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ABSTRACT

This paper investigates the application of multiple imputation on the statistical
analysis of incomplete data. Many statistical analysis methods are designed and
applicable only to complete data, and the incomplete data must be amended to meet the
requirement.

Rubin (1987) proposed the method of multiple imputation by substituting m>1
possible values for each missing data. The resulting m sets of complete data are then
subject to ordinary statistical analyses. The analysis results of these m sets of imputed
completed data are combined together to provide for 5%, 10%, 15% and 20% missing
proportions, and compared the analysis results with those of the original complete data.

Simulations in this paper were divided.into 3.'par_ts. The first is for the estimation of
population parameters such as regression__analysis and logistic regression. The second is
for multivariate statistical analysisfor rﬁuli-“ii?é'r'iate normally distributed data. The third
is about the covariance structureé of m,ultivz;r-iate data..

Results from the first part of simulation showed fhat the discrepancies of parameter
estimates between complete data and incomplete data are proportional to missing
proportion for regression analysis, but less obvious for logistic regression. Results from
the second parts of simulations indicated that the factor analysis is most sensitive to

missing proportion. Results from the third parts of simulations revealed that most of the

variance structures studied in this paper are also robust to missing proportion.

Key words : Multiple Imputation, Incomplete Data, Missing Data, Missing at Random,

Markov Chain Monte Carlo
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FLBRIS 2 W E = R TH 2 P 2 A 2 B 4 BRI A AT 6 E R ¥
oo LRI 2.
2. wwpFadrz REFELEP E)
Table 2.Variable selection result (P-value) from regression analysis
complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

A B A B A B A B

max pulse 0.0360" 0.0484" 00428

intercept <0001™  <0001” <0001 0.0007" <0001 0.0727 <.0001™ <.0001" <.0001"
age 0.0322" 0.0286"  0.0292°  0.4784 0.3278 0.9466 0.5905  0.0120°  <.0001™
weight 0.1869 0.1848  0.1636 05625 0.3845  0.8210  0.4380  0.1646  0.0526
run time <0001"  <.0001™ <,000'1*_*. <.:O(:)01" '_'.-<.000.1’_’* <0001" <0001 <.0001" <.0001"
run pulse 0.0051™  0.0066™ . 0,0080" : 0.2759 _-é.-10£7 +.0.4740 0.4287 0.9328 0.5889
rest pulse 0.7473 09724 0.9543

.é_t?;i; 03395 | Q4872 02974 04102  0.0195°

531’_;:_-_ 02887 (106367 08407 04433  0.0170°

"5 ||Il

d %27 ugd &%fx’f?ﬁﬁ“fi@ﬁﬂﬁp‘%\ﬁ?u i IR FER o B
R AN LERBHFET B FRE R fod S R B B4R B B
5 5% i ANBIrREFHZ FHHE R KER 2R A P EL
BEH e @k & B b5 10%PF > E &S S B PR S BRI R

EFE D B R dcfrdo < R o e PRRR Y A AR TR 0T

GE N RN E A AL BT FE N R

d & 37 gt fdk A 5% ~ 10% ~ 15%fr 200%pF - 4% % B4t L F]F b
B e bk d 00RR 0 R IEST £ 8 5 B e b S R R PR

11



iRl A T 0 54 e B e GAE 30% 0 AR kg 0 & Rk
W] 90% 0 A ARSI IL G A A P B2 BUWh TR Btk v i 5
90% ; x4 10%p* %I‘]g?%ﬁé‘ﬁ%ﬁ'{u%”ﬁ 3l BFETE - BT - Fah PR
P fcfod X R B0 At v F 90% oo

Mt-
)]

B o LA A Gl ] 15%Fc 20065% » $ & F13 hRBIRRE £
2 E ) 30% 2 b oo P ARtk s 1L A dk 4 1500PF A FEIE chdp $a koo
LD 87.3% 5 @ fdk 4 200 WAL E oipgtaigd 3] 90% 1 1 o e A
T A BE% L F R LR DT T R A L e F LA
i fc RE R R o

3 W FA Y A AL a0t bl fodp fe s

Table 3. The fraction of missing.information and relative efficiency from

regression analysis

missing 5% /missing 10%, missing 15% missing 20%
parameter A RES " Lfg: :?B,E A, " RE A RE

intercept 0.357 0.933 -, 0.31:25 (555941 I 0.727 ' 0.873 0.610 0.891
age 0.362 0.932 i 0-17:-1-. 0967 | |/ 0491 0.911 0.608 0.892
weight 0.191 0.963 0.448 40918 0416 0.923 0.514  0.907
run time 0.171  0.967 0.122 " 0.976 0.420 0.922 0.638 0.887
run pulse 0.323  0.939 0421 0.922 0.451 0.917 0.769  0.867
restpulse 0.206 0.961 0.218 0.958 0.343 0.936 0.720 0.874
max pulse  0.341  0.936 0.332 0.938 0.393  0.927 0.788  0.864

Z 8 REitwm b7 (logistic regression analysis)

REFEATEAY - BREEERE- B BERRERLT MG 2
ECHR R S % e S ATl (discrete) % P o I i * e i fF T L 44401
EodknfHEufE REste L AF B¥EY - A%E0 & 1)
m AR X v 5 R eniR o HECRT R A

Iogit(p):Iog(ﬁ): a+pBX (14)
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HP p=Pr(Y=1X=x) > a 5 #iEHE > BLAF > ks L& G a* 15k
(Agresti » 1990) o fi& {7 Bk Tfr st 4aHmpF - € R 2 B EBEK 5 =0 i
=12...n0 Eom ik TE R R E X R RREY £33 BE4 Tt §
e RE IR R A BRPFP @13 005) 7 2 fERRE X HF LY
BTY FREFORE F 2 pli

B

=
“E\

SEE

* < & * SAS 9.1 User’s Guild * Example 42.1:stepwise logistic regression
and predicted values shFE A2 5 R EFR o R E G 27 R EH 0 B 05 40T
fRp A BRI R LT EfEk g EES 1 y ¥35 00 2R
#e i cell ~ smear ~infil ~ i ~ blast frtemp = & > 2 2 F 5 3 ~F o > &
*73 162 fﬂ;'ﬁi%&« o hEiat A BB 16 B 24 B 32 B ik Aok ¥ - H

2 Ade 2 B £ F G BE AP Rl TR BRIt A

daaw g Al s TN E b e bt EIEH
£ i [Broidlg b5 e B M iR L
Fle R gﬁ;:iv'ﬂmll%P nﬁr?; i i E |\ F T TRA B FltF A DR
B RaIE 2 E o sHR A2 l:g P-fﬁ.w% BE P (<0.0001) 0 @A TP
7 AP B (B BT frsa ) . i E S Rl P ERITTR
A (4 5% 00322~ 0.0360)  fedat i (5 B pLLG FA -

w

5 K F o A Bl E R PIRA G ket s hak kb
;5%ﬁrlm%wwﬁg%ﬁt$f%?i§@Jmwmu; P T AL F Ak A v Bl e
SH18 B AR $EoR S G BEBTE L B TR 4 0t Bl B 2000PF 0 B Bk i
li e blast 3 % § £ 5] 90% > 3 v %R 7 5] 90% > v 17 7 B4F 85%.1 ) - &
Ffein g s PFHAPL 0 Gk v 85%1 1 o A fak X $ 5 s

P
L fdk %0t b 5 5YPF > ¥4 3 BB L T 40% 00 F o e A 474D

e ReE AT 0T B R Pl 4 g

o “,f Tohak A TAL G 10%PF 0 H s = X LY LrJ_[chmﬁ IR & 5

13



Rt L REHEP )

Table 4. Variable selection result (P-value) from logistic regression analysis

complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

parameter A B A B A B A B

intercept 0.4152  0.3593  0.2323 0.2802 0.2371  0.1347 0.0690  0.7003 0.0900
cell 0.6062  0.4669  0.3862 0.7648 0.6261 0.9030 0.6354  0.6812 0.8690
smear 0.7392 05122 04352 09676 07979  0.9790 0.7028 0.6341 0.8142
infil 0.7507  0.5035  0.4126  0.9598 0.7817 09679  0.6773  0.6458 0.8841

li 0.0955  0.2577  0.1270  0.2503  0.1690 0.5281  0.7639  0.5405 0.2015

blast 0.9471 0.4879 0.3396 0.7481 0.5798 0.4011 0.1492 0.8845 0.2631
temp 0.1957 0.3073 0.1491 0.2265 0.1826 0.1142 0.0445 0.7806 0.1257
5 B v fFT 4k A UL ot Bl {rdp $an

Table 5. The fraction.of missing information and relative efficiency from

logistic regre’ssion analysis

missing 5% i mlssmg 10% rhiésing 15% missing 20%
parameter A RE A ] -"“ﬂE’ A RE A RE
intercept ~ 0.259  0.951 . 7 0.116 03977 '; 0.582 0.904 0712 0875
cell 0515 0907 0499 0062 ' 0773 0.866 0.779  0.865
smear 0509  0.908 0:259 0951 0778 0.865 0.685 0.879
infil 0501  0.909 0.264  0.950 0771  0.866 0.661 0.883
l 0466 0.915 0286 0.946 0.556  0.900 0546  0.902
blast 0.184  0.964 0.096 0.981 0.283  0.946 0427 0921
temp 0407  0.925 0.106  0.979 0332 0.938 0598  0.893
% = & 2 = 4 7 (principal component analysis)

AAGAYE S REATD E - 0 TIEL AU AT BRI
eFF A BHEA T S ARFAITEE o MR K BRESERML S
(8, R AT TEX R kB lE: X, Xy, Xy BT D BREGER
Paosts®s PPy . Poo P BATSE A3 1 2352 a4k
Po B end & Bk < T ALEER 0 45 012 B enBbi g (Johnson » 2007) - 4714
- E AT 5P B oA Bd B AR T A kit



oG LAY AM e LSRN EEE S Var(Y,)=eZe =427 3
REERHEL > N EA Y | BRBFacw £ (eigenvector) » A & %

B % e it (eigenvalue) » £ X IR ARA R AN R TR %R A

b 2 R REAEEREEFT A AR RS RE SRR B
W] i 5 80% L oo YB’»’F' B ¥ 5 #7en% B B #<(Johnson > 2007) »

~ < #7ig * SAS 9.1 User’s Guild ¥ Example 58.2 : crime rates 3§ L &
EFR NG5 1977 £ 2RI S Ve hdo s BHEER A
#(murder) ~ 5 3% (rape) ~ 44 # (robbery) ~ & 4 sz ¥ (assault) ~ » % f5 i
(burglary) ~ i fi(larceny) 2 = ifj 2 (auto theft) » % 350 i 7ot Bk = 2 15 2 LY
#% 17 ~35 B ~52 BA-70 B TR B 27§ £8AMT (S T 2T TE

R REF AL %\/\/’H‘r fo o BRI 0 S ROt e TR AL

LA A
g4 67 gl Agadk At b & % Lo iafcfer B R A Lk
P S e Nt
B A A L8 o B i%@?i%i%%%“wﬁ$’éﬁ%§?

@%%lkﬁt°”ﬁ&<®%ﬂi%
H T

-

mlt

FapEARE - wd R A
REEFRT 05 T T A LAY s & 0 b s 4

=)

Jox BEFAT $oen jeA U502 015002 4o 0.3+ 8 o 7 v+ B 14 £

b

AR TR EE 0 B F LD - A %t plhF K R

P\

o

By ' N

ARRAE PR L REBERLE I RAER T AV ET AR
57""?’E‘%5‘%\'6‘%\'7?J‘/~’§4%f?#i‘frdf%5%‘ 10%pF > F B~= i
APl AT A 15% ~ 20%PF R Ay - ERME e S TE PR R (% 5
0.820) -

\1-

T AN ETORAEAEL S - R EE (LA 1) A PR R
2z hoa it &iE TS éi‘l%%‘r%&ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%{ﬁ w B E (% 3 0.4) 0 @R s
b et * 432 FF HATRE DT AL # HF()2-04) - &

Fl+ AT gtm?‘}‘%iﬁf"? < 0 EEARE G e~ };%‘g;ﬁ —ggfu o B
v e ip ok 4 e L AR F(F S 0397) 0 g a4

m-h—’g

15



SHITHHEF T F AT A GG o LTS HATREOT L R AR
8 A MEFHLAFES - ERPELE(A P2 A X TATRE F
Fifhie s ad b e HF Ao R bAF o F i prod 237 g o
By ERPEEY > ARV HSRLET > G %ﬁ%?gkﬁ?ééﬁ’r%i S i
ﬂfrff,]ir ZFF e {?}gkm" v E TR H - R
Ak 9 AFZFERMEE(L IR A FehRTRE . T g L A ATRE
T dHARETAN LA HT | FRATT AR 2 S el - R
6. RETRE LA TR 2 T ook £
Table 6. Mean and standard deviation of different missing data sets
variable complete 5% : -10% 15% 20%
murder (7.44,3.87) (7.46,3..85) ,, (-‘?.45,4.09; | (7.22,4.01) (7.31,4.04)
rape (25.73,10.75) (26,31,10.57), "21?6.14310.51)-_ (25.81,10.18) (25.19,9.98)
robbery  (124.09,88.35)  (127.75,9158) (127.7!é,9_2.2'.1) (124.58,86.89)  (124.26,87.32)
assault  (211.30,100.25)  (209.40,103.15) (é11.52,101.77) (212.60,99.22)  (209.64,103.49)
burglary ~ (1291.90,432.46) (1289.63,431.54) (1294.26,434.66) (1303.03,428.27) (1293.77,430.83)
larceny ~ (2671.29,725.91) (2679.68,711.38) (2703.12,699.64) (2707.34,708.84) (2782.21,682.89)
auto-theft  (377.53,193.39)  (382.98,193.81)  (375.18,196.06)  (388.26,212.51)  (365.16,194.90)

27 REFAS LA BT AL A AR A ]

Table 7. Principle component analysis of different missing data sets (principle 1)

principle 1 complete(0.588)  504(0.610) 10%(0.609) 15%(0.605) 20%(0.619)

murder 0.300 0.294 0.308 0.615° 0.104

rape 0.432° 0.435° 0.441° 0.173 -0.008
robbery 0.397 0.401° 0.400° -0.001 0.588°
assault 0.397 0.395 0.406° 0.335 -0.194

16



burglary 0.440 2 0.429 0.427% -0.185 -0.355
larceny 0.357 0.355 0.348 -0.393 -0.514°
auto-theft 0.295 0.311 0.288 -0.539° 0.465°

a. The variable is greater than 0.4
b. The variable is smaller than -0.4

208 REFRS LA BT A A AR A 2

Table 8 : Principle component analysis of different missing data sets (principle 2)

principle 2 complete(0.765)  5%(0.777) 109%(0.793) 15%(0.820) 20%(0.820)

murder -0.629 " 0.6642 -0.617° 0.6152 -0.595°"
rape -0.169 0.115 -0.189 0.173 -0.178
robbery 0.042 -0.019 0.099 -0.001 0.029
assault -0.344 0.351" -0.335 0.335 -0.350
burglary 0.203 _-o.zg_e_, ; -_(-).516_ \ -0.185 0.172
larceny 0.402° -0.413"*"_;“;-,_:’;.3.1_:'-;”_@.353 . -0.393 0.416°
auto-theft 0.502° ~‘olass® 1 D538 -0.539" 0.537°
a. The variable is greater than 0.4 =y S | 1 7

b. The variable is smaller than -0.4

29 REFTHELL AT oL A8 -2 2 3

Table 9. Principle component analysis of different missing data sets (principle 3)

principle 3 complete(0.869) 5%(0.881) 10%(0.898) 15%(0.903) 20%(0.908)

murder 0.178 0.119 0.151 0.144 0.104
rape -0.244 -0.208 -0.118 -0.124 -0.008
robbery 0.496° 0.476° 0.492° 0.633° 0.588°
assault -0.070 -0.087 -0.035 -0.210 -0.194
burglary -0.210 -0.249 -0.281 -0.245 -0.355
larceny -0.539 " -0.521° -0.602° -0.508° -0.514°
auto-theft 0.568° 0.613° 0.528° 0.448° 0.465°

a. The variable is greater than 0.4
b. The variable is smaller than -0.4

17



%2 & %% & {7 (factor analysis)

Spearman(1904)#% &1 F]& A 450 B 5 ¥ 3B E L Flo L E kE s ¢

A

Fj R DRMESE O DTS oA AR TS 0D

S TR ORI LA GL R TS o MRS TR D SR A
e DAY R ALRE RS KRR AT 48

N BRI R AT X P VREFERLOFEY P B AORE

‘\1

BeA R H AL L o A H AR AT B ‘Ff‘fi‘ﬂ’ﬁ«ﬁ‘*nz
BoageniB i mAdpAEAABEEE  BIHE - 5 FE A0
L3R ez B enB > 35 JUEE A% {8 9% % (Johnson » 2007) -

FEopE O FEFU e A HTREIA 824 00 Y

TR R
Fres ag rEAFRRE (factor Ioading)ﬂ’ 0.7 °

ERFFTHY T g b W%lﬂi*&#%Jnﬁmﬂéﬁﬁ% 0.7

Lik i ¢ Sy n 0 AK 2RI L G2 A% LAy

$$’E%§%ﬁﬁﬂ%EiE$%W0%w4 AT TR 2 A5

RS SN «i‘ﬁﬂ% ME G ALE 0.7 iR E— 1B
o .1,

# 11 54 4 5% ~ 10% -~ 15%F=20% " & 7 & (7 F|F 757 2 B % o
d £ ¢ 'V"J'I—JF:] B k2 5% 10% T  FlF 1frm FEKY Fl R mE B T
SRk s hak 4 15%{e 20%T - FIE R AR R BT dniaiek
Prr e > RS - R ARETHY CFF 1P REAFERE S
0.676 > fv 0.7 B2ZA 72 B L o 43T > e ApL 238 > “TIUF R = F 4 2 1L b
H A > ZF]F NF R R EE T 2 EHRE o TR Aoy > PR EFF 1 A
B AP ER e B R Rk 4 B TV AL A e fE o

OBFIR 2 AHNG kT AR 502 th o B 4K BT B L Bl 2
LBNANS - WL BREFRSTE 20 0 B TR FE S 0689 I
0.7 23T > frFl & Lensgga— > @ ¥ A v b4 FELAZE 0.7 &7
I ERE A A WAT G~ R R S AR PR S TR G M A



0.7 7 4 2 15%r 2006p% > B] L5 #q‘rfﬁ]ﬁ SSURS R
- MR EMAF o BRALTEFE lE G
AR RN PSR AL B 4 0 F 5 A L 3 A SRRl FlF 2
P MR TR 3R G A A

2010, 2AEFHT hFE A7 8%

Table 10. Factor analysis of complete data set

complete factor 1 factor 2 factor 3 community
murder 0.815° 0.015 0.087 0.671
rape 0.676 0.520 0.231 0.782
robbery 0.472 : 0._2_42 0.625 0.672
assault 0.743% 0.3-10 : 0.208 0.697
burglary 0:390 ’_','.._j:_‘_o 689 0,466 0.843
larceny (.)._119 Il fﬂ 817a 0.308 0.776
auto-theft 0057_;. 0293__" 0.679 0.550

variance explained 2.065. " -1.659 1.268

by each factor (0.414) (0.332) (0.254) total=4.991

a. The factor loading is greater than 0.7
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# 11.

£k 40 BT 2 TR AR R

Table 11. Factor analysis of different missing data sets

missing 5% missing 10% missing 15% missing 20%

. factor factor factor . factor factor factor . factor factor factor . factor factor factor .
variable 1 2 3 community 1 2 3 community 1 2 3 community 1 2 3 community
murder 0.820* 0.012 0.103 0.683 0.811* 0.077 0.088 0.672 0.776* 0.107 0.218 0.662 0.790% 0.117 0.226 0.688

rape 0.665 0.512 0.250 0.767 0.636 0.542 0.239 0.756 0.771*  0.468 0.214 0.860 0.702%  0.533 0.339 0.892
robbery 0.432 0.236 0.641 0.654 0.493 0.206 0.649 0.707 0.509 0.197 0.750% 0.859 0.554 0.221  0.756% 0.927
assault 0.742% 0.322 0.187 0.690 0.717%  0.417 0.184 0.721 0.769%  0.389 0.150 0.764 0.713%*  0.497 0.020 0.756
burglary 0.395 0.689 0.477 0.858 0.370 0.712*  0.492 0.886 0.391  0.729*  0.400 0.844 0.319 0.778* 0.345 0.826
larceny 0.123  0.813* 0.317 0.777 0.176  0.816* 0.275 0.773 0.247 0.808*  0.256 0.780 0.222 0.804* 0.307 0.790

auto-theft 0.050 0.293 0.677 0.547 0.030 0.273 0.693 0.555 0.096 0.324 0.792% 0.741 0.078 0.341 0.788% 0.743
variance
explained 2.026 1.643 1.306 total 1.988 1.763 1.318 total 2.271 1.711 1.530 total 2.089 1.962 1.573 total
by each (0.407) (0.330) (0.273) =4.975 (0.392) (0.348) (0.260) =5.070 (0.412) (0.310) (0.278) =5.512 (0.372) (0.349) (0.280) =5.623
factor

a. The factor loading is greater than 0.7
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% I & #F5| 4 F7(discrimination analysis)

ﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁli’aaﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂbﬁﬁ*

s g
FEo A i A TAEAS FARE ARG ML H T A 4 5k 3 - Johnson(2007)

T BB G TR G RN 0 X R E AN E G e
AN EEEARY 4 T S| A MR ATH S A R SEER Bt TR L IR

FHFRB I PR RIRE TR ART R W
IR KR RPR L kB E

< i * SAS 9.1 User’s Guild ¢ Example 25.1 : univariate density

estimates and posterior probabilities sRF AL 5 TR c RF - F I L& F k&
oo ke L = fiafE 0~ % 5 Setosa’s Merisicolor - Virginica ; )’j%m %t
o HRENES I RSB AT BRERSFELER TER

B ERERfCEAT AL e H AR 4 10

B2 12758 RokE - BfEY ki B0 & 0 A4S Setosa iv
% 50 7 > @ Verisicolor ] 5 49 i B ¢ 48 i & e — 7k §_F] Virginica
L& 8 > @ \erisicolor 4 4% & T Virginica  F]pt & 11 » Setosa sy & F

% 0(0/50) » Verisicolor % 0.04 (2/50) > m Virginica % 0.02 (1/50) ; 45 » ¥ &
0.02 (3/50) -

v

13 2 £ 149 7 Ak A BT o Setosa e A S Y L 0o e

Verisicolor e &~ S e f %65 > ik % 5% 209%Pp* - Verisicolor 4 4 1 %
ff%fﬁﬁa‘ﬂﬁw sk E A Lo ke Virginicas 4 A % 5 0045 @ A 15%
e 20%p% > & 45 B B 0 G - gk 0 7R A 453 Virginica o 45 4 5 5 0.02 -

@ Virginica B 85§ % 4 % v e 4o @ 4 0 R 48 A 5 Verisicolor v 4 ) G

- A A A B e ko ads FR A S 0.02004-0.04-0.08-

FEREAE A T ) R EE B 42 4 0L ek 4o @ B 40 > A w] % 0.020.02+0.033 -
0.04 - & E—Iﬁpéﬁé:g’/w\i:%—*g"{i%%ikbf;ﬂjﬁﬂi\‘g’ﬁﬁwi\‘g%cWz—f;’j;?

LR P s ] EPETNE F 4k A L G R 4 @ B 4o o
P



2012 REFTHT L EW SRS

Table 12. Discrimination analysis of complete data set

complete
from Setosa Versicolor Virginica  total error count estimates
species for species
Setosa 50 0 0 50 0
Versicolor 0 48 2 50 0.04
Virginica 0 1 49 50 0.02
50 49 51 150
oal 3333 (3267) (34)  (100) 0.02

o N
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%13, 4 410 B 5 5%Fe 10%T ] A 45 4 5

Table 13. Discrimination analysis from 5% and 10% missing data sets

missing 5% missing 10%
from Species  Setosa  Versicolor  Virginica total error count espmates Setosa Versicolor  Virginica total error count esglmates
for species for species
Setosa 50 0 0 50 0 50 0 0 50 0
Versicolor 0 48 2 50 0.04 0 49 1 50 0.02
Virginica 0 1 49 50 0.02 0 2 48 50 0.04
total 50 49 51 150 0.02 50 51 49 150 0.02
Z 14, 3 % 5 5 15%Ae 20% T N A 4T %
Table 14. Discrimination analysis from 15% and 20% missing data sets
missing 15% missing 20%
from species  Setosa  Versicolor Virginica Total error count es_tlmates Setosa Versicolor  Virginica total error count es_tlmates
for species for species
Setosa 50 0 0 50 0 50 0 0 50 0
Versicolor 0 49 1 50 0.02 0 48 2 50 0.04
Virginica 0 4 46 50 0.08 0 4 46 50 0.08
total 50 53 47 150 0.03 50 52 48 150 0.04




A s &

¥ & 5 % %R KA 7 (multivariate analysis of variance)
PRERBEAAT SRS BAMIDESS 2 R ALER S T 4
IFRBELTIR AR XD R BAHERL I Y EAF o HpREK S
B REIDEA S SRR R X mrrte, 0 BY j=12,.,n-1=12,..,9"
I2oe € MRANOT) o ot HITF RE B REREH
Xy = X+ (X - X)+ (X, - X )03 > jiA 7 @ Fl4c 4 13 MANOVA Table
(Johnson,2007) -
%15 S RERPEHAITA
Tablel5. MANOVA Table

o matrix of sum of squares and
source of variation : degrees of freedom
cross products

g —— — S Y
treatments (between) B=>n(x -X)(X-x) g-1
=1

g n iat = g

residual (within) W=D (% - %, )06 - %) 2N -9
=1 j=1 =1
total (corrected for ol i 1% g

B+W =) > (%, -X)(X, - X) don -1
the mean) I=3=1 =1

& 18 3] Wilks” Lambda( A *)= —| Bl\iv\)v | CPREF A pd R EEFR

RE(Q)fr R BB ()™ 7 T3 o dof SEBE: 1 * i< 2w E3 2

o e
BAAT (zg ngj(lA{} } Foasn @ FLF i g=2 FdcBiep =

n-p-1l)1-A"
g gl ke (2N TP I-AT) o :
o 1 A Y n-p1

&= @& * SAS 9.1 User’s Guild * Example 32.6 : multivariate analysis of
variance b+ 2 Gl EERE BA R I FROTHBE? LILE ST
Ap e o i B 20 5 4R(AD) ~ 48(Fe) ~ 4£(MQ) ~ 45 (Ca)frdp (Na) o 77 4o 16 #7

7F o
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2016 ¢ T A R EFHRTAEL P @il (<0001)0 @ A AL

Wbl s 15%pF 0 gk H > :—.—*ﬁi#&{r%g?ﬁif%’é’i B o e
IR B EF gk o AT

%ﬁﬂﬁﬁé@ﬁwko

dRAER T A AT A AN ERA R 0 T
i * B B F A B plsk # (least significant difference test ; LSD)i 7 % & it

B SRR R AL LT B kB R R AR TLE .

FAEIA L PE- BT e BE RAANIBBIEZER
IslandThorns = AshleyRails ;2 3 % % £ # > # ¥ Llanederyn 4= Caldicot 2 ¥
TR EFELRE lslandThorns fetAshleyRailsy 7] L A7 e+ 2

Llanederyn 4= Caldicot i ® & 7‘5 m’* o z\ 17 T EFERHEFLE

bd 17 hE - fe R 2MrY S B E R B R S
Llanederyn {= Caldicot ;2 7 & ¥ £ £ - @ lIslandThorns - AshleyRails » 2 3
B2 ¥ £ £ > v Llanederyn 4= Caldicot p| £_p & 7+ *t IslandThorns v

AshleyRails - @ = B3 Ford 2 1 Bergt 3 £ en kot 2 £4pF - 19

A
4
o
=2
&

d iR EA Y ME UER 0 H LG BFole & & F 0 E DR F ol
H

& L7enS e Ry g die B Ferd L g Fodn 7 £ 5 Caldicot & %
tH s =3 ;@ Llanederyn x & ¥ <1+ 3% [slandThorns 4= AshleyRails ;
IslandThorns = AshleyRails & # BRI E 2§ BF LR - 27 ¥ 53] § 4
Ll G| pE S 2B AR e

EA AV By LR B v A dRIT o fHPIF R F G AR E AL D
AR 0 F 4T E 2

B
Bl URWA GREIFE T SEL -



b 17 hd s 7 g die By Rord 2 B4 7 £ 5 Llanederyn & %

=

-
A
¥

g

*»H i = 3 > @ Caldicot ~ IslandThorns {= AshleyRails = 4 & Rt} BE
AR I KEZ VA VERFHTAITREFAR > L ELEFENGHREL YT

REFTHRF AR XA AAPTFET RA SRR

gl
I
o
=
T
73
QD

>

o
—
>
o

=

>

w

fr AshleyRails & 3+ 21 2 fg Bend < ir3vil 3 MFALRL > &7 a3 N2 i B
= {»4p 17> f= Llanederyn {= Caldicot 7= i» £ 8 $& + ;@ Llanederyn {- Caldicot
BN BASPE BIE R REFAR e Aot R
P AL R > A PR ARAPIT > Ap 4R R 7 %F  IslandThorns v

AshleyRails & & Ap i f2 B 2. § o

216 REFTRE L2200 5T S REREELSITLES

Table 16. MANOVA analysis from complete data set

value = F value Pr>F

complete 0:01230091 ', _13.09 <.0001
missing 5% o.oéz‘olsgﬁé- | | 99 <.0001
missing 10% - 0.02335551 -1 969 <.0001
missing 15% 0020100701~ “10.41 <.0001
missing 20% 002633967 9.13 <.0001

2017, REETRS L2 0 BT £l 2 Bk

Table 17. Multiple comparison of different missing data sets

Al complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

IslandThorns - AshleyRails  0.860 1.475 1.163 1.198 1.274

IslandThorns - Llanederyn ~ 5.616* 5.880* 5.770* 5.752* 5.606*
IslandThorns - Caldicot 6.480* 6.480* 7.104* 6.797* 6.543*

AshleyRails - Llanederyn ~ 4.756*  4.405* 4.607* 4.554* 4.332*
AshleyRails - Caldicot 5.620* 5.006* 5.941* 5.599* 5.269*

Llanederyn - Caldicot 0.864 0.600 1.334 1.045 0.937
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Table 17. Multiple comparison of different missing data sets (continued)

Fe complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

Llanederyn - Caldicot 0957 0.787 0.812 0.823 0.968
Llanederyn - IslandThorns ~ 4.660*  4.490* 4.515* 4.795* 4.825*
Llanederyn - AshleyRails  4.860* 4.690* 4.715* 4.986* 5.049*

Caldicot - IslandThorns 3.703* 3.703* 3.703* 3.971* 3.857*

Caldicot - AshleyRails 3.903* 3.903* 3.903* 4.162* 4.081*

IslandThorns - AshleyRails  0.200 0.200 0.200 0.191 0.224

217 R FFARE LA 5T FEv 2 S5 (F)

Table 17. Multiple comparison.of different missing data sets (continued)

Mg complete~.5% - 10%  15%  20%

Llanederyn - Caldicot " 0971 (0,971 \=1.157  1.104  0.979
Llanederyn - IslandThorns 4152%‘ 4152*% 4.338* 4.149* 4.160*
Llanederyn - AshleyRaiIé _ 4.'220; : 4_.2220"_‘ .'4.473* 4.285* 4.304*

Caldicot - IslandThorns 3.181* ,3.181* 3.181* 3.045* 3.181*

Caldicot - AshleyRails 3.249* " 3.249* 3.316* 3.181* 3.325*

IslandThorns - AshleyRails  0.068 0.068 0.135 0.136 0.144

217 a FFARE LA 5T FEv 2 S5 (Y)

Table 17. Multiple comparison of different missing data sets (continued)

Ca complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

Caldicot - Llanederyn 0.093* 0.093* 0.093* 0.099* 0.094*
Caldicot - AshleyRails 0.243* 0.243* 0.243* 0.243* 0.242*
Caldicot - IslandThorns 0.269* 0.269* 0.269* 0.269* 0.258*
Llanederyn - AshleyRails ~ 0.150* 0.150* 0.150* 0.144* 0.147*
Llanederyn - IslandThorns ~ 0.176* 0.176* 0.176* 0.170* 0.164*

AshleyRails - IslandThorns  0.026 0.026 0.026 0.026 0.017
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Table 17. Multiple comparison of different missing data sets (continued)

Na complete 5% 10% 15% 20%

Llanederyn - IslandThorns ~ 0.197*  0.209* 0.198* 0.193* 0.190*
Llanederyn - Caldicot 0.201*  0.203* 0.214* 0.191* 0.195*

Llanederyn - AshleyRails ~ 0.203*  0.205* 0.216* 0.193* 0.204*
IslandThorns - Caldicot 0.004 -0.007 0.016 -0.003 0.005

IslandThorns - AshleyRails  0.006 -0.005 0.018 -0.001 0.014

Caldicot - AshleyRails 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.009

ZA L EA

¥ = & &£ Al4p k& +7(canonical analysis)

Hotelling(1936)+& 41 & J“Hprﬁé T g i ERGR - A P E I N
FOARME o - AL m#afﬁé .«g;z ﬂ?um% S H - BAp R R - H- g
R A2 R > L Al4p B r‘*ﬂ:“’l;-, 2 iff? mﬁﬁ FM&E s A HIF A p B X FHKE q
BY $HRPE LR PR )-(. S mﬁbﬂﬂ@ BgiRY SEIRPELD
R adp i Bl X L #B-Fﬁg..l'f’: B L A 4p BE 7% Bc(canonical
correlation) » £ ¥ 5% 3)4p B T S[4ra w RHAT § M o BB 7L T Ap
AR a5 - Wil arbk Lt dmade st BV ey -
RPEERFAAMDYS - NP EE > S5 - FRPEEPHAR X F DM

g ¥kt mES N F mEsRite s -

Bk s A XY BT iafo s HEe A u L E(X)=
E(va= , > Cov(Y¥= |, » Cov(X¥= , ; @ @ FHchk F#ELP 3
Cov(X,Y¥= |, o #hgthe 2 SERM &84 YT X f=V =b'Y - #
2. % & 3] % d(canonical variables) ; @ {5 7 U3t B 415 g B ok R
Var(U)=a'Xa - Var(V)=b'Zh - Cov(U,V)=aZlh - j&a -5 L 34

a.l
%“# Corr(U,V) = 25 (Johnson,2007) -
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i# * SAS 9.1 User’s Guild ¥ Example 20.1: canonical correlation analysis of
fitness club data <73 5 R FEFTAHL o BIE 20 =7 & X ol R oRl R
oo %4 A E (weight) ~ "EF waist) ~ #% 3 dc(pulse) ~ 5148+ (chins) ~ #r
P4z & (situps) ~ BFiE (umps) o BT il A LA Ko - KL LR
(physiological measurements) : #8 &€ ~ "&R] ~ "% fc; ¥ - SR 5 R kR
(exercises) ; 5188 m F ~ trfidz &~ g o L A 4R BE A 7R B8 Z| ST S A
VRt R TAPM 0 R P RER: BRESRMEEEL S U A
Brr Mtz BRI R LS 5 Vo Bt - ) Rk h
£ A 4p B T o

d & 18 kg ARFFTRTH IS LAAM Bl s 080 Ak F K
M5 0057 Ei2IEE T EBK - AT G KR OEIGREP S L A R BT 5 4p
B oo @ ak % 5% ~ 109%9e 15%F > #iiR 3] g < & A4 B s ) G

0.83+0.88 fr 0.87 » = #4p ¥ 38 - MR FApst - F LFLE oL d P

5 % 4 % 5% » 10%fr 15% ) Y P/ i # 510.0023 ~ 0.0015 fr 0.0055 » # i
,f;_t{‘ _}_ 5 _:E%iﬂ—"lf"g’.r !%’\éﬁ—'g }\—g 005’13“%\ i}ﬁ“’”’”
HERER RS SR |

S 4 R U VY 2 AR o B TR T S e

Bl A w2 L A %8 U chf 513 (-0.7754) e F]+ (1.5793) > @ "% 4% fcdeiT

0 (-0.0591) > ¥t U Sz 4 $28 o x4 5% ~ 10%fc 15% T » 7= {F $]4p

ik RHBEFEG AR HY X sk 150 E 2 fcF £ B AL (55
% -0.5423 ~ 1.4239 4r-0.0227) -

AL ARV AHAEETHA LG AL PTR e frlkF LR

7L o3I b olcE RO 0 EEQ v L FEEY 0 B A HEE F S HV

RIEV e 7+ B gciE § fi7-1

AEPERIAR A Vol B o e H By R4 R > 0716 7] 1.27 -

PR 2B B q R4k
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Table18. Canonical correlation analysis of different missing data sets

Wilks' Lambda U=(Physiological) V=(Exercises)
canonical correlation
Pr>F weight waist pulse chins situps jumps
complete 0.795608 0.0635 -0.7754 1.5793 -0.0591 -0.3495 -1.0540 0.7164
missing 5% 0.884887 0.0023 -0.8481 1.5544 -0.0524 -0.3395 -1.0991 1.1547
missing 10% 0.886916 0.0015 -0.8574 1.5872 -0.0176 -0.3981 -1.0803 1.2753

missing 15% 0.873771 0.0055 -0.5423 1.4239 -0.0227 -0.5344 -1.0806 0.9940




L2

% ~ & & % (covariance structure)

SAS hit 7 S EHEA Y BR AL F AV EA T > AV RF k2
RELHET > RF SEHMEEF E L BRI o P Ak
[ Rl 24 - £ 2 dch 100 ATF 4L £ GiBAgs 4 £ 10%1- 20%
o REFETH A THROE RELT AR o Sr i %&éﬁé—ﬁw B &

R s B T;‘;(unstructured covariance structure) ~ J& & ¥4k g f{;

)

(compound symmetry covariance structure) ~ % - & p i ek RS
(first-order autoregressive covariance structure)fe Toeplitz = eh& % #c 3 #

(Toeplitz covariance structure) -

SRR UL S T i L R
L=v(n|Z,|-In|S|+rSE! —p)#s ¥ Wi S ef o & > Aigd® 3 100-1=99 »
T, r BEOE FHEAEL S Z RV R > p R S BP0 e s 5o

P

LRI ’Lgﬁﬁéﬁ&é%ﬂpﬂ%ﬂS&*iﬁﬁo&ﬁfim

p+1
35 X gHcaEt 2 4p F (Morrison,1990 ) -

1 2 . . e b o e b
Ll:{l_M{zp—'—l_—}} =i Lyl 15.05,15?]‘3? » TIES & BRK 0

1.

T

TR ohs R 5 Ur it (trace) 3 AE(SAS » 2002) - 4eT
a f 021 021 041

2
d21 O3 032 042
2
@31 O3z 03 042

o4 T4z 043 J_f
R E L - PR 4 19 2l H $heEL s LR R KT
FLT ek B chE e s o2+ 2 595 040 BAR KA A 20
TR B s B A4 10%Fe 20%PF A7 17 2. & B lcEL o g2 17 | ahierL
BeF R FFA R 2 AR R A E @4 3 Y 430 0,05 Fk 2]
ThEREHI S E L RS B2 LA B R
H e

#ft
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2010, # R0 Rl R FFTHELLREGFE (EL s FHEH)
Table 19. Covariance parameters and estimates from complete data set

(unstructured covariance structure)

complete

covariance structure

. . L1% : 13.324509
of original setting

Prob( x5 _,s>L1)=0.4227514

7.787 1829 2199 1.708 3.226

1.829 3,542 2323 1248 1.147

2199 2323 7360 2431 0.587

1.708 1248 2431 7.818 2.963

3 9 1 3 ‘6 3.226 1.147 0.587 2963 5.741

a:Ll= {17#{2 p+1—i}}
6(N-1) p+L1]) Y,

2 B (I Ry R

e

% 20. # % 10%74¢ 15%7 #+

Table 20. Covariance eét'imates from 10% and 20% missing data sets

(unstructured covariance structure)

missing 10% missing 20%
L1°: 12583769 L1°: 14.694917
Prob( 4 45 >L1)=0.3655873 Prob( z2 . >L1)=0.5263921

9401 2291 3.064 2370 2581 9861 1968 2977 -0.374 4.031

2291 5276 2526 2435 2.459 1968 5.000 1899 1.897 2794

3.064 2526 6.135 2798 1.029 2977 1899 7316 2567 1.893

2370 2435 2798 8.408 3.666 -0.374 1.897 2567 9.845 3.858

2581 2459 1.029 3.666 6.001 4031 2794 1.893 3858 7.010

a:

L1= {1_;[2 p+l—iﬂ
6(N-1) p+l

32



2. RS SEBHE S SRR 28 B G &
18 ke (SAS, 2002) -

a2 4+ (ep] len] a1
] o + o (en] a1
] a] o2 + o1 a1
a1 a1 a1 a? + o,

RHERHs - 2 %ii 421 22 £ e LRI : RET
BRT e B e gcEd > E2ZF 2 EH5 01 BEB R A4
22 2 4 @ AErE e B R A A4 10% e 20%PF A7 17 2 & R BicEE o (7 T ehaE
PHEFfeREFTREI 2R R AT 23R ELF S B 0
0.05 > Flut 287t £ FHREH 50 & SRS RBBHET > L LIER

Tk
Ty ME R RS-

%214@+%&awgﬁww.7xe&edg
. er%* gc‘* rﬁ)
Table 21. Covarlance parameters qnd estrmates from complete data set
(compound symmetry covarrance structure)

complete

covariance structure L1%: 99523715
of original setting

Prob( y2 . >L1)=0.1772749

2 2 2 2 4984 2151 1.338 2.014 1.643
5 2 2 2 2151 4924 1779 1385 1.265
2 5 2 2 1338 1779 4594 1593 1.825
2 2 5 2 2014 1385 1593 4967 1593
2 2 2 5 1643 1265 1825 1593 4.087

33



% 22, 4% 10%fr 15% T #7i¥ 2 £ Rt B (R £ HfLohx RS )
Table 22. Covariance estimates from 10% and 20% missing data sets

(compound symmetry covariance structure)

missing 10% missing 20%
L1° : 18.409009 L1°: 14.120201
Prob( 4 45 >L1)=0.7582265 Prob( 72 _ >L1)=0.4835669

4789 1.732 1.420 0.908 1.419 4758 1.694 2322 2558 1.106
1732 4438 1504 1550 1413 1694 4007 1919 1.698 1.168
1.420 1504 4308 1517 1901 2322 1919 5393 2358 1.644
0.908 1.550 1.517 3.043 1.212 2558 1.698 2.358 4.660 1.550

1.419 1413 1901 1.212 4870 1106, 1.168 1.644 1550 4.452

¥3-7:‘|.

TS

3. %-mp ‘\1‘1'Eyﬁm" %ﬁi 1‘%

Bhigi o pur s ladfot o
2 HiEp L p R (SAS 2002) |- '

o

1 0 Iﬂl ;{]3
2| £ 1 p TP
a ) ]_
pe b p
PPt 1
PR RS - £ R A 23 P Rl £ REEE L RR R R
FALT SrhE A s PRCET > @2+ 5 5 5 08 4 LA X BT

AR o @ £ 24 2 4@ ABE A B8 & 44 2 10%e 200 5% A7 (7 2. & ke
oo IR E e B G L LR BT S Ay
5 07670276 > Flp- 2|97 X RHBH S ¥ - Bp Aok R
T oA X BTy B R
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g CEL R F ST

Table 23. Covariance parameters and estimates from complete data set

(first-order autoregressive covariance structure)

covariance structure
of original setting

complete

L1%: 19.596399

Prob( y2 . >L1)=0.8120321

1 12 U4 U8 116 1314 0503 0.157 -0.010 0.128
2 1 U2 U4 1B 0.503 0.865 0546 0238 0.140
v4e U2 1 U2 U4 057 0546 1.019 0491 0.346
Y8 W4 12 1 P25  =-0010. 0238 0491 1.044 0481
U6 18 U4 AR 41 0128 040 0346 0481 0956

a:lLl= {1-6(’:71){2 p+1—ﬁ}} :,,';F '

=

1 24, 3% 1001590 BT R L ¥ Fh i 2 E
(% B sl e 1f)

Table 24. Covariance estimates from 10% and 20% missing data sets

(first-order autoregressive covariance structure)

missing 10%

missing 20%

L1%: 18.585392

Prob( y2 . >L1)=0.7668598

L1%: 11.396217

Prob( v, >L1)=0.275965

1253 0737 0378 0311 0023 1074 0527 0238 0137 0.037
0737 1168 0596 0321 0008 0527 1112 0473 0278 0.25
0378 0596 1025 0639 0302 0238 0473 0895 0456 0.267
0311 0321 0639 1017 0458 0137 0278 0456 0.855 0.456
0023 0008 0302 0458 0785 0037 0125 0267 0456 0.750
ke {176(’“1_1)[2%1,&}}
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4. Toeplitz X ehk Rt 5 in AL > 2 P L B & 4P (SAS,

2002) -
G’z oy 02 O3
a1 C"z oy 03
oa 01 G’Z a1
oz O2 01 C"E
PR E B4 - £ Rics 2 25 SRl X REEL LRI RET
FLT ek B o chy g s riF 2+ 23 B 5 040 £ 5 X gEord
fole ot 26 = 4 aE A W A a4 10%Fr 20%PF 7 7 2 £ S HcE

BEfr R EFAART 0 A hB R dpl o hak % b5 10%T
H+ 2335060 AAEEmRE R4k T2 2 B8E Lk on it 4
20%P% > HcF BEERIT R A E AL > B r@ 2+ 2 AR 0,004 K4
foldeik T2 & REAEL A fepen Byt & Toeplitz = chk F#cgip™ - 4
4 )i 2000 o SRS R TAL 6 BB G T A R -

| - A
-

% 25. A f %ﬁ e ?‘}J“n LR E
(Toeplltz X m% FR L)
Table 25. Covariance parametgers and estimates from complete data set
(Toeplitz)

-T:\.

complete

covariance structure

S . L1%: 12.648332
of original setting

Prob( x5 _,s>L1)=0.3705599

6 1 2 3 4 5719 1418 1906 2.244 4.338
1 6 1 2 3 1.418 7.191 0.242 2477 4.249
2 1 6 1 2 1906 0.242 5678 -0.030 1.798
3 2 1 6 1 2244 2477 -0.030 5425 0.811
4 3 2 1 6 4338 4249 1798 0.811 7.150

TR
6(N-1) p+l
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2 26. 4 % 10%fr 15% 7 #7192 % fdciz - @ (Toeplitz < % § 4§

Table26. Covariance estimates from 10% and 20% missing data sets (Toeplitz)

missing 10% missing 20%
L1°: 15.860604 L1% : 4.4931454
Prob( 4 5 >L1)=0.6086239 Prob( 72 s >L1)=0.0043825

5.649 0.895 2.767 2.284 4.034 5945 0.697 2201 3576 3.759

0.895 6.944 1926 2321 3.310 0.697 5.994 0.697 1.949 2.956

2.767 1926 6.466 0.914 2907 2201 0.697 5.794 0.991 2.081

2284 2321 0914 479 1.421 3.576 1.949 0991 6.737 1.453

4034 3310 2907 1421 6.450 3.759 2,956 2.081 1.453 5.907

a: L1={17 ! [2p+l—i}}
6(N-1) p+l

e :-!!.i‘ I
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Bfoe o Wd BF RAETE TS JHATREA T 3 LR F (< 04) 0 B
ok SRR A RAGE R ] hL G 1S - T3 R BT
F oo WE AL v Rk BN TP R IR 20 B 10% e R A
B R BT AR AN R L RN G L B L 15%
fo 200pF » B2 2R3 S Lfer FFR LB pE < > LA L2241 805
3P PR frR B L A BT o

FlE AT fri A AT R Y - L TR T AT 0 fak & v b B%PF > 7
ﬂ7f,Lg:,fr.mﬁrA‘},_ﬁg,,,Fif«\f"07rr1 F1& 1 T ik 4}1'{?%41{§
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5% 10% 15% 20%

murder 2 1 4 3
rape 4 2 1 3
robbery 3 4 2 1
assault 4 1 2 3
burglary 2 3 4 1
larceny 1 2 3 4
auto theft 2 1 3 4
total 18 14 19 19
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