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Abstract

In industrial production processes, process data often exhibit complex multimodal distribution char-
acteristics due to heterogeneity in equipment parameters, raw material properties, and process con-
ditions. Such data structures exceed the applicability of traditional statistical process control meth-
ods, which typically rely on unimodal or identically distributed assumptions. The intrinsic multi-peak
nature of multimodal data makes it difficult for conventional parametric modeling approaches to ac-
curately capture the true data distribution, thereby compromising process monitoring performance.
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To address this issue, this paper proposes a data-driven monitoring method. First, a Gaussian mixture
model is introduced to model the probability density of multimodal process data, overcoming the lim-
itations of prior distributional assumptions inherent in traditional methods. Based on this model, a
negative log-likelihood statistic is constructed and integrated with an exponentially weighted moving
average strategy to detect process anomalies. Numerical simulations and real-world case studies
demonstrate the feasibility and practical value of the proposed control chart, offering an effective new
approach for quality monitoring in multimodal processes.
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1. 5|8

Guit i R HI(SPOVWE N —Fhid FEAR € IR AR HOR, A T HliE s 212 B H . &4t SPC %1
(140 Shewhart X F)F LI FERL IR — BN B b, S d FE R A B R 2 0 A, B
M2 % B B 40 (Probability Density Function, PDF) S I B — IEAE HFAE[ 1] SRT, LR Tl R R I 2
EIN AR, OIS MAEL M EIETARAT NRHE2]. A I R Je 2 Mg AR D ey, R F
(R FE A 7T e I 2 RS A, BRI PDF e 2 MG . EA SO, 3P i 22 0645 A5 T A2 1 )
I FREAR N W O 2 A R

2RI R T REHHA NI, BT X EEAR A L RS FE 0 A%, B
IEHE DU S — BAR I S B AT R e IS . 2 BES I R B 1 0 A0 R AE 2 AN Rl i KA, Fes REth 4k
SRS M AR . XAEHL SR SPC TIAAEAL B Z BUSHUR I T RER AV . fEBOHaYE.
BRI S RGRT, T 7 R AR AR R E . AR, T AN ARSI Y v 4 ] B AE SRR
P . Quifiones-Grueiro 55 A [2]%F Z AR IR FEEAT 100 4h, 05058 52 Hh o018 i 46 R K0k 2 B
TEZe R, BT 056 P % A W A% A e el . 491140 Deng %5 N[350 3k S P AR M BALES A5 P S 305 MR 3 35
flivh, B 2SR CIMRERE . AT, N TERRAN S, HHRRBURERERT e, 3 HE0R
Bl SRR AT BB B, VRS I SURRHE AR R B Bk 1

Ty B ATAT Bk B2 AE S BETC /A R R i B, X 9807 ANV T 5 — BAR I S 80 i 2
R, X e SR ] [0 AR T I R A BRIl e, BV 208 AR A 0 A, DR IE F TR AE
AR R A 40, Hackl A1 Ledolter [4]4 H ) 5N S INAE 1) 48 UM 211°F- 2 (EWMA ) 2 B
THI) “RRERR” MIEERT, 1X 2 524 (In-Control, IC) /0 A YR B 1o A 3 A AN, A AT TR A FHUSCEE 2111
SEHIE P RHERARE o IR E TR AL B S50k, (FRTE R I 2 S HOR R A 2
RAEMmBE, HRODMRAE, WRESH, Rl KE A B2 B Z 12 h5. Qiu A1 Li [S]4EH
PRI E A 4T 325, AR5 HFH — 58 B 70 B 0 i v AR P A& AR 2 8 SPC & X e T84l 7328
IR RRr REER Z N A 5 S8R BR M, WEEE—EfRE LaEmE R AR, £T Lk
[V R, T LA B 20 RS T R T i B AR i SR I R 1 5 MR A5 VR B — e I T L.

AR T e T B A T A AR RSN R M T 5, F T B R B BSOS AR I I . B A
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TN T2 R o JEIE A T4 AR B AL 5 L R B(PDF), 7T A T A R S A ) A o Sk
T GMM 7530 SR AT @A, I BB 18 T AR MBS TH 73k (6] [7]. AR AR B 23S
AR AR o A T, BRI R IR SR 1 SO BRI EWMA M7 5o XA AT 3K )
fiETrik, RE A RO I S Hm A AR A AR . AT RIS HL T . 56 2
9T BRI TS, BRI AR, BT AT R . B 3 Il SRR
FOR o HE R M 5 SRAE AN R AR 57 N BEAT 1 BB T . AEER 4 Tl T AR SRR ZE B R A
PEOT RINA RN . BUE AR SCHT B A IR T AR IR BB A T 1A

2. 5%

BBEX ={x,x,, -, x| A—HPRELHEEIE, x R0 NZIMMEE. Ex 2 BEBIR0E )
B R, AT ARG e B SR (x> 1), RERAFAE A IC BHEEE (X, x,,0x, )
HFEARE N, MM IC 7510 f kgL, RO E K22 O 1C REAE AN K (Out-of-
Control, OCMRZS, BRI A IR R AL :

Hy {x, %y, x, | BAGZAZ AN 5

H, 3t e[Le]{x,xy, - x, BIERIEDAG £, {x,,o,x, ) BIERAE AT £,

Ho t MR, f AR, W f, = 1. NT S EZMNERZEEERE7], BB H W]
BEAFEM AR OC 165, KRR T M CHERNSERK EMmMEE, 5 IERT g
BORA A I, 7E 2 A R 0 B e 4% U7 V2 2 AT AT DL B B R A b s DU HE X P Fl OC 2R Y (1)

AR SCAR HE P 0 B AR 2 RS R (1 T RAFE LU AP R

IR 1. AT R TR A BAL T R ARSI AR AT A

PR 2. DPRAERISEAGTE T, IFEAT LB T .

IR 3 MRALIR 2 PEBIR RN THE, W8 EWMA G E, JFE T EL R,

2.1. EEURAEE
= TR G A7 (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM) & —Fiit R 2 B Al 1 F 57, BB AR 5 T4 = i

ARG . BRI X ={x,x,, -, x, |, BEEESHEMERE R K SRR S TR S
TREEALE SR :
£(5) =3 N (4]0 0
Hep, ow, N5 AT BIBGE, e iwj =1Ho<w, <1; 6, ={,uj,a]2.} RE AR B
ZH; /\/(x|9j) e, FoEaTaE x, HBEN u;r TTENGC .
2.2, BEMEH RS E
GMM  H {1 S8 i) R VAT FR0E MM 2 3 K o 5 FH BB TR DA o D) L 358 7Rt 5 U2 2 M T (Akaike
Information Criterion, AIC) [8]F1 U1 i-#f{5 & & 1 Il (Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC) [9]:
AIC =2k -21n(L) 2)
BIC =In(N)k—-2In(L) 3)
Hp, LABRI SRR T NOIFEARRIEE: kAR B S ENEE(GMM R EHE T B

WA . J7 ARE), XET—4E GMM, BRI BH 02, FLARAS A HBLE w,
B K-S, I B H0 S Sh
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k=K(2+1)-1=3K -1 )

AIC F BIC il i & 111 5 2 i ALRE G L6, e300 /MBI K A9 GMM. el fi#, 43 mlid o AIC-
GMM #1 BIG-GMM. 7£ AIG-GMM H1 BIG-GMM #5811, % H 11 82 i KAk (Expectation-Maximization, EM)

BE[101457 GMM 1 Z4L:
E b AL O LA x, BN y, «
_ N(xi|9j) . .
7/[]*_K—yl_lszs"'7n’_]_1323“'9K (5)
Z;W./N<xi|91)
j=
M 3B TR AR 24
Vi,
,l}j == 9] _1 2 (6)
Zn
L. 2
2.7 (x )
A_]Z'_ — " 9j:1727"'7K (7)
55,
aj a n B n S EhE

I AEATH LB SR

AIC #1 BIC i T/ B4 Ko 1E8E & K ARG R G m ey, =& nr DU UG T s 240
BxFTAEm AR, WTRESBA G, PAETURIE. ik, BATHE 7285 DU s 5l A s
TR A A (Varlatlonal Bayesian Dirichlet Process Gaussian Mixture Model, VBDP-GMM) [6] [11]. VBDP-
GMM 5| ANk A5 B i #£ (Dirichlet Process, DP)/E NS0k H & FAL 1 7> =5 K. DP % SUN
G ~ DP(a,G,) » /\qj, aﬁ{ﬂr’%%{ PEHH R AR, G, AFEAE AN CEE N & Am). 12
VBDP-GMM A4, 5@ A48 7 HEWT R A T K 25 0 = { NeRTs z} (F R ENE p, TTE

v BE w, U&Fﬁgﬁﬁzi(ﬁﬁﬁx HIP B> z,)o FEAR MM, KB —DAET 041 ¢ ((0) RITIAR
%E’J):?uﬁj\?ﬁ p(0]1X), 25y AbsR iR/ IMEAR 53534 q(0) HEIIFHAM T p(6]X) i) KL HUE:

KL(q|p)=[q(0 log |))d9 )
1T p(6]X) A BT HIAFRLR p(X), B R KL RUMORRAT (0. 2B,
RAVEFILLF 4 R
-
=@@P%£Q£%ﬂ@} (10)

= E, | log p(X]0)|-KL(4(0)[r(9))
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ik, f&/AMb KL 8 S T B R4 A8 4 S (Evidence Lower Bound, ELBO). JHid{fi{t ELBO,
fITmT DATS BB R (P UG 38 20 A, AT A TH AR 2R 24

23. BIEAR

TEA/NT T, $2H T HT GMM IR EL 1T IS5 5, DASEBint sy i 2 RS I FE 1Y OC R
RO TERY B 1T A AR M R e, AT H AR AN A2 5 IC RS B OC RAS. BT ZHEEHIE
BEIE IR 20 AT), BRSNS H 5 B (W Shewhart . CUSUM 5 EWMA)
A RETCIEA BRI FL AR A o AR B A 3 K 4% BB H, R IIZOE R P REAEAE PRI SR AL A2 OC 1%
5, RTBBISHORE S UL AR e 507 A2k . Rk, 7528 f i E i 7 vE N 1% B A T
DA% B YRS b 0 HE X R R OC S AL R

GMM 3t 7] 50 IE H SR AT WIS, RSB LI x, SR AT £ () » FREE X
LR AL SR (Log-Likelihood, LL) M 42 F2 o i S A8 Ak o W UEL MR 25 1C RS, FLAE i 25 i
A ) H DU R 225 T R, SO R LL E RN . N T 7R 2SI R R SE A e 2R i, 3R
AT SHIE A 5 B BSRME(NLL) S iH [ 12], FF 53 HI R bR, P2 S H B OC. X5 AN
DIME Y NLL E G0 & SR -

J=1

y,=-L = —log[ifvj/\/(xmj )j (11

Strb, L= log(f (x)) A% i ABLIGER LL i
9 T FE 2 BRI R BRI T A IR, ASOHER THET 23001 ) SRR (NLL) 03
SRR 3V BI(EWMA) S it &
0 =Ay,+(1-2)0_,,i=12,---,n (12)

H, E,RYIAMHE, ACHEVIREE =0. A2 FHERE, —BokiixT EWMA RAM#EGE, &
FE— MRS A T DUSE G RS I /N A, s 2 BRI A TR ) (A% BE R BURR 13] . X — 5B
FIREE T AR, AT 3T EERT T, A SCEFE T 2 €{0.05,0.1,0.2) =AMA. #EHI&K H &K
R, T 2 B SR S T IEHOIRAS . AR DR A = R Aok 5 1C dls i 2k
H 1.

3. B{EMEEELE
3.1. EEZSHE

5 AT TR BAN 175 RE R T 20 A P 1 AR 2 K i B 9 U AT i - Hackl A1 Ledolter 2 H
TET “FRHER” 1 EWMA KRR (5K HLE) [4], IXEhRtER 2 i H] 232 70 AV A I SRS B REATH B
WU, R AARFIIEIL T, 7T UL S R T B — N KN A n DT SRR {3y, x, P AE N
Z%, FFE SCHOWME x, FIARHEALRA

2 « N
R, —m(Rt _Ej (13)
Horb, RO x, KT n MIEFEAR {x,x,, -, x, | BIFE, B
R :1+zn“l(xl. <x,) (14)
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Hrb, I(x, <x) RIERVEREL Rty <x B, I(x, <x)=1, HUY0. F/& HLE #ZHI -8
T,=AR +(1-A)T_,,t=1,2,--,n (15)

Hep, T,=0HARZ AN HT >H K, WkHREER, HEH ARL, 533 17 4.
3.2. EHIES N EARRMATHRMEEE)

() ZESHEBERRE

EPE SR T, TR EARIRMN AL R ZHATER IC BIRE. RATETAFE R m AR
» M T BRES R AR . ASCERE T IO AR, E LR

Model A /' =0.5p,(x)+0.5p,(x)

Model B f=0.2p,(x)+0.2p,(x)+0.2p;(x)+0.2p,(x)+0.2p;(x)

Hrr, p,(x) RFEA x (NS j AR L R B X T 2 AR A I BN, 25 58 T R i A5 (32
S0 AR) AL s i 7 AT REAT BN 0 A, BORSEORE NS 1 PR

o

Table 1. Model parameter settings
=1 ERSHRE

AATHE s (%) p.(x) pi(x) pi(x) ps(x)
Y1540 05 A-1 U(0,2) U(5.7)
U(asb) B-1 u(0,1) U(3,9) u(6,7) U(9,11) U(12,15)
L ey e

@) EHESERENERT
TEFTA IR, AT E I s HR AN K n =300, ARL, =200 . I RE1{0.050.1,0.2} , ¥4
{6 Eo B2 0. J8E 10,000 RER (73, KA 0 R K, @A F 2 ] IRl PR . Fiil ] i Mg vk
REVFAT4EAR, ASCEZ N 7 EHIEI OC PEREFR IR ——OC 84T K EE(ARL) LS AR REFEAn——AH
SFF R E RMI [14]. Horh RMI & S0 F
1 & ARL; —minARL,

RMI =—

. (16)
mig min ARL 5

K, m 2P E RN MR, ARL, 24 EEHIEIEMZ N 5, 1 # ARL, {6, 1 min ARL, 2 FT 7 %
il B 7E e R S, B )5/ T ARL {H - 7EAH [R] ¥ #2165 St R A &5 1) ARL B T, B 5N ARL, 4%
KU EERERE . NBIRMEREIERAERE, S ENMETEEN, BB &/ RMI B3] E M6
B

3.3. BUEEBIEEE 4R

3.3.1. GMM HJRBUE TR ILL B E R

FEXT BRI A VERE LU 2 BT, BRATTE 265t GMM (s THPEREREAT T X bbb . BT, A
E S EHOR A, % AIC-GMM 1 BIC-GMM 7%, AIFSERENIG B4 K HEHEy 2 5
40, T VBDP-GMM F|H DP Hid Mk B (1) 7 EHOL T Wk 7 B4 RERE | REHmr R
BT T AT, BSR4y B g 2 FoR.
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B2 2 WIE, CEAS TR B A AR ) 2SR, =R 7 REGERE T B B AR, b
R =5 AR RN S 3 E A AR O, DR R ATTAE AR v i AR TR A T 2 RS R I SR AR
Uf. SR, TEMEIERIEEER, BT A FERREE MR ZE . o AIC-GMM 5 BIC-GMM H 3L )
SN E, BT EERETMG T BHTAES $3 GMM AR ROb iR X s 5 58, T R7E RSt
wH, BAEEE. AT VBDP-GMM (¥ NLL 5] EWMA #77 %, it~ VGNE.

XFTFRAU, N T 30 UE A ST AT i i B A R, RATE S T B TR s A i 2 S I R
FEAMREMER OC 5t ZHEIRETISEWME, A ESHAMRESY, 2HESIEFS &
B

Table 2. Number of components at convergence for different algorithms

2. TRIEZRWHAEH S ER

5 HEnEH AIC-GMM BIC-GMM VBDP-GMM
A-1 K=2 K=8 K=4 K=2
B-1 K=5 K=18 K=9 K=5
A-2 K=2 K=2 K=2 K=2

3.3.2. EEHSESE R MBATAIMERE
NFEBRAE A-1, OC HREEMNBIHMNHFEIE T (a) MESHIYMWBE U(ab)+s
5€{0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.75,1,2} , WAHIUERE A EA IR LRI AL E WAL s (b) v 1 PRIEE RS HO i

Bont, GBS MCRE RS, TR A R M R 1% 5, (u(a,b)—“;b}“;b ,

8 €{1.1,1.2,1.3,1.4,1.5,1.75,2,3} , FR LS HIFTBREL Xof RO REARIEZ O R JFRAT 1.1 1%, 1.2 &
S (o) INIETINALY . 3 Gl T 20 B E S M ITERELLERA R R4 T2 EIR
FES K wts T IEm B RPERE LU R 4 5 g th T TR UL OC Jnfil, 4 6 gt TR )Y
EHCEL OC /m il T ] E R MR RE LA R . I ERR A AI4E, o1k OC 15 SRR S Mm% id AL B
Mo FE A, VGNE #2 I ARL1 AT RMI A ASIA 2R AR, AT LS B R mil SRS AT A
A H R e LR %

Table 3. Performance of control charts under location parameter shifts in multiple components

® 3. T ENHENMES KRS TIERIER M EELLR

VGNE HLE

° A=10.05 4=0.1 =02 2=0.05 A=0.1 A=02

0 200.99 199.60 200.48 200.06 200.66 200.63
0.1 149.12 124.36 105.85 95.00 103.22 107.30
0.2 96.49 67.55 47.75 55.46 60.07 65.64
0.3 68.83 42.86 27.60 37.81 40.92 43.85
0.4 52.06 31.08 18.86 28.23 29.94 32.89
0.5 41.65 23.99 14.07 22.34 23.91 25.66
0.75 26.47 14.70 8.43 15.20 15.34 15.91

1 18.28 10.09 5.75 11.92 11.77 11.65
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2 6.90 3.86 2.28 8.45 8.49 7.77
RMI 0.521 0.195 0.0086 0.214 0.239 0.257
H 1.670 1.757 1.882 0.165 0.275 0.432
Table 4. Performance of control charts under scale parameter shifts in multiple components
® 4. T EMNENRES RS T B REELR
VGNE HLE
o A=10.05 A=0.1 =02 2=0.05 A=0.1 =02
1 200.99 199.60 200.48 200.06 200.66 200.63
1.1 82.57 58.57 44.40 186.38 183.07 170.92
1.2 56.82 35.40 23.73 178.64 169.30 152.84
1.3 44.86 26.30 16.41 170.28 156.17 137.24
1.4 37.44 21.40 12.84 161.15 148.13 130.32
1.5 3222 18.05 10.65 155.73 142.56 122.41
1.75 23.70 13.15 7.52 146.95 131.54 107.86
2 18.52 10.25 5.87 141.71 124.68 102.79
3 9.70 5.49 3.25 130.34 108.65 85.26
RMI 0.123 0.043 0.001 0.808 0.729 0.618
H 1.670 1.757 1.882 0.165 0.275 0.432
Table 5. OC case for varying number of model components
*® 5. BASBHEMNH OC Kbl
OC case wj R EHTN,
1-1 0.3,0.5,0.2 U(0,2), U(5,7), U(0.5,2.5)
1-2 0.3,0.5,0.2 U(0,2), U(5,7), U(1,3)
1-3 0.3,0.5,0.2 U(0,2), U(5,7), U(2,4)
2-1 0.5,0.3,0.2 U(0,2), U(5,7), U(5.5,7.5)
2-2 0.5,0.3,0.2 U(0,2), U(5,7), U(6,8)
2-3 0.5,0.3,0.2 U(0,2), U5,7), U(7,9)
Table 6. Performance of control charts under the OC case with varying numbers of model components
6. T RBESEHTMH OC RAHITIEHI B M EEELE
VGNE HLE
OC case A=10.05 A=0.1 A=02 A=10.05 A=0.1 A=02
1-1 97.80 67.25 47.13 117.25 134.42 159.13
1-2 50.55 30.38 19.45 81.82 102.75 129.81
1-3 25.70 14.60 8.88 62.02 79.62 112.18
2-1 84.92 56.23 37.85 88.37 87.72 86.06
2-2 46.70 27.63 17.63 57.36 56.11 51.54
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2-3 22.08 12.79 7.93 43.92 41.75 37.42
RMI 0.345 0.126 0.000 0.580 0.638 0.714
H 1.670 1.757 1.882 0.165 0.275 0.432

B 7B BRSOl ASCWAHRE IS0 A B SRS AR R B-1, DU AR
FEH ¥ VGNE 26| E7E 2 B M IR 1ERE . OC 5 R A% B S UM B MR 7y S 0k, 2k

%%%%%&E%ﬁ@)&E%ﬁﬁﬁ%U@ﬁyﬁ,@)RE%&@%%&(U@J%“?j#@b,@

INIET I U (12,15)+ 6 « 14 725 73T AR i 2 B AR A B-1 TF i R M Fa b pe 4 2R, /2
A BZ RS BN BL T, HLE B MEREILT VGNE K, XKy HLE B it 41 xi i & 2408
W U (H 24 A BAE R, VONE BRI ERe I, JF BAERUZSHOR s LLLE N BT 4L
I, VGNE 2 il FE #SRT LA X o 0 A v i 22 AR A I AR AT A7 28 HL AR (N A R M A

Table 7. Monitoring performance of control charts under the non-Gaussian multimodal process model B-1

7. ETESHERSTERE B-1 THEHIE R ST sE

VGNE HLE
OC case 0

A=005  A=0.1 2=02 2=005  A=0.1 2=02
0.2 184.01 167.54 138.08 96.33 105.21 118.22
(A= 2 a 0.5 121.73 91.23 67.41 50.54 58.76 69.11
1 70.80 42.97 28.15 32.45 35.76 4131
1.2 142.86 118.63 96.39 189.74 184.46 187.62
REZH b 1.5 107.17 75.40 53.30 186.81 183.81 175.91
2 82.27 51.32 33.60 183.76 183.70 173.82
0.5 136.67 110.15 89.12 170.37 162.31 159.45
W% ¢ 1 104.83 72.65 50.85 147.97 143.74 136.76
2 73.50 45.07 27.98 127.27 123.92 112.36
H 2.840 2.923 3.041 0.165 0.275 0.432

333, EETS AR R

(EATFRATHERL T VGNE A1 HLE Fifl FE #6002 B Beh UG R bR, DA% | OB A2
Bl ST BB  RBUE 5 BHCE N, OC TS IR ER: () BB BHRE N (u+5,07)
(b) LSBT N (1,67), (0) FHILLA N(3,87). 2 8 S th FLATRAPERIAE R

Table 8. Monitoring performance of control charts under the Gaussian multimodal process model A-2

8. BT SRS IERE A2 THEHIE R Mz e

VGNE HLE
OC case
2.=0.05 1=0.1 1=02 4=0.05 1=0.1 1=02
0.2 175.24 169.39 165.52 81.19 89.26 95.74
(VA= 2 a 0.5 108.59 93.49 90.41 33.59 36.31 41.06
1 54.50 37.97 31.20 15.76 15.63 16.83
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1.2 120.33 106.75 101.35 199.51 188.86 182.48

RIEZ¥ b 1.5 80.83 62.94 54.98 184.53 171.85 163.73
2 56.44 38.82 31.09 167.22 153.37 137.51

1.2 177.58 174.46 165.99 209.12 199.89 199.10

HorH c 1.5 149.85 139.58 131.20 203.20 201.34 194.02
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Figure 1. Empirical PDF of the IC dataset
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Figure 2. Monitoring of Phase II observations using VGNE and HLE control charts
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