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Brief introduction of existing work (1/3)

Lucas(1982)ift;§§combined Shewhart-CUSUM & | [#]
& 4 ~Shewhart X 34 & » & i‘a%\: ¥~ imA5 0B
2 ACR R oM 2 E ¥R LT i”ﬁ{lﬁ,ﬁ;?@fﬂﬁf%ﬁﬁ

3L ©

Sparks(2000)# 21 ¢ EWMA operator#t 2 # %% &k
T EFEFYrp P2 g BECUSUM(ACUSUM) » €
PR ORI N TR RS R

o

Zhao et al.(2005)4% idual CUSUM & 4|8l » 5 & &
traditional CUSUMSs e 4 T 324148 - — B % -] ¥
k2. CUSUM B2 B -] s 5 @ y- 23 5%

4 iwkyd B4 BB A o

Shu & Jiang(2006) % al\/larkov chainfio ;% B~ % 5%
» B3t ;—ACUSUI\/I@ P £ LEL




Brief introduction of existing work (2/3)
O ## 7 & (transition space)L - [h",h] X [, Opad & B =

3 % & (subregion) : L, : [h*,g] x [,
Oax] °
Here,

enoug a

max]’erZ : (g,h] X

ning |i chosen small

[Ny,

Omin ) s
1 B %ﬁ 'F;‘E‘

1) > x/ﬁg 7O
B s Wy ¥ = 2(g-h -1
(9.h]# 8 3w, » 2\ A-g7)img, -
O Lg#4Ip w7 & 2= B HEN=(M+m,) xm;= BEA) o
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Brief introduction of existing work (3/3)
i Sparks(2000) Reynolds&Arnold(1990)
Upper-sided ACUSUM & 1| & Upper-sided VSI CUSUM & 1| &
C[j = U, CCI — U?
G = max(0, G_; + X; — k), {Cg — max{0,C_1) +X; — k,
ki = 5/2. k= 3/2.
i3t PEEE =z
£, lfC; < £,
Co =0, h = {tg ifg <G = h.
G = max{0, G_1 + G — ki) /hik;)},
ke, = S;;J/Z.
FE-CANAKFFhEK) > Blg %'J
ELE AR o FRa fdpkiE o B FI R d *>VSIE 418 > B Pl
4 h(k) LN ﬂfﬁﬂi e d E AT H ,p PR E Az R &
Fr 2 AR FARL, - %2 1 {4 ¥ C>hR| ¥ | Reynolds et al.(1988)31i& & £ ip| &
A mhE S vk HigiTie ATS&AATS -
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Our proposed VSI ACUSUM control scheme (1/4)

The design of our proposed control scheme
O - #2735 &9 #3352 modified ACUSUM & ] R >
Lol - VSI ACUSUM - H 4 :
o 133REWMA operator - FAlr Tl 42 "2,
ACUSUM & +| Bl $t> (R L 32 i # &= F
ﬁrgé’r i 3L o
o ‘frr FE PR F o NIFR e SAEEF o TR S i 4
BB R 4o
O - Modified EWMA operatorit * >t jE 8 5 ¥ T & 4T

Gt o= - 5; = max {5mm, (1 — 28 +AX;-} :
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Our proposed VSI ACUSUM control scheme (2/4)

O Shu & Jiang(2006)"ﬁ‘*“ﬁf%%%upper-sided CUSUM ¥ | Bl
. ﬂg A{rb\jj B R T In{1 + 2k*ARLg + 2.332k)

Rk = — 1.166.
() T

o 7% /% ARLyz TEF h(k).=»km w‘)éwﬁx’ Flt T
RET g #DCUSUI\/I i;L—E‘_:‘é;Fﬁ FEI L RA G AP ﬁﬁ%
F___(tlght)? W 5 d = A P AR ¥ E’*??(Ioose)%‘ #1

O %7 T aesss | ok h# bRl B o %ﬂﬁih(&/z)’
$x,0/2184f 1§ &2 1t (standardization) o & #]3+ & et » &

3 VSI4Fd » H % 2 3 gptradition VSI CUSUM? J*\—i (s

#7i¢ B CUSUMALE & o .

=0,
e VSIACUSUMA1 ? +1 B8] - { = max (0, G_1) + X — k) /hiky),
ki = 5;[2

o E e (mgk(oh] 2 s [T



Tt
. S
S

Our proposed VSI ACUSUM control scheme (3/4)

The effects of parameters

O Sparks(ZOOO)ﬁ kiE ﬁ So b AR TIHBE RSB THFENE
_@ ‘F! L’ _ﬁ" QTSEH 7L T lﬁ}kr)& 50—1 © V} ﬂ‘/\5mm = EWMA “":'L ;\‘
B EABAE So>m o

. ) A AL ) 2.2 e L7 3 5 . \ v G AL
o L F Gt o M B F I BAR R e
T kX < = —+ il A A —+ B’
A% R B AR R o AR BRGS0 5 mATS, 3 #-] &
7 ) 7

o 2 AATS 7 =~ 258 o
Table 1
The zero-state ATS of V5[ ACUSUM charts with differsnt ED.
& En

0.5 1.0 1.5 20 2.25

0.00 392.80 395,14 296,62 398.54 400
0.50 997 10.81 13.12 15.97 1756
1.00 2.92 3.16 3.91 5.19 5497
1.50 125 1.35 1.56 2.00 2,30
2.00 0.74 0.69 0.74 088 0.99
2,50 0.45 0,40 0.40 0.44 0.48
3,00 031 0.26 0.25 0.25 0.26
350 024 0,20 0.18 0.17 0.17
400 0.20 017 0.15 013 0.13
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Our proposed VSI ACUSUM control scheme (4/4)

O BK[0,,0,] % #77F BRIB LT IZRS =& - P4 LVSI
ACUSUM:* % § 7 B2 -8 =

EH Smn=51

K T Go=(61+62)/2

Symmetric form
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Performance comparisons (1/4)
The comparisons between VSI ACUSUM and FSI charts

Table 3
The steady-state AATS for detecting a range shift [ 0.5, 4.0].
& WELACUSUM EF=SI ACUSTIM DCUSUM sC

h= 1181 h= 1181 hy =7.51 h, =8.11

Smin, = 0.5 frnin = 0.5 h = 1.21 hy = 3.00

A=01g=0.122 A=10.1 ey = 0025,k = 2.0
0,00 400 400 400 400
025 38.98 50.09 E4.76 71.08
050 10,54 2188 2302 2476
075 524 12,29 12.95 12,83
1.00 361 8.45 2. 86 9,42
1.25 265 5,24 5,69 7.05
150 2.09 506 5,30 554
175 1.74 4,20 4,33 4,48
2,00 1.50 360 3,59 3,60
2.25 1.34 3.15 3,00 3,06
250 1.23 2581 2,53 256
275 1.16 2.54 2,16 2,16
3,00 1.10 2,32 1.86 184
3,25 1.07 2,14 1.64 160
350 1.04 1.99 1.46 1.41
375 1.02 1.87 1.23 128
4,00 1.01 177 1.23 1.18
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Performance comparisons (2/4)

The comparisons between VSI ACUSUM and VSI CUSUM
O % &- #7851 :&-4p HAATSH 4 (the integral of relative
AATS;IRAATS) » H i1 2 Zhao et al.(2005) #r#& 2 IRARL :

[ AATS.(3) | [ AATS.(3)
[AATS,,(8) | ] AATS,,

T AATS:(5) . j
IRAATS ~= E , where mis a given integer, and 5; = 3, + 5(51 — 51)

=0

—RAATSEE—T

R

o AATS(8)FrAATS,(3)4 & 5 C¥ +I Bl frt $ k=08/22
CUSUME 41 @2 & 4]t AATS -
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Performance comparisons (3/4)

Table 5
The steady-state AATS and IRAATS (range shift [0.5, 2.0]3
& WEL ACUSTM VEL CUSUM Optimal AATS
A e
0.1 0.2 0.25 0625 1
0.00 400 400 400 400 400 400
050 10.54 10.62 10.44 17.20 29.63 10.44
075 524 533 521 G.01 983 5.04
1.00 361 252 2.40 2,08 416 299
1.25 2.65 260 252 2.05 233 2.05
1.50 2.09 2.05 2.01 1.59 1.64 1.58
1.75 1.74 1.71 1.69 1.35 1.33 1.32
2.00 1.5 148 1.49 121 117 1.17
[RAATS 1.21 1.17 118 1.14 148 kY
Table 6
The steady-state AATS and IRAATS (range shift | 1.0, 3.0]).
& VSTACUSTIM WL CUSUM Optimal AATS
A 14
0.1 0.z 0.5 1 1.5
0.00 400 400 400 400 400 400
1.00 312 306 2,99 416 7.09 299
1.25 2.13 2.08 2.09 233 241 2.05
1.50 161 164 1.65 1.64 2.03 1.58
175 1.27 1,29 1.41 133 147 1.32
2.00 1.23 1.24 1.26 117 1.22 1.17
225 1.14 1.15 1.17 1.09 1.10 1.09
250 1.08 1.09 1.11 1.04 1.03 1.03
275 1.04 1.04 1.0& 1.00 099 099
200 1.02 1.01 1.04 0.98 0497 097

IRAATS 1.04 1.04 1.05 1.09 1.28 h
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Performance comparisons (4/4)
o & * VSI ACUSUM%‘ Bl = 78 R F] -

1.

3.

p—

ACUSUMZE 7 L if fi(self-adaption) 4 ¢ > it = 5 & d §
it T

# * EWMA operator > ﬁé’f“ ﬁiﬁii = - - S
4r~(one-step ahead)*g /2| = traditional CUSUM & ;= J& &
B )a VSIiFd F 7 ,gﬁ.gﬁ’g ﬁJJﬂARL“:;l L er«Fr’lg v 12
ATSELEEm = > VSI ACUSUM # IR 4+ o
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Conclusion and remarks (1/2)

O #3455 % > ACUSUME #I® @ 3 B 3| F R4 >
e »VSIEF 4 (8 > H3ta B pF R sOR-IRATESIA 5 o
K o ek v FSI) 5t > VSI ACUSUM 41 B %>+ i jp|
Yol £ §° B MK H L AF R v T E PR Wi
W 2Ry E 0 a3 - ¥ oa [RE s Markov chain
i S AR RS R ATS B A e
B> ACUSUM # 41 Bl 1 BAB AT 0 4 kst & o &
4o EWMA operator 2t 45 3% 5 -T i % (smoother) » iz

UE g AL - BB HT A R R FRA
/7L _F' 3
B2 =

Kl = Shewhart"ﬁ +] B8] o
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Conclusion and remarks (2/2)

O ¥ K kel < BB RIS TS BER
o dr+cShewharty | % 1> & paper“r# VSI ACUSUM® -

e iz * Markovian?]| ;' & i”%: B33V 4 B XEWMA operator
’ E'J O >0 min A Nj»é: A :J %’EI" EWMAI' ‘\‘ FUPF‘%%F\E‘

8 =81+ (@),

where a, = X; — 35_1 is the prediction error and ¢ (-) is a monotone function.
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