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Abstract—Sequential inspection is a technique employed to 

monitor product quality during the production process. For 

smaller batch sizes, the Acceptable Quality Limit (AQL) 

inspection theory is typically applied, whereas for larger batch 

sizes, the Poisson distribution is commonly utilized to determine 

the sample size and rejection thresholds. However, due to the 

fact that the rate of defective products is usually low in actual 

production, using these methods often requires more samples to 

draw conclusions, resulting in higher inspection time. Based on 

this, this paper proposes a sequential inspection method with a 

fixed upper limit of sample size. This approach not only 

incorporates the Poisson distribution algorithm, allowing for 

rapid calculation of sample size and rejection thresholds to 

facilitate planning, but also adapts the concept of sequential 

inspection to dynamically modify the sampling plan and 

decision-making process. This method aims to decrease the 

number of samples required while preserving the inspection’s 

efficacy. Finally, this paper shows through Monte Carlo 

simulation that compared with the traditional Poisson 

distribution algorithm, the sequential test method with a fixed 

sample size upper limit significantly reduces the number of 

samples compared to the traditional Poisson distribution 

algorithm, while maintaining effective inspection outcomes. 

Keywords—poisson distribution,  sequential test, Monte Carlo 

simulation. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Product testing is an important method used by companies 
to determine whether the finished product meets quality 
requirements during the product manufacturing process. 
However, it is not possible to test all products due to the 
destructive and irreversible nature of some testing methods, 
i.e. the finished product will be destroyed after being tested. 
Sampling testing method is a product testing method often 
adopted by enterprises, which takes a certain number of 
products in the same batch for inspection and determines 
whether the products in this batch meet the quality 
requirements by setting a reasonable rejection threshold, i.e., 
whether the number of defective products in the sampled 
finished products reaches this threshold. In the research of 
sampling testing methods, how to scientifically determine the 
number of samples and the rejection threshold is an important 
research topic. 

In the research of sampling and testing methods, binomial 
and Poisson distributions are widely used to determine the 
number of samples to be taken and the rejection threshold. 
When the number of batches is large and the defective rate is 
low, the Poisson distribution can be used to calculate the 
number of spare parts to be sampled, and this is used as the 
critical condition for accepting and rejecting spare parts [1]. 

For sampling and testing of large batches, hypothesis testing 
methods with binomial and normal distributions are also 
widely used, especially in assessing whether the defective rate 
is in accordance with the nominal value at different confidence 
levels [2][3]. Acceptable Quality Level (AQL) is another 
sampling and testing criterion commonly used in small lot 
sizes, which is based on statistical principles to predict the 
overall quality level from a small number of samples [4]. In 
addition, hypergeometric distributions have also been used to 
determine sampling inspection criteria, especially in small lot 
sizes, and this method provides a more accurate estimate of 
the number of nonconforming products [5]. Traditional 
sampling and testing methods usually involve first 
determining the sample size and then testing the products for 
defective products based on the samples taken in sequence. 
The inspection is terminated if the number of defective 
products detected reaches a threshold value, and vice versa, all 
samples continue to be tested. This type of method may lead 
to an excessive number of tests when the defective rate is 
small, thus increasing the inspection time of the enterprise. 

In this paper, a sequential inspection method with a fixed 
sample size upper limit is proposed. First, the method 
combines the AQL inspection theory [6] and Poisson 
distribution algorithm to calculate the appropriate sampling 
and inspection quantity and rejection threshold for the case of 
low defective rate. In addition, the method introduces the idea 
of sequential inspection, which dynamically adjusts the 
sampling quantity by inspecting the products one by one with 
the help of calculating the decision boundary and likelihood 
ratio function, so as to terminate the sampling process in 
advance when the conditions are met [6][7]. Finally, this paper 
utilizes the Monte Carlo simulation method based on 
hypergeometric distribution [8][9] to simulate the product 
inspection process, analyzes the relationship between the 
sampling quantity, the rejection threshold and the allowable 
error [10][11], and compares the traditional method with the 
sequential inspection method with a fixed upper limit of 
sample size proposed in this paper [12]. The results show that 
the method proposed in this paper can significantly reduce the 
number of samples and lower the testing workload in the 
inspection process. 

II. METHODOLOGY 

Fixed sample size upper limit of the sequential test method 
first according to the batch size to determine the upper limit of 
the number of extracted. When the sample size is very large, 
you can use the Poisson distribution to find the number of 
spare parts to be taken, and the number of unqualified spare 
parts in the sampling as a critical condition for accepting and  



 

 

Fig. 1. MIL-STD-105E Sampling Standards 

rejecting spare parts. The significance level α, the permissible 
error and defective rate into the Poisson distribution formula, 
the need to extract the maximum number of spare parts, 
followed by the reliability and the need to detect the maximum 
number of spare parts into the Poisson Cumulative 
Distribution Function (CDF), you can get the threshold for  
rejection of spare parts, according to which the development 
of sampling and testing programs. When the batch size is 
small, the data distribution does not conform to the Poisson 
distribution, in order to achieve the optimization of the model, 
we introduce the AQL (Acceptable Quality Level) as the 
sampling and inspection standard for small batch size. The 
value of AQL is determined based on the nominal value 
claimed by the supplier, and the corresponding sampling 
quantity size is found using the MIL-STD-105E Sampling 
Inspection Criteria table shown in Fig.1, where Ac stands for 
the acceptance number and Re stands for the rejection number. 
Also, for optimization, a sequential inspection scheme is 
further introduced to reduce the number of samples by 
calculating likelihood ratios and decision intervals to end the 
inspection process earlier. 

The Poisson distribution is suitable for describing the 
probability distribution of the number of occurrences of a 
random event per unit time. In a Bernoulli test with binomial 
distribution, the probability of occurrence of an event can be 
approximated by the Poisson distribution if the number of 
trials 𝑛 is large, the probability 𝑝 of the binomial distribution 
is small, and the product 𝜆 = 𝑛𝑝 is moderate. Next, the upper 
limit of the number of samples to be sampled for testing is 
calculated. Specifically, the expression for the number of 
samples sampled for testing 𝑛 is: 

𝑛 =

𝑍𝛼
2

2 ⋅ 𝑝0(1 − 𝑝0)

𝛿2
(1) 

where 𝛼 is the producer's risk, determined by the confidence 

level, 𝑝0  is the supplier's nominal defective rate, 𝑍α

2
 is the 

absolute value of the standard normal distribution, determined 
by the confidence level, δ is the allowable error rate. 

 Then, the original and opposing hypotheses are tested 
using a one-sided Poisson test. Specifically, let the original 
hypothesis 𝐻0 : the defective rate of spare parts does not 
exceed the nominal value; and the opposing hypothesis 𝐻1: 
the defective rate of spare parts exceeds the nominal value. 
Thresholds were calculated using the Poisson cumulative 
distribution function (CDF): 

𝑃(𝑥 ≤ 𝑘0) = ∑
𝑒λλ𝑖

𝑖!

𝑘
0

𝑖=0

(2) 

 where 𝑘0 is the actual number of substandard products, 𝑖 
is the number of substandard products observed in the sample 
testing, λ is the mathematical expectation of the number of 
times a random event occurs. 

However, when the batch size of the parts to be inspected 

by the enterprise is small, it does not conform to the Poisson 

distribution, and then the sampling strategy using the Poisson 

distribution model will produce a large error. Therefore, in 

order to optimize our sampling strategy, we use the AQL 

(Acceptable Quality Level) method based on quality 

sampling theory for sampling when the batch size is small, 

AQL is a key metric in quality control, it is the maximum 



 

 

number of defective items that can be considered acceptable 

in random sampling of a production lot for inspection. This 

paper will determine the number of samples, AQL size, for 

each nominal value and for the total number of samples 

according to the MIL-STD-105E sampling standard. When 

the number of defective samples is less than Ac, the sample 

is accepted; when the number of defective samples is greater 

than Re, the sample is rejected. Next, we propose to use a 

sequential testing scheme with a fixed upper sample limit. 

Specifically, as a dynamic decision-making method, unlike 

traditional sampling, SPRT decides the hypothesis by 

sequentially testing the current observations, i.e., the number 

of samples is not determined in advance, and the samples are 

taken one by one, and then stopped when the number of 

substandard samples obtained is sufficient to make a decision 

on the given conditions. The specific steps are as follows: 

1) Propose a hypothesis 

• Null hypothesis 𝐻0: The defective rate of spare parts is 
equal to or does not exceed the nominal value, i.e., 𝑝 ≤
𝜆0. 

• Alternative Hypothesis 𝐻1 : The reject rate of spare 
parts exceeds the nominal value, i.e., 𝑝 > λ0 . p 
represents the actual reject rate of spare parts. 

2) Determine the decision boundary and likelihood 

function 

First, the bound for rejecting 𝐻0 is 𝐵 =
1−β

α
 and the bound 

for accepting 𝐻0  is 𝐴 =
β

1−α
 , where 𝛼  is the maximum 

allowable probability of making a Type I error and 𝛽 is the 

maximum allowable probability of making a Type II error. 

The likelihood ratio function is then defined as follows: 

Λ =
𝑝1

𝑥(1 − 𝑝1)𝑛−𝑥

𝑝0
𝑥(1 − 𝑝0)𝑛−𝑥

(3) 

where 𝑝0 is the probability of success of 𝐻0 under the 

null hypothesis, 𝑝1 is the probability of success of 𝐻1 under 

the alternative hypothesis, 𝑛 is the number of samples taken 

and tested, 𝑥 denotes the number of defective products in 

the detection process. 

3) Determining stopping rules 

• If Λ ≤ 𝐴, accept the original hypothesis 𝐻0; 

• If Λ ≥ 𝐵, reject the original hypothesis 𝐻0; 

• If 𝐴 <  Λ <  𝐵 and𝑛 < 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, continue sampling; 

• If 𝐴 <  Λ <  𝐵 and 𝑛 = 𝑛𝑚𝑎𝑥, stop sampling; 

• If 𝑥 = 𝑘∗, stop sampling. 

TABLE I.  NUMBER OF SAMPLES FOR TESTING IN TWO CASES 

Case 𝛼 𝑝0 𝑍𝛼
2
 𝛿 n 

Case I 0.05 0.1 1.96 0.05 139 

Cse II 0.1 0.1 1.645 0.05 98 

TABLE II.  THE THRESHOLD VALUE IN TWO CASES 

Case Threshold 

Type 

Conditions Threshold 𝑘∗ 

Case I rejection 𝑃 (𝑥 ≥  𝑘 ∗ |𝐻0)  ≤  0.05 21 

Case II acceptance 𝑃 (𝑥 ≤  𝑘 ∗ |𝐻0)  ≥  0.90 15 

 

TABLE III.  SAMPLING AND TESTING METHODS OF TWO CASES 

Case Sample Size Decisions 

Case I 139 If a sample has more than 21 non-
conforming products, the parts are 

rejected. 

Case II 98 If the number of non-conforming 
products tested in a sample is less than 

15, the parts will be accepted. 

 

 

 

Fig. 2. Relationship between sample size, threshold and tolerance 

III. EXPERIMENTS 

First, in order to verify that the sequential test method with 
fixed sample size can effectively reduce the number of 
samples, this paper selected two common scenarios to analyze 
the experimental data. The specific experimental settings of 
two cases are shown in TABLE I, N represents the number of 
samples. 

Next, we can compute the probability distribution of the 
number 𝑘∗ of non-confirming products for Case I and Case I 
under 𝐻0, the result of which is shown in TABLE II. 

Then, the relationship between the number of samples 
sampled, the threshold value, and the for C allowable error 
Case I and Case I is shown in Fig. 2. 

As can be seen from Fig. 2, the sample size and the 
threshold decrease as the allowable error level increases. To 
satisfy the allowable error δ ≤  0.05 and to keep the number 
of sampling tests as small as possible, scheme should be used 
is shown in TABLE III.  



 

 

TABLE IV.  SAMPLING AND TESTING METHOD FOR CASE I 

Batch size 
AQL 

0.025 0.04 0.065 0.1 

2-8 (2,0) (2,0) (2,0) (2,0) 

9-15 (3,0) (3,0) (3,0) (3,0) 

16-25 (5,0) (5,0) (5,0) (5,1) 

26-50 (8,0) (8,0) (8,1) (8,2) 

51-90 (13,0) (13,1) (13,2) (13,3) 

91-150 (20,1) (20,2) (20,3) (20,5) 

151-280 (32,2) (32,3) (32,5) (32,7) 

281-500 

(38,8) 

(50,5) (50,7) (50,10) 

501-1200 

(60,11) 

(80,10) (80,14) 

1201-3200 
(94,16) 

(125,21) 

>3200 (139,21) 

TABLE V.  SAMPLING AND TESTING METHOD FOR CASE II 

Batch size 
AQL 

0.025 0.04 0.065 0.1 

2-8 (2,0) (2,0) (2,0) (2,0) 

9-15 (3,0) (3,0) (3,0) (3,0) 

16-25 (5,0) (5,0) (5,0) (5,1) 

26-50 (8,0) (8,0) (8,1) (8,2) 

51-90 (13,0) (13,1) (13,2) (13,3) 

91-150 (20,1) (20,2) (20,3) (20,5) 

151-280 

(27,6) 

(32,3) (32,5) (32,7) 

281-500 

(42,8) 

(50,7) (50,10) 

501-1200 

(66,11) 

(80,14) 

1201-3200 
(98,15) 

>3200 

 Next, to verify whether it is accurate to regard the 
defective rate as satisfying the Poisson distribution when the 
batch size is large, this paper run Monte Carlo Simulation to 
simulate the sampling process. At the same time, because the 
way of drawing samples is to draw all the samples to be tested 
at the same time, this paper will base on the hypergeometric 
distribution to construct Monte Carlo Simulation to test the 
accuracy of the model. We basically performed Monte Carlo 
Simulation for 3000, 4000, 5000, 6000, 7000, 8000, 9000 
times, and estimated the relation between p-value and the 
actual accuracy. During the experiments, in Case I, we tested 
139 products, while in Case II we tested 98 products. We draw 
the relationship between the level of significance and the 
actual accuracy, as shown in Fig. 3. 

As can be seen in Fig. 3, the six curves are basically 
overlapped in Case I and Case II, which shows that the 
algorithm using Poisson distribution in this paper has high 
accuracy as well as high robustness. Then, in order to enable 
the enterprises clearly and conveniently use the sampling test 
method, this paper combines the Poisson distribution and 
AQL quality testing theory, with a table listing the sampling 
test program corresponding to different sample sizes, specific 
as shown in TABLE IV, TABLE V. The meaning of (n, c) in 
the table is (the number of sampling test, the threshold of  

 

 

Fig. 3. Results of Monta Carlo simulations 

unqualified products). For example, if the company’s 
tolerance level is δ =  0.05 and the producer claims that the 
non-confirming rate is 𝑝0 = 0.01, which is identical to Case I, 
the company can simply use TABLE IV to decide their 
sampling method. More specifically, when the company get a 
batch size of 100, they should test 20 products and when more 
than 4 of them were non-confirming products, the company 
should reject the whole batch because it is very likely that its 
non-confirming rate is over 0.01. For Case II, if the company’s 
tolerance level is 𝛿 =  0.05 and the company expected that 
the non-confirming rate 𝑝0  is less than 0.025, which is 
identical to Case II, the company can simply use TABLE V to 
decide their sampling method. More specifically, when the 
company get a batch size of 5000, they should test 27 products 
and when more than 5 of them were non-confirming products, 
the company should reject the whole batch because it is very 
likely that this batch can not meet the company’s expectation. 

 In order to test whether the sequential test with a fixed 
upper sample limit can effectively reduce the number of 
sampling tests, we set the probability of committing the first 
type of error 𝛼 =  0.05, the probability of committing the 
second type of error 𝛽 =  0.05, and the true defective rate of 
the product 𝑝0 = 0.10. 10,000 simulated sampling tests were 
carried out by using the Monte Carlo simulation, and the 
number of sampling tests was obtained according to the above 
rule. We compared the difference in the number of sampling 
tests in the same situation with and without the sequential test  



 

 

 

 

Fig. 4. Comparison of model performance 

method, and described the difference between the two sets of 
data using the t-test, and the results are shown in Fig. 4. 

 As can be seen from Fig. 4, compared with sampling 
inspection without sequential testing, sequential testing with a 
fixed upper limit of sample size can effectively reduce the 
number of sampling inspection. As in the sampling and testing 
process, the general situation of the product non-confirming 
rate is low, belonging to the small probability of events, the 
ordinary sampling and testing methods defective number of 
cases to reach the threshold is relatively small. If the 
sequential test method is not used, in most cases it is necessary 
to reach the upper limit of the sample size before stopping the 
sampling test. This conclusion can also be verified from the 
frequency distribution graph. The sequential test with fixed 
sample size upper limit can effectively combine the sampling 
upper limit of Poisson distribution and the advantages of 
dynamic adjustment of the sampling number of sequential 
probability ratio test, which makes it possible to end the 
sampling and testing process earlier in some cases and reduces 
the inspection time. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 This study establishes a sequential test method with a 
predetermined maximum sample size, which successfully 
integrates the Poisson distribution algorithm with AQL 
sampling principles to determine the sample size ceiling and 
rejection thresholds. By incorporating sequential testing, the 
number of inspections is minimized, thereby streamlining the 
inspection process.  The experimental findings indicate that 
the sequential test with a fixed sample size upper limit 
effectively harnesses the benefits of the Poisson distribution 
for sample size limits and the sequential probability ratio test 
for dynamically adjusting the sample size. This allows for the 
potential to conclude the sampling and testing process 
prematurely in certain scenarios, thereby optimizing the 
inspection procedure. Additionally, the research reveals that 
the sequential test with a maximum sample size often 
concludes before reaching the predetermined sample size, 
with the prematurely terminated tests exhibiting multiple 
minor peaks and displaying a discernible pattern. These minor 
peaks frequently occur near the sample size ceiling, with 
various wavelets approximately equidistant from one another. 
Future research could investigate the underlying causes for the 
emergence of these peaks and refine the sampling 
methodology based on our findings. 
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