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ABSTRACT. Ever since the development of the Guide to the Expression of Uncertainty in Measurement (GUM) in 1993, the
concept of measurement uncertainty has been considered a core concept in metrology and the importance of proper uncer-
tainty evaluation has continuously been increasing. Unfortunately, few papers in Korean are available that introduce the concept
of measurement uncertainty and the GUM correctly and in sufficient detail. This review describes in detail the mathematical,
historical, and philosophical background behind the concept of measurement uncertainty and the GUM, and also discusses
some special aspects of uncertainty evaluation in chemical analysis.
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Figure 1. Combining probability distributions.

o rhe NS WEe A WA O olshT 4 9tk
AL, o FA P 42

198 g3] 202 Abol e A Y
Slet. o8 Sof it my7k 200 g2 7Hs Aol 71t
ARg Y3 gk

TR uE A e me] B 23 ABE AR 3R
o el o] HFHel HE HES FhokE g0l
of 440 74 ATk SHAR 0|2l @ 25 WA ge 3
¢ EEHO|A gt Be A5 o BEH P ¥
20l 28 2| Y3k UG HoFsto] Aershis Aot
35 Rzo| g FHE FOFSHE FAL ofg 71K}
AT FHHOR BAE BTG YR e LL 1

H| o} B E 2 2 FofehA foh thxg e 2= 7| tgk
(expected value), =7Fgk(median), 2] &gk (most probable value)
So] ALgET. Fig 19] Zhehe Aol A o] Alo] e
gonz pug wast ¢ot oE Exel Yujgt B
SR ol 77k dort AAR g HE AL
A & 7R o|t}h. AR = FEFH X (standard deviation)©]
o B4 S8 X9 95%E EEst= 7t T3
Joltk. o] % 74| 5312 AFgsto] Fig 19 42tg RES

Zofsto] s ko3t 2},

1) my+my=200.0 g, u(m,+mz)=0.8g

N

2) my+mp=200.0g, Um,+mp)=15g

2 BN EEUAIE XD
o} = (standard uncertainty; GUM 2.3.1) k=
= SA S o)A 2 AHESHE 09} sahe 7]
Al ughs 7158 AMHEeTh B3 95 %S Eshe
35 422 = BA4-E 3T (expanded uncertainty; GUM
23.5yEk 2 Ute 7|52 YERdL ié%ﬂisz}
e B oW S o] gk ol
2348 3T Ai50] 2ARTE ARe we
ma+mp7t ©F 200 g0 2 24 7] sH=t, 199.5 g2
HE 94 ghrhe Ane sk Age. of 3
AR7}h uhE 2488k o] thGUM D52). 3383}
2ol AT 4 = ATl Yokt WA HA 3

=
K
HN
Jﬂ r

_\1 rio
n g

014

]_

r

]_

HT N
o % i o

L
.

g\l

AFEE)E 7HEFshA 3
ol thg3} ZrHGU

St A o]tk GUMPO| A 9]
2.3).

<

1:u rl
NI

Journal of the Korean Chemical Society



== /Hdy GUM 321

“Z A erol g Mo Rojg 431%&%94 AEEE
e Z49 Auter w® whetu]E (parameter,

associated with the result of a measurement, that characterizes
the dispersion of the values that could reasonably be attributed
to the measurand).”

91 4 o] of A “dispersion’o] %% “HAL 540 2 o]
ofg] e85 Yol wAbPS FATHA] ‘variance’ S
Ou|sl=d)|, F= e A oA AL A (precision)2] X FE =

AL A9k T By BeEE A UAT A E A
x=2 354 "ot 28y B3 == 1 A(calibration) 5
2339 Bl 9T F + Uk BE 242 FU}
o AH&sHs A ol ).

TR ¢ ool A “utehu] B (parameter)’ E “Ql, QAAY
ehe ofule] AubEel Gol® esfet: A9w Bt 1
it o] goli g W0l 8E ExE HASH: Y
quantity used in describing the probability distribution of a
random variable)”’o] 2= &u] 9] =A| A Q] &of o]t (GUM
C27). &, SAES s &5 ZXo U BA = o
U= 7ol

a9y &4

i

GuMt SF === J'g 2 BHY

BE ZA7koll i @ X error)7} Q7)o BEAISITHE 2l
4o MEA Ut ehEets, A9 g THE g 43
RS} TSl ZHzrel Heha g Howm &
Ast= HAS AFstl e o] Foks @ X}E(theory of
errors)©| 2tal gheht T Efuf of 2] o) = BEkal 1970
Mol o] “oxbe] Y Fe BT Y E Y
sl Al H o2 stolw wrao] Qlrts ol 27} 24
X 77| F(national metrology institute) 50| A2 A
Hlasks o o2 f2ARRES skt ol vl=
=4 £ 7|32l National Bureau of Standards [NBS; &
National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST)]2] =+
o] 91E Emest Amblert= 54 SASHAA 2 U9
73 Y FA| =5 93] (Comité international des
poids et mesures; CIPM)oJ| A] A o] A o] B3-S Ao
Mo Hste TolE A2WUS AL AL A
CHGUM Amnex A). ©] A|¢ko] FolSoi | thd 7he] o]

2023, Vol. 67, No. 5

=95 E7g HL #A ‘GUM’o|gt=
A7 oA A AEE 7] el SR A o W
A ol g-Elrt= FHo|t}h A4 GUMS] ZTHE 9l 19931 T+
2, %Xﬂﬁ%ﬁ} ol A A7 FgE ISO/MEC Guide 98-3:2008°

E, 223 @A GUMS S gkl 9l ICGM
o] AJ7kEk JCGM 100:2008' o] ol HTh &2 5
datmg miE e TR o]astH Hrh oA
St EEASIT o] Wt MR SAHE%E %
kil Xl%( SS/SP2010-105)7& Ax} E3 o= 9 3|al=
A4 = % otk 982 GUMe|t

=H 7122 Y¥ 1} ==L Mutol YA

23 28 GUMY 2 E38E ek 7l o] 1980 o
B =957 AlAbste] 1993 of] S FTh= F ol th. o
Aol GUMY 24 &8 edhs= 7lgol I Bt 5= &
w3zl tht drgS Aol WAle-A] F3t ol F St
o]7] WZolth. gHE Fxets dS Falol FiL 54

15| /\48]—7] | A= Fig 13} o] &-&
il Flg 137} Zo] &

ofs

T

ﬂﬂl

= 78‘

514 (analytical) 0.2 &5 X & A st= A2 &7
3h 422 & (numerical) © 2 A slofql st ojuj g
H&= Ao] HFHE 283 2 7HEE W (Monte Carlo
method)o|th. Z12jt} GUME Hhs GAloll= A4F

5 —EG}Z] ool 2H 7HE= W o3k g
Aut AGA}S 0] 35t Alo] AHEAT &7F
UME g5 Bxahes o] A
< AstA = ekt
| 7HE 2 S AR ARl 22 A

3

=
o2 FAE sidst

100{7

¥ o off
rl jil oX,
a l

g
o 2 m o

N
x
lo
N
N

ol offt
©,
et
ok rir
M oz
T e
oz

=T gES T = ‘ilﬂxl‘ﬂ ﬁ%a% 285t
e 6714 9] Y4x(random number)S F W
Stz Y-S 4= W HHESE S gho] 127}
&S ok WHE Utk 20 A4 a2

7122 wrdolgta 3o} o] 713l Ao
HAlo] g bA o] X = FAAAIRE o] 23t {4

.

Rl

J,J

> on

fr oE, i, 12

e



322

o

o
1o N

o
ot

oX et

o

N
—_

2
TR

Y

>
o of
i)

o o

3} AFA E3Z(prior distribution)2}il &&=
= AAslof gttt 1L & A ghE 2o A EE
Mo g sy Bt ol o b,c 21
Foll y=albe®t ol y Fr& St &

B

J {
o Ar
G

a
ki
_1

2
4

¥

oItk ol THL ulnk Wl ke T Qojh y S|
28 Aelst Aol vo] S Rmoth o|F AF HE
(posterior distribution)g}al 3t} o] A Al B E ¢l
bl B o] S RIS Hheln T2 TR &
£ Q5 e uet BEEA 58 05%ES mUeHE 71}
SO Sort ¥ P4 4= Ut

Y GUME 7fretd grAloll«= A e A2 2|
72 WS sk AA darelEof A7 %L
oh 224 GUME L@ Aol x|ut g5 x5 g2 o
B2 SHA] ghote H= A WA S SHESE 3
7h A e Falo & okt o] WAl Y] g B
ZE @5t 54FY &E £ 5 Aot di4l, o
FO| g R xAUATS st SAFY 5
HAREE Lol Aotk o] WHAlo] ARG = AS
92} Auto] HR(the law of propagation of errors)o|2}al

FHTh y =1, 1o, oy 300 TS 23 ATRO] W H L 4] (1
3} o] Lrebd 4= gl

~

C0=3/(&L) v

~
—
~

A (2] o] S 7heFshA) Amshae, qewe] Exu
A ox)E Bl A% FEHR 0()E 2L 4 Urh
L Zolth. whekA AR 9.3 Anke] W2 ol ehe YL
Hast ook Y] CAHSHYT AR HE §
o S Fe) 2342 ok g0 ofet QY EEH
A uhgoR ZAe] REUAE 2HsHE Aol7] o
Rolth ol7]A] EEWAE o] | ool tha Behaat A
e e AEetn B 4 glonz 2Rk
o3} Huke] WA olehs B T4l BE(REUA)

Ir

Z 5} o] B Z(the law of propagation of uncertainties)’©] 2=
A AT B3 B3 HUtolAs EEHAE ©
2 RV EoE w2 BV 3 REETERE BE
kA A (1) (2)2F 2ol dEFY Z2EESE ux)E
53] 2HTe) REBIE up)Z 2ol Alo] Hr}
(GUM 5.12).

20) =LV i) @

H =RoAx HEo o]87} gittd A )9 ‘B3
Auko] WP oljats WS ARSRITE g 1F Adud
Al (correlation)o] Q1= 749 Alo
7| A= e A S AERith

A2 4 @ WAy ol e WAl A7) o
Aol Baksie), o] A9 S 3o
o, yoll sl Hlde 95 Fg & 1x
o|tHGUM E3.1). §= Ao o} &
A G W ek 49 9o

)
o
o
~
L

ﬂ_
o
NI
=
Y
2 b

—-
o2l
s

S~
el
op
ol
o

£ 4

Ly
B

i

I~
e e

A pe Ao g

2
=
otk
o
o
1o
ol
ol
L
fr
52
o O
)
S
S
S
r
)
o
=
>~ 0 ©

i)
o,
o
=2
rir
Q
(@)
=<

ull

e

_1 il

oo

o, ot
<

T ﬂllﬂl HU

i)
z
>
o
Hu il
-0
N
=
rir
O

of
e

)
~ 12
[ Mz 2 N g ok
—
rﬂ ol
-

2

S
o
oM,
o
Q
@
=<
1o
rld rir
>
o I I
ot 019

e
2 o
Hli Mr 4
A det
e il s
&
o
Jo
N
£
T

N
-

o

Rl 3o
X o
et
P
filo
)
e
=
ol
o
v

<

2
|o
fru
N

o
i
1> —{O > rlr
N
- I
el

filo
£ =

0

P
5%
H
-
fr
F-

M
e
O ot

1
o
3]
M
e o
o 1
1
Mo o mu >

flo N
°u
L 1o
l;‘ it
o
=5

BN

mr -
o

H1

1o
%k
ox,

Lo ox ox M
o

o

o

6=

E

1o

ull

rlo rot

o
4w H

Lol o),

W
ol =
i
ofl,
N
N
2
>~
o N
N

ofy
fo

of

y Mo
i,
Hd

1o
H

AN

e

o o

o
o)

Mo

4 Lo
==

fr Ax
e
s e

o 0o a2 e ot o
i o

e

o -
<]

o] n7j 9] dlojg 7+ Al 29 X} (experimental standard
deviation; GUM B.2.17) s& J/n 02 Yol RZEITE
T3 FHTHGUM 4.2.3).

u=-—= ©)

Al (3)9] 8tA Rl w7 4 =73H 2l (Central Limit
Theorem; GUM G2)o|t}. FA4lSgtA glof w2 ¢ )¢
SE FxoA e FES HT HS 1 Hato HET
AE BEFHA} o5 no AlFTo R Uie Lo 2 34
= QA "ot 9y w2 A RREEX
T ReuR o|F AY A AR s= A

EAt A s//nS ‘EZ 9 A(standard error) 2}l
F2E A7 gt shAE o] = @89 o X7t &

N
N
me m

_ﬁ
qQ

il
i
i)

2]

Journal of the Korean Chemical Society



4= /gy GUM 323

O

A A E)E Uetl«= Aol oYt 5
R R %T}g ThA] A S off Fato] duput ¥
UEAE HEW7] ol &, Bt 58444
Az P2 yrebd A oltt. o] e st
L gn& ‘HWHFo FFHR|(standard deviation
ean; GUM B.2.17 NOTE 2y’ &1l EE=c}.

WAL 7]E Amy A9 Sl 7|u
HEHUAE Aot X

9
w3 o]k 227} 4
_/'\_

o

2oy o I
HN

S Ao tle 1w
=
)

_>L

T
i)
ol

-

2

ol

ot 1
mmg g

St
=

el

Y
il
i
SUp

0%
L
i)
o
d _1N

G
o rr HT o>

30,

fr

=y

1o

oS

o

)

i’,

p

e ol

o=

>

o

yo 1%

N ﬂ.llO ﬂ.l-l]I,
~ on O ot @

i
N
=

fu
T g

L el A CRer )

PR DA M )
!

oL

& |

o] EZ W= 1 Hh B (half width) 2 /3 ©
27) ol o] 7teks] Frstu of o}
(GUM 4.4.5).

—a%} +a® % AR St AN Fejo] BEUE
gH<=(probability density function) f(x)2] ¥ol+& 1/2a0]tt.
ot FEU S ofef o] WA 1o]ofof 517] wi&

olth. WebA ) THe 2ol 2 4= 9k,

s

fx)= %1 (-a<x<a) “)
FUEYSY HEBIE(EERANE LT Lol
st}

= JJG-w Ay ®)

5}
2 o]

O_|_4

7}e

1

A % 09’]’ +aE oo]: :.1:]—0§ O}—]—

é}; f‘fg £ 3 (triangular distribution) =
33). o] A% u=alJ6 o] Hr}

=]

rl M

oo

lo

2

o
¥ 5w
o > f

_1 0
4
Sis
|
1o
N
N
i dr oox A

©

S~
>
il
o

(€] [e]
kol 02 ko] ks Aol o] o
e A eherha v
AR o 24T F 1
Moz T AN A
R THT AR 2o
%4 9tk BIE A9

ot i)

Ml on

Mz o
2|
¥ (o
A
M
0 m{m
Lot

1 4

Mo & & gl o rlo o

ox o ¥ fr Mo mu X

m{m;m
fo ol of

2023, Vol. 67, No. 5

7] Wgoltt. 62 Sof ofw BA|e] WL 10% 2
o Qo Zelo] AX| T BIEE 10% T 2o
Ae AgAoR a7 FaskA ghe Ths Aol At of
Zof| flollA A7 viet o] =8t Hulo] W2 A
7h oIk B0 S S Al d e
R o]L Y HalAs Sto] glon R firo] 4
¢ AUS A 4 HAY Ao AT EE dE
B9 g5 £ X5 AHE-SH EtHGUM 4.3.9 NOTE 1). 0]
w Eof] oj® oFo] 3 42 9l Hojul ¢F1 QS A H
% A2 RS e e BohE B7h Rl A s
J3 o] B3] SAFskch 2B (full width)E 7]& 02 8}
W 2,3 03 Uojof slng /121 A5 SAbstt).
oA Arget = 7HA] A 5 s S4 HlolEE A
|35 A WA A2 AY 23 H7Ktype A evaluation of
uncertainty; GUM 2.3.2), HFE &7 o] g & AFR31A] e
= dx wAle BY B3 H7Ktype B evaluation of
al

uncertainty; GUM 2.3.3)2}

L5, B ﬁ7}°ﬂf‘1L
A% 32 By J:l7} B0 R FREFEE o
t}

1—%

o] 3= FH7} WA ‘—% A F 7}7<]i "P—F‘HH HMOP—
FAS o= A% APs}sto] olsiE
= Ao -dr(GUM334) =%
2 EZEIEE P s, O FREsE
gt 4219 -4”-4 A 4] % 2
USITHGUM 4.1.6). =3 A|HE AFA o] Al o]
Aloltt.

e
ot
o,
_ﬁ

1> o
s HI
©
I
i:l

fr Q@ & o W
|o

W o Norfo
10 rlo 0@ o= Ho
) OPH -

&
2

e e

ke
FIN
M
Jﬂ

w5 Brieta gAste] theT

oﬁm- “o] Zolo] A7 2%

£ 0.1 mAyr.” 27 o]
4 u|&7t? AP o] Aiko] A
Al Gt ol2Rt AL siasty]
;g slrolth ARSI E L
2 48me} 5.2 m Afo| 2 FAHH U e}
o A Hed, ol £d2 ol
FAL 52mETE 2 7HsA o] A 9] gl
A Wethe) AEE) AwAE o

m}i
lo

N flo 7
o,

o
m

B
Ir 3

024.. oﬁf,
l‘fl
1o
ol

rfr o e il

e R oo Y 4o AN 2
fo »o M 3@
_ﬁ‘q, > ﬂllO Jﬂ

:(x}l'_'.
1
O o N O oA oX © my

b 0
o 2 o
o?o a%
_C?ll‘
rﬂ.
w S

]_

Noflo O i v o g K

™
Q2 &
1
Jl}l'

u rf

5
T
O_l‘ﬂ‘

T 2

o ¥

uE

2
i mg
ot
o

PHET S 517 fIsiAl= 223 A coverage factor
& ool BERI | FojFu
L5 QA= k2 BSR4 (6).\,}



#ol & = UTHGUM 6.2.1).

B RS 25k o) u AL ksl AwstRw, 23} <
A= A2 9] 4=Z(level of confidence; GUM 6.2.2) p&} &
8 A3 I= (effective degree of freedom; GUM G4.1) verol 9]
3]] _?__}@16]-7” ﬁEXJE] i=5=4 /\13_14 oz o] = /\;1]1:!} q_ﬁl—
G+ qlow SRS of9A 9 9 4 Uk T
A F pe A ook AEA R ol f R i 95%)
0.95)2 A183l= Ao] Teojung AR ogL 0 F3}
S vy FoiT e,

SEAFEL Y BAE 840 4GRS T 1L
Asto] Tob) ek Y BUE aho) AGEE 7

H

She A ek W o] e e w5
He o Qo REBIE(AY B Frhe| 4

R U 3157k n0) 92w nelo] 457k BEHGUM
426). 9| (fiting)o] L} B FAH BAS B g

e ARETL e S Qo BAHOR TY A9
£ AGES o g Fobd HAo] gt Ayl Fol 7]
AR SRR R = 1S
o|dY AY, ARE &5 &
bl A% e A7 9 4l
A& 4 UTHGUM G4.2). o] A2 115 42,
AR 4 Y ARE ST A ARET}
B whe, 50 %t AT 5 gl ARE AT
S=7) 27F EtH(GUM G4.2 EXAMPLE). Z1# 4|
H GUMO| A AAE o] Ao A{es e Afe
Bt st A|nt o] whalo] kAo R EgslA|
HAl o] 7] wjEojtt. o] o] HE By B3 T
o= obF Al Aol &2 ArE ARSI A
S 2 T Zlo] dutgo|t} Al Ado] BZEF
22ES o 27 ohe A0 R fsakA g
BEeEEE
of /i Q49 Afg AUATH Welch-
ol gt FEARES ¥

1 |

i rlo
Sy

=5
to ey
A
N
£

@
oot

i
>
ol & Jo M

r
do e
£ i

_,4
> ol

i
4

o

2 3N X

= l

¥

]_

\Ia,

o,

—|—‘

O
=
=
=
g}
=

)
=
=
=
==
1}t
=~

, e

i‘{[‘ l‘-lN

o

st

=

slsh 2

Satterthwaite 2] (7)2

%= QITHGUM GA4.1).
4

= ™

nl; ()

X

Ve THTHH ~EAEZ 3 (r-table;, GUM Table G2)of A

vyl NGB G Hold EFAAE 72 4 Aok

oF Microsoft Excel2 273+ 74-9- ‘“TINV(0.05, vp)' S 4 &

sko] 7FH 8] EZ3IRE 1 4= Q). 13 ZF0IRE A
()3 o] BB o Fopw BRI} Aoj7let.

oA At A2 ZAUAAS FH5HA] Al T
SHA k=28 7Hgste A= Bt ol AFE7) ofF
A2 -7 ok et k= 20 £48H7] wj ol tHGUM
G6.6). & 5] AHFE=7F 10Y A k= oF 227} Hol k5
7heka] 2213 71 R AT 10% ol 2fo] Lhx] okt
oA AFstA Z5ge] A oAk 10%e
A7k A7 WA BB 2247} 10%2) Aol
849l BAR oo 2 7154 vk o] Wi the
k=22 AMgals A9} B,

T shst B oA L k=22 7P s wHlo] 4
N G AR T S A AR TR
Z o] W= (random variation)o] 7} 2 B3 = Q24
S @) Hrolth. ofd A9olA Are] 47 %%a

2] orthd k=22t 7pR L SRESI O] AFHILRE o
o]& 4= 9t} 7Y A& =7} 30l A& 7F x}o)| 7} 7+

2 B8tE 049l A9 SEAGELE o 271 Hid), of
A AT ki OF 42 T3] kS 22 71T AT 5 )
oo gaba Holw g M 9o e w Eg ol
A5 o] k=22h 71Ho] HEVNE AHBE Aol
uhgr| st

E o g g 7HA 57T e dHES e
T8z GUM WA ol of 2] 7RA] 4=8H41 Q1 A4 7F Qlth= &

ojtl. GUM WH419] =5k ¢l vj A& -E 3 (-distribution)
= A, -2 S5 E85l7] feiA e 22 Flske
YB3 7} HF E3E(normal distribution)o] oF gt} 12 H
o] o] FXHA o= B+ Wk ¥ 2 A= A
et ES ¥ BY 28 B71E F3l €2 tlolE
ol A8&d 4 gl Agoelghs Holth o3t oy &
A= Qs A GUMO] a2t A4S WHAE B2 H
O] tfdo] HaL Utk oA REESEE AFESHE
HAE o] Ax ZAFolglr AWtk 1 o]
A= WS A AEA QA EAZ o]0 A] ke Tig
2Rl A= ofd d whe] &AESEE Fobe WA

O f{d o

F

S

)

2 AgHel BAR ojofxu Y AR ] faAol
o & A et
olefgh A= £H 7R Y& AgstEs A0 R o

Ast &= o]]—z}s AFA] “959% A1 2] O] 22Zko)| A o] BAFEBHE
Es “5*3%*4 S8 HEO] 95%2 2}pA|sH= L7Frolete
Flo1ck GUMS) “shgksteere] o1 4ol el ofel

__4

o
;

HEZo
%%E?é}a A°§7lﬂ1 T U 549 2
F 7S UEHY = 9F(quantity defining an interval
about the result of a measurement that may be expected to

_ll)lv i
N

encompass a large fraction of the distribution of values that

Journal of the Korean Chemical Society



== /Hdy GUM 325
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Figure 2. A comparison of a posterior distribution obtained
using the Monte Carlo method implemented in the NIST Uncer-
tainty Machine (solid blue)'* and the corresponding normal dis-
tribution (red dash).
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Figure 3. A flow chart of uncertainty evaluation using the GUM
approach and the Monte Carlo approach.
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