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A based-on-AQL quality inspection model for different lots of big marine data

Huang Dongmei, Zhou Xuenan, and Wang Zhenhua
(College of Information, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China )

Abstract Data quality guarantees the marine data processing and application. How to design an optimal quality
inspection plan fast and control the marine data quality efficiently grows more and more important for the
application of big marine data. A quality inspection plan contains three parameters, which are lot size, sample
size and acceptance number. Recent studies mainly focus on developing relationships between sample size and
acceptance number, while ignoring the influence of lot size which is not suitable for inspecting big marine data.
Hence, Hypergeometric Distribution and the concept of Acceptance Quality Limit (AQL, for short) are led up to
the optimal quality inspection plan for big marine data to solve the problem. By comparing the results of the
proposed sampling plan with those calculated in terms of the traditional standard, the reliability of the proposed
model is validated.

Key words big marine data; quality management; quality inspection plan; hypergeometric distribution;
acceptance quality limit(AQL)

T E BFHBNRZTRIIELE e AR, T AR SR ITNEFREGRE, AHOLH
A A RERAZ — REAR TR I ZTR AL, s, HFAEZABRNK, RAANRE
BRTERZET THAZHRMMZ MO X REF, B THERESTRAELR T ROV 0. LT
ETRERNTHERDTEZGEFRIEGREAE. 43R, @A T REMR (Acceptance
Quality Limit, AQL), # % T &AL 5 695 F KRB BHEA R ZAREA, 25 ThEfHF RSN
IR, FETRBEZ T ER T TREBERALGER RE, A3 544 RETHEBREA G, B
IET A RRAER ARG A AU

MBI T R RIUT A AR E IR

KEER HF AR M=

FEESES TP393

2 V1) 5030 £ Jo ) R L T B Ry (Y s PR
EREER R R, Bl R L 95 R B
TP M A R AR SERE EEAT N H AR SEIL . V09— gk
R (E et R B TR B 2 R4, 2
DU 2R A BORE R RIS SR e SN
WA GRS, AR B AR I, {82 B

R HE ) 4T,

BE o I 2 A SRR R RS, XA KA
P AT B2 SR A U0 AR 2 RS CLBFE A R . i
FERR A T A LR, 0 R AR BN PE KHR I
Wk B VERAT FUREAR L, HE BARIC R T A,
WAL KBNS 1. W7, X BARRAFEM .

HEETH: ERAEARRIEELTE (61272098) ; LT HARIAA S (13ZR1455800) ; EZK 973 T H (2012CB316200)

EIE1E#E: JAEH, xuenanzhou@163. com



FIt UA T BT R R 1y AT I A e
T 3 PP i EURE A 1 T R SR A M A R
FFE B A R 7 (PR P R

A DR, VR 2 R RN A3 ) B BRI 1R
Mo Wt THARP R ERIGEA, 4 S. Balamurali
PE I T 2 H S A0 R A 5 Ak O R W,
Chien-Wei Wu $& H it —Fi i T3 #2 58 018 204
77 L) K Duarte Al Saraiva £E42 H (1) — Rl ke A6 56
SRR AR AR, (H 2 X e A DRSS 7R o S A
FT AR BB MR R AL, B0 Rt E
X A U6 7 R I T RARANE TR IR 2 A
AP 50 1) T B

BT AT TE AN L, AR ST 72 25 (PRS2 75 K
ok, ETFEBFRER (AQL), FIFER L4t
AL, Wt TR BRI AL B A IR AR A,
AL THESHEARZ MMER, (RIE T RERR
SEAEAN [F) S U 3 B 1 o A 56 b B — 30
TV FE R ) B
1 HXIE

Y3 I 2 R B 1 O = ) AL B o OO (1)K
£ MCIRANRLH I RR I AR SRR I R B . AE GIS
(AH S B AN SOk A, 5 2% TR HHs o 2 AH DG A 9 —
F FEl 5855 157 % (error). HERFIJE (accuracy). {2 (bias)-
¥ % J& (precision) L & AN 7€ % (uncertainty) J LA 7] @
J FFUS-81, fE R} T4 [H) B S S PN i b, (]
HRHE o PR B0 R o 7 T T b

T DOR, FRIE R B RV 2 A
2% TR b R RRE R, R R R A B0 A AR, |
K 56 25 (M A B B . S. Balamurali 78 3¢ e 1
5T AQL AT LQL MyiH EHIFEAT SR~ 2 B S 4 i RE
Krga A4k 77 21, Chien-Wei Wu #2H 7 —Ffie T 12
RE 136 % (Process Capability Indices)HIHlikE /7%, A7
BTV A 77 7 M 7 R 2 1 A e o s ] 4

0T PR CAQL) A PR J5 £ R ( Limited Quality Level,

LQL) AR PRAETE B K4 A ARAR 46 RCR
Duarte Al Saraiva 7£ 3CHRA 32 H 1 —FffibiFE AR 46 eIt
BRI, e SRR R HIR T 2 TR
PRSI B BR (AQL) 1 s IC A il A B A R T[] I 425
P RS B B DAL AL B A R, SRS T A G
) R AR BT o XIDRZRSE b 1 2y LU R Ty
SRAE 22 (B AR SRR R R IS Y T phae T — Rk
PR B fl A G T 8], EARAEAE AR b GIS
TIPSR IO, R T A (R 4 BT R
¥ PR i A A AR SO ), Al R AR T
BEF AQL ST AL AL U B A Al AR T 9T

A e I AR A S0 AR R K 2 5 % 4 Tl ™ i i

AL, VR — M el duE, R i S AR g b
a AN R, HMRURFAE (045 - (1) RO B A 2 RBETE
QyifsrE it B 2 260k, Q)i iuE B 261k (4)
W CE B 2 4EVET, AR TRI SR AH [F) 26 2 i
R HCHR AR [ B TR 3R A5 PR AN [R] SR A i e 500 ey T
FORZA MBI RN RE TR, BIPAAFH
ORI KB o PR BOI IR 2 X3 I 22 A A
$97%7, DRt e MR AE VA AR O AN R BV T, PR
20 Y Lo R A 0 (1 DIe A 5 SR A e KB o A
MISCBE R . XTSRRI 2. ZRANGIFHEE
¥, ARG B IG AR th T E AT &R A
i R 3 ML AL AN R L R KB X T e g ks AN
[FIRESR, BATJRIRYE, RIS R0 e K (1
IREERRAL, AL EET B R 7 SR R HE R K
JRER IR .
2 WFREMERESREEXSH

AN SRS — I 1] 1) B P9 SR 20 7D ] 52 T Kt
N ALK, RIGIG ™ fh ko [RII BLZHEEE 7 it
B2 WS AR R E T HR ISR L A — A
BT s SPRRAN R T s v e i A £
FEA B AN E 28 BT PRALE A 36 o B ) il AL

2.1 MEERIRHAES R

MPEFERE AT BRI, 15 Je R S MA
BLIE B & 3 Bl 7 A REAS, 0 BT B E A
T, RG5>
fR BB, R IR 25 SR AT REAER N, AT REARIE4A .

EBX — R T Rl =T S(N,
n, o) e N Oy— N5, S R — g B it
n, ¢ BRAR L, n skt Rt E N AR AT A A,
C MR N AZ A R A A SR R I,
c<n<N,

H d FmFEAR n ORI A S AN 4L % d
<c I, BIZ AL Hes o HA o 5 ) R A 2
NTEEET REIEAG I RE S H, WAyt Eds &
Wes A d>c I, BIZ IR s b HoAT Jo R ) R ) A
BT BUERVFAS 1) E S8, At EdE Iy
NG

XA D MAERIREE N, 78 n MEAR
Rrga b, A8EF R d DMASERE SR IR AR T LT
oAl

L)
Wd, n, D, N) = A =d) @)

Y



) LT AT Sl P B2, EiE T ARG
(L3P QEIE i S P i S AR 2R N €118
5o FH L(p) AR il BE Jr S B HSUBER , I 7 56 SN,
n, C)FFZIER L) B AREA T A SR E d M T c
I P T e AR AR A 2 A

> #(d, n, D, N) @

L(p) =

2.2 EFERKRSHEEURER

Xof —HEE S AT I REAS IR K 45 B, A7 AE P RR e 1R
I, — MR R R T, B — RO IR
AC/TE R &) IR T B DT v S I EAE/ Tk s
DA, XA AT R AN, RO
T AR Bl o RIS, TR RE 7 28 45 B A e A
P TSRS, SR R XS O FE R, ]
TSR EEAT R

P 5 & FR (Acceptance Quality Limit, AQL)JZ 4
—ANELE R PR IR B, T VR i 2
TR 35 5 /K, B ml LABBRSCRIAS mf DABR I )i A
SR FRAE R, 7R O AT AR AR 50 A A7) o [ R b
GB/T 2828.1(2012)F, AQL #ifEN—"MaZx T A,
RSk BT EKFERAL T AQL AL IEHL K A:
MQA@-&M[H}O

MAEF=E A B R, AR SR i i KPS T
AT AQL B, HINAGHEMMRNAKT o,
RPAE =05 RSN T 25T o » BRI I8 7 %
WERANTF 1 - o

AL CAAS B L (A B A% B R po R AR B 4tk 1Y)
AQL. TEMBERIIGSIHERT, A7 & A & FH s
HAiZA I FE Y AQL, RIS IGHL AT foVF A A 4% i
K poo WNFATICHEIAS G4 i AR T B T X AME,
W ZAR IR AIA BR BB R, AL,

2.3 0C g%k

OC mhZ vt RAE M2k, s MR AEBRE R
BTN, R SR R0, AR bR
HEAIBTER, AR RS HAIRII A . OC fhZkf
B AT RAE SR, — D BRI
OC &k RAE M B AT ALY H R, AR &K
AR RO, 40 Fig.l BToR .

100

80

60

40

20

Acceptance Probability L(p)%

Quality Level (p)%

Fig.1 Sample of OC Curve
BT SRR IR R 0C 2k

3 WIMBFABBERURERESR

Xt AR AT AR 0, ASCEIT R
Kt )0 A o B e 96 1 R SR g R e B — L K HiE
77 it BRI R AR B A 2 i S S M ZE T R
Kz, DU Bl P T 56

S DL ERBAR, i A A g D AR

i ZH0E T

LJ“

- 3k
W

—@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%;
D-—ﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ¢%$ﬁ%%ﬁ;

d - HK T R K AR PR 6 5 S b
EET R

Po - BRUUEIR(AQL) FHIA G # i3,

p - SRR AR

&, — FEMHEEAEEEE € AR ER T B
P22

a - FEEWURER R
HHEE:

n - AT B PP B R RO R A R
C - HFEEUEREA TR A E R, B

3.1 EHOEF R REREES

BEX R bR AR IS R it #AEAE — R
IR AQL. fEXT—HbifE A HE i B AR IR AT, SEIRYE
JIT 5 8 o B R 5 i R g R K AQL MH, B
RIRHER] FEVF AN AR po SE - L A i Y,
JRE AR T SR RO AR AE Y L(p):



p)=> w @3)

D=Nxp )

PRI, e R AR R RO Rk E e, |
g

g, =Lp)-1-a) (5)

Horr, oo 5 RS, 24 A ) o Tk B
JRERIR AQL, HAZWUHEAR L(pa) MAE ] — o BT
P LI fe /MG A 707 PRSI0 A i Bt (0 i g
%, W EREER AN - o, H OC fhZkid
mPo, 1— @), AICHIE T HERR T AR AN
RIEALUNF :

min &

n

u.yw,:QEELéngaoa) (6)

=

(O<c<n-1, £>0)

L CEUE, BRI T R, XRIELR
AR P2 PR KT AQL It 7 A FI )
031, g td, RS, RO AR ik 2
& KT 0.

R AT IR A R B UACEN ¢ FIFEAS B n S5 B4,
fEREA IR E , T B REER R BT &
K90 7 REG IEACP IR

(1) % c=0;

(2) %4 n=0, T A(3)(@)TH5 2 A HHE R
R ESOE R L(p) 5 € s MR — o0 W]
EIRAS TR ¢, 5

() %, 1# n=n+1, FET2ANEB)@)itH L=
V) A o B B () e R L (p) S5 00 7 11 e /NI
BER1 - o TREF IR«

(4) BLB g, M, o A2 E) B30 A o R R ) WA AR
HL(p) SHUE RN R — o IERZEFTT M ¢,
NTFe s FFIRIEE, B n=0 Jyizas (A 50 i = A 50 41t
IOPZERENENE

G) EVIRE TR o DN FIRE 5 HhE:
n=n+1, THEFARE ni X RIFERZE T ITH, BEZRRZE
FHifle, INFREFIM e IS, 2 9 c=0

IREEFEA R, BERBEH, 4 c=c+1, ERIPIR(2);

(6)=4 c=N*po 521k, U 15 2L Tl e K HE
MDA R A A A ) T RS

I A5 PR B A T SRR A I BRI, B
FISAL R ¢ BN 1, FEARE n (g0 iE
Ol TRE . AR n KSR A H AL, it
FESRETT SEBEIIN L A ANE R S E, ARSI T ] € A
HreAE, R EREZIHEARECERA R
X FrAN N 245 B B A BB AR 56 75 5

3.2 WIFAREMURERE S REFEE

AR ST 1 o A B AR B R AR I 7V, AR
TF 7 R BRI BT A I 77 R R R EE,
BB E A por AT o, RN, XEAS
HORH E — MRS 7 56 BIERR I
S 1 iR RER AL EAS IS 7 IR BB (pos
as N)
BN BRI po, A7 Ko, HEE N;
St VEEGRE RIS SN, n, ¢).

O¥Igatl: A M EAR AL c=0, Xf
LA B n=1;

@ FOR (c=0; c<=po*N; c++ ){

©) FOR (n=1;n<N-1;n++){

@ B, MCNTRERLAT, FIHA
X (6 THEHADIRAS MR ZE T ¢ ;

® IF(¢ <¢ Il >0) BREAK;

©® fith S(N n c);}

@ IF (Nc+1-Nc <nc-nc1) BREAK;}

@ LA TTE SN, n, ¢).

AL T

EAZBEES, (U)K SR 75 45 s A%
WO PR N FEARE n PR R 22BN O(N); (2)3K
CATSATAEA R n EICE ¢ IR 24208 O(1).
(I)TEREA T n AHESCEL ¢ #R SN 1 190 T I 8] 52 2% B2
9 O(N?), Rl iZ B3 BRI (] 52 2% B2 O(N).
4 EWERS 7

AT S5 3 A4 Dy A i T i T S Y M U
I ) I 20 7K 38 7 B DX 00 P 7 B it O
BROFWNEIR AL, KR, K, HHE, B’
B, WEE, BIFW, MRS RS

H TR R A E R R E 2, mA
ARBUR IR, PR, BRI 2 SR R, 2R
ST B o B AR E MR R o 12T 9T X3 A
ZIELFE W I S AL N o 5078 4%, HAF— A a4
SOREHAR, ol A B, e R AR



FRUEAE BAE , Table 1 AU 7 %L EHE 035 7> My 22
AR B L R .

Table 1 Sample of Marine Data Sheets
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St.  Depth  Color Salt Ph Nitra Nitri AN
m Mg/L Mg/L Mg/L Mg/L

64 21 4.5 31.2 8.22 0.00224 0.00503 0.0608
63 23 4 31.405 8.23 0.00159  0.0172 0. 0359
62 29 5.5 31.359 8.34  0.0014 0. 0293 0. 0314
116 19 5 30.673 8.35 0.00205 0.00158  0.0484
117 16 3 30.782 8.11 0.00495  0.0182 0. 0466
87 14 3 30.725  8.19 0.00271 0.0122 0. 0295
105 13 2 29.979 8.28  0.0104 0. 0951 0. 043
94 13 1 29.843 8.14  0.0175 0. 167 0. 053
84 17 5 31.637 8.21 0.0182 0. 0833 0. 0218
74 22 5 30.299 8.21 0. 0228 0. 108 0. 0418
83 17 9 31.586 8.21  0.00812 0. 087 0. 034
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Table 2 Comparison of Sampling Plans under different AQL
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Table 3 Comparison of two Sampling Plans
7 3 ASCHIFERGIO 75 570 GB/T 2828. 1 FILLER

Po 0.02 0.05

AQL 90% 95% 98% 90% 95% 98%

Proposed Sampling ni 356 393 619 159 189 216

Plan C1 10 12 19 10 14 20
GBI/T 2828.1 n2 32 200 315 32 200 315
C2 3 9 11 6 17 18
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Fig.4 Comparison of OC Curve between Two Sampling
Plans(po=0.05)
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