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Abstract

In this paper, the average time to signal is chosen to measure the monitoring efficiency of VSI
CUSUM control chart, and the parameters of FSI CUSUM control chart and VSI CUSUM control chart
are adjusted and optimized under the standard normal distribution, and the monitoring efficiency
of FSI CUSUM control chart and VSI CUSUM control chart under the chi-square distribution are com-
pared.
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Uit s AR 7 VA AT DUB I A2 A A T B, SR IR A P R 7 B R R, b S R A
DA S i R BGE i, RIEA P R I IR IS AT » AR B AR R Gt s Ew Eh — A EEE R,
— B LRI AE P R T A M M i, 5B AT 2 s .

B o B R e R R B A, L IR B ok, b 2 — R R 1M R
BARRE, ik, ZEBRI(Cumulative Sum, fijich CUSUM)f I IR 2 2k, FHER TIRAKRRE. I
JUFESR, E AN 2 s axopda il B i d R« IS4 R0 7 R E AT S sodk, #lan, 2021 4, ¥
H RFIRCBL% 2 70748 57 R0 H &R CUSUM # il - TIE 9L, 42 08 57 R UL A AN R B 1)
it XHm# BT T b Th, S TR A £ o R RN HE R CUSUM #=6I11E: &
Z RIS BT 57, ARIEISAT IR P38 B A PR 0t 2 o) B P SRS AT T, e B0AIE T 1 3G SR 4%
BIZE S bR AE P i A B AR PR e . R4, 22 TR [2] 5 AR i st 78 R —— Xt 22 Je i S8 At
(7 b BT R AT WA, AEXT 290 CUSUM #2i IR FE R JEAE b, SIN T B Bk L, #8772 0%
TR E R M ROR, JF BB IR R B A R R RN B LR, R T 4T

4k, ok CUSUM % il & R 78 K 22 BT e B 7E IEZS 0 A 26 A T HEAT I . SR, FESRPRAE=id 72
L, KR I I P FR AN SR IR E S AR A A 1Y), A% G0 1 i B s ) 1 ) 25 5 Hh IR AR B 1R AR A 0L
B S BOCRRE . Bk, EJLE, FENEESSAENEET TEEY . 2015 4, EREB]HE N
SEBRAE = FARMEH 2 IEAS 2 ATIX — CUSUM il IR AT H2 S5 AR 38 T @ BORT ) T AR BE AL 1 J7
e, S TUR BB R IR Al T IEASYERR LS, JF B LT IEA R SRIETEMLS CUSUM i
LR 1 X FL AT AR e . 2021 4, K BN T 5 35 [4] FURE el S Bm AR 7= o 2 1) PR A IR I 285 43 A X — ) At
BT T A7, R R IESZ 7206 0 A UK 1 IR /A, B T ARSI I FE U5 2 T S 0 R s
B, R B R AT RAE v S SR ISP R, R T AR B R eI AT, I TAEZ IR Z T
T 3 AL .

ARFITJE RN, A Gt sl B — M A2 A AS 1, RITHhRE DX I R Al B AR 28 i 1) R /NS A2 [ 1
e ELA% i PR AR [ 2 1, X LU A5 10 BT 5 ] A AR AN e i b IR B R O m A, ARE 24 54k
RREGIPE KR . AT R iE AL I G RIE K, 1988 4F, Reynolds & k2 H T HA AT A4
FEIX ] (Variable Sampling Interval, &iFKA VSI)FISSE G, B UIF 8 T 420 B 7 1) AR 78 8T A —
— AR BRI TL, (A3 Sh A B 0 T SRR

FEMT =T, ASHEARES A P RT3 A RIS T, % ] 58 FEAHRE X 7] (Fixed Sampling In-
terval, faiFRJy FSI)K] CUSUM Fx il A a] A2 #E A A X [R] (Variable Sampling Interval, &#5 VSI)H
CUSUM 7 il &1 14 i 4% 2805 2E 4T UL
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2. CUSUM #ZFHIENE # i E
2.1. CUSUM #=&I Bl aYigit+

— BRI V5 CE R AR 26, B X, ~ (110,02 » 35k gty B oy S BRI (A 20 H
BRI R PR T2 PR TN, A IR AR A IR 220 B9 gy P 0y APl B A T
RA T, R BN g, BSR4ty r HorP o R SR 6 t NI —AMREA
B0 HIREAR, FREA TR N: Xy, Xy X, o REHE R FAREEHGREIL K, CUSUM il 145 1

N

il

Z, =max{O,ZH+Xj +k}

Hrh k NSHEH, X, FomIES R AWM

FEFRHIBR L b, DA i K 2302 R 3o TR SRAfl 2 1), T AR SO 3% BUZE SR B 82 e oy

D5 B RIATT VAR
W2, XFF FSI CUSUM #& i Bk, e ZIRER FoN:
F=f-o,
Hrp fAR RS
5 X 8] H 2 S
H=h-o,

Ho h a2

MU FZARER, GiitE Z =max{0,Z,, + X, —F -} <H , M BT RERERN, St

®Z, =max{0,Z_ + X, —F -} >H.
7£ VSI CUSUM #= il 9, FRATE MR AR F g .

F =10,
Horp £ NS H
P IX 18] H, 35 2 55 2
H =h-o,
Horb h SR
VSI CUSUM 5l [ i 7 ZBE B E MR, 2 F, TRLE A
F,=1,-0,
Horp £, N[ ZZH, 0<f, < f,.
P X 18] H, i 2 55 3
H,=h, o,

Hrph, HuEZH, 0<h,<h .
anit, REPE B b IR E IR, A
I, =(0,H,) Ay,
I, =(H,, H,) A&k

S P 84 T A R X PR RIS RE AR IR T, AT, . ELWAET, T, > 0.
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#0<|Z|<H,, BN SE O, BB T R, SRl DURECSE R BOR, B gk
N MBI TR, S ORRE A AR (IR, B R — AR RN T,

#H, <|Z|<H,, BIWINSTETE R, VSRS AR e, AR EEHIR A A R,
BER T E S R, T RRRIUREZE B IR FR S B ALY, W B — O A, ek
BEAAE IR, B0 — AN HEER BN T, 5

#|zZ,|>Hy o BRI SVE AR IR 2 b, YR S A P AR e B T T ) R, R R
2.2. {EHIE L Bkn

i B AR AT B M BRI 25, — o 7 KT 255 K (Average RunLength, &1y ARL) IR
ANREGER, (RRARYE ARL (7€ X, FRATAT DT ff BI4E n] AR R X B ) shasds i Bl e, = e P K
ARL TGvEAE I LB AR R . AL, FRATT T LR FH P 35541 i) (8] (Average Time to Signal, fijicy ATS),
TR M P R T U A DU B e i 75 L ) P R I T, A R mT AR SR X e o] B G R b, TR A N

ATS=E(T)-ARL

Hodr, E(T) R TAIREARIRE ARG, AR
E(T)=T,-p+T,-(1- p)

Forb p W T N R R
U FERAE W I 5, ATS BR/NERGE, X FERLUE R AR P R I mAS, R R .
TR P T R B R B AR, — TR A E LM FSI CUSUM &Kl ARL 5
VSI CUSUM il K[ ATS KBUHSE, 53— 77 1 7 ZEORE I Ah 2 ) 1 ) BROAC R B 48, BIVORAIE VS
CUSUM #z il B (1 ~F S RE AT RE ] FR E (T ) 55 FSI CUSUM 42 il B R AR B () B9 T R BUR%S

2.3. CUSUM #ZFHIE & # Tz

X FSI CUSUM # il &Sk i3, 7] PAZA & 345 K ARL 140 370, HliREIAIRG T A 1 867, 7EEAM 0.5
fEmFe e, FIHERETREHSE f =025, SN ERE hE, W 1.

Table 1. ARL values corresponding to different h values

= 1. ANE h{EXTRAY ARL &

ARL
142.6887
248.2994
428.2408
738.8482

1257.5

© 0 N o o | =T

M 1 HRTDUIEMTIE b BUEAS RS 2] P8 K rE A F, F HBEE S5 h EEUE R
AWK, PR M K, B R 1 RWEE, KILEE ARL {E 9 370, h BUAETE 6 2] 7 Z 8,
Hudar 7, BnT U h BUE I — 2R, THRE R I 2,

Wt 2 v ], fEIRERVFIVEEN, PR 370 AR, h BUE AN 6.7, [Hik, FSI
CUSUM il 4k f =025, h=6.7.
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Table 2. ARL values corresponding to different h values
= 2. AE h ExTRA) ARL &

h ARL
6.5 334.0950
6.6 350.6511
6.7 369.9284
6.8 388.8791
6.9 413.2099

XFF VSI CUSUM il SR B, 7ECRIUEPI A2 ] PR R E AR SR B0 RN N, EAE PR B I 7] ATS 5
K ARL E[F] 2 370, [FIFETEEAL 0.5 fir e i, FIMH Ebr 1% HS8% f, =025, f,=025.
MZHh, h,, TWLN >h>h KRR B MEAMERET, T,, TWHLET, >T,>0 KKK,

Hh =6.75, h, =6.65MF, FIHBEAUAEAL AT LA SOUM 7 N B sk 8% p Oy 0.0032, 7E ATS fH
79 370 FNE(T)MHEL 1 II%AF T, Wf3T, =099, T,=0.4685, JLHS E(T)=0.9884 5[& & FEAHFEX
[F-42 1) T Rt IO R 1 R BBOAE 5, il 2R 7 AR K

K1k, VSI CUSUM x4l IS 50N f, =025, f,=0.25, h =6.75, h, =6.65, T, =0.99, T, = 0.4685 .
3. FASH T AAMEHE R LR
3.1. CUSUM #=#IE

R FEIER /AT R, FEPTEAEHIIX —J7 T, E BRI S5 I B R K A . EE
Wbk, IEWRES T EIRZEF R R ES AR, SR, LIRS 2 5B IBAEE —E R,
RERAELGE A T IKEI[5] % NS R 7 o A Bt b, B st rp SR 22 RN T R 704, %
ol ) P M 0 28k 1 AT EL AL

EMIE X, ~ 2° (v), Hrr v AREE B 4 uy Bl oy 70 IR BB AFRAEZE (K HARE . R4 R J7
SRARRITERT, AR LA

E ( X ) =Hy =V
Var(X,)=0f =2v
CUSUM #il El 1 Ge it i) LAS Dy
Z, =max{0,Z_, + X, +k}

FEHIBR AOIEE L, FIFBT Vv BBk E . SR T 2 RER, giit&

Z,=max{0,Z_, + X, —F -V} <H; LR TRERER, FHitEZ =max{0,Z_, +X,-F-Vv}>H.

AR A SCR IR AT 0, VST CUSUM il ] ity 42 sl SRR 28 i SR 170 A0k 2 LA % 42 o1 [X [ 08 i [X i) 2 ) 5

F=f-0,=f-2v
Hy=h-o,=h N2y
F,=f,-0,=1f,-J2v
H,=h,-0, =h,J2v
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3.2. FAMYEHIEIRIRYEER

X[ E FEASFEIX A () CUSUM it Ik, XS HUE f =025, h=6.7, 7ERAMMBIEEIA
44K ARL. X F rlRFEAH R X R ) CUSUM £l Bk i, HUZ4UE f, =025, f,=0.25,
h =675, h,=6.65, T,=099, T,=0.4685, 7t&K4MFEH 1S E0A[E 1T E R R ATS.

FEMRNE B L -RT7 040, tH5 ARL FT ATS 45 R L4k 3.

Table 3. ARL and ATS values at different offsets
% 3. FEEFHB T ARL 1 ATS &

a ARL ATS

0 177.8245 177.8588
0.25 91.9763 67.1829
05 45.6391 27.4106
0.75 25.1016 14.7561

1 16.8407 9.6519

AT g 3 LRI, MRS, PR, VSI CUSUM #& il E RESE R R B, K%
. A EA/NFR, FSICUSUM A1 VSI CUSUM #5iI EIR L&A AF, VSI CUSUM #5411
PR T N, R MK 05 RS R, FSI CUSUM 2l AT VSI CUSUM F il P 1) 1 15 4
KA1 4 e F ) 23 591 S 45.6391 A1 27.4106, VSI CUSUM 5| & B Bl A0S . Hoh, BEE R RN
by NI o o8 i R ST e M TS G 2 (AT I S e B R T I R N e S o5 QS s B b1 =)
MW EE, HRIEE 3 STk, WK 1.
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Figure 1. ARL and ATS values at different offsets
1. FEMRFE T ARL #1 ATS &

M 1 R LATE M HBE B FSI CUSUM $21 B AT VST CUSUM 23 i B 1 - 240 K 01 2941 72 i ) 22 [)
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MIZ2eE, s W, T

S IR N T PR, BRI B 8 1 R J5 04 T, VSI CUSUM

FEfi &I EE FSI CUSUM %51 B BERE S I R B RS, R VR, s b fik

MR 7 o A
* 4,

BEKE BRI, IR B BB 5 BRI AT, A ARL AL ATS, 491

Table 4. ARL and ATS values at different offsets
4. FERFB T ARL 1 ATS &

a ARL ATS

0 234.1975 234.5298
0.25 148.9077 63.1819
0.5 100.1242 24.6758
0.75 67.6225 13.7135

1 48.0725 9.4145

RS 4 W LURIL, ARk, MBURFERT, VSI CUSUM I EI RE PRI R B, R
o AR ER/NARFI, VSI CUSUM il B i)~ T- B3 B i 1) 58 /N, JEHAE 2054 0.5 s I, FSI

CUSUM #E A1 VSI

CUSUM  Fz il B 1~ 350 A0 - 4R 8 1 ] 4339 & 100.1242 F1 24.6758, VSI

CUSUM il BAT MRS . 5i4b, BEFEMAZ R AU, T8 B AT S S i ) 40 ) S B A, i L
YR I 1A B RN TP . O T SIS B, R 4 T, LA 2,

250
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Figure 2. ARL and ATS values at different offsets
2. FEMRT T ARL #1 ATS 1&

M 2 R DLIE A Y, FSI CUSUM #34i [EI A1 VSI CUSUM #5551 & 1T 3515 K R 24 45 i ) 2
V) P 22 B0 BN BH S, P 3 e i 1) B BN TP B, S HE RN B B A 5 BR 5 4 R, VST CUSUM
H|ELE FSI CUSUM #1 EEEE gE S i R B mFe, KB, Jl el disk.
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4, 4Eig

gidy Bk, WTRLKREL, BEE A HER ARG L, FSICUSUM #4i E AT VSI CUSUM 2 il & 1) T 2 i

KA R e m (o] 2 (B ) Z BE U E A WIS K. 498, T H B E 484k, #552 VSI CUSUM 41 KR
AT, FHIREN RN, WESeREE, RIS IME AR £ 5 0 A i S B i SR
VSI CUSUM #5#i1& .

SE ik
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