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FE HlolHE o] &3sto] EeE FAs] wlEel #A8E Ryole Axrh EAs o ATt #e
59 5ol dFe A Ak AllxHelA FA4T B4 o] e A7 2= Ghosh 5 (1981),
Quesenberry (1993), Chen(1997), Jones 5 (2001), Chakraborti (2006), Bischak®} Trietsch (2007),
283 Castagliola 5 (2012)0] Sith. 212 Belze] Ag Brwol SlolA oleiah xS Wl
7] 915 ARL®] a3 A AARL (average of the ARL)¥ SDARL (standard deviation of
the ARL)E AME31H7] A&l §3] SDARLS 1 S840 AR AAL Y+ A3e|th. Jones2}
Steiner (2012)7} A322 SDARLS F8Ao tisll AASHHIL, Zhang 5 (2013, 2014), Lee 5
(2013), Aly 5 (2015), Faraz 5 (2015), Z22]3l Saleh 5 (2015)°] AARL¥} SDARLS &7 1
A4 Bl A5 Bobsac

A% T 5L B4 © ARLE Hol AGAY Bgole] RES BEOZ wol A
A P2 YA o)A 7 T B 49 ARLS ©Eo® ARRSsH= AL AAEEA gt
Bischak®} Trietsch (2007), Das (2009)+= ® 4|9 Ex7} £ o2 ol x]-¢3
<= B7H o ARLRES o]835h= Zloll thdk #A1FS AAstsdnt. o3 EAHS a2
ue] wheke ddele] F thal 9 (median) £ o]&3st= Zolth. FAFE o 4A7F
goll viste] RIzstA vEg-8hA] o Bx7h d&o s A¢X Fe & o H3ed <]
T ok @A 7 wiel, ddole] B2V} AERo g ol 293
=9 MRL (median run length)< ©]g3k= WHE 18g 4= Qth. Gan 5 (19
Schmid (2007), Khoo 5 (2012), 283 Low & (2012)
& A2 RS, WLoIS| MRLE ARLS 127102 A7
% T1E MBS ST BE W) WA AL, 25 249 ATE B ol MALY Ba
9l AMRL (average of the MRL)3} =¥ %}l SDMRL (standard deviation of the MRL)-& ©]&3gt

o] =2 AL AIFHN 247 BEE AGIE 49 FIF (subgroup) it ER| ol u}
£ BejEe] Aol tiste] A7 sk AH, B4 Wl U FA%L AA BRYFS A4S B
3 BEAR e FAFS 57 FAFS AN 1 TS Asugich o E AFelAE

S 270 WE TS P71 W ARLS ol§5tgied] of £RAL MRLE o] §3te] ﬂﬂs}ﬁz

O
= [¢]
89 A2 AR Masn BAse] 1 B Fopruzt Ak

—

Lp

2 o3 2ol A 9tk 2" A= Shewharte] X #e|xof tis] A93iy, 53 &

2] HeeA|el ddolof thd W8S Awstar Ark 3-elAM= A sl dsta MR -4

Fod mEAAl e ANAES Aldsilnt. 4ZolMe ZAAE S Sl FaFY 2719 FA
upe} B 2g0] JIFS Ao, nixwto g 5P ANAd A5 AAE rt.

2. Shewhart X #g %

FASAA Xoll thste], Al il A A5F 27] n BE (Xir, Xiz, -+, Xin) 2 AR FHo|2L F

T2 p, E2HAE o AFEEE ekl 7PgskAk Shewhartﬂ X #e=e] 542 34 B¢

pZt A gEl oAl FF g poollA MBtet=AE JAshe A, o714 B2 defolse] 2Ed At

L oot 7HARTE AlA oA X el #HElE A (control statistic)S

Xi = <iXU> /n



The effect of parameter estimation on X charts based on the median run length 1489

ola, vt FeldefollAe T8 B4l posl 007t &I A o] Fe)FA Tl
ago
NG
2 FoAE= L-A|auf #ZFHA (control limit)E Holyd o] dAdeg= A58 4 Hol o7]A
LCL (lower control limit)¥} UCL (upper control limit)-2 Z+2} #2]slska) #e]4ehS Uehdt).

o= ANEE & FES pt E B9, pe Pr(X > UCL X+ X; < LCL)& A4+ 5 Qi)
oAE 50, AETAY A5 LE 322 AMgshe 4%, F740] Teldeiddd ol dee As, & 24
Y (false alarm)7} W88l EH& pot

LCL = po — L UCL = po + L2

§

=Pr(X; > UCL == X; <LCL | u = po, 0 = 09) =1 — ®(3) + ®(—3) = 0.0027
)

()& ZEATEEY FATEESE UehdTh
9] Aol 7|2 E (geometric distribution)E WE1 FFL 1/po] H7] W&o, L =
391 A5 A= gAY Ba ol ARLow 1/0.0027 = 370.47F HTh

3. 34 =49 24H 4% FEe A
He)deiolAe] FuH TEAA wost oo IRHHLE RE27] wiEol All=

g
Aok o] Aasie ALFEAA F52 $a5 *ﬂmﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂ, pocll A1 2AE A4
2 Thest RS YL AU

\ |
A
M
>
~
B

ool B3 2APHE T2 o ¥
% (unbiased estimator)} H&F% blased estimator) 02 72 4= 9t} WA go EAHAFH
02 g 22 VA FHEFES ‘i%}

= =
95Y)

Spooled
0o = ——, 03=

~ da(n)’ ca(n)’ ca(v+1)

5= (X, 8i)/m, Spoolea = {(1, 87)/m}/?, 28T v =m(n—1)E 4
ST, oA Si5) §78 212 (R L) SEEE RS HEBAIT 015} 6ol 47 R
g8t S A= E BAT o] AR FRFCE, o] AEEEL FAHY AEE FEs] Hdl AR
A At S8 08 el SEmAloIA 00s] $8902 ol 184D A 1 dd e
A7) 7] ol AR St A3 da ()3 ca(r) & E2T700 Edhe ArEA Be|Eet #EE oY A
Z o|& £ Montgomery (2013)o4] 2+ 4= Qlth. T8 TEHL O 7|9 & FAHZFL oAk
7 RARNE ) F&o] WolA7) WRol Mahmoud 5 (2010)& 24 1L A8 AL vheal
A gFekal Al ASHT

oooll e BYFAFoRE TS 1T 5 9k,

olgl R = (3, Ri)/m,

04 = C4('U + 1) Spooled7 5'5 = Spooled

Derman¥} Ross (1995), Del Castillo (1996), Z12]3 Chakraborti (2000)+& 659 AR AIQHsH H} 2
o1, Vardeman 5 (1999)3 Mahmoud 5 (2010)2 549} 22 AgFFAe] &0 EHFHFS A}
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3.2. AMRL3 SDMRL A&+

Eol AIFWAN Mz The BEES ASFOE MY ARLSY AEE 2357 A
AARL»} SDARLS A3} 9lt}. Saleh S (20150 AARLF} SDARLES 37 m@jste] X @
dEold #48 250 o] tie A7E SASIATh AARLT SDARLE A4tel7] 915 15e)
Agd e ekl A)esd v 2

Wit %k 007t HEIA QI A9 B2

Wi = Xi — po
oo/V/n
A I, Wit no% o7t SEA A Fe A FAFL o] §3lo] BEYFS BFFI Ao TS
3} o] A 4= ek
= Xi—fuo
" 6o/vn

olw Wi The3t el hehd 4 ik,

= 1 Z
Wi = (Vi'f"y—i)

Q vm
71X Q = 6o/oot B YL wf AA| FEAA ek FH ] ¥ (ratio) & WERA L,
U= Xi = (po +0)
' oo/
€ 05 v Mozt & of Al2s A BEEdS £E3E Aotk =3y =6/(00/V/n)E B
ool WskE 238 2ol
7 flo — o
oo/v/mn

£ B o) BEe A FAY Aol g REST AS hepdct.
ARL = 1/po]7] wjel] ol 44te] 2159) 88 p& W, S o]-83}o] Axka

p = 1—Pr(-3<Wi<3]|jw, o)
= lfPr(73<%(vi+’yf%)<3|ﬂo,€ro>
= 1—Pr< 3Q — y+%<u,<3@ 7+\F\uo, )
— 1-{e(s0-0+ L imw) -0 (=0-0+ L mmw)} G

2 QA B3 o = 0913 on/yi = 12 AT & Yow, FAo BeFHY 5 59
79] e B 0o] Bk



The effect of parameter estimation on X charts based on the median run length 1491

F19] A& o] &3t fin2} 6o0] Fo1F A ARLS Al4ket 4= gl o] ARLS &S 109} 6o,
= F5ds 79 Q9 T Bk wiebd ARLe] B AARL (= E(ARL))3 &H 4 SDARLS

E(ARL) = / / ARL - gz(z) - fo(q) dzdg
0 —o0
BARLY) = [ [T ARL g2(2)- folo) dsdy (3.2)
0 —o0
SDARL = /E(ARL?) - {E(ARL)}?
oF o] ALXE & k. o] HeollA gz(2)% folg)v AZ Z8 Qo FEdU=dl, FEHT Z=
EEAFEEZE W21 Q= 2AIYE xEE (scaled yx distribution)E W&t} FEWH4 Q2 &Y
3 fo(g)ol i+ o dollA dAlIsHA 2%E Zelth

o g o] =RolA F83% SE2 AREstaat o= ddolo F949 MRLE 1ejs) ®B2p 92
ol9] 94 MRL2 257} pQl 7182 28] FH 2237 0.57F 5= 7hel7] w2l

In2
In(1 — p)
7hBE olgA Al & 5 Atk oluf o] A5 FE pE 102 do°l o1 B A (3.1) ]
L3t A 71 oy FaE L =39 39 B wje] MRL2 p = 0.0027S o dsiA] A4k
3} OF 256.370] HT}.

MRL9] 37 AMRL (= E(MRL))3} £Z82 SDMRLS AARLT SDARLS] 399} FAF8HA tf

23} ol AN 4 ek

MRL = —

wL

E(MRL) = /0 h /_ h MRL - gz(z) - fo(q) dzdq
BOMRLY) = [T [7 MRL g2 folo) deda (3.3)
SDMRL = \/E(MRL2) — {E(MRL)}2

3.3. 009 FAFN WE fo(g)

WA Spoolea®ll 7123 FAHR 63, 64, L2 652 B folg)€ T3t 2o] 47 #5 5 Aot

‘\j_]_'?_:l. é'0 =cC- Spooleda}' 6‘}_@’

7}' E]'Et‘ﬂa 0217]}\:' Y = Sgooled/a-go]j—
X (gamma distribution) & WEt= S &

FUEAS fr(y)E o83t

£ v =m(n—1)o] thal B4} v/29} 2/09) ke
4 9ok webd QY FEUETS fo(g)t Y T

@, 1 1
K=— r:{72+2\/1+2K} b= K4 ——
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olg} xl. 1¥W QO FEUETS fo(g)v TAEL R
0= (5) S () e [5 (2] 0o 0
o] Atk FEtgow, ojuf us} st
w={-2+4+2vit2t} ", s:M(1+£+ ! _ 5 )

32u?  128u3
£ vehi)
o1& AH&shE B 2 o
E(61) = 00, Var(é:1) = dg(n) : EO
9e olgsu o
M=EQ) =1, V=Var(Q)= 3(n) T

d3
o] 7] wjZel, ¢]& 4 (3. 4)°ﬂ e fo(g)E F=8 5 ATt
AR 622 ARSI A%

92 ol g3t

Bel =B o3 vk} 2o] LukaA] AEE) AL B BTt Al 2HHES 25

Aol Fadtch B A5S BT $IF ¢ me AP 98 /10w F2 AARLE of
$3Henl, Qubgo = AARLO| ve) 439 BEgel 2PIES mS AFHT Ak et A=
34 858 248 W) ARAST} AZ OE AL1FE HolHE o|§FOR Qste] AT WA

BEE
7] W&ol AARL# W ohugt SDARLE @7 agjste] Ade RI59] 5 me 2A3s) o gt

SDARL-2 ARL®] £FAAE ouldh= 2107 o] gho] 2545 AR Ao g ARLZ] M2 <
< 9ulskA|gE, SDARLzEC] ZobA]7] fJsiAe Bas a7 71 ¢ A F8] 271 o
| $F olFer A she 22 ddALR B 497 gl webs] SDARLC ths) 7€ 3
3l= Zlo] 2R3, Zhang 5 (2014) © SDARLe©] v]g] AAst ) Aelo e ARLS 10% ool
=8 RIOFY +F dHsk= 7182 Ao 22y Ao mebiE o] 78S FF5A1717] 9
ol W ool THLS FAg 7 6},« ALE Q)

o] Ao X 3N AWt ALPPEE o188 24 ZEAAY FAFY IR Fofl e X &
=9 45 Frketal wlawstust vy WA ddolo] MRLE o]-8dh= 7499k vlaLsty] 9JsiAl,
Saleh 5 (2015)°ll4] A8 AARLY} SDARLZHS 4] (3.2)E ©|-83}o] A4F8te] Table 4.1¢ A3}
Atk #EAY A4 L =3, BERAVE n =5, 2T BIF $ mS 20, 50, 100, 300, 500,
600, 700, 800, 1000, 1200, 1300, 3000, 4500, 50009 o]t} oI71H m = 00l A9 34 2
TE €A Sl AFE vehdrh Saleh F (2015)¢] Aae} ofF mAFE Ao 7}t U= olfr= IS
AARLY} SDARLE A4HE o] HEE 7F-2 37 (Gaussian quadrature)& ©]-§3lo] Axgal, o]
=R e R 2239 AR3s integrate() S AHE31o] A4kl 7] wjE o))

=

:?Lii
2k
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Table 4.1 In-control AARL and SDARL for each standard deviation estimator

AARL SDARL
m 6'1 &2 5‘3 5‘4 5‘5 5‘1 5‘2 5‘3 &4 &5
20 453.50  445.16  436.89  408.41 422.36 544.31 511.84  480.65  440.94  460.30
50 394.64 391.95 389.14 379.38  384.22 233.98  225.87 217.39  210.77  214.05
100 380.92  379.65 378.29 373.60 375.94 149.00 144.77  140.24 138.15 139.19
300 373.51 373.10 372.66 371.12 371.89 80.67 78.69 76.52 76.14 76.33
500 372.21 371.97  371.71 370.79  371.25 61.72 60.25 58.63 58.45 58.54
600 371.90 371.70 371.48 370.71 371.10 56.17 54.84 53.37 53.24 53.31
700 371.68 371.50 371.32 370.66  370.99 51.89 50.67 49.32 49.21 49.27
800 371.52 371.36 371.20 370.63 370.91 48.46 47.32 46.07 45.98 46.02
1000 371.29 371.16 371.03 370.58 370.80 43.24 42.23 41.12 41.06 41.09
1200 371.14  371.03 370.92 370.54 370.73 39.42 38.50 37.49 37.44 37.46
1300 371.08 370.98 370.88 370.53  370.71 37.85 36.97 36.00 35.96 35.98
3000 370.69  370.65  370.61 370.45  370.53 24.82 24.24 23.61 23.60 23.61
4500 370.59  370.57 370.54 370.43  370.49 20.24 19.78 19.26 19.26 19.26
5000 370.57 370.55  370.52 370.43  370.48 19.20 18.76 18.27 18.26 18.27
oo 370.40 0
WA Table 4.19] AARLELE A9 Fo]3 mgkel]l thel| 648 R8sk B9 F32342 37040 7}

F AV, 02 A 39 A9 $4 B2 2 4 9k SOARLGN IS 0,51 491
WEo g A 519 A97L s g 2 AL ¢ 5 Ak FAR Aol AW, He] £ mo]
A AASFE FF] 2 Aol A Zolth Table 410014 AARLE AHg-3te] 2 8e f
o] £2 AAE u] °F m = 5002 ARR3PH AARLS] Zho] B3zl 370.40] 2@dctn I 5 Y=
%, SDARLE &Alo] Tejste] Zhang & (2014)0] ANZ 71&< 10% W& FF317] AsiHe o
m = 12002 AMgfoF 3tk o] 2 1200 x 5 = 600071] A1) HolElS AMgs]of Sl A=
AR o7 P2 S 4 9t}

oJAl o] E=EelA FH FEZ AUsH= MRLE °|&sto] B 24S JFHS A9 HAL Table
419] 799 598 2AL 74skm MRLS 37 AMRLT %3 SDMRLE 4] (3.3)2 o83}
o] AAFske] Table 4.200 A|Al8ITH

ol

Table 4.2 n-control AMRL and SDMRL for each standard deviation estimator

AMRL SDMRL

m 6'1 6'2 6'5 5’4 5’5 6’1 6’2 6’3 (54 155
20 313.99  308.21 302.48  282.74  292.41 377.28  354.78  333.16 305.64 319.06
50 273.20 271.33 269.39  262.62  265.98 162.18 156.56 150.68 146.10 148.37
100 263.69 262.80 261.87  258.61 260.23 103.28 100.35 97.21 95.76 96.48
300 258.55 258.27  257.96  256.90  257.43 55.92 54.54 53.04 52.78 52.91
500 257.65 257.48 257.30  256.66  256.98 42.78 41.76 40.64 40.52 40.58
600 257.44  257.29 257.14  256.61 256.88 38.94 38.01 36.99 36.90 36.95
700 257.28 257.16 257.03  256.58  256.80 35.97 35.12 34.18 34.11 34.15
800 257.17  257.06 256.95  256.55  256.75 33.59 32.80 31.93 31.87 31.90
1000 257.01 256.93 256.83 256.52 256.68 29.98 29.27 28.50 28.46 28.48
1200 256.91 256.83 256.76  256.49  256.63 27.32 26.69 25.98 25.95 25.97
1300 256.87  256.80 256.73  256.49  256.61 26.23 25.62 24.95 24.92 24.94
3000 256.60 256.57  256.54  256.43  256.48 17.20 16.80 16.37 16.36 16.36
4500 256.53 256.51 256.49 256.42  256.45 14.03 13.71 13.35 13.35 13.35
5000 256.51 256.50 256.48  256.42  256.45 13.31 13.00 12.66 12.66 12.66
oo 256.37 0

ARLO|| tigt 23}<] Table 4.13} MRLe| thst 231 Table 4.28 ®w3lH, 2 EFHAY 4
o] W= AMRL3T} SDMRL-S AARLT} SDARLOA ERG Axkel 1 7 3} <
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T Utk 5, 617 62 BT} 63, 04, 652 FAFOZ AT AL o T2 295 e 5 e, o) F
NNE 6,2 A3 uf ARZ7 Wzo] 7} 2o B &= 9tk ARLE o] 8% ujs} vpirix =

A&

olgf gt ol e Aol RIAF & mo] AZFE HA Zolxtt. Zhang 5 (2014) 0] A A 7]
F& MRLe| i3] A-&3tH, & SDMRLo| &2]4de]e] MRLY 10% ©|WE F5317] HsliA+= thek
Ao7 120001W 1300709 2 7 42%S ¢ 4 AUk SDMRL SHWolA 7H¢ nigEAebr] k-2
FAHL 6,94, ©]Z& Mahmoud § (2010)°] 61-& AR & AS A8t W& 54 294&
LERATEH

Table 4.3, Table 4.4, Table 4.5 009 2HZFOZ 247} 65, 64, 652 AL ull, o7 71 AA=
MRLo kol i3t AMRLZ} SDMRL 3h& Al4bsE dxfelt}. on] E237)+ n =5, 2181 F159
2ol m-2 30, 50, 100, 500, 600, 700,1000, 1100, 1200, 1300, 14008 ALE vt AR 77}
] MRLo & 9ut@loz Exzho 2 uo] A}23= ARLq 7} 50, 100, 200, 300, 370.4, 400, 5001 7
$of slds= MRLo 9] kolth.

632 A3 Table 4.32 AwE™, A3 MRL, 91 ol AR4E PgFog oF AT H

[e]

s, & AMRLo] 273 gholl <A ¢ H 283 RIS #7 AAE A & 7 A =
SDMRLE 123l AR 232 d< 5 ok 1% <°] SDMRLe] MRLo®9| 10% °Juj7} =7

3 Qi HaEo 42 gEkdor gzﬁtﬂ, MRLo=34.31¢] A% m = 500, MRL(=68.97¢1 7
< m = 700, MRLo=256.372]1 A% m = 120022 et} 2k oz MRLeS 10% o|U7F 5=
SDMRL & E=x2 BA8ITE 008 FAZFOE 649 655 AMESE Table 4.49} Table 4.50A %
AR o] e S & 5 Ut

Table 4.3 In-control AMRL and SDMRL values for several different desired values of MRLg
(when &3 is used)

Desired Desired Desired Desired
MRL=34.31 MRL(=68.97 MRL(=138.28 MRL(=207.60
L=2.327 L=2.576 L=2.807 L=2.935
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 34.50 15.57 70.94 39.45 146.81 98.88 225.36 168.80
50 34.33 11.50 69.83 28.45 142.42 69.10 216.41 115.42
100 34.30 7.87 69.27 19.14 139.93 45.56 211.18 75.05
500 34.35 3.43 69.03 8.25 138.52 19.34 208.07 31.55
600 34.35 3.13 69.02 7.52 138.48 17.62 207.96 28.73
700 34.35 2.89 69.02 6.95 138.45 16.29 207.89 26.55
1000 34.36 2.42 69.01 5.80 138.39 13.59 207.76 22.14
1100 34.36 2.30 69.01 5.53 138.38 12.95 207.73 21.10
1200 34.36 2.20 69.01 5.29 138.37 12.39 207.71 20.19
1300 34.36 2.12 69.01 5.08 138.36 11.90 207.69 19.39
1400 34.36 2.04 69.01 4.90 138.35 11.46 207.67 18.67
oo 34.37 0 69.00 0 138.26 0 207.46 0
Desired Desired Desired
MRL(=256.37 MRL(=276.91 MRLo=346.23
L=3.000 L=3.023 L=3.090
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 282.17 223.13 305.90 246.59 388.40 331.23
50 269.39 150.68 291.40 165.76 367.52 219.52
100 261.87 97.21 282.86 106.62 355.15 139.92
500 257.30 40.64 277.64 44.48 347.50 58.01
600 257.14 36.99 277.46 40.49 347.24 52.79
700 257.03 34.18 277.33 37.41 347.05 48.77
1000 256.83 28.50 277.11 31.19 346.71 40.65
1100 256.79 27.16 277.06 29.72 346.64 38.72
1200 256.76 25.98 277.02 28.43 346.58 37.05
1300 256.73 24.95 276.99 27.30 346.53 35.57
1400 256.71 24.03 276.96 26.30 346.49 34.26

o 256.37 0 276.60 0 345.96 0
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Table 4.4 In-control AMRL and SDMRL values for several different desired values of MRLg
(when &4 is used)
Desired Desired Desired Desired
MRLy=34.31 MRL(=68.97 MRL(=138.28 MRLy=207.60
L=2.327 L=2.576 L=2.807 L=2.935
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 33.59 15.03 68.69 37.86 141.32 94.27 216.17 160.28
50 33.79 11.27 68.51 27.77 139.27 67.21 211.19 112.03
100 34.03 7.79 68.62 18.92 138.40 44.95 208.66 73.97
500 34.29 3.42 68.90 8.23 138.22 19.29 207.58 31.46
600 34.30 3.12 68.91 7.50 138.23 17.58 207.55 28.66
700 34.31 2.89 68.93 6.94 138.23 16.26 207.54 26.49
1000 34.33 2.41 68.95 5.80 138.24 13.57 207.51 22.11
1100 34.33 2.30 68.95 5.53 138.24 12.93 207.51 21.07
1200 34.34 2.20 68.96 5.29 138.24 12.38 207.50 20.16
1300 34.34 2.12 68.96 5.08 138.24 11.89 207.50 19.36
1400 34.34 2.04 68.96 4.89 138.25 11.45 207.50 18.65
o) 34.37 0 69.00 0 138.26 0 207.46 0
Desired Desired Desired
MRL(=256.37 MRL(=276.91 MRL(=346.23
L=3.000 L=3.023 L=3.090
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 270.16 211.42 292.69 233.47 370.88 312.89
50 262.62 146.10 283.97 160.65 357.74 212.48
100 258.61 95.76 279.29 105.01 350.48 137.73
500 256.66 40.52 276.95 44.35 346.60 57.83
600 256.61 36.90 276.88 40.39 346.48 52.66
700 256.58 34.11 276.84 37.33 346.40 48.66
1000 256.52 28.46 276.76 31.14 346.26 40.58
1100 256.50 27.12 276.74 29.68 346.23 38.67
1200 256.49 25.95 276.73 28.40 346.21 37.00
1300 256.49 24.92 276.72 27.27 346.19 35.53
1400 256.48 24.01 276.71 26.27 346.17 34.23
) 256.37 0 276.60 0 345.96 0
Table 4.5 In-control AMRL and SDMRL values for several different desired values of MRLg
(when &5 is used)
Desired Desired Desired Desired
MRLo=34.31 MRL(=68.97 MRLo=138.28 MRL(=207.60
L=2.327 L=2.576 L=2.807 L=2.935
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 34.04 15.30 69.80 38.65 144.03 96.54 220.70 164.48
50 34.06 11.39 69.16 28.11 140.84 68.15 213.78 113.71
100 34.16 7.83 68.94 19.03 139.16 45.26 209.92 74.51
500 34.32 3.42 68.96 8.24 138.37 19.32 207.82 31.50
600 34.33 3.12 68.97 7.51 138.35 17.60 207.76 28.69
700 34.33 2.89 68.97 6.94 138.34 16.27 207.71 26.52
1000 34.34 2.41 68.98 5.80 138.31 13.58 207.63 22.13
1100 34.35 2.30 68.98 5.53 138.31 12.94 207.62 21.08
1200 34.35 2.20 68.98 5.29 138.31 12.39 207.60 20.17
1300 34.35 2.12 68.98 5.08 138.30 11.90 207.59 19.37
1400 34.35 2.04 68.99 4.90 138.30 11.46 207.58 18.66
o] 34.37 0 69.00 0 138.26 0 207.46 0
Desired Desired Desired
MRL(=256.37 MRL(=276.91 MRL(=346.23
L=3.000 L=3.023 L=3.090
m AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL AMRL SDMRL
30 276.09 217.19 299.21 239.93 379.52 321.91
50 265.98 148.37 287.66 163.18 362.59 215.97
100 260.23 96.48 281.07 105.81 352.81 138.82
500 256.98 40.58 277.29 44.41 347.05 57.92
600 256.88 36.95 277.17 40.44 346.86 52.73
700 256.80 34.15 277.08 37.37 346.72 48.72
1000 256.68 28.48 276.93 31.17 346.48 40.61
1100 256.65 27.14 276.90 29.70 346.43 38.70
1200 256.63 25.97 276.87 28.41 346.39 37.03
1300 256.61 24.94 276.85 27.29 346.36 35.55
1400 256.59 24.02 276.83 26.28 346.33 34.24
o] 256.37 0 276.60 0 345.96 0
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5. 48

Saleh 5 (2015)2 AA| F3oA 7H4 wo] ALg3He Shewharte] X @] TolA &

A4 3
F& AARLZ SDARLOI® S8 A8300] Asfugid. 258 delgeolns) 3o o #43
© A BRPFL ALSAT, BRAA) e 2L 3701 BERAY 2710 BFRAFE A
£3to] 7 AFE wwstgth o] =EoA: Saleh 5 (2015)F Y3 AAFLS FA T, 25 FHY o
Fo Briets E2na AMRL.T'J- SDMRLE AMg3tgitt. @dole] Ex7} & ow “}Ol A2 B
BaRoh 957 2 giEgte] 2 4 7] w2, fdele] S99 MRLE AMS-3te] #E]=9] 4
52 Bk AL ngls Aol wekuct

AMRL¥} SDMRLE ARg3te] 5714 EEHARe] Ao tist B 339 4 wwst 23,
AARLZ} SDARLS AM2-3F Saleh 5 (2015)9] 299} o1 Ao FAS & &
A5 7FAstA @ oketd, SDMRLEE A FrAIsHH o|A7HA] dwtd o s A%

oo 2 $2Fe) Destul, BYEELA 612 AH§3H o] AMRLY SDMRL ZHelA 71 &
492 & 4 Yotk =@ v 439 el gHelAe MRLgkol AX4E o 2 £aFo] Besitt
£ Aotk BREFAAELS BFE 40 /128 24} P A0 7128 240 Bl o
Fo AL oA ATNNE AFHALH, BFFHL 6,9 TEol A FL Aol AL 2714
9 977 Besitia AZEth B8 $F X BelE olge] o BelEelx MRLE AHgsh] o)
29 4352 BB Aol T A7E AW o Folc.
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Abstract

In monitoring a process, in-control process parameters must be estimated from the
Phase I data. When we design the control chart based on the estimated process pa-
rameters, the control limits are usually chosen to satisfy a specific in-control average
run length (ARL). However, as the run length distribution is skewed when the process
is either in-control or out-of-control, the median run length (MRL) can be used as
alternative measure instead of the ARL. In this paper, we evaluate the performance
of Shewhart X chart with estimated parameters in terms of the average of median
run length (AMRL) and the standard deviation of MRL (SDMRL) metrics. In simual-
tion study, the grand sample mean is used as a process mean estimator, and several
competing process standard deviation estimators are used to evaluate the in-control

performance for various amounts of Phase I data.

Keywords: Median run length, Phase I, process parameter, X control chart.
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