68.20

u(Dyap), pV/IV 2.25 32.50 9.60 14.10 1570.00

E, 0.00 0.65 0.91 0.99 0.02

z 0.00 1.04 0.43 0.70 1.69

d 0.00 0.32 0.45 0.50 0.01
Table 6.

Results for all lab participants of ILC.

with respect to the AV with expanded uncertainty U(D,,;) [37] is shown in
Figure 10.

For verification of consistency of the ILC results, the value of chi-square test was
calculated. The obtained value of chi-square test for lab participants can be consid-
ered consistent: y* = 2.52 < y3 os(n — 1) = 2.73 (without Lab3 and Lab 4 results).
Results for lab participants of ILC are satisfactory (Table 6).

6. Linking procedures for international comparisons and national inter-
laboratory comparisons

ILCs for CLs are carried out in different countries. To ensure the mutual recog-
nition of calibration results, it is advisable to establish the relationship between
these ILCs. To do this, NMI/DI results of international standard comparisons can be
used. In this case, the DoE of NMI/DI standards and their uncertainty may be taken
into account. Thus, it is possible to establish the metrological traceability of CL
standards to corresponding national standards.

The organizational scheme of linking of international standard comparison and
national ILC is shown in Figure 11. The Lab 1 is RL for ILC which is also i-th NMI
for RMO KC/SC.
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International level

Figure 11.
The organizational scheme for linking of RMO KC/SC and national ILC.

In [38], the proposed procedure links RMO KC/SC and ILC results for CL. This
procedure can be used for practical estimation of specific ILC results on a national
level in different countries by means of NMIs/DIs results from RMO KC/SC.

The result of i-th NMI in some specific RMO KC/SC can be determined for
linking in a specific ILC. Results of ILC will be expressed in relation to specific RMO
KC/SC RV through linking laboratory—RL. For this purpose, the laboratory differ-
ence of ILC D,; will be corrected by a correction factor dy,;, which is determined
from the results of participant Lab 1 (RL) in RMO KC/SC and ILC (Lab 1 - NMI 7):

Aiap = Dnmii — Diain (24)

with the combined standard uncertainty:

u?(diap) = [u*(Dnmsi) + 4> (Dran1)] /2. (25)

The corrected DoE for j-th lab participant in ILC with respect to linking to RMO
KC/SC RV is estimated as

D; = Duabj + diab (26)
with the combined standard uncertainty:
u2 (Dgabj> = u2 (Dlabj) + uz (dlah) (27)

The values of E,, number is determined by the equation

Enta = |Diay;| /U (Dl ) <1.0. (28)

The values of z scores is determined by the equation

/S1ap <2.0, (29)

_ /
Rlabj = ‘Dlabj

where 6y,, is the standard deviation, based on the results of ILC participating
laboratories.
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Dlabj, uV/V  COOMET.EM-K6a - ILC for AC/DC voltage transfer difference, 20 kHz
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Figure 12.
The corrected laboratory difference for lab participants of national ILC for AC/DC voltage transfer standards

with respect to linking to COOMET.EM-K6.a.

NMI-Lab VNIIM SMS BelGIM INM UMTS Lab2 Lab3 Lab4 Lab5

Dj,,» RVIV 0.50 14.00 12.00 -1.10 0.40 —46.60 12.80 23,50  63.60

u(Dj,,)> WV/V 1.05 10.95 14.45 1.20 2.00 32.50 9.85 14.20  157.00

E, 0.23 0.64 0.41 0.47 0.10 0.72 0.65 0.83 0.20

4 0.02 0.49 0.42 0.04 0.01 1.62 0.45 0.82 2.22

d 0.11 0.32 0.21 0.24 0.05 0.36 0.33 0.41 0.10
Table 7.

Results for all NMI/DI and lab participants.

The values of { scores is determined by the equation

Clabj = ‘D;abj‘/u (D;abj) <2.0. (30)

An example of the corrected laboratory difference D, of lab participants for
national ILC of AC/DC voltage transfer difference of AC voltage of 3 V at a fre-
quency of 20 kHz with respect to linking to COOMET.EM-K6.a with expanded
uncertainty [38] is shown in Figure 12. When linking results of those comparisons,
the presented linking procedure was used.

For verification of consistency of COOMET.EM-K6.a and ILC results, the value
of chi-square test was calculated. The obtained value of chi-square test for lab
participants can be considered consistent: y* = 0.71< 3 o5(n — 1) = 0.42. Results
for all NMI/DI and lab participants are satisfactory (Table 7).

7. Conclusions
CIPM MRA and ILAC MRA are the basis for establishing the global metrological

traceability and play an important role in overcoming technical barriers to interna-
tional trade. The calibration hierarchy and measurement uncertainty evaluation are
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important elements of providing metrological traceability. The general scheme of the
global metrological traceability at different measurement levels is presented. NMIs/
DIs and accredited CLs play an important role in establishing those traceability.

The organizational scheme for standard comparisons and RMO KC and RMO SC
data evaluation procedure is presented. Results of data evaluation for COOMET.-
EM-K4 and COOMET.EM-K6.a comparisons are indicated. Results of those com-
parisons were checked for the fulfillment of the chi-square test. The obtained values
of the chi-square test for NMI/DI participants are satisfactory. Results for all
NMI/DI participants of those comparisons for E, number are also satisfactory.

The procedure of linking of RMO KC and RMO SC results is presented. Linking
of COOMET.EM-S1 and COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison results of AC/DC voltage
transfer difference at different frequencies is presented. The value of chi-criterion
for linked comparison results was calculated. The obtained value of chi-square test
for NMI/DI participants of those comparisons is satisfactory. Results for all NMI/DI
participants of those comparisons for E, number (from 0.03 to 0.46) are also
satisfactory.

Results of linking of COOMET.EM-S1 and COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison
results can also be used as the technical basis of confirming CMC NMlIs/DlIs. Such
work can be done by PL of RMO KC or RMO SC, as well as by NMI/DI experts. The
NMIs/DlIs also must implement a full assessment of the uncertainty budget and the
metrological traceability for validation of their CMCs in a wide range of used
quantities.

The organizational scheme for ILs and ILC data evaluation procedure is
presented. Results of data evaluation for ILC of AC/DC voltage transfer difference
are indicated. Results of this comparison were checked for the fulfillment of the chi-
square test. The obtained value of the chi-square test for laboratory participants is
satisfactory. Results for all laboratory participants of this comparison for E, number
are also satisfactory.

The organizational scheme of linking of international standard comparison and
national ILC is indicated. The procedure of linking of RMO KC or RMO SC and
national ILC results is presented. This procedure can be used for practical estima-
tion of results specific ILC on a national level by means of the results from NMI/DI
laboratories. Linking of COOMET.EM-K6.a comparison and national ILC of AC/DC
voltage transfer difference results was presented. The value of chi-square test was
calculated and the obtained value of chi-square test for all participants can be
considered consistent. Results for all participants of comparisons are satisfactory for
E, number (from 0.10 to 0.83), z scores (from 0.01 to 2.22), and { scores (from 0.05
to 0.41).

Results of this linking can be used also for different metrological areas as tech-
nical basis of confirming CMC accredited laboratories. Such work can be done by
RL of the ILC, as well as by metrological experts. The RL of the ILC can also
implement a full assessment of the uncertainty budget and the metrological trace-
ability for validation of their CMCs in a wide range of used quantities.

17



Standards, Methods and Solutions of Metrology

Author details

Oleh Velychko™ and Tetyana Gordiyenko®

1 State Enterprise “Ukrmetrteststandard”, Kyiv, Ukraine

2 Odesa State Academy of Technical Regulation and Quality, Odesa, Ukraine

*Address all correspondence to: velychko@ukrcsm.kiev.ua

IntechOpen

© 2019 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,

provided the original work is properly cited.

18



Metrological Traceability at Different Measurement Levels

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84853

References

[1] Text of the CIPM MRA [Internet].
1999. Available from: https://www.b
ipm.org/utils/en/pdf/CIPM-MRA-2003.
pdf [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[2] Velychko O, Gordiyenko T. The
implementation of general guides and
standards on regional level in the field
of metrology. Journal of Physics:
Conference Series. 2010;238:012044:6.
DOI: 10.1088/1742-6596/238/1/012044

[3] The BIPM key comparison database
(KCDB) [Internet]. Available from:
http://kedb.bipm.org/ [Accessed:
10-01-2019]

[4] Measurement comparisons in the
context of the CIPM MRA. CIPM MRA-
D-05 [Internet]. 2016. Available from:
https://www.bipm.org/utils/common/
documents/CIPM-MRA/CIPM-MRA-
D-05.pdf [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[5] Velychko O, Gordiyenko T. The
estimation of the measurement results
with using statistical methods. Journal
of Physics: Conference Series. 2015;588:
012017:6. DOI: 10.1088/1742-6596/588/
1/012017

[6] COOMET R/GM/14:2016. Guidelines
for data evaluation of COOMET key
comparison [Internet]. 2016. Available
from: http://www.coomet.org/DB/isapi/
cmt_docs/2016/5/2BMD10.pdf
[Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[71 COOMET R/GM/19:2016. Guideline
on COOMET supplementary
comparison evaluation [Internet].
2016. Available from: http://www.c
oomet.org/DB/isapi/cmt_docs/
2016/5/21XQGO.pdf [Accessed:
10-01-2019]

[8] Calibration and Measurement
Capabilities in the context of the CIPM
MRA. CIPM MRA-D-04 [Internet].
2013. Available from: https://www.
bipm.org/utils/common/

19

documents/CIPM-MRA/CIPM-MRA-D-
04.pdf [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[9] Velichko ON. Calibration and
measurement capabilities of metrological
institutes: Features of preparation,
examination, and publication.
Measurement Techniques. 2010;53(6):
721-726. DOI:10.1007/5s11018-010-9567-x

[10] International vocabulary of
metrology—Basic and general concepts
and associated terms (VIM). 3rd edition.
JCGM 200 [Internet]. 2012. Available
from: https://www.bipm.org/utils/c
ommon/documents/jcgm/JCGM_200_
2012.pdf [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[11] Uncertainty of measurement—Part 3:
Guide to the expression of uncertainty in
measurement (GUM). JCGM 100
[Internet]. 2008. Available from:
https://www.bipm.org/utils/common/
documents/jcgm/JCGM_100_2008_
E.pdf [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[12] ILAC Policy on Traceability of
Measurement Results. ILAC P10:01/2013
[Internet]. 2013. Available from: https://
ilac.org/publications-and-resources/ilac-
policy-series/ [Accessed: 10-01-2019]

[13] ISO/IEC 17025:2017. General
requirements for the competence of

testing and calibration laboratories.
Switzerland: ISO/IEC; 2017. p. 30

[14] ISO/IEC 17043:2010. Conformity
Assessment. General requirements for
proficiency testing. Switzerland: ISO/
IEC; 2010. p. 39

[15] Velichko ON. Traceability of
measurement results at different levels
of metrological work. Measurement
Techniques. 2009;52(11):1242-1248.
DOI: 10.1007/s11018-010-9428-7

[16] Cox MG. The evaluation of key
comparison data. Metrologia. 2002;39:
589-595. DOI: 10.1088/0026-1394/39/6/10



Standards, Methods and Solutions of Metrology

[17] Mana G, Massa E, Predescu M.
Model selection in the average of
inconsistent data: An analysis of the
measured Planck-constant values.
Metrologia. 2012;49:492-500. DOL:
10.1088/0026-1394/49/4/492

[18] Velychko O, Akhmadov O. Final
report on COOMET key comparison of
capacitance at 10 pF (COOMET.EM-
K4). Metrologia. 2017;54(1A):01005.
DOI: 10.1088/0026-1394/54/1A/01005

[19] Velychko O, Darmenko Y. Final
report on COOMET key comparison of
AC/DC voltage transfer reference
(COOMET.EM-K6.a). Metrologia. 2016;
53(1A):01011. DOI: 10.1088/0026-1394/
53/1A/01011

[20] Velychko O, Shevkun S. Support of
metrological traceability of capacitance
measurements in Ukraine. Eastern-
European Journal of Enterprise
Technologies. 2017;3(9 (87)):4-10. DOI:
10.15587/1729-4061.2017.101897

[21] Velychko O, Shevkun S. A support
of metrological traceability of
inductance measurements in Ukraine.
Eastern-European Journal of Enterprise
Technologies. 2017;5(9 (89)):12-18.
DOI: 10.15587/1729-4061.2017.109750

[22] Evaluation of the Uncertainty of
Measurement in Calibration. EA-04/02
M [Internet]. 2013. Available from:
https://european-accreditation.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/10/ea-4-02-m-
rev01-september-2013.pdf [Accessed:
10-01-2019]

[23] Delahaye F, Witt TJ. Linking

the results of key comparisons
CCEM-K4 with the 10 pF results of
EUROMET.EM-K4. Metrologia. 2002;
39:01005

[24] Velychko O. Proposals for linking
the results of key comparisons CCEM-
K4 and COOMET.EM-K4. In:
Proceedings of the Conference on
Precision Electromagnetic

20

Measurements (CPEM 2010); 2010;
Daejeon; South Korea: CPEM; 2010;
5545263. pp. 414-415. DOI: 10.1109/
CPEM.2010.5545263

[25] Dierikx E, Nestor A, Melcher ],
Kolling A, Callegaro L. Final report on
the supplementary comparison
EURAMET.EM-S26: inductance
measurements of 100 mH at 1 kHz
(EURAMET project 816). Metrologia.
2012;49:01002

[26] Velychko O, Karpenko S. Linking
results of key and supplementary
comparisons of regional metrology
organization for electrical power.
International Journal of Metrology and
Quality Engineering. 2016;7(3). DOL:
10.1051/ijmqe/2016014

[27] Velychko O. Linking results of key
and supplementary comparisons of
AC/DC voltage transfer standard.
International Journal of Metrology and
Quality Engineering. 2018;9:4. DOL:
10.1051/ijmqe/2018002

[28] Chunovkina A, Zviagin N,
Burmistrova N. Interlaboratory
comparisons. Practical approach for
data evaluation. In: Proceedings of

the XX IMEKO World Congress
“Metrology for Green Growth”; 2012;
Busan, Republic of Korea. IMEKO; 2012.

p.5

[29] Briggs P. Proficiency testing for
calibration laboratories. In: Proceedings
of the XX IMEKO World Congress
“Metrology for Green Growth”; 2012;
Busan, Republic of Korea. IMEKO; 2012.

p-5

[30] Beckert SF, Fischer GE.
Interlaboratory comparison of
roughness measurement: Application of
Algorithm A of ISO 13528:2015 in
determining the designated value and
the standard deviation. XXII World
Congress of the International
Measurement Confederation (IMEKO
2018). Journal of Physics: Conference



Metrological Traceability at Different Measurement Levels

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84853

Series. 2018;1065:082007:4. DOL:
10.1088/1742-6596/1065/8/082007

[31] Claudio J, Costa M. Brazilian energy
interlaboratory program applicative. In:
Proceedings of the XX IMEKO World
Congress “Metrology for Green
Growth”; 2012; Busan, Republic of
Korea. IMEKO; 2012. p. 6

[32] Sandu I, Dragomir L.
Interlaboratory comparison. In:
Proceedings of the 15th IMEKO TC 4
Symposium on Novelties in Electrical
Measurements and Instrumentations;
2007; Iasi, Romania. IMEKO; 2007. p. 4

[33] Sousa JJL, Leitao LTS, Costa MM,
Faria MC. Considerations on the
influence of travelling standards
instability in an interlaboratory
comparison program. In: Proceedings of
the XX IMEKO World Congress
“Metrology for Green Growth”; 2012;
Busan, Republic of Korea. IMEKO; 2012.

p-4

[34] ISO 13528:2015. Statistical methods
for use in proficiency testing by
interlaboratory comparisons.
Switzerland: ISO; 2015. p. 89

[35] Velychko O, Shevkun S, Gordiyenko
T, Mescheriak O. Interlaboratory
comparisons of the calibration results of
time meters. Eastern-European Journal
of Enterprise Technologies. 2018;1/9
(91):4-11. DOI: 10.15587/
1729-4061.2018.121089

[36] Velychko O, Gordiyenko T.
Features of the processing of results and
estimation of measurement uncertainty
of inter-laboratory comparison for
calibration laboratories. Information
Processing Systems. 2018;4(155):77-83.
DOI: 10.30748/s0i.2018.155.10

[37] Velychko O, Isaiev V.
Interlaboratory comparison in context
of inappropriate results of voltage
thermal converter calibration. Journal of

21

Electrical Engineering and Information
Technologies. 2018;3(1-2):5-12

[38] Velychko O, Gordiyenko T. Linking
Results of International Comparisons of
the National Standard and the National
Inter-Laboratory Comparisons. XXII
World Congress of the International
Measurement Confederation (IMEKO
2018). Journal of Physics: Conference
Series. 2018;1065(4):072004. DOI:
10.1088/1742-6596/1065/7/072004



