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Hrs Atzol 25X FHYY M5 0D

WEY dolele A&X £AS A5t AW WFY, A2 HARY, dAHH
7 22 ook whf o] ot B Ao E oy e 23RS 2HsE
ART ¢ FEFY IS ALEI ol9 452 B AL o] 88t vt
ok Ao AL E HolHY S48 e dARE (1) 988 ¥ 9423,
(2) delelg] 27), (3) xolzg) 27) (4) 2FX 8 Hlg, (5) 2H LA A& A3
At B FARE g3 2ok dloleg 277 A1 2F 2 v g g9 AR ¥
4, dB7H, A2 8 Aol ¥4 vextes volge 77 A3 d544
BEol AdZo] ¢t Yuix] dSo] £ J2BAVL oW 2A2H HAEA, AAT
&3] 45 o) g4 Jdebgth dolele 277t 23, AE5X Y vjEo] RolA, ko
z7t A3 A& G 8ol 23] g YA Aol 2 AERAV YW AET
T8 A5l A vestth

FogoFy, 52, AAY, 8, ¢

et

Pl P2

A2 5o AAE AL A 4} AT B 24E AAL AHE oIS 37
Asted AEAY A3 AHEE ol okl AaSAL 2 Yok AT YA o2 £78
AsE gREE FojA F B F& 12+ FAA HFE 44L& 7HA2 oy O
3 BAE 98 o] &5 3 A} (Park and Lee, 1998). £A4E FFH9| o] §74x& BAY
3 o go] £49] ntge] He RAIAE Y] Fo] FR%rE AR 2 ol BE
L 29} 37l v EE 2 XH(non-sampling error)E THEoJof 3Tk BIRE XY HE &
g ZAGARZRE ARE A Eotd BT ok ZATIZEE P A4 2
o] A s BSH, RASSR SAETY UE, Ex AR E VIS AY AT o EA
3tch (Park and Lee, 1998). ©]F oA R E& AA e FEE-2 A5 E 3T W 24
Aoz dste ZSXEHN, 53] H5Y A5 e 7€ AP S d¢3] 75

22 A% WL A AFE Aol wrk F3Eo] BT 84 (mechanism) A 7
% (Rubin, 1976)2 ©Y FojX W4 X, YolA Y Mo @& YT HEIX, Y o &
o] 43Fg x| 9=t} missing completely at random (MCAR) o|g} dtc}. =3H Y 4
of AZo] WA FEo| Xol FHL L Y ol: F%E A %2 missing at random

1) A S8A MUET 425 134, dAd g AR 387 ddA 29 Fat
E-mail: won3@yonsei.ac.kr

2) (339-800) A& EFA MUIEF A% 134, ANz FFE FaTt AdA 29 g8,
E-mail: sohns@yonsei.ac.kr
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(MAR) ©|2} 2t} (Little and Rubin, 1997). o]23 3¢ @2t Aot A= A4S =
A%, B85 27 0] 7455 tH(Lee and Kim., 1997).

AEA7t 289 HFY 250 Wste F& S Al (imputation) 3= o
Aol sttt Lee and Kim (1997)& 24 2 APHA e A& 2 A7) 43 A
S & A7) - Aste gy, Zﬂa@]‘*ﬁ‘ﬁ HELFAHE AR 3] v
‘3] 23, AT Yol M g oo 1 olf+ At A} = A5 LA

FE(level)oll FHo] 2% 17l jRo=g Jﬂr‘lhf]'%iq- Algdoldg B}%Q
Eﬂiﬂ WRle] AEAE vl st =22 2 Hedderley and Wakeling (1995)0ll A= < T
£ dez 2 7 AEA oAl B 4 AlgHolAE ol §ed vk A
Foll AHR3E AAE dlolEe] £, ¥ £ dlolE o] £8H woj=9] A7), 2&9
Higol A& A Wy o2 EM €28 Z, row column substitution, prinqual, mean
substitution & vl 3t A ¥ 23} means substitution WY o] T2 ¥l o) ]3]
W2 A B W vojEe ko=t B ule 238 2 A5 S Hol: 5 O
g AHE A A)ES T} Schenker and Taylor (1996)2 o]=9] A7), YolEle] a7, A%
29 v, 2& X9 EXE AFAAE 9 fully parametric imputation, predictive mean
matching imputation, local residual draw imputation Wy ol 2 A& g A ASE vxn
st B4 AT, AT LA #F A dukA e 2 local residual draw imputation 3-8
o] 7b¢ ¢++3% Ao g YErgt)

ol 43t Zol 7|2 B AEX YA AT APH AT A B oA A7} AW
of gtoh. 2 gL A7 A4 HolBHE U2 3t glon WEH volE o 3
AE A Yol e A7 AR ez RE359 ) Ragel and Cremilleux (1999)= 3=
A7 2T HEY A oA Hee] 3AE d3F 322 2 X E(support value) S
71€2 2 sty AA=7} 7 w2 A2 RE A5 g A AT 281} o]
4o A+ & viole & vl ez J P A AT (empirical study)E vt o 2 31 A 3}o]
22 g2 HolHodx gdytdoz HgEe s & & gk webA 2 A7 oA
£ HoleY E4E UEbd £ AAY 58 AA 5 /‘]"é’iﬂ"]’ﬂé T AYES Y3t
aAF geh =23 7180 BEA A Py 7H§ E@wE AM gt 22X E dAGL
U & Ad¥oAE MAR 713 & 2+ 25X E 238 diolgol disted, ME 2¥o of
?ﬂ A5 & H(fusion) st WS A At o] AsS At dch £ =29 74

< o3 2o

2RO E B AFo|A AEE 22X UAS Y 57HK) S adsigon 35
A g 22 StoA Aol g AeulaE At AES Age] AR} &
& 713 %tt 430X = A FIE EAst 27 HA4E stgen, oz 5300A
< BAZAE Festn FF AFHEE A A

FoEHEY, AEX, ABY, £, §F
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& A% Mﬂ‘qﬂm W g 5ol Y 3
Ay, A2 B0l WA Y Ame 22 UAl BYE 2oL
A} A7HA B4 %@AF@ﬂsw 2 SEPUT A4% P esgch
We A3 AnE ez 2ot

2.1. =Yl HFH(modal category model)

Shitel #E AN AEo) AT WL E y, 250 TAHA & WAFEE 2, 73
AL o 25H #2329 gz, AL EF gol 22 & FZXE9 ¥l (most frequency) y
HEE 259 L%oﬂ AF9l 8k W o)t} (Lee and Kim, 1997). &, AX n 712} & A F

i A AEAY y A AEo] HAHRALE o, A S A ¢ MFEHX TLT R

< FEFEAES 1%“111 n—i7/he] AEAFNA R, o5 AFA Y y 3k ToIA A
HNES 2 U8 AS ST A 529 y ¥4 22 tiAlshs Zolth

2.2. XA 3|7 24 (logistic regression)

9 21(2.1) F Zo] B Ex 1 o)) AHHEF(z,) 2 HFF

SRy e aﬂ%t‘f}l H‘Q ) AHgEE WHeR AEX 7 Y AfE FEUT
2 e HE g o] T?gah:]— s}\,u BEX ]oﬂ = 7] olatel 2
S

ezp(fo + .- + BpTp)
1+ exp(Bo + .. + Bpp)
0, Bpe B F 2 $3 A9 (Maxmun Likelihood Estimation)©]i} vH&%
(Iterative Weighted Least Squares Method)& ©]-83t 7 o] Hth

E(Y) =
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N > threshold (2.2)
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AA ERAHANN) 5 5 X Y E FA =239 A=

ol¢} Zro] AAH AJ/TF AL o] §3t it FEX| A FFo] AN ALy, 2
Zo) W3R e MFLEL z, & IAEL ul,y o FFER z, & AAX gl ML =
L F2XNEY HHl y YFE @—’f%Oﬂ th A 31t} (Ragel and Cremilleux, 1999; Lee, 1999; Ng
and Lee, 1998).

2.4. $SE 8¢ (voting fusion)

WAE A2 A gol AR wet 247 ThE S Aok WekA B A% dAE A
sl 7t el 247 e A AHE RRE ARshs oItk A Sof A7 tiA
o) Ao 47122 AohY FESEPEL 22 FHYCk

88} (neural network fusion)

ot

Ho & AFAE 1A Jov vy By HEst
o uly ZF Frto|th ol & AFA A §F ol AL A
& £ 858 A5 458 AEE ro] E gAY
oA gk QA 5h(back-propagation) A A W) JH o8 AR} T AFo] LA g2 A
AY &S AZTe 2828 stof /E dALTYEA Y gFe BAE fi.‘%?} %, 450
A& dloleldl ALt ot o] UMl 7HA 25X A 4% 1’/}"“’5} z
Ao A& A8 olA vimdtr] Y3t 3 FollAe ZFo] LA P o] 519} 37%
of ulet AF3H7] A3 dALE 71esh

3. AS A2
B ZoMe 353 A5 S4L (1NYEY At 42 (2ol 27 (3)—l-
ojz9 A7) (4)BEXY ¥l & (5) 23 LA 2 Uk A AV edz W

2
2A2E AL, AFT A A, FEEY, AZF Y LHE ol &3t 2FAE Eﬂiﬂ
st AA g hAE ol X ARFES HSHTE T H“'a‘]u-x} gtk A E
ol Ao AR H Z+ g (facor)T} 291 F(level)

AT F5e Tk b h,
4 (3-1)-‘4 a2 ixl"\ﬂ g8 At A 3 folz)2 7HE A
dHAL] £ 3700 47 471H FE& T LA (uniform) ZEE ST Feol A
44 74]4‘—‘_, Lol o] APAF uLEA Aol e 24+ EFHA =S 57 A
sted, ¥ @2 BEFAE T LA st HH HelA g2 dE= o

—r‘

 eap(fule)
P = T eap(fo(@) 3.1)



453y Ase 2

Ay
off

A 24E A% W 37
where P,= #& X7t W3 i ol 8 &5, k=T F7
il (:1:) = 0.5z1; — 0.5212 — 0.23z13 + 0.28z14 + 0.1z9; — 0.7x22 — 0.24x23 + 0.57z24 —
0.31z3; — 0.4x32 + 0.52233 — 0.4x34
fz(IIJ) = sin ($11 — .’II12)2 — 0.5@3714(305 :t_;cgz-}—-_l -
(1:33 + 0. 5.’L'34) sin (2(1,‘23 + 2294 + 31 + .’1732)
Qe 4 (319 P E o839 tha 3t 2o 2708 WHE ZE

A A gt
T, = { 1
0

2. HOIE{] 37|
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where T; ~ Bin(1, P;)

Hedderley and Wakeling (1995)-& & X & A3l SlolAl, HelEHY 7= T8
3 Qlztojn] W0 =)o) v Ete] S ANge} A Ao A wet, F FEX
o] A7 &3 W4 £7F A2 dolE (long and narrow) A7 = AE A7 A3 Wy
o] 47} B& tlo| ¥ (wide and shallow) ¢17}oll e} 25 A YHES] A50] SetAE
Aoz Bt o] 59 AL JHHS N5 H A 12u) ol A 250u] ) 3 F3H= o]
B 37 $&(evel) & AHE5HSTh =3} Schenker and Taylor (1996)2] Al E# o] AT
A 2e JHHSE ARSI dolE 279 £F& 1003} BOOOE 4Ry o=
g WS 740l 50u), 2500 o)l B B3 B AFoAE olHT}t & Aol & ©. A Y
S o dlojEle) 277} vl X FFE golh 7] 3t 47 4749 %‘—71‘-% Zt51 Sl 370
o QJF W42 ARt £ sk 127) E5E 59 59, 1008 off 3 3t 603} 1200
AMg-3F ST
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Schenker and Taylor (1996)2] AF-olA& AFEZZHE Bilo] 137} 48 A&
= 420 zd dgdse Yyrsigoh =3 edderley and Wakeling (1995)2] €]
AetBEE das co|29 AFEEE G2 woj2 F ££E& AL £ A
T Al += Schenker and Taylor (1996)2] < 2} Zo] BUT HEE ASTLEN ko=
o A71g €93 ¢ = UA=F EE AAE AHEETH kojze F £EE 2R &
g A¥d 39, ﬁi‘Ol 0°]x Etadxm 0.22} 0.8 BHEEE AHEIF. ko229

#xr2 A3 0.2 2 0.8 o 2 992 A3 Aoy, o] 27 2 tlolE
‘%i 4TFE vX =7t Hol7 ﬂzf}oq E 313 Zo], 43 FF {(x)% =olz7t v
f(z) + 0.2 x Normal(0,1), f(z) + 0.8 x Normal(0,1) & A& &AAE Jepf et

:J,J
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£31 97 B40) 252 028 2712 23] G Tole 4BAS.
filz)  fi(z) +0.2 X Normal(0,1) fi(z) + 0.8 x Normal(0,1)

filz) 1 0.96 0.68
f2(z)  fo(z) + 0.2 x Normal(0,1)  f2{z) + 0.8 x Normal(0,1)
folz) 1 0.96 0.68

A& 22 vl g AAl= A58 Ao 253 HAE AT 71€9 AEHlE AFA
ol AL H AAER 71E A3 A0 E &S AFEY oS3 2t} -Fraley(1999) :
1 : 5, 35, 65 % -Schenker and Taylor (1996)
: 25, 50 % -Atkinson and Cheng (2000) : 10, 20, 30, 40 % o] 2} Zro] 229 v &L T} ¥
FFEo2 Agso ZZA o] 9L vXE AR JEGOY, o4ty &AL
= P UL AEo BAE Ut et £ 7oA HFEE g sty 2%
219] 8] &-& Fraley (1999)8] A3 oA AMH H 4 ZE54) &2 5%} Schenker and Taylor
(1996)S] AFolA AH8E Hd AS5u &< 50% & AHESHTh EX 28 52 HE B4
g 2F0]&0] 5%Y W9} 50% dHe A& YA 4 (3.2) & 2T

_9.

exp(gr(z) + s(z))
U = T cap(n(a) + 5(@) -2
where Q= #5217} 252 HE s(0)=%EF IMEEERY TA4E WE %ol X, k=T
o &% '
2Z0] 5%Y o] 25U T
g1(x) =1.2X1,;+0.4X:54+0.8X13+0.9X14+0.8X21 +1.4X055+1.5 X035+ 1.1X24+2X3; +
0.8X39 + 0.6X33 +0.3X34
AZo] 50% Y W d&5UY T
g2(z) = 0.05z1; + 0.32212 — 0.38z;3 — 0.09x14 + 0.08221 — 0.14x92 + 0.15253 + 0.11z24 —
0.2z31 + 0.07z32 + 0.06x33 — 0.03234

25 AL 4 (3.2)9 25 LAFE Q. 8 o83 thE T Zo] M; ghel 2714

78 =2 3, Bl M; gol 0019 i WAl BEA Y WEE S S, 109 B
2 X717 @2 2g2 YEL,

whereM; ~ Bin(1,Q;) -
ol 2L Aoz FEHS U ANHE dole, FF gx)oll AHEH Asol oet
ezplg(z) +s(z)} Z1thgtol 0o 747k Q; & 712 05 7F HER M; o] H3E v &
< 0.5:0.5 7} A} "I E @; 2 7l gho] 0.95°1W M; of W5 W& 0.95:0.5 7} A}
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&2 A oy F AFo LA v &2 AL 8F T g(x)oll AHE
AZ& A9 vlgol 5%, 50% 7t e EE A8 AHs ) o] Zo] T g(z)
BAEEyHsY 25 YR FEol e ‘ﬁff—oﬂ-“f o &stn, y Aol &34 &
MAR (missing at random) 7}3& ohE¢}.

rlr mlm rkfl s

Spence and Domoney (1974) 2] g0l &3 A& X7 WG A AP = o
| ee A AP =dE Z2E5A] A o SRS A S A dF ZHAE R
At EPEW Y ol 250 2 ol X A EFH FT F4AAE 7ML A= B
F3 FLBAAE AR ol B ZEUA WY s uasint. YV o 250 &
*Et" ggo] 250 glt X WS E B 4ABAE R 259 Y 4 F4¥X G
€ 7HA = dZo) gl &3 X (observation)d] 71 Ho] A& & A3 ——1:-]] 2z 4 Q)
= dlolEl o] £7F Hoj it o] & Ay vlolele A& LY S0 Z2F hAYR ol v A
G%E Lohs] Ashol 4 (329 go) o F $E ol s(x) B AT 50%
5 2 Poolt mol22M PFo) 00lT EEUAI} 0354 152 AFEEE g3
5% A5UA Bl AFEES Bl 091 T2 WA 29 100] Fe o=
€ vl alck ols 2ol Porrheh e avlel ko2 8 HAFE AL F B 1)
20 2% Bl A3 LITLOA T 249 100 £E8A Aol HES 8
1 Sigolch, 200e] EEHA Aolsh hE A e Y WAl 25 BAHEo] xS AT
Aoz 2o 4RWAE A A Svistol, 1008 Aol e AL Aoz g g
FEAE Ze AL Atk 25 3 Fgol A oz 7] FaaA
Aol & 3.200 UEhd wheh AT

£32 43 24 850 FR9 £ol2g 277 28 BHE Hole 4BAS
gi(z) gi(z) +2 x Normal(0,1)  gi(z) + 10 x Normal(0, 1)

g1(x) 1 0.5 0.08
g2(z)  go(z) + 0.3 x Normal(0,1) go(z) + 1.5 X Normal(0, 1)
92(z) 1 0.5 0.08

3.6. 25 UNUY
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ANe 01%5} EZ]A‘Q Q:ﬂv: H, H2 5o 5% 25789 tﬂzﬂt‘“ﬂf}_ibﬂ —;;3%
uhe A A, v A gATgol 419 g 2ol JNIUFYS
FoAA A A B “ﬁ o244, 4 iy A5l HAZES "‘_7§tb}9] ‘ﬂ‘—f’iﬂi’—i At
3ol 2%E &g st AAY FETHE AHEEI ol & 7 Al s Al
AR ES ‘I’}-ﬁ'ﬁl = %53 (majority voting) &+ W} vl st 3 A
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AHEA, FRE AR AEE B3t 2709 293 247 2709k 309 =8 ¥
3, 2A2E BEFFE ALY EEL 005  AHEETH

o]z} Zo] tlolEld] £ vEtlE 572 AF AAte] whE thA 1A 9 A& A
WP FE2 oA FFAE vl n Tl Yol A gt THE L v 2o

A7 Hal: 48 28] 57t d¥ ol 228 AL o] th ol vt
o Z2F diAl Aol Erh Ha2: HolH e 277} 2 A& A9 vlgo]l ¥ HEF
W EEe dBHo 1 ol vst 25 B &4 o] Eoh Ha3d: Hlolge 277t
23 A5 LA BAC e BAE HAE 2ALE BYo] b Wyl vistd A&
hAl BEAol ErhHad: vlolEle 277t 23, 25X 9 ¥l&ol F2, 2544 433
A7} ZeEA xolz7t I ¥ A3 T YA FE §80] o Pyl vst] 2ShA
Aol gt - :

Hal o] AAolf+ 48 294 A2T57E d¥old 2AAH AY 3AL
Aol B Aoz 7|UH 7] miEoln, Ha2 &= tlo]E 8 377} ZFodA F&X &
ol ¥o¥ 2A2E LA 2L B Ad dANEE EeFA AT Qe &
X9 A7t HojAn g W A X (degree of freedom) o 2] st} F&AJo] Hojd A
L2 i H7 aiEeolth E3 tlojEle] 277t FoWA Y Mo BSo] BAY FE 0
Xoh 23 #AE AT e HAl PRoly dA IS uFY 544, 254
FE A LT X FE 7R & SA S(complete) Hlo| Bl 7} EAE FEo] Ho] F2F £
e dolEg £71 Hojuz 2L HAARHET @2 452 2T} (Ha3). Had
AR olfe AFTe ¥, AN & By £7t Remg voEe 277t 3n 4
Z29 v go] & wf £ A% Eold, /ld A §HE &S Fo2 2 ko
zo st diHoz FAE Ao 7|didrt. X8 Ha3 o 254 5 23& 744
T geoed HuPEy, daF A dHE Haste] §FEFAT e Aoz o gHrt

ol A EH S AT AP 2 5x 25 tAdoln] B AY woj2o 27| E
2ste] 5318 T2 F AP AT 8003 oltt. T3 AP I HFEN, 0 Ex 19
e Fe 29850l 250 2ANE o, A dvolE 5 A FEX7 19 B2
12 AAAD 3ot 9 #5271 0d A2l 022 AL B9 H(EFFEA)
< AHgstTh

t
o
=

(o3

i

4. HZH

A% 2 Hal ~ Had®) 7A950] s & 4.1 3} 2o] RAGE 5% oA 24EAS
ste] 714 A4S A, B A9 Hol ~ Hodoll Z8E ZE€ 25280 H28A 1
ERTh E 4.1 9) E4HEA Folt Hal ~ Hot 8 A40] A48 252§ g Yep3
o},

Fl: 929 94539 4284 F2 ol o] 27]F3: kol=9) 37|F4: A& ¥ &F5:
A&34) F6: A Y

74 Hal ~ Hat & 004 dolele] S40 e A8 222 A 493
7l Hoted 23} 22 RG4S FHLE WDHDuncan) AR FAT KA$E 5% o4 @

e
T
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A FRAYY As v 41

®41: 3% 04 #4598 o= 272 2] BE sloj FAAS
Source DF SS MS F-value P-value
F1x Fé6 4 2126.59 531.64 155.11  0.0001
F1xF3xF4xF5xF6 4 385.50  96.37 28.12 0.0001

Meztel @47 49U 39, 43T $gol ThE v 7HA $o] 6]

on s o) 7hA gzl s 9% Aol 7 glgith (Hal). o
ey NS FLBAL YD 49, 2ALY HARA o] A WF Aot AR
Y 5 202 8 4 Atk @9, dolHy a77 g2, 3
29 v go] oW RA2Y AARAE thE v 74 Pl wEe] 450l Fof
4 BT ol 379 AHHAA o) folA AF FAFC], AFES $Fo) /1A AL
2 Bt (Ha2). =3 wlolelel 2717 B3, Y W4 25 24 8o X 955 3
B 345 BAE M wle AFF §YF 2ALY AR N S A5 L BT (Had).
o2 ¥ A3te ¥l WER Yol ABF o] Y W] Ao B4 AL wel X WEE
o BT UM FL AR FAT dolEizt A AP A Aol e AtHE Aew
S gtk =% SESFS S AAPY 4 TEA A Folnz AR HA
M % T A9 Aol U 39 Hi ASEE 222 ¥ & vk Hadol o)A

=
J)_ll‘
=2
1
2
é.l‘u‘
=2
o X 4
5]
o ¢
to

dielele] 2717 33, wol27t I WA, AEA vEL F3, 25 4 FBAAN Z
3t AT §7ol M 2T 45E Bt ole HelHe 77t 33 F5A W&
Aol 24 thAloll AR E = Y HiolE e 7} B2 AHolA, kol27t B 25
BAZE Aot 2EA] hA7E o] 22 2N FFEA7 et AL22 £ 5 St
ojgtell el EFH = FFev atolEe 2717t FA b.eo]27F UM . BEY
A ulgel g1 dZ2E L BRAEAI 3L wls 2ALE AAEY M R A5
Bgith o] 2FE 7HEAA DA A dF3A B2 Ha2 & &3d 3L vebd
th. 25 A A7 b A4 a~cd 2AE JHAL Qv FECNAM, d & 22 A3
of o] AE AEXY X 4 E @H Bo] AL 25 Y #EFAY X HFE @2
2 oAd 24 EUF sV d2eg B,

O, o rlr o iz

A

oz

5. 22

2 Aol AE H WY, 2A2Y AL, BTN, TE $%, AFF $TL °
g8t WE Y A2 Holg Y ThFe E4o] ME 25X A A5 vl 5Ach Monte
Carlo A g @04 A}, AW A E 671 Axbe BF AZ X oAl A5 F18 98
AAE ARt dehgon, i 2544 302 $HEHE ey, dolEe 2
A7 AU AR FomA A ulgo] AR HlolB e 50% ool W A A 3ARA
o) AH§-2 Wshe o) vigAsch T HolHY 3717 99 Zo] HowA & WSl
N dEo] BAY BB 250 gk YR WS ET B JTBAV oW Hu wF
Holu} A&7 Ao AL W Ao| B ol4el § AL BRoIN AFY SHL S
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% 95 Bygon ool AFY T HolHY 2717 23, ko] 27} Bo] ZFs

of o, A& Hgo] AL AX WA ABBAZ Y A9 ThE vl AR HEFH

8 FUA 5 AV E LA TREYL FAT 2T TLATAN 43T §T

ek e 4% BRou AN oAl PHE (1 WFY, 2A2E 924, A8 9

BEH 4% Holx glo] oA £ }ﬂ4€%§ﬂ§&%14ﬂ%ﬂ%%q
A AFAHAN A7 S U2 A2AS DA £S A5E AAT
% % 9o

H SEETL SolsA oA dout A 452 AT IS
g oEg 25 YA S wet A WY, 22 HARA,
BRY 5 SEU 4SS Holt AE HeAT, A WF U ABTFAL 435o)

Jo r& mlo 32

olde] AT+ A= 3‘]“’}«] BAEZA A o7 25 o] LA3E vt 2 Z (multiple missing)
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Comparing Accuracy of Imputation Methods for
Categorical Incomplete Data

Hyung Won Shin" So Young Sohn 2

ABSTRACT

Various kinds of estimation methods have been developed for imputation of categor-
ical missing data. They include category method, logistic regression, and association
rule. In this study, we propose two fusions algorithms based on both neural network and
voting scheme that combine the results of individual imputation methods. A Monte-
Carlo simulation is used to compare the performance of these methods. Five factors
used to simulate the missing data pattern are (1) input-output function, (2) data size,
(3) noise of input-output function (4) proportion of missing data, and (5) pattern of
missing data. Experimental study results indicate the following: when the data size is
small and missing data proportion is large, modal category method, association rule,
and neural network based fusion have better performances than the other methods.
However, when the data size is small and correlation between input and missing output
is strong, logistic regression and neural network based fusion algorithm appear better
than the others. When data size is large with low missing data proportion, a large
noise, and strong correlation between input and missing output, neural networks based
fusion algorithm turns out to be the best choice.
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