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Abstract

The combined X-S? chart is a traditional control chart for simultaneously detecting mean and variance.
Control limits for the combined X-S? chart are determined so that each chart has the same individual false
alarm rate while maintaining the required false alarm rate for the combined chart. In this paper, we provide
flexibility to allow the two charts to have different individual false alarm rates as well as evaluate the effect
of flexibility. The individual false alarm rate of the X chart is taken to be « times the individual false alarm
rate of the S2 chart. To evaluate the effect of selecting the value of -y, we use the out-of-control average run

length and relative mean index as the performance measure for the combined X-S2 chart.
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1. M2

&2 % (control chart)& BAHFAAA o] FAJACR AS FHY WsE FAGHY FAHE HE = &
AD FRAEY) T2 LWE AMEEH A gt &4 FAE| 5o 242 FH o] HEAFEHQA F¢
7hedt 3 FAE 2 FAAZ L, o] EIQl AR ALEA ol FATE WBAIZIE Aelth o] H 3
AN FE| 5] 5 It EHA SEZ ‘—OE@Z:_]O] (average run length; ARL) 7} Qlt}.
ol oA TR A5 FEo £E Ui, Ao g fdole] Fwd ARLE HE=

(o]

35 SEE ARt ok wEkA B8 deles -‘ir?/]”ﬂoﬂ/ﬂ% B4+ # 4 ] (in-control ARL;
ICARL)E 231, o]Adejol A2l 37 @A Z o] (out-of-control ARL; OCARL)+ 22 #e|zela & 4
th. ICARL 9 OCARL2 EAA 7HdAANA A1E 27 2 xﬂzo QFel FHAF oy, 7}
BARIAS) AR QoI AR T A 2R BF BEAY S gk aela QuAew
ICARLE Aol A48 gh& ¥Eske4 OCARLe] 2He $elw7t 4ol & welwst gk

AA FRNN BAEE LSS B9, WA Bl =] #e) 8 (control limit)E Aok Feh. el
AL 9ol AF8 vk} Zro] ICARLo] ]R3k, B Al1E 259 27 H & (false alarm rate) |
ARl A7 aZt H =5 AAsHA At
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A %] (quality characteristic)7} 943 H4d F9 duizro
AREBE] FA 9 H abxze] W3LE FAl BRI vt HHE
Shewhart F2& = 7} AEAHQA Fxz X-R FE s, X-S FEE, X-52 FEY=E So] ¢
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91322 = McCracken 5 (2013), Sanusi 5 (2019), Quinino % (2020) o] Jlom, & T
22 2JH =89 McCracken®} Chakraborti (2013)2 Zug 4= Qo). H2 A+
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EAE AU AgE e FAFLE ARG AAE A9 AL, Sanusi 5
% Z exponentially weighted moving average (EWMA)E AR wj] g3} A
02 ALS3lE= AAR o] FgAIATE Quinino 5 (2020)2 A dtlolHE Al
O35 OB E ¥ A HgH 42 HIlE EX|ehe TR AAE At
o] Wisle}l 4k o] WsE FAl E”Z]T_S}I’—Z]' T 719 #E)= g At AR o, F &
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a#d X #x9] #E3A A #2383 (lower control limit; LCL) LCL ¢ £} 2] AFsH(upper control
limit; UCL) UCL g

) 00

LCLg = —k— UCLy = k 2.1

X = Mo Nk X = Mo + N (2.1)

7hAth olnf 20T FEFTEEANA A 100(1 — o) WEAFHL T B9 k= 20, /2 2 AT
. X #exE 7 AJ-A A4 X7 LCLg & UCLg S Hojd 4% o] AAZE 31, o] 49

de)deelxe] Bgddel= ICARLg = 1/ax 7} At
oo g g4 Atz wsts gAshe 57 RN AR EL as20]1 H2F LFE fe20lE) 3
Zp o] mEollA Abxze] Wigke 3 delolA dubEor dAilo] W ¢ol WEuks sl gt
wEkA §? Felwe) dejdAs Felgae vejstd "ok o) AT AT 57 B2 vt e
7] W2l gEAE AMEEd, S* Fejxe] A4S UCLg >

]

UCLg: = —2=1 (2.2)

o] "k ouf x3,.., 5 AFET} vl FrlAFEEAA 49 100(1 — o) BEYSEGL T F¢ |
x?n,l;asz)ii AARder S? #ExEE 7z AHA Astkd S%0] UCLgS W s
ZFH, o] 4% Fe|AelolAe] FFgH 2ol ICARLg: = 1/age0] At}
olAEloIAe] B R BAL 27wt of (> of)oleh a, BRe) WL 5(u) = |u —
pol/o0©1 L AFEY] UL §(0) =01/00E RIET 4, 4 &Y A2F 7+
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+ 27 BEAFEEY ARETE 0 FFoAFE R
b ez o deidlMel BEddols 42 OCARLg =

S = v iy
TS a T Z}

1/(1 - /BX)Q']' OCARLsz = 1/(1 — /632)0] ‘Q_E].

A12, 2R WIE SR FeE A= AR AAAAT §AE Fo| Wt o] =Foj|A 1

she Bels Aake AFEZE 7MEE 9B BN AFIMEL Hy : p = po, 0° = 030l P7HEL
Hy:p=p (# o), 0 =0t (> 05) 2 Wl o] & A Huic}t AR5 Ao} FL3)ch

o =
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A2% 05 pE 27 The o] e & Uk
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Table 3.1. k and [ values in control limits with o = 0.0027 and n =5

y
0.2 0.5 0.667 1 1.5 2 5

k 3.509 3.320 3.269 3.205 3.152 3.121 3.055

l 16.659 17.158 17.393 17.799 18.295 18.699 20.228

Table 3.2. OCARL and RMI values with a = 0.0027 and n = 5 when §(c)=1

v

8w) 0.2 0.5 0.667 1 1.5 2 5

0.25 259.02 211.40 198.10 181.75 168.51 160.97 145.38
0.50 93.98 64.03 57.62 50.55 45.37 42.61 37.27
0.75 28.03 19.26 17.46 15.50 14.06 13.30 11.83
1.00 9.65 7.10 6.57 5.97 5.53 5.30 4.84
1.50 2.27 1.94 1.87 1.79 1.72 1.69 1.62
2.00 1.20 1.14 1.13 1.11 1.10 1.10 1.08
2.50 1.02 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01 1.01
3.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
4.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
5.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
RMI 0.519 0.253 0.194 0.128 0.079 0.053 0.000

OCARL = the out-of-control ARL (average run length); RMI = relative mean index.

a7fe] FHE|= AeS vladtir 7P o, m2 sk WIS &, ARL;, ()& 38 259 W
3leFo] 4,9 AL A= 5 (j = 1,2,...,a)% OCARLZE, 281 MARLs, = 3 =
al J&fh%ﬂ ARL;, () te gre Ui wei RMI(j): &
s Asel 7 £ delegte] A4iA dA5 BdS dulsid, o] ghe] A2eF BE Wl i
el ZJHW o7 5ol & He=eta & 4 Stk Zhang F (2016)= RMI S=& o]§3te] HE=
9] 435< vlastith

o] =&olx= OCARL¥} RMIE ©o|&35to] #ej=e] A %—% B7yekaL, y3k Aol me 4% % e
2l y3k A7 HS AABA} Sk Akl W X-5? Re|Eo] AsS wusy] 8 L AR g
a = 0.005, 0.0027, 0.002 (°] % BeAejolAe] F@Hdol= 27 ICARL = 200, 370.4, 500), &
Hol 37]+= n=23,5, 10& AR as} nol 2 o= OCARLZS] Age] AWbd oz §AL
3}7] W&o, o = 0.0027 (ICARL = 370.4)%} n =52 ALE 4o *um;z} ghet. o] A 43t
o w2 4] (2.1)3} 4] (2.2)9] k2} IS A4EEle] Table 3.1 AJA] ‘}Oﬂu} o] ZHE2 a = 0.002791 F
T A (2.6)= o187t ax®t ageE AN T k=20, n=5d = xm_l;asz) olghs A=
o]g-3to] A4kgt 2] ot}

Table 3.25-E] Table 3.4%= v = 0.2, 0.5, 0.667, 1, 1.5, 2, 59 A% X-5? A= OCARLIL} RMIZ
Axret Asjoltt. o) F Fa) 24 Ho Az Wl tiek X-57 A w9 A5S yakel wet gl
g rh FolA F2 nYAR ZAE $xE Fod Wy £ AA) tﬂﬂmﬂ sl OCARL &=
£ RMIgtol H42 A5 vehlis (hed oA £XE nlaste FAF), o] F9olA X-52 &
=9 45ol Mg Fria & 5 Aok

Table 3.2+ 37 4h2o] ¥sle nejshA] ok Fwo ¥siuh 1ede &

g datolnt. 34 o] W ofF 2 A9 (0(n) > 3) y@bell whE G2 79 jle A= e
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Table 3.3. OCARL and RMI values with o = 0.0027 and n = 5 when §(u) = 0

Y

9() 0.2 0.5 0.667 1 15 2 5

1.25 28.18 29.01 29.56 30.66 32.15 33.44 38.61
1.50 7.51 7.67 7.79 8.04 8.37 8.68 9.95
1.75 3.58 3.63 3.67 3.75 3.87 3.97 4.42
2.00 2.31 2.33 2.35 2.38 2.44 2.48 2.68
2.50 1.48 1.48 1.49 1.50 1.52 1.53 1.60
3.00 1.22 1.22 1.22 1.23 1.24 1.24 1.27
3.50 1.11 111 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.13 1.14
4.00 1.06 1.06 1.06 1.07 1.07 1.07 1.08
5.00 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.03 1.03 1.03
RMI 0.000 0.078 0.141 0.268 0.446 0.603 1.262

OCARL = the out-of-control ARL (average run length); RMI = relative mean index.

Table 3.4. OCARL and RMI values with a = 0.0027 and n = 5 when é(u) = 1.5

.
0k 8(0) 0.2 05 0.667 1 15 2 5
15 1.25 214 191 1.85 1.79 1.75 1.72 1.67
15 1.50 1.92 1.78 1.75 1.71 1.69 1.67 1.65
15 1.75 1.68 1.61 1.59 1.58 1.57 1.57 1.57
15 2.00 1.49 1.45 1.45 1.44 1.44 1.44 1.46
15 2.50 1.25 1.24 1.24 1.24 1.25 1.25 1.27
15 3.00 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.14 1.16
15 3.50 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.09 1.09
15 4.00 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.06
15 5.00 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02
RMI 0.061 0.029 0.021 0.014 0.010 0.008 0.010

OCARL = the out-of-control ARL (average run length); RMI = relative mean index.

B W3} ofF L §(p) = 0.252 LS A9HE OCARLZS v =59 off 145.380]1 ©
L %—7@ Fgol 0.25002H22] M3 AT AL X-S? BAexY A%
< oujgich D}E A Hgo W3l desidE vy =5¢ 2
AnkA 9 5 Yehd= RMI': v = 5°‘ ] 7}% zZke 7S Zhet)

Sebd 37 el el g7 Ao wa WA 9 170l 24 F A5E 20 A8
@ & 9edl, oI AE QoA AFUL WS o] 17} F45 X Bew BelwAS] Fol Folqon
Soia7] el 388l ARRE Aol

Table 3.3 54 B¢ Wshke ueshA da 4z Havt S u) X-5° #=9] Aol o

st Asjo|ty. 47t 4T FA AbEe WslE o vgeA "R £ Q7] el Ao Wby

*@ﬂ 3% v =022 wl A5o] 7P £ Aot g, AA X—S2 #e]=9] OCARLY} RMI+=
=0.2¢ o FagS ZEva et

Table 3.4+ &4 ol tiet WsleFo] 6(p) = 1.5 uf, 4k

vt Asfolr). Az Wiyt AjEom 22 AL (§(0) < 15) v = <
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Table 3.5. RMI values with a = 0.0027 and n =5

Y

o(k) 3(0) 0.2 0.5 0.667 1 15 2 5
All 1 0.519 0.253 0.194 0.128 0.079 0.053 0.000
0.00 All 0.000 0.078 0.141 0.268 0.446 0.603 1.262
0.25 All 0.002 0.003 0.006 0.016 0.030 0.043 0.098
0.50 All 0.032 0.012 0.010 0.011 0.016 0.023 0.056
0.75 All 0.066 0.029 0.022 0.016 0.015 0.017 0.035
1.00 All 0.077 0.034 0.026 0.017 0.013 0.013 0.022
1.50 All 0.061 0.029 0.021 0.014 0.010 0.008 0.010
2.00 All 0.033 0.015 0.012 0.008 0.005 0.004 0.005
2.50 All 0.013 0.006 0.004 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003
3.00 All 0.005 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002
4.00 All 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5.00 All 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Total 0.072 0.035 0.028 0.021 0.019 0.019 0.031

RMI = relative mean index.

Table 3.6. RMI values with all combinations

.
@ " 0.2 0.5 0.667 1 15 2 5

3 0.089 0.041 0.031 0.021 0.016 0.015 0.023

0.0050 5 0.064 0.031 0.025 0.019 0.017 0.018 0.029

10 0.044 0.023 0.019 0.016 0.015 0.016 0.026

0.099 0.045 0.034 0.024 0.018 0.016 0.023

0.0027 5 0.072 0.035 0.028 0.021 0.019 0.019 0.031

10 0.049 0.025 0.021 0.017 0.017 0.018 0.028

0.103 0.048 0.036 0.025 0.018 0.017 0.024

0.0020 5 0.075 0.036 0.029 0.022 0.020 0.020 0.031

10 0.051 0.026 0.022 0.018 0.017 0.018 0.029

Total 0.072 0.034 0.027 0.020 0.017 0.018 0.027

RMI = relative mean index.

M3l 2 49 S7 FExe AFo] o F237) wligel ol¢} - An) Ugttia stk BE W
3l ot ZJJZM 45S Uetll= RMIgS A9 EH v =29 o] H4FE 27| wlfel y =22 A
Ase Aol X-5% APLY AN A5S 7P £A Itk B 4 9rh Table 3.4& §(p) = 1.52
17338 Aol tigt A, 6(n)E thHE e E AR Aol thsliAl= Table 3.5014 L A¥kA
A3}E A 4 9t

Table 3.5 a = 0.0027°]2 n = 52 F$ ot 24 FF3} 4x2] Wl s RMIE A4t 2
Folty. FA BRY WH3= §(p) = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3, 4, 55 TN, 429 H3l=
)_125 1.5, 1.75, 2, 2.5, 3, 3.5, 4, 52 1AL 5(u )2}6( VY] FolA AR EAE AL »
W3lee th 1ed 4es E}-LHI:]- Z, 1A 39 §(u) = Al §(0) = 19 A¢E T A=
o= W3l ¢la FFolvt Wl 9= AL 2 A Table 3.29] RMIZEe] 537, 27 3o §(n) = 034
o) = AllY 9= 34 Bolls W37t o Azl WS g 241 Table 3.39] RMIgLo|
o} ek 7THA W) §(p) = 1.5} 6(0) = AllQ] A= Table 3.49] RMIgho] Ht}.

J
o&i

rﬂ&_rln&
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Table 3.59] A& AsRW, 74 FF) Aol ok AAL 24 FE AP (0.75 < 6(u) < 3)
= P4l g B vebdth. 38 W) 4 WHE 25 298 o

upx ko 2 Table 3.62 a = 0.005, 0.0027, 0.002 (ICARL = 200, 370.4, 500)°]3L n = 3, 5, 1091 3
F 274 Bt adxe] BE Wil tigh X-5° #elme] RMIE Axeh datelrt. o] Ag 4wk
Aoy =154 o 4300172 7HEoH, v =29 wf AL fARE 491 00185 Ze Ae & 5 Aok
webA 27 Bt Abae] Wstel] ek S ARVt gl AF, AFHoR AR gd v =1 ol

v =15 EE 22 435 2] X-5% B= A5S o T dvhe 282 A AU

4. B2

X-5? BEE o g3l 34 B ALY WAE FA PASE FS, AurAel welwe] 4A B
Yo X BelEe] o4Red § B oARES FAN HUA Bk Belwe] equge
Fold Pe BEHEE BIWAS A Aolth T 3R 54 wet Y Belwe] 2
B89 FLEI GABA e ST AT 4 Yk

o] ERoNE X A5 CARE a9 S° FEEY RAHE ax2°] ax = yaxed BAE WF

2 of AFAE AL, T Rt oY THA] B E AR WSkl thsto]
X5 Bel=el 45-g vustgnh Belwe A% ST Walel AL o el 2] B2
Zo]el OCARL, thaFst Wslekol that Akl A5l thaiA]: relative mean index (RMI)E AM&

919 ST 8 AHETe] X-S? Bele] Ak Hoz
e A% Avel S8, 4 59 He A4 e 2 AL - w% A% Aol
HeiTh 813 o) el 2218 LE Hsl A 0 = 15 22 A4

o) Aol ANASE 1Y $4E HAAYL) e DAL AT 4 = 1 o
22 A4eel X-5° RIS LS AL At

T 7 ol BB EE WASt] ARt BEIRY AACAM 7 #EIRY AR S A BE ZA
= I EASTY. o] =EE X-57 33—3]1,:_0 AA gl oS AT

e & "4—‘1:-01] Az olef 22 AFE IAYT P olrt. W= A= ¥4 B A4x
H3lE Ao B3k #HE| = olQd AE D}~— Heje] #HE]E 9l Shewhart #E] %, cumulative sum
(CUSUM) #e]%, T+ exponentially weighted moving average (EWMA) &2 =& Hsl= F=

we mel3 4 9 Aolch
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