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Abstract 

Oil and gas industries rely on sophisticated downhole tools used during drilling to optimize well production levels 
and maintain continuous flow from reservoirs. To be profitable, manufacturers must meet downhole product design 
specifications, ensuring production levels are maintained without downtime. Manufacturers receive millions of 
dollars annually from the oil and gas producers who expect equipment within tolerances to meet production 
schedules. A high occurrence of dimensional deviations in computerized numerical control (CNC) machining 
products triggers unwanted expenses on resources. Dimensional nonconformities adversely impact delivery of 
products to end users due to delays needed for rework or replacement. This research contributes to manufacturing 
companies by applying Deming’s Plan-Do-Study-Act (PDSA) theoretical framework, failure modes and effects 
analysis (FMEA), root cause analysis (RCA), and Pareto analysis to eliminate nonconformities. Factors impacting 
deviations during CNC machining processes are investigated and are found to reduce nonconformities, improve cost 
savings, and increase customer satisfaction for competitive market advantages. 
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1. Introduction
A globally established and leading manufacturer, labeled as “organization” in this research study for confidentiality, 
has become one of the largest manufacturing suppliers of downhole tools in the oil and gas industry. Over the past 
50-year period, the organization has grown from a small manufacturing shop to one of the top-tier equipment
suppliers for the oil and gas service industry. From its beginnings with only a couple of manufacturing machines, the
organization has expanded its manufacturing capabilities. The company now has over 100 advanced computerized
numerical control (CNC) machines to produce various complicated products for the oil and gas industry.

The organization is also expanding its manufacturing capabilities by extending the branches and adding several 
special processes. This expansion would allow the organization to compete with other high precision manufacturing 
companies and further diversify industries. Figures 1 displays two examples of CNC machines used at the company 
to manufacture the oil and gas products according to product design and customer requirements. The CNC program 
and operator control these types of machines. The machine operator must set up the cutting tools, load and unload 
material, and perform tool adjustments—whereas the computer programs are developed to control tool path and 
other automated elements. 
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Figure 1. CNC machine to manufacture the oil and gas products 
 
A high occurrence of dimensional deviations in CNC machining products has triggered unwanted expenses for 
material and resources. Figure 2 provides an example of a dimensional deviation that has caused problems in the 
organization. Some of the deviations in the products during the CNC machining processes needed time to be 
reworked or replaced. Rework or replacement would cause a delay in the shipment and create an unsatisfied 
customer. 
 

 
 

Figure 2. Dimensional deviations on two features of a machined product 
 
1.1 Objectives 
The organization has had several product nonconformities over the last five years involving the quality of 
manufactured products that did not conform to the customer requirements. There was a total of 87 customer 
complaints (product nonconformities) in 2020 that included 61 deviations due to dimensional deviations. Based on 
the discussion with the prime customer, the deviations related to dimensional and threading issues might negatively 
affect the assembly of downhole tools at customer locations or fields, resulting in the late delivery of the tools and 
equipment to the end-user.  
 
This research analyzed product nonconformities at the organization by defect in 2020 and displayed the different 
defects in a Pareto chart (Juran 2019) to discover the specific defects that impacted the number of product 
nonconformities at the organization. The goal of this study was to investigate the high rate of dimensional deviations 
in the CNC machining process, understand what was causing the problems, and discover a solution to eliminate 
problems in the future.  
 
The organization being studied encountered thousands of dollars of nonconforming products in the shop that were 
waiting for rework or remade to replace scrapped parts. If the parts needed to be reworked or remade, staff took time 
to be ready for the shipment. As a result, rework time negatively affected deliveries to the main customers. Holding 
large volumes of nonconforming products was a business risk. This research focused on finding a solution for 
reducing the number of product nonconformities to mitigate the financial risk of holding them in the shop and 
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ensure that the parts were delivered to the customers on time. Preventing the potential recurrence of product 
nonconformities during the CNC machining processes decreases the cost of rework and scrap. 
 
 
Figure 3 demonstrates all the product nonconformities by defect at the organization—internal and external—in 
2020. This data shows that more than 80% of the problems have been due to dimensional deviations. Additionally, 
this study focused on investigating product deviations, the factors that have impacted the dimensional deviations at 
the organization, and the application of different quality tools to eliminate the cause of these nonconformities. 
Effective actions have been defined to reduce the number of product nonconformities caused by dimensional 
deviations. The corrective actions implemented were evaluated for effectiveness to ensure that the causes of product 
nonconformities were eliminated in the future. 
 

 
 

Figure 3. Product nonconformities by defect in 2020 
 
2 Literature Review 
This study has explored the root causes of dimensional deviations at the organization and defined effective 
corrective actions to eliminate the cause of similar issues to increase customer satisfaction. There are always 
opportunities in successful businesses to change and discover ways to improve the quality of their products and 
services (Grower 2016). Deming’s (1986) theoretical quality framework PDSA was utilized to show the importance 
of continuous quality improvement when manufacturing products. Deming (1994) defined the cycle for learning and 
improving a product or process. Figure 4 shows the combining of the PDSA theoretical framework with the three 
questions of the Model for Improvement (Moen and Norman 2010), and also the iterative PDSA process 
(ConceptDraw 2022). 
 

 
 

Figure 4. Deming’s plan-do-study-act (PDSA) cycle and Continuous improvement using the PDSA framework 
 
Until 2014, the oil and gas manufacturing companies earned huge profits and did not focus on product 
nonconformities within the operations due to high revenues. This situation has subsequently changed, and the oil 
and gas industry is now concentrating on two approaches: (1) increasing production and (2) reducing capital and 
operating expenses (British Petroleum 2016). In addition, oil and gas companies must initiate innovation practices 
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for cost-saving and efficiency improvements and adopt new drilling technologies to meet the growing demand and 
remain competitive (Tarver 2022).  
 
The company has expanded its branches and added several unique processes to compete with other high-precision 
manufacturing enterprises and diversify its product portfolio further. Therefore, it is critical to investigate all 
dimensional deviations and prepare a process improvement plan. 
 
Farfan-Meza et al. (2019) reported that the high frequency of dimensional deviation of similar products impacts the 
business operation’s profit. In the face of 87 product deviations in one year at the organization, applying the 80/20 
rule in the Pareto chart helped the organization classify the nonconformities by defect. Findings indicated the main 
deviations came from 20% of nonconformities which were dimensional deviations. This study proposed that the 
organization investigate in detail to find the factors that affected the dimensional deviations. Moreover, a PDSA 
cycle and Pareto chart were among the most frequently used tools in the manufacturing continual improvement 
process. Any changes after the implementation of corrective actions would need to be tested individually in order to 
ensure the actions were, in fact, effective (Christoff 2018).  
 
2.1 Deming’s Plan-Do-Study-Act (PDSA) Theoretical Framework and Quality Methodologies 
The PDSA framework is designed for improving products and services to ensure continuous progress in all parts of 
a business (Bustard, 2012). The framework also has been shown to be effective in complex organizational change 
management (Donnelly and Kirk 2015). This framework can support expanding and emerging industries regardless 
of their complexity or industry. The quality tools utilized in this study helped the organization reduce product 
nonconformities, and the actions taken were shared as lessons learned with other organizational shop departments. 
Different quality tools were used to discover the root causes of the deviations at the organization. Engagement of 
shop employees involved in manufacturing and inspection of the deviated products were the focus of this study for 
the RCA and corrective actions. 
 
Gu et al. (2015) reported that one of the most significant factors for CNC machining parts with the appropriate 
quality for consistent performance in their assemblies was machine tool offset accuracy and repeatability. The most 
difficult areas were identifying and evaluating dynamic CNC machine defects quickly enough to apply the 
appropriate error models to compensate with prompt corrections. A technique was used to predict the global offset 
for a CNC machine tool based on the computed deviation between the measured and nominal dimensions of the part. 
 
3. Methods  
This study utilized the quality theoretical framework PDSA and quality techniques such as a Pareto chart, Fishbone,  
FMEA, 5 Whys, RCA, and 8D Model to identify and analyze needs and opportunities for continuous improvement 
for the organization’s product nonconformities reduction. By establishing an appropriate corrective action, the 
proposed study aimed to reduce the number of product nonconformities at the organization due to dimensional 
variations. The Pareto chart is used broadly in QC settings to recognize essential variables that most affect the 
failures or defects in a process (Wilkinson 2016). By studying how the root cause of the investigation was connected 
to the cause of product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations, the method uncovered operations changes to 
mitigate the risk of recurrence in the future (Gurley et al. 2021). 
 
4. Data Collection 
In order to understand the Plan phase, the nonconforming product data due to dimensional deviations were collected 
from the NCR software of the organization. All the necessary data concerning internal Non-Conformance Reports 
(NCRs) and customer complaints were available within the NCR system. However, to refine our analysis, the data 
needed to be exported through an Excel sheet and applied filters to focus specifically on cases related to dimensional 
deviations. Additionally, the dimensional deviations based on CNC machining, as we observed that several 
dimensional issues arose due to coating, which had an impact on the product dimensions. 
 
5. Results and Discussion 
Deming’s PDSA cycle of continual improvement supplied the foundation for this study to investigate the need for 
the organization to reduce the number of product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations. Further, the 
organization sought to mitigate the risk of losing several orders from prime customers due to high customer 
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complaints—87 complaints in 2020. In order to improve customer satisfaction, the following quality tools were 
applied and evaluated. 
 
5.1 Pareto Analysis Results 
In order to analyze the product deviations, the issues needed to be categorized by defect. Figure 5 shows a Pareto 
analysis of dimensional deviations by a defect at the organization.  
 

 
 

Figure 5. Number of dimensional deviations by defect 
 
Through a Pareto analysis, the majority of defects at the organization in 2020 that affected dimensional deviations 
were identified as length or depth oversize (17 NCR), inside diameter oversize (13 NCR), and outside diameter 
undersize (12 NCR). These three defects accounted for approximately 67% of the total defects reported. The 
remaining five reported defects accounted for 19 occurrences or 23%. The Pareto chart results were reviewed and 
demonstrated that most rejections were in areas of length and depth oversize, inside diameter oversize, and outside 
diameter undersize. 
 
5.2 Fishbone Diagram Results 
The Cross Functional Team (CFT), including the vice president, plant manager, quality manager, and production 
manager, identified the causes of dimensional deviations based on the results of the Pareto chart in the following 
Fishbone diagram. These factors and other possible causes were diagrammed on the Fishbone to assess which areas 
of the organization were causing the failure modes. Figure 6 displays a Fishbone diagram with the causes and effects 
on management, people, method, measurement, machine, and material used at the organization to identify the 
problem.  
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Figure 6. Fishbone diagram to identify the root cause of problems 
 
5.3 8D Model Results 
The CFT of the organization used the 8D Model as a problem-solving approach. This model helped the CFT team 
treat the problem immediately and eliminate the recurrence of nonconformities. The following tasks were performed 
during the completion of the 8D Report: 
Here is one of the completed 8D Model followed by the CFT team of the organization to significantly reduce the 
number of product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations. 
 
D1: Established the team: CFT team, including operations manager, quality manager and engineering manager. 
D2: Problem statement: 61 customer complaints were received in 2020 due to dimensional deviations. 
D3: Correction and containment plan: The opened work orders with similar part numbers in the shop were 
       monitored by the operations manager to prevent producing any similar nonconformities.  
D4: Investigation and identify the root causes and escape points:  
       Why 1: Why were the nonconforming products delivered to customers? It appears due to the complexity of the 
                    product features, the QC inspectors were not able to detect some of the dimensional deviations by  
                    manual inspection. 
       Why 2: Why could the QC inspectors not catch the dimensional deviations during the inspection process? It was 
                    determined that some tight tolerance features should have been inspected by a high-precision measuring 
                    equipment such as CMM and digital height gauge. 
       Why 3: Why do the CNC machinists not adjust the tool wear offsets during the machining process? It was found 
                    that some CNC machinists did not have the skill level needed to adjust the tool offset. 
       Why 4: Why a work instruction was not available in each station of CNC machining? There were no available 
                    work instructions because the Company ABC was relying on the experience of the CNC machinists.  
       Why 5: Why some of the CNC machinists did not have the skill level needed to adjust the tool offset? There 
                    was not a solid training process specifically for the qualification of the CNC machinists. 
    
        Root Cause: As per the investigation during the 5Why analysis as indicated above, and the results from 
                             Fishbone diagram, the root cause of the product nonconformities were identified below: 

1. It was found that the majority of dimensional deviations were due to incorrect tool offset setup during the 
CNC machining processes. 

2. There were no available instructions because the Company ABC was relying on the experience of the CNC 
machinists. However, some CNC machinists did not have the skill level needed in adjusting the tool offset. 

Escaped Points: Due to complexity of the product features, it was found that the QC inspectors were not able to 
                          detect some of the dimensional deviations by manual inspection. It was determined that some 
                          of the tight tolerance features should have been inspected by a high-precision measuring 
                          equipment such as CMM and digital height gauge. 
D5 & D6: Define “and” implement corrective actions: 
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1. Several meetings were held with the quality engineering and CNC programming departments to develop 
seven work instructions on how to adjust the tool offset during the CNC machining. The work instructions 
were communicated with all the CNC machinists. 

2. The qualifications of the CNC machinists were revised so going forward, all the CNC machinists must be 
qualified in a period of 3 months. 

3. A new CMM and digital height gauge were purchased and setup to help the QC team to measure the tight 
tolerances features. 

D7: Effectiveness of the implemented actions:  
1. An audit was conducted to ensure all the required work instructions are available in each station and 

interviewed some of the new machinists to ensure they had understood the instructions. 
2. The number of product NCRs were monitored daily and the dimensional deviations have been reduced 

significantly. 
D8: Congratulate the team: Thanks to all the participants for their active participation and valuable input in root 
       cause investigation and implementation of the effective corrective actions. 

 
5.4 Failure Modes and Effects Analysis (FMEA) Results 
The FMEA matrix determined which defects were seen as frequent occurrences at the organization. The CFT team 
identified the required risks at the organization based on their experience and the results from the Pareto chart and 
Fishbone diagram (see Figures 5 and 6). The purpose of the FMEA was to take actions to eliminate or reduce 
failures starting with the highest-priority risks. First, risks identified were assessed and quantified by calculating the 
risk resulting from severity, occurrence, and detection using the FMEA method. Then, the identified risks were 
assessed, and a recommended action was defined to mitigate the risk score. The organization identified and 
controlled all the potential risks associated with the delivery and quality of products. The output of high-risk scores 
was used to develop contingency plans, and the output of the medium risk scores was used for an activity associated 
with corrective or preventive actions (American Petroleum Institute 2013). Figure 7 shows risk assessment by use of 
the FMEA method.  
 

 
 
Figure 7. FMEA to assess the risks of improper adjusting tool wear offsets during the CNC machining process 
5.5 Proposed Improvements 
After reviewing the items indicated in the Pareto chart, Fishbone diagram, assessment of the identified risks from the 
FMEA and 8D Model results, it was found that the Quality Control (QC) team inspected the products 100% during 
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the in-process and final inspection. However, they were unable to detect some part deviations during the manual 
inspection due to the complexity of the products. Some of the tight tolerance dimensions should have been inspected 
by high precision measuring equipment such as a coordinate measuring machine (CMM). The organization had a 
large CMM; however, due to the high volume of batches that needed inspection from these types of machines, there 
was a constant backlog that adversely affected on-time delivery to customers. The senior management decided to 
procure a CMM and a height gauge to help the QC team inspect the tight tolerances of dimensions during the 
inspection process. Figure 8 shows CMM and digital height gauge examples. This equipment was obtained to 
measure the complicated products so the parts could be inspected accurately and delivered to customers on time. 
 

 
 

Figure 8. Precision coordinate measuring machine (CMM) and digital Height gauge 
 
It was discovered that many of the defects that affected the dimensional deviations reported in the Pareto chart were 
derived from the CNC machinist not adjusting the tool wear offset during the machining processes. Some of the 
machinists did not have the necessary skill level needed for adjusting the tool wear offset, and the organization 
relied on the presumed experience of the machinists. Moreover, there were no work instructions available for 
adjusting the tool wear offset in each station of the CNC machines. Different brands of CNC machines in the 
organization with different controllers compounded the situation, causing the organization to develop a specific 
work instruction for each brand of controller. 
 
A gap was found where the skill level of each machinist was not the same. Therefore, the organization developed 
and implemented a new training program provided by the production supervisors, which all CNC machinists 
completed to ensure they were competent in running the CNC machines independently. This training program 
allowed all machinists to be competent at the same skill level. 
 
5.6 Validation 
Since March 2021, all the relevant shop employees have been engaged in the investigation of avoidable 
nonconformities to identify the root causes of the deviations and define effective corrective actions to eliminate the 
causes of identified issues. In addition, a monthly audit was conducted for the effectiveness of the corrective actions. 
Figure 9 displays that the number of NCR fluctuated from January 2021 until the second week of June 2021. 
Further, the number of NCR fluctuated with fewer variations and showed a consistent downward trend in the 
number of weekly nonconformities. The number of weekly NCR in the first and second quarters of 2021 were 
between four and 10 NCR, and in the third and fourth quarters, were between three and six nonconformities. This 
reduction in the third and fourth quarters of 2021 was attributable to defining effective corrective actions and 
evaluating the effectiveness of implemented corrective actions.  
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Figure 9. Trend of in-house nonconformities at the organization in 2021 
 
Combining the results from the Pareto chart, Fishbone diagram, and FMEA, an 8D Report was completed to correct 
the issues on similar parts in the shop and identify the root causes of nonconformities by applying the 5 Whys and 
RCA quality methods. Effective corrective actions were defined to eliminate the causes of the dimensional issues. 
After evaluating the effectiveness of implemented corrective actions provided by the FMEA and 8D Report, the 
number of in-house NCRs was analyzed in December 2021 and compared with the NCR reported in 2020. Figure 10 
demonstrates that the number of NCR decreased by 40%, while at the same time, the organization shipped three 
times more parts to the prime customer than in 2020.  
 

 
 

Figure 10. Number of internal NCR in 2021 compared with 2020 
 
 

18



Proceedings of the IEOM International Conference on Smart Mobility and Vehicle Electrification 
Detroit, Michigan, USA, October 10-12, 2023 
 

© IEOM Society International 

Finally, the NCR system software of the organization summarized all the activities and tracked the implementation 
of improvement plans in the reduction of product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations. The proposed 
improvement program demonstrated a 40% reduction in the number of NCRs saving hundreds of thousands of 
dollars due to a reduction in the cost of scrap and rework in 2021 compared to 2020.  
 
6. Conclusions 
The organization is one of the manufacturing leaders of downhole tools in the oil and gas industry. The company 
can produce complex parts for global downhole tool companies. Due to the complexity of products, the QC 
department must inspect the parts 100% during in-process and final inspections.  
 
Dimensional deviations were common in CNC machining products that caused unwanted resource costs. The 
organization received 87 customer complaints in 2020 that were primarily due to dimensional deviations. Following 
discussions with the prime customer, dimensional variations were found that could negatively impact the assembly 
of downhole tools at the customer’s location or in the field, resulting in late delivery of the tools and equipment to 
the customer. In terms of the domino effect, the organization’s prime customer complained in 2020 that 87 product 
nonconformities negatively impacted the delivery of major projects. Furthermore, if the organization did not take 
effective action to reduce the number of product deviations by the end of 2021, competitors would supply similar 
products. The 87 customer complaints in 2020 impacted the reputation of the organization, potentially leading to a 
loss of market share. This study provided the organization with guidance in assessing the potential risk of losses in 
the oil and gas market due to 87 product nonconformities involving CNC machining processes in a year. 
Investigating solutions to reduce the product nonconformities to satisfy customer requirements was necessary for the 
organization. 
 
Thousands of dollars’ worth of nonconforming products were waiting to be reworked or remade at the organization. 
If parts needed to be reworked or remade, it took time for the organization to assure that the parts were ready for 
shipment. As a result of the rework time, the primary customer’s deliveries were negatively impacted. A business 
risk existed in keeping large quantities of nonconforming products. A focus of this study was to find a solution to 
reduce the number of product nonconformities to mitigate the financial risk of holding these nonconforming parts in 
the shop while also ensuring that reworked or remade parts were delivered to the customers on time.  
 
This study showed how the PDSA cycle was used as a continuous process improvement strategy in an iterative 
planned sequence involving empirical data collection and analysis. New information was created from the current 
cycle to ensure that the next cycle used the new learning to plan and make changes for continuous improvement. 
The four phases of the PDSA continuous improvement framework produced the following outcomes:  

• The Plan phase determined the problem and created the action plan to execute in the next phase.  
• The Do phase executed the actions outlined in the Plan phase. 
• The Study phase reviewed and analyzed the result from the Do phase.  
• The Act phase decided whether to cancel the investigation or proceed to another PDSA cycle.  

 
Quality tools were used in conjunction with the PDSA theoretical framework and learning cycle. Pareto charts were 
used as a visual and quantitative tool to show the frequency of the nonconforming defect counts from highest to 
lowest and helped determine a priority sequence of problems to resolve. The most frequent defect was chosen as the 
first problem to resolve. The Fishbone diagram was another visual tool used to brainstorm the causes of the 
nonconforming defects due to dimensional deviations. A FMEA provided a quantitative tool to identify potential 
failure modes, causes, and effects within the CNC machining process. Then, an 8D Methodology was used to 
determine the root causes of deviations using 5 Whys analysis and RCA. To complete all eight disciplines of the 8D 
Methodology, a corrective action was defined and implemented to eliminate the cause of a problem. The 
effectiveness of the corrective action taken was evaluated to ensure that the causes of the problem had been 
eliminated. Lastly, the team was congratulated for their active participation and valuable input to prevent the 
repetition of similar nonconformities. Each of these quality tools were implemented within the PDSA cycle. 
 
The quality improvement actions taken helped the organization reduce the number of product nonconformities and 
prevent the recurrence of NCR throughout the CNC machining processes while substantially reducing rework and 
scrap costs. During the research, all the product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations were analyzed using 
the Pareto chart with the majority of defects caused by errors in length or depth oversize, inside diameter oversize, 
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and outside diameter undersize. All the causes affecting the dimensional deviations were addressed. However, one 
of the causes of the nonconformities resulted from a lack of a robust training program for the qualifications of the 
CNC machinists. Therefore, a training course was developed and conducted to ensure consistency of the skill level 
of all CNC machinists. 
 
All the potential risks associated with the dimensional deviations and timely delivery of products were identified and 
assessed by the FMEA method. A required action was taken for the high-risk events to mitigate the occurrence of 
the risk. One of the recommended actions for the high-risk events was to develop a work instruction for adjusting 
the tool wear offset so that all CNC machinists could follow the same instructions during the set-up process. The 
implemented corrective action was evaluated by the FMEA method and found to be effective in reducing defect 
occurrence. 
 
After implementing the above corrective actions in 2021, the results demonstrated a 40% reduction in NCR numbers 
that saved hundreds of thousands of dollars due to the reduced cost of scrap and rework compared to 2020. During 
the same period, the organization shipped three times more products to its prime customer compared with 2020.  
 
References 
American Petroleum Institute, Specifications for quality management system requirements for manufacturing 

organizations for the petroleum and natural gas industry, API SPEC Q1, 9th Edition, 2013, June. Available: 
https://global.ihs.com/doc_detail.cfm?document_name=API%20SPEC%20Q1 and items key=00010738 

British Petroleum, Vertical drilling, 2016. Available: https://www.bp.com/content/dam/bp/business-
sites/en/global/corporate/pdfs/investors/bp-annual-report-and-form-20f-2016.pdf  

Bustard, D., Beyond mainstream adoption: from Agile software development to Agile organizational change, IEEE 
19th International Conference and Workshops on Engineering of Computer-based Systems, 90-97, April 2012. 

Christoff, P., Running PDSA cycles, Current Problems in Pediatric and Adolescent Health Care, vol. 48, no. 8, pp. 
198-201, August 2018. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cppeds.2018.08.006  

ConceptDraw, Plan-do-check-act (PDCA), 2022. Available: https://www.conceptdraw.com/solution 
park/mng_tool_pdca 

Deming, W. E., Out of the crisis, MIT Press, Massachusetts, 1986. 
Deming, W. E., The new economics for industry, government, education. MIT Press, Massachusetts, 1994. 
Donnelly, P., and Kirk, P., Use the PDSA model for effective change management, Education for Primary Care, 

vol. 26, no. 4, pp. 279-281, October 2015. https://doi.org/10.1080/14739879.2015.11494356 
Farfan-Meza, B. N., Vega-Villasante, C. A., Maradiegue-Tuesta, F., and Alvarez-Merino, J. C., Reduction of 

nonconformities in galvanized process using model based on Lean manufacturing tools,  IEEE International 
Conference on Industrial Engineering and Engineering Management (IEEM), pp. 1255-1259, December 2019. 
https://doi.org/10.1109/IEEM44572.2019.8978848  

Grower, G., How the PDSA cycle can help you improve your business, ABI/INFOMR Collection, vol. 34, no. 12, p. 
17, December 2016. 

Gu, J., Agapiou., J. S., and Kurgin., S., CNC machine tool work offset error compensation method, Journal of 
Manufacturing Systems, vol. 37, no. 2, pp. 576-585, October 2015. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmsy.2015.04.001 

Gurley, K., Edlow, J., Burstein, J. L., and Grossman, S. A., Errors in decision making in emergency medicine: the 
case of the landscaper’s back and root cause analysis, The Practice of Emergency Medicine/Concepts, vol. 77, 
no. 2, pp. 203-209, February 2021. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2020.05.031 

Juran, J., Pareto principle (80/20 rule) and Pareto analysis guide, March 2019. Available: 
https://www.juran.com/blog/a-guide-to-the-pareto-principle-80-20-rule-pareto-analysis/  

Moen, R. D., and Norman, C. L., Circling back: clearing up myths about the Deming cycle and seeing how it keeps 
evolving, Quality Progress, pp. 23-29, November 2010. Available: http://www.api web.org/circling-back.pdf 

Tarver, E., Why the price of crude oil dropped in 2015? Investopedia, January 2022. Available: 
       https://www.investopedia.com/articles/investing/102215/4-reasons-why-price-crude-oil 
       ropped.asp/ 
Wilkinson, L., Revising the Pareto chart, The American Statistician, vol. 60, no. 4, pp. 332-334, 2016. 

https://doi.org/10.1198/000313006X152243 
 

20

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cppeds.2018.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/14739879.2015.11494356
https://doi.org/10.1109/IEEM44572.2019.8978848
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmsy.2015.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2020.05.031
https://doi.org/10.1198/000313006X152243


Proceedings of the IEOM International Conference on Smart Mobility and Vehicle Electrification 
Detroit, Michigan, USA, October 10-12, 2023 

© IEOM Society International 

Biographies 
Ali Ghazi, MSQA, is a Quality Manager in a manufacturing company with more than 20 years of experience in 
quality assurance, quality control, and quality auditing in different industries, such as automotive and oil and gas. He 
earned a Bachelor of Science in Industrial Engineering from Azad University of South Tehran, Iran. He completed 
his Master of Science in Quality Assurance (MSQA) in manufacturing from California State University, Dominguez 
Hills, CA. Ali is also one of the ISO 176 committee members in ISO 9001:2015. He is an expert in implementation 
and auditing of different quality management system standards, such as ISO 9001, AS9100, API Q1, IATF 16949, 
and QA program as per the requirements of N299.3. 

Dr. Milton Krivokuca is Chair Emeritus and subject matter advisor of the Master of Science Quality Assurance 
program at California State University, Dominguez Hills, Carson, CA. He has also taught master’s classes in critical 
thinking and quality theories at several universities. Additionally, he has presented contemporary quality topics at 
conferences in Europe, Middle East, Africa, and Asia, locations throughout the United States and Canada. He is past 
chair of ASQ, Quality Management Division, an ASQ Fellow, ASQ Los Angeles Section 700 Simon Collier Quality 
Award recipient and 2020 ASQ Section 701 Orange Empire Quality Guru of the Year. Quality 4.0 Thought Leader. 

Robert Spencer, MSQA, MA, has worked for more than 40 years in quality systems implementation in large 
government and private enterprise. As a retired professor, he taught for 34 years in the California State University in 
two master’s degree programs: Master in Public Policy and Administration for California State University, Long 
Beach, CA, and the Master of Science Quality Assurance program at California State University Dominguez Hills, 
Carson, CA. For four years he served as ASQ Chief Editor of the peer-reviewed Quality Management Forum journal 
reaching 24,000 ASQ members quarterly. He has consulted with organizations such as Raytheon, Los Angeles 
International Airport, Sunkist Growers, City of Anaheim, CA, and Korean Airlines. He currently helps graduate 
students write their thesis papers for graduation.  

21


	Finally, the NCR system software of the organization summarized all the activities and tracked the implementation of improvement plans in the reduction of product nonconformities due to dimensional deviations. The proposed improvement program demonstr...
	Biographies



