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AZgke tAlsks WHddl= o8 7] F77F =T, KLoSAdA = 1 5 37F4] o
oA (Multiple Imputation Methods)ol] thell 2o] 23S Ealo] 714 £& A= W
AFE ‘FHE dF Huol| 2AS s H(Hotdeck based on a modified predictive
mean matching)’ S % A 0.2 AT} o] & Little(1988)0] A|¢Her Lo 3t
9] thAH(Hotdeck Imputation) - 2] V| RANDS| Bell(1999)°] SAS MacroZ X 2171
slsto] ofe] 712 ZALAT] A8l ko gk AAE Ho gt o] WS A5
o] WMg tu ks Amd BAE HUE F bt = o2 A9 g 7EI A tiAAI)
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KLoSAIX = 7+ ASgkel tiste] 5719] k& tiAl|sh= ths-tiAl(Multiple Imputation)
£ ARSI wiiel] diAlE dHiolEl= s707F BT 570 thAlE HlolElolx o
WS, SHAE AR SHE the BT T Al AS@ES volgvitt
Fhol S 5 Y v = Ak [2'” 1]l Uehs A7 2 So] gl oy
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MERGE wO1_v10k wO1_i&

1
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H

1 %T0 5

ol
%MACRO fulldata;
DATA wO1_i&
BY pid;
RUN;
Y%END;

1) SAS Macro
Y%MEND;
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A 7 mee] FgHE ikl Hatoltth o] A AR WAl E4Kwithin

Lo Lo
imputation variance) .2 H-2t}. F HA| A RS
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L
A7t F4Hbetween imputation variance)©|2} F-E2t}. T 4o Bake] F gk

L
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-
AT 3RS 2 A%, o] Bae] Ufe BEE T (RIS nEd

1, A1 Y
7| BT ARE Vv E V:(Vo +Vobs) = At Vo=
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/4 N N
v, :(m_l)[H 1 IB_'"] & el Vy, A v, 0] A3ke] §18 1 w

m

& ol 3 49 Afes el o) v, = (1_7;13 {VCL:JV = vepdch
Ed oA71A 7, & 7, =(+1/m)B, [T, c2x A3 ejaje] 48 24 gol of
gk % H.o] Fi(fraction of information about pmissing due to nonresponse)© |2} E#TE &
T FRVF +-EEE WEEE -F3Xd ZAS A AldstAY Bape] 4lE T
T F Utk B3 o] B WA RSSO e thAd AR % AT ALk
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3. % H

Multiple Imputations A]§sle] THEIX m7e] AR Sl 24 mlle] F9439E
ok & AFAEe] AF ZE skl Algstr]e ojels F AeBE AA)
oe] 7] BAZE AN = o] AHE FFoh= Procedures Al Fstal Ut o & =
], SASS] PROC MIANALYZEE 9]¢} o] 449 259 BRFES
T3l Ttk 2 o] F85 BAIZE S RE vgsUiAlE A8E #43 & Bislke
GHM A&k o} B3 Schafer(1997)7F 7HEE NORMS EA| L& 1300]

HA o2 APu]= 2 A7]e] 2o R §1o] WAL FPsta BHE
Algstar J=d o] T2 2L http:/www.stat.psu.edu/~jls/misoftwa.html| 4] FE 2

= SASOHH Multiple Imputation®- 2 thA|E o8] 7]e] ARE o] &3t T
ALk, Sl AEALE 2 3|FREAAITY] Akl thEt dAIE Awetaat gt

A1 SASOA = o 7H-/] Al=ol| giste] L BEE A aL BA4S AAlstaat
sh= Ao o 7R ARE & e ARE TR T FHE ARl et gk 7ie
Procedure & ©|-§-5}<] X]-E‘?;v_ A Ak Aol 7Fssih ]% #3571 oA
A ASE g e AsE Tl 24 A" ARE Yehle WFE 72 &4 Al
£ TEoh "o AR AWM Z diAld AEE %Z]—E_Q} Aok 221
Hol o5 A, AlTd A Ase R HAR A" AE0A] vehls 783
41 wolimputation & 7FA|3L QleB = o] MR FAS Algshd Hr} o5 913
SAS T2 <3 3>3} Zth

(E 3) 5749| CHAIE CIOIEIE stto| HIOIEZ S&hok= SAS Z=39| of

DATA total;
SET wO1_i1_viOk wO1_i2 viOk wO1_i3 viOk wO01_i4 vi0k wO1_i5_v10k;
_imputation_=wO1imputation_;

RUN;

oA7|A AMEA ¥ ¥4 imputation 2 wOlimputation 2} FL 3 Mg2A] 7}
7tol AA5E A% § SASS] PROC MIANALYZEE ©|&3l0] AI5E B3 sl
Aol AHgsh] Hste] A=Ak




GiIA| 1) =SR] BB AL

(E 4) SAS ==2139]| 0f
» 2F A RE2Y cheg ALl
PROC SURVEYMEANS DATA=total;
VAR w01F085;
BY _imputation_;
ODS OUTPUT STATISTICS=stat1;
RUN;

« 2t A2l XIRHZ AHLE ctegd s S§sto] fXtze chkedy F3;
PROC MIANALYZE DATA=stati;

MODELEFFECTS mean;

STDERR stderr;

RUN;
SAS Procedure SURVEYMEANSY|A] BY ¥H4E Algste] ZF tiA|E At
Ake] T 2 TS ALK F olg BAIFES A e
ko)

244
stat1°]] X17‘]’O]- Itk o]

A E EASS-L Procedure MIANALYZES AR5l £31E] Q)] o wl MODELEFFECTS

ol B3 AT 9 7 e HH S JeEE He
W] AF20 Hie] FFoxE JeERNE stderr W
MIANALYZE:= <3 59 28 A= A|Z3lc)

rlr r-{n

me
= =
T= 1

o] ol K= nieh o] FgAkke] Tt 1023787 o2 Rt
2= 4246001t} FgARE] Hatol ek 95% 4122 (940.49, 1107.06)°-2 74]@54
oz FgAPrte] oolghs AF7MIL B A 7] 24.11, p-value”} <.0001 2 5% 2]~

Zajol M frelshl vebdc,

(& 5) SAS &1}

an< A 51L STDERR ]|
H} Procedure

3L AT
Rl Al

The MIAMNALYIE Procedure
Mode!l Information
Data Set WORK . STAT
Mumber of Imputations 5

Multiple Imputation Yariance Information

Yarianc
Parameter Betwaen Within Total OF

mean 7E. 883499 1711.837134 1802 .897333 1565
Multiple Imputation Mariance |Information

Relative Fraction

FParameter in ¢2$?§ﬁ§g Infoﬂ*giggﬁ Ef??é?é;gs
mean 0.053194 0.051716 0.9897v63
Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates
Parameter Est imate Std Error 95% Conf idence Limits OF
mean 1023 . V75555 42 . 460539 940. 4902 1107.061 1565
Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates
Parameter Mirm i mam Mas< i mum Thetal Paramet;ri?ﬁe¥26 Pr = |t]
mean 1012.992767 1033 . 3287458 o 24.11 =.0001
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(E 6) SAS ZZT39| 0of
« 2t A X2 ZE2MdA 7t5XE olS8t WAL
PROC SURVEYMEANS DATA=total;
STRATA wO1region1 wO1region2 wOlenu_type;
CLUSTER w01enu;
VAR w01F085;
WEIGHT wO1wgt;
BY _imputation_;
ODS OUTPUT STATISTICS=stat2;
RUN;
« ZF A E XAI2HE A LME Z2AHA JIEXE 0|85t Ea S S§eto] AXlEe S5tE A FH;
PROC MIANALYZE DATA=stat2;
MODELEFFECTS mean;
STDERR stderr;
RUN;

SAS Procedure SURVEYMEANS®|A] BY H5 Alg-ste] 2t tiAl e A58 2 384k
2k REAA 7FX S o] 43 Hit 2 HFAE AR T olE BAHES A8
stat2ol] Attt o] AAE EAZEL Procedure MIANALYZES AF8-3ke] E31% %)
t}. o] W] MODELEFFECTS®ol= B33 A% 0, (o1714E B2AA 71522 o
3 Hi)S JERE W means A5l STDERREO = W,,o AlF29) Hite %
22= Y& stderr HEE A FH At} Procedure MIANALYZEE <% 753 22 24
I AFgit

o] FolA B ule}l o] FgARIe] REAA 7SS o] &3 HHFS 1044.27%
Ao g Yeha EFURE 59.730|th FgAte] BREAA 715X S o] &3 Hitol
gt 95% 212 (927.19, 1161.34) 2 ALt oARH FgA4te] oolghes AF7Hd S
t-SA 2o 17.48, p-value’} <0001Z 5% Folaatol|lA] FolsiAd vepdtt




(E 7) SAS &t

The MIAMALYIE Frocedure
Mode!l Information
Oata Set WORK . STATZ
Mumber of Imputations 5

Multiple Imputation Yariance Information

Yarianc
Parameter Between Within Total DF
mean 38.539587 3521 . 403652 3567 .661157 23804
Multiple Imputation Yariance Information
Relat ive Fract ion
lncrease Mis=ina Belative
Farameter in Variance Informat ion Eff iciency
mean 0.013133 0.013046 0. 997398

Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates

Parameter Est imate Std Error 95% Confidence Limits OF
mean 1044 . 266333 59.729518 927 . 1921 1161 .341 23504
Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates
FParameter Minrimuam Ma= i muam Thetal Paramet;ri?ﬁeﬁga Pr = |t]
mean 1035 . 807531 1050. 103301 o 17.48 <. 0001

(GiIM 3) =AMl Ehigh &72A

s A, AR BAE YeillE I RdE AR 242 Ad63

(& 8) SAS =239 ¢f

x 2t AIRY 3|7 24 AA|;

PROC REG DATA=total OUTEST=outreg COVOUT;
MODEL w01F085 = w0O1gender1 w01a001_age;
BY _imputation_;

RUN;

« 2t AR 3|7 2o Z3te| S5
PROC MIANALYZE DATA=outreg;

MODELEFFECTS Intercept wO1gender1i w01a001_age;
RUN;

>

By
¥ o %

]

nma

SAS Procedure REGOlA] BY W15 AREsle] 2t tiAE A5 =2 3|AEAES A
< OUTESTE-= AH&-3ted A5 outregell 3|AAIT 2 3]AAIFS 524t 52
gt} of 7)ol A AE EAZFE-S Procedure MIANALYZE| A E3tale] St} o] uff &
szl she A A¥(Intercept) 3 Lol AES UYERE F W] Al S A
e 3ARE 247t Hn o]S MODELEFFECTS®ol UERHZET) 1714 Intercepts
Hrgo] ool 3] RFe] AH-S ofn|gitt.

<3 9ol H= upel Zo] 27y 2] AH(Intercept) 2127.83, AdH(wOlgenderl)?}
Lol (w01A001_age)2] 3|AAISE 217F -103.229) -13.242 Yeh, AA-E T3 A
A RFY FFEoAE 247t 26081, 21.51, 4182 S ETE AW B 7t Wig=e] 3917

— o
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(E 9> SAS &1t

The MIANALYZE Procedure
Mode ! Information
Data Set WORK . OUTREG
Humber of Imputations s
Multiple Imputation Yariance Information
e
Parameter Between Within Total oOF
Intercent 8gQ. 090203 EG955 53024 16224
wllaenderl [ERgdaz a4z . 27zas0 462 TEOEID 520,715
w2001 _age =0 eZ8d3a 16850509 la97224 25927.5
Multiple Imputation Yariance Information
Relat iwve Fract ion
I nCrease Mi==sing Belat ive
Parameter in wariance Infarmation Efficiency
ntercept 0.015955 0. 015523 0.996845
wh T SERaEr 0 053057 0073551 0.3954370
w2001 _age 00355583 0057522 o.393z632
Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates
FParameter Est imate Std Error 95% Conf idence Limits oF
Intercent 2127 . 827592 260 . 8132683 1616. 6505 2633.050 16224
wllgender1 =105 215014 2] SLige] —145.453 —50.3977 60,15
w01a001 _age —T15.Z2a0vz2 S T829v6 —21.4a3 —5.039 =9z7v. 5
Multiple Imputation Parameter Estimates
t for HO:
Parameter HMirimam M | mum Thetan Parameter=Thetal Pr = 1t]
ntercept 2051 . 4009353 21654 . 672953 u] G.16 <.0o01
Fhitisiaccie) —=111.897458 —97 . 8239171 u] —a.50 <.0001
wi1a001 “age —14.0734595 —1z. 245854 [s] —3.17 0.0016

F7F 071 AR AT 242} 8.16, -4.80, -3.172A4] 5 5% -FrolgEatoll A
BAR R frolshl vehdtt.

< T°lHE AHES Oﬂﬁlﬂ 735 éij Q13H Tﬁﬂlr:
T2) 3 et A|(Single Imputation)Z} & HoJE1 S ARg-g Aol e A3gko
dthe B8-S Ntk Rl T BEeAtE HaFske wAE 7
o} 181t} KLoSAS] thsthAlE dlolele Aol tigh B3-S AdskA vt
Fat7] el AR AL FES & F T
SEtA el tigh Hoh A1E< 14%—&: nFstATFad AL E3 o)A (http:/
klosakli.rekr)ol Al tgdito} & 4= gich(Hlol8] 2 Eaxle} ARgA} QRYA 7} A|F= o
919, G KLoSA A|17 71224} 1) 1\3% A}%XM Aol e N Sl bg
{11 HelEl e % Joi3) APk elo] MAES Mg 2gTo R FAS,
ATAE, BEARY, FEA A o) NS Flee] wED Fold. g
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