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v gA 37 A= RERFE 0] 838t 8] & FX)(ratio predicted
value)L} 3] o3 2] (regression predicted value)®2 F-3H-& thAdh= &
WMoz, & Wiol AAJAV Fon, AA A DA ol&7bs
g E"%" 7} Sil% ) °%ﬂ t’“ﬂ ojt}. o] o] 3‘14’“0]7] -‘?—lﬁﬂ/‘i

2%”(ratlo model)O]L]- El?i_‘?,?fé(regressmn model)o] 7% "4"4%} 01010]: Ely
o HEW diAE RRAFE o)gdte £88 A gt 7 fAF
@ 29 24 BAR 2o, GENE BEEE BAE WYoE 27



<5 A g oA '35 5

n

st Wi FAR o] Stk old) TH AR Bl E AT F5E o &
st et ‘
é’ﬁiﬂ WA EE A e Fd3HA AR QA E == &
T AEE S0l Aol It ol GHS HAT] At
Qg A7} A=A 3d A A Ty SEH FolA 3t
HE WA MRSt T8 FEo oA s= E R, sty gAE
0|43l -3 A Folx R B2y}l Ot E fAHE FHe] 9l
ok H gAY ¥ oA S 28 88 By X HEE SA 5
o] F-A3A o] 88 4 Utk Ut Y diAE $8H F Ve
ARG v 7hEEE Fol AAsHE Wy elt). o] W2 Zsk(stratification)
7 Hol AAY %‘J‘?ri}(clustering)ﬂ ol glo] tiA T SEHEC]
AR OE FEFES ZHE W F83A o8 & ok HE HA
Wioly Ay 3AgA e 2 vlgiAl gold FAUA ol FEL
AHE EFAA dAstE BHOoE 23EHE FELAE UA A A5
HEH A & A5 WEo] ZoAEE WEY & A4St XA
th. FE A S ol &3t 2 W vlste tiAsE Wy
< A& B3y Z}EJ HES AT & e AHE /M2 itk
o4 A PHEL AGS ST AEs ez gsioes #
He Joy AR dF EFAEE dFsirlde HplEitdes g
Al 7R AL It} Rubin(1987)of 2j&te] At ohF tiAHS 8§
G 5o o Mo tAE T3t A #ES HES A £, A
T FAFZ 73k PHelth o] WEE AR AT EFAAE Bols
FAY F UE o] Jou Az W] qAE slof = FEo] Uk

ol
N

A7) N 23 A gl o] 5E3F E(simple random sample)-S A



2 Ueiz o] & £% EEE 4,2 ey 2AE 247 a3 rolz
a7k Fotol oA HE sl AT ARE 9, = BT, U
A 3 ARE y 2 VeI,

Ve = n _ .
g e kEA, ., oA 7t

J89 gA 3 AsE s g8 gde gy 2

_ 1
B

ké‘A Vet kEZA ykJ 62
A & BEPA y, = A ol T3 FAFol g FEYH] 2
F& BAA AAE 22 FAAE 2ok 22 AR diA)
S Adste o] g3td, tiA F FEAEF y, = EHTY BIHIGFA
2 (unbiased estimator)o] ¥ HlEZA 3 A S 7}2]51 glovm® EHAF
FAo A o]842 + oH, I dy o]&EH Utk Ty biA
Foz Qs A F FA4F )= RRYEAFRY 13 2 Bks gter &
5@ gavt k. ¢ & 24 FAFY &< vehied $2% o

& 3, o & e A =AY Ayt A HriE 5 e A
o] 9t}

g 0 AAY A AZZANA 7 TR G AA LS 5S
7] 93t nH-& ZARBIATAL 3t BAHOE FRATL B A&
pE EE AAE p E 458 ¢ %, AAE A3 95% Ao A3
AZE p £ 1/4/n & 0831 Zlo] REeTh 13 F3go] 24
o] @] 7} rojet Ak 1E A B A E o) &3 FIEHE
AR oAk 218A A F AT j; < p 7t H AAE 45

A SEAY] HFAAEC] HH, AX & i 95% ol A A=

rlr

17

p =

1
\/—l;_



€% A e A 523 7

-

o] Fo} AEF3re] do|r} Aot AU 1,000 & FAEHH AlF
T Aol £3.16%d vls] T 1,000 F 30%Y F-3Hol LA
3tod 7008 o %%% 3P, AlE 7k Aol +£3.78%F EoluA He
Aolth. ek R4 oA EAE BAY A9 A4 AgTeel Dol
B} Ze AN FNS *P%SJQE’H FEY 2F/FE HE JteAel AA
A At ‘

oAl & A% Babo] FAEE ol HE TET 2o ARY % 3
otk oA & FAFY 23 BEFEAL y,-Y, 4 78R i“'ﬂii}‘
y-ye B TFEIL F, -7 = G,-1) + (p-y). WERA oA &
B B4, V2 FEFEEAHsampling variance, V), A ‘:‘AP

(imputation variance, V,, ), 18|31 F HZFY FE4L Vo2 FAHA

imp’?

ot tmp mix

Vir = Veam + Vi + Vor (3.6)
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H) BAFAFE AaFAse Ads A5 Aole AT o3
ved Zleoz JAd 5 Ut
(8 1) 2204 2ol o= o st
FEE ChHly
SEE

oA BiCHA| SHEICHA|
Var(y} 0.065 0.065 0.071
9050 RV 1.120 1.120 1.224
’ v(y) 0.052 0.059 0.058
RB -19.2% -8.6% -17.9%
Var(y} 0.073 0.072 0.084
80°. RV 1.258 1.241 1.448
’ vy) 0.046 0.061 0.058
RB -36.2% -15.5% -31.0%
Var(y} 0.084 0.082 0.102
2000 RV 1.448 1.413 1.758
: vy) 0.040 0.062 0.058
RB -51.2% -24.5% -43.0%
Var(y} 0.097 0.096 0.120
50% RV 1.672 1.655 2.068
0 vy) 0.035 0.063 0.058
RB -64.0% -34.0% -51.6%
var(y) 0.115 0.115 0.145
50 RV 1.982 1.982 2.500
: wy) 0.029 0.065 0.057
RB -74.9% -43.6% -60.1%

3. FSE oixl &utol HY

&8 AR <detd Arle diA &
€ 2387 AsAe hAZAA FA3
At & dA 23E B4

o8

#HE Pev}

@} olo] Tl A7 Ane= gty

FAe Bare

PN
T 3

4 )\
43




3 A e oA mAn 11

HogE UARYE ol4d B4 33 Wy, £33 Aoz why
(jackknife method)-& ©}-&-3 WY, Th5 i A (multiple Imputation)& o] 8-3
BAFR B, 183 R2E(bootstrap)& o] &8 Y 121 73 ol
E X H(balanced half sample)2 ©]-&3F W So| ot

Sarndal(1992)= HAIRF-S o] & 2AFH HH-E ALt of %
HE A Ao 2 BEZHUTT) Q& AT, BRZHETE o83}
o o5 22 v oA REE HAR F, .= Bx + 5, REFER
A A EAE A A % 8% Oi AA E4bg FAHI}E=
Wiolth. tiA 28-S o] &3t A 24hs FEFESEAY EE)A
T8 F 3, gAZASE AS A EHAE a3 A9 F e
W, AxH o2 BAbY) #a FHE WAY 4 Yt Samdale RO HEY
< B3t oA BEE o] &7 o] TAHA AT vty

2&Ade ARstnt. Iy o WS tA 23 el E}GQ o
FE9 5go] wor, B 7ol & RPHA gow F29 He0
AstEE wdo] Aok (20008 Sarndale] AR HH-E Uwka <l 3]
A A =23,

y=PBo+Bx+ .+ Bx+e, (3.14)

o7 st 24 A4 FAHE PARE BHE A :
Ato] Z(Jackknife) WH 2 hEZQl H|R 751 A 4 Hes, A

TAHY Auolz WHE FHolH FUF BEE = BES

dto] TRPEAT Iy EEZAMA ‘”017(]—‘5 EEL OIFE B

(complex sample)o]ojA FEFE0] EAY FHo] ofd ¢

o whEbA Aubol Z WS Bt H&3r] AAe gt
o] ™ a3t} (Yung3} Rao, 1996). Rao®} Shao (1992)= F-3Ho] =

SAAF Apo|Z HYPE o] &3t BAS FAHS= WEE AU

e, 1850 AL PHL RAEFAE Ayl FERHFAS WYt

= Zolth. thg3 e Aol FEHAS “J—;:E‘i,
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1, - ,
- ﬂ("}’[ - yj)’ JEA,
v = [ - i (3.15)
iy - i), JEAs,

A He A GH7F F37 ZATAY o, S iAo dhAge o
3l o2 A Aol FEF A WFE A T B4t i

2FAE A Z9E 7UEg F Atk £3E Avelz whie ¥
By 9o REEHFOR ThEoA s 77| FAF AL + A
o] ALY 7t yve AAHo] 9} (Raod} Sitter, 1995; Sitter, 1997; Sitter
9} Rao, 1997).

B2EQL ol 4F PPE SURBoA R2EY R} mEE WY
st FEste] B4 FAFE Ttes WH o] 31(Shao$} Sitter, 1996), T3
HEES o] 43 Pe 33 BEo| FojFS o, FEFOE T &

o EE

e FHo|EEE Ao BtETFo 2N A E3E BASFA A v
& 5}= ¥ oltt (Shao, Chenst Chen, 1998).

V. 29 9 HE

ALB] - A ZAA E3] RS T8 A gt F&H
A R A ETG A AHEGT FEH oA FH2 AR
W FEAQ Wgos FEAY FAHL EA N w2t HAsA A
gt} o]g3td SEARS &4 glol AR By 3= € 3
. 28y oA F A5E 3RARY AN AT A $F F4F
o] &< Wrishd AA &S Ao Wristd A AR AHEE
Hojz=d fFA] tk 1 olfr= AR HolHE o83t tA= <
& 2o F7b At SAstE W, B3AHA EAFAEE U4 £
He FARA ZHOE A I Ao|wtE Fa FAHE &R T

Aotk £ =EAE o83 243 FA RAdF& Tt 1
A& FAZ EJo.
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2 A &3 deeg 1A 9y =3 gepor Ik F8ES 9
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