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Evolution of Performance for Bootstrap EWMA Control
Chart under Non—normal Process

Man Woong Lee - Suh 1l Song

Dept. of Industrial Systems Engineering, Dong~A University

In this study, we establish bootstrap control limits for EWMA chart by applying the bootstrap method,
called resampling, which could not demand assumptions about pre-distribution when the process is skewed
and/or the normality assumption is doubt. The results obtained in this study are summarized as follows :
bootstrap EWMA control chart is developed for applying bootstrap method to EWMA chart, which is more
sensitive to small shifts of process. With the purpose of eliminating a skewness of the resampling
distribution, the bootstrap control limits are established by using a modified residual, and its performance is

analyzed by ARL.

It is shown that the bootstrap EWMA control chart developed in this study includes the properties of
standard EWMA control chart that is sensitive to a small shift, and detects process in out of control more

quickly than standard EWMA chart.
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<Table 1> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x =0.5(n=5, k=5, «=0.05)

A 010 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

EUCL 0.66212 0.70095 0.73505 0.76637 0.79593

BUCL 0.60756 0.6308 0.65998 0.68351 0.70624

shift TUCL 0.64219 0.67649 0.70660 0.73426 0.76037

ELCL 0.34013 0.30130 0.26720 0.23588 0.20632

BLCL 0.39991 0.37570 0.35439 0.33484 0.31643

TLCL 0.35781 0.32351 0.29340 0.26574 0.23963

EWMA 12.68660 1009617 8.78363 8.02320 7.56627

0.0 Bootstrap 0.80947 4.60630 3.95930 3.60717 3.37893

True 10.02713 7.93347 6.82827 6.21670 5.84103

EWMA 350033 3.10770 2.87923 2712483 2.61657

1.0 Bootstrap 258690 2.34680 2.20387 211817 2.05613

True 3.16133 2.81073 2.60950 248250 2.38857

EWMA 1.78387 1.56930 1.44770 1.37247 1.31997

20 Bootstrap 1.36910 1.25980 1.20100 1.16800 1.14690

True 1.62650 1.44423 1.34583 1.28553 1.24560

EWMA 1.25157 1.12710 1.07633 1.04967 1.03380

30 Bootstrap 1.05160 1.02223 1.01290 1.00807 1.00623

True 1.15797 1.07630 1.04227 1.02673 1.01857
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<Table 2> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x=05(n=5, k=5, @ =0.0026)

A 0.10 0.15 0.20 025 0.30

BEUCL 0.74850 0.80816 0.86065 0.90867 0.95400

BUCL 0.66519 0.70799 0.74666 0.78280 0.81774

, TUCL 0.71847 077117 0.81744 0.85994 0.90005
shift ELCL 0.25375 0.19409 0.14170 0.09358 0.04816
BLCL 0.35010 0.31624 0.28745 0.26200 0.238%5

TLCL 0.28153 022833 0.18256 0.14006 0.099%

EWMA 3872867 32.02887 2R.30217 26.82913 24.89373

0.0 Bootstrap 11.84577 9.20533 787587 7.08093 6.54030
True 26.92820 21.91323 1961453 1871803 1839133

EWMA 5.17463 453833 4.26063 4,05960 392097

10 Bootstrap 355003 319280 299293 285610 2.76840
True 455073 403763 373783 355037 342003

EWMA 248773 216353 1.98030 185313 175967

20 Bootstrap 180787 160780 149423 141937 137163
True 923903 195663 178930 167640 150497

EWMA 175033 150707 1.35660 125993 1.19920

30 Bootstrap 126753 114347 109240 106457 1.04790
True 1.58600 135920 123393 116603 112540
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<Table 3> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x=2.0(n=5, k=5, «=0.06)

A 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

EUCL 2.35667 2.44098 2.51500 2.58300 2.64718

BUCL 2.24576 2.30653 2.36129 241262 2.46208

shift TUCL 2.28438 2.35297 2.41320 2.46852 2.52073

ELCL 1.65758 157327 1.49925 143124 1.36707

BLCL 1.77659 1.72021 1.67028 1.62407 1.58020

TLCL 1.71562 1.64703 1.58680 1.53148 1.47927

EWMA 12.92980 9.77933 8.14907 717137 6.51693

0.0 Bootstrap 6.07343 4,79150 405273 3.58790 3.28000

True 861330 6.59337 554050 4.88237 442087

EWMA 3.74163 3.29120 3.02217 2.85267 2.73533

1.0 Bootstrap 2.78563 2.48053 2.31727 2.20657 2.12780

True 3.10663 2.75477 254100 241113 2.31170

EWMA 1.91920 1.68233 154267 1.45373 1.39330

2.0 Bootstrap 1.43467 1.34550 1.27110 1.22693 1.19897

True 1.63280 1.45107 1.35417 1.29480 1.25323

EWMA 1.34497 1.18203 1.10947 1.07350 1.05347

30 Bootstrap 1.08943 1.04370 1.02657 1.01823 1.01393

True 1.16167 1.07623 1.04530 1.03087 1.02310
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<Table 4> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x =2.0(n=5, k=5, @ =0.0026)

A 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

EUCL 2.54420 2.67373 218747 2.89196 2.99056

BUCL 2.37074 2.46300 2.54577 2.62332 2.69721

shift TUCL 2.43695 2.54233 2.63487 2.71988 2.80010

ELCL 1.47005 1.34052 1.22678 1.12229 1.02369

BLCL 1.65882 1.57699 1.50600 1.44157 1.38162

TLCL 1.56305 1.45767 1.36513 1.28012 1.19990

EWMA 40.09880 30.33337 25.48737 22.74337 20.96057

0.0 Bootstrap 13.33327 10.08953 8.37803 7.38160 6.69797

True 21.96070 16.64607 13.90177 12.28217 11.17277

EWMA 5.60773 4,96787 460713 4.37180 4.21890

1.0 Bootstrap 3.87403 3.43027 3.17897 3.01897 2.91533

True 450023 3.97137 - 3.65977 3.45133 3.30970

EWMA 2.69010 2.34300 2.13517 1.99337 1.89490

2.0 Bootstrap 1.97370 1.74277 1.60557 1.51660 1.45600

True 2.23823 1.96063 1.79290 1.68190 1.60043

EWMA 1.88970 1.62597 1.45430 1.34797 1.27323

3.0 Bootstrap 1.38363 1.21557 1.13807 1.09520 1.07267

True 1.58420 1.35880 1.23590 1.17003 1.12577
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<Figure 1> Comparison of ARL, EWMA
and Bootstrap control charts
for Gammma distribution with

x=2(n=10 k=5 a=0.05)

<Table 5> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x=0.5(n=5, k=20)

A 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 030

control limit 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
EUCL 064114 0.67521 0.70512 0.73260 0.75853
BUCL 060722 0.63486 0.65988 0.68345 0.70620
TUCL 0.64219 0.67649 0.70660 0.73426 0.76037
ELCL 0.35865 0.32458 0.29467 0.26719 0.24126
BLCL 0.39851 0.37422 0.35283 0.33318 0.31464
TLCL 0.35781 0.32351 0.29340 0.26574 0.23963

@ 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026
EUCL 0.71692 0.76926 0.81522 0.85744 0.89729
BUCL 0.66494 0.70777 0.74642 0.78267 0.81757
TUCL 0.71847 0.77117 0.81744 0.85994 0.90005
ELCL 0.28287 0.23053 0.18457 0.14235 0.10250
BLCL 0.34848 0.31453 0.28571 0.26014 0.23716
TLCL 0.28153 0.22833 0.18256 0.14006 0.09995

<Table 6> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x =2.0(n=5, k=20)

N 0.10 015 0.20 0.25 0.30

control limit 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05
EUCL 2.29780 2.37181 2.43680 2.49650 2.55284
BUCL 2.22525 2.28489 2.33866 2.38897 243745
TUCL 2.28438 2.35297 241320 2.46852 2.52073
ELCL 1.68405 1.61004 1.54506 1.48535 1.42901
BLCL 1.76306 1.70743 1.65817 1.61249 1.56920
TLCL 1.71562 1.64703 1.58680 153148 1.47927

@ 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026
EUCL 2.46243 2.57615 267601 2.76774 2.85430
BUCL 2.34792 243902 2.52050 2.59639 2.66892
TUCL 2.4369 2.54233 2.63487 2.71938 2.80010
ELCL 1.51942 1.40570 1.30534 1.21411 112755
BLCL 1.64564 1.56482 1.49473 143114 1.37226
TLCL 1.56305 1.45767 1.36513 1.28012 1.19990
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<Table 7> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x=05(n=10, k=5)
\\\; 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
control limit 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
EUCL 0.61372 0.64044 0.66391 0.68547 0.70581
BUCL 0.59064 0.61309 0.63319 0.65203 0.67010
TUCL 0.60054 0.62479 0.64609 0.66565 0.68411
ELCL 0.39210 0.36538 0.34191 0.32035 0.30001
BLCL 0.42026 0.40095 0.38416 0.36386 0.35456
TLCL 0.39946 0.37521 0.35391 0.33435 0.31589
a 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026
EUCL 0.67317 0.71423 0.75029 0.78341 0.81467
BUCL 0.63895 0.67465 0.70653 0.73663 0.76567
TUCL 0.65448 0.69174 0.72446 0.75451 0.78288
ELCL 0.33266 0.29159 0.25554 0.22241 0.19116
BLCL 0.37956 0.35219 0.32915 0.30861 0.28985
TLCL 0.34552 0.30826 0.27554 0.24549 0.21712
<Table 8> Sensitivity Analysis : Gamma distribution of shape parameter x=2.0(n=10, k=5)
A 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
control limit @ 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
EUCL 2.23689 2.29282 2.34193 2.38704 242961
BUCL 219125 2.23805 227932 2.31878 2.3559%5
TUCL 2.20109 2.24959 2.20217 2.33129 2.36821
ELCL 1.77312 1.71719 1.66808 1.62297 1.58039
BLCL 1.82527 1.78222 1.74459 1.70999 167739
TLCL 1.79891 1.75041 1.70783 1.66871 1.63179
a 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026 0.0026
EUCL 2.36130 244723 252268 2.59200 2.60741
BUCL 2.29052 2.36317 242829 2.48922 254716
TUCL 2.30897 2.38349 2.44892 2.50903 2.56575
ELCL 1.64871 1.56278 1.48732 1.41801 1.35259
BLCL 1.73272 1.668% 1.61414 1.56453 1.51794
TLCL 1.69103 1.61651 1.55108 1.49097 1.434725
<Table 1> ~ <Table 83 <Figure 1> ~ <Figure 2EH "o &3k Zoln ARL %3 Fzk{true value)
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<Figure 2> Comparison of ARL, EWMA and Bootstrap
control charts for Gamma distribution with

x=2(n=10 k=5 @ =0.0026)

<Figure 3> Comparison of ARL, EWMA and Bootstrap
control charts for Gamma distribution with

x=5(n=10 k=20 «=0.05)
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<Figure 4> Comparison of ARL, EWMA and Bootstrap
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x3H(n=10 k=20 «=0.0026)
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