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A study on Process Capability Index using Semi-Variance!l)
DaeKyung Kim?

Abstract

A new measure of the process capability index(PCD) C,.y is proposed that takes

into account the proximity to the target value as well as process mean and process
variation when we assessing process performance. Using the semivariance estimators
proposed by Choobineh and Branting(1986) and  Josephy and Aczel (1993), the

estimator ( Ccﬁk) of new index has been solved and the properties of these
estimators have been examined through simulations. Also we compare the
performance between C. and Cj, which is developed by Johnson, Kotz and

Pearn(1992).
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AU 34 BE¥/ AFEEE dde 7HA sldAM e olgd EEREEEC] FEHY PCIEY Al
#H37+ AL So o]&5 o gkt (Chan, Cheng 3 Spiring(1988a), Chou # Owen(1989) Zhang,
Steinbeck ¥ Wardrop(1990), Boyles(1991), Kotz, Pearn $} Johnson(1992), Pearn, Kotz ¢}
Johnson(1992)).

B =RdAME N2E PCIE Agstxn 71&Y fFAHE A5 vlustazt ot @714 A
®H PCI & 2571 2AFEFAES B4Hvariance)dl & o 2M BT EXE7 vl
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ooz MEL PCIE 249]?'5]'——117}‘ gt
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Aczel(1993)ol ¢} 3to] Ajtd Abe]l FAXNES AUfET 3 HolME BHREAS o] &% RS
PCI & A¢t3tx 71&9 & AXFLE3 BAE MYtz 4 AoAMe AL F3ld
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2. k2 AH(Semivariance)

Ao de FERFe] 22 HEE, 2L 7B WA 2ol Wold di@ AHEeoln Ao
Ao &% (measure of risk)Z 220 vt T2y PCIAIA o] &4ke} AHE2 (1) SEA7F B ol
obd o (2) HEEA9 $g otefe HAIF 22 & W, 5 Eido] vdAd @ Q) FEX
Zo| AA7E viFHEA] & & Feole 349 Wold dF AAHYA FEIF HA XIH. o)
3 AEe Ay Yt 2709 "Wolo] AFEEo] kS dAMA AgEHAA £ 3tk e
EE9 Ao #aAES FAL, e s FEA ot HAAES FAsc Aot

Markowitz(1959)& ]l 2 7He} ®’o] 54 Eesd ZEAC 4 23 »& HE=2 Fst
Aem HFoz wEi(semivariance)olZhE &0l S AMESAth wbEAte] AdE the I el

Aolgr},
XE 38W4 T & 99 nAE (Avxoz Z2gxz HFoldxn sd T o #% 3
33} A3 23} BB AL
Ly= E{[min(0, X— D1? 2.1)
Ur= E{[ max (0, X — 11% (2.2)
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Aol o e Moz BeAY Ardi F = 2ave YRR EISo|n)
# o] Choobineh ¢ Branting(1986)& ®HEAHS W@, 24 2 Egxe 4z 2a)

(approximate)st 2 L 39 Aol @t ATt = (21) #F (22)9 TAEA oo gt
€ T34
AL;=[p"*(T — )+ (1 - p)"?6]? (2.3)
AUr=[Q0-0)"(p — D)+ "1 (2.4)
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=
=

S / S _3\2
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A7lol N n & BEO A7), X = ZEHFO|Y. AL, & AUpr = 2oy 2Ao|A AR
oA $k31[Choobineh ¢ Ballard(1989), Choobineh ¢ Lee (1991)], TR @ N E AL L5 U}
[Choobineh ¢}Ballard(1987), Bai 9+ Choi(1995)]. =t &} ALy v BTy vn4a Ags

F8%FS 77l s8] A& HAHChoobineh 9 Park(1990)]. @iy 254 & Z2gx T 7}
2R g 22 Aot A2 BA, 93 "”*014— OE SR datde A4 € o
Aol AEHA ¥onz Yl TOﬂ a8 Ly o FHFo2E A48 5 Aok 2 o
Rl A T o that= Josephy 9 Aczel(1993)7) 4 & 2zt fAletA Fatd doA

2yl 9% BAFS T & ot
L,=1 (X, - T (2.6)

A AHA FEA T b FoARE wel P2 4 ¥R HE Lr o U FABE L
o AR (239 ALg o FHF st 24 € 5 An £F 26)2] L o g3t =

44 = o olzd 33 7]‘?:1 3 HoliA *ﬂ& AMEZF PCI R Johnson, Kotz ¢}
Pearn(1992)ll °jste] A|tdl 71&9 PCle] FAH#HE AAetr]l st ALg )

3. =& TATYAF
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FAGA, LSLS sa7F4%A, Te 548 548 X o ZEQ, ¢ 283 o & 2% 339
Eqg X ol % 2xo B7H BEAAE JEAGD ¥ o 27]9 1 Adel PCIE

USL — LSL

C= 6o

)
R

olm C, o #3%e C,=(USL—-LSL)/60c 22 F%T &7l 7 & BB EFS

s= \[z(xr- x)2/(n—1)9] golth. Chen, Cheng® Spiring(1988a)& C,o #88¥XE 73
1 C,e doxdez BEdFAHGoldE AL AT 2y o] AFE p T T 9 gE
& 23 8A Z3HKane(1986) 9 Sullivan(1985)]= @@ o] Qo)

ER gto2REe AxE wgsiyl At C, o A 2 XY A g o] AGHAYG 1
HE AFEL TAHYS dAEY BF FoZRY ojd¥t o}l A BAY AVIE 2y ¥
g AZEHAYG AF Cp= min(USL—p, p— LSL)/30 & ¢ £ 2APAY T & 233}

A skt Chou 9 Owen(1989)2 A7 EE 2] dlolEd hat Cp o AT 23X S5 Fagth
Taguchi®] £4&Fd 2AE A 2 A PCle A+ Cpm # Chp 7F 3T ZEF TE 3

23 ol As5E e Cpm = {USL—LSL}/6V El (X— D% =}
Cym= min(USL— T, T—LSL)/3V E[(X— T)?] (Hsiang ¢ Taguchi(1985), Chan, Cheng %
Spiring(1988b))2 Aol @t a2y T—pu= 869 T—p= —§, §>0 & FEA %= o

Aol glth. (Beazley ¢} Marcucci(1988) , Boyles(1991), Franklin ¥ Wasserman (1992)). Pearn,
Kotz ¢ Johnson(1992)& C,, o E22¥ 2 fx3gdx C, 20 #e Helg %3 e J
THFLLAFMSE)E 7HdE AL 20

A 3 Ao AF2ZE  Choi & Owen(1990) © C,, ATE NI AL M2 AL
Cp7t AT Cpp AFE T HTOZHE FH o7t T8 229 of5e T4 A+
o] X ftoll 2E3] 717A2AE FAld neld . C,, AFE o7 FH] £F &o] FE

3 we Ao g2 A4 melHdch o] A%E C,,= min(CPNL, CPLU)S2 A=
7)) CPNL ={ p— LSL}/3V E(X— T)* ol& CPNU= {USL — 1}/3V E(X~ T)* ©

155 TR0 AFREE AHT o YATHozRE ] #F 29 o FR Azﬂw 54
Atk EF o] A= Pearn, Kotz 9 Johnson(1992) off ojsid SdAH o2 Cpp 2 A7AEAT
I o9 2 A9 PCISS E¥% A47) Spiring(19979] oA Aetdd=d o AFE
Cpo(@) = (USL—LSL)/6V & + w (u— T)?o] o}, of 7] o A4 0t HNEFFZA

2 2
@ = {(74——7%——114;“) “1}(T£—T(—) B8 Cpu(w) = Cp, Cpo (1) = C
Cpu(0) = C, ©) At} &714q d= (USL—LSL)/2 otk Wt Chlw) & 71E2 PCI
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sy fo EE AFEL X9 XA shed vdiAS mdz ¥kt Johnson, Kotz
9} Pearn(1992)= ZE A9 ¢} obzfol ztoll W@ X o WolHolM 7453 zol2g nHF &
A% AF Cip & Mg
USL—T T—LSL

VEA(X= DV Excd (X— D]
Cim & 3% e EREIE X o RE7 HFo] T oln Bl o A FFEEY B
& Ao fredo At

gol X AFE PCISL Cip & AYstne 2% T wWolg AFHoz Jeur] Ysid
Be ARG on €y M E Markowitz(1959)e) wHE ALY il g olgdtowM ZEX, T
ol %9} obefell el Wolol Hxg Felste] 2FFoRA 71E9 PCIo Hlste] ¥Rl Wolo
o Rlg M55 Hosten AEsAT B =FdAE EXA X o g T oo 72
Exl s} ngu 49} olzf el FEol rw MEAS o Rd Oon g MBS

rir

o] AEE Cp= \/—mln( )Oi 3 9] 591 0.0

HI

min(USL—T, T—LSL)

Copp = = = 3.1

3V2 max (\/ f_m(X“ T)Z,\/ fT (X— T)2>
Cim © Cpy ol 22 /M3 e HE&3 PCI Adl W8l Copp & Ch o BEXo] WHEANS
HEANHoZM 53] T4 EX7F vgiAQA Aol BHof &3 o2 FHFAEL 7 € 5 2
= AF7 8 Aoz ZlgEd. 9 T 7t w9 23 T 7 USL 3 LSL 9o tizxdolm

Cie & Copp = 4AEE ¢ + Uth
4. R4H4Y

B AANE Ciu & Con o #HFEA U nlAely 2 A4 et 42 A7) )
st ol 7A A48 b9 medde YAk 2 PCI B9 FFFL T Astels 2 4
o4 A7l¥ Choobineh 9} Branting(1986)2] ¥HEAF A (2.3),(2.4)9F Josephy ¢ Aczel(1993)
of FAHF 260 AHEsH. £ AFoAMY RgAdFPL SEAHX X 7t FHo] 100, BAke] 259
AFEE} AFErE 3 Q) BgiAed BE y? o mEdn ARsn AFE T = USL =110
B LSL=90, x*23¥elME USL=3.3 3% LSL=27 2 nAsn 28 % T 7t AT
oA Hojd o 22 PCIY) Copu® Cipe o #atd 2oddolq 2L 23873 Cop Cipw o
HE B Con/Com , Cim/Cine & Bt B2 2zt ot mmste] mgich B2 Fi
5(1)10(2)20(5)30 o8] ¥tE-3¢= ZF FAHFE 1,000 HAY gbE Aoz Py BANS T3
[k =X 1 % 2 = §4% X 7F N100,25)%0 Aol tig AHeoln =¥ 3 3 4 & EAX
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X7 x%y & wEe AedAe Avolth 1Y EE 1 A4 =E 4 744 ()gtel & %z
o 24 el N BE2eAE YHUD, R4 FE Matlab(50 M) #7141 & A4t

¥ 1 54x X 7FN100, 25)& @& 9 Choobineh 9 Branting(1986)9] 74 el g
E[ Cibk/cipk]rE[ @cpk/ccpk]g} S.D.[ éjpk/ijk],S.D.[ Ccpk/ccpk] gtel "l

E{ ijk/cjp/e]g} S.D.[ ijk/cjpk] E[ écpk/ccpk]g}' S.D.[ Ccpk/ccpk]
100 102 104 106 108 100 102 104 106 108
5 109211 1.0004 009437 0.6881 0.3530 |0.9211 1.1564 1.2405 1.2294 1.1760
(.3570) (4093) (.4059) (.3294) (.2162) |(.3570) (.5254) (.5452) (4613) (.3321)
6 10.9312 09719 09109 06622 0.3345 [0.9312 1.1053 1.1740 1.1683 1.1763
(.3555) (.3350) (.3108) (.2697) (.1680) [(.3555) (.4161) (.4469) (.3328) (.2977)
7 109109 09913 09175 06948 0.3265 |0.9109 1.1151 1.1669 1.1641 1.1514
(.2762) (.3196) (.3064) (2700) (.1517) ((.2762) (.3732) (.4024) (.3038) (.2588)
8 109152 09864 0.9437 06953 0.3284 |0.9152 1.1241 1.1677 1.1411 1.1478
(.2888) (.2981) (.2821) (.2556) (.1536) {(.2888) (.3750) (.3495) (.2938) (.2339)
9 109004 09839 09261 0.7011 0.3259 09004 1.1166 1.1491 1.1499 1.1270
(.2590) (.2591) (.2553) (.2410) (.1397) |(.2590) (.3048) (.3288) (.2721) (.2107)
10 109031 09701 09306 0.6934 0.3240 |0.9031 1.0943 1.1265 1.1220 1.1272
(.2436) (.2394) (.2359) (.2396) (.1400) |(.2436) (.2894) (.2945) (.2306) (.2089)
12 10.9227 0.9770 0.9448 0.7082 0.3326 10.9227 1.0823 1.1110 1.1080 1.1209
(.2302) (2238) (.2062) (2107) (.1251) [(.2302) (.2792) (.2499) (.2081) (.1784)
14 109132 09723 0.9513 0.7228 0.3345 09132 1.0769 1.1060 1.1044 1.0971
(.1818) (.2031) (.1947) (.2053) (.1199) |(.1818) (.2500) (.2393) (.1986) (.1578)
16 10.9181 0.9748 0.9511 0.7171 0.3541 09181 1.0760 1.0939 1.0915 1.1011
(.1874) (.1944) (.1819) (.1935) (.1261) |(.1874) (.2483) (.2147) (.1779) (.1467)
18 109126 09869 0.9570 0.7213 0.3383 |0.9126 1.0869 1.0955 1.0807 1.0976
(.1737) (.1808) (.1749) (.1886) (.1123) [(.1737) (.2184) (.2059) (.1590) (.1421)
20 109185 0.9877 09611 0.7162 03377 |0.9185 1.0823 1.079% 1.0797 1.0867
(.1652) (1766) (.1668) (.1674) (.1049) {(.1652) (.2153) (.1810) (.1509) (.1327)
25 10.9221 0.9984 0.9661 0.7258 0.3392 09221 1.0734 10816 10766 1.0761
(.1411) (.1544) (.1463) (.1487) (.0924) (.1411) (.1894) (.1619) (.1343) (.1154)
30 109312 1.0098 0.9675 0.7313 0.3415 09312 1.0863 1.0691 1.0752 1.0699
(.1397) (1474) (.1286) (.1378) (.0837) |(.1397) (.1848) (.1507) (.1227) (.1048)

(9, ()& S.D. 9)
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54 X 7F N(100, 25)8 wWE o Josephy 9 Aczel(1993)¢] 3=A 2o )3k

El Cin/Cinl EX Cep/ Cepl @t S.D.[ Cip/ Cipa, S.D.[ Com/ Coml 3kl ¥

n\['

EL Cine/Ciel® S.D.[ Cipi/ Cl

E[ Ccpk/ccpk]g} SD.[ Ccpk/ccpk]

100 102

104

106 108

100 102

104 106

108

5

10

12

14

16

18

20

30

0.9492 1.0680
(.3793) (.5039)
0.9231 1.0242
(.3299) (3517)
0.9436 1.0156
(.3291) (.3347)
09342 1.0034
(.2897) (.3016)
0.9429 0.9967
(.2720) (.2776)
0.9153 0.9887
(.2513) (.2497)
0.9199 0.9999
(.2296) (.2348)
09196 0.9927
(.2008) (.20900
0.9280 0.9844
(.19910 (.1984)
0.9171 0.9908
(.1801) (.1977)
0.9270 0.9975
(.1703) (.1873)
0.9244 0.9918
(.1532) (.1520)
0.9243 0.9956
(.1391) (.1352)

1.0711
(.4139)
1.0514
(.3387)
1.0406
(.2943)
1.0310
(.2770)
1.0336
(.2552)
1.0227
(.2476)
1.0138
(.2229)
1.0227
(.1917)
1.0160
(.1864)
1.0129
(.1737)
1.0105
(.1580)
1.0109
(.1442)
1.0058
(.1255)

1.0324
(.3126)
1.0371

(.2820)
1.0358
(.2887)
1.0617
(.2411)
1.0101

(.2232)
1.0136
(.2155)
1.0071

(.1825)
1.0087
(.1735)
1.0104
(.1657)
1.0036
(.1501)
1.0089
(.1339)
1.0049
(.1227)
1.0034
(.1121)

1.0212
(.2870)
1.0181
(.2475)
1.0097
(.2450)
0.9906
(.2216)
0.9831
(.2090)
0.9982
(.2085)
0.9826
(.1900)
0.9811
(.1713)
0.9830
(.1585)
0.9819
(.1569)
0.9822
(.1466)
0.9811
(.1360)
0.9813
(.1198)

0.9492 1.2028
(.3793) (.6224)
0.9231 1.1444
(.3299) (.4257)
0.9436 1.1375
(.3291) (.4210)
0.9342 1.1027
(.2897) (.3556)
0.9429 1.0894
(.2720) (.3421)
0.9153 1.0800
(.2513) (.1341)
09199 1.0699
(.2296) (.2775)
09196 1.0669
(.2008) (.2481)
0.9280 1.0584
(.1991) (.2376)
09171 1.0577
(.1801) (.2390)
0.9270 1.0519
(.1703) (.2321)
09244 1.0443
(.1532) (.1854)
09243 1.0362
(.1391) (.1657)

11902 1.1205
(.5072) (.3865)
1.1546 1.0957
(.4134) (.3338)
1.1248 1.0912
(.3553) (.3136)
1.1107 1.0671
(.3288) (.2599)
1.0988 1.0657
(.3006) (.2534)
1.0960 1.0647
(.3025) (.2343)
1.0673  1.0440
(.2517) (.1924)
1.0624 1.0417
(.2174) (1742)
1.0513 1.0351
(.2119) (.1654)
1.0423 1.0305
(.1936) (.1553)
1.0405 1.0262
(.1790) (.1377)
1.0280 1.0209
(.1526) (.1271)
1.0200 1.0117
(.1351) (.1121)

1.0893
(.3266)
1.0588
(.2317)
1.0637
(.2382)
1.0479
(.2109)
1.0419
(.1839)
1.0453
(.1936)
1.0307
(.1654)
1.0294
(.1451)
1.0261
(.1389)
1.0275
(.1279)
1.0221
(.1184)
1.0169
(.1046)
1.0074
(.0966)

(‘?l,()?lj%

S.D. 4)
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X 3 EAX X 7} x %0 ©@E W9 Choobineh ¢ Branting(1986) 574 el i
El Cii/ Cie), EL Copt/ Coped®t S.D.[ Cine/ Cim, S.D.[ T/ Coped 31 WL

E{ C,‘pk/cjpk]g} S.D.[ ijk/cjpk]

E[ Ccﬂk/ccpk]s”}' S.D.[ Ccp/z/ccﬂk]

28

2.9

3 3.1

3.2

2.8 2.9

3 3.1

3.2

5 10.9559
(.4801)
6 10.9327
(.3683)
7 10.9361
(.3205)
8 109132
(.2530)
9 10.9030
(.2477)
0.9046
(.2222)
0.8941
(.1899)
0.8913
(1773)
0.8823
(.1640)
0.8832
(.1544)
0.8809
(.1497)
0.8664
(.1355)
0.8691
(.1234)

10

12

14

16

18

20

25

30

0.9424

(.3774)

0.9043

(.2773)

0.9217

(.2812)

0.9075

(.2266)

0.9144

(.2392)

0.8972

(.2192)

0.8905

(.1799)

0.9034

(1772)

0.8894

(.1624)

0.8952

(.1613)

0.8910

(.1504)

0.8814

(.1337)

0.8827

(.1225)

1.1687 1.5319
(.4791) (.8356)
1.1444 15155
(.4423) (8171)
1.1598 1.4837
(.4159) (.7626)
1.1602 1.4150
(.3970) (.7010)
1.1455 1.4258

1.8682
(1.5193)
1.6757
(1.1866)
1.5612
(1.0400)
1.5223
(.9496)

1.4915

(.3609) (..6966) (.9245)

1.1468 1.4082
(.3676) (.6582)
1.1104 1.3751
(.3410) (.6237)
1.1183 1.3189
(.3219) (.5802)
1.1362 1.3082
(.3074) (.5558)
1.1237 1.2913
(.3038) (.5245)
11213 1.2620
(.2975) (.5057)
1.1144 1.2445
(.2723) (.4369)
1.1205 1.2051
(.2661) (.3949)

1.4897
(.8716)
1.4209
(.7627)
1.3882
(.7445)
1.3117
(.6338)
1.3057
(.5904)
1.2907
(.5918)
1.2341
(.4861)
1.1902
(.3901)

1.2564 1.2309
(.5626) (.5398)
12227 1.1842
(.5273) (.4640)
1.2171 1.2094
(.4827) (.4668)
12207 1.1820
(.4385) (.3938)
12321 1.1978
(.4441) (.4385)
1.2039 1.1496
(.4105) (.3921)
1.2080 1.1565
(.3891) (.3562)
1.2159 1.1896
(.3878) (.3482)
1.1986 1.1408
(.3597) (.3287)
1.1804 1.1497
(.3367) (.3342)
1.1739 11549
(.3335) (.3203)
1.1573 1.1443
(.3173) (.2953)
1.1658 1.1392
(.3001) (.2734)

1.1687 1.1283
(.4791) (439D
1.1444 1.1283
(.4423) (.4166)
1.1598 1.1215
(.4159) (.3881)
11602 1.1048
(.3970) (.3589)
1.1455 1.1187
(.3609) (.3509)
1.1468 1.1212
(.3676) (.3240)
1.1104 1.1134
(.3410) (.3049)
1.1183 1.0951
(.3219) (.2963)
1.1362 1.1046
(.3074) (.2870)
11237 1.1063
(.3038) (.2709)
11213 1.0999
(.2975) (.2788)
1.1144 1.1057
(.2723) (.2408)
1.1205 1.0975
(.2661) (.2413)

1.1270
(.4859)
1.0906
(.4403)
1.0624
(.3552)
1.0802
(.3260)
1.0565
(.3234)
1.0792
(.3087)
1.0720
(.2817)
1.0642
(.2704)
1.0594
(.2653)
1.0667
(.2513)
1.0672
(.2563)
1.0657
(.2298)
1.0668
(.2121)

(g, () &2

S.D. 9)
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