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Sample size determination using design effect formula
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Abstract

We propose a method for sample size determination using design effect formulas when a sample is resigned
for a repeated survey. The proposed method enables the determination of the sample size by incorporating
the impact of various design components to the sampling error through design effect formulas that are

applicable under multistage sampling design and stratified multistage sampling designs.
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3 4 JA e Aotk ZI€AIR koA npe BES,
Npe BT 37, Yo B3, ive BEFEH Ve =V (k)9 CVi = VVi/Yee 474 H253F

RS YERdTEA E2F 2] vlEAlL k + IAEY] FEAAVE BE JUiEEL
2} CVip1 & B58= BES np & A8} (Park, 1989; Statistics Korea, 2007; Kim, 2012).

Nk+1 = Nk X

714 CVit kA BEAER 49 BE3Fe) AaEes F42S Yepick
Al(complex sampling design)& F3l] 42 AgEAe] FHAE= &=

254 B2, TRIY, Pl AT $I4, A

Z~(design component)2] &g A Hr}

B dTe MEZAE I BRALANN BRREAAS) U AALsE NaT Bhe A%e)
TAE etk 2Z0AMEe UeFET vaste] B3RE ( =2
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sampling) ¥ &3}t}chEZ (stratified multistage sampling) 3toll A AAl LA JFHE 2T &
= AAZ72 32 (design effect formula) S 4703t} 3P E RYG I27)HFS vl 3t

AL o Kim (2012)9] WS A9 1, tad3Ed S3lvdREEe 448 S,

T 249 PHS NSt 48X E wYPA EAMERA] AAANA st FES AU
At 5382 A7 WEE AFeste] =sith

2. g, 24 3 Ade2d

AARSE SREEFAF (PR 5D 2 3

the oz Aojshet), nid deis 7|F08 theyt o] Foj3
Vi CV3

Vk,srswor CVk Srswor

DEFF; =

0:17]/ﬂ Vk srswor — n,:lsk(l - nk/Nk)g’]' Cvk ,STSwWor Vk,srswor/ykg}; 7—!—7—][— H]%%‘l \__f_':—;;{"% —6‘]'9/] jc:}
FATF Yos =y 200, ym-% Bk} Ao atelal, §f = (Ny — 1) S (e — Ya)* & kAIRY 2
ASA yo] BEAFOIAL yiie kAL iR JHAIS) 2ARSAIRE UERET
W AAENE 59 deFEor vlatido s Aofstd v o] otk (Kish, 1995).

Vi cv2

DEFT} = 2.2
k Vk,SrSWY Cvk SISWr ( )

71N Visrswr = 1 SE 013 CVR grwr = Viesrswe /Yo O1TH AAET AH29] (2.2)& BI93EE 448

29] 3 7HA R AA AT ] AT ook 3t FAFE(R, A= TN F80] 18 F A%

= Alok= it} (Kish, 1995).

AMZL ZAFE 7188 o] drdeg fAREE FastAv

P, A5 FF o) T P, B4k, ARG 5& FA 3o
3 R

= Z
pu o o
A Bl ol e r TEANLAE 18 = vk Rust® Broene (2010)2 & T84 H7t
oF BBAA M) AN AAETRI} HA ok F WS the o] =3k Qlth. “AAET}] )
He T Aok BT T2 AAAaTo] e Rt i NEA TS B vehd
T+ Y ¥4 FHz 2989 o 2 /842 SEEN, FF H8A] AAERES SAAZE F e

Hoz A9 4+ drk
hasge] FEFgYel thel 2t AARIE thee] AETMEYLos @Y & Ak (Kish,

DEFT} = Ly, [1+ (7 — Dps], (2.3)

NN L = 1+ CVi, = BFS7EX9 Ao @2 Ba37HE OVE, = NoUSME (we —
JWEE 71ER] AR, Wy = SN lwm/zvh =2 BREG, wes AR k) AR A 7}
, e A3, ppe ASNERAASE YERAT

7H 718 B4 9 AA Q2o i) o) RS w8 4 9ok
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(D3) DEFFj41 = DEFF,
(D4) DEFT;,, = DEFT}
(D5) Lit1 = Ly
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< Yk,
*J’Wﬂ 71012 Vi = V(Ykn)

:1 A Vinol Atk 714 Agn = Nin/Ni s = 5 = & A72AH
of BAbe UENITL AL 4 (22)9) AATHZ BANY, (FNEEAF o ANEGE T
3} 2o frd
2 Vest 1 Sin
CVi o = i y,g ) ZAMVM— 72 tZAkh( it ) DEFTRy, (2.4)
s st p=1 St h=1

A7IA Sie & REAS Uil S m8gwo] dAave 2y (23)2 A8 oS 2o

DEFT?), = Lin [1+ (ikn — 1)prn) , (2.5)

A7V Lgn, fikn, prne 224 5 hel gif~7kﬂ ARl W EARS7HE, S HeAgRiar],

U e ANsE depdnh. =3, AA R 3] BEBF jro S AAZHEFAE FE3
W o3 2tk

52\ 1A%, S

DEFT; ., = k ) CVi, (ﬂﬂ> DEFT%,, 2.6

kst nkYkQ k,st ; ann S/% kh (2.6)

AN arn = ngn/nrE FEIGUES Jepdch AAEHARFA (2.6)9 5= Park (2015)%}

Chend} Rust (2017)E 11 % ¢tk Gabler 5 (2006)7} AA&ZIEE (2.3)S Aol3t Het2

4z 489 AAIHEYE AN
28-S AABREed, o= AAEARY
(Park, 2014).
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e (2012)& °lF SIUAEEE FofsiAste] AR
2.6)914 S3,/Sk ~ 1& 713 553 & st}

3. a2+ &84
3.1. Kim (2012)2| Z=24 ZZH vty

Kim (2012)2 D1, D2, D3¢} 7k stellA (k + 1) AlHS] m2gao] Ai2ats thaat 2ol golst
et

1 S2 MNk41
CViy = o <Y—E) <1 — 1) < DEFFy. (3.1)
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Kim (2012)& 533 = % 2

B AN Bl BE BT 2719 AFE FLALAN W3 1A A
wok AR va 7%
TP (5, 1 - ni/Ne ~ 1)
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Nk41
9] Aol M A1 kel AUEZELA 247k dhASHE 4 (L1)o] "rk. Kim (2012)0] A= 5z 2
o] ERGVF 5AY A AW FRAA AUNEZ st ALAY AHEZL A} 2R 2
£ 7Hge] AEE e ARele 4 (L1)e] A3AS 24 "ok AFZE AA & 2fo]7t §l& (D3 &2
DAYE AR A (3. )AIAAT AR Fo] wiEzAle] ER4: AN YD % 9l
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S|
= AN
o7t g Hek BRo A JFL F 5 At IR AARL, ol E B, HFLYAS, A
Bars 0 ERYY 5L g R4S 24T 5 Yo &
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BANE SOFES SAIUEE Sl Tk A 84S

RS Sl BRIEY AURLL 4 (22)9 (23) 02 RE B3t 2ol BAT & Ak

1 (S:

CVit1 = 55— ( kﬂ) Lit1 [1 4 (A1 — 1) prsa] - (33)

Y \ et
gkeF D1, D2, D5, D60| 1 A1 k2] ZAALES 0|83 BEEAZL 4k, s7, Li, pus 4] (3.3)0 thYst

2o ZAME =28 4 T
2 1 Si S _ ~

CVit1 = = Ly [T+ (Rkt1 — 1)px] (3.4)

Yi Nk+1
AZNM L = 1+ ey = nt S0 (we — wi)?/aiolch. wheby ERP7e SR4EEA
7b CVip o] H=5 317 Aaix+ 4 (3.4)E ALEFREZT] Apn ol W‘SH =34 "o B2
Tkl = Nkt1/Mi41 | B2 FEFAZE mp1 9 FEANATE npe 4 34)2RE FAHS=R 4%
ok & a7} ek AR HEHEE ZAREGS F55H 3] A5 o] f R &3] A e 5T

n (9, 10,20 5)°o2 A3}A Hr} (Statistics Korea, 2007). &,
(D7) nk+1 =n meg1 (FARA A 1n).

Web DT AR it H mend 24 BAZ ARHDL, (k+ 1) ARl EEAAS nppr s
che 2ol fEdch

.o -1 9- R
Ngt1 = (inViH) s2Ly 14 (n—1)pk]. (3.5)
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BHOF AL (k o+ 1)o1A ThobA FEH(el® B 1, AN 2ATE WERAT 52 AAT)S S
34, 919] A2 ol g3tol A4S IE5T 4 glek. o=, WY WA e AEA 9T, Y
RS AGUEAYATE 483 24 52 AZT & ATHY (k+ 1) Aol A EEZ P Ay
RBEOANE 24T 5 9 Rolth (Park, 2016).

Nk+1,h ¢ Ngt1,n8k,h+1 \/ﬁk 1+ (n—1)prn]. (3.6)

2 (3.6) volwt Feke] izt Pelz FDeFE viwstd NLETHS} BFEIEA
7t 27t 189 A9 € 5 Avk ol FolE WAL (npsin o Nitrn), Kish 3 (npsn o
cH

\/1/H? + Ai-«-l,h)’ AFZEL (nkt1,n < A/ Nit1,n) 5 2B 5= Atk

4. A2

U AL A w9 E S dAsd o] st 5d F71= wid oF 4,0000] 7] 5
5430 gte BASA B A WA s A S 283 7%

Ao 7E Ao BE 2
29 AFe BAee Arh. vld 54 REY SAS 2AG e FETORN Fag| HALE 4 5
of Bk Wsh 2ol g soteliel, tiRRe ZAFEL 51 PAE Axe BEre 24AY. 22 5
Heowi AAAT, BHoi, AAVEA, WA, BRI, FAE F9| BEE So| T

F7 0 A e RUAYS BE AL T £ SRR AD3], o1F 447 SHA 9
e thde g2 M dz AR 8 $t} (Rural Development Administration, 2018).

FRZ2Z0 ou% A8 = 2 AL, T, 71E b7 1 KAy 97 =X Poz =3
SHWE, AL, 7 sog AEsty npxeto g JFEE R 194] o] s
= 7HlA AR e R AEsH s SEtdEEFEY WAS "ok Aok
7] 5 zAbe] BRAA G thate] 2017de] B4 BIFE AAET, 201830
BEAAE APt
o, AAEZ A, EAYE, BXoAd, SHAE 59 thA 7R 2 U=
o AAENE Brreta AR dA g e £A4E
Flgetel AAEHRHA] (2.6)S AL r}Se] TREHSS 126
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Table 4.1. Sampling error of Life Satisfaction in Rural Area

Stratum Nkh Ykh gEkh 6\7kh DﬁTih
Gyeonggi 477 58.6 2.06 3.51 4.00
Gangwon 340 52.9 1.54 291 2.00
Chungbuk 420 64.5 1.90 2.95 4.23

Chungnam 420 57.3 1.94 3.38 3.77

Jeonbuk 400 57.9 1.13 1.95 1.88

Jeonnam 500 63.7 1.56 2.46 5.39
Gyeongbuk 500 51.7 2.42 4.67 7.58
Gyeongnam 489 60.9 1.18 1.93 1.98

Jeju 269 59.4 1.45 2.44 1.68
Total 3,995 58.3 0.73 1.26 5.12

714 S8 AAETE= DEFTkh = Cth/Cth srswr = Ln[1 + (Agn — 1)prn] )3, JE RS ZDAA
& o33 2ol AR (Kish, 1995).
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F 3 AF7F 0.022 7P Fom oF 0.219 HAE 2k id TESY ETEY) akh“f‘ EA gy
0.128} 0.072.2 < 0. 054 WS Zred] o): 7|E BREAA A BESE AR e 254 &
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FET 29903t EHFS 7]7;%& Aot BAZIHE [y, Aol 1.250% 7b Ak 287 A8
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Table 4.2. Population and Sample Compositions and Design Components

Stratum Agn agp Nkh i/k:h Pkh gl%h
Gyeonggi 0.23 0.12 20.74 1.96 0.05286 504.94
Gangwon 0.07 0.09 20.00 2.66 —0.01305 402.66
Chungbuk 0.08 0.11 20.00 8.89 —0.02757 356.49
Chungnam 0.12 0.11 20.00 4.34 —0.00687 416.94

Jeonbuk 0.06 0.10 20.00 22.06 —0.04815 269.65
Jeonnam 0.11 0.17 20.00 5.39 0.00004 308.23

Gyeongbuk 0.16 0.13 20.00 6.01 0.01381 384.23
Gyeongnam 0.16 0.12 19.56 1.25 0.03106 341.43
Jeju 0.02 0.07 29.89 3.02 —0.01542 336.98
Total 1.00 1.00 20.49 - - 408.12

Table 4.3. Comparisons of Sample sizes, Expected CVs and Design Effects by Strategy

Stratum A Fixed CV Proportional allocation Optimum allocation

CV  DEFT? n CV  DEFT? n CV  DEFT? n
Gyeonggi 20 3.10 3.92 600 2.55 3.92 884 2.39 3.92 1,011
Gangwon 20 3.10 2.00 299 3.34 2.00 258 3.91 2.00 188
Chungbuk 20 3.10 4.23 378 3.42 4.23 310 3.43 4.23 309
Chungnam 20 3.10 3.77 497 3.15 3.77 482 3.12 3.77 491
Jeonbuk 20 3.10 1.88 157 2.55 1.88 232 3.36 1.88 134
Jeonnam 20 3.10 5.39 426 3.10 5.39 426 3.03 5.39 446
Gyeonbuk 20  3.10 7.58 1,135 4.21 7.58 615 3.57 7.58 853
Gyeonnam 20 3.10 1.99 191 1.72 1.99 621 2.10 1.99 416
Jeju 20  3.10 2.14 212 5.49 2.14 68 6.62 2.14 47
Total 20 1.17 4.48 3,895 1.10 3.95 3,895 1.07 3.71 3,895

FTARATe} EdSEAR T & =2 2 <F 2uiQl 1,13570¢) §H7H
7b ojok YT CVEE ZHA F& HolErh 1A CV 7Eos 3 RESE A3es of Zd‘—_tf
% 3,895/ SH7F Bostn, REFAHF] ARE A= A (3.4)0 o3 oF 1.17%°] Htt.

2 o 3,8957) SHITE 71Eog BEEY Jge nEe 2RdgS J-E%}tq
P2 A71= 847H-4 °‘é"7HL7P dgEo] 1 CVol 9% AT d= dolghe
2 gl o A= FEFAF] Ze AHREL A F’—é CV Ht} tha &
< 1.10%9] 3e ZA dch §Hd, Zd% Zo] Pg2ATFe] TR AE /4 A sl AT A
3.6)2 ®E3o] Adar], 5484, S8 AAAT vEste xESE xgﬁ_h:}, BN=e Bfole
S48 3710 vlgste] thE 7 7HA 9 22 vlE 7 w2 1,011 S}

9 2
o
N R
lﬂk{

ol T AUEELA 2] AL (%) (5, 100 x (CViy 1 — CVig1,n)/CVisr 1) S A2I5H2 9
A P —49.9%8] 2 grhAolE Hol Atk ol AALATY MUY IF
oz A3 8 BRSO B MG PAS AAH YYBELAE ASsHevE A3
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Table 4.4. Comparisons of CVs between Design Effect Formula and Relative Variance Ratio Approaches

Stratum Design effect formula Cvy, 11.h Relative difference
Fixed CV Prop Optimum Fixed CV Prop Optimum Fixed CV  Prop Optimum
Gyeonggi 3.10 2.55 2.39 3.13 3.13 241 1.1% 22.7% 1.1%
Gangwon 3.10 3.34 3.91 3.11 3.11 3.92 02% —7.0% 0.1%
Chungbuk 3.10 3.42 3.43 3.10 3.10 3.43 0.1% —9.3% 0.1%
Chungnam 3.10 3.15 3.12 3.11 3.11 3.13 02% —-1.4% 0.1%
Jeonbuk 3.10 2.55 3.36 3.11 3.11 3.36 0.2% 21.8% 0.1%
Jeonnam 3.10 3.10 3.03 3.10 3.10 3.03 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
Gyeongbuk 3.10 4.21 3.57 3.10 3.10 3.58 0.1% —26.3% 0.1%
Gyeongnam 3.10 1.72 2.10 3.09 3.09 2.09 —0.3% 79.7%  —0.3%
Jeju 3.10 5.49 6.62 2.75 2.75 5.87 —11.2% —-49.9% —-11.3%

2327 & M BEAA Y92 Rural Development Administration (2018)& Farsh

T At HEFAH 225 AA-2 Table 4.40] HAIH HES2= tha zpol7) et A-AQA ZEANA
AE 1537] 5d ZA] 283t 8 WSS WS 57(AFGAZAAUNER, AASFAAUNSE, 219
EUELE, BEXqAUNEE, AVEE)E F4H0E ZE AV A H T E 1 I 7] wlEolt) |
STz 5A7 MY AAEAL 4 2IFHFE AXBIY 02 a = 1/3& $42 = HulE (power
allocation) & #-&3% &, F8 £G4 283 H JEEart 448 WS 25 F7H4A 2

A& ANt

5. =9]

H Ao A= dHEZ AL A AALAE WG B Ao F3te] AH BT &3] 1= 7=
AL A EEeAke) TE tinlste] LAY BERGEELARS ddRESse vEA AAE
o] g3t HES A4 (1.1)0 v3te] TES A e BT 72 2 &4, 22, JEa, 7}
Z2] HE 52 MEA YIS JAE] vk = = Aol gk

HEEZ AL R AA O QlojA] AARANRYS FLstohd vl A2 BEALEAI 2 £ A
o AAEHRFE A e AL A B4 A tiet 271890 A (o, Hwang, 2019)+ &
T Az G
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