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ANEAFo)EdFRAEE A2 £ FAAAH AT 48] ol8H 9l
24 AR B8 A7 BA ¥ gy 2As A4 @7419} BAH A
2 BEHc EAF dAE Sed A1 F LF dolX Al 2 F /S HAHE
o Wl AAA AAE FANA "a Qs BE M@ 8-S 2% ﬂl%‘éh*
’*!}?}‘4 o] mRME AFIFoleF TR T TAH A% IA FAA &

Aogcte 2 AAdMe AHR g HAYse] RS s R %7%]
A dR3d AHrse $AA % jok o2 A debdg & F Sl 53 JHeAe #®
& BAA LANA EE} g & gheg Jehdrh FAA AANNE TAsE o
AQee) ol whet ol Ad tEojd Rioz2 T3 MdAGD G-I
oldgle HEY ez AFHE vl AU RHdME A gFoldddel
EA4% ol ARY VI ¥ 5 ASE Holx U

=

égmmgL

o

o

LAE
@] E(control chart): 19319 #]= Bell 9749 Shewhartoll ojs] H22 A|<td olF @
e A7e AL AFsE EAH ZABYANM F8Y SF2 AHEH A #wEEE ALt
AL E2AMoR @adtsd e A45HY o, TARSFE FAsty FATHE B
=d A9 A & £ o
Halse] ¥ YEZA Shewhart #el%, Page(1954)7F #|¢Hg ¥4 fH(cumulative sum ;
CUSUM) 2%, Roberts(1959)) Qlfiﬂ Az A F7HEFol 5 Y F(exponentially  weighted
moving average ; EWMA) #&E $& & ¥ 31tk Shewhart el #AY dHolgE ¥
7§“‘%°“ AF n2EA g wdd CUSUM pelEE A9 BA RE dolgd U
2g %ol ZAVYE 3t: Axlo|tt, EWMA #2 =% doleld] F& vF HolA CUSUM
&E]E SRS AR oY 4 Utk F, AU BAL E HolEHE o] &R BAA
HolA HAZ FAASLE HF L FAE TR BPstE HAE JeEldt EWMA #8k
"r:— ol¢} & @AY TR os 2 SHE CUSUM #IES FAIE B& vehl 3l
t}. EWMAE AlAIde) 3 28 oz A &(disturbance)el A& F3& FPsted] AH8dE B
ok olbel, e BEFL cEEx o] dEgg o]8std FASTA (process adjustment) s =

Dol 8L 19949 g=EAFAee] FEAgA A7ulel 3 ATHAL.
2) (156-756) A& AT FAF A 221 $4o%z FAAY $8TALH A
3) (156-756) A€ BT FAHE A 221 3G AN $8FA%H AL
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2a=d de o853 glvh(Box and Kramer (1992). oj$bzto] EWMA #aTE TAH#
(process control) ¥+ ojuEl TATAHNE A&Ho 2 AHLE £ UdE BVIAER Ao J
o€ CUSUM #e=rch o Bo| A4S A%e Rojx gloy AR 1 m4o HAo)
U AFE BA 92 HAFoln)

EWMA #2xdA AgHE Efes EEA7|(sample size)) HE3FE7H7(sampling
interval), #e]#A(control limit), 715 X (weight)7} At} EWMA #e)EdlA 7153 rL 7)
5270 we gda2A 438 5 glon, dutd e #Y$A kE 3002 Fx v
A 7L (005 0.25)9] HHolM EE3HE FAPTFY W5 F 59 gto] wel A st
oy FtFA e Z1ZAFRAFEol B NAEFE 00 Je o2 HAHA paxe &
€S ¥4 5 Ue Aoz gA Uk olHAY 49 ML Shewhart BT o wE o=
A=A s EEAQ Aoz d8A ¢ou EWMA BEke] A4S HUysoz ALax=
Xata 3o

w29 AAE gLt FFde SXd wel $AH A (statistical design)$} 7 A1
A7 (economic design)Z FEETH FAAH AAE B FFAU)A 1 F LF)I7t
AIRE W ol AEY HAALO(A 2 F LFE HA s E54E AANE AL Y
o oo wal FAH HAE Qe R XE u£F &AL u% MEFSFES
Aot ol A3 EF4E AAsE AL Yz gl

Duncan(1956)2 X-#@2lke] AAH mae ALgstd n4e 29 & A= J8 A4 A
Ag AR, o]RAL @exe AAH HA g A7+ AFe] HUrh Taylor(1967)
€ CUSUM @9 AAAJA HAE AARen, Goel et al(1968) X-#e)Ee CUSUM
#eEE va Itk o ez #Exe HAH AAE Montgomery(1980, 1982),
Lorenzen¥ Vance(1986), Saniga(1989), Park¥ Reynolds(1994)%-¢) ¢]s] A7 8350} sic},

o] =&#olXE EWMA &% FA3 AA #74 Lorenzen¥ Vance(1986)7} #|2tgk ]
$FTE 1Y AAY HdAE unPch BAY AAdME o dAE e FRrAA)E i
e A r3) BEWA kE AARD, FAH AAdME vse HA2FAE BEYES
r3 k, 28l BEA7) a3 BEFE7F hE HASE AL 2Hoz sn Yo

2. EWMA #zxe Had Zo)
EWMA #elke dAe 44302 #2d BEYTFY AF71Fo)edi e Tl s
A A3 Blﬁ?.z‘s}—‘:— o)},
FTAANN #E9 HA FRIEFE X8 ¥ o, EWMA Z,E tgs o] Ay
Z; = vy X;40-9Zi,, 041, i=1,2, - 2.1)
© Zy =
r=1°/" EWMAE 7}¢ #H29 BB RE HF & 34 H9, ot X-pax Hxle &



AF7tFoledz =] AAH HH¥RF 44 93

a3z}, Zpx EWMAS A& gh(starting value) 224 dwrd oz syl #eghd y#e& AHE
itk Z,= HAY @AY FEHF py, X1, o, X9 AFE7EHTF] = o] AL 7]5}o]
%% #(geometric moving average)®|Zi1x $r},

FAWE Xo| BEY BAL 27 psh Folgt Y EWMAS B (u=p)9 I
% 4L 9&3% 2o

KBEWMA = Mo (2.2)

Gown = Z(3Z2)[ 1-0-9% = Z(55) @23)

meb  Q={ 2D (z-w)iod WY Q& A8® EWMA mEe BaWA:
| Q;| > 28 HAx2 BEse A oA NI E Tk o] W Q9 A3 0°] "ot

EWMA #2859 ARL-L Robinson® Ho(1978), Crowder(1987ab) %ol &8 A=At
Robinson®} Ho¥ AR(l) 2389 HAxZEHEA (first passage problem)E Al&3t] HEF A
Zto g AZojE HPIHLw, Crowdery: FX&Ad wyoez HEHzo|(average run
length : ARL)E th&3 o] Aech.

l,:l(;-)% A Zgrel ugl EWMA #2529 gwddole s L(we 983 Zol 388
+ gt

£ —(1 —
Lw = 1+1 [ "1y s (2=U=0%) 4 24
— Y
v =k 5L

A7ldA A ) BEEF X9 RFVEFEAN My, /) Bac ojd FAYE u

t BERE FAYTY AR 8 (=Va (u—w)/) I8 u=p+5- Fo2 EdEG.
L(w)= 743219 3 ¥ (Gaussian quadrature method)& o] 8§38t thg3} zho] ZAlH o2

EEE & sl

ﬂ,-—(l—r)u)

po (25)

L = 1++ > w;L(p) f(
i=]

&, ow;; FHL—2, L1 dAF A FEANSA (Gaussian quadrature weight)
i T [—2, 1o g 7teAt FHAY (Gaussian quadratuve point)
m: FHEY &

7FAIE AR FAFAE Abramowitz®t Stegun(1964)ell e QT 4 (25)2%H
AP dFAE o] &3t o3 FAL deoh

L= (1—%0)_11 2:6)
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e, L = (mx1) a99g,
I = (mxm) &9jy4,
L' =1 L(p), L(pp), -, Lp)] ,
( wlf(m—(l—r)m) wzf(pz—(l—r)m) wmf(».,.—(l—r)m)

Y 4 r
wlf( m—(l—r)pz) wzf( pz—(l—r)pz)

Pm— (l _-V)PZ
; ; =)

r

w,,,f(

m—(l—r)p,,.) wzf(bz—(lwr)bm)

L r p,,.—-(l-r)pm)

14

wlf( w,,f(

A 26)F 4 25 ddatd EWMA BalEel g7Hdels A4y 4 o

oletztol 7t FHHE L83l EWMA #8598 HFUR S Axd o, ro] o}F
e Fold >§I_ —I;C o Ayde AN o AGE2S(underflow) @Aro] FAisted A2t
of #AET A47t qrt ol2e A rol ol 04 FHHE4F AsA o) ojg} pe &
A% Q& Crowder(1987a, by 19 Aol 7152 ro] 0.0520 &S A% AFM =
28] skth. 283 Crowderst Hamilton (1992)¢] 34 R FHUAE 123 EWMA #a] %o
yelaz 7o gg AAG o 00105tz AHsA AGBE Aoz ds) YEHolo
Ajte] FAEHP S dFsn Aok

EWMA #2lke] A% HdAdME 67} obF &2 748 3ad 98t Q) 9 3
A 7AFAY & rol 09 ofF S AHEZS ANL fwetd @ 22d EWMA #
el FAAH AAAME 69 kol BARLCl ro RE A5 g (0 119 da) Aol S5
dob @t ot o] ol 0ol bt g wole FFADole AL M5 B ) o
e THAY & A8 AUEZS NS ANES B Yvdez AN mygdN
T 7AAY 8 200 AL AAY e ANE £ o FAH 2ae % P
ddolo At NE m=48 64 T 80 AM&&H7 ®o}

3. EWMA #glxe EAZH A4

A 2 AN 29 A go| BAY AAY By YFADo] ARLE 442 2R
stal o] Ele] FEHdo] ARL, & HAslets HARSE 2= $A4E& Jehach

o} ARLy=A(° wte} ARL,& Hasztele r3 kg 3E A Agxol Y=
¥d%  HHEF A (nonlinear optimization problem)ell #2s)® o] Lasdon et al(1978)¢]
Generalized Reduced Gradient Method& A}-838ld & 4 itk o] =&oAE Lasdond
Waren(1983) ¢] GRG-II FORTRAN R 223y & AF2-3LH 2.1, Lucas®t Saccucci(1990)R.th

o Gae (A, D)9 =% ds) HHE53e HARAG. o|gA AR (4, HS 2§



g7 ol EHTRUTY FAH HHRFY A %

= L2 oems cgs8 8  Fg
=28 8 D= T [t >
B ggB o i
b 1l u\ 11 1 e I
Il E\_,f\\.\\.\.\\.\\x S
....... Il ,‘,\.\”\\\ﬁxm\,\.\_\\“\ “ «
S Sy
el L+ e -
____ T4 = AR S
...... T =
1 s
e e gEiten%: H
{ 1]
R R ER I g B E S %
L %
g
[ il il
T

SRR \\Q

00600O0OGCO0O0CO0O0CO0CO0O0TO0CO0C0CO0O0D0 01

LK == i = ]

- B O

- h O

- O WD

-0 O

.« I~

e~

- O

0 O

= D D

- O

- =

- = O

- 3w

- O

B o BE N o ]

-N O

- v W

-

- O M2

- O

[2¥ 1] EWMA gaxe A4 JAHEF(7, k)



9% W, Hdd

AW AHEFHL (29 11 AN (29 1]€ o] g5hd Zojz 0st ARL,ol we}
HEFe) & T+ U A8 §o ARL =501 8=20% A9 FYELE (29
LellM - ARLy =50090 4% §=209 49 R4S B& ohg 1 HolN r2 k% 3}o]
HuFE ot RS v ko) AHuigloz APHY may HYRFE =036,
k =3.040] T},

4. EWMA #3 %9 AAH A

°] HolAE EWMA #elEe] AN HAo|A ueg+s Foan o H&8rE A48
e FARSTE A HYe Yolurz §u. e AXF dAle a8t o4y
Ao Fo wat @d ol4¥ed EH(single assignable cause model) ¥ o5 o]l m3y
(multiple assignable causes model) 22 FE8 M A% vl olddd T¥L TA Wi
€ T ol¥ddo] € AW Ao AR 2y e oI ojargel EYPL o] 4Yo]
AN Aon AP AR R FHNNE oyARe ojdficle] EAs}lr] L)
93 o149 EYo] g o449 BYrg o 4N ddm & T Atk 9 o)aE
E28E A9 oldde] ftats Wz YFE Fh}e) o] F¥le] fursle Wslgo
2 a3 Yoz Yz 4 gl

41 ©d ol vy

T ¥ e e Aoz tgn go] AYwct

D 33& aadedA Azstn ol4dde]l B4Y Brxg Azke FFo] 1/49 A
XE WEYg,

2) 3L AN +4%Y0) Yo

3) 1B AAL WH=A FAAY = glon], FA ¥ Sysw FHL B Eop2t}.

Bhitel Frlcycle)e FAHS Aol o U0l ST ¢ ohe ojAAE s
FAY W E Lo cleE B Frle 9o TASY (29 209 o

7 AW o4t g opxiat o4t oaeel olatwel
ALzt 2= EE Uy w2 HE M® 44 | A
*— o — —— > 06—+ oo o—eo
F———— 3249 | o)A —
= 1 2 4+—3—f 44— 5 :
F—h — s T — bt e !

(2" 2] ¥4 F7



AgrtFolgYa e Y HHLey A o7

el F7)E BAAHAIZHD)T AN A ZH2+3+4+5) 0.2 FEHH o] FAHALE T
o]l LARE e BES F32F drixe AZH2), o|AAHE B FE BEE F2F
g7x)e] A1ZHI), BES BEAMsn @exd Fested 288 ADAMHdelay time)(d), L
23 ol Aflgle WAL AL FAsE AGLR FEYE £ UAH

Z71% u4L ey $eo] TAuE, 27 B (false alarm)Z A7 ¥]&, o) FYH Fe
ZAug, 1ela FERIZHEo2 FAAT AF 7loiv]&(expected cost per hour)& F7]
o} 7)ujn) &(expected cost per cycle)®] F71% 71thAlt(expected time per cycle)dll th¥ ]
2ZA Fdse AA4 289 18-S JehlE Iz AT

FAAHAINE NFEZE Banz 4R A3 FANHE A4ste F¢ Aol AS
gobd HFAZLS 1/100th Bl FAAUNE AAsts FUqol Yidol FEEGY, AN
1/Ae) SARE AMs=d 285E ARL O A% 2th T & 23R A 7|HAY
Nzrolet & W oARE AAsEU 28FHE JHARE Tid 23R JdsE 8
T,- E(F)8} gt BEFEXAS b, A1 F 259 $ES et & o E(HE Usd 2
o] AAt®tHLorenzen and Vance(1986)).

e-/lh
BEF)=a =%

ZAAHE Adsts S Ado] A&HW D=1, F9HU D =0z & o, BT #AJY
g AE 93 2o

1/A+(Q—D) T, E(F) 4.1)

iRl (G+1)wA EE Apolo] olabgidle]l WAE JgiAG e ted Ao
(Duncan(1956)).

_ ~ih
r= §1+Ah%e 42)

A(l—e™)

Hebd ol4€el WA FHE ol4RAe BASE EEE FET WY sgARe
h+ ARL;—r2 Foj}

e g2z A3 gsd Hesttd 285E JHARE edt A e FEo)
nAe BEZgor FAY o FES A3l 2 AAE gz 4t LaHE AL
% ne7}‘ %C}_ Tl% o])b‘.%].?_].% %Z‘_a}'"\fﬂl _)1:.8.51"\'_—'- 7]C“A]Z_}-, TZ% —'g—;g% z{;%s}_%cﬂ A
a5t AgAztele 37 F7F AdAIRY B(Ps)E B&3 2t

E(Ps) = 1//1+(1 _DI)TO . E(F) +h . ARLa—t+ne+ T1+T2 (4.3)

CoSt Ca(> C)E FAol wEejst o3 F¢dl A EFos A% @ANL?
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Hlgolzt ahah. 3 & FAE S 4do] AXHY D=1, FvEW Dy=0cle 57 B
02 A% #7173 JuIge e 2o

ColA+Calh - ARLs—t+ne+D,Ty+D,Ty) - (4.4)

Cr8 273579 1§, oJduUdo) A o o|& AN $35E g Cpal s
L3ue AA ol dAY HY R FA Y Ju &L T o] FojA),

CF‘ E(F)'*‘CD (45)

a& B¥Y nAugole stn bE FEVHT vigold shY ERIE de 27D 7]
Wul 8 ohe T 2.

(a+bn)(1/A+h - ARLy—t+ne+D,Ty+D,T,)/h (4.6)

A (449), 45), (46)& Tlgtd F717 7du &g 78 F dew, ol FU7 UL
2 o] @4 oYU Z¥AN Y AR Zluge bga} o] Attt

Ls = —E(IP—S) « {ColA+Calh - ARLy—t+ne+D,T\+D,Ty) + Cr+ E(F)+C
+(a+bn) - (1/A+h- ARL;—c+ne+D,\T\+D,T5)/h} 4.7

ojZ ¥ v 8E P L o]fste] EWMA #IYEM M &¥5E Hassts HAAES: n, 7,
k, he 3& e FAE v2T5rt 2RAYTY W3 8, 25 n, v, k, hel wjnEys:
2 REHRZ A%z (constraint)& 7} H]4 8 H 3 £ A (nonlinear optimization problem)7}
g}

A Zldulg LgE Ha sl EAE £7) 998 Lasdon et al(1978)9] Generalized
Reduced Gradient Methodell }¥ GRG-II FORTRAN 2T 27 & Algstgdon, 23]
€ 28E 30 Ael, Fb5A r& (0 D, #A™A bt (01, 5), FEFE1F ke (01, 109
AANN HAHke Rtk BEAY) n-2% THENES FAY 5 A: Hagolnh

A9 HRE @8] A%t G =0, e=0, T;=0, T;=0, D=1, D,=08 7}4
3 AIER 7o) 8 O83 7o) e HEEC

Calh - ARLy;— 0D+ Cr- E(F)+Cp, y Llatbm)

Ls= 1/A+h- ARL, =1 i 48

FARSS MLRSE O Pol nedth 245 2HE W2 UehyEu 85
A 2t Beol dgshe RS Aok AZE s159 kg Bl YEhRIT
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8(ip) = 1.0(1), 2.0(2), 3.0(3)

A(3) = 0.001(1), 0.005(2), 0.01(3), 0.05(4)
Cr(ip) = 50(1), 100(2)

Ca(ia) = 100(1), 200(2)

Cp(ip) = 25(1), 50(2)

a(i,) = 0.0(1), 1.0(2)

b(i,) = 0.1(1), 0.2(2)

oy AAY Riso) e BN gz FASU, of 2Pl wet ¥ HFE HiH
A7E HARS n, v, k, hE 7% ARATE [E 1% 2 EWMA @9 A 71s
AN pE z2Fo ulsh 08788~00924 Alele] o2 MAHYLH, o|RAE& EWMA #=e
EAA Aol F2 ALgHE el WY 005~05%E B At deE & F AR E
& R 3MC 2 4SS 2 5 9o REavis BEFEUAL Aol wet aA Atelst
glegg o 2 9tk WM AAA MAMe FRAEFE BAA AANN F2 ALHE &
=3 g AR F& & F AUk

(¥ 1] 3RS vEETol B HHYRSY

3924 ¥ 22 HH25
3 A CA Cp CD a b n Y k h

3 10001 } 200 100 25 0.0 0.2 2 0.8788 | 3.4065 1.7783

1 | 0010 | 100 100 50 0.0 0.1 17 09110 | 3.0242 | 1.7478

1 | 0.005 | 200 100 50 1.0 0.1 20 0.9490 | 3.0033 | 2.3961

2 0.05 100 100 25 1.0 0.1 7 09770 | 3.4041 | 0.8341

3 10001} 100 100 50 1.0 0.1 4 09924 | 3.7060 | 52809

wol ojAYIQle 7LAE EWMA ®alee] AAY AANA HA 7FA rike 19 423
AN ke HAA Hol X-BAES S FASAE A%E dehn itk e BA
A AANA EWMA @Basr X-gaEgt a4dd7E ZEY dast gled, oRe
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EWMA #2lE9 X-gazol tg ug 24824 Jehy & g, X-BexEe Hx A
A3 71 8& Ly, EWMA #3259 HA AR 7oug Leuwd st 9o Zol
H] 8 HAEE Aot

Ly — Lpyya

R = Iy

x 100 (4.9)
U874& Re (24 3]0 veht floh ojd) $HEe geg go) Fojsi
H=1,+2(5,—1) +2%(ir—1) +2%(i,—1) +2%(ip— 1) +25(:; —1)+2° - 3(i5—1)

(29 3JolXN €4 ojddd 28e 7% A% X-wa=d us) EWMA #ass Ha
109 We]ol A Ho 70%9) v g4 A7t LS o 2 9o}

1 & =10 i §=20 P& =30
P A= A= P A=
1 0.001 0.005 001 005 :0.001 0.005 0.01 0.05 1 0.001 0.005 0.01 0.05 !

100 '
90 « |
1

80« i
704 :
o |
60 |
|

|

1

|

|

40 4
30 4
20 «

(2% 3] X-#aso] hg EWMARE S ] e72g
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42 T o€ =¥

0z o4 EHolMe e NEHezt gY o34 Byl shgs got e

2e R 71X e ARe s,

D olA€ee g7t Aow, 2 4o] W4T WX e FFel 1/4;, i=1,2,.8
oz Nz 54U N+EEE Bt

2 YAFHANN B e FE AUAEE A, 4, -, A0 & 9 TR
jAR oA Agt HARezA FARF 4= p+ 8o, i=1,2,--,22 WY
o,

3) & 59 ol 4uclel LANE W B TF TE TE FH AU VAR Y&
o.

9 Aoz Ry BAANHARE gAe XNFBERSF FHigtol HY ojRe HFo] 1/4
(&, A=25,2)% AFHFATE w2 ok =Y opdddol 2A® B¢ 1 ¥
A;Y 2% &8 Aj/A% Ao

A g7 gAE Ae 9&3 2o,

% +(1-D) T, E(F) (4.10)
(+D3 (AR B2 Aol o] AYed Al HAE JUAR rE GEH 2o

1— (144, k)e "

r; = =
’ A(1—e™*)

(4.11)

ol A A;7l 2N w9 HFUUE ARL, T 3 A;7b 243 o] FHdde &
AtE FES 328 q471xY 7R b ARL,—rolth #&3e 41 de=d 38
sid 285E XAA ne, o EYd A; € TAHIEU £8FHE VAL Ty, o]dHEd
Aol 9% FAFAANT Ty 2 o F719 7|AE &3 Zo| 2dEY.

1+/{(1_D[)T0 . E(m'*' ﬁl, {h' ARLJ,— 2',-+ne+T1,~+ Tz,}
E(Py) = S (412)

CaiE o189 AR A% SARID Mg, CpE o¥Y9d A;& AM3ta A<
v)golgt A AF7| & T o] xAE
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Lu= Jpoy -1 Gl +U-D)T, - B(F)

3. Cajd; (h+ ARLy — t+ne+ D, Ty+D,Ty) + 34, Cry
+ =1 y =1 + CF' E(F)

+ ‘”h”’” -{1+A(1—-D,)T0-E(F)+ﬁlai(h-ARLai—r,-+ne+D,Tl,~+Dsz,~)}]
£
(4.13)

Duncan(1971)& ©3 o] 49 YoM oz 435 e AASAY. o] =EdAE ¥
TE9 AL 7|¥3H o2 Duncand) F2E garg g}
ol = g=128 o 5% e o] AR}

&=(0.2540.5)1, I;= % 1,3, j=1,2,--12 (4.14)

Duncan® I,=19 A$ee melstglont o wRolAE 8,58 wrt uf chebsin AAs7]
Al 1;=1/3, 3¢ AF= nPch ol Ak WwAulg AE 8ol wkngsta
XA & E(negative exponential prior distribution)& watha 714 =

(4.15)

A A =,

Cai = [ 1-0@—-8)+0(-3-6)—2{1 —0(3)}] (4.16)
e, O(-)e EEHFEEES
Caue Aol whmgal, 28 28 4,Ch =12 718
Aoz ofdqcle] EAY o 1 Mo Yo] 242 PMlo] £o]atx) Eatd T
Aol 2 ¥4 AXdT & 5 gk mekx wsle o] §;=09 AL, = oAN A

dl FFAMA =5 vgo] A AXNA Hol Cpe 89 #2852A tent o] 44
Lis

Cpi = Cr- exp(—V8;/2), i=1,2,-,12 (4.17)

FoI g0l ME AR BE /A9 Cy, Cpo FEL [E 200 YER} Qo)
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(£ 2] 8, Aj/A, Caj, Cpi &

. 3 /1;//1 Caj CD,‘(XCF/SO)
Txy | =13 1 3 | I,=173 1 3 | =13 1 3
11 075 | 01265 02338 0527 N6 B8 4sl | 8% 1243 B
2| 125 | 01164 01813 02493 6332 1052 145066 | 3621 2859 1899
3| 15 | ooiom omenz omm 13375 35957 185623 | 3413 2581 1590
4 225 | 00985 01100 00556 51 78209 187708 | 3243 262 1364
s | 275 | 00%6 00856 00263 0251 139214 187724 | 3098 2182 1189
6 | 325 | 00834 00667 00124 62073 08162 187724 | 2971 2030 1049
71 375 | 00767 00519 00059 04272 269166 187724 | 285 1899 935
s | 425 | 00706 00405 00028 | 136168 311419 187724 | 2758 1784 839
o | 475 | 0069 00315 00013 | 190694 34327 187724 | 2665 1682 7157
0! sas | 00597 0025 00006 | 259710 344049 18772¢ | 2581 1590 687
01 s7s | o00sso 00191 00003 | 344672 MTLTS 187724 | 2502 1508 627
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Selection of the Economically Optimal Parameters
in the EWMA Control ChartV

Chang-Soon Park”, Tai-Yon Won"

Abstract

Exponentially weighted moving average(EWMA) control chart has been used
widely for process monitoring and process adjustment recently, but there has not
been many studies about the selection of the parameters.

Design of the control chart can be classified into the statistical design and the
economic design. The purpose of the economic design is to minimize the cost
function in which all the possible costs occurring during the process are
considered, whereas the statistical design is to minimize the Type II error
probability given the Type I error probability. In this paper the optimal parameters
of the EWMA chart are selected for the economic design as well as for the
statistical design. The optimal parameters for the economic design show
significantly different from those of the statistical design, and especially the
weight is always larger than that used in the statistical design.

In the economic design, we divide the model into the single assignable cause
model and the multiple assignable causes model according to number of
assignable causes considered. In the results of the single assignable cause model,
which is used as the average context of the multiple assignable causes, it shows
that the selection of the parameters may be misleading when the multiple
assignable causes exist in practice.
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