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Control charts for profiles with binary data in the presence of

between-profile first-order autocorrelation

Shang Yanfen, Li Zhen, He Shuguang
(College of Management and Economics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China)

Abstract: Profile data exists in a lot of complicated manufacturing processes. Considering the first-order
autocorrelation between profiles, the generalized linear mixed model (GLMM) is used to express the auto-
correlations between profiles. Furthermore, the profiles are transformed into independent ones based on the
GLMM model and related parameter estimation methods with step-by-step procedures are designed. Then, a
Shewhart-type control chart based on likelihood ratio statistics is proposed to monitor the shifts in processes
with first-order auto-correlated profile data. Considering the insensitiveness to small shifts in Shewhart-type
control charts, a cumulative sum (CUSUM) control chart is also proposed based on the standardized likelihood
ratio statistics. Simulation results show that both the Shewhart-type control chart and the CUSUM chart pro-
posed in this paper can be used to detect shifts in a process. Moreover, the CUSUM chart generally outperforms

the Shewhart-type control chart.
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1 3

45 vt FE 5 il (statistical process control, SPC) /5 ¥4 Aid #2 i & Wi 4% T R, 7813k LA AR 55k Hh 45 3]
TR, ARG B AT LU T ) — e e 2 o iR AT A, SR T A R AR AR AR
e A SR AL, AT R AR AR B AR AE B AR R, 5 B 18R S AR BOME LI ARG A2 % AN e Ao
PEAR B B, 15 otz i B ) Ve e 2 52 3 ™ B 2 ), Huih 2 230 IR 1P 385K (ARL) 2 HLEA I AH DG
FE A, B4R 2 (false alarm rate) K i (21, S04e] Sy [ A G 25000 A 37453 1) 4 o) 1, ot 3 o a4 o T Wi 114
IR 19914 Montgomery5s Bl 25 7 JUAFP — Joid 72 7 Ab B8 B AR SCHAE ISPC 532, 4 T J5 Uk 54 i 57
L AH G G5 A AR RS0 B ZE AT P, MR T AR AE — O B AR B R S A A AE L AH DG N P s ) i) L AE LA b
2006 /K 55 W 120074 P& (20t — oo 2 Jeid B4 7 T2 &, #4SPC [ AH G 1 g Je 3
T . 20124 5 SCRAE DI T 248 i A DG R Bl 28 0 R I O A ) e, R TR E IS T
— I 2 AR BRI AL BT 2 (MEWMA) #2 [

bR 7 —JuEl 2 n B BRI, R SE R A, B B R BT R I R eR G ROk AR, e

vin i3 P 2 5 Sl P BT (] P DG R, 3 e 12 78 2 R A R 78 2 [ 1Y) R BROC R AP R R (profile) [0, AR 4%
il A o) ot B AR P O A B (Y AR AT S IR R K2 . IR ARk, R TR I R RS ] TR K .
5 —JuEZ Ju i RS, £E SRR B L, 6 RO 1 R] REAFAEAH SCHE, EE W120084F Noorossana 45 712 3]
PRV 4R I R B R s, VRO R R IR S5 B IR R, (R I A — B B R S5 P 2 SR T — B B P 3%
JEJE, BRBE AN N AFAE E A S AC B . B #8581 AR 5% ) i, B HIIE 78 20 97 1) AR SR T
o Y ) S s R s o) AR A O B AR R e S s R s o TR, AR AE A G IR T B R R 4 | ) R AH G SCHR
AR T R B A Hoh— 3R R R P A G 19 B, 20094 Soleimani 5 B i 1) B AR(1 )7 i Bk 87 5 2%
PEFCEE N B A S 1) E A e, $R T T2 FIEWMA P R4 il B 43 591 6k 5 70 2 HORN B 22 147 R 9. 2014
HEZhang % PVRE T 15 Wi i #2457 (Gaussian process model)$i H 5 Fh 22 78 S AR e 1] 1, 20 ol i s 2 1 i 3
TR B0 P AH SR T00. 53— 2R 50 B R) I AH 56 1) /8, 20164F Khedmati % UOVE i M) B U ST T & 18 BR 56 B0 18] 1)
ot HAHCVE, TR T UG T B @ AL 1 T4 . AT B A G TH B A e S G 38, AH 0% B8 HO 2R ey 13 6 J3t 428
HIFIRIE T FE RO B A A7 AE AR K 228 U1, 201 14E Koosha% 27T 1 S0 48 R N A7-7E 1 AH 5 F il g, S ik
REUE IEFZE ] LRSI SCEME VR A A TR o3 Aol e B A1 B AH DRk OS2, 42 S — b Y RO 24 ) 1. )
J M 8 ARy 1 O Kt B ER TR) A7 AE B R S R G R 1 ) e R, R e R A IAH SR SRR, SR, IR S ] R
SRR R AR, EEan i v b AN TR AL B R T DL G B, (RIS AE AR AR A b R B 23 A R e
FE HAHIR. I, AR SCEE X AFAE — B B AH 9% 0 X500 )82 8 J50 5040 10 M 48 10) REUEAT 1 J732: B RIR ST, (AR N
FEAHE:

1) o AR e 8 55 40 1) A SR A

2)FETAEIE J5 A2 45 [ AR AY, 32 H G812 0 AUAR LR A e S 7R 4 o P

3) % L8 B KSR 4% ) B0 T i R A SO R 1, S5 A bR HEALAR L ik &, R R B AR
FICUSUM#Z il .

LA 1R

DR H) F AR S 38 K, ARIA 4 S8 A 12 il B ACUS UM il B I PE RE AR 2 PR, (B2 ML, JE 3 3R
L4

20T AR R EOR A RS 15 10, CUSUMTE il 78 I 478 vh /M i A% I 00 T PR i iy S L 4% 1 ).
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3V TR R A A TR DL, o1 e K/, CUSUMAZE il BERAL TR Rp S 2 2] .

2 MR ABRBMES RS YT

2.1 EERNES

T, ELAA o AR A AT DL T R A AR A B 2 e )8 AR R AN I A N, 8RR 2
5] Y3455 2 (logistic regression model) 1. 7558 — By Bt i 46 BR i FR 4 il v, RS R LR B T 0 3 ol
PE, RSB R I FEARRC B TR 567, 7 = 1,2, .. n N EURE fUBUS NG S IR IUAE, G v g — A L0 6 i A
s (Bernoulli distribution), B it & 47 M HUE R A G # (1) A E0), BN A WIME H A G4 B0
MHEN BNy, ENE R U B R TR, SR, v IR 35000 4, iy ~ BIN (N, mi5), Hohm; &
AN SN REAKRE B R 5 7 BUORE 507 A AN S A i R R

=1 BUAEULAA

Table 1 Instruction for sampling

ARG () 1 Hjﬁ‘“‘j) .
y11 (N11) y12 (N12) Yin (N1n)

2 y21 (Na1) y22 (N22) e Y2n (N2n)

& [ ER ) B A AH SRR 0, RIS — MRS B R S 802 1 — M AR R I S B SR, —
B BAEAE — 8 ARG, A% Gt (1) 32 4 [l VA AL X DA TR TP AR M, AR ST N SR M TR & B Y
(generalized linear mixed model, GLMM). H HAH QR (P M FEAR RS R I1) ) L TR B BIAL E SUA
logit (W(ifl)j) = X;F/B(ifl) + Z;'Tu(ifl)a (1
Horhr X IR [E E fE R B, Z R mBELE AR [, B/ AL I (A1) R . fEAH i B AH SRR I, BEATL S I
TRUF) 30 ) 3 2 IR 22 TG B3 2 A (1 p 4 ) s 131, (ELZE 24 7 1) R0 aa HR B 55 77 260 86 T 11 1 A DG T
FERH AR £ 1 5 PT i £ 32 B0 SRR ) S, AR ST IR IS Ve 58 B (B A7AE — B EAH S I Il R, BH 5% 31
BN, BL—Hr AR IR
U; = PUG—1) + &4, EiNNp(O, O'QI). (3)
I BRAE A, BeA (D), )M (3)T#3
loglt <7Tij) — X]TIBZ = (loglt (71'(7;_1)]') — XJTB(z—l)) + Zf€i,
¥ XA
logit (m7;) = X, B, + Z] e, @)
i (1—

©
i i—l)j)
bl = — €(0,1), B, = Bi — ¥Bu_1).
Tom (1 - W(i—l)j) + (1 — ) 772‘;—1)3‘

IR B AL 70 (E B AR S8 B ) A5G SCR [ 1OV OR8], R AR SCER IR (4) Th B
PN e, A2 TCIEZS 7347, DRI IA Y 3(4) 72 5% T, A B [ TEAH SR T I GLMML
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2.2 BEES¥M&LIT

MR T R MR (4), TEHUAR 268 (0 — 1) FIEE MR AR SC B AU 2 J5, mT DS TSR s 2015 B A A 2 40 1)
B RALVERAETH(MLE). {EAE SEFRAd 5 AR /) — 3 (iterative weighted least square, IWLS) {5 1HH
U ACMLE UL 14151 "R HEREE 45 H FITWLS AT S 8 1H 10 5 LA B 3.
22.1 AHAEHH T &

XA FEARTE R, nJ13 0T (8], &) IR E X EUAER R £

6= {Inf(yle:) +Ing(e)}, §))
j=1

Hrp f (yile;) 72 B Rle, Iy, I S5 205 B pR 2, Hon e X~

Yij

j=1
b (e:) BB Tile, IR LR B 1), e IR Z TTIES 01, €5 ~ N,(0,0°1).

B, G P T HEIN AR EHAEARER. SRR T (8], &) B G X BULLR o £, W15
B8], &) = argrﬁr}ax&. BRI 8, XF T 5N R BR, 408 N AR T, IR B AE B AN H
PRI AS B [ 52 N = N, A SR R 5 . 5 2 E A T B (8, ) IS S
Be = (BT, e) . BB AR R HL(S), AKX TER T

or
—~ = H" 6
11 T12 * L1p 211 212 * Z1p
Xoxp Lnxp Ta1 Loz " Top Z21 %22 " Z2p . AT o\ T
Jh H = X = zZ= n=((-i)" - (ze)") .
OPXP IPXP
Tn1 Tn2 " Tnp Znl Zn2 """ Znp
ot ) . X
éf\% =0, "3 LR R TERIIWLS 7 18
H"WH¢=H"Wq. @)

H W = diag {W;, Wa}, &) L Z B MR E M, W, = Ndiag{#] (1 —77), 75 (1 —75),...,
(L — 7))} Wo = 0L, g = HE+ W RN HESHER, y = N(1),7h,...,7m) , i/ =
N (&), &, ...,2)".
222 HHAE 6%

FANEARR S L, (LR IE IS N AR Ak THE P 2(7) IIWLS 77 B4 o #5 F ok AR 153 2. 3L
AR LT LUEGN N LR D BR.

BB ARSI AR BLE A, W LOA N Be Mt CLRIE, Bhhhe I AII(E MO MIp4E 1E 2550 A
Yok, FTRERIEARMIIEIE NE® = (1 — ) BT, 0T)", B AT E Ak = 0.

S G (k + D) VOER, FETEWHEALL®, WE | q®) TR RT) R B Em 24T HE

Fh+1) _ Tyxs(k) o (k) (k)
I3 H " WYWH H W%Wq'"™,

B AAERIREONE — &k + 1.
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B3 HEBR. EEEHM L DL UGN €W — £V /|| €0, < e. Hrpe2—AMHTB
/N T 4, X AT e = 1077, ||o||, R ) o b A 435 2 nd e 2 A0 031,

3 HEiEHE

BERIIRL (4), A SC G 7 ST — R RERS R I W 2 B! e, A5 1 [, AN RE AR B R 1A) M S PE R 5 59, R B2
PR R AR HE 2 R AE AR ARSI, 42 ] BRI AR BB R Pt & R P05 5. SR SE28R A il vk T S AL R 1), R
T 7 B AAEAIG G iE . ALK LU A6 Gt T i e 4 ) BRI A — Pl F I e it 2, LA A2 R 8 78 40 1 F R
A R A RS R U3 7 BRI 5 T 2% I T ALLSR B A4 ) TR R bR A 0 AR, EL AR T4 5 B AR
J5 7 (shewhart-type) 4% 1] B 75 B8 5 1) 2 $i s /b 1161,

SRR B LU A9 {35, w3} ARSEFIGLMMON AL (4), 380 = 0. 5 HE LA T B BEA %

HO:ﬂ;:Bé)vo-Zo-Ov
H, : B # B} 8 o # 0y.

M S5 AEARES B A LA IR SR &R
LR; = 2(4(&) — (&)

SFLRGUHE, f oL — A E RIS Rz 18, i & A
LR; > h,

v o BeE IFEHIRR, FH RIS 2R € 1 2 2R A T -F 1985 K (in-control ARL, 12 JARLy).

Blan, ¥ ARLy = 200, WU I A S ) 28 — 2848 R (type T error) MIHER N0.5%, BITE 3242004 T #5H E
FHOS%HIA B R, N7 E e, I i H ECNLR-S. BT HAH T 55 — MEAR R AIE, 288 1 tLaT
WL E ] — RPIEEA, IWEL R, 1X 7] 68 5 BLR-S% | XS /M F8 A5 Uk, R 5] N 45 BR (warning
limits) B HAh BN (sensitizing rules) 7] LASGE HAE /M AL 15 T T (M RE, AEL[R) I 2474 ] R 1t F 52
K ARL, 171,

R B RS WU 5 B BE /MRS S, B A A IUEL 2 F PR IUAE AN B 2 w4 ) g e R
RAAMCUSUME ] &5 — M ] afe (R g ERJ7 8. BEAN, AR ST b B — AN BR X B —NMREE LR SGeit
&, B & # ¥ 2H (rational subgroup) MIFEAE N1, IX tHZ2CUSUMEE | BB A BB KB B3 5. 28 B RTid, K
SCHEFAUIR EEA i — A CUSUMZ il .

19964 Sullivan¥s 1815 tH, *n— coltf, ASA LL 45 tF LRI LAk A H B FE 20253 15 75 8 A
JEn— oolX — B & 115 B, 20075 Dai%s W0} i A IE 25 43 A 10 AN SR ) ) iR T — s &
PREALLAR L G 11 B ICUSUME il . 25T Dai%s UM 72, X 2450 i) &, $2& H L FCUSUMSt i &

C; = max {0, C(;_1) + SLR;},

Horp SLRyZ X LR AT AR e S5 I Se i &, B

SLR, — LR = P (LRo)

Var (LRo)

E(LRo)FlVar (LRo) 4 B8 2 £ 4k A FLRE: H it i 11 4 A0 77 22, Daitss U0y BF 9 oh 40 th 7 7 A
M — 76 15 25 49 A1 6 2 % T R B 4 A1 AELZE 24 30 0 B, o1 T BF 00 5 A, 4% B S th A
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BALIR, R A BT TR 2UE A4S 2, R BURE S I 07 5 A5 L T S R AR, AR 1A L
i 5.1, Cp), — BC B H T T I8 4 % {8 (decision interval) H, K455 5 it 2 & W, 38 1 8 B H vl ik 355 2
HIARLo. [FIFEHL, 77 (8118, ic BLECUSUMAZH B LR-CH2 i &

4 HEMEEEEN

R T REE AT FLATE T BT s ) P ek ) I A B AR AN 0040 A L J R]AFAE AH D% M A 0 BRIk R 0 MR
fig, Btp = 2, AT LI FGLMM
{10git (mij) = Bo + Brzj + wir + winz;, j=1,2,---,n,
U; = PUG-_1) + €4

HpwBy=1,0=-1,n=20,z=z=(In(1),In(2),...,In (20))T, g; ~ Ny (0,0%I), 0 = 0.05.

K BT BEE I 32 PR A TR B 07 125 iy AN B (1) rh Rl AR B AN B 4 S R ey, O LIS A ST WP
R B BUE KT FREAERE E AN, = N = 100, HR4Emo, MN A BCEE — N5 B E R yo,; (05 1
BEHLED), SR 5 5T 45 7 BAH R R B @R AR O R 8 B B iRy 55, P25 T B A2 G IR A 408 1 8 36 2
3 A3 th I B BT 7 VAT A5 R E,. TEARIRE 554782 P Gt B 5073k, thé e it H A5
Mz B GE T BLRNC,. K R ] B PSR BEE R = H = X 0050 = 10.597, BRI 42 & & 4
B RERIM R Na = 0.005, 21 FEEEK NARL, = 200. X T A SCHTHE H 055 58 5 FH O 0 32 1 &
W, B eflpie = AN REESEL, 40 i PE 150 B0 JE J2 AR B AN 46 B[R] (R AH O 1. 4R FILR-SAILR-C P A=
il FEEAH R M oA [RIZKE T, I B R 58 (BEE) « 61 (BHE) o (Wi %) KA REIERE, 0T H T
Xof TP R 4% 155 LR A AH O R Bl e DL R BUE: ¢ = 0.1,0.3,0.5,0.7,0.9 GRRJEEIRIAH &M B/ 30°K), Bt
B s B A AT 10 000747 E. 17 5 P N B M By B E I i 2 251 LARR #E 22 0 o BRAsr, T N i % 2 J5 93 31
NPy + Ao HBy + ko, Mo EMINRFE 2 5 Avyo. &FimFe 5% T ARLIIT B4 R iR 2~RKAFR, HoHE
5 AN BT ARLI bR ZE.

HH 2] S0, KT P b4 ) 1, 45 08 B — A m A (RIN— ), B 55 1A AH ¢ R By g ok, — &
(1 ARLYE B35 BN B B AR 22 55, X 1 B, s o) ] B AR 0 T30 R (R AR AEAH G HE R SR i R — o
() M 428 R, AR LM B ATY 52 PR T AH S R DR /IS, R S e ek /), 2 o) 1] Py s 42 % SRR 7. T 7 46 J3R 1) AH OC &
BORFFAALIN, b5 Ry 50 B Bk rE b2 (138 0, P Fhzs il B B ARLE B35 A K ia$e =, HAE K25
15 00 N LR-CH2 i) ] 1) R I EEAL TLR-S#E 1 B, A EeE /M= 0.1) WM KE 1.50) b, J53& 4 A+
X HT SE U R RE. 0T LU SR3FN R 2 45 SR mT i, 7EAH ¢ R B oA R, PR il 0 T-RE 28, R Al
T2 T 1 M 4% 20O LT #0800 By b R AR A % B L, B 8 0 T-He B Y A 22 B R AR e i 1 100 S
U, BRI 2 A, 23 B s ) B T AN A AH DG 1k, A AW F% DK /IS B ARL A B8 A A T 5 2 29 F 3 AH AL
FH R AT 7~ I 07 J0&8 SR AT 0, 7 s i a2 s o 22 O AR A0 S A U M e 1 2 i 3. (BT 2, AE
AR UHE Z o KA WAL I, o 10 %6 R 18] AH OC M I K/, LR-CH2 il I 7E 5 Mo i #2 7K F T [ ARLYE RE 3 A1
FLR-S#% i 4.

BEAb, X T 3R2~FKar B AP 3245 T, LR-CH il I ARL I bRk 22 #5 /N T LR-SH il B, 6B H& Fr i
(1925 TR AEAL LSR L I CUSUMG T B AR T Ja & LS Ee e H & B /N 13 By, 30K 5 A LR-CHE SE PR
FH R R BT S PR AR S B

FRAE A5 B 07 L85 S W0, AR SCHR H I o s o) BT R R 4 () M 2 RO, TG R X B R s vf 22 R A
F& [P, P i) L ARLE B JC N R HA . B4 Bk, LR-CH il 1 ARL I R 200 T LR-S#E I . EAh,
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X T B AR E R A TS TR (RN w8y ANAR), B e 6 18] AH DG (K22 55 (02 K), T 422 il B PR AR LA B0 45
AR AN FIRE L BRI R, IXUEHT 1 8 B T RO A S P xR RE S A 52, B 1A 7 (4) AR — e fE
JE LIS T BRARFEAS S BRI B AR S, (L SERR b oR 58 A B, DR A2 78 BR Ve 3 S A ) /s —sfeidifili
THER —BURE AT (9, a0 Tk — 2 B 55 50 22 95 B 58 3 TR0 AR O 0t 2 1 1 1k e sz i, 75 g ik —
B

F2 WBREABEEL) LETARLAVERELLER
Table 2 ARL comparisons with shifts in the intercept 3o

A
e EHEER
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 L5 2.0

LR-S 143.1 (10.49)  87.2(1594)  50.5 (9.40) 26.1 (4.75) 15.2 (2.83) 3.9(0.73) 2.0 (0.37)
0.1

LR-C 91.9(6.80)  26.0(1042)  15.0(6.19) 8.2 (3.23) 6.9 (1.86) 4.8 (0.48) 2.4(0.25)

LR-S 1553 (8.16) 1064 (17.49)  77.5(14.12)  56.6(1045)  49.0(9.12) 425 (7.85) 32.4(5.92)
0.3

LR-C 1045 (5.40)  65.9(1125)  53.3(9.42) 47.5 (7.00) 36.8 (6.07) 25.6 (5.05) 16.8 (3.95)

LR-S 187.4(2.32)  139.1(11.12) 125.6(13.68) 101.1 (18.19) 90.1 (16.92)  86.6(15.72)  72.5(13.13)
0.5

LR-C 1353 (1.55)  115.8(7.38)  98.4(9.05)  92.8(11.88)  722(11.09)  555(1047)  35.8(8.63)

LR-S 193.6 (1.19) 1753 (4.53)  171.6(520)  1542(8.63)  141.8(10.89) 1362(11.75) 121.0 (14.87)
0.7

LR-C 175.5(0.79)  168.9 (2.97) 1499 (347)  1485(5.62)  127.8(7.01)  81.8(7.78) 55.9(9.77)

LR-S 196.3 (0.67)  194.8 (0.96)  180.8(3.55)  171.9(5.29)  163.2(6.86)  154.4(8.38)  149.5(9.20)
0.9

LR-C 195.8 (0.44)  194.1(0.63)  176.6(2.33)  167.7(3.45)  156.0(4.53)  96.0(5.50) 69.6 (6.25)

&3 WBREAENES ERIARL BOMERELLE
Table 3 ARL comparisons with shifts in the slope 51

K
o TR
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.0
LR-S 173.4 (4.86) 111.5(16.05)  72.5(13.13) 25.2 (4.65) 15.8 (2.90) 6.8 (1.28) 3.6 (0.66)
0.1
LR-C 113.3(3.18)  40.8 (10.86) 24.4 (8.90) 19.9 (3.06) 13.7 (1.94) 8.1(0.84) 4.8 (0.44)
LR-S 174.6 (4.75) 124.6 (14.13)  84.4 (15.77) 40.9 (7.42) 30.1 (5.58) 17.1 (3.20) 10.5 (1.95)
0.3
LR-C 125.3 (3.03) 55.0(9.16) 36.1(10.43) 19.6 (4.97) 12.2 (3.59) 7.8 (2.09) 5.4(1.29)
LR-S 179.7 (3.83) 153.5 (8.63) 109.0 (16.85)  70.0 (12.91) 53.3(9.89) 31.6 (5.87) 19.9 (3.63)
0.5
LR-C 148.8 (2.46) 88.5(5.67) 55.0 (11.05) 22.7(8.55) 15.1 (6.49) 9.0 (3.79) 6.6 (2.43)
LR-S 188.2 (2.19) 169.9 (5.52) 144.8 (10.07)  97.0(18.27)  81.4(15.23) 51.4(9.52) 31.4(5.69)
0.7
LR-C 165.4 (1.42) 119.7 (3.58) 76.8 (6.79) 32.3(11.78) 23.3(9.81) 13.0 (6.21) 8.5(3.73)
LR-S 193.8 (1.13) 170.1 (5.54) 147.3 (9.92) 113.1(16.32) 88.3(16.06) 57.8(10.81) 38.8(7.24)
0.9

LR-C 174.0 (0.74) 137.3 (3.56) 86.0 (6.40) 36.6 (10.46)  26.8 (10.89) 15.5 (6.88) 9.5 (4.69)
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Table 4 ARL comparisons when the standard deviation shifts

. N Y
i ] B 2
s IR 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20 1.25 1.30 1.50
01 LR-S 37.7 (7.10) 14.4 (2.71) 7.8 (1.46) 4.5 (0.82) 2.9 (0.53) 1.7 (0.32) 1.1 (0.21)
’ LR-C 28.7 (4.57) 10.0 (1.78) 5.5(0.95) 3.1 (0.56) 2.4(0.36) 1.3(0.21) 1.0 (0.13)
03 LR-S 40.3 (7.40) 15.9 (2.96) 8.9 (1.62) 5.9 (1.10) 3.8 (0.70) 2.4 (0.45) 2.0 (0.36)
’ LR-C 30.9 (4.92) 10.9 (1.96) 6.2 (1.07) 3.8 (0.71) 3.2(0.47) 2.0 (0.30) 1.7 (0.24)
05 LR-S 43.9 (7.95) 17.6 (3.22) 10.1 (1.87) 7.1(1.29) 4.8 (0.90) 3.2(0.58) 3.1 (0.56)
’ LR-C 33.3(5.35) 11.9 (2.10) 7.1(1.21) 4.5 (0.86) 4.1 (0.59) 2.8 (0.39) 2.6 (0.37)
07 LR-S 45.7 (8.30) 19.2 (3.56) 11.6 (2.14) 8.1 (1.53) 6.0 (1.13) 4.2 (0.79) 4.1 (0.75)
’ LR-C 35.5(5.51) 13.7 (2.28) 8.1 (1.43) 5.5 (1.00) 5.2(0.72) 3.6 (0.51) 3.5 (0.49)
0.9 LR-S 47.3 (8.68) 20.5 (3.81) 12.8 (2.36) 8.9 (1.63) 6.9 (1.30) 5.0(0.92) 4.9 (0.90)
' LR-C 37.8(5.79) 15.1 (2.44) 8.9 (1.54) 6.3 (1.07) 6.0 (0.85) 4.6 (0.60) 4.3 (0.58)
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