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A bstract

W e consider a recent proposal @] to rede nethe kilogram in tem s
of natural constants. In our opinion, the m ain ob ctive of the redef-
Inition should be to buid such a version of the SI system in which
the electric m easurem ents are possibl w ith the highest accuracy in
SIunits, and not in practical units as now . W e em phasize that this
ob Ective can be achieved only w ith a sim ultaneous rede nition ofthe
kilogram and am pere. T his rede nition must be n term sof xed val-
ues of the P lJanck constant h and the elem entary charge e. Certain
details of the possbl rede niion are considered.

T his paper considers the recent proposal [Ij] to rede ne the SI kilogram
and possbly the ampere In term s of xed values of fiindam ental physical
constants. T his would change the Intemational System ofunits (the SI) 2],
which is a comm only acoepted ooherent systam for all branches of m acro—
soopic m easuram ents In education, sciences and technology. T he rede nition
[i], which has been suggested in tem s of fuindam ental constants, also in—
directly Involves certain natural quantum phenom ena, which should appear
due to realizations of the rede nition.

Som e tim e ago the SIwas changed In a sin iarm atter by xing a value
of the speed of light ¢ ]. However, the present situation is very di erent.
To our opinion the mapr problem now is that the present high-accuracy
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m easuram ents In m echanics and electricity are performed in two di erent
versions of the SI. W hile m acroscopic m ass m easuram ents are perform ed
In tem s of the ST kilogram , the m ost accurate electric m easurem ents are
perform ed in tem s of the practical units ochm 90 and vol90. These latter
are apparently not consistent w ith the ST.

M icroscopicm assm easurem ents, how ever, are related tom ass determ ined
In uni ed atom icm assunits and in frequency units, ie., dealing w ith a value
ofm ¢=h instead of themassm . Thus, they are m easured in units closely
related to the ohm 90 and volt90. For instance, the SI value of h has a
larger uncertainty than m icroscopic m ass com parisons, w hike in the practical
unis90 the num erical value of h is known exactly.

T he proposal [I}] and its num erous considerations in various intemational
com m issions have been focussed on the desirability of replacing the de nition
of the unit form assm easuram ents, now based on the last artefact of the ST,
the kilogram prototype kept at the BIPM 1n Sevres, by a de nition which is
stable and independently reproducible. That m ainly focuss attention on the
kilogram alone, whik a rede nition of the am pere is considered as one of a
num ber of unnecessary collateral options.

On contrary, we believe that the gap between the present version of the
SIand the system based on the ohm -90 and the vol-90 is a crucial reason to
consider such a rede nition. Them odem version ofthe SI R]was introduced
in 1983 by xing the value of the speed of light cby CTPM B], whilke in 1988
CIPM recommended a departure from the SI by introducing the practical
electric units 4] which have been in e ect since 1990.

T he desirability of resolving the inconsistency between unitsused In preci-
sion electric and m acroscopicm assm easuram ents and restoring the ST system
asthe only system ofunits for precision m acroscopic m easuram ents drives us
to a possbl rede nition of the kilogram and the am pere at the sam e tin e.
W e note that the gap appeared because the requirem ent for perform ing the
m ost precise electric and m ass m easurem ents in the ST units was partly in—
consistent. It still is and m ay ram ain or an uncertain period of tim e.

T he present version of the ST is based on the kilogram prototype and a

xed value of the m agnetic constant , whilk the practical units are based
on xed values of the von K litzing constant Ry and the Jossphson constant
Kgs (s Tab]e[l: for the values). Ifwe Intend to de ne a version which allow s
the derivation of xed valies of Rx = h=¢? and K ; = 2e=h, we have to x
values of two fundam ental constants, eg., the P lanck constant h and the
elem entary charge e. To x two values, we must rede ne two units at the



sam e tim e.

T hus, the necessary requirem ent for the rede nition to resokre the incon-
sistency isto rede netwo unitsby xing valuesoftwo fiindam entalconstants
at the sam e tine. The rede nijon of the kilogram alone would be ofa re-
ducad Im portance.

M ost of the fundam ental constants are related to m icroscopic physics
(atom ic, nuclear or particke physics) and their num erical values are of two
kinds being a resul of

a pure m icroscopic com parison (€g. a value ofm .=m );

a com parison between m icroscopic and m acroscopic values eg., a value
of the electron m ass In kilogram s or eV /)

T he pure m icroscopic data are m ore accurate than the data which involve
also m acroscopic physics and that is m ainly a consequence of the lim ited
accuracy ofm easurem ents linking m acroscopic and atom ic physics. Very few
num erical values, such as for the gravitation constant G, com es from pure
m acrosoopic experin ents, and these play only a m arginal role In precision
m easuram ents.

Apparently, wihout any new experim ents we cannot in prove the links
between the m icroscopic and m acroscopic physics. However, the num eri-
cal values of the fundam ental constants play an inm portant rolk as anchor
reference data. For Instance, it is custom ary to express resuls for X -ray
transitions rather in units of energy €V) than in tem s of the frequency or
wave length. To interpret the frequency as an energy (n €V), one has to
apply a value ofh=e. W e note that the accuracy of com parisons of two tran—
sitions is higher than that of the availabl num erical value of h=e in the ST
units §]. By changing the basis of the de nition of the ST units ofm ass and
charge we can In prove quality ofthe reference data, and the characterization
of the X -ray transition in tem s of electron-volts would be adequate. This
could be achieved by de ning the units of m ass and charge, which are now
m acroscopic, In m icroscopic tem s, ie., in term s ofh and e.

For the SI, the m ost questionabl link between m acroscopic and m icro-—
soopic physics is related to experin ents on determm nation of the P lJanck con-—
stant h. There is currently an unresolved discrepancy of 1 ppm between
values of the P lanck constant derived from the wattlbalance experim ents
and from the X wray crystal density (XRCD) detemn nation (see, eg. B)).
T he resuls of all other m easurem ents together produce a third value that is



Table 1: Num erical values of the lnvolved fiindam ental constants. Here, u,

is a relative standard uncertainty. W e used units derived from

90 and V gg,

such as Jgo = V3,5 o0, kggy = Jgo =m ? etc. The references are ] r
CODATA and ] for CIPM . The exact SI values are from []. The values
m arked w ith the asterisk (*) are derived from related references.

Constant Value Uni Uy Comm ent
m K) 1 kg exactly ST
1 10@a7) 107 kJop L7 10"] CODATA
c 299792 458 m=s exactly ST
0 4 107 N=A2 exactly SI
4 107 (1 174(B3B) 10 °) Ng=A3 B3 10°] CODATA

e 1:60217653(14) 10%° C L7 107] CODATA
1:60217649(66) 10%° C Bl 107 CIPM
1:602176492 ::: 10%° Co exactly CIPM

h 6:6260693(11) 103 Js L7 10’] CODATA
6:6260689(38) 103 Js 57 107 ] CIPM
6:626068854 ::: 103 Jo0 S exactly CIPM

Rg 25812:807 449 (86) B3 10°] CODATA
25812:807 0 (25) L 1077 CIPM
25812807 90 exactly CIPM

K s 483597879 (41) 10 Hz=V B5 10®] CODATA
483597:9(22) 10 Hz=V 4 1071 CIPM
4835979 10 H z=V o exactly CIPM

Na 6:0221415@10) 16° l=mol [l7 107] CODATA

hN 3:990312716(27) 10 1° Js/mol [6:7 10 °]1 CODATA



com petitive n accuracy w ith the XRCD resul and is in a perfect agreem ent
w ith the watt-balance values (see Fig.1) . T he in portance of this third result
is often underplayed.

T T T
CIPM-90 V(i)
——e—— NPL-90
—»— NIST-98
. others
1 . 1
6.626 0700 6.626 0750

The value of the Planck constant h [10734 Js]

Figure 1: P resent determm nations ofthe P lJanck constant h. Thewattbalance
valies (N IST 98 and NPL-90) and XRCD result (V, (Si)) are taken directly
from 'ﬁ] and labelled In the sam e way as there. O thers stands for the average
values of the rest of the data and was com m unicated to m e by Peter M ohr
on base of {]. The vertical Ine indicates a num erical value ofh in practical
units 4].

T hese experin ents determ Ine a link between the m acroscopic m ass unit,
the kilogram , and the electric power unit expressed in tem s of vol90 and
ohm -90. This is the crucial Iink for the realization of the SI am pere in the
present version of the SI. Tn the proposed version of the SI [l], based on
the kilogram unit de ned by a xed value of the P Janck constant h or the
A vogadro constant N 5 , these experin ents determ ine them assofthe kilogram
prototype.

R ecently a num ber of ntemational com m issions and com m ittees consid-
ered this issue. They em phasized the In portance of the problem related to
this Iink and its undesirabl e ect on accuracy in m assm easurem ents in the
case of the rede nition. Their concems are based on an assum ption that i
is up to those who decide on the rede nition to involre this link Into the SI
or not. W e agree that this link is a great problem . But we unfortunately



disagree that this link can be avoided by, eg., postponing the rede nition
of the kilogram . This link, as we m ention above, is crucial in present-day
realizations of the am pere (and the volt) of the SI. In other words, it has
been used at least from 1990 for the realization of the SI am pere and there
isno way to avoid this troubld link.

W e also raise a question about the conceptualdi erence between a constant-
based unit and an artefactdbased unit. In the Jatter case, the de nition can
have fiindam ental problem s, but it is very instructive. It is clear n a practi-
calsense what the unit isand, In the m ost of com parisons, the m ethod ofthe
com parison is also obviously xed. There isnot much room for any variety
In realizing the standards. In the fom er case, when a unit isbased on a
constant and certain relations to other quantities (ie. certain physical law s),
there are a num ber of ways to realize the de nition and, as in the case ofany
scienti ¢ experim ent, the results m ay disagree. A substantial di erence for
a constantbased unit and an artefactbase unit is due to possible system —
atic e ects. For the artefact, the systam atic e ects m ay take place, but be
reproduchble. That is an advantage of the artefact from a practical point of
view . However, such a system atic e ect, being invisible, can produce a drift
ofthe uni or a reproducible system atic shift (ifa way of com parison is com —
prom ised) . Various di erences In possible realizations of the constantbased
unitsm ay produce a discrepancy but that would allow detection ofa possble
problem . T he very opportunity to discover the problem , even acoom panied
by possible discrepancies, is an advantage.

In the case of a constantbased unit, the system atic e ects m ay be dif-
ferent. For instance, for detemm ination of the P Janck constant, which is the
realization of the SI am pere (resently) and of the SI kilogram (In the case
ofthe rede nition), these e ects are di erent and particular results disagree
w ith each other. R elative m ass m easuram ents and relative electric m easure-
m ents are m ore accurate than the link. For the elctric units, CIPM has
chosen a clear strategy. A conservative result for the P landk constant (and,
consequently, orthe realization ofthe SIvolt and am pere) hasbeen acospted
g1, while the m ost accurate m easurem ents are to be perform ed in practical

W e have to note that any legaladoption of any scienti c result (as, eg., variousm ise
en pratique) is an introduction ofa non-SIuni. The ST is a closed system ofde nitions.
Adoption of anything else as a part of the SI changes the system , while adoption of
anything beyond the SI lads to practical unis. In particular, once the accuracy for
the SIvalues ofK 5 and Rx is adopted, we arrive at a contradiction between the CIPM
recom m endation 5_4] and the accuracy determm ined by scienti cm eans i_E"], which isa result



units. T he sam e approach should be used for the kilogram in the case ofthe
rede nition.

In principle, after the rede nition ofthe kilogram and progress in itsreal-
ization, another situation could take place. It m ay happen that uncertainty
ofbest realizations and even their discrepancy (ifany) could be an aller than
uncertainty related to the prototype. W hat strategy should be used to deal
w ih a possibl discrepancy Which in principle could appear from tim e to
tin e for any constantbased units)? A s long as one particularm ethod could
provide us w ith reproducble results we should acospt it to de ne a practical
uni, whik the related STuni would be stillde ned In a conservative way.

Let us to ook now into possble consequences of the rede nition. F irst,
we need to stress that the only reasonable version of such a rede nition is
to x h and e. W e can present certain advantages In  xing h instead of
N, for the rede nition of the kilogram only. In particular, the variety, a
relatively low degree of interdependence, and the level of accuracy that has
been achieved m akesw att-balance experin ent m ore desirable than the XRCD
m easuram ent. T he watt-balance experim ent would be a preferred realization
of the kilogram if the P lanck constant h is xed. On the other hand, the
XRCD technigue isthem ost natural choice for the kilogram based on a xed
value of N, .

O ne should not overestin ate in portance of these straightforw ard prefer-
ences, which are rathereducationaland practical. H owever, they m ay becom e
of practical in portance if the accuracy ofm ass m easuram ents increases. A's
shown in Tablk 1, the uncertainty of the m olar P lJanck constant hN, is be-
Iow 10 ppb. Ifwe x one of these two constants, this value would be the
uncertainty of the other. At the present lkevel of accuracy In m aintaining the
kilogram , In m ass m easuram ents and In the lnk between the kilogram and
the electric units, this uncertainty is as good as zero. The accuracy of the
link (ie. of the present-day determ inations of h and N, separately) for a
num ber of experin ental reasons should be substantially lower than that of
the hN, for a long but uncertain period of tine. For a rede nition of the
kilogram alone, i doesnotmuch m atter which ofthese two constantsto  x.

However, we have to rede ne the kilogram and the am pere at the sam e
tine. W e should clearly choose a rede nition that willproduce xed values
of Rx and K 5 to preserve the advantages of using the present-day practical
unis. There isno way to do that unksswe x h and e, and we consider

of direct application ofthe orighal SIde nitions f_i].



this scenardio below . In contrast, if the values of N, and e are xed instead,
the electrical comm unity would still need practical units of resistance and
potential. The accuracy of the SIm easurem ents of those quantities would
Increase In com parison w ith the present situation, but still would be below
the one accessible In temm s of the practical units.

Ifthe value ofh and e were xed, then the uncertainties of the A vogadro
constant, the m ass of the electron, proton, and various atom s and nuclki
would be substantially sn aller. The uncertainties of the R ydberg constant
and varous other frequencies expressed n €V would be greatly in proved
as well. The uncertainties of the m any elctrical m easurem ents In ST units
would be obviously substantially an aller.

U nfortunately, the proposalw ould have an undesirabl e ect on them acro—
soopic mass measuram ents in ST unis. The oconsequences of such e ects
should be prevented by using the existing prototype ofthe kilogram in a way
sim ilar to the way the quantum Halland Jossphson standards are used now .
M easurem ents In tem s of the unit determm ined by the existing prototype
would be considered m easurem ents In conventional units recom m ended by
CIPM for a transition period. M acroscopic m ass m easurem ents in ST units
could be perform ed by com parison to the existing prototype together w ith
its calbration by the m easurem ents which now serve as determ inations of
the P lanck constant.

How large could the undesirable e ects be? At one tin e it was assum ed
that a 10ppb uncertainty In experin ents relating m acroscopic and m icro-—
soopic m asses would be desirable In order to in plem ent a rede nition ofthe
kilogram . However, i isnow felt that this isnot realistic or necessary, partic—
ularly in view ofthe instability ofthem ass of the kilogram . In fact, itsm ass
changed by m ore than 60 ppb when it was last washed in the veri cation
in 1988{1992 (s=e, eg., E,']) . However, this level of accuracy is needed only
for experin ents lke determ ination ofh and N, . A ccuracy, needed for prac-
tical applications is at the level of faw parts in 10’. Indeed, we should lke
to have m ore accurate standards to perform various tests, but such tests on,
eg., consistency ofvarious national standards, m ay be perform ed in practical
unis.

Since the current de nition of the SI am pere was essentially abandoned
by the electrical com m unity when conventionalvalies ofthe von K litzing and
Jossphson constantsw ere Introduced in 1988, there w ould be no discontinu ity
in the elctrical units if the am pere were rede ned to m ake the elem entary
charge e exact and the kilogram were de ned via a xed value ofh. In fact,



there would be a signi cant gain in precision of ST electrical units, because
the STohm and vol would be exactly de ned in temm s of the quantum Hall
and Josephson e ects. The present CIPM recom m endations ] on the ohm —
90 and vol-90 set the uncertainty at the level of one and four parts in 107,
resoectively, whilk the m ost accurate m easurem ents In practical units are
done at the level of faw parts in 10° and such m easurem ents are of practical
Interest.

T he accuracy, continuity, and stability ofthe unitsand ofthe fiindam ental
constants is critical to the scienti ¢ com m uniy. In principle the requirem ent
for the continuiy of various unis and constants m ay be controversial. In
particular, the suggested units, obtained by xing h and e, will not neces-
sarily be the sam e as conventional units, since corrections to the standard
expressions or Ry and K ; in term s h and e of are possb .

T here are basically two options.

W ecan sest new ohm and new vol to be the sam e asvol—90 and chm 90

(exoept for the necessity of rounding the values in the de nitions). In
this case all results In practical units w ill be accepted as the SI resuls,
whilke value of the kilogram and certain fiindam ental constants will
Jmp (um erical values of som e constants in the ST units and units90
are presented in Tabled).

W e can choose an option to adopt values of h and e as they are In
the CODATA paper [] (or the newest available CODATA resuls at
the tin e of the rede nition). T hat w ill reduce a possble jim pi in the
kilogram of ST and values of the fuindam ental constants.

Technically we can x rst Rx and K j, calculate h and e, and round

2The very existence of the jimp becom es questionable and som e believe that there
would beno jump at all. W e choose here to use a comm on word “Yjum p’ instead of Yiscon—
tinuiy’ because in a sense there would be no discontinuity, but there should be a certain
Jmp. The Jymp would be a resul of a two-step action. For instance, we use an exact
valie of ¢ E] w ith the rede nition, wem ake it m easurable. Once we use the CODATA
data (see Table :;L) the new resul for ¢ = 2 Rk =c should have an uncertainty. T he new
result m ay be consistent w ith the presently xed value of g E_Z]. N evertheless, sooner or
later w th in provem ent of accuracy, a value of ( would depart from the previously xed
num erical value. There is no chance that we can guess the values for e and h in such a
way that the m easurable ( would be exactly the sam e as before. That is the sam e as
trying to guess an exact value of the ne structure constant . So, eventually a certain
Jum p would take place, but in each step we should have no discontinuiy.



them properly at the end. It ism ore transparent to discuss consequences of
xing di erent values ofR x and K 5 than ofh and e.

At present, CODATA 's fRk gsy di ers from CIPM s fR x gy by approxi-
m ately ve standard deviations (see Table El:) and we have to choose betiween
them . On the other hand, CODATA’s fK 5gg; di ers from CIPM ’s fK ;g
by less than one standard deviations (see F ig.7) and we can choose either of
them without any serious consequences.

A choice between di erent values of Ry would a ect a value of , and
a possbl departure of the new SI ohm from the present ST ohm . If we
choose the CIPM ’'s value, the new ohm SIwould be related to ohm 90 and
to the present CIPM centralvalue ofthe STohm (We cannot discuss here the
SI am pere because is de nition voke [ and the kilogram , which is also
a sub gct of changes). A valuie of ( would depart from its present value,
but it is not particularly in portant for precision m easurem ents. The only
experin ents are w ith calculable capacitors, but there are very few of them
around the world and a shift at the level below 20 ppb is not in portant at
their present level of realization.

In principle, In pact of choice between di erent values of K ; could be
m ore in portant. D i erent K ; would Jead to di erent values ofthe kilogram ,
the vok and the am pere and di erent num erical values of various in portant
fundam ental constants such ash, e, particke m asses in kilogram s and &V /&,
and energy of various atom ic and nuclear transitions in electron vols. Fortu—
nately, aswe m ention above, CODATA 's fK 5957 and CIPM ’s fK ;gyg agree
to each other within a standard deviation (the di erence is approxin ately
half a deviation) and perhaps, because of this agreem ent, we should choose
the CIPM ’svalue. A change In a value of the fiindam ental constants w ithin
one sigm a is not a discontinuiy, and we would prefer to set the rede ned SI
units to be equal to the practical units.

That does not downplay the inportance of the CODATA values. The
CODATA evaluation will determm ine a recomm ended value of the m agnetic
constant  and a value of the m ass of the prototypem K ). The situation
with K ; m ay change by 2007 and w ith new watt-balance and XRCD resuls
the CODATA's fK yggr could depart from fK 5gg. If the di erence would
be above one standard deviation we w illneed to m ake a real choice between
CODATA'’sand CIPM ’'s values.

W ebelieve that the kilogram and the am pere should be rede ned and that
they should be rede ned at the sam etin eby xing valuesofthe fuindam ental
constantsh and e. Two open practical questions are related to choice forthe

10



xed values (discussed above) and to a proper tin e for the rede nition.
A choice for the tin ing should consider the follow ing.

Any decision (positive ornegative) on the rede nition willhave bene ts
and expenses. T hese have to be exam hed carefiilly.

Som e disadvantages (discontinuity In values ofunits and num erical val-
ues ofthe constants, worsening ofaccuracy ofm easurem ents In STunits,
etc.) may be unavoidable. It is necessary to take into acoount that
postponing a necessary decision could increase expenses.

C onsidering the advantages and disadvantages we point that

from the point of view ofm assm etrology, the rede nition of the kilo—
gram w illbe sucoessfiilonce the P lJanck constant is reliably determ ined
w ith a standard uncertainty less than about 50 ppb;

from thepoint ofview ofelectricm easurem ents, the rede nition w illbe
successfiileven now because ofthe in m ediate In provem ent in accuracy
of precision electric m easuram ents in ST units;

the nal decision on the proper tin e for the rede nition of the kilo—
gram and the am pere can be m ade when there is a net gain based on
a carefiil com parison of the advantages and disadvantages. C arefiil ex—
am ination should be given to the relative in portance to the elds of
electric and m ass m easuram ents (accuracy, volum e of m easurem ents,
area of applications etc.) where the changes would take place.

T he standards them selves have no value if they are not needed for actualor
future applications. For this it is m ost in portant for us is to consider the
consequences outside of the standards comm unity. M etrologists are trained
to dealw ith di erent units (the ST units and various practical units), whilke
outside peoplk are not. There is a Iim ited num ber of scienti ¢ experim ents
were such a kevel of accuracy is Inportant. Im provem ent of the reference
data is clearly an advantage for outsiders.

W e hope that a real study on the practical im portance of precision m ass
and electric m easuram ents w ith uncertainty below a 100 ppb w ill be done.
Up to now , despite num erous considerations of the rede nition, this question
has not been discussed at all, or at Jeast the results of such a discussion have
not been m ade available.
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This paper is an extended version of docum ent CCU /0527, a working
docum ent of the 17th m ecting of of C onsultative Comm itee for Units. D ur-
Ing discussions there and at the preceding m eceting of the CODATA task
group on fiindam ental constants, it becam e clear for m e that the accuracy
actually dem anded in precision electric m easurem ents are about two orders
of m agniude higher than in m ass m easurem ents. Still, exam nation of the
problem is necessary, because a question is not only accuracy, but also num —
ber of the m easuram ents.

To conclude this paper ket us suggest wording for the rede nition of the
kilogram : \The kilogram is the m ass of a body whose rest energy is equal
to the energy of 299792458 1¢’ optical photons in vacuum of wavelngth
of 66:0069311 nanom etres.” The explicit indication of the num ber of the
photons is necessaryr. T he kilogram is a m acroscopic quantity, while we try
to Iink i to am icroscopic obgct. W ith a single m icroscopic ob fct we arrive
at the situation when the energy is bigger than the P lanck energy or the
wave length is shorter than the P lJandk length.

Conceming the am pere, a rede niion In tem s of the elem entary charge
is rather trivial. Still, it should be m entioned, that, when the de nition
of the am pere was adopted, its direct realization was possble. Now, we
e that there are two units (the ohm and the volt), which we can realize
directly and two units (the am pere and the coulomb) which are related to
m ore fundam ental quantities but cannot be realized directly. In form ertim e,
the am pere was a good choice. Now, if we lke to m ake a practical choice
it should favors the vol (potential is m ore fiindam ental than resistance),
and if we lke to m ake a physical choice we should prefer the coulomb (in
particular, because of its educational advantages). T here are no advantages
for the am pere anym ore.

T he author isgratefultoR .D avis, J.F lowers, P.J.M ohr, L.B .Okun, L.
Pendrll, B .N .Taylorand B .M .W ood forusefiiland stin ulating discussions.

3Idiscussed the issue on the num ber ofthe photons w ith PeterM ohr and it resulted i
footnote 2 In i_]:]. Ineed to mention that Tam in pressed by elegancy of the solution there
of another problem ofthe de nition, which is avoiding of a m ultiplication and division of
num erical values of constants ¢ and h in such a combination as fog?=fhg. T he version
presented here is som ew hat di erent from that in E'l.:]. From a point ofview of relativistic
physjicés 1t ispreferable to speak in tem s of the rest energy rather than the restm ass (see,
eg., b.
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