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Abstract

In this paper we used the KLIPS(Korean Labor and Income Panel tudy) data that surveyed from 2006(wave
9) to 2009(wave 12). Other previous studies are concerned with the panel attrition in the early wave, but
this study classifies the response pattern and investigates some factors that influence panel attrition when
the panel tends to stabilize. It was revealed that panel attrition was influenced by relocation and housing
type through the logit model. Besides it was appeared that panel attrition was affected by the monthly
living expenses and the overall household income through the decision tree.
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Table 3.1. An analysis of the target and distribution
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Table 3.2.
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Test for discrete variables
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R 130 3,226 3,356 153 3,185 3,338 159 3,143 3,302
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Table 3.3. Test for continuous variables
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Table 3.4. Logit analysis on whether the panel attrition

- modell(9%} — 10x}) model2(10x} — 113}) model3(112} — 122})
T B SE Exp(B) B SE Exp(B) B SE Exp(B)
ekl .210 229 1.234 —.057 267 .944 .333 274 1.395
Lol .006 009 1.006 021* 010 1.021 034** 011 1.034
T (FE) 618* 254  1.855 114 245 1.120 642* 261 1.901
el (1 E) .189 211 1.208 220 223 1.247 .307 217 1.360
HAPoAR 013 240 1.013 215 250 1.240 .068 284 1.070
e .067 308 1.069 115 323 1.122 701* 355 2.016
A F AT .000 001 1.000 000 .000  1.000 .000 .000  1.000
E2YEIS —.089*  .040 915 —.044 044 957 —.223*** 050  .800
AEFE(AA) —.109 225 .896 136 239 1.146 —.202 234 817
AZHE)(LA)  —.749%** 230 473 165 279 1.179 .409 330 1.505
71 e} .003 441 1.003 426 527 1.532 —.483 402 617
o] Ao K —412t 217 662 —.138 270 871 —.128 276 .880
Erlojn 244 303 1.276 —.032 357  .968 889*** 274 2.432
NTtELE .000 .000  1.000 .000f  .000  1.000 .000*  .000  1.000
AZzqR 401* 200 1.493 —.146 220  .864 A478* 212 1.613
e dt 2.209** 819  9.964 1.957*  .944  7.075 —.814 917 443
x> 40.938*** 11.978 63.747*
—2LL 1274.341 1196.153 1034.622
Nagelkerke’s 72 0.037(n = 3,739) 0.012(n = 3,234) 0.068(n = 3,037)
- model4 (9%} — 11}) model5(10x} — 123}) model6(9x} — 122})
e B SE Exp(B) B SE Exp(B) B SE Exp(B)
! .148 179 1.159 .302 198 1.352 .345* 154 1.411
L}o] 012t 007 1.013 024** 008  1.025 019** .006  1.020
TH(FE) .279 198 1.322 3561 190 1.427 383 171 1.467
e (1E) 157 172 1.170 413* 171 1511 .346* 148 1.414
AR —.087 196 917 301 202 1.351 011 171 1.011
2R2AER .361 241 1.434 262 257 1.299 A496* 210 1.642
A7 En .000 .001  1.000 .000  .000  1.000 —.001 001 .999
RS —.069*  .032  .933 —.073*  .034  .930 —.081** .028  .923
AFHE(AA)  —.118 176 .889 —.058 183  .944 —.172 149 842
AFHE(LAH)  —.598*** 187  .550 016 221 1.017 —.309F 079 734
7)€ —.102 322 .903 —174 338 .840 —.244 266  .783
o] Abol 2 —AT4* T2 622 —214 205  .807 —.517*** 151  .596
Erlolrn 199 243 1.221 —470 336 .625 152 218 1.164
N rELE .000 000 1.000 .000  .000  1.000 .000 .000  1.000
Aol B .384* 159 1.467 —.097 177 908 372%* 141 1.451
e dt 1.302*  .635 3.678 761 726 2.141 173 548 1.188
X2 49.888*** 36.841** 79.094***
—2LL 1863.697 1693.410 2294.689
Nagelkerke’s r2 0.034(n = 3,739) 0.012(n = 3,234) 0.068(n = 3,739)

T:pr<0.1,%: pr<0.05 %x: pr <0.0l, *%*: pr < 0.001
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3.3. QARBUTE 0|83 HELT LA

H A= AR A UR 7Y FolA CHAID(Chi square AID; Kass, 1980)& o]&3t3+=t], Ex%
A4 (target variable)= U] 71X sl d-R3ojtt. CHAIDS} 722 o) A2 A U (decision tree)= ZA R
B o 540] e, Fauart obd YA (FARF A SHHES)o FEHe] o= &
FE AASte Aotk ol& B8l FARIHRY vart 7hsd §Ao] Ak o] wl AREE g¥d
Z(input variable)& ¢Fe] 2ARYNA ARG AFE ASSE ASAR dilol] AS5H T3 22 A
|71 A4 A5 E ARSI A5 WY REd2 BHo] ~aF FT £ e FHE A
ok B AFodA 2P H TR Figure 3.13 o] 15709 S 713 AHAA Voot oA
AUEE 7 myuit} 2e)7)F0 2 AMgshe SA] thEd], CHAIDE x° SA%E 7|50 3k

meuitlolq A WA HelEow AuE et dFgEeln, T A vl REE the
S7h AEE e, ARG A A Aol olAtel R, JEFeht WA S TIER e AP
R, AFAEIL QA Ao ool W) Belszoz Adsgrh o]g B &

N

F Je AAAAFAEe] A, AFFE I AZHL) 0L oA SHAIR B-F(2)
TR 7} 1897+ o skel A%, 91.55%0] dlwel= 1,192 0] HYGA| 7} AL SR HT}=
T otk 5Y 274 BT 1897 ZFolwA 2507 o]3hel Aol 87.02%
ek Y 2200A L5 A7 2508H 2R A, BAl ZHEEAS ] 2,6307H )3kl A

e ¥ 169 F 69l siFste 37.5%7F ©7] 2ol Aew vehgrh. =g ol F ApAuir] oA L
A9 49 uAE e} 7S Aa5S I FRruttd &3 Wl whet 7|E% sjA o] gl dez b
Ehdth. weba] 4253 an) 3 WeE SFRANAMAE ofE e FEUS Abolo] H(4)9] B

+

EE R (o)e] WA A B e W) SA0 neld salo] BRS¢ 5 Atk

HUo»Y
g o

o
K
e o
Jo ™ 19 ok pot rfr rE

r

4. 2=

STl A7 APadzAelA ATAT 2L o) Dot R AHoR SR el
F&uo} glek. mlebd wmEslEe BeolRt AhrRe] $Helit Fad), SHURS Delolne
FYe7] A3 AUE 2ANA Aol Thrre] AASHNAT ATEAAIES B FAT 5
o gtk FMY2AE AUES FAT WANC]) SHAE 2L 5 YT 2AE Ak 497wt
ol $HA HUT WAL Afole] AT (rapport) Y-S B ZA HFES Fol LA e B4
Folth Ee WPl HAT DA/EE SHACIA AA gL JFS 7 Hrhe AL del o
97 itk w2 Wale] WalolR, AL RALEY 2L 2AAAdo] o] Fi Aol A

£ o] Aol theA ghoith HY ATNME 2AL Alzxdle] g Ae] vXE Gl F Ao B
T AR, A 24 A ZAA 2] Y e WAL Tl sl BARIE 44 9] o
2ol

B Aol A BEEIL Qi ARE 200692 2009971A] AN 9127 24} Agolth APz
o) Aol Aol 2kl e HdSo] Bedt. webd Fdo] o A el WAl Hol
7 99, 29 7|7 ol AYL A JHE EEAeE ATl 4 o2 44T 5 Yk 1
2 =2 eSug ZAPA o], 95 ZALA]E PAPI, 10X} ZAF= PAPISF 45 CAPI, 11219} 123}
ZAHE CAPT 241 4L A8k B2 2 2AhdEnie 9% 87158 2ol PAPI 2418 3
Pohe APE Uk A FoI2 Ho] i MEA 2A YA £ERS FEE CAPI ZAE 2
wHoz 485 B 49, IgH 2

FEAZL BT Aol k. BE 103 2404 AR A9
7, 117 2Abe] AW =gske 42 Agstgon, Ads

3

=2
)
%
>
o
Mo
ofo
tlo
oft
&lt
jabt
o
o
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>
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Figure 3.1. Decision tree model
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24} RS CAPL A2Eo] GAstel Aol A% @ A9 4L BAstus wdstgrt. 1dols 2
ok 24 HAe] Aol o | S FUEA ] ot WU AEs} DA oo} ¥ VL gL
of AT e & AU, Y WS B3 Ane] BE W A4 Sol TA grkn seige
SHERA ZWA 242 WMrEo] RYo) TR AL AP, A4% 27l 92 P Ik
FALRAE B4 153 E 2AE ARSI Q7] whol A Aol SehE A ke e FHIRA
b A3 ThE o] G Zolth sl Aoz FRA FPelA HIKAEL el 47w
B9} 2 QA WS BTk b 8 A FAT A Walel 2 Sus Ao 24T Rolth.

=AY GRS Sl S DEA e} Gefol et Ry o] ol wso] o3 YL WA £
Asgit. 22 5057} B2 240 283 W47 @ AUE AegeAol get o4o) o2
g, The U6l HH G WS EE ol H3 JBEL 1 9L & 5 ATk AE Sol
ol 7k AT 8tee] £31 £5o0] oW oge] Bo] WAISHE gl AL FA% AE Atk
ot FudTe Y olgR Aol Fisidel 3718E A % Sl Uz AHe] 2ol ol
2w, B ATl AE o] o= AE ASA HolE 9AUE olF ARE RANLIE ol

A

=2
3 fol@ H9E P 0] EABTHE LS STk =8 b g el o)Akl el dF
et Fod JRALL & 4 Ak FH 2RBYo] »

AU AT FLE Po| £F B 4

oo el % o MUE AEE o) HAS Hok ¥ Ao uark 9
Ta53 49F AR A9, G WS B He} the £ 9
eh 9] 253 499 3 Lo wet sde] fAHEA B UHHEAE BUNAL ¢ D
Zele

Alolm 2] g g mAAAde] o) B GBS DS £ Atk 53 5Y WA A%, Hdf
AGF, ZAPYA 5 2AN 2T ) B FFL B

7} FrobA ol® ¥l MANTHE ZALA -] o3

E350] gt HIEANAE 2AA LD Sl GFS B 5 9l U Bk ol Sof FuHA
B el FAWEA Y, AU $FA ra
25 4 9k 2APPAL NG §7) Bk Az A4 o . CAPT %
o £90E ol A5 2AANNY AADE, 24 ¥V I 244 $¢ 2L g A=
290 A% +29 24 482 T oG 45 S Angoltt

L
%
=)
lo,
>
ith)
oX
%
<
R
N

=

X o
@]
S
ot
oX,
rlo
=)
1
o

o2 Jo
N,
s
i)
o
2
52
rlo
of o
o

=
Aol B FHEL ¥ SEolth webA dolust He HAEANAY A St e 2AS
o] JFE & otk EF A 27)9 ASNE A3 WAL BEIUL b Fo7} 9 Aelm
= ol 9740 B 9t % fele] JPL FEAE BRAE AL FoW AT B 5 Yok
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