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Abstract

In data analysis research, the higher the quality of the data and the more complete the overall data
set, the more valuable the results are often obtained. However, in reality, we often face datasets
containing a large amount of incomplete data, and if the incomplete data is directly deleted for
analysis and research, a large amount of sample information will be directly lost. Aiming at the
problem of missing value estimation of incomplete data, based on the idea of nonparametric im-
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putation, this paper proposes two regression function estimators, gives the derivation process of
two estimators, and verifies in simulation studies that the two improved nonparametric imputa-
tion methods have advantages over other classical nonparametric imputation methods and weight-
ed estimation methods in the estimation of the overall mean under different data distribution and
data loss rate.
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1. 518

FEMHT REAR AT 5N, SR MR KA LT R IR SR =y, 5% S s 1 R A AR 45 ke
FRZSE 5o AHJRILSE R R SRR BRI AT W, 2 ERATREUE B R L R A A, S
Z D IR . A58 A 1 AR B ) 8 — B G v U AT T s

A EEANSE AR TR 2, RECAT 43 R MHIBRVE RIS L o W Ry A 5 7 i R A ) B30 I e
GITEIRAET . o) TR, (R AUE F TREA S R O B AR SRR BN 5, JF Helz 8
PR BREA ) TEBAE B o AN B R RAE AT (5 T IR AN BB SR b . AN B Ny kA
ZEGN . BN AN BT — AT 2 EARANME SR SRR R b, R E T E
U, SRR 2 MG THE IR SRR TR A “ e BaRAE, SR VE o R B0 8 B 2 1A
THE. HET R4, 2 EIEA RN 7 2R BENLIEU, BT Db TR T, (R 2 B A R
K, WEEZMIRE .

KT B RAE IR BT 7T A - mT LLB 312 Yates [L]38 H i —Fh R A B0k 1+ v, %7388 7 £ 45
Froh R AR EF IR . Cheng A Wei [2]42 T — o A BN R E S Bod #7732, AT E B
T AZARAME A T AR E I BT . Cheng [3182H T — Rl 5 A% B[R] T 5 12 240 22 T 53 4R [
VAL (4 #h 7572 . Horvitz AT Thompson [4]4f X FhRE U 25 (1) Sk e £, A 9 mT DA T 56 4 00 I A 1 4
I R A, BR T — PR T o B R SR IR T, H R I R R AR . S5 R
HINRLIT iR A b K 2 LT (13 26 B A M0k T K . Robins 258 [5 155300 R AU 1 FH T $cdis Bl 2k 2
TNHPESEEDA KBS T, R IR, T 7% 2 S H n] AR TR B ) eR BT — R R R N, A
45 AR HE AT R0, IR T A R O SRR g R B . Ning S5 [614K 88 HT AT 1053, oudk 7% %
FAMETE, MG T MRS INBUEAME T E . Ning S [7] XSG T AR AT R ROE AN T, R T —Fb
B AESHO R AR AN 7, IR T % SR AE S BB A b 7 VA AE IR U S N T R . A E
[8]4R HY T — i35 T 300 Mk 2 I AS AT 4D R 52 4 45 % 1) Mallows 8578 S 27 7732 F T JERE MLk 2 A5 T, IE B
TAHSAG T R AT SEI BN T R ZE I R SN REETIL MR B A . T S SCEE Q)W AT i AR R i ML B
T, BT AR S HOE R ARG T A, BT — R B4 b 5 R O g e AR AT 2
HFAN o XIVPEE[10145E T —ANEE T Geit B2 B RS R AE BN B8, ) B A 288 mp o A bR o 22 SR BE b
R IAE
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ASCAEIA B SRR AT A DG TAE M SR b, B BRMEA TR, IR a4
E’iﬁlﬂi.uETE?%I‘/%(KR)%DB&J&vBTﬂ?%l\%‘(KNN)H?UE’JE)ﬂu%ﬁﬁﬁ‘g@ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁéﬁﬁ, REF IR A
HER AL THE, KA WM (Weighted Mixture), #EE 2% i 5 T 58 @80 10 /> —FiEHE . HAE WM fl
THERA EIA— AR T R A HER K AR, 7 1E — AN JE T 22 L2 A (Deviance Inverse Probability
weighting) [} 7R & pR Ul iH &, 1do8 DIPW,

2. 75k
2.1, BUEEREHLE

TERAT AN SE 2B A FL 2 7, T fREOE R A R R R IR L . Goit 8 7R R AN 76 44
PTG, ARAE B Bl R AR ()5 R, B2 1976 4F Rubin [1L1] 8 U HER AL PMES,  FHBLK
WU A R A BRI IR, | K53 Al FEl el R eI 9 JRATTA =784 (XY, 67 ),i=1,--+,n
FORA AR, Hoh X FoRe WM MRS & Y FRFAERKMERmNAE; 6§ NerEE, § =1
IFY, E T LU R, S5, =0 1Y, A Bk .

BEMLER K (MAR)TE 12 Wi B AR Y 2 75 R ARSI T RHE AL & X, 1 AR T Y 45 . Rosenbaum
and Rubin [12]6 | FH Z 2 U S b A7 7697 70 B A MEZR 58 O] BRI A0 ) bR 2505 B AL ) 7E A5 B4

R PR 0 A AR B A e [ S B UL I B (1 A AR . 4 mT DL 6 1) BR B0 7R MAR:
P(5=1|X,Y)=P(5=1|X)=p(X), (1)

Hobt, P(5=1]X) AWIRAE R Y B B, p(X ) KT RO B 2
2.2. £BIESHIEIE

75 MAR HOIBBE R, Bl 1T 2B 50 R A SO AN WA Y I8 (e = EY ) B 28R
DL T AT A, DA A7 S I R A B m(x) = E(Y | X =x) -

RIS AN B B AN (KR), 2 TSR RT3 A 0100 0 06 MO0 WO 047 PR
ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%gﬁ&ﬁgﬁﬂ%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ%¢%%*m%ﬁhoﬂ@KR@ﬁmﬂmmﬁiﬁz

il = [5Y+1 8 ) e (X;) ], )

o,
Z?:lKh(xj'xi)5JYj
2K (XG0 X0)8, ,

Ky (u,v)=h7K((u=-v)/h). HARE@TLELRES X, BEEANTHE h, IFHX R RAZ R K
PEERRE X A S HAT R EINBUP R, XM R EINBUE A s K, Bl R K, BT E, A%
AT — B’Jﬁfi%ﬂﬁéﬂz%ﬁ%iﬁ o My (X;) RAHI, h 26 M (X)) WEREE, JEH h B
Mis (X, ) BAIGHT . Z5 BT h E’JEX{EAE%? M KR 2R IR

UFEA R D B R R, W R FE h E RN, FERT Mg (X ) FEFN IR ] e A
BB R BRI X RIEAT SR, A2 Mg (X, ) BB AMEAN TR o [ e 229 T 1 7o 4 30
KR 28 3 “HERCRR ” 1 i) @i o

BT AR ANEKNN)H 7 KR RS IR AR, e Al Ji 2 2 3 i B 8 0 H il i i 2 A 5
o, RS BUEE B B . A KNN 753 4 s 8 N:

i=1--,n 3)

rﬁKR(Xi)z
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i :%Z[5Y +(1 5) KNN(X ):|, 4)
Hrp
rﬁKNN(Xi):%Zk:Yi(j),izl,'“,n. (5)

j=1

2 E I AT A k O KNIN AR 88 B a0 3 P 80 S A 1 5 3 PR3 408, P30 3 il AT ML >R 22
PR g (X,) o Y,y FOTOMLI R SR OW A B Y, Y38 § ASEARe g (X,) AR, I HL K,
KNN B B 8RE BB Ry . R K ELIEOE 1 KNN RICR A48 .

P KNIN 5t 00 408 14D 3 2 0 B 8 8, T DA ININD R B e e 500 s s DL 4 P 25 v 11 v
BAA P RERAFAER LAY, ) AFEBRE I, B2 KNN ORI 255 T KR.

I — PSR IR, THE HT AG P& —Fios SRS E RIS T 71k, 7R EAE R AT 2 N
BRI SCERBE, S AHGRAERA E 2L RUUT 2R P a g, A RS asRE NS N — =,
EAHRAANBIA A — . ERATE ARG, HT fhiH Ry AR Y, DL E M o 0 E],
XF oo, BURIEAL Y, HOBCEE, SRl T DA IR 55 A SR SR AR B B kot SR BB AT il 3. A HT Al
FEH o BT

- 1&8Y,
Hyr _H27 ©)

=1

w'ZZTleh(xj,xi)éj

' YULK(X50 %)

o AT (KS)AF B A R p (X)) A THE . B (7) P IIFEA R n ASREAEENR, [72)
T ROR AT ) HTR At

i=1---,n @)

~ Z i |/a}
Huyr = == (8)
ZI =1 |
Ning 2T KR F1 HT flith, #4i& M2 mBEEFME(PW), B0 J5 B R0 AZ 5% B2 Al v 0 1B )3 ek 2
AT — AR, BARTT R R R A0 b — AN T SR A m . FIH IPW 521 1 ffTH
A

Hipw :% ”l Mipw (Xi):%i{mm(xi)"‘ é}[Yi _T)KR(Xi)]} 9)

mIPW(Xi):mKR(Xi)+w' (10)

@,

Mr (X;) ERARA@), o FERAK(B). FFER, FQ0) T n HAMEEAREA, LSRN
MR T B AAME g XRS5

ﬁof%éfﬁm( ) L 1/0)2@[%2@(&)]_ )
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2.3. BuRYAESBEEHNE

g 4L E KR B KNI 14 R G B 0 T S I A AL 24T SRt — A
T 25 T I A B g (X,) o ZEJR A OB RS 7 20 2 Mok 1 FR)— M O T 7
i H LR ROR A T A — B — 3 R 5

I e SN

s (X, ) = @i (X ) +(1— @) gy (X, )i =L, (12)

530 RS B OB T LU A, = fy (X,) ©

T A2 MR 1R SR SIS o SR AT DA B — ek B, &R 2P 5
FRUFTAT 56 AR AT (o, IR e A BB m:

a =arg ming[Yi — i, (X;)]
:argminiZ::[Yi — i (X,) = (1) gy (X;) ] (13)

=argminiZ::[Yi = gy (X,)+ (T (X,) = e (X)) |

2

ARy PAS B TR
i[Yi _rﬁKNN (Xi)+(rﬁKNN (Xi)_mKR (Xi))a:l(rﬁKNN (Xi)_rﬁKR (Xi))zo' (14)

B R A FEAR ny 98 h DLRGEARE k #R8AT LAELHEE R FI 25 o HISK AR
22 0 AL I NE R IBCEAR, BATT R D38 [0 )3 o8 B — N3k 58 s B i 2 W, 1531 55—
ASHTE A R BT Al E SO
5i I:Yi _mva (Xi)].

@

Mopw (Xi)= M (Xi) + (15)

M (X, ) HEAK(L3), o TERAK(B).
3. \EHR
3.1 EHhgE

R T B A SR H AR 3 1R U R B JE S B AN S A L HE S BEE A O R R, FRATD
1858 =07 AT BUE B IIE . BRI Y =g(X)+e, ﬂqﬂfﬁiﬁélﬁew(o,a?(x))o FEAR &
n=50,200,500, FEILKEL N =1000 .

N T AT TR REEA T, A% IR #MNE(KR) Y SO AT #ME(KNN) L A%
IIBUGERME(IPW) . S fEHEAMEDR) HT A HTR Atk 4r 5t be . Jfi@id MAD. MSE. CCI #1 ZS
PUAN e PEFR AR EBEAT 45 SVEAE , e MEFR AR L(16)~(19) T~ . MAD A #ME 241 55 WL IR 25018 1) e 3o 2247
MSE NE#MESE 5 SR YE B Z KT, BTS2k MSE BUEIER /N, 7EX BRATEH T n 1E T
MEER . CCl N BARBERUSI LG, 2 SRR NAEAMEE B E N 95% M EF X a1y, ] CCI
K1 BN 0. ZS N2 5 Z b= 1K) EAE

MADzﬁi(L&j -1 (16)
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N
mMSE:n%z(ﬁj —uf, 17)
=1
1 3
ccl==Y" 1 (,ue[,uj it(o_m)]), (18)
Bias

ZS: 2 ’ (19)
\/ZL(Biasj ~ Bias) /N
Her, g, A B SEAMEIIE, g, NS R IE S, p SRR B
Bias =Z?:l(,&j -1, )/N o
R ARV R PR L 5K
1) %%k ] Epanechnikov 2 U B #i
3 2
K (u) = Z(l—u ). forlu<1,
0, otherwise.
2) 4 h BUEBUN, SRERAE L W] B B I R SR 1 1L B AR ANRER] KR BEAT S AM
it TREMNEEGFZA, ZHMEWRE KR FAZEEARET BN T ny MHRE, ZEKRER WM 46
AME BB KNN M & 4.
3) M HT itk Al HTR fiF RXFSRAEBEAT I AN, T ARX P # CCI 2 LB 24 (A G
FEAMESERAT UF RN, BRI 77 N 1) CCI a8l vy T oA 7 vk, BB AR #eil 1.

=AM RN T
=4-9(x-0.4)’ -
g(x) =4x 9(x) (x-0.4) g(x)=2x+1
25x 06, 0<x<0.3 e Q25
D(X)=1iez_5X, p(x)=403, 03<x<0.7 P )_l+ez'sx'
0.6, 0.7<x<1 X ~0.4U (-3,0)+0.6U (0,4),
Case1={X ~U(0,1), Case 2= Case 3= (-3.0) (0.4)
2 (1)1 X ~U(0,1) o 08 X<0
iy 5 ) o’ (x)=1, 1 x>0
IL[:
-3.16 u=22,
P(&=0)=0.245, H '
( ) P(5=0)=0.52, P(6=0)=0.291.

BN 1 e g (x) AR B B R EOLH, BURBURREUN . B 2 5 g(x) BN 2 I
KEREL ZREE SRR T x BHEOARE,  HXTAREA T X ARSI A VE A, SR Hi A B
Rz AN 1 I EHR R 25 2, LB TR0 0 RO MRRERE 0 2255 (RIS e 550N 73 B ek 2,
HARGRFBOR, AT BT . B 3 EBN 1 fBEak EARBE X IR & 204, JF HoRRZ DU 77 228
B B, IARER R ROV R S, Bt R S FAR YL 1 K

3.2. HERHL

BE B SR 5% 13 Fiomo

P 1 RIS RN 2 n BUNEE, HT 51T MAD B KT H At iR #NE, ZS imm T HARIERNE, %05
RO S 2 n BURIS, BG40 k 868 h, NP SOUNERAERMCREGR: 2 n ElER, 7EAF h
T, HTR fiiHHR T HT £, MAD BBORCN, ZS SR/, XA S S it O S
HAh 2 s AE S HAFAMNEA Y, fEMFER h K, IPW A1 DR A#H% T KR, MAD KRS/, CCl &k,
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Table 1. Comparison of the results of all imputation methods in Simulation 1 at different sample sizes

MR L, 24 n BN, T8 k BUERCK (k= 16, 32) KNN FIFEFMSCREFR “dext” , WS h BUE &M h
= 0.1)HT Al TH B AMICR ozt izt 72 T AU T AHEAMICR . MIANE n R/, AR T B — 4k KNN B
J KR, WM ] MAD #E /N, JEHE Y n BUh MAD 525/ T Affs 88— Jdikh J7id; DIPW £ WM (3%
fill BN T — AW, BT EER R SR EUN, BRI, WM ) CCI 7E 0.95 iz, DIPW ffj CCI
11 0.96 PHIT, BT DAREAARCK B #MA(E B A5 X RIS R L icta e, DIPW A MICRIE 17T WM.

= 1R L PEATEImAN T EE N ER AR TR RIS

n=50 n =200 n =500
Method k/h MAD n x MSE CCI ZS MAD n x MSE CCI ZS MAD n x MSE CClI ZS
4 0.071 2.687 0.953 -0.002 0.035 2.663 0.955 -0.007 0.023 2.719 0.950 —-0.005
8 0.067 2.682 0.952 —0.058 0.032 2.675 0.957 0.024 0.022 2.786 0.944 -0.032
KN 16 0.073 3.216 0.922 0.012 0.033 2.552 0.953 0.027 0.021 2.600 0.948 0.025
32 0.088 3.197 0.905 —0.001 0.032 2.501 0.954 0.033 0.021 2.682 0.948 —0.005
0.1 0.068 2.699 0.943 0.013 0.032 2.653 0.955 0.024 0.020 2.566 0.959 0.022
0.15 0.070 2.729 0.948 —0.062 0.033 2.859 0.948 0.034 0.021 2.905 0.927 -0.041
R 0.2 0.068 2.438 0.958 —-0.024 0.033 2.736 0.937 0.015 0.021 2.678 0.946 0.029
0.25 0.067 2.656 0.947 0.013 0.033 2.618 0.948 -0.009 0.021 2.793 0.947 -0.014
0.1 0.078 2.784 0.996 -0.327 0.033 2.783 0.992 -0.136 0.021 2477 0.998 -0.119
0.15 0.073 2.529 0.996 —0.203 0.034 2.723 0.994 -0.059 0.022 2.807 0.996 -0.092
" 0.2 0.070 2.678 0.994 -0.121 0.034 2.627 0.992 -0.070 0.022 2.670 0.994 -0.018
0.25 0.070 2.620 0.994 —0.150 0.032 2.689 0.998 —0.048 0.021 2.783 0.994 —0.042
0.1 0.071 2.679 0.997 —-0.054 0.032 2.739 0.993 0.020 0.021 2.476 0.998 -0.043
0.15 0.070 2.459 0.996 —0.094 0.033 2.713 0.993 0.021 0.021 2.816 0.996 —0.045
MR 0.2 0.068 2.661 0.994 0.004 0.033 2.623 0.993 -0.012 0.021 2.667 0.995 0.021
0.25 0.067 2.600 0.996 —0.057 0.031 2.691 0.998 0.008 0.021 2.778 0.994 -0.011
0.1 0.068 2.706 0.972 -0.069 0.033 2.702 0.971 0.071 0.021 2.519 0.982 —-0.266
0.15 0.067 2.873 0.966 —0.034 0.032 2.839 0.973 0.026 0.020 2.673 0.983 -0.017
W 0.2 0.069 2.536 0.977 -0.028 0.032 2.855 0.967 0.008 0.020 2.619 0.973 0.014
0.25 0.068 2.766 0.975 —0.020 0.033 2.518 0.983 0.013 0.020 2.550 0.976 0.011
0.1 0.068 2.707 0.972 -0.069 0.033 2.702 0.971 0.070 0.021 2.519 0.982 —-0.266
0.15 0.067 2.874 0.966 -0.034 0.032 2.839 0.973 0.026 0.020 2.673 0.983 -0.017
PR 0.2 0.069 2.535 0.977 -0.028 0.031 2.854 0.967 0.008 0.020 2.619 0.973 0.014
0.25 0.068 2.766 0.975 -0.020 0.033 2.518 0.983 0.012 0.020 2.550 0.976 0.011
4/0.15 0.066 2.664 0.946 —-0.006 0.032 2.647 0.947 0.014 0.019 2.616 0.951 0.015
4/0.2 0.066 2.497 0.952 —0.036 0.033 2.505 0.957 —0.048 0.021 2.712 0.951 —0.049
WM 8/0.15 0.067 2.658 0.961 0.038 0.031 2.798 0.949 -0.013 0.021 2.669 0.952 -0.043
8/0.2 0.066 2.657 0.951 —0.067 0.032 2.803 0.945 -0.019 0.021 2.700 0.953 -0.035
4/0.15 0.069 2.516 0.952 0.005 0.033 2.578 0.950 0.004 0.020 2.705 0.961 0.255
4/0.2 0.068 2.583 0.956 0.057 0.034 2.882 0.959 0.093 0.021 2.966 0.962 —0.040
PIPw 8/0.15 0.067 2.986 0.974 -0.001 0.032 2.769 0.963 0.048 0.019 2.619 0.957 0.011
8/0.2 0.068 2.687 0.963 —0.043 0.033 2.820 0.962 0.036 0.021 2.966 0.962 —0.040
DOI: 10.12677/m0s.2023.126516 5688 jE L NN


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2023.126516

VLT[R

Table 2. Comparison of the results of all imputation methods in Simulation 2 at different sample sizes

= 2. 1R 2 PETEImHN T EE N ER AR TRV RITEE

n=>50 n =200 n =500

Method k/h MAD n x MSE CcClI ZS MAD n x MSE CCl A MAD n x MSE CcCl A
4 0.139 3.358 0.81 0.235 0.063 3.004 0.854 —0.003 0.038 3.056 0.867 —0.019
8 0.149 4.037 0.734 0.341 0.063 3.053 0.847 0.091 0.039 2.869 0.857 —0.005
K 16 0.172 4.186 0.695 0.452 0.064 3.264 0.813 0.262 0.039 2.918 0.844 0.126
32 0.442 13.365 0.435 —1.402 0.079 3.809 0.736 0.729 0.040 3.171 0.809 0.303
0.1 0.137 3.231 0.817 -0.077 0.060 3.109 0.829 0.101 0.039 2.990 0.823 0.116
0.15 0.133 3.501 0.814 0.125 0.060 2.873 0.828 0.148 0.039 3.238 0.811 0.168
= 0.2 0.127 3.463 0.803 0.119 0.060 3.074 0.823 0.189 0.039 3.076 0.826 0.259
0.25 0.130 3.237 0.792 0.129 0.064 2.943 0.819 0.227 0.041 3.008 0.803 0.392
0.1 0.202 4.980 0.977 —0.716 0.066 2.807 1 —-0.376 0.039 3.049 1 —-0.192
0.15 0.162 3.882 1 —0.484 0.062 2.933 1 —-0.202 0.039 3.230 1 —0.144
" 0.2 0.140 3.049 1 —0.396 0.061 3.013 1 —0.166 0.038 2.904 1 —-0.157
0.25 0.131 3.046 0.999 —0.352 0.061 2.834 1 —0.161 0.037 2.754 1 —0.116
0.1 0.134 3.405 1 0.031 0.060 2.731 1 —0.028 0.039 2.994 1 0.041
0.15 0.134 3.269 1 0.008 0.060 2.823 1 0.046 0.039 3.204 1 0.003
MR 0.2 0.127 2.800 1 —0.018 0.060 3.039 1 —-0.015 0.038 2.944 1 —0.038
0.25 0.122 2.960 0.999 —-0.017 0.061 2.841 1 —0.012 0.038 2.848 1 —0.011
0.1 0.137 3.152 0.943 0.028 0.062 2.850 0.968 0.040 0.038 2.985 0.977 —0.016
0.15 0.131 2.998 0.948 0.050 0.061 2.648 0.965 0.049 0.038 2.937 0.967 0.045
o 0.2 0.129 3.142 0.956 0.036 0.061 2.946 0.967 —0.020 0.036 2.695 0.981 —0.033
0.25 0.130 3.178 0.966 0.080 0.062 2.685 0.977 0.049 0.040 3.026 0.971 0.024
0.1 0.138 3.162 0.943 0.027 0.062 2.850 0.968 0.039 0.038 2.985 0.977 —0.016
0.15 0.131 3.005 0.948 0.049 0.061 2.648 0.965 0.049 0.038 2.937 0.967 0.045
oR 0.2 0.129 3.139 0.957 0.033 0.061 2.946 0.967 —-0.021 0.036 2.695 0.981 —0.033
0.25 0.130 3.178 0.967 0.077 0.061 2.683 0.977 0.047 0.040 3.026 0.972 0.024
4/0.15 0.130 3.183 0.820 0.079 0.060 2.976 0.822 0.138 0.037 2.967 0.827 0.166
4/0.2 0.129 3.038 0.816 0.071 0.061 2.909 0.832 0.132 0.038 2.875 0.823 0.271
M 8/0.15 0.131 3.108 0.824 0.197 0.060 3.061 0.823 0.066 0.039 2.954 0.821 0.277
8/0.2 0.129 3.045 0.824 0.158 0.059 2.930 0.826 0.174 0.040 3.210 0.803 0.206
4/0.15 0.137 3.334 0.830 0.013 0.060 2.983 0.832 0.017 0.037 2.918 0.831 —0.064
4/0.2 0.135 3.371 0.814 0.043 0.061 2.910 0.846 0.065 0.037 2.789 0.843 —0.008
PIPw 8/0.15 0.135 3.396 0.789 0.048 0.059 3.013 0.831 0.036 0.039 2.899 0.836 0.044
8/0.2 0.136 3.205 0.813 0.028 0.058 2.892 0.832 0.022 0.039 3.113 0.826 —0.007

2 BIREIAE IR 2 n BUNK, SEEUASFEI Kk B h /N S 07 92k AR A R SCR B 2
XS FUONEHR SR IR, BRI E R, BE S IEABRAR b A I R R DG &R, 3 22 B ) LA WL
DB 5 B RAB P PR R ZE 3K, T E T KNN 2 AR 4560 B 5 e B E, KR AR 20 55 45 WL
EYIIRE, FTLAZEARE KNN HAMECR L KR %, 3 H KNN 11 MAD & Fi#E k 19386 KM 38 K1, KR
) MAD 7EFRFETEHL(h <0.2) FBEA h BI3EKIM/DN; 24 n BORES, GEHUE 41 k 8038 h, /SFPE 7%
MFEANBCR BT s AN n K/, HT Al MAD BEE h 38 KM, &2 BT h R KE R o 1
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Table 3. Comparison of the results of all imputation methods in Simulation 3 at different sample sizes

THRENAER, FTCA HT AT 8CR ARG 4 n BER, BT EER SRR, HT TR HT A
Aew BEMIRTE: EMER h T, HXT KR, IPW FIDR ) CClI ¥k, #HtMICREL . AiE n AN,
FEXT T B — 44 T KNN BLK KR, WM ] MAD #2587y, IF H 24 n /M nx MSE B/, CCI B K;

H T E R R 28R, BRI E S, WREME 5 SEBRME A B2, T2 2 w050 2 156 4 F 2R
BEA%: 24 n BN, AEXS T WM, DIPW fJ MAD F1 n x MSE #8585k, ZS H/h: 24 n BOkmy, HxF T
WM, DIPW ] MAD %/, CCI ¥ K, JH ZS th&F k.

= 3. 1R 3 PATHIEHN T EENFEIRAE TR RITEL

n=50 n =200 n =500
Method k/h MAD n x MSE CClI ZS MAD n x MSE CCl ZS MAD n x MSE CCl ZS
4 0.071 3.769 0.952 0.038 0.035 3.724 0.954 0.058 0.023 3.795 0.959 -0.001
8 0.073 3.825 0.946 -0.014 0.034 3.769 0.953 —-0.006 0.022 3.397 0.960 0.027
KN 16 0.086 4.217 0.916 0.013 0.032 3.513 0.959 0.042 0.022 3.485 0.959 —-0.051
32 0.124 4.946 0.868 —-0.052 0.036 3.764 0.950 0.017 0.021 3.618 0.961 -0.035
0.1 0.072 3.819 0.950 -0.017 0.032 3.651 0.953 0.032 0.021 3.703 0.953 0.010
0.15 0.070 3.749 0.954 —0.009 0.033 3.747 0.953 -0.007 0.021 3.366 0.959 0.026
KR 0.2 0.071 3.784 0.944 0.030 0.032 3.492 0.958 0.024 0.022 3.539 0.951 -0.054
0.25 0.074 3.767 0.932 -0.029 0.036 3.716 0.947 0.007 0.022 3.676 0.952 —-0.047
0.1 0.087 4,122 0.993 —-0.388 0.035 3.765 0.999 -0.174 0.021 3.704 0.998 -0.103
0.15 0.082 3.979 0.993 —0.222 0.035 3.823 0.999 -0.106 0.022 3.420 0.993 —0.050
HT 0.2 0.078 3.964 0.986 —0.105 0.035 3.542 0.997 —0.044 0.023 3.541 0.999 —0.096
0.25 0.084 3.949 0.993 -0.141 0.038 3.702 0.997 —-0.041 0.024 3.688 0.999 —-0.052
0.1 0.078 3.893 0.997 0.042 0.034 3.693 0.999 0.028 0.021 3.700 0.997 0.024
0.15 0.077 3.861 0.993 0.006 0.034 3.773 0.999 —0.002 0.022 3.404 0.993 0.015
HTR 0.2 0.076 3.894 0.989 0.032 0.034 3.536 0.997 0.037 0.023 3.524 0.999 —0.048
0.25 0.081 3.855 0.995 —0.035 0.037 3.664 0.997 0.005 0.023 3.672 0.999 —0.036
0.1 0.072 3.780 0.964 0.057 0.033 3.665 0.97 0.037 0.021 3.709 0.978 0.011
0.15 0.071 3.727 0.972 0.008 0.033 3.730 0.972 —-0.009 0.021 3.349 0.979 0.028
P 0.2 0.071 3.781 0.962 0.028 0.032 3.457 0.984 0.030 0.021 3.471 0.981 -0.050
0.25 0.072 3.681 0.965 —0.037 0.033 3.623 0.976 0.009 0.021 3.595 0.974 -0.037
0.1 0.072 3.781 0.964 0.058 0.033 3.665 0.97 0.037 0.021 3.709 0.978 0.011
0.15 0.071 3.727 0.972 0.008 0.033 3.730 0.972 —-0.009 0.021 3.349 0.979 0.028
oR 0.2 0.071 3.781 0.962 0.027 0.032 3.457 0.984 0.030 0.021 3471 0.981 —-0.050
0.25 0.071 3.680 0.965 —0.036 0.033 3.623 0.976 0.008 0.021 3.595 0.974 -0.037
4/0.15 0.071 3.746 0.957 0.019 0.032 3.391 0.965 -0.023 0.021 3.817 0.951 -0.035
4/0.2 0.067 3.735 0.953 —-0.004 0.034 3.656 0.951 —-0.041 0.022 3.611 0.948 —-0.024
M 8/0.15 0.068 3.769 0.943 0.008 0.032 3.450 0.956 —-0.063 0.021 3.714 0.950 0.041
8/0.2 0.071 3.737 0.948 —0.064 0.034 3.829 0.945 0.018 0.021 3.349 0.949 0.028
4/0.15 0.072 3.760 0.951 0.027 0.036 3.392 0.968 -0.030 0.022 3.845 0.954 —-0.044
4/0.2 0.072 3.866 0.947 -0.011 0.038 3.712 0.952 —0.040 0.023 3.626 0.953 -0.020
PIPW 8/0.15 0.069 3.785 0.941 0.006 0.033 3.485 0.955 -0.072 0.022 3.759 0.955 0.042
8/0.2 0.073 3.749 0.942 —0.066 0.038 3.812 0.948 0.019 0.023 3.380 0.956 0.033
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Figure 1. Comparison of MAD for all methods under different sample sizes under three simulation settings
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