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Table 1 Smulation exper mental plans of bruceton

d/o N X0

1/8,1/4,1/2,3/4 15,20, 30, 50,
N (10, 1% 10 50
1,152,253, 4 100, 114, 200
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3, IMSEGD 1= [(1A) 2 Gi- )71k M SE (i) 1"
M SE (1) ]2 d H : u
15 200, M SE (1) 1
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Table 2 Correlation between ;1 and d or N of Bruceton
d/o
N Q 125 Q 25 Q5 Q 75 1 15 2 25 3 4
15 1002 1008 1011 1012 1010 1006 1000 1005 1004 1000
20 10 02 10 00 9 97 9 89 1Q 05 9 96 10 01 9 95 10 01 1Q 06
30 10 02 10 01 9 92 10 01 9 99 10 03 9 94 10 07 10 01 9 93
50 1009 1012 1000 1007 1005 9 92 10 02 9 97 10 04 9 93
100 9 96 1001 1011 1002 1001 1000 10 00 9 97 9 98 9 96
114 1003 1001 10 02 9 99 1001 1005 1001 9 96 10 00 10 01
200 9 96 10 01 9 93 1005 1003 1004 1000 1003 1000 1000
3 MSE(1)]Y* dN
Table 3 Correlation between [M SE (1) ]*2and d or N of Bruceton
d/o
N Q 125 Q 25 Q5 Q 75 1 15 2 25 3 4
15 0258 Q310 Q038 0331 Q0267 0341 0258 0282 0291 Q29
20 Q263 0328 0389 0424 Q0378 Q414 Q0266 Q0303 Q259 Q301
30 Q018 Q311 Q273 Q273 0315 0367 0216 0224 (0253 Q198
50 Q394 Q306 0244 0261 Q0261 Q0283 0238 Q302 Q256 Q193
100 Q263 Q0348 Q305 0208 Q241 Q198 Q175 Q=218 Q136 Q138
114 0242 Q243 Q199 Q204 Q0261 Q210 Q210 0224 Q18 Q181
200 Q329 Q0246 0235 028 Q202 Q152 Q172 Q201 Q175 Q136
4 2
4 :
(1) T : o .d o
o 4 O

0.10
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2 N < 3), g , d<0.50 o
0% ,d , o N=30 0 d= 0, 0
0.1¢
(3) (N = 50), ¢ d= 0.750 1.50,0
7.7%; d< 0.50 , d o
(4) (N = 100), o , o
N=100 ,0 d= 0.50 20,0 7.2%;N =
114 d= 0.250 20, 6%
(5 o d= o
n o A " 1/2
5 ,[MSE(0)]" v .M SE(0) ]
N " 1/2
o , M SE (0) ]
. " 1/2
() d<20 M SE(0) ] N
(i) [M SE (0) 1*? © N<50 , d=0.75¢ 1.500 N=100 , d=
0.50 20
4 o dN
Table 4 Correlation between gand d or N of B ruceton
EXDf EKtbd/o
N 0.125  0.25 0.5 0.75 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 4
15 0.251  0.416  0.616 0.730  0.742  0.600 0.465 0.520 0.610 0.798
20 0.342  0.490  0.639 0.835 0.787 0.551  0.488  0.440 0.603  0.788
30 0.554  0.634  0.677 0.797 | 0.912 | 0.737 0.592 0.702 0.574 0.777
50 0.542  0.669  0.853 | 0.892 0.959 0.919 | 0.682 0.687 0.683 0.696
100 0.762  0.791 | 0.892  0.907  0.925 0.949 0.967 | 0.804 0.644 0. 735
114 0.831 | 0.935 0.920 0.915 0.940 0.967 0.995| 0.675 0.626 0.568
200 0.794 | 0.980  0.945  0.942  0.954  0.929 0.913 | 0.759  0.656 0.754
5 MSE(0)]"* dN
Table 5 Correlation between [M SE (0) ]¥?and d or N of Bruceton
IEE ST FKtb d/o
N 0.125 0. 25 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 q
15 0.777 0. 646 0.448  0.493  0.591  0.492  0.384  0.351
20 0.703  0.565 0.455  0.384  0.499  0.587  0.403  0.317
30 0.534  0.463 0.321  0.363  0.508 0.491 0.496 0. 266
50 0.560  0.409 0.255  0.304  0.395  0.502  0.484 0. 331
100 0.432 0. 323 0.200  0.208 0.217 | 0.331  0.280 0.351
114 0.410  0.343 0.212  0.206 0.183 | 0.360 0.321  0.305
200 0. 346 0. 305 0.182 0. 156 0. 224 0. 254 0,330 0.271

(iii) M SE () 12 d= o
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Table 6 Correlation between xosand d or N of Bruceton
d/o
N Q 125 Q 25 Q5 Q 75 1 15 2 25 3 4
15 1060 1105 1154 1182 118 118 1270 1176 1176 1176
20 1082 1114 1146 1183 118 1200 1161 1276 1276 1276
30 1130 1148 1149 118 1211 1220 1184 1213 1304 1304
50 1135 1167 1198 1215 1228 1206 1183 118 1274 1274
100 1173 118 1219 1213 1216 1221 1225 1203 1167 12 62
114 1208 1219 1216 1211 1204 1230 1233 1177 1193 1242
200 1181 1229 1213 1224 1225 1220 1213 1220 1182 11 82
7 larc dN (c=0 90)
Table 7 Correlation between Iarcand d or N of Bruceton
EXRSH ERtLd/o
N 0.125  0.25 0.5 0.75 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 a
15 11.34  12.11 12.95 13.59 13.63 | 15.00 16.21 17.38 17.38 17.38
20 11.70 12.11  12.67 13.19 13.50 13.65 | 15.57 14.41  14.41 14.41
30 12.59  12.56 12.41 12.85 13.22 13.72 | 15.39 16.27 15.28 15.28
50 12.25  12.53  12.92 13.00 13.14 13.14 | 14.01 15.30 14.95 14.95
100 12.79  12.60 12.86 12.73 12.73 12.81 13.10 | 14.21 15.58 15.97
111 13.27  13.10  12.82 12.68 12.54 12.83 12.97 | 14.41 15.70 17.25
200 12.54  13.02  12.63 12.67 12.67 12.59 12.76 Wl 15.17  15.17
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Table 8 Confidential zone of u and o estimated under the optimal step condition (d= 0) of Bruceton

u g
N  MSE@I¥# 09 v MSE(0)]Y2 Q90
15 Q 267 [Q 56,10 44] Q 742 Q 458 [Q 005, 1 479] 50
20 Q 378 [Q 38,10 62] Q 787 Q 455 [Q 039, 1 535] 50
30 Q 315 [Q 48,10 52] Q 912 Q 321 [Q 384, 1 440] 50
50 a 261 [ 57,10 43] Q 959 Q 255 [Q 540, 1 378] 50
100 Q 241 [Q 60, 10 40] Q 925 Q 200 [Q 596, 1 254] 50
114 Q 261 [ 57,10 43] Q 942 Q 212 [Q 592, 1 290] 50
200 Q 202 [ 67,10 33] Q 954 Q 182 [Q 655, 1 253] 50
0.5 0.5
0.4 0.4
=S =3
A o3} < 0.3
= 0.2} ] = 0.2} Q !
0.1f 0.1
(a) (b)
0 . ) L 0 L : L
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
N N
1 MSE)]Y [MSE(0)]Y (d= 6,50 )

Fig 1 Correlation of [M SE (1) 1*2, [M SE (0) 1¥%and sample size (d= 0; 50 sanples)
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STUDY ON COM PUTER SM ULATION OF
BRUCETON PROCEDURE EXPERM ENT

Y an N an®, Cai Ruijiao”, Tian Y ubin®
(a Instutite o M echanics, Chinese A cadany o Sciences,B eijing, 100080)
(b Beijing Institute T echnology,B eijing, 100081)

ABSTRACT Theprinciple of computer simulation of sensitivity experiments is introduced
A oomputer simulation technique isemployed to study the effect of choosing the initial exper-
mental param eters of B ruceton Procedure on the precisionsof sensitivity distribution param-
eter estimations The good and poor expermental conditions for B ruceton Procedure are ob-
tained from the smulation

KEY WORDS sensitivity experiment, computer simulation, paraneter estimation, bruceton
procedure



