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Abstract

CCC-r chart is effective for high-quality processes with a very low fraction nonconforming. The values of
process parameters should be estimated from the Phase I sample since they are often not known. However,
if the Phase I sample size is not sufficiently large, an estimation error may occur when the parameter is
estimated and the practitioner may not achieve the desired in-control performance. Therefore, we adjust
the control limits of CCC-r charts using the bootstrap algorithm to improve the in-control performance
of charts with smaller sample sizes. The simulation results show that the adjustment with the bootstrap
algorithm improves the in-control performance of CCC-r charts by controlling the probability that the
in-control average number of observations to signal (ANOS) has a value greater than the desired one.
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2] = (control chart)+ A4t T4 ZRYUE RS Felsh= 542 374 ] (statistical process con-
trol; SPC) ZApA 718 o] AREET v =0l dxd < A2 2+= Shewhart (1931)7}
A9+t Shewhart #2]%, Page (1954)7} A|<¢HeE F+& & (cumulative sum; CUSUM) #2]%, 18|11
Robert (1959)7} A ¢Fat |47} 0] %5 33 1 (exponentially weighted moving average; EWMA) 38 %
Sol 9o,

HAYEE AR DS 7112401 7]'240 “HEded o] 4 24 gEA AY FEeA =4

HAP & Aeolth. 2y tifEe FA A A E W 3 B deElA dA 7] W
of, A11= ¥ (Phase I)9] 285 EOH ol& FAste] A HAE AAsE AAE HEIAE o] &3k
A|2=rw (Phase II)ol A &7 o] &l €] (in-control) QA X] o] A E] (out-of-control) QA& FHHalar, o]
AAFENOl - 2 Yelo] HE o] (assignable cause)S 2o} A|ATOoZH FAHS FEHOT F
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B =] A5e Brhet7] Al dubd e g P Dol (average run length; ARL)E ]ﬁf{ﬂr ojuf
ddols FANA oAl E7} e w 7hA] ?% ®89 +5 Uiy, Feddels 34 25

Z3he= gkov] wj ol =7} 2 ol 4T s A "ok 2 AFAj| EEPE‘r A=
oA FE3F Fio] 371 G|, 123 B doeld g ZepAA "ok
w2} Xﬂl%‘?i 2o arle erﬂ’%ﬁﬂ"ﬂ/ﬂ?% B4 ol9 7|HAgk(average of the ARL; AARL)©]
(s
o]

o

ujg] A3t e WS A HFHdole] xFH A (standard deviation of the ARL; SDARL) 7} &+
L e ZAEF AA3= Fo] 2ulE Who] @ Holtt Jensen 5 (2006)3} Psarakis 5 (2014)2
A1=FEANA Fshe B FHY T it A+E d+en, Zhang & (2013, 2014), Lee
(2013), 223 Saleh 5 (2015)2 AARL3Y} SDARLE Agste] #ejAejoAe] #Es A5
7¥etgitt. 53] Zhang 5 (2013)2 AARLF} SDARLS AMg3te] 7]8t#2] & (geometric chart)2]
& WIS, SDARLe] 212 & 2] SIsAE ALFRAA ol B 4ol Eio] Doty
A A+ Tk ECﬁ]— 123 ¥4 (high quality process)olA] &) /\7} AL w BFE FHA HAY3t
£ 24 S 257] 9131 Wlo) I HBayesian) 28 BUE AT 2L AL,

QA BROIAE ALFEAA B So) ERE AT 4 gl A7 WA AU Jonessh
Steiner (2012)2} Gandyﬁ} Kvalgy (2013)+= o|&} 22 Ao EAE= (bootstrap) &2|E5S &
g =0 Agshe WS Aet=dl, e Viiﬂ ARL, & AR 07} B3E 298 FEo] A
Aol AT SHE A THNEE FTAZE A8t OF Saleh 5 (20158 FAEG 207
& A7l %8a ez F835t] Al o] H2 o-r°1b- J*EVLEH"HH-/] #e= A5
o] FAEAS Witk E3I Faraz 5 (2015)2 S? #E|%E, Zhao%} Driscoll (2016)2 ¢ #F%E, ZB]
Al Faraz 5 (2017)2 np 2|20 RAEH da2|Ee A8ste] 1 452 F7kskinh 22 Kim}
Lee (2020)& B2ES GugES AR5t 7)stde| =9 HedAE 245k AAE Aldsta 1 4
52 A7,

Ao Ak AL BFEC] ¢ B2 IFE FH o] dRZolH, olEd FHANAE e I BF
g ddlo] 120 Asd BelE AA7 AR e A9} wrk ol 2o -
Xie 5 (1999)01 xﬂwgﬂ?j CCC -r A% At ol gj¢to] Hth. CCC-r HEE

AESE SR EE 998 Aoz,

o_>L oﬂ Olﬁ r|

oz =5
ol r7f #5€ HHU}X] ZAW AZFe =4 7H*% d I% Ager /\l~9~d~— #Aej=o|tt. CCC-r A=
o th3t AL EE Wu 5 (2000), Zhang 5 (2017), Kim 5 (2018), 28] 3 Zhang 5 (2019)¢] 9o H,
£3] Zhang 5 (2019)2 CCC-r 2| oA Hlo] ¢t HHS 01&6}01 B4 FAson ol i

A 71817 A8 2B 7R 8] HFHS 7| (average number of observations to signal; ANOS) ]
¥ (average of the ANOS; AANOS)3} %5 H 2} (standard deviation of the ANOS; SDANOS)E A}

IEFE TR Ae EFECl v A7 wifel, Ao R ARgshe Allwd 2RETH EN 2 5
sl oF ml-> 22 EFES o= AE AgsHA 4T 5 Ark 2 o w2 9
A1=E FES AMSeHs Zlo] dAF o= o A7 gt webA o] =7oAE Jones$} Steiner
(2012) &} Gandy$} Kvalgy (2013)7}F A| ket RAEN du8]E&S CCCr B =0 ALs= AXE
AlRbskar, o] Aapel] thet Ae]del e} o) el s Brlet] O B85 AFE 1A} St

o
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m[o o
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2. CCC-r &el&

Az 873} 7o) A%Aow WaGel et thRe] FHolN BeFol WS ol Yk ol
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% nED FANA BRES RUHYH A3 np BAES} B N2 ALY Bel=E S
A% BeEd 28 BE7) 6 Be BEES FEsok Brhe ojelge] gov, A48 wRo|
A W BelE AAE A8 4§ wlEel 34 Ale] Bro] Rold 4 gtk olol H
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BA [s}
FOZ Xie 5 (1999)& Aol g BFEe 157} V2D d7bA 24 AEe w4 A5
Bkt GO0 Bele s ALARE, Aol 4% BeE0) A48 roleln @ ul, dugoz
1o A 5 Abele] ghe ARgaTh ¢ =191 9ol B3Eol 3 /) A5 w7hA] 24
Bg, RBEs $UT A} Hrh. CCCr BEE 2Rl 2719 F4AE B BAT £ 9)
Ak, dubH oz FAHNA S2HES] okt S = !
Z71e gA317] 98k &= (one-sided) CCC-r #E =5
CCCr B2)=e] FAEEAZ V5 7 x (i — 1)WA EFEL B * o
A euEe ﬂr%@ U7hA ZAR AES) FE NS R oln EFEL peky Dok, Ve

7F r3} pl So]FE X (negative binomial distribution)E wWan FEA ¢l FAHEZSTF=

o8t 2k

5 |y
fo © &

ﬁ
2
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¥
o
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<
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n—1 la n—r
Pr(Yr,i_nT7p)_<r_1>p 1=p)"", n=rr+1,...,

F(n|r,p)=)_ (i B 1)#(1 —p)’7".

j=r

2.1. polt &l 2 CCC-r 2e|&

#AE = AAE FY67] Hsixe e AE AAsNoF sk, dWHH o R ARgshe HE|SHAlE 308t
A 3o limit)olth. 2} 3odtAlE FejEA ] AA E2 & w2 Ffolls F83H4 AHEE
4 AAEE CCC-r FE|To} Zo] HE|FZA o] nigyel ExE w2 39 &3 (probability
i) A8 2191 o FE5HTE AFUAE B B4, & p = podl o BAEAT B
AL Blojd &S AT 2771 agtel HEF ARt F, CCCr HE =X 22% 1 &
Eo] «/27} H+ AFS YA ??l-(upper control limit; UCL) UCL,, 9% #mg &Eo] o/27} H+&

A& Felske(lower control limit; LCL) LCL,. 2 AA3%ch. a8y CCC-r #E| T2 J;}E]Eﬁ“ak

VRS P il%ﬂﬂ’“O]UE A4 UCL, %} LCL,o] th3te] Y,.; > UCL, &=+ Y,,; < LCL, % 7
OJAAEIY AT E Zuiy T o) the FAE wEEEE UCL, I LCLTE AR 3 ot
UCL,—1 j* 1 - o
~ F(UCL, —1|r,po) =1 — Z (r_l)pg(lpo)] <3 (2.1)
LCL, ]_.T
F(LCLy | 7,p0) = 3 (ﬁ ‘Dpa(l—po)“ <3 (2:2)
J=r

o) UCL, & 4] (2.1)& sl 714 A& Aol 1, LCL,»Q A
Btk o] RN BB 712 9AstE B3 O
Yoi7h AOIAE A%, % Y., < LOL, Q) A5 ol 4452 %—741 A}, g Belshe LOL,-& teel
4e BESHe Mg 2 A5k Ak
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= CCC-r P52 24T 4 gAu, dutdo

21 p 271 hsolch. W ALF AN FET E

3 ol& 2Ase] BANAZ ARk F). pool FAFL poolek B AL, 0B AL
2 RESe 4 2 447 B
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7~ N
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- )ﬂ(l -’ (25)

|p)e] 715oA poe LCL, < 78w A po2 AHEATHE 2ol pt AA| F
FES Wbl Aotk 9 p = po?l A% v(Po | po)= 273 HE(false alarm rate; FAR)©]
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ANOS = ARL x E(Y,.;)
o] WA BAEFT}. webd 2AF poS AHEste] LOL S AT AA F49) BFEo] pdl 49
ANOSS! ANOS( o | p)E

1
v(Po | p)

o ek ol A(po | p) A (25)F AHg3te] AT 5 ek

ANOS(o | p) = x

T3

(2.6)

AMEA A mhet o] Aol wet A=A S5 222 M2 o2y w2, £49 &
% po?t LCL, & A2 thzw oju] A4kd Pelaelolxe] ANOS(po |po) EF M= theA Dt o
2t 4" BR|@AE Aot BElEe] deldE e ANOSO| 7 AANOSSE & Akl

SDANOSE AMg-8}o] 7}s1m7F 3.
A 1= of A —r%_‘:‘_ FHO F7)= mo|al o] FoA A=H EFE9 /4= Nojgtd 49, Ne& =
F7F m3} podl o] FEE (binomial distribution) B(m,po)S WEH po2 o]oj &E&3H= S ot}
kA ANOS( |po)e] 372 AANOS (jo | po)=

AANOS(po | po) = EN[ANOS(po | po)] = ZANOS(ﬁO [ Po) (?)plé(l - po)m_k (2.7)

7h =) ola) ANOS(po [ po)= 4 (2.6)2 AHESH] AN 4= ot
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w3 ANOSS] 233 SDANOS (5o | po)=

SDANOS(fo | po) = 1/ Ex[ANOS (o | po)?] — E% [ANOS(p0 | po)] (2.8)
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k=0
3. po2 8

EHE po7t €A YA F2 A A1 BEE BT pos FAT] A FAE AT} Al
oAl 23 BE 37]& molal o] FolA A5H EFE et Nojgl sixl. dRid o g ped
FAFo 7 23 2L ¢ EF 4 F(maximum likelihood estimator; MLE)S ARg-3lT}.

Zhang 5 (2013)3} Lee & (2013)2 N = 04 o, & 33 BN £3FF<] shi= d5HA &
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o), o] RN AFBFHTA Sz poe] WOIZFARE ThET} 2 ATRES A2 pop2 A
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N+a
m+a+b

HEE X = 25 a9} bl Wk ‘—4"”‘:} el S 7HATE o < 190]2 b > 19 A 733 TR (strictly
decreasing) FH|, a < 1°]3 b < 191 3¢ UAF Fe(U-shaped), 28] a > 10|22 b > 19
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4.1. FEE 2A2SHAIZE A8 CCC-r 2e|E2| ds

SHAE AHEE A% ro ©E CCC-r ﬂa}ESﬂ ZedefelAe] s
< 78k, ro A By 40 4l v vztsithe A7 23S IRt 252 po”
0001&&? 2 A% disf H7HEe +3EAt Kim 5 (2018)2 Hj¢= %—Zé%ksi poE FRE 4

$ ARL®] 3737} #ZA29 AARLT SDARLS AR&3te] CCC-r #E=9] Ao 45S
ZAFSIALE o] =AML po7t o F2 A 4] (24)2 AlatE #AedHAE AMESe CCCr &
=9 FEAE A9 45 AANOSSF SDANOSEH: 258 Al23te] Hrlaela, oo thst &4
A E A} gt
Table 4.1 FAo] FAe|efd w] 58 FE| 7] mI} AA ¥4 BFF pogtel thgk CCC-
r #E]T2] AANOS(po|po)2t SDANOS(po | po)el #He YeRdTh ojul] r2 13E 571A2 AF
319931, po 0.001, 0.0005, 0.00018 AHE3FATE. AANOS(fo | po)SF SDANOS(po |po)e] FHS 4l
(2.7)3 (2.8)& AHE3te] Astgar, ZF o] 3 WA P2 AANOS(po [po)e] ol F WA 3
2 SDANOS(po | po) keltt. oluff @838t12} 5= ANOSo+= 100,00022 M1, EFE pot
A (3.2)2 FoiFl wo|zFAFo R AT BAT pod gl wWE AR ES BE o 1R
TABAIL, ol W B4 b 4] (3.1)9 AFHREZY HF po,°l post BEE ZHz 999, 1999,
9999= AA3ct. Table 4.19] iA1=k 89l m = cos A2 EFE po7t ¥R %92 AANOSS}
SDANOS#E Ueld=tl, CCC-r |59 e e 4] (2.3)2 W5 7 & A4E A3
wf2oll 7+ pooll thsk AANOS, %kl 100,000H th =27 2 3h& 244 =t
Table 4.19] A5 AH WA, o4HQ ukel Zo] me] Fho] F7igkel whet Al AANOSgT} 717k
AAE S Holrk. E=3k SDANOS#H-E mo| o] S7h3tel whet Zashs J3FE Helth. Zhang
(2014)& SDARLogko]l 2%3H= ARLoZe] 10% o7t H =2 A= %Ho] 372 Ad8 A

Zhang 5 (2019)
]

o

o°‘=

=
< Aottt webA o] =RoAl AHEE= ==9l AANOSSH SDANOSO|E Zhang 5 (2014)9]
A8 A5AA BE, podtel GRIA 1ol FALER 6 2 L 2 BLHE L 5 9
th &, r = 1,2,3,4,50] mhE Bed ok BE I7)E py = 0.001 Aol ZHzt 200,0007,
500,0007H, 1,000,0007], 1,000,0007], 2,000,00071¢]%, po = 0.0005¢] ﬁ%oﬂ% Z+7} 200,0007,
1,000,0007, 2,000,0007], 2,000,00071, 2,000,0007}, Z2]3 po = 0.0001%) 7ol 12 o

r =
1,000,0007 0] a1, Ve 2] rofl B3] 5,000,0007 ¢tk o] A= §&F 4 Q= SDANOSEHS 271 9]
A FEI7F Y AR A 2 o] RS AR ok dthe AS AR, AA] FAolA] o]
A S A= FEE AR olls Al Hl8 A Q] SHA ddH o)A Be 97t thRE ot
Table 4.127¥ pos F43t] AHEE 4% mo| ol F713tol u}a} AANOS(po | po) & BFah=
ANOSo ol 28l 7FA1ul, Ak SDANOS(jo | po) #e FAH ZasiAE Fethe AL &
ATk oAl ANOS(fo | po) Fhol HEZETE 22 g2 2w HlES A pog FA8ke] AHS-SH
£ CCC-r He|=e] EAIR ol W3l Asj R 12} St

Table 4.2 & 27] m3} B%FE pooll thsl 22| A4S 10,0001 vHEslo] ol A

FE T HESE ANOSogtE T 22 399 v&S vehdeh. ofmf Azl HxgS 2FES 41
E 7299 ANOSoRHeZ, po = 0.001,0.0005,0.0001 thall Z+zF 100046, 100074, 100001 °]
Zhang 5 (2019)& CCC-4 F =] ALRS AREYOEE =49 AL thafl R AFS A3t
et

Table 4.22] 232 Ao HE, py = 0.0001, m = 10,000 WS A& 3 2E 72 ANOS(po | po)

I

it

g
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Table 4.1. Values of AANOS(po | po) (upper entry) and SDANOS(po | po) (lower entry) when ANOS, = 100,000

m CCC-1 CCC-2 CCC-3 CCC-4 CCC-5

50.000 105463 102161 104324 107067 109914

’ 15670 26370 36586 45755 54268

100.000 105349 101316 102306 103633 105037

’ 11583 18665 25565 31403 36465

200.000 105454 100934 101258 101896 102560

’ 8394 13229 17965 21841 25114

500.000 105322 100610 100621 100828 101066

po = 0.001 ’ 6052 8370 11325 13682 15625
(a=1,b=1999) 1.000.000 105329 100510 100401 100472 100566
B 5562 5917 7994 9644 10986

105053 100478 100299 100290 100313

2,000,000 5472 4196 5651 6808 7752

104608 100451 100229 100194 100186

5,000,000 5374 2657 3577 4301 4890

o 100451 100080 100179 100046 100029

0 0 0 0 0

50.000 101295 103190 107254 111727 116241

’ 19620 35500 49274 61885 73941

100.000 101352 101720 103793 106026 108243

’ 14031 25294 34238 41723 48273

200.000 101319 100941 101940 103064 104168

’ 10060 17960 23969 28736 32674

500.000 101272 100479 100831 101265 101696

po = 0.0005 ’ 6451 11373 15070 17872 20102
(a=1,b=1999) 1.000.000 101309 100306 100450 100654 100863
Y 4589 8049 10630 12564 14079

101258 100223 100258 100346 100446

2,000,000 3295 5689 7513 8857 9907

101244 100176 100143 100166 100193

5,000,000 2161 3602 4746 5595 6252

. 100978 100140 100065 100074 100062

0 0 0 0 0

50.000 99903 108250 116826 123975 129218

’ 35711 60450 79747 95048 106058

100.000 100072 104986 109943 113887 116628

’ 27290 44875 56176 63292 66731

200.000 100063 102735 105395 107439 108804

’ 20220 32541 39323 42674 43351

500.000 100046 101163 102272 103102 103640

po = 0.0001 ’ 13167 20880 24606 26007 25745
(a =1,b=9999) 1.000.000 100035 100598 101157 101573 101840
T 9396 14835 17322 18132 17784

100048 100306 100586 100794 100926

2,000,000 6680 10513 12219 12727 12423

100046 100129 100238 100320 100373

5,000,000 4237 6658 7716 8012 7798

o 100050 100018 100007 100001 100003

0 0 0 0 0

AANOS = average of the ANOS; SDANOS = standard deviation of the ANOS; ANOS = average number

of observations to signal.
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Table 4.2. The percentage of CCC-4 chart with in-control ANOS values below the targeted ANOS, = 100,000

Po
m 0.001 0.0005 0.0001
(a=1,b=999) (a=1,b=1999) (a=1,b=9999)

10,000 45.68 43.99 36.86
20,000 47.02 44.35 40.93
50,000 48.61 45.76 44.21
100,000 48.26 48.62 46.32
150,000 49.01 48.48 46.83
200,000 49.21 49.04 47.41
250,000 49.78 48.31 47.55
300,000 49.00 48.80 47.20

ANOS = average number of observations to signal.
o] Fo|X FxFHTE AL vl 40% ool He
ANOSy u}ir/} A2 ANOSHE Z=s =g AAT T
RERT ARZE O 2 2 ARSS ARSI Ao)
ok 4> glt}h. wEbA] Tables 4.1} 42004 HAE £A)
£ AHg3l] CCCr B w9 S 243 AE APsaA

n}', —ﬁ
9
o
iy
rlo

4.2, RAEY uy

OCCr Bel=old 249 542 AH88 1 ANOSS| BEghich 42 ANOSFS 2o wgo] UL
2 EAIE MAsEL7] F8l, Joneset Steiner (2012)8} Gandy £} Kvalgy (2013) 7} Al kst e 411
e Agel WAL RAEWS A 2N AT wEo A AEA Al Az B
AL BIFIAY B2 8 FH e yolth o] =EddlAE ANOS(jo | po) kol EXEF AWt F &5
o] 1—p o]4o] A2 =t} BA A4S WEEE CCCr B2 HFAS 24317 )8 &
~EW FnEAZE AHBRLA BT

PI‘{ANOS(ﬁo |p0) > Ao} >1—np. (4.1)
o] =FAME p = 012 A% 3]’04 X ARt 2 ANOS(ﬁ0|p0)%AL°] 90% o)de] HES A4
3. HF2E eSS FE xR0 AH{3 AdFEL Saleh 5 (2015), Faraz 5 (2015), Zhao%}
Driscoll (2016), Faraz 5 (2017), Z22]31 Kim¥} Lee (2020) 7F Atk 53] Kim¥} Lee (2020)+= 73}
B2, 5 7= 19 CCCr B2I5o] RARY GTATE A8 Dol o A7HAT, of 2
AL £ > 191 399 CCCr BEER GR5o] Romd SZE A5
CCC-r I|=9 FAe|gA ol s RAER] duejES ALshe A= v 2tk
L. pod] AHAE:Z

Po,p= 4 (3.2
)el

rr

£ Beta(a,b)& 4733, Al7HAA me] BES 23] BFE pod FEF

)E AR&3te] Alsteict

2. B(m,po,s Bfe] BAE= FE Nf Ni,...,NpE A48 (1 - p)%ol AFsls BY4s
Ni_, 2 Mw. olmf BE ol= A= & & ARSSith

3. Ni_, & AH&3to o & tha3t o] 438t
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- — = * -
4. S W& 7 2 A4 LCL, £ AlXksith

LCL;
. c (-1 . .
F (LCLr |7"ap0) = Z (i 1> (P)" (1 =po)’ " < e

wheba, Fedefoll XS] ARE (55 | po)St AE7IRA S BRSNS ANOS(55 | po)+= 27 tha=h
2t
LCL
1 r

(1—po)’™", ANOS(p;|po) = ——— x —.
Y5 | po) = Z < )po po)’ @5 190) = 70 o

o 1RANA mAY EE 5 BFFe| BEHA e W, Z N =09 ), A
A% po = 00] o} Tk BAGIN FAED BELS AT & Gt BAT B
EAIS YA £ ARAE AAGEE WG] A9, o EEAAE W
ez gae g

CCC-r A ZoM Atd EAE] due|E A 45& Lolry] 935, TAEY &S A
slo] BEAE 24T ALY 458 FYAPS Tkl FrIEIATH
A B L wle] A5 Hrker) A6, B TAE 2R 2 B9t RAER dug|ES A}
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FEIAT 4 7 A WA P2 B IAE 2AFA G A (unadjusted)d] W]goln, F W
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Table 1.28] Aol AAHAY, Table 13014 Fe DAL 2A5A G 49 ANOSe2] 53k
WA ANOS(po | po) G2 2 HlBo] BE A% 40%E Zhshe W, RAsqg B0z OCC-
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o Qit. ol % 213k7] 913 Table 43014 me o =4 & ke AEHL, 2L mS 45T 49

TR AN Y w) =7G3HA] k2 HelstA et AT A AL S ADF LR u|ws] fH,
CCC-4 #e]=ollA] Table 4.37} o] Ro|AHLS S3lo] 7419 10 0007H4 ANOS (o | po)ll HHE+
2128 (boxplot) & Figure 4.1 YERYTE oju] & 37]+= m = 100,000L.2 A9, APAEE
Beta(a,b)] B av 10]31, B b AR EY 0] post ZEF At =3, ANOS 9
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Table 4.3. Comparison of the percentage of CCC-r charts with in-control ANOS values below the targeted
ANOS( = 100,000 for charts with unadjusted (upper entry) and adjusted (lower entry) control limits

m CCC-1 CCC-2 CCC-3 CCC-4 CCC-5
45. 45. 45. 45. 45.4
10,000 5.99 5.70 5.79 5.68 5.46
7.45 7.13 7.27 7.97 7.61
20,000 38.23 46.64 46.43 47.02 45.78
po = 0.001 6.17 10.00 10.17 9.36 9.77
(a=1,b=999) 50.000 46.54 47.79 48.74 48.61 48.49
’ 3.09 10.25 10.32 10.05 10.24
19. . . . .
100,000 9.99 49.10 48.58 48.26 48.55
2.04 10.17 10.19 10.09 9.86
20,000 46.13 45.79 45.52 44.35 45.68
7.67 7.26 7.27 7.30 7.75
47. . . . .
50,000 7.50 46.25 47.72 45.76 46.36
po = 0.0005 9.48 9.02 9.68 9.40 8.79
=1,b=1999 ) . . . .
(a=1, ) 100,000 47.78 48.47 47.95 48.62 47.59
10.15 10.51 10.35 10.06 10.35
150,000 43.49 48.01 48.76 48.48 48.41
8.07 9.31 10.27 10.23 10.10
100,000 46.08 45.30 46.02 46.32 44.98
7.20 7.73 7.47 7.83 7.77
46.2 46.2 46.42 46. 46.1
150,000 6.29 6.29 6 6.83 6.19
po = 0.0001 9.16 9.58 9.21 9.25 9.53
=1,b= } . . . .
(a=1,b=9999) 200,000 47.26 47.07 46.92 47.41 46.56
9.97 9.96 10.06 10.12 9.91
250,000 48.29 48.01 47.14 4755 47.05
9.44 9.74 8.86 9.03 8.86

ANOS = average number of observations to signal.

wzEl Mo 2 FAEE A, HEAE 2AIA 2 F-F(unadjusted limit) &} 2 A F A (adjusted
limit) ol th3k ANOS(po \po)«] 10915+ st dog w3t

Figure 4.19] AN RAER dEFE AHE3ste] Fe|etAlE 24 49 ANOS(fo | po)e] 10&
ﬁ*ﬂ(ﬂrEMJ A1) ANOSo 9] &% L(‘Wyﬂ Aol 2HH vehd i, #eldAE 245 A &

5] 1089732 BRET Wo] 22 AL AAH oz g% 4 gty T, Figure 4.19]
ANOS(po | po) el EZolA =A4H FEeAY 499 B27} 2H5A] 42 399 ExHr o 23
&4 (variability) & Holed], #ej=ol] RAER dagEs A&t A=d 24T 4¢ D8k
EA A o] AFNE 0|9} 2 EAo) thsf] AF3F vE7t AT} (Saleh 5, 2015; Faraz 5, 2015,
2017; Zhao%} Driscoll, 2016; Kim3} Lee, 2020). £3] Saleh 5 (2015)2 243t #2|3HAIE AR5}
+ A7t 243 g Xéx}ﬂl Hjal] o] /FdEle] BA] Aol IA vz gk §F At d e

ANOS(po | po)o] HEAAS Zstdr] 24 AAE 2 = Aol o ulg sy, HAEY AyE]=E
9] AMgBhe AL 2 FM;EH%_! w o] Jeg FHAZIE ALS AR

o2 FAo] o] Y w =A% &= }741—3— l~9~?1 CCC—T Helzol %S Hrke] 9§ 2
qARE AT FH o] FAedefd of ¥-2 10,0009 HE3}9131, ANOSy 9
E XL 100,000013 po = 0.000591 AL CCC—4 %ﬂ£° A5g zAIGTE oul AHHERZE=
Beta(1,1999)2 MAAsA, R2EF FE £+ B = 1,00022 AT o9} 22 A3}
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Figure 4.1. Boxplots of the in-control ANOS with unadjusted and adjusted control limits when r» = 4, ANOSy =
100,000, m = 100,000, and (a), (b), (c).

Table 4.4. The out-of-control ANOS performance of CCC-4 charts with unadjusted (upper entry) and adjusted
(lower entry) control limits when ANOS, = 100,000 and po = 0.0005

p1

m 0.001 0.0015 0.002 0.0025
90.000 11404.26 4080.01 2378.24 1722.00
’ 21125.10 6159.52 3056.49 1984.81
50.000 10543.54 3897.47 2313.75 1692.85
’ 16342.15 5110.54 2702.55 1842.70
100,000 10259.74 3819.81 2289.50 1680.67
14110.26 4656.13 2547.65 1778.36

10151. .91 2285.34 1676.
150,000 0151.73 3809.9 85.3 676.89
13138.17 4446.47 2488.07 1750.57

ANOS = average number of observations to signal.

A AA 2R BFEo| po = 0.0005914 p1 = 0.001,0.0015,0.002,0.0025 2 Z713t912 w} zF mol
& AANOS(po | p1) 8r2 Table 4.49) 5319t}
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9} 28R g2 HEFHA 25 AANOS(po | p1) kel 24Ee Balow, Zh piol thsl) 282 =27] mo]
S5 AANOS(po | p1)ghel Zadhe AE2 Vet &, o4 5 ARD Ake} Zo] o] /el ol Al
EFEY ¥t 45, B Al 8 377 F45 o|AEHE o miEA g T

| A5 ATAE 2T A9 2AFNA 92 A9 A5 A A7t A s ¢ t}
Figures 4.29} 4.3 Table 4.4 UERd o] A E Y o) CCC-4 #He|=9] ANOS A5< Al s g
Q138t7] &, B A oA ALE 10,000708] ANOS(fo | p1) kel sl Axp2dg =ZAsigict F
ure 4.2 E%E W3] I7]9 ik ANOS A5 &9137] 13l m = 100,000€ wf po = 0.0005]
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Figure 4.2. Boxplots of the out-of-control ANOS with unadjusted and adjusted control limits when r = 4,
ANOS( = 100,000, m = 100, 000, po = 0.0005, and (a), (b), (c).
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Figure 4.3. Boxplots of the out-of-control ANOS with unadjusted and adjusted control limits when r = 4,
ANOS( = 100,000, po = 0.0005, p1 = 0.001, and (a), (b), (c).
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Table 4.5. The adjusted control limits to guarantee that P{ANOS(p¢ | po) > 100,000} > 0.9 for CCC-4 charts

Po m Mode of LCL™ Mean of LCL™
10,000 997(12.39) 982.0
0.001 20,000 952(8.34) 1027.7
(a=1,b=999) 50,000 1061(5.36) 1093.6
100,000 1124(4.07) 1135.9
20,000 2528(12.49) 2473.7
0.0005 50,000 2535(7.11) 2648.9
(a=1,b=1999) 100,000 2829(5.50) 2777.9
150,000 2779(4.45) 2938.8
100,000 23549(12.70) 24843.8
0.0001 150,000 24467(9.96) 25524.3
(a=1,b=19999) 200,000 24976(8.32) 26164.8
250,000 26933(7.20) 26513.4

ANOS = average number of observations to signal; LCL = lower control limit.
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