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Deviation correction of GUM evaluation uncertainty in the wind
speed measurement by pitot tube

Wei Mingming

(Jiangxi Provincial Atmospheric Observation and Technical Center, Nanchang 330096, China)

Abstract: When guidelines for uncertainty method ( GUM) are utilized to evaluate the uncertainty of the pitot tube measuring wind
speed, the measurement results often contain deviation. To confirm the applicability of this method and modify the deviation, GUM and
Monte Carlo method (MCM) are firstly adopted to evaluate the uncertainty of the measured wind speed. Then, the applicability of GUM
is verified by the methods given by JCGM 101:2008 GUM supplement 1. Finally, the wind speed measurement results obtained by GUM
and MCM are compared. Results show that GUM method is still suitable for the uncertainty evaluation of wind speed measurement using
pitot tube. The standard uncertainty of GUM evaluation results generates a negative deviation. The deviation rate relative to its measured
wind speed value is —=0. 611 8x107. The modified value is “0. 611 8x10™° the measured wind speed value”. This value is smaller than
the measured wind speed. For the practical application, it can help decide whether to modify it according to the actual situation.
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JCGM 101 : 2008 GUM supplement 1 %5 H{ & F 4 %
O A F B R i 5 RE VR SE D kY, BIVSE AR R U (Mote
Carlo method ,MCM) J57% , & LA SE BRI & 1 72 4 FE 4, 2R
FHE SRR , To B W i BRI, PR 19 45
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GUM 3 iy R 2" & B, JCGM 101 : 2008 GUM
supplement 1 25 i 7 MCM ik GUM 3& HIMERY 73, v]
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SR MCM 23 HS T RFATI #6000 0 £ #6022 55 PR 28 %) B2
FEAE I SE BE A PERE R, ) el e 4 SR F MCM A
GUM 43515 Kz $545 AN i 28 BE E AT V7 22 , 38 2 % e A%
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Fig.1 Pitot tube
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Fig.2 Real picture of wind speed measurement
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e, =k xe
Kh:k=1Pa, A B.C.D ¥JRFEE, 7HlHh A=
1.237 884 7x10° K> B=-1.912 131 6x107 K" . C=
33.937 110 47 .D=-6. 343 164 5x10° K;e=2.718 28, H:
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Table 1 The measured wind pressure and wind speed

corresponding to each wind speed points

S LR/ Pa HHAE/ (mes™")

HH 2/ (mes™)

2 2.4 2.005 225 823
5 15.3 5.062 947 026
10 60. 2 10. 042 825 43
15 134.8 15. 028 049 40
20 240.0 20. 052 258 23
30 540.0 30. 078 387 35

2 GUM FHiEERERSE

GUM A Ay — Fl B T A 1 52 B2 A% 4 52 1 (law of
propagation of uncertainty , LPU) {3 & J5 %, | 12 B
TR, H— B A 01T AN B A 7 .
GUM 2% Bz FEA8 I 2t KURABLHEA 7 AN o2 D I, 3 1o
Ji TR B AR S AR HRUX U I 1, AR 5 R 45 337K VRUE TR I
S ) T AR AT AN A 2 B D, R XLk 0 295 2R ) Ak
R AT PR H I A AR AL A A A XU ) (1 R 7 A A8 AR %
LR AN A FE A A4 35 DX RDDR R AE . IZ T EAE R
F FEAE I 2 A A G0 i AN 8 B VP 7 i, LR AL B
wmr.

1) 388 3o Ji AR TR B 25 X ) e S0 XU o,
(BP X e AR D) o

2) AT AN BE B SRR, O PP TRT A I A5 A v iy
25 DR I £ o XoF 07 1) i A B PO AR HEAS B 0 B w () L 3
BRBUERE ¢, &5 AT I B AN T Ay R
le, lu(x;) o

3) TS AREAEE u, , 12X 4 Fin e &
BER p RWfE L& A &, idad b, KB BUbR HEASBA 22 B2
KA AL Uy, = 5 PR,

u, :\/Z [l ¢l u(xi)]z (4)

Uy, =k,u, (5)

4) R IR 25 S ] ROR N V=020, , HFRR
PEOE VAR p BT REMEVEAE (v, - U, ,0,+U, | X
[ P o

GUM ¥ fy25 3 ] 2 Il JCGM 100:2008

3 MCM FiEiEERIERSEH

MCM 2 S A A AL 4 i) — M EUE T 1. 1 %8,
B Ik X i A B R 2 9% B2 8R4I ( probability density
function , PDF ) FJE47 B HBCRAT: 5 SR, 28 2o 00 A5 o i A
i PDF AT (&4, DI SR ) i PDF (1) Bl AL A0 A
{8 feJ , 38 L it i PDF (3 i AL 4 A i 7T 45 380 XS g
B EAEAG A AR E B 208 MR T RS X
[ (B8 (B S 25 5 ) 3 B HIU(EL e A 280 S 1y 4 )
TE MR I3 A 7 O o

HAT F 3 ry MCM J5 A Btk MCM Al 35 6
MCM 2 #, ¥ 0] ok RS LR P S 8, o, Btk
MCM FEJ7 &) B A E AT 5 AH R 1 3k 45 R ]
FERY VT E S5 2R , BRI (A8 3 BUEROR , 75 5 1 A R
FRURAYTR AR o T 3E N MCM, 3 3o AS W7 384 Jin SR A v 8K
BB A5 RASE , BETE PRUEAS BE DY T4 T 4R BUR N 1
LR . 4R MCM %541 GUM 3 HI#:#}, JCGM 101

: 2008 GUM supplement 1 347 H & N MCM, 28 SCHf
SR B 3, MCM X R 67870 JXGRARL 1 AN 0 1 B8 R4 T
VEAE il 2k MATLAB FEFPoR S, HADBRANT .

1) B e FE A5 DN 5 DX 1 B A S B, A 0 7 4% i
L (ARS8 53 415 28 50 KRR 7 1) R 2 8, 3177 3R 3045 i
A& PDF,

2) 25 K Hh A R B A 1 X R ARE S p (p — PR HF
95% ) , B i 4 45 SR A BR HEAN 0 28 B w (y) 198 R0 4K
ng, =1 2,

3) FIHRAAE IR HATIRE b =1, BEHEIR N MCM 44
FIRE M, — g M=max(J,10*) JLrf J=100/(1-p)

4) BT 2 AN MCM R 56 38 33 2 ANt
MCM SRAFAR R A FEA S Y, Il 1 45 A AT 4%
i ) 2 B X I 0 e AR A Ty A HEAS B A
w(y) ZIEMEARTT 4 S A 2 X TR) 4 26 A5 i s AL .
Y high 0

5) A (6) ~ (9) 73 B THE Yy 1 I H A A vHE D
2 s, wu(y) FEIH BIBRAEN 22 5., 31w T 1B B V4 fl
28 10w 1 Vi FIIE IR UEDR 2 5,10, 0

.s,,=Jh(hl_l)g (0 = () (6)

- 1 h Gy _ 2
sl,m—Jh(h_l); (W) =u, (1) (D)
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1 ! ;
Syhigh — \/h(h—l)z (%(\{;h - yhigh(h) )2 (9)

=1
l h
h A

1< ; 1 & ;
9’1%( h) = f 2 9’1(“: \yhig];( h) = 7 2 9’1(,;;, o
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6) E i hxM MR u(y) , ARG H B E
BAEA 22 6, AN u(y) FJa — AR F 1 — 01y
—3,

7) FEATRGE PEFIET, B 25, 25,00 2510 <2510, 33/
T8 WP (M4 JCGM 101 : 2008 GUM supplement 1 %
K HIGIEA R 9 GUM 9 3& I PERT, 556 & 1 6/5 17
o)  MEEPFE S5 A a1 R PATEIRS) , HE
AR FNTEE , WIS L A M A FEA(E TRy ou(y)
H Y 0 Y righ 0

A T2 UCSE & SARMEATE B u(y) A C, Kt
A T A& R, KRR AT R AR A 3
MRo AR HIE N MCM 32 37 2 Wl 12 AN o2 B2 04 3 4 20 R
£ 0, JCGM 101 : 2008 GUM supplement 1,

. 1 & .
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W BN E AR R . FER
RS B EALR

v
REM RO RS, SRMEP: kL

MCMBATHERA=1+ 5 LK I BAT IR B
l h=1
PATENRMCMIRE:: i B R AN THEY . FREDHE
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Fig.3 The process of adaptive MCM to assess

measurement uncertainty
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H T MCM J&— bl TR A AL R 1Y 7 vk, Jo i
1752 70 RBUE R BN, Bes K 5 &8 b T A R &R
125 Gk AT RS I A N K IR IE T4 25, PR
SE S RTS8 8 JF H, MCM R 2052 (R 40U 5 s, A
XFF GUM P2 25 R0 5, B VA8 A 245 5% o v i ml &, ]
H O SEBRARAS T BARES H o

RIS R FH GUM T MCM S 7 678 2 JRGef
PN B A TP 2, R 46 D0 o XUl {1 ) 52 36 37 5
E 4 fiR. AT HIKT GUM P2 B 45 FL %7538 T, i 4 38
3 JCGM 101 : 2008 GUM supplement 1 25§ MCM B6iF
GUM i FME T, %) GUM (3 R PEEA TR . J e,
Xf e GUM 5 MCM 5 51 (% 8 28 73 A FEAE 2S5, R
GUM J7 yEA5 B A BR A o B 04 A 25 , 38 2ot v 22 1 %)
H 1 55 RPATIEIE

P4 BB I o XU ) S 30 7 55
Fig.4 Experimental scene of the pitot tube measuring

wind speed

4.1 GUM FHEWERHERE

1) 38 3o JEURAASE B B30 45 Xt ) i i KU o, , B
25 I A A X B AR A T AR 1 PR

2) 38 1 o M AN S T 4R R, P 1 A A R
PR A% XL S0 X N Y A A AR S B T
(x,), W32 R

TR A A R R e, X (10) ~
A (15) Fioms

a(v,) 1013.25 - (273.15 + 1)
.= = o ok -
‘T o «/ 288.15 - p ek
1 1 v
1.278./p, - (10)

1
2 g2
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Table 2 Sources and values of uncertainty components under GUM evaluation

LPNTE R i AR R AR DX 2 8 AR AR UEAS B 5
u(r;) BRI 1 1E R BRI S A (1.0%0.2%)/1.0 u(r;)/r; = 0.10%
u(¢) KIERBATEETIA (1.0x0.2% ) /1.0 w(£)/¢ = 0.10%
u(k,) WUETH R B E T A (1.0%0.2%)/1.0 u(k,)/k, = 0.10%
u(p,) R ASEET A (p,x0.01%)/p, u(p,)/p, = 0.005%
u(t) B RERAE DA 0.2°C/(20+273.15)C u(t)/t = 0.034%
u(p) SR IR AR EETIA 0.2 hPa/1 012 hPa u(p)/p = 0.001%

a(v,) 1013.25 - (273.15 + 1) 1 1 1 o 1 v,
cZ= = . r:kv. —_— . — = —— . - .- (14)
ol 288.15 - p 2 T 2 T 2 27315+
1 1 1 v . :
L 278 111 (11) . :a(vl) _ [1013.25- (273.15 +1) -
2 [ 2 ¢ © o 288. 15 B
a(v 1013.25 - (273.15 +1) ( 1) . 1 v
- Jrl 1.278. /p. | -—| p == —- 15
> s 7 G (-a) g (15)
11 3) I (4) A bR AN B w, 103 (16)
1278ﬁ.—-—=—- (12) .
2k 2k R o
_a(v)  [1013.25- (273.15 + 1) . u(v:)=
“T T 28815 - p rigk. () e () +El (k) e (p,) +ei (T) +ezu(p)
11 1 v (16)
1.278 « — « — = — - (13)
2 2 p Pt A i REBE RE ¢, ~ e IRAK(16) %
HiTE .
a(m) 1 013.25
- - Jrik 1,278 .
ST T 28815 - Viéhe vr.
2 k 2 2 2 2
u(v)_ u(r,) (u(g“)) N u(k,) . u(p,) +(u(T>) +(u(p)) (17)
r { k, P, T p
ML XA p=95% I, B & IR &, = 1.96, itk 4) 3BT, PRI XU 2 T XU Y w, AT
B BAHHE B Uss M Uys s TELERMERE p=95% B} , B J A 14 % V=0,2Uss , XF IV
Uyps =1.96 X u(w,) (18) BB XA R [0, ~Uss , 0,+Uys |, HAHRABEINGR 3 7R
%£3 GUMitEgR
Table 3 Evaluation results of GUM m/s
IR u("i) Uygs v;=Uys v;+Uys
2 0.001 770 542 0. 003 470 262 2.001 755 562 2. 008 696 085
5 0. 004 470 399 0. 008 761 982 5.054 185 045 5.071 709 008
10 0. 008 867 451 0.017 380 204 10. 025 445 226 10. 060 205 634
15 0.013 269 223 0. 026 007 677 15.002 041 726 15. 054 057 080
20 0.017 705 417 0.034 702 617 20.017 555 616 20. 086 960 852
30 0. 026 558 126 0. 052 053 927 30. 026 333 424 30. 130 441 277
4.2 MCM FEEERBERE (], LAXUGH I 4 5 10 m/s g i), 73 A7 8 52 4% i A 7

1) 3% FE RGN B B B RS 00 | ply T 4% KUt ik g PDF BRSNS DL AN 3% 4 7R (L 2% XU I ik A Y
FOBOR G S KU p, RIS, Jow a5 ARy An  u(po) AT SERPIT RO S KU iR 2 PO ™)
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Table 4 Probability distribution of input quantities

iy A A S i AR DX ]2 58 B2 u(a;) PDF
u(r;) B AR T T BRI 16 IE R EORHE 5 A 1. 0x0. 2% 0. 001 N[1, 0.001]
u({) R ACE RBOAHE T A 1. 0x0. 2% 0. 001 N[ 1, 0.001]
u(k,) ORI RECAHE BT A 1. 0x0. 2% 0. 001 N[1, 0.001]
u(p,) WA S A 60. 20x0. 01% 0. 00301 N[ 60. 20, 0.00301]
u(t) IR RS E A 0.2%C 0.1C N[20%C, 0.1%C ]
u(u) TR R A 4% RH 2% RH N[80%RH, 2% RH]
u(p) SRAE SRR E G A 0.2 hPa 0. 1hPa N[ 1012 hPa, 0.1 hPa]

2) PR AR AL R p=95% Ha 45 R AR IEA
BAERE u(y) BA LR ng WBETT RN, 2 u(y) B2
AT RO 1 82 By, =2, FLABAE L g, = 1

3) T J=100/(1-p) ,p=95% , A1k, J=2 000, fi X
BEEHLK Y MCM 4547 UCE M = max(J,10%) =10 000,

4) i AT E IE R MCM AR P FRH M A FEAREL,

IR w(y) , SRE RS HABERUE A 2 8.

5) FEPATRE PRI, O T S IEAH )Y 9 GUM 458
PP K 6 1 6/5 sEAT 8 e, il ad hxM A FEAEAS 2 1Y
PPEL AT AT y AR EARTE L u(y) 2
LRI M0 e o 5 DX ) ) 2 A 3 AL g, T i > BN S
NS

*£5 MCMiTEHER

Table 5 Evaluation results of MCM m/s
IR ) XL y u(y) Ylow Yhigh
2 2.005 224 977 0.001 781 098 2.001 734 857 2.008 719 428
5 5.062 938 213 0. 004 497 312 5.054 131 555 5.071 753 282
10 10. 042 834 108 0. 008 942 022 10. 025 333 837 10. 060 344 981
15 15. 028 034 965 0.013 353 330 15. 001 834 903 15. 054 170 335
20 20. 052 247 086 0.017 797 914 20.017 426 974 20. 087 132 475
30 30. 078 382 423 0. 026 769 422 30. 025 931 589 30. 130 870 140

4.3 MCM I&iE GUM RYiE A4

K GUM 1 MCM ¥ 19 25 5 1] MATLAB %5 ik
A5 20, IR0 FOREAR A P R T LG, ARG A5
10 m/s A5, H: MCM 5 GUM P 45 AR R /3 A & 5
FR o WEEAARIRE RS A2 MCM (R RESR 9% BE 43 A, 2148
MR R ARAHRBLY GUM J5 45 2 A R % B o0 A o il &
5 AT 2 Bl RS B RO AR B A S5 R EEAR—B A
Tit— 5 e GUM & A ¢, Bk JCGM 101 = 2008
GUM supplement 1 %5 H ) MCM Z64F GUM 3& FM 7 .

ZIAIE 48, 24 MCM Al GUM 2R A [ 9 4 75
DR R, A% it et A9 248 % i 22 A8 T8I 28 22 8, 3%
Bl GUM @i Sk, HoPBRIE o

1)t GUM 75 1 29 e HEATT (— U p=95% ) 1Y
A& XA B 2 A S o y=Up sy + U

2) it MCM 453 2 AH R B3R (— MR p=95% ) 1
& X [8] E"JZEE%‘J{{E Yiow F Y high {H

S MCM 55 GUM P2 B
(X B R 10 m/s)
Fig.5 Probability distribution of MCM and GUM evaluation

results (the wind speed measurement point 10 m/s)
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3) TFRHT A DX 8] Sty A 09 46 X R 25 d,, A, , WK
(19) .(20) FIroR

d,, = ‘ (y - U,,) T Yiow ‘ (19)

d]ngh = ‘ (y + U,,) = Yhigh ‘ (20)

4) F g DX 8] g 1 1 A X i 22 d,, F o2 R AR
T & WA K FNE 1 5000, R GUM & H Tt 4,
MGG UEANE AL, 0 7% 8 MCM 7 ik B HA 2 i A T8
o

FRYE DAL 7 sk AT Bk, 45 R 3k 6 i, GUM Jr
A MCM 5 ¥ 3145 09 40 5 DX R] 25 [ i a5 1Y) 246 %8 J 22
dy F dyy , IR K FHUE 2822 5, GUM 3@ a2 MCM (1) 55
UE. R, GUM J5 K sR 38 H .

F6 GUMERAMIRIFLER

Table 6 Verification results of GUM m/s

PRRE Il T

R i e ° i
2 0. 000 020 705 0.000 023 343 0.000 05 ko)
5 0. 000 053 490 0. 000 044 274 0.000 5 iigus
10 0.000 111 389 0. 000 139 347 0.000 5 jiiBuN
15 0. 000 206 823 0.000 113 255 0.000 5 iigus
20 0. 000 128 642 0.000 171 623 0.000 5 jGiBUN
30 0. 000 401 835 0. 000 428 863 0.000 5 g0l

4.4 GUM FiEREERNBEIEIE

GUM J5 32 3R B 4 JR 3 ) i 4% % — it Pl X A AR A
THA v, B TEATEFE Ugs KK, 1M Ugs FHAREA T 2E
w(v,) KPR, T GUM FIl MCM X4 55 T J 55 7 1 432
FREU KGR, P, 3 55k GUM 3K B JXGE e A A 1
v, T MCM FRIBC) KGR fe AR AL T y T B — 3.
T LA GUM J5 0 I 45 S R e w(o,) PRE

1T MCM R B S AR SR s, P2 (0 25 SR Bl
SR ELST ARG PR s MCM X o 28485 75 7K VA4 TE 33
A JE G S R R BBy X (B T A 7 AN o BT R 45 SR AT A
e WG I 25 SR AR HE . , PP 25 R iy w(y) AN
HFRERR AN PR . [FIET, GUM X) & 37K 1R &
TE T (1) 55 S AR R %) R 2R A B AN A 2 38 T 2 1
BRI w (v, ) b AN 2 B 0 S . X 7 ) Al 22
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