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Considering Taguchi loss function on economic-statistical design of
adaptive exponentially weighted moving average control chart

CHANG Zhi-yuan, SUN Jin-sheng!
(School of Automation, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing Jiangsu 210094, China)

Abstract: The statistical properties of adaptive exponentially weighted moving average (AEWMA) control chart, which
is proposed to deal with the inertia problem of EWMA control chart, have been thoroughly investigated by many authors.
However, the research results on economic properties of AEWMA control chart have never been reported in the publica-
tions. In this paper, an economic-statistical design model based on Taguchi loss function is proposed for AEWMA control
chart. The optimal algorithm based on the range of shift is developed for economic-statistical design of AEWMA chart.
The effectiveness of the optimal algorithm is validated by the comparison between AEWMA chart and EWMA chart. The
comparison results show that the designed AEWMA chart is still able to deal with the inertia problem of EWMA chart, and
the economic properties of AEWMA chart outperforms the EWMA chart. Finally, the sensitivity analysis of AEWMA chart
is performed, and the relationship between parameter changes and cost, average run length and optimal decision variables
of AEWMA chart are summarized respectively.
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Roberts®14 i 7 48 0 AL 30 °F 1 (exponentially
weighted moving average, EWMA)#4 ] P, i F 42 ]
Pl 6T 7 s B Fe OIS, AT n 7 4 i e
1w ¥ 1 U . EWMASE $1) B 10 2 5% Wit i 5 i
TorngZ5 7R 1, 45 K WIWE 78, EWMA 21| B [ 2
Gt O T FEE R RRE EWMA i & 5
SR AT DR ARG I HH e R v R /MR, 5 A i R 58
SR RARFEIS, /NI R A2 S EEWMA T
RIS . BT X%, CapizziZE 20 H & M EWMA
PERTTIE R T BB, 3R T HE MR RO
¥ 5l1°F-#4) (adaptive EWMA, AEWMA) 1l 1A, %45
P AT DA AR HEE WM A i) P81 5t 7] 5 i 74 SR 11
i) . WoodallZ5!31 35 Hi AEWMA 2 il B 52 it _F 2
Shewhart4% ] | 5 EWMA £ il & 5 -3 () 45 & 15—
2, X AT I T AL Shewhart-EWMA $ ] .
ith, AEWMA 6 B I GE TR 2 i g 1416,

H A A 1k, 5 AEWMAE 1l ) G R 5T
IR SR LA 325, 1H & AEWMA 2 1] R 2 55 45 P 1O
FUE AR WA R R AL E Jagh 2 T Taguchidhi
REHIIAEWMA S il L5 e i B OB, &5t
AEWMA 5 BEIRIRE 5, S T 7EIR A X ) b5t A5
BT IRA BT I 2 B bR 535, T8 LB 572
Al B TH T AEWMA#E il B 5 56 [ 5 et A 1
THIEWMA #Hl B Gt 5 & 5, 45 BRI
WA 7RI 2. B, TEAR PR IR T
IS5 RS, &5 BB LML XA Bt
(1T AEWMA il B ) 2 0 AL B AN 15 & B4l 22
S QAN O N e
2 AEWMA##|E(AEWMA control chart)

1B ¥ SR 2SR Aok H Rl — IE A& A i AR I RE A
KANANBIFERX, = (xi1,Tiny o+ s Tip)s Bla; ~
N(po + 600, 03), Ferh: po, o343 52 IEZS 7347 1 3
AT 2, SONBMEwmTE R 5L 6 = OFF b fE A T 52 4%

IRAS, HAh BRI T 5. S RERR %)
FEARME X N
1
X =—> Xij, (D
n j=1

M Capizzi"? i H 1 AEWMA 28l m] 4% 8 fin R 7
AT R

Y, =Y. 1+ ¢(e;), 2)
Hr Y, R it 2 AEWMA S it &, e; = X, —
Y, 1, (e;) At 1) B A i iR 22 T A S LG (e;)
AR

e; + (1 - A)f% e < —7,
¢(62) = )‘eia |€L‘ < 7> (3)

ei — (1= Ay, e; >,

o\ e (0,1], v > OCOHAEWMATE il I 1) 5 A~ ke
FAE, UIEHIEBT TERREN, y AR Wt — e
BEmE, &7 kgt & DANEAHE EIE R
(upper control limit, UCL). T #% il R (lower control
limit, LCL).
3 Z B 4t ik B & (Economic-statistical

design model)
3.1 ZFFE: BARAERY (Economic: lost model)
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i N

L(z) = K(z — po)?, (5)

o o N R SERRE, KA 25 B,
RERAL P S RES R T Jo AT I8 R =R
HY:

a= [ L) fe)de =

|7 K@= por@)de = Kad,  (©)
Hor f (@) Jya (R RE 55 T2 BRI B B 5067 77 i 2R A280IR
AT TR Ty AT IR R R 77 2R L, HAh
N
Ji = K(1+6%)0?. (7)
B A= P AR A B I TR A2 7 7 S B p, TS24
R 5 RESIRE N FALIR] Y BT & 451k Co My
Ao E R A
C() = J() - P, (8)
Cr=Ji-p. 9)
AL 2 BTt AR 1R B G RE T B,
DRI HEAE T AEWMA 2 il 22 B it in_ B4 iH4
TR 4 HL RS AEWMA RS K 245 481t
THRAEDRIE L ARLAT & 45 € R 1 Rl F 54k i
MR FAZ B A 2 = (h,n, UCL, \, v), 15547
I [A] 457 2K BR £ C fe /K. BARTT DU I SR A0
AT R S
m(izn C,
min ARLq,
2 (10)
st.h>0,neN, ARLy = B,
(. UCL>0, A€ (0,1], v >0,
S N H AN, n € NEXHREAR K %
LR, BAATE R AEWMARE i) [ 52 ¥ ¥ 1 5
K. AEWMA il & f#)-F 18 K ARL AT id Markov
BETTVREL.
3.2 Gt #4r: ARLR 3K HX(Statistic: calculation
of ARL)
W 42 1 R X (8] [UCL, LCL) % 43 N2m + 14/
X I, 454 N A B g
D— UCL — LCL.
2m+1

(1)

FuN/DNXE S, N
Sy =LCL+ (u—0.5)D, u=1,---,2m+ 1.
(12)
0 G5 T RY 5N S/ X ] B, 3 ARY; = S
ZAPRE TIRES A B — DRy

o [R (I—R)U]7 13
0 1

H: RN 2m+1) x (2m+1) G, U
se—2m + 14215 [, 092m + 14E4:017 1)
&, DAL, R — A J0r, REIR Su B IR
Dol —PEBME, hQ)r#E
ruw = Pr(Y; = S,1Yio1=85,) =
Pr(S, — D2 <Y1+ ¢(T; = Yi1) <
Sy + DR2)Y;_1 = S,) =
Pr(S, — Su — D2 < ¢(T; — Sy) <
Sy — Su + DI2), (14)
ForhPr(-) 5T SRR BT AR AN 70 A1 1) SR AR 43 A ek
HH3) AT A B (e, ) A& P H, HI sk
z—(1=X) -7, z2< =\,
o Hz) =< 2/, 2| < Ny, (15)
{z+(1)\)~7, z > \y.
Forbz ok i w2 8 R as) AR a4, W)
AEWMAFE I EARL A8 N ARG
ARL=P, - (I-R'.U. (16)
H P, =N x 2m 4 DRATHE, BT %m + 1
ANTCH 1IN HARI A E.
4 A7 (Optimal design algorithm)
HHHTEWMA S $il B 2 5r ge i Bt a1 4 il 2
(I RASHEAT IR, T Capizzi S22 H I AEWMA ]
BRAE— M X [8] 511, BRI U EWMA
Pl A 5 St Wit 7 iE A HE T AEWMA %
il i8], A SCTE Capizzi 52142 I AEWM AR 1] 4t
TR AR EERT I, 38 7 —FhE X AEWMA %
HIE &G g Bt E, BT
1) 3% 78 AT B A (0 A A B X 1) (0 795 A i 1t
61,02 (61 < 02), LASCZHRIRA NP5 K B,
2) 1F 5K A 8 o I () R 5K AR B 2y, {15
ARL(82, 1) 5/, FIFMRIEARL(0, ) = B, B!
m(izn ARL(d2, £2),
s.t. ARL(0, 2) = B.
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b I IR SRAR B (2, AR REL C (62, 120) /D,
&) I R E ARL(0, £22) = B, ARL(d2, §25) < (1 +
Oél)ARL((SQ, _Ql), Eﬂ

m{i)n ARL(d9, 2),

s.t. ARL(0, 2) = B, (18)
ARL(83, 2) < (1 + a1)ARL (s, 21).
4) FEH T T/ IE Bl oo, THE M6,
B SR AR B 25, 1S ARL (01, 23) 5/, AR LRIE
ARL(0, 23) = B,
ARL(d2, £23) < (1 + ag)ARL(d2, 22),
C (02, 823) < (1 + a2)C(d2, §22),
RfI
m(}n ARL(d1, 2),
s.t. ARL(0, 2) = B,
ARL(62, £2) < (1 + ) ARL(S,, 22),
C (02, 02) < (14 a2)C(02, 22).
(19)
5) W ANEGE T 0 IE s, THE /M6
N AR SR AR B 2, AR R R C (61, £2*) B/, TH]
I ORAIE
ARL(0,2") = B,
ARL(61, 2%) < (1 + a3)ARL(01, 23),
ARL(d2, 2) < (1 + a3)ARL(02, 23),
C (02, 27) < (1 4+ a3)C(02, 23),
Bl
m(izn C (61, 92),
s.t. ARL(0, 2) = B,
ARL(51, 2) < (1 + a3)ARL(5y, ©25), (20)
ARL(82, 2) < (1 + a3)ARL(d2, 23),
C(62,92) < (1 + a3)C(d2, §23).

ZITEAEH T o3 E A i) AR, BERE R ORAIE
AEWMA i B 7Ef#e [X 18] ) giit e S &5
fe. R(17)—QO)AIHRAL I LUE I 3] s Bk £ R %
1A R H Br B AU — 823, BAER(18) gl 2(18)

Ik e AT A A T =
ARL(0,2) — B

C(82,2) +< - (( a )’
_ (ARL(ég, 2) — (1 + o) - ARL(92, 91))2)
n (1+ a1) - ARL(8, £21) ’
(21)

o O/ MRERBIIERL, B e = 1010 nit HUE

?\jOEil, %ARL((SQ, .Q) > (1—|—O¢1)'ARL((52, Ql)ﬁﬂ‘n
=1, H&Nn =o0.
5 BB M (Example)

N T B AEWMA S #) B G i 5 2057
WM, AR SCER AN [F) B BALAS [ 1) 0 72 X TR A4k
T AEWMAZTEHIE]. 5] FSCER (11719 515, B
EBHEEN: K =1,p=300,0 =0.02, E = 0.5,
TO :2,T1 :2,T2 :O,’yl = 1,’72 :O,F:300,
W =150,a =5,b= 1. A5k — !, B iku =0,
og = 1.

¥4 W8 AR SCHE RIS Ak W h 7 3, i i Zheng
ST ) 2 4y i3k b M 48 5 3% (fireworks
algorithm with difference evolution, FWA-DE))X} 7{
(10)E47 T, 15 FIAEWMA 2 1] & 1) f e w5 AR
A Q. ISk (fire work algorithm, FWA) /& i
IR R AE RN tH i — PO R, R
R A 2 TR I A B R T AR AR AR
AR FRNE KAEELH , A01538 N AR B IR R AR 3R
HWHE 22 BB, S 2, 3 A 45 22 ) AR AE SR UL
BRI, 7243 3k A SO B R A 2 it Ak
(difference evolution, DE) K X /i 48 5y i 47 o,
MR B TR &I B R KB =
100, B = 500 Rl i, T AEWMA#E ] B ok 5 A8
=i, R mE 120w,

%1 B =1008F, AEWMA#&EH B REX AL E
Table 1 Optimal parameters of AEWMA chart

when B = 100
4% 6 d2 h n UCL A v
1025 4 29363 4 02508 0.1026 6.3605
2 050 4 0596 5 03038 0.1606 6.7602
3 1.00 4 12277 4 03388 0.1599 9.6467
4 025 5 33403 14 0.1946 0.1782 6.4492
5 050 5 1.0961 3 02158 0.0644 1.7306
6 1.00 5 09845 3 0.3490 0.1350 2.9875
7 025 6 0.6051 1 03059 0.0508 3.5641
8 050 6 03449 2 03991 0.1219 4.2302
9 1.00 6 5.1961 11 0.1258 0.0788 6.3683

RIERL 2R G R, KO AP Gt wit 1)
AEWMA#E | B 5 g8 1H % 1 FTAEWMA$ fil] B 7E
AFEMRFS KN R RIARLBET T HLER. & P 2 2
NETE RGP FRAR 22 A 2 22 B LG
. A HAMERE P & 2 Z M ME, MRICEFE M
X 22 I IE, MaxBARR 3 2 22 465 (B i K
1B, MaxRAR 3 P 35 A0 5 22 Hh 4 o e R ML, ST
B =100 1 B = 500, ¥ A [A & & F & 46 1)
AEWMA # Hl] Bx b4 e SR 3—47h.
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% 2 B =5000F, AEWMA#EH B RILEAREETE
Table 2 Optimal parameters of AEWMA chart

when B = 500
%5 o6, 0 h n UCL A v
1 025 4 1.0700 3 04765 0.1472 2.0118
2050 4 21792 12 02714 0.1846 4.9965
3 100 4 0.8535 2 0.6536 0.1359 1.8415
4 025 5 10131 5 02279 0.0682 3.1645
5 050 5 04332 2 0.6884 0.1954 9.2897
6 100 5 08407 10 02622 0.1504 5.4785
7 025 6 15106 4 02341 0.0596 2.3128
8 050 6 14679 5 0.4290 0.1908 7.1265
9 1.00 6 06704 2 0.6497 0.1778 5.4389

4% 3 B =1006f AEWMA =4 B A8+ 77 & T
% 12K SARLAYLLE
Table 3 The comparison of out of control ARL of
AEWMA chart when B = 100

YT ME MR MaxE  MaxR
1 -0.057 0.060 -3.063 0.231
2 0.106 -0.008 1.672 —0.055
3 3.630 0.127  28.574  1.316
4 -0.005 0.001 -0.109 0.005
5 0.372 0.035 5.448 0.299
6 0.089 -0.011 1325 -0.050
7 0462 -0.035 5275 -0.166
8 -0.069 0.017 -1.133 0.062
9 2.850 0.079  37.805 1.299

% 4 B = 5000f AEWMA = %] B A A%t 7 & T
k42K A5 ARLAY H
Table 4 The comparison of out of control ARL of
AEWMA chart when B = 500

G5 ME MR MaxE MaxR

1 -2.033 0076 -28.156 0.410
2 -0.818 0.018 -13.464 0.179
3 -9.040 -0.046 -87.157 -0.384
4 1.160 -0.041  19.904 0.181
5 -6.214 -0.030 -71.375 -0.330
6 10917  0.152  158.727  1.834
7 0.901 0.101 12.930 0.655
8 -1271  0.013 -17.982  0.130
9 -2771 0046 31512 0.223

HH %3 -4 ME S MR E ] A, A SR 4
Bt Bt J7 20 AEWMA R & I Se R 1 5
AR /N, THSEEB = 1000, HFiMaxER] &1k #%
THEOLPE 2 A2 FAE6 LAY . K3 -4 (AR
LTS AEWMA ) B 7E St i T 1
Gt PR T 4l it it T AEWMA#E il .

LB IR SO Y AEWMA RS BIE 5 et il

ARG HE.

(RIS X5 AN 5] ) 0 7% B X EWMA % il B AT
fLtt. MEWMA$Z G EREAT 25 g Bt e fe Iy
HEWMAFZE S E 8 5%, 2R Ja R DHE 17
PR A EWMAE (il B A 451 25 5 R4 T P B X
L. EWMAZ Il B e s A2 B2 5 415 -6

HIKR.

%5 B =1008, EWMA#Z# B R Lk R L E
Table 5 Optimal parameters of EWMA chart

when B = 100
Eas S h n  UCL A
1 010 224992 30 0.2593 0.4795
2 025 141086 28 0.1605 0.2244
3 050 7.8161 22 03621 0.6131
4 075 56399 24 04873 0.9244
5 100 86766 26 04766 0.9421
6 150 23795 11 0.5097 0.6093
7 200 63718 6 0.5855 0.4861
8 250 143362 5 09334 0.7945
9 300 239718 5 0.9289 0.7899
10 350 10759 7 05560 0.5039
11 400 32790 3 06760 0.3627
12 450 52799 11 03371 03387
13 500 159152 3 09301 05711
14 550 79086 1 1.6761 0.6024
15 600 43040 6 03995 02777

% 6 B =5000F, EWMA#=#| B R KA FEZ
Table 6 Optimal parameters of EWMA chart

when B = 500
£ RS S h n  UCL A
1 010 266277 4 03983 0.1408
2 025 109476 29 02143 0.2574
3050 61933 12 04154 0.3650
4 075 94489 25 0.6044 0.9778
5 1.00 24003 18 0.6120 0.8281
6 150 13471 17 03675 0.3952
7 200 62513 8 0.6038 0.4732
8 250 53993 9 04245 0.3013
9 300 05736 3 13654 0.7396
10 350 14469 11 09175 0.9847
11 400 11787 3 14559 0.7999
12 450 22313 3 0.9538 0.4505
13 500 7.0562 2 1.0524 0.3845
14 550 126452 2 1.1651 0.4487
15 600 0485 1 13943 0.3475




3 1

LA 75 FE Taguchi i bR BNy FE MR- 1 P B R 285t it Beit

RIER1 25K —6FRg R, AHE T AR
W%~ AEWMAZ$E il - S EWMA$E § B BT e A= 1
FARKAN, G5 R B 1 -2F7R.

3000 -
2500
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g 1500 |

1000 |
soo.w,.ni*‘

0 1 1 ] 0 1 1 ]

Bk

(a) AEWMAZ#siiEl45 % (b) EWMA#E i El#Hi 5%

Kl 1 B = 1001, AEWMA 5 SEWMAF I 15 %
Fig. 1 The cost of AEWMA and EWMA chart when B = 100

2500

2000

1500

Bk

1000 -

500 -
qumo

(a) AEWMAZE=HE4i % (b) EWMA# B 453 2%

K2 B = 5001, AEWMA % | SEWMA P 5 %
Fig. 2 The cost of AEWMA and EWMA chart when B = 500

Bl -2, B2 7 R R AT X AN RS [X (5]
4k FJAEWMA#E 1l ] 5 £ XA 7] 4 7% A0 AL 1
EWM A% il 451 2 il 5 e S AL a3

FH B 1 -2 (a)—(b) B b B 2 1] 10, AEWMA
J ) P B0 O T Dl ey R R 15 B A oF [ 5
BARALEWM AR B R0 — A U, X ik
JEEWMAZE il B (1500 ) @ i — AR . 4R, &
SRS X TAAL I AEWMA ) |- AN AEAE X R P 1]
8.

HH, ASCHHE T RAMR RS T 2 ] R Y
B M« #525 R FARUEZEStd.,, 45 R U3 —4 .

1500F * AEWMA -
= 1000£“EWMA e et
s L L B
o1 2 3 4 5 6

o

2000« AEWMA
& 1000J£'“EWMA U

0..._..,_1.—-.:-1.";—‘;—* g * * ¥ T

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Std.

600 » AEWMA .
400E--EWMA

3 B = 100, AEWMAFEHIE 5 EWMA il 25K
Fig. 3 The economic performance of AEWMA and EWMA
chart when B = 100

ool ® AEWMA JEPEE
< ---EWMA P
SO0L o e mmw =W
0 1 1 1 1 1 |
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

0

1500 * AEWMA e

Std.
)
g

4 B = 500/, AEWMA#Z il S 5 EWMA % i Bl 4 Gk
Fig. 4 The economic performance of AEWMA and EWMA
chart when B = 500

i B3 —47] %1, AEWMA 2 1] & (19 ¥ 18 /N T
EWMA ¥ ffil] B, 3X i B 76 X f # °F- 3 1 & R
AEWMAF I E 14 /N FEWMAFE i . SEBrAE
P AR TR R RS K/ NMEAE R TR R AT SR AN, AL
SR AEWMAFE ) B S IE & T SEhr i R H.

It H, TILZIRES FARLELZ K, AEWMAE
IR 2 R 5hnAE 2 Std #8] B /N TEWMAE |
B, XA LG i T AEWMAR 1 K L R TR
PP 1) @ AEWMA$E il Bl SEWMA il &l fe % 1k
RN W5 -6 BT, ffH ABARER 3 2 (5]
[RZExt iR 22, REARR I 2 A AR 22,
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Fig. 5 Comparison of optimal cost between AEWMA chart
and EWMA chart when B = 100
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Fig. 6 Comparison of optimal cost between AEWMA chart

and EWMA chart when B = 500
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Fig. 7 Comparison of ARL between AEWMA and
EWMA chart
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Table 7 The impact of AEWMA chart cost with
the change of K and # when B = 100

0
G
0.25 1 3 6
K 3 -619 -65.19 -6736 -78.55
(-20%) 9 -59.0 -77.24 —179.81 -758.46
K 3 60.07 76.48 13230 371.81
(+20%) 9 7255 3858 -122.6 -713.84
0 3 -184 -7.06 -56.29 -236.87
(-20%) 9 11.72 -31.00 —245.20 —1033.60
0 3 7.06 1655 191.85  760.77
(+20%) 9 1.11 -8.87 -90.28 -368.16
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=4 BB K A7 0h
Table 8 The impact of AEWMA chart cost with
the change of K and § when B = 500

0
i
0.25 1 3 6

K 3 -66.98 -61.12 -51.74 -24.34
(-20%) 9 -66.31 -60.97 -64.38 -50.62

K 3 60.52 61.85 15897 415.06
(+20%) 9 56.57 80.52 23349 874.25

0 3 -1.25 -1096 2181 95.09
(-20%) 9 -551 -150 -2698 882

0 4 -3.69 13,78  188.41  717.74
(+20%) 9 1.28 1820  222.13  986.59
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[ R AR 5 P KA B I LS 1L H AR 2
FEAL, AT I T FA 5t AR 5 DUARAIE S LA 1Y)
TEAE, A EUCBA 101 5% I8 IME - AR TS I,
AR B A TBORAE FH g 2 (45 L S b L2 19 ).
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Table 9 The impact of AEWMA chart ARL with
the change of K and 6 when B = 100

0
%
0.25 0.75 L.5 3

K 3 -442 -094 -040 -0.04
(=20%) 9 2238 0.19 -0.58 0.00

K 3 243 -0.02 -045 -0.04
(+20%) 9 3361 348 -0.13 0.00

0 3 4.87 0.73 0.22 0.09
(-20%) 9 7.23 0.74 0.13  0.00

0 3 748 —-1.88 -1.05 -0.04
(+20%) 9 4.29 0.67 0.25 0.00

% 10 B = 5008, K #2049 T3 AEWMA
=45 B ARLA# 7R
Table 10 The impact of AEWMA chart ARL with
the change of K and # when B = 500

)
s
0.25 0.75 1.5 3

K 3 -6880 -4.89 -095 -0.04
(-20%) 9 -21.66 -2.57 -0.80 -0.44

K 3 -8832 -6.04 -1.08 0.18
(+20%) 9 -5584 -547 -159 -0.84

0 3 -9146 -7.00 -149 -0.11
(—20%) 9 -36.25 -2.14 -045 -0.73

0 3 -10492 -7.03 -129 0.05
(+20%) 9 -5822 -623 -251 -0.85

2 BUK 07254k % AEWMA$E i) 18] v 55 48
ARSI SRR 11— 127,

% 11 B = 1008, KA=0#) T LT AEWMA $= %] &
VY BN A A
Table 11 The impact of AEWMA chart (2 with
the change of K and # when B = 100

s h n  UCL A v
K 303214 2 -0.0348 0.0242 -5.1591
(-20%) 9 -2.3153 -3 0.3687 -0.0476 —5.9384
K 312334 0 00458 0.0157 -8.3507
(+20%) 9 —4.5361 -7 0.1447 —0.0564 —5.3223
0 3 01421 -1 0.0858 0.0209 —1.1984
(-20%) 9 -—45971 -6 02219 0.1175 -4.6334
0 3 -0.0067 5 0.1218 —0.0891 —9.2649
(+20%) 9 —22910 -5 0.1045 0.0431 0.6664
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Table 12 The impact of AEWMA chart {2 with
the change of K and 6§ when B = 500

s h n UCL A v

K 3 1.4099 1 -0.0963 0.0559 0.3281
(-20%) 9 1.0157 1 -0.0822 0.0207 3.6886
K 3 -0.0906 2 -0.2447 0.0111 7.1222
+20%) 9 1.3562 5 -0.3186 -0.0133 2.9418
0 3 -0.0713 3 -0.2209 0.0575 3.2234
(-20%) 9 0.6181 1 -0.2703 —-0.0757 —-3.2968
0 3 0.6602 4 -0.4455 -0.0587 5.5025
(+20%) 9 04529 8 -0.4116 —0.0820 —4.5902

RK11-129 FHME NS EK F0AR AL J5 1 4% i
AR B SR AT R IR R R 2.

EUNZ R/ HI 04T, S0 RORIARAL X e 5F A8 B
AR AN AR .

7 %5 (Conclusions)
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GG T, BiZ TR AEWMAE
i B g8 it 5 4 50 P S A ] A AR AL 10
EWMA % il 34T E A, 45 SRR 1% B 5 ik
. RIS, 1 B4 R R IHEWMA 2 i B 1 42 57 45
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AEWMA Il B — Z 51 3R B L T A SEBr
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