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11T

EN AR ey Hoteling's T? &I B &2 A2 mn B a2 F ks 2gX
(Non-random patterns) 4w#§% (trend) ~ & #2344 % (process mean shift) sk i 3R &2
& (outliers) ZF kyEdk - HER > A S 2 #4 Holmes & Mergen ~ Sullivan &
Woodall % ¢ 454632 (robust estimation) &5 X2 LT & 4B - 37T LAA 303
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R A MR R BERFE - (2% - AR PHBHEHEARRREE - Bt fhﬁi{:ﬂé%n
HRBAMEG RGBT EH LS LRHER REEHIE G2 - R
HEZRERET > RHERREEF B EaREE (overdl falseaarm rate) iwj:
HHL—FHEOYFT 2 AMMRES LAREREE S ZOEIERE — BN OB RLET
BB AEH A ERRIEFARR Y E T @AM E (Sgna probability) - &
%o BRPAZBHRAT ORI OBREET EREIZT EH B TAZEA LR L
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E ke EHFH TR S EEHBEMARH
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REE R R EAZ - %4 Hotelling's T° FH B ENRATFH BB AL G BEER R
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wAE % (trend) ~ B A2-F3 R RS A B A2 T34 % (process mean shift) E 2+ 4
NI ARRGHBRB TR A ARG THEE M A BBE (outliers) > Chan A Li
(1994) ~ Holmes % Mergen (1993) i Vargas (2003) 47 %13 = f& 5 32 2tk o

‘g4 Hotelling's T2 % #IE > 0 SH UK 5 22 kM4 % 2 % E ey 163t
T OB EHIRAGEARAAGT AN BB EELIN Y S
R B AR L RIFEAS RFRE S AR E H A2 K4E - Holmes 2 Mergen (1993) 42 &
DR i 4 £ (mean square successive difference) st £ G R4 R E I S G F
EHE ERRAEELIAMMBYRER THYTEHERAL G REHER ) E S
WEFBHBERSRIFEFHL EXEHEHRAMEYE - PHEHEFERE RN D
&3t E ALy & HI B H AR &R & A A7 £ £ - Sullivan $2 Woodall (1996) %87 Holmes
# Mergen (1993) 42 i -F343 i 4 24663t E X H ki X 5 % 244
Bl oy EAME  RERXER B RAAY I B G AR RGP iE g
EsmRprEIe 5% EE 5 E & Hotdling's T & #I1 B A b Al s €/ % - %5
Jr 8 42 8 3 BB BEBE 44 B > Vargas (2003) 4R 4% Rousseeuw #u van Zomeren (1990) 32 &
&) B A5 B2 B2 #&  (minimum volume ellipsoid, MVE) &t & 3 % 4 & & % B &
Hotelling's T? % | B A #3648 8] & % 42 k4% - k4% Vargas (2003) st ¥ R E #2632
Friiey % 4285 B Ltbxs R - Jensen et al. (2007) % i —F 3344 KR B2 E 1R
BTOREEZELSL G EEHBEGMERRED -

& 7 Holmes #2 Mergen (1993) & Sullivan #2 Woodall (1996) & A egf&st iz
P4 THEAER IR RER TSGR MEARE BRI e HEY
LR BT AR BOR B £ - RZ 0 Vargas (2003) s MRS BT Y 5 % 8 4 H B
Bl 2R A AR BEBEE 3% - ERFUBHFEMEABRRREE - AR FHELER
HRAMEGLEENT > EHIEELLRAREEH B AN ERERE > KAmopd i
RARRKETHERER A - Bk R K & 4 Holmes 2 Mergen (1993) & Vargas
(2003) prite A a9 As b3t 2B BR A EF 2 AR E R HE LT A E
R HHE AR FER M8 % % 2T 5B 698 RK R BITILE M BRI -

2. ZERERE G R ER
B MBEX=(X,..,X,) ABILEEGEL AL TR KPP aEh
= (), My ooos M) 2 iy, K=1,2, 00, p A3 KBS H 45 M 693918 0 p A 5% B 45 1B 3

u_
Y EHERAT - — M E 0 R4 Hotelling's T2 F 4B kAT 0 itk kit ¢
BEEM AT B EARLT
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j g 1 &
X==) X. S=—)» (x. = X)(x. =X)'
m2 X H S= D0~ —X)

PHEF X = (X Xp) s X s JELoamo BE N AT E K REHR B
Hotelling's T? #4322 &£ 40 F -

T2 =(x-X)'S*(x-X)
o %k Hotelling's T? & H B &N A T B E R S A HE B LB JFEEE LY
% > {£4% Hotelling's T? & HIE /£ % —FE AR IFREM G R oo K - Bk $ A
4 2R AR B Fu - 34 £ Ep 8% > Holmes $2 Mergen (1993) & Sullivan 2 Woodall (1996) #3#4¢

By g 2t 2 S BRI T2 54 B 7T 4 /88 8 8 42 ki
WREFELRLT !

Z(Xj ~X) (X X))
» S, B IE T (Symmetric positive definite) 4/ B A L &) R1BfE3T & - A XFu Sy AF
AI YT HhFABRELTF ¢

T = (X=X)'Sy (x~X)

o & A2 R BB A B Varges (2003) HERAR MG BB ST B L S H B E
TH AN E WA R - Mg MERRBREELRS

=

_ 1 & 1 il _ —
Xuve = — ;ijj Fo Sye =— Z;‘Wj (x; =X)(x; =X)
ij = ij -17=
=1 =1

R P EW MEA 0K L % KX 3# A Rousseeuw #2 van Zomeren (1990) o A Xy Fv
SMVEﬁﬁﬁﬁégTzﬁﬁ%]-%ﬁg'Fﬁﬁ.ﬁ? .

Tl\iVE =(x- iMVE)'SKAl\/E (X =Xye)
3. W5 fih

3.1 #HeyidpEbtegx s

AH R 44 Holmes #2 Mergen (1993) ~ Sullivan $2 Woodall (1996) & Vargas (2003)
it Bt 22188 0 U et R34 % & (weighted sample mean vector) 4&3t
MARFH Ao ey 33 H ik g £4 1 (weighted mean square successive difference
matrix) Btk AL G ERAMOSR B OB REIT X (D Aix -
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- 1 & 1 m ,
Xw =5 Z_leXj 7 S = Z;W,-(xj =X )X =X )" s (1)
ij i= ZZWJ i=
=1 j=2

MEE (& 0% 1) 982 F XA RBER DGR EMEE T 2603 F842 - 28K HE
BRVTORALGEBERBRTHETERLEER AT AZINOBELS Z A4
R E Y iBAE
1. M#HRER(p+D)ERRGBRESE > J={j, iy Jpa}, 152...m¢
2. FHEHRATHOERTHYIRELEER
X; = L ij Fo Sp :;Z(Xj _Xj—l)(xj _Xj—l)'
p+1jDJ 2(p+1) j0J

P ERREAN ST H A %S, mAHBETER -
3. X, fuS, st EFH sk

TJz,J' :(Xj_iJ)'SE)l,J(Xj_XJ), 1=12,..., m

T BRI E N A h=[(m+ p+D)/2] - [1ABMAR > T ) BAREER
% °

4. R aaX(3eS, T AEMRIFTE RIEL (337 Seber g2 Wild, 1989, p.
679) > H.det(S,,) X £ det(T] ,Sp ;) A ELL » &SRB ERX (2) RELWL

TS T (2)
5. %% 1% 445 Hmin(C"2, 1500) % - i % 1500 =k & k3% Rousseeuw # Leroy (2003,

p+l
p199) ey - BRRA Q) PRI WEFYESIAZETFELST -
6. REESHTHAINUWRETFESLST B2 E

X, =X. 4 S, =¢€,S, . TJ%’(h)m(m—l)‘Z(B( 05 p/2,(f-p=-D/2)*"...... (3

D,
» A 67 = (1.1149+12.1246/(m- p))* A #eh 5 E R F (44 Rousseeuw #Fv van
Zomeren (1990, 1991) % Castafio-Tostado (2000) = 7% it A5 #% 1000 =k #4 % £) -
B(0.5d,,d,) # Beta 5-fzey 5 50 @B s i B B A d, F2d, - Rousseeuw #v
van Zomeren (1990) B3k K $ By M ¥ e EA MRS G EF R £ REK
AR B Hotelling's T? 43t & @0 F 7 80 o sy W ARFR 205 51 4 a8
M LT HRALGERER TR ATHH T RG E£E® > EKIE Sulivan Fo
Woodall (1996) 42 & A X v S, 3 3 T2 % 3t B & ¥ % 4 B &
mi(m-2)%B(p/2,(f —p-1)/2) » E kP k% eyt B AR 40 X (3)Hiw o
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BE o mmi(m-1)’B(p/2,(f -p-1)/2) ey % 975 @B r A RMR > wX (3) 243t
B HF

T2, =(X, -X)'SE(x, -%,), ]=12...,m

CEH BT SEEEAR ML R AT HENRA G ELMRES O AARBEANA L HE
THAN (4 -

1 Tp, sm*(m-1)°B(0.975 p/2 (f - p-1)/2)
W= T T s 4)
0, otherwise
RA (4 HEERR (1) THERAARREYX, Fo S FEILNYT Bt B FHT o
Tup = (X =Xy ) (Sup) (X =Xyy)
3.2 EHIRMRZEL
FUREBTRETELEIRASHETE B4 ET =(X-n)' 2 (x-n) #

—O)BE 4G EREELHEMER

pfe L BA RGN BB rssing(p
$=ETHEGEH SRR, °

(B=1) L@REE B Tax (5) kb
1-a = p(((T7 < c, In=0)
= p(maxTy < ¢, |p=0)

B 7 XikaE A O) stHSEE L EEHEZEHRRABELE 1 &
1 B AR RIS (M) foi K Es () @6 F  #x Hoteling's T2~ T~ Ty Ao
Tao % % % % %1 B t9 95%% #I R Ik -

B % mp
. FE A% 2 AR M AE 4% 3L B 48 ] 49
%» %9 EENEN(01)
%
%5( \ 4
% HHEAFET 0 [=12...
% Hﬂ'%ﬁkﬁ%(m
v
TG, 8 % (1~ a)100 18 & 213 #
By R

Bl #x%%EE4E e (1-a)100%% 4 R IRm2 B
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&1 ARFHEARSEEMEREAST ST XEHFT? T2~ Toe A Tn & 4
&) 95%% # ik

m p T?2 T2 To e T

30 2 10.5 12.2 245 16.6
5 14.8 20.1 395 28.6

50 2 12.1 13.3 215 16.3
5 17.3 20.6 318 25.8

100 2 14.2 14.8 205 17.0
5 20.3 21.9 29.2 25.1

(2 FEHAHALEHERERALST B Y XSG TS S4B 8 (1-a )100%%

] MR
p=2 pP=5
m 30 50 100 30 50 100
a 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.08
Control limit 14.6 15.1 15.8 25.3 24.1 235

3.3 WmEZESEHENERESR

ERFELEREAMEGEENT > BEH LSRR TS o T BB 5 B
BRAHEERE  AMABRERFARIBERETOLERAE—EHBEHEBRELR
% BIL&RMEEREERT, foThe MEEHE > @QRERYRE HBR T
1 BRAkAHE (M) S EaaEs (o) T BMEALR MEELBAES S %2Ry
BN, (0,1) -

TohToe A PB4 ELHE R 2 A LA TR RREPRL LY KT -
3. FHI2MHPHmIER
4. HEALIERFTHEARMSE T EHEMARME B RITGRBER LS -

AR RAT AT MBS H B @R E R EEE A 005 F o R EWE P BRTIFF 65
BERTI&T e MBS B A At aReER g » BRI 33 HixtET L, 24 B
1-a" )100%EHI FMA LRk 2K 2 RTFAHEA 2K 22RA > $HAHK (M)
%30 BB EHMEESR () A28 £EREBRERS 005 T T4 T &6 B 4 95%
BEIRIR 5] B 12.2 F0 24.5 5 3 B o4 A sb B 8 I B 48R L R 4 009 M T % 4
B4k 22 O1%EH A 146 At EmMES LB A MR MERER A0
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A A
€ (b)

Bl 2 #A#A @304 (b)50- BG4 EHLE 2 - ERs8L e aslzmd
T & 5 Bl Fo T2 & The & 1 B 6918 8] 1%

4. BEEFFERSR
EEHREZRERET  RABEAERMHE S G E TR RAL G AMERAENLE
o EEEPEaEE0=(0,0,...,0) &% 5, >  AmERIEMAY o83 2
M RBBEE o A A A0, 0) RIBHBEL AT P - ATHLEERE
— Top & H1 B Ao B 545 A T & Tyue MAB % HIE 69 BIAE ) > AFF R — B REGBHR LR
FAEH BRI E (BRBLRETME) EAHRAABYE  FHBHREBAEAEHT » 4
HRAEH ERATILE SR T

I 8%

MR TAEBRIIFRFERF  GEEPHERMa LR THEHBEAREZY
RAEY > BB EBPHEIGUEBHTRA

, j—1 .
Hj:ﬁ}ll, J:l,30

" E P, =(A,0,...,0) BF 0 EFHEE (ny) FFELEFHEE (0;=0) 2B
SLEE A B X, [=1.. 30 AW AR HEA N, W), 1) o B 2 A EHAKM
BEAFM AR 0) EREAEFEBHE (F) 9@d T Tp EHBERER T & Tae
FAE & H B e (R o BB 2 T 4R BT & Tyne M8 8 5] B 64 18 0 1 F ok S0 T
EHBHERAEE > ARESERERSE 2 AEAEEHE (NF) T MEH ARG 303
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o ZE 50 B} > Wy 2 e ZIE R RN 0 Bl i fs 8 & A 20 BF > 2k A Ed 3034w E B0
BEH 23 d 0.139 %/ £ 0.116 -

II #AEFHBE

WRPUEHELWRATRAME TG & Tk BHIAEE - ¥ 4T

WaZHEmM =3EE0FH£E n, 0 4o F 7 AR
0, j=12-,m-m

l I, j:m—m*’...,m
B 3 ARFHAR (M) HEHEEY () k& SEURFHBHALEHE (V)
HEET > T ER BT & T EHE 9 ARKE - 4B 3 (@) TToEHHE (L)
% 585 T2 4B A0 B e A T2 & TR M8 4 41 B 6o 2 Al & 48 £ 0.007 » @ (b)
bR FE T ke {E R R e £ 0.008 & E A 10~ 15 & 20 8F » T2, % %I B Fo B 845 A
T2& Ty e 18 % 41 B 242 R 5 % 48 2 42 0.004 1419 -

m=30 p=2 m*=3 m=50 p=2 m*=3
31 * 12 i1 =+ T
WD WD
—e- 2T e TR&T e V/$
2 Eh 2 27 /
o o
B o © o |
QO o o o
o o
o o
—_ —_
© ° @® °
C c
2 =y
0 g N 84
sl T T T T ° T T T ‘
5 10 2 15 20 5 10 2 15 20
A A
@ (b)

B3 #A%A (8304 (b)50- HHAMMEL 2 k& SBERFABH ALY 2
B @ET > T & B A T & T 4 H1 B 69 4271 5
T #2%14

WMITFRREEL IR REGGBEANGEEFARE G FHH G EMHARIME A
Af (M) PREAERM @ARFEALLETYBHB0HREE B 4 A THEER 3
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BEERE > REARAR (M) REHREYK )  ERFHUBHE (V) 86F Tp &
HEAT & T EH B EAKE B 4@ T MELRFHBHEMMWE 200 T &
H B Ao Bl 0FIA TS & Ty M A8 ) B L (E R4 F £ & % 0.082 ML 4(b) ¥ RfEF ke
BRMEEZEA 0046 LM EHRAE 2 LB AEIEA 3WHERLT » A3
A% 50 To BRI B AT & The MBS FIE L AREE 2 ZE ) -

m=30 p=2 m*=3 m=50 p=2 m*=3

10
1

== Too A1 - T,
T TH & The o To & T
2= 22 R
§ 2 e g 2 b A
s —— 5.
N g / (PR
: SV T S
(@ (b)
4 HA#HA (@304 ()50~ HYHHEHRL 2 SEBBBAESH T AN s
T > Tap & 1 B A0 Tg & Tie & 41 B 69 1814 %
%3 FREMAH - SEHEREY URLHESABHEALL HEET > T EH B
TS & T % %1 Bl 69 (8 R4 %
m 50 100
p 2 5 2 5
A2 WD D-MVE £ WD D-MVE 2% WD D-MVE 2% WD D-MVE #
5 0200 0.237 -0.037 0.135 0.173 -0.038 0.224 0.218 0.006 0.159 0.152 0.007
10 0.367 0.453 -0.086 0.223 0.322 -0.099 0.418 0.450 -0.032 0.276 0.293 -0.017
15 0.540 0.656 -0.116 0.336 0.487 -0.151 0.626 0.684 -0.058 0.415 0.470 -0.055
20 0.691 0.807 -0.116 0.459 0.635 -0.176 0.786 0.843 -0.057 0.567 0.641 -0.074

3
Bz £ -

“WD” & TS5 %418 > “D-MVE" &T24#Ti.

B S E

“£"7 & WD fo D-MVE {8l # %

B AZ A 30 F0 50 & 100 A safay & R - B b &AIME 7] AR A 2% 50 F2 100
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ERREHAR (M HEHEER 0) BasHE (F) vad - 23 a5A% (M-
SEHMEYR () REAMEIBHEAL WAL T  TLEHBERTI& T &4 B
W AR R R R AR RN EEm S AR RS ESREAR 0) - BHE (L)
T Hok#d 50 ¥ 0 2 100 85 T B #IB BT & T £ HI B 6 R E 2 YL F
Bp & #5038 A T2 B B o T2 & The T 18145 41 8] 04 48 A & A3 3

RABKAH (M- ZEHRER ) ZRAM BELRPFHBHABHELL MR
RlasT > T @ s BT & Tae &4 B a4 % - 1A S 50 &HEHIEHA
5 %% SEHALRPFHBHES 10> TLEHBERTI&T A THE M ERME £ R
% 0.054; HAbti RS (M) HEHHRESR ) BHEN)T > ToEHBRTIE&TL: %
PE e ERAEE TR HER S £ 003N - £ AKE S0HME 1006 T4
1 B 0918 R M Rows SN Fo TE& T e 898 RI M R o

K4 FREHASC LEHEER RAMALETLEHABHEA N oasT TS
B Bl Ao T & e & 1 B 09 8 1A% 5

m 50 100
p 2 5 2 5
m A2 WD D-MVE # WD D-MVE # WD D-MVE 2# WD D-MVE #

1 5 0175 0166 0.009 0.134 0.134 0.000 0.159 0.144 0.015 0.122 0.111 0.011
10 0.393 0.374 0.019 0.270 0.263 0.007 0.359 0.331 0.028 0.246 0.223 0.023
15 0.615 0.592 0.023 0.439 0425 0.014 0.587 0.560 0.027 0.422 0.394 0.028
20 0.789 0.771 0.018 0.611 0594 0.017 0.767 0.752 0.015 0.608 0.577 0.031

3 5 0296 0.304 -0.008 0.196 0.219 -0.023 0.273 0.258 0.015 0.182 0.173 0.009
10 0.654 0.656 -0.002 0.446 0.479 -0.033 0.644 0.623 0.021 0.446 0.438 0.008
15 0.873 0.872 0.001 0.696 0.724 -0.028 0.887 0.875 0.012 0.725 0.719 0.006
20 0.963 0960 0.003 0.851 0.870 -0.019 0.973 0.969 0.004 0.895 0.892 0.003

5 5 0370 0.378 -0.008 0.237 0.266 -0.029 0.356 0.339 0.017 0.229 0.219 0.010
10 0.751 0.755 -0.004 0.526 0.580 -0.054 0.777 0.757 0.020 0.563 0.557 0.006
15 0.933 0.930 0.003 0.768 0.806 -0.038 0.956 0.949 0.007 0.838 0.838 0.000
20 0.985 0986 -0.001 0906 0.928 -0.022 0.994 0.993 0.001 0.958 0.957 0.001

10
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A5 FEHAH - SEHHMEH - BEEAEAR (M) A8H AN 08T T2 %
BB Ao TO & Toe & 51 B 18 2 1 %

m 50 100
p 2 5 2 5
m A2 WD D-MVE £ WD D-MVE £ WD D-MVE £ WD D-MVE #

1 5 0139 0.141 -0.002 0.099 0.109 -0.010 0.137 0.129 0.008 0.103 0.099 0.004
10 0.302 0.302 0.000 0.171 0.186 -0.015 0.309 0.294 0.015 0.186 0.183 0.003
15 0512 0.514 -0.002 0.286 0.315 -0.029 0.532 0520 0.012 0.337 0.333 0.004
20 0.692 0.698 -0.006 0.432 0.466 -0.034 0.731 0.722 0.009 0.511 0.512 -0.001

3 5 0168 0169 -0.001 0.101 0.120 -0.019 0.196 0.185 0.011 0.130 0.122 0.008
10 0.383 0.396 -0.013 0.181 0.215 -0.034 0.480 0.472 0.008 0.264 0.267 -0.003
15 0.602 0.639 -0.037 0.289 0.356 -0.067 0.755 0.759 -0.004 0.462 0.489 -0.027
20 0.776 0.822 -0.046 0.404 0.517 -0.113 0915 0.919 -0.004 0.661 0.704 -0.043

5 5 0157 0161 -0.004 0.099 0.114 -0.015 0.216 0.208 0.008 0.130 0.123 0.007
10 0.320 0.369 -0.049 0.146 0.180 -0.034 0.512 0.529 -0.017 0.258 0.274 -0.016
15 0502 0.624 -0.122 0.205 0.300 -0.095 0.782 0.829 -0.047 0.439 0.503 -0.064
20 0.655 0.808 -0.153 0.275 0.437 -0.162 0.929 0.960 -0.031 0.625 0.729 -0.104

A5 AREHEAR (M SEHEEHR (p) #HEEK (M) E8HEAL S/ a
AT To B s B A TI&To: E 4 B a9 ERIME - RS S 5085 » T2& T 1B % 31
WA R N Sl B — T2 S5 E - MEHEABIEmE 100 65 T2 44 B a8
WERATI& T\ MEFHE QAR RE - BELBAET E2 £ R BRMEAR
(M)~ &EHPAES (D) BB EMEHES 3 & 5 @ T FHELHMEBH TR R
TDZ&TI\iVE TH B2 ERGE

HAIERSHERER  TIEMEE A (M & 305040 100 > & 4 4%
MBS (p) A245mb T ERERABERE T2& T RE % 4 B 18 8% Feg H74T.0
FHE O RARE D ERESHET (1) BHEAL () Moo SHET 0 ARARE £
BEau ) B BRI aens £ RS S0 MIENLT RAES kL8R E ISR
FHABY A0 2 100 B 45 A — 18 % 5] B RAIK e B0 R B E BB o KA RAERE
B o ARARBIE ey BT RS R ARBREZR R - EEER R RATIE R
KW - RAVER AR — T 4 4 B A0 B R A T & Tiloe 48 450 B o 2
B SRA E R SR T TS R F— T 4 B a0 5 5 AR -

11
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5. BUETEH
B RIVEABA TG AR AR Hoteling's T? ~ TF ~ Tie & Tp 418 %
Bl R ERAEY - FIEG RBEHENRBHEL
51 #l1-RAZKAEY

Chan # Li (1994) x e @R HRAMEE AL FH@E N, £ (015(j-1),0) (X£H
BN A A35) AERERMEEUEXS

X, = Ny(u,.1) + p, =(015(j -1), 0)
R X =00 0) A% TEREME 0 X, k=128% KNEREHE | AR B
SHEMEAL O EAREFEIRHENLEOTE 28 34757 - A EEERE
1869 F F BEREAE (X, ~W)T7 (X —p) AT BRAVRASF e R E AT ESAA () B4
Hotelling's T* % 4| B Ak AT @ ERo kA L ¥ RER BG4 2 0 A3t EL T
__[20&1 ] _[3381 OA?T
0.013 0.471 0.728

%6 HBEEAMEYWEHAALAREMGE T HEEREZMA T HESHEME

j X, X, T? T, Tive Too

1 -0.25 -0.64 1.74 6.37 1.67 6.15
2 -1.08 -0.65 2.98 11.88 2.78 11.58
3 0.95 0.53 1.04 2.69 1.02 2.49
4 -1.11 0.29 3.74 14.50 3.82 14.46
5 -0.05 0.02 1.45 5.97 1.33 5.63
6 -0.09 0.31 1.90 6.99 1.87 6.75
7 0.90 -0.40 0.49 1.61 0.53 1.52
8 0.39 0.04 0.92 3.77 0.81 344
9 2.39 0.56 0.41 0.49 0.32 0.47
10 0.63 -0.27 0.61 2.46 0.56 2.23
11 216 0.26 0.08 0.10 0.03 0.06
12 1.44 0.94 1.66 2.59 1.76 2.63
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Robust Estimation for Detecting Non - random
Patternsin T° Control Charts

Jeh-Nan Pan”, Hsiao-Chien Chen

Department of statistics, National Cheng Kung University

Abstract

Hotelling's T2 control chart is used the sample mean vector and the sample covariance
matrix to estimated parameter of process in Phase I. In fact, these estimators are affected by
non-random patterns such as trend, process mean shift, or outliers. Recently, some scholars
(Holmes and Mergen, Sullivan and Woodall) suggested to use robust estimators in the T2
control chart. However, their proposed estimators are able to detect process mean shift and
trend but are inefficient to detect outliers. On the other hand, Vargas's robust estimators in the
T2 control chart is able to detect multiple outliers but is inefficient to detect process mean
shift and trend. Thus, one has to use two control charts for detecting the above-mentioned
non-random patterns. Moreover, when the process is in-control, the simultaneous use of these
two charts will increase the overall false darm rate and it is inconvenient for a practioner to
use two charts since he/she doesn't known when and what types of variation will occur.
Combining both merits of the mean square successive difference matrix and the minimum
volume ellipsoid (MVE) estimators, we proposed the novel robust estimators of location and
dispersion for the T? control chart. The simulation results of signal probabilities show that
our proposed robust estimatorsinthe T2 control chart isthe most consistent one in detecting
various non-random patterns. Finally, three numerical examples further demonstrate the

usefulness of the T2 control chart based on the novel robust estimators.

Keywords: multivariate control chart, non-random patterns, overal false alarm rate, robust
estimation, signal probability.
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