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APPENDIX A
SUGGESTED PFMEA SEVERITY EVALUATION CRITERIA TABLE

PROCESS FMEA
Tables. Suggested PFMEA Seventy Evaluat|on Criteria
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Source: General Motors Corporation (2001)




APPENDIX B
SUGGESTED PFMEA OCCURRENCE EVALUATION CRITERIA TABLE

~»PROCESS FMEA
Table 7. Suggested PFMEA Occurrence Evaluation Criteria
Protebilty Likey Felure Retes* Rarking

\ery Hon: Persistent Failures > too er thousand pieces 10
50 per thousand pieces 9

Hoh Freuent Failures 20 per thousand pieces 8
10 per thousand pieces 7

Mockrate: Oocasional Failures 5 per thousand pieces 6
2 [, thousand pieces 5

$ 1 per thousand pieces 4

Low: Relatively Few Failures as [er thousandpieces 3
0. per thousand pieces 2

Remote: Failure is Unlikely <001 perthousand pieces T

Source: General Motors Corporation (2001)



APPENDIX C
SUGGESTED PFMEA DETECTION EVALUATION CRITERIA TABLE

TABLE 8. Suggested PFMEA Detection Evaluation Criteria
Detection Criteria instoectison Suggested Range of Detection Methods  Ranking

A
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Mbcerate - Controls ey detect X 5
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O Quprdsiaeagod X X 3
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Source: General Motors Corporation (2001)
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APPENDIXD
STANDARD FORM FOR PROCESS FMEA

STANDARD FORM FOR PROCESS FMEA
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APPENDIX E
t-STATISTIC TABLE

Two-Sided Student's t-Statistic

Degrees of Confidence Level
Freedom 90% 95% 99%
1 6.314 12.706 63.656
2 2.920 4.303 9.925
3 2.353 3.182 5.841
4 2.132 v 2776 4.604
5 2.015 1 v 2571 4.032
6 1.943 [ 2447 3.707
7 1.895 2.365 3.499
8 1.860 2.306 3.355
9 1.833 2.262 3.250
10 1.812 2.228 3.169
1 1.796 2201 ' 3.106
12 1.782 2.179 3.055
13 1771 2.160 3.012
14 1.761 2.145 2977
15 1.753 2131 2.947
16 1.746 2.120 2921
17 1.740 2.110 2.898
18 1734 2.101 2.878
19 1.729 2.093 2.861
20 1725 2.086 2.845
21 1721 2.080 2.831
22 1.717 2074 2.819
23 1714 2.069 2.807
24 1711 2.064 2797
25 1.708 2.060 2787
26 1.706 2.056 2779
27 1.703 2.052 2771
28 1.701 2.048 2.763
29 1.699 2.045 2.756
30 1697 2.042 2750
40 1.684 2021 2704
60 1671 2.000 2.660
120 1658 1.980 2617
o0 1645 1.960 2576

Table entries generated with TINY function in Excel

Source: John Lawson, John Eijavec (2001)
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APPENDIX F
F-DISTRIBUTION TABLE
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Upper 5%Points of F-Distribution with ), and 22

Table entries generated with FINV function in Excel

Source: John Lawson, John Erjavec (2001)
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