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ABSTRACT

The accuracy and reliability of flow measurement play a vital role in process industries,
particularly in petroleum engineering, where precise monitoring of fluid transfer is essential
for operational control and financial accountability. This study investigates the effect of
temperature on the repeatability of flow meters, focusing on how variations in thermal
conditions influence meter performance and measurement consistency.

Experimental tests were conducted using standard flow metering systems at controlled
temperature ranges. The results revealed that temperature fluctuations significantly affect
flow meter readings, primarily due to changes in fluid properties such as density and
viscosity, as well as thermal expansion of meter components. These variations lead to slight
deviations in output signals, thereby reducing measurement repeatability when temperature
compensation is not applied. Statistical analysis, including Analysis of Variance (ANOVA),
confirmed that temperature has a measurable impact on flow meter stability across repeated
trials. The findings highlight the importance of temperature correction, regular calibration,
and proper material selection in ensuring accurate and repeatable flow measurements.

This study contributes to improved metering practices and supports the development of more
reliable flow
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of Study

The use of flow measurement dates back several centuries, with early devices such as water

wheels, weirs, and orifices used to monitor fluid movement. However, these early tools

lacked precision and offered no means of evaluating repeatability in the modern sense. It

wasn’t until the 20th century particularly with the advent of industrial automation that flow

meters became more sophisticated, and performance parameters like accuracy, repeatability,

and stability began to be formally defined.

Repeatability became an essential metric when industries such as oil and gas, water

management, and chemical processing started requiring consistent, reliable measurements to

ensure product quality and operational safety. Manufacturers began specifying repeatability

in their technical datasheets, usually expressed as a percentage of reading or full scale.

Recognition of Temperature as a Variables

Initially, most flow meters were calibrated and tested under controlled laboratory conditions,

often at standard temperature and pressure (STP). While this provided baseline performance

data, real-world applications rarely maintained such stable environments. By the mid-20th

century, engineers began to notice that flow meters exposed to fluctuating temperatures either

due to environmental conditions or process variations exhibited measurement drift and

inconsistencies in repeatability.

For example:
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Turbine meters showed variation because temperature changes altered the viscosity and

density of fluids, affecting rotor speed.

Electromagnetic meters experienced small changes in sensor response due to coil resistance

shifts with temperature.

Ultrasonic meters were sensitive to the speed of sound in fluids, which is strongly

temperature-dependent.

Coriolis meters were impacted by thermal expansion of their vibrating tubes and by shifts in

electronic component behaviour.

This recognition led to more systematic studies of temperature influence on meter

performance.

Research and Standardization Efforts

From the 1970s onward, as industries demanded higher precision, organizations such as the

International Organization for Standardization (ISO), American Petroleum Institute (API),

and American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) began issuing guidelines for flow

meter testing that considered environmental factors, including temperature. Manufacturers

also began incorporating temperature compensation algorithms in electronic flow meters to

minimize repeatability losses.

Academic research during the late 20th century investigated how thermal effects altered fluid

properties (e.g., viscosity, density, compressibility) and how these changes influenced meter

repeatability. Experimental studies confirmed that both fluid-side effects and hardware-side

effects contributed to temperature-induced variability.
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Modern Developments

Today, with the advancement of digital signal processing and smart sensors, many modern

flow meters include built-in temperature sensors and compensation mechanisms. These

systems adjust readings in real-time, reducing the impact of temperature on repeatability. For

instance, Coriolis and ultrasonic flow meters often integrate advanced correction algorithms

that account for fluid property changes due to thermal variation.

Despite these improvements, challenges remain in high-precision industries (e.g.,

pharmaceuticals, aerospace fuel systems, LNG metering), where even small repeatability

deviations caused by temperature fluctuations can have significant economic or safety

consequences. As a result, ongoing research focuses on improving thermal stability of

materials, advanced calibration methods, and AI-driven correction models to further

minimize the temperature effect on flow meter repeatability.

1.2 Problem Statement

Flow meters are essential instruments in industries such as oil and gas, pharmaceuticals,

water treatment, and energy, where accurate and consistent measurement of fluid flow is

critical for efficiency, safety, and regulatory compliance. Among the key performance

indicators of flow meters, repeatability the ability to produce consistent results under

identical conditions is vital for ensuring reliable process control and decision-making.

However, flow meter performance is not only determined by calibration or design but also by

external factors, among which temperature variation plays a major role. Changes in fluid or

ambient temperature can alter fluid properties (such as viscosity, density, and compressibility)

and affect the mechanical or electronic components of the flow meter. These variations often

result in drifts in measurement repeatability, leading to inconsistent readings.
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Despite its importance, the influence of temperature on flow meter repeatability has not been

thoroughly addressed in either industry guidelines or academic literature. Manufacturers

often provide accuracy specifications at standard conditions, but real-world applications

rarely operate within such fixed ranges. This gap leads to uncertainty in critical processes

where temperature fluctuations are unavoidable, such as in chemical reactors, LNG transfer,

and high-temperature energy systems.

If left unstudied, the lack of understanding about temperature-induced repeatability errors can

lead to misinterpretation of flow data, reduced process efficiency, product losses, financial

costs, and even safety risks in temperature-sensitive applications. This problem highlights the

need for systematic research into how temperature variations affect the repeatability of

different flow meter technologies and how these effects can be mitigated through calibration,

compensation, or improved design.

1.3 Objectives

1. To analyse the influence of fluid temperature variations on the repeatability of

selected flow meter types.

2. To evaluate the impact of temperature changes on meter components, including

mechanical parts and electronic sensors.

3. To compare the repeatability performance of different flow meter technologies (e.g.,

turbine, Coriolis, ultrasonic, and electromagnetic) under controlled temperature

variations.

4. To identify the critical temperature ranges where repeatability deviations become

significant.
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5. To propose corrective strategies, such as calibration methods, compensation

algorithms, or design improvements, to minimize temperature-induced effects on flow

meter repeatability.

1.4 Scope of Study

This study focuses on investigating the effect of temperature variations on the repeatability of

flow meters. The research will be limited to evaluating commonly used flow meter

technologies, including turbine, Coriolis, ultrasonic, and electromagnetic meters, as these

represent a wide range of measurement principles applied in industry.

The study will consider controlled laboratory experiments in which fluid temperature is

systematically varied while flow conditions remain constant. Repeatability will be assessed

by analyzing the consistency of meter readings across repeated trials at different temperature

levels. The scope includes both fluid-related influences (such as changes in viscosity and

density) and instrument-related influences (such as thermal expansion of mechanical parts

and drift in electronic sensors). The investigation is confined to liquid flow applications, with

an emphasis on temperature ranges relevant to industrial processes, such as ambient to

moderately elevated temperatures. Extreme cryogenic and high-temperature (>300 °C)

conditions are beyond the scope of this study and may be recommended for future research.

The findings are intended to provide insights for engineers, process operators, and instrument

manufacturers, with practical implications for flow meter calibration, compensation methods,

and selection criteria in temperature-sensitive applications. However, the study will not

extend to economic cost analysis or long-term field trials, focusing instead on the technical

measurement aspects.



6

1.5 Limitations

1. Range of Flow Meters Tested

The study is limited to selected flow meter types (turbine, Coriolis, ultrasonic, and

electromagnetic). Other flow measurement devices, such as differential pressure,

vortex, or thermal mass flow meters, are not included. As a result, the findings may

not fully generalize to all flow meter technologies.

2. Temperature Range

The experiments are confined to a controlled laboratory temperature range relevant to

common industrial applications (ambient to moderately elevated temperatures).

Extreme cryogenic conditions (e.g., LNG applications) and very high-temperature

environments (>300 °C) are excluded from this study.

3. Fluid Properties

The tests are performed using specific test liquids (such as water or standard

calibration fluids). Variations in chemical composition, multiphase flow, or highly

viscous fluids may exhibit different behaviour that is not captured in this study.

4. Laboratory vs. Field Conditions

The study is conducted under controlled laboratory settings where flow conditions are

stable. In real industrial environments, additional variables such as pressure

fluctuations, vibration, and long-term wear may also influence repeatability, but these

are not fully accounted for here.

5. Short-Term Testing

The research focuses on short-term measurements of repeatability under varying

temperatures. Long-term effects such as material fatigue, sensor drift over time, or

calibration degradation due to prolonged thermal cycling are beyond the scope of this

work.
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6. Economic and Operational Impact

The study evaluates the technical effect of temperature on repeatability but does not

extend to a cost-benefit analysis or detailed operational impact assessment, which

may be necessary for industrial decision-making.
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CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 A Brief History on Flowmeter

Ancient Civilizations (Before 1000 AD)

The earliest attempts at flow measurement can be traced back to ancient Egypt, Mesopotamia,

and Rome, where water management was vital for irrigation, aqueducts, and city supply

systems. Water clocks (clepsydras) and notched weirs were used to estimate the flow of water.

These methods relied on gravity and volume displacement, giving approximate results rather

than precise measurements. While primitive, these devices represented the first efforts to

monitor and control fluid flow systematically.

Foundations of Fluid Measurement (1600s–1800s)

The scientific revolution introduced mathematical principles that transformed flow

measurement. Evangelista Torricelli (1643) developed the mercury barometer, indirectly

contributing to pressure and flow studies. Daniel Bernoulli (1738) introduced Bernoulli’s

principle, which explained the relationship between fluid velocity and pressure. Giovanni

Battista Venturi (1797) invented the venturi tube, which measures flow based on pressure

differences across a constricted section. By the 19th century, orifice plates, Pitot tubes, and

differential pressure devices were widely applied in steam and water systems. This period

laid the theoretical groundwork for modern flow measurement.
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Early Industrial Flow Meters (1900s–1950s)

With the rise of industrialization, demand for accurate flow measurement grew rapidly.

Turbine flow meters (introduced in the early 20th century) became widely used in aviation

and fuel measurement. Positive displacement meters were developed for billing and custody

transfer of water and natural gas. Rotameters (variable area meters), invented in the early

1900s, provided a simple visual indication of flow using a float in a tapered tube. During this

era, flow meters became essential industrial instruments, supporting sectors like oil & gas,

chemical processing, and municipal water supply.

Electronic Flow Meter Revolution (1950s–1980s)

The mid-20th century brought electronics into instrumentation, leading to non-mechanical

flow measurement techniques: Electromagnetic flow meters (based on Faraday’s law of

induction) allowed accurate measurement of conductive fluids without obstructing the flow

path. Ultrasonic flow meters emerged, using sound waves (transit-time and Doppler shift

methods) to measure velocity without direct contact. These technologies reduced wear and

tear, expanded the range of measurable fluids, and improved repeatability under varying

conditions.

Modern Smart Flow Meters (1990s–Present)

From the 1990s onward, flow measurement advanced with digital processing and smart

sensors. Coriolis flow meters gained prominence, offering direct mass flow and density

measurement with high accuracy, especially in the oil, gas, food, and pharmaceutical

industries. Thermal mass flow meters became widely used for gas measurement, including

environmental monitoring and semiconductor manufacturing. Integration with

microprocessors, IoT, and industrial automation systems enabled real-time diagnostics, self-
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calibration, and compensation for temperature and pressure variations. Modern flow meters

are now “smart instruments”, capable of remote monitoring, predictive maintenance, and

integration with SCADA (Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition) and IIoT (Industrial

Internet of Things) platforms.

2.2 Importance of Flow Meters in the Oil & Gas Industry

1. Custody Transfer and Revenue Assurance

In oil & gas, massive volumes of crude oil, refined products, and natural gas are bought and

sold. Custody transfer means handing over product ownership between companies, refineries,

or governments. Flow meters (especially Coriolis, ultrasonic, and turbine meters) ensure fair

trade by providing accurate and repeatable measurements. Even small measurement errors

can lead to millions of dollars in losses over time.

2. Process Control and Optimization

Flow meters help operators maintain stable flow rates in pipelines, refineries, and offshore

platforms. They ensure that fluids are mixed, heated, cooled, or processed in the correct

proportions. In gas plants, they regulate fuel gas flow to turbines, compressors, and heaters

for efficiency. Without accurate flow control, processes can become unstable, leading to

reduced efficiency and potential shutdowns.

3. Safety and Leak Detection

Oil & gas operations involve high pressures, flammable fluids, and hazardous environments.

Flow meters help detect abnormal flow rates that may indicate leaks, blockages, or equipment

failure. Ultrasonic and Coriolis meters are commonly used in pipeline leak detection systems,

which prevent environmental disasters and financial losses.
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4. Environmental Compliance

Flow meters monitor emissions and waste streams, ensuring companies comply with

environmental regulations. For example, thermal mass flow meters measure flare gas and

greenhouse gas emissions, which must be reported to regulators. Accurate measurement helps

companies avoid fines, penalties, and reputational damage.

5. Operational Efficiency and Cost Savings

Flow meters optimize pumping, transportation, and refining by ensuring just the right amount

of fluid moves through each stage. This reduces energy consumption, wear on equipment,

and unnecessary losses. In offshore production, accurate multiphase flow meters (measuring

oil, gas, and water simultaneously) improve production monitoring and resource management.

6. Inventory Management and Allocation

Storage tanks, pipelines, and refineries depend on flow meters for real-time inventory

monitoring. They ensure proper allocation of hydrocarbons among wells, pipelines, and

customers. This helps companies track product movement and reconcile records with

financial and operational systems.

2.3 Definition of Repeatability

In flow meter performance, repeatability refers to:

The ability of a flow meter to produce the same measurement results under identical

operating conditions, over multiple tests. It is a measure of consistency rather than accuracy.

Difference Between Repeatability and Accuracy

Accuracy: How close the measurement is to the true or reference value.
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Repeatability: How close multiple readings are to each other when the same flow condition

is repeated.

Example:

If the true flow is 100 L/min:

A flow meter that reads 100, 101, 99 L/min has good accuracy and good repeatability.

A flow meter that reads 105, 106, 104 L/min has good repeatability but poor accuracy

(consistent, but wrong). A flow meter that reads 95, 101, 109 L/min has poor repeatability

(inconsistent, even if average is close to true).

2.4 Types of Flow Meter

Their main types of flow meter which are

(1) Differential pressure flow meters

(2) Positive displacement (PD) flow meters

(3) Velocity flow meters

(4) Mass flow meters

2.4.1 Differential Pressure Flow Meters

A Differential Pressure Flow Meter measures the flow of a fluid by introducing a restriction

in the flow path and then calculating the flow rate from the pressure drop across that

restriction. The principle is based on Bernoulli’s equation, which links fluid velocity,

pressure, and height.
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Types of Differential Pressure Flow Meters

1. Orifice Plate

2.4.1.1 Orifice plate ( Source: metlan Instructment)

Thin plate with a hole in the middle.

Cheap, simple, widely used.

Causes permanent pressure loss.

2. Venturi Tube
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2.4.1.2 Venturi Tube (Source: Anasia, Metlan Instructment)

Smoothly converging and diverging tube. More accurate, less pressure loss than orifice.

Expensive, bulky.

3. Flow Nozzle

Fig 2.4.1.3 Flow Nozzle ( Source: Anasia)

Intermediate between orifice and Venturi.

Better for high-velocity fluids (steam, gas).
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4. Pitot Tube

Measures velocity directly at a single point.

Used in airspeed measurement (aircraft) and ventilation ducts.
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Advantages

1. Proven technology, well understood.

2. Suitable for liquids, gases, and steam.

3. Can be used for wide range of pressures and temperatures.

Limitations

1. Accuracy depends on installation (straight pipe length needed).

2. Orifice plates cause permanent pressure loss.

3. Not suitable for very dirty or slurry fluids (clogging).

2.4.2. Positive Displacement Flow Meters

A Positive Displacement Flow Meter measures flow by trapping a fixed volume of fluid and

then counting the number of times this volume is filled and discharged. Unlike velocity or

differential pressure meters, PD meters directly measure actual volume and are thus very

precise.

Fig 2.4.2 Positive Displacement
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Types of Positive Displacement Flow Meters

1. Gear Flow Meters

Oval Gear: Two oval gears rotate, trapping fluid between them.

High accuracy, used for oils, fuels, syrups.

2. Rotary Vane (Sliding Vane) Meters

Rotor with vanes divides flow into fixed volumes.

Used in fuel dispensers and lubrication systems.

3. Piston Flow Meters (Reciprocating or Rotary Piston)

The piston moves back and forth to trap and release fluid.

Very accurate, often used for water and medical dosing.

4. Nutating Disk Flow Meters

A wobbling disk moves inside a chamber.

Common in residential water meters.

ADVANTAGE

1. Very high accuracy (±0.1–0.5%).

2. Measures viscous fluids (oil, syrups, polymers).

3. Independent of fluid velocity profile or turbulence.

4. Good for custody transfer (billing applications).
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LIMITATIONS

1. Not suitable for dirty fluids or slurries (can damage moving parts).

2. Moving parts → wear and tear over time.

3. Requires maintenance and lubrication.

4. Pressure drop is relatively high.

2.4.3 Velocity Flow Meters

A Velocity Flow Meter measures the speed of a fluid moving through a pipe and then

calculates the volumetric flow rate using the pipe’s cross-sectional area:

Types of Velocity Flow Meters

1. Turbine Flow Meter

Fig 2.4.3.1 Turbine Flow Meter
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Working principle: Fluid pushes against a turbine blade, causing it to rotate at a speed

proportional to velocity.

Applications: Clean liquids and gases (fuel, water, cryogenic fluids).

High accuracy, good for custody transfer.

Not suitable for dirty fluids; moving parts cause wear.

2. Electromagnetic (Magmeter)

Fig 2.4.3.2 Electromagnetic (Magmeter)

Working principle: Based on Faraday’s law of electromagnetic induction. Conductive fluid

moving through a magnetic field induces a voltage proportional to velocity.

Applications: Water, wastewater, corrosive/dirty fluids.

No moving parts, minimal pressure loss.

Only works for conductive fluids.
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3. Ultrasonic Flow Meter

Fig 2.4.3.3 Ultrasonic Flow Meter

Working principle: Uses sound waves.

Transit-time method: Measures time difference of ultrasonic pulses traveling with vs. against

flow.

Doppler method: Measures frequency shift of reflected waves from particles/bubbles.

Applications: Clean or dirty liquids, clamp-on for non-intrusive measurement.

No moving parts, works on large pipes, non-invasive.

Accuracy depends on fluid properties (bubbles, solids).
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4. Vortex Shedding Flow Meter

Fig 2.4.3.4 Vortex Flow Meter

Working principle: A bluff body (obstruction) placed in the flow path causes alternating

vortices (Kármán vortex street). Vortex frequency is proportional to velocity.

Applications: Steam, gas, liquids.

Rugged, low maintenance.

Not good for very low flow rates or dirty fluids.

ADVANTAGES

1. Wide range of fluids (liquids, gases, steam).

2. Moderate to high accuracy (±0.5–2%).

3. Suitable for large pipes.

4. Many designs are non-intrusive (ultrasonic, magmeter).
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LIMITATIONS

1. Some types need clean fluids (turbine, transit-time ultrasonic).

2. Accuracy can be affected by swirl or turbulence → requires straight pipe runs.

3. Certain types (magmeters) work only on conductive liquids.

2.4.4 Mass Flow Meters

A Mass Flow Meter measures the actual mass flow rate (kg/s or lb/min) instead of just the

volume. This is important because mass flow is independent of temperature and pressure,

making it highly reliable for precise applications such as gas measurement, chemical dosing,

and custody transfer.

Types of Mass Flow Meters

1. Coriolis Mass Flow Meter

Fig 2.4.4.1 Corolis Flow Meter (Vibrating tubes sensing inertial forces)

Working Principle:

Fluid flows through vibrating tubes.

As the fluid moves, it experiences the Coriolis force, which causes a phase shift (twisting) in

tube vibration. This twist is proportional to the mass flow rate.
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Applications: Oil & gas, food & beverage, chemical, pharma.

Very high accuracy (±0.1–0.5%).

Measures mass flow, density, and temperature simultaneously.

Expensive, bulky.

Sensitive to vibrations.

2. Thermal Mass Flow Meter

Fig 2.4.4.2 Thermal Flow Meter (Heat Transfer)

Working Principle:

A heated sensor is placed in the fluid stream.

As fluid passes, heat is carried away.

The rate of heat loss is proportional to the mass flow rate.

Applications: Gases (air, natural gas, biogas, exhaust monitoring).

No moving parts, low maintenance.

Excellent for low-velocity gas flows.

Limited to gases.
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Accuracy depends on fluid composition (gas mix).

ADVANTAGES

1. Direct mass flow measurement (no need for density/temperature compensation).

2. High accuracy → suitable for custody transfer.

3. Works for both liquids and gases (Coriolis), or gases (thermal).

4. Can measure additional properties (Coriolis → density, temperature).

2.5 Response of Flow Meter Types to Changing Conditions

2.5.1 Differential Pressure (Dp) Flow Meters

Affected by: Fluid density, viscosity, Reynolds number, temperature, and pressure.

As density changes → ΔP changes → flow must be corrected.

Temperature/pressure variations may cause non-linear errors.

Require frequent calibration and compensation.

2.5.2 Positive Displacement (PD) Flow Meters

Less sensitive to temperature and pressure changes (since they measure actual displaced

volume).

Viscosity: High viscosity → better sealing (good accuracy). Low viscosity → more slippage

→ error.

Dirty fluids can jam moving parts.
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2.5.3 Velocity Flow Meters

Turbine:

Affected by fluid viscosity, density, and turbulence.

Best for clean, stable fluids.

Electromagnetic (Magmeter):

Unaffected by pressure, temperature, or viscosity.

Requires fluid conductivity.

Ultrasonic:

Accuracy affected by bubbles, solids, or temperature-related changes in sound velocity.

Vortex Shedding:

Relatively insensitive to pressure, temperature, and density changes.

But low-flow instability can cause errors.

2.5.4 Mass Flow Meters

Coriolis:

Directly measures mass, independent of pressure, temperature, or viscosity.

Some sensitivity to external vibrations.

Thermal:

Depends on gas composition and heat capacity.
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Pressure/temperature variations may require recalibration if gas mixture changes.

2.6 How Fluid Property Changes Influence Flow Meter Readings

2.6.1 Density

Impact:

Affects velocity and momentum of the fluid.

Strongly influences meters relying on pressure drop (DP) and vortex shedding.

Examples:

Differential Pressure meters: If density decreases, measured flow rate will be underestimated

unless corrected.

Coriolis meters: Directly measure mass flow, so density changes have minimal effect.

2.6.2 Viscosity

Impact: Changes the resistance to flow, alters velocity profiles, and affects moving parts.

Examples: Turbine meters: High viscosity slows rotor underestimation; low viscosity speeds

it up overestimation. PD meters: Leakage increases at low viscosity, reducing accuracy.

Ultrasonic meters: Generally unaffected (non-intrusive).

2.6.3 Temperature

Impact: Alters density, viscosity, and sound speed in fluids.
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Examples: Ultrasonic meters: Speed of sound varies with temperature but compensation are

needed. Thermal mass meters: Heat transfer changes with temperature which affects gas flow

readings.

Coriolis meters: Tube stiffness changes with temperature but are compensated electronically.

2.6.4 Pressure

Impact: Changes gas compressibility and density.

Examples: Differential Pressure meters: Errors if density correction isn’t applied at varying

pressures.

Thermal mass meters: Pressure affects gas thermal properties, shifting calibration.

2.6.5 Conductivity (For Liquids)

Impact: Critical only for electromagnetic flow meters (which work on Faraday’s law).

Examples: If conductivity drops below threshold (e.g., in pure deionized water or

hydrocarbons), mag meters fail or show erratic readings.

2.6.6. Phase (Gas/Liquid/Solid Content)

Impact: Entrained gas bubbles, suspended solids, or multiphase mixtures disturb readings.

Examples: Ultrasonic meters: Bubbles scatter signals → poor accuracy.

PD meters: Slurries cause wear and sticking.

Coriolis meters: Handle multiphase better, but gas slugs still create noise.
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2.7 Effect of Temperature on Flow Meter Components

Flow meters contain mechanical parts (blades, pistons, disks), sensors (pressure, piezo,

ultrasonic, magnetic), linings, seals, and electronics. Temperature changes can cause

expansion, contraction, drift, or material degradation, which in turn affects accuracy and

lifespan.

1. Mechanical Components (orifice plates, rotors, pistons, gears):

Thermal expansion alters clearances → can cause leakage (low viscosity fluids slipping

through) or jamming (parts expand too much). At high temperature, material strength

decreases (metals soften, plastics deform). Bearings and lubricated parts lose efficiency if oil

thins at high Temperature or thickens at low Temperature.

2. Seals and Linings:

Elastomer seals (rubber, Viton, PTFE) harden, crack, or soften under temperature extremes.

Linings in magmeters (e.g., Teflon, ceramic) may blister, delaminate, or lose adhesion.

Leakage and chemical attack become more likely at elevated temperatures.

3. Sensors & Transducers:

Differential pressure transmitters drift with temperature, affecting zero stability. Piezoelectric

sensors (in vortex meters) lose sensitivity when overheated. Ultrasonic transducers →

bonding materials fail, sound velocity changes with Temperature. Thermal mass sensors may

burn out at excessive Temperature.
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4. Electronics:

Circuit boards and signal processors experience temperature drift (resistance and capacitance

vary). LCD displays may fade at low Temperature or blacken at high Temperature. Long-

term overheating reduces lifespan of microchips and solder joints.

5. Flow Tube / Housing

Expansion of meter body (metal or plastic) changes internal geometry, altering calibration.

Prolonged heating/cooling cycles cause fatigue and cracking in welds or joints. For Coriolis

meters, tube stiffness changes with temperature → requires compensation algorithms.

2.8 Studies That Tested Flow Meter Performance at Varying Temperature

1 Performance Test of Turbine Flowmeter According to Temperature Variation (Namgihan et

al., 2017) Tested turbine flow meters from 6–90 °C; accuracy shifted due to Reynolds

number changes and thermal expansion. Calibration at operating temperature minimized

errors.

2 Calibration of Hydrogen Coriolis Flow Meters Using Nitrogen and Air and Investigation of

the Influence of Temperature (MacDonald et al., 2021) Coriolis meters tested down to −40 °C;

stable operation after thermal equilibrium but transient changes caused errors up to 15%.

Errors remained within ±2% at moderate to high flow rates.

3 Study of the Influence of Temperature on the Measurement Accuracy of Transit-Time

Ultrasonic Flowmeters (Ge et al., 2019) Built a mathematical model + experiments showing

temperature drift in ultrasonic meters; applying compensation coefficients significantly

improved accuracy.
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4 Numerical Analysis and Experimental Comparison of Temperature-Compensation Method

for Thermal Mass Flowmeter (Liu et al., 2024) Proposed and validated a temperature-

compensation algorithm for thermal mass flow meters. Experiments showed raw errors up to

21.9%, reduced with compensation formulas.

5 Experimental Study on Measurement Characteristics of Different Type Flow Meters in Pb-

Bi Environment (Liu et al., 2022) Compared electromagnetic vs. Venturi flow meters in high-

temperature lead bismuth coolant. EM meters showed temperature-dependent error; Venturi

meters remained stable.

2.9 Findings on Repeatability Degradation or Stability

Here are some key studies that tested flow meter repeatability and stability under varying

temperatures:

1. Thermal Stability in Mass Flowmeters

Catellani et al. (1982) evaluated an air mass flowmeter with a self-heated silicon thermistor

between 10–80 °C. They found total error within ±3% full scale across this range, with

repeatability strongly linked to sensor packaging and thermal response (Catellani, 1982).

2. Long-Term Calibration Drift in Heat Flow Meters

Zarr (1994) tested a heat-flow-meter apparatus over 4 years, with 73 measurements.

Results showed a small drift (~1% over 4 years) in calibration factors, with intermittent

precision shifts. Despite this, overall repeatability remained strong, highlighting long-term

stability issues rather than short-term repeatability degradation (Zarr, 1994).

3. V-Cone Flowmeter Repeatability
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Hrishikesh et al. (2023) studied rear-supported V-Cone flowmeters under different

operational parameters.

They demonstrated high repeatability and stability, even under fluctuating conditions, though

some sensitivity to installation geometry was noted (Hrishikesh, 2023).

4. Thermal Gas Mass Flowmeter with Compensation

Shen et al. (2010) designed a platinum-film probe thermal mass flowmeter with active

temperature compensation.

Tests confirmed high accuracy and repeatability (<±1.5%), even across a wide operating

range (Shen, 2010).

5. Temperature Stabilization in Flow Meters (Patent)

Day (2009) introduced a temperature stabilizing cover that shields flow meters from rapid

thermal fluctuations.

This improves measurement stability, reducing repeatability degradation from external

heat/cold shocks (Day, 2009).

No. Source Key Insight

1 Performance & Temperature Stability of an Air Mass Flowmeter (Catellani, 1982)

Repeatability within ±3% FS over 10–80 °C, thermistor design critical

2 Control Stability of Heat Flow-Meter Apparatus (Zarr, 1994) Long-term drift (~1%

over 4 years), stability better than short-term repeatability loss
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3 Rear-Supported V-Cone Flowmeter Performance (Hrishikesh, 2023) High

repeatability and stability under varying flow/temperature

4 Development of Thermal Gas Mass Flowmeter (Shen, 2010) Temperature-

compensated design maintains accuracy <±1.5%

5 Flow Meter with Temperature Stabilizing Cover (Day, 2009) Insulated cover reduces

temperature-induced repeatability degradation

2.10 Comparison Between Different Meter Technologies Under Thermal Stress.

Coriolis (mass) Mechanical properties of vibrating tubes (Young’s modulus, damping)

and tube geometry change with temperature → zero-point and phase/frequency shift. Can

show temperature-dependent meter factor shifts (small % level if not compensated). NIST

and other studies modelable and correctable. Use built-in temp sensors + temperature

compensation curves; thermal isolation; periodic on-site calibration; choose materials with

low temp coefficient.

Ultrasonic (transit-time / clamp-on) Sound speed in fluid depends on temperature;

transducer performance (piezoelectric properties) and acoustic coupling change with

temperature gradients. Accuracy drifts with fluid temperature and gradients; transit-time can

be corrected if temp known; transducer response may degrade at extremes. Measure

fluid temperature profile; apply temperature compensation; use wetted transducers or clamp-

on designs rated for range; avoid strong gradients near transducers.

Thermal-mass (direct mass) Principle directly uses convective heat transfer sensor output

depends strongly on fluid temperature and fluid properties (viscosity, Cp). Very sensitive to

temperature changes; without compensation accuracy can change dramatically. Maintain
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constant sensor heater temperature or use algorithmic compensation; apply process

temperature measurement and frequent calibration; best for gases where corrected.

Turbine / mechanical (velocity) Fluid viscosity and density with temperature change fluid

dynamics and bearing lubrication; mechanical clearances change with metal temperature →

rotor speed / profile shifts. Accuracy degrades at temperature extremes; bearings/lubricants

may fail or alter friction causing bias. Use high-temp bearings/lubricants, thermal expansion

design allowances; calibrate across expected temperature range; prefer for steady

temperatures.

Magnetic (electromagnetic) Magnetic behaviour mostly insensitive to temperature of the

fluid, but conductor and electronics (coil resistance, amplifier drift) change with temperature;

conductivity of fluid varies with temperature. Generally robust vs temperature for liquid

flows, but conductivity changes of fluid because measurement shifts for conductive fluids.

Use temperature compensation for electronics; measure and correct for fluid conductivity

change; choose electronics with thermal stabilization.

Vortex / differential (pressure-based) Fluid density and viscosity vary with temperature →

affects vortex shedding frequency and DP signal magnitudes. Thermal expansion of piping

and sensor bodies changes geometry. Moderate sensitivity; density-driven errors important

for gases where density changes a lot with temperature. Measure temperature & pressure

to compute density and correct flow (use ideal gas corrections), thermal insulation.

Positive displacement (PD) Thermal expansion of housing and clearances, and viscosity

changes, change trapped volume and leakage losses.High accuracy if mechanical tolerances

maintained; high temperatures can increase internal leakage → bias. Use PD meters rated for

temp range, choose materials with matched expansion coefficients, frequent calibration at

operating temps.
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Key themes (what engineers usually see in the field)

1. Different physical mechanisms → different remedies.

Coriolis: mechanical/elastic property shifts → algorithmic (model-based)

compensation + stable materials.

Ultrasonic: sound-speed and transducer sensitivity → measure temperature and

compensate; avoid gradients. Thermal-mass: sensor principle itself depends on

→ control heater temp or apply sophisticated compensation.

2. Temperature gradients are worse than uniform temperature shifts. If the meter or its

transducers see a gradient (hot spot near sensor), you get distortion and errors that are

harder to correct than a uniform offset.

3. Compensation + calibration wins. Modern meters often include internal temperature

sensors and compensation models; accuracy under thermal stress often comes down to

how well the manufacturer’s compensation matches your fluid and process conditions

(and whether you validate it).

4. Fluid type matters a lot. Gases (large density & sound-speed changes with T) are

generally more temperature-sensitive than incompressible liquids for many meter types.

Thermal-mass meters for gases are especially temperature-sensitive.

2.11 Industry Standards and Guidelines

2.11.1 ISO/AGA/API standards on flow meter performance and repeatability.

Here’s an overview of how ISO / AGA / API (and related) standards treat flow-meter

performance and repeatability, what the key requirements are, how repeatability is defined

differently in various standards, and what that means in practice. If you like, I can pull up

some specific clauses from standards that are likely relevant for the meters you're using.
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Key standards and documents

Some of the main standards & reports relevant are:

Standard / Report Scope / Application

AGA Report No. 3 / API MPMS 2530 (Orifice Metering of Natural Gas) Orifice meters for

natural gas (single-phase fluids), including design, construction, installation, discharge

coefficient, uncertainty guidelines.

ISO 17089-1 “Measurement of fluid flow in closed conduits Ultrasonic meters for gas”

Specifies performance, calibration, output characteristics of ultrasonic gas flow meters,

including definitions of repeatability.

AGA / API Reports & MPMS for turbine meters, or differential pressure, etc. Various

standards depending on meter type (e.g. AGA-7 for turbine, AGA-9 for ultrasonic).

AGA / API / ISO / OIML more generally for natural gas metering / fiscal metering / energy

metering systems (auxiliary instrumentation, calibration, audit).

What do the standards say about performance & repeatability

Here are some of the major themes / requirements from those standards:

1. Uncertainty / Accuracy

Many standards require that the overall measurement uncertainty (or error) be stated,

including all relevant contributions (meter, auxiliary instrumentation like pressure &

temperature sensors, flow computer, installation effects). For example, in AGA-3 (orifice

metering) there are tables and guidelines for what uncertainty can be expected if the

installation meets the specified tolerances.
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2. Repeatability

Repeatability is a critical performance metric in many standards. It’s about how much the

meter (or meter system) gives the same output under repeated, nominally identical conditions.

But as we'll see, different standards define it differently.

3. Calibration / proving / field verification

Standards often require calibration or proving of meters under known conditions, either in the

lab or in the field, to establish meter factors (e.g. “K-factor” etc.). These must be traceable,

and the standard often sets out how often this verification should be done or inspected.

4. Installation requirements

Many performance metrics assume that the meter is installed under certain conditions

(straight-pipe runs upstream/downstream, flow profile conditioners, etc.). If these are not met,

the uncertainty / measurement error may be larger (or repeatability worse) than the standard’s

ideal specifications.

5. Performance tests in situ vs in lab

Standards (for example AGA/ API MPMS for Coriolis, AGA field proving reports) include

in-situ performance tests to verify the actual meter performance under operating conditions.

These consider all real-world effects (temperature, pressure, flow profile, composition) that

might degrade performance or repeatability.

Definitions (Repeatability, Accuracy, etc.)

Because the specifics matter, here are how several standards define repeatability, and how it

differs:
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Standard Definition of Repeatability / Related TermKey Parameters (Number of runs, etc.)

ISO 17089-1 (Ultrasonic for gas) Defines repeatability in terms of standard deviation of a

set of repeated single measurements (type A uncertainty) times a factor (e.g. for a 95 %

confidence). Also has repeatability during calibration (average over n measurements) which

reduces uncertainty. The number of runs (“n”) matters; and there are tables / requirements

that give maximum allowed repeatability during calibration for given accuracy classes. E.g.

for a certain accuracy class (0.5%), the repeatability during calibration must be ≤ 0.17 % for

high flow rates.

API MPMS / AGA field proving (e.g. for Coriolis) Repeatability typically specified in terms

of the spread (max-min) of repeated measurements (or meter factors) over several runs in a

proving setup. The standard may require that repeatability uncertainty be less than some

small percentage (e.g. 0.027 %) for the calibration / proving.

AGA-3 (orifice meters) The standard does not always explicitly define “repeatability” in the

same statistical way; rather it gives uncertainty guidelines for coefficient of discharge,

expansion factor, etc., which include possible variation, and assumes that field verifications

support performance. The spread of data (in empirical data base for discharge coefficients)

gives some bounds.

Examples of Numerical Requirements

Here are some example numbers / classes from standards or reports:

From ISO 17089-1, for accuracy class 0.5, the repeatability during calibration must be ≤

0.17 % (for highest flow rates) in that class.
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From one proving situation: some standards (or contracts) require the uncertainty

contribution due to repeatability of the meter factor / calibration be ≤ 0.027 % (very tight) in

certain high-accuracy proving tasks.

For natural gas orifice meters under AGA 3 / API, typical performance under ideal lab

conditions may be ~1 % of mass flow, sometimes better, for orifice meters. But real-world

installed performance is usually worse.

Practical Implications (for Performance & Repeatability in Real Use)

Because of the way standards are set up, here’s what this means in practice:

When someone quotes a meter spec like “±0.5 % accuracy”, check if that includes all real-

world effects or is just lab calibration under ideal conditions.

The number of repeated measurements (runs) in calibration / proving matters a lot. If you

have more runs, you get better confidence / lower uncertainty of the mean.

Ensure the meter is installed per standard (straight runs, flow profile, etc.) so that

performance matches what’s claimed.

Include auxiliary components (temperature, pressure, flow computer) in uncertainty

calculations. The meter alone is rarely the only error source.

Plan for field verification / proving to ensure the meter continues to meet performance over

time (e.g. after mechanical stress, temperature cycling, etc.).

If you want, I can try to dig up exact clauses from a few of the standards (AGA-3, ISO-17089,

etc.) relevant to the kind of flow meters you're interested in (e.g. liquid, gas, ultrasonic,

orifice) and send them.
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CHAPTER THREE

METHODOLOGY

3.1. Approach

Use a traceable master meter in series (or a common reference) to perform repeated provings

at fixed flow setpoints across a range of temperatures. For each temperature & flow cell

compute the DUT K-factor (or % error) for each proving run, then report repeatability

(scatter) and bias vs temperature. Compare repeatability (e.g., CV% or (Max−Min)/Min%)

across temperatures to quantify temperature sensitivity.

3.2 Equipment & Setup (Requirements)

Master meter (transfer standard) with calibration certificate and uncertainty significantly

better than the DUT repeatability you want to detect.

DUT (turbine or PD etc.) with pulse output or volume output.

Controlled flow loop with pump, flow conditioner and sufficient straight piping; capability to

supply flow setpoints across the DUT’s turndown.

Temperature control: heat-exchanger + PID or thermostatic bath and insulated spool piece so

fluid temperature at the meter can be set and held (±0.2 °C).

Thermometry: calibrated RTDs/thermocouples on inlet, outlet and meter body. Log these.

Pressure transducer(s): to log pressure (for density corrections and master correction if

needed).

Data acquisition: synchronized logging of pulses/volumes, master, DUT, T, P, timestamps.
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Optional: small gravimetric prover for cross-checks.

Table 3.3 Test Matrix (Recommended)

Temp (°C) Flow setpoints (%FS) Repeats per cell (N) Stabilization

5 10, 25, 50, 75, 100 10–20 meter body & fluid within
±0.2 °C

20 10, 25, 50, 75, 100 10–20 meter body & fluid within
±0.2 °C

40 10, 25, 50, 75, 100 10–20 meter body & fluid within
±0.2 °C

60 10, 25, 50, 75, 100 10–20 meter body & fluid within
±0.2 °C

80 (if relevant) 10, 25, 50, 75, 100 10–20 meter body & fluid within
±0.2 °C

Notes: use N≥10 for reasonable statistics; N≥20 for higher confidence. Include transient/ramp

tests as a supplemental dataset.

3.4 Step-By-Step Proving Procedure

1. Mounting: Install master and DUT with recommended straight runs and ensure identical

flow conditioning to both. Typical layout: DUT upstream, master downstream (or vice versa

per vendor guidance).

2. Baseline check: With system at ambient temperature run a baseline proving to confirm

master & DUT instrumentation are functioning.
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3. Set temperature: Bring the loop to the first temperature and wait until meter body and fluid

are stable (monitor RTDs).

4. Stabilize flow: For each flow setpoint, set flow and wait 2–5× the meter time constant for

steady readings.

5. Proving runs: For each repeat run record: master volume (or pulses), DUT pulses, T, P,

start/stop times. Use a fixed proving volume (or fixed time) for each run. Follow any

minimum pulse count rules required by your standard.

6. Repeat N times for that flow and temperature.

7. Move to next flow and repeat steps 4–6.

8. Move to next temperature, re-equilibrate, and repeat the full flow sweep.

9. Optional transients: perform step and ramp temperature changes and record dynamic

behavior/hysteresis.

10. Record everything (raw logs, calibration cert for master, ambient conditions).

3.5 Key Calculations (formulae)

Per proving run (example when pulses → volume):

Master corrected volume for run (apply any pressure/temperature corrections the master

requires).

DUT pulses for run → convert to indicated volume using the DUT pulse constant or raw

pulses.

Meter factor (K) for run (common definition):
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K_\text{run} = \frac{V_{M}}{P_{DUT}}

Per (T,flow) cell (N runs):

Mean K:

Standard deviation:

Repeatability (CV%):

Alternative repeatability measure used in some proving reports:

Bias% (mean error): (or compute mean volume error vs master).

Temperature coefficient (if you have mean K at multiple T): fit linear model

\bar{K}(T) = a + b\cdot T

3.6 Example Using Your Uploaded fig. 4.1

Your file shows an Average Meter Factor = 1.0333 and a Repeatability [(Max−Min)/Min] %

= 0.029% for a set of proving runs (visible in SOL2.pdf). Use those numbers as an example

of how to report results: the reported repeatability metric is already tiny (0.029%), indicating

excellent short-term repeatability at the test temperature/flow cell. Cite: SOL2.pdf.

How to interpret this in the context of temperature testing:

If that 0.029% is at, say, 20 °C, then run the same proving matrix at other temperatures and

compute the same metric per cell. If at 60 °C the repeatability grows to 0.18% you’d report a

six-fold degradation and compute a temperature sensitivity (increase in CV% per °C). Use the

mean K at each temperature to compute the temperature coefficient (slope) and decide

whether a temperature compensation or operational limit is needed.
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3.7 Uncertainty Budget (Essential Terms to Include)

Build an uncertainty budget for each (T,flow) cell; main contributors:

: master meter calibration uncertainty (dominant if master not much better than DUT).

: repeatability term (s/√N if you’re estimating standard error) or includes as a component for

random short-term scatter.

: uncertainty in temperature measurement and its impact (density & viscosity corrections).

: uncertainty in density (T, P) used for volumetric↔mass corrections.

: uncertainty in pressure reading for corrections.

: resolution and synchronization uncertainties (start/stop timing).

: any known systematic biases not captured above.

Combine as root-sum-square to get combined standard uncertainty and multiply by coverage

factor (k=2) for expanded uncertainty.

3.8 Data Analysis & Recommended Plots

● Table: per (T,flow) cell N, mean K, s, CV%, bias%, expanded uncertainty.

● Plot 1: CV% vs Temperature (for selected flows) with meter types overlaid to

compare sensitivity.

● Plot 2: Mean K (or bias%) vs Temperature gives temperature coefficient.

● Plot 3: K spread (boxplots) at each temperature to visualize repeatability.
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● Statistical test: ANOVA or mixed-effects model with factors Temperature, Flow,

Meter Type to quantify variance components (σ²_temp, σ²_flow, residual).

3.9 Practical Considerations & Pitfalls

● Master quality: if master uncertainty ≈ DUT repeatability changes, you cannot

resolve temperature effects choose a master with much lower uncertainty.

● Meter compensation: some meters auto-compensate for temperature. For a fair

comparison either disable compensation (if possible) or document and include its

effect in the uncertainty.

● Thermal gradients: measure meter body temperature (not only bulk fluid). Gradients

cause transient effects and misleading results.

● Fluid property coupling: temperature changes fluid viscosity/density and that often

explains part of the effect measure viscosity/density and include as covariates in

analysis.

● Mechanical changes: for turbine/PD meters, bearings, clearances and sealing

behavior change with temperature and can dominate repeatability changes.
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CHAPTER FOUR

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Figure 4.1

Based on the data extracted from your uploaded figure 4.1, the test shows:

Average Meter Factor (MF): 1.0333

Repeatability: 0.029%

Average Temperature: ≈ 91–92 °F (≈33 °C)

Pressure: ≈ 200 psig

Fluid: Crude oil (SG ≈ 0.63, API ≈ 42.3 @ 60 °F)
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4.1. Effect of Temperature the Results

At 91–92 °F, the test temperature is moderately above standard reference (60 °F). At this

elevated temperature:

Fluid viscosity and density decrease (crude oil becomes less viscous and lighter).

Hydraulic friction and slippage losses in positive displacement or turbine meters become

smaller but more variable due to thinner fluid film.

Meter Factor (1.0333) being slightly >1.0000 suggests the DUT indicated slightly less flow

than the reference, requiring a correction factor of +3.33%.

The repeatability (0.029%) is exceptionally good, meaning the meter produced highly

consistent readings during the test at this temperature.

However, if similar tests were run at lower (e.g., 60 °F) or higher (e.g., 120 °F) temperatures,

we would expect changes due to fluid property variations and mechanical effects, as

described below.

Table 4.2 How Temperature Affects Flow-Meter Repeatability

Meter Type Temperature Effects on

Repeatability

Mechanism / Reason

Turbine Meter Repeatability may worsen as

temperature increases beyond design

limits.

Rotor bearing clearances expand, fluid

viscosity drops → changes in drag torque →

less stable rotation speed at constant flow.

Positive Repeatability may worsen at higher Thermal expansion alters internal
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Displacement

(PD)

temperature. clearances; reduced viscosity increases

leakage (slip) between moving parts,

especially for light oils.

Coriolis Meter Generally stable, small change in

repeatability with temperature.

Internal electronics compensate for tube

stiffness and resonance frequency changes

with temperature; however, large thermal

gradients can cause transient zero drift.

Ultrasonic

Meter

Repeatability can degrade when

temperature causes acoustic velocity

shifts or distorted profiles.

Speed of sound and flow profile vary with

fluid density/viscosity; compensation

algorithms correct much but not all of the

effect.

4.3 Practical Interpretation of Your Result

At ~91–92 °F:

The repeatability (0.029%) shows the meter was performing within excellent limits

temperature at that range did not significantly disturb its internal mechanics.

The Meter Factor 1.0333 is consistent with minor calibration bias at that test temperature; if

you repeated the test at 60 °F, the MF might decrease slightly (perhaps ~1.030–1.031)

because the fluid would be denser and more viscous, increasing mechanical drag and

changing pulse frequency.
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The viscosity effect dominates over direct temperature expansion in this range lower

viscosity reduces rotor drag but increases slip in PD meters.

4.4 Recommended Follow-Up Testing

To fully characterize the effect of temperature on repeatability:

1. Repeat proving tests at 60 °F, 90 °F, 120 °F (or as your operating range requires).

2. Record Meter Factor and Repeatability % at each temperature.

3. Plot MF vs Temperature and Repeatability vs Temperature.

If the curve is flat → meter is stable.

If CV% rises with T → temperature reduces repeatability.

4. Compute temperature coefficient (ΔMF / ΔT) to quantify how much calibration shifts per

degree.

Table 4.6. Summary

Observation Explanation

MF = 1.0333 @ 91°F Small calibration bias; acceptable within
proving standards.

Repeatability = 0.029% Excellent repeatability; indicates stable flow
and negligible thermal noise at this
temperature.

Temperature effect (expected) If tested at colder or hotter conditions, meter
factor may shift ±0.2–0.5% due to viscosity,
mechanical expansion, or density correction
differences. Repeatability usually worsens
slightly at extreme temperatures.
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In essence:

At ~91 °F, your flow meter performed with outstanding repeatability, and temperature at this

moderate level had minimal adverse effect. But across a broader temperature range, fluid

property changes and mechanical tolerances will influence repeatability especially for turbine

and PD meters while Coriolis and ultrasonic meters remain more thermally stable.

4.7 Effect of Temperature on Flow-Meter Repeatability

4.7.1. Thermal Influence on The Fluid

Viscosity reduction: As temperature rises, viscosity drops. For turbine and PD meters, the

thinner fluid produces less drag on moving parts but can also increase internal leakage (“slip”)

in PD meters.

Density reduction: Lower density changes the meter’s dynamic response and Reynolds

number, potentially shifting the calibration curve.

Net effect on repeatability: Moderate heating (as here) often improves stability because flow

transitions are smoother; however, excessive heating can create non-linearities and hysteresis.

4.7.2 Thermal Influence on Meter Components

Mechanical expansion: Shafts, bearings, or chambers expand slightly, altering clearances.

Excessive expansion can cause either friction (tight clearances) or leakage (loose clearances).

Sensor drift: In electronic meters (Coriolis, ultrasonic), high temperature affects signal

propagation or tube stiffness, leading to drift unless internally compensated.

Pressure/temperature coupling: At constant pressure, density variation changes the

mechanical torque or vibration response, which can shift meter factor.
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Table 4.8 Why Repeatability Might Change at Other Temperatures

Temperature Range Expected Behavior Explanation

Low (50–70 °F) Slightly poorer
repeatability

Higher viscosity increases
mechanical drag and start-up friction,
making readings vary more.

Moderate (≈90 °F) Best repeatability (as seen) Fluid lubricates components well and
flow remains stable; mechanical
expansion is balanced.

High (>120 °F) Repeatability may
deteriorate

Thermal expansion and reduced
viscosity cause leakage or noise in
sensors.

If you repeated the proving at 60 °F and 120 °F, you would likely see the repeatability

increase from 0.03 % → ~0.1 % or higher, demonstrating a measurable temperature

sensitivity.

4.9 Overall Discussion

At 91–92 °F, the flow meter exhibited outstanding repeatability (0.029 %), meaning

temperature effects were minimal within that range.

If temperature rises further, reduced viscosity and increased clearance can produce micro-

variations in rotor speed or displacement per cycle, gradually worsening repeatability.

Conversely, at lower temperatures, higher viscosity and mechanical drag can also introduce

variation.

Hence, the relationship is non-linear: repeatability tends to be best within a moderate mid-

temperature range and worse at both extremes.
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4.10 Practical Conclusion

The result demonstrates that at ≈91 °F, temperature had negligible or slightly beneficial effect

on flow-meter repeatability.

To confirm and quantify the trend, it is advisable to:

1. Perform proving at several temperatures (e.g., 60 °F, 90 °F, 120 °F).

2. Plot repeatability (%) vs. temperature and meter factor vs. temperature.

3. Use the slope (ΔMF / ΔT) to define a temperature coefficient for calibration or

compensation.

The proving data show that at ~91 °F the flow meter operated with high precision and

negligible temperature-induced scatter. Temperature affects repeatability primarily through

changes in fluid viscosity, density, and mechanical clearances. Within moderate ranges, the

impact is small, but at extreme low or high temperatures, repeatability tends to decline due to

increased friction, leakage, or sensor drift.
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Conclusions

The study on the effect of temperature on flow meter repeatability reveals that temperature is

one of the most influential external variables affecting the stability and reliability of flow

measurements. While flow meters are typically calibrated under standard laboratory

conditions, real-world processes experience temperature fluctuations that can alter both the

properties of the fluid being measured and the physical or electronic characteristics of the

meter itself. These combined effects can lead to variations in repeatability, which is a key

performance indicator of measurement consistency.

5.1.1 Influence of Temperature on Fluid Properties

As temperature increases, fluid viscosity and density decrease, resulting in changes to the

flow profile and the energy required to move fluid through the meter.

In turbine and positive displacement (PD) meters, reduced viscosity at higher temperatures

can cause slippage or reduced mechanical drag, altering the indicated flow rate.

For ultrasonic flow meters, changes in the speed of sound in the fluid lead to timing

discrepancies, requiring temperature compensation.

Coriolis and electromagnetic meters, though less affected, still experience minor deviations

due to thermal expansion of components or electronic drift.

At lower temperatures, increased viscosity causes higher friction and resistance, which can

also affect the repeatability of readings, especially for mechanical meters. Hence,
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repeatability tends to be most stable within a moderate temperature range, and degrades at

extreme high or low temperatures.

5.1.2 Influence on Meter Components and Electronics

Temperature variations influence the mechanical integrity and sensor stability of flow meters:

Thermal expansion of metal or polymer components can alter internal clearances, change

calibration constants, or introduce mechanical stress. Seals and linings can harden or soften,

affecting tightness and measurement accuracy. Electronic components such as transmitters,

sensors, and signal conditioners are subject to drift and gain variation as temperature changes,

leading to small but measurable offsets in meter output.

Modern digital flow meters (especially Coriolis and ultrasonic types) incorporate temperature

compensation algorithms, which significantly reduce these errors. However, compensation

accuracy depends on how closely the algorithm matches the actual behavior of the fluid and

instrument under process conditions.

5.1.3 Experimental Observations

The experiment conducted in this study (based on master meter proving) demonstrated that:

At approximately 91–92°F (33°C), the tested flow meter showed excellent repeatability

(0.029%), indicating that moderate temperatures produce minimal deviation.

The meter factor (1.0333) suggested a minor calibration bias, which is acceptable within

proving standards.
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Extrapolation and comparison to other temperatures suggest that repeatability would worsen

at both lower (e.g., 60°F) and higher (e.g., 120°F) temperatures due to viscosity and

mechanical effects.

This confirms that temperature variations can influence repeatability, but the extent depends

on meter design, fluid properties, and the temperature range.

5.2 Recommendation

Based on the findings and discussions of the study, several practical and technical

recommendations are proposed to minimize the influence of temperature on flow meter

repeatability, improve measurement reliability, and guide future research.

5.2.1 Conduct Calibration and Proving Across Multiple Temperature Ranges

Flow meters are often calibrated at standard conditions (around 20–25°C), but in industrial

practice, actual operating temperatures can be much higher or lower.

Calibration should therefore be performed at different controlled temperatures representative

of the real process environment.

A temperature repeatability calibration curve should be developed for each meter type to

identify the range where measurement deviation becomes significant. Regular re-proving of

meters should be carried out after exposure to thermal cycles or temperature extremes to

ensure consistency.

This ensures that the meter factor and compensation parameters remain valid throughout the

operating temperature range.
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5.2.2 Implement Temperature Compensation Systems

Modern flow meters should incorporate temperature compensation algorithms that correct for

temperature-induced changes in:

Fluid properties (viscosity, density, compressibility, speed of sound), and

Instrument behavior (sensor sensitivity, tube stiffness, electronic drift).

Manufacturers and users should ensure that compensation settings are properly configured

and validated for their specific fluid and process.

For instance:

Coriolis and ultrasonic meters can use built-in RTD sensors fo real-time temperature

correction.

Mechanical meters (turbine and PD types) can be paired with external temperature

transmitters that adjust calibration factors dynamically.

5.2.3 Control and Monitor Process Temperature During Operation

In continuous flow systems, it is essential to maintain a stable process temperature or to

closely monitor any fluctuations.

Installing temperature sensors upstream and downstream of the meter provides data for real-

time correction. Avoid exposing flow meters to sudden temperature gradients or thermal

shocks, which can distort readings or cause transient drift.

Where possible, insulate pipelines and meters to reduce temperature variation and ensure the

entire meter body reaches thermal equilibrium with the process fluid. Maintaining uniform

temperature minimizes mechanical stress and ensures repeatable measurements.
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5.3. Contribution to knowledge

This study contributes to knowledge by experimentally demonstrating that temperature

variations significantly influence flow-meter repeatability, not only accuracy. It provides a

comparative, technology-specific analysis of thermal effects across common flow-meter

types, introduces the concept of an optimal temperature band for repeatability, and integrates

statistical tools such as ANOVA into flow-meter performance evaluation. The findings

enhance calibration practices, meter selection, and temperature-compensation strategies for

reliable industrial flow measurement.
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