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ABSTRACT

Logistic regression analysis is a technique for predicting the probability of an
occurrence of a particular event when the dependent variable is qualitative. Data from
both quantitative and qualitative sources can be used as the independent variable. It
has been used in a wide range of sciences. In particular, in the case of medical data,
missing data can lead to a loss of trust in patient evaluation and make it impossible
to classify people according to their level of health or disease. Furthermore,
multicollinearity between independent variables can lead to misleading results.
Therefore, the objective of this research is to study the efficiency of missing data
imputation methods for logistic regression when multicollinearity occurs. The missing
data imputation methods considered in this research were : mean imputation (MEAN),
multiple imputation (M), k-nearest neighbor imputation (KNN), random forest
imputation (RF), stochastic regression imputation (SRI), and bayesian linear regression
imputation (BRI). In this study, the simulation was done with sample sizes of 20, 50,
100, 150, 200, 500, and 1000, and the percentages of missing data were 10%, 20%,
30%, and 40%. The estimated mean square error (EMSE) was used to compare
efficiency. The results showed that when the sample size is large and there is a high
percentage of missing data, the RF method is most effective. The EMSE rises when the

percentage of missing data rises and falls when the sample size decreases.
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B M %ﬁmsﬁﬁagamﬂwma 9 @INRATAINBUNISUNUAT Missing values 27
10 wu dnslyveyainveyadiauysaasuniu fervasmanevoyaiinisly enafinisly
Machine learning models 1uselunsmeaUssanaiivangay
FeUsznaume 3 Jumau (Dong & Peng, 2013) fil

Funoud 1 fie ﬁwmiﬂismmm%@nﬂaqmmaLwiaz'i'% Lﬁ@TﬁLﬁuﬂ;m%agaﬁamﬁaj

Funouil 2 fio 3Lﬂiﬂgﬁ6§@;ﬂaLLﬁiawmwﬂﬁ’u Lﬁaﬁwmﬂizmmhﬁaaﬂaq@ma

Funoud 3 e sammwaé’wémagﬂmﬁiﬁmuéﬁauﬂaq@maﬁu’wm
Tunsiselundeiiss M lalatunouves MICE Fsuusoonidu 6 Funausl

1. 1% Simple imputation Lmuﬁﬂqz:y,mﬂéjw?% MEAN %3035n1%1a Iunmsﬁjayja
f-ﬁﬁgm,mul,%ﬂm;w Simple imputation Funm “procurator”

2. 9101y “procurator” YoeA AU ABINITIINTZUIUNT MICE %Qﬂﬁﬂﬁjtﬂu
missing values 8nass fuUstidenan “var”

3. fauwds “var” %gﬂi%l,ﬂuﬁmﬂimm uazdulsdu 1 Hemmmasduiuysdass v
MSIATIEANIS0R00Y WeMFILUUYWIEd S UR LIS “var”

4. dloladuuuyinunenuas an “procurator” ¥aIALUT “var” %g_]mmuﬁﬁy’w A
Fruneiinaniauuy wazlyaiueavessaus “var” Wufudsdassdmiuntsmsauuy
Mueesslls “var” fdaly

5. Vidauntuneud 2-4 ilemdnuuinuevesndiuls “var” Afangayvoau
NAfIUS “var” Qmamﬁmﬁu’mm

6. iadauATUROUT 2-4 WWomiwuuvingluwaarseu mgluunazsousauuy

198lAviueMUdsukUadly



sysBP  diaBP  heartRate diabetes 5sBP  diaBP  heartRate  diabetes sysBP  diaBP  heartRate  diabetes
5 @ 3 sysBP @
5 NA.

150 | NA [ [ 50 | (977 65 0 150 | 977 65 0

130 5 g Mean imputation 130 & 5 ( 1 ) back to HA. 130 84 5 1
- .

NA. | 8 75 1 tse7)| o8 75 (na)| o8 75 1

190 | 100 NA 1 190 | 100 (223 ) 1 90 | 100 228 1

@l Bayesian Linear Regression
sysBP ~ diaBP, heartRate, diabetes

sysBP  diRBP  heartRate  diabetes sysBP  diaBP heartRate  diabetes sys8l dliaBF eartfate  diabetes
NA 0 diaBP @ 150 | o7, 5 0 Linear Reg. 150 977 65 0
1

150 65 .7

130 P 25 back to NA. 130 2 85 1 ~ Predict sysBP 130 8 85 1
160 9% 75 1 (150 ) 98 75 1 (Draws from the NA 98 75 1
150 100 228 1 150 100 228 1 posterior predictive 190 100 228 1

l Linear Regression. distribution )
diaBP ~ sysBP, heartRate, diabetes@

T e R
150 | NA 65 [ Lm?r Rg_g' 150 95 65 0 hartRate 150 95 65 0
130 | a4 a5 1 Fredict diai? ®; 10 | & 8 1 back to NA _‘ m | m e i
160 8 75 1 (Draws from the 160 58 75 1 160 98 ] 1
190 | 100 228 1 posterior predictive 190 | 100 228 ! 10 | 100 | (NaA) 1

distribution ) @l Linear Regression

heartRate ~ diaBP, sysBP, diabetes

58P dBP  hearthate  dlabetes @ sysBP  claBP  heartRate  clabetes
150 | 95 &5 0

150 95 65 0 150 95 &5 0 Linear Reg. e

130 a4 a5 ( 0 ) - the same for diabetes 120 84 as 1 Predict 139 84 as 1

160 | 98 75 1 Diabetes back to NA 160 | 98 75 1 (Braws from the 160 | 98 75 1

190 100 99 1 diabetes ~ heartRate, diss®, sys8F | 1gp 100 ( 99 ) 1 paosterior predictive 190 100 NA 1
Predict diabetes distribution )

;sﬂﬁ 2.1 fre19nsfuIads Multiple imputation

MI wdwasnsndidnenmwglanan1sfnuinimiunsunnekazansisaauiidveya
gaumnefianugnaewIngvy 1e191n38n1siidunsasanveyaTuNIMaIe YR Lasun

(%

AveyagymelulaaryATeyanIuANUIEINMIKUUNIETANINzaN uaziilesainly

o 9

a S|

MAelivszneulumeveyaidausinauazveyaenanm daulun1sdnn1snigds Mi s
o duisnsiilulszansnmmuaglnanugnaesminegauvesuuunvadfnleiueveya
geymednaly (Azur et al. 2011)

3. K-nearest neighbor imputation (KNN)

38 KN Wudsilasuanuienesnnn esnduisineuasiivszdnsnmdnis
nilanhunlyuszanu lngveyanazduilssununiiureyafigymenssdanuduiusiy
Wemnansduwuuiiaes gidenesimuna k Wislelunisinnsanveyatieslnaiign @

¥ g [ d' A o o o ¥ Y '
szmoududuiuuin lae k =+/c e ¢ Aedwiuadunaiifiveyansuoiu iy k =3
A a ¥ o aa L. . ¥ d' & o o &
ABWINTUNANITYDYA 3 AILTNNUAT Euclidian distance UBENHA TIUVUADUAIU

(Troyanskaya et al., 2001)



1. AMUUAAT Kk

sysBP  diaBP
132 83.5
206 92
96 63
1795 114
NA. 71
114 76

1435 81
190 99
123 76.5
134 80

<

heartRate diabetes

75 0
76 1
65 0
90 0
88 0 Y15 k Ao

° : k=vJc=+9=3

75 0

100 1
60 0
88 1

UM 2.2 f10819n13AUINTT K-nearest neighbor imputation

2. AMUIUMTEEEIIENI199AA875 Euclidian distance serinavayaiiiinnngey

MenneINsiasaniuveaiianuanysa faauns Ussson & Wohlin, 2006)

e

dist(R,R;)  wnu
p WU
X WU
Xi.s WU

dist(R,, R,) = +/(71—83.5)? + (88 — 75)? =18.0347

dist(R, R)) = 3%, ~x;.)°

TLYENNTEVINVOLALNIN | UAVOLAUAIN |
PuINmLUTBasEveyalanuauys
AVBYATIAANITEY WA | ARAWNUN s
¥ aa ¢ . o O
AYRLANIHANENYT WA | ABSUUTN s

R sysBP diaBP  heartRate

R1 132 83.5 75
dist(Rs, R,) = \/(71— 92)° + (88 — 76)* = 24.1868 R2 206 92 76
dist(R,, R,) = /(71— 63)? + (88 — 65)° = 24.3516 R3 96 63 65
_ R4 1795 114 90
dist(R,, R,) = /(71-114)? + (88 —90)? = 43.0465
R5 NA. 71 88
: _ _ 2 _ 2 _
dist(R,, R,) = /(71— 76)? + (88 —88)2 = 5.0000 = 114 = -
dist(R;, R,) = +/(71-81) + (88 — 75)? =16.4012 R7 1435 81 75
dist(R., R,) = /(71— 99)? + (88 —100)° = 30.4630 R8 190 99 100
/ R9 123 76.5 60
dist(R,, Ry) = /(71— 76.5) + (88 — 60)? = 28.5350
(ReRa) =( )+ ) R10 134 80 88

U7 2

(2)

diabetes
0

o o o

3 F19819N13AIUINTD K-nearest neighbor imputation (9)



3. 1389 UTEEEMITEINATIRATUNAINVBYATINATIaAANTIUIY K
R sysBP diaBP heartRate diabetes  Dist  Sort

R6 114 76 88 1 5.0000 1
R7 1435 81 75 0 16.4012 3
R10 134 80 88 1 9.0000 2

d % ! o ad . . . '
JUN 2.4 19819NTANUIUID K-nearest neighbor imputation (#e)

4. Uszanauanveyagaingatnataievesveyaiioglnanian faaunis

o i=1
X = " (3)
lne
%; WY ANveseyaguvnelavnnsussnuauy
° Ao YA a S P D |
k Wy uuinvualiieiiaisanaeylnafian
X; WU AveYaANyTNTIszesvndlnanianvesilUsninsay e
R sysBP diaBP heartRate diabetes L
R1 132 83.5 75 0 izawwﬁiﬂaﬁqm 3 /1 A
R2 206 92 76 1 diSt(R5, Re)
R3 96 63 65 0 .
R& 1795 114 90 0 dist(Rs., Ry)
RS 1305 71 88 0 dist(Rs, Ry,)
R 114 76 88 1 Tuhe AUszanantnaInds KNN Ao
R7 1435 81 75 0 k
X.
RN S S I : . _ Zl | _114+1435+134 o0
RO 125 765 60 0 A= T 3 =130
R10 134 80 88 1

4 o ! o aa . . . '
UM 2.5 A1981INTATUIUID K-nearest neighbor imputation (#©)

4. Random forest imputation (RF)

35 RF arunsalylunisussanamiagmieveseyandanuduiusifuaulas

AnuduiuslugaulanaransalylanweyadsUunauasauninsiuiadilylaalunsain

¥ = v o “a ! ] Aad ' . = o a a
voyalmuduiusidany Tulusunsy R egluwiininanided missForest aiuszansamly

'
= (%)

nsUszInaugymesyluseiunnaglanisgymevesveyai sedulunasaunaseRugs
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1Ao7 95 UNeaInanNIS 99935 RF (Stekhoven & Biihlmann, 2012 Thongsri & Samart,
2022a, 2022b) fisi

1. AUVUITHYLAGYMIEILYNUNUAINIEANAAY (Mean) duTuvayaldauTunm

wagguiley (Mode) duiuveyaidenmnn

sysBP diaBP heartRate diabetes sysBP diaBP heartRate diabetes
132 83.5 75 0 132 835 75 0
206 92 76 1 206 92 76 1
96 63 65 0 96 63 65 0
1795 114 90 0 1795 114 90 0
NA. 71 88 0 ‘ 14644 71 88 0
114 76 88 1 114 76 88 1

1435 81 75 0 1435 8l 75 0
190 99 100 1 190 99 100 1
123 765 60 0 123 765 60 0
134 80 88 1 134 80 88 1

_132+206+96+...+123+134
. 9
§1Jﬁ 2.6 §198719N13AUITS Random forest imputation

Mean =146.44

2. nszuaunsunuAtazymusulnesssnueglvinanieanunluues ves
éwé’uw‘isﬁa;&aqmmms{azﬁaufds (;hLLUiﬁ’ngJ;ﬂﬂEJSLG?ﬂﬁLLV]umﬂﬂ%Lﬁuﬁ’JLL‘lJimﬂfL‘Llﬂﬁﬁ;N
$IWUU Random forest %Q%@Qﬁ%@%ﬁﬂﬂ%gﬂLL‘l/luﬁWﬂﬁﬂﬂ’]iﬁWU’]EW;’wﬁ’JLL‘U‘U Random
forest Ingvhluazaumosnsitivung 2 Tu 3 vealszuns

sysBP  diaBP heartRate diabetes

132 83.5 75 0

206 92 76 1 sysBP  diaBP heartRate diabetes

96 63 65 0 190 99 100 1

179.5 114 90 0 Random forest model 96 63 65 0
146.44 71 88 0 123 76.5 60 0
1435 81 75 0 206 92 76 1

190 99 100 1 1435 81 75 0

123 76.5 60 0

134 80 88 1

A o ! o aa . . '
JUN 2.7 feoy19n1sAuiails Random forest imputation (99)
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3. Inegnveyadzwutoanidu 2 aiu laun Yaveyadlunuaigyme Seni “ya

VBUARNKU” Uagyavayainuagyie Sena “yaveyavinuig”

sysBP diaBP heartRate diabetes sysBP  diaBP heartRate diabetes
132 83.5 75 0 190 99 100 1
1795 114 90 0 96 63 65 0
114 76 88 1 123 76.5 60 0
1435 81 75 0 14644 71 88 0
123 76.5 60 0 206 92 76 1
134 80 88 1 1435 81 75 0
qﬂﬁ‘agaﬂns\lu 'qﬂﬁ'agaﬁﬁmﬂ

A U ! o aa . . !
JUN 2.8 feoe19n13AIaIIE Random forest imputation (99)

4. nsruuNsULAEneafneidefuUsifveyagymelagnunuana Tlufazay
M98 1 ade Kadunszurunisunuaagyingludgnanaunseitan Normalized root mean
squared error (NRMSE) 984n15unun1afsa1aauaszafaneuvundaniiudu dufoan
NRMSE, fiauinnaian NRMSE,, (pedi t fie sqmsgaagaﬁlﬁmmt,wﬁwam Random
forest) nszurumsiisagnyn lnstnfazinisue 56 ads Telagavoyaiilasunsuny

AiifTiga (Oba et al,, 2003)

mean((x{rue - Ximp)

NRMSE = ()
Var(x{rue)
lagi
= ' - Yo ' Y ' a
Xirue Ao A1 X Ngaeuaslasunisunuagyyenisnaie
Ximp Ch AMUTELNUBIRILUS X NlAankuUTIaed Random forest
var(X,,.) Ch ANAMULUTUTIUVBY X,

Famsinunstugaveyaiilaluluunazyn Ineniunisnnnos uaunients
annevapiafnAtusyiulssnmussunaziuls Ssnssuaunamanigniuisuiieulaglya
NRMSE

5. Stochastic regression imputation (SRI)

3 SRl uiBnnsiilyaunisonnes ngaveyaTinsTuAVaYavoyaTIaNy T Feaxd

NSRNNIUVBIAIAAIAAFDUEY (Residual term) LwunludiuunsanneesiounUseuin
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Ageymeresianys tiemanunususiuinilnaid satuanuduasanniy wag SRI 6o

wuun1sanaey fell (Enderers, 2022; Thongsri & Samart, 2022a)

Y =6+ BX + BXo +.. 4 BX, € (5)

laed
' Ag AVIWIEINFIMUUNITNNLE (Regression

model) Yea¥nUaYaTIaNYT
BB, AD ANUTTUUYRIENUSEANDNITanaDY
Xy X AR fwUsYugvRIvRYadLYT

Y Y

e Ag AIUTENIMYRIAIAAIALAG BUAL LABTINITRINUAS

Usni aadsidu 0 wazanuuysusumAuay
wsUnuveseunaairdevluatnsannee
6. Bayesian linear regression imputation (BRI)
miamam%ugmwuwsj (Bayesian linear regression imputation) WJudndauuy
nilsfiannsotulyla Tnsgaysunsvasnisannesduaunuuius lludunsminadns
Wies 1 A1andnuy waidunisivunnisuanuasniends (Posterior distribution) ¥
wmsiwesandauvuidulula Ussuimniain Probabilistic distribution fvuAAsNTg
annosdaaulaslyniswaniasernuiasdu daasunnasandanuunisannosidaay
(Linear regression) Aaidunisuszanmangaidsndmiunadnsdeiufenussanuiiauns
duldlaundian egrdlsfnumndyaveyaruiadnoiasznesuaninitszanudunis
nszaneaidullla Uadhav et al,, 2019)
funeunssniunu 38 BRI duiunisded
1.fwun Prior distribution 11 B~ N(Bcom,var(ﬁcom))
Toe B, Ao é’mﬂ3gﬁw‘§miamaaﬂizuwmmﬂﬁm%aaﬂaﬁlﬂﬁéﬂqzy}ma
2.au f# 1000 A5 slaely35 Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) i 9@319
Posterior distribution
3. dAanadsres f Alannnisquen wlaluaunisannesdaauiiomaiysvanm
voamgae lensunuaveyadnvneaninsnlalaesrludalulusunsy R Tasds MICE

FM5IUE1ALeYN 5 AT
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2.2 yifeiliAaves

Tumsfamstureyagymeinainvarsislmdenly msfinnsuniandenlyisle
Juayfudnvnzvssteyagamefiiatyu mnidenisilumnzanenniilugninfiuaiai
ﬂm@LﬂﬁauuazqﬁylﬁmzﬁummL%'aﬁ’ulﬁy Tngluraedinugun ladeuiseludnuasns
WisuifleudssAvsnmismsunuaanmeiiuanamsiuly Faneumnillafonadeludnuoe
mafisuiisulsdnamisnmsunuagameluiuuunsonnesasiainiiduydasy
Arwduiusiulng Meeyai (2016) laltinadindsnsunuaigayme 535 laun 33 Listwise
deletion, Mean substitution, Regression imputation (RI), SRI gz Ml I@aﬂ’liﬁf’lam%@ga
f198199U7a 10, 20, 30, 40, 50,100, 250, 500, 1000 uaz 2500 laediulsdasy 2 /7
vualniAnveyagymeuufulsdass fssduiendunnsgame 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%,
50%, 60%, 70% wag 80% TusUwuuNITEMIBLUY MCAR, MAR Uag MNAR Han13338
WuI3E MI InuseAnsnmifian Ssaonaaasfunuideves Tsiampalis and Panagiotakos
(2020) ‘lﬂyﬂlﬂ?mﬂﬁﬂ’jgﬂ’]iLL%uﬁﬁ@jﬁy‘wﬂEJ 7338 laun 35 Complete case analysis (CCA),
Proration, Score mean imputation (SMI), ltem mean imputation (IMI), Person mean
imputation (PMI), SRI kag M Iﬂﬂﬂ?ii%%@%ﬂ%ﬂ?ﬁﬁ’mEJIN’Mﬂ ATTICA epidemiological

study Faduannsinsyaunissulsemuemsuwazanzidulsaduas lnslulnazinnsinag

¥ 1
av A o )

fiadeane 9 Aalunsusaidiu Samidsedimulndaselusnazias Tadususbassid
msasvesteya waznsdulsanrudulafings (du/ludw) Wududsmy wamside
W21 M 1ﬁﬂszﬁm%ﬂwwﬁﬁq® uavdiaannaesfuNLATaTes Xu et al. (2020) lnlvinaia
3‘§ﬂ13Lquﬁ’1qmma 4 53laun 33 Direct deletion method, Mode imputation, Hot-deck
imputation (HD) kag M ’LusqmsuyaagjaLmuaaumumﬁm?mm 340 1oy ﬁqmmyaga Self-
acceptance scale (SAQ), Sqm%ayja Activities of daily living scale (ADL) wag sqm%a%a Self-
esteem scale (RSES) Inglunyavaya SAQ uaz ADL Lfunqud1ans (Simulation group)
AmuaUes i un n15g e 5%, 10%, 15% way 20% LLazsqmﬁuyaga RSES IﬁjLﬂUﬂ’q’u
n339a8U (Validation group) MuuasULUUNTEYMIELUY MAR nansidewuan3s Miln
UszAnSnmifianuiy Turnsflnuidenes Kokla et al. (2019) lnltmafindsnisunuan
geuny 9 32laun 33 Metabolomics: ZERO, Mean, Minimum value (MIN), Half minimum
(%MIN), Singular value decomposition (SVD), Probabilistic principal component
analysis (PPCA), Bayesian principal component analysis (BPCA), RF kag KNN Tun1sunu

AN MIEYRITINIUA A NYMrYedlulana Tilnanen1sUouveyatuunuelaina


https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Tsiampalis+T&cauthor_id=32513107
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Panagiotakos+DB&cauthor_id=32513107
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(Metabolomics data-analysis) Tuigaa wan15358wua138 RF ndsedninmifian 4
aonnaesfuLATees Hong and Lynn (2020) laltinafinisnisununigayme 2 T8laun
38 Predictive mean matching (PMM) wae RF Tngluveyadiaosmneadiinlunisfinugias
uz1§aiu TuzUuuunISqMELUY MCAR, MAR oz MNAR Han15338mu2135 RF In
UsvAnBnmiianlusuuuy MAR Snitadiaennaasiunuifeues Epp-Stobbe et al. (2022)
1516&%%’5%mmmuﬁwqmma 10 381aun 53 Daily team mean substitution, KNN, RF,
Support vector machine (SVM), Neural network, Linear, Stepwise, Lasso, Ridge, k& ¥
Elastic net TuﬂﬂiLqumqﬁgmmaﬂﬁaLLUiﬁaiﬂﬁTLLﬂ' Match number, Player, Opponent,

a

Total distance, Player time WLaig Contact count fifiBnsnalun1siaa Rate of perceived
d

i
v A

exertion (RPE) w89infiwnsnd fAszauilesifunnisaume 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 25% uay

Y
30% Tuguwuu MAR nan1533emudds RF Tudseansnmangauiu

2.3 ASOULKIAANISIVY

L ]

o [
/ > vayadnnuduiusiaauny \ [ Haao ]

(Multicollinearity)

YUIAAIDYNS '
|~ o1 EMSE
6 d 6 v
WoslunNSgngvesveya

WMsUsEIUAIEYY

YV V V V

JULUUM T AIY

\_

A a a v
U 2.9 nsoulWIANNITINY
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|
unn 3

- adca o
IBLUYVIDINY

nsfnwaTliiingusrasaiveAnyiUseuiigulseansnmisnisussanaangayme

¥
a v =

vosulsdasgluiuuunmsannesasdafniiveyaiinuduiusidauny §3dedelafimun
TAnunI9e Fellseazdenlunisaiiunisiine el
3.1 TURBUNNTILATIEVUBYA

PE%

3.2 wisesanlylun1simaevveya
& - «v
3.1 TuRBUMIIATITNVRYR

3.1.1 #29819UaLN1Tq NATWNU TRV By ad g eluv ey adians (Simulation data)

P

#IT8lndnanveyanuan U Tagving 1000 asslulnazanIun1sunley

(%

TUsunsy RStudio nelnaniunisunedl

3.1.1.1 @s1eaudsdaszaus (X, Xy, X3)ﬁﬁmﬂmmmﬂiﬂﬁmmgm Fefife
X, ~N(0,1), X, ~N(©O,1) 48z X, ~N(0,1) Tngazasiafauusdasy X, wag X, 4
AuduRUsITaauny (Multicolinearity) §efunasiu Tag X, 1in91nn1sauiauys
X, ~N(0,1) + (10X,) TneAdusyavsanduius (Correlation coefficient) semnafiuys
ase X, waz X, fAuniu 0.95

3.1.1.2 ag’mm%yjaﬁﬁmmé’mﬁ’u%’umSFLGT@]’@LLUUﬂ’]iamasaa%aa nninie lng
fvunAduUsEansnisannes By =1, B =1, B, =1uag B, =1 ﬁﬁaLLUUﬁaﬁ(Boateng
& Abaye, 2019)
— exp(By + BiXi + BoXs + BiXs)

L+exp(fy + BiX + BoX, + B3Xs)

(6)

X

Tned

Lo P B, wax f; A fulszavsnisannoy

T, Ao mmﬁwwﬁu%mﬂmﬁmmamaaﬂﬁaﬂ%

3.1.1.3 a%w"hLL‘LJimmﬁﬁmiLLﬁ]mLﬁNLL‘U%iéaﬁ Y ~ Ber(r,)

3.1.1.4 Lﬁaﬂﬁaaémmﬂm'ﬁmsqlmaém'wa (Simple random sampling) NMAUAYUA

Feens (n) Wiy 20 50 100 150 200 500 uag 1000
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3.1.1.5 asvaun1sannosaedannUszunaiiienan /?b(t) 1ny /?b(t) flo dulszdns
mmmaasnhs:mcwuaa%a;ﬂaﬁ’saéwﬁlﬁﬁqugmaiuiauﬁ t

3.1.1.6 fvuaeduanIgame 10%, 20%, 30% uay 40% vuiulsdass Tny
SULUUNTERYMaLuUyU MCAR, MAR wag MNAR anuaay

3.1.1.7 Ussmmm%a;gaLLaSLmum%aagangmsmn’i%msﬂszmmqugmaﬁgq 6 35

3.1.1.8 a59aunsanneyasdainUseananitonan Bow g Bo Ao SuUszans
msfwmaEJUwmzwuaﬂszja;ﬂaﬁaaéwﬁﬁﬂmmumq@m&JLLgﬂmaUﬁ t

3.1.1.9 AuImuA1 EMSE ﬁ]’]ﬂ%%ﬂﬂiﬂi%m’]mﬁ’]iﬁ@%’]ﬁlﬁﬂ 6 35 Tngnnsviig 1000 Ads
Tuunazaniunisel
3.1.2 Maguiuseeyagamnelureyaie (Real life data)

%@gaﬁﬁwmﬁnmLﬂum%aaﬂaQ%Qﬁmmm%s{ammmzmﬂ www.kaggle.com fisin
nnnmsAnwlsaialauaslsavasadonvesdssymuludlosnien Ssuuasyeng Jelu

[

MudTeineimsAnudadefidnanenisidulsauimu Tnefvuniesamsu 443 au
dmunAdeiihfulsdasysnu 3 & Adsvinanonisidulsauimiu Ao Anuduves
Hongagauaizialavasansiuia (Systolic blood pressure), Arwduidondisanvmziala
WeIa1IAaNUH QﬁaﬁoUckﬂood[me5ﬂﬂe)uazﬁhiﬂﬂﬂiu;u%aﬂﬁﬁiﬂ(Heaﬁlate)%@ﬂaﬂu
éﬁ’uLﬁam?fm‘l’wqmsumzﬁ’ﬂaﬁaaéwﬂm8(51”3 (Diastolic blood pressure) WAZSATINIIAUYDS
#3114 (Heart rate) WududsiifianuduiusiBaauny (Multicollinearity) Fefuuaziu Tae
AduszAvSanduius (Correlation coefficient) sevinsnusudaniimanuasialanas
annaefuarsnsinsauvesialafinnafu 0.82 §snsidulsaiuimanunayludu
Tsawvnmidusuusmudeganndifissaen svuslmdy 1 dedulsmuimu uay

u 0 dieluladulsauimanu Avualuinisgeymigguuuy MCAR MAR wag MNAR Tugn

'
a

uUsBaseits 3 i fiszduesidunnisgamie 10% 20% 30% uay 40% VeIVUINFIDENS
MniulssnuAgymeniBnsUssaegena 6 3
3.1.3 MaFeulfisulssangnmesadinisussunungyme

Fuama EMSE 1n38n1sUssanmangamiena 6 33 taen1svindn 1000 adsluumas
a01un"3al Lﬁam%'smLﬁauﬂizﬁwﬁmwmaq3%‘ﬂ'ﬁé”ﬂmﬁquww&J é’qqmﬁ{aiﬂﬁ(Torabi &

Rao, 2013)
1 1000 3

EMSE(S) = 152> (Buy = Fry)’ ™
t=1 b=0


http://www.kaggle.com/
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Wiguieuusgansnin laefiansanainan EMSE 35n1sUseananngaymeisiaian

EMSE #1171 wane3n3snisuseanaimnaginetuiliussansaimanin

v

\Wasnnsnyaveyaiinnuduiusidaauny (Multicollinearity) @aiunaziu 913

a £ Y A

AINARBAILUUNITONNDY F91UAD IvaINananduUIEaNoN1TanneY fetu nsidenlyan

'3 1%
a

EMSE daidugnsfifinisiuiananisseninsandulse dvsvesweyanluinnagvisuasan
duUszdnsvesveyaniinisunuatgymienal Jsdanumazauwazananlunisidenty

dusuanuied



z a ¢V o o a v 4’
314 wmaumﬂLﬂi’nzmay’auam‘lﬂaunummsml,uums AU

bSUAY

A\ 4

AnunIUIAUTEEINg (N)
1,000 records

A 4

asednlsdase 3 (X, X,, X;)

X, ~ N(0,])
Toedl X, ~ N(0,2) + (10X,)
X, ~ N(0J)

y

ANUAAIFUUTEENTN DA DY

By =15 =10, =1luag f, =1

A 4

asyaveyanelafmiLuunIsanneaedafnninia

_ exp(,BO + ﬁlxl +132X2 + ﬂBXS)
1+ exp(By + BiX + ByX, + BiXs)

\ 4

anamuUsmuniinisuanuausyad Y ~ Ber(z,)

A 4

fvuAILIAS9E1 (n) WU 20, 50, 100,
150 200, 500 tag 1000

v

wiluuN1sanneaeiafnUssnauasAu fyy,

Y

'
= [y

AMNUANSFYMINEVBIVBYANTEAU 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%

¢ ¥

o & -
:J,UVI 3.1 TUNBUNITILATITNVDYA
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<«

) 4

Tl
1 t <1000
ANUIUAT EMSE WiiawUSauniiau .
a a aa IGU
UsLaNTANVDIINITUTZU
quymaﬁa 653 MUUATULUUNTEYMIENS 3 WUY
A MCAR, MAR 1ag MNAR WATENALNU
v ¥ aa Y a
VOYAVANTFYMIVUUAILUTOATY

dugansvinau

\ 4

ibminveyanisaymelusunusinimvue

l

UsEanumgmenazuNuAYeyagmene SN sUTEINMAN

gayyneiia 6 35 Ao MEAN, MI, KNN, RF, SRI, BR

\ 4

PIFIUUNITONDD8ADIIANUTEU0

DA L3

I3 * ° A A

UM Sy wOEAIUIUAT E (Lo — Bow)’
b=0

t=t+1

(%
v

< - ‘v -
JUN 3.2 TumpunTiATIZUTeYa (A0)
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4 LA a L4
3.2 iefaafleflylunsiinneuveya
Baszvvayalaglylusunsu RStudio Version 4.2.0 lunisw3esuiiieudsednsam
Y9IINTUTTIUANGYMENI 6 T3 ntlveyalinuduiusidaauny (Multicollinearity) @

AuUbaLAY
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|
un 4

NaNSAN®Y

nsAnwATeliTngUszasaiie@nwUseansamasmsussanumgymevesdiuys
dasgludiuuunisanneaeiafinfiveyaiinduduiusidaiauny (Multicollinearity) Wa

v
aAav aa =<

msAnwlunuideiinsfinwiuTeuiiisu 2 yaveyalaun YnveyadaeILAzYAUDYaITY

TngluunaryaveyadzsuunmusULUUNNIYMBY0sI03a 3 FULUY (MCAR MAR Uay
MNAR) Tum15797 4.1-8.3 mud1dfy azuansan EMSE weaduuunisanaesasdafndiinig
LNUATEIENY 6 F3NsveteyaTiansiivuiaiaesna iesiduanisgameuassULUY
miqiy,mamaqﬁagaﬁmﬂ@iwﬁ’u LAZATS19T 4.4-4.6 AUAFU ALUARIAN EMSE 18351WUU
mimmaEJaa%a@ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁLququymwTw 6 '3'§mi€uaasi’fagaﬁﬁﬁsuumﬁaashq Wosidun
mIgmeuargULUUNMIgevesveyaiiuanaety Tnegidelanusranisuieuiouidy
4 au fil

4.1 nansiTsuliisuisnsuszanamgymie 6 35 Tusduuunisgaymie MCAR
dufureyasiag

4.2 nansissulieuis msuszanamigame 635 luguuuunisgayvie MAR
fc%’m%’uszjjaagaai’wam

4.3 namsTsuliisuisnsuszananigymie 6 35 lugunuunsgamie MNAR
dnfureyasnae

4.4 nansTsuliisuisnsuszanamgymie 6 35 Tusduuunisgyvie MCAR
fc%’m%’uijaagaﬁa

4.5 nansiUssulieuis msuszananigame 635 luguuuunisgayvie MAR
fc%’m%’w{faaﬂaﬁﬂ

4.6 nansssuIiBUIS nsUsTINMAEYe 6 35 TuguluunsgaymMIe MNAR

GRVFINOHGORE
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A ! aa ' aa o L ¥ 3
#1379 4.1 A1 EMSE mamamsﬂszmmmqmma 6 % IHEULLUUﬂﬁiQEQJMWU MCAR GRS BRONGBRN

Sample Percent of Imputation methods
size missing data KNN RF MEAN MI SR BRI
10 23.7992 19.0738 36.2594 29.0452 30.0160 31.7090
20 44.1405 40.0106 55.3267 47.7033 50.6724 49.2388
20 30 47.5078 49.9433 53.8835 52.8398 47.3946 47.8936
40 54.4982 56.0811 61.9076 58.6243 54.6611 55.5599
10 25.6163 14.245 45.5481 42.7178 41.8258 44.2428
20 40.0348 32.6905 57.6051 50.1667 53.4080 53.3692
>0 30 47.2899 43.0832 56.6310 58.2593 52.6011 50.8315
40 62.5970 74.1813 64.6013 69.7725 64.9811 67.7484
10 9.8350 5.9855 22.9239 209177 21.3363 23.0791
20 14.8219 11.4742 258157 22.9490 24.7963 25.2837
109 30 20.4867 17.5985 26.3160 27.3076 26.7810 257673
40 25,7382 27.2526 31.1672 29.4120 31.2357 29.4678
10 4.6693 2.8057 12.8839 10.8782 12.0460 13.5447
20 8.6411 5.4395 16.2057 14.6634 15.2777 15.2273
10 30 11.6875 10.9347 17.8989 15.2296 17.9940 16.6729
40 14.8529 14,7937 19.7010 17.3445 17.9651 18.7976
10 3.2251 1.8566 7.7747 5.7208 8.7534 7.7362
20 6.4149 4.187 11.3141 8.2469 10.8207 11.3962
20 30 9.3625 6.6097 14.1751 9.5665 12.1479 12.2570
40 11.3769 9.3209 17.2734 11.3919 14.2646 15.1533
10 1.2412 0.5629 3.9471 1.4473 4.7114 4.9135
20 2.8403 1.3680 6.7615 27573 6.0749 5.8981
>0 30 4.4444 2.2932 8.8240 4.1184 5.8422 5.8068
40 6.5146 3.7695 10.4504 5.1197 6.5382 7.2261
10 0.6087 0.2527 2.8179 0.6991 4.0415 3.9572
20 1.3364 0.6690 4.9908 1.8289 4.0494 4.0136
1000 30 2.4895 1.2404 7.0393 2.7869 3.7180 3.7411
40 39724 22417 8.7888 3.5876 3.8731 4.1157

e svundaauls vaneiis a1 EMSE sfiaaluaniunisaiii
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nadwsiivualifn1edl 4.1 szyan EMSE va938nsussanmuangame 6 35 Tu
sULUUMSERMIE MCAR uanslsifiua nsdifivuiafosnaniiu 20 nnadwsvesisnis
unueiiAfigadiluuuneu a1 EMSE fidfianlunazsziuesidunnisgymiolun nsdl
PUIAFIDLIMNTU 50 uaz 100 35 RF 1yian EMSE G?Tﬁlﬁjﬂ‘ﬁlLU@%L%UG;WWQEQW]EJ?S@JU 10%,
20% waw 30% usidlarUasidunmsgnmesedu 40% wuan 35 KNN Tuan EMSE sflan uas
ns@ifivuIngeeIamAU 150, 200, 500 way 1000 ﬁnﬂssﬁmﬂaiﬁuémiqiyma W 38

RF lyA1 EMSE sinfigaluynaniunisa



A ! aa ' aa o L ¥ 3
#1390 4.2 A1 EMSE ﬂuamﬁmiﬂsxmmmqmma 6 % I‘NEULLUUﬂWiQin’]B MAR FIMIVVBYBIRDN

24

Sample Percent of Imputation methods
size missing data KNN RF MEAN MI SR BRI
10 18.7952 15.2368 28.8982 27.0524 27.6328 27.5901
20 43.8965 37.5208 53.9992 54.0936 52.5584 53.6018
20 30 477754 46.5357 57.4059 54.3205 51.4940 53.2179
40 49.0639 50.7413 55.6581 52.3826 50.5957 54.7931
10 38.1548 23.7419 62.3981 55.3606 49.4996 55.1880
20 51.2667 40.7564 59.3836 57.3272 54.2419 51.3839
>0 30 54.8953 59.4692 58.7250 62.5505 53.8829 56.1250
40 57.1284 67.4308 54.9728 65.7695 54.3825 53.0079
10 11.7494 4.7266 24.3449 22.6977 23.2914 20.9613
20 19.6381 14.2282 27.1495 26.8689 24.5959 26.7726
109 30 29.1441 20.3513 29.0366 30.2585 30.8276 29.5962
40 28.9198 29.9500 29.7600 31.4140 29.3700 30.4777
10 6.3521 26211 13.1986 12.0279 14.2599 14.1335
20 9.8149 1.0891 14.5959 14.2905 15.3269 14.8952
10 30 14.7641 9.8820 20.2289 17.3501 17.7943 18.0733
40 19.0537 17.5198 21.9783 20.8537 20.6663 20.4178
10 3.6471 1.74 7.2631 7.3248 8.3804 9.5107
20 7.1236 3.6389 10.8924 8.2083 10.8845 11.7971
20 30 9.9043 1.6237 14.0613 10.3610 12.4227 12.8825
40 13.0364 10.8108 17.1177 12.7730 14.7210 15.3003
10 1.3214 0.4918 3.3937 1.4092 4.5123 4.7623
20 2.7116 1.3131 6.0363 2.6069 5.4169 5.3499
>0 30 4.6640 24311 8.9755 4.0063 5.8207 5.8094
40 7.3555 4.4660 11.1641 5.4559 7.2836 7.6494
10 0.6089 0.2528 2.8196 0.7000 4.0591 3.9601
20 1.3383 0.6699 4.9986 1.8319 4.0498 4.0141
1000 30 2.3143 1.2576 6.8773 2.6548 3.6586 3.6928
40 4.6559 2.2455 9.1584 3.5185 4.1853 4.1807

e svundaauls vaneiis a1 EMSE sfiaaluaniunisaiii
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nadwsTinualaian1edl 4.2 szyan EMSE va938nsussanmuangame 6 35 Tu
sULUUNSARMIE MAR wanslisiuan nadifivniadiosnamidu 20 wag 50 Inuadwsues
Bmsunuaiiffiaadluuuueu a1 EMSE Aniigaluunasseiuesiduanisgameluai
NSEUUIAF0819WIRY 100 35 RF 1s1A1 EMSE Gfﬂ‘ﬁl?iﬂ‘ﬁlLU@%L%UGTﬂ’]iQigMWEJiSﬁU 10%,
20% waw 30% usidlarUasidunmsgnmesedu 40% wuan 35 KNN Tuan EMSE sflan uas
ns@ifivuIngeeIamAU 150, 200, 500 way 1000 ﬁnﬂssﬁmﬂa%@uémiqmma W 38

RF lyA1 EMSE sinfigaluynaniunisa
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A ! aa ' aa o L ¥ 3
#1390 4.3 A1 EMSE mamamsﬂszmmmqmma 6 % IHEULLUUﬂﬁiQEQJMWU MNAR GRS BRNGRN

Sample Percent of Imputation methods
size missing data KNN RF MEAN MI SR BRI
10 30.4115 23.5956 45.0423 40.1513 39.8826 38.5856
20 43.4004 40.0082 49.5811 46.5454 46.0165 44.3187
20 30 46.8688 48.1851 53.0948 50.9659 49.6905 46.4016
40 49.5928 54.0385 54.9641 53.4350 51.3271 50.5633
10 39.7437 24.9551 51.3273 45.8444 47.8821 44.0631
20 50.8431 38.8564 52.4758 57.3129 56.0780 53.4832
>0 30 53.2794 47.6151 58.5351 58.8863 56.0243 55.8453
40 62.7924 74.3806 63.9437 71.2654 59.1911 62.8359
10 16.7178 6.7997 25.6581 27.5058 27.0861 26.1148
20 22.3454 12.9727 27.6822 26.8885 255714 28.1499
1o 30 28.3361 23.7718 31.2251 31.3516 28.2189 29.3928
40 29.9636 31.7309 32.9629 30.5474 31.9060 30.3313
10 7.9016 2.3055 12.3153 12.7527 13.8179 12.4018
20 10.5149 5.0916 15.8391 13.8246 14.9143 15.9368
120 30 12.9308 9.7000 19.1751 15.9949 16.8595 18.1101
40 15.6077 15.4223 20.3321 19.2694 18.4300 18.1700
10 3.3703 1.1990 8.4543 7.7112 9.2146 9.5024
20 5.8584 3.0795 11.0765 7.5056 10.7692 10.9667
200 30 8.8357 5.7662 13.6558 9.1957 11.5676 11.7631
40 11.8552 9.3823 16.6508 12.2990 13.4326 14.3862
10 0.9810 0.4278 3.2943 1.1632 4.2109 4.0283
20 2.4021 1.0299 6.4871 2.4096 4.8893 5.0114
°00 30 3.8118 1.9546 8.3650 3.3145 4.7881 4.9159
40 6.4030 3.9154 10.8168 4.4675 7.1657 7.3207
10 0.4828 .182 2.3484 0.6060 3.4012 3.4870
20 1.2448 0.4812 49152 1.6313 2.8883 27817
1000 30 2.5035 1.0752 7.1803 23412 3.2087 28612
40 4.1130 2.0263 9.2254 29977 4.4062 4.6635

e svundaauls vaneiis a1 EMSE sfiaaluaniunisaiii
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U S A o yv d ' a ' a
HAGNENNIMUALIRIAII9A 4.3 SYA1 EMSE 28335n15Ussanaimaye 6 35 Tu

JURUUNITAYMIE MNAR wanslniiiug nsdfisuindios1amiiu 20 50 wag 100 szau

Wosidunnisgamien (10% 20% wag 30%) 35 RF 1A EMSE anfign widlaszau

Wesiunnisameas (40%) wlnnadnsresdsnisunuaiangafiluuuuey a1 EMSE 7

'
[

afgatuwnayszauondunnIsgyneluai wasnsdiivundisenaidu 150, 200, 500

way 1000 Annszduesidunnsaamie wu 35 RF luan EMSE silgaluynanunise

A ' aa ' ad o %
A1 4.4 A1 EMSE 9991517058 010AgY1nIe 6 15 1u§ULLUUﬂ1iqzyw18 MCAR &113U

voyaianisdulsaumau

Percent of Imputation methods
missing data KNN RF MEAN MI SRI BRI
10 0.1611 127 0.2361 0.1948 0.1734 0.1751
20 0.3145 0.2666 0.4462 0.3961 0.4221 0.3511
30 0.5483 0.4409 0.7619 0.6655 0.5887 0.6928
a0 0.7968 0.6158 1.0610 0.8675 0.9242 0.9447

< ' aa ' aa ) o
M13NA 4.5 A1 EMSE v8935M5Usanngavie 6 35 Tuguiuunisaymie MAR sy

voyaianisidulsauva

Percent of Imputation methods
missing data KNN RF MEAN MI SR BRI
10 0.4523 0.3471 0.6644 0.4026 0.3783 0.4042
20 0.7041 0.5984 1.1086 0.7061 0.6542 0.7132
30 0.9571 0.7940 1.6179 0.9506 0.8170 0.9630
a0 1.0634 0.9966 2.1473 1.1666 1.0721 1.1678
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A ' aa ' aa ] U
M50 4.6 A1 EMSE v8935msUszanaagamie 6 35 Tuguwuunisanyyme MNAR dmsu

voyainnisidulsauv

Percent of Imputation methods
missing data KNN RF MEAN M SRI BRI
10 0.4835 0.3670 0.7500 0.4314 0.3701 0.4493
20 0.7697 0.6346 1.1767 0.7813 0.6775 0.6449
30 0.9063 0.8463 1.5766 1.0284 0.8915 0.8714
40 1.1012 0.9418 2.0164 1.1562 1.1034 1.1244
1.2
1
0.8 25
0.6 2
é 0.4 15
o 02 = 1
0
10% 20% 30% 40% 05
0
10% 20% 30% 40%
Percent of missing data Percent of missing data

=@=KNN e=@==RF «==@==MEAN =@=|\|| =@==SR| ==@-=BRI

@ (b)
25
2
Ho1s
S
O 1
05 /
0
10% 20% 30% 40%

Percent of missing data

=@=KNN =@=RF ==@=NVEAN =@==|\|| ==@=SR| =@-=BRI

©

o = = ' aa ' ad o v Y )
UM 4.1 msspuineunl EMSE 99915n15UTs10AE 18 6 7D mmwauﬂmmmnﬁuﬁmwmm Ty
sukuuNSeyne (@) MCAR, (b) MAR iag () MNAR

Y Y

=@=KNN =@==RF «=@= MEAN =@==|\|| =@==SR| ==0-= BRI




29

U ‘d‘ o QJU 4 4 ¥ ! !
NARNSAUA LIRS0 4.4,45, 4.6 u,asg‘d‘n 4.1 wandlymdiual A1 EMSE 289
FnsUsznangyme 6 38 Tugaveyainnisidulsauimiu wurmnssauilesidunnis
gy 33 RF e EMSE weeilan uazds MEAN Tnan EMSE afign danallaaenmassiv

HANTITeYRVOYATIRDY Uufe Wavwndioesdua 150 Juld 35 RF Juwsluulvan EMSE

'
o

ifign wedmduisnfivseansnmuniian wenantnud Wessaulesidunnisgyme

MANNTU A1 EMSE Tkl usNagsiuunie
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|
unn 5

ajluarinnsaNansiing

o

AL ITngUsrasaLitelUTeugUIsNMTUTTINMANgYMeveiIuUsBaTE NiNg
gaumedImsunN1TIATIEnnIsannegadadnninim Nveyadaduduius 8 Launy

(Multicollinearity) Wadl@uusdasy 3 i NFuUsdaseninisaey

Yy v

e 3 gULL‘U‘Ul@TLLﬂI MCAR,
MAR wag MNAR aeiiisnisussinangameilelunuidod Ae 35 MEAN, M1, 38 KNN, RF,
SRI W@y BRI %ayjaﬁi%iumiﬁﬂmﬁ 2 Sqm%aaﬂaléjtm qusgaaﬂaai’waaﬂ (Simulation data) wag
YAveYaI3 (Real life data) Alalumsiderduroyaann www kaggle.com Gsusznauluame
fhuusdasy 3 ¢ Aiddninanemaidulsamnu ddureyadiaosasfmuasuindiosis
20, 50, 100, 150, 200, 500 uaw 1000 fuusdasziAnnisgamedivesidunmsgame 4

SEAU AB 10%, 20%, 30% way 40% A1 EMSE TunisilSeuinaulseans nnuedaisnng

(%
[

Uszanauaagyme Jaiveiiagnadluuni ddadl
1. agunansidey
2. 9AUTI8NaN13I8

3. UBLAUBLLUL

5.1 ajunansivy

uansieudisuUssAnsninaesisnisUssanuangameia 6 38 lusuuuunisga
e MCAR uandlyiiun nedifivuiniosnandu 20 Innadwsvesisnsunumiinfigniila
LULBY A1 EMSE ﬁ@fﬂﬁqmiuw{amzﬁuLﬂagﬁuﬁimﬁqmumsflﬁmﬁ nsdlvundngnamiiv
50 uaz 100 33 RF TuA1 EMSE shitgafiesidunnisgamessdu 10%, 20% wag 30% us
lowesifunnisgaymesedu 40% wuat 38 KNN Tuan EMSE sfign waznsdifivunadaesns
iU 150, 200, 500 wag 1000 ﬁnmzﬁmﬂa%wﬁu@;miq@ma wu 33 RF Tvien EMSE #n
figelunnanunisal

dmsugduuunmsgmng MAR wanslniual nsdifvuIndpe1wnITU 20 Lag 50

o

' ' ' '
aaa )

Tnnadnsveaisnsununnaiiandluuuueu a1 EMSE Nafigatunnasseduosidunnig
gayelunasi nsdlawindieenamniu 100 35 RF Tnan EMSE afigafiilesidunnisgamne

AU 10%, 20% Laz 30% LmLﬁaLUaiL%umﬂﬁsq@wwaizﬁu 40% Wu31 35 KNN Tvian EMSE
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63;’1‘171'?!@ LAENTETVUINFIBY1UNITY 150, 200, 500 wag 1000 ﬁnmzﬁ’mﬂai?juﬁmiqm
e WU 35 RF Inen EMSE shilaalunnaniunisal

dUsULUUNITaME MNAR wandlmiiuan nsdifivunafesnanmdu 20 50 uag
100 fiszduiaaifunnisanmies (10% 20% wag 30%) 33 RF w1 EMSE si1fian unidle
5zé’ULUa§L%u§ﬂ’rﬁngmsJﬁqﬂ (40%) ﬁ]ﬂﬁjmaa‘”wésuaﬁ%nmmuﬁwﬁﬁﬁqmﬁiﬁLLﬁuau A
EMSE Vi@i"w‘ﬁ'qmiuLw{azszﬁ’umai‘ﬁw{miqagmEJ"Laiﬂaﬁ LaznIaifvuInf0819niy 150,
200, 500 wag 1000 innszduendunnisgymis wuan 35 RF vian EMSE siigalunn
A0UN70l

dnunaisuifieuiBnsUssnumgmens 6 3510soya93 (Real life data)
Tugavoyatanisdulsawimiu wunynssduesidunanisgamie 38 RF a1 EMSE uas

a v

1gn wazds MEAN v EMSE gevian Fenaillaaennassiunansideyaveyainass tufe

Y

Wovuasioensiawa 150 ulU 33 RF Juwslunlvan EMSE afige wiadnanduisngd
E 4l

' '
a a

UszdnSnmuniian uanaintinuin WeseAuesidunnisgameiiinduy a1 EMS
o a X ¥

wWIlUNTRZNUAIY

Fenaanslureyassauazvayadiaeslulufiaiafediu Wude Weoveyalvuialngy
Tunn 9 wWoesiunnisagmeuazdanuduiusidaauny (Multicollinearity) Fafiunaziu

' = Yaa ¥ a a aa S o & A ax '
WuIMSEeNl¥T RF aglnusednsnnangalunnaniunisu deumnagiienisnisunund
gayyudmsuveyarnlugalsiientyds RF
N - Y aa

wenantl Awiniuladn Jadenawmansysyansamlunsussanamgyiens 6 35
lawn WesunnNSayMmIeLaLIUIARL 98190 BLA FINAN1TITE WU lunsgymienn
sUnvuiveyaivwindn lunnszduesidunnisgyme nadnsvesisnisununnafiand
Tuuuweu a1 EMSE fisvigaluwmazszauosidunnisgymelund wideveyadvuinlvey
lunnsgauesidunnisgaymie 35 RF Juwiluwluan EMSE siidn w3edninduisad
UszdnSnmuniian uanainidnuin eserulesifunnisgymeiinduy a1 EMSE 4

WU UNNILNLTUAY

5.2 aAUsIenanIsIve

a

INNSANBIUITeNNILN nudiluianuidenneasanisunuaigymeluye

(% v
= o

voyamsuwensidulsaiumiunieisnismand dedunideddinnuaulalunsdnwm

Y

¥ dﬁl dl S aa o U a g Yo a o
voyail ieidulsslevulunisitadelsanazdndulalunissnvigule wazannwaniside
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' aa =~ a a o ¥ o ! 9 ‘o ¢ =
WUl 35 RF aeiluseAnsamangaluveyanilvunaluglunnsgduilesidunnisaymiy 4
dannaeanuUITLVRs Kokla et al. (2019) M1na1331 35 RF agiluszaniamuniigaiiie
vayaduunlngyIu 9nedeaannassiuauideves Hong and Lynn (2020) Felyvaya
Fraeanenddnlunis@neiglisuzis ulugusuunisgamens 3 sUwuu (MCAR, MAR,
MNAR) nia1331 35 RF fUszansamunniigaidesziuiosidunnisgameiiingindy uazdy
d0AnaeiUUITeV Epp-Stobbe et al. (2022) 11na1791 35 RF aglnuszdnSaninaiian

e a4 w o fa S v X g v 2 ¥
WUt naIfe sEAUaTIUANTEYMNETeIVB AT Fvanalna1 EMSE liuTy Lay
YUIARIDLINLTY Azaralnan EMSE anas unluanddewailluladnulugaveyalunis
unensidulsaiuvu fsiulunisfnyanddedensmnedaduidenisnislunisunuan
gauvelnlianuuweiionndunslureyafiiiervemenisunmenazaudu 9 1o

AITUNSEBNTTNTUNUANGYYNEILAHANTENUBY NUINABHAANTVDLT IAeiany
spgufiaidureyanisnisunny insievinluuseansanlunisuseliuyUivanatuazes
awanatinvawiele
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5.3.2 Aumsidendemely
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>set.seed(80)

>x1 <- rnorm(1000)

>x2 <- rnorm(1000)+x1*10

>x3 <- rnorm(1000)

>z =1+ 1"x1 + 1"x2 + 1*x3

>pr = 1/(1+exp(-2))

>y <- rbinom(n = 1000, size = 1, prob = pr)
>mydata <- data.frame(y=y, x1=x1, x2=x2, x3=x3)
>SampleSize <- 20 # 20 50 100 150 200 #
>PercenMissing <- 0.1 # 0.1 0.20.3 0.4 #
>Repeat <- 1000

>Sum_Cal KNN <- 0

>Sum_Cal _Forest <- 0

>Sum_Cal_MEAN <- 0

>Sum_Cal Ml <-0

>Sum_Cal SR<-0

>Sum_Cal BR<-0

>i<-1

>while (i <= Repeat) {

# Missing #

>Sample <- mydata[sample(nrow(mydata),SampleSize),]; #Sample
>SP <- data.frame(Sample[,1],Sample[,2],Samplel,3],Sample[,4])
>#install.packages("logistf")

>#library(logistf)

>full <- logistf(SP[,11~SP[,2]+SP[,3]+SP[,4])
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> fullScoefficients

> betaOfull <- full$coefficients[1]

>betalfull <- fullScoefficients[2]

>beta2full <- fullScoefficients[3]

>beta3full <- full$coefficients[4d]

>Samplenoty <- Sample[-1]

>Missing <- ampute(Samplenoty,prop = PercenMissing,mech = "MCAR")
>MissingData <- MissingSamp; #MissingData

>Missinghasy <- data.frame(Sample[1],MissingData)

3+

Method
KNN

H*

3+
++

>#install.packages("VIM")

>#library(VIM)

>Sgrt M <- round(sgrt(SampleSize-(PercenMissing*SampleSize)))
>KNN <- kNN(Missinghasy,variable = c("x1", "x2", "x3"),k=Sqrt_M)
>fit KNN <- logistf(KNN[,1] ~ KNN[,2] + KNN[,3] + KNN[,4])

>fit_ KNNScoefficients

>betalfit KNN <- fit KNNScoefficients[1]

>betalfit KNN <- fit KNNScoefficients[2]

>beta2fit KNN <- fit KNNScoefficients[3]

>beta3fit KNN <- fit KNNScoefficients[4]

>Cal KNN  <-  (((betaOfull-beta0fit KNN)A2)+((betalfull-betalfit KNN)A2)+((beta2full-
beta2fit KNN)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit KNN)A2))

>Sum_Cal_KNN <- Sum_Cal _KNN + Cal_KNN
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I+

# Method

3+
3+

MissForest

>#install.packages("missForest")

>#library(missForest)

>MissForest <- missForest(Missinghasy)

>ComForest <- MissForestSximp

>fit_Forest <- logistf(ComForest[,1] ~ ComForest[,2] + ComForest[,3] + ComForest[,4])
>fit_ForestScoefficients

>betalfit Forest <- fit ForestScoefficients[1]

>betalfit Forest <- fit ForestScoefficients[2]

>beta2fit Forest <- fit ForestScoefficients[3]

>beta3fit Forest <- fit ForestScoefficients[4]

>Cal_Forest<-(((betaOfull-betalfit Forest)A2)+((betalfull-
betalfit_Forest)A2)+((beta2full-beta2fit_Forest)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit Forest)A2))

>Sum_Cal_Forest <- Sum_Cal Forest + Cal_Forest

Bs

# Method

H*

# Mean

>#install.packages("missMethods")

>#library(missMethods)

>ComMEAN <- impute_mean(Missinghasy)

>fit. MEAN <- logist(ComMEANI,1] ~ ComMEANL,2] + ComMEAN[,3] + ComMEANL,4])
>fit MEANScoefficients

betaOfit MEAN <- fit MEANScoefficients[1]

betalfit MEAN <- fit MEANScoefficients[2]

beta2fit MEAN <- fit. MEANScoefficients[3]

beta3fit MEAN <- fit MEANScoefficients[4]



a2

>Cal_MEAN<~(((betaOfull-betalfit. MEAN)A2)+((betalfull-
betalfit MEAN)A2)+(beta2full-beta2fit MEAN)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit MEAN)A2))
>Sum_Cal_ MEAN <- Sum_Cal_MEAN + Cal_MEAN

H+

# Method
# Ml

I+

>#install.packages("mice")

>#library(mice)

>imp <- mice(Missinghasy)

>Mi <- complete(imp)

>fit Ml <- logistfiMi[,1] ~ Mi[,2] + MI[,3] + Mi[,4])
>betalfit Ml <- fit MIScoefficients[1]
>betalfit Ml <- fit MIScoefficients[2]
>beta2fit Ml <- fit MIScoefficients[3]
>beta3fit Ml <- fit MIScoefficients[4]

>Cal_M <- ((betaOfull-beta0fit_ MNA2)+((betalfull-betalfit M)A2)+(beta2full-
beta2fit M)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit MI)A2))
>Sum_Cal Ml <- Sum_Cal_MI + Cal_M|

3+
H*

Method
SRI

3+
Bs

>imp_SR <- mice( Missinghasy , method = "norm.nob")
>SR <- complete(imp_SR)

>fit SR <- logistf(SR[,1] ~ SR[,2] + SR[,3] + SR[,4])
>betalfit SR <- fit SRScoefficients[1]

>betalfit SR <- fit SRScoefficients[2]

>beta2fit SR <- fit_ SRScoefficients[3]

>beta3fit SR <- fit SRScoefficients[4]
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>Cal_SR <- ((betaOfull-betalfit SR)N2)+((betalfull-betalfit SR)A2)+((beta2full-
beta2fit SR)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit SR)A2))
>Sum_Cal SR <- Sum_Cal SR + Cal SR

3+

Method
# BRI

H+

HH*

>imp_bay <- mice( Missinghasy , method = "norm")

>bay <- complete(imp_bay)

>fit BR <- logistf(bay[,1] ~ bay[,2] + bay[,3] + bay[,4])

>betalfit BR <- fit BRScoefficients[1]

>betalfit BR <- fit BRScoefficients[2]

>beta2fit BR <- fit BRScoefficients[3]

>beta3fit BR <- fit BRScoefficients[4]

>Cal BR <- ((betaOfull-beta0fit BR)A2)+((betalfull-betalfit BR)A2)+((beta2full-
beta2fit_BR)A2)+((beta3full-beta3fit BR)A2))

>Sum_Cal BR <- Sum_Cal BR + Cal _BR

Bs

# Repeat

=i+l

>EMSE_KNN <- Sum_Cal_KNN/Repeat;round(EMSE_KNN,4)
>EMSE_Forest <- Sum_Cal_Forest/Repeat;round(EMSE_Forest,4)
SEMSE_MEAN <- Sum_Cal_MEAN/Repeat;round(EMSE_MEAN,4)
>EMSE_MI <- Sum_Cal_MI/Repeat;round(EMSE_MI,4)

>EMSE_SR <- Sum_Cal_SR/Repeat;round(EMSE_SR,4)

>EMSE_BR <- Sum_Cal BR/Repeat;round(EMSE_BR,4)
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