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Abstract

Imputation is a commonly used method to handle missing survey data. The performance of the imputation
method is influenced by various factors, especially an outlier. The removal of the outlier in a data set is
a simple and effective approach to reduce the effect of an outlier. In this paper in order to improve the
precision of multiple imputation, we study a imputation method which reduces the effect of outlier using
various weight adjustment methods that include the removal of an outlier method. The regression method
in PROC/MI in SAS is used for multiple imputation and the obtained final adjusted weight is used as
a weight variable to obtain the imputed values. Simulation studies compared the performance of various
weight adjustment methods and Monthly Labor Statistic data is used for real data analysis.

Keywords: Outlier detection, Hidiroglou-Berthelot method, studentized deleted residual.
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Aol o] FdS BEsta AEE A2 L & F F5H A E AAlstojof ftt. ofof] & Aol ol
A Bt WEE oA VA Ak o] dFHES 9 ¥ tF WAE AAlste] o
Aol s FIATIE e dFet

o
o]/ T L 3ol AR AR, SHHUSY {F Fol wet 2Rk B AFdxE g A
9} 2ol 2 ARoIA Q012 AT o] 83ho] o » N4 Azol 2712 3
A ARG SYNGA ZATE A0 IATAL AHBoho] ol UL B PUL Ao ugh
A ANA A AHUS 0]—9—5}01] o|AHE FEs= WP o2+ Hidiroglou-Berthelot (1986)
S AREER e oo #3t Y82 Hidiroglou®} Berthelot (1986)3} Belcher (2003) 2 #ZasHr) apeEk
o T3 3R Y ﬂizﬂﬂx}— o]g3te] o] AHS s Wl &gt W82 McCulloughe}
Pennington (2009)& #z3}7] vlgic}.

ool B Foli ol4e duEL Fol7] A3 ol4Ue AFAE £ DL} Ak o)
o] 7FEAE Eolv o8 7R B o] ojn ALE e nR o]2]dt 7l BRAUHE o] 83t
ool BEE AR ASANE HAT T O AT ANHAT T3 24T ol B3] 4
oo A5 E AT F A5 §4F 7 A A e mE Tt Al 4= vttt oo
F$H2 MAR(missing at random)-& wW2thy 7H43kc} o]o] #3F Y82 Rubin (1987)2 49
57) vtk SAS/MIE ol&3to] i Bk ool Aiom AAl AR BT BelARE Folol &
Ao A Aokt W] A4S Bl AA Als BAolE e =F5A A5/ AREE QT
w29 FAL 08 20 280N E RS DU T A4 W, 2 NALAL o] 23R Wy
I A AA 22 v 0] 235 92 Hidiroglou-Berthelot S Aalgry. 3@AE o]4A9)
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4 HF 7HEAE o8 tAYe 4 “’*6}"%} 5doAe BdPS Foto] 7FeAE o837 ol
A 7FEA B aaE AduEgton 620 Al Akm 40 = Tl dEo] At

pr

2. OAPH T

2 dFNA e FAARFANA AREE = ol & oA 2] ZEE3FH A} (studentized deleted resid-
ua])% 71Zoz 3 BEwo] AgE 9k =3 H dlroglou—Berthelot (1986)°] AN<HeE W= 2 AL
ol A AREE AT A Al AA59) FAAE ABOA o] BEE At ST Aol ARele g
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< AREEETE o] F WhHE hde] AR Y o 2t

LW
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N
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2.2. Hidiroglou-Berthelot 2!
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Table 5.1. Coefficients for simulated population

ZAPH S e a b c d e
LI 0 1.50 0.00 5.13 0.50
Ay 20 1.50 0.00 13.79 0.25

=y 0 0.25 0.01 4.91 0.50
2273 0 300 —0.01 5.60 0.50
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Table 5.2. Results of H-B method with one independent variable and n = 200

FAZF

oldAS AESME ASHH M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE  Abias RMSE  Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
EE ] 6.14  7.77 5.73  7.19 6.06  7.66 6.84  8.72
20 A3 6.29 11.21 5.94 10.88 6.49 11.62 7.42  13.19
CR=R 6.27 12.75 594 12.48 7.02  14.63 8.42 18.82
0 223 5.44  7.31 5.03  6.66 523  6.98 6.24  8.08
BEE] 6.25 11.12 5.85 10.75 6.46 11.61 7.52 13.48
20 k] 6.21 7.95 582  7.43 6.15  7.86 6.80  8.75
LEY 6.26  9.35 5.87 891 6.52  9.92 7.54  11.90
HE73 5.48  7.24 5.03  6.54 5.30  6.98 6.32 821
B 8.86 37.41 8.79 37.39 16.95 41.98 27.25  52.45
2 A3 10.02  46.57 10.25  46.63 22.19  52.98 35.65 65.72
SE3F 1116 57.44 11.59 57.48 25.73  64.31 41.05 78.07
50 z2Z273 6.62 20.91 6.32 20.71 10.19  23.90 16.65 31.44
e 9.79  45.44 10.07  45.50 19.93  50.74 32.67 63.08
20 A3 9.96 44.05 10.33  44.14 21.07  49.80 33.67 61.73

11.06 54.42 11.70  54.59 24.85 61.28 39.80 75.13
6.90 25.59 6.65 2547 10.30  28.32 16.86  35.93

Mz o
T
ot oflt

Table 5.3. Results of H-B method with one independent variable and n = 400

FAZF

o)A AESMF ARHH M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
e K] 6.09 7.49 5.64  6.87 5.95 7.31 6.59 8.15
20 Ay 6.12  7.48 5.77  6.98 6.13  7.50 6.84 851
=y 6.15  7.70 579  7.20 6.09  7.62 6.74  8.49
0 253 545  7.12 504  6.48 520  6.72 6.09  7.65
CEE] 6.27 16.52 5.92  16.29 7.46 18.18 9.60 22.35
0 A3 6.16  8.04 581  7.59 6.23  8.17 7.02  9.30
B3 6.16  7.60 5.78  7.07 6.07  7.48 6.68  8.30
2E3 541  7.00 501  6.36 516  6.60 6.02  7.46
BEKS 8.87 34.81 8.73 34.75 17.64  39.20 28.48  48.52
20 Ay 9.66 43.61 9.81 43.68 22.89  49.98 37.39  62.36
SE3 1041 48.69 10.61 48.75 24.37  54.91 39.44 67.17
223 7.12  28.20 6.90 28.12 13.28  32.09 23.67 41.52
50 BEE] 8.99 34.89 8.91 34.88 18.00 39.45 29.18  48.95
10 A8 9.82  44.42 10.07 44.49 22.97  50.69 37.39  63.11
SE3F  10.86 52.26 11.19  52.31 25.73  58.60 41.55 71.25
B2Z273 7.06 25.29 6.81 25.17 11.88  28.60 20.52 36.81

A AHgE EPHsE o) d hd WiF FASH 1AdE A8 ¢Y 3} rolth webA FARF S
y§2) =fo+ ,6’1y£1> + fox + €

olth. o] W] A& AT £ 20, 40 1AL 602 AHEEIITE EF T DAIE Y5 5AIEQ 28Tt A
BHEA oz & dFollA ARl SA %2 Ao | 3F(absolute bias)F RMSEe|t}. 242}
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FA

gds AEMS: AnFH M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
Bl 6.04 7.53 5.64 6.94 5.97 7.43 6.77 8.54
20 A3 6.22 9.24 5.88 8.85 6.79 10.86 8.13  14.68
R 6.29  10.73 591  10.37 6.72 11.70 7.88  14.33
223 5.47 8.90 5.11 8.43 5.62 9.47 7.02 1217
BEE] 6.17 8.19 5.71 7.60 6.11 8.15 6.93 9.33
0 20 A3 6.25 8.80 5.85 8.33 6.33 9.00 7.20  10.46
QBT 6.20 9.03 5.87 8.64 6.61 10.10 7.75  13.01
2273 5.45 7.22 5.09 6.62 5.24 6.85 6.09 7.70
Bl 6.15 8.29 5.72 7.74 6.11 8.32 7.01 9.70
60 Ay 6.17 7.60 5.79 7.06 6.04 7.42 6.67 8.27
QB3 6.35  12.08 5.99  11.77 6.68 12.88 7.78  15.29
2=y 5.45 7.65 5.09 7.09 5.37 7.57 6.46 9.04
] 8.91  37.56 8.90  37.54 17.90  42.78 28.74  53.76
20 A8 10.22  49.43 10.56  49.51 23.58  56.03 38.11  69.78
B3 1062 55.35 11.25  55.46 27.35  63.77 45.03  80.86
2£59 6.73  22.75 6.46  22.59 10.18  25.36 16.54  32.29
Bk 8.96  36.39 9.03  36.42 16.95  41.08 27.07  51.38
50 2 A3 9.27  38.80 9.51  38.85 19.13  44.35 30.46  55.78
EF 1029  47.39 10.82  47.51 23.15  54.21 37.25  68.12
E53 6.92  23.54 6.77 2344 10.49  26.18 17.18  33.30
e 8.50  31.66 8.57 31.71 14.41 3547 22.59  44.35
60 Ay 9.85  43.24 10.40  43.40 19.61  48.63 31.11  60.20
°E3 1072 50.12 11.70  50.35 23.93  56.95 38.60  71.53
223 7.22  28.50 721 28.48 11.08  31.43 18.33  39.67
vl#Ed  15.52 63.49 16.23  63.57 35.84  71.93 58.67  91.23
20 A8 20.34  86.35 22.12  86.55 50.98  98.23 82.39 124.00
B3 2413 100.54 26.16  100.73 58.63 112.99 92.23 139.51
223 1198 56.81 12.26  56.84 24.94  62.41 4451  77.63
vlEd  17.72  76.10 19.29  76.32 41.12 85.12 68.37 107.31
500 2 A3 19.85  80.60 21.88  80.85 4726 91.24 76.20 115.15
SEF 2438 105.62 27.50 106.00 59.55 118.13 95.67 146.56
HE3 1283 58.86 13.59  58.98 27.80  65.67 51.08  84.67
vEd  17.70  74.35 19.88  74.73 40.01  83.39 66.11 104.97
60 A3 20.38  84.60 23.57  85.07 48.83  95.63 79.76  121.49
B3 2378 101.67 27.85 102.18 57.61 114.14 93.10 142.76
223 1199  60.30 12.95  60.53 24.54  65.92 44.72  82.68

Aol the T} 2r) 4714 ke A% i5oln MBS R = 1,0008 A-83H9t.

1 1000 k5
Absolute bi (r) _ g
solute bias : 1000 5k Z:Z Yij — Y
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Table 5.5. Results of H-B method with two independent variables and n = 400

FA

oHs AZ/MS AEHE M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
Bl 6.04 9.32 5.65 8.92 6.49  10.05 7.84  12.34
20 A3 6.15 8.32 5.79 7.85 6.23 8.44 6.97 9.43
LR 6.18 8.02 5.82 7.54 6.16 7.98 6.84 8.88
2=y 5.37 7.21 5.03 6.65 5.21 6.94 6.09 7.79
BEE] 6.06 7.69 5.65 7.13 5.99 7.61 6.79 8.66
0 20 A3 6.22 10.17 5.86 9.80 6.51  10.58 7.59  12.16
QBT 6.24 9.91 5.88 9.54 6.70  10.65 791  12.76
2273 548  12.38 520  12.12 6.00 13.27 7.85 16.24
Bl 6.16  12.48 580 12.21 6.92  13.77 8.63  17.20
60 Ay 6.16 8.71 5.81 8.30 6.28 8.89 7.18  10.17
R 6.34  14.59 6.00  14.37 6.96  15.52 8.37  18.00
2273 5.39 7.68 5.06 7.16 5.31 7.52 6.32 8.59
Bl 8.73  36.33 8.70  36.29 18.97  41.90 31.19 5295
20 A3 10.05  44.69 10.09  44.71 21.56  49.95 34.17  59.92
B3 1050 49.40 10.78  49.49 26.40  56.85 42.94  70.87
2£59 6.81  28.70 6.63  28.61 11.71  31.97 20.36  40.54
Bk 9.18  41.63 9.17  41.62 18.77  46.20 30.55  55.95
50 2 A3 9.81  44.40 10.11  44.47 23.70  51.18 38.80  64.84
&3 10.18 49.10 10.59  49.19 25.65  56.48 42.13  70.77
253 6.86  27.89 6.73  27.82 11.84  31.40 20.62  40.45
e 8.75  35.01 8.81  35.04 18.14  40.22 20.97  51.35
60 Ay 9.97  46.47 10.36  46.56 23.41  52.80 38.29  65.58
E3 1061 53.13 11.26  53.28 27.12  60.84 44.68  76.25
2273 6.58  21.66 6.36  21.52 9.73  23.84 15.76  29.45
v#Ed 1718 71.47 17.96  71.54 40.95  80.89 67.17 101.53
20 Ay 20.53  86.15 21.86  86.31 50.29  97.05 80.60 120.70
B3 2505 105.98 26.91 106.13 60.76 117.97 95.13 143.46
223 1079  45.73 10.78  45.68 21.56  50.45 37.70  62.16
vlEd 1741 72.80 18.39  72.95 40.85  81.84 66.76  102.05
500 2 A3 20.92  89.56 22.69  89.82 52.10 100.95 83.86 125.36
&3 2407 103.34 26.24 103.59 59.48 115.70 94.00 141.80
HE3 1258 5894 12.95  58.99 27.37  64.77 49.57  80.69
vEd  16.88  69.50 17.87  69.62 38.41  77.70 62.74  96.53
60 A3 21.09  89.76 23.11  90.02 51.47 100.89 82.75 124.88
B3 2467 105.02 27.23  105.26 60.06 117.19 95.41 144.09
223 1348 73.22 14.38  73.37 31.68  80.29 59.42 100.84

Table 5.2¢} Table 5.3-2 Hidiroglou-Berthelot 2 o] &3}o] o]AHS
EYALE o] thAIZHS 78 Aoty FollA M1 228004 st ¥y 1
M3 b2t 29} 38 ITTh MAL F-35 HE A HAS AN e
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Table 5.6. Results of SDR method with two independent variables and n = 200

FAF

gds AEMS: AnFH M1 M2 M3 Md
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
B 6.46 8.73 6.47 8.73 6.66 9.01 7.06 9.86
20 A3 6.62 8.92 6.62 8.95 6.89 9.38 7.32 10.58
R 6.51 8.58 6.43 8.48 6.59 8.70 6.98 9.30
229 5.12 6.66 5.13 6.62 5.20 6.73 6.00 7.48
BEE] 6.47 8.24 6.45 8.22 6.50 8.28 6.68 8.56
0 20 A3 6.67 9.26 6.66 9.25 6.81 9.49 7.15  10.31
R4 6.45 8.14 6.35 8.02 6.47 8.16 6.75 8.55
2273 5.16 8.42 5.19 8.43 5.51 9.07 6.87 11.64
Bl 6.56  12.01 6.60  12.06 6.98 12.75 7.73 15.23
60 Ay 6.65 8.76 6.64 8.76 6.69 8.83 6.85 9.10
QB3 6.48 9.14 6.42 9.09 6.71 9.62 7.34  11.26
2=y 5.17 7.67 5.17 7.64 5.29 7.83 6.26 8.86
] 9.59  41.56 10.31  41.80 17.28  45.50 29.57  57.15
20 A8 10.33  41.95 11.07  42.10 19.24  46.37 32.21  58.21
E3 1211 61.61 13.56  61.92 26.05  67.57 4476 83.25
2£59 7.36  32.29 7.94  32.52 12.20 35.64 22.60  47.52
] 9.45  40.14 10.47  40.49 17.43  44.86 30.16  59.04
50 2 A3 10.25  41.66 11.20  41.92 18.83  46.10 31.43  58.06
B3  11.33 5244 12.86  52.80 23.60  58.41 40.25  74.23
E53 7.28 3248 7.85  32.67 11.43  35.11 20.41  44.80
vEd  10.02  45.20 11.35  45.62 18.27  49.93 31.23  63.90
60 Ay 10.18  43.43 11.55  43.83 19.40  48.40 32.46  61.70
E3d  11.77 58.32 14.12  58.96 25.85  65.29 44.66  83.53
223 6.97  30.65 7.49  30.83 10.22  32.79 17.32  41.20
v#E3  20.57 6847 21.94  68.78 36.42  75.10 61.61  94.83
20 A8 26.78  92.26 28.91  92.64 49.98 101.07 82.76  126.08
E3 2778 107.08 31.16 107.62 59.25 118.59 99.77 150.14
223  11.83 48.65 12.99  48.92 21.95  53.22 41.74  68.97
vlEy  21.78 78.73 23.64  79.20 38.36  85.50 65.17 106.06
500 2 A3 24.92  86.21 27.61  86.83 47.53  95.15 79.37 120.41
SEF 2686 104.72 30.57 105.33 55.36  115.17 92.56  143.37
HE3 1428 7596 1591  76.38 25.83  80.66 49.03  96.87
vEd  20.83 73.23 23.18  73.86 37.08  80.24 63.46  101.49
60 A3 25.34  89.37 28.72  90.18 48.06  98.54 80.61 123.99
=3 2884 112.04 34.29 113.06 60.40 123.72 101.40 155.18
HEE23 1432 6048 16.43  60.98 26.29  65.44 49.72  83.59
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Table 5.7. Results of SDR method with two independent variables and n = 400

FAF

oHs AZ/MS AEHE M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
Bl 6.55  11.98 6.57  11.98 6.98  12.53 7.82  14.11
20 A3 6.58 8.11 6.57 8.11 6.89 8.62 7.47  10.07
LR 6.48  10.19 6.45  10.18 6.88  10.74 775 12.38
229 5.10 6.81 5.12 6.78 5.19 6.89 6.10 7.77
BE] 6.38 8.05 6.39 8.06 6.45 8.14 6.69 8.45
0 20 A3 6.59 9.19 6.60 9.20 6.84 9.55 7.33  10.57
LR=R 6.46  11.00 6.46  11.00 7.13  12.01 8.33  14.85
2273 5.08 6.71 5.07 6.66 5.19 6.83 6.11 7.73
Bl 6.46 9.03 6.47 9.05 6.68 9.33 7.19  10.24
60 Ay 6.59 8.34 6.57 8.32 6.62 8.37 6.72 8.52
o uy 6.58 15.21 6.62 15.24 770 16.81 9.51 21.33
2273 522  13.89 5.31  13.92 6.04  15.06 8.28  19.68
Bl 9.44  39.41 9.97  39.57 16.43  42.60 27.83  51.86
20 A8 11.28  52.04 12.33  52.33 24.14  57.69 42.27  72.27
B3 11.00 55.74 12.26  56.04 24.88  61.69 4388  77.17
2E7 6.91  27.23 7.33  27.40 11.40  30.00 21.32  39.57
Bk 9.43  36.09 10.09  36.28 17.07  39.77 20.64  50.62
50 2 A3 10.40  45.25 11.32  45.47 21.07  50.01 36.37  62.72
B3 1196  60.12 13.48  60.45 27.31  66.38 47.99  82.43
2=y 6.88  23.68 7.24  23.82 10.65  26.03 19.38  34.12
e 8.64  27.71 9.11  27.89 14.10  30.80 23.36  39.12
60 Ay 10.38  45.54 11.45  45.84 21.38  50.55 37.22  63.78
o®y 1079  47.86 12.03  48.16 23.26  53.50 40.61  67.95
2273 6.68  26.11 7.10  26.29 10.61  28.44 19.54  36.50
v#E3d  20.15  70.31 21.51  70.55 37.07  77.03 63.82  97.36
20 A8 25.18  86.55 26.72  86.79 46.48  94.53 77.55 117.55
B3 2725 108.28 30.51 108.81 59.28 119.11 99.57 149.63
223 1215 49.71 13.26  49.93 23.19  54.47 45.10  71.13
vlEd  19.31  65.10 20.63  65.42 35.37  71.79 60.36  91.05
500 20 A3 24.90 87.85 26.95  88.28 47.85  96.60 80.33 120.92
B3 2843 113.07 32.00 113.73 60.62 124.11 102.09 153.83
HE3 1329 5557 14.68  55.90 25.80  61.03 51.24  80.93
vEd  22.07 78.49 24.02  78.97 41.30  85.96 71.31 108.13
60 A3 23.50  81.27 25.58  81.64 44.77  89.22 74.51 111.86
QB3 2854 108.85 32.01 109.47 58.75 119.59 98.44 148.60
223 1354  56.72 14.94  57.01 25.09  61.30 48.11  77.48
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Table 6.1. Comparison results of real data analysis using Monthly Labor Statistics

Method
ol W Wy ASNe M1 M2 M3 M4
Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE Abias RMSE
Y 100 3666 6542 3624 6523 4283 6850 5605 7914
200 3672 6535 3638 6513 4292 6850 5630 7943
. 100 2193 7032 2180 7044 4146 6781 5629 7889
200 2145 6773 2133 6783 4096 6623 5611 7884
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