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Table 1. Proficiency assessment schemes.
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Table 2. Comparison between z-score and robust z-score for indoor VOC proficiency test.

Lab. Code A-01 A-02 A-03 A-04 A-05 A-06 A-07 A-08
Differ.% -182 -4.9 -6.1 -2.6 38.0 -16.8 -31.1 -86
Robust z-score -1.1 0.1 -0.1 0.3 39 0.2 -0.3 0.4
zZ-score -0.9 -0.3 -0.3 -0.1 19 -1.8 -3.3 -0.9
Lab. Code A-09 A-10 A-11 A-12 A-13 A-14 A-15 A-16
Differ.% -22.4 -29.6 173.1 0.5 -50.0 19 6.9 -89
Robust z-score 0.0 -0.2 16.8 -0.1 -5.1 0.0 0.5 -0.3
Z-score -24 -3.2 2.0 0.0 -0.6 0.0 0.1 -0.5
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Table 3. Comparison between En number and zeta-score for indoor VOC proficiency test.

Lab. Code A-01 A-02 A-03 A-04 A-05 A-06 A-07 A-08
Differ.% -18.2 -4.9 -6.1 -2.6 33.0 -16.8 -31.1 -8.6
En number -15 -0.4 -0.5 -0.3 3.0 -39 -34 -0.6
zeta—score -3.0 -0.8 -0.9 -05 59 -7.8 -6.9 -1.3
Lab. Code A-09 A-10 A-11 A-12 A-13 A-14 A-15 A-16
Differ.%6 -22.4 -29.6 173.1 0.5 -50.0 19 6.9 -8.9
En number 54 -4.4 84 0.0 -93 0.2 0.3 -1.7
zeta—score -10.9 -8.8 16.9 0.1 -18.7 0.3 0.7 -3.3
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Table 4. Comparison between robust z—score and zeta—score for indoor VOC proficiency test.
Lab. Code A-01 A-02 A-03 A-04 A-05 A-06 A-07 A-08
Differ.%6 -18.2 -4.9 -6.1 -2.6 33.0 -16.8 -31.1 -8.6
Robust z-score -1.1 0.1 -0.1 0.3 39 0.2 -0.3 0.4
zeta—score -3.0 -0.8 -0.9 -05 59 -7.8 -6.9 -1.3
Lab. Code A-09 A-10 A-11 A-12 A-13 A-14 A-15 A-16
Differ.% -22.4 -29.6 173.1 0.5 -50.0 19 6.9 -89
Robust z-score 0.0 -0.2 16.8 -0.1 -5.1 0.0 0.5 -0.3
zeta—score -10.9 -8.8 16.9 0.1 -18.7 0.3 0.7 -3.3
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Fig. 1. Comparison between robust z-score and zeta—score for indoor VOC proficiency test.
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