SOLASE o83 d5A=9 gFdAY
AJAD, 5352, AAAD

2.9
E¢d dolg & -,’ﬁft% 7+ HOlHE BEAHE A9 AZyolgd

A ojwe AelE sord Wasl gk AZdolHd BE AN F
2 olgsole ozt A2 ¥ o BEghcase)e AFE Po)
A olF A3 sl o EMZnel %oy AR Zo o3t

lo

ol
A4S WA 2 FAFLE AZAS dXs
LB Lv‘f—°ﬂ"1‘ B4 719 diolHAES A
A WA hEHe 2ZEQ SOLASE 7}]5}1—,}

F9.8-9): Hot-deck, EM-algorithm, ¥4z, thd}x], SOLAS

1. A &

Aol FALA] oJud o] frof] o&] BEHolof & Zte Ux| B3 A$E A
Zgtolet sy, oy AL 2AF FEY FAFEAL Y3 uw 22 ’1‘33}71] 2=
At o2 AR EAqA dFAE HolHe ZE 94250 #29 ASolg. a9
U AZ2gE 2 A59 A o%A APstestd g g “ﬁ—‘°l AT o
=
@—iﬁﬁol EAEE 49 ARZENS YA 2 7R ’”‘—411 HHoaN AZ
o] & W& WAL W AZH WS o) &3E WY, SHEAO HA Hrly
-ﬂré% el A MEFst] ASgho) dA = Wy, 333 == A% Juge
2 AZ3%SE dASE Pyo] Urt.

A9 PEEL &g Efé}ﬁ} A8E BAE of AF o] gHE WXy 2
S AA i FRE dS + gue GAE Uk oo giE MY o v
Little and Rubin(1987)%} Johnson and Wichern(1992)2 #3gkol ZA A EM ¢
2} & (Dempster et. al, 1977)& ©)-8& 9344 (Orchard and Woodbury, 1972)<
ARt Jon, 7bg dutHQ WPoEAE HAAARY 93 AL Q)
Iy EM €1 EE o433 L34 FAAN BYo) 93 gAYse A=
gl il shuvhel givtez X (YhR), single imputation)dtnE HolFYd $ % ,\l
on, AZHolH9 AZgo] & F¢ AYAHY HERE 242 9 & Qo)

2 AdFdAE oA AT WP EAHAES AMEY A4 ARE mo|=

1) (617-736) F-AAA] AL Y5 -1, Mot weFsty
E-mail: semikim@sﬂla ac.kr

2) (608-738) F-ALA] FF $9obF AI55-1, ALl Foju)dtn %A st}

3) (641-773) & 78*°1*] AHEE 99 A, Addistn EA %}
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oz A& W3l 48 MY greZ tixlste ool X (multiple imputation) €]
AZEQl SOLASS AH&¥yel s A7stx o]l& &3 A& A

B2 SOLAS ¢]9jo] X & LT EJO|Z Jilg Ao2A TaHYRY 7145ty 9
F38 (589 CAT(Schafer, 1997, Chapter 7-8), Y ut$) X 2 3 (general location model)
7tA3se A4y - WFY ABE Y MIX(Schafer, 1997, Chapter 9)9} thi® H3P5d
A7 % ¥ (multivariate linear mixed-effects model) 7} 39 Adxa U A7 o
g PAN(Schafer, 1999)%°] oy, £ =FJqAE gz EAE SOLASE o] &3
A gf izt g

27 A= SOLASH #gd Aol AMSwrY So #¢ Ad9e dFu, 339 ¢4
deME Fo4W AS doHE 1, 239N AFT 71€9 dx] W o3 Aue}
SOLASE o] &3A 92 A34E v,

2. 433 dAE A4 SOLAS? AH44H

WA, sort Monotone®} Non-monotone A& A4 ths] SOLASY X 3= Q&
dolE & AlL3 A& F3 SOLASY AWy e A&z, Q47104 ALE§ doH
g o] £% U AAE 3-A e AZEE ALF A9 vl 2 Fr)

2.1. A}% do]g
3 ¢ SOLASH XEgsHe] 3dE MLTRIALMDD H o] 8 (subdirectory
SAMPLES <¢tell AthE A&gtt. diolg & ol#lg 1170 W< i 508 &9
‘?J"“é?i dj o) g o]},
OBS - #&A4
» SYMPDUR - 49 d4£73
» AGE - @29 99
» MeasA_0, MeasA_l, MeasA_2, MeasA_3 - $#2] g ¥4 MeasA9 7|8
O Z1EFANAEEH Y 144Y, 2744, 3/4YE 39 wvgg
» MeasB_0, MeasB_l, MeasB_2, MeasB_3 - #x2] w84 MeasBe 7|83
03 712z RE =39 17449, 2744, 3719 59 we-3

A OBS, SYMPDUR, AGE, MeasA_0% MeasB_02 A AA7F #25HPqx, Uo
2} 6709 WM E AESUS XF3ln I WA, o] 2F dY€S By 98 9L =27
< Y,

(i) dlol87F = 33 Viewol A Missing Patterng A 933 Use AllE 2

(ii) 2= dlo]lg Y 3H9 ViewdlA View Monotone Patterns "‘i‘iﬂs}—' "4"*]

Viewell 4] Variable list& HE3H 23 1o] EAE. &7|A dlolEH7 g%
2 oz AP (2E)E Fox Azte] ZARsEE &9 ARFFRE £A9
o, welA o] dojee AEF HAYH L AFSFold Y3ty dxFr)

(iii) 2% HAY 3HoA File2HE CloseE AHsla Frdr)
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B lcv Vew o Nindow Hp

Variables (11)

Cases fojoln otlo 2]
60)

";‘Smmumc\;wN\E
: é o
. &

T

alklaklzls
5 _m

IT:|
1

sl

]

29 1 2299 Missing Value Pattern)

2.2. Predictive Model Based Method - Example
ol 9] &2 Predictive Modelol <3 W& AL&3t o] Holg9 AgS
o ¢ St

(i) Analyze "3 olA Multiple Imputation® Predictive Model Based Method&
k= ig=

(i) Specify Predictive Model 3tHo] EAET. o] 3HL AJEJ} 27§0]¥, Base
setup ¥ Advanced Options®]2tiL 3} tabZ} Ut Ui (AEZHF)E AH
&H Non-Monotone¥} Monotone tabe] T A] €t}

(1) Base Setup
Base Setup tabd A€ H UgdA4LE AAHE 4 vt E Predictive Model
(dZ2RF)d o] THZFoZ AIE37 & ¥4E AQY 45 Yoy 2).

(i) Variables to Imputed Y=o ¥4 MeasA_l, MeasA_2, MeasA_3, MeasB_1,
MeasB_2, MeasB_3& FHolt &},

(ii) Fixed Covariates ¥ X=9d] SYMPDUR, AGE, MeasA_0, MeasB_0& Zojt}
=

(i) ©] dolgo] 2FHFE g7l WE o) Grouping ¥=+= FWog Euf.
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2 Az EEES AR E afiple lmpatator
msm;mum}mmtmmmr
", Vrables . Mutable(a}to S A
™ B re————
Lo 7. {MeasA 3 Lo sig TR ,v'v--—-vvd
. ynnqﬂ' . —— e ekt
. , ‘ S S
s J Voo I
N [+ 2 S Undedy toiempotate 0
iMeasAl S DR
3

Tme, |- ea | Eaw |

a9 2 ¥ AR

(2) Non-Monotone

Non-Monotone tabgs Ad3tH dlojg 9 nlgdx #HAde] AZge didstyl Hs)
A48t Predictive Model?] 3R 3F& F718tAY AAT £ ok 7429 g
o g3 F¥dFsE FIEAY ?‘1]7']%’ g +8 - ZAE ARS (2 E 3).

SYMPDUR Vars to fpute] Cavariaets) 2] i front of » vartabla .
* Q%ESM - MeaAd - nam%é\} ah .
. Measa_[ SWMPOUR | & | '?m"mr ;i!wm‘_ =
n A3 o AGE 2 S0k oo B ot
i b A ]
eash._ % :T;-E z ...... e‘%umgﬁhsﬁe the.
MeasB 6397 o-add @ to
Weash_2 =2 il of Wm
S - i STty
o MeAS L F L . the Covanistels)
MeaB 1 | B | . ] Tétugele aloithe
i MeaB2 | I s selhn;:eonshmgm
> r-Tlse covaiated fom———: Eomn :
(?{dltmepeﬂuds . o e
('Useaﬁlymzvmusnmepeﬂade e r . .
[y e cf Eew |

19 3 ¥|"¥Z(Non Monotone) &l
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Ztzbol diglarel dha T EY B]AEE Base Setup tabolM AP 1R T
#F(Fixed Covariates)®t ©h€ BE WYHF7A FA Jbssich dg4esE o] 8% g
2EZRE Variable 829 Eog 5024 F740] 7Mesid. & dgisd oz
FHF Z2E F ¥ BF HFHoR FAHE JdF ZYPds AMLEA B I
= At

AL A2 UEFEE 2ERAY)SY 43 ddo] 7153 @ 22FA I5E &
o gidise Zt A3 didiA 3 g AEA oW WMEE GEESFE
AFEE £ JESAE FopY OEEE RE FHY JdZ2RIPL gloez g o
A FHFez wFE AAsx gow I HEE 2Ry =Py
Step-Wise A€ o2 AAE 4 o} vpARoz AZ7S ddsr] 3 AHgdE
ZFwygol A HEL Viewol Multiply Imputed Datad] 3ldHolA A&

Regression Outputol]l EAE}, o] 3HL Specify Predictive Model®] OK HE S ¥F
29 gAgch

(3) Monotone
Monotone tab® ¥E2W o
Model ¢t9] S o] #s) =

2d9e AZge WYy 98 AH8¥ Predictive
F7ARAG A7 & 5 AHIY 4),

Lup et

Base Setup | Non Moncionn {MORU0EY Advanced Opons]
Varlsble(s): - : . S ;
SYMPDUR Vas_to_tmpute| Covariatels) | Forced
AGE MeasA_1
i . SYMPOUR | @
A“% AGE =3
eas| _‘l) MeasB_ 0 [~3
Meash.£ Meah 0 | ©
MeasA 2 (-2
MeasA_3 =3
. MeasB_1 [
. -Drag Variable — ' MeasB_2 [
el ’ tse rovarisies fam - I
: .o 4 - -
#Missing: _QJ e M 1'-meﬁeria§s ) . S
€ Use arly presiaus tine pentds ; e .
(== ] m2 | saw |

29 4 dZ(Monotone) # &

M TEFY P2Ed A M5 F T2 AAE 4T dE +9 - EAE
AHggTh ZF digd 4o di st Base Setup tab®] A FWHFOE XA WLt}
€ EE dddsEYE 7480 des 39T F2EQ WS grijold Fojng
FTELE T 7hest. & of® Wast 5 didusd dis 3P drE ¢
od EAE] glol® HEFAHQ dF 2Pt AHEEA & FE )

Aeg NEPE2 A4E 2B 2% ddo] 7Msd UREA Y52 3 gge
2 gigdus #3d Qe ¥sTE IUFoR ALY vixoez AZZS o

oK
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437 At AlEE dFEY9 2A ¥ AL Regression Outputd] EA) o).
(4) Advanced Options

Advanced Options tab& A"EsH 3IJARY T AHPRY 2y
(regression/discriminant model) A& 93 3Ho] FA ALY 5).

T ] s | sew |
2% 5 Advanced Option

(a) Tolerance
Tolerance W= FX& FAALY HAZE Aoty A% Aol o Fale
o PAE AN o o FEolH Eo|PHI/NE AUy Y AE
FAAez tte ES8iFd dlA 719 R 7P (1-Tolerance)dl @< Y&
R L AFE EYPHSFE AL £ UAES HI3do,

(b) Stepping Criteria(R A €& 43 71F)
7| e &2y SS9 Step-wise AHE AT VIF£02E F-to-Enter
7 F-to-Remove?] F3A+= F-to-Enter®] 3Rt} Zolx &= ¢ten), MRS &
etz OKE FEo. gFulde dHely gdol EAHE dYE F£X& 3z
Mo g FAE

‘ﬂ?ﬂ 7he] dgtel ot BPE B5 AN dolyg IFE BAHE AHE £FHo
2 A3 Ay dEAs U459 Multiple Imputation-Output(42)3 “Analyzing
Multiply Imputed Datasets” (482] (3))o] AA|3] s o] o}

2.3. Propensity Score® <] AP&A |

o 71X propensity scoredE& TS Zo] ALR3ld dolEje AZZE WY} E
TAE Hg3o

(i) Analyze "l °lA Multiple Imputation(tt3 )3} Propensity Score Method
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g ddg3ig,

(ii) Specify Propensity Method 3}do] HEAIEY. <71 &= Base Setup®
Advanced Optionsgt= 2719 AEZF FAldr dY@Z)AFE Agsd
Non-Monotone(®] ©%)% Monotone(¥%%) tab 2] i Donor Pool tabo] EA]
o},

(1) Base Setup
Base Setup tab& A€sld didWFE AL oz AZAHEE ZA2H
sl oz Rysle of FRUFOZE ALST AL WFE AAHIHIY 6).

(i) Variable to Impute(tJYd®¥4) H=o] M4 MeasA_l, MeasA_2, MeasA_3,
MeasB_1, MeasB_2, MeasB_3& Zo|t} =1},

(i) Fixed Covariates(13 ¥ 8 %) "=o] SYMPDUR, AGE, MeasA_0, MeasB_0
& Fojt} =t

(i) HolHE 2FHSFE XL JA %7] Wi Grouping Y=+ T30
Erh

)} Non Monstons | Monttone I Donor Pool] Advanced Options|
Varisbl &l’aﬁnbln(s)w o
(0: 5 —
: ea‘s'g__g Nurnber of iImputed Datasets:’g ﬁ
Meast.| ] ‘
:_3 .
B2 remm.. ‘ =
| Verable: [T l
ol " Fixed covadatela): , .
IEE Bounded Mlesing e
SYMPDUR . .
MeasA 0 { [~ Unesry interpclale
MeasB_0 L :
~Drag Variable — ' - S v BEAS
Type: : .
#Missing: .
[T=a ] w2 | ssw ]
a4 6 ¥Me AA

(2) Non—-Monotone

Non-Monotone tabg AH3¥H dloje]e] vlgzx sHele AZZE udslty] 94
AbE3tE ZA2F FAARYFY FHUFE FIEAY AAY & ¥ 7). FZ9
N ) FHF J2EY AFE 71 AAT gt +9 - FAE AFLE
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Bas Seiip. m}ml DmerI] Mmmm;
" Vadabletsls-. 7" - N
B on tha &/
SYMPDUR :::_‘:w il i In o a ™ -
A ‘ y u
) “"“fl ) AGE F 1T Wﬂﬂ
M‘m“ : SYMPDUR | & | m g
N easd | Tt waas T = - t o
::: - . MeasA_0 2 m% ‘m
s asE - MeasB 0 L I + o add a covariste to
MeoasA_2 (4 Mm;asshn
Measd_1 v | cnhg‘h?
S Meah3 | F | varkatels)
Do Verdibla . Tt " alt of
: -Drag Variable — Vet | B of o m?’
| e ’ H T cnlumncl! onm
A . rusec fran —e . .
f . € Mimepidods 2 RN S
'm‘m; L5 9] € Useaniy pravidus lir[ie perods 1 .

¥ 7 Nonmonotone Pattern

ZZbe] gilwol] Uls) FFe B AEE Base Setup taboll A 7‘] g 2 3d
Z(Fixed Covariates)® W& EE dgduiFory 4 7H5did. Hes ] FHF g
2 Ed A Vaiable g =9 ﬂ°1‘:]' FSoZ2HN F7ol Jtesit & did¥ESdd maty
3 Fe Y2E <o) ¥y AR HFHOE ALHA &8 FE AT

f

(3) Monotone
Monotone tabE A eistd dloje o dxuee] AZzS syl g8l ALg3sie
229 JARYY FUFS FIEIAY AA & 5 Ui (1Y 8).

BesaSehplNonm mmﬂhrmlﬁdwoﬁml
. Vosishlets): 0 oo m m »
4 - on - ¥
" g@g«pwa N ‘;ax io _:npmu Covansiels] | Forced ~ Inh m sign
B Ql Y- lsash pie -..
wo | |
a ; SMPOR | @ | ) ﬁrﬁ? m"ﬂﬂm.
- MeasA_0 ¢ 1 %ﬂg’t s\u‘ggﬁv:ﬂnm
x Moab 0 | P | . ;ﬁaggomwhbh
LA poe S ke
~ I
L o e
bmd .S . Yo toggte aft of
: _-g)ngyas;gma*« ” Vel | & - g'&%%&med .
. fyeet Vst COVTALES o e 1" column'tife; - ’
 Migsing: <. g(‘;’kﬂdmep,nmis . TS S P
‘;w”b‘a : % € Useanly previous ime perivds
" ' “me |- ax [ Esw |

1% 8 Monotone Pattern
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A7) FAFe] B 2Ed #AG WU F7 BE AAE JT d= +9 - FAE
AHg-tot, Zh2zbe) digli o) s FRl#Ee] ElAE+= Base Setup tabollA A AE 1
7§ %%%(Fixed Covariates)¥} 2 EE o FoA A 7t5st dEE o F

% g AEJ A Vaiable =0 Fojr} a—u—i’*] 3ol 7bssit. @ U -’F°ﬂ
“}E}H“ THF F2E Qo] I AR HFHoE AHSHA EE 5 QUth

(4) Donor Pool

Donor Pool tabE& A€ 3lH Donor Pool #Holx7F FAATHY 9). AFEAZA
propensity scoreol]l @3] dlolele] REIAF S HAF 4 oy dPFZAA A A
g & 4 qth

~ tga m‘xaum«mwm  ~ o

B

meah!w

- oBS i s toi e T :
SympouR = ebeteL Lot - =
AGE MeasA_1
Measal | T —_ 1} o
MeasA_l ] Measa 2
Meazad e .
Moach 1 > Meash_3 . -
‘Drag Vartable———- ~ { Meesb_3 T S I
;vbai - n I =1 .

Missing: _-} B (5 :

2¥ 9 Dornor Pool

Propensity Score?] F&H#E F2A37] A3)A ol §40] ot

- Divide propensity score into ¢ subsets : propensity score2] ztollAl c7/ie] ¥
E4dS AA4ET co dEEZL 50
- Use c closest cases : #E8 Ao T ojof dt= did A9 & 5 AAE

ARG = A,
-~ Use d% of the dataset closest cases : 99 /A $£& WBZZ AT 4
At}

Z+Z}o] Ao thdll refinement variableg A28 4= v} W4 = Variables9
g 2E AR A Refinement-Variable Qo Zojt} £t} refinement variablesS A}
£3H A2 FR)o ZHI}E AN XFd8EF BEAGY AAE S}
donor pooldlj 4] A}-83l& refinement variable % AT 4 itk o] o= &
ERS AL o A3



154

(5) Advanced Options(57}-373)
Advanced OptionsE& A ¥3}H Advanced Options¢] 3Ho] EAHEW, AgAE
HAEA T 229 ARG B YA Ao = A2 H10).

. SR SURTARCLI S BN PONF IR RPN [als Yol S REY T o)
Vo Sopa e P2 | | powwies

2% 10 Advanced Options

(i) Randomization(% g 3})
Main Seed Valuet propensityd H#¥A3 oMol AdF:Zd Argdd o
ZEZE 123450t} o] = FWog FUx 00z HASHH lock timeo]
AH8-E ot

(ii) Regression Options(3AEH 9] ALE 9% §4)
Model Tolerance =9 X+ AMAEE AoJst7] 4 Rolt}. o] gL 9

3 FHoE AISEY 9N E &

Age) oid 719§ RPo] (1-Tolerance)& 278 A L WHE Ry wf
2 SgASFOA AA 3

(i) 2 9o AA
Aol 43 oo ZA2E AR FHL L3P YPew §slr) g wrE
At B3 o) TH dAgel 2 E.

24. 449y &9

Propensity Score¥} ¥} Predictive Model Based Model2 A =€d 729 d&2giydy
9 282 FF22 5719 ANEJ ol Data Page®l View W¥H 94 Imputation
Report, Regression Output, Missing Pattern®] o= A& A4 & A} g o)
F7td ©9& E4o] Analyze "WFANA FAI A$ (o] ALY (3) “Analyzing
Multiply Imputed Datasets” =), Combined ®o) MEA F7t51, 9714 AHE
&+ 9l
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gy 282N, didd 27 RFA Add voly o] 5Holx A
= EAEG o] ddlA EAE B9 AS dHold sde] Id 1ot 97| 2

Mo #X7F didgrez FzHo gl

Ene Edh Vauobiss eze ‘Fomvst  View  Wndow  Helb

=

fivas IOBS [SYMPDUR [AGE |MeasA_0 |MeasA_1 |Meach_: [Meash 3 |WMocasb U |MeasB_i |Meast_2 nﬂ

1 1 137 | 57 177 174 111 57 110 92

2] 2 124 | 78 165 150 78 33 89 89 65

3] 3 167 | a1 270 240 255 261 95 80 80

3] 4 313 | 53 276 276 297 291 98 107 107

5[ 5 187 | 43 308 294 207 285 119 110 116

5| © 438 | 77 188 228 162 160 86 62 62

70 7 062 | 69 147 135 EE] 285 118 92 29

sf © 156 | 37 321 321 336 318 118 16 110

sl s 148 | 65 213 213 201 261 68 53 71

10 | 10 2.48 | 67 276 218 252 273 85 28 8%

KN BEX] 315 | 31 285 288 297 a7 118 119 116

12 | 12 206 | 56 303 303 279 303 101 98 107

13 | 13 123 | 43 273 785 237 246 85 83 80

14 14 0.81 36 279 276 N 273 118 119 110

15 | 15 140 | 67 186 182 210 195 122 113 119

16 | 16 091 | 64 300 297 270 243 86 80 77 f
éﬁ!zmm-i ; >

a2d 11 sleolE o)A

View o)A Imputation Report(Z21¥ 12)$} Regression Output, Missing Pattern

& A9 & ok

M imparation Bepart 4 TS
Fite Edtt Mow Emm mow Melp .
[anet - N - B FATTYRE g TR ] -

SUMMARY OF DATA USED IN IMPUTATION MODEL.

I Non snonotone tionotone
pattermns patterns
| Totals | 4] 3

Imputation Variable MeasA_1

Cases includad in § del

monotone
[MeasA_1 T 501 0]

imputation Variable MeasA_2

Total Non l Monotone [ Obsomj

Cases includ In imp

l Total Non [ﬁonotone Obs erved
monotone

i

A

¥ 12 Imputation Report
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Imputation Report$} Regression Outpute ZA2E FFHEM AurzQl IJARA,
i) ALET AR S B3 232 F T Aok

(2) Imputation Report

9 dXENMNE GFodPd AR 249 MRAES AEsty nusn Qo
(29 12). 4& =9 dHF S AL E seed valued} Y A2 4+ &5 25
71Z5 ] gt FE Y{

- U FAEE 25

- kel AHEE W4

- WYY =94 429 AL dde) A AGEAG
ojt}.

e dolgol s HEd FAREN HAEL 549 F8M ARE 233 F
oz A gk Z+ gdd FRAT7) FAH7) dE AEdE HFAQ AAs F

42 AL mARA.
3. 7 A} BE

# 3.1. Sweat Data

X, X, X,
Individual Sweat rate  Sodium  Potassium

1 37 485 9.3
2 5.7 65.1 8.0
3 3.8 472 109
4 3.2 53.2 12.0
5 31" 555 97
6 46 36.1 79
7 24" 24.8" 14
8 7.2 33.1 7.6
9 6.7 474 85
10 54 5.1 11.3
11 39 36.9 12.7
12 45 588" 12.3
13 35 278 9.8
14 45 40.2 84
15 15 135 0.1
16 85 56.4 71
17 45 71.6 8.2
18 6.5 52.8 105
19 4.1 441 11.2
20 55 409 9.4

Source : Johnson and Wichern(1992),

FARAHA G2A g BHFEAY A W X sweat rate, Xo' sodium content,
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X3! potassium content)o] @ 20M 9 AB(p=3, n=20) HLAA B} o
Aune B 317 Zonm AEgd BY ATE 93 A W5 A3FAS ndEd
T W 5709 A&GS WS, #7F BoldE o] AEH}S 2 njFig.
WA v EXxo] i FEAN PP Housge FARG 71A S HEfron,
1994).
0= maximum eigenvalue of 3

714 T oW E¥XERE FE8 FEA PHo|)

ols} 22 AZdolHI e AS WA 1 U WY oz A= NS A
3t B&d JAATE o)l gste AL FHFPLS §=193.70 2ZW$9 A= AW
= o]§% WEF(hot-deck) 22 A& B¢ ZF FHZLE 9= 173.840)Yt}. £
Z9o #3549 volHe HFFE thA(mean imputation)dte 9= 170.40& A
. BEE ATE o83l AL FAL UE F whyEg AA 2R 24}
e, ol 45 ¥Fd RIEHPE T RAY L #FEo] A2Ho nuy e
e Hola Q7] "ol AAe ALE ol AE AHE AL 4 gouwz
Zulolgol dig dixA WHo g RAFs. 99 A X W 2AHpESL
B5d AT o8 AeAd HA FAHZ 6=200.468TF BF @A 22U
E%, F4(estimation)®} vl 3}(maximization)?] ¥ QA E wE3E= A EM ¢
1 F(Dempster et. al, 1977)& o]43F A2 AP FRAZL 179.150)U}. =
=xdA 24T dF gAY LZE0IQ SOLASE o]438te 23] wa} Assn
o33

o Mr ook Lo )

A

E 32 oA $yd wE FAHg

s [
A A gk 0=200.46
ASHRLE ol § 193.70
hot-deck 173.84
Bk g 170.40
EM 179.15
SOLAS 175.33

°|¢t o] SOLASE o]83t d& tholx9 gL 175.3801t}. o] g EM
uEFE ol 8T ZAF UiNY FE AYF e WPRdE A FAZR s
T #ez ZAEE ¢ 5 U

A5G Ao B FAF 48 2EA 920012 F2d}r] v}

EE, A5 d7AAZ 144 AFAA SOLASo|9}9] )X & S/WQl CAT,
MIX, PANS & 4% 3 do] g3 =9x 48 Aoz 439
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