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EE Adeidnt. FAMRER B8 H2 Sl ATEE AFYE o83 EAH3E #4 WY (Choi,
2014; Choi, 2015)2 € 4= Stk

o] =Rl FHNA FEZ Fitol Sl A9, olF 1T FAHREY kS FA st BT
A 47T, 20 BE BES AHRIA A T BES Bk Al /A AR BelRa,
= X, Ag71E0|53F (expo nentlally weighted moving average; EWMA) #e|=, FAgHAZ=

(cumulative sum; CUSUM) #2| =& 833}
Park3} Lee (2014)0] 9|3, E&Beles] AAke ofzleh 2th. ExpelEolre wagkol ole}
2o 3g RYPS ua Ao A3

;1

Xi]':,u_FO—W © €igy i:l727"'7gv j:1727"'7n~ (11)

FEAA, ne FEAY], g FETY 5 Yehliv, e; ~ iid N(0,1)°]
% 92 X7} N(p, o) WE wl, 38387 X= N(p, oy /n)E 27
32 ow /vnel MFE YE ol p = po + dow //nolet Aot

fo — ¢ - %<X < po+c- ”\/—Vg i=1,2,-. (1.2)
W, BEAF Nt BUEAD, gt BEA, ot BIAASOI Y BHAANL poE FHOE BE
2xje] BTAASMUE TAG 2L L duidty. X BesolAe AAE BelaA o] EAE
SE 4o BeIEAT RS Aolrke Ade) HHL e of o, BFALol: AR 5ol
22 X 3259 ggddol: ol Zo] EHHT (B= Al F=x). &, 5= (u— po)/(ow/v/n)°l
o}

T1-3(c—0)+D(—c—0)
1.2. EWMA I#g%

EWMA #e2|%& AlZtel e} 7he A 2] dAske Ae|E2A, AN AAR 245 715
A& 71tH oz 2 = oltt. EWMA #e|x=e] el ofele} o] A3t

A _— ow A . L
NO—C'W‘ m<Xz<,U40+Cﬁ m, 2—1,2, . (14)
&, e FR|FAAT N Ae 7 A oltt. EWMA #e|eoAe] Aae 728 238t 2 Al
fJstale X HE|Eet ot EWMA #e|=o] Faddolo] tieh ghro] Hehdh 198 delA A
=M= FAIAZIA RollA “SPC” library®] xewma.arls &-§3o] A28I3ct o] & &
s 78 BEadols e 2ol BADh
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ARLewwma(A ¢, 6) = zewma.arl(, ¢, 6). (1.5)

1.3. CUSUM #=

CUSUM# =t AAle] B5g3 37 A9 B2 349 Jeiano] Agshe wgoz, #
R4t B w) CUSUMBE o] 2] 8% ofelel Zo] 4R,

N T B k}
{,_;H ow/Vn

o, ke FAF, he 270l CUSUM #ejxo] Faddold] oigt A&st 2de 48A A
okth o] =R SAH A RolA] “SPC” library?] xcusum.arlS &-831e] A41etgitt. o2 &
3 3 P Aol ofefie} o] ot

>h, i=1,2,--. (1.6)

MaATo<r<i

ARLcusum(k, h,d) = xcusum.arl(k, h,?). (1.7)
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A, ey A Fe] A EAEAA ) AR L AL epic, -
=YF5LE X (independent identically distributed; iid) N(0,1)E w2tiy 7PQsicy. 3 3H74S &
Slohetl AEE BAReR BRAT X8 AHSSL, X Belre Bad BERAE 4 (1))
px = 0x = 0k + ojy/ne] Ho ok} $xE w= Ak

S 1y, & b B A S| o
2 7183 A9 Case |, EY B4t} s 27 BAHS o] 83l= F$E Casell 2} Fo st}
Case | :

o0 = ow/Vn. (2.3)
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Casell:

@, 5t $ARF WalFolth. o W, ot 0| BN w) BEY EEAR) f3 B B
# ehie, b 240] oY W (0w /)3l 18] F7tel] W EEL EEAR
2 7o) Bl e W 6 = 0 O/ BE 050 = a-ow/yn7t Dok o] W, 5 7]
FelQ o) X o) BEBAS] MM p = o +0,/0h , + 0% /n EAGT mei 5% o) 4

f
12
)
Y

5= M~ 1o _ M — Ho (2.6)

Jobotatin  (ow/v) - VITa

weba Yo BERAE 023 ot

o = % 1+ (a+ b6)2. (2.7)

Case | € wj= 0x%0 = ow /yv/nolH, Casell 9] Aol 0%o = ow/vn(vV1+a?)o2 ZHAT].

2.1. X =
TR Aelshe X B A ofehe} Zo] duislete] xET 5 Utk

Ho—C 00X <7i<ﬂ0+c'(7?,0- (2.8)

Case I, Casell 4 W&} o (7} 242 ow /\/n, (ow //n) - V1 + a2 22 AFostn R tha3} 2ol g
SHAE A sto).

Case | :
ow - ow
—c-—=< X; < C—. 2.9
Lo — ¢ T Mo + ¢ \/ﬁ ( )
Casell:
po—c-% 1+a2<z<uo+c-%\/l+a2. (2.10)
X welze] grddelt 4499 dsolnz, 919 4 (29), 4 (21002 B3] FFALolE
T8 A the 2T (15 A2 BF)
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Case [ :
2
ARLx( sqrtl + ?a + b6)2’ 1\11;;71(;5)2 )- (2.11)
Casell:
ARL+ \/1-1-7 \/Wa (2.12)

\/1 (a + bd)2 \/1 (a+ bd)?
BY3ta, b, § 27 WA Case ]l w3l Caselle] FeStAAIS Fhol 1+ ¥l It} webA &
EZF BARS 3188HA] 42 Case [ & Adld oz Fe|shA 7t A A= itk & &= ok
2.2. EWMA #g%
TRAHTEE Bk EWMAZE 9] #e)shAl+ oo} Zo] dutslate] 23T 4 Tt

/A - A
o 76.0’?,0 . m < X; < NO+C.O—Y,O . m (213)

Case I, Casell o thel &e|3AlE thaa} 2o] A3t

Case | :

5o <X <mote aw 2 (2.14)

po—e f NP ES)

Casell:
o —c- \/l—i—a2 5= )\<X < po+c- —\/1+a2g/ (2.15)
Agedols e 20 ($5 A3 B2

Case |
2
ARLswara(), ¢ VItal ) (2.16)
V14 (a+b8)2 \/1+ (a+ b5)2
Casell:
2 2
ARLpwara(), —Y 114 V1i+a% (2.17)
"1+ (@ +00)2 \/1+ (a+ b5)2
X #Fe s} v A2 287 B4 18 EHA] ok Case | 2 Atid oz FestAE F4 A3t
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2.3. CUSUM I =
374% = Besks CUSUM #He|=9] #eldtA = ofejef o] dntslste] 28 o Qi)

mazo<r<i Y {M - k] > h. (2.18)

o—
I=i—r+1 X0

Case I, Casell o gt Fe|stA| = t}S3} o] A A3t

Case | :
MaTo<r<i k| > h. (2.19)
s 2 Lw/f
Casell:
: X1 — po }
maxo<r<i — k Z h (2.20)
- l:;H {(aw/\/ﬁ) “V1+a?

PgAdo|ls the} 2} (B2 A4 FAR).

Case |
ARLcusum( k L V1t atd (2.21)
\/1+a+b6 "V14 (@+b8)2 1+ (a+06)2"
Casell:
2 2 2
ARLousun( V14 a2k V14 a?h V14 a?d ). (2.22)
¢1+ a+b3)2" /T+ (a+b3)2" \/1+ (a+b)2
Case 2] #E]3HA ol vls)] Case [ & FE|3A 7 EA AAFHQLL & 5 9t}
FET BAE Uehls A5 g, b9l @2 X, EWMA, CUSUM #e|x9] i Zolg Al ? =
7} Z+z+ Table 2.1, Table 2.2, Table 2.3¢|t}. o] o A5 ZAT H|ALE Y&l a, b, X7} BF 09

deldefe] addo] ARLe7F 5000] H =5 3tgith o]F WEdhs R4e X #EEA ¢ = 3.09,
EWMAZZZNA ¢ =2.96, A = 0.2, :.FJL CUSUM #&|=oA] h = 5.07, k = 0.5°|t}. CUSUM
A woA & AHSE AL BASIA sl Bw sk 199 AR BEAAYLS vt

SARgL X FE|n oA B AL wo] FFAAole 4o & A Yt EWMASLF CUSUM
He=e L& de o] Yuddole] Aol oA dAskA kAT, Hlwe] delde
3 ofeje} o] Helgh.

1

P(fal ] l) = . 2.23

(false signal) FoD) (2.23)

&, Bo(L)2 BdAZolo|t} Casel: X #e|EolA ARG (6 =02 wf FFHdelo d5)L a7t
747} 0, 0.5, 1, 29 @ 0.0020, 0.0057, 0.0289, 0 1670 ©2 agro] ARl meh 2 AR S Ta} Zrehe
Aoz et 33, EWMA Zel=old 94188 =3t a7} 22 0, 0.5, 1, 2 w] 0.0020, 0.0048,
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0.0183, 0.0849°]1], CUSUM #2| £ A2 © 7= &2 0.0020, 0.0051, 0.0205, 0.0952.2.2, X 9} u}zt
7HAZ a7} AR wet R AREE FUFsks AR UETh Wi, 6 > 091 o] el Fad ol

GAAE FAT agh ol A bel grol 2 Aol LrERiA B9k, B %o] X Bel=e) {a = 0,6 = 4}

T2 2o] bgkol ARolx Jor Fgddo] go] AXE 7ol EA 8T

o

Casell: FFHZo|E A 2HE A49HE § =02 wlo] FFHZo] o] L3It =, Casel
o] AL q7pol Wl L AR o] dEtx=r] ¥ Casell Y w] £ AR &o] X, EWMA, CUSUM &
T BEE 0.00200.2 U3t}

X, EWMA, CUSUM #Z|%olA a, b3t 2ol tie FgFadole] IS

Figure 2.1, Figure 2.2, Figure 2.3°]t}.

Table 2.1 ARLs of the X charts

uEhd 290

Case I Case 11
8 &
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 500.00 54.59 7.26 2.16 1.22 500.00 54.59 7.26 2.16 1.22
0.5 500.00 32.36 4.53 2.08 1.52 500.00 32.36 4.53 2.08 1.52
1.0 500.00 13.96 3.08 1.94 1.59 500.00 13.96 3.08 1.94 1.59
2.0 500.00 4.79 1.98 1.53 1.36 500.00 4.79 1.98 1.53 1.36
0.5 0.0 175.13 25.67 4.50 1.69 1.12 500.00 54.59 7.26 2.16 1.22
0.5 175.13 12.04 3.13 1.82 1.43 500.00 20.07 4.00 2.07 1.54
1.0 175.13 6.81 2.50 1.76 1.50 500.00 9.71 2.92 1.92 1.59
2.0 175.13 3.44 1.82 1.47 1.33 500.00 4.21 1.98 1.55 1.38
1 0.0 34.63 8.42 2.34 1.26 1.04 500.00 54.59 7.26 2.16 1.22
0.5 34.63 5.48 2.19 1.50 1.26 500.00 19.53 4.07 2.08 1.52
1.0 34.63 4.02 2.01 1.54 1.36 500.00 10.21 3.08 1.98 1.60
2.0 34.63 2.67 1.66 1.40 1.28 500.00 4.79 2.17 1.66 1.45
2 0.0 5.99 2.78 1.37 1.06 1.00 500.00 54.59 7.26 2.16 1.22
0.5 5.99 2.50 1.48 1.19 1.08 500.00 24.02 4.53 2.09 1.45
1.0 5.99 2.28 1.51 1.27 1.17 500.00 13.96 3.57 2.05 1.57
2.0 5.99 1.94 1.44 1.27 1.20 500.00 7.06 2.67 1.87 1.57
[ ~
—-a=0.0, b=0.0 —-a=0.0, b=0.0
R ] == B e =
—a=1.0,b=15 -—a=1.0, b=1.5
5] v
g - z v
T o 7 o
o~ o~
e | | = | | [ —

5
CASE |

5
CASEII

Figure 2.1 ARL curve of the X charts for some selected value of (a, b)
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Table 2.2 ARLs of the EWMA charts

Case 1 Case 11
5 5
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 500.00 10.54 3.74 2.38 1.86 500.00 10.54 3.74 2.38 1.86
0.5 500.00 10.12 3.81 2.50 1.93 500.00 10.12 3.81 2.50 1.93
1.0 500.00 9.24 3.82 2.59 2.06 500.00 9.24 3.82 2.59 2.06
2.0 500.00 7.08 2.97 2.04 1.68 500.00 7.08 2.97 2.04 1.68
0.5 0.0 207.60 8.47 3.30 2.16 1.68 500.00 10.54 3.74 2.38 1.86
0.5 207.60 7.96 3.40 2.28 1.79 500.00 9.66 3.83 2.52 1.95
1.0 207.60 7.33 3.38 2.35 1.90 500.00 8.74 3.80 2.59 2.06
2.0 207.60 5.55 2.64 1.91 1.61 500.00 6.61 2.97 2.08 1.72
1 0.0 54.60 5.85 2.60 1.76 1.31 500.00 10.54 3.74 2.38 1.86
0.5 54.60 5.66 2.70 1.88 1.51 500.00 9.63 3.83 2.51 1.93
1.0 54.60 5.34 2.72 1.98 1.65 500.00 8.82 3.82 2.59 2.05
2.0 54.60 4.26 2.30 1.75 1.52 500.00 7.08 3.26 2.27 1.85
2 0.0 11.79 3.42 1.74 1.22 1.04 500.00 10.54 3.74 2.38 1.86
0.5 11.79 3.38 1.84 1.37 1.18 500.00 9.84 3.81 2.47 1.89
1.0 11.79 3.25 1.90 1.48 1.30 500.00 9.24 3.84 2.55 1.98
2.0 11.79 2.85 1.82 1.50 1.35 500.00 8.15 3.71 2.55 2.04
I~ I~
- —- 3=0.0, b=0.0
N log(500) | - a=0.5. b=0.0
@ @ a=1.0, b=1.0
a=1.0, b=15
(T3] w -
g © 8 @7
(8] o™
= | | | | = | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
3 )
CASE | CASEIl

Figure 2.2 ARL curve of the EWMA charts for some selected value of (a, b)
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Table 2.3 ARLs of the CUSUM charts
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Case 1 Case 11
) )
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 500.00 10.52 4.06 2.60 2.03 500.00 10.52 4.06 2.60 2.03
0.5 500.00 16.46 6.21 3.80 2.77 500.00 10.30 4.12 2.72 2.10
1.0 500.00 14.84 5.25 3.21 2.40 500.00 9.60 4.05 2.72 2.14
2.0 500.00 8.15 3.11 2.12 1.74 500.00 7.01 2.96 2.07 1.72
0.5 0.0 196.12 13.71 5.09 3.17 2.37 500.00 10.52 4.06 2.60 2.03
0.5 196.12 12.93 5.19 3.28 2.45 500.00 9.97 4.13 2.74 2.12
1.0 196.12 10.22 4.29 2.80 2.18 500.00 9.04 3.99 2.71 2.14
2.0 196.12 5.95 2.75 1.99 1.67 500.00 6.47 2.96 2.11 1.75
1 0.0 48.67 9.60 4.12 2.67 2.05 500.00 10.52 4.06 2.60 2.03
0.5 48.67 8.29 3.86 2.56 1.97 500.00 9.95 4.13 2.73 2.10
1.0 48.67 6.78 3.34 2.33 1.88 500.00 9.13 4.05 2.75 2.16
2.0 48.67 4.51 2.42 1.84 1.58 500.00 7.01 3.28 2.31 1.89
2 0.0 10.50 4.78 2.49 1.72 1.32 500.00 10.52 4.06 2.60 2.03
0.5 10.50 4.29 2.39 1.71 1.39 500.00 10.12 4.12 2.70 2.07
1.0 10.50 3.81 2.25 1.71 1.45 500.00 9.60 4.13 2.76 2.14
2.0 10.50 3.03 1.95 1.58 1.41 500.00 8.31 3.84 2.64 2.11
[
—-a=0.0, b=0.0 —-a=0.0,b=00
w© log(500) a=0.5,b=0.0 ] log(500) a=0.5,b=0.0
"\ —a=1.0,b=1.0 ; —a=1.0 b=10
i —a=1.0 b=15 ; —a=10,b=15
[P —
z - z "
7 o B o-
o~ _
e | | | | | | |
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 2 3 4 5
i &
CASE | CASEII
Figure 2.3 ARL curve of the CUSUM charts for some selected value of (a, b)
3. By 2
A 2o FARETH BEANE ok 99 DR Tl vial waow, A4 FHoIA
T TARRTE B2 JH, 5 IAESY HERLo] FoAAA] o2 BHN R4S FA ] ARt
A 2R tF 3A4HE A drt. o] HoAe 4PN 3HREAANE L we] &
ewe] BEARCIE Adshs ol tial Yoluw e Tule] BEARE Fol BYwe] HEL
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AR EAL R o8 AsiA Hel e R8T FAAE Al 1579 (phase I) AFE AR
g

a

3.1. YIS TAHRFAAY FHI £Z
FEEZ 2ol g3 2AEHE A ar BALY Aol g 2FHAY, i Al 159 2R 9
i =42 & Aok Al 199 ASE AT ws %%Eﬁ (random effect) HAS 3 dLEAHEA
(one-way ANOVA)E AR23te] 43It} (Wetherill and Brown, 1991). o] :=Fo|Ax&= A a7l 37
o] Aol o5l AAE = 2SR Fste] R Fher ATy 8B IY FBA fix v Al 1=
He) 37 X+ the3t 22 $ERYL e
?zu—f—a]g-ﬁ—&—awé (3.1)
=30 300 e /nm, w = 30T wi/molth. o] W, mE Al 15| RS, nd EE| 270
o} 4l (3.1)0] 98 BEFR X & ole9} 2L RIS w2}
3 oty /n+ ot
X ~ N(u, u). (3.2)
m
el v Xo| FAREFSE Fpeh @ o), 1 985 P22 ofels} 2o] ®RHL
X

Fg(az) = o' (x) q/w + fto- (3.3)

YA ol X9 B2 Case | D 0l 03, /(n-m), Casel1 D ©] (0 /(n-m))V1+ a2o]|B&E F3
TETO] P} AdolsHA xdEH A2 e 2t
Case |
2

P (e) = o7 ()| T 4 (3.4)

Casell:
2 2
o) = &7 (2) ) T/ mHa ) 4 1o (3.5)

d

FAREAAE Case [, Casell ZF ow o] T4 & RAFH L, ow o FAF2 6w = F/ca(n) 2

Abg st

fu
o
o

o, S = Zm Si/m, i=1,2,---,m, S; = \/zg;l(xij —X3)/(n — 1), ca(n)S BRI nol| o}
2t 245+ Arolth. metA Case I, Casell o] W FAZEAXS] FH X+ ofgl] A3} Zo] A
o},

Case | :

ey (3.6)
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Casell:
. ow S
=W V1+a2= V1 +a2. 3.7
VA A RV R (37)
FrAFEZ 54, & (n - 1)S?/0? ~ X:(n— 1)E o&3hd, 4 (3.6), A (3.7)° s}
FAREAAS] F2E FAT £ Yok oA mAS AR YA X (n - 1) HEE FEUFE

= F
Z = (21,22, -, 2m) 8k 81¥ 6% (& SX+= ofefiet 2t

Case |
~ g ow o \/Z
~ = ~J . 3-8
0%.,0 ca(n) -/n ca(n) - n~(n—1); m (3.8)
Casell:
R S ow - V1+a? "z
<0 = ~ . 3.9
X0 04(n).\/ﬁ 04(n), n (n—l) ; m ( )
2} (3.8), (3.9)0A 6% 4 = g(Z)2t AL ©] B% g(Z)= T #3x9 Fej7F G A A L T HE
B4} 2el W) (closed form) 2 YEREA SRtk mA FolAE Rreny 2oAue il ¢

= 7 5] gL olgetel BEgSE 24T 5 Ak FARA FuEL ol
2t g(Z)9] BEREFSE Fyg(e) = {# of g(z) <z} /NoZ Hojsit),

BELIGS Fyp)(2) BE A5T00A BAHES A4y £42 o] BAS ofelg} uh
k

ﬁez_mi”(m, x < min(D),
Fyizy(2) = { Fooy(2) — 5%, min(D) < z < maz(D), (3.10)
21;]]\_,1 + l_ei(w;;w(m), x > maz(D).

Bl o] BQolB Lolg At BARS ux o9 ox o7t fix o = u, 6, = vEFAD W) 22
HAFALOIE B(Llu, )0l 818 AFALol oleloh ol EAHC.

/ / E(L|u, v) fu (1) fo (v)dudv, (3.11)

i, f ‘E‘ XO‘/] pj"é_u %\:}- T fv% A?o"] pj"é_ ‘5\:}- O]E]_ O] ZJI_E"‘/'\JI‘\OT Afyoﬂ' &?Yo‘q ll:zi%gl'—
3

drE ARgste] ofef A3t o] 2T (Park, 2017).
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! !
_ _ 1
B~ 303 BIR @5 0) () (312)
j=11i=1
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Asbe BF# Aol Table 3.15F Table 3.30] veh} gith o] A7E5L 243 ¥y

FAS Ao 7] wfoll A X9 Fholl a7t 23E o] glon, HeEd wHES N = 10,00
m = 30, ow/vn =1,1 =209 A¢Z FASPy B4 A w2 FFAZ
A8 Al 28oM9} FLS B5LES ARSSH] AL & X #E|EolA ¢ = 3.09, EWMAZE =
of| A ¢ =2.96, A = 0.2, CUSUM F&=A h =5.07, k= 0.55 A3t}

X #e)o| A Case [ oA b=02 w) SHHEo] a7} 242+ 0, 0.5, 1, 2 w] 0.0016, 0.0048, 0.0269,
0.1642°.2 qaglo] Aol wet L ARG T3 Zrlshe 222 Yehyth 38, EWMA #Fej=ofA &
ARE I3 o7} 220, 0.5, 1, 2 W] 0.0017, 0.0043, 0.0174, 0.0838 ©]¥, CUSUM FH&]|Z oA
2 AHEL 0.0016, 0.0045, 0.0195, 0.0940. 2. X9} nfz7A 2 o7F AR wet L AREE Z7)5t=
Ao2 Epyt).

Caselld W& AHHE q, b2] 3} FARC] 671 0L wie] FFHAZo] Fho] A2l L 2 et
Wk &, A Wl oS ARGl nlEl@A ANE Case | 3 2] Casell ¥ Wi a, b3
Afglo] BelAEl Y wjo] e AR o] FUF g zhe=r).

Table 3.1 ARLs of the estimated X charts

Case I Case I1
& &
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 639.25 62.73 7.76 2.22 1.23 639.30 62.70 7.76 2.22 1.23

0.5 640.49 35.64 4.65 2.10 1.52 639.88 35.61 4.65 2.10 1.52
1.0 639.03 14.62 3.11 1.94 1.59 639.87 14.63 3.11 1.94 1.59
2.0 639.22 4.85 1.99 1.53 1.36 639.31 4.85 1.99 1.53 1.36
0.5 0.0 206.79 28.07 4.68 1.71 1.13 639.51 62.78 777 2.22 1.23
0.5 206.61 12.58 3.17 1.83 1.43 640.93 21.41 4.07 2.08 1.55
1.0 206.62 6.96 2.52 1.77 1.50 638.67 10.01 2.94 1.93 1.59

2.0 206.34 3.46 1.82 1.47 1.33 639.37 4.26 1.99 1.55 1.38
1 0.0 37.23 8.74 2.38 1.27 1.04 638.33 62.72 7.76 2.22 1.23
0.5 37.26 5.58 2.20 1.50 1.26 638.83 20.80 4.14 2.09 1.52
1.0 37.23 4.06 2.02 1.55 1.36 639.65 10.55 3.11 1.98 1.60
2.0 37.25 2.68 1.66 1.40 1.29 639.10 4.86 2.18 1.66 1.45
2 0.0 6.09 2.80 1.37 1.06 1.01 639.61 62.77 7.76 2.22 1.23
0.5 6.09 2.52 1.48 1.19 1.08 639.04 25.92 4.65 2.11 1.46
1.0 6.09 2.28 1.51 1.27 1.17 639.51 14.62 3.62 2.06 1.58

2.0 6.09 1.94 1.44 1.27 1.20 638.98 7.21 2.68 1.87 1.57
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Figure 3.1 ARL curve of the estimated X charts for some selected value of (a, b)
Table 3.2 ARLs of the estimated EWMA charts
Case 1 Case 11
4 0
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 600.13 10.67 3.75 2.38 1.86 599.96 10.67 3.75 2.38 1.86
0.5 600.25 10.23 3.82 2.50 1.93 600.21 10.22 3.82 2.50 1.93
1.0 600.43 9.31 3.83 2.59 2.06 600.44 9.31 3.83 2.59 2.06
2.0 600.44 7.11 2.98 2.04 1.68 599.73 7.11 2.98 2.04 1.68
0.5 0.0 233.88 5.51 2.40 1.66 1.18 600.46 10.67 3.75 2.38 1.86
0.5 233.52 5.44 2.50 1.73 1.39 599.73 9.74 3.84 2.52 1.95
1.0 233.58 5.31 2.59 1.87 1.57 599.84 8.78 3.80 2.59 2.06
2.0 233.87 4.65 2.36 1.77 1.52 600.26 6.63 2.98 2.08 1.72
1 0.0 57.40 3.82 1.86 1.23 1.02 599.84 10.67 3.75 2.38 1.86
0.5 57.43 3.85 1.93 1.39 1.18 600.57 9.71 3.83 2.51 1.93
1.0 57.41 3.83 2.03 1.54 1.33 600.36 8.87 3.83 2.59 2.06
2.0 57.38 3.52 2.00 1.58 1.40 600.45 7.11 3.27 2.28 1.85
2 0.0 11.94 2.55 1.34 1.04 1.00 599.43 10.67 3.75 2.38 1.86
0.5 11.94 2.59 1.44 1.14 1.04 599.55 9.93 3.82 2.48 1.89
1.0 11.94 2.59 1.54 1.24 1.13 599.72 9.31 3.85 2.55 1.99
2.0 11.94 2.47 1.60 1.35 1.24 600.25 8.18 3.71 2.55 2.04
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Figure 3.2 ARL curve of the estimated EWMA charts for some selected value of (a, b)
Table 3.3 ARLs of the estimated CUSUM charts
Case I Case I1
4 0
a b 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
0 0.0 617.83 10.59 4.06 2.61 2.03 617.04 10.58 4.06 2.61 2.03
0.5 617.63 10.36 4.13 2.73 2.10 618.56 10.36 4.13 2.72 2.10
1.0 618.44 9.65 4.05 2.72 2.15 617.75 9.65 4.05 2.72 2.15
2.0 617.53 7.04 2.97 2.07 1.72 617.97 7.04 2.97 2.07 1.72
0.5 0.0 224.23 8.77 3.59 2.36 1.86 617.59 10.59 4.06 2.61 2.03
0.5 224.22 8.36 3.68 2.48 1.94 618.05 10.03 4.14 2.74 2.12
1.0 224.26 7.61 3.54 2.45 1.98 617.13 9.08 3.99 2.71 2.15
2.0 224.32 5.45 2.65 1.94 1.65 617.32 6.49 2.97 2.11 1.76
1 0.0 51.34 6.23 2.84 1.94 1.48 617.73 10.58 4.06 2.61 2.03
0.5 51.38 5.97 2.92 2.03 1.62 617.28 10.01 4.14 2.73 2.10
1.0 51.34 5.49 2.85 2.06 1.71 616.81 9.17 4.05 2.75 2.17
2.0 51.32 4.20 2.32 1.79 1.56 617.01 7.04 3.28 2.31 1.89
2 0.0 10.64 3.65 1.90 1.32 1.07 617.47 10.58 4.06 2.61 2.03
0.5 10.64 3.54 1.97 1.45 1.23 616.94 10.18 4.13 2.71 2.07
1.0 10.64 3.34 1.99 1.55 1.34 617.78 9.65 4.13 2.76 2.14
2.0 10.64 2.86 1.86 1.53 1.38 617.86 8.34 3.84 2.65 2.12
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Figure 3.3 ARL curve of the estimated CUSUM charts for some selected value of (a, b)
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Figure 4.1 False signal rate of X chart when

parametors are known for {a = 1,b =1}
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Figure 4.3 False signal rate of EWMA chart when
parametors are known for {a = 1,b = 1}
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Figure 4.2 False signal rate of X chart when
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Figure 4.6 False signal rate of CUSUM chart when
parametors are estimated for {a =1,b =1}
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Abstract

In the standard control chart assuming a simple random model, we estimate the
process variance without considering the between-sample variance. If the between-
sample exists in the process, the process variance is under-estimated. When the process
variance is under-estimated, the narrower control limits result in the excessive false
alarm rate although the sensitivity of the control chart is improved. In this paper, using
the variance component model to incorporate the between-sample variance, we set the
control limits using both the within- and between-sample variances, and evaluate the
efficiency of the control chart in terms of the average run length (ARL). Considering
the most widely used control chart types such as X, EWMA and CUSUM control
charts, we compared the differences between two cases, Case I and Case II, where the
between-sample variance is ignored and considered, respectively. We also considered
the two cases when the process parameters are given and estimated. The results showed
that the false alarm rate of Case I increased sharply as the between-sample variance
increases, while that of Case II remains the same regardless of the size of the between-

sample variance, as expected.

Keywords: Average run length, between-sample variance, false alarm rate, simple ran-

dom model, within-sample variance.
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