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Standard Practice for
Tires—Determining Precision for Test Method Standards’

This standard is issued under the fixed designation F 1082; the number immediately following the designation indicates the year of
original adoption or, in the case of revision, the year of last revision. A number in parentheses indicates the year of last reapproval. A
superscript epsilon (€) indicates an editorial change since the last revision or reapproval.

INTRODUCTION

Knowing the precision (and where possible the bias and accuracy, or both) of test measurements is
vital for efficient technical decision making in any area of technology. For many years the chemical
and allied material industries have addressed the issue of test precision, especially as it applies to
inter-laboratory testing. Test method precision is important in the tire industry as well.

Some of the specific details that are important in laboratory testing frequently do not apply when
objects such as tires are tested, especially when tested for various performance features at proving
grounds or with other outdoor test methods. However, the basic methodology of “within” and
“between” laboratory test precision assessment can be applied to tire testing provided the unique
characteristics of some tire tests are kept in mind. This practice gives broad guidelines for tire test
precision assessment.

When special test requirements arise that differ from the more orthodox precision methodology,
they will have to be addressed in a special “ad hoc” manner. As experience is gained with these
“special cases”, the procedures for handling them can be formalized and incorporated into this

practice.

1. Scope

1.1 This practice presents guidelines for preparing clear and
meaningful precision statements for test method standards on
tires and related objects pertinent to the tire industry and within
the scope of ASTM Committee F-9. It gives definitions,
explains the potential use of precision for standard test methods
and gives the requirements for interlaboratory or inter-test-site
programs. The calculation algorithms for determining preci-
sion and the format for expressing precision are also given.

2. Referenced Documents

2.1 ASTM Standards:

E 691 Practice for Conducting an Interlaboratory Study to
Determine the Precision of a Test Method?

F 538 Terminology Relating to the Characteristics and Per-
formance of Tires?

3. Terminology
3.1 Definitions of Terms

! This practice is under the jurisdiction of ASTM Committee FO9 on Tires and is
the direct responsibility of Subcommittee F09.10 on Equipment, Facilities, and
Calibration.

Current edition approved May 10, 2000. Published July 2000. Originally
published as F 1082 — 87. Last previous edition F 1082 — 93.

2 Annual Book of ASTM Standards, Vol 14.02.

3 Annual Book of ASTM Standards, Vol 09.02.

3.1.1 accuracy, n—a measurement concept that describes
the degree of correspondence between an average measured
value and an accepted reference or standard value for the
object, material or phenomenon under test.

3.1.1.1 Discussion—The reference value may be estab-
lished by theory, by reference to an accepted standard, to
another test method, or in some cases the average that could be
obtained by applying the test method to all of the sampling
units comprising a lot.

3.1.2 bias, n—the difference between the average measured
test result and the accepted reference value; it measures in an
inverse manner the accuracy of a test.

3.1.2.1 Discussion—A large bias implies poor accuracy, and
a small or negligible bias denotes a high accuracy; when bias
exists, increased testing does not increase accuracy, but merely
gives an increased confidence in the bias estimate.

3.1.3 determination, n—the application of the complete
measurement procedure to one piece, specimen or object to
produce one numerical measured value to be used to form an
average or median.

3.1.4 precision, n—a measurement concept that expresses
the ability to generate test results that agree with each other in
absolute magnitude.
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3.1.4.1 Discussion—The degree of agreement is normally
measured inversely by the standard deviation, high precision
corresponds to a low (small) standard deviation. High precision
may exist simultaneously with a large bias or poor accuracy.

3.1.5 repeatability,r, n—an established value, below which
the absolute difference between two ‘“within-laboratory” or
“within test-site” test results may be expected to lie, with a
specified probability.

3.1.5.1 Discussion—The two test results are obtained with
the same method on nominally identical test materials under
the same conditions (same operator, apparatus, laboratory,
location, and specified time period), and in the absence of other
indications, the specified probability is 0.95 (sometimes written
as 95 %). The “established value” also may be called a “critical
difference.”

3.1.6 repeatability, relative (r), n—a repeatability estimate
expressed as a percentage of the average of the property for
which the estimate was obtained.

3.1.6.1 Discussion—It is often appropriate to express re-
peatability on a relative basis, as a percent of a mean value.
This form is similar to a coefficient of variation. Such expres-
sion is useful when r varies with the average level of the
property being measured. Relative values for r cannot be
unambiguously expressed as percentage (%) alongside the
actual measured values in usual test result units because some
test methods have “percent” as their unit. To avoid this
ambiguity, the symbol (r) is used.

3.1.7 reproducibility, R, n—an established value, below
which the absolute difference between two* between-
laboratory” or “between test-site” test results may be expected
to lie, with a specified probability.

3.1.7.1 Discussion—The two test results are obtained with
the same method on nominally identical test materials under
different conditions (different laboratories, locations, operators,
apparatus and in a specified time period), and in the absence of
other indications, the specified probability is 0.95. The essen-
tial characteristic of reproducibility is the variability of the
different laboratories or test sites in which the testing is
conducted.

3.1.8 reproducibility, relative (R), n— a reproducibility
estimate expressed as percentage of the average of the property
for which the estimate was obtained.

3.1.8.1 Discussion—It is often appropriate to express repro-
ducibility on a relative basis, as a percent of a mean value. This
form is similar to a coefficient of variation. Such expression is
useful when R varies with the average level of the property
being measured. Relative values for R cannot be unambigu-
ously expressed as percentages (%) alongside the actual
measured values in usual test result units because some test
methods have “percent” as their units. To avoid this ambiguity,
the symbol (R) is used.

3.1.9 test result, n—the average or median of a specified
number of determinations; it is the reported value for a test.

4. Significance and Use

4.1 This practice applies to the following test method
standards:

4.1.1 Those that have test results expressed in terms of a
quantitative continuous variable.

4.1.2 Those that are fully developed and are in routine use
as Committee F-9 test method standards.

4.2 General theory is included to better understand the basis
of precision calculations (See Section 7 and Annex Al, Annex
A2, and Annex A4). For those who have a familiarity with this
theoretical basis and for those engaged in frequent precision
calculations, the computational formulas in Annex A4 will
prove helpful.

5. General Principles

5.1 Although detailed definitions for repeatability and re-
producibility are given later in this practice, a few words of
general discussion are merited at this point.

5.1.1 Repeatability refers to the ability of the same labora-
tory or testing apparatus to obtain similar (test) results under
certain specified conditions. Reproducibility refers to the
ability of different laboratories or testing apparatus in different
locations to obtain similar test results under certain specified
conditions. If test results closely agree, then good repeatability
or good reproducibility exists.

5.2 The precision of a test method does not of necessity
characterize a test with regard to how sensitive it is in
measuring the basic property it is intended to measure. Preci-
sion may be good simply because the test method is insensitive
to the basic property it measures. A concept called” test
sensitivity” has been defined in the statistical literature as the
ratio of the responsiveness of the test measurement to finite
variations in the basic property in question to the precision of
the measurement. This practice does not address this issue.

5.3 Both repeatability and reproducibility should be deter-
mined under realistic or typical laboratory or test site condi-
tions. If extraordinary care is exercised in the laboratory, the
precision statement may be overly optimistic.

5.3.1 The reported value of repeatability normally quoted
will include the sum of the two components of variability. As
ordinarily determined, repeatability has both a test apparatus
variability and any test object variability that cannot be
physically removed. Object variability that is not inherent in
the overall operation of the test may be removed if an
appropriate test program is conducted and a statement is
included with the reported value of precision.

5.4 Discussion of Repeatability (Very Short, Short, Long
Term):

5.4.1 There are at least three different viewpoints that have
been expressed with regard to repeatability.

5.4.1.1 View 1—The smallest possible or “very short” time
period is used to estimate the variation. The same material,
apparatus and operator is used and repeat determinations are
made within a period measured in minutes or at most within a
period measured in hours.

5.4.1.2 View 2—A “short” time period is used for the
repeated operations that produce test results. The same material
and same operator (or set of operators) is employed but the
time period for the repeat operations is most frequently
measured in days.

5.4.1.3 View 3—A “long term” time period is used for the
repeated operations that produce test results within a labora-
tory. This may be weeks or months. Although it may be
possible to use the same material, different operators are often
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employed and due to the long-term nature certain other
changes such as recalibration of the test apparatus may have
taken place. These changed conditions produce increased
variability.

5.4.2 The time period must be specified as each particular
test method standard is taken up for consideration.

6. Organizing a Precision Estimation Program

6.1 Task Group—A task group of qualified people should be
organized to conduct the program; a chairman, a statistical
expert and members well-experienced with the standard in
question. The panel chairman should ensure that all instruc-
tions of the program are clearly communicated to all labora-
tories or test locations in the program.

6.2 Laboratories, Test Sites, and Materials or Objects:

6.2.1 The number of laboratories, test locations or sites
should be determined. The number of test objects, each
comprising a different level of the measured property, should
be selected.

6.2.1.1 At least ten participating laboratories or test sites are
recommended. A program that involves fewer than six may not
lead to reliable estimates of the reproducibility of the test
method.

6.2.2 The number and type of objects (materials) to be
included will depend on the following:

6.2.2.1 The range of the property and how precision varies
over that range,

6.2.2.2 The different types of objects to which the test
method is applied,

6.2.2.3 The difficulty (expense) in performing the tests, and

6.2.2.4 The commercial or legal need for obtaining a reli-
able estimate of precision.

6.2.3 For each level or class of object an adequate quantity
(sample) of homogeneous objects should be available for
subdivision and distribution by random allocation to the
participating laboratories. The term “objects” is used in a
broad, generic sense. When the objects to be tested are not
homogeneous, it is important to obtain or prepare the samples
in a well-documented manner.

6.2.3.1 Since object or material variability is included when
measuring test variability, objects with high inherent variation
will cause the test to appear insensitive. High precision with
large bias seems to frequently occur in destructive tire tests. It
is desirable to start with a large batch of similar objects for
each level, and then use techniques of sample preparation
prescribed in the method being evaluated.

6.2.3.2 Extraordinary means may be necessary to obtain an
adequate quantity (sample) of homogeneous objects or mate-
rial. However, if extraordinary care is exercised in sample
selection, the precision statement may be overly optimistic for
(everyday) routine test method utilization.

6.2.4 An interlaboratory or test-site study should include at
least three types of objects, each type having a different
average value for the measured test parameter. For develop-
ment of broadly applicable precision statements, five or more
should be included. The supply of objects should include a
reserve of 50 % beyond immediate requirements for possible
later use in retesting in one or more laboratories. Some
modifications in sample selection or preparation may be

necessary to ensure that the supply of objects available is
sufficient to cover the experiment and keep a stock in reserve.

6.2.5 At each level, p separate containers (the number of
laboratories or sites) should be used where there is any danger
of the objects changing or material deteriorating when the
container has once been opened. Special instructions on
storage and treatment should be prescribed.

6.3 Actual Organization of the Tests:

6.3.1 The interlaboratory test plan is shown in Fig. 1, a table
that indicates the laboratories or locations, materials or objects
and replicates. With q levels and n replicates, each participating
laboratory or test site among the p total has to carry out qn
tests. A decision is necessary (for each test standard) as to
whether a “replicate” is to be a ‘“determination” or a “test
result” as defined in this document. The performance of these
tests should be organized and the operators instructed as
follows:

6.3.2 All g-n tests should be performed by one and the same
operator or operator set, using the same equipment throughout.

6.3.3 Each group of n tests belonging to one level must be
performed under repeatability conditions, in a specified inter-
val of time.

6.3.4 Itis essential that a group of n tests under repeatability
conditions be performed independently as if they were n tests
on different materials.

6.3.5 The number of replicates n, must be specified. Each
replicate may be one test result or one determination according
to the requirements of the test method standard. Normally, 7 is
two, but it may be larger.

6.4 Instructions to Operators—The operators should re-
ceive no instructions other than those contained in the standard
should be asked to comment on the standard and state whether
the instructions contained in it are sufficiently clear. All
participating laboratories or test sites should report their test
results to one more significant figure than is customary or
prescribed in the Standard.

6.5 Reporting the Test Results—Each laboratory or test site
supervisor should write a full report containing the following
particulars:

6.5.1 The final test results, (avoid transcription and typing
errors).

6.5.2 The original individual observations or determination
values from which the final results were derived.

6.5.3 The date(s) on which the samples or objects were
received and the date(s) and time(s) on which they were tested.

6.5.4 Comments and information about irregularities or
disturbances that may have occurred during the test.

6.5.5 Information about the equipment used, and other
relevant information.

7. Analysis of Interlaboratory Program Test Data

7.1 General Comments— Two tasks are required for inter-
laboratory precision data analysis. The data should be put into
table form as shown in Fig. 1. The second task is the formal
analysis.

7.2 Statistical Model for Precision Analysis—The statistical
model is given in Annex Al. Consult this for the necessary
background concepts.

7.3 Analysis of Data— There are three successive stages:
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Test Site Class of Object or Level of Material
or
Laboratory 1 2 q
1
2
3
¥i - yo
P
p laboratories, sites (i—p)
qg levels, class of objects (G— 9
n replicates per cell (k—n)

Y = test result (or determination)
Cell (ij) contains nj results Y, (k= 1,2...n)
y; = average of nj replicates in cell (ij)

FIG. 1 Layout of Precision Program

7.3.1 A critical examination of the data in order to identify
and treat outliers or other irregularities;

7.3.2 Computation of preliminary values of r and R for each
level separately; and

7.3.3 Establishment of final values of r and R including the
establishment of a relation between 7, R, and M (if one exists)
when the analysis indicates that they depend on the level
average value, M. If r or R, or both, are judged to be
independent of M, the final values taken are the simple average
over all the levels.

7.4 Cells—Each combination of a laboratory or a test site or
location, and a level, is called a cell. The test results of a
program with p laboratories and g levels will consist of a table
with pg cells each containing n replicate results.

7.5 Redundant and Missing Data:

7.5.1 Sometimes more than the n replicates will be mea-
sured. In that case report all results, why this was done and
which are the correct test results. If the answer is that they are
all equally valid, they can all be taken into account by using the
computational procedure of Annex A4.

7.5.2 Some of the test results may be missing. The analysis
recommended is such that completely empty cells simply can
be ignored, while partly empty cells can be taken into account
by the computational procedure of A4.3. The reasons for
mixing test results should be given in the supervisor’s report.

7.6 Outliers:

7.6.1 Outliers are entries among the original test results, that
deviate so much from comparable entries in the same table that
they are considered as irreconcilable with the other data.
Outliers cannot always be avoided and have to be taken into
consideration, but great care must be exercised in investigating
them.

7.6.2 There are two types of outliers, “cell variance” outliers
or “cell average” outliers. For the examination of variance

outliers, Cochran’s maximum variance test is used as described
in Annex A2. For cell average outliers, Dixon’s outlier test is
used. The procedure for using Dixon’s Test is given in Annex
A3. The following probability levels (risk level) for statistical
significance of outliers are used.

7.6.2.1 P> 5 %—That is, Cochran’s or Dixon’s test statistic
is less than its 5 % critical value. The value is accepted as
correct; the test is said to be statistically insignificant.

7.622 5 % > P > 1 %— That is, the test statistic lies
between its 5 % and 1 % critical values. The item tested or
value is called a straggler and is marked with a single asterisk;
the test is said to be statistically significant.

7.6.2.3 P < I %—That is, the test statistic is greater than its
1 % critical value. The item or value is called a statistical
outlier and is marked with a double asterisk; the test is said to
be statistically highly significant.

7.6.2.4 P— P is the probability of the observed value of the
test statistic.

7.6.2.5 The 5 % and 1 % critical values for Cochran’s and
Dixon’s tests are given in Annex A2 and Annex A3.

7.6.3 If the outliers can be explained by some technical,
computational, or clerical error the item or value is discarded.
If discordant data entries are found to be outliers solely on the
basis of significance in Cochran’s, or Dixon’s tests, they are to
be given serious consideration for elimination from the data
base.

7.6.4 When several unexplained stragglers or statistical
outliers occur at different levels within the same laboratory or
site, that laboratory or site may be considered as an outlier,
having too high a within-laboratory or site variance, or too
large a systematic error in the level of its test results, or both.
It may then be reasonable to discard some or all the data from
such an outlying laboratory or site.

7.7 Computation of M, 1, and R:
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7.7.1 The method of analysis carrying out the computation
of M, r, and R for each level separately. Subsequently, it is
investigated whether r or R depend on M, and if so, what is the
functional relationship.

7.7.2 The basic data needed for the computations are
presented in three tables:

7.7.2.1 Table 1—Table 1 contains the original test results,

7.7.2.2 Table 2—Table 2 contains the measures of within-
cell variation, and

7.7.2.3 Table 3—Table 3 contains the cell averages.

7.7.3 Table 1, the original test results, is constructed accord-
ing to the format given in 7.7.4. Table 1 is equivalent to Fig. 1.

7.7.4 Table 2, the within-cell variance or standard deviation
is constructed with the entries in Table 2 derived from Table 1
as follows:

7.7.4.1 For the general case, use the intra-cell standard
deviation s;;, given by Eq 1:

1 1y
Sij = \/mkzl (y,'jk*y,j)z (€Y

B 1 n ) _l n;j )
= \/—(nij_ 1){1(21 (v [jk) nij[kzl yijk] }

The standard deviation should be expressed with one more
significant figure than the results in Table 1.

7.7.4.2 For the particular case where all n;= n= 2, the
cell range W;;,, may be used:

ij?
wy=lyyt =y, =51/2 @

7.7.4.3 The cell averages are shown in Table 3.

7.8 Repeatability Variance s *. and Between-Laboratory
Variance s* :

7.8.1 For a given level j, the values of s? and s are given
by the following universally applicable equations where, for
convenience, the index j has been dropped.

ij°

P
> (= 1)s
= 3
[l; ”i] 4

TABLE 1 Original Test Results”
Uniform-Level Experiment

TABLE 2 Cell Variance or Standard Deviation”
Uniform-Level Experiment

Level 1 2 J q
Laboratory

1

or
i w;

p

ASymbols are defined as follows:

s; = cell standard deviation, or if n = 2 for all the cells.

w; = cellrange.
TABLE 3 Cell Averages”
Level 1 2 J q

Laboratory

1

2

i }71'1'

p

Level 1 2 J q
Laboratory
1
Yin
i Yiik
p

AThe following notation is used:
(a) Laboratories or sites, there are p as a total

L{i=12..p)
( b) Materials or levels or objects, there are g as a total
Mfi=12..9q

(c) Replicates, there are nas a total in each case of L,M;combination. There are
normally an equal number of n values (usually 2) in each cell.

(d) y jis a single test result value.
Example—Cell (i, j) contains n ; results y (K = 1,2, ... n;).

A y; = cell average.

p- 1 =1 P
5= - @
with
P
B z} ny;
Y= 5)
E n;
=1
and:
&,
= 1 L 121 “
7 = >0 ©)

)
\

M~
=

7.8.2 For the case where all n; = n, the previous formulae
simplify to the following:

g=23 7
Pi=1
5 1 L =2 sz
il e VN s ®)
with:
- 12
y=5 27 ©

Pi=
For the particular case where all n, = n = 2, the cell range
w; = \/§ s; may be used, giving:
2 1 & 2
s,:EiZIW,- (10)

N

2 —
S s v U an

S~

7.8.3 To simplify calculations, formulas are given in Annex
A4 in terms of sums or totals developed from Table 1, Table 2,
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and Table 3 for each level M, in the tables. The results of the
calculations should be recorded in a table as described in
Section 8.

8. Format for Precision Section (Clause) of Standards

8.1 General—The results of the formal analysis shall be
contained in a specific section or clause of the test method
standard with the heading “Precision and Bias.”

8.2 Introductory Subclause—This shall consist of one or
more paragraphs that give the pertinent details of the precision
program. Following this one or more tables of results that give
the actual precision parameters are presented. These introduc-
tory paragraphs should answer the following questions:

8.2.1 What is the time period for repeatability, reproducibil-
ity: short term (define), long term (define)?

8.2.2 What is a test result? How many determinations?
Average or median?

8.2.3 How many laboratories or test sites participated (p)?

8.2.4 How many materials, levels or object types (g)?

8.2.5 How many replicates (n)? What is a replicate?

8.2.6 At what time was the precision program conducted
(month, year)?

8.2.7 Are there any unusual results that the reader should be
aware of?

8.2.8 How do r and R vary as the mean level of the
measured property varies?

8.2.9 Can these variations be described by a simple math-
ematical relationship?

8.3 Table of Precision Parameters—A table with the gen-
eral format of Table 4 should be prepared. This should include
the following information:

8.3.1 ASTM test method designation;

8.3.2 Measured property, time period used for r and R;

8.3.3 Materials, with mean level and units of measurement;
r, (r), R, (R) and for completeness of record the within and

TABLE 4 Example—ASTM XXXX—Precision (Measured
Property = XXXX)*

Note l—p =xx, ¢ =4,n=2.
Note 2—Pooled or average values for all tabulated parameters may be
given if appropriate.

Class of Within Labs or Sites Between Labs or Sites

Object or '\LA:\?Q
Material S, r (n Sr R (R)
A XX X X X X X X
B XX X X X X X X
C XX X X X X X X
D XX X X X X X X
Pooled or XX X X X X X X
Average
Values

ASymbols are defined as follows:

within lab/site standard deviation.

Sg = standard deviation for total between lab/site variation.
r = repeatability (in measurement units).

(r) = repeatability (in percent).

R = reproducibility (in measurement units).

(R) = reproducibility (in percent).

between laboratory or test site standard deviation, s ., and Sg.
An example is given in 8.4.

8.4 Statements for Precision:

8.4.1 Statements or recommendations for use and interpre-
tation of statistical parameters r and R are as follows.

8.4.1.1 The difference between two single test results (or
determinations) found on identical test material or test objects
under the repeatability conditions prescribed for a particular
test, will exceed the repeatability on average not more than
once in 20 cases in the normal and correct operation of method.

8.4.1.2 The difference between two single and independent
test results found by two operators working under the pre-
scribed reproducibility conditions in different laboratories or at
different test sites on identical test material or objects will
exceed the reproducibility on average not more than once in 20
cases in the normal and correct operation of method.

8.4.1.3 These two statements apply to a particular mean
level in a precision table (as per Table 4).

8.4.2 Alternatively, statements of the following form may
be prepared for use in the Precision clause of any test method
standard.

8.4.2.1 Repeatability— The repeatability of test xxxx has
been established as xxxx. Two single test results that differ by
more than xxxx (expressed in appropriate terms), must be
considered suspect, that is, to have come from different sample
populations. Such a decision dictates that some appropriate
action be taken.

Note 1—Appropriate action may be an investigation of the test method
procedure or apparatus for faulty operation or the declaration of a
significant difference in the two materials, samples, etc., that generated the
two test results.

8.4.2.2 Reproducibility— The reproducibility of test xxxx
has been established as xxxx. Two single test results produced
in separate laboratories or test sites, that differ by more than
xxxx, (expressed in appropriate terms) must be considered as
suspect, that is, that they represent sample populations. Such a
decision dictates that appropriate investigative or technical/
commercial actions be taken.

8.4.2.3 These two statements apply to particular mean levels
as they appear in a precision table unless precision does not
vary with mean level in which case they apply across the entire
range of mean level values or unless the repeatability or
reproducibility are expressed on a relative basis that is, (7) or (
R) and the relative precision does not vary with mean level.

8.4.3 Bias Statement— For most test methods bias cannot
be determined. The following statement is recommended.

8.4.3.1 Bias—In test method terminology, bias is the differ-
ence between an average test value and the reference (true) test
property value. Reference values do not exist for this test
method since the value or level of the test property is
exclusively defined by the test method. Bias therefore cannot
be determined.

8.4.3.2 For those test methods where bias can be determined
a statement as to its magnitude should be included.

9. Keywords

9.1 accuracy; bias; deviation; outliers; precision; repeatabil-
ity; reproducibility; tires; variance
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