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- ATTEANL A A} HolE BEAHE FAHoE -

(Comparison of regression model approaches fitted to complex survey data)

°] 71 A

Kee Jae Lee

EHEZZA dolH BAGA AAEY HIYL A FE2AA 1w Zoy
(design-based approach)® U3} 4 HA4 A ZW(generalized estimating
equations approach)2.2 TR T £ =F2 ol HIHH Ed7d 4IHE
it d9sty, 7 3ol ERAEAI 24 2R n: Gges H7)
st 7h5A &3 48 S dHR g

In this paper, we conducted an empirical study to investigate the design and
weighting effects on descriptive and analytic statistics. We compared the
regression models using the design-based approach and the generalized
estimating equations(GEEs) approach with the model-based approach through
the design and weighting effects analysis.

I_/\ii

T

HEEe] FARA B dFE BEXAIE 23, Ag92%, ER5883E 5o
SEHo2 AH8E BERFEAAC we FEE FFsto RAET Utk o)A
THAFEYL HEUS 1 A W& ALY o go] FurEy] mEojr),

T =g =ERAA v AN Qe L2FEAYAZEZA YA dolHE 2
Aokl EFR LA JARH A GFE 4FHo2 BAF Holth AR
AMdAZ2 A 2AbE 59 Bne] AJAE dides 9, AN 2 23 22AT
22U 59 FEAHE A AL B0z @t 2AARE 52 wg Ay

]

* A EAUsE JHEASy Ruy
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Aol A 45, TEAT T dFd AVNHJA FAEFA FAEES A8 AE=H o
T3 1§BY L AIGZe oo wE 59 ¥R AGAY 2E22A Wi sz
ARZ AMSEHL A7 F, 1999). ©] Al F3IAIRY 3 Z Y (stratified
one-stage cluster sampling)el 23l 149427F EE AlFAE FE3lo FROoE &
29 AIA de BE&2EAEE 2ABIAY B =& EME 22 199849 11
¥ 71F22 ZAHE diolg el

A S8 dgd AN AldEH e AHGA g3 AR AQUERE, 394, A
A Rd, 4E, d28d F g FrIge dEA FHNE d=e Aol e}
th olFA AR d9E FAHX AAE MM ARV FE FGd g A
22 & FEZEE HES FE8Y TAAI 2aF AAF 2|9 HES A
gt 29 299 gEtA FE2ES 2 StH FAARZAAN JFEX ] wAHo]
g3l st FEUAdAN FESEET ol &Y A, AEF3 xA
(post-stratification adjustment) & RA37] M= Hasich ghef FH DA
AN 7tFEAE FAE BAHA FAHX ) e B(bias)o] TAE F Ut

gutH oz EFFEZA HolHE BM3s F5d BEF 4 AZEH #A7A
2& JlERAe AYsy] dEd BA Bod dsHH HEE WEALS d=dE
ol gl gtk 28y FA AZEHY HFNAR JMFAE o] & EHE &
AE B A= HZe e /It GASA FHA WA, 2000).

ATEANGAZZNHZALE S 3H(stratification)® F &3 & (cluster sampling)
Bgdon AEd EFFEALA M Qo HEE Ao E EAET
A2FEAGAZ2HA G RAIE B2 RG] dF dFEFE Folx, FHZY
FE)E =Eol7l 93A ZIAGARIFA7IZFTAZD ARE 573 GACdA o &3
£ Ab¥% 3 (post-stratification)2] 71P& AHE R & =&AdAE &ATEARIAZAL
diolg] BAg f8M BFEEZA B4 FALZEY Y SUDAANS °] &3
=3

AA, 2o AFEALAARALY] DA FAF EFFELAA 4F FAF
9] FAo vl G didlA dGsn, 3FdAE EFEEZA dolgd AR
de APste Ao 2YdE F de 98 79 AARYESA dHA AdFE 4
FolME 2TFEAFGAZA Al 7 A2 WA AARY S AP REAL
At 71FAE FAJANAM FASE 27t H Y (model-based approach), &
AA 71 H2Y  (design-based approach), dwtsl FA WA A (generalized
estimating equations : GEEs)ol 2§ HIY 5 BHIZEZA diogE 24 9
AARYo g A 71X HI2PE vagd wxge dd AL UEUH

=

o)
o

L, O

ox A on
o
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0. 27 BAGA ALY XFEAA
1. ZAHA S8

AFEAGAZZAYRAE 59 vne] AAE Yo AT, AN L 27 2
2A7, 224 59 22AHE 2ASE A 2Pz vuh 2AAIFE 59 0
B AR e A7 97, 2242 5o FAEA FYo) olgHm Yot =
AgEe 2A AN BE AP 22A G Aoz FRIEN 27 o
@ Fo 28 B 2ok

o AHdAl #E Fo FAMGE AT AFGAY AJAEF TE, AHEAS ¥
H, 4834 A%, 38 AFgSFd A A, F7F Aol g AR, o
T4 A8 ¢ A, 4 AE2EA ¢ 5

o =AY Wi Fa FAFGE  AJHE, A%, 3
T, AF, 2295, ASEAZG, 29499, AT

o] A WAL 4, ¥4, A4, FEY FH IV BT AWYAIIH, & - AZF
4 F-FERE7EE AT ARJA=THAZA AF F FEITEA 5 R
A A Aeltk, o RAe  F3UAIRESFZE W (stratified  one-stage  cluster
sampling)oll A 1494270 AMAAE F &8t EE AHGA e EE AESEA
£Eg % }3}93‘4

FEO &9 AE&2EA RAHE JtEAe §F $89As AA B d
o3 EHEE?S}“ AEE Yeiz, 233 EA4Ad g H\HF A F(unbiased
a7 A *l’%%ﬁ} duryg oz stFxe A 7R (design
weight), ¥2% ZA(non-response adjustment), /\}i?laﬂr Z A (post-stratification
adjustment) 8.1 Fo2 FHIch G <K 1> FREoz FEE Z=2A
A Fojg FhEA A g JleFAF 2okt

estimator) <

— 47 —
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<E > OIEX tE JSSHE 2%

e MR T eagn T T
= L n=19880) T {n=13536) . (n=33118)-

HA 2.78 1.00 1.00
25% 8.79 10.76 8.79
43 19.60 40.42 26.28
75% 75.12 111.47 89.01
Hdigt 154.13 123.23 154.13
3 41.40 56.52 41.58
CV(%) 98.95 81.34 91.89

2. x24A R /1¥A &%

BERFXELAC AHFZ vAE a3 dAEZHE THAH H7HE £ Ao AA
& H(design effect: DEFF)= EdF 2440 wel 7 FAHF B4 2L =2
719 BEE 9eddFEyd wed FEEHAT A 78 F439 Hl(ratio)
oltt. ol ZAMAA Dol M 24 g9 FAFo2 P& ALY o HAEH
(DEFF)T 953 o] 238 4 Ath

deff(@)=*% oy

gREe] A9 AgFEyYo) FL&HYY HAEZARE 129 ZA Jdehysd, 2 9y

e 87t 28 Jde ZAEAZE 2L B2V dEeddFEyed vEA &4
Fo Eilo] AFE v}

Kish®} Frankel(1974)& 7233 £4& FdA 2HF, 2o, A8 IJAASF T
gy BEFZELEAY dAEHE Hrstd gty oz HARFHAE HFA AL
£8 F Jded, 9F 59 EFFEZAY F3 FEZ7|(effective sample size)E
Faed AHEE 5 J3, T4 dHeE FAFY EAE AME F e B
of o]g ZAI{oZ FASE WYog AEE & Yk

iR oz FAFAHAN 7IFEXNE FASL BAIE By FHA A4S AY
(bias)e] EAE & ot BAY FHHRANA /HFAE ol &8 Fpole YikHew
FA%o EH QA (sampling error)’t F7M3th B 5 IFXE AIEFdoEHN LA
e EXx9 FUHE did FAMYLE Kish(1965), Kom¥ Graubard(1995) 5ol
A AU FH )7 A001)E BgHEES T3 Kishol 93] zltd Iy
o] %zt o) FA3E ATl AT FHQA VEolge F & RAFUY. 24
Y Az BFF 7M5A ALEe wE FAHF] B4 FES o 46%E JEut

g&e < 2>v F2 BANUSF gdd EYF FAHES A4 7 TS A
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e A9 AAEIAY w7t AES AT o TS UIF] AVIE BYE R
ol

<H 2> JISE20 Ois SHES0 HIoIE B0 e ma

W 4 obe ww AR u7t% 93 A (%)
4dF4d 380.15 2.75 905.32 2.86
In(d3o4) 6.70 2.86 . 6.73 0.45
AEZTEN 212.08 3.78 208.22 -1.82
ZHIZEZANZ 21.04 357 16.49 -21.63
1}o] 33.69 2.38 34.57 2.61
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oft

< Agste wH
i) AA 719 Fow, Gi) 498 F4 344 Hey 5
2% (model-based approach)& #3 FHAA &

EAREXAL o]9le] FofdlA BAAHoZ A EFH
ol&¢ WHoz HAAFY(ordinary least square method: OLS)E o] &3}
FHEEZZAL dlojEo iz} B Zink JIPe=
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2. AA 71w

AA 719 3 (design-based approach) HE ol F&dH 23 do YJus 71E
AN 7HAANA g A 2y IFAAST HE 2 FA3}E dAld 2EIG
244 B=(X'X)"'X'y& 348t A& Edez ¥ 94714 y& &S
(F&AF) Uit FREAGY AN FES £33, XE FF E D AE 49
A4 PPolnt. ARHez 4A Yt F2PL B=(X'X) X'y AAE v ®
F2 FIHA FA3se Aol

gutd oz JARYEL AYPsles 1 F2F ol A doHE MAIAY
1B F e IARYS FFsd o AsE FR3E Heolgdx & &£ Ao A
Z1gk oY o2 AP AARYY uE 43 A e S AT HAF
o2 INARY HI2Ye FFE Mgz B 5 dok(Kott, 1991).

Ayt o2 JEXNE ol &¥ AAAS FAWEL 4F APAFT ENAA ¥
HE A$dE 493 ZA3(robust) FF ¥ olth(Pfeffermann®t Holmes, 1985).
metd AR HAYAFE Fol Y APEsIt JE AR AIGHH HA
719 APl 4% NFH2AFYP) €2t ¥R AAASF FAFA dAM EF
BEZA AL EALZEdOA U ALHT Q& A 29 e o
o] g TAHA JHEA SYET SEAY Tol fuiEHolx ZAMFHQ BB
(unbiased) 3] 7} 3ol At

3. 4wtz FAWAY H2W

Aurgl v A H 29 (generalized estimating equations approach)< 4uk3s A
¥ 2 ¥ (generalized linear model)ol Al #Z3x] 7toll M2 Z3@AAZ J& Bl ol &
ksl 913 wies AU o2 duwst FALARY HIYES GEE AL
Wog ®U/ISEE ¥l GEE HIWE FEX7) ol itdd A4¥ 259 F¢d A
£8 F 9 9vrye FAoolx gt B =FdAE AARYEA B2 3¢

GEE F2We #=2Ad g dUs 23714 & e gxe gev o 29
ol W F5E duusd APy Aoz, #BHFA o AEA
(dependencejo] EAdtE A$AE EHY F dus el Ao EY #53
ZHol ZHRE Aa#A 2Yo] A tE F$E GEE Iz F4E A=
A4S TEHL, FAFY E¥r d2HoE AFEEE w24 doliangs
Zeger, 1986).

AGF2L EAA 2o diojHY EMoAM 22L& AP 4£48 M2 HdE F

lfo

l

oL
r-im

PN
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AgE A2 2e AEZ FBBAS 23, N2 DB Akl £ ZAVAE A
2 SYdHolgtn 7tAstE Ao e A olthk(Bielerst Williams, 1995). &7 EAG A=
A A%l Ze AANN 2AHE TRASE o9 2L AL VEIYD @

T Atk o] Ao FEWFE ALLHIT JE EI9 A 2 gl g I
BBATE py=0.6122 JEIUYAN FZFelA ZEAE0] ¥ dF9Ae 423
FAMd ol dda & F Yo

AA 71 A2 J|EH e oA g HAE BeE A @] i A F
W3 & Al 4= (intracluster correlation)7t EAjdte Z$AE AHEE + 9o X 2
T FA GAdA FUGBAFIE AHEEE AL olyth HE W BEXEo) MR
Sgolztx 7HHE 4 dx A9 GEE HIYH A2A 7wk whE e IAHez

t}. SUDAANOYAM dA 7|9k H2WS GEE HIHY S48 A FUdRASF
p=0% B)E FF3 4 + Y (Shah F, 1997).

V. 27 EZAQ A zALe] A ALY v

1. 3423y A

2 A7 E § o Aol e dAAATY 3 B F4L H8iM g2 =
717} 2L B Az € AL b, 2 € AVdY AEL S FAAM 2As)
Aok AAHE A FoAA FA4F FAAFTHOLS)G 3% AFRE SASY PROC
REG a8 &AM o4z, A 719 J2¥3} GEE HYl
SUDAANE o] &34 T3 Holth A7|A AAYER, AF T8, AGA 27 5

e AIA w9l WEolx, AF, 88, 255, AW, 22AR 5L 227 U
Mpolth HAEY FEASE WPF YFFA 22E A golth Ty <
E 3> HARYNA AEE SWAT% F595E 429 Aol
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<H > 372 NEH ANSBE SYHSAd SSBs 85

25 olg | mEER | . Bl
BA+AZY, =712 A7)+AA
d, - 4ug, &4 - sug, &4 -
AQUER AMe10) | BT BAY, & R¥Y, 2FA
g, 2§ Hulaqd, A7 - A3 Hulz | AA 99
o, [718h Al 24d] Ly
2 < AR5E) | A, B9, (A - 2AE]
a2z 4 A%y
#AA 2 Y}, AR}, Ve 2
~ ZREZ ARAY, BuY, A5 2
a3 RFE | ox 3 249, [@e w94 2z
2]
. - F%a £4 ols, zFUA F4, =24 @4
% PAEWD | oo e e 9 o R
oW ARF@ | @4, [€94]
2472 4238
a4 ¥ a5y

2. A B AFA x% £

o] Aol RZd A= A& AAZIY F2UH GEE A2 A FAAST
Aol Bkl s Ao} dubd oz GEE W2 AAZE HIy vls)
Al Z&Aolth. GEE ¥ol £ &3<d AL FU3 B A< (intracluster correlation)?} &
Aste AFdd Bg FA dAldA o] FRIF ALEHY] wiolth dfHor BY 7
B HEWe 2yo] ABEA FAHAE W AA vk Wy uvlHA & &H ot
AA 71 g YR BEFgRAeA BE9 A7 ddd] A7) Wi 23 F
o] FL&RTOE 2 714o] oG ASo dd ZAAAge] F2 #AHolth iAo

2 AA 79 AP % AAAS FAL 28 )k I vlsiA 2y JHA
g Quidl A ZAsA g g8 oA FL& de @A U

Qukyg o2 QLS <% §]'7174]-’F 2 I 23 FHYE 5EEA tolEd A&
W 3| AFA L Ho] AV|:, B ) EAJ 2ATRYG E AFNAME JAR
g< AP A B4HY E“‘ 71t e Jgg o] dAdE A2 yE
woh £3] AF A5 tE AAAGT FH g Hgo] HAsA 292%-91.7% =
Yehdth 28 719 g2dd Wd 3 IAASY wEge R £28 <FE A-1>
oA A" 4 ok e <X 4>E AA ¢ H2HFH GEE Iyl disiA
2 BAAF FAZ dF AAELRE H2sd 2% Aol
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<H 4 2 F2H0 OE 2AA> =FA G 2H20 QASHE

TR AA N HEH GEE 2% (exchangeable)
Higt 1.39 1.64
25% 255 2.10
Fdak 3.19 2.39
75% 353 318
Hug 5.05 412
B 3.16 2.63

2 g7 U2 JMEG ZAMEAE FAEL 78 AAST FHAY FELAE
AA 719 A2} GEE 2 BlsiA dids] #FAA7EAT dAAH o2 GEE
HZW o3 ZFex FHaS AA 78 HIZWAA 7 BEFLA% A Aol
UX e eskoh tek ARdoz AHEW AT dAAdA de)e] Sy g
AATY BEEaE I zol7t &Ax, 224 99 SyHHS dd dAATY B
ZoxelX GEE F2¥L AA 719 J2¥d vEiA Z&3A A2 veug,
Lipsitz 5(1994), Bieler®} Williams(1995) 52 HZTFEHd] iAo F2¢ FHE
ZALSt A& HlolHE EAsHA o9 & @AE Bt Ao

g9 <E 5>& AAVI Wz GEE H2W 4 disiA 7tFEx axE 89
UeEbd Aol orjM RAY Axe o BEFZRA dHolHZREEH 1009 59
BE FABES FE89 479 FAFZE A IARES FEgstd AR

AbstA Tt A Boldy Wy diasiAs o7 A(2001)S Fistr] vt
AH oz Kish(1965), Korn®} Graubard(1995)7} ZH i FANA A¢Hs 7153 &
3 FRHo) AAAST FAHY AT ZAHOZ AL £ A2S & 5 Ut

i

2

].

==

=3

=2
=

X rzi B

<BE 5 J}EXI9 ALBO MHE 2+ TS HIgSd 3 QAH

T i Kish®] ¥+ K & G| WUy oAy A3
AA7% A2Y 42.9%° 44.7%" 43.4%° 45.4%°
GEE 324 45.8%

(exchangeable correlation) 45.2%" 466%" 43.7%" 435%"

A T HEAE HEd

a: 327} IAASF F%
FAXAMS T3 vEE FEA

3
3

9
b: 3270 FAASF 33 9

g 3
zs]-%‘«

g

g
F ik

A7 H2W3 GEE 2L dds] v=d 238 Agse, oo 223 &
Aol z2AbE ARRAsd g HAAASFE FHMA GEE #Hol 83 Aoz
— 53 -
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Jehth @9 GEE A2WE ol8ste APE FRUANA AFAE A8HA
e Zedle AA® APl BAVTHE HS T F YATh

JARYL A2 e A¥as @Y BEE 2E ¥ 2F Aol HEE ANA
488 4+ Atk A8 B YAF FFAY AYURFE Fo) & R HE A
$8 A7 2A 2 AGURF) webd 22A4 549 BE ol dg Aol
oW e JUAOR GELEF RAY TEHdGY
ool Yokl AU oE e 9FE e RoE
A 7 AAUWEFAL BF JFTE FIHE F 2 WX 2235
o Aoz WAGE AolE AWY & WA Ho} AL ARYL HAPshE 9n
t QFd Ue 2¥e 2T ALY okt WYY 2P TN VdUEFY, 3
Z9, 49, 999 5 09 PR 98 42 Y TYE A8E & Aok

v.d &

2 QATANE FATHPNN 2ALAE FASE BY S A2y HAA% 3
RAE AA 7% A2Eelu GEE F¥el s 3¢ APl an, 2 FF
247t dusl Bagstate 3¢ $U9¥ 4 A £ AANPe= GEE P2
o ¢ EEed 2ARE AA 1% WP 78 HEeAt E A8 Bl
£ oagtAw, Ardes und A AGHIA B SPAF U FAA
o BEoAE 1 Ao A3, 224 B SFAF NF YAAFY EFo
AolA GEE F2dol 284d Rz vehyw

g2z} dolHE A2 BYSI] gNME BSA 24 YAE WY F
2 1Y WEAY AZEo] HANAE BEHE Bk 53 Y A ¥
2R354 & W EF 54 AZEdY B7AY BY Ane gy ¢
Brtelr] Wl AT A4% ML ARl HAY BAE o

ooy
2
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<E A-l> 997 43FAd U@ HAAS X (355 nE@IF 9F)

W4 OLS % FEAA 7 GEE
(exchangeable)

AAYEF TE

Az 0.129°(0.0069%) | 0.154° (0.0130¢) 331¢ | 0.156 (0.0133) 212
Fx b2 A7+ 1890 0.127 (0.0110) 0.107 (0.0198) 437 | 0121 (0019%5) 217
Taud 0.133 (0.0073) 0.147 (0.0128) 473 | 0.155 (0.0131) 289
S sad 0.138 (0.0090) 0.122 (0.0153) 452 | 0.111 (0.0155) 293
&, A1, BAY 0.066 (0.0076) 0.084 (0.0152) 163 | 0086 (0.0150) 087
24284 0.221 (0.0088) 0.267 (0.0150) 1.39 | 0291 (0.0154) 0.79
A 0.118 (0.0077) 0.144 (0.0151) 3.13 | 0.139 (0.01%6) 1.75

A%, A48 Auag
2R LY
2
Ng
Bela)
A - 2AY

AdA WY 22A £
#31 2 9ud

AE7}
NEE 2 2R

0.010 (0.0121)
0.207 (0.0125)

Of

0.073 (0.0039)
-0.012 (0.0040)

0 S
0.023 (0.0016)

0.312 (0.0111)
0.169 (0.0125)
0.177 (0.0091)
0.143 (0.0076)
0.091 (0.0083)
0.105 (0.0080)
0.130 (0.0084)

0/

-0.152 (0.0072)
-0.088 (0.0052)
-0.076 (0.0064)

O/

0.286 (0.0039)

-0.242 (0.0062)
-0.166 (0.0056)
-0.125 (0.0064)
-0.108 (0.0067)
-0.065 (0.0053)

Of

0.046 (0.0012)
-0.001 (0.0000)
0.001 (0.0000)
5.308 (0.0274)

0.464

0030 (0.0181) 359
0.216 (0.0175) 354

O]

0.078 (0.0071) 332
~-0.016 (0.0073) 3.34

0.025 (0.0029) 345

0.241 (0.0238) 4.09
0.103 (0.0206) 316
0.122 (0.0163) 321
0.097 (0.0135) 296
0.048 (0.0139) 352
0.060 (0.0138) 252
0.074 (0.0146) 248

-0.166 (0.0128) 3.05
-0.100 (0.0092) 3.08
-0.091 (0.0101) 258

0.261 (0.0061) 2.49

-0.228 (0.0103) 281
-0.154 (0.0093) 268
-0.115 (0.0100) 235
-0.100 (0.0103) 224
-0.067 (0.0087) 245

Of

0.043 (0.0021) 325
-0.000 (0.0000) 3.34
0.001 (0.0001) 5.05
5364 (0.0493) 355

0.449

0035 (0.0178) 219
0.209 (0.0181) 220

70

0.082 0.0069) 1.72
-0.010 (0.0073) 1.88

0.024 (0.0029) 191

0.275 (0.0194) 350
0.166 (00197) 295
0.156 (0.0140) 251
0.096 (0.0114) 225
0.070 (0.0115) 240
0.084 (0.0124) 2.02
0.090 (0.0126) 1.94

-0.141 (0.0108) 2.68
-0.084 (0.0077) 2.83
-0.074 (0.0082) 2.29

0.261 (0.0054) 271

-0.260 (0.0091) 258
-0.179 (0.0081) 251
-0.131 (0.0084) 2.26
-0.115 (0.0088) 2.28
-0.073 (0.0072) 240

0.040 (0.0017) 3.08
-0.000 (0.0000) 3.28
0.001 (0.0001) 4.12
5.329 (0.0429) 299

Note. @ #J+AZY, b $% - A7) - H2+A348, ¢ IAAF F3A, & FELA F3A,
e AAER, f 71FHF(Reference category)




