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An Easy Analysis Method
for Operating Window Experimental Data

Hyejin Ju - Jai-Hyun Byun

Department of Industrial and Systems Engineering, Gyeongsang National University

An easy-to-implement method is proposed to analyze data on operating window and applied to four case studies.
Operating window factor is a physical quantity of energy transfer that is critical to system performance.
Operating window(OW) is a range of OW factor values in which failure does not occur. A non-parametric
method to determine OW threshold values of lower and upper limits is presented. OW threshold data are
analyzed, important factors are determined by elbow method, and optimal factor level combinations are set.
Engineers working on product development and process improvement are expected to benefit from this paper
when they can find an OW factor of energy transfer which is related to system performance.
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2 =29 AL ted 2k A 715 ARAY, (1,0 u,,) = (yu,) S 01230 &9 Fo2 oWt F
Adole 249 712 Md A 71E 24 W I oA w AL FARE fgo] FAY TEAAZ AT
28k, A3 A 71E B HHEY] BHS HAG AL gAY QA YAME, e Yo & Qs 7L 9
a7] A& 2L 4 Q A e adE owel FES = oS A owE

7t
i Hahe S ARS by 37 BEE A AH 2 Hobok At
A4zgel, 7154 Held E4o g B Asa] A

A3, Aol A8 )% e

I u, Friction force
L e EE R “ | |
Ny

5% 1R AEE BN Y Folo A2 Sopslz G : | riedenkee
o FololF 7152 T8 e Hray)olH Fol A ™~

Ste B4R olFshe Aoltt o] 715 AHFEE Folvt | Qpeniine
A A (misfeed), 27 o] o] &5 =(multi-feed) AT}, ©] 0 ] u Friction force
Ei 3 = 7}11 %?'539] Ag glo] Folo]& Mi/ﬂ] ~E A 74] 0} Figure 2. Operating Window Reduction by Noise

amag 3% HH, ol@ dlo|H & ‘i%‘ﬂdfri e A4 & AAMAA A A9 (1, u) HOIHE L& w, Clausing
SEAZEA P A HeEE A2 4 AP 1,000 (2004)S AARE ARG Y3 Ao L(failure rate) EA

A& EAG Y 1A §80] 43 glo] &AM ol FH UG 10%-50%F FABT Z 3 AAGS | @S9 A9

ofth. SFA| Tk o] A WL o] 3ho] 53 A&l Y& HH  10-50%, AT AAGEES u 229 39 10~50%0) e 7t

2214 Aol & otsty] A e d AF-AA B 37t o7 At Aottt 7|5 % AgdolE F 4] o] Wed 9]
obf Aok 3tal, B 83 Ws Ao F % E Th(Phadke, 1989). = AA GolEHE 2W dolH AAE AUME FTHS T
Phadke H'EES =& Nair(1992)o A, &4 odel ¥h-38  d3s)x) &A P,

T AFIU FAY 7| & dAYUZAA A Mg AEH 1% AguelHE EAste /M £ WHE oA
T2 Jrofop thal 72tk Shin Taguchit 2 =&l A  (Taguchi)] 415-7-S H](Signal-to-Noise ratio: SNH)S AF&

gn

ATe Zasd 7] A QlolA AT F4ol L, olg 3k Zo|THPeace, 1993). 3 A A A S-S 1 et 7

FAYY AAL oyATE e W) YeuEs F2 7159 g ElolHIt aAl JThE, o) A (1A F 313He] SNHI(SN)

Folgta FAg o} sl SNHI(SN,)E AlLteta, 4 (2)9 2ol o] 58 g3t
SNHI(SN)E T3t &4 8k Aot

rE oo g

Misfeed Operating window Multi-feed

13

0 l u Friction force 1 . 1K1
SN=—log| =D I}, SN,=—log| =) = 1
Figure 1. Operating Window for a Paper Feeder Example ! Og( n ;1 7’) ! Og( n Z z ) M



254 Hyejin Ju -

%ﬂﬂ%lﬂﬂﬁnﬂﬂ€{x(”4'ﬂ@ﬁﬂ%ﬂ@ﬂ

A, SN,E ud 97 Vu n/l e 44 X(nil)ﬂ' A5

n
o] gtolth, IHER SN, SN,, SN, 5 3 E4& 0
grolth. SNul HHel oA f—?_- Hst7] 93 Joseph and
Wu(2002)= Blo|HERE 7|53 AA%E Tt Iut
3} A& 28 (Generalized Linear Model: GLM)Z A|<atd o
Joseph and Wu(2004)= A 3} 5 Z(failure amplification) 7l 'd &
T=dste] ow W A& ‘”H £ d S4ets o WS
AR AM ARE Ho] 7] S8 A FE& %%3& 7ot
A9 FE(p)l FFE FE75HY S
“GHjm]ﬂo%MﬂUHJElﬂﬂﬁi 17} &4 9
a 249 ol A FHEE kg B WS of
&3te] AojIAX) e F-EAAHN) S FFE 71€71(b,) 9 A
H(a,)& EFFTH(Joseph and Wu, 2004; Wu and Hamada,
2009).

&7 (p,) = 0, (X N+ b,(X, M loght (3)

2 (3)ll A A3l && p, = <Figure 3> YERA AAH 75

2 AAe] ol whet Zebzinh F b £33 9] Azt dojut
E5 753 AAY g oY 7o AAst doEs ALt
3L, o] &5 o &ate Ay FE FAH S FAHI o] AP
27} A5 859 A F(threshold value)& A 3taL, Lo o5
st 7154 1Ak A T8k Aol

Threshold of
failure probability

o

Operating window factor

Figure 3. Probability Failure Curves Against OW Factor
(Joseph and Wu, 2004)

Joseph and Wu(
5% BEAE

4) WS S48t Wang er al.(2022)2
‘ﬂ(spht plot design) .2 a4 a1, Yuks}

Jai-Hyun Byun

2
oflt
ok
ot
k‘[)‘l
i)
}-u
m;‘
m (o3

< ol gato] Ao RYERE
< AN ST Joseph and Wu°
01%3@‘] AAEA B Ave
Aol ug ERsict A AFS
A ﬂLA&LN@ﬂﬂHQEMQ%ﬁl
dAY A Eo] &g iz A

rt T

[e} (o3

3

m = 4y
O oz

ot
ofr
ol
rir
i o
115
rir
e

ML o3
ofr
&

o rlo ogl

o ot
g o
o "o
_l?.:
—Ll
= —Vi
ﬂ”

A=) r{r
fo 2 2 X

re
AP
[ReIE
iy
Ao
S~
[N
2
(o
fr
) ﬁ,
o{r
ol
A&
_o#
ot
e
ox
e
o
L ﬂl

o g:

ofr
—_

o oo rf pft T X0 o H o
>

bR

ofr
bl

3.8 482 7 A7 F A Fold 24 Y

oft
-
e
+
oy
et

AR (1, u) HIOTEI7F 47 o8 Q= ol =
5%, SH51 25%), T LEARC O E W (175 u)5) N 7H
bhe dolel 2 A2k o] 979 GEE ok% 2AL} o}
S8 A9l e W2 WS 2 78 A Akl
L) HOlE7F 270 =2 3704 Slod, 1 8wy s 2

]_

N 4o
()

—~

IR
NEY
rlo

otk A3te] AAg o E AT BAR] AeAHY, &
2348ka u s Hhs}stel F54 22 7153 27](Operating

Window Size: OWS)Ql (u—1) = Hh3ste 20S AA .

AA, 13w AAR FE vIA = AAE ol of g
ok 3wl AAZ ol HE 7 AR s g 73k,
AAFe] & T (effect) S FFHE B ﬂqm&4ﬂ*ﬁ4ﬂﬂ
2 A a3 éﬁﬁ% £O2 Ygd H,
<F1gure 4>ﬂ 2ol A2A 1y zE #*é slo] QlAte] QA
o HE FE3T <Figure 4> 4.189 A EA oM AHEES
el E ‘a‘“&,‘(wave soldering) "e‘?ﬁ 7&4/] u A7 ol 25
El Ao 35 Fote] 19 e Zoltt. <Figure 4>5 B,

n{m

aghol gutatA AA T A DE AVA FA43 A &
22t & dgho] DETH 2 QA M, H, 1E 528 AAE %

a3t S AL 2zl A o] 254 U8t
%Eﬂﬂ‘“ﬁﬂﬂlﬁk AWM AHE 71202 23, o] R
G ske] Augol 2 UAE 28 AAE BHAT o]
M2 K-H v T 3HK-means clustering) 4] AF8-3te AR
5 71 % (elbow method)’ ¢] 7'd & A 83+ 7l o]t}

== | ffect

Figure 4. Line Graph of the |Effect|



An Easy Analysis Method for Operating Window Experimental Data 255

ARG 7S Tt 17w AA gkl Y-S A= AR
S AT O, o5 HA FE& Ao oF Tk TA = of
9 Q1744 17474]{& ZH HA ol u AAZ SHA BH
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TR AnAAY B BdE 3N FE 1S o, 7
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o 270 9] E§%}H-2(compound n01se) —’F—’f% TAsA. o] A
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A Z 2(Xerox) F0]0]4 EAl(Miyakawa, 1993)t‘ 8702 Ao
AAS} 272 FSAA /1S 1 AP A, 49
HEE 7574 AAR] nH2Y 25 407 A= AAT T

Zt opgE oA Folo|g A sHA AA BT 53] ‘i‘l—“%
Aol A A7t FAZ ST E voHE FHHSEE, 1)
OJE &= 004l 5 Aol 9] A (integer) = UFERATE. Fo]o] & A
g oA 3714 A9k 2, o] tlolE| 2R shek()H &
(u)= Al oF 2ot

4.1 go] B F(wave soldering) T A}

gol B dd(wave soldering) 38NAH =2 3 HAYs}
© A%E Fo|1A 7|5 AP S AP S AR o] B (Peace,

- ; Determine / and u Calculate factor effects List absolute values of
OW experimental data ——* % —* F 2
threshold values for each threshold values factor effects in descending order
Group the factors as specific, non- Select optimal Determine important factors by elbow
conflicting and conflicting common factors levels of the factors method for / and u threshold values

Determine optimal levels of non-conflicting
common factors and specific factors

Calculate A0WS of optimal
levels of conflicting common
factors for [ and u threshold values

Determine optimal levels of
conflicting common factors

Figure 5. Flow Chart for Analyzing Operating Window Data
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1993)5 #A8t flol B dis A8k AARFol <14 AL 15718 o2 L,,(2"°) Awil < o] 83}
S 271HPCB) 2HE = AN AT BE 2ETF S Agg HAetI(<Table 1), 2 ABHAA o] s4E 2
owd g g Yol 7ol A7l £ HolE(solder void) 7 &} 3} o HlO]E| S 7] Z T} o] 313H(1) AARL 1WA
A, EE7F w0 A5 FHOR BASHA B X L ulolE(l,,,), AFHu) AR 2HAR Z#—&— Bl T Bl (g 55)
o] AAE &= &t BElA(solder bridge) 7t AT 715% = Nelste] BAlo) o] &3ttt Ao 7 =235 go|E 9}
AAE 4 HES 2EE Aob ST RO|=TFBAYSA & 2 A gEL <Table 2o YR LT
= HAA L= 3, &Y BalAT RS B H a2 R4 a3tk 43 AAG 1. F uy,, HOIEE o] &3ke]
uHolEE FASAS. U2 PFES ANRL, o 2R Ekcffec) S T T
Table 1. Z,;(2'*) Orthogonal Array
No A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2
4 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1
5 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2
6 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1
7 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1
8 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2
9 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
10 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1
11 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1
12 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2
13 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1
14 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2
15 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2
16 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 1
Table 2. Wave Soldering Data
No L Ly s ly s lyzs Uy Us Us Uy Us Up.25
1 247 245 242 245 240 245 253 260 265 265 250 253
2 235 232 230 232 230 232 231 235 238 238 240 235
3 229 223 220 225 220 225 273 280 290 280 275 275
4 234 230 235 233 228 234 222 230 235 230 228 228
5 242 235 234 235 230 235 228 235 234 235 230 230
6 242 230 238 234 237 238 252 260 258 264 257 257
7 237 234 235 230 232 235 248 255 245 260 252 248
8 238 235 236 235 230 236 234 240 246 235 240 235
9 241 240 235 240 235 240 270 275 285 270 275 270
10 230 225 222 215 215 225 215 225 222 215 225 215
11 224 220 215 212 212 220 261 268 265 262 272 262
12 231 230 228 228 226 230 225 230 238 228 236 228
13 239 235 235 230 235 235 235 235 235 240 245 235
14 239 235 238 235 230 238 235 235 238 245 250 235
15 223 220 215 218 218 220 245 255 265 238 258 245
16 222 220 215 224 218 222 255 260 265 244 268 255
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=, 1 A (effect) = 7|02 YE3to] <Table 3>, <Table 3>O2HE F& 4 Sl=tl, 2/l 59 BH F #ol
<Table 4> Bttt 2t ZAGAN 2 SF= VA= A2 AL L,D,E GALNE BRI vy B G3te] 72
A7) ) A2 2 ZE A4 YT (<Figure 6>). A ¥ Z(<Figure 6(b)>)E 3 M, H, JE $23 A2 7
1y T3 Eho] 7L 18 Z(<Figure 6(a)>) S obatal, QAAE HH 2L <Table 4>°M daghol 2
I AGghol 0 F2ollA QA FAHT AR CEAY T HSME AR 1% vy FE TS VA TF
AsA F7kshe A & o ATk whehA A CR T Eﬂr Z.d_ AAE 1 s dEd], 19 HH 70| l(m?Jr U SO
Aol 21E G LN ADE I BARA SFE VA=A A 274258, 1580122 o5 FE FFUAAIL 55
AR BRI Uy, AREE AT A A AAN2AE FFAAIY HAH $EE AN A A @) AowsE
Table 3. Factor Effects for /.
Factor F H I K 0 M B
Level 1 231.9 231.9 231.9 231.8 231.8 231.6 2314
Level 2 231.9 231.9 231.9 232.0 232.0 232.1 2324
[Effect| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.5 1.0
Rank 13 13 13 11 11 10 8
Factor C ) E G L A N D
Level 1 2314 233.0 2303 233.9 234.6 235.0 235.0 236.0
Level 2 2324 230.8 2335 229.9 229.1 228.8 228.8 227.8
[Effect| 1.0 22 32 4.0 5.5 6.2 6.2 8.2
Rank 8 7 6 5 4 2 2 1
Table 4. Factor Effects for w .,
Factor 0 F A C K N E
Level 1 244.1 2445 245.1 245.1 2429 2455 245.6
Level 2 244.1 243.8 243.1 243.1 2454 242.8 242.6
|Effect] 0.0 0.8 2.0 2.0 2.5 2.7 3.0
Rank 15 14 12 12 11 10 9
Factor B I L G D M H ]
Level 1 245.8 2424 241.8 2414 2413 2379 252.3 2553
Level 2 2425 2459 246.5 246.9 247.0 250.4 236.0 233.0
|Effect| 33 35 4.7 5.5 5.7 12.5 16.3 223
Rank 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
4
! [ H kK O M B ( | k { A N O N I B L G D H I
—a—|[:ffect —e—Effect

(@) &,.5 Values

Figure 6. Line Graph for / and u Threshold Values

(b) gy, Values
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2t AOWS7Y 0BT ABE QA J=
U .95 %Eﬂg] ‘%]Zjl %?—lﬁoiﬁ%ﬁl—q

AOWS= (onzs_ lms),;ﬁ,/] (6)
= (255.3—233.0) — (233.0—230.8)
=92.3—22=20.1

OE 78 dASE BF SAUA B, oA 73 H4
FEOZ AARIY F, dojH dW FAHNA & HoHE
A HAZAL A,DE GoH J Ly MyN,ON T, 1759 w0
of % WA= QA HAZAR] A,D,E Gy J LN,
HJMOAN SR 2701, =21645, u,, = 269.750| 22,
HAAzQNA 7153 2719 oS4 OWS(,[),_ 53.3°]th.

42 AA] 44

o

7 A3 Al

834 34
H] E(melting
271 g8 7]
.84 Al o] F4 E(travel speed)’} =
&5, Qs had 74, 33
I

Jean et al.(2007)2 7 A (Electron Beam: EB) £
A &R A Ao =E3HA <3 &%
bead)ol HEt= A= lo}L A9 z24&

ju

d
4_
ffo
I}i
o

TR AYE ANYst
g EHW = o=,
(porosity) &3 Z-& Agro =
& QA=E Ao}, Agto] HA 0}7‘] %Llf 5‘411 o] FLE(l

Hal o] FE R (u) HlolH 2 A5t 1L sk, o] 23k HA/

Table 5. Design Matrix and Data of Electron Beam Process

Jai-Hyun Byun

A1 olF&5e FFS WA F e $HAE,
FUARYE A2 AAE G

AU e Ly(27), FoA 30 e £,(2°) Auwf g
of Ztzt wj A8k, 7 N9 Wi E-& wAtst] AAPE & 74
S Th(<Table 5>). Z+ A @Al 4 £33 d o] H 47 Sl A
ot AL 2HAE 2 HolE, A3 AAGE 2HAE 3}
2 Ho|HE AdEstAt o] 52 47 49 33%, 3H91 33% o
9 (percentile) ol R 167, 1gqs wEOITH A @ H OB &} 2H 7
ARE A AFE <Table 5>l DAY L A e
At.

<Table 5>¢] tlo|H & s} 37 gk AAGNEE Ao a3
g 7ot 3 AYgs A7eoE Ydste A2 =
E 243, 13 u AAF B5 A4 A, B7} F23 &3 7
Ak HA FE& A,B, 013, 43 AARANA HH 5+
< A,B,°1HA Q7 A, BE BT 5E & UA st
A7 A, B HA x2S sotatr] Hel AL AowsE 0.5
2 )¢ Fo} F HHZAY OWS Ao/t A Y& & F
At

A Atdle A 3AE £,(2°) AufEel wix sk

A o] Bg Ao A A B s A S & 9
o ol E Aol AR 22& ko] 93k <Figure
7>3F 2ol AojdAet FEAA 7 w5 A4S A4 A
<Figure 7> <Table 5> u E|o|H & v 22 AU C9}
FAAQ, P nsAE I8S 747 19 Ao,

@3 (shape),

P 1 1 2 2
Q 1 2 1 2
R 1 2 2 1
No A B C D E F G logr Up.33
/ 16 18 14 17
1-4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 17 30
S S DL A 2 30 3 S SR R
/ 15 16 14 12
5-8 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 15 27
S S DL A 6 0 T 0 |
/ 18 19 21 22
9-12 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 21 32
S S DL A 32 38 3 Mo
19 25 22 24
13-16 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 24 35
S I DL A N L M4 LT R S
/ 23 24 26 24
17-20 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 24 37
B R . A N 3W_¥ 36 S O R
22 21 24 20
21-24 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 22 35
S I DL A M 36 3 ST R S
/ 26 28 27 25
25-28 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 27 39
S I DL A A L . S A R R
/ 23 25 23 21
29-32 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 23 37
u 37 38 35 39
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(b) C-P Interaction

Figure 7. Interactions of Control-Noise Factors
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Table 6. Control Factor Levels Robust to Noise Factors

Limit Noise Control Factor
Factor | A | B | C | D | E | F | G
P
) Q 2 1 2 2
R 1 1 1
P 2 2 1 2
u Q 2 2 1
R

43 AEA ool 24 i A

Kim et al.(2008)& A5 2 Z& A, o oj o] &5 x| ojof &

w AN A FAL AFEHA Gobok T wf 2R AN E = A
1E BAE] Y3 A 7t oojWe ApiFo] A
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A QHRE O YRT} Ao Eol Es = FAl
o] dojupd A7 ofof g}, oo M| of F= X
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Aok A& AAFES 14 FAFE A FIS A 93
] }7']"]:”} ofj o] o] ’“JH slo] &5 4 =, 12wk
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¥ g2 o] W) 4TS L, Aol = HHE AAl =
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Table 7. Z,4(2' x 37) Orthogonal Array

3]

A .

No A B C D E F G H
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2
3 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 3
4 1 2 1 1 2 2 3 3
5 1 2 2 2 3 3 1 1
6 1 2 3 3 1 1 2 2
7 1 3 1 2 1 3 2 3
8 1 3 2 3 2 1 3 1
9 1 3 3 1 3 2 1 2

10 2 1 1 3 3 2 2 1

11 2 1 2 1 1 3 3 2

12 2 1 3 2 2 1 1 3

13 2 2 1 2 3 1 3 2

14 2 2 2 3 1 2 1 3

15 2 2 3 1 2 3 2 1

16 2 3 1 3 2 3 1 2

17 2 3 2 1 3 1 2 3

18 2 3 3 2 1 2 3 1

(1) 127h A% ﬂrzsuw FAFE 5% 4

12999 A4 ABFER 2574 14 GAFEA )

@ﬂ°ﬂ%47FBN§4ﬂﬂ°*§ﬂﬁ%@@2i¢

gk vl o] B} o} 2} A gk <Table 8>3} 2T,

Table 8. Data of Airbag Sensibility: 12 mile Frontal versus 25

mile Offset Crush
No 1y l, U e Uy Uy Upin
1 1195 1220 1220 533 554 533
2 1147 1119 1147 217 193 193
3 1196 1178 1196 504 504 504
4 1556 1543 1556 441 656 441
5 1702 1693 1702 552 587 552
6 1534 1538 1538 555 720 555
7 1550 1559 1559 695 989 695
8 1484 1482 1484 740 930 740
9 1474 1460 1474 899 1015 899
10 1054 799 1054 1941 1861 1861
11 1163 1220 1220 2064 2052 2052
12 943 743 943 1862 1949 1862
13 862 626 862 | 2060 2020 | 2020
14 1171 982 1171 2210 2337 | 2210
15 1062 957 1062 | 2379 2217 | 2217
16 1061 636 1061 2212 2353 2212
17 992 825 992 | 2110 2127 | 2110
18 1061 773 1061 2343 2309 | 2309

1 3AFD 1, u BARY w0 N QA £35 T3
of gt 2r7]¢ o ygsta, AR S o] §3td F
83 AAE AR YT T A3 I AAGAE AR A, B F
8383 HH2AL 4,8 019, u BARANE A2 ATL F 25}
T HHZAL 4,010 wEtA, AR AE HIFE F5UA, 2
A BE EAJIAR FEAL FE FE5AAL flOEE OW
HAH 21 & A,B oM, oldf ows,, & 1,1570]th.

2) ‘187 AAFEH 409 AT E 715 H AT

180tY o] A& AHZE=T 407HY Y] 14 FAZFE
2 FH9 FIS A5 gAg, o9 gk 43k A
<Table 9>l A 2] gt}

Table 9. Data of Airbag Sensibility: 18 mile Frontal versus 40

mile Offset Crush
No I, I Lo Uy Uy Upin
1 1631 1598 1631 1084 1171 1084
2 1698 1698 1698 1410 1068 1068
3 1686 1774 1774 1243 1332 1243
4 2008 2043 2043 684 938 684
5 2460 2341 2460 1099 978 978
6 2298 2285 2298 981 1159 981
7 2203 2241 2241 1357 1614 1357
8 2094 2087 2094 1308 1516 1308
9 1946 1937 1946 1389 1587 1389
10 1510 1393 1510 2392 2447 2392
11 1755 2409 2409 2612 3264 2612
12 2039 2351 2351 2463 3105 2463
13 1782 2259 2259 3078 3230 3078
14 1350 1358 1358 2809 3066 2809
15 1536 1324 1536 3060 3002 3002
16 1054 1016 1054 2750 3001 2750
17 1358 1260 1358 2729 2852 2729
18 1131 744 1131 2855 3033 2855

i
ol 299 153
E()% 250 §AFE(W) 49 3
‘Mﬂ%@%%%mﬂmﬂ%%&%%wy“?°iﬁiﬁ
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Table 10. Optimal Conditions for Airbag Sensibility Experiments

A&37) A& 71sF 2R olE £4 WY
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<Table 10> BH, 7 AZlA AA B H& FFo] b2
A vdehdtt B Rbe BE AYdoza 18utd-40vtY
Ao A dE OWS o] So] ‘121tY-25mrd” A& OWS &
AEt I8 Z HH 2L 4,B,D,2 I,

OWS Optimal
Case iy
A,B D, A,B,D, Conditions
12mil‘e frontal versus 1157 1015 ABD, 4.4 BA)7] Eo]o]& AlH
25mile offset crush
18mile frontal versus | 186 445 ABD A& 2(Xerox)9] ‘HALZ] Folo]F Al (Miyakawa, 1993)
40mile offset crush ’ ’ B AA 71572 Aae S npRH Q2N FololF A E
Table 11. Data From the Paper Feeder Experiment
Misfeed Multi-feed
N N N, N N,
{ 20 40 425 45 S50 60 (20 30 40 S50 60 70 |80 825 8 90 120 160| 60 62.5 65 70 80 90
5 5 1 o o o005 o0 o0 o0 O OO0 2 2 2 2 2,0 1 1 32 3
5 0 10 15 20 30 40| 0 10 15 20 40 60 |30 35 40 50 60 30 40 60 70 75 80
5 3 0 0 0 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 3 3 0 1 1 1 2 2
3 0 10 15 20 25 0 10 15 20 30 40|20 25 30 40 20 30 35 40 50
5 5 1 1 0 5 3 2 0 O O0}0 2 2 2 0 1 1 3 3
4 20 25 30 40 60 0 20 25 30 40 50 60 65 70 80 40 50 55 60
5 3 1 0 0 5 5 1 0 0 0 2 22 0 0 22
5 20 25 30 40 50 20 25 30 40 50 30 40 45 50 60 40 50 55 60
4 1 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 33 3 o 0 2 2
|10 15 20 30 40 10 15 20 30 40 30 40 45 50 30 40 50 55 60
4 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 1 22 3
7 10 20 30 35 40 10 20 25 30 40 20 30 35 40 50 20 30 40 60 70 80
5 4 2 1 0 5 3 0 0 0 0 1 22 3 0 1 1 12 2
8 15 20 30 35 40 20 30 35 40 60 70|70 80 100 110 120 60 70 75 80 100
3 22 3 0 5 2 4 1 0 0 1 1 22 0 1 22 2
9 10 15 20 30 40 10 15 20 25 30 40|40 60 65 70 80 40 50 55 60 70
5 4 1 0 0 5 5 5 4 0 010 1 1 23 0 0 1 2 3
ol 0 8 1015 2 0 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 30 0 5 15 20 30
5 1 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 3 3 0 1 0 2 2
1" 0 5 10 15 20 0 § 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 30 0 5 10 15 20 30
5 2 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 0 1 1 0o 2 2
|0 1015 2 0 10 15 20 30 40 50 55 60 40 45 50
5 4 0 0 5 4 0 0 0 1 1 2 5 0 0 1
3 0 10 15 20 0 10 15 20 30 40 80 85 90 100| 55 60
5 5 1 0 5 4 2 0 0 1 1 4 3 210 2
14 10 20 25 30 35 40|10 20 25 30 35 40|20 30 35 40 45 20 25 30 35 40 50
5 3 2 2 0 0 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 1 1 4 3
15 0 S5 10 15 0 § 10 15 20 20 30 35 40 50 10 15 20 30
1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 O 0 1 32 4 0 1 4 4
16 5 10 20 30 35 5 10 20 30 40 20 30 35 40 50 60 (30 40 50 55 60
5 1 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 5 0 1 1 2 2
17 10 20 30 40 45 50|10 20 25 30 40 80 90 95 100 100 105 110
5 4 S5 2 0 05 3 0 0 O 0 1 1 1 0 1 1
18 10 15 20 30 10 20 30 35 40 60 65 70 80 90 120(60 70 75 80 90
5 5 0 5 5 5 0 0 0 1 2 22 3 0 22 3
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Table 12. Illustrations of the Threshold Friction Force of the Paper Feeder Experiment

Misfeed Multi-feed
N N N, N N,
10 20 30 35 40 10 20 25 30 40 |20 30 35 40 50|20 30 40 60 70 80
7 05 4 2 1 0 5 3 0 0 00 1 2 2 3|0 1 1 2 2
I, =35 l, =25 u, = 30 uy, = 60
gol7] fal FolA o] WA B vtFE()H TF A wEY (l”l ), (u,uy) = ZA7F 73t o5& o] 83}
ojgro] MAstA Re MEH(w)E 7T 4FoE £ R A AARE L0, S u,, o2 AT
ksl 33t} 3%‘ BAGE WIS EFE 311, &
870 AAIAE Lig(2' x37) ol ¥jX|SF(<Table 7>), & FAYF S A7|coZ 1A S AR /PO E $239)
SAAE 0|2 F SHtray)ol B e Fo 17} Foz  AE AARYY | AAGdE DE AT BEE AT T 43t
IR 29 042 1A AojAAt F DE25F0] I HAH FEL A,B CEF,GHIM, u BAZ 4FE 1|
ZAD EY FEYPE FFIEAAG A A }%15} Ztd A dAE B, Fola, HA &L BF oIt YA B, FE S
AN A7t ol A Y& Y7iA] npRE S 46 WA B FEUA AAA CE G HE EFAAE T8 4 Qo)
A, npEEE R 53] v APS A, S A 25 FEAAY AFH2AS A A8 AowsE A4ts
3 FE <Table 11> YERAITE E4 0 AHEEElolE = 21 35847 U2tk AoWs7H0RT A28, S5 F5AAY
Aol Fgol 13 HAL YA E 7|02 2 YA vhEY A 2A Ly AR D& BF ol WA Folold A
SN, FolAH 18] YAt o PG TOFolF0] oA AL HolHE BAY AH2AL A,B,C,5F,G,H,O
19) WA Ehe Hd mhE o] olef gt B AW IS 1 A ARG HH 2D @ ows,, £ 632201
A vpEE o] glE ujE AT 71ES 4838t 23] o)
A 032 & W] npEE S 7| S5 9A vpEEd
B3 oA <Table 1250 UERIQITH <Table 11> A5y 45 A= dloje £4 A} 2.
DATESE CEE AL TG YU AR CTable ol ehe) 24 B e aokeln, 2 AAE TS B
13> AA At 2t AP AN A e WY shaat g 9 .
A A vla gty 414 ol B g 34 A= 74 A
A A T 57 ElolE| 2 5E st A AA G 44
Table 13. Threshold Values of the Friction Force SR 2 AL rog sy, o5& A9 25%,
No I, 1, Lo u, u, U, 3H9] 25% AR DT Uo7 uges AAS BT A2
1 425 300 | 425 80 65 65 ERE Tota, A AUge Ao E dES 7|HE A8
2 150 150 | 15.0 35 70 35 ste] Q3 AAE AR o] TAA A7} FE FFS
3 150 200 | 20.0 20 35 20 AetA, AOWSE A4tste] 19 HA +2& A4 +9.
4 300 250 | 30.0 60 50 50 428 AN 84 4L 4 AFHAA Fas ukgdt
5 250 25.0 | 25.0 40 50 40 o|E17} 47 itk 1% u 74741%%" 2474 F AR & 3 &
6 200 150 | 20.0 40 40 40 S & o] &=, ol 5 49 33%, 3H9) 33% A FHE
7 350 250 | 35.0 30 60 30 OIE} A& ot **%EP TR A} BT FE FFY
8 40.0 400 | 40.0 | 100 70 70 Aol sFste] AOWSE A4kt Az, I grol At whet
9 200 300 | 30.0 65 55 55 A A oA} AU T nE AR Fhofsta ol £
10 5.0 5.0 5.0 15 15 15 gt ARl 2 At A2 E AA A
11 10.0 50 | 10.0 15 15 15 4387 4482 AN Fee BT %ﬁlﬁkol 270
12 | 150 150 | 15.0 50 50 50 ZhA ahehe 2 R 1, A AL G u, S BAFS
13 150 200 | 20.0 80 55 55 2 A 75F B A4S {lr‘sﬁz‘s T} 434 9] ofoju] o
14 350 250 | 35.0 35 35 35 25 Ao A A 8 27HA A R E AT
15 0.0 5.0 5.0 30 15 15 T AN 47 A ZAS AL FH, O AHE T}
16 100 100 | 10.0 35 50 35 o AF A 2AL E2590. 4449 Folo]$ AHE = 4.1
17 450 250 | 450 | 100 110 100 A4 34 9] Abg 9 2] e Fe 2HA Ayt yes
18 | 200 350 | 35.0 65 70 65 Hlo|HE thokslA A7) 98 715% olAol npEE e 243}
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Table 14. Summary of the Data Analysis for the Four OW Experiments
Operating Window Size
Case Study ) .
Method Optimal Conditions OWS
, GLM A,D, G, H, J,L,M,N, 57.15
Wave soldering
Proposed A,D,E, Gy H, J, L, M, N, 60.20
SN ratio A, B CD,E F,G, 12.75
Electron beam
Proposed A,B G D EF,G, 13.00
) Case 1 1,168
SN ratio A,B,C D,E,
) o Case 2 1,585
Airbag sensibility
P q A BD Case 1 1,181
ropose D,
P e Case 2 1,560
Response Modeling AyB, ,,C D E,F, G, H, 36.40
Paper feeder
Proposed A,B,GEF, Gy H, 48.20
HA AEE Akl vpEYd met A vk gEA U /e & d7dA AR HAxA L g5 A1 21 e
ot mebA vhEE o) a3 Adue EEY e W uydte] FES A AT H A SNHIE o] &3 FHET
g st 715 % S A3 vlolHE Aee it OW7HH AL Agta 71h e oo Ak 2] 749, SN
w =ToA AGE F4 W 4 A B4 2AE H HE o] & B4 2] AldE L AAC ET T87
Az, OWS SHolA wlaste] <Table 14> AT A F5A A SRR, F &4 FHAA T T2
71& EA oA glol B g™ ALE = Joseph and Wu(2002)9] & Sttia ddk Q1A A, B, DO HH 2L A ¢} OWSE
Het AYEY(GLM) B <, DAY S4 oopd) o2 AL o] 7 7kA A9 F T AN e ¥ 23, g8
A= SNHIE, Fo]o] 4 A& Joseph and Wu(2004)9] ¥H8 Ao N = o Ft} Folold A}fﬂl% A DO X3 1 9
He B TS ARt WA A ooty 22 o=, HAzo] A AATE27H(A, Gyl S oA
T Al PRS0l 7€ SNHIE IHE o] &3 Aoltk. o 712 43} Ajke W o £4 Ao & o]z /1AL, OWS
ofH s} Folol g AtEl = TA A A4 o] FHA FAE0l = Al¢E el ¥ At
o2 ATE T3l AFolHE IntE A1 E Bdojy kg
He Zdd g os 430 ok o] W o] A A
Aol AL s Aol dFA 2oldE 5 7|5 Ad b o]E] 24 Eol
ofg]zol Jloemg & AFoME olsfsta A §etr] 4% W
WS AAG otk B 7 AT LS 93 <Table 14> £ DTS AE37] 4w HolE TN MRS HHS
AN ANE OWSE 4 Ao HAxAd £3d 2E A 01%0}04 AAT 7154 dole 9 a3t A AAG S 4
2 ggoE d2x2 ANsad Bud 252 1 Ao Sk e AdEtaL vl 7HA Akl AP EolEE £4 %
g o HAzA 02 AAd oWse 7|2 B4 wse  ARE AT B AT A PEE o] &3t A
OWS7 2 A0l SIE AE o 4 9Tk Aol v Al e AV AR Aot olwel mel AARE st N2 e
AT el A 71 24 Aot BE 49 AR o TASA B 5 A
3 JAzAL £2390. o|dA & A} 2R FolA B AT AR Bl Bt 2 A o AE we
AP oaE B2 ool YAZAL Aato wrgstog A T A ol W dloly ¥Wse A7) el BAw
W, OWSE AANT TA oZas omMatoveshooing T AFHE 71F9 B Zlolth W] 24 g Wl Asjg
AR QoA 4 AT AT AAE MAT U, R ATl O 0N sk & F FASE olg3el 4, 0
Aed dRo He o] 83td o]Hd A wxete ¥ U Aol "t EolH WEo] ATy, 44 /|E S G2
Ego] 2 Aolth o 270 = 3700 ElolE Rt AT, 43, 444 A" 1, ok
M A3HE A AR, oINS F A, ® 083 BASI 41,4285 o) 4} EE 57
TR B4 Ade vtk QA E Yo Fad At HelE de A, s 2 3h4f 2

N

247 FEol 22, 0WsSl Aol A4 EY £ of o] 1}
o ekt 2102 Belth 1A §4 At A7 A, C, DS
A7 2700 A2 BEA tepA T, OWS Ao 2 2ho]}

N

9 2‘31 &H &, A eHw)S
= 4 (10077 '“0.33)‘74' (Lo.z55

Ug05) Ol B3}, TH E| o] Bl 9] =7} 671 o] Aol e, 1
9 25%20 1,00 77HE AE3HE, v 9] 2300 AP
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uy o5 7V AEFhe o 8T AARE Aot VES

Z2J 3k <Table 15> A|A }c;;u}

Table 15. Guideline of Threshold Determination

Variation of the (/, u) limits
Small

Number of
(I, u) limits

Large

(x> Umin)

(lmax > Upj n)

(los> uos) (lo.g7> tg.33)

W W

(ly7ss Upas)

. .
6 or more (lo.55 tg.25)

* P
ly.75: measured limit closest to I, 5

* . .
Uy o5 measured limit closest to w5
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