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Problem settlng and assumptlons
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Problem setting and assumptions

m Figure 1. Example of process monitoring and chart
operation
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Cost model and mlnlmlzatlon
m Sampling and inspection cost = (cn+b) - I,
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Cost model and mlnlmlzatlon
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Cost model and mlnlmlzatlon
m Cost of false alarms
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m Minimization of total expected cost
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Numerlcal mvestlgatlon of the chart’s

cost-effectiveness
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“Numerical investigationof the chart's
cost-effectiveness

m Table 1. Parameter sets of the 64 numerical examples

Case T b M o A &
C=]-L,=150>
1{33) 8 {40) 0 100 50 0.01 0.5 1—
2 (34) 8 (40) 0 100 150 0.01 0.5
3 (35) 8 {40) 0 1000 50 0.01 0.5
4 (36) 8 {40) 0 1000 150 0.01 0.5 T =7, = O
5(37) 8 (40) 5 100 50 0.01 0.5 S r
6 (38) 8 {40) 5 100 150 0.01 0.5
7 (39) R {40) 5 1000 50 0.01 0.5
8 (40) 8 (40) 5 1000 150 0.01 0.5
9 (41) 8 {40) 0 100 50 0.05 0.5
10 (42) 8 (40) 0 100 150 0.05 0.5
11 (43) 8 (40) 0 1000 50 0.05 0.5
12 {44) 8 {40) 0 1000 150 0.05 0.5
13 (45) 8 (40) 5 100 50 0.05 0.5
14 {46) 8 {40) 5 100 150 0.05 0.5
15 {47) 8 {40) 5 1000 50 0.05 0.5
16 {48) 8 {40) 5 1000 150 0.05 0.5
17 {49) 8 {40) 0 100 50 0.01 1
18 (50) 8 (40) 0 100 150 0.01 1
19 {51) 8 {40) 0 1000 50 0.01 1
20 (52) 8 {40) 0 1000 150 0.01 1
21 (53) 8 (40) 5 100 50 0.01 1
22 (54) 8 {40) 5 100 150 0.01 1
23 (55) 8 {40) 5 1000 50 0.01 1
24 (56) 8 (40) 5 1000 150 0.01 1
25 (57) 8 {40) 0 100 50 0.05 1
26 (58) 8 {40) 0 100 150 0.05 1
27 (59) 8 (40) 0 1000 50 0.05 1
28 (60) 8 {40) 0 1000 150 0.05 1
29 (61) 8 {40) 5 100 50 0.05 1
s, 30(52) 8 (40) 5 100 150 0.05 1
,\OQ% 31 (63) 8 {40) 5 1000 50 0.05 1
SOXF 3264 8 {40) 5 1000 150 0.05 1




e E : e ':'."-'.‘-':-. ':'_.-f- > et ety 1"'" Bl A .r 3] - T ., w ""'I_'gj‘|I “‘h-ﬂl?:-;- _-'E- - =
.- i ) '-." SR Y - ':'. : 5 'J-"E- "_(\._ ‘ --‘-._.
.i.._ -~ -'._ - _‘.EE ﬂ —ﬁ—.—.’:ﬁ?ﬂ. = -\.."___;‘r_‘f

Numerlcal mvestlgatlon of the chart's

cost-effectiveness
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Numerical investigation of the chart's

cost-effectiveness
m Table 2. CUSUM charts and comparisons for T=8

Optimal finite CUSUM Adapted optimal infinite CUSUM
= Percentage

Case | rn k H| |HTC) |A. heo Ro ko Ho| |E(TC) cost penalty

1 s8op vt 3116 462 400 % 03 075 40.82 31.0
2 sop bt 1 31,16 6.02 800 19 08 085 3116 0.0
3200 11 04 045 17764 134 133 9 03 085 180.12 1.4
4 267 23 1 045 2058 1.30 200 20 08 085 207.M 0.8
s gopp V11 31.16 652 800 12 03 055 3116 0.0
& sop V11 3116 7.63 800 23 08 065 3116 0.0
7 267 14 04 035 19231 2.00 2.00 12 03 055 192.30 0.3
8 267 23 1 045 21586 233 267 24 0% 065 215388 0.0
B 400 9 0 075 12912 215 200 8 02 085 141.92 3.9
10 400 14 0 155 13797 303 267 18 07 085 15348 1.2
11 073 10 03 075 461.24 064 062 9 02 075 463.69 0.5
12 100 21 0% 065 S42.55 0.84 080 19 08 085 S45.9 0.8
13 400 9 0 075 13412 321 267 11 02 055 14840 10.6
4 sgon P! . 14064 374 400 21 08 065 14485 3.0
15 100 12 03 045 S01.93 091 08% 12 02 055 50340 0.3
16 114 23 09 055 $74.34 1.06 1.00 23 09 065 578.5 0.7
17 800 111 3116 335 400 6 1 0.75  31.89 2.3
1% son P! . 31.16 413 4.00 5 14 075  34.82 11.7
1% 114 6 0% 085 12531 1.4 100 & 1 0.75  126.02 0.6
200 133 9 14 075 13892 128 133 9 14 075 138.92 0.0
21 %op 101 3116 530 400 8 12 035 3883 23.7
2 %op D11 3116 530 400 11 1.5 055 41.55 33.3
232 180 8 1.1 055 14758 164 160 8 12 035 147.72 0.1
24 200 12 1.5 065 15767 1.73 160 11 1.5 065 153.33 1.1
25 267 7 13 025 11358 142 133 5 09 085 12022 5.8
26 287 9 16 045 112.08 1.81 200 8 1.3 085 122.16 2.6
27 050 6 1 075 32591 047 047 6 1 0.75  326.06 0.0
73 062 9 1.3 085 360,55 058 057 9% 14 075 36093 0.1
29 400 8 0 145 12136 254 267 8 1.1 045 124.08 2.2
! 400 11 0 205 12M.55 278 267 11 1.5 055 130.14 4.5
Sz, 31 080 8 11 045 38320 074 073 8 1.2 035 38354 0.1
Q% 2 030 11 14 075 41067 0.81 080 11 1.5 055 410.79 0.0
N

Note: 'No monitoring is optimal (#—T).
R R R R R R R R R




Numerical investigation-of the'chart's

cost-effectiveness
m Table 3. CUSUM charts and comparisons for T=40

Optimal fnite CUSUM Adapted optimal infinite CUSUM

= Percentage

Case  |A rn Kk H| [ETC) (ke he Fe ke Hie| [E(TC| cost penalty
33 571 10 0.3 065 3257% 462 444 5 03 075 32890 1.0
34 200 23 0.9 065 37656 602 571 1% 08 085 38213 1.5
35 1.4 10 0.3 075 102051 1.34 1.33 B 03 085 102136 0.1
36 211 21 0.9 065 122936 1.90 150 20 08 085 122984 0.0
£ 500 13 03 045 35109 652 667 12 03 035 35183 0.2
33 10,00 26 0.9 0.55 39608 763 500 23 09 085 3956 0.1
39 211 13 04 045 112653 200 200 12 03 055 112669 0.0
40 250 24 0.9 065 131306 239 235 24 09 065 131362 0.0
41 250 9 02 075 88187 215 211 § 0.2 0585 58451 0.3
42 333 19 0.7 0.85 100246 3.03 308 18 07 085 1003.60 0.1
43 Dee B 03 0.75 244767 064 063 B 03 075 244541 0.0
44 0.91 20 0.9 065 292493 084 0383 19 08 085 292562 0.0
45 3ed4 11 0.1 055 94235 321 333 11 02 055 942.50 0.0
46 4.00 22 0.5 065 104950 374 364 21 05 065 105314 0.3
47 0.91 12 0.3 0.55 2692.03 091 091 12 03 035 2692.03 0.0
48 1.0§ 23 0% 0635 311951 1.06 105 23 0.9 065 312003 0.0
49 364 6 0.9 085 23939 335 333 6 1 0.75 23992 0.2
50 444 9 1.3 085 26187 413 4.00 B 14 075  263.00 04
51 1.0 o 1 075 68347 14 105 6 1 0.75 68347 0.0
52 1.29 9 14 075 76821 128 1.29 B 14 075 7682l 0.0
53 571 8 1.1 045 27607 530 500 £ L2 035 27077 0.6
54 667 12 16 045 29411 580 571 11 15 055 29445 0.1
35 167 8 1.2 035 82480 led 167 g L2 035 52430 0.0
36 1.82 11 1.6 045 89238 173 174 11 1.5 065 89245 0.0
57 1.74 6 1 065 o692.6% 142 143 5 09 085 69422 0.2
38 211 % 1.3 085 74415 181 1.82 £ 1.3 085 74558 0.2
59 047 o6 1 075 169525 047 047 5 1 0.75 169535 0.0
60 059 9 14 075 188654 058 058 B 14 075 1887.01 0.0
61 267 8 11 045 7778% 254 250 £ 1.1 045 77888 0.1
Ny 02 286 11 1.5 055 81875 278 28 11 15 055  818.75 0.0
% 63 075 8 1.1 045 201657 07 074 g 1.2 035 201666 0.0
/Qr 64 0.82 11 1.5 0.55 21699% 081 082 11 15 055 216999 0.0

[
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cost-effectiveness
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Numerical mvestlgatlon of the chart s
cost-effectiveness

m Table 4. Effects of incorrect estimation of process and cost

param eters
Average cost| | Maximum cost

Parameter Estimation error penalty %) penalty (%)

M 20% underestimation 0.63 4.86
20% overestimaton 0.46 2.57

i 20% underestimation 0.31 1.03
20% overestimaton 0.15 0.50

£y 20% underestimation 0,02 0.77
20% overestimaton 0.04 1.94

£ 20% underestimation 0.42 1.31
20% overestimatbon 0.27 0.65

A 20% underestimation 0.37 1.94
20% overestimaton 0.2%8 1.08

& 20% underestimation 1.70 4.00
20% overestimabon 1.44 3.56

N B2 2 Hp s F1 51
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Numerlcal mvestlgatlon of the chart's

cost-effectiveness
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| Case of umtary samples (n=1)

fr al Az T iﬂﬁxCUSUM? SIBEF T - B
v}s’; AE 3 i% % &* (Hawkins and Olwell
1998) -
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Case of unitary samples (n=1)

m Table 5. CUSUM charts and comparisons for T=8 and n=1.

Optimal finite CUSUM Adapted optimal infinite CUSUM
— Percentage
Caze h k£ H FTO R, oo fos H.. FTCy  cost penalty
1 gon 't 31.16 061 062 0 475 45912 57.6
2 g0 ' 31.16 032 032 0.2 6.75 60.67 94.5
3025 0 415 19556 018  0.18 0 495 197.53 1.0
4 014 02 615 24198 009 009 0.2 7.15 248.79 2.8
5 go0 ' ! 31.16 1040  8.00 2 2 11.16 0.0
6 800 ' ! 3116 237 267 0 235 50.04 60.6
7 267 % 2 21099 3.2 267 2 2 210.99 0.0
8 400 0 015 28694 066 067 0 255 331.40 15.5
B 400 0 035 13495 031 031 0 445 156.86 16.2
w800 11 14064 018 018 0.1 7.95 179.14 27.4
11 010 0 445 491.50 008 008 0 495 491,18 0.3
12 008 0.1 7.95 60873 004 0.04 0.2 7.25 612.20 0.6
13 400 0 035 13995 498  4.00 2 2 143.05 2.2
4 goo ! ! 14064 897  %.00 2 2 140.54 0.0
15 1en 2 2 $42.39 145 1.33 2 2 543,08 0.1
6 267 * 2 1040 2.56 2467 2 2 £10.40 0.0
17 soo ! ! 31.16 058 057 0.4 3.25 42.31 35.8
1 soo ! ! 3116 044 044 0.4 5.05 46.69 49.8
19 021 04 305 13955 018 018 0.4 325 140.06 0.4
200 016 04 475 16082 013 013 0.4 515 162.14 0.8
21 so0n U1 3116 382 4.00 0 1.05 19,66 27.3
22 8o0n U1 3116 2.04  2.00 0.3 2.35 51,90 73.0
23 160 0 075 19404 111 1.14 0 1.1% 197.20 1.6
24133 02 165 24957 059 057 0.3 245 261.31 4.7
25 062 04 235 12686 029 029 0.4 115 131.37 1.6
26 400 0 165 13778 022 022 0.4 485 142,71 1.6
27 009 04 325 35304 008 008 0.4 1.25 353.62 0.2
28 006 04 505 40225 006 0.06 0.4 5.05 403,02 0.2
20 400 0 055 13262 195 2.00 0 0.95 145.83 10.0
o gon !t 14064 112 114 0.2 245 174.45 24.0
az 31 062 0 085 50362 051 0.50 0 1.15 505.92 0.5
%32 035 0.2 245 64805 027 027 0.3 245 653.01 0.8
/\Qr Note: 'No menitoring is optmal (h—T). *Preventive maintenance is optimal (z— ).
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Case of umtary samples (n=1)

N ﬁ - ﬁﬂ& 28 A2CUSUM= ;2 4§ & (TCUSUM
23 gt/)» =2 kB o h ] *ho
nél’”ﬁ? Ta/‘i% TR E BT B
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@ E TCUSUMAN=13 & 2 % 4 A kL%
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Case of unltary samples (N= 1)

N ﬁr%%ﬁﬁ_?‘ﬁﬁ?g‘ﬁ},ﬁlﬂ 2M, b= fed %]
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Case of umtary samples (n=1)
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Summary and conclusmns
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