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1. Introductlon
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2 Condltlonal deC|S|on procedure
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UCL pna = Tn[l—p) (1)
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~ ARL
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3 Modlfled ARL equatlons
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Fig. 1. ARL curves for s =1 and p = 50 ppm.
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Fig. 2. ARL curves for s =5 and p = 50 ppm.



4 DeS|gn of a condltlonal CCC chart
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1. Selecting the values for the desired s and In-
control ARL (ARLGd),
2. Solving for & in ARLd = (2-0%)/[(1- d)(1- d%)],
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Table |
Values of  in terms of various ARL and s values

Conditional number (s)

Average run length

100 200 370 500

| (0.8945885 0.92675 0.94664 0.95427
2 0.92271 0.94676 0.96150 0.96710
3 0.93513 0.95568 0.96812 0.97281
4 (0.94255 0.96101 0.97207 0.97621
5 0.94761 0.96464 0.97477 0.97854
b 0.95134 0.96733 0.97676 0.98026
7 0.95423 0.96941 0.97831 0.98160
8 0.95656 0.97109 0.97955 0.98267
9 0.95848 0.97248 0.98059 0.98357
10 0.96010 0.97366 0.95146 (.98432
15 0.96555 0.97763 0.98442 0.95688
20 0.96873 0.97997 0.98618 0.98839
25 0.97086 0.98156 0.98737 0.958943
0 0.97583 0.98540 0.99029 0.99197
15 0.97773 0.98700 0.99155 0.99308
100 0.97869 0.98790 0.99228 0.99372




Table 2
Values of LCL and UCL for optimum conditional chart for various process averages and in-control ARL = 100

s Limits Process average
0.000010 0.000020 (.000050 0.000100 0.000200 0.000500
1 LCL 7466 3733 1493 T46 373 149
UCL 407,396 203,697 81,478 40,738 20,368 8146
2 LCL 5411 2705 1082 541 270 108
UCL 446,748 223,373 89,348 44 673 22,336 8933
3 LCL 4509 2254 901 450 225 90
UCL 468,928 234 463 93,784 46,891 23,445 9377
4 LCL 3975 1987 795 397 198 79
UCL 454,213 242 106 96,841 48,420 24,209 Y682
5 LCL 3613 1806 722 3ol 180 72
UCL 495,764 247 881 99,151 49 575 24,786 Y913
i} LCL 3347 1673 669 334 167 66
UCL 504,987 252,492 100,996 50,497 25,247 10,098
8 LCL 2976 1488 595 297 148 59
UCL 519,105 259,551 103,819 51,909 25,953 10,380
10 LCL 2726 1363 545 272 136 54
UCL 529,641 264,819 105,926 52,962 26,480 10591
15 LCL 2343 1171 468 234 117 46
UCL 547,766 273,882 109,551 34,775 27,386 10,953
20 LCL 2120 1060 424 212 106 42

UCL 559,665 279,832 111,931 55,964 27,981 11,191




Table 3
Values of LCL and UCL for optimum conditional chart for various process averages and in-control ARL = 200

§ Limits Process average
0.000010 0.000020 0000050 0.000100 0.000200 0.000500
1 LCL 5117 2558 1023 511 255 102
UCL 453,563 226,781 90,711 45335 22676 2070
2 LCL 3673 1836 734 367 183 73
UCL 493 748 246,873 08,748 49 373 24 686 QRT3
3 LCL 3038 1519 607 303 151 60
UCL 5l6.614 258,306 103,321 51,660 25,829 10,330
4 LCL 2662 1331 532 266 133 53
UCL 532,494 266,246 106,497 53,247 26,623 10,648
5 LCL 2407 1203 481 240 120 48
UCL 544 555 272,276 108,909 54454 27.226 10,889
i} LCL 2218 1109 443 221 110 44
UCL 554 289 277.143 110,856 55,427 27.712 11,084
b LCL 1956 Q78 391 195 a7 39
UCL 569277 284.637 113,854 56,926 28.462 11,383
10 LCL 1777 888 355 177 88 35
UCL SR0.647 290,322 116,128 58,063 29.030 11.611
15 LCL 1503 751 300 150 75 30
UCL 600,513 300,255 120,101 60,049 30,023 12,008
20 LCL 1342 671 268 134 67 26

UCL 613,889 306,943 122,776 61,387 30,692 12,275




Table 4
Values of LCL and UCL for optimum conditional chart for various process averages and in-control ARL = 370

8 Limits Process average
0.000010 0.000020 0.000050 0.000100 0.000200 0.000500
1 LCL 3682 1841 736 368 184 73
UCL 493 469 246,734 v8,692 49 345 24,672 Y867
2 LCL 2627 1313 525 262 131 52
UCL 534,071 267,035 106,813 53,405 26,702 10,679
3 LCL 2163 1081 432 216 108 43
UCL 557,295 278,646 111,457 53,727 27,863 11,144
4 LCL 1888 944 377 188 94 37
UCL 573,493 286,745 114,697 57,347 28,672 11,468
5 LCL 1700 850 340 170 85 34
UCL 585,893 292 945 117,177 58,387 29,292 11,715
6 LCL 1563 781 312 156 78 3l
UCL 595,883 297,940 119,175 39,586 29,792 11,915
8 LCL 1371 685 274 137 68 27
UCL 611,381 305,689 122,274 61,136 30,567 12,225
10 LCL 1239 619 247 123 61 2
UCL 623,220 311,609 124,642 62,320 31,159 12,462
15 LCL 1037 518 207 103 51 20
UCL 644,135 322,066 128,825 64,411 32,204 12,880
¢ 20 LCL 917 458 183 91 45 18

UCL 658,485 329,241 131,695 65,846 32,922 13,167




Table 5
Values of LCL and UCL for optimum conditional chart for various process averages and in-control ARL = 500

5 Limits Process average
0.000010 0.000020 0.000050 0.000100 0.000200 0.000500
| LCL 3138 1569 627 313 156 62
UCL 512,721 256,359 102,543 51,270 25,634 10,252
2 LCL 2234 1117 446 223 111 +
UCL 553,420 276,709 110,682 55,340 27,669 11,066
3 LCL 1836 918 367 183 91 36
UCL 576,772 288,385 115,353 57,675 28,836 11,533
4 LCL 1601 800 320 160 80 32
UCL 593,042 296,520 118,606 59,302 29,6350 11,858
5 LCL 1440 720 288 144 72 28
UCL 603,546 302,772 121,107 60,552 30,275 12,108
6 LCL 1322 661 264 132 66 26
UCL 615,651 307,824 123,128 61,563 30,780 12,311
8 LCL 1157 578 231 115 57 23
UCL 631,348 315,673 126,267 63,132 31,565 12,624
10 LCL 1044 522 208 104 52 20
UCL 643,367 321,682 128,671 64,334 32,166 12,865
15 LCL 870 435 174 87 43 17
UCL 664,693 332 345 132936 66,467 33,232 13,291
20 LCL 768 384 153 76 38 15

UCL 679,259 339,628 135,849 67,923 33,960 13,582
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Table 2
Values of LCL and UCL for optimum conditional chart for various process averages and in-control ARL = 100
8 Limits Process average
(.000010 (L.000020 (LO000S0 (0.000100 0.000200 0.000500
1 LCL 7466 3733 1493 746 373 149
UCL 407,396 203,697 81,478 40,738 20,368 8146
2 LCL 5411 2705 1082 541 270 108
UCL 446,748 223,373 89,348 44,673 22,336 8933
3 LCL 4509 2254 901 450 225 90
UCL 468,928 234,463 93,784 46,891 23,445 9377
4 LCL 3975 1987 795 397 198 79
UCL 484,213 242,106 96,841 48,420 24,209 9682
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