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Economic design of a pn control charts using
loss-cost function
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ABSTRACTS

A model for the economic design of an pn control charts with an assignale cause is presented
and the loss-cost function for control schemes using these charts is derived,

By minimizing this function with respect to the three control variables, namely, the sample
size, the sampling interval and acceptance number, the economically optimal control plan can
be optained,

The article shows what influence increasing or decreasing condition, according to chan
geability of the size of these factors, of expected cost can have on the economy when an
attribute control chart is used,
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