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Evaluation of Demerit-CUSUM Control Chart Performance
Using Fast Initial Response
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Complex Products may present more than one type of defects and these defects are not always of equal severity. These
defects are classified according to their seriousness and effect on product quality and performance. Demerit systems are very
effective systems to monitoring the different types of defects. So, classical demerit control chart used to monitor counts of
several different types of defects simultaneously in complex products. S.M. Na et al.(2003) proposed the Demerit-CUSUM
for the improvement of the demerit control chart performance and Nembhard, D. A. et al.(2001) and G.Y. Cho et al.(2004)
developed a Demerit control chart using the EWMA technique and evaluated the performance of the control chart. In this
paper, we present an effective method for process control using the Demerit-CUSUM with fast initial response. Morcover,
we evaluate exact performance of the Demerit-CUSUM control chart with fast initial response, Demerit-CUSUM and Demer-
it-EWMA according to changing sample size or parameters.

Keywords : Demerit-CUSUM Control Chart, Statistical Process Control(SPC), Fast Initial Response
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FIR& O|83' Demerit—CUSUM 2T 2|

= %/\]"ﬂ ‘&3] 0}7] 93 g W oF Demerit B
E7F AREEHI glow ofof gk A& ATt 3
S SItHl, 3, 4, 5, 8, 12, 13]. ZL#vh AEA<) Demerit
He =X Demerit Eﬁﬂaho o] g3ty o]
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Ao ojFofA 9l ‘%}’é} AEEE
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Demerit-CUSUM  #2]
12t8t 2™ Demerit ¥ =0 EWMA(Exponen-
tially Weighted Moving Average) 7]®%©] &-&¥ Demerit-
EWMA #El=7F A= dus, 12, 13].
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2.2 Demerit—-CUSUM Zi2|=

Demerit-CUSUM @3] =+ 20033 =9 Na, S. M et al.
o oste] Q=AY 71E9) CUSUM 71'8S Demerit
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°]Z & Demerit-CUSUM #E|EE 9% Demerit &

A w g ARESt BEF 2 BAHE FIh
CF= Max(0, u,— K+ C;",] (1)
C; = Maz[0, K—u;+ C_|] ()
q71A,
Coy=Cy=0

kK= uzwAuA—!— wpup+ weto+ wpty
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e &l iste] AF3HATE Hawkins(1993)F Montgomery
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5 A%9A AAstn 23t AME=Ut We F
g3, 1 #AYE] FPrd BL JF 4 Aoyt @
AerS AF3A o9 2ol Demerit-CUSUM &9
FPRE A3 Hristy] YAe BYx T g
HHEQ K& HREY A8% wrgo] Aol 1y
U A1), A @A Hole vie} o] 7€ Demerit-
CUSUM #HZoME kg3t wo go] 25 AAE
o] glo] AAHoz Kgho] u o) FAHFY 4,7 G
< HAst gl FEnEEA Y KFto] AUE ¥y
A Rtk gEbA, B =FodAe ol#d /& A+
o EAEE #2357 938t Demerit-CUSUM T %=
AA A S A1), A QF FAT ok 4] (3), A (@)
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£2] Demerit-CUSUM #g]x9] A7
o FARE AL k9 HEE AESA ubdsty
A4AD Demerit-CUSUM #E =9 FIAEE Y7t
2 ovlustaat gt olE s AME 5 N7 B9
BT Demerit 5 w7} WatE Ao tatd 30 Bl
A& A-83F Demerit #E =9} 7129 Demerit-CUSUM
HejEeote] FYPEE vudt) oE AE 4 NF wF
o] ¥zl & $£YPx HunE Zk FAHY wet g8 v}
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T SUTH12].

A A A (5)
AT Ap A A A8 £oE E FE FoAdT o
A 255 245 BANEs) Ane AL

8= Bt 97
3 FAEE P R o0 Y Este) At s
kit ki)
3.2 Demerit 22|£o| £ T XTI} LU H|W

Ao M= ALAE Demerit-CUSUM #E Lo A

gvigeh. A 4 A4 (5)e1A 2‘6& A= ARE Sistel 3o BeADALS A8t
= AEAQ Demerit FE|E[6], 71E Y Demerit-CUSUM
M=X=0=0 BT === #el=(12], MEA ALAE Demerit-CUSUM #a] o
e FYPeE HusES grh olF 93t AE
E TS A\ HES Demerit-CUSUM # =9 4RI, Nz} ZAHT9 ¥ E(mean shifts)?] 279 oid w3
g HAE she 2ol 9 olde 2L f9 <X B FUt ¥ =RdMe AES FIYT FrtE 93
>3 o] xgto] T4E F oH, o]F o4& FF o AE ML 10,000 TE FPPoH, A =
T v 2 HrlMe A2de U MEE g vn 3pRE $3y%A golHeld] IMSLF Visual C++ 6.0&
TREE VM B2 0T 239 2 HEE M ARSI 9 <E 2»>u AE F ON=10Y A 7
<E 1> ugkel sl e )2 X
- A A A Ay Ay
0.2 0.00124223 0.00124224 0.00124227 0.00124230
1.0 0.00621118 0.00621118 0.00621118 0.00621120
1.8 0.01118012 0.01118013 0.01118013 0.01118020
<E 2> N=100Y Z<2, Demerit-CUSUM #2|E2| £ HEIt X HID
ARL Demerit(7977) Demerit-CUSUM(2003) THAAIE Demerit-CUSUM
Mean N = 100 N = 100 N = 100
Hy Mean Shift A, w3l A, W3 A 3 A, ¥ PNk A, 93
1.00 41, 49.5790 49.4755(k=0, h=8.71) 49.485(k=10.5, h=3.23)
1251, 32.3754 49,4091 39.5594 48.2026 28.15 36.445
0.2 1504, 22.9414 49,1951 29.1647 34.6309 19.135 29.655
1751, 17.7592 48,7209 22.1058 25.0910 14.16 24855
2.00 14, 14.1973 46.8835 17.8085 19.4752 11.37 19.475
1.00 41, 121.4780 121.5360(k =0, h=14.35) 121.63(k=0.5, h=3.82)
125, 46.8517 60.7687 48.1459 49,7780 33.94 46.395
1.0 1.50 4, 23.9535 47.74 25.8849 26.2767 15.545 20.99
1.75 4, 13.9120 25.8365 17.7682 17.9466 9.24 11.01
2.00 11y 9.3141 20.2528 13.6502 13.5830 6.48 7.005
1.00 4, 139.0820 139.4650(k=0, h=15.49) 139.975(k=0.5, h=3.89)
1254, 42.3962 67.5602 40.3816 40.8966 27.47 37.495
1.8 1.50 4, 18.3525 35.3931 21.2339 21.4093 11.255 1348
1.75 1, 10.0462 19.6991 14,4229 14.3820 6.56 7.14
2.00 44, 6.2621 11.5732 10.9851 10.8997 4.455 4,705
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<E 3> N=300¥ H=, Demerit-CUSUM R2|E2| £33 f{Z7} 2l H|m

ARL Demerit( 7977) Demerit-CUSUM(2003) Tf&AHIE Demerit-CUSUM
Mean N =300 N =300 N =300
| Mean Shift N RE! L A W3} PE!
1004, 98.7210 98.6162(k =0, h=2.935) 98.96(k=0.5, h=2.173)
1254, 44.9755 55.6036 51.8714 55.1189 3736 53.635
0.2 1504, 25.8155 432314 29.1461 302527 21.105 29.63
1754, 16.2312 39.1014 203440 207434 13.345 17.09
2004, 11.3564 23.53 15.5755 15.7931 9.085 11.66
1.00 4, 158.2680 158.67(k =0, h=8.475) 158.205(k = 0.75, h=1.718)
1254 36.9363 68.6435 34.2081 34.4844 25.98 37.185
1.0 1504, 13.6179 28.2563 17.7743 17.8103 9.48 11.955
1754, 6.7033 13.1830 12.0995 11.9954 5.285 5.92
200, 4.0748 6.6214 9.2110 9.0951 3.845 4015
1.004, 221.9990 21.1320(k=0, h=13.617) 221.08(k=0.75, h=1.853)
1254, 33.6524 56.5158 31.0063 31.0805 20.96 2536
18 1.50 4, 10.0417 17.3114 15.8855 15.8496 6.775 7.39
1754, 43357 6.5948 10.7836 10.7208 4185 4.25
2004, 2.5163 2.9636 8.2094 8.1421 2.985 3.075

&a RE5Y $YEA) @ vE Aolw, <E & N AAFA 2 FAES AASA AP Felskgn
0d ASe BAESe) $HEE wng Aot
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%’4 E 2>, <X P9 FY= vw ZHE 539 71 3.3 Demerit-CUSUM Z2|zo| L£3ME X315
9] Demerit-CUSUM #E X9 F3d% Hrirl AdslA QI3t ml2fo|E{ES(k A =&t
o] FfAA E3AeE FY T & YUk B =E4

Ae ditdos 7 #-s 3= 37t o HlJL-E—% gy o CUSUM THel® 4k ohuz CUSUM 7]
flsted dibdoz AREHE WA ARLE TYHA o] Hed BIASEL A HEFT 1 FPES
1Y F FAYTY WEo] BAFAUES AS HF  FHsep] YHHE FuEHES oEA AAsn =
d AoNARL)E ol 83te] AYREY FIYEE Ha Feh=ur} W FaF TR0y, 1] wEA, B A
sttt = vin 23 719 Demerit-CUSUM®]  9lAE Demerit-CUSUM #E]| =9 FTE 23607
vlgte] ALAE Demerit-CUSUM @2 £¢) ARL1°1 A, HEA AL Ase S s ko) he 2SO
o gl Juglel RE APlN o F& FARE T BHL FARReR, 2 2AETE o9 <E 4,

HolH, Hh 200% ol BobAE A& AT + A <FE 5> Zrh oy BAE FIsty] 9i3te] WA,
oH, ofF B F o Wy IRHT g Wse 7 po Wk wet A7 ARLE 1AF F ARL

<H 4> N=100¥ A2, MEAHE Demerit-CUSUM BI2|EQ| £ E AXOR 5= 4 H =&t

N =100
By =02 w =10 po =18
*, k) AR, = 49 ARI, = 121 ARI, = 139

k 0.1 02 ]025] 05 {075 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.0 0.1 02 025 05 | 075 1.0

h 627 | 48 | 43 | 323|255 227 9.16 | 6.68 | 596 | 3.82 | 2.96 | 246 | 977 | 674 | 6.19 | 3.89 | 2.88 | 2.3




FIR& 0|83t Demerit—CUSUM HZ|T2]

F¥T Bt 99

<E 5 N =300 22, MAMAZ Demerit-CUSUM Zi2|zo| £ E X|MOZ 5=  h T
N =300

py =02 py =1.0 ty =18

(k, h) ARL, =98 ARL, =158 ARIL, =221
k 0.1 02 | 025 05 | 0.75 1.0 0.1 02 | 025 05 | 075 1.0 0.1 02 1025 1] 05 | 075 1.0
h 485 | 3.59 | 324 1 217 | 1.67 | 144 | 597 1 42 [ 3731229 | 1.72 | 133 | 6.74 | 48 | 421 | 2.58 | 1.85 | 1.46
< HAE e g HEY 2FES 2489 o Y=g 8tk Demerit-CUSUM #2| =0l FIRS %
<E 4>, <H S>AA AAG k9 he] ZEELS 53 A £S AFY B =FAdXNE 50% headstartE B3] L
A8 A ]H Demerit-CUSUM ## =5 A&3dux & ©, FIR Demerit-CUSUM ## T F3% HIIE ¢
B, =Y FYEE HHom e HYxEE @ AlEg ol AAAE Demerit-CUSUM #e]=9 3
3l7] 93 AU HE k9 hol Usk stelmgolog A w Hrlkel U A £ UTh FIR Demerit-CUSUM &
AtA AFEE = Qo] dF dAYodA F ¢ uﬁﬂ Yo Fix B4 & AAAE Demerit-CUSUM, 20043

g AT 5 Q. = @ o
A Demerit-CUSUM #E T2 Hg4d 749 TAYFY
M3t 5849 #AE A9 Demern—CUSUM we
=] F& BuEQl K(= ko)l e I AH3A
AT ® gE S E H(=ho)3e 9 <E 4>,
<E 5>% o] g3ld {1 HsA Aate] Aok

A A7} ARt Aol

4. FIRE 0|23} Demerit-CUSUM ZR|=
4.1 FIR(Fast Initial Response)Z} Z2|=

FIR(Fast Initial Response)< 1982%d Lucas®} Crosierol
S Agez AR, B A9 3 &
Ag}\]- ;J)ro] 7}5 )\]-EH o }_ ],EHO
73, CUSUM 71" <] "]7]
£31tH10]. gWkH o FIRS headstartF/]-JIJ_ st A
Aozctst o) 27 e 00 obd 1 & AH83
W o1& 50% headstartekil 3UH10, 11]. Lucas$t Crosier
(1982)= CUSUM ##%=o] FIRS A& 7% FAHo

A A FE #E AEl(in-controhol Aol Het ®
2ol ARLE Ot HAFO|E ETen B

T :ﬂ_;g

°] ®
oz =2 fso

ol
o
P
N

Ve dE e s HA X FAHY A, o
‘& (out-of-contro) & BAeF= FEHU ARL,E AATF
FEH 1 §848E ANt £ =84 Demerit
BAFE ol&ste FAEL FEsteE FAHAAM, MEA
RS AYewp)dte A EE 3T FHo] v &
AR AE7F AF wAEE Y Aol FAHTY

S F o WA 2X37] 98t Demerit-CUSUM

A 2
#T = FIRE AE3192H, o]& FIR Demerit-CUSUM

o 9479 Demerit-EWMA #e|=E3 I $YPTE 4|
it

5. FIRE 0|28 Demerit-CUSUM 2|2
Yz gt

Nembhard, D. A9} Nembhard, H. B.(2001)% Demerit &
@ %o EWMA(Exponentially Weighted Moving Average)
71HS Aste HYEE AFoz AR e Cho, G
Y.} Jeon, Y. M.(2004)& Demerit-EWMA T E9] 43
TE sl ¥gubso® CUSUM HE %9 EWMA
Fms FARTY AL WPl gk wa=E
(Shewhart) #e]Zel Hlgte] £2 FHEE Hoje Ao
2 494 A1) T EWMA &% CUSUM #

5 340 4o WEY Yiid $YE wwd A o
HAOo R ik Zpol7k Q7 AT 7 #EE B
S FHES BolE Jo® ¥4 YUl 14 F
Alo] EWMA #E %9 CUSUM #eEl=e Z47te] 44
o] 9low, 53], EWMA #HE+ 7] “d¥Hautocorrelation)
o] EAste FAA, CUSUM #e=e 5"743”*94

HAAQ Wigol EAstE FAEAA WS ia=pA
9]. 9 <% 62 & =FA AULF FIR Dement-CUSUM
Aeve 35 Aoty B =Ed4E FIR Demerit-

CUSUM ##] %9} Demerit-EWMA 9} AHA ek

7He gt 2004 w=RAA AAGF N=
10091 73-%5He o wusyct. T #=e A
3 A3, ARL,9 F-2 FIR Demerit-CUSUM &2 =7} 5
~10% A% DemerittEWMA #E =0 nj3te] Fold&
g9 ANk F, 0] #Y FHL Bl ded
Al 27 H(false alarm)o] WAl F o FIighe A
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<& 6> N=100Y Z=, FIR Demerit-CUSUM 2|=2| £3T H|R

ARL MEAE Demerit-CUSUM Demerit-EWMA(2004) FIR Demerit-CUSUM
Mean N =100 N =100 N =100
Ho Mean Shift A W3 A, W3 A 93 A, W3 A W3 A, 93
1.00, 49.485(k= 0.5, h=3.23) 49713 pyyaza = 0.3) 47.127(k=0.5, h=3.23)
1.25 1, 28.15 36.445 30.054 36.606 26.403 34.864
0.2 1.50 4, 19.135 29.655 20.721 27.421 18.0 27.515
175 1, 14.16 24.855 15.328 21.215 11.947 20.729
2.004, 1137 19.475 12077 16.480 9.876 16376
1.00 44, 121.63(k = 0.5, k=3.82) 121079\ gyyaza = 0.3) 111.624(k=0.5, h=3.82)
1.254, 33.94 46.395 35.553 45.102 28.962 40.620
1.0 1.50 4, 15.545 20.99 16.549 21.004 11.941 16.226
1751, 9.24 11.01 9.969 11.971 6.820 7.406
2.004, 6.48 7.005 7.179 79127 4574 4352
100, 139.975(k = 0.5, h=3.89) 138.718( A gypzq = 0.3) 125.874(k=0.5, h=3.89)
1254, 2747 37.495 29.219 36.298 23.595 30.853
1.8 1504, 11.255 13.48 12.093 14.175 8315 9.10
17514, 6.56 7.14 7.249 7.834 4570 4356
2004, 4455 4.705 5272 5.393 3.085 2.841
= AT Y ArL, Y A, FAY o3 Ad JEL vAE AHEEQ K(= ko)t H( = ho)E
g BA%E Sl e FolA Hd) 200% ol I IR FYE Hhr} o] Fo)AA Rahgict we}
4 FEEE A 7 7 Usi A, & AtdAE 71&Y Demerit-CUSUM #EE9] A
53, el ol FErE, F4YFY M3 ¥mean AAE 9 F23 JHvgEAd kY HE 18T
shifts) =3 S7F8TE FIR Demerit-CUSUM #E %] AEE FHEE vlu 9 Frisch E3 349 A
FHE7} DemeritEWMA #E|xo] Hlgla dAstA = 9 2 27 A g2 75 A, 4o ¢ B¢
s el & ¢ gtk & FAY AY 2 27 A AHY FS AYE 8-S 9359 FIR Demerit-CUSUM
A ERl VHe A, EE Aol wie Bkl Ao BIEES AAstz O FY=g 9/t 2 2% FR

%ol ARL, S ZAAE BT Demerit-EWMA
#e =12 FIR Demerit-CUSUM #ElE9] A}go] B$
aaolt,

e AFEY ¥Fo| Frtekn glen,
UE F4EE 2t oad 499 24 o
d

HEAQ Demerit T2 E9]
gxolt). 18y

1 Pz Fa%

CUSUM #HEEE o]

TAEE FINE F

7129 Demerit-CUSUM #2] T+

¢

Demerit-CUSUM &2 =7} Demerit-EWMA & 5o 1)

sl W9 e FAEE AL A T £ YA,

rek

I-_Tl__l'?__

il
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