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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This paper reviews Type 1 Gage study, Gage R&R study, and procedure of ISO 225147 for assessing
a measurement system, and discusses some relationships between the measurement capability indices.
Methods: The gage capability index C, of Type 1 Gage study, precision-to-tolerance ratio P7R of Gage
R&R study, and measurement performance ratio @), and @, of ISO 22514-7 are considered in this paper.
Results: This paper derives the relationships between C, and @, PTR and @), and Qs and Qyp, re=
spectively, and discusses the acceptance conditions for each procedures.

Conclusion: The measurement capability analysis is the first step for the quality improvement of the manu-
facturing processes. Therefore the result of this study provides a helpful guidelines for assessing the measure—

ment system, enabling proper evaluation of manufacturing processes.
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4 : AgatA] Kgk 4L Ao w4 #40 o/E WY
ool w2 FANEO] s et Ak Bge 54 AAE AlF o R AFY FHAE AEHORE N 9
A= AAE = AF AFEE Fojof ah=, o] & ST SAHZEA 2 EAS: WEe] A0S Tetstal A
gk3lalo]of st} AE 20l SAGHEA A2/} Gage R&R studyolth. Gage R&R studyl e SR AHS 423
sto] WHEA(repeatability) 2 A @A (reproducibility)oll 3¢ XFHA} 0 gpp S T30 SWEF O] =2 34}

Hel2 SATHATFE el g P2 -5 FAITHAIAG, 2010; Chang and Kim, 2007; Lee
and Lee, 2000). B3l B2 3]Alo A= Gage R&R studyE 33}7] ol Type 1 (Gage) studyS WA sle] A5
7] AA) 9] ¥HEA (repeatability) 2 H9(bias)E H7}slar AtHBosch 2003, 10; GM 2010, 49).
S5 AA ARG THAF7 AR AdEo] Qo n® of| AFER HE dfof &, I &5

W7 E7} 712l v Al oG A A ZAE FHefoF @] 18] WeetA] & HeltiSeo 2014). ofol wheh HH
sAtgo]l ST HAT Ateld] AWAS dATeidiedl dEAd =S AvRY ded @k Majeske and
Andrews(2002)+ W J#A|4=(intraclass correlation) p 2 PTH|(precision-to-tolerance ratio) P7R 3} &7
SEHAT O, Atele] WAN S s, FAMEE Urhle= FE B84 0,9 044, 0 BAANA ST
FA/[=FA 43 sAHTYHY FA/ETE A5 U E RS 2AF e 33 J7ERS ATskolt
Woodall and Borror(2008)+= %R&R ¢t 78" 2] “*(number of distinct categories) nde Aro]o] #AA B 3
HH](discrimination ratio) DR 3} nde Alo]o] #AA S FE3t9 o™, %R&R ] 10% ©|5to]|™ nde 7} 14 ©]*o]
Y, nde =259 F7AL %R&R < 27.147} Bl Al-Rafaie and Bata(2010)x= P7TR, SNH]|
(signal-to-noise ratio) SNR, DR 3 57859 A5(C,, C}) & Yl 7 A5 Atele] A@dE aefste], o, 9t
oo ¥ BHA ST F4/=84 9% s4sHY FA/EFA 95 WA E &

#t A5 FAS3ATh White and Borror(2011)& %R&R % PTR¥ 3 ASHAT ¢, 949 A4S aeste],
%R&R PTRE #HAANA Al AxE #T + v 22 /e AAsks Wks AAskalor,
Seo(2014)= A8 AFES dslo] %RR&R, PTR, nde ©|9dl] A3ES BAgE oz 2% B4 A(p,,,),
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Il FH ﬁxéls Ao #ak A TF21 [SO 22514-7(Capability and performance — Part 7: Capability

of Measurement Processes)®] 20121l AAAL} o] #F9] 5AL 7A5748-89 %] (International
Vocabulary of Metrology: VIM)Sl ISO/IEC Guide 99¢] &0]& Al&3}H, B8 % 3o 3 X3 (Guide to the
expression of the Uncertainty in Measurement: GUM)Q! ISO/IEC Guide 98-3¢l] &J3}e] &4 &3 =& lﬂ-o%}
o] 34 58S Brkstal otk ISO/IEC Guide 98-3914= S Aol gt 54 B85S sots)
e 238k 71kl 3K coverage interval) S Fak Zo] HA o)A v SO 22514-790 4=
o] A AH(measuring system) % =4 I 2 4| ~(measurement process)’} @ FES
= grlets AL A8t} of 7)1 4 [SO 22514-70 A 9] 80 A A ~Bl(measuring system)
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Al~(measurement process)t 247} AHHAQl SAHTHEAM A A9 AZ7(gage)®t 74 A~H(measurement
system)el] aFgol Frelste]of e

7] AFEL Gage R&R studyoll A2l S 58X G Alo]e] ARG S Fetsl= AolAqh, B =FdX= Type
1 Gage studyol#¢] 545844 C,, Gage R&R studyoll A e] A= PTR 3 1SO 2251470114 ] A2 @, 6%t
Qup AFo19 QA S Aslaal s, Al 270 M= Type 1 Gage study, Gage R&R study % I1SO 22514-71 4
o] 54 8 H7F Aapel] B3 8-S AR ApolAE Btk Al 3NN = SATHAT O, PTR, Q%
Qup Arole A S w=Eslal, 93 #4S s Al 4FolM s SHSHEA X 9AE Type 1 Gage
study, Gage R&R study % 1SO 22514-79] HA=2 747 §A98ke] EAY b Ao o) SA G A5 Abol o]

ARG sAdT e A 5HeAE ARS Pt

2.1 Type 1 Gage study 112

a4

mlo
N
olr

Type 1 (Gage) study+= AlS7] &A1) vhgAd 2 HoE 7 % ol
A=A E Friskes B4 Aot} o] AAE 1SO 225147914+ T
bility analysis)&tal 3}, AIAG(2010, 87)olA+= A AA AX-5¢ FE W (Guidelines for Determining
Bias — Independent Sample Method)o]#}al &3t} =448 3
z, o 1 Ae 9] 718 FEF(reference standard) 52 Al F(workpiece)ol tiato] n 3] Wk SA gt} 4

FHE 31 GM(2010)1141%= 303, Bosch(2003)el141 & 253, 1SO 22514-7¢l141%= 303], VDA(2011)9l| A1 253],
AIAG(2010)01M = 1032 fFA o] glon, ditdg o 508 oj4fo] Angrt 4N dolE 25 Hit =
St FF=UAF s 5 et A (DI (29 &2 AS7] 59 A%(gage capability indices) ¢, ¢t C, & Artate],

C,, Cy =z 1.3309 3T A57]= A o= R

fr rTN
HU
=
> 2N
o
~
A
r'O
%
OXl

= 71&%k(reference value)

G = 6s (1)
01(U-L)— | z—x,, |
gk = (2)
3s
Aol SO 22514-7o A= &4 BIL 2 gletslo] gl 4 A 28 (measuring system)©] 3d F-E& =43
Y] = A E Hrkstty, WA wbEA VQ1e B vy, =s 5 ok, Bl 7|0 B s § 75T

¥ (uniform distribution) S 7}gate] #oREe FEANE uy = | z—x, | /3 S o] 73t} o] E& Type
A9 B8z SFHTE t3 2= Type B B =ES ot} d|d AF7]9 &850 RESH B4 45 EE
71gste] Ballsel 710% BEEE Fe XY XTAHAR] uy,=RE/ V12 2 FA3 a8a Y A5

4244 A (calibration certificate)oll= ol&] 7]& gkl A FELE U, 9 LA coverage factor) kg, 7t

lo
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FojA=, 7I1Ewke] 2, 9 B9 FEEGet ZANARTE wAd 7 BHE upy, = U/l 5 T8
o}k aejar A el 71918 B vy, 7 T EBLE uyy e TR 919 EFES % (standard

Al
uncertainty) 55 §ate] FAHAI~H] FAHFTFETE(combined standard uncertainty) w9 FFEIE

o

(o]
o,
2
Lo

(expanded uncertainty) U5 27t 2 (3)3} ()} 2o F-3tc),
Upg = \/ U’Q(,‘AL +U§?J+U2Lm'+ u2EV+ u?m*— REST )
Us = k- upg 4)

1714wy = max (g wpg) O, EHAR K= b, o () = THAT, ZHSARHAAE 2AH 02 05%
NHAFE 83 k=27 F2 gAY T28la 4289 A H](performance ratio) Q2 A (5)9F 2

o] Atatel, Q= 15%°1% 3F SHAANLHAS7DE Aoz Bt

2. U,
Qus= 7= 2’5 % 100% (5)

AIAG(2010, 87)9] At A= A5719] viEA T WS 747 w2 S o= BA g}, WA wHsAd o] A3tk
A5 #AGs7] Ykl %EV=(6s/TV)*x 1005 ALttt o714 7V FAHU-L) 5 TR EH(60,,,) 2=
ato] EA g}, WHEAd o] 7]55(30% oldhell mle e S A7, A et the HoRA o zlggit), HolR

MelAe A7t 0AAE A A8 ABEAZ 1, = ——=F Altste], 71490 &3hd H )7} 00 opzt

i s g AS7= ERAeE Ay o] WE-S Aelshd Table 13} Et.

Table 1. Summary of Type 1 study(measuring system capability analysis)

Type 1 study ISO 22514-7 AIAG
. -U g, uncertainty from resolution
O repeatability — S -Uqyy - uncertainty from calibration p ity = S
— repeatablity
) E(% *$)2 -up; uncertainty from bias ! !
Considered | =\———7 , . . .
n—1 -uy;y- uncertainty from linearity
components . . . o
-Ugyp- uncertainty from repeatability ¢ = T Ty,
Bie7eu ~U gy =maxX{Ugyp, Upg " s/vn
" ~U s prsr Other uncertainty components
o= 02-(0=-1) %EV= 2% 100
V
Performance | ? 4s 2 UMSXlO(W
measures o - 0.1(U—1)— | Bi | Qus = U-L ¢ t-test
o 3s (H, : Bias =0)
NEV < 30%
Acceptance C,.Cp =133 Qus = 15%
criteria Accept H
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2.2 Gage R&R study 1%

Gage R&R study= AIE7] A AFE Q] WHEA(repeatability) ¥5F o}t SAZAA} Aol 2] AFEQ] A
(reproducibility)S L& 3t SAA| 28 F7} Whidolw | Type 2 studyetil=: 3t} o] = ISO 22514-794+= S =
2 A2 S HEA (measurement process capability analysis)glal A3l SAHAFH e B4 1079 A|8E 399

SAAARRE o] 2~33] W St B S WY Wl (range method), B+ 2 W9 W (average and

range method), F-AHEAT HHH(ANOVA method) 5 37H4] o] =0, o] & FAHEA vhHo] 7 oId 3k £4
o)t} 1SO 22514-7e 4 % FAhtA W& AHEstal Qv AhEA] R3S o] x| o] Wk golw, A4t
AR 2HY 7 BAdE(variance components)S 43} Gage R&R studyol|l A= wHgAl 3} A& Aol &3k %
EHA Gopy = V0, +0,,+0, T TIIL T3 2L WX RS ARtE)
% R& R = 5 100 (6)
Ut(}t(ll
PTR= 676 100 )
= __GRE
U— L
OA’Z’
ndc=141 X —— (8)
0 GrR

Gage R&R studydlA 9] 4 #A 7|5 %R&R, PTR < 30%, ndc = 50|t}
hdo] [SO 22514-7AAE BARAM A FAe BAYREOZRE A|Fd ush wEAe] 7]og B

5 =
wpo=0,, FAAAAL] AR AR BHE w, =0, NES SRR wEAG] 7T B

gk agar 2o 7)1

=
=

uy=0,%5 F B u,, AR diE Pl 71208 B3 uy,,, 574
o] 71} 81lell 98 B uy,, S FA3 of7)d] SHARRASZ)AAM Y] BEES Fote] SHTZA A

o e

b1

wpdt FHERE 1,2 27 2 (9% (1007 o] e,

_ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Upp = \/U cap TUv T Ut Uy T Wy ppep Wyt Uy T Ugup T Ut Uppgr €)

Uwp = k- upp 10)

0:17]}\1 uE‘V:maX{uEVB7 U pyos uRE} O]E]' éxégixﬂig] }\é%]ﬂ] QMP% /ﬂl (11)‘?’]' %o] 7;1]}1\_].——3]'0:17 Qup < 30%
ol g SAHAZEAAE FAORE FAHT

2+ U,
Qur="7= 2”& 100% 1D

meb] 29l Gage RER studyol A1 o] 530902 e 243 RRS) EEAATE o] §3fo] 245he
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3.1 Type 1 Gage study®] C ¢} ISO 22514-79] @, 2ke] TA BA

Ao 1SO 22514-79 - & o] SN o 2R E 348 R&RY] FFHAHType A E85)9} T2 2210 2 HE <]
&3 =(Type B) #1F ofyz} o] £41Q1 S £4(Type 1 Gage study)ollA o] =&=E55% &5 agfd.,
=, SAZRA 2] F5H] Qe SBAERY AeHl Qull FEFE Wt o] W&& sk Table 29
2.
Table 2. Summary of Gage R&R study(measurement process capability analysis)
Gage R&R study ISO 22514-7
—upy uncertainty from resolution
-Ugyy - uncertainty from calibration
-up; uncertainty from bias
-u; vt uncertainty from linearity
-ugypt uncertainty from repeatability
Considered A~ [ 2 ~Upgs— REST O(gllgzl;Stll?i(ilertzlrégn(l:)omponents
components | Cerr = V0o 0T 0, - TINE Syster
“Upyo =0  TUAyT 0, TU T Ogy
“Upy = MaXUpyr; Upyos Upe
—ugryp- uncertainty caused by stability
-u,t uncertainty caused by temperature
-Uppsy Other uncertainty components
(measurement process)
%R&R =~ 100
O-fm‘,al
Performance 6o 2 UMP><1007
measures PTR=—F—Fr U L £ 100 Qup= U-L ¢
nde=1.41x —*—
9 GRR
%R&R = 30%
Acceptance
< 309 =
criteria PTR < 30% Qup = 30%
ndc = 5
Z. " /\ 1= 3]
3. 2ASAAS Aolo dupy BA

Aol A= Type 1 (Gage) study?l C, 9} 1SO 22514-7 Aao A 9] Q5 Atol9] BAAE FEdla, F A5
/\]-O]}l] 05] ’% "LH? O}U——X}' ?ﬂ']:]' H] T't}}\ '% %T‘i\‘ﬂ'é‘}'ﬂ ’?48]‘0% uEV=maX{uEVR, URE} = Ugpyr j—ét—}?_]x} szﬂ'
ARG, 2T NE wg, O Gugn, 247 A 1284 (13)3 o] Belap)z s,

Uother = \/UZCAL+U5?I+U’%LV+U12US—RES‘T (12)
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Uother
Rou cpper = -7 <100 (13)

S ugpe = IS0 22514-79lM  SAAZRAS7]) SRR AT dAA BEE FlA
Uy = max{ugyy, ugst B AT YA E2=9] o 744 ¥H, o]= Type 1 Gage studyel A ¥H3A 9] #5
=]

Hap s ol AFE = BFES A YA BEE=S] Folrh %ugp,, = 52 HH] ugyy,, o HAE vEolth 1

iy
ol
O

A oMY s=upp=un 7t IER Qe Gyt Yougy,, ArelolE 4 (14)9h 22 wA2je] 4

100
Q]LIS =4 9 02 + %u%)ther (14)

g

2 (1% o183t Tl ¢, 9 %ugy,, N Qs AM¥st] 18 02 YW Figure 13} 2k Figure 1]
A Qusdkel 1691 Faalat ¢ gkl 1.33%1 FAME 7|EoR 49 o Fste] dWshd o 2t

1 O

»Region 1: C, ¢ Q8 HHNA B5F 0] HeE 99

»Region 20 C, 9 #AME F4, Q58] BHANAE EFAHE 49
»Region 3: Q0 WA= 4, ¢, ¢ #3dME EFA4HE 49
»Region 4: C, 9 Q50 VHNA 5F &) ¥= Y

Folzl oMM Q= 15% 7F |71 A7 Tou gy, & TGS ANSEA Table 33 o] F0iXt}. ¢lE &
C, =092 3-(Type 1 Gage study°lH= =82A)NE %ugp,, 7+ 0.58743%1HOIH Q)6 = 15% 7F Ho] 1SO
22514-79llX= @Ao] drk. a8a ¢, =133 Aol= %ugy,, 7t 2.78947%CIHOTH Q5 = 15% 7} ¥ ©]

Type 1 Gage study} ISO 22514-7914 R5 kA0l Atk 281 Q,x=15% T2 F %ugy,,., =02 C, w2
0.88888°] 2.2 Type 1 Gage studyollAl €, gkol 0.880]8F01H %y, wkell FAIRIO] 1SO 22514-7414 % &34

9

[e] 2~
25 L 5 9

~

£

8%

[ —

/m///,kegion—Z————ZS—
30

25
£
5, | |
D 4
X /15_
Regi
20 Region 3
/ 0
\J o © D S \J ©
N A PUSNCEIIIN ) W v
Cg

Figure 1. Contour plot for @, versus C, and %u g,
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Table 3. %u ., limiting values for @, < 15%

Og %U’Ot,her Og %U’O[,her Og %u()th,ar Og %Uomnr
0.9 0.58743 133 2.78947 18 3.26085 2.3 3.45863
10 1.71796 14 2.89717 19 3.31431 24 348332
11 2.20902 15 3.02063 2.0 3.35927 2.5 3.50496
12 2.51922 16 3.11805 21 3.39750 2.6 3.52404
13 2.73640 17 3.19653 2.2 343028 2.7 3.54095

3.2 Gage R&R study®] PTRS} ISO 2251479 Q,,»9k] A B4

B Ao M= Gage R&R study®] PTR SISO 22514-7 AApel 9] @, p0ke] BAX S Ficdtal, F 2|4 Abo]

o S #H A e MRS B3] Ao w = max{upg Usmor Ut = o, EEAA k=2
B3 AT 2T )E wy B %u, S 27 A (15)% (16)7 o] Aejelr2 gk
Up = \/UQCAL + Uim'"‘ u%ﬁ- U?wsf rEsTT UQT"‘ U?S‘TAB + u?mﬂs’r (15)
Up
oup = =1 > 100 (16)

Ll
o

=, upe IS0 22514-79 AApollA SAHAEK(AS7]) 5897 A3 197 dApolA e gk FolA
Uy = max g upd B AN PRI SHTZA 2 SHANE 93 20 Dol A o] BIE FolA

el gole] Bahee] gho2 P, o) 19 Aaksh 2ubA) Hke] A BEw Fol A Gage R&R studyel
R o= ol 40, o o SFE = BHES A9 G rix) BHEEe] Folth Gu, s A O] w, o HA
= golth, 2HW Q. %uy P PTR Aololi= 2] (173 e 7 2e] At

U

Qup = /(4/9) x PTR® +16 < %u?, an

Gage R&R study®] PTR ¥} ISO 22514-79 Q9+ BANA %u,ol G A f1ste] 2 (17)e] 9
3t Qup #he ARtste]l SR YER Zlo] Figure 201t Figure 2914 @, 8k0] 3091 Sads} PTR #tol
3091 S VIR 4709 Fqom FEste] AW vt g

»Region 1: PTR} Q0 &AM EF hA0] HE 49

»Region 2: PTR2 BN E &4, Q0 FHdM= 4% = 99
»Region 3: Q% WHAME &4, PTRS A= EdAH = 49
»Region 41 PTR¥} Q0 #H-A BT B4 0] ¥ 99
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Tl PTRAA Qyp = 30% 0] =17] 918 %uy o) AGHS AXFshd Table 494 o] FoXt), o & &
PTR®] 10%%4 W %uyol 7.31247%C1H1A Q,p < 30% 7} ¥ ¥F HFoA §HAo] dtt. T18]al PTRO]
30%2 W Q,p = 30% 7} H7] 98 %u, ) FALS 5.590170] 2 & Gage R&R study9} ISO 22514-7 5 3+ 4
kel BA A FAL W %u, < 559 o)W ThE Aape] EA AL wrEA] FA0 R oA Hr) 123l Gage
R&R studyollq PTR©] 45% 14 W= %u, gtoll BAIR0] 1SO 22514-72] AxlM = E3AES o4 4= 9k

10

A I
2
=
©
=
(=S

%U_R

54-20
4l Regi 1
35
3 -
10 Region 3
2 35
L5 15
10 20 30 40 50
PTR

Figure 2. Contour plot for @, versus PTR and %uj,

Table 4. %uy limiting values for @, = 30%

PTR You g PTR You g PTR You g PTR You gy PTR Toug
1 7.49815 10 7.31247 19 6.79869 28 5.87130 37 4.26875
2 7.49259 11 7.27247 20 6.71855 29 5.73488 38 4.01732
3 748331 12 7.22842 21 6.63325 30 5.59017 39 3.74166
4 747031 13 7.18022 22 6.54260 31 543650 40 343592
5 7.45356 14 7.12780 23 6.44636 32 5.27310 41 3.09121
6 7.43303 15 7.07107 24 6.34429 33 5.09902 42 2.69258
7 7.40870 16 7.00991 25 6.23610 34 491313 43 2.21108
8 7.38053 17 6.94422 26 6.12146 35 471405 44 1.57233
9 7.34847 18 6.87386 27 6.00000 36 4.50000 45 0.00000

3.3 SAAIZEL AeH] Qs SHT2A|2E] AdeH] Q2] VA 4

ISO 22514-7°1A4& FAA2E 58 Hr7tE 93 197 ZajoA 9] Byt FHZZAA 58 FJrts 93
2GA Axfel] oJEFS mHth B Ao SAHAHY] A5H] Q8 SAHZEAN~ A Q) SM A S
shal, T A Alele] gakS BAlstaia) gt o] & ste] 19A] Aale} 27 A HAjol| A9 A7) HE(EV)e

o
- =
dg BEE o] uy, & 4 (18)7 o] Aot

Ho

&)

U?WD,U =max{0, min{ w%yp—usm Wiyo—Urg (18)
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DTN gy B Gt S A (19)8F (2003} 2o] Holap)= s,

2 2 2 3 2
Watotal = \/ Uy, T Waytupy T urtusrapt Upper (19)
Fotogope = UZ‘O‘“L’ % 100 (20)

2wy & IS0 22514-79) RN BAHOR ZAL RN AR 919 20 Aol A9 BIEE
@-gi % nn }‘}“_‘U:]’ %th(}t(Ll}E %17_(]— EHH] u?totalp/] iﬂ}‘\ﬂE H]%O]E} 1E1Ud QAJS’ %U‘Zf,m‘,al’ QJ[P /\]-O]Oﬂ}‘_f };1 (21)

3 7+e i]-ﬁ]};] o] /Haltfhj-

Qup = \/Qus + 16 X Yoti 21

SO 22514-7914 SAHA2H 58 H7HE 9lek 194 Aol A 44 712 Qe = 15% 3N Yoy, B
& 2] flste] A 2Dell oJste] @, #hs ARtete] 19 o2 YEPW Figure 37 2t} Figure 3914 @,
grol 3081 TaAE 7o m 2709 o ow Ftate] AWshH vy Erh

»Region 1! SAALFO] PAHI LA SAHLZZA XL FA0] B
» Region 2! SA4AI O] AT L YA SHIZA| A BEF0] His 49

1A A T3 Qe = 15%)3 BF, T QM Qe = 30% 7F H71 ATE % gy & AR ARTSE
A Table 59} Zo] FoZIt} & 501, @7t 10%%] - %ty ©1 7.07107%C1HOIH 2GHA] A}l A =
Aol k. 2ejal 194 AAE T3 B0 % ugpy ©] 6.495%015 01 28 AN = RIEA] FARE o
ch.

s

10

swss“
—— 30
7 _\

%u_2total
>
N
1,

Qms

Figure 3. Contour plot for @, versus Qs and % gy
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Table 5. %uy,,, limiting values for @, < 30%

Qus ToUstotar Qus ToUstotar Qs ToUstotar
1 7.49583 6 7.34847 11 6.97764
2 748331 7 7.29298 12 6.87386
3 746241 8 7.22842 13 6.75925
4 7.43303 9 7.15454 14 6.63325
5 7.39510 10 7.07107 15 6.49519

4. 5] oA

o} G AS7)= B HE(RE)O] 0.001mm ¢l TAE wlo]72nE o], FA0] 6+0.03mm J %%—% SR 5
b AE Brkeb) 9ske] 715k, )0] 6.002mm Q1 AlolA] EES 509 WHE A% d]o]E 7} Table 6

Table 6. Measurement data for type 1 gage study

6.001 6.001 6.001 6.002 6.002 6.002 6.001 6.001 6.000 6.002
6.002 6.001 6.000 6.002 6.002 6.000 6.001 6.000 6.001 6.001
6.001 6.000 6.001 6.002 6.002 5.999 6.000 6.000 6.002 6.002
6.001 5.999 6.002 6.002 6.002 6.002 5.999 5.999 6.001 6.001
6.002 6.001 6.002 6.000 6.000 6.002 5.999 5.999 6.002 6.001

WA Table 69] 5071 glolglo] 3t Hd} TFHAE= 2 2=6.0009, s =0.000995 2= AALETH o] ZEE 2
(D3 @l oJated ¢, 9k ¢, & Artstd v&3 2o, ¢, C) = 1.330| 22 FAo = A7)

02(U—-L) _ 02(6.03—5.97)

= " 6 = “6x0000005 201
o 01(U-L)— | z—x,, | _ 0.1(6.03—5.97) — | 6.0009—6.002 | Lod
gk 3s 3% 0.000995 ‘

w0 AIAG(2010)9] At ejste] AS719] SATHS TR e WA, AS7]6) wha e vt
2ol A, %EVE 30%cl8to| mR WHEYE FAL R FAirh

x 0.
X100 = MX 100 = 9.95%

6s
0 -
REV U—-L 6.03—5.97
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Q7] 9% AAEAZE o

A=

02 H, :bias =0 AA
6.0009 — 6.002
= = —7.818165
0.000995/ /50
= a=0.0194 FY3c}; 2822 ATAG(2010)9] BHAA BEV =
SHAT C, O
£ 37}

L -,
s/

3402 #A3) Type 1 Gage studydl = 545
o ojate] AlS71] A (bias)

whebA] $(49,0.99) = 2.4049 0| B2 2]
7= &
EAA 74384
Asl7) 2 S} o] 7|4 AE Al #

1

30%°] 8} A WF bias£0 o] =2 o] 7|

o 9ste] FA%T S HFrhshs Wil AIAG(2010)914 &

sz gy wdel A% o &
0.2 IS0 22514-79] At eJate] SHN 2RSS SH5HE £
FFHE e AT AER AT TPIRHE, uyyy=0). 2850 34 A M (calibration certificate) =5 E
71Z4kol 6.002mm ¢ W] FELE U, =0.002mm, EIAA; ko, =22 Fo4A Jvtal 7pgei) a9
SN 2E] Z245H HILE 9F Bajsol V)98 B ¢, wHORTE BFE 4, B 7|95
HIE wy, WEAR) 10 BHRE uyy, A7 B o] A,

RE/ /12 = 0.001/+/12 = 0.0002887

Upur/ kear = 0.002/2 = 0.001
| 6.0009—6.002 | /+/3 = 0.000635

Ucar =
| z—z,, | /V/3 =
0.000995

wpy=max{uzyp, Upp)
-
I UAISQ]- =R U, MS = &

grfn e 2ed

Upyr =
KR
= Upyg pEsT

[l oJE
= max{0.000995, 0.0002887} = 0.000995°] L= FAHA=E(AZ7])e] =
i AlM e EERIA} k= 28k 7Pg gt

a8 7]Ek
AHEY A7)A FgE

(3= (Dol oJzte] T3} o] Al
v/0.001240.0006352 +0.0009952 = 0.001547

U s = \/“CAL"‘“B["'“EV
Uys = kuye=2>x0.001547 = 0.003094
o] SHALRAZ7DE A8 Qe 2 (5ol oste] tha3 o] ARtET, @ < 15% | 22 1SO 22514-7
At & o] SAHALRN(AS7))S FAH o= FA s
15 _2X0.003094 _
X100 = Z 2= 100 = 10.31%

U,
—L
& 247 A

9 A

s = U
2] (12)9’} (13)01] 946‘]'04 U’O[,h(zrg]— %Uahpr =

1g]a
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Uokher =

/E)U Other

a2#W Figure 12%E € = 2017 %ug,,,

4.2 SHT2A~

Uother

U—-L

x 100 =

0.00118458

6.03—5.97

X100 = 1.9743

=1.9743 ¥ v Region 19 &

58EH(Gage R&R study) XA

#e ol

[e)
=2

Vb, Hud iyt ue gy = V0.001%+0.000635% +0 +0° = 0.00118458

g ot

T 9l

54 ZT2A2 554 (Gage R&R study)ol theh 2] AZ $5ke] VDA(2011, 69)9] HoJEIS AL&-3}7]
& gtk 41804 4% SAAZRAIS7DY Al thgk 4] dA|(VDA 2011, 57)9] ths 9= a5
SAAg oIt FF F-F 10715 389 SAAAAL 23] vHE 4% vlo]E] 7} Table 7o 14 Ut}
Table 7. Measurement data for Gage R&R study
Operator 1 Operator 2 Operator 3
Trial 1 Trial 2 Trial 1 Trial 2 Trial 1 Trial 2
1 6.029 6.030 6.033 6.032 6.031 6.030
2 6.019 6.020 6.020 6.019 6.020 6.020
3 6.004 6.003 6.007 6.007 6.010 6.006
4 5.982 5.982 5.985 5.986 5.984 5.984
5 6.009 6.009 6.014 6.014 6.015 6.014
6 5971 5.972 5.973 5.972 5.975 5.974
7 5.995 5.997 5.997 5.996 5.995 5.994
8 6.014 6.018 6.019 6.015 6.016 6.015
9 5.985 5.987 5.987 5.986 5.987 5.986
10 6.024 6.028 6.029 6.025 6.026 6.025
Table 72 tlo]Efo]l thate] EAHRAFE 2481 Table 83 o] Foixt}), o] 7|4 SH AR e} & Abo] 2]

WEAGE folsA gonm FYal

0

Table 8. ANOVA table for measurement data of Table 7

Source SS DF MS F P
Part 0.0205865 9 0.0022874 971.061 0.000
Operator 0.0000394 2 0.0000197 8.370 0.001
Error 0.0001131 48 0.0000024
Total 0.0207390 59
Table 8¢] FAHEAERFE 7F Q19 RFHAE F48H th&3 2t}
. = 0.0015348, o, = 0.0009317, o, =0, o, = 0.0195151
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% Gage R&RE EFHA 0, & Atsd thS3} )

Genn = \Os 00 +0. = V0.00093172+0+0.0015348% = 0.001795

wehA Gage R&R B7HA %S PTR Y} TEYEF nde = 212 A (D3} (8)ol] 9Jte] thg-3} o] AXtEY, PTR
7} 30%CIHl, nde 7} 5oldelBE AR wggitt
;  60.001795 B
o 0.0195151
nde = 141 X —L— = 141 x —2 2200 .45
o o 0.001795

The-20.2 IS0 22514-72] A=}ol «10}01 574 ZRA|2 SATES B dk flolA AlRkd 7 2
FFAA AREFE 7 299 AFEIHEE Akt vt Ak AR ik vHEAe] 719E B8
Upyo =0, = 0.0015348, A2t @A 7913 BIE v, =0, = 0.0009317, A5} ZH2AA] wE 2t
goll 7108 B3 vy =0, =0. LAl 2% 7]1et BEE g, A7k gl eFgAgel 7)1 B3
54 ZRAZY] 7]g adlel o3t B3} uye BT OTAE ARR A JPE adY uy, =
max{ugyp: Upyo» Upet = max{0.000995, 0.0015348, 0.0002887} = 0.0015348 0] L2 4 L2 M| ~9] FAESE
Ut FFESE U A (99 10)0] olate] a3} o] Atar), &, &-E8 e ALt 231904} k=
2ekaL 7P g,

Upyp= \/u267AL+u3?]+u2EV+u?4V+u§A
= 1/0.0012 +0.0006352 +0.00153482 +0.00093172 +0 = 0.002151

Uyp= ktyp= 20.002151 = 0.004302

o] Z4 LA 2 ATH| Qe A (1D)d 2ate] &3} Fo] A=Y, Q,,p < 30% ©J =2 ISO 22514-79]
AR & o] =4 TR A= Ao R PAdI)

2. Uyp 2 0.004302
= — X = — X = .34Y
Qup= =7 100 = S 2= X100 = 14 34%

o AefAlell thste] 3.2 NN FE=F PTRI Q) Atolo] WA 0] Afeh= A& A9R7|= gt 4] (15)
ok (16)9l &J8ko] wy 9t %u, S 2tz Aatebd theat 2

Up = \/“20AL + “im"’ UZBI+ ui[s— resTt UQT"' “?GTAB + “3?1-:5?
V0.0012 402 40.0006352 4 02+ 02+ 02 +02 = 0.0011846
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Up 0.0011846
oy _ [t —
Youp = gz <100 = oo, = 197414

aed 2 Aelld =E2F PTRI Qe Atolo WAL 4 (17)0] U3t #o] A-HFS & 4 Ak

Qup = V(4/9) x PTR> + 16 x %u% = v/(4/9) < (17.95)% + 16 < (1.97414)> = 14.34

18] Figure 225 E PTR=17.95% %u, =197414 9 © Region 19] %3+ 918 4= gt}
T o o] FA e Aol ko] 3.3 AN FE Qe Qe Aol IAM ] ARk A& vy ® g |
A A (8)el Gd3te} uly, & AN Tt Lk
max{0, min{0.0015348” —0.000995" , 0.0015348> —0.0002887°} } = 0.000001365

2 _
UEVy, =

21 (192 20l &8 gy T Ty e ZH2 ARFEE Therh 2,

Watotal \/ UZEV,W oyt ugy ult ulas T Uy
v 0.000001365 + 0.00093172+ 02+ 02 +02+02 = 0.0014943

Uatotal 0.0014943
X100 = ——————=X 100 = 2.4905
U—L 6.03—5.97

% Watotal =

% 4 Qo

o

e B AP EER et Qe ARl BAAS A (21)e] vEI o] e

= Qs + 16X (Totigyy)? = V10.31% + 16 x (2.4905)> = 14.34

~

21283 Figure 32.25E Q= 10.31 3 %uy,,,, = 24905 W Region 1] &S H1e 4= 9l

5.4 &

% 8-S st %10‘1] ﬁzﬂ e At Xﬂiﬂ/\} 2 FH3AL *‘?*—zr?%%lﬂ I 2 ISO/IEC
170252 ¢1Z=w-2 3|A} S0l A AFgatar 9tk Type 1 Gage study$t Gage R&R studyoll & =448 djojg|&
HE Ak B R (ES RS #H0lA Type A B3Heo] gk 28] A|uk SO 22514-7914= Type A &
Spr=fnt ofyg}l 71ek g¢le o3k 5854l Type B =874 agste] EAstnz 4 dA7) o 556t
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B Ao Type 1 Gage study, Gage R&R study 2 1SO 22514-7014¢] 54 52 37} A
2l abol e EelaL, Type 1 Gage studyol A o] AT AT C,, Gage R&R studyoll 4] A5+ PTR % 1SO
22514-7l1A 9] A4 Qs @y AFOlS] BANE EEFG oM, o]F A5 Abele] dFS A EHITh

-uet 7kEER] KSE A4 27 2@ 3Hharmonizing) 2 Q1514 1SO9] ¥wS 1= Agste] KS HFo
2 AR ek @A 1SO 22514(F 4 ele] BA4 -3 2 A%) Alg=E KS Q ISO 22514-1, KS Q
ISO 22514-2, KS Q ISO 22514-3, KS Q ISO/TR 22514-47}A] KS &0 & AAH ] 9t} 1SO 22514-72 o}
2 KS e Ao dA Fouk wE AY WE A diddct. ik 719904 Type 1 Gage
study, Gage R&R study®] Zxpntk olyg} [SO 22514-79] A2 % =4 58 B8 Axste] =49 AFHAS
gustojof & Aow wos, oo i e A7} kgol d Ao T
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