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Foreword 

ISO (the International Organization for Standardization) is a worldwide federation of 
national Standards bodies (ISO member bodies). The work of preparing International 
Standards is normally carried out through ISO technical committees. Esch member 
body interested in a subject for which a technical committee has been established has 
the right to be represented on that committee. International organizations, govern- 
mental and non-governmental, in Iiaison with ISO, also take part in the work. ISO 
collaborates closely with the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) on all 
matters of electrotechnical standardization. 

Draft International Standards adopted by the technical committees are circulated to 
the member bodies for voting. Publication as an International Standard requires 
approval by at least 75 % of the member bodies casting a vote. 

International Standard ISO 9368-1 was prepared by Technical Committee ISO/TC 30, 
Measurement of fluid flow in closed conduits. 

ISO 9368 will consist of the following Parts, under the general title A4easurement of 
liquid flow in closed conduits b y the weighing method - Procedures for checking 
ins tala Gons : 

- Part 7 : Sta tic weighing s ystems 

Part 2: D ynamic weighing s ystems 

Annexes A, B, C, D and E form an integral part of this part. of ISO 9368. Annex F is for 
information only. 
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Introduction 

The weighing method of liquid flowrate measurement, as described in ISO 4185, is one 
of the basic methods of measurement. lt is widely used in hydraulic research, in the 
testing of Pumps and turbines and for flowmeter calibration. 

To obtain comparative results when such measurements are carried out in various 
installations, it is necessary to standardize the procedures for carrying out the 
measurements and the tests. 
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INTERNATIONAL STANDARD ISO9368-1 : 1990 (E) 

Measurement of liquid flow in closed conduits by the 
weighing method - Procedures for checking 
installations - 

Part 1: 
Static weighing Systems 

1 Scope 

This part of ISO 9368 specifies methods of testing installations 
for flowrate measurement by the static weighing method. 
Methods of testing by dynamic weighing are given in 
ISO 9368-2. 

2 Normative references 

The following Standards contain provisions which, through 
reference in this text, constitute provisions of this part of 
ISO 9363. At the time of publication, the editions indicated 
were valid. All Standards are subject to revision, and Parties to 
agreements based on this part of ISO 9369 are encouraged to 
investigate the possibility of applying the most recent editions 
of the Standards indicated below. Members of IEC and ISO 
maintain registers of currently valid International Standards. 

ISO4006:- , ‘1 Measurement of fluid flow in closed conduits 
- Vocabulary and symbols. 

ISO 4185 : 1980, Measurement of liquid flow in closed conduits 
- Weighing method. 

ISO 5168 : 1978, Measurement of fluid flow - Estimation of 
uncertainty 0 f a fl0 w-ra te measuremen t. 

OIML - International Recommendation 33 : 1973, Conven- 
tional values of the result of weighing in air. 

3 Definitions and Symbols 

3.1 Definitions 

For the purposes of this part of ISO 9363, the definitions given 
in ISO 4006 apply. 

3.2 Symbols 

The Symbols used in this part of ISO 9368 are given in table 1. 

Table 1 - Symbols 

Symbol Quantity Dimensiod) SI unit 

ER 
Random uncertainty, Dimen- - 
relative value sionless 

eR 
Random uncertainty, 
absolute value 2) 2) 

ES 
Systematic uncertainty, Dimen- - 
relative value sionless 

es 
Systematic uncertainty, 
absolute value 2) 2) 

m Mass M kg 

QV Volumetric flowrate Ls T-’ m3/s 

4 rn Mass flowrate M T-” kgls 

s 
Standard deviation, Dimen- - 
relative value sionless 

s Standard deviation, 
absolute value 

2) 2) 

t Time T S 

V Volume L3 m3 

e Liquid density M L-3 kg/m3 

1) M = mass; L = length; T = time. 

2) The dimensions and units are those of the quantity for which 

the uncertainty is stated. 

4 Certification 

If the installation for flowrate measurement by the weighing 
method is used for purposes of legal metrology, if shall be cer- 

1) To be published. (Revision of ISO 4006 : 1977.) 
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tified and registered by the national metrology Service. Such 
installations are then subject to periodic inspection at stated 
intervals. If a national metrology Service does not exist, a cer- 
tified record of the basic measurement Standards (length, 
mass, time and temperature), and error analysis in accordance 
with this part of ISO 9368 and ISO 5168, may also constitute 
certification for legal metrology purposes. 

ISO 4185 : 1980, subclause 6.2, covers methods for assessing 
the weighing device and diverter errors. 

This part of ISO 9368 amplifies certain aspects of verification 
and testing of the System. In particular, alternative procedures 
are given for checking the weighing device (see 6.1 and an- 
nex A), checking the diverter (see 6.2 and annex B), checking 
the timer (see 6.3), checking the density measurement System 
(sec 6.4), assessment of flowrate stability (see 6.5 and an- 
nexes C and D), study of flow characteristics (see 6.6 and an- 
nex E), and calculating the Overall measurement uncertainty 
(sec clause 7). 

The person responsible for carrying out the Checks shall 
evaluate the results in accordance with this part of ISO 9368 
and shall issue and sign a written report on the results. 

5 General principles 5.4 Preliminary operations 

5.1 Main items of installation Before undertaking the detailed Checks 
liminary operations shall be carried out: 

the following pre- 

Static weigh 
main i tems : 

ing installations generally comprise the following 

a) examine the technical description 
cedures for operating the installation; 

and written pro- 

- =Jmp, 

b) check the characteristics of the main and auxiliary 
instrumentation and equipment, and verify that it conforms 
with the characteristics given in the documentation; 

- test section, 

diverter, 

weightank, 
c) check the Operation of the hydraulic 
establish a ny additional sources of error 

System in Order to 
weighing device, 

receiving tank, 
d) determine the operational flow range of the installation. 

- timer, 
The maximu m operational flowrate of 
the lower of the following two values : 

an i nstallation shall be 
- one or more Pumps. 

The requirements for these main items are specified in 
ISO 4185. 

a) the maximum flowrate which tan be produced by the 
flow supply System when operating in a flow circuit with 
minimum hydraulic resistance; 

5.2 Test liquid b) the flowrate corresponding to the minimum allowable 
time for filling the weightank up to its maximum level, the 
minimum time having to satisfy the requirements given in 
ISO 4185 : 1980, subclause 3.3, i.e. 30 s. 

Clean water is generally used as the test liquid when verifying 
installations for flowrate measurement by the weighing 
method. 

Other liquids may be employed provided that the liquid vapour 
pressure is low enough to make vaporization effects negligible. 
For practical reasons (particularly to limit the drainage time of 
the weightank) it is recommended that the kinematic viscosity 
of the liquid does not exceed about 35 x 10 -6 m2/s. 

6 Procedures for checking operations 

6.1 Checking the weighing device 

The mass of liquid collected is determined by weighing the 
weightank before and after the diversion period (double 
weighing) and the tare is then subtracted from the gross 
weight. 

5.3 Principle of verification 

Following the construction of a System, tests 
assess the systematic and random errors. 

are carried out to 
Checking of the weighing device used with the double 
weighing method shall allow the determination of the correc- 
tions to be applied and the systematic and random uncertain- 
ties due to the weighing device. Procedures for assessing these 
uncertainties are given in detail in ISO 4185 and annex A of this 
part of ISO 9368. 

Further tests are conducted at regularly established intervals to 
determine the errors and to compare them with the previous 
results to determine the required intervals between successive 
Checks. 

The general principle of the verification of flow calibration 
Systems is to check separately the errors for each item of the 
installation and to combine them to determine the Overall 
uncertainty of the whole installation. 

6.1.1 Checking by means of Standard weights 

In Order to check the weighing device, Standard weights of a 
total mass not less than the maximum possible mass of liquid 

2 
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collected shall be used whenever possible. The maximum per- 
missible error of the Standard weights shall be 20 % or less sf 
the expected uncertainty of the weighing device. 

lf the total mass of the Standard weights used in the process of 
verification is less than the maximum possible mass of liquid 
collected, then a method of successive substitution may be 
used for checking the weighing device. In this case, the total of 
the Standard weights shall not be less than 25 % of the maxi- 
mum possible mass of liquid to be weighed. Nevertheless, this 
value of 25 % may be reduced provided that it is possible to 
determine experimentally, according to the repeated pro- 
cedures of successive substitution, that the required accuracy 
is achieved. 

When a high accuracy is required, the effects of aerostatic 
buoyancy on the Standard weights and test liquid shall be taken 
into account in accordance with OIML Recommendation 33 
and ISO 4185. 

6.1.2 Checking by means sf Standard volumetric tanks 

In certain cases, for instance for large capacity weightanks or 
when some structures are not completely immersed according 
to the amount of water stored in the weightank, it is better to 
check the weighing device by means of Standard volumetric 
tanks, the volume of which shall be between 5 % and ‘IO % of 
the maximum volume stored in the weightank. 

lt is then necessary to known the density of the water for the 
measurement conditions with an uncertainty less than 0,Ol %. 
This implies in particular the determination of the water 
temperature with an uncertainty less than 0,5 OC. 

The checking procedure is identical to that used with Standard 
weights (sec 6.1.1). 

6.2 Checking the diverter 

Before starting testing, the diverter shall be checked at 
minimum and maximum flowrates to ensure that no splashing 
occurs when diverting the flow or measuring the flowrate. 
Splashing of liquid is not permitted. (Splashing of liquid to the 
non-operational channel of the diverter tan Cause unacceptably 
large errors. ) 

The proximity of the nozzle outlet to the Splitter plate of the 
diverter tan give rise to flowrate variations due to pressure fluc- 
tuations. This shall be determined by measuring any pressure 
variations in the Pipeline at maximum flowrate with the diverter 
in a fixed Position. Abnormal fluctuations of pressure in the 
Pipeline shall not occur. 

The diverter shall be visually inspected for effective sealing 
(Ieaktightness) at a pressure equal to the working pressure. In 
cases where a very small leakage tan be tolerated, the leakage 
mass shall be collected and determined over a normal diversion 
period. Since the leakage mass may depend on flowrate, 
measurements shall be carried out at minimum, mid-range and 
maximum flowrates (see clause B. 1 for details of the calculation 
procedure). 

After these chec ks, systematic a nd random errors produced by 
the d iverter shall be determined, employing methods described 

in ISQ 4185 : 1980, subclauses 6.2.1.3 and 6.2.2.2, and an- 
nex A, or alternatively by the method given in annex B o-5 this 
part of ISO 9368. 

6.3 Checking the timer 

Any error in calibrating the timer will g ive a systematic 
the measurement of the filling time of the weightank. 

error in 

In Order to ensure that the random error in the measurement of 
the filling time due to the timer may be neglected, the 
discrimination of the timer shall be such that the error is less 
than 0,Ol % Bor the minimum filling time of the weightank (i.e. 
for instance 3 ms for a minimum filling time of 30 s). lt is poss- 
ible to obtain reading errors of less than Q,Ol % using interp- 
olation methods such as the so-called double Chronometer 
method (see ISO 7278-3). 

6.4 Checking the density measurement system 

If volume flowrates corresponding to known mass flowrates are 
required, the density of the liquid shall be measured with the 
required accuracy. Such accuracy is difficult to achieve with 
liquids having a high thermal expansion coefficient. Techniques 
for measuring density and the method for calculating the cor- 
responding errors are given in ISO 4185 : 1980, subclauses 3.5 
and 6.2.1.4. 

6.5 Assessment of flowrate stability 

lt is desirable to determine the stability of the flowrate in the 
test section for certain applications of weighing Systems. The 
stability assessment will indicate the operational efficiency of 
any flowrate stabilization System, including devices for 
damping out flowrate instabilities, the spectrum of which may 
cover a wide frequency band. 

Various techniques are available for evaluating flowrate stab- 
ility. One method which gives successful results is to install a 
low inertia turbine flowmeter in the circuit, preferably one with 
an enhanced pulse output frequency to give improved 
discrimination. The turbine meter shall have an inherent stab- 
ility better than the anticipated flowrate stability of the System. 

Flowrate stability tan be assessed either within the integration 
(or diversion) interval or between integration intervals. Dif- 
ferent techniques are involved for the two applications, as 
detailed in 6.5.1 and 6.5.2. 

6.5.1 Flowrate stability within the integration interwal 

A suitable turbine meter with frequency or pulse output is 
installed in the circuit to assess the flowrate stability within the 
integration interval. Alternatively, a different type of meter may 
be used provided that it has good short-term stability, 
reasonably fast response characteristics, and an output suitable 
for recording or reading over short intervals of time. The 
flowrate stability shall be determined at a number of flowrates 
over the operating range of the System. 

Once the flowrate has stabilized, the diverter shall be actuated 
to Start the Chronometer. When the flowmeter output Signal is 
representative of a flowrate, the Signal shall be recorded at 
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least once per second; 
the integration interval. 

60 such recordi WS shall be taken over 7 Calculation of the Overall uncertainty 

The systematic and random components of uncertainty shall be 
determined in accordance with the procedures in clause 6 and 
annexes A to D of this part of ISO 9368. 

This procedure shall be repeated at the other selected 
flowrates. The results obtained shall be analysed according to 
the method given in annex C, where a worked example is 
presented. Whenever possible, systematic errors shall be corrected before 

subsequent measurements are made. Any remaining systematic 
uncertainties shall be evaluated as described in ISO 4185 : 1980, 
subclause 6.2.1 and annex C. 6.5.2 Flowrate stability between integration intervals 

The relative systematic uncertainty E, is given by For certain applications, it may be necessary to determine the 
longer-term flowrate stability, in which case different tech- 
niques are required. A meter with a medium-term stability bet- 
ter than that expected for the System shall be installed in the 
test section. A good quality turbine meter or an electro- 
magnetic flowmeter with good zero stability is suitable. The 
procedure is described in annex D, which also includes a worked 
example. 

E, = (E$ + E2 + E2 + Eg4p2 
S2 S3 

where 

is the relative systematic uncertainty of the weighing 
device (see 6.1 and annex AI; 

Es2 
is the relative systematic uncertainty of the diverter 

Operation (see 6.2 and annex BI; 6.5.3 Application of flowrate stability assessments 

ES3 
is the relative systematic uncertainty of the diverter 

leakage (sec 6.2 and annex BI; 
The derived value for S, (the relative Standard deviation of the 
random error component, as detailed in annex C) should only 
be used as a guide in assessing the Overall random uncertainty 
of the System. For example, if the weighing method is used for 
calibrating flowmeters, then the contribution of the S, value to 
the Overall random uncertainty depends on the type of 
flowmeter being calibrated and the method used for measuring 
its mean output over the weightank filling time. 

Es4 is the relative systematic u 
determination (sec 6.4). 

ncertainty of the density 

lt should be noted that ESA is only taken into consideration if 
the volume flowrate rather than the mass flowrate is being 
measured. 

If a turbine meter is being calibrated using the total number of 
pulses to integrate the flowrate, then the contribution of 
flowrate instability to the total measurement error may be con- 
sidered to be negligible. Conversely, a differential pressure 
primary flow device with its output read as a Single instan- 
taneous reading may require the inclusion of the whole of the 
S, term. 

The relative random uncertainty E, is given by 

E, = t* (Sf + S; + SS + S;)"2 

Sl is the relative Standard deviati on of the 
the weighing device (sec 6 .l and annex A) 

ran dom error of 

The assessment of flowrate stability between integration inter- 
vals may be of interest for checking the long-term flowrate 
stability and for determining the effectiveness of any stabilizing 
devices in the System. lt may be important if a stable flowrate is 
required over a long period of time such as for pump or water 
turbine testing. 

S2 is the relative Standard deviation of the ran 
the diverter Operation (sec 6.2 and annex BI; 

dom error of 

is the relative standa rd deviation of the ran 
diverter leakage (sec 6. 2 and annex BI; 

dom error of 
the 

Thus the necessity or not of taking into account any errors due 
to instability of the flowrate will depend on the device under 
test or the purpose of the installation. 

S4 is the relative Standard deviation 
the density determination ( see 6.4); 

of the ran dom error of 

t* is Student’s variable, given in table 
priate number of degrees of freedom. 

2, for the appro- 
Where flowrate instability is likely to affect seriously flowrate 
measurements, the analysis of errors shall include its effects. 

If the flowrate instability is liable to affect the test results, it may 
be necessary to take into account S, and possibly Se (sec 6.5, 
and annexes C and D). 6.6 Study of flow characteristics 

If a weighing System is used for calibrating flowmeters it may 
be of importante to know the characteristics of the flow 
through the calibration test line. 

The Overall uncertainties in the flow 
be quoted as two separa te values : 

rate measurement should 

random uncertainty, E, 
Annex E gives details of various 
required flow characteristics. 

techniques for measuring 
systematic uncertainty, Es 
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Table 2 - Student3 t* distribution for warious degrees Alternatively, the Overall uncertainty tan be expressed as a 
of freedom and 95 % confidence level combination of uncertainties : 

E = (E2 + E2)‘i2 R S 

where the random uncertainty has 95 % probability. The Overall 
random uncertainty (ER)95 shall then be quoted separately, in 
accordance with the requirements of ISO 5168. 

60 2,000 
Co 1,960 
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Annex A 
(normative) 

Estimation of systematic and random errors introduced 
by the weighing device 

The most commonly used direct weighing System is the 
. steelyard. ISO 4185 gives a method for determining the 

systematic and random errors of this type of weighing 
machine. The following method is an alternative technique 
which also covers other direct weighing Systems. 

where y2 is typically 5 for values at maximum loading and with 
an empty measuring tank, and 10 for other load values. 

The resulting - 
(m + R,) are 
highest 
Am and 

accuracy - 
Im + R, 

values of Am and sAy71 for the expression 
used su bsequently with inte rpolation I When the 

is required for the relationships between 

), and sArrl and (m + R,), it is recommended 
that equations be calculated using the least squares method. 

A.1 Experimental procedure 
As the fluid mass M, collected in the tank (or discharged from 
the tank), is expressed by the differente between two 
weighings then 

The weighing device is successively loaded with Standard test 
weights, then unloaded. The error values are determined at 
every loading and unloading at not less than 10 uniformly 
distributed load values beginning from zero up to the maximum 
load value (the maximum load value is equal to the differente 
between the maximum weighing limit of the weighing machine 
and the mass of the unloaded measuring tank). 

M = R, - R, . . . (4) 

where R1 and R2 are the readings of the weighing device. 

Error values are determined from 

- 
Ami = R,i - (m + R,) . . . (1) account of the average systematic errors derived above. 

The remaining systematic uncertainty during a subsequent 
measurement is due to the random component of the 
systematic error observed during the calibration procedure plus 
any uncertainty in the masses of the Standard weights. When 
the uncertainty in the masses of the Standard weights may be 
neglected, as is often the case, the systematic uncertainty in a 
Single mass measurement is given by 

Ami is the error of the ith measu rement at load (m + RJ; 

R mi is the reading of the weighing device 
measuremen t of Standard weights of mass rn ; 

at the ith 

+ Sarn2 
1/2 

. . . 
m is the mass of the Standard weights; 

(5) 

Ro is the mean of the Roivalues obtained, where R,i is the 
reading of the weighing device at the ith measurement of 
the empty measuring tank. 

where 

are vahes of SAm corresponding to R, and 

t* is Student’s t for y2 - 1 degrees of freedom. 

A.2 Estimation of the uncertainty of a mass 
measurement carried out by double weighing 

The Standard deviation, s, of the random error in a Single fluid 
mass measurement, M, may be assumed to be equal to the 
Standard deviation of the readings at the Same load during the 

The arithmetical mean error value Am and the Standard devia- 
tion sArn of the weighing device error are calculated for every 
load from 

calibration procedure : 

1/2 
s = s2 

hm1 
+ s2 Am2 . . . (6) 

The relative values of the systematic uncertainty Es, and the 
Standard deviation SI of the random error are obfained as 

1 n 
Am = -r Ami . . . (2) 

follows : n- 
i=l 

es Es1 = - . 
M 

. . (7) r n 11/2 

c 
(Ami - Am12 

s, = 5 . . . (8) 
M 

. . . (3) SAm = 

6 
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A.3 Worked example Using interpolation for values of Ami, Am2, sA,nl and sAm2 
corresponding to R, and R,, the following results are obtained : 

A weighing device with a tare of 1 100 kg was tested with ten 
1 000 kg weights over five loading and unloading cycles; the 

results obtained are shown in table A.2. 

1,2 - 0,6 
= - - = 

Am, 0,6 
+ x (8 620 8 100) 0,9 kg 

9 100 -- 8 100 

The ValueS Of sAin as a function of (m + R,) are obtained from 
equation (3) and are given in table A.l. 

0,3 - 3,l 
Am2 = 3,l + x (3 235 - 3 100) = 2,7 kg 

4 100 - 3 100 

Table A.l - Values of SA,, as a function - 
of (m + R,) 

(m + R,) SAr?l 

kg kg 

2 100 25 
3 100 3,6 
4 100 13 
5 100 3,O 
6 100 3,7 
7 100 319 
8 100 3,6 
9 100 3,3 

IO 100 33 
11 100 316 

Assuming that the following weighing data were obtained 

R, = 8620kg 

R2 = 3 235 kg 

then 

M = 8 620 - 3 235 = 5 385 kg 

3,6 
3,3 - 3,6 

sAml = + x (8 620 - 8 100) = 3,4 kg 
9 100 - 8 100 

3,6 
1,9 - 3,6 

SAV12 = + x (3 235 - 3 100) = 3,4 kg 
4 100 - 3 100 

Correction to be applied to the fluid mass measurement: 

- (0,9 - 2,7) = + 1,8 kg 

Systematic uncertainty : 

2,262 
es = - (3 42 + 3 42)“2 

gö- f 
f = 3,4 kg 

(the error in the mass of the Standard weights is taken as 
negligible), i.e. 

3,4 
Es1 = - - - 6 or 0,06 % 

5 386,8 
0,000 

Standard deviation of the random error: 

s = (3,42 + 3,42)1’2 = 48 kg 

i.e. 

4,8 
SJ = - = 9 or 0,09 % 

5 386,8 
0,000 
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ISO 9368-1 : 1990 (E) 

Annex B 
(normative) 

Study of diverter Operation 

B.1 Experimental procedure 

The following method may be used when the diverter either 
Starts or Stops the timer under conditions different from those 
specified in ISO 4185. 

Figure B.1 illustrates the filling of a weightank when the 
flowrate is measured using a diverter System. The timer may be 
started at various Points such as 1 or 4, and stopped at Points 
such as 5 or 8. 

Sections l-2-3-4 and 5-6-7-8 represent the durations of the 
transient movements of the diverter when the flow is switched 
to and from the measuring tank (time t., for “by-pass to tank” 
and time t2 for “tank to by-pass”). 

Section 3-6 represents the filling time with a steady flowrate. 

Sections 2-9 and 12-7 represent the Variation in the flowrate 
through the diverter when diverting the liquid to the tank and to 
the by-pass, respectively. 

Section 9-12 Shows the actual flowrate through the measuring 
installation. 

Sections l-2, 9-10, 11-12 and 7-8 represent the idle travel of the 
diverter. 

The circuit shown in figure B.2 may be used to determine the 
correction At due to the switching time differente of the 
diverter. The switches K, and K2 are in T, Position to measure 
the switching time tl, when the flow is switched from the by- 
pass to the tank. Displacement of the beam A, rigidly con- 
nected to the diverter control (for example the lever of a spring 
mechanism), closes contacts 2-6, thus actuating the electronie 
timer. Closing contacts l-4 Stops the timer. Switches K, and K2 
are in T2 Position to measure the switching time t2. Displace- 
ment of the beam B closes the contacts 1-3, thus actuating the 
timer, which Stops when contacts 2-5 close. 

Take a series of n measurements (n > IO) of the diverter - 
switching times tl and t2. Then determine mean values t, and t2 - - 
and calculate the correction At = 1 t, - t2 1. 

The test is carried out under normal power supply to the 
diverter drive (power sources: spring or torsion bar, electronie 
or pneumatic, etc.). 

Measurements are taken at flowrates qvminl 0,5 qV,max and I 
4 V,rnax- 

B.2 Assessment of the uncertainty due to the 
diverter 

For every series of time measurements t, and t2, the average - 
values tl and t2, Standard deviations S2 and S3 and dif- 
ference At are calculated from 

c 
tli 

- i= 1 
t, = ~ 

n 

n 
c t2i 

_ i=l 

1 
s2 = - 

t min 

n 
c (fji - 6)’ 
i= 1 

In - 1) 

I 
n 

c (t2i - Q2 
1 i=l 

SS = - 
t min 

I 
(n - 1) 

- - 
At = (t, - t21 

112 

1/2 

where tmi n is the min 
operating CO inditions 

imum filling time of the tank under 

From the values of S2, S3 and At obtained, maximum values are 
selected to give Sm,, and At,,,. For correcting the measure- 
ment time error, the methods given in ISO 4185 : 1980, 
annex A, are used. 

The data obtained allow calculation of the systematic compo- 
nent of error 
according to 

of the SW 
formula : 

itching time differente of the diver-ter 

At max 
Es, ? - 2t min 

When the timer is switched at different diverter positions (see 
figure B.11, the error Es2 is calculated from one of the following 
formulae : 

At 
ES2 = max 

2t 
for positions 1-8 or 4-5 

min 

or 

At 
Es, = max 

2t 
for positions 1-5 or 4-8 

min 

9 
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ISO 9368-1 : 1990 (El 

B.3 Worked example 

The maximum flowrate for a given installation is 

4 m,max = 2 kg/s, with a minimum filling time of the measuring 
tank at maximum flowrate of tmin = 40 s. 

Ten successive measurements of diverter operating time are 
given in table B. 1. 

Table B.1 - Results of switching time differente 
tests for the diverter 

Valuesin seconds 

Number 
of measure- 

ment 

1 0,031 2 0,027 1 

2 0,032 3 0,026 6 

3 0,031 9 0,027 6 

4 0,032 4 0,027 9 

5 0,034 4 0,028 2 

6 0,031 4 0,028 0 

7 0,031 8 0,027 4 

8 0,031 5 0,027 4 

9 0,031 5 0,027 4 

10 0,031 5 0,027 3 

Diverter Operation time 1 
from by-pass 
to measuring 

tank 

From the values in table B.1 : 

G= 0,032 0 

- 
t2 = 0,027 5 

Iht( = 0,004 s 

t min =4OS 

from measuring 
tank to 
by-pass 

n 
c ( 

1 i= 1 
S2 = - 1 -~~ 

t min (n 

tli - q2 

- 1) 

l/2 

1 

= 0,000 02 or 0,002 % 

s, = 

i 

n 
c 

- (t2i - t2j2 
1 i= 1 

t min (n - 1) 

1/2 

1 

-d 

195 

=40 9 
x 10-4 

= 0,000 01 or 0,001 % 

0,004 
Es2 = - 

2 x 40 

= 0,000 05 or 0,005 % 

8.4 Diverter leakage Checks 

The maximum leakage mass mlmax is determined from the tests 
on diverter leakage flow detailed in 6.2 and the following for- 
mula is used to determine the systematic error component: 

Es, = 
mlmax 

m min 

where mmin is the minimum mass of liquid collected in the 
measuring tank. 

The value of Es3 shall wherever possible be less than 10 % of 
the value of Es,. In this case, the error Es, is negligible. 

10 
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Figure B.2 - Diagram of measurement of switching time and switching time differente of the diverter 
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ISO 9368-1 : 1990 (El 

Annex C 
(normative) 

Assessment of flowrate stability within the integration interval 

Jmin 

z= 
c 
j=l 

12 

C.1 Principle 

A series of flowrate measurements is carried out in accordance 
with 6.5.1. The relative deviation, xk, of each measurement in 
terms of frequency of the output Signal from the average value 
is calculated from 

- 
fk - f xk = T 

f 

where 

fk is the output Signal frequency; 

- 
f is the average output Signal frequency. 

The following series is obtained: 

x, , . . . , xk, . . . , x, 

where n is the number of measurements. 

The autocorrelation function Rj is calculated (as a combination 
of covariance moments RO, R,, R,, etc., calculated for dif- 
ferent pairs of the xk series) : 

1 
n-j 

Rj = ~ n-j c 
Xkxk + j 

k=l 

where 

j=O,l, j . . . . min is the succession Step; 

k is the running succession number. 

The normalized autocorrelation function, the combination of 
the coefficients of correlation (r. = 1 by definition), rl, r2, . . ., 
is determined from 

R.i 
5 = - 

RO 

where j = 0, . . ., j,-,-,in (jmin is the smallest rank from which rj is 
less than or equal to 0,lL 

The attenuation ratio, z, is determined from 

lrjlA t 

where At is the interval of time between successive flowrate 
measurements : 

T 
At = - 

n 

in which T is the integration period. 

The relative Standard deviation of the random error constituent, 
S,, caused by flow instability tan be calculated from 

s, = 2R, T 
T 

C.2 Worked example 

Results of tests carried out to determine flowrate stability 
within the integration interval by means of a turbine flowmeter, 
as described in 6.5.1, are given in table C.l . 

Table C.l - Results of flow stability test during 
the integration intervai 

Nominal flowrate: 0,062 8 m3/s Diversiontime: 115,7 s 

Time for one revolution of the turbine rotor (41 pulses) (SI 

0,844 4 0,835 9 0,832 2 

0,8385 0,832 7 0,8494 

0,833 2 0,845 3 0,843 2 

0,849 1 0,844 3 0,849 1 

0,8456 0,840 3 0,8418 

0,8408 0,836 9 0,838 2 

0,839 8') 0,834 7 0,8375 

0,835 3 0,848 2 0,835 8 

0,8338 0,843 6 0,833 0 

0,831 2 0,842 2 0,8497 

0,8456 0,838 3 0,8457 

0,8432 0,839 2 0,8433 

0,838 0 0,838 0 0,839 2 

0,834 7 0,836 1 0,831 6 

0,852 7 0,831 3 0,851 6 

0,8493 0,846 1 0,849 9 

0,8451 0,843 6 0,8456 

0,844 1 0,839 0 0,844 8 

0,8421 0,837 5 0,8393 

0,839 7 0,836 9 0,835 6 

1) Start of diversion period. 

2) Finish of diversion period. 

0,832 1 0,838 8 

0,849 5 0,835 9 

0,845 0 0,835 2 

0,845 8 0,833 2 

0,846 4 0,849 5 

0,846 7 0,849 2 

0,846 2 0,849 0 

0,846 8 0,843 9 

0,846 9 0,838 9 

0,844 3 0,841 1 

0,843 4 0,839 4 

0,840 4 0,840 8 

0,841 3 0,840 2 

0,837 9 0,841 22) 

0,836 3 0,841 2 

0,832 9 0,844 1 

0,851 4 0,843 8 

0,847 1 0,841 4 

0,844 2 0,838 8 

0,840 3 0,839 5 
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ISO 9368-1 : 1990 (E) 

Calculation : 

Number of measurements n = 87 

Integration time T = 115,7 s 

Average time required for one revolution of the turbine rotor 

1 
- (0,835 3 + 0,833 8 + . . 
87 

Hence 

0,835 3 - 0,841 4 
Xl = = 

0,841 4 

0,833 8 - 0,841 4 
x2 = = 

0,841 4 

. 

. 

0,841 2 - 0,841 4 
x87 = = 

0,8414 

Hence 

1 

+ 0,841 2) = 0,841 4 s 

- 0,007 250 

- 0,009033 

- 0,000 238 

R, = eL- <XT + x; + . . . + xg7) = 4,337 x 1O-5 
87 

r. = 1 (by definition) 

1 
R, = - (~1x2 + ~2x3 + . . . + ~a~g7) = 1,342 X '?O- 5 

86 

Rl 1,342 x 1O-5 
rl = - = = 0,309 5 

RO 4,337 x 10-5 

1 
R2 = - (~1x3 + ~2x4 + . . . + ~85x87) = -3,097 X 10- 6 

85 

R2 -3,097 x IO-5 
r2=- = -0,071 4 

RO 4,337 x IO-5 = 

Since r2 < O,l, jmin = 2 and taking into account that 

T 115,7 
At = - = - 

n 87 

then 

115,7 
z = (1 + 0,309 5 + 0,071 4) x - = 

87 

(values rl, r2, etc. are absolute). 

Consequently 

2 x 

s 

4,337 x 10-5 x 1836 I "2 
5 

= 115,7 > 

= 0,001 17 or 0,117 % 

1,836 

13 

STANDARDSISO.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 IS
O 93

68
-1:

19
90

https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=08228ab8f58cf1f1d477ba6afa1ee1b7


so 9368-1 : 1990 EI 

Annex D 
(normative) 

Assessment of flowrate stability etween inwJration intervals 

D.1 Principle of assessment TabOe D.1 - Values of A (Abbe criterion) 

Probability, - 
P, % 

Probability, 
D % 1 I 

Probability, 
P, % 

Flowrate stability between integration intervals tan be assessed 
by measuring the average flowrate during each of n periods (at 
least ten). This is carried out at five different nominal flowrates 
which are Chosen to be evenly spread over the practical flow 
range of the installation. 

n 

42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 

n 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 

n 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

1 

0,313 
0,269 
0,281 
0,307 
0,331 
0,354 
0,376 
0,396 
0,414 
0,431 
0,447 
0,461 
0,475 
0,487 
0,499 
0,510 
0,520 
0,530 
0,539 

5 

0,752 
0,755 
0,758 
0,760 
0,763 
0,765 
0,768 
0,770 
0,772 
0,774 
0,776 
0,778 
0,780 
0,782 
0,784 
0,785 
0,787 
0,789 
0,791 

1 

0,655 
0,659 
0,662 
0,666 
0,669 
0,673 
0,676 
0,679 
0,681 
0,684 
0,687 
0,690 
0,692 
0,695 
0,697 
0,700 
0,702 
0,705 
0,707 

5 

0,671 
0,678 
0,684 
0,689 
0,695 
0,700 
0,705 
0,709 
0,714 
0,718 
0,722 
0,726 
0,729 
0,733 
0,736 
0,740 
0,743 
0,746 
0,749 

1 

osf3 
0,556 
0,564 
0,571 
0,578 
0,585 
0,591 
0,598 
0,603 
0,609 
0,614 
0,619 
0,624 
0,629 
0,634 
0,638 
0,642 
0,647 
0,651 

5 

0,390 
8,410 
0,445 
0,468 
0,491 
0,512 
0,531 
03@ 
0,564 
0,578 
0,591 
0,603 
0,614 
0,624 
0,633 
0,642 
0,650 
0,657 
0,665 

A check for the presence of outliers is made and invalid 
measurements eliminated in accordance with the method 
described in ISO 5168. 

The formula by which flowrate stability is assessed depends on 
whether significant systematic Change in flowrate has occurred 
over the test period. 

For each selected flowrate the average flowrate and the follow- 
ing values are calculated: 

1 1 n 
l-4 = -X- 

n-l IT2 c 
(qv. - q/A2 1 

Vi=’ 

n-l 
1 1 

u= -X- 
T2 c (4 

2bz - 1) vi + 1 
- qA2 

I 
Vi=1 

D.2 Worked example 

Results of tests carried out to determine flowrate stability be- 
tween integration intervals, by means of a turbine flowmeter as 
described in 6.5.2, are given in table D.2. 

where 

1 n 
4V = n c ‘Vj 

i=l 

Table D.2 - Results of flow stability tests between 
integration intervals 

Nominal flowrate: 0,077 2 m3/s 

Equivalent 
flowrate 

m3/s 

0,077 09 
0,077 11 
0,077 18 
0,077 19 
0,077 33 
0,077 33 
0,077 28 
0,077 21 
0,077 17 
0,077 43 

The relation Al = U/u is calculated and compared to the 
critical value A (Abbe criterion), given in table D.I. 

Number 
of pulses 

Time Frequency 

Hz 
If Al > A, it tan be considered that there is no systematic 
flowrate Variation within the measurement time. In this case, 
flowrate instability between integration intervals is assessed by 
the relative Standard deviation given by 

60,631 
60,550 
60,744 
60,472 
60,504 
60,641 
60,692 
60,375 
60,401 
60,070 

61,06 
61,07 
61,13 
61,14 
61,25 
61,25 
61,21 
61,15 
61,12 
61,33 

370 2 
369 8 
371 3 
369 7 
370 6 
371 4 
371 5 
369 2 
369 2 
368 4 

s,= i?d J- 

If LI, < A, the relative Standard deviation is given by 

s,= u J- 

14 
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Calculation : 

Average flowrate : 

n 

c 

qVj 
4v= ; 

i=l 

1 

= 10 
- x (0,077 09 + 0,077 11 + 

= 0,077 232 

n 1 1 
u=---- X- 

n-l XT2 c kv. - qjJ2 I 
Vj=l 

1 1 

n- 1 
1 

u=- 
1 

X- 
2h - 1) Zr2 c (4 vi - + 1 4v,j2 

V j= 1 

1 
= 

18 (0,077 232J2 
x (0,077 11 - 0,077 09)2 + 

+ (0,077 18 - 0,077 Ill2 + . . . + 

+ (0,077 43 - 0,077 1712 

I  .  + 0,077 43) = 0,9463 x iO-6 

Hence 

u 
A, = - 

l-4 

0,9463 x 1O-6 
1 = 

1,9477 
0,486 

x 10-6 
= 

9 - ’ (0,077 23212 
x (0,077 09 - 0,077 23212 + 

The corresponding critical value A from table D. 1 at n = IO for 
5 % probability is 0,531. Since Al is less than the critical value 

+ (0,077 11 - 0,077 232j2 + . . . + A, this indicates that systematic changes have occurred in the 
flowrate during the test. Thus, the relative Standard deviation 

+ (0,077 43 - 0,077 23212 due to the flowrate instability tan be estimated as 

= 1,9477 x IO-6 s6 = fl 

1 dO,9463 x 1O-6 

= 0,973 x 10m30r 0,l % 
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