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Abstract

Cut-off sampling has been widely used for a highly skewed population like a business survey by discarding
a part of the population, so called a take-nothing stratum. For a more accurate estimate of the population
total, Hwang and Shin (2013) suggested a composite estimator of a take-nothing stratum total that combined
the survey results of a take-nothing stratum and a take-some sub-stratum (a part of take-some stratum).
In this paper we propose a new cut-off sampling scheme by considering a cost function and a composite
estimator based on the proposed sampling scheme. Small simulation studies compared the performances of
known composite estimators and the new composite estimator suggested in this study. We also use Briquette
Consumption Survey data for real data analysis.

Keywords: Bootstrap method, Ratio estimator, LH algorithm, BLUP estimator.
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Table 3.1. Coefficients used for generating data

x BE a b c d g
1] &3 (ratio) 0 1.50 0.00 5.13 0.50
213 (regression) 20 1.50 0.00 13.79 0.25
£53 (convex) 0 0.25 0.01 4.91 0.50
2 =3 (concave) 0 3.00 —0.01 5.60 0.50

Table 3.2. Summary of the sample design with 80% cut-off point

AAA 71E N¢ Nsg Ng nsg ng g3 BE CV 3H%)
0 0uf 424 0.170
18 419 0.171
5 108} 374 0.182
204] 324 0.197
30uH 274 0.215
80% 76 4028 5896 Lol 414 0.172
10 108H 324 0.197
204} 224 0.239
30uH 124 0.325
1 404 0.175
20 108} 224 0.239
204 24 0.751
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3.1. 2ojasl Al

274804 AlkA REF ST TS vlasty] fjste] RATES AAETE AR A ALS
g 2 A5 A4 L Lee 5 (1995)7 Hwang®} Shin (2013) 014 ARS8 3} &4 abe ARS:
g A Yol o]E 2hde] A EY o3 2t

WA B2AE 2,5 BT 48, B4 7682 2 gulEEERE A7 7## o th-gsh= vl 7HA ¥
Blo] A 8 e 4 2ASE g B70l u(z) = a+ br + ca’olil A o(z) =
d*2*9& Ze bt 2wk MRE . A7) R 271 N = ,0000] 7k %) tish
o Arse e

Table 3.1-& BT Fejoll w2 4= a, b, ¢, d, g& HUERd Zojth. A AR 2D A5+ Heis
2k AW g S BATE AL Avke vE ¥ (ratio) 0], F WA BT AR °H 249 ge
Zte AP AA (regression), Al WA B2t k5= EE53 FEf(convex), Ul WA BT A5+ 253
el (concave) 7} E ).

o BEWS o 3hs 7|08 BAYS A4S, 2835 221 dARESeR 23t &
b AARL LH duglE5S ARgste] Altsiolrt. =3t ASS Wre 7Iee2E 3 80%%t
90%2] T 7 Fe 1HIATE AA BE FEE n=50003 FRFEES f=n/N =005t} =
o AAREEZ BE $F nsp = 5,10,20 Al 7HA & 3kt

LH ¢85S AHS3H7] SlsiAle Aol 39 7ot B3 CVE JEdto]of ﬂ‘ji neE JeF %
B 50} 20] Ajgo] RFo] doz CVE AMstolok it). oE So], RAYUS A4E FHE T
(S = 51US2), BAREZORE el ARESS 319 80% 7]1Eo = ?*év}ﬂﬂ shobe HEHa
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Table 3.3. Population and sample sizes for sub-sample strata with 80% cut-off point

EES
nsE i s10 s9 s8 s7 s6 s5 s4 s3 s2 sl
0 o N 858 834 798 752 727 591 510 377 287 162
n 38 43 43 42 51 46 46 42 39 34
1o N 860 832 796 755 726 592 509 377 287 162
n 38 42 42 42 50 46 45 41 39 34
100} N 859 834 797 752 727 591 509 378 287 162
n 34 38 38 37 45 41 40 37 34 30
5 200} N 858 835 797 752 727 590 510 378 287 162
n 29 33 33 32 39 35 35 32 30 26
304} N 862 834 789 758 726 592 508 378 287 162
n 25 28 27 28 33 30 29 27 25 22
19 N 860 833 797 752 727 592 508 378 287 162
n 38 42 42 41 50 45 44 41 38 33
100} N 859 834 797 752 727 591 510 377 287 162
10 n 29 33 33 32 39 35 35 32 30 26
201 N 857 836 787 762 727 590 510 378 288 161
n 20 23 22 23 27 24 24 22 21 18
30} N 854 839 782 767 731 586 518 373 284 162
n 11 13 12 13 15 13 14 12 11 10
1o N 860 833 797 752 727 591 509 378 287 162
n 37 41 41 40 49 44 43 40 37 32
20 104} N 868 835 787 752 728 590 510 377 288 161
n 21 23 22 22 27 24 24 22 21 18
201 N 858 799 765 715 732 629 539 413 282 164
n 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 2

(

F 80% wTke] FES B TNA A7l § LH HS A8t metA 59
Moy AeSS 283t 3707F Ao =8t & 282 571 5000|282 woF AAZ RS 58
W vz #2835 B8 FE 4957 HES 51 CV g do 2 ALkl

= 7] Ao RAER (Bootstrap) W< o883l om ARRE WHESE B =
2000]1’4‘ Tt B vnE 98] AR 9HE Sl R = 1,00001H HRE 93 v nF A
© 2 H¥(bias), A H S (relative bias, rbias) I8 AlFZHFAF 22 root mean square error;

RMSE) 2 A3t}

bias = t:y — ty,

100 (4, —t
rbias(%) = (tyy),
y
1 & 2
rmse =, | & 2 [ty (r) —ty]”,

A7) t, = SR i,(r)/RelTh.

Table 3.2-Table 3.3 & RO AF oA AMES S BG4, 38 %2 5 9 LH ol ARge =
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Table 3.4. Simulation results with 80% cut-off point and ngg = 5

S St = = Ax
° SSW M-B M-R = M-Bop M-Rop
bias —4582 —3996 —4777 —3777 —3894
1) rbias(%) —0.64 —0.56 —0.66 10 —0.53 —0.54
oF rmse 14557 13895 13325 13540 13936
bias —4582 —3773 —4595 —3527 —3674
108 rbias(%) —0.64 —0.52 —0.64 10 —0.49 —0.51
rmse 14557 14917 14310 14663 14966
bias —47983 —29312 —30552 —21197 —21197
1) rbias(%) —5.19 —3.17 —3.31 1 —2.29 —2.29
rmse 49918 34820 37472 27555 27555
bias —47983  —29606  —30921 —21017 —21017
108 rbias(%) —5.19 —3.20 —3.35 1 —2.27 —2.27
g rmse 49918 35516 38232 28634 28634
= bias —47983  —20226  —30722 —20236 —20236
208]  rbias(%) —5.19 —3.16 —3.33 1 —2.19 —2.19
rmse 49918 35077 38022 28108 28108
bias —47983  —29149  —30845 —20361 —20361
308]  rbias(%) —5.19 —3.15 —3.34 1 —2.20 —2.20
rmse 49918 35467 38575 28903 28903
bias 46290 7402 5358 3554 3496
10} rbias(%) 10.75 1.72 1.24 2 0.83 0.81
rmse 48338 25884 33927 16836 16805
bias 46290 7840 5794 3727 3669
108]  rbias(%) 10.75 1.82 1.35 2 0.87 0.85
e rmse 48338 25921 34189 17264 17239
= bias 46290 8729 6534 3942 3882
208]  rbias(%) 10.75 2.03 1.52 2 0.92 0.90
rmse 48338 26169 34829 17670 17679
bias 46290 8512 6436 4033 3973
308 rbias(%) 10.75 1.98 1.50 3 0.94 0.92
rmse 48338 26075 34937 19121 19129
bias —42386  —21516  —21978 —9929 —9853
10} rbias(%) —3.73 —1.89 —1.94 2 —0.87 —0.87
rmse 45296 20698 36446 20118 20102
bias —42386 —21943 —22259 —10059 —9970
108} rbias(%) —3.73 ~1.93 —1.96 2 —0.89 —0.88
o rmse 45296 30603 37689 20957 20945
- bias —42386 —21704 —21988 —9945 —9834
208]  rbias(%) —3.73 —1.91 —1.94 2 —0.88 —0.87
rmse 45296 30703 38058 21228 21193
bias —42386 —22678 —23278 —10431 —10301
308]  rbias(%) —3.73 —2.00 —2.05 2 —0.92 —0.91
rmse 45296 31992 39547 23363 23338
% CVE AElst Folth. A= 90% 7|+ ZAAZRES A% RYAFE AAEH 2 80% At
f-% FARE] B =l 5314 4t
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Table 3.5. Simulation results with 80% cut-off point and ngg = 10

S St A = Ax

° SSW M-B M-R = M-Bop M-Rop

bias —4582 —3771 —4510 —3571 —3677

1) rbias(%) —0.64 —0.52 —0.63 10 —0.50 —0.51

oF rmse 14557 13609 13078 13301 13648
bias —4582 —3102 —4069 —2936 —3005

108 rbias(%) —0.64 —0.43 —0.57 10 —0.41 —0.42

rmse 14557 14733 14074 14508 14786

bias —47983  —21828  —21482 —16585 —16585

194 rbias(%) —5.19 —2.36 —2.33 1 —1.80 —1.80

rmse 49918 28356 29715 23031 23031

bias —47983 —21911 —21641 —15623 —15623

108 rbias(%) —5.19 —2.37 —2.34 1 —1.69 —1.69

g rmse 49918 28713 30200 23908 23908
= bias —47983 —22188 —22314 —15131 —15131
204] rbias(%) —5.19 —2.40 —2.42 1 —1.64 —1.64

rmse 49918 29430 31167 25821 25821

bias —47983 —23432 —24684 —17204 —17091

308]  rbias(%) —5.19 —2.54 —2.67 2 —1.86 —1.85

rmse 49918 33195 35238 30838 30858

bias 46290 9308 7892 5271 5216

1) rbias(%) 10.75 2.16 1.83 2 1.22 1.21

rmse 48338 24871 30409 17257 17258

bias 46290 9685 8085 4483 4419

108]  rbias(%) 10.75 2.25 1.88 2 1.04 1.03

e rmse 48338 25143 31040 17882 17846
= bias 46290 10596 8454 5299 5227
204] rbias(%) 10.75 2.46 1.96 3 1.23 1.21

rmse 48338 25860 32575 20101 20117

bias 46290 12612 10742 6843 6696

308 rbias(%) 10.75 2.93 2.50 4 1.59 1.56

rmse 48338 28007 34796 24815 24840

bias —42386 —17225 —15610 —8279 —8208

10} rbias(%) —3.73 —1.52 —1.37 2 —0.73 —0.72

rmse 45296 26317 30844 19230 19212

bias —42386 —17342 —15769 —8047 —7960

108} rbias(%) —3.73 —~1.53 —1.39 2 —0.71 —0.70

o rmse 45296 26607 31377 20094 20075
- bias —42386 —18615 —16911 —8158 —8063
204] rbias(%) —3.73 —1.64 —1.49 2 —0.72 —0.71

rmse 45296 29118 34209 24190 24222

bias —42386 —18121 —17881 —10240 —10008

308]  rbias(%) —3.73 —1.60 —1.57 4 —0.90 —0.88

rmse 45296 31652 36625 28834 28825

Table 3.4-Table 3.60] 233ty AFEoIA SSWE 4] (2.4)9] 55V E, M-BE
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Table 3.6. Simulation results with 80% cut-off point and ngg = 20

.- Sp _ A4 5 24

SSW M-B M-R > M-Bop M-Rop

bias —4582 —3091 —3804 —2930 —3001

19) rbias(%) —0.64 —0.43 —0.53 10 —0.41 —0.42

°E rmse 14557 13233 12688 12951 13274

bias —4582 —3256 —4323 —3092 —3173

104 rbias(%) —0.64 —0.45 —0.60 10 —0.43 —0.44

rmse 14557 16963 16018 16675 17025

bias —47983 —16320 —15265 —13089 —13089

19 rbias(%) -5.19 —1.77 —1.65 1 —1.42 —1.42

rmse 49918 23837 24455 20832 20832

bias —47983 —16865 —16081 —13596 —13545

Ay 104 rbias(%) -5.19 —1.83 —1.74 2 —1.47 —1.47

rmse 49918 25060 25857 23134 23143

bias —47983 —18074 —26102 —19705 —17736

2090 rbias(%) —5.19 —1.96 —2.83 10 —2.13 —1.92

rmse 49918 50781 47327 49860 50971

bias 46290 7449 5301 5511 5475

1a) rbias(%) 10.75 1.73 1.23 3 1.28 1.27

rmse 48338 20895 24035 15710 15711

bias 46290 9013 6138 5323 5279

2= 1090 rbias(%) 10.75 2.09 1.43 3 1.24 1.23

rmse 48338 22798 26354 19473 19469

bias 46290 14670 21767 17474 13746

209 rbias(%) 10.75 3.41 5.06 10 4.06 3.19

rmse 48338 50677 49158 49738 51149

bias —42386 —12907 —10146 —7176 —7111

10 rbias(%) —3.73 —1.14 —0.89 2 —0.63 —0.63

rmse 45296 23048 25705 18010 18007

bias —42386 —13834 —10947 —7705 —7629

5 104 rbias(%) —-3.73 —1.22 —0.96 3 —0.68 —0.67

rmse 45296 25321 28202 22669 22673

bias —42386 —15156 —28739 —18254 —14305

20 rbias(%) —-3.73 —1.33 —2.53 10 —1.61 —1.26

rmse 45296 60566 54181 59259 61011
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Figure 3.1. Simulation results
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Table 4.1. Summary of the sample design for real data analysis

AXNAE 7E N¢ Nsg Ng nsE ng 283 51 CV 3H(%)

0 (0):])] 110 0.458

1u) 105 0.472

5 3u) 95 0.503

54j 85 0.539

80% 80 960 572

7wl 75 0.581

1u) 100 0.487

10 3u) 80 0.559

5u 60 0.662

0 (0)il] 110 0.629

1u) 105 0.646

5 3uj 95 0.685

90% 80 748 784 5ul 85 0.729

79 75 0.783

1u) 100 0.665

10 3u) 80 0.755

51f 60 0.885
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Table 4.2. Population and sample sizes for sub-sample strata

T H=
AAA 712 n AILETD
Ak 71 nSE 1% s6 sH s4 s3 s2 sl
N 95 86 111 108 84 88
0 0wl
n 10 10 16 20 23 31
. N 98 83 111 108 84 88
n 10 9 15 19 22 30
- N 98 83 111 108 84 88
5 n 9 8 14 17 20 27
. N 98 84 110 108 84 88
n 8 8 12 15 18 24
80%
o N 95 36 111 109 83 88
n 7 7 11 14 15 21
. N 98 84 110 108 84 88
n 9 9 14 18 21 29
N 98 84 110 109 83 88
10 3
n 8 7 11 15 16 23
. N 98 83 111 109 83 88
n 6 5 9 11 12 17
N 195 178 129 111 83 88
0 0l
n 23 23 15 14 15 20
L N 195 178 129 111 83 88
n 22 22 14 13 14 20
- N 195 179 128 111 83 88
5 n 20 20 12 12 13 18
. N 196 178 128 112 82 88
90% n 18 18 11 11 11 16
¢ Tl N 195 179 125 114 83 88
n 16 16 9 10 10 14
. N 195 178 129 110 84 88
n 21 21 13 12 14 19
N 196 178 128 111 83 88
10 3l
n 17 17 10 10 11 15
5 N 196 178 130 109 83 88
n 13 13 8 7 8 11
3 F4E S BAREAAE 2 2ok WA ALFL o] 2 807 AsE FASFYTH
AEEZY AAELE AA A5 80%SF 90% = AR oW ARSI A = 5719k 10712 F&

|
3
FE35th WA BESoAE 47 105, 100709 EES FE390T. O3 oE 252 6719
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Table 4.3. Briquette Consumption Survey results

Hyo-Seon Sim, Key-II Shin

A = A
WNE nss ) o _As e
SSW M-B M-R > M-Bop M-Rop
bias 3325 1092 1310 359 354
1) rbias(%) 6.59 2.16 2.60 3 0.71 0.70
rmse 3570 2324 2812 1598 1594
bias 3325 1151 1375 430 423
3u rbias(%) 6.59 2.28 2.73 3 0.85 0.84
5 rmse 3570 2399 2909 1659 1662
bias 3325 1159 1398 446 440
5ul rbias(%) 6.59 2.30 2.77 3 0.88 0.87
rmse 3570 2412 2937 1683 1680
bias 3325 1153 1400 392 388
80% el rbias(%) 6.59 2.28 2.77 3 0.78 0.77
rmse 3570 2392 2941 1700 1697
bias 3325 806 888 192 200
1) rbias(%) 6.59 1.60 1.76 2 0.38 0.40
rmse 3570 1945 2228 1421 1421
bias 3325 894 978 371 363
10 3uj rbias(%) 6.59 1.77 1.94 3 0.74 0.72
rmse 3570 2110 2402 1661 1658
bias 3325 960 1054 393 385
5uf rbias(%) 6.59 1.90 2.09 3 0.78 0.76
rmse 3570 2141 2450 1778 1785
bias 1522 688 890 274 271
1) rbias(%) 3.02 1.36 1.76 2 0.54 0.54
rmse 2030 1695 1933 1457 1457
bias 1522 711 923 293 291
3ul rbias(%) 3.02 1.41 1.83 2 0.58 0.58
5 rmse 2030 1737 1982 1499 1499
bias 1522 724 956 286 283
5ul rbias(%) 3.02 1.43 1.89 2 0.57 0.56
rmse 2030 1793 2036 1585 1585
bias 1522 683 941 250 248
90% el rbias(%) 3.02 1.35 1.86 2 0.50 0.49
rmse 2030 1836 2054 1658 1658
bias 1522 613 754 263 260
1 rbias(%) 3.02 1.21 1.49 2 0.52 0.52
rmse 2030 1600 1761 1435 1435
bias 1522 595 760 151 151
10 3ul rbias(%) 3.02 1.18 1.51 1 0.30 0.30
rmse 2030 1683 1846 1533 1533
bias 1522 674 908 298 295
5ul rbias(%) 3.02 1.34 1.80 2 0.59 0.59
rmse 2030 2044 2156 1932 1932

(* bias9} rmse®] Tl 1019)
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