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W Z 1 R gh %) CUSUM #5§| B# iHH. Lucas F1 Crosier P! 2 H T % iHHIFa{#E CUSUM 5 K&
T 30 JEFE, B —ANUIIAE 7 AL 3 1 BR A IR RN 0.23%, T HE 2L PR AN WL 7 LE 4% 51| BR AN MR Dy
5.29 x 1074%, AR SAE, AR R AR N SB35 . WO AR RIS 58— R B R
S LA AN o R 4A R s 1) P R A . Hawkins (6] $ H 7 5% Wa I 50 33047 AT (4 4
R {E CUSUM il . Fdet e —MEWrE S w CCRXRAFRER T REEEZR HERE W = 2),
BB BT

(1) EHREAR {X,.} (IME AT ZAE AR IS THE o A o2,

2) & (Xn—p)/6>W, WY, =p+Wé; 4 (X, —p)/6 < -W, WY, =4-Wé; RZ, Y, =X,.

(3) EFUHHEFEAR {V,} B 4 F 6.

(4) BEE (2) BHEHE o M 6 HERE.
Stoumbos I Reynolds [ 73047 7 IEZS /3 A FAIRFEE /34 T CUSUM &l e fd vk, BF 78 o >4
FEAZS B n =1 I, CUSUM 42 B e 9 i TS AR H AR A, B AN [F) R/ B RS 3847 L0 e T 235
H. Reynolds HI Stoumbos & #F 5T T A AR MBS CUSUM 42 18], HG o — Foft 2 A I 25 £ P s v
CUSUM 2 il &l 5 A I v 22 B 4565 i 22 CUSUM. # B BX&r, o — Flo Al S5){E AR ifE CUSUM
P B S A AR 22 (77 22 CUSUM FEH1 1, BT fE R /N RS I A i, )5 28 & T AN /o A e
EIRERETE. V2 TALAIRS R, JATT R 00 7 il 5t B 48 AN 2 ] B ) AN B T LA R
W MEETT 22 (B3 A, T A2 75 S — 6 o A 5 e S 2 [ ) A 0% 23 00 B A b 27 e il . AT, 428
] P R s A, s 22 R4, AR OV g0 T 8 B I AN 22 o i A A a4 ) v ) M D A,
FIANFIER T B MBI G BOARM G R S5 ST B BNE, AR T X L8 2 iy o B 42 ) ST 78 R A e 1)
Hafiz 2600 2 TEAF S AR T, fafg CUSUM #&H) EI9E . A2 E0R Hodges-Lehmann 2§
R B G EAE RIE ARG IS TE. B RUER LGt B A 4zl B 48 AR v i LR F R . A
SR bR B 0 AL L R BT 3 AR 5 1 5 7 T A AR A (R PR . SR A B g i 4 7 B T4
SR LA 36 1100 T 42 il P B AR 1 i . MacEachern 25 121 2 ) 7 R B LUK E FLRT (robust-likelihood
cumulative sum, RLCUSUM) #%il| . A/ 1% Hawkins (61 $& H (I8 7723047 T 0 R, X5 EUuaR tb
BRI BCHEAT KPS 2o AT, FC R T BT ¢ 20 A Al S O Ll AR B R B e BRI FRALAAR B R K
fI777%. X TALLER G pR 5 A T, FLAB T o 75 AR B e BT 2503, AT Hawkins FO8T SE 0 R0,
PE 7 B R, BB E PALLER B R B RS A X ERLSR LY (robust log-likelihood ratio, RLLR),
¥ RLLR 1E M B R R IR Si it & 242l B0 5 A AU, R TR s R EE RS I RC%. Liu
S OS] BT T AR MR LU SGdE i) 7 vE, (AR AN [R5 i IR T 428 P 34008 47 K BE AN AR AE [R] 7 A5

AT ER IR G LA 70 A T AR o RV B S L et ASTRAT SR AR EL 3R
FRAIE I B MR, EB] ARLg (average run length) M2k 0 1a] W f (I AZ 7R M. BERTHEE IR & 1ES
IIAT N ASEALIR L BRI ] B 2 IR AR 8 M. AR SR IAS AR ALLER b SRR i) el I 205 AN B
RITEIE, $eth 1 B0 RS @B b SRR ] [ R 7K 4 BOR s, R R 1 e AR R S & B

2 RLCUSUM #=4IE

2.1 CUSUM iZHIEMFR BRI RLIE

&S BRI ANE, 7 TR e 36 (sequential probability ratio test, SPRT) FBA [ 52 1
ﬁézli%ii ,ﬁ\ﬁ%iﬁ?\j HO X, T2y .. 1"1\(11 fo(x) VS. H1 LX,T2y .. 1"1\(11 fl(ﬁ) Tﬁﬂfgf*izl—( X17X2, ey Xn, ’fu?jﬁ
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LG RN A, = FHEf A e Bl
~. flw) ¢ fi(@i)
In\, = In = i, % =1In .
; Jo(x:) ;Z S o)
T HEL TN EER 0< A<1< B <400, i A\, > B B, fFIEHFE, FE4RREG 29 M\, < A
I, 4 I EHIRE, SR ERG M A < A, < B B, SREEMBGE 0+ 1 AMFEARIFEE DL PR WFEIE
FFERS ) (RIARIEIY) 28 7 = min{n : X, < A BN, > B,n > 1} 2 P(fo(x) = fi(z)) <1 W, FH
Py, (m* < ) =1, Eg, exp{\7*} < o0, Ep,(7*)¥ < 00, VA >0,k >0,i=0,1.
CUSUM #% il B B4 Hi 1E /2 4T SPRT. EA1H) FZE X il /& CUSUM 2 Bl b 242 iR Hy —
B, W v, 20, ..,z KRB IERFERE X B2 BEVHFEAEA, FTEIRET X
RN LR fo(z) W0 AT, RIERET X IRINFEERECN fi(x) B34, H folz) # fi(z). B3L

IR AR SR A
o), i=1,2,...,n7
o R
fx), i=v+1v+2,...,n, v AEEZ.

RSN RR T N
Hy:v=n vs. Hj:v<n,
Horr v ARG, MZHCE R 00 = {n}, 61 ={0,1,...,n—1}, © ={0,1,...,n}. MRLLGIHEN

e [T fol@) I, 4 f1(2) i [T,y fi(z:) e
Ansupoe@‘w{ { T2 fo(:) }_ {H?—Vﬂ fO(xz')}’ =

supge g, f(2,0)

1, vV =n.

YRR LS T By

S LT ) S

S,=In\, = imot1 folwi) i=v+1

0, v=mn,

b 2 = I 14255, FRJy CUSUM Ziit i, TSR S, = max{0, Syt + 2}

SR EASIE AR 483 A {2 2 @) > ¢}, B CUSUM K3 Ziit B4 {«: S, > b}, H
IR > 0. S, = max{0, Sp_1 + 2, } AR ECLIA L 2R E ) ZIEAR, SRR T N UHREIE AR
WAERS ) n, IR 2 BRMG =N S, 1, HiE 0< S, 1 <h. 2 S, =801+ 2, & Sn <0,
B 2, < =S, 1, MRS BIEE, B14 S, =0, & S, > h, Bl 2, > h— S, 1, WIAKIEFE RS, 15
IESMEE R B A P B 0< S, < hy B =S, 1 < 20 < h— Sp_q, MIAREEHMELES n+ 1 DRI, 35
Z UL

H b, CUSUM fiegiit & A /a4 S, AR, CUSUM SFit& S, Mty
Sp1 BR, 5 S1,8,...,8, o K. HEEHIR A >0 %S, >h K, BIHAN S, > h. Bk, 4
0<z<hHf,

P(Zn < T — Sn—l ‘ Sn—l)a Sn—l < h7

P(Sn <z ‘ SlaSZa“'aSnfl) =
07 Sn—l > h.

FrbA, CUSUM 341 {S,,n =0,1,2,...} AILAFEE— Markov .
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2.2 JREBIESHHAFTEASALL K3
—BIIE R 21, 20, ..., 2n, ZEORTHE RN N (1, 02), SER I T 52 2 55608 3 1 50

TR AARA, BN S WIE, IR N (1, 02). W e (0 < e < 1) 55 MIMELE 455 WIE FF BT &
Fefgl, 24 n BRI, FRATTAT LA S AR I 70 AT e N
)
oo o )’

Horp, o) b ILS oA B EEoR ARG A0 A6, BG4 i) IR 7340 (con-
taminated normal distribution), 1N X ~ (1 —€)N(u, 03) + €N (u, 02), ¥ e TG RFEE . B E IES 0
) P R KON

— )2 02
flz)=(1 —6)\/%0_0 exp (— (xQO'(éj) ) +€\/217m exp (— (a:205) )
RIS S E R A A (S 1, WIS Ho = po vs. Hy:p= po, MIXSEUBLER LD

+ ed exp(— Lgﬁﬁ)z)

F@yzmx<xy=u—@@<

( (r /u) )

f(@ | p) ln(l—ﬁ)foexp
f($|NO)_ (1—6)0_%)6}(1)( M)—f—é eXp( M)

202
¥z AR TFERE X KRE, N T AANESE p s o Fe TR LR L A2k i 3
E po =0, WL 1-3.
pu=1 =2

6 — 6 —
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S /\/\/ W0
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I I I I I I I I I I
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b z
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=3 py==3
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a3 0 IS 0—
—9 —9
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I I I I I I I I I I
—20 -10 0 10 20 —20 —10 0 10 20
z z

Bl 1 AE pr FTEISTEOALLES, HP po=0, 0§ =1, 0> =9, e=10.05
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2 TR o® THXHBIALLES, HP po=0, up1 =1, 0§ =1, e=0.05
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3 TRESHRIEE TR BOAL RS, Ed po=0, p1=1, 03 =1, 6> =9
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LR, 2 > 0, WALRRIIER IRT, 5 RORBIEIEE X MK X
p < 0, WALRKIIE ) F IR, 2 MRS B X MEKTORDN. B m (u > 0) HIHEX,
FPHUUR LA R0 AT B, R (ORI, AR 808 DX 18] 05 R K. BT 1A In flletinzr i)
= —In JELind AR LB B A (ke ).

I 2 WILLES], X 02 > of B, BEA o IR0, XHECIAA Hb SOrE A S U X 1] L SR
WK, PEONASAAIA P (22 02 < of I, APRUDUA LML PR — 4 B2, itk A 0Bk
o? > o HIEE.

M 3 WAL 4 02 > of I, B TSGR HORIN, X BOLR L bR 2 AR S X A % R e
B X ORI, B2 S L 0 77 ZEAR R KRR, /0 B 4 5 UL O D4 L o
B BORHIHED.

2.3 RLCUSUM izl &

H Neyman-Pearson 5| AT A1, X T HL0 ARG 56 in) @, 225 ALL8R U2 B fRUSA L (monotone likelihood
ratio, MLR), AT DA IE i — N KFE R o BI— B H % (uniformly most powerful test, UMPT).
(ER AR L R BAS H I, ER A3 I ALAR LA 36 9 AN UMPT, RS0 RCR R AR, HIE 1-3
ALK, VA TEAS SR T HIAASR L pR Hi2 JE S i 11,

H Markov BEiE 1T CUSUM £ B35 47 K (BRI A), 7J13 ARLy = 1,000 I,
h=15.08. & h=>5.08 FIARFEBME p FREA IR/ AL STEE, SRAFHEHI I ARL,, HH po = 0,
p=1,00=10=3, €= 005 ZRWME 4 Frox. HE 4 775, BEIESSAME CUSUM = HI EIH
ARL, HEEME o KM R 24 4 < 3 B, ARL; Gl FF&; 24 4 > 3 I, ARL, JF4R BT, I
1E p =6 WIEBIRKME, 2 G HEE N, S5ERN 3 B, SN 6 I CUSUM £ il Bt 5 N 5
DIREE. XA E A AR, AV EEA IR K CUSUM 2 il B BRE. 76 po = 0, p = 1,
oo=1,0=3 UL e=0.05I, Pr(z > 3) =1 —Pr(z <3) =1— (0.95®(3) + 0.05®(2)) = 0.0139, JI*}
T u > 3 WIRERATIV RAFAE N, BILA L ARy AN A FRAERAS XA 3 SRS 2 JE IR R W 1.

=0, =1,0,=10=3,¢=0.05

404

30

ARL,

204

10+

T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20

L
4 AEEZXLHME p T CUSUM =HIER ARL,
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N TS P R, A SRR AR EUSR L (RLLR) %k (2 IL3CHR [12])

Fla|m)
"Fal o) T
ey S )
*(z) = 1nf(x|uo)’ a<x<b,
1-F®|m)
P TFG ) 7"

SR R R SE R, RIS
WFlm) | flalm) 1= F | m)

GV
F(a| po) fla] po)’ L= F(b] po) f® | po)’
H a,be [z, z3), B o F1 o AT M =MES 0. 2 po=0, 41 =1,02 =1, 02 =9, ¢ = 0.05, fift
JifEf3 a = —1.251, b = 2.251. HIEl 5(a) AT WL, Q1AL PR AR BT B ALL AR LU pR B ORFF 1 B PR A 2
PE. e T RUAE S MRAE RS BT, A AT SR S = AN U A R T, AR AHEE AN T, a4 i
X R A 0 R U P [ B e S5 m R fE.
FAREXT SR LL 1% () 10 CUSUM Git & F 1 2; 53] RLCUSUM %iil &

(2.1)

S =0, Sr=max{0,5;_;+1"(x,)}.

2 > 0 Bz B IE A RS TRRIN; 2 py < 0 B iz B A 1A R ERE AT A,
Markov #8751 VRS IEA MG CUSUM #5461 A1 RLCUSUM #24| EASEIEHIBE h T ARLq, & 6

LLR vs. RLLR LLR vs. 2t RLLR
5 _ (2.92, 1.93) - d = (15.17, 1.63)
(2.25,1.63) & — — —/— — c=(2.25,1.63)
1 - 1
(5.10, 0.54)
IS 0 — w2 0 —
—— LLR
(—4.10, —0.54) — — RLIR
—1 4 14
- (—1.25, —1.63) b= (—1.25, —1.63)
—9 - . 9 -
(—1.92, —1.93) o= (—14.17, —=1.63)
T T T T T T T T T T
—20 ~10 0 10 20 —20 —10 0 10 20
T T
(a) (b)

5 M puo=0, p1 =1, o2 =1, 0> =9, e =0.05 i, RLLR f&i## RLLR
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200 /
150
e
~
< 1004
50
T I I I I T
1.0 L5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5

h
6 SRAEASDTH RLCUSUM #HIEAFERFIR h TE ARLo

i, HH po =0, 1 =1, 02 =1, 02 =9, ¢ = 0.05. HE 6 7J%1, RLCUSUM #=#1E# ARLy <F h
ANFESE E b =1.63 1 h = 3.26 &4 B R 1A] B 55, 1T

fo]m)
f ] o)

Hrt b= 2251 NA#EK A, XRZEAY B MHANT & x x(0) Gt k=1,2,...) BEMIERZE
ko 1*(b) B, BT AN AZARERIETS 5% = k x 1*(b) B AFIAFERE, TiiX 8 5 50 BUE KR KT o,
ARLo 1E h = k x I*(b) 4bA]_EBkEK. MacEachern 25012 EURBLT ARLg IS, AT Bt i 25
HAEAIER .

EIE 1 RLCUSUM B ARLy 7€ h = k x I*(b) ARIAIW, Jorb & =1,2,..., 1*(b) Jxd %l
SR LU BRI HUAE A AT A U

WEER XfVe>o0,H

I*(b) = In = 1.63,

E(r* | h=kx *(b)) —E(r* | h =k x I"(b) — €)
_ Y P(E>m|h:k><l*(b))—iP(Ti>m|h:k><l*(b)—e)
0

m=0

3
Il

e
|

1
= N P(S1 <k x 15 (b), 82 <k x I*(b),..., Sm < k x I*(b))
m=1
k
— N T P(S <k x I (b) — 6,8 <k x 1" (b) —¢,...,Sm <k xI*(b) —¢)

|
—

m=1
+ Y P(Sk <k xI*(b), Spp1 <k X I5(b),..., S <k x 17(D))
m=k
=) P(Sk <k xI7(b) — €Sk Sk xI(b) —€,..., S <k x I*(b) —e).

3
I
>
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KA
(V{Sm <k XD} 2 () {Sm <k xI(b)—¢}, i<k,
m=1 m=1
LA,
k—1
D> P81 <k xI*(b), 82 <k xI*(b), ..., S <k x 1%(D))
m=1
k—1
— Y P(Si<kxI'(b) —e, Sy <kxI"(b) —€,...,8m <k xI*(b) —¢) > 0.
m=1
ESbs)
() {Sm <k xT7(b) = e} N{I" (1) = 0,1 (w2) = 0, ., 1" (@) = 0, 1" (@i —py1) = I"(D),
m=1
P (@mopg2) =15(0), . (@) = 1(0)} € [ {Sm <k X I5(b)}, ik
m=1
FITEA,
> P(S1 <k xI(b),82 <k x1*(b), ..., Sm < k x I*(b))
m=k
=Y PS1<ExI(b) — €Sy <k xI'(b) —€...,8m <k xI*(b) —e)
m=k
> > P (x) < 0)"FP(IM(z) = b
m=k
(1—F@®]pm))* .
= = k.
1— F(Hdm | ) =k
JITE,
. . . . (1 —F(b| mo))*
E(r* |h =k x1I"(b)) —B(r* | h =k x I*(b) — €) > -~ >0,
1 — F(H5 | o)
RIVAE£E 7] W7 A O

TREIEA i H) RLCUSUM #4| B 5 CUSUM f%#|B# ARLy +204%iE. 4 h = 5.08, A
B p WR A IES AR B Se 8. 0035 RLCUSUM #54| EA1 CUSUM #4#K) ARL,, &5
Rk 7(a) Fias. HE 7(a) ATAL, B RLCUSUM &6 B %A EATE 1H I R T CUSUM %
HE, HEA2E0E, ik T CUSUM #6| BITEBORER R A RISk 5. [FE, 70 SR L R
R TR, 115 RLCUSUM %l BIAZY 5 52 2 7 AE M52 . BRI AT LA IR & IEAS 2046 RN
RLCUSUM f%ﬂl@%ﬁ CUSUM #& il B 1) —Fh Ak, A4 i) B 7 S Bm B2 A o6 5 ORTEE A% R A5 [ e
ANF 5y 52 B e H AE I RS, R ILTE InFe (.
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=0, p,=10,=10=3,¢=0.05

/L(1:07 Hy = 170(1: 1,0=2,¢=0.10

50— 50 —
—— RLCUUSM —— RLCUUSM
— — CUSUM — — CUSUM
40— 40—
30— 30+
=) )
[a o
< <<
20— 20—
109 10 k
~
/ ~ _
I I I I I I I I I I
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
14 W

() (b)
7 % ARL, = 1,000 HTJL, RLCUSUM #=#|Ef1 CUSUM #5#IER ARL:

3 BUHAIFRERILREL Z2FIFNITHIE]
3.1 RLCUSUM &% EF7R )R

TEfy1E RLLR B AT REAEAE TG T, B, 2260 o =0, i =1, 02 =1, 02 =4, e = 0.5 HIR
FIER ARG RLLR, 2URITTRE (2.1) 1E (22, x3] LICHE, FoH (22, y2) M (23, y3) 70 RXTHAIR
EW bR B 28— R = AN B A

Y 02 K H e BN, RLCUSUM #i E R I L T CUSUM =1 (52 02 (02 > o) &
/INH e BOREF, RLCUSUM #% i B FIR AL, il 7(b) Fios.

3.2 HERREIIEPIAL

& 5(a) RIRA, SIS 2R AT (10 75 VA3 RO AR AR ALK bL pR K, L 0 B 1 o 004 P o i 53 4,
ST RIS B TN R . DR B ADLAR B o S50 A £ P BRI 08 (P, X L AT /KT 2R B
W, MIMT S RLCUSUM 42 i B ) S IR B — Rl 47 (7 8%

Bdt RLLR, 4
" Fo =Pl <7<
0= =Ty <<
S
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AR FR B HERDE S, R

@) —Flalp) _ flalm) _ flblwm) 3.1)
F(b]| po) — F(a| po) fla| po) f®] o)’ .
lnF(d|N1)—F(C|M1):1nf(C|M1):lnf(d|/~L1) (3.2)
F(d| po) — Flc| po) fle| o) f(d] po) '

3.2.1 i#HAY RLLR AR

AL F /KPS 2R AT /5 19 RLLR, &) RLLR AR R AR, BRI T S g e,
F ELAEAAS [ A =l 80 8 DX ] P R BT AN S AECERI S O . LA 45 HHAE .

% 2(z) = I KL Wy = {(a,b) 1 2(a) = 2(0)}, Wa = {(c,d) : 2(c) = 2(d)}, M{EIHA

2(W1) = [min(y1, y2), max(y1,y2)], 2(Wa) = [min(ys, ys), max(ys, ya)].

W1 2(W) 5 2(Wa) A,

WEER PR S IR G IEAS 0 A0 % B RS R M B SR A — N8 2 = (po + pa)/2, SRR
2(a) = 0. F > po W, Var > (o + 1) /2, B f(x | ) > f@ ] po), MM 2(x) > 0; YV < (uo + p)/2,
A [l | m) < flz] po), MM z(x) < 0. FrElb2RA min(yr,y2) > 0 > max(yz, ya), FTEL, 2(Wh) Al
2(Wa) AHAZ.

EIEﬂTIE, é,l n1 < Ho EH‘, Z(Wl) 5 Z(Wz) Z:*Hi O
R 2 WARTTLAEKE (a,b) € W, (¢,d) € Wy, 153 (3.1) M (3.2) oL
R 4
PG| ) Fla| m) R )~ Fle | )
B = G ) = Fla ) 29 = F @ o) = Fle| o)

HT 2(a) = 2(b) =y, H 2(a) 1 2(b) #AE Wy LA IIELL, W 2(a) AT 2(b) 7 Wy EAFAEIS BR%L
a=z'(y), b=z "(y), B 25" (y) M 2" (y) #LE [min(yr, yo), max(yr, y2)] EESL BT Fla | p) M
F(b|p) £ Wy FIESE In(x) /£ RT FIELE, N gy (y) BTE 2(Wh) EIES R

F(x | po) A F(z | pr) /2 Cauchy HEE B HFIPUANKAF: (1) 1E [a,b] EHESE; (i) 1E (a,b) LHE
AT (i) f(x | ) A0 f(x | o) AFRIBSNE, FEREBE f(x | wm) >0, f(z| p) > 0; (iv) Fla | po)
# F(b| po). FTLAFAE € € (a,b), i1

My =max(y1,y2) B, a = 2.1(y), b=z, '(y), Vo € (a,b) H z(z) <y, WAELE € € (a,b), 15

Eb | ) = Fla|pm)
F(b| po) = Fla| po)

B Gi(y) = g1(y) —y < 0. AL, 24 y = min(y1, y2) I, F4E € € (a,b), 15

F | p) — F(a|p)
F(b| po) — F(a| po)

g1(y) =In =2z(§) <y,

91(y) =In =2(§) >y,
Bl Gi(y) = g1(y) —y > 0.
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BT gi(y) 7€ 2(W) LIESE, ATbL, Gi(y) BAE 2(W,) gL mRKIfAE e i, 2045 — 54
yo € 2(Wh), 113 G1(yo) = 0, B g1(y0) = yo. FTLAAIRTTLAFRE] (a,b) = (25 (v0), 25 (vo)) € Wi, fif
2 (3.1) BOL.

[ A IE L SRAFAE (¢, d) € Wo, 1113 (3.2) BOL. O

3.2.2 XU#M) RLLR BIKAR

BU ) RLLR AT s KSR T 507 038 1 y 23 8 S T78E Ga(y) = 0 F Ga(y) = 0 IR, 2577
TEE Z A, FTIRECS (g1 (y)| A (g2 (y)| SROKHIMR, DR mdZ il B R BUE. 2 po =0, iy =1, 03 =1,
02 =9, ¢ =005 I, fFHEME—FE (a,b) = (—14.17,-1.25), (¢,d) = (2.25,15.17), W 5(b) Fimx. H
Bl 5(b) AT, TEIRZSZHE0F, WMME XA R T 15 MIRTRePEAES /N, 0T EUBh A LU ek iR 0 i A2 4k
o BB A R R R AR R N, IR, B RLLR 54619 RLLR J L6 [F] — AL AT, (52 otk
RLLR {REE 7 AT EULASA LU o 250 1) J22 30 772 A P .

3.3 KA RLCUSUM 541 E
Fi& B RLCUSUM 4t
S¥ =0, S#*=max{0,5% | +1%(x,)},

EBEAEN b, 2 ARLy AR R KE, 2 57 > h i, BHlERE. 2 6 = 5.08 B, S0kr
RLCUSUM ##I B ARLy K218 1,000. 4 h = 5.08, FIARFEME 1 (TR S 15 &0 A7 DL 2L S0
ff, 75 ARL, J+5 CUSUM #& A1 RLCUSUM x| EIEAT b, g5 Ranfd 8 fow. HIE 8(a) AT
LY op /N T 14 B, Sl RLCUSUM BB RIS RLCUSUM # il AL, 24 KT 14 B,
Nk RLCUSUM £ RIS CUSUM £l BIAHLL. o) RLCUSUM #5455 1 & 1)
s, 18 R ESEBE AR T, R T CUSUM #H| E &S RLCUSUM #5HE. 24 o2

=0, =10,=1,0=3,¢=005 =0, p,=10,=1,0=2,¢=0.10
=) — 504
50 —— RLCUSUM 50 —— RLCUSUM
--- CUSUM --- CUSUM
- — - R RLCUSUM - — - BUER RLCUSUM
40 - 40—+
30 30—
=) =y
~ ~
< <
20+ 20—
10 - & 10 k
0 04
[ [ [ [ I [ I [ [ I
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Jz jz

(a) (b)
8 Z=MTHIEAEFARESXHAET 1 8 ARL:, Ed ARLo = 1,000
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(02 > 03) BRH. e B/, Bud ) RLCUSUM #2461 BB 242 = 7 RLCUSUM F ffil] ) &AL 1) R
B Sk RLCUSUM #% BRI 7 X EUsR L s BUR R 015 B, FEARIE ARLy BRIV 1) (R B i
WT 0% (02 > 02) B/NH e BKHF RLCUSUM $2 il B X i S5E8 ANg R A I8, Wil 8(b) s,

ARICHE TIRA IEA A0 N B RLCUSUM £ 1Hil B, UEBH 1 B0 AN [F R /NRTE RS R g, 5
PEBEEAT T SR BIWEIE, BFERT ARLo Hl 2 R SR UE B LSO ARLy IIARBR B 6. (H2 o2
(02 > 02) B/NH. e BRI, RLCUSUM $2 il DR S SR HE o B AN BB b i ik 7 it 2 s B &
2, AT BETCVEAIE tH RLCUSUM 451l . BRI, AR SR HOALER BL ek 50110 530 [X 7] 7K T 26 Bk i,
{ELREE R H, MiE e RLCUSUM = E. fERA IES A T, S0 RLCUSUM 2 il I 7E
ANJFHEAL T RLCUSUM #4il E. 55—, D ReMiE tH ek i) RLCUSUM i, 1 RLCUSUM 4l &
FEFELCAE L TR AEAER). BB, N T ORIl B S s2 = B #20, RLCUSUM il it 22 it 1
Xof ARG K KT RS RS R A ) RLCUSUM # il BRBE 1 X BUBUAR Le bR R BB I 15 2., 24
RS IR TG, 5 ) B S ok R R e, Rk, R AR T CUSUM 2] AT RLCUSUM 42 il .

FEHARE At A2, dof i) RLCUSUM 5 i] E eA& 48 1) RLCUSUM 48 il [ 55 B A7 3 4.
ST 22 AN AR 5 X a) RSB AR HE B B, RLCUSUM 281 B ] BEAS 15 A48k I 0 22 S FE 538 (X [
R A X 5k, AT 3 s J2 P it 22 463 2 T edcidk i) RLCUSUM 42 1] B 75 76 /N ] P H = P X A) 8
Wr, BEA R B R S DX 1) 2 TR 5 S, SRR PR b/ (5 B4 2. 25 P AN JE i X )it S i 5 55
eIk AR EATHAT AT, Bl AN X R (R A A, R DK S R SR XA — [R] A

&2 Hk
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MR A FHEITRKERNTE

g ] B MR T 2 55— U B IR AN R 7 DB P 5 IS AT IR [R]. X% T CUSUM #%
i, A

™ =min{n: S, > h,h > 1}.
M P(fo(z) = fi(z) < 1B, VA>0,VE>0,k NEH,i=01H
Py, (7" < o0) =1, EHi(e”*) < 00, EHi(T*)k < 00.

CUSUM | El7Kom A4 3z R, B RFELAE RGN A5 bk, B Py, (7 < o00) = 1 AT,
CUSUM il Pl i # 7E 3 — I 2 40 5B s |1 By, (79)" < oo AT, IBATHS I [ BUMEAFAE. K,
CUSUM #% il Bl — AR 56—« RPN AL S5, TR P47 KB Dy e iz il A &%
PR B SR AR,

PIJIEAT KL (average run length, ARL) 4% il B MM D46 218 H 4o 1B Bt B P 34 4
KAEL, BA Eg, (7). W23 F338 47 KB R A5F3538 47K FE 43 3l

ARLg = Eg, (7%) = E(7" | R 324%),
ARLy = Eg, (7%) = E(r* | IR I FF LR B 55 2 425).

5t FE AR, AT B A BUINRIR R, ARL RO 245 R e d ), AT S5 ) &I B
R ARL, B/ NI, @, BB BSUOR TR e, mBEEM h {8, 4 ARLy W2
SEHIEER, il [ e A KB, ARLy B, B0z il B AT 2. Li 25 04 S il P a8s AT &
FERITHEAS T EGH S 25 390,

CUSUM #%il| 15 ARL 7575 R 24 = Fl: Bl R Markov SRV MBENUELLE. LA A
?f Markov 8%, Brook Al Evans 19 F 1972 2 H T F Markov 88775+ 5H CUSUM ) ARL, ZJ&
T ERE T AR A B ARL B9 B0 CUSUM 741 {S,,n =0,1,2,...} s&—> Markov
. Bt DR MRIERE P, BRESE L. ¥ (0,8 R NI ¢4+ 1 DT XA

0,2 U (w-2w+2|u (t—Dw— 2 (t— 1w+ 2| U (h,o0),
2 2 2 2 2

Hrw=2n/(2t —1). 3 S, € [0,w/2] B, TG TRE Eo; 2 S, € [iw — w/2,iw+w/2] (i = 1,2,

b= 1) I, B AREE TIRE Eis 24 S, € (h,o0) I, RS HRE THRWCRES By BT S, € E; 6T —

/\me, B2 TAE T, SR X B ) AR e AR, 2B AR VA 2 B T IX B EBR K 43, B4~/
X 18] 2 /N B a] DA o B E DRSS R, o — B R BT It 5 (b i =0,1,...,¢ = 1):

Pij = P(Sp41 €E; | Sp = iw) = P((]—z)w—2<Zn+1 (]—z)w—|—2) j=1,2,...,t—1,

S, = iw) = P(ZnH < —iw + ;)),

pzt:P(Sn+Zn+1>h‘S zw)P(Zn+1>(tzl)w+;)),

Pio = P<Sn + Zpt1 < %
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1%=PGw—g<d%ﬂ<rw+w> F}=PG%H<rw+w)

2 2
RS 2| iz ge 2 eSS EN e

F p p - Dj SRR 1-F
Fi po p1 -+ Dpj-1 o P2 1-F o
P=|F, p—i p—i - Dj—i o Pro1—g 1 —=F_1_4| -
Fi_t pe—t p3—t -+ DPj—@-1) "+ Do 1-Fp
0 0 0o ... 0 0 1

R — PHEREMFR IR P 5 P

P:( R (I—R)1>7
oT 1

Hrb RO P EfRJG A7 FEJG 9 E13200 ¢ x ¢ 4EEFF, 1 NHoTRE 1 RN ¢ 51
W5, TN ¢ x t JERRALRE. m B RRE M AERE Ny

p_ ( R" (I-R™1 )
oT 1

M T; 2" CUSUM Gt EVIUARME Zo € E; BIREEATR ], B —JORBPRE B, P8 T = (T, Ty,
co )T R T ORI, WIS E(T), HAE i DN ERRVIEEIRAS Eio KK ARL. TR IR
Bor A

Horb 1 Oy ¢ W B

ZER
E(T3) = i mP(T; =m) = i P(T; =2 m),
m=1 m=1
(IR)(iRm> =I= iRm =(I-R)!
m=1 m=1
FrEA,
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Improved robust-likelihood cumulative sum chart for the
contaminated normal distributions

WU Chunlie, WEI YiQing & YU MiaoMiao

Abstract The cumulative sum (CUSUM) chart is usually used for detecting small drifts in the mean of a
normally distributed process, but it performs poorly for thick-tailed distributed processes and large drifts. This
paper mainly studies performance of robust likelihood cumulative sum (RLCUSUM) chart when observations are
contaminated normal distributions, which overcomes the shortcomings of CUSUM by using the likelihood ratio.
Compared with the CUSUM chart in average run length, RLCUSUM chart is much more sensitive. To improve
its robustness, the method of winsorization by horizontal segment is used.

Keywords robust likelihood cumulative sum chart, average run length, winsorization by horizontal seg-

ment, contaminated normal distribution
MSC(2010) 62P30
doi: 10.1360/N012016-00048
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