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HASIL UJI STAT : FIT PROMODEL


Cutting 
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(4.99, 0.595)                  100        do not reject
   Lognormal(-464, 6.15, 1.27e-003)     100.       do not reject
   Uniform(3.78, 5.94)                  21.9       do not reject

Punching
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Lognormal(5.04, 1.64, 0.265)         100        do not reject
   Normal(10.4, 1.42)                   90.6       do not reject
   Exponential(8.19, 2.19)              10.7       do not reject
   Uniform(8.19, 13.4)                  9.73       do not reject

Bending 1
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Lognormal(7.69, 0.875, 0.377)        100        do not reject
   Normal(10.3, 0.947)                  94.4       do not reject
   Uniform(8.91, 12.1)                  43.2       do not reject
   Exponential(8.91, 1.35)              32.3       do not reject

Welding
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(31.5, 1.3)                    100        do not reject
   Lognormal(-438, 6.15, 2.78e-003)     100.       do not reject
   Uniform(29.4, 33.2)                  50.5       do not reject

Finishing
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Uniform(6.53, 8.11)                  100        do not reject
   Lognormal(-175, 5.21, 3.17e-003)     83.6       do not reject
   Normal(7.35, 0.579)                  83.6       do not reject

Assembling 1
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(50.8, 1.92)                   100        do not reject
   Lognormal(-701, 6.62, 2.55e-003)     99.9       do not reject
   Uniform(47.9, 53.2)                  65.3       do not reject

Casting
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(51.9, 1.62)                   100        do not reject
   Lognormal(49.6, 0.489, 0.878)        84.3       do not reject
   Exponential(49.9, 1.94)              72.6       do not reject
   Uniform(49.9, 55.4)                  2.08       do not reject

grinding
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(12.6, 1.42)                   100        do not reject
   Uniform(10.3, 14.1)                  8.79       do not reject
   Lognormal(10.3, -0.197, 2.46)        5.34       do not reject

Drilling
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Lognormal(20.1, 1.9, 0.466)          92.1       do not reject
   Normal(27.5, 3.15)                   86.4       do not reject
   Uniform(23.2, 31.8)                  82.3       do not reject
   Exponential(23.2, 4.3)               61.9       do not reject

Assembling 2
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(23.5, 1.28)                   92.1       do not reject
   Exponential(21.9, 1.55)              84.4       do not reject
   Lognormal(21.9, -5.17e-002, 1.23)    81.8       do not reject
   Uniform(21.9, 25.4)                  35.9       do not reject

BENDING 2
      Auto::Fit of Distributions
   distribution                         rank       acceptance
   Normal(16.5, 1.23)                   100.       do not reject
   Lognormal(-277, 5.68, 4.2e-003)      99.6       do not reject
   Uniform(14.4, 18.3)                  88.7       do not reject
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