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Measurement Uncertainty

A parameter associated with the result of a measurement, that characterises the
dispersion of the values that could reasonably be attributed to the measurand Refer
to Glossary of Terms.
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Umeas: measurement uncertainty, Smesss measurement
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F99] : 28 3% (measurement uncertainty), 37 &AM environment
investigation), 73 Al & ¢4 A4}t (economic loss function)
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