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52 ALE - AA ZAME F-3R(nonresponse)S X FFTE T
2 o8 714 o|{E WA, FHH o T FIHo] B = AL
37]lE olEl & doltt. o2 FEHEHE A A 4FH F¥E F
7] o =AY AR E wo)7] e FEEES Wi Yol o
5 F83lt} & o FIYgY HA AERANAE A HILY F
Sgol LA, 789 A Aol wet A9 ARyt 24 e
G4 offgA @A & F Joh F&EE Fo7] A= Avd A
AAl, 98 A, 283 AFE AY HAERA F 98 84F /7]
Hog zt& At lon, 7H5dH F8EEC] W RAE 3=
o] ulgA AT, AIHA - AAF 47 W&o B A LA s
SH dalAe AFFHoE AYste WEE 1ok @t

71 &4 A48 E 4 Je e FEEE A9y $ETe
ZAL AAZ o] R3= Aotk HAo F2 o] &Y o] WHE XA W
FE He BAE 123A @3 FIEE AYAFeEN A8 E AT
Hog o]g3A 3= Dol Yo vk A gt didle F&¢ o
A (imputation) & T3} WA} B (complete data)E THE F oA ¥ A=
(data after imputation)E& TA} H4ol] o] &3l WHo] dg o] &5 Q)
o AE3 Yo s FIEE gAY FEARY £4E Y+ I
< B ol V& BAMHE JUR o] & F e Aol 9ol
T/ ARE AAS e ARG MY uiAg o R Hrisa gl
AE7HA B AFAEC] F-8F A $HE SE3 A7 o,
e 47 ZA9E HEE

T3 A WA A8 M7 leH, N A4 we HA-E o
A e Yty o] g3ts Aol FAFU WHfolth B dFdME F
< dA THE 2R A F, gA F AFE o] 43ld FE
£ 3= S AEHE BAHA 2HL @23 £5E AE 3y
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Ao @ A2 EAH A7 AA F 7HA AV} FREA A
ARE s Al F FAFo] 723 Usystematic bias)S 71
F ok Holn OE v A F FAFY Bl HFaFA
(underestimation)® 4= AThe Holth o] F 7k EAl: F8¥ HA=
A% A 272 WriEEd, Ade FAF] AR A =4 A
FAE ke F Slo] SR G| FagE Yrisy, FAE F
Hepo] Bibo] ARG A FHPOIZN A Ao A7t AA
B & Ao Hrlgg ouidth B =RMe 2 Fo 2HE
o] Al F FAFY o] AaFH £AE AF 2FAG.

28 AE 2% Al Wyl g A& 33 3ddAE A E A
BE ol43l FE& 3= A B¥se oA E3s A ERE o)
AZFHZ AT FAHE v o]y EAYE AFste PHES
Aot o Ho g 4dM e 2 B E4en

0. 555t oA 3y

zodt oA WEe A &Y diAe thF i Al(multiple imputation)
oz RN, dd oA $yEe oA AAHA dA LR
(deterministic imputation method)3 &2l thA| WY (stochastic imputa-
tion method) 0.8 TEE T} (Kalton ¥} Kasprzyk, 1986, 73U A7,
1996). AR A L F3H FEo 3t thAlgte] FL3A 2
A= gAeld, FEHQU hA WHL gl FEHSE H
A= ot A3 dA Pio2E 9YF v (deductive imputa-
tion), A]7]A U} A|(historical imputation), %7+ th#|(mean imputation), Z X}
&) o) #|(sequential hot deck imputation), ¥] TjZ(ratio imputation), 3|7
o) Al (regression imputation), &4 U} Al(nearest neighbour imputation) &
o] glon, &#&A dA Wygols &4 A (Hot deck imputation), 7}5
&4 t)A)(weighted hot deck imputation), E W] THA|(random ratio
imputation), WY 3|7 ohA|(random regression imputation) 5o} UT}.
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A PHE AA dlelge AY A 83| BokE A T(imputation
class)& THES oA FuUlolA A WYL HLsh= Aol el
A & Alo] Mg o] &3le diA T ¥ FEC] V¥ ME
S AEE TteEE Zo] wigAsith. gAFE o] §3Md &7 W
o] E3E AN dAY AF/EE Folv AV ok

A9 A PP =g FH Aoy g 7|Ed 93t &4
A A AARE F5FE dAsHE EES DTk A7 Y
£ yHEZAKrepeated survey)ol Al F8% T, T wHEzAIAN FY
E9] Sgko] AL Al mel HAE Fe Holx H3F| ARG
3 ARG BBBAE 2o 53 A FIHE A3 AR
AEHs Bolth FFuiAe T3] & AF Wel $8# B
€ T3t FEH 5o A= Wlolth HF A HHE dds)
o o] 857] AL FHo] Jon, FE Wyl ¢ Heoln 73}
3l A HFY of f&3ich I3y oA F FEL2 BAEY W
E57F AUXA golA $EEHEY £¥7F QI =y, Fdo| ohd B
FAE S HENT 2L FAFE 78 = 580l A= B4
o] k. A} dtd A WhEL dHolH Hde e o, M $ES
99e) FEgo R A PHOE, AF - AT A ZA {83}
& F2L A - AT EAE AR o3 AA2YA tA ToE FE
=Ho, A TR FEFE HE FAF 7hsAol o EF ZANE %)
YA dEA4E 7R ol FRNEE FEHo] WA A &9
#o 2 tAE= Aol Aol Ut

v thA ¢} B Al REATE o83t H] oS X|(ratio predicted
value)t} 3] o &X(regression predicted value)E 37 thA 3=
Ho g, FE Hey JABA o, AA 2A gl o] 87ts
T RUT7E IS W 87 Wolth o] Whyo] EAelr] YA
T 5 Havl FFHQA Aoy ¥E ¥ao HxW4o AAE v B
¥ (ratio model)©]} 3 A 2 ¥ (regression model)o] 2 AHF 4 oo} I
o A2 Al E2WSE o83t F8H A vele} 7 {4
& SH A GAE o, sHE FERS dAss HHoE 3}
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s st fAbgol QiTh oWl TR AR BSlE Ad $5E ol
she} =t

2HEH DA PEe U e LS ARt dAE sue ¥
B 8% MFE Zolt Aol Utk oAT BHE RAB] k]
S84 oY} AL g9 AL oA 2hY IR FAA 8
UE DS ARl o F2ol A WEoz, std HAE
o318 TSH Al Fol= Bl P27} IRZ 4X9E Aol 3
o B2 dAU W oA S 99 BE B¥0) SAHEE $ASY
Fejol FBsA o8 5 Utk 7HF Y AT 37 F HUE
HRY W AE e Fo} AR Polth of W& F B swatification)
7 5ol QAU A shclustering)7h Hof Qo] thA S SRSl
A2 OB F2UEE 2 9 #8308 4 Yok A WA
ol BY AAGA YL & vchA golt AAYA ol HEL
A TYAA BANE PHOE YU HELAE OA A Az
W5} A F AR WFo] Lol EE WEY EL A LA
Atk %8 UA PR ol83HD BHA PRl Mse A Y
o e Bgsht 4ae) WSS 448 £ Uoke FYE AT Aok

WY BA PSS HARE SR HEsY g2 dusits 3
e gloy dAR A% BHANES APslds nulstE BHe
FA0) 7HA2 Stk Rubin(1987)9) 9stel AQA o dAPEe 23
T 950 ole) Wl BhAE Folo] AY B9 WES AL T, oA
T 33FS PR Pl o YL BAZ AT BRYYE §olsbil
2R & e AHol lout e We tAE slok s Rgol Aok

. 735 44 &5
1. P2E X &3

A7) NSl B GelA DY o527 HE(simple random sample)& A
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2 Ui o) 3¢9 BES A2 YeY A7le 47 n ol
Ak Fggol A Y& AEste QAT AEE § 2 BRI, o
A ¥ ARE y = dehiA

% ykv kEAr ) %%a‘
= 3-1
g [ So  kea,, cﬂﬂm] G

Y A §F A8E UE BEHIS R 20

i %{kgA,yk ¥ kEZA,.,y;} G2
A 3 FEHF y, & A grol X3 FAFOIEE BEHo| 2
£ F2 543 44¢& JUE fAAs 2890 234 88 9A
g Mt o) g3 H, Al F BRBH y= EFFY vHEFA
ZF(unbiased estimator)¢] FH = BIEAIZ AFAL JMA|a Qoerng BHAF
FAR 4A o828 F Jow, BF de o&HI U 1Y oA
woZ A Al ¥ FHF y, = FEHYFED o & 2A4E Zed F
53 gav) ok o & B8 3F9] 58S Jepied F8% o
&g 3, o] UAY A A Ayt A B2 F e Ad
o] ot
A& Eof MAY ALH AZFANA 7 FHY A AR &S 53}
7] 913t ng& ARG Al SR FHATL He AR S
pE BEE AXE& p 2 A58 & A1, AALN A3 95% Hoj A3
AZE p * 1/V/n & o183 Zlo] BFolth T-H Fgeto] ¢4
o] $HaLe] F71 rolgt 3Ab 283 HE HAE o] &3t FEHS
WAy & 2| WA F FAF p, 2 p 7 Ho AAE A4S
A SBAY BEAA &) H, A&l chgt 95% H A &A=

p =*
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o] 5o N7 Holrt Aoz} dzdt] 1,0008E ZAEHH AlF
T Aol +3.16%%0E v T 1,000 F 30%] F-ggo] WAy
&a] 7009 0] $HE 3, AF T AolE +378%F AU HE
Aot} @A F&H A AdE FAY A5 AA A7 Hoj
Bo}h 2L A NS AP EN FE 2/FE HE vHsAel AR
A B

WA ¥ FAZY Bido] FU18teE olfE U 2ol A9¥ 5 4
o A ¥ =G eAE R -’F%QJ} y,- Y, & 788 A LA,
Yy 2 TEEL F, y,-Y = (5,-1) + (y-y). WEHA WA F 38
Hae AL v, gEEZFH samplmg variance, V), WA &4
), 8|3 F d#Fe FE4 Vv, 02 FAHT

Eéwar‘“

(imputation variance, Vlmp

Vit = Veam * Vinp + Vi (3.6)

5, UAl ¥ FHFY B4 F3Eol v BEYZ vigte oA £
ARSI gkol F7PHAl He Aotk F7HEE tA #4419 AE U
A o we ge2A Yehve, F8RE0 ARSE AXE ATl A

i)

GA F 248 BLE ARE WY, 91 ARE 98F oA F
FHY BN FAFL 50 Aok ol Utk HY tA F o
JEE $F FolElA AN o §3o] EEENS T ¥ oA F E
paZe) B¢ V2 23901 84

s 3.7

A71H N 23" A7]olH, 5 = Z(yk yy/(mn-1) oltk. 181 o]
o] 838t BEHOA F(ev)t Er’éi‘«l 100(1-a )% A= F3t& oh&% 2

o] FHTT 7.
V%
ov(%®) = =+ X 100 3.8)
Yr
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D= 2ap XAV, o Y+ 2ap X\, 3.9)

A 9] WolAlFE A gEo A U, MFhe AA A
gzteg FA Jvebdo gty oA 3 28 Fo) 2= 43 A
FEE AAR F FrgoEn 29 LFE UR3A g o)
& A7t Yo ZEAQ olf= tA AEE SHARY AME AT
atod A A (precision) & F7HE 0|8 7] W Zolth. & oA E
Az A3 237 A T A8 XHEH o)E TA ST FEFS
2319k AAsld AE Hrlol o] &AM Al AR Aot

2. 29| AlH

A % HolHE & Hol

12l A4 g3t} B4 24 )
2] o) g5A AoM AT
vol
9

el A

W2 % bAoA &t deran &
v diA -7- FA g Bilo] F7 ]—8]—-‘5 Aol T2 3= EAHQ
2

AR Fe OA ¥ #3F e Fa BristE Aotk o] 2L

a5} +9H0E Hed o] Aol Tee RAYE AT
ARE BAWS yo} BEASF 12 TR Qon, BYAFYG B
WsE oe WAV DT A,

= B\fx + &, i=l.., (3.10)

o, AFEEE WEL, ¢ |x~NQO, x0), ZFE 47
g2, he2, 0 =1, P28 ABstel BB 71T me100012 B2 FE7

FR3A dolus Ae 7HYsiH FeHES 10%, 20%,
30%, 40%, 50%<) A& 1A dAYHL, SHAe He diA 3
£ HZUA, 9, =y, G714 )2 SRR BE, HEEFE o83 )
AL Fe = 6,/x)x, 18T SBE FolA AREA htE gty
dAshe &Y gA 5 AZINE 1R 2] A Wy ot =



T3 A ES gA B 9

oS 10,0008 ¥HE3l tiFel @E F 7pA| hAAIE FopEd.
e oAl 3% y,e B4 Var(y) 3 F8gol §1& de BEH
# y,o B33 nnste] FoE4 (relative variance, RV)E T3},

Var(y)
RV = Variy) (3.12)
DE s UA ¥ ARE SURE ANY AFse) 7@ BARA
FGpe Ta UA F FRFE B4 Varly) 3 DT BoFHS
9] Al 3F(Relative bias, RB)& T}
K Gy - Vo) /K
RB(%) - 2 (vk(yl) _()’1)) % 100 (313)
k=1 V(y,)

A7) viE kAR R AYA T8 BA3F, (4 370k AR
A RVE A & B4bo] §-890] gle W] BEHFY 24+ vwst
o oL ARRIAE HAF1, JUHEY RBE= A & A5E $TEAR
A AXNY HFE BAHE FHE W o= x99 HA FHo] BT}
A& Yel 0. 2oAdge] Aaprt (F Dol At

A Ko g 2ego] F7IEA A & B2 F7ista, wigel o
A F BN FAGE FaseE AL B 5 At FFAAY S
A F BN ZeEo] 10%Y wWE 12.0% 718ty F-SEE°] 50%Y

= 28 9829 271311 Utk Wi E A & BASRAHS FSUE
o] 10%Y¥ Wt 193%UF FAFAHA =HY FIFHEC] 502Y we
749%THE HadA 51 Yo} v Bl F8REo) 0%dHE A
A B F 251970 FASE Aotk HAdA, vl A, std A
2% BeEo] Fr1EE o2 A4S YA vehd=dl, Al 7R
12 vlwskd FZUAC} 7P ASA BAME B4 S8 O o
] 89 A, 283 8 A ¢olth

o] A%E a7t HAB 2, y, = B\ + &, i=l.nolA duE
= ZAstolng o] vty A Aie ta EEE 4 ok a8y ol
A Aed T A gAR AF &3, & UA F B4 Fsln B4

o
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(B 1) 220 Yol o= o &}

o3¢ tirlwy

=
Yrchx| Hch | S ch A
Varly} 0.065 0.065 0.071
- RV 1.120 1.120 1.224
: vy) 0.052 0.059 0.058
RB -19.2% -8.6% -17.9%
Varly} 0.073 0.072 0.084
80°. RV 1.258 1.241 1.448
N wy) 0.046 0.061 0.058
RB -36.2% -15.5% -31.0%
Vary) 0.084 0.082 0.102
7000 RV 1.448 1.413 1.758
’ uy) 0.040 0.062 0.058
RB -51.2% -24.5% -43.0%
vary) 0.097 0.096 0.120
60°0 RV 1.672 1.655 2.068
: vy) 0.035 0.063 0.058
RB -64.0% -34.0% -51.6%
Var(y) 0.115 0.115 0.145
5000 RV 1.982 1.982 2.500
° wy) 0.029 0.065 0.057
RB -74.9% -43.6% -60.1%

3. F3E Al &9 BH
FEH AR Astq AVlE dA F FAHFY 49 #A FHEA

R T N AN A
HE Wast Uk 3 oA B3E B4 2 P BGY & lojol
I} olo) P AT A Ao YEHT Y, U
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Jogs HARYE o83 B4 A W, #A49 AvpolZ iy
(jackknife method)& ©| &3} ¥, t}F Ul A(multiple Imputation)& ©] -8+
AR Y, 183 R2Ef(bootstrap)S ©]-8-3 WY 18] FHo)
¥ ¥ B(balanced half sample)2 ©]-8% W o] Ut

Samndal(1992)+= A 23 & o] 88 £4FA WHE AL3A o] ¥

2 VAT ABo] & BRXHESTTL Y& 39, HXYUFE 0|83}
o g3 & v WA RFE U F, 5, = fx, + 2, BEFESE
A3 WA S 42 FR3 Y FHFOE A BA4E T
Wiolth. A 23 e o] 83 UlA EA4LS BESESENI EYdA
T & A3, HARGOE A A AFHE P83 A58 + sle
o, A#Ho g F4bo] B4 FAHE WAY 4 Ut SandalE 2ojHE
€ B3 A BFPE o] &3 Wo] FAAQ EAFA YA vty
E&HYS At 13y o] YL tiA 2¥ J1Ho] 83 o
FE Tfo] on, 2Y JHHo| F RYHA Yo FEY FEo
A3EE ol ok 71(2000)L Samndalo] AQH WY& YA 3
ARAZE,

y=Bo+Bx+ . +Bx+¢, (3.14)

o2 At 249 HA FAE WA= WU AHEA-

A L}o] X (Jackknife) HH-& WEAQ v uF3 BA 34 oz A
FAHYU Aolx e SYo|n] FTUT X E A+ LS Yo
o] 1RAHUT 13U EREZRALA dojAe FEL EE B
E(complex sample)e]oiA] FE&Eo| EAY FYo] opd A¢r &
o} wElA Auol T WHS BFFE L] e Uty FH
o] a3lch (Yung®} Rao, 1996). Rao$} Shao (1992)= F-3do] thalg
SRR Aol WP E o] 83t ENE A= PHE ARlbE

=0, 250 AL YL HAAHE AvtolZ FEHAS WIS
E Aotk thg e Ao|= BEYFL WEY,
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_ X ,
;,fl‘(”)’I - Y ) JEA,,

AL E = ZA ©97F F-8F 2AEAY o, $EF AN diAgke o
dal Fo2 A ol FRFAL WFE A T B4k 7
25335 BA¥e AFAE 7IdE F Uk £38 Aol PHLE =
By 9o BEHPFOE TEolAE tREY FAF HEH & 3
o] ALWA7} ¥ AAHo| At (Raod} Sitter, 1995; Sitter, 1997; Sitter
¢} Rao, 1997).

R2EHS o] 8F WHL IFHEENA R2EFY BA 8L HE
o &3t B4 FAFE U= il 5(Shaos} Sitter, 1996), 73
O EHES o] &3 WL T3 HEO] FojFE ), FIFeEZ A} &
FIE AFOlERERY Aol HIFoZH A AYE BL4FH G Nt
A3}l Wi o|t} (Shao, Chen} Chen, 1998).
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V. 22 9 HE

ALE] - AA] ZA A E3] At F-8F A st F&F o
A E PA A A AHRUAT T oA PEe ALY
PHIA GEHA PHoE FEHY FAFY Al wel FAsA A
g3l o] g3lH SHARSY &4 flo] AR B4 FHE F 5 3
o 28U A ¥ AEE $EAE AAY BF3A oA F FAZ
o A&< HUIEE HAl &S Ad Hristeq A AH49 JAEE
dojxg Aol itk I olf tAE HelHE o] &3 A=z ¢
& 24 U A gAEte W, B EAFAEE oA B
A4S FA3NA BFOE A I AolwE B4 FAHE B 2§
E Aolth B =RME o]EXHQ BMF @ RoAYE B3 1
AR E FA2 BT
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AW BUS HA FH& TUE 2A A3t AHEE Bojmelt
A5e 2457 el B4 ha e A FHE RIS

o] o 7HAZ AEHJYSH, HARF L o8¢ ¥, 38 A
thol ¥, ThF tiA WY, R2EFHE o] 43 B, FHoIEEEL
ol g% WREC] F2 AT - o] &=L Ut

HEES FAZANA F3HL @4F o2 EAFT. F3EE O
g Zolx Aol ugASA R AZHY - A F Aoz B &
s F3EL AFFor HAEMA Aty F39e ERE H
& BAFE Jlo] A AEE Folx WYl E Aotk 34 ol
A EL NEHY A M2t HA e FHojof 3in, Z} o] o}
Zt oA A7l Eng BA By £ 2o . F3EE 93
oz gd & A AFHo s dPeA A}E F3Ee AR
g AEE AHAE e A Aotk B =84 2% FEE U
A AT Y A PHES AA EA WA FHEstE F
SHOZ U 2AEHAY 2FE Y F UE ALR VY@L
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