Journal of Korean
Data & Information Science Society
2003, Vol. 14, No.2 pp. 143 ~152

Comparative Study on Imputation Procedures in
Exponential Regression Model with missing values
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Abstract

A data set having missing observations is often completed by using
imputed values. In this paper, performances and accuracy of five
imputation procedures are evaluated when missing values exist only on
the response variable in the exponential regression model. Our simulation
results show that adjusted exponential regression imputation procedure can
be well used to compensate for missing data, in particular, compared to
other imputation procedures. An illustrative example using real data is
provided.
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1. /\-]i

E 9% 25 (incomplete data)oll A 2= Zk(missing values)®] w4l %2 dHolg
MEA HIHE] FA3 Y, E3] AAA H(clinical trials) AFE S U F &= 98 BAE
of M ofue} A EF ok A ASelA FEHoR YERal e AAo|th

a4 AagE G5 (missing units)¥ &=+ (missing items)o] 2= F 7HA|
= Fddn. d9FEte ZEEH A FRES (RS AR AT SHES A
A (refusals)st AW H2387] o 8 2(inaccessible) /NAEL] =&t} ol¢f e F3
g FEHE 49 F< 9 (unit nonresponse)o] gt ok WkHo] F&wo ol x|y
R 7] Ao gFEkA 2 JMAERE Ak old TR FeHY FHE FEFE
olgtar st} ASFkol v AEE AT AS, ditd o ASFo] e MAES
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AASEA Tz o2 ARE ol &3t A53S tAsh= Wyo] #deltt. A3
= WAsH] #s oW ARE ARSI AS3E tixlste HAxE gAY A
(imputation procedures)g}al 3Ft},

A& Ao A7]ed #AAGle] BeE FAS = 45 W (bias)s =951 5
b A FqEF AAE AASe Aok vastel e oA el Aol 37
wto] 1o dE] AREEAA e ZHA s gty dd A5E Asd g
of A=W, kg A5l A Zo] ARE A sHA Hrh

[e]

Efron(1994)> ZAZgko] & AzmolA F49 A S H7tstr] f138] vl=E54<l
ZE2E W (bootstrap method)S AFE-3FSlaL, o] Wy og 3 AlEH7to] Hrt}
Ak sigs Adste Aoz A AT Bello(199)+ 2 7FA 9] 2141 di A
H(H A A ¥ (the mean substitution method), EM < i#]&(EM algorithm), 4 &
H(principal component method), ¥H¥FA <1 WHE-F4 & " (general iterative principal
component method), ©]A+zk &l (singular value decomposition method))®] A%<
)3 ZA}S9th. Hegamin—Younger, Forsyth(1998)% 188697 ¢] A5 E o] &3}o]
7FA ¢S] A HE A xR ) 2 (mean  imputation), 71 3 7t 2] ¥ (conditional
mean imputation), st9 th X ¥ (hot deck), 3|7 X (regression imputation))] &3}
S vt o] AFATe]| st HERTE dSstE e A HodAHe 4
AshA] ekl dial A YA Hel Adgt Ao dy

(A TRAC el oy = W Yo Fgteldt & o, y b ASFhelW gy, =1,

A GO gy, =0 ol FA gy, e, x, e BEE AT Aol M AL
olwf W yo gEel 23E i wot Z2FARE A FFHE TESAT

D P{m;= 1y, %y, %, = P{m;=1}°1"1 missing completely at random
(MCAR).

@) P{m;=1ly;, 2y, x5} = P{m;=1]xy;,,x,}°l"] missing at random
(MAR).

3P {m; =11y, 20,26 = Plm; =11y, 20, 24} L
P{m;,= 1|y, %y, %, = P{m;= 1|y, °1"8 non-ignorable(NI).
(Little and Rubin, 1987).

2 =Y FE 54 'Ax] wrgwHe vy vko] ASHEUA, T Ao Wi
MCAR ¥ 4%, A3] 7 A (exponential regression coefficients)e] F3o] A=
AREE 5 R diAIHel dis) Zhzte] g ret 1 gauE 2Abstaar ol 571%]
o gAY Hxaf=

(1) AA HF o xH(Grand Mean Imputation Procedure, GM)

(2) 27 3 X (Conditional Mean Imputation Procedure, CM)

(3) &4 (Hot-Deck, HD)

(4) A <4=3] 7 ) 2 H (Exponential Regression Imputation Procedure, EI)
(B) =488 A3 AN H(Adjusted Exponential Regression Imputation
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Procedure, AEI)

0|31, o] oA EI W3 AEL W& o] oA Alstyl A% 34404 Hela

712 Ft) 24 E AFHARTS AR, 3HME 5ER AW A
vs 7)estarn) 480 E 2o A (Y dE AE8)7 1 ARE 5 64 A= o
olH MES A&7 ARG 747 M&s

2. AT ANEY

%‘%’\]?j t, 2 (HA A AbgAIRRolE THAEEARE AR T Y v 2
drnygy Jl&slugrygel F WyoR xdE 4 Q. XFEEGST U
H] E%]-‘?'] 3] = & (proportional hazard model)9] 93 &<=(hazard rate)=

W(H = Aexp{Bxi+ -+ B,x,}, =0 and A>0

2 Fojrh o7lelA 1= HEES(scale parameter)o]™, x,, - x5 THES
By, B, L BAAAFE A7 vupdeh wef y=Ipsolet T 9, yE FEST
Fk - ¥ (standard extreme-value distribution) S UJrfU}. T3 Exskgo] tidk sk

3} 17 2 9 (accelerated failure-time(AFT) model)2
t= exp{Bot+Bix+ -+ B,x,} e

sh ol FolAth A7INA g, e x, T THFE B, By, e, 8,5 WP} 1 3
AATE 472 ey, & BEF 15 7HA & A5 E(exponential distribution)&
w2tk oA A HEHYREF Y THEs Ry Alold tgd 2E #AATL
ASS Y F AL
Bi= —B; for i=1,2,-,p,
A= exp{—5}.
3. tixd dxk
2 Aol wkgRigo ASFe] e BE 11401]*1 dAg 5FFe dAHES

s Adr izt v 5FFe AW T A 3TRE 719 4 AHEH e W
Holal, ymz 2FFE o] =iolA] Alekste “o“?é o]tk

1 71&9] W

i
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« ZAHT YA

27 FA QA HCM)2 A53S A7) A& #7180 RS AESHE Blolu)
B2 ARE o]&3lo] oy HNEES F o FHZH FJdow Rt W
otk & BW, o= AFE L9l B Awe S o 3§

S
?i sSHHE = %% E‘
O Ul of| @ wie AHRSISE ol gdte] WFHT F UL

3 | = 3 AL AR A A 3t
Az vE 7F AL A5l tiA st o} StEl(HD) WRelAl #s Al
WA (donor) & o &) o}t Wy al

oA ZF Wi (cel) 52 AHE 2] thX] o
o] 5L dwtdos FRAA
olty. A WHAR HolE ME= A g EofofF s, F W
2= o] gixe] U | =Algtx ool gt} Z} wWhwjrk
W] A=zko] 9= MAY ge® #AAH (register) S A3t 24+ AAE
of dial 1 ZMAS] WEe] A, wref W] oW glo] FEHTH 1 W
A X 2=H e gto=z tixstA ®r} W] ofW Ao A5 gho] €3] Foj i,
2 A AR gEe] HAAEHZE Iy BE Aol gixE ujzpx| o] 3}AHS uk
L =ia=

ol o

ol 1% g%

7HEE W] A S

A
| "oy, e Al wiE
A]

e
i

e g e

Lo
)
ok

[e)

it lo, yet ok
ol
QO
X,
B
e
i
e o2
-
Mﬂ
=,
o,
ol

B

N

32 AFIANAHY =4d AFIANAH
Azgkol gle AAEe ARE olgdtd A4 AFAN o o
/3\) = b0+ b1x1+ b2x2+ e+ bkxk.
= MAlel el thAISte o & FEHWMG FA o] AL,
832 oA

AR -
FUFEY golth, AZd FHUF , oA

= 1 L
WS 3] 9 o) X (regression imputation) o] ki gk},

ol A A BFAHANES AFI ARGl AEste] A tEugRdS 2
Zgte] QI d@ AuWS ol gstel AFAAW, e pe Agy A5 AR
42 A% ¢ 9

At = exp(bo + blxl + b2x2 + -+ bkxk), (3.1
A7NNN 3= ATE BEATL x,. 2y e, 2= FER FHFE grolrh A58
QAMEDeI T AZE WEAT £, A A5E AEAN 1E g wEow
Abghet, =, & =iol A AlQkstaizt sk EI H(AEDel® A5 Add A

EAZHQ 7,0 ghow WA e W ofnd
Assngrdel 21 AeEds L(g) e Bed 2

L(B) = Z(czi— ).
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0:17101]/\1 ;= yz_xzﬁv ﬁ = (BO’ ﬁlv “"Bk)' 11_"431 Xi= (]-’xli"“’xki),o]
'}

o AAEG o 3k A~Fo] WA AL
Se, = z(;) (3.2)

2 FolAH, AEATY] FA T, A BDe FoHrh SAAA AP
Me #AZGEY T2 ASHUE el HAR, 4 329 & Sle,E AdEHA ¥
HEgke]l 5 UEra ok 919 AS o] &ste] AFFARGAA AEAZY ®
e FEgor 249 d3w 75

- Ci\z

tl - (z n ) 1
2 Atd = A " &, 2" AFIANAHAED O & A3 ARG A A5
sl EAskE A ASF Ul o] =iolA Alekd 2F W <F3 7. AEets
WS on]dith, o =38 = gl%o] 4HoAM F A WHES Fo] nludte] Euhwd
AEI o] EI ®iol vls] thariu} yolxl WS & 4= S Holt}h o 7)ol A
AEAZE 18] BxE AFRIE g2}

N
fd
o
i
ool

Ao M= 3do A 2E Ay gAY AAE AlEHolAS St vl 2AMSH
1z gtk o] Ao BA S 57ix|9 ZHr] thE YXHOoRE F3 HolH AMEE o
g3t A F3| ARG A 3] 7] A4 (exponential regression coefficient) & 74 5+
TEe MaE gAste] Am b2 o dAMEe e v, s el

Ars AFEE BN Ao, QYA 1t 28E g ARs
A w AR A5FE Z2a3e IMSLe] RNEXPSE SSCAL A Bf-slejth. upe}
Al AEA I (survival time) $o] R3S

t= E(=1) exp(By+ 181 + c2B3)
A7 BE B, By, Byl ®ER 15, 55, 1568 7H7F AR&Edith 7 W

REgow e & E o8 stue 555 AMEsith 2582 MCAR
HE ol gk T FWUF T W o2 AR W2 0 2 YA e 18

= "

AN o o

s WFgwaelal, WME o= IMSLO MESFE RNUNS Abgste] ioix
U0,1) 258 AHE #e 7HAe gE8dFolr. deole AMES 10%E ddd
(censored) A5 =2 7FF38te], AdelE YEl & ¥ statuste 09 @& 7HAES
E =

7t Fol Folzl S BE IA7|IF (=40, 60, 100)9] A ZtzH 5000M 4 ke
AAEE AlEY oA Aol ASH A8 HE ()2 AAGIFNA dolys AL
Zrersled 0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.208 &t}
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F2o A7l wet 23" A8 A 24Add AFIARRAA 57HA AW
AaE Abgske], [ 11014 = 37FA 2 (8, By, By) o F8 k& 42 AL
[ 2lol M= [ 119 37FA B (8, By, By) 1 Wests Hxal e iHMSE)%:%

742t e,

5714 AW AAE AEH AR AN Qurgom el X felshel
oF @ AL Bg 2
(1) A% AR Hgo] Fshe, QY AR BFEEY IR FoDRY
"ol 1 oo tgat BRAFOAL S Al Utk
) dele AEe) AZu ol BAge]l T A7t TS BE mie 24
o gkl SHAAY BRAFOAE Fast Fge] Atk

574 iAW da FeM Aold e aoksh et 2ok

: 9 Z%, CM AEL i el FRAFAt 7H

(1) F22] A717F n=40 =+ 60

He @& HAA H1, BRe) A7 p=100 0l BHH&] 5% Ei 10%Y o
AEISE CM el FF#AELA7}, p=10000 AZH 80| 15% L= 20%2 o
AEIS HD e 3aAFeat 44 48 e 7Hn

(2) B By, B, B8 T4l 3Ll AEISH HD Wiiel C

M el s He fg

g 7pae.

(3) GM e 23 ed mie) 276 Aflel de AN masel 439
o] A

2 PRAFLAE WEFLL wgAF Yol
(4) AEL o] Bl inch tadel 42 Aials
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[ 1] slA Aol A 557/ xge] v
n b GM CM HD EI AEI
-3.635123 | -1.500239 | -1.531679 | -1.533301 | -1.526753
40 5% -4.873974 | -5.618687 | -5.611927 | -5.622315 | -5.620828
3.571461 1.499434 1.540333 1.540218 1.532117
-4.323903 | -1.475153 | -1.536520 | -1.535152 | -1.520455
1096 -3.811954 | -5.641269 | -5.606614 | -5.618607 | -5.616261
3.089545 1.451774 1.540844 1.536323 1.526687
-3.864768 | -1.395989 | -1.542747 | -1.529388 | -1.521009
15% -2.526356 | -5.566090 | -5.604462 | -5.620047 | -5.624607
0.289728 1.149003 1.554565 1.528153 1.562556
-4.415373 | -1.325754 | -1.545991 | -1.551888 | -1.508503
20% -2.220041 | -5584087 | -5.598067 | -5.624381 | -5.622331
0.775722 1.098648 1.550889 1.562415 1.561946
-4.200583 | -1.540261 | -1.609492 | -1.619278 | -1.615212
60 5% -4.031991 | -5.539330 | -5.498826 | -5.494202 | -5.495996
3.305291 1.447723 1.556051 1.558645 1.557929
-4519772 | -1.500836 | -1.609988 | -1.621527 | -1.613282
1096 -3.364414 | -5564879 | -5.496493 | -5.493703 | -5.494158
2.817064 1.368722 1.550907 1.557850 1.562955
-4.473425 | -1.431176 | -1.611064 | -1.633810 | -1.611423
15% -2.373850 | -5.545960 | -5.493121 | -5.485446 | -5.492766
1.141999 1.198603 1.556271 1.563964 1.575350
-4521713 | -1.426651 | -1.610302 | -1.633040 | -1.610801
20% -2.119308 | -5.525581 | -5.487852 | -5.492458 | -5.495729
0.792166 1.139993 1.546610 1.573598 1.615629
-3.334405 | -1.527537 | -1.558673 | -1.567348 | -1.564289
100 5% -3.219060 | -5.442117 | -5.454051 | -5.447823 | -5.449037
0.520675 1.314367 1.402601 1.403379 1.403888
-3.693627 | -1.508374 | -1.559703 | -1.567142 | -1.557994
1096 -2.747298 | -5.433132 | -5.455675 | -5.445173 | -5.445399
0.353834 1.255393 1.406137 1.393682 1.396877
-3.966180 | -1.459855 | -1.560780 | -1.560498 | -1.549130
15% -2.332092 | -5.427676 | -5.458047 | -5.438385 | -5.442465
0.038747 1.105867 1.410002 1.360402 1.389138
-4.458676 | -1.392729 | -1.565741 | -1.568136 | —-1.537009
20% -2.028631 | -5.474834 | -5.457628 | -5.434446 | -5.436823
0.509578 1.029996 1.420577 1.370499 1.396470
71 Al GM2 AA Hd A, CM2 =7 Hy x4y, HDE 89, El= A53
X, AEI= =49 A3 ANAHS 242 on)git 2b 3] 3x1 B%‘Ei—t— Bo, B,
8,9 FAwe A% BAGY o W wese] FRe f=-15 f=-55

By=1.5°1tF,
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[ 2] FHAFL

2
=
ry
)
o

5 thAIg e vl

n k GM CM HD EI AEI

40 5% 3.290644 0.204909 0.242663 0.211084 0.211013

10% 4.657721 0.203242 0.254296 0.216319 0.215266

15% 5.382910 0.193223 0.266210 0.244044 0.245374

20% 6.657419 0.222159 0.271079 0.268105 0.266821

60 5% 4.352593 0.119442 0.145434 0.139835 0.139517
10% 5.244156 0.118754 0.156914 0.146505 0.145638

15% 6.295015 0.134957 0.167482 0.163793 0.162409

20% 7.072670 0.145135 0.177154 0.173941 0.174901

100 5% 3.209503 0.084957 0.089958 0.085220 0.085003

10% 4.616873 0.092629 0.093761 0.090034 0.089019

15% 6.132301 0.117365 0.098049 0.097506 0.094475
20% 7.301789 0.140754 0.109728 0.104334 0.101085

5. AA AlH

Tiel dAWe AdEES et I Aoles vWalshy] flske] AAl AbEE
Hosmer & Lemeshow(1999, p.4)°l & HMO-HIV+study9 dlolE AEE A-83}%
thoHleoly AE= 4708 W42 Time(days between entry date and end date), Age,
Drug(history of IV drug use), 1009 2] #xto] dis| S4€ ddd WMgz 745
Aot =] HHoR 449 AlgeolAlA AR A} viTIA R dSE AR
W& (k)& 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%5 AEstidnt. d5ghom s WM (Time) o] Fha
deol= Adgstdin. 2=we] = ESdARAA 574 AW AAE 48T AlE
gold Ayt [ 3]~[5F 4ol Foxth
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[ 3] g AA A% 557 HAHe] v

b nonmissing GM CM HD EI AEI

-6.151630 | -5.713845 | -5.609066 | —6.079307 | -5.995275 | —6.006202
0% 0.092092 | 0.077556 | 0.073270 | 0.089992 [ 0.086656 | 0.087053
1.009856 | 1.022298 | 1.130116 | 0.994101 | 1.035377 | 1.034334

-6.151630 | -5.597359 | -5.579041 | -5.946630 | -5.995272 | -6.018138
10% 0.092092 | 0.073935 | 0.071069 | 0.085387 [ 0.086041 | 0.087083
1.009856 | 0911987 | 1.111660 | 1.011745 | 1.015121 | 1.016440

-6.151630 | -5.565361 | -5.579041 | -5.940540 | -6.039474 | -6.067515
15% 0.092092 | 0.072042 | 0.069943 | 0.084477 | 0.085652 | 0.087179
1.009856 | 0.866754 | 1.143497 | 0974614 | 1.048344 | 1.048025

-6.151630 | -5.516619 | -5.514032 | -5.753061 | -6.014347 | -6.050556
20% 0.092092 | 0.069418 | 0.066406 | 0.076774 | 0.083538 | 0.085804
1.009856 | 0.818621 | 1.177710 | 1.029930 | 1.060857 | 1.066151

of 7]el 4 GM2 Al B AY, CM2 =1 Fddi Ay, HD= 8tH, Elx= A 53]
AW, AEI= =4d A3 AAyes 424 oudn. 2t e 3x1 98H= B, 8,
B8,¢l FAME A4 BAPH. o W EysEe FHAS L,=-6.151630,

B1=.092092, B,=1.009856 I =H(HMO-HIV+<1 ).

[3E 4] A eatel <718 557 A vl

k GM CM HD EI AEI

5% 0.0640072 0.1030640 0.0018277 0.0083759 0.0072588

10% 0.1057082 0.1205968 0.0140225 0.0081707 0.0059632

15% 0.1215305 0.1154028 0.0152863 0.0046980 0.0028521

20% 0.1467745 0.1451218 0.0531643 0.0071736 0.0044749

& AZE Az W&ol 10%, 15%, 20%Y 4F HiAF
AHolflal, 25H A8 1°ol 5%° u HD w3 sk AET ¥
WAL Ad A Aow yEwth B3 X g 8, 8,8 FA slelA=
¢k HD el CM el & %—% HojFa itk A dolE AE
s mael 2717k 1009 W, [E 21 Fold AlEaolae] Asteh Ao o

2 % ek

¥0, o fo
T
lo, mlm
ol N,

> AN
2 [o

EI

[e)

>
o my

— 1o
p
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6. 28
R =EolNE RoAds Bako) 5714 gAY AAE wa B A5
wye R A7), Be4E 3 23" AR 0ge] IFL Ba ASL & &
Atk AEYold Az} FrojAge AW AR A= 4WG AHs} obdol
Hel AT 58], SRS 5e] AFIAAFE A u, AEL e A5 ARGl
A g W ookt AAH Wyo R FHF v gk e AEL WS A}
ga712 AQRL W, 7 WS ke A4y e WA Wg ded @
Ae Folok & otk foldt Fw W Mydte] ARl ¥ HgdtE A= @
ol 2 £ g Aotk CM WS AW o= Wi JFor ARE 1
Fohatofo sl A 59 of2] b4 Aoke] mEER AAHow ARl BWE U3
7} gk
Fa=i
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